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Abstract—Micromobility systems, which include lightweight
and low-speed vehicles such as bicycles, e-bikes, and e-scooters,
have become an important part of urban transportation and
are used to solve problems such as traffic congestion, air
pollution, and high transportation costs. Successful utilisation
of micromobilities requires optimisation of complex systems
for efficiency, environmental impact mitigation, and overcoming
technical challenges for user safety. Machine Learning (ML)
methods have been crucial to support these advancements and
to address their unique challenges. However, there is insufficient
literature addressing the specific issues of ML applications
in micromobilities. This survey paper addresses this gap by
providing a comprehensive review of datasets, ML techniques,
and their specific applications in micromobilities. Specifically,
we collect and analyse various micromobility-related datasets
and discuss them in terms of spatial, temporal, and feature-
based characteristics. In addition, we provide a detailed overview
of ML models applied in micromobilities, introducing their
advantages, challenges, and specific use cases. Furthermore, we
explore multiple ML applications, such as demand prediction,
energy management, and safety, focusing on improving efficiency,
accuracy, and user experience. Finally, we propose future re-
search directions to address these issues, aiming to help future
researchers better understand this field.

Index Terms—Micromobility, Dataset, Machine Learning, In-
telligent Transportation, Computer Vision
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I. INTRODUCTION

As cities become more densely populated, the demand for
efficient and environmentally friendly transportation options
has continued to rise. Micromobilities include a category
of transportation solutions including lightweight, low-speed
vehicles such as bicycles, e-bikes, and e-scooters, primarily
designed for short-distance travel. The growth of micromo-
bilities has been accelerated by the demand to address ur-
ban challenges such as traffic congestion, air pollution, and
transportation costs [1]–[3]. The ability to provide last-mile
connectivity, reduce dependence on private cars, and enhance
the limited accessibility of conventional public transport makes
micromobility an important component of future urban mo-
bility [4]–[6]. Consequently, many governments and policy-
makers are integrating micromobilities into sustainable urban
development strategies thanks to their potential to enhance
urban mobility and contribute to a more sustainable future123.

Machine Learning (ML) technology, as an advanced data-
driven method, is also crucial in improving micromobilities
by providing considerable capabilities across various aspects
and addressing complex challenges efficiently. Unlike con-
ventional approaches, which often depend on static mod-
els and fixed rules, ML methods employ large datasets to
identify patterns, make predictions, and adapt in real-time,
which enables micromobilities to operate more efficiently and
respond dynamically to changing environments. For instance,
ML methods significantly increase prediction accuracy in tasks
including demand prediction [7]–[9] and energy management
[10]–[12], which enables operators to optimise vehicle distri-
bution and energy management accordingly. Furthermore, ML
technology enhances user experiences by analysing individual

1https://www.gov.ie/en/publication/e62e0-electric-vehicle-policy-pathway
2https://highways.dot.gov/public-roads/spring-2021/02
3https://www.intertraffic.com/news/urban-mobility/china-mobility-revolut
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behaviour and preferences, allowing for personalised services
that conventional methods struggle to match. In summary, ML
methods can make micromobilities operate more efficiently,
safely, and responsively. However, a notable gap exists in
the literature, especially a comprehensive overview of ML
approaches in the micromobility system.

While some survey papers have discussed ML applications
in broader mobility contexts [13]–[15], few have considered
the unique requirements and constraints related to them. This
gap illustrates the urgent need for a systematic review, motivat-
ing us to explore the current state of ML methods in micromo-
bilities in terms of existing datasets, popular ML techniques,
and their specific applications, as shown in Figure 1. The key
contributions of this paper are summarised as follows:

• A wide range of datasets relevant to micromobilities are
documented and analysed, providing insights into their
spatial, temporal, and feature-based characteristics.

• Various ML models applied in micromobilities are intro-
duced, categorised by their principles, advantages, and
challenges, and discussed in their specific applications.

• Different applications of ML methods are discussed in
key areas of micromobilities, such as demand prediction,
route planning, and rider safety.

• Critical challenges in the current application of ML to
micromobilities are identified, along with future research
directions to address these issues.

Fig. 1. Research scope in this survey paper.

This survey paper is structured as follows: In section III,
we provide an overview and comprehensive comparison of
existing survey papers on micromobility services. The review
methodology is detailed in section II. section IV introduces
and summarises the micromobility datasets identified in our
survey. An overview of ML methods applied in micromobil-
ities is presented in section V, and the specific applications

of ML methods and conventional methods are introduced
and discussed in section VI and section VII, respectively.
section VIII presents directions to be further explored and
challenges to be addressed in micromobilities. Finally, we
conclude our work and its limitations in section IX.

II. REVIEW METHODOLOGY

The Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and
Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) statement, as outlined in [16], is
the most widely adopted reporting guideline for systematic
reviews. To conduct our literature review, we followed the
PRISMA protocol based on the detailed explanations and
elaborations provided in [17]. In this section, we describe
our survey methodology from three perspectives, including our
study objectives, eligibility criteria, and search strategy.

A. Study Objectives

The formulation of study objectives is guided by the purpose
of the literature review. Before initiating the review, specific
research questions (RQs) were defined to determine the scope
of our inquiry:

• What datasets related to micromobilities have been pub-
lished or used in existing research?

• Which ML technologies have been employed in
micromobility-relevant research papers?

• Which research problems have these ML methods been
applied to address?

Accordingly, we identified three objectives critical for a
better understanding of ML methods used in micromobilities:

• Gather and consolidate micromobility datasets to provide
an overview of available research resources;

• Examine and detail the machine learning techniques
employed in micromobility research papers;

• Assess the specific sectors within micromobility research
where ML techniques have been applied.

B. Eligibility Criteria

Our inclusion criteria targeted peer-reviewed research pa-
pers focused on the application of ML techniques in micromo-
bilities. We excluded studies that were not written in English,
focused solely on conventional transportation methods, or
lacked clear methodologies or results of ML techniques. For
datasets, we mainly focused on those published in English for
micromobilities, but datasets recorded in other languages, such
as Spanish and Korean, were also included if they were used
in publications written in English.

C. Search Strategy

We searched the following databases for literature related
to computer science and data science: ACM Digital Library
(Association for Computing Machinery), IEEE Xplore (Insti-
tute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers), MDPI (Mul-
tidisciplinary Digital Publishing Institute), SAGE Journals
(SAGE Publishing), ScienceDirect (Elsevier), and Springer-
Link (Springer Nature). Besides, we also used Google Scholar
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TABLE I
SUMMARY OF RECENT RELATED SURVEY PAPERS.

Ref. Brief Descriptions
Modalities Topics

bicycle e-bike e-scooter datasets ML
methods

energy
analysis

demand
analysis safety

[18] The impact of micromobilities on accessibility, air pollution, safety, physical
activity, and subjective well-being. × × × × ×

[19] ML techniques in bike-sharing systems, with a focus on usage pattern
detection and demand prediction. × × ×

[20] ML methods in shared transportation systems, with a focus on user analysis,
demand analysis, dispatching, and infrastructure planning. × × × × × ×

[21]
ML methods applied to urban transportation, focused on public datasets,
passenger localisation, transportation mode detection and pattern recognition,
and generative mobility models.

× × × ×

[22]
Journal articles in the Scopus database from 2000 to 2020, focusing on
benefits, technology, policy, and behavioural model choices, with a very brief
technical discussion.

× × × × × ×

[23] The properties of shared e-scooter systems and their impacts on the environ-
ment, user social, economic, safety, and transportation performance. × × ×

[24] ML approaches for energy management of e-mobility services. × × × ×

[∗] ML methods applied in shared micromobilities, focused on datasets,
applications, and methodologies using multimodality data. × × × × × × × ×

The last item marked in bold represents our work conducted in this paper.

for broader research paper searches and Kaggle for dataset
gathering. The searches were carried out in July 2024 with the
following keywords: ‘machine learning’, ‘e-bike’, ‘e-scooter’,
‘shared bike’, ‘dataset’, ‘micro-mobility’, ‘e-mobility’, ‘trip
history’, ‘demand’, ‘safety’, ‘multimodal’, ‘computer vision’,
‘resource-constrained’, and ‘energy consumption’.

The scope of our search included articles published from
January 1, 2019, to July 31, 2024, a period chosen to capture
the State of the Arts (SOTA) and significant recent develop-
ments. Access to each database was facilitated through its re-
spective online platform, ensuring that our search process was
thorough and structured, adhering to the PRISMA guidelines.

III. RELATED SURVEY PAPERS

This section reviews existing survey papers on micromobil-
ity services, as summarised in Table I. These surveys inves-
tigated ML applications across various travel modes, ranging
from private methods like walking and cycling [18]–[20] to
public transport systems, including buses and subways [21],
and shared mobility options such as e-bikes and e-scooters
[22]–[24]. However, the analysis of Table I also reveals several
research gaps and challenges. For instance, only a few survey
papers address the dataset situation [20], [21] and demand
analysis [22] in shared micromobilities. In addition, some
studies are limited to papers focusing on specific transportation
modes without a comparative analysis in micromobilities, such
as [19] focusing on shared bikes and [23] on e-scooters only.

Moreover, although ML methods are discussed to different
extents in existing survey papers, there remains a need for
more comparative and comprehensive discussions in the field.
For example, the author of [22] provided an overview of
the technology involved. However, probably due to different
research orientations, the discussion was limited in both depth
and breadth. Similarly, while [18] and [23] both expressed
safety concerns, neither study provided a detailed introduction
or comparison regarding the technologies used. In summary,

research on safety [25], energy analysis [24], and demand and
destination predictions [26] should be explored more deeply.

Therefore, the primary objective of this paper is to expand
upon the studies presented in existing research papers to assess
the latest advancements in ML methods for addressing chal-
lenges within micromobilities. Specifically, we aim to provide
a comprehensive review of the datasets, ML methods, and their
applications in micromobilities, particularly on safety, energy
analysis, demand analysis, and destination prediction.

IV. DATASETS

This section introduces the micromobility datasets identified
in our survey and summarises them in Table II, including
tabular and image datasets for different research tasks. An
overview of these datasets is displayed in Figure 2. Generally
speaking, the tabular datasets [27]–[39] usually contain data
from multiple sensors attached to micromobility or installed
at parking spots, while the image datasets [25], [40]–[44],
include pictures or video frames from cameras attached to
micromobilities or other vehicles. They are sourced from
various micromobility devices around the world.

A. Spatial & Temporal Analysis

Considering temporal aspects, many datasets [27], [28],
[30] have been collected for over 9 years since 2014, and
some are still ongoing. We observed that these datasets are
mainly provided and managed by micromobility operators
and published on the local open data portal. These long-
term datasets are valuable for analysing trend changes and
assessing long-term impacts. On the contrary, many short-term
data collection projects have begun in various locations since
2021, lasting only 1 to 2 years [32], [38], [45]. These studies
are more likely to be collected by researchers or research
teams focused on specific objectives or the application of
SOTA methods, representing a potentially increased interest
in micromobilities and related research in recent years.
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Fig. 2. An overview of the micromobility datasets reviewed.

From a spatial perspective, these datasets were collected
from various countries and regions across North America,
Europe, and Asia, where the USA made the most contributions
with data from seven cities, such as San Francisco, Austin,
and Chicago. With their active participation, these datasets can
provide efficient solutions for traffic challenges on a city level
and valuable insights into policy-making on a country level. By
collecting short-term data multiple times, some cities, such as
Dublin, Ireland, and Seoul, South Korea, may put efforts into
improving their current transportation systems or promoting
micromobility and low-carbon transportation modes. It is also
worth mentioning that some smaller cities [38], [43], [44] have
also contributed to micromobility data collection, suggesting
that the interest in smart transportation is not only limited to
large urban areas but also extends to smaller regions.

The spatial and temporal diversity of these datasets offers
different perspectives for scientific analysis and may contribute
to various applications. Some datasets do not specify the exact
times or locations of data collection, so we provide relevant in-
formation that may be helpful below. The Pothole dataset [40],
[41] was compiled by the Electrical and Electronic Department
at Stellenbosch University in 2015, but the authors did not
clarify where the data was collected, so we did not include
it in Figure 2. Two datasets are labelled “Multiple Cities”.
This is because Micromobility Lane Recognition Dataset [25]
was collected from multiple countries (i.e., France, Ireland,
Singapore, Sweden, the UK, and the USA), while PolyMMV
Dataset [46] was established based on images online.

B. Vehicle Type Analysis

From the perspective of vehicle type, 4 out of 19 datasets re-
viewed focused on only shared bike data, with some collected
over an extended period. For instance, Toronto, Canada, has
been collecting bicycle data for almost a decade, and Seoul,
South Korea, began the data gathering in 2015. This shows
the importance of bicycles as a traditional and environmentally
friendly transportation mode in urban areas. On the other hand,
there are 6 datasets covering only e-scooter data, and the

popularity and research interests of e-mobilities have increased
significantly [32], [33], [36], [37], [43], [44]. This reflects
that e-mobility systems have attracted widespread attention
and can be employed to address environmental challenges in
urban transportation. Simultaneously, we found some studies
covering multiple vehicle types [31], [33], [34], [39], with 1
focused on bicycles and e-bikes and 3 focused on e-bikes and
e-scooters. This indicates the importance of multimodal travel
modes. This analysis helps researchers better understand and
optimise the transportation system.

Additionally, there are 3 datasets labelled “Others” in Fig-
ure 2. The dataset in [38] was collected through a smartphone
application. It includes various travel modes, such as walking,
cycling, and driving. The dataset in [42] contains images of
pedestrians and e-scooter riders captured by cameras mounted
on cars. The dataset in [46] was created by integrating online
images rather than based on any specific type of vehicle.

C. Tabular Dataset Feature Analysis

These datasets cover a wide range of detailed trip attributes,
which are also called data features. Since almost all tabular
datasets are summaries of trip records or usage records, we
divide the features contained in the dataset into the following
categories: user and vehicle features (e.g., user ID, vehicle
type), spatial, and temporal data (e.g., departure time, arrival
position), trip attributes (e.g., total distance, trip duration), and
other operational features (e.g., battery state of charge).

Although the user and vehicle information patterns differ
based on the classification methods employed by various
providers, they are all important for analysing individual
usage patterns and providing personalised services, as they
reflect user behaviour and preferences. Additionally, nearly
all datasets incorporate spatial and temporal data, the key
features for understanding mobility dynamics within urban
environments. Temporal data facilitates the analysis of peak
usage times and seasonal variations, whereas spatial data helps
in urban planning and infrastructure development. Moreover,
trip attributes, common across many datasets, play a significant
role in enhancing the understanding of trip dynamics and
system efficiency. Last but not least, operational attributes,
such as the battery state of charge, are essential for operational
adjustments. Among the eight surveyed datasets focusing on
E-mobilities, only the e-bike dataset from Moby Bikes [36]
includes information about the battery state of charge before
and after trips, and the electric micromobility dataset in [39]
provides real-time state of charge of the vehicle battery.

D. Image Datasets

Image datasets for micromobility safety mainly involve
capturing visual data during the usage of a particular modality.
These datasets are typically created by mounting cameras on
e-scooters, e-bikes, and other micromobilities. For example,
datasets like [42], [46] are designed for object detection,
focusing on identifying pedestrians, vehicles, traffic lights,
signs, and other micromobility users in real time. Beyond
detecting road users, other objects such as different road
lanes, potholes, bumps, fences, walls, and traffic cones, as
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included in datasets like [25], [40], [41], [43], are also
important for micromobility safety, emphasising the broader
range of environmental hazards and conditions that affect
micromobilities. Similarly, real-time lane recognition is also
important for preventing collisions, especially without specific
regulations for micromobility use. The Micromobility Lane
Recognition dataset [25] is a multilabel image classification
dataset designed to identify the lane an e-scooter or e-bike user
is riding in real time, helping to avoid potential collisions.

However, existing open-source datasets, such as [47]–[52],
designed for autonomous cars are not optimal for micromo-
bility safety due to differences in perspective and setup re-
quirements. The frequent vibrations from e-scooter movements
disrupt sensor data, complicating real-time motion artefact
mitigation. Besides, e-scooters operate in diverse environments
with varying lighting conditions, weather, and road surfaces,
making it challenging for object detectors to adapt consistently.
Nevertheless, all these image datasets are invaluable resources,
as they are specifically created to address the dedicated safety
concerns of vehicles and users in micromobilities.

V. TECHNIQUES

This section provides a basic introduction to the ML process
and an overview of ML methods applied in micromobilities,
focusing on the principles, variants, advantages, challenges,
and specific applications of each algorithm, from classical
ML models like Linear Regression (LR) to artificial neural
networks such as Graph Convolutional Network (GCN).

A. ML Process Introduction

Existing works divide the ML workflow into different steps
to adapt to various application scenarios [53], [54], but they
mainly focus on four aspects: problems, data, models, and
knowledge. Based on this, we further divide the general ML
workflow into ten steps, as shown in Figure 3, and provide a
detailed introduction from the perspective of micromobilities.

Problem Definition: The problem to be solved is defined
and clarified in this step, including the target variable and the
objectives of this ML task. A clear problem definition ensures
alignment between the ML task and micromobilities, such as
traffic flow prediction, or vehicle classification.

Data Source Determination: This step focuses on identify-
ing and assessing relevant data sources to solve the problem.
For micromobilities, the quality and reliability of data sources
are necessary to capture dynamic and complex traffic patterns.

Data Collection: This step involves extracting, aggregating,
and organising data from various sources, such as vehicle-
to-everything communication systems, roadside sensors, and
weather monitoring stations. To enhance the generalisability
and reliability of ML models, collected data needs to be
reliable, comprehensive, and well-structured.

Data Processing: Raw traffic data often contains missing
values, outliers, and inconsistencies due to sensor malfunctions
or GPS signal errors. Processing tasks for micromobilities
include handling these issues, performing tasks such as nor-
malisation, standardisation, and data type conversions, and
extracting relevant features like traffic density or average speed

Fig. 3. An overview of the ML process.

with feature engineering techniques. This is an important step
in preparing raw data for analysis, ensuring the dataset is clean,
well-structured, and ready for modelling.

Data Analysis: This step aims to uncover data patterns,
distributions, and potential features through techniques such
as visualisation (e.g., heatmaps of vehicle density) and statis-
tical analysis (e.g., identifying peak-hour trends), and provide
insights to guide the development of hypotheses and model
selection and refinement. It is important for understanding the
dataset’s content, structure, and relationships among variables.

Model Selection: Different ML models are designed to
address specific tasks. For instance, regression models are
better suited for traffic flow prediction, while classification
models are more effective for object detection. Choosing
the appropriate model ensures a balance between accuracy,
interpretability, and computational efficiency.

Model Training: Training is the core stage in ML, where
the model learns from the data by identifying patterns to make
accurate predictions. This step involves optimising model
parameters to minimise error, often through techniques like
gradient descent, and dividing the data into training and
validation sets to assess performance.

Model Evaluation: In this step, the model performance is
evaluated using the test dataset, which was not involved in the
training process. For classification tasks, key metrics such as
accuracy, precision, recall, and F1 score are used to assess how
well the model categorises data. For regression tasks, metrics
like mean absolute error, mean squared error, root mean square
error, and R-squared are typically used to evaluate the model
performance. Cross-validation could be employed to ensure
consistency across different subsets and prevent overfitting.

Model Tuning: This step focuses on refining the model by
optimising hyperparameters, modifying features, or selecting
alternative models using advanced techniques, such as model
stacking or ensembling. The goal is to explore all aspects of
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TABLE II
DATASETS.

Dataset Name Year Size Vehicle Type Purpose Data Modalities Labels or Annotations Availability

Madrid BiciMAD E-bike Daily Usage Record*

[27]
2014 4.35 MB e-bike Not clarified Usage record “Total Uses” public

Bike Share Toronto Ridership Data [28] 2014 60 MB
per month shared bike Demand

prediction Trip record “Trip Start Station ID”,
“Trip End Station ID” public

Road Pothole Images for Pothole Detection [40],
[41] 2015 9.5 GB car Rider safety Image potholes public

San Francisco Lyft Bay Wheels E-Bike Dataset
[29] 2017 6 MB

per month shared bike Not clarified Trip record “Start Station ID”,
“End Station ID” public

Seoul Bike Sharing Rental History* [30] 2017 600 MB
per season shared bike Demand

prediction Rental record “Rental Station ID”,
“Return Station ID” public

Barcelona Bicing Shared Bike Usage Record [31] 2018 1.57 MB shared bike
e-bike Not clarified Usage record “bikesInUsage”,

“electricalBikesInUsage” public

Motorized Foot Scooter Trips Dataset [32] 2019 15.5 MB
per month e-scooter Not clarified Trip record “StartCenterlineID”,

“EndCenterlineID” public

Norfolk Lime Micromobility Dataset [33] 2019 300 MB e-scooter,
e-bike Not clarified Trip record “Starting Tract”,

“Ending Tract” public

Austin Shared Mobility Vehicle Trips [34] 2019 3.7 GB e-scooter,
e-bike

Demand
Management Trip record “Census Tract Start”,

“Census Tract End” public

Portland Biketown Trip Data [35] 2020 6 MB
per month shared bike Demand

prediction Trip record “StartHub”, “EndHub” public

Moby Bikes Bikeshare Data [36] 2020 10 MB
per month e-bike Not clarified GPS record “LastGPSTime”,

“Latitude”, “Longitude” public

IUPUI-CSRC E-Scooter Rider Detection Bench-
mark Dataset [42] 2021 536 MB car Rider safety Image e-scooter riders, pedestrians public

Real-time vibration sensor dataset for e-scooter
[45] 2021 NA e-scooter Rider safety Multimodal riding behaviour private

Chicago E-scooter Trip Data [37] 2022 1.1 GB e-scooter Not clarified Trip record “Start Centroid Location”,
“End Centroid Location” public

Collecty Dataset [38] 2023 24.86 GB multimodal
transport

Mobility
Analysis

Activity
details mobility analysis public

Outdoor Hazard Detection Dataset [43] 2023 13.27 GB e-scooter Rider safety Image outdoor hazard public

Dublin Electric Micromobility Dataset [39] 2024 7.2 MB e-scooter
e-bike

Energy
Management Trip record “SoC” public

ScooterDet Dataset [44] 2024 1.1 GB e-scooter Rider safety Image road objects public

Micromobility Lane Recognition Dataset [25] 2024 18.10 GB e-scooter Micromobility
Safety Image lanes public

PolyMMV Dataset [46] 2024 298 MB e-scooter,
e-bike Rider safety Video micromobility

vehicles public

1 For image datasets, the “Label or Annotations” column shows the target object(s) in the image, while for tabular datasets, it shows the key column name(s).
2 Datasets marked with * were recorded in other languages and used in English publications. For the convenience of readers, the column names are translated

into English and presented in the corresponding “Label or Annotations” column.

the ML task, including model selection and possibly even data
collection, to guarantee optimal accuracy and generalisability.

Result Generation: Based on the refined model, unseen
data could be applied to generate prediction results, such as
predicting congestion levels or identifying high-risk zones, to
address the defined problem effectively.

Model Deployment: According to the results obtained,
stakeholders could determine whether the model is suitable
for real-world deployment, enabling it to gather new data in
practical applications. In micromobilities, the models could
be integrated into central traffic control systems or local nav-
igation applications, where the prediction results can assist in
dynamically optimising vehicle routes or providing travellers
with real-time road condition information.

B. Classical ML Models
We divided classical ML models based on their core prin-

ciples and primary objectives into statistical-based, distance-

based, and tree-based models. Models in each category have
their own characteristics and are used in different situations.

1) Statistics-Based Models: Statistical models, such as LR,
Multiple Linear Regression (MLR), and Auto-Regressive In-
tegrated Moving Average (ARIMA), are based on statistical
theory and use probability models to describe and predict
targets. They are usually applied to tasks with the hypothesis
that the data follows a certain probability distribution, so
they always focus on parameter estimation and hypothesis
testing [55]–[57]. By analysing key statistical characteristics,
these models can provide considerable prediction results and
relatively strong interpretability. For instance, LR was used
in the battery range prediction task in [58] as a baseline
model, MLR was employed in [59] to predict e-mobility
energy consumption, and ARIMA and seasonal ARIMA were
adopted in [60] and [9] to predict the destination and hourly
demand of micromobilities respectively. However, statistics-
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based models are sensitive to noise and outliers, so they often
require extensive data preprocessing. In addition, their ability
to handle nonlinear relationships is limited, which may result
in relatively weaker performance in complex scenarios.

2) Distance-Based Models: Distance-based models rely on
calculating the distance or similarity between data points for
classification or clustering purposes. These models, includ-
ing K-Nearest Neighbours (KNN), Support Vector Machines
(SVM) and K-Means, employ distance metrics such as Eu-
clidean or Manhattan distances to determine similarity, and
they do not require strict statistical assumptions or parameter
estimation [61], [62]. They are particularly suited for tasks
where the relative position or similarity of data points is
important. For example, KNN was used for trip destination
prediction as a baseline model in [63], K-Means was imple-
mented to address the vehicle routing problem for e-scooters
in [64], and SVM was applied for predicting the battery
range of e-scooters in [58]. However, distance-based models
are computationally intensive and sensitive to the choice of
distance metrics. Additionally, these models might perform
weaker with poorly separated or noisy data, which makes them
perform weaker in complex scenarios.

3) Tree-Based Models: Tree-based models, such as Deci-
sion Tree (DT), Random Forest (RF), Extreme Gradient Boost-
ing (XGB), and Light Gradient-Boosting Machine (LGBM),
can classify or predict data by constructing decision trees
that recursively split the dataset. These models use branching
logic to make decisions, providing a clear and interpretable
decision-making process. They effectively handle nonlinear
relationships and complex interactions, making them suitable
for various data types [65], [66]. For instance, DT and RF
were used in e-mobility energy consumption modelling in [67]
as baseline models, and XGB and LGBM were applied in e-
scooter energy needs estimation in [10]. However, compared
to simpler models, tree-based models usually require more
computational resources due to their complexity.

C. Artificial Neural Networks

Based on the architectural design and methods for handling
different types of data, we classify Artificial Neural Networks
(ANN) models into Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP), Convolu-
tional Neural Networks (CNN), Recurrent Neural Networks
(RNN), and Graph Neural Network (GNN) models. Each type
of network has unique processing capabilities, making them
particularly suited for specific data types and tasks.

1) Multi-Layer Perceptron: MLP is a basic ANN model
consisting of multiple fully connected layers, where each
unit in one layer is connected to every unit in the previous
layer. Compared with other ANN models, MLP does not have
specific capabilities for processing spatial or temporal data.
While its ability to manage high-dimensional data, such as
images or serial data, is limited, MLP remains well-suited for
tabular data [68], [69]. Specifically, MLP has been employed
in destination prediction as a baseline model in [63] and in
modelling e-mobility energy consumption in [70].

2) Convolutional Neural Networks: CNN uses convolu-
tional and pooling layers to process input data through local

perception and shared weights, making it particularly capable
of extracting spatial features. Through convolution operations,
CNN models can efficiently capture spatial features in images,
including edges and textures, making it significantly effective
in processing data with spatial structures, such as images
and videos. Particularly, CNN has been applied in shared
bike demand prediction in [71], destination prediction in [72],
energy consumption estimation for e-mobilities in [73], and
some studies relevant to vehicle and rider safety concerns,
such as real-time lane recognition [25], [74], rider attentiveness
predication [45], rider fall detection [75], object detection [40],
[41], object tracking and trajectory estimation [76].

3) Recurrent Neural Networks: RNN models, including
Simple RNN, Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM), Generalised
Recurrent Unit (GRU), and their variants, are designed with
recurrent connections to handle sequential data, such as time
series and text data with temporal or sequential dependencies
[77], [78]. Simple RNN has a basic recurrent structure suitable
for sequences but struggles with long-term dependencies due
to gradient vanishing. LSTM adds gates to control information
flow, making it more effective at capturing long-term depen-
dencies, but it is more complex and computationally intensive.
GRU simplifies LSTM by combining the forget and input
gates, making it faster and easier to train, though sometimes
less flexible. Convolutional LSTM integrates convolutional
layers with LSTM, making it ideal for spatiotemporal data by
capturing both spatial and temporal patterns, but it demands
more resources. Among the research papers covered in this
survey study, Simple RNN and LSTM were used in [63] while
GRU and Convolutional LSTM were used in [79] to predict
trip destinations based on spatiotemporal sequence.

4) Graph Neural Networks: GNN models, including GCN,
Spatio-Temporal Graph Convolutional Network (STGCN), and
other variants, are designed to process graph-structured data
[80], [81]. GCN uses convolutional layers to aggregate infor-
mation from neighbouring nodes, making them suitable for
tasks like node classification and link prediction in networks.
It is widely used to obtain relationships in graph data but may
struggle with deep networks when node features become indis-
tinguishable. STGCN extends GCN by incorporating temporal
dynamics. Thus, it is ideal for spatiotemporal data like traffic
flow or driver activity recognition. For instance, GCN has been
employed in trip destination prediction in [60], while STGCN
was used to predict the shared bike hourly demand in [82].

5) Vision Transformers: Vision Transformers, introduced in
[83], adapt the Transformer architecture from natural language
processing to image recognition by splitting images into
fixed-size patches and treating them as word tokens in text,
processing them with standard Transformer encoders without
convolutional layers. Many studies [84]–[87] have applied
Vision Transformers to 2D or 3D lane detection in autonomous
driving, leveraging their cross-attention mechanisms to ele-
gantly transform features across different views, outperforming
traditional CNN-based methods [85]. However, their complex
architecture and larger model size pose significant challenges
for deployment in the resource-constrained environments of
micromobility vehicles [88].
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D. Ensemble Techniques
Ensemble techniques are mode-advanced and SOTA tech-

niques involving the integration of two or more algorithms.
The main idea is to process the data with one algorithm first
and continue the following processing using another algorithm.

1) Data Transformations & Image Processing: Statistical
techniques enable data transformation from various formats
into images, enabling the application of image processing and
analysing techniques to address complex problems that are
challenging to solve in other fields. For instance, a system was
developed in [45] to monitor e-scooter drivers’ attentiveness.
It used short-time Fourier transform and wavelet transform to
convert vibration data into images, which were then processed
by various multimodal CNN models. The experimental results
indicate the effectiveness and feasibility of this method.

2) Optical Flow & Object Detection: Optical flow is a
technique used to describe the apparent position of objects of
interest by tracking reference points across multiple frames
over a certain period and calculating the displacement of
corner points among these frames. Combined with object de-
tection techniques, optical flow can approximate the speed of
e-scooters and predict potential collision times with stationary
objects. This idea has been employed to develop an accident
prevention system in [46], [89] to provide real-time warnings
to micromobility riders in situations of potential accidents.

3) Semantic Segmentation & Object Detection: Combining
semantic segmentation with object detection provides a bal-
anced approach that enhances both accuracy and efficiency, es-
pecially in resource-limited scenarios. In [43], these techniques
were integrated using “cells of interest” to classify objects
rather than traditional pixel-based methods. This approach
reduces the computational load while maintaining high pre-
cision, making it effective for applications in micromobilities,
where precision and efficiency are both essential.

VI. APPLICATIONS

Based on the findings in the last section, it is clear that
ML algorithms can improve the efficiency and user experience
of micromobilities. In this section, we introduce different
applications of ML methods in micromobilities and summarise
them in Table III. Figure 4 provides a visual representation of
some of these applications for a better understanding.

A. Demand Prediction
One of the most common applications of ML in micromo-

bilities is demand prediction, which involves estimating the
number of vehicles required within a given time window to
meet customer demand. This task is usually regarded as a
combination of time-series forecasting and spatial analysis.
The complexity of urban dynamics and scalability across re-
gions present significant challenges for traditional approaches
[24], [90]. In contrast, existing studies [7]–[9], [71], [82],
[91]–[101] suggest that ML techniques such as time-series
models, neural networks, and graph-based methods are well-
suited to capturing these dynamics. However, implementing
these methods poses additional challenges, such as the need for
high-quality, comprehensive data [19], [20] and the integration
of these technologies into existing frameworks [90], [102].

Fig. 4. A pictorial representation of ML applications in micromobilities, such
as safety and energy management, to improve efficiency, accuracy, and user
experience.

B. Trip Destination Prediction

Another application of ML methods is the prediction of
trip destinations, which requires understanding temporal pat-
terns, spatial relationships, and user-specific behaviours. Re-
cent studies have shown the effectiveness of ML techniques,
such as time-series models, tree-based methods, and neural
networks, in addressing these dimensions [103]–[110], as they
provide more accurate, scalable, and personalised solutions
compared with conventional methods [108]–[110]. However,
as geographical data is essential for trajectory-based methods,
there still exist some challenges, such as the demand for high-
quality data [19], [20] and data privacy concerns [111], [112].

C. Energy Consumption Prediction

ML methods are integral for predicting energy consumption
in micromobilities, especially e-mobilities. This problem can
be regarded as a combination of regression tasks and time-
series forecasting, aiming to estimate precise energy consump-
tion and investigate how it varies over time based on driving
conditions, weather, and battery characteristics. Previous stud-
ies have presented the ability of ML methods in these tasks,
such as linear models, ensemble methods, and neural networks
[10]–[12], which can model the complex interactions between
vehicle attributes, environmental factors, and trip features,
enabling micromobilities to improve energy management and
vehicle efficiency, and assist in route planning [59], [113],
[114]. However, implementing these ML techniques involves
addressing several challenges, such as managing complex and
high-dimensional data, and the need for powerful computa-
tional resources and sophisticated algorithms [114], [115].

D. Route Planning with Constraints

Many studies have investigated route planning under dif-
ferent constraints, such as travel time [116], air quality [2],
and trip mode preferences [117]. An essential factor making
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e-mobilities unique from conventional transportation methods
is the need to consider the real-time charge status of vehicle
batteries. This application can be formed as a combination of
prediction and optimisation tasks. The former estimates dif-
ferent objectives like energy consumption or travel time based
on factors such as trip distance and driving habits, while the
latter balances these objectives for optimised solutions. Var-
ious ML methods, including statistics-based, tree-based, and
neural network models have been applied to enable dynamic
route adjustments based on real-time data [58], [64], [118].
However, some challenges still exist in the implementation of
these solutions, including integrating dynamic constraints like
vehicle availability and road regulations [119], and balancing
multiple objectives, such as trip time and energy usage [120].

E. Lane Recognition

Lane recognition for micromobilities is important for iden-
tifying the specific lane segment a rider is travelling on in
real-time, as e-scooter riders often end up on sidewalks due to
multiple reasons, such as traffic congestion, poor infrastruc-
ture, or simply for amusement, which significantly increases
the risk of collisions with pedestrians. This application can be
abstracted as a classification task, where the system determines
whether a rider is in a designated lane or an unauthorised area.
Object detection skills are usually included to recognise lane
boundaries and nearby obstacles by analysing spatial patterns
in visual data. Recent research [25], [74] has demonstrated
practical solutions for this task using lightweight ML models,
e.g., MobileNetV2 [121], that can be deployed on low-spec
edge devices, such as microcontrollers with cameras, providing
a practical and efficient option for enhancing rider safety.

F. Object Detection

Object detection in micromobilities involves localising, clas-
sifying, and identifying objects of interest through the pictures
or videos captured by the cameras mounted on the front or
rear of the vehicle. The main purpose is to enhance safety
and sustainability by localising moving or stationary targets
and making informed decisions based on specific objectives.
Moving objects, such as pedestrians, vehicles, and other mi-
cromobility users, are detected to alert micromobility users of
potential dangers, as shown in datasets like [42], [46]. On the
other hand, stationary targets, such as potholes, traffic signs,
and cones are identified to provide real-time alerts that help
users avoid accidents, as demonstrated in datasets like [43].

G. Object Tracking & Trajectory Estimation

Object tracking and trajectory estimation can predict the
future path of a moving object based on its current and past
positions. They are important to enhance safety in navigation
systems and autonomous vehicles. In micromobilities, these
methods can also be applied to advanced collision prevention
systems. For instance, [76] presents a bicycle-based system
that predicts pedestrian trajectories to anticipate potential col-
lisions. Unlike traditional systems that rely on current positions
and may trigger delays or false alarms, this approach forecasts

whether and when a pedestrian might cross paths with a
bicycle, enabling timely and more accurate warnings, which
helps improve accident prevention in dynamic environments.

H. Other Applications

In addition to the applications mentioned, ML methods have
also been employed in micromobilities for other purposes.

a. Battery Health Prediction: It significantly improves oper-
ational efficiency, reduces costs, and ensures user safety
and satisfaction. The adoption of ML technologies en-
hances the sustainability, safety, and cost-effectiveness of
e-mobility services [122], making micromobilities more
robust and reliable for users.

b. Trip Mode & Purpose Analysis: This type of analysis
provides operators with a deeper understanding of user
behaviours and needs, allowing them to optimise vehicle
deployment and provide personalised services based on
actual user patterns. Employing ML methods enhances
service customisation, operational efficiency, and user
satisfaction [123], [124].

c. User Safety Concerns: ML methods have also been used
to identify factors affecting the injury severity of e-bike
users in crashes [125]. Such analysis helps improve user
safety and increases public confidence in micromobilities.

d. Infrastructure Improvements: It is crucial for address-
ing safety concerns in growing micromobility use. The
adoption of ML approaches effectively highlights risk
areas and provides safe routes [126], contributing to more
sustainable and secure urban transportation.

In general, ML methods are widely used in various aspects
of micromobilities, including but not limited to demand pre-
diction, destination prediction, energy consumption prediction,
route planning, and vehicle and user safety concerns, such as
lane recognition, trajectory estimation, object detection, and
tracking. In addition to their better performance in result accu-
racy, these methods are also capable of managing dynamically
changing real-time data. However, ML approaches relatively
require higher data quality and computational resources. Ad-
ditionally, as data-driven methods, it is necessary to consider
data security and user privacy to avoid potential risks.

VII. CONVENTIONAL APPROACHES

The previous section highlighted the diverse applications
of ML in many areas, but it is important to consider the
traditional approaches employed before these advancements.
This section delves into conventional methods used in these
domains, shedding light on how these challenges were tackled
before employing ML. By examining these earlier techniques,
we can better understand their limitations and the significant
improvements ML has brought to these fields.

Conventional methods used in vehicle demand often include
traditional statistical and time series methods. For example,
geographic information system-based spatial autocorrelation
analysis was used in [127] to identify high-demand areas by
examining spatial clusters. However, the reliance on static data
results in poor capability to address the dynamic needs of
urban transportation compared with ML methods.
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TABLE III
APPLICATIONS.

Application Methods used References

Personal mobility inattentive driving monitoring system Short-time Fourier Transform, Wavelet Transform, CNN [45]

Accident prevention on E-bikes for micromobility rider CNN (object detection), Optical Flow, Object Tracking using CV [89]

Bicycle-based collision prevention system using pedestrian trajectory
prediction

CNN (object detection), Object Tracking using CV, TTC using depth
camera

[76]

Object-localisation and classification for resource-constrained plat-
forms such as micromobilities

CNN (Novel Cell-wise segmentation) [43]

Shared mobility demand prediction ARIMA, STGCN, Conv-LSTM, GRU, RNN, LSTM, GCN, LR, RF,
MLP, etc

[7]–[9], [71], [82], [91]–[101]

Shared mobility destination prediction Conv-LSTM, GCN, RNN, LSTM, GRU, CNN, XGB, ARIMA, etc [60], [63], [72], [79], [103]–[110]

E-mobility energy consumption prediction RF, GB, ANN, kNN, MLR, LGBM, XGB, etc [10]–[12]

Shared mobility route planning with constraints LR, K-means, SVM, XGB, MLP, LSTM, etc [58], [64], [118]

Rule-based approaches, including gravity models [128] and
network analysis [129], are conventional tools for predict-
ing destinations by examining historical travel patterns and
popular routes. Gravity models rely on fixed assumptions,
such as the attraction of high-density areas, while network
analysis considers shortest paths and temporal constraints from
specific origins. However, these models are limited by static
parameters, making them less effective at handling non-linear
relationships and complex user behaviours.

Traditional energy consumption prediction methods in mi-
cromobilities often use physical and engineering-based models
[130], [131], which highly rely on fixed parameters, such as
vehicle specifications, and route conditions, to estimate energy
requirements under standard assumptions. These models em-
ploy deterministic equations to simulate behaviour in specific
phases, such as acceleration and deceleration. However, they
assume consistent relationships in system dynamics and highly
depend on domain-specific knowledge, limiting their ability to
adapt to complex dependencies and input features and reduc-
ing their effectiveness in rapidly changing urban environments.

Conventionally, route planning solutions often rely on op-
timisation algorithms like Dijkstra’s and A* to calculate op-
timal paths and flow distribution models to manage network
congestion and maintain traffic flow [132], [133]. However,
these algorithms operate on static costs and struggle to adapt
to real-time conditions such as unexpected traffic changes,
variable weather, or individual user preferences, limiting their
flexibility and responsiveness compared to ML methods.

Similarly, traditional lane detection methods used for Ad-
vanced Driver Assistance Systems (ADAS) often rely on
sensors like GPS, radar, or LiDAR. These methods could
be replicated for micromobilities, but there still exist certain
limitations. GPS has been used to localise the position of cars,
but its precision is insufficient for micromobility vehicles to
determine whether they are on the edge of the sidewalk or the
road. On the other hand, radar and LiDAR sensors offer high
precision by detecting lane markings through high reflectance
points on the road, but their high cost makes them impractical
for widespread use in public transportation [134].

Predicting pedestrian trajectories in urban environments
has been a central research focus, initially for ADAS in
four-wheelers and now for micromobilities. Early physics-
based models like the social force model introduced in

[135] modelled pedestrians as particles influenced by social
forces, providing intuitive insights but limited in capturing
the complexities of human movement in dense settings due
to their deterministic nature. With increased data availability,
researchers shifted to data-driven methods. For instance, Gaus-
sian processes were employed in [136] to capture non-linear
relationships in pedestrian movements, showing improvements
over traditional models but facing computational challenges
in real-time scenarios. The emergence of deep learning tech-
niques has significantly improved collision avoidance, lane
detection, and pedestrian trajectory prediction by handling
large datasets and modelling complex patterns within the data.

VIII. RESEARCH DIRECTIONS AND CHALLENGES

Our study reviewed recent micromobility datasets, ML
methods used in these systems, and their specific applications.
The findings demonstrate the considerable potential for their
future growth and reflect the significant impact of ML methods
on micromobilities. However, there are still some directions
to be further explored and challenges to be addressed in this
field. In this section, we summarise these issues from three
perspectives, i.e., datasets, technology, and applications.

Future research on micromobility datasets could focus on
expanding diverse and long-term datasets to include data fea-
tures in different forms, such as real-time energy consumption,
to enable broader analysis and insights. At the same time,
integrating multimodal datasets from multiple vehicle types,
such as bicycles, e-bikes, and e-scooters, is also important for
enhancing interactions among different transportation modes,
which will contribute to a more efficient and sustainable urban
system. Additionally, creating high-quality, open-access, and
standardised datasets is essential for encouraging future re-
search and innovation. This allows the research community to
access, compare, and build upon existing data more effectively.

Future research in techniques in micromobilities could focus
on advancing ML methods to improve scalability, efficiency,
and robustness. A key direction is developing models that
combine the interpretability of traditional methods with the
strong capacity of deep learning to handle spatiotemporal data,
enhancing their effectiveness in diverse and dynamic micromo-
bility scenarios. On the other hand, adapting these techniques
to operate efficiently in low-cost or real-time environments is
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also important, as micromobility applications require accuracy
and efficiency even with limited resources.

Future research on ML in micromobilities should include
enhancing existing applications, such as demand prediction
and addressing safety concerns, and exploring innovative use
cases. ML could be instrumental in environmental impact
assessments, enabling cities to optimise their micromobilities
for sustainability by predicting and reducing carbon footprints.
Context-aware safety systems that adapt to changing condi-
tions, such as weather or traffic, could also significantly impact
rider safety. However, several challenges still exist, including
ensuring data quality and availability, meeting high compu-
tational demands in resource-constrained environments, and
integrating ML models into existing operational frameworks.
Balancing accuracy with real-time performance and addressing
ethical and privacy concerns are also critical issues.

In addition, future research could also consider other per-
spectives, such as explainability and data trustworthiness.
As ML methods become increasingly integrated into micro-
mobility applications, the ability to interpret model outputs
clearly and accurately is essential for ensuring transparency
and improving user trust. Developing explainable ML mod-
els that provide insights into decision-making processes will
become more and more important, especially in safety-related
applications where explainability can significantly improve the
reliability of systems. Furthermore, ensuring data trustwor-
thiness, such as accuracy, consistency, and security of data
sources, will be crucial for maintaining micromobility systems.

IX. CONCLUSION

This survey provides a comprehensive review of micro-
mobilities, analysing existing datasets, ML techniques, and
their applications, such as demand prediction, trip destina-
tion forecasting, energy consumption estimation, and safety
enhancements. Key findings include a systematic analysis of
diverse micromobility datasets based on spatial, temporal,
and feature characteristics. We also categorised ML models,
discussing their advantages, challenges, and applications. Ad-
ditionally, we examined how ML techniques improve accuracy,
efficiency, and personalisation in micromobility services.

In addition, our survey revealed several challenges with
unique characteristics, including the lack of available datasets,
the optimisation constraints, and the different deployment
requirements that impact both the choice of ML technique
and how it is evaluated and implemented. Specifically, the
lack of comprehensive and standardised datasets discourages
the ability to compare results and build upon existing work.
Future efforts should focus on creating open-access datasets
with broader features and geographic diversity. On the other
hand, integrating ML methods into micromobilities leads to
challenges related to data quality, computational demands, and
model scalability, especially in resource-constrained scenarios.
This demonstrates the need for more robust and efficient ML
models for the specific needs of micromobilities.

This survey still has some limitations that might be ad-
dressed by future researchers. For instance, our survey mainly
focuses on open-access datasets, but private datasets still con-
tain valuable information about their unique research subjects

and may provide useful references for researchers to build sim-
ilar datasets. Moreover, while our study provides discussions
and comparisons on a technical level, it ignores the impact of
policies, regulations, and user acceptance on the development
of micromobilities. Factors such as the explainability of ML
algorithms and data privacy concerns can significantly influ-
ence the development and adoption of micromobilities.
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