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Fig. 1. Distribution of the loss of accessibility as a result of a peak-period toll
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Fig. 3. Distributions of the loss of accessibility for persons with and without cars.
Fig. 4. Distributions of the loss of accessibility for employed and unemployed persons.
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Fig. 5. Variations of accessibility across space (within each plot) and across socio-economic characteristics (across the

plots).
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Fig. 7. Comparison of activity-based accessibility (ABA) and trip-based accessibility (TBA) plots of relative
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