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Why Stockholm?
- High income & growth
- Digital economy, agglomeration, sorting
- Immigration
- Congestion charge
- Bicycles and transit gaining from cars



2000s

high-income
working-age

single
international
high trip rates



Spatial divergence of mean trips lengths
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metropolitan area travel
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long distance travel



more long-distance trips
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activities
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ICT related trends

• 3-4% work fully from home on a given day

• agglomeration, population sorting

• more professional traffic

• fewer local trips, more long-distance trips



car use
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Those with best opportunities to reduce car use did: 
men, urban, non-commuting 
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Those with best opportunities to reduce car use did: 
men, urban, non-commuting 
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widening gaps in car access: increasingly high-income, 
age 35+, company car, outer suburban
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Source: Swedish NTS 2011-2013

climate issue ≠ city commuting 



bicycling



Bicycle becoming commute mode
for urban high-income (men)
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Similar spatial 
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