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Abstract. Innovations drive dynamic changes in daily commuting, especially in
functional urban areas (FUAs), where transport systems are developed. Innovative
solutions are being tested in FUAs and they not only pose an alternative to
conventional transport systems but can also revolutionise daily commuting
in cities. The main aim was to classify the innovation drivers identified in the
literature and to determine their impact on travel behaviour (TB) in FUAs with
the use of an expert survey. The following research hypothesis was examined:
the level of innovation utilisation in daily commuting and its impact on TB is
similar in countries with similar levels of economic development. The survey
results were processed to (1) create a ranking of innovations in TB in European
OECD countries and (2) group countries based on similarity in prioritising
innovations influencing TB, using the Ward hierarchical clustering method. As
a result, innovative factors were comprehensively identified and classified into six
categories.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Research background

Cities implement transport policies and management
strategies to provide their residents with access to
various means of transport (Oeschger et al., 2020;
Abduljabbar et al.,, 2021). City dwellers can choose
from different options, such as shared transport,
whereas the residents of suburban areas, especially
areas that are strongly linked with the urban core,
are often tasked with organising their own means
of transport (Wolny, 2019). In core cities and the
commuting zones, the key challenges for the local
authorities are to reduce traffic congestion, prevent
transport-related social exclusion, adapt means of
transport to local needs, and introduce eco-friendly
transport options. Functional urban areas (FUAs)
should be testing grounds for innovative solutions
that could offer an alternative to conventional
transport and revolutionise daily commuting.
Research studies examining the influence of
innovations on daily commuting patterns provide
important information about the attitudes and
expectations of commuters who represent different
generations. A growing number of commuters are
members of Generation Y (also known as Millennials,
the WWW Generation, or the Net Generation)
and Generation Z (also known as Zoomers, Post-
Millennials, or the Internet Generation) who
represent an approach that is oriented towards
mobility and rapid response to change (Paukert
et al., 2021). The skills and characteristics of these
generations are a direct reflection of the technical
progress that has been made since their birth (Baran
& Klos, 2014), which is why innovative solutions,
including in daily commuting, will be important
in their lives. For this reason, modern transport
policies and plans (medium- and long-term) should
account for the life philosophy of the youngest
generations of commuters (and local community
members), including their approach to innovation.
As a result, the choices made by the youngest
generations affect the popularity of different urban

mobility and transport solutions, and they impact
the competitiveness and profitability of both public
and private transport.

Therefore, FUAs, where people are active users
of urban transport systems, should be examined
because important, dynamic changes in daily
commuting are driven by innovations in the urban
environment. FUAs are sub-regions that have been
created due to the significant impact of cities on their
surroundings, as well as temporary transformation
processes in settlement, land use structure and
population. The definition of FUAs proposed by
the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and
Development (OECD) was adopted for the needs
of the present study. This definition relies on
population density to identify urban cores and
travel-to-work flows to identify the “hinterlands”,
whose labour market is highly integrated with the
cores (OECD, 2013). The “hinterland” was defined
as the “worker catchment area” of the urban labour
market, outside the densely inhabited core (OECD,
2013). According to this definition, the travel-to-
work analysis seemed to be an important issue for
creating coherent FUAs. However, the definition
changed in 2019 (Dijkstra et al.,, 2019; OECD,
2019), when it was emphasised that FUAs consist
of urban cores (cities) and commuting zones that
are composed of local administrative units where
at least 15% of the workforce commutes to the
city (Dijkstra et al., 2019; OECD, 2019). The main
effects of innovations include changes in travel
behaviour (TB), in particular in daily commuting
patterns. In view of the above definition of FUAs
and the observations of their dynamic growth,
where the links between urban and rural zones are
based on daily commuting, further research into TB
is needed to improve transport systems in FUAs.

Travel behaviour is defined as a set of practices
in response to the availability of transportation
resources and a supportive context for enabling
travel (Barajas, 2021). Considerable research has
been done on TB despite the fact that this field
of research gained popularity only in the 1980s
(Davis et al., 2020). Research on TB generally
explores daily commuting patterns in FUAs, and
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it considers atomised transport (individuals or
groups of passengers) (Rodrigue, 2020), as well
as massified public transport (Nguyen-Phuoc et
al., 2018; Bartosiewicz & Pielesiak, 2019; Almlof
et al., 2020; Echaniz et al., 2022). Previous studies
analysed innovative solutions in transport systems
that improve daily commuting experiences and
evaluated the impact of individual solutions such
as vehicle sharing systems (Garcia-Palomares et al.,
2012; Kwiatkowski, 2018; Mounce & Nelson, 2019;
Bielinski & Wazna, 2020; Duran-Rodas et al., 2020;
Shaheen et al., 2020; Soriguera & Jiménez-Meroifio,
2020; Schimohr & Scheiner, 2021), autonomous
vehicles (Lenz & Fraedrich, 2016; Duarte & Ratti,
2018; Hancock et al.,, 2019), park-and-ride systems
(Zhang et al., 2018; Cavadas & Antunes, 2019),
GPS and applications for travel planning and
tracking vehicles (Zhang et al., 2013; Andersson et
al., 2018; Tang et al., 2019), woonerven (Vasileiadis
& Nalmpantis, 2019; Ferenchak & Rowangould,
2020; Kope¢ & Wojtowicz, 2021), as well as the
impact of remote work and Internet shopping on
daily travel in general (Loo & Wang, 2018; Campisi
et al.,, 2022; Rafiq et al., 2022). However, a single
approach to evaluating the combined impact of
numerous innovations has not been proposed to
date. Most studies have emphasised the importance
of innovations in the local, regional or national
context, but the solutions adopted in FUAs should
be examined from an international perspective
due to the rapid transfer of innovations between
dynamically developing areas, including FUAs.

It should be emphasised that most of the studies
on TB concentrate on selected age and social groups
(children, students, women, seniors, families with
children, etc.) and a limited set of TB (individual
or public), in particular discrete TB (Davis et
al., 2020). Another popular research topic is the
utility of various transport modes to explain the
differences in TB across countries (Buehler, 2010).
However, further research is essential to determine
innovative factors influence on the behaviour of
various commuter groups who rely on modes of
transport that are both “active” (where travellers
independently choose the hour of departure, the
travelled route, and co-travellers) and “passive”
(organised transport, where the route, duration
of travel, and departure times are fixed), as well
as multimodal transport (conventional means of
transport combined with modern solutions). There
is also a need to identify and classify factors that
affect travellers as they adapt to changing conditions.

1.2. Aim and scope of the work

The main purpose of this research was to compre-
hensively classify the factors that have been iden-
tified in the literature as innovation drivers and to
determine their impact on TB in FUAs. The present
research is innovative for three reasons: (1) the in-
novative factors influencing TB in FUAs were com-
prehensively identified and classified in 6 categories
(social, economic, legal, infrastructural, technologi-
cal / SMART, and environmental) - after (Dudzins-
ka et al., 2023); (2) the prioritisation of innovative
factors in European OECD countries characterized
by varying levels of economic development were de-
termined, and (3) a clustering of European OECD
countries based on assigned innovation factors in
transportation was conducted using the Ward meth-
od. Preliminary research - at the desk research stage
involving analysis of literature and sources from a
number of countries - confirmed the impact of vari-
ous innovations on TB. The pilot study - in the form
of interviews with experts from different countries -
indicated that there is a link between a country's level
of wealth, its degree of socio-economic development
and the introduction of innovation (including in the
area of TB). Hence the following research hypothe-
sis was examined: the level of innovation utilization
in daily commuting to work and its impact on TB is
similar in countries with similar levels of economic
development.

The study was conducted with a use of a survey
method. The survey involved experts from European
OECD countries and two OECD candidate countries.
The questionnaire survey was limited to European
countries which share the following similarities:
a single market, free flow of goods, services,
technology, and innovation (in particular in the EU
and the associated countries). This multidimensional
comparative analysis of expert opinions on innovative
factors that affect TB will contribute valuable
information about the choice of commuting modes
in FUAs. Innovations play a very important role in
the lives of Gen Y and Gen Z members, and their
significance has to be recognised in the process of
developing transport policies nowadays.

2. Materials and methods

Empirical analyses both qualitative (literature review,
questionnaire survey) and quantitative (statistical
analysis to rank innovative factors) were conducted
to validate the research hypothesis. Statistical,
geographic and analytical tools were used in the study
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(Statistica PL v. 13 and QGIS 3.28.6). A list of potential
innovations that affect TB in FUAs was developed
based on a review of the literature. Innovative factors
that have been identified in the literature in the past
30 years (ever since the first innovations, even the
most incidental, have been reported) were aggregated.
The following step, the identified innovative factors
were classified and grouped in six categories (social,
economic, legal, infrastructural, technological/SMART
and environmental) (Dudzinska et al., 2023).

An online questionnaire was designed based on the
identified factors. The questionnaire was addressed to
experts from areas such as: transport, urban planning,
urban development and administration in European
OECD countries and OECD candidate countries. The
survey results were processed to (1) create a ranking
of innovations in TB in European OECD countries
and (2) group countries (using the Ward hierarchical
clustering method) based on similarity in prioritising
those innovations influencing TB. Figure 1 presents
the applied research procedure.

Identification
Literature
_ analysis
Innovatre
factors (IF)
Classification

J

B |

Feonomic [F

._[ Legal IF [
Technological
SMARTIF

|- b{[lnfmstmcluml I{}

!

d

Building questionnaire and distnbution, data collection

Fig. 1. Research framework
Source: authors' elaboration

¥
Experts from Data Study area
Cuestionnaire - OECDH callection selection
» E On-line Furopean
xpertsurvey distribution countries
? ;
Imvestigation, testing, validation
Statistical [nmovative Innovative factors
analyses factors influence spatial
ranking diversity
I
Spatial analyses
T i
Verification of the ™ Confirmation
> hypothesis True
yporhest or false Refutation




Ada Wolny-Kuciniska et al./ Bulletin of Geography. Socio-economic Series / 64 (2024): 149-175 153

2.1. Questionnaire and data processing

The survey questionnaire comprised 12 questions, a
few of which were designed to collect information
about the respondents (e.g., main field of interest,
employment in a commercial organisation or a
research/educational institution, and professional
experience). The first part of the questionnaire
contained single- or multiple-choice closed-ended
questions. The respondents also indicated their
continent and country of residence in a descriptive
question. Closed-ended questions addressed
innovations that influence TB. Then, the participants
were asked to select the most relevant factors in six
groups that influence TB.

The respondents could give a maximum of
three answers to each question, which implies that
the number of factors selected in each question
could differ. The questions also differed in terms of
numbers of potential answers, which corresponded
to the number of potential innovations. In this group
of questions, the participants were asked to identify
such innovations that may have an impact on the
entire society rather than on individuals. In the last
question, experts were asked to rank six groups of
factors from the most to the least relevant.

2.2. Statistical and geostatistical methods

The responses from the surveys were statistically
analysed using two techniques: Weighted Sum
Ranking and positional technique. In Weighted
Sum Ranking, expert opinions regarding the order
of selected indicators were considered. Weighted
Sum Ranking is an evaluation technique that assigns
different weights to individual positions occupied
by features or elements in the study. Each position
occupied by a feature by respondents is weighted by
a specified weighting coefficient.

The formula for the sum rank Si for the i* feature is:

5 = Zfayiwy + ) (1)

where:

S. is the weighted sum rank for the i feature,

n is the number of respondents,

w. is the weighting coeflicient for the /™ position,

r; is the rank assigned by the respondent j to the it
feature.

In determining the rank within a given group
for each expert's response, the order of indications
was taken into account on a scale: first position —
3 points, second position - 2 points, third position
- 1 point, and features not indicated remained

unranked. The results were compiled for the six
groups of factors and all experts.

The positional technique was applied when it
was essential to establish the order of features rather
than their absolute value. The positional scale can
take various forms, but it is most commonly based
on arranging elements according to their relative
positions. In the context of survey analysis, this
scale allows for a comparison of which features
respondents perceive as more important relative to
others, without precisely determining the absolute
difference between their values.

By applying both of these techniques, the analysis
of survey data becomes more comprehensive,
enabling an understanding of both the significance
of individual features and their relative order in the
context of the study.

The Ward method is a hierarchical clustering
technique for grouping objects, with the goal of
minimising variance within clusters and maximising
the difference between clusters. In the first step, each
object is treated as a separate cluster. Subsequently,
distances between clusters are computed by merging
the closest ones. After merging, a new cluster variance
is calculated. This process is repeated until a single,
large cluster is obtained. The Ward method uses
Euclidean distance to measure the distance between
objects. The formula for the Euclidean distance
between two objects, a and b, in a k-dimensional
space is:

d= [Eha -y, )

Where a, and b, are the respective i coordinates of
objects a and b in the k-dimensional space.

In the following step, weights (W, ) were assigned
to the six categories of innovative factors. Weights
were assigned based on the answers to the last (12™)
question, in which the respondents were asked to
prioritise the identified categories of factors (1-6).
Weights were computed based on the location and
number of indications relating to a given category
(K). The responses were ranked by multiplying the
corresponding weights by the number of times a
response was given:

Wy = EI'A_.h 5 3)

The obtained values were ranked from the
highest to the lowest and divided into four quartiles
(irrelevant, low, medium and high) with an equal
number of observations for each factor. The first
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(lower) quartile (Q1) is the 25" percentile, which
implies that 25% of the observations are smaller than
or equal to that value, and 75% of the observations
are higher than or equal to that value. The third
(upper) quartile (Q3) is the 75" percentile, which
indicates that 75% of the data are smaller than or
equal to that value, and 25% of the data are higher
than or equal to that value.

2.3. Study area

The survey results were used to accomplish: (1)
ranking of innovations in TB in European OECD
countries, and (2) based on the similarity in
prioritising innovations influencing TB, the survey
results were used to group 20 European countries
belonging to the OECD using the Ward hierarchical
clustering method (Fig. 2).

In these countries, FUAs have been delimited
and classified according to the definition (Dijkstra et
al., 2019). This definition was applied to 33 OECD
member countries, Colombia, and all European

sty area - GDP per capita in PPS 2037 OECD accession date

58 = 78 (low) <4 candidates
B 74 - 95 (middie) [11] 1961 - 1985
I 5 - 717 (high) 1885 - 2004

[ Ewropesn OECD countries o 2004 - 2018

Union Member States. The group of the analysed
countries included nine OECD founding countries
that have been members of the OECD since 1961,
as well as Finland which joined the OECD in 1969
(Fig. 2). Eight countries that joined the OECD
in the late 20™ or early 21st century after political
transformations were also included in the analysis.
Bulgaria and Romania were included in the study as
OECD candidate countries.

The research area was divided into categories,
taking into account the Gross Domestic Product
(GDP) per capita in Purchasing Power Standards
(PPS) (“Statistics — Eurostat,” 2023) for the year 2022,
to include countries with diverse levels of economic
development. Figure 3 presents countries in three
main groups by high, medium and low levels of
development. These categories include countries with
the highest level of development, such as Sweden,
Finland, the Netherlands, Germany, Norway, Italy and
Austria; countries with a low level of development,
such as Latvia, Slovakia, Hungary, Greece, Turkey,
Romania and Bulgaria; and the remaining countries
with a medium level of development (Fig. 2).

Fig. 2. Study area countries - classification according to GDP per capita in PPS (“Statistics — Eurostat,” 2023) and their ac-

cession to OECD

Source: authors' elaboration
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Source: authors' elaboration

European countries vary in terms of innovative
priorities, technological advancement, availability of
financial resources, and the effectiveness of public
policy. For instance, Nordic countries and Germany
often lead in innovation by investing in the
development of new technologies, infrastructure and
research programmes. In contrast, Central European
countries may prioritise other aspects, such as the
modernisation of transportation infrastructure or
the support of entrepreneurship. These differences
stem from the diversity of economies, public policies
and cultural conditions in individual European
countries.

The analysed countries stood out with high
innovation indicators, determined based on
factors such as digitalisation, the implementation
of information technologies, and sustainable
environmental development. Additionally, human
development indicators were taken into account
(Hollanders et al., 2021; United Nations, 2020). These
data clearly show (Fig. 3) that innovation potential
increases in parallel with the rise in GDP per capita
in PPS. In 2021, the leaders in innovation included
Sweden, Finland, the Netherlands, Germany,

Norway and Austria. The first three countries also
demonstrated the most progress in implementing
innovative digital and information technologies.
The level of innovation was at its lowest in Bulgaria,
Romania and Turkey, correlating with the relatively
lower GDP per capita in PPS values of these
countries. However, all analysed countries exhibited
equally high values of the Human Development
Index (2019), which, combined with the dynamic
economic development of “new” OECD members
and an increasing level of social prosperity, should
support the implementation of innovative solutions.

3. Results

3.1. Innovations influencing TB in FUAs

Research studies published in the last 40 years were
reviewed with the use of Scopus, Web of Science
Core Collection and Google Scholar browsers based
on the keywords “TB’, “passenger transport” and
“transport innovations’, which yielded 189 items.
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Table 1. Classification of innovations influencing TB in FUAs
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Table 1 continiued.
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*Abbreviations (Dudzinska et al., 2023): CPT - Combustion-powered public transport, COT - Combustion-powered own
transport, EPT - Electric public transport, EOT - Electric own transport, APT - Active public transport, AOT - Active own

transport

As a result, 41 factors were discovered based on
a review of articles concerning the innovations
that influence TB in the context of transport in
FUAs (Table 1). Data were integrated based on
the results of the literature analysis, and they were

divided into six groups of factors (social, economic,
legal, infrastructural, technological/SMART and
environmental) (Dudzinska et al.,, 2023). Based
on their impact, these factors were matched with
means of transport that are sensitive to changes in
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each evaluated factor (Table 1). Modes of transport
in FUAs were classified focusing on both the energy
source (combustion-based, electric, muscle-powered/
active) and ownership (private or public).

3.2. Results of the expert survey

3.2.1. Analysis of experts’ population

A total of 154 experts from selected OECD countries
and candidate countries including Austria, Bulgaria,
Czechia, Estonia, Finland, Germany, Greece,
Hungary, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Netherlands,
Norway, Poland, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain,
Sweden and Turkey participated in the survey. Not all
selected countries from European OECD countries
and candidate countries had representatives in the
expert survey, but the number of respondents was
sufficient to meet the research aim. A minimum of
five responses had to be obtained from each country
to identify similarities and eliminate deviations. The
survey was conducted between October 2021 and
March 2022.

The majority (88%) of the participants were
employed in research/educational institutions. Ten
percent of respondents worked in land administration
and commercial organisations, and 2% of them were
both practitioners and researchers (Fig. 4). Two groups
of respondents dominated the survey - those who had
10-20 years of professional experience, and persons
with more than 20 years of professional experience:
each group accounted for 38% of the analysed sample
(Fig. 4). The minority of the respondents had less
than ten years of professional experience (24%), but
these participants are members of Generations Y
and Z, and their opinions are highly valuable. The
participating experts were employed in the following
fields: transport (28%), land management and urban
planning (12%), civil engineering (8%), geography
(3%) and regional development (2%). However,
most respondents identified as multidisciplinary
researchers or practitioners because they chose or
listed more than one field (60% of the sample).
Around 7% of the respondents were employed in
other fields (Fig. 4). Hence, the analysed sample
was identified as sufficiently representative of the
examined population.

L 100% 100%
B0% 80%5 1 58 0%
60%n ()% G0%%
A40%% 0% 4%
%4 2020 20%
18
o 0% % —_—
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commercial organisation -"':'!".' |-|.ll.1l.}K;:IFI||.|1ilr}' {representing more than |
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instfution

Fig. 4. Expert survey — experts’ characteristics
Source: authors' elaboration
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® geography



Ada Wolny-Kuciniska et al./ Bulletin of Geography. Socio-economic Series / 64 (2024): 149-175

159

3.2.2. Innovation ranking

The ranking of innovations in TB in European OECD
countries was conducted using the Weighted Sum
Ranking and positional technique. In the ranking
technique, each respondent's indication received a
score, with the first — 3 points, the second - 2 points,
and the third - 1 point. On the other hand, the
positional technique took into account the number
of indications of innovations. Figure 5 (a—f) presents
the ranking of innovations in the analysed groups,
developed based on both ranking techniques.

Innovations H1 (Higher travel comfort), D1
(Less crowded public transport - bus, tram), and
Al (Remote work) achieved the highest rank in
the social factors group. Among them, innovation
Al (Remote work) received the most indications,
while innovation D1 (Less crowded public transport
- bus, tram) obtained the highest rank (Fig. 5a).
Innovation I1 (Improved road aesthetics) turned out
to be an insignificant feature, having been indicated
only by three respondents.

In the economic factors group (Fig. 5b),
respondents most frequently pointed to innovation
E2 (Discounts/special offers for public transport
passengers/ticket sharing), and the highest weight
was assigned to innovation D2 (Higher service
frequency (e.g., bus line), changes in public
transport timetables).

In the case of legal factors (Fig. 5¢), the highest
rank and position were achieved by the legal feature
B3 (Traffic calming in downtown areas — woonerf).
In the group of infrastructure factors, the ranking of
innovations for both ranking techniques is identical;
the highest evaluations were obtained by the features
E4 (Availability of transit hubs and park-and-ride
facilities) and A4 (Construction of new roads, road
upgrades, bike paths, etc.) (Fig. 5d).

In the next group, Technological/SMART,
innovation A5 (Implementation of a system to
improve punctuality of public transport) was most
frequently indicated by respondents, while in the
ranking technique, feature F5 (Efficient traffic
management system) received the highest evaluation
(Fig. 5e). The highest-rated innovation in the group
of environmental factors (Fig. 7f) is innovation A6
(Vehicle solutions for environmental protection —
e.g., catalytic converters).

3.2.3. The overall assessment of all proposed
innovations

Based on the analysis of expert responses and
ratings assigned to individual factors, the analysed

factors were divided into four groups, and the extent
of their impact was determined based on successive
quartiles established using data collected from all
questionnaires (Table 2).

Factors with scores between the third quartile
and the maximum value were classified as high-
impact factors. Factors with scores between the
second quartile (median) and the third quartile
were regarded as medium-impact factors, whereas
factors with scores between the first quartile and
the median were classified as low-impact factors.
Factors with scores below the boundary value in
the first quartile were regarded as irrelevant for TB.
The ranks of factors in each group and their impact
on TB are presented in Table 3.

The obtained ranking was divided into four
groups based on the innovations’ impact. The
group of innovations with a high impact on
TB included factors from the economic, social,
legal, infrastructural, technological/SMART, and
environmental areas.

The most high-impact factors (top 3) are: Higher
service frequency (D2), Remote work (Al) and
Traffic calming in downtown areas (B3) (Table 3).
The medium-impact group top-three factors are:
Decrease in fuel/electricity prices (F2), Introduction
or expansion of paid parking zones in the city (F3),
Higher travel comfort (H1). Half of the factors have
an impact on all transport modes, two of which
only positive, and one only negative.

Innovations with low impact are mainly
concentrated in the technological/ SMART,
economic, and infrastructural areas (Table 3). The
highest positions in the ranking were achieved by:
Modern public transport fleet (G5), More ticket
purchasing options (C2), Expanding of transport
services (G2). Still, most of them have a positive
impact (Table 3).

The group labelled “irrelevant” includes
innovations considered irrelevant in terms of
their impact on travel behaviour. They mainly
concern infrastructural, social, environmental, and
technological SMART factors. The factors of least
significance (Table 3) turned out to be: Improvement
in health status and physical condition (C1), Cheap
and easily available spare parts and repair services
(B2) and Improved road aesthetics (I1). In some
cases, types of impacts may differ according to
local regulations, which should be confirmed in
case studies.

Based on the research results, all six categories
of innovations were ranked. The least significant
innovations were considered to be those in the
Environmental category (1.45) (Table 4). On the
other hand, economic (1.91) and social (1.82)
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factors were identified as high-impact innovations.
Economic (1.91) and social (1.82) innovations were
classified as the most significant (Table 4).

The distribution of expert opinions based on
the recognised importance of each group of factors
(12" question) is presented in Figure 6. According
to the surveyed experts, economic factors exert the
greatest influence on TB in FUAs. Environmental

1. Social

Al Rumots work

[ Lamn crosrdud graic ireapar (b, o)

11 Mghar e combz

H B N R
charam lzr apaEaErarisd ranEr)

—
e

—

_—

=

e g, e vk s vy ovre

A Salmoas thet Erprove ssfly in public
B (A Ry, AT, T )

[= | sk swim end
IecErrar T e

nq—-—u:—d—l—lnh

0 50 100 130 200 250

mmumber of respomses  mrank scale summany

E

3. Legal

B3 Trafic in doreriown mram
"= e
5] af | o 3
ks
e
parm

3 Exp af e b
4 shared vakicdles icme, bices, scoxiam
)

F} Irbredusizn of axperacs af paid ‘
patking som in the cry

A Acgpintonaf drves L
s gt Lo h

0 S50 100 150 200 250

Boamber of responses  Mrank scale summary

and legal factors were ranked as least important,
and environmental factors were classified as least
significant by 48% of the surveyed experts. The
ranks assigned by experts to groups of innovative
factors influencing TB are presented in Table 5.
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3.2.4. Prioritisation of innovations influencing TB
in cluster analysis

Cluster analysis was conducted to verify the
research hypothesis that assumes that the level of
innovation utilisation in daily commuting to work
and its impact on travel behaviour are similar
among countries of similar levels of economic
development. Responses provided by experts from
20 countries were aggregated using the Ward
method. For analysis, groups of factors classified
as belonging to the category of innovations with
high and medium impact on travel behaviour were
selected. In total, 21 factors were chosen (4 social, 4

economic, 4 legal, 2 infrastructural, 4 technological/
SMART, 3 environmental).

Using the Statistica PL v. 13 software, a
dendrogram was created, allowing the hierarchical
relationships between objects to be presented
based on decreasing similarity (Fig. 7). A criterion
for the minimum number of objects in a group
was predefined that required each created group
to contain at least four objects. This assumption
arises from the previously established criterion of
economic wealth, where in each of the three groups
of economic prosperity, at least four countries had to
be included in the analysis to achieve comparability
of results. The choice of the Ward method was
based on its ability to minimise within-group



Ada Wolny-Kuciniska et al./ Bulletin of Geography. Socio-economic Series / 64 (2024): 149-175

162

Table 3. Innovative factors influencing TB - the ranking
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Table 4. Ranking of innovative categories
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variance while simultaneously maximising between-
group variance and meeting the requirement for the
minimum number of objects in each group.

The first group includes Estonia, Greece, Hungary,
Slovakia, Turkey and Romania. Most of them have
a low level of GDP per capita in PPS, with only
Estonia classified at the middle level (Fig. 7 and 8).
The second group includes four countries, of which
two (Bulgaria and Latvia) have a low level of GDP
per capita in PPS, Slovenia has a medium level, and
Finland a high level. The third group of countries
is the most numerous (Fig. 7 and 8). It includes six

countries with a high level of GDP per capita in
PPS (Austria, Germany, Italy, Netherlands, Norway,
Sweden) and four countries with a medium level
(Czechia, Lithuania, Poland, Spain). Thus, it can
be observed that the groups established based on
cluster analysis do not fully align with the grouping
of countries determined based on economic income
data.

Based on the analysis, a list of innovative factors
with the greatest impact on TB in the groups created
using the Ward method was also determined (Fig.
9 a-d). In none of the groups did environmental
factors appear.
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The first group was classified with 11 factors,
making the list the most diverse. Among them
are three social factors (D1 Less crowded public
transport (bus, tram), H1 Higher travel comfort, Al
Remote work), two economic factors (D2 Higher
service frequency, changes in public transport
timetables, F2 Decrease in fuel/electricity prices),
three legal factors (C3 Expansion of areas that are
accessible to shared vehicles, E3 Introduction of
legislation restricting or banning the use of high-
emission vehicles (e.g., diesel) in cities or their
parts), two infrastructural factors (A4 Construction
of new roads, road upgrades, bike paths, etc., C4
New parking spaces or increased availability of
parking spaces) and two technological/SMART
factors (F5 Efficient traffic management system,
C5 Innovative transport solutions, such as electric
vehicles, kick scooters, scooters) (Fig. 9 a-d).

In the second group, there were only five high-
impact factors. These are two social factors (F1
Eco-conscious attitude — public transport is chosen
for environmental reasons, E1 Positive, passenger-
friendly image of public transport - additional
functionalities such as Wi-Fi, charging sockets,
commuter trains, etc.), one legal factor (B3 Traffic
calming in downtown areas - woonerf), and two
technological/ SMART factors (E5 Applications
for tracking public transport vehicles, shared
vehicles, and taxis — with the use of ITS and GPS
tools; autonomous vehicles, D5 Travel planning
applications) (Fig. 9 a-d).

In the third group, there are eight factors.
Three of them come from the legal group (B3
Traffic calming in downtown areas — woonerf, C3
Expansion of areas that are accessible to shared
vehicles (cars, bikes, scooters, etc.), E3 Introduction
of legislation restricting or banning the use of high-
emission vehicles in cities or their parts). Then,
there are two social factors (D1 Less crowded
public transport (bus, tram), A1 Remote work),

two economic factors (E2 Discounts / special offers
for public transport passengers / ticket sharing,
D2 Higher service frequency, changes in public
transport timetables) and one infrastructural factor
(E4 Availability of transit hubs and park-and-ride
(P&R) facilities) (Fig. 9 a-d).

It should be noted that none of the factors
repeated in all three groups, and only five (Al, D1,
D2, C3, E3) occurred in both the first and third
groups, and only one (B3) occurred in both the first
and second groups (Fig. 9 a-d). Table 6 summarises
the high-impact innovative factors dividing them
into the remaining groups. Only environmental
factors were excluded, as none of the factors
appeared in any of the groups.

4, Discussion

The respondents recognised the strong relationship
between innovative solutions in various areas of
life. Many of the indicated factors are also closely
related to technological progress (including remote
work, ticket sharing, and traffic management system).
These solutions are rapidly gaining popularity in
highly developed countries, and they significantly
influence the existing or future transport policies
in dynamically growing areas such as FUAs. The
COVID-19 pandemic considerably accelerated the
implementation of innovative solutions in other
countries (Huang et al., 2023). The results obtained
correspond to those (Campisi et al., 2021; Mavlutova
et al., 2023) where the authors emphasise that smart
and sustainable development of FUAs depend on the
transportation system ensuring sustainable mobility.

However, in countries with low and medium
GDP per capita in PPS (group 1), social factors
dominate, while economic, legal, infrastructural
and technological factors are equally represented. In
countries with medium and high GDP per capita in

Table 6. High — impact innovative factors in Ward’s groups of countries
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PPS (group 3), legal, social and economic factors
dominate, with infrastructural factors represented by
only one factor. In the second group (encompassing
countries with varying income levels), social and
technological factors proved equally significant, with
a marginal contribution from legal factors. Therefore,
the prioritisation of factors does not depend on the
level of GDP per capita.

Countries with higher GDPs usually have
larger financial resources, enabling them to invest
in research and development. Additionally, a high
level of education, access to advanced technological
infrastructure, and favourable conditions for
entrepreneurship can contribute to an innovative
environment. However, there are also examples of
countries with lower GDPs that effectively foster
innovation. The example of this is Poland, which is
developing innovative strategies for mobility (“New
Mobility Congress’, 2023) and implementing them,
even in the least affluent areas of FUAs, such as in the
east of the country in FUA Olsztyn. The developed
Sustainable Mobility Plan for the Functional Urban
Area of Olsztyn 2030+ aims to further reduce the
demand for individual transport, increase the share
of environmentally friendly means of transport
(ZIT: Plan zrownowazonej mobilnosci dla MOF
Olsztyna 2030+, 2022) (e.g., public transport,
bicycles, personal transport devices, pedestrian
communication, electric vehicles), and at the same
time, impact the reduction of the negative impact of
transport on the environment, climate, and people
(ZIT: Plan ..., 2022). Another example is Lithuania,
where a smart transport system is being progressively
developed with particular support for smart card
ticketing, e-ticketing, and state-of-the-art ticketing
equipment (ticket vending machines (TVMs), card
readers) (Jakubauskas, 2006). These actions support
and strengthen programmes and national and EU
policies focused on sustainable development. This
often happens through specific strategies, public
policies supporting innovation, the ability to attract
foreign investment, flexible economic structures, and
specific industrial or economic sector capabilities.
Another example of the successful implementation of
innovation in transport is from Hungary, namely the
success of the BudapestGO! application introduced
in the Hungarian capital that integrates various
functions, including journey planning, ticket and
pass sales and real-time information on the current
status of public transport (Farewell to FUTAR, Hello
BudapestGO!, 2022). BudapestGO! provides users
with instant access to digital tickets and passes,
including tickets for a single trip, time-based tickets
also repurchase passes and plan their public transport
or cycling routes (New features and faster operation

on BudapestGO, 2022). Meanwhile, in Latvia, new
electric passenger trains have been implemented to
contribute to cleaner transport under the project
“Purchase of electric trains for the provision of the
necessary urban and suburban passenger transport
services by rail in Riga and Pieriga” through the
“Growth and Employment” Operational Programme
for the 2014-2020 programming period. The
investment falls under the priority “Development
of clean urban transport infrastructure” (Inforegio -
Latvia’s new electric passenger trains to contribute to
cleaner transport, 2022).

The European Union consistently implements
strategies and policies supporting innovations in
transport. Key initiatives, such as the Mobility
Strategy (Communication from the Commission to
the European Parliament, the Council, the European
Economic And Social Committee And The Committee
Of The Regions: Sustainable and Smart Mobility
Strategy - putting European transport on track for
the future, 2020), promote a sustainable and future-
oriented transport system, supporting electromobility
and innovative transport services. Intelligent
Transport Systems (Intelligent transport systems -
European Commission, 2023) focus on the use of
modern technologies to enhance travel efficiency
and safety. The European Fund for Sustainable
Development Plus (European Fund for Sustainable
Development Plus (EFSD+) - European Commission,
2023) supports projects related to infrastructure and
innovations in transport, contributing to sustainable
mobility. The European Green Deal (European Green
Deal - Consilium, 2023) focuses on climate neutrality,
supporting innovations in transport, including
electromobility. The EU Cohesion Policy includes
support for transport infrastructure, public transport
integration, and mobility balance between regions.
The Horizon Europe programme funds innovative
projects in transport, developing new technologies
and mobility solutions. The Clean Vehicles Directive
(The Clean Vehicles Directive | European Alternative
Fuels Observatory, 2019) promotes low-CO,-emission
vehicles, supporting the development of the electric
vehicle market. This is just part of the activities
focused on promoting innovations in transport,
reflecting the EU's commitment to sustainable and
efficient mobility.

Therefore, it is important to create and update a
list of innovations in transport systems in FUAs along
with classification and ranking so that managers of
these systems can implement selected solutions,
aiming to improve them while simultaneously striving
for sustainable development. These choices and their
prioritisation will result from real needs, unaffected
by the economic conditions of a given country
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but rather by the possibility of obtaining funds
from external sources, primarily EU development
programmes. In subsequent analyses of the usability
of innovative solutions in transport systems of FUAs,
their adaptation to the needs of different generations
will be verified, especially Generation Y and
Generation Z, who eagerly embrace technological
novelties.

5. Conclusions

The expert survey revealed that a large number of the
classified innovative factors influence TB in FUAs.
According to the experts, the group of economic
factors have the highest impact on the choice of
transport modes in FUAs, but the four classification
groups included factors from different categories in
varying degrees of intensity (from high-impact to
irrelevant factors). Therefore, not all factors should
still be regarded as innovative.

The study results did not confirm the research
hypothesis that the level of innovation utilisation in
daily commuting to work and its impact on TB is
similar across countries of similar levels of economic
development. The study indicates that factors other
than just the GDP per capita level could have an
impact on innovation in transportation.

The results of the study were undoubtedly
influenced by various barriers (security systems and
legal restrictions) in the surveyed countries. The
European Union consistently implements strategies
and policies supporting innovations in transportation.
In these countries, the regulatory frameworks for the
transport sector contain different provisions relating
to climate, infrastructure, information, culture,
energy and landform. In some cases, these provisions
offer temporary solutions to the problems and risks
identified in the transport sector. The proposed
approach for synthesising and standardising data is
the main strength of the study.

However, the validation of the results of detailed
analyses revealed that the identified innovative
factors can have a different impact in other countries
or regions (individual cases). The study also has
several limitations. The present findings hold true
only for the examined period because rapid socio-
economic changes significantly affect TB. Travel
behaviour could also be affected by a combination
of overlapping factors, and the most influential factor
may be difficult to identify.

Travel behaviour dynamics should be monitored
and diagnosed in the local and international context
by surveying other groups of passengers. Local
diagnoses should involve spatial analyses to determine

the location of factors whose spatial dimension can
be measured (location and reach).

It is crucial to create and update a list of
innovations in transport systems in FUAs, along with
classification and assessment, so that managers of
these systems can introduce selected solutions, aiming
to improve them while simultaneously striving for
sustainable development. Decision-makers are still
characterised by low levels of situational awareness,
and they do not make sufficient use of modern tools.
Therefore, an algorithm for monitoring TB dynamics
in FUAs in the context of transport innovations will
be developed in successive studies conducted as part
of this research project.

Acknowledgment

The project entitled “An algorithm for monitoring
travel behaviour dynamics in functional urban areas
in the context of transport innovations and threats”
was financed by National Science Centre under con-
tract No 2020/39/B/HS4/01521.

References

Abduljabbar, R.L., Liyanage, S. & Dia, H. (2021). The
role of micro-mobility in shaping sustainable cities: A
systematic literature review. Transportation Research
Part D: Transport and Environment, 92: 102734.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trd.2021.102734.

Abdullah, M., Dias, C., Muley, D. & Shahin, M. (2020).
Exploring the impacts of COVID-19 on travel
behavior and mode preferences. Transportation
Research Interdisciplinary Perspectives, 8: 100255.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trip.2020.100255.

Almlof, E., Rubensson, 1., Cebecauer, M. & Jenelius,
E. (2020). Who Is Still Travelling by Public Transport
during COVID-19? Socioeconomic Factors Explaining
Travel Behaviour in Stockholm Based on Smart Card
Data (SSRN Scholarly Paper No. ID 3689091).
Social Science Research Network, Rochester, NY.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3689091.

Andersson, A., Winslott Hiselius, L. & Adell, E.
(2018). Promoting sustainable travel behaviour
through the use of smartphone applications: A
review and development of a conceptual model.
Travel Behaviour and Society, 11: 52-61. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tbs.2017.12.008.



Ada Wolny-Kuciniska et al./ Bulletin of Geography. Socio-economic Series / 64 (2024): 149-175

169

Avatefipour, O. & Sadry, F. (2018). Traffic Management
System Using IoT Technology - A Comparative
Review, in: 2018 IEEE International Conference on
Electro/Information Technology (EIT). Presented at
the 2018 IEEE International Conference on Electro/
Information Technology (EIT), 1041-1047. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1109/E1T.2018.8500246.

Awad-Nuiiez, S., Julio, R., Gomez, J., Moya-Gomez,
B. & Gonzalez, J.S. (2021). Post-COVID-19 travel
behaviour patterns: impact on the willingness to
pay of users of public transport and shared mobility
services in Spain. European Transport Research
Review, 13: 20. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1186/s12544-
021-00476-4.

Ayton, P., Murray, S. & Hampton, J.A. (2019).
Terrorism, Dread Risk and Bicycle Accidents.
Judgment and Decision Making, 14: 280-287.

Barajas, J.M. (2021). Chapter One - The roots of
racialized travel behavior. In: Pereira, RH.M.,
Boisjoly, G. (Eds.), Advances in Transport Policy
and Planning, Social Issues in Transport Planning.
Academic Press, 1-31. DOL https://doi.org/10.1016/
bs.atpp.2021.06.007.

Baran, M. & Klos, M. (2014). Pokolenie Y - prawdy
i mity w kontekscie zarzadzania pokoleniami
(Generation Y - truths and myths in the context of
generational management — in Polish). Marketing i
Rynek, 5: 923-929.

Bartosiewicz, B. & Pielesiak, 1. (2019). Spatial patterns
of travel behaviour in Poland. Travel Behaviour and
Society, 15: 113-122. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
tbs.2019.01.004.

Becker, H., Ciari, F. & Axhausen, K.W. (2018).
Measuring the car ownership impact of free-floating
car-sharing - A case study in Basel, Switzerland.
Transportation Research Part D: Transport
and Environment, 65: 51-62. DOI: https://doi.
0rg/10.1016/.trd.2018.08.003.

Begg, D. (2016). The impact of congestion on bus
passengers. Greener Journeys.

Bielinski, T. & Wazna, A. (2020). Electric Scooter
Sharing and Bike Sharing User Behaviour and
Characteristics. Sustainability, 12: 9640. DOL https://
doi.org/10.3390/su12229640.

Blitz, A. & Lanzendorf, M. (2020). Mobility design
as a means of promoting non-motorised travel

behaviour? A literature review of concepts
and findings on design functions. Journal of
Transport Geography, 87: 102778. DOL: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jtrangeo.2020.102778.

Bohatkiewicz, J. (2014). Ochrona przed hatasem
komunikacyjnym w obszarach miejskich w
programach ochrony srodowiska przed halasem
(Protection from traffic noise in urban areas in
environmental noise protection programs - in
Polish). Budownictwo i Architektura, 13: 75-82.

Buehler, R. (2010). Transport Policies, Automobile
Use, and Sustainable Transport: A Comparison of
Germany and the United States. Journal of Planning
Education and Research, 30: 76-93. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1177/0739456X10366302.

Campisi, T., Garau, C., Ignaccolo, M., Coni, M.,
Canale, A., Inturri, G. & Torrisi, V. (2021). A New
Vision on Smart and Resilient Urban Mobility in
the Aftermath of the Pandemic: Key Factors on
European Transport Policies. In: Computational
Science and Its Applications - ICCSA 2021: 21*
International Conference, Cagliari, Italy, September
13-16, Proceedings, Part X. Springer-Verlag, Berlin,
Heidelberg. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-
87016-4_43.

Campisi, T., Tesoriere, G., Trouva, M., Papas, T. &
Basbas, S. (2022). Impact of Teleworking on Travel
Behaviour During the COVID-19 Era: The Case
Of Sicily, Italy. Transportation Research Procedia,
New scenarios for safe mobility in urban areas
Proceedings of the XXV International Conference
Living and Walking in Cities (LWC 2021), September
9-10, 2021, Brescia, Italy 60, 251-258. DOL: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.trpro.2021.12.033.

Cavadas, J. & Antunes, A.P. (2019). Optimization-based
study of the location of park-and-ride facilities.
Transportation Planning and Technology, 42: 201-
226. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1080/03081060.2019.1
576380.

Clark, B., Chatterjee, K. & Melia, S. (2016). Changes
to commute mode: The role of life events, spatial
context and environmental attitude. Transportation
Research Part A: Policy and Practice, 89: 89-105.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tra.2016.05.005.

Communication from the Commission to the European
Parliament, the Council, the European Economic



170

Ada Wolny-Kuciniska et al./ Bulletin of Geography. Socio-economic Series / 64 (2024): 149-175

And Social Committee And The Committee Of The
Regions: Sustainable and Smart Mobility Strategy —
putting European transport on track for the future.
(2020). Available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A52020DC0789
(Accessed: 17 December 2023).

Crijns, H., Cauberghe, V. & Hudders, L. (2017).
Terrorism threat in Belgium: The resilience of
Belgian citizens and the protection of governmental
reputation by means of communication. Public
Relations Review, 43: 219-234. DOL https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.pubrev.2016.10.006.

Davis, A.W., Polydoropoulou, A., Stathopoulos, A.,
Farooq, B., Bhat, C.R., Antoniou, C., Zhang, J.,
Goulias, K.G., Mohammadian, K., Kamargianni,
M., Mokhtarian, P.L., Pendyala, R.M. & Shiftan,
Y. (2020). Chapter 32 - Workshop summary and
research themes. In: Goulias, K.G., Davis, A.W.
(Eds.), Mapping the Travel Behavior Genome,
Elsevier, 635-673. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/
B978-0-12-817340-4.00032-2.

de Nazelle, A., Nieuwenhuijsen, M.J., Antd, J.M.,
Brauer, M., Briggs, D., Braun-Fahrlander, C.,
Cavill, N., Cooper, A.R., Desqueyroux, H., Fruin,
S., Hoek, G., Panis, L.I., Janssen, N., Jerrett,
M., Joffe, M., Andersen, Z.J., van Kempen, E.,
Kingham, S., Kubesch, N., Leyden, K.M., Marshall,
J.D., Matamala, J., Mellios, G., Mendez, M., Nassif,
H., Ogilvie, D., Peird, R., Pérez, K., Rabl, A.,
Ragettli, M., Rodriguez, D., Rojas, D., Ruiz, P,
Sallis, J.E., Terwoert, J., Toussaint, J.-F., Tuomisto,
J., Zuurbier, M. & Lebret, E. (2011). Improving
health through policies that promote active travel:
A review of evidence to support integrated health
impact assessment. Environment International,
37: 766-777. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/].
envint.2011.02.003.

Dijkstra, L., Poelman, H. & Veneri, P. (2019). The EU-
OECD definition of a functional urban area. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1787/d58cb34d-en.

Dorbritz, R., Liithi, M., Weidmann, U. & Nash, A.
(2009). Effects of Onboard Ticket Sales on Public
Transport Reliability. Transportation Research Record,
2110: 112-119. DOL: https://doi.org/10.3141/2110-
14.

Duarte, F. & Ratti, C. (2018). The Impact of
Autonomous Vehicles on Cities: A Review. Journal
of Urban Technology, 25: 3-18. DOI https://doi.org/
10.1080/10630732.2018.1493883.

Dudzinska, M., Gross, M., Dawidowicz, A. & Wolny-
Kucinska, A. (2023). The Influence of Changing
Socioeconomic Conditions in Europe on the
Prioritisation of Risks in Travel Behaviour: A Case
Study. Sustainability, 15: 16518. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.3390/sul152316518.

Duran-Rodas, D., Villeneuve, D., Pereira, FEC. &
Waulfhorst, G. (2020). How fair is the allocation
of bike-sharing infrastructure? Framework for
a qualitative and quantitative spatial fairness
assessment. Transportation Research Part A: Policy
and Practice, 140: 299-319. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.tra.2020.08.007.

Dyrhauge, H. (2022). Transport and infrastructure:
Toward sustainable mobility. In Routledge Handbook
of Global Environmental Politics. Routledge.

Echaniz, E., Cordera, R., Rodriguez, A., Nogués,
S., Coppola, P. & dell’Olio, L. (2022). Spatial and
temporal variation of user satisfaction in public
transport systems. Transport Policy, 117: 88-97.
DOT: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tranpol.2022.01.003.

Elliott, M.A., Armitage, C.J. & Baughan, C.].
(2003). Drivers compliance with speed limits:
An application of the theory of planned behavior.
Journal of Applied Psychology, 88: 964-972. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.88.5.964.

European Fund for Sustainable Development Plus
(EFSD+) - (2023).
Available at: https://international-partnerships.

European Commission.

ec.europa.eu/funding-and-technical-assistance/
funding-instruments/european-fund-sustainable-
development-plus-efsd_en (Accessed: 17 December
2023).

European Green Deal - Consilium. (2023). Available at:
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/green-
deal/ (Accessed: 17 December 2023).

Farahmand, Z.H., GKkiotsalitis, K. & Geurs, K.T.
(2021). Mobility-as-a-Service as a transport demand
management tool: A case study among employees
in the Netherlands. Case Studies on Transport
Policy, 9: 1615-1629. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1016/].
cstp.2021.09.001.



Ada Wolny-Kuciniska et al./ Bulletin of Geography. Socio-economic Series / 64 (2024): 149-175

171

Farewell to FUTAR, Hello BudapestGO! (2022).
Available at: https://bklk.hu/en/news/2022/02/
farewell-to-futar-hello-budapestgo.7308/ (Accessed:
18 December 2023).

Ferenchak, N.N. & Rowangould, G. (2020). ABQ
Streets: Creating Alternative Residential Street
Designs (supporting dataset).

Friman, M., Littman, K. & Olsson, L.E. (2020).
Public Transport Quality, Safety, and Perceived
Accessibility. Sustainability, 12: 3563. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.3390/5u12093563.

Garcia i Sierra, M. (2014). Travel behaviour and
environmental-transport policy: Theory and
empirical studies. Universitat Autonoma de
Barcelona.

Garcia-Palomares, J.C., Gutiérrez, J. & Latorre,
M. (2012). Optimizing the location of stations
in bike-sharing programs: A GIS approach.
Applied Geography, 35: 235-246. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2012.07.002.

Girod, B., van Vuuren, D.P. & de Vries, B. (2013).
Influence of travel behavior on global CO, emissions.
Transportation Research Part A: Policy and Practice,
50: 183-197. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
tra.2013.01.046.

Guler, D. & Yomralioglu, T. (2020). Suitable location
selection for the electric vehicle fast charging station
with AHP and fuzzy AHP methods using GIS.
Annals of GIS, 26: 169-189. DOI: https://doi.org/1
0.1080/19475683.2020.1737226.

Guo, C.,, Yang, J. & Yang, L. (2018). Planning of
Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure for Urban
Areas with Tight Land Supply. Energies, 11: 2314.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/en11092314.

Hamidi, Z. & Zhao, C. (2020). Shaping sustainable
travel behaviour: Attitude, skills, and access all
matter. Transportation Research Part D: Transport
and Environment, 88: 102566. DOI: https://doi.
0rg/10.1016/j.trd.2020.102566.

Hancock, P.A., Nourbakhsh, I. & Stewart, J. (2019).
On the future of transportation in an era of
automated and autonomous vehicles. Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences, 116: 7684-7691.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1805770115.

Heinen, E. & Buehler, R. (2019). Bicycle parking: a
systematic review of scientific literature on parking

behaviour, parking preferences, and their influence
on cycling and travel behaviour. Transport Reviews,
39: 630-656. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/0144164
7.2019.1590477.

Hoen, A. & Koetse, M.]J. (2014). A choice experiment
on alternative fuel vehicle preferences of private car
owners in the Netherlands. Transportation Research
Part A: Policy and Practice, 61: 199-215. DOL
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tra.2014.01.008.

Hollanders, H., Es-Sadki, N., Nicklas, M., Hsia, M.
& Rantcheva, A. (2021). European innovation
scoreboard.

Hong, J.-P,, Kim, B.-Y. & Oh, S.-H. (2020). The
Perceived-experiential Value and Service Quality
of Auto Maintenance and Repair Service. Journal
of Distribution Science, 18: 59-69. DOL: https://doi.
org/10.15722/jds.18.1.202001.59.

Horcher, D., Graham, D.J. & Anderson, R.J. (2018).
The Economic Inefficiency of Travel Passes Under
Crowding Externalities and Endogenous Capacity.
Journal of Transport Economics and Policy (JTEP),
52: 1-22.

Huang, Y. & Kockelman, K.M. (2020). Electric vehicle
charging station locations: Elastic demand, station
congestion, and network equilibrium. Transportation
Research Part D: Transport and Environment,
78: 102179. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
trd.2019.11.008.

Huang, Z., Loo, B.P.Y. & Axhausen, K.W. (2023).
Travel behaviour changes under Work-from-home
(WFH) arrangements during COVID-19. Travel
Behaviour and Society, 30: 202-211. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.tbs.2022.09.006.

Inforegio - Latvias new electric passenger trains to
contribute to cleaner transport. (2022). Available
at: https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/en/projects/
Latvia/latvia-s-new-electric-passenger-trains-to-
contribute-to-cleaner-transport (Accessed: 10
December 2023).

Intelligent transport systems - European Commission.
(2023). Available at: https://transport.ec.europa.eu/
transport-themes/intelligent-transport-systems_en
(Accessed: 17 December 2023).

Invernizzi, G., Ruprecht, A., Mazza, R., De Marco, C.,
Moc¢nik, G., Sioutas, C. & Westerdahl, D. (2011).
Measurement of black carbon concentration as an



172

Ada Wolny-Kuciniska et al./ Bulletin of Geography. Socio-economic Series / 64 (2024): 149-175

indicator of air quality benefits of traffic restriction
policies within the ecopass zone in Milan, Italy.
Atmospheric Environment, 45: 3522-3527. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2011.04.008.

Jakubauskas, G. (2006). Improvement of urban
passenger transport ticketing systems by deploying
intelligent transport systems. Transport, 21: 252-259.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.3846/16484142.2006.963807
5.

Javid, M.A., Saif Al-Khatri, H., Said Al-Abri, S., Ali,
N., Chaiyasarn, K. & Joyklad, P. (2022). Travelers
Perceptions on Significance of Travel Time Saving
Attributes in Travel Behavior: A Case Study in
Oman. Infrastructures, 7: 78. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.3390/infrastructures7060078.

Jiang, F., Cacchiani, V. & Toth, P. (2017). Train
timetabling by skip-stop planning in highly
congested lines. Transportation Research Part B:
Methodological, 104: 149-174. DOL: https://doi.
org/10.1016/.trb.2017.06.018.

Kope¢é, K. & Wojtowicz, B. (2021). Woonerf jako
idea projektowania ulic zorientowana na poprawe
jakosci zycia w miescie (Woonerf as a street design
idea focused on improving the quality of life in the
city - in Polish). Srodowisko Mieszkaniowe, 36. DOL:
https://doi.org/10.4467/25438700SM.21.021.14961.

Kubala, C. & Kulpa, T. (2015). Analiza wplywu
rozszerzenia strefy platnego parkowania w
Krakowie na zachowania kierowcéw (Analysis of
the impact of extending the paid parking zone in
Krakow on drivers' behavior - in Polish). Zeszyty
Naukowo-Techniczne Stowarzyszenia InZynieréw i
Technikow Komunikacji w Krakowie. Seria: Materialy
Konferencyijne, 1: 105.

Kumar, P. (2021). Climate Change and Cities:
Challenges Ahead. Front. Sustain. Cities, 3: 645613.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.3389/frsc.2021.645613.

Kumar, P, Debele, S.E., Sahani, J., Rawat, N., Marti-
Cardona, B., Alfieri, S.M., Basu, B., Basu, A.S.,
Bowyer, P., Charizopoulos, N., Gallotti, G., Jaakko,
J., Leo, L.S., Loupis, M., Menenti, M., Mickovski,
S.B., Mun, S.-J., Gonzalez-Ollauri, A., Pfeiffer,
J., Pilla, E, Proll, J., Rutzinger, M., Santo, M.A.,
Sannigrahi, S., Spyrou, C., Tuomenvirta, H. &
Zieher, T. (2021). Nature-based solutions efficiency
evaluation against natural hazards: Modelling

methods, advantages and limitations. Science of The
Total Environment, 784: 147058. DOL: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.147058.

Kwiatkowski, M. (2018). Bike-sharing-boom - rozwdj
nowych form zréwnowazonego transportu w Polsce
na przykladzie roweru publicznego (Bike-sharing-
boom - development of new forms of sustainable
transport in Poland on the example of public bicycle
— in Polish). Prace Komisji Geografii Komunikacji
PTG, 21: 60-69.

Lazarus, J., Pourquier, J.C., Feng, F., Hammel, H.
& Shaheen, S. (2020). Micromobility evolution
and expansion: Understanding how docked and
dockless bikesharing models complement and
compete — A case study of San Francisco. Journal of
Transport Geography, 84: 102620. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jtrangeo.2019.102620.

Lenz, B. & Fraedrich, E. (2016). New Mobility Concepts
and Autonomous Driving: The Potential for Change.
In: Maurer, M., Gerdes, J.C., Lenz, B., Winner, H.
(Eds.), Autonomous Driving: Technical, Legal and
Social Aspects. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 173-191.
DOT: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-48847-8_9.

Liljamo, T., Liimatainen, H., Pollinen, M. & Utriainen,
R. (2020). People’s current mobility costs and
willingness to pay for Mobility as a Service offerings.
Transportation Research Part A: Policy and Practice,
136: 99-119. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
tra.2020.03.034.

Loo, B.P.Y. & Wang, B. (2018). Factors associated with
home-based e-working and e-shopping in Nanjing,
China. Transportation, 45: 365-384. DOL: https://
doi.org/10.1007/s11116-017-9792-0.

Makino, H., Tamada, K., Sakai, K. & Kamijo, S.
(2018). Solutions for urban traffic issues by ITS
technologies. IATSS Research, 42: 49-60. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iatssr.2018.05.003.

Mavlutova, 1., Atstaja, D., Grasis, J., Kuzmina, J.,
Uvarova, I. & Roga, D. (2023). Urban Transportation
Concept and Sustainable Urban Mobility in Smart
Cities: A Review. Energies, 16: 3585. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.3390/en16083585.

McCarthy, L., Delbosc, A., Currie, G. & Molloy, A.
(2017). Factors influencing travel mode choice
among families with young children (aged 0-4): a
review of the literature. Transport Reviews 37: 767-



Ada Wolny-Kuciniska et al./ Bulletin of Geography. Socio-economic Series / 64 (2024): 149-175

173

781. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/01441647.2017.13
54942.

Meland, S. (1995).
urban debiting innovations. The gaudi project. 3.

Generalized and advanced
Trondheim toll ring. Traffic Engineering ¢~ Control,
36.

Merz, B., Kuhlicke, C., Kunz, M., Pittore, M.,
Babeyko, A., Bresch, D.N., Domeisen, D.I.V.,
Feser, E., Koszalka, 1., Kreibich, H., Pantillon, E,
Parolai, S., Pinto, J.G., Punge, H.J., Rivalta, E.,
Schroter, K., Strehlow, K., Weisse, R. & Wurpts, A.
(2020). Impact Forecasting to Support Emergency
Management of Natural Hazards. Reviews of
Geophysics, 58: €2020RG000704. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1029/2020RG000704.

Mohner, M. (2018). Driving ban for diesel-powered
vehicles in major cities: an appropriate penalty for
exceeding the limit value for nitrogen dioxide?
International Archives of Occupational and
Environmental Health, 91: 373-376. DOL: https://
doi.org/10.1007/s00420-018-1297-4.

Moran, M.E., Laa, B. & Emberger, G. (2020). Six
scooter operators, six maps: Spatial coverage and
regulation of micromobility in Vienna, Austria. Case
Studies on Transport Policy, 8: 658-671. DOLI: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.cstp.2020.03.001.

Mounce, R. & Nelson, J.D. (2019). On the potential
for one-way electric vehicle car-sharing in future
mobility systems. Transportation Research Part A:
Policy and Practice, 120: 17-30. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.tra.2018.12.003.

Mouratidis, K., Ettema, D. & Nass, P. (2019). Urban
form, travel behavior, and travel satisfaction.
Transportation Research Part A: Policy and Practice,
129: 306-320. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
tra.2019.09.002.

Naess, P. (2006). Matters:
Residential Location, Car Dependence and Travel
Behaviour. Routledge, London. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.4324/9780203099186.

New features and faster operation on BudapestGO.
(2022). Available at: https://bkk.hu/en/
news/2022/10/new-features-and-faster-operation-
on-budapestgo.8171/ (Accessed: 18 December 2023).

New Mobility Congress. (2023). PSPA - Polish
Alternative Fuels Association. Available at: https://

Urban Structure

pspa.com.pl/events/new-mobility-congress/?lang=en
(Accessed: 17 December 2023).

Nguyen-Phuoc, D.Q., Currie, G., De Gruyter, C. &
Young, W. (2018). How do public transport users
adjust their travel behaviour if public transport
ceases? A qualitative study. Transportation Research
Part F: Traffic Psychology and Behaviour, 54: 1-14.
DOIL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trf.2018.01.009.

Nilsson, M. & Kiiller, R. (2000). Travel behaviour and
environmental concern. Transportation Research
Part D: Transport and Environment, 5: 211-234.
DOIL: https://doi.org/10.1016/S1361-9209(99)00034-
6.

Norwood, P., Eberth, B., Farrar, S., Anable, J. &
Ludbrook, A. (2014). Active travel intervention and
physical activity behaviour: An evaluation. Social
Science & Medicine, 113: 50-58. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2014.05.003.

OECD. (2019). Functional urban areas in OECD
countries.

OECD. (2013). Definition of Functional Urban Areas
(FUA) for the OECD metropolitan database.

Oeschger, G., Carroll, P. & Caulfield, B. (2020).
Micromobility and public transport integration: The
current state of knowledge. Transportation Research
Part D: Transport and Environment, 89: 102628.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trd.2020.102628.

Paukert, S.M., Guay, R.P. & Kim, Y.J. (2021).
Perceptions of HR: an analysis of millennial and
postmillennial insights. Organization Management
Journal, 18: 36-51. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1108/
OM]J-01-2020-0861.

Pazhuhan, M., Soltani, A., Ghadami, M., Shahraki,
S.Z. & Salvati, L. (2022). Environmentally friendly
behaviors and commuting patterns among tertiary
students: the case of University of Tehran, Iran.
Environment, Development and Sustainability, 24:
7435-7454. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-
022-02266-x.

Polom, M., Tarkowski, M., Puzdrakiewicz, K. &
Dopierala, L. (2020). Is It Possible to Develop
Electromobility in Urban Passenger Shipping
in Post-Communist Countries? Evidence from
Gdansk, Poland. Energies, 13: 6362. DOL https://
doi.org/10.3390/en13236362.



174

Ada Wolny-Kuciniska et al./ Bulletin of Geography. Socio-economic Series / 64 (2024): 149-175

Potter, S., Harrison, S. & Kreft, P. (2021). The Benefits
and Challenges of Implementing Impact-Based
Severe Weather Warning Systems: Perspectives
of Weather, Flood, and Emergency Management
Personnel. Weather, Climate, and Society, 13: 303-314.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1175/WCAS-D-20-0110.1.

Rafiq, R., McNally, M.G., Sarwar Uddin, Y. & Ahmed,
T. (2022). Impact of working from home on activity-
travel behavior during the COVID-19 Pandemic:
An aggregate structural analysis. Transportation
Research Part A: Policy and Practice, 159: 35-54.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tra.2022.03.003.

Reimers, A.K., Marzi, 1., Beck, F., Engels, E.,
Renninger, D., Buttazzoni, A., Krieger, C. &
Demetriou, Y. (2022). Active travel behaviour in
the family environment: protocol for the mixed-
methods cross-sectional ARRIVE study. BMJ
Open, 12: e056383. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1136/
bmjopen-2021-056383.

Rodrigue, J.P. (2020). The geography of transport
systems. Routledge.

Schimohr, K. & Scheiner, J. (2021). Spatial and
temporal analysis of bike-sharing use in Cologne
taking into account a public transit disruption.
Journal of Transport Geography, 92: 103017. DOL:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtrangeo.2021.103017.

Shaheen, S., Cohen, A., Chan, N. & Bansal, A. (2020).
Chapter 13 - Sharing strategies: carsharing, shared
micromobility (bikesharing and scooter sharing),
transportation network companies, microtransit,
and other innovative mobility modes. In: Deakin, E.
(Ed.), Transportation, Land Use, and Environmental
Planning. Elsevier, 237-262. DOIL https://doi.
org/10.1016/B978-0-12-815167-9.00013-X.

Sierpinski, G. (2012). Zachowania komunikacyjne os6b
podroézujacych a wybdr srodka transportu w miescie
(Travelers' transportation behavior vs. mode choice
in the city - in Polish). Prace Naukowe Politechniki
Warszawskiej, 84: 93-106.

Sierpinski, G., Staniek, M. & Celinski, I. (2015). New
methods for pro-ecological travel behavior learning.
In ICERI2015 Proceedings, 6926-6933. IATED.

Sobral, T., Galvao, T. & Borges, J. (2019). Visualization
of Urban Mobility Data from Intelligent
Transportation Systems. Sensors, 19: 332. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.3390/519020332.

Soriguera, F. & Jiménez-Meroiio, E. (2020). A
continuous approximation model for the optimal
design of public bike-sharing systems. Sustainable
Cities and Society, 52: 101826. DOI: https://doi.
0rg/10.1016/j.s¢cs.2019.101826.

Soza-Parra, J., Raveau, S., Muioz, J.C. & Cats, O.
(2019). The underlying effect of public transport
reliability on users’ satisfaction. Transportation
Research Part A: Policy and Practice, 126: 83-93.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tra.2019.06.004.

Spink, T., Duncan, I., Lawrance, A. & Todd, A.
(2014). Transport infrastructure drainage: condition
appraisal and remedial treatment. CIRIA, London,
2, 391-412.

Stappers, N.E.H., Van Kann, D.H.H., Ettema, D., De
Vries, N.K. & Kremers, S.P.J. (2018). The effect of
infrastructural changes in the built environment
on physical activity, active transportation and
sedentary behavior — A systematic review. Health ¢
Place, 53: 135-149. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1016/].
healthplace.2018.08.002.

Statistics — Eurostat. (2023). Available at: https://
ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/tec00114/
default/table?lang=en (Accessed: 18 December
2023).

Stepniak, M., Pritchard, J.P.,, Geurs, K.T. & Goliszek,
S. (2019). The impact of temporal resolution on
public transport accessibility measurement: Review
and case study in Poland. Journal of Transport
Geography, 75: 8-24. DOL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jtrangeo.2019.01.007.

Taczanowski, J., Kolos, A., Gwosdz, K., Domanski,
B. & Guzik, R. (2018). The development of low-
emission public urban transport in Poland. Bulletin
of Geography. Socio-economic Series, 41: 79-92. DOL
https://doi.org/10.2478/bog-2018-0027.

Tang, Z., Naphade, M., Liu, M.-Y., Yang, X., Birchfield,
S., Wang, S., Kumar, R., Anastasiu, D. & Hwang,
J.-N. (2019). CityFlow: A City-Scale Benchmark for
Multi-Target Multi-Camera Vehicle Tracking and
Re-Identification. Presented at the Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, 8797-8806.

Thao, V.T. & Ohnmacht, T. (2020). The impact of the
built environment on travel behavior: The Swiss
experience based on two National Travel Surveys.



Ada Wolny-Kuciniska et al./ Bulletin of Geography. Socio-economic Series / 64 (2024): 149-175

175

Research in Transportation Business ¢ Management,
Urban Transport, 36: 100386. DOI: https://doi.
0rg/10.1016/j.rtbm.2019.100386.

The Clean Vehicles Directive | European Alternative
Fuels Observatory. (2019). Available at: https://
alternative-fuels-observatory.ec.europa.eu/
policymakers-and-public-authorities/clean-vehicles-
directive (Accessed: 17 December 2023).

Topp, H. & Pharoah, T. (1994). Car-free city centres.
Transportation, 21: 231-247. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1007/BF01099212.

Turon, K. & Sierpinski, G. (2018). Selected solutions of
environmentally- friendly urban transport systems.
Economic and Environmental Studies, 18: 1381-1396.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.25167/ees.2018.48.11.

Turon, K., Sierpinski, G. & Toth, J. (2020). Support for
Pro-ecological Solutions in Smart Cities with the Use
of Travel Databases — a Case Study Based on a Bike-
Sharing System in Budapest. In: Sierpinski, G. (Ed.),
Smart and Green Solutions for Transport Systems,
Advances in Intelligent Systems and Computing.
Springer International Publishing, Cham, 225-237.
DOTI: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-35543-2_18.

Turrentine, T.S. & Kurani, K.S. (2007). Car buyers and
fuel economy? Energy Policy, 35: 1213-1223. DOL
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2006.03.005.

United Nations. (2020). Human Development Report
2020, Human Development Reports. United Nations.

Van Acker, V. & Witlox, F. (2009). Why land use
patterns affect travel behaviour (or not). Toward
a “state-of-the-art” conceptual framework and an
appropriate modelling technique. Belgeo. Revue
belge de géographie, (1): 5-26. DOI: https://doi.
0rg/10.4000/belgeo.8777.

van Wee, B. (2019). Land Use Policy, Travel Behavior,
and Health, in: Nieuwenhuijsen, M., Khreis, H.
(Eds.), Integrating Human Health into Urban
and Transport Planning: A Framework. Springer
International Publishing, Cham, 253-269. DOL:
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-74983-9_13.

Vasileiadis, I. & Nalmpantis, D. (2019). Development
of a Methodology, Using Multi-Criteria Decision
Analysis (MCDA), to Choose Between Full
Pedestrianization and Traffic Calming Area (Woonerf
Zone Type). In: Nathanail, E.G., Karakikes, I.D.
(Eds.), Data Analytics: Paving the Way to Sustainable

Urban Mobility, Advances in Intelligent Systems and
Computing. Springer International Publishing,
Cham, 315-322. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-
3-030-02305-8_38.

Wolny, A. (2019). Are suburban commuters confined
to private transport? A case study of a medium-
sized functional urban area (FUA) in Poland.
Cities, 92, 82-96. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/].
cities.2019.03.013.

Yap, M. & Cats, O. (2021). Taking the path less
travelled: Valuation of denied boarding in crowded
public transport systems. Transportation Research
Part A: Policy and Practice, 147: 1-13. DOLI: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.tra.2021.02.007.

Zhang, J., Wang, D.Z.W. & Meng, M. (2018). Which
service is better on a linear travel corridor: Park
& ride or on-demand public bus? Transportation
Research Part A: Policy and Practice, 118: 803-818.
DOIL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tra.2018.10.003.

Zhang, L., Ma, H,, Sun, J., Song, W., Zheng, P. &
Xue, S. (2013). Dynamic generating algorithm on
path selection and optimisation in travel planning.
International Journal of Computer Applications
in Technology, 48: 203-211. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1504/IJCAT.2013.056916.

ZIT: Plan zréwnowazonej mobilnosci dla MOF
Olsztyna 2030+ (2022). Available at: https://zit.
olsztyn.eu/plan-zrownowazonej-mobilnosci-dla-
mof-olsztyna-2030.html (Accessed: 17 December
2023).

@00



