
Germany’s nationwide travel experiment in 2022: public transport for 9 Euro
per month - First findings of an empirical study

Allister Lodera,∗, Fabienne Cantnerc, Lennart Adenawb, Nico Nachtigallb, David Zieglerb, Felix Gotzlerb,
Markus B. Siewertd, Stefan Wurstere, Sebastian Goergc, Markus Lienkampb, Klaus Bogenbergera

aChair of Traffic Engineering and Control, TUM School of Engineering and Design, Technical University of Munich

bChair of Automotive Technology, TUM School of Engineering and Design, Technical University of Munich

cProfessorship of Economics, TUMCS for Biotechnology and Sustainability & TUM School of Management, Technical
University of Munich

dTUM Think Tank, Munich School of Politics and Public Policy

eProfessorship of Policy Analysis, Munich School of Politics and Public Policy, TUM School of Social Sciences and
Technology, Technical University of Munich

Abstract

In spring 2022, the German federal government agreed on a set of policy measures that aimed at reducing
households’ financial burden resulting from a recent price increase, especially in energy and mobility. These
included among others, a nationwide public transport ticket for 9 Euro per month for three months in June,
July, and August 2022. In transport policy research this is an almost unprecedented behavioral experiment.
It allows us to study not only behavioral responses in mode choice and induced demand but also to assess
the effectiveness of these instruments. We observe this natural experiment with a three-wave survey and
a smartphone-based travel diary with passive tracking on an initial sample of 2,261 participants with a
focus on the Munich metropolitan region. This area is chosen as it offers a variety of mode options with a
dense and far-reaching public transport network that even provides good access to many leisure destinations.
The app has been providing data from 756 participants until the end of September, the three-wave survey
by 1,402, and the app and the three waves by 637 participants. In this paper, we report on the study
design, the recruitment and study participation as well as the impacts of the policy measures on the self-
reported and app-observed travel behavior; we present results on consumer choices for a successor ticket to
the 9-Euro-Ticket that started in May 2023. We find a substantial shift in the modal share towards public
transport from the car in our sample during the 9-Euro-Ticket period in travel distance (around 5 %) and
in trip frequency (around 7 %). The mobility outcomes of the 9-Euro-Ticket however provide evidence that
cheap public transport as a policy instrument does not suffice to incentive sustainable travel behavior choices
and that other policy instruments are required in addition.
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1. Introduction

In transport policy research, it is quite unlikely to perform real-world population-scale experiments on travel
behavior. There are few notable exceptions: strikes suddenly make one alternative mode unavailable (e.g.,
Anderson, 2014; Adler and van Ommeren, 2016; Bauernschuster et al., 2017; Larcom et al., 2017), a global
pandemic changes travelers’ preferences for traveling (e.g., Molloy et al., 2021; Eisenmann et al., 2021;
Christidis et al., 2022), or a bridge collapse altering the provided transportation network (e.g., Zhu et al.,
2010). In 2022, the German federal government created a population-scale natural experiment by providing a
drastically discounted nationwide travel pass in response to the cost-of-living crisis caused by the geopolitical
crisis in Ukraine that started in February 2022 (Bundesfinanzministerium, 2022). The discounted nationwide
flat-fare travel pass, called the 9-Euro-Ticket, priced at 9 Euro (approx. 9 USD in 2022), provided its holders
to travel almost fare-free during June, July, and August 2022 all across the nation using all regional, local,
and urban public transportation; the 9-Euro-Ticket was not valid for long-distance passenger services (e.g.,
high-speed rail services like ICE, TGV). Travelers could take their children up to six years with them free
of charge. The 9-Euro-Ticket was also a measure to promote using public transport after the COVID-19
pandemic, where its usage declined drastically in Germany (Kolarova et al., 2021) and did not fully recover
by early 2022.

The 9-Euro-Ticket rapidly became a “darling” of the public, and it attracted much interest. Various studies
had been set up, collecting their own survey data (e.g., Krämer et al., 2022; AG and VDV, 2022) or using
third-party mobile phone data (e.g., Gaus et al., 2023) to interfere impacts on travel behavior and customer
preferences. It had to be noted that the government announced various measures to ease the cost-of-living
crisis. Here, another transport-related measure was a fuel excise tax cut of 29.55 Euro-Cent per liter of
gasoline and for 14.04 Euro-Cent per liter of diesel. However, due to market price fluctuations, this price
cut was not felt much by drivers. Consequently, the only transport-related intervention of the government
that played a decisive role in decision-making was the 9-Euro-Ticket.

This natural experiment is promising from a travel behavior and transport policy perspective as new policy
instruments are required to achieve the needed decarbonization of the transportation sector, which includes
making sustainable travel choices more attractive (Lindsey and Santos, 2020; Axsen et al., 2020). At the
behavioral level, the 9-Euro-Ticket allows to reveal mode choice preferences under such an almost flat-fare
scheme (Ben-Akiva and Lerman, 1985), rebound effects (Greening et al., 2000; Hymel et al., 2010), induced
demand (Weis and Axhausen, 2009), and global travel and activity patterns when paths costs are almost
zero (e.g., González et al., 2008; Alessandretti et al., 2018). The 9-Euro-Ticket is further a disruption to
the currently fragmented fare structure in Germany: one single fare replaces fares in 60 different and not
always contiguous transit districts. This simplification could also be a factor in attracting public transport
users (Sharaby and Shiftan, 2012). Consequently, it is not surprising that based on the drastic fare reduction
and simplification the media reported that the people’s sentiment toward public transportation has changed
positively with the experience of the 9-Euro-Ticket. At the policy level, it allows the analysis of to which
extent in Germany an almost fare-free flat-fare scheme is an effective and efficient policy instrument to
promote sustainable mobility, in particularly as it can be seen as an incentive to change from the car to
public transport to reduce automobile externalities (Parry et al., 2007; Santos et al., 2010). However, as this
policy does not address car dependence (Banister, 2008) and evidence suggests that a ‘coordinated package
of mutually reinforcing transport and land-use policies that [...] (make) car use slower, less convenient, and
more costly ’ is required to reduce the share of car trips (Buehler et al., 2016), especially limiting parking
supply (Loder et al., 2022; Shoup, 1997; Topp, 1993), it can be expected that this policy cannot be the sole
instrument to achieve sustainable mobility. From a policy analysis perspective it is interesting to observe the
effect of public financial incentives (here reduction of ticket costs) in the transport sector, as one sort of policy
instruments potentially initiating transformative change (Djeffal et al., 2022). While this sort of instruments
played a rather limited role for the expansion of renewables, since regulatory and market instruments (like
feed-in tariff system, Hoppmann et al. (2014)) shaped energy transition in many countries (Barnea et al.,
2022), the role of public financial incentives in other fields, like the transport sector, is still unclear.
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The 9-Euro-Ticket can be considered to make Germany’s local, regional, and urban public transport system
almost fare-free as its price is very low and with a discount of more than 90 % compared to existing travel
passes, while neglecting the added value through its nationwide validity. In addition, the 9-Euro-Ticket is
a nationwide flat-rate travel pass. For both aspects, precedent around the world exists. Fare-free public
transport exists or existed in more than 100 locations (Keblowski, 2020). Fare-free public transport can
be full or socially or temporally limited, e.g., to the elderly or to weekends. It is usually found in small
urban areas with a population of less than 100 000, where recently larger areas have started fare-free public
transport schemes as well. For example, Tallinn (Estonia) with a population of 400 000, made local public
transport fare free in 2013. Here, a study reported that the increase in ridership that can be attributed
to the fare innovation was 1.2 % when controlling for other effects (Cats et al., 2014). Right amid in the
beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic, three more locations started fare-free public transport. The entire
country of Luxembourg (Carr and Hesse, 2020), population of 630 000, but so far no report on the outcomes
exists; Cascais (Portugal), population of 220 000, reported an increase in 10 %, while the scheme is funded
by parking fees (Köllinger, 2022); Augsburg (Germany), population of 300 000, defined a fare-free public
transport zone in the city center (Andor et al., 2021), but so far no report on the outcomes exists. In an
controlled experiment in Santiago (Chile), some workers got randomly assigned fare-free travel passes for
two weeks (Bull et al., 2021). The authors find that travel increases by 12 %, while they find no evidence
for mode or period substitution. The effect on public transport trips entirely explained by subway trips and
by a residence location next to a subway station. In Templin (Germany), a similar pattern was observed
with limited shift from the car, while a positive net benefit remains caused by a reduction in fatalities and
casualties of pedestrians and cyclists (Storchmann, 2003). Generally, findings suggest that free-fare public
transport schemes have the risk of generating additional travel demand, while do not necessarily encourage
a shift from the car to public transport (Keblowski, 2020; Storchmann, 2003). It is further argued that such
schemes are rarely implemented in a response to solve economic, sustainability, or socio-economic problems,
which would be usually expected when implementing a transport policy, but rather did the institutions have
different targets in mind (Carr and Hesse, 2020; Keblowski, 2020). In a recent but pre-pandemic survey in
Germany, Andor et al. (2021) reports an increase of about 230 % in public transport usage, which serves as
one reference for this study. Lately, in response to COVID-19, to promote sustainable transportation, and
to improve air quality some transport operators in the US experiment with (partial) fare-free and heavily
discounted schemes (Paget-Seekins, 2023).

At the beginning of public transport, fares were collected on a per-trip basis in cash, while the idea of a
travel pass arose later, partly due to operating convenience. This introduction changed the product from a
trip to access to a whole network. With the marginal cost for each trip becoming zero, its cost perception
thus became similar to that for the car (White, 1984). If travelers have a choice between pay-per-use and
a flat-rate ticket, many choose the latter despite not reaching the break-even point. This flat-rate bias can
be addressed mostly to an insurance and convenience effect (Wirtz, Matthias et al., 2015). It is noted that
travel choices and economic outcomes for operators depend on the fare structure and distribution of travel
demand (Carbajo, 1988). Nationwide travel passes exist in many cities and even entire countries, e.g., in
Switzerland with the well-known abonnement général (Becker et al., 2017) and since 2021 the KlimaTicket
in Austria. The latter travel pass builds on the idea of travel passes for 1 Euro per day or 365 Euro per year,
which has seen much interest worldwide and has been implemented, e.g., in Vienna. It is reported that the
volume of sold annual travel passes grew substantially, but that no direct significant increase in ridership or
change in modal split resulted (civity Management Consultants, 2021). Nevertheless, Vienna continued to
employ accompanying measures to restrict car traffic and parking that together with an increasing awareness
for the high cost of parking, led to a decrease in car travel and increase in public transport use (Buehler
et al., 2016; Knoflacher, 2019).

The 9-Euro-Ticket can also be seen as a congestion management policy as it should attract people from cars,
where the textbook rationale is that the subsidy for public transport results from road user charges (Small
and Verhoef, 2007). Nevertheless, optimality in fare subsidy depends primarily on the objective function,
e.g., social cost (e.g., Tirachini et al., 2014) or user cost (e.g., Loder et al., 2022). Basso and Silva (2014)
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concluded that the substitutability between transit subsidy, like the 9-Euro-Ticket and congestion pricing,
is large, but the contribution of transit subsidy could be severely diminished if other policies like congestion
pricing are implemented first; otherwise, the authors concluded that “transit subsidies may indeed be a very
good measure for reducing transport negative externalities and increase social welfare”.

In this paper, we describe our study to observe this natural experiment in Germany with a focus on the
Munich metropolitan region. The study comprises a three-wave survey conducted before, during, and after
the validity period of the 9-Euro-Ticket in June, July, and August, and a smartphone-based travel diary
with passive tracking to automatically measure individual travel behavior from May to September 2022 (see
Figure 1). The most relevant research questions of this transport policy experiment are: how did people
change their travel behavior during the 9-Euro-Ticket intervention, who changed by how much, and how
much do people value this ticket in the end. We present the recruiting and sample as well as present first
findings on previously mentioned research questions.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the study design. Then, Section 3 reports on the
recruitment of the sample as well as the participation during the study period; it also informs about the
sample characteristics of our study. Thereafter, the results are presented in three sections: Section 4 presents
the stated responses on changes in travel behavior throughout the study period; Section 5 reveals the changes
in travel behavior collected through the smartphone; and Section 6 provides the consumer perspective on the
9-Euro-Ticket with the participants’ attitudes towards the ticket and their willingness-to-pay for a successor
ticket to the 9-Euro-Ticket. The paper ends with a discussion and conclusions of findings and their wider
policy implications.

2. Study design

We conceived the name “Mobilität.Leben” for the study (in English “mobility.life”) to characterize that our
study intends to observe the impact of the cost-of-living crisis on mobility and the daily activities. The
overall design of the “Mobilität.Leben” study is shown in Figure 1. It follows the rhythm of the behavioral
intervention of the 9-Euro-Ticket and the fuel tax cut: it comprises a period before the intervention, one
during the intervention, and a period after the intervention. In the three-wave panel study, a questionnaire
is distributed to participants in each of the three periods. The structure and content of the questionnaires
is detailed in Section 2.1, while the survey’s codebook will be made available upon publication. The travel
behavior of participants is recorded before, during and after the period of the 9-Euro-Ticket and the fuel
tax cut using an application for a smartphone-based travel diary with passive tracking. The smartphone
application is described in Section 5.

2.1. Survey

The three-wave panel survey collects information of participants on their demographics (e.g., age, sex,
employment status, education level), socio-economic status (e.g., household income), place and kind of
residence (e.g., home location, heating system), personality traits (scales of the Global Preference Survey
(Falk et al., 2018, 2022), as well as social and political attitudes (e.g., political left-right positioning, support
of the 9-Euro-Ticket policy, climate change awareness). Regarding mobility tool ownership, participants
report on household car ownership, season-ticket ownership before and after the 9-Euro-Ticket as well as the
intention to buy and having the 9-Euro-Ticket in June, July and August. Given the cost-of-living crisis, the
three questionnaires also feature questions on the financial situation of participants: how the household deals
with the recent price increases, whether the household can save income or has to draw from savings, and
whether the household is doing without consumption or investments to compensate for the price increases.
In addition, the questionnaires include questions on energy consumption behavior and whether measures
have been taken to conserve energy.

4



May June July SeptemberAugust

2022

Period of the 9-Euro-Ticket and the fuel tax cuts

Smartphone App

Wave 1 Wave 3Wave 2

Before During After

Study period

Figure 1: Design of the “Mobilität.Leben” study during summer 2022.

We measure the changes in travel behavior during the experiment in three different ways. First participants
were asked in each wave to state their current travel behavior using mode use frequencies following the
Mobilität-in-Deutschland (MiD) scale (Bundesministerium für Verkehr und digitale Infrastruktur, 2018a),
i.e., how frequent do you use the car, public transport, bicycle etc. per week. Second, in the second and
third wave participants were asked to state qualitatively whether they use public transport and the car more
or less often compared to the previous wave, i.e., comparing travel behavior during and before, after and
during, and after and before. Third, participants were asked in the second and third wave to state how many
more or less out-of-home activities they currently perform using the car and public transport.

As the 9-Euro-Ticket was a fix-term transport policy, the question of a successor to the 9-Euro-Ticket was
very prominent in the public debate. Thus, we included questions on the interest to buy a successor ticket
and its maximum willingness-to-pay in the second and third questionnaire. Further, to better mimic the
decision-making process to buy a successor ticket, we included a stated-preference experiment in the third
questionnaire. Figure 2a shows a screenshot of one choice situation. In this experiment, participants had the
choice to select either a local travel pass with regional validity (Lokalabo), a successor to the 9-Euro-Ticket
(Deutschlandabo), a successor to the 9-Euro-Ticket that includes all long-distance services (Deutschlandabo
incl. Fernverkehr), a distance fare or no travel pass (outside option). A distance fare was included to see
whether participants have at least some interest in a public transport product. In the experiment, only the
price attribute of each alternative is varied: we set the price levels for the Lokalabo to 19 and 29 Euro; for
the Deutschlandabo to 49, 59, 69, and 99 Euro; for the Deutschlandabo including long-distance services to
249 and 349 Euro, and the price levels for the distance fare to 10 and 20 Euro per 100 km. Deploying a
full-factorial design leading to 32 scenarios, each participant were shown eight choice situations.

2.2. Smartphone-based travel diary

For our study, a travel diary smartphone application, called "Mobilität.Leben", has been developed. Such
an application has already been used in other travel behavior research projects, e.g., in Molloy et al. (2022).
Figure 2b shows a screenshot of the developed app. Installed on iOS and Android devices, it automatically
collects users’ way-points, reports them to a backend server where the chosen transport mode is inferred
using machine learning by a third-party provider. This data is returned to the smartphone application and
users can approve or edit the mode. The smartphone application also records the time between trips as
activities. The smartphone application suggests in some cases activity types, e.g. home, shopping, but in
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(a) Screenshot of the stated-preference experiment in the third question-
naire.

(b) Screenshot of the smartphone-based
travel diary with passive tracking.

Figure 2: Screenshots from the study “Mobilität.Leben”. (a) from the stated-preference experiment on the successor ticket;
(b) from the study’s smartphone application.
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most cases users have to enter the activity type manually. However, the smartphone application learns these
activities, reducing in the best case the required users input to complete the travel diary. There is no need
for further interaction with the app. Participants can pause the data collection at any time.

3. Recruitment and participation

3.1. Recruitment

The sample for the “Mobilität.Leben” study has been recruited following a two-pronged strategy. First, a
media campaign in Munich started on May 23, 2022, resulting in 1,342 individuals having registered for the
study. A compensation of 30 Euro was offered for participation when using the smartphone travel diary until
September 2022 as well as completing all three questionnaires. Individuals who registered for the study had
the choice between participating in the smartphone-based travel diary and the survey or only in the survey.
Second, a professional panel agency was tasked with recruiting participants for the three-wave panel survey.
These participants, however, were not using the smartphone-based travel diary. Individuals were offered
a compensation for the participation directly through the panel agency. Here, 919 individuals have been
successfully recruited. In total, 2,261 individuals started the “Mobilität.Leben” study. In the following, we
refer to the Tracking sample as those participants from the Munich-based sample who use the smartphone-
based travel diary and fill out the questionnaires and we refer to the Survey-only sample as those participants
from the nation-wide and Munich-based sample who do not participate in the smartphone-based travel diary,
but fill out the questionnaires.

It is important to mention that the 1,342 participants recruited through the media campaign are primarily
located in the Munich metropolitan area. Consequently, we denote this part of our sample as the Munich-
based panel. Contrary, the 919 participants recruited through the panel agency are from all over Germany.
Consequently, we denote this part of our sample as the nation-wide panel. Generally, by asking the panel
agency to recruit a representative sample, the nation-wide panel can be considered more representative for
the entire nation than the Munich-based panel.

3.2. Outlier removal

To ensure the best possible data quality, we have taken several steps. First, at the beginning of all surveys
we appeal to participants to answer the questions carefully and honestly. We also emphasize that they will
only receive the total payment if the submit a fully completed survey. Second, we track the time spend on
each of the surveys. For our analysis, we exclude respondents who completed the survey too fast. That is,
we drop participants in the bottom 1 % of the survey time distribution. Finally, we exclude participants
who gave inconsistent responses about purchasing the 9-Euro-Ticket across the three different survey periods.
Exclusion of these respondents does not impact our results. In total, these conditions apply to 117 individuals
who are subsequently removed from the further analysis.

Thus, out of the 2,261 registered participants, 2,144 are further considered in this analysis (94.8%). Table
1 shows the considered sample the participation in the three waves. Here, completion means that all three
questionnaires of the three-wave panel survey were completed. This results in 1,402 complete responses for
the survey. Out of these, 637 also completed the smartphone-based travel diary with passive tracking by
successfully providing at least one week of travel behavior in June, July, August and September.

3.3. Participation

The study participation is summarized in Table 1 and the smartphone-based travel diary usage is shown in
Figure 4. Table 1 provides information on the number of recruited, the completion of each questionnaire as
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Figure 3: Time series of the participation in the three-wave survey of the entire sample.

Total Munich-based panel Nation-wide panel
Tracking Survey only

Registered 2,144 100.0% 871 100.0% 401 100.0% 872 100.0%
Completed 1st wave 2,025 94.4% 855 98.2% 298 74.3% 872 100.0%
Completed 2nd wave 1,631 76.1% 765 87.8% 217 54.1% 649 74.4%
Completed 3rd wave 1,436 67.0% 713 81.9% 180 44.9% 543 62.3%
Completed all three waves 1,402 65.4% 695 79.8% 164 40.9% 543 62.3%

Table 1: Partition in the three-wave panel survey of the entire sample and all relevant sub-samples.

well as the completion of all three questionnaires for the entire sample, the Munich-based panel, and the
nation-wide panel. The Munich-based panel is further separated by participating in the smartphone-based
travel diary (tracking sub-sample) or only in the survey (survey-only sub-sample). All participants from the
Munich-based panel that use the smartphone-based travel diary are considered in Section 5, not only those
who successfully completed the study.

It can be seen in Table 1 that the drop out rate is higher in the Munich-based survey-only panel where no
incentive was provided compared to the Munich-based panel that uses the smartphone application (30 Euro
incentive) and the nation-wide survey panel (incentive through panel agency). At the end of the study period
in September, the study has not been completed by all participants. In total, 1,402 participants completed
all three questionnaires. In the Munich-based panel that uses the smartphone application, around 80% who
started the tracking completed all three questionnaires and around 70.0% completed the tracking and all
three questionnaires. In the Munich-based survey-only panel, only around 40% completed all three surveys
and in the nation-wide panel around 62%. Figure 3 shows the completion of the three questionnaires over
time. It can be seen that most participants completed the survey rather quickly after receiving the invitation.
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Considering the smartphone application usage shown in Figure 4, it can be seen that the app’s activation
across the sample happened during the introductory phase of the 9-Euro-Ticket in the early days of June.
Note that an earlier activation of the smartphone app was barely possible as the natural experiment was
announced at short notice by the government, leaving little time for recruitment weeks before the introduction
of the 9-Euro-Ticket. Overall, as stated in Table 1, 920 participants successfully activated the application
on their smartphone during our study; smartphone-based travel diary usage peaked in late June at around
820 users tracking in parallel. Here, some users already deleted the application, e.g., due to high energy
consumption, or switch it off on some days, e.g., when leaving Germany. The number of active smartphones
declined steadily towards around 700 users at the end of our study, while the observed wave pattern indicates
that a fraction of the sample is frequently switching the tracking on and off. Figure 4 also features the number
of mobile users on each day. Here, the typical weekly pattern is observed with more mobile people during
the week compared to weekends.

3.4. Study sample

The characteristics of the final sample for the survey and the tracking is shown in Table 2; the table
further provides information on the sample that started the tracking. We compare the socio-demographic
composition of final sample and the sub-sample that completed also the smartphone-based travel diary with
passive tracking to the 2017 German national household travel survey, Mobilität-in-Deutschland (MiD),
(Bundesministerium für Verkehr und digitale Infrastruktur, 2018a). We conclude that both samples have
slightly more men than women compared to the MiD. Considering age groups, the age distribution of both
samples differ only substantially in the age groups 25-34 and > 75 from the MiD. There are two reasons.
First, the own recruiting via a media campaign originated at a university, where the recruitment of more
young people seems reasonable. Second, the group > 75 is underrepresented likely as the study had only
digital interfaces (survey and smartphone), where this age group is less familiar with; further, the numbers
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cannot really be compared in this group as MiD only reports the total of surveyed people in the group > 75
without any further intervals. Thus, to better compare the age distribution, we compare our completed
survey sample to official age distribution by gender in 5 using data from EuroStat (EuroStat, 2023). Here,
we conclude that our sample has similar distribution to the general population with notable exceptions: in
the group 75-85 we have too few and the share of female participants in the age group 25-34.

10



T
ab

le
2:

C
om

pa
ri

so
n

of
sa

m
pl

e
ch

ar
ac

te
ri

st
ic

s
to

th
e

M
ob

ili
tä

t
in

D
eu

ts
ch

la
nd

(M
iD

)
tr

av
el

su
rv

ey
.

M
is

si
ng

to
ta

ls
to

on
e

hu
nd

re
d

pe
rc

en
t

in
ea

ch
ca

te
go

ry
ar

e
m

is
si

ng
va

lu
es

.
T

he
co

lu
m

n
“T

ra
ck

in
g

st
ar

te
d”

al
so

co
nt

ai
ns

al
l
ob

se
rv

at
io

ns
th

at
st

ar
te

d,
in

cl
ud

in
g

th
os

e
el

im
in

at
ed

as
na

m
ed

in
Se

ct
io

n
3.

4.

M
iD

M
ob

ili
tä

t.
L
eb

en
fin

al
sa

m
pl

e

20
17

Su
rv

ey
co

m
pl

et
ed

T
ra

ck
in

g
co

m
pl

et
ed

T
ra

ck
in

g
st

ar
te

d
%

N
%

N
%

N
%

T
ot

al
-

1,
40

2
10

0.
00

%
63

7
10

0.
00

%
92

0
10

0.
00

%

G
en

de
r

M
al

e
48

.8
6

%
77

9
55

.5
6

%
33

9
53

.2
2

%
49

1
54

.3
7

%
Fe

m
al

e
51

.1
2

%
61

9
44

.1
5

%
29

5
46

.3
1

%
42

5
46

.2
0

%
D

iv
er

se
0.

03
%

4
0.

28
%

3
0.

47
%

4
0.

43
%

A
ge

18
-2

4
9.

15
%

10
3

7.
35

%
59

9.
26

%
97

10
.5

4
%

25
-3

4
15

.2
6

%
29

9
21

.3
3

%
17

1
26

.8
4

%
26

2
28

.4
8

%
35

-4
4

14
.2

9
%

26
3

18
.7

6
%

11
8

18
.5

2
%

16
6

18
.0

4
%

45
-5

4
19

.6
0

%
23

9
17

.0
5

%
99

15
.5

4
%

13
0

14
.1

3
%

55
-6

4
16

.3
2

%
29

2
20

.8
3

%
10

8
16

.9
5

%
16

0
17

.3
9

%
65

-7
4

12
.0

1
%

17
3

12
.3

4
%

64
10

.0
5

%
84

1.
52

%
>

75
13

.0
5

%
27

1.
93

%
12

1.
88

%
14

0.
76

%

H
ou

se
ho

ld
si

ze
1

19
.7

2
%

38
1

27
.1

8
%

17
5

27
.4

7
%

24
3

26
.4

1
%

2
38

.4
9

%
59

3
42

.3
0

%
26

0
40

.8
2

%
38

1
41

.4
1

%
3

19
.3

6
%

20
4

14
.5

5
%

99
15

.5
4

%
13

1
14

.2
4

%
4

or
m

or
e

22
.4

2
%

22
4

15
.9

8
%

10
3

16
.1

7
%

16
5

17
.9

3
%

N
et

ho
us

eh
ol

d
in

co
m

e
<

1,
50

0
E

ur
o/

m
on

th
-

17
7

12
.6

2
%

73
11

.4
6

%
11

4
12

.3
9

%
1,

50
0

to
2,

49
9

E
ur

o/
m

on
th

-
25

6
18

.2
6

%
82

12
.8

7
%

12
3

13
.3

7
%

2,
50

0
to

3,
99

9
E

ur
o/

m
on

th
-

39
4

28
.1

0
%

18
0

28
.2

6
%

24
5

26
.6

3
%

>
4,

00
0

E
ur

o/
m

on
th

-
54

7
39

.0
2

%
28

3
44

.4
3

%
40

9
44

.4
6

%

E
co

no
m

ic
st

at
us

V
er

y
lo

w
7.

33
%

65
4.

63
%

37
5.

81
%

62
6.

74
%

L
ow

13
.1

2
%

17
1

12
.2

2
%

57
8.

79
%

76
8.

26
%

A
ve

ra
ge

43
.6

4
%

32
2

22
.8

2
%

11
2

17
.5

8
%

16
4

17
.8

3
%

H
ig

h
29

.9
4

%
51

3
36

.4
5

%
25

1
39

.4
0

%
34

1
37

.0
7

%
V

er
y

hi
gh

5.
97

%
30

3
21

.7
0

%
16

2
25

.4
3

%
23

4
25

.4
3

%

R
eg

io
na

ls
ta

ti
st

ic
al

sp
at

ia
lt

yp
e

U
rb

an
:

M
et

ro
po

lis
18

.1
4

%
65

3
46

.5
8

%
40

7
63

.8
9

%
60

0
64

.4
7

%
U

rb
an

:
R

eg
io

po
lis

,l
ar

ge
ci

ty
14

.6
1

%
11

2
7.

99
%

20
3.

14
%

29
3.

15
%

U
rb

an
:

M
ed

iu
m

-s
iz

ed
ci

ty
,u

rb
an

iz
ed

ar
ea

24
.7

4
%

27
5

19
.6

1
%

11
3

17
.7

4
%

15
4

16
.7

4
%

U
rb

an
:

Sm
al

l-t
ow

n
ar

ea
,v

ill
ag

e
ar

ea
6.

10
%

71
5.

06
%

31
4.

87
%

42
4.

57
%

R
ur

al
:

C
en

tr
al

ci
ty

5.
97

%
47

3.
35

%
9

1.
41

%
13

1.
41

%
R

ur
al

:
M

ed
iu

m
-s

iz
ed

ci
ty

,u
rb

an
iz

ed
ar

ea
14

.3
2

%
11

6
8.

27
%

21
3.

30
%

34
3.

70
%

R
ur

al
:

Sm
al

l-t
ow

n
ar

ea
,v

ill
ag

e
ar

ea
16

.1
2

%
11

5
8.

20
%

29
4.

55
%

39
4.

24
%

C
ar

ow
ne

rs
hi

p
N

on
e

14
.7

1
%

35
1

25
.0

5
%

21
0

32
.9

7
%

25
6

27
.8

3
%

1
ca

rs
47

.2
6

%
66

7
47

.5
7

%
29

1
45

.6
8

%
36

4
39

.5
7

%
2

ca
rs

an
d

m
or

e
38

.0
2

%
38

4
27

.3
9

%
13

6
21

.3
5

%
30

0
32

.6
1

%

T
ra

ve
lp

as
s

ow
ne

rs
hi

p
M

ay
20

22
Y

es
14

.6
6

%
46

7
33

.3
1

%
28

3
44

.4
3

%
41

0
44

.5
7

%
N

o
85

.1
5

%
93

5
66

.6
9

%
35

4
55

.5
7

%
49

0
53

.2
6

%

11



0

.1

.2

.3

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75-85 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75-85
Age Age

Female Male

EuroStat
Mobilität.Leben

Sh
ar

e 
of

 th
e 

sa
m

pl
e 

(-)

Figure 5: Comparing the Mobilität.Leben sample to EuroStat’s population data for Germany for both sexes and age categories.

Regarding the household size, both our samples have more single households compared to the MiD that can
be likely attributed, again, to the partial recruitment in an university environment with many individuals
not yet having started a family.

The comparison of net household income in our sample to the MiD faces the methodological challenge
that income is not directly reported in the national household travel survey, but rather a derived composite
measure of a household’s economic status that combines net household income and weighted sum of household
members. In Table 2 we approximated this measure for our sample; we conclude that both our samples have
a substantial oversampling of households with a high economic status. This could be a consequence from
the Munich metropolitan area being focus region of our study, which is characterized by having wages and
income above the nation’s averages.

The focus on Munich is then further reflected in the distribution of our sample across the Germany’s statistical
spatial types, car ownership and travel pass ownership in May 2022. More individuals living in the metropolis
and less in the countryside, resulting in less car ownership and higher travel pass ownership levels compared
to the MiD.

3.5. Sample weighting

The recruited sample is not a random sample of the German population. Although it can be seen in Figure
5 that the complete survey sample does exhibit some similarity with Germany’s general age distribution by
gender, there are differences. Therefore, we calculate probability weights for the complete sample based on
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Changes in car use frequency Changes in public transport use frequency
Less Unchanged More

Less 3.88 % 8.88% 7.43 %
Unchanged 8.78 % 31.84% 19.65%
More 3.90 % 9.23% 6.36 %

Table 3: Cross tabulation of changes in car and public transport use frequency per week between the before and during the
period.

age and gender in the categories shown in Figure 5. The obtain weights are reasonable in the range of 0.8
to 2 for all age groups below 76-85, while the latter age group has values from 5-12, reflecting the under
representation of elderly in the sample.

4. Stated travel behavior

A three-wave panel survey allows us to investigate the travel behavior changes likely caused by the interven-
tion of the 9-Euro-Ticket. We investigate the travel behavior changes by considering the weekly mode use
frequencies in each of the three periods; to corroborate the findings we then analyze questions of currently
more or less mode use compared to the previous period. Last, we present the self-reported substitution of
car trips for public transport.

The weekly mode use frequencies are reported on a six-level scale: never, less than once a week, once a
week, 2-3 days per week, 4-5 days per week, and almost daily. Figure 6 shows the responses of the complete
survey sample (N=1,402) for bicycle, car, and public transport use for the periods of before, during, and
after as defined in Figure 1. It can be clearly seen that public transport use increased substantially the
during period, while car use did not see similar reductions. Table 3 shows how the sample distributes across
the reported changes in mode use frequencies from before to the during the period of the experiment: Only
7.43 % of participants increased their public transport use frequency and decreased their car use frequency
based on the categories shown in Figure 6; contrary, around one third, did not report any changes and 20%
reported unchanged car use frequency but an increase in public transport use frequency. In total, around
20 % of our sample increased car use frequency during the period compared to the before period. Hence,
we can conclude that public transport use on a weekly basis was rather complementary to car use and not
a substitute. Interestingly, Figure 6 presents evidence that the treatment of the 9-Euro-Ticket may have
led to a slight increase in the sample’s overall public transport usage: the share of regular public transport
users in our sample grew by around 4 percentage points. However, this increase was in the trip frequency
categories for one to three days per week.

In the second (during period) and third (after period) questionnaire, respondents stated whether they cur-
rently use public transport and the car more or less frequent compared to previous periods. Given our
study’s design, this leads to three cases:

• comparing the during period to the before period

• comparing the after period to the during period

• comparing the after period to the before period

Figure 7 shows the responses. Regarding car use, the majority of participants did not report any changes
throughout the study. A third stated that they used the car less in the during period compared to the
before period, while around 20 % stated that their car use increased in the after period compared to the
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Figure 6: Mode use frequencies before, during, and after the 9-Euro-Ticket intervention.

14



0

20

40

60

80

100
Sh

ar
e 

of
 s

am
pl

e 
(%

)

Car Public transport

During
 to

Before

After
to

During

After
to

Before

During
 to

Before

After
to

During

After
to

Before

Less
No Change
More

Figure 7: Stated changes in travel behavior between two periods of the experiment.

during period. The presence of the 9-Euro-Ticket, which is partly intended to incentive changing from car
to public transport, could be attributed to the stated changes. However, a likely 9-Euro-Ticket effect is
more pronounced in public transport use: 40 % reported an increase in public transport use in the during
period compared to the before period, while slightly less than 40 % reported less public transport use in
the after period compared to the during period. The indication for activation of public transport caused by
the 9-Euro-Ticket intervention as found in Figure 6 cannot be easily revealed from the qualitative responses
shown in Figure 7. However, the decrease in public transport use in the after period compared to the
during period is five percentage points smaller than the increase in public transport use in the during period
compared to the before period could be seen as such.

To better understand how study participants substitute car use by public transport, we asked respondents
to provide a self-assessment of the share of substituted car trips per week. Substitution is only meaningful
if the respondent used the car before the introduction of the 9-Euro-Ticket in May. Thus, Figure 8 shows
the self-reported substitution of car trips during and after the 9-Euro-Ticket period for all regular car users
in May 2022. It can be seen that more than fifty percent of regular car users did not substitute any car
trips, while only 20 % percent substituted more than 30 % of their weekly car trips during the 9-Euro-Ticket
period. Nevertheless, after the 9-Euro-Ticket period, some respondents reported still substituting some car
trips with around 10 % of the sample substituting more than 20% of weekly car trips.

Overall, from the stated changes in travel behavior between the three study periods we can conclude that
public transport use increased during the 9-Euro-Ticket period, but it did not substitute car use completely,
suggesting induced demand. In other words, the survey data suggests that respondents behaved more
multimodal during the 9-Euro-Ticket experiment. Nevertheless, the data further present indications that
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Figure 9: Travel pass ownership per month in the active tracking sample.

the 9-Euro-Ticket activated some participants to use public transport more and continue to substitute car
trips in the after period, i.e., after the treatment of the 9-Euro-Ticket. However, these findings from the
survey will be corroborated and extended using a smartphone-based travel diary in the next section.

5. Smartphone-based travel diary

This section analyzes the data recorded by means of the smartphone-based travel diary as introduced in
Section 2.2. As described before, not all participants have concluded both the survey and tracking exper-
iment. In this section, the considered sub-sample consists of 910 participants who recorded at least one
trip on the smartphone application between May 24, 2022, and September 30, 2022. In other words, we
investigate the travel behavior of all participants in this section irrespective of completing all questionnaires.
Note that 920 participants successfully activated the app on their smartphones, but ten participants did
not report any trips. Therefore, socio-demographic attributes relevant to travel behavior like age, income,
gender, and place of residence for this sub-sample are not identical to the study sample reported in Section
3.4. However, we find no substantial differences to the characteristics reported in Table 2 and Figure 5 and
thus omit their presentation for the sake of conciseness. In summary, male and female participants are also
represented almost equally by the tracking sample. Participants between the ages of 20 and 40 are slightly
over-represented and most participants live in households with comparatively high incomes. Most partici-
pants live in the southeast of Germany, with a clear concentration in the Munich metropolitan area and thus
within a densely connected public transport service area. In the subsequent analyses, we do only consider
trips conducted within the geographic borders of Germany.

Figure 9 shows the travel pass ownership for all monthly active app users of our study. In the months
of June, July, and August this refers to 9-Euro-Ticket ownership, while in September it refers to regular
travel pass ownership. Holders of a public transport travel pass are denoted as ticket holders (TH) and
non-ticket holders (NTH). It is important to note that non-ticket holders may also use public transportation
on a pay-per-trip basis. It is apparent that during the 9-Euro-Ticket period, most of our active tracking
participants did have a permanent subscription, whereas, after the end of the ticket subsidies, less than half
of the active users owned a permanent ticket.

To assess the impact of the 9-Euro-Ticket on our tracking sample’s travel behavior we partition the collected
data into three parts following the study design shown in Figure 1: the first part includes all trips recorded
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Figure 10: Modal share based on the traveled distance. From top to bottom: data derived from MiD (Bundesministerium
für Verkehr und digitale Infrastruktur (2018b)) for metropolis regions; recorded data with our smartphone-based travel diary
before, during, and after the 9-Euro-Ticket period

before the 9-Euro-Ticket was introduced on June 1, 2022; the second part contains all recorded trips during
the validity period of the 9-Euro-Ticket between June 1, 2022 and August 31, 2022; the third part includes
all trips between September 1 and September 30, 2022 and represents the time period directly after the
9-Euro-Ticket. Note that only trips from within Germany are considered. Figure 10 shows the modal share
by travel distance of our tracking sample in each three study periods. For reference, we present the modal
share for all metropolitan regions taken from the MiD survey. Reference data for Munich is only available
for the city and the local transit district, but not the entire metropolitan area: Public transport share in
the city is 36% and in the transit district 28 %. To allow for a more concise presentation, we aggregate the
means of transport as implemented in the smartphone-based travel diary in the following manner:

• Public Transport : subway, light rail, regional train, train, bus, tram

• Bicycle: bicycle, bike-sharing, e-bicycle, kickscooter

• Individual Transport : car, e-car, motorbike, taxi, uber, carsharing

• Walk : walk

Comparing the 2017 modal share from the MiD study to our collected data, we observe a higher use of
public transport and a lower car use within all periods of the experiment. Comparing the modal shares of
the three study periods, it can be seen that the introduction of the 9-Euro-Ticket had no clear impact on the
share of distance covered by bicycles, but after the 9-Euro-Ticket ended, the share decreased slightly, most
likely due to decreasing temperatures (Heinen et al., 2010) (the mean temperature in Munich was 20.2 ◦C
in the time range before and during the 9-Euro-Ticket and decreased to 14.2 ◦C afterwards)1. In contrast,
the recorded share of walking clearly decreased in comparison between before and during the 9-Euro-Ticket
albeit almost constant weather conditions. This could indicate that the hurdle to use public transport for
smaller distances diminished for our sample group with the cheap ticket.

The observed shares of individual transport and public transport usage behave the other way around: before
the 9-Euro-Ticket was introduced, the share of individual transport accounted for almost half of all traveled
distances; it decreased during the time of the 9-Euro-Ticket and increased again after the 9-Euro-Ticket
period to a value slightly less than before the 9-Euro-Ticket. The share of public transport usage within our
sample group increased with the 9-Euro-Ticket and it decreased when the 9-Euro-Ticket program ended but
not as much as it increased before (see Figure 9).

An overview of the daily traveled distances of participants that had at least one trip overall is given in
Figure 11. Public holidays, weekends, and school holidays are indicated, revealing that a large part of

1Calculated based on the public available LMU weather data for Munich https://www.meteo.physik.uni-muenchen.de/
DokuWiki/doku.php?id=wetter:stadt:messung
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Figure 11: Average traveled distance per day and active user

the observation period of this study is essentially non-working days for a large share of the population.
Potential impacts of the 9-Euro-Ticket on travel behavior are thus overlapped by the influences of holiday
trips and other likely infrequent leisure activities. A reoccurring pattern is given by the increased daily
travel distance on non-working days: in each period of the experiment, traveled distances peak on weekends.
The highest daily travel distances are observed on weekends which happen to be school holidays during
the 9-Euro-Ticket period. This indicates that leisure activities likely play a major role in the use of the
9-Euro-Ticket; a hypothesis that can be further substantiated when considering the drop in relative peak
heights at the beginning of September after the end of the 9-Euro-Ticket. The last week of the observation
period is the only week analyzed in which the 9-Euro-Ticket was not valid while there were simultaneously no
school holidays. It is the only week providing data to compare a non-holiday situation with the 9-Euro-Ticket
to a non-holiday period without the 9-Euro-Ticket. In this week, however, a significant drop in the average
daily traveled distance is recognizable, substantiating the hypothesis that the 9-Euro-Ticket had a generally
positive effect on traveled distances. This assumption is fortified by the fact that all but one weekend peaks
during holidays and/or the 9-Euro-Ticket exceed the standard deviation of the time series, whilst they stay
below it in the recorded week after the holidays. This effect is visible, whereas we can not give a clear
measure of the additional impact of Oktoberfest (the Munich beer festival) from September 17, 2022, to
October 3, 2022, and the reduced perception of COVID-19 in society referring to transportation numbers.

Figure 12 shows how the average daily traveled distance for individual and public transport varies for ticket
holders and non-ticket holders as defined in Figure 9. Non-ticket holders show a different travel behavior
during the 9-Euro-Ticket phase and after this phase. During the ticket phase, in which the usage of public
transport is almost free, they hardly travel using public transport. Instead, most travel distance is done
by means of individual transport. The only exception to this observation is the sporadic usage of public
transportation on weekends and public holidays which even then is significantly smaller than the peaks of
individual transport of the same group. Only after the end of the 9-Euro-Ticket in September, non-ticket
holders start to utilize public transport more often. While this seems like a noteworthy adverse effect at first
glance, it is to be noted, that the size and composition of the non-ticket holder group can be assumed to
change drastically after the end of the 9-Euro-Ticket (compare Figure 9). While between June and August,
only a small share of the participants chose not to buy the cheap 9-Euro-Ticket, less than half of the tracked
participants bought a public transport travel pass in September.

19



06.06
13.06

20.06
27.06

04.07
11.07

18.07
25.07

01.08
08.08

15.08
22.08

29.08
05.09

12.09
19.09

26.09

Date

0
10
20
30
40
50
60
70
80
90

100

D
is

ta
n
ce

in
k
m

Public Transport (TH)

Individual Transport (TH)

Public Transport (NTH)

Individual Transport (NTH)

Weekends & Public Holidays

9EUR-Ticket

School Holidays

Figure 12: Average traveled distance per day and active user by means of transport and PT ticket ownership ((N)TH: (non)
ticket holder

(a) Working days (b) Non-working days

Figure 13: Modal share by income group
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To assess the impact of the 9-Euro-Ticket on the travel behavior of different income groups within our
tracking sample, we analyze the respective modal share in the during and after periods in Figures 13a and
13b. In contrast to Figure 8, we do not analyze the period before the introduction of the 9-Euro-Ticket in this
analysis. This is due to the further subdivision of trips by income groups that results in substantial differences
in remaining total trip quantities, which would arguably lead to very small sample sizes. Instead, we use
the MiD Bundesministerium für Verkehr und digitale Infrastruktur (2018b) as a reference and compare the
results of our sample group to the national average for German metropolises. Due to the small contribution
of walking to the total travel distance, this mode is not considered in this analysis. Values are normalized to
the total distance covered by the remaining three means of transport. To account for the known differences
in travel behavior between working and non-working days Gerike and Schulz (2018), we strictly distinguish
between working days as well as weekends and public holidays (once more grouped as non-working days).

Generally, public transport use is higher on working days than on non-working days. The difference amounts
to roughly ten percentage points throughout income groups. For both day types, public transport usage
decreases with increasing income. Considering non-working days, the largest decrease in public transit usage
of 25 percentage points occurs for the group 0-1500 Euro of monthly household income. All other groups’
public transport usage on non-working days decreases by about 10 percentage points. On working days, all
groups but the one with the highest household income show an equivalently declining public transport usage
once the 9-Euro-Ticket was terminated. The group with a monthly income of more than 5,500 EUR is the
only one without the relevant impact of the ticket on working days. It is worth noting that the mode choice
of the latter group on non-working days, in contrast to working days, exhibits a change between the periods,
as public transit usage was higher when the 9-Euro-Ticket was available.

We conclude that the travel behavior revealed with the smartphone-based travel diary shows a similar trend
as the stated responses in Section 4. However, the tracking allows a more precise quantification of effects: the
observed shift in the modal share by travel distance from car to public transport is around five percentage
points. Results also suggest generally larger travel distances on weekends during the 9-Euro-Ticket period,
particularly by ticket holders who use public transport. The presented data shows that the 9-Euro-Ticket
has a stronger impact on increasing the use of public transport among lower-income groups, as compared to
the highest-income group, who barely change their travel behavior on working days.

6. Consumer perspective on the 9-Euro-Ticket

The 9-Euro-Ticket is an unprecedented intervention to the German transportation system. As there has never
been something similar before, it is of interest to understand important dimensions of the 9-Euro-Ticket as
a consumer product too. Thus, we study in this section the public opinions of the 9-Euro-Ticket (Section
6.1), its support (Section 6.2), buying intention (Section 6.3), as well as the willingness-to-pay (henceforth
WTP) for a successor ticket (Section 6.4).

6.1. Public opinion

In the first (i.e., before the introduction) and second (i.e., during the 9-Euro-Ticket) questionnaire of the
panel survey, respondents stated their opinion towards the 9-Euro-Ticket using several statements on a
disagree-agree scale. Figure 14 shows selected statements that have been frequently discussed in the public.
We find that respondents have positive attitudes towards the 9-Euro-Ticket and that this positive view is
persistent over time. For instance, we find that the majority of participants perceives the 9-Euro-Ticket as a
relief for households as it had been intended by the federal government. Interestingly, we find an increasing
agreement with the statement of the 9-Euro-Ticket is increasing the comprehensibility of the fare structure
of public transport in Germany from the before to the during period. Here, participants seem to become
more aware of this advantage during the availability of the ticket. Only one third of participants agrees with
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Figure 14: Participants opinions about the 9-Euro-Ticket in wave one and two

the statement that the ticket leads to pointless travel and this does also not change substantially once the
ticket is introduced. Half of participants agrees that the 9-Euro-Ticket facilitates traveling in Germany by
public transport.

Furthermore, in the second questionnaire in the during period participants are asked to indicate what they
consider to be the greatest benefit of the 9-Euro-Ticket (they could choose between price, flexibility and
comprehensibility or indicate another advantage). Here, 54.3% mentioned price, while 24.5 % mentioned
flexibility and 16.3% mentioned simplicity.

6.2. Support

Based on the positive perception of the 9-Euro-Ticket in the first (before) and second (during) questionnaire
we can expect high levels of support for the ticket. In our study, we assess support for the 9-Euro-Ticket
using a five-point agree-disagree scale for the statement whether they consider the 9-Euro-Ticket is a good
idea. Looking at the results in Figure 15, we find that the majority of participants at least support the ticket
before its introduction. This already high support for the ticket substantially increases in the during period.
In our sample, we find that only 10 percent disagree with the statement that the ticket is a good idea.

Interestingly, we find that age is a significant determinant of support, where older participants support the
ticket significantly less. In addition to this age effect, we find a slightly significant income effect in the before
period: participants in the second highest and highest income category support the ticket significantly less
compared the lowest income category. This income effect disappears in the second wave, where we find no
difference in support between income levels anymore.
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Figure 15: Support for the ticket in the before and during period of the experiment.

Actual buying behavior (Shares of the sample)
June July August

Buying intention category Total No Yes Total No Yes Total No Yes

Already bought 41.32 0.00 100.00 22.29 0.00 99.44 21.73 0 100.00
Intention to buy 28.09 14.76 85.24 47.23 15.09 84.91 46.33 13.98 86.02
No intention 25.38 78.59 21.41 23.15 76.01 23.99 23.02 78.44 21.56
Do not know 5.22 57.53 43.47 7.33 53.92 46.08 8.92 52.42 47.58

Total 100.00 27.09 72.91 100.00 28.65 71.35 100.00 29.53 70.47

Table 4: Buying intention vs. actual (stated) buying behavior for the three months of the 9-Euro-Ticket period.

6.3. Intention to buy it and actual buying behavior

Participants were asked before the introduction of the 9-Euro-Ticket about their preferences to obtain
this. Table 4 compares the stated intention and the actual adoption in each of the three months of the
9-Euro-Ticket period.

It can be seen in Table 4 that from June to July and August, the share of already bought tickets is reduced
by around 20 percentage points, while the share of participants having the intention to buy it increases by
the same amount. As this question has been asked before the introduction of the 9-Euro-Ticket, we can
conclude that a large part of our sample bought the 9-Euro-Ticket every month individually. We also find
that in our sample the overall interest in the ticket seemed to have declined by a few percentage points from
June from 73.22 % to 70.47 % in August. Overall we find that a large and consistent share (around 85% in
each month) of participants that indented to buy the ticket actually bought it.

6.4. Willingness-to-pay for a successor ticket

We assess the willingness-to-pay (WTP) for a successor to the 9-Euro-Ticket in the during and after period
of 9-Euro-Ticket. Given the substantially different income levels in the Munich-based and nation-wide panel
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Figure 16: Cumulative distributions of the willingness-to-pay for a successor ticket to the 9-Euro-Ticket. On the left, Deutsch-
landabo on a continuous scale, and Deutschlandabo on a discrete scale on the right.

as seen in Table 2, we report the results separately for each panel to accommodate that higher incomes
correlate with higher WTP.

In the second questionnaire in the during period, study participants were asked to state their maximum WTP
for a nation-wide travel pass for all local public transport services, the so-called Deutschlandabo. In the third
questionnaire in the after period, respondents were asked in a twofold way to state their consumer preferences
for a successor to the 9-Euro-Ticket, i.e., the Deutschlandabo: first, based on the ongoing public debate on
the pricing of the ticket, the maximum willingness-to-pay for a successor was asked on a discrete scale from 9
to 99Euro at an 10 Euro interval; second, using the publicly discussed pricing points for the successor ticket
a discrete-choice experiment with different ticket alternatives has been designed (see Section 2.1 for further
details). Figure 16 shows the distributions of the three direct responses in maximum WTP, while Figure 17
shows the outcomes of the discrete-choice experiment for different price levels of the Deutschlandabo.

Figure 16 shows that in both samples, only 10 % are willing to pay 100 Euro or more for a successor in the
during period of the 9-Euro-Ticket with a median WTP of 30Euro/month for the nation-wide panel and
50 Euro/month for the Munich-based panel. Interestingly, the median WTP increases for the Munich-based
panel in the after period to 59Euro/month, while being unchanged for the nation-wide sample. The average
WTP for a Deutschlandabo as a successor of the 9-Euro-Ticket is 50.45 Euro which is close to the current
average price paid for travel pass in Germany (around 55 Euro/month).

We compare the WTP for the Deutschlandabo based on the continuous scale (left side of Figure 16) by
socio-economic attributes using a linear regression model on all complete observations. Table 5 shows the
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Estimate Model parameter t

Constant 33.44∗∗∗ (6.49)
Gender : Male (base)
Gender : Female 0.11 (0.03)
Gender : Diverse -14.10∗∗ (-2.66)
Net household income : < 1,500 Euro / month (base)
Net household income : 1,500 to 2,490 Euro / month 11.22∗∗ (3.06)
Net household income : 2,500 to 3,999 Euro / month 13.54∗∗∗ (3.77)
Net household income : > 4000 Euro / month 15.72∗∗∗ (3.66)
Age : 18 – 24 (base)
Age : 25 – 34 3.42 (0.90)
Age : 35 – 44 1.11 (0.26)
Age : 45 – 54 4.20 (0.93)
Age : 55 – 64 -2.59 (-0.65)
Age : 65 – 74 -1.13 (-0.25)
Age : > 75 5.08 (0.47)
Uses the car more than one day per week 1.57 (0.43)
Uses public transport more than one day per week 16.27∗∗∗ (5.39)
Living in urban metropolis (according to RegioStar7) -5.60 (-1.91)
Participant is part of the nation-wide panel -6.40∗ (-2.48)

N 1,333
R2 0.077
t statistics in parentheses
∗ p < 0.05, ∗∗ p < 0.01, ∗∗∗ p < 0.001

Table 5: Ordinary least squares estimates of the willingness-to-pay model

resulting estimates. We find that the average WTP is around 33 Euro which translates to roughly 1 Euro per
day. We find no significant differences between males and females, Intuitively, we find that that having an
income higher than 1,500Euro per month increases the WTP by 10 Euro to 15 Euro compared to the lowest
income group (see Table 2). In our sample, we find no age effect. In addition, using the car frequently does
not impact the WTP, but being a frequent public transport user before the introduction of the 9-Euro-Ticket
increases the WTP by around 16 Euro. We further find that residing in an urban metropolis according to the
RegioStar7 classification (see Table 2) decreases the WTP by around 5 Euro (almost statistically significant
at the five percent level of statistical significance). This effect can be attributed to the fact that usually
the price of a travel pass increases with distance to the core urban area. In other words, residents of this
area are used to cheaper travel passes compared to residents in surrounding more suburban areas. Last, we
control for the differences in the two panels and find that the WTP in the nation-wide panel is around 6
Euro less compared to the Munich-based panel, which can be explained by the higher income levels in and
around Munich.

Figure 17 shows the outcomes of the discrete-choice experiment conducted in the after period of the
9-Euro-Ticket experiment. It can be seen that with an increase in the price for the successor ticket, the
participants’ interest declines substantially. Interestingly, while in the nation-wide panel participants choose
with increasing prices for the 9-Euro-Ticket successor the cheaper Lokalabo (local travel pass) instead, in the
Munich-based panel the shares of “no travel pass” and the “distance-based pricing” increase. The latter could
be attributed to having the successor ticket as an “accessoire” if reasonably priced, but not as a mobility
tool. Generally, when transit agencies offer a cheap local travel pass (Lokalabo), the travel pass ownership
shares will substantially increase compared to existing travel pass ownership levels as shown in Table 2.
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7. Discussion

(e.g., Krämer et al., 2022) or using third-party mobile phone data (e.g., Gaus et al., 2023)

The changes in travel behavior during the period of the 9-Euro-Ticket are as expected: a shift towards
public transport, but despite a very low price, not all car trips have been replaced by public transport (c.f.
Figure 8). Some findings suggest that some study participants increased their public transport usage after
the 9-Euro-Ticket intervention compared to the period before the ticket, but it remains to be seen how this
effect develops over time. With the introduction of a successor ticket in May 2023 priced at 49Euro, it will
be interesting to how the different pricing points and the non-temporary nature of the successor ticket make
a difference in travel behavior compared to the 9-Euro-Ticket period.

The responses of our three-wave panel survey are in alignment with the general perception of the effects of the
9-Euro-Ticket in Germany, arguably due to relying on a professional panel agency to ensure a representative
sample. Nevertheless, the rates of 9-Euro-Ticket ownership in the Munich-based panel at around 90 % seem
rather high. This could result from a sample selection bias as the “Mobilität.Leben” study was marketed in
the media as the 9-Euro-Ticket study, but given the good accessibility by public transport in the Munich
metropolitan region, it can not be ruled out that these ownership levels are representative for the region.
Unfortunately, no local data exists to validate this hypothesis.

This study bears limitations. The short time period between the announcement of the 9-Euro-Ticket and
its start in June 2022 did not suffice to recruit a representative panel across the Munich metropolitan area.
Despite relying on a professional panel agency for the three-wave panel survey to partially account for this in
the survey, the sample bias in our tracking sample persists. Nevertheless, all relevant parts of the population
are part of our sample and thus sample weights that account, e.g., for income and education, can be derived to
reduce the bias. The short time period also limited the observation time before the start of the 9-Euro-Ticket
with half of the sample having recorded no trip at all before the ticket’s introduction. Thus, appropriate
methodological techniques must be selected when investigating the impact of the 9-Euro-Ticket on travel
behavior like mode choice and induced demand.

Generally, the used innovative travel survey method of combining a panel survey with a smartphone-based
travel diary has been proven successful. This study faces similar participation issues, e.g., self-selection
bias, drop outs, and missing validation of trips and activities, as other studies have reported (e.g., Allström
et al., 2017; Lugtig et al., 2022), that can limit the validity of results. Nevertheless, with its focus, design
and length, the study “Mobilität.Leben” will make contributions to travel survey methods and thus allow to
improve future travel surveys using smartphone-based travel diaries together with panel surveys.

8. Conclusions

In this paper, we presented the first empirical findings of our study “Mobilität.Leben” that we established to
observe the natural and forced experiment of the 9-Euro-Ticket in the summer months of 2022 in Germany.
We showed the stated responses collected through a three-wave panel survey on the changes in travel behavior
with focus on car and public transport usage. We corroborated these findings with the data collected through
our smartphone-based travel diary with passive waypoint tracking. In our tracking sample we found a modal
shift towards public transport from the car of around five percentage points of the average daily travel distance
during the 9-Euro-Ticket period, which is similar to findings from another study (Gaus et al., 2023). We also
found indications in the collected data that suggest that some participants increased their public transport
usage after the 9-Euro-Ticket intervention compared to the period before. In other words, some participants
might be activated to increase public transport usage through the 9-Euro-Ticket. We also investigated the
willingness-to-pay for a successor ticket to the 9-Euro-Ticket during and after the 9-Euro-Ticket. When
considering that the successor ticket started on May 1, 2023, priced at 49 Euro, we found that it will impact
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travel pass ownership: in our nationwide panel ownership will increase only slightly, while in our Munich-
based panel ownership levels could grow by up to 50 %. We further found that if public transport operators
provide an attractive local travel pass in addition to the successor ticket, ownership shares for travel passes
could rise even further.

Future research will explore in depth the behavioral dimensions of the natural and forced experiment. Par-
ticular focus will be on investigating the impact of the 9-Euro-Ticket on mode choice and associated changes
in the valuation of travel time as well as on analyzing induced demand effects. As it is known that crowding
increases the value of travel time savings (e.g., Li and Hensher, 2011; Prud’homme et al., 2012; Wardman and
Murphy, 2015), future research will also explore the impact of crowding. Given the special spatial feature of
the 9-Euro-Ticket compared to the existing travel passes with limited spatial validity in Germany, particular
focus will be given to travel behavior across administrative boundaries. With the desire of the 9-Euro-Ticket
to be a strong policy instrument for reducing carbon emissions in the transportation sector, future research
will also concentrate on estimating the nationwide carbon emission savings from the 9-Euro-Ticket policy
in relation to the simultaneous fuel tax cut. Future research will also analyze the primary nature of the
9-Euro-Ticket of being a relief to the 2022 cost-of-living crisis and to what extend this subsidy policy had
on the redistribution of income (Spence, 1977). Last, the travel survey method used in our study will be
analyzed and compared to other approaches too. From a political science perspective it will be interesting
to analyze the long-term impact of the 49-Euro-Ticket on the policy mix in the transport policy field, and to
what extent demands in the population for a fundamental transformation of the transport sector (towards
more public transport) will be promoted or inhibited.

In closing, before the start of the 9-Euro-Ticket in June 2022, many expected overcrowded trains. In the end,
this did not occur on a regular basis everywhere in the country, but only a few trains to touristic locations,
e.g., from Berlin to the Baltic Sea or from Munich to Lake Tegernsee. Additionally, congestion levels did
drop, but congestion did not vanish. The 9-Euro-Ticket experiment shows that the effects of almost fare-free
public transport in Germany are not substantially different from other experiences (e.g., Cats et al., 2014),
allowing us to make the following key policy implication: the desire that attractive pricing alone suffices
to incentive sustainable travel behavior and lift congestion did not materialize; other or additional policy
instruments are required to meet our societies’ sustainability goals.
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