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Figure 2. Car-sharing feasibility analysis in Camden City Figure 3. Subsidized ride-sharing feasibility analysis in Camden City Figure 4. Bike-sharing feasibility analysis in Camden City
Key Findings Acknowledgment
» The factors of populations density, level of income, age, vehicle ownership, and level of education are major factors that affect the The authors appreciate and
feasibility of shared mobility programs (car-sharing, ride-sharing, and bike-sharing). However, the threshold/category of each of the acknowledge South Jersey
factors differs between the programs Transportation  Authority ~ who
» Bike-sharing programs were found to be the least feasible in Camden City compared with car-sharing and subsidized ride-sharing funds this study, and Camden
» Shared mobility programs highly rely on technology, which make them not feasible for specific people such as underserved groups Community Partnership for their
» Overall, shared mobility programs need adjustments in their common operational models and logistics to be accessible and feasible in cooperation
underserved communities, such as offering unbanked payment methods and phone call booking options




