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Are these micro-vehicles modes competing

against each other or are they complementary ?

500 000 T Vehicle 'MA&RE)_MO_B_{U:F_Y __________________ 1 Wha'F can we say about the issues of interr.no<JI.aI.ity? In particular, it is a question of unders-
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The three scales of mobility as a
function of vehicle weight and
capacity (Cristoforou et al, 2021)

Cities are becoming more and more multimodal as the diversity of transport modes increases
(Amar, 2010). In particular, the field of micromobility has been disrupting urban travel.
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Micromobility involves the ability to move using minimalist means, typically referring to mobility
small, lightweight vehicles (Ki Eom et al. 2023), such as bicycles, e-bikes, and e-scooters device* | mobility Vehicle speed
(Boglietti et al., 2021), possibly shared. This diversity of efficient modes for short-distance 0 \ : =" device | (km/h)

m(')bfllty or ﬁrst-tq-last—mlle service has the potentlal to overcome the shortcomings of the *human powered I powered up to 25 km/h I powered between 25-45 km/h ?
existing automobile-dependent transportation system. T L L L L T ___
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devices (except bike).
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A socio-spatial representation § - E s =0 The human-powered bicycle occupies a
of micromobility o—0 N—/o o . @ central place in micromobility, with
® o Mobile people (+15y.0)/ generally an average position in relation to the
EPMD PMD All mechanized modes different characteristics we analyzed. EPMDs and
age (year) PMDs cover mobility different from bikes: users
70 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ are younger and from lower social classes,
distances are shorter. Shared bicycles have a
profile closer to human-powered bicycles in
60 15th and 85th percentile by mode terms of age criteria but they are used over
P ;7/ \\ R e - on the criteria of user age and shorter distances. Competition with personal
Py T Tt 5,3 km distance traveled per stage bicycles is very relative because shared bicycles
50 — . - — = are often used in an intermodal combination
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o through adapted infrastructure. Finally, the
15 18 y. o. performance of micromobility requires more
0 y 2 3 4 5 15th centile 85th centile inclusive practices, particularly towards
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older people who are still poorly represented
among current users.
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