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[ntroduction What is the rebound effect for car sharing? Cambio user segments

| | Using CAMBIO carsharing data to understand user transport behavior Extract User segments using K -means
Transport is responsible for about 23% of total clustering with different weights

energy -related CO2 emissions worldwide, and Methods: Initial Results: .
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Assuming each car sharing km displaces car, use saved
e Reduced private car use expenditure and EXIOBASE to quantify avoided emissions

(Nijland & van Meerkerk, 2017)

e Reduce private car ownership

(Becker et al, 2018).

e Increased use of biking, walking and public
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2. Assess added emissions from re-spending 4000 -

e (Compute how overall economic savings were redistributed 3. Car sharing didn't change my life wos
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2. Calculate added GHG emissions from re-spending
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e -90% of households in Flanders own a car,
in contrast to only ~20% of CAMBIO users
e Might indicate selection bias, or alternatively

people using CAMBIO to gain car access Switching to car sharing
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