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1. INTRODUCTION

The  relationship between micromobility and traditional modes of transport has been studied through
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2. RESEARCH QUESTIONS

(1) Which are the distinct profiles of micromobility users in Barcelona?

(1) How do different micromobility profiles design their modal 

strategies?

(1) What key factors drive the adoption of multimodal travel behaviors 

among micromobility users in Barcelona?



3. METHODOLOGY 

Self-declared use of 

micromobility modes

“In the last seven days, have you used 
the following micromobility mode of 

transport?” 

(1) Yes,3 or more days (Often); 

(2) Yes,1 or 2 days (Sometimes); 

(3) No, I have not (Never). 

Self-declared use of 

traditional modes of transport

“In the last seven days, have you used 
the following mode of transport?” 

(1) Yes,3 or more days (Often); 

(2) Yes,1 or 2 days (Sometimes); 

(3) No, I have not (Never). 
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4. RESULTS (1)
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4. RESULTS (2)

Boxes with (*) indicate a statistically significant lower percentage compared to the overall distribution of the 

sample

Boxes with (**) indicate a statistically significant higher percentage compared to the overall distribution of the 

**

**

*

*

**

**

*

**

*

**

**

**

*

**

*

**

(22,2%) (10,1%) (33,1%) (12,5%) (14,2%) (7,5%)



4. RESULTS (2)

Boxes with (*) indicate a statistically significant lower percentage compared to the overall distribution of the 

sample

Boxes with (**) indicate a statistically significant higher percentage compared to the overall distribution of the 

**

**

*

*

**

**

*

**

*

**

**

**

*

**

*

**

(22,2%) (10,1%) (33,1%) (12,5%) (14,2%) (7,5%)



4. RESULTS (2)

Boxes with (*) indicate a statistically significant lower percentage compared to the overall distribution of the 

sample

Boxes with (**) indicate a statistically significant higher percentage compared to the overall distribution of the 

**

**

*

*

**

**

*

**

*

**

**

**

*

**

*

**

(22,2%) (10,1%) (33,1%) (12,5%) (14,2%) (7,5%)



4. RESULTS (2)

Boxes with (*) indicate a statistically significant lower percentage compared to the overall distribution of the 

sample

Boxes with (**) indicate a statistically significant higher percentage compared to the overall distribution of the 

**

**

*

*

**

**

*

**

*

**

**

**

*

**

*

**

(22,2%) (10,1%) (33,1%) (12,5%) (14,2%) (7,5%)
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related to multimodality
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