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Determinants of transport mode choice: a comparison

of Germany and the USA
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5. Conclusions

Germany and the USA have much in common, including high
levels of car ownership, important automobile industries, and
extensive networks of limited access highways. However, Ameri-
cans walk, bike, and use public transport for only 10% of all trips
compared to 40% in Germany—contributing to a less sustainable
transport system in the USA. Using two comparable national travel
surveys, this analysis investigated determinants of differences in
mode choice.

In both countries, individuals drive for fewer trips if they live
close to public transport, at higher population densities, and in
areas with greater mix of residences and workplaces. Employed
individuals with driver’s license living in households with easy
car access make a higher share of trips by automobile in Germany
and the USA. However, the analysis suggests that car use is on two
different levels in the two countries—with significantly higher
rates of car travel for all groups of society in the USA. Even control-
ling for socio-economic status, household distance from public
transport, population density, mix of land-use, trip distance, and
trip purpose, the majority of Americans make 70% or more of their
trips by automobile. In Germany, only the most car-oriented
groups of society display such high levels of car use.
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