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En el mes de junio 2026, se
registraron 29,678 compradores
en la Zona Metropolitana del
Valle de México (ZMVM), cifra
+0.7% mayor a los 29,471
compradores de junio 2025,
equivalente a 207 compradores
mas.

En el acumulado a junio 2026
se tuvieron 173,197
compradores en la ZMVM lo que
significé un retroceso anual de -
2.6%, es decir, 4,647
compradores menos respecto a
2025.

Durante el periodo enero-junio
2026 el nivel de compradores
en la ZMVM es +6.5% superior
al nivel registrado en el mismo
lapso de 20179.

A nivel nacional, durante junio
2026 el total de compradores ha
mostrado un desempeno positivo,
colocandose +1.6% por encima de
los niveles registrados en 2025.

Las regiones Golfo Peninsular y Sur
son las que presentan las mayores
variaciones porcentuales, con un
avance anual de +8.4% y +7.0%
respectivamente, en contraste
Metropolitana es la region del pais

que presenta la mayor disminucion
con -3.7%.

En el anélisis por segmentos a nivel
nacional Lujo y Deportivo
registraron las mayores caidas
anuales, -4.7% )% -12.6%
respectivamente, mientras que
Usos Multiple registra el mayor
avance (+5.7%).
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En la ZMVM se presenta avance
en tres de los seis segmentos,
en contraste Lujo (-4.7%),
Deportivo (-8.4%) y Camiones
Ligeros (-27.4%) registraron las
mayores disminuciones
porcentuales en comparativa
anual.

Mientras que, el segmento
Subcompactos es el que mayor
avance porcentual registra:
+5.9%.

De los 37 municipios y alcaldias
que componen a la ZMVM,
veinte presentaron avances
anuales.

Durante enero-junio de 2026,
las marcas MG y Seat no
presentaron ningun foco rojo en
la ZMVM.
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Notas importantes:
A partir del reporte de febrero de 2026, hay una modificacion en la informacion disponible por municipio debido
a lineamientos establecidos por la fuente de informacion (Urban Science), por lo que se han ajustado las cifras
del presente reporte. El cambio se refleja en un menor ndmero de municipios disponibles para el Estado de
México e Hidalgo. Las series histdricas se han homologado para efectos comparativos a partir de esta
publicacion.
® La informacion de compradores se refiere a los registros de acuerdo con la plaza, ciudad o entidad federativa
domicilio del comprador (cliente final).
® El total nacional puede variar con respecto a publicacion de INEGI debido a ajustes periddicos de la fuente
(Urban Science).
® Asi mismo, las variaciones anuales presentadas como parte de este reporte estdn sujetas a la informacion
disponible por periodo.
A
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Compradores de vehiculos ligeros por region  (variacion % ene-jun 2026 - ene-jun 2025)

Regiones
1-Centro
2-Golfo Peninsular
3-Metropolitana
4-Noroeste
5-Norte
6-Occidente s
7-Sur

Variacion % anual

® Alta
!

() Baja
PENINSULAR 78233 84842
SUR 84,246 90,184
CENTRO 171722 176,703 24.6 24.8
NOROESTE 45,364 46,465 2.4 6.5 6.5 0.2 '
NORTE 121,600 121,802 0.2 17.4 171 0.0
OCCIDENTE 80,855 79,746 -14 1.6 n2 -0.2
METROPOLITANA 117256 112,976 -37 16.8 15.9 -0.6
TOTAL 699276 712,718 1.9 100.0 100.0 1.9
Nota: No incluye informacién Jaguar, Land Rover y Mercedes Benz. A REPORTE DE COMPRADORES
Fuente: AMDA con informacién de Urban Science. Regionalizacién utilizada conforme a IRAES. Banamex ASRA ZONA METROPOLITANA DEL

m VALLE DE MEXICO



1. Comparativo de compradores de 2026 - 2025 por Entidad Federativay ZMVM
(Enero-junio)

Estado

Aguascalientes
Baja California

Campeche
Chiapas
Chihuahua
Coahuila
Colima
CDMX
Durango
Edo. de México
Guanajuato
Guerrero
Hidalgo
Jalisco
Michoacan
Morelos
Nayarit
Nuevo Ledn
Oaxaca
Puebla
Querétaro
Quintana Roo
San Luis Potosi
Sinaloa
Sonora
Tabasco
Tamaulipas
Tlaxcala
Veracruz
Yucatdn
Zacatecas
Otras Marcas

Baja California Sur

Enero-Junio 2025

177,844
12,358
15,283

5,668
4,994
15,891
15,315
18,866
5,924
117,256
5,667
84,233
27,656
8,285
10,116
53,938
15,334
9,463
5,659
64,263
12,470
32,868
17,344
16,875
13,819
11,259
13,154
10,031
17,489
5,269
30,461
15,872
6,196
6,594

705,870

% respecto
al total

25.2%
1.8%
2.2%
0.8%
0.7%
2.3%
2.2%
2.7%
0.8%

16.6%
0.8%

11.9%
3.9%
1.2%
1.4%
7.6%
2.2%
1.3%
0.8%
9.1%
1.8%
4.7%
2.5%
2.4%
2.0%
1.6%
1.9%
1.4%
2.5%
0.7%
4.3%
2.2%
0.9%
0.9%

Enero-Junio 2026

173,197
14,120
15,650

4,800
5,302
16,977
15,978
18,990
5,805
112,976
5,931
82,952
29,568
8,339
11,036
53,568
14,729
10,058
5,644
63,439
12,983
36,207
16,885
18,650
13,874
12,699
13,316
10,617
17,464
5,620
33,526
16,747
8,268
4,543
717,261

% respecto
al total

24.1%
2.0%
2.2%
0.7%
0.7%
2.4%
2.2%
2.6%
0.8%

15.8%
0.8%

11.6%
4.1%
1.2%
1.5%
7.5%
2.1%
1.4%
0.8%
8.8%
1.8%
5.0%
2.4%
2.6%
1.9%
1.8%
1.9%
1.5%
2.4%
0.8%
4.7%
2.3%
1.2%
0.6%

100.0%

14.3%

2.4%
-15.3%
6.2%
6.8%
4.3%
0.7%
-2.0%
-3.7%
4.7%
-1.5%
6.9%
0.7%
9.1%
-0.7%
-3.9%
6.3%
-0.3%
-1.3%
4.1%
10.2%
-2.6%
10.5%
0.4%
12.8%
1.2%
5.8%
-0.1%
6.7%
10.1%
5.5%
33.4%
-31.1%

En el periodo de enero-junio 2026, se
observa una variacion anual positiva a
nivel nacional (1.6%), y negativa en la
ZMVM (-2.6%).

22 entidades federativas presentan
aumento de compradores en
comparativa anual.

Las mayores disminuciones anuales se
dieron en:

- Baja California Sur (-15.3%)
- Michoacan (-3.9%)
- CDMX (-3.7%)

Fuente: AMDA con informacion de Urban Science.

ZMVM se define como la suma de las alcaldias de la CDMX y municipios seleccionados del Estado de México e
Hidalgo

NOTA 1. Las marcas Jaguar, Land Rover, Mercedes-Benz se reflejan en el renglon "Otras Marcas”.

NOTA 2: Cifras de 2025 pueden no coincidir con cifras presentadas en reporte 2025 debido a que la fuente
realiza actualizaciones en las bases de datos.

A REPORTE DE COMPRADORES
AdRA ZONA METROPOLITANA DEL

m VALLE DE MEXICO



1.2 Comparativo de compradores de 2026 - 2025 por Entidad Federativa y ZMVM
(Junio)

% respecto

% respecto

Estado Junio 2025 Junio 2026
al total al total . .

29,471 25.6% 29,678 24.8% En el mes de junio 2026, se observa una
Aguascalientes 2,273 2.0% 2,687 2.2% 18.2% . e i . .
e — - 519 SiEs 579 — variacion anual positiva a nivel nacional
Baja California Sur 880 0.8% 659 o6% [HE-251% (3.9%) v en la ZMVM (0.7%).
Campeche 796 0.7% 915 0.8% 14.9%
Chiapas 2,673 2.3% 2,731 2.3% 2.2%
S — _— — vy =A% 24 entidades federativas presentan
Coahuila 3,293 2.9% 3,139 2.6% I -4.7%
Colima 933 0.8% 966 0.8% 3.5% aumento de compradores en
CDMX 19,739 17.1% 20,054 16.8% 1.6% H

’ ’ mparativa anual.

Durango 834 0.7% 939 0.8% 12.6% co pa at a anua
Edo. de México 13,346 11.6% 13,191 11.0% -1.2%
Guanajuato 4,877 4.2% 4,989 4.2% 2.3% . . .
Guerrero 1162 1.0% 1,240 1.0% 6.7% Las Mayores disminuciones anuales se
Hidalgo 1,508 1.3% 1,717 1.4% 13.9% dieron en:
Jalisco 9,017 7.8% 8,636 7.2% I -4.2%
Michoacan 2,421 2.1% 2,420 2.0% 0.0%)
Morel(.)s 1,541 1.3% 1,623 1.4% 5.3% . Baja Ca“forn'a Sur (_251%)
Nayarit 933 0.8% 909 0.8% | -2.6% - 5
Nuevo Leén 10,598 9.2% 10,705 8.9% 1.0% « Querétaro (-6.3%)
Oaxaca 1,785 1.6% 2,127 1.8% 19.2% R H _ o)
Puebla 5,455 4.7% 6,113 5.1% 12.1% Coahu”a ( 47/0)
Querétaro 2,999 2.6% 2,809 2.3% B -6.3%
Quintana Roo 2,541 2.2% 2,602 2.2% 2.4%
San Luis POtOSi 2’172 1.9% 2’337 2.0% 7.6% Fuente: AMDA con informacion de Urban Science
Sinaloa 1,809 1.6% 2,089 1.7% 15.5% ' , ' _ _ .
Sonora 2,078 1.8% 2,242 1.9% 7.9% i!\a/‘l::e define como la suma de las alcaldias de la CDMX y municipios seleccionados del Estado de México e
Tabasco 1’527 1.3% 1’793 1.5% 17.4% NOTA 1: Las marcas Jaguar, Land Rover, Mercedes-Benz se reflejan en el rengldon "Otras Marcas”.
Tamaulipas 2,839 2.5% 2,860 2.4% 0.7% NOlTA 2: tCifrlas de 2025 riue(éen nodcocznfidir con cifras presentadas en reporte 2025 debido a que la fuente
T|axca|a 853 0.7% 871 0.7% 2.1% reallza aCctualizaciones en las bases de datos.
Veracruz 4,745 4.1% 5,473 4.6% 15.3%
Yucatan 2,394 2.1% 2,487 2.1% 3.9% A
Zacatecas 1,045 0.9% 1,587 1.3% 51.9% REPORTE DE COMPRADORES
Otras Marcas 1,089 0.9% 1,030 0.9% I -5.4% AdRA ZONA METROPOLITANA DEL

115,137 100.0% 119,609 100.0% m VALLE DE MEXICO




2. Comparativo de compradores 2026 vs 2025 por segmento, nacional y ZMVM

NACIONAL
SUBCOMPACTOS COMPACTOS LUJO DEPORTIVO . 1OTAL 205 CAIONES CATSI)ANLES TOTAL
AUTOMOVILES MULTIPLE  LIGEROS < TIONE
Shero futo 2093 116,448 149,740 29,846 2,448 208,482 285,661 133118 418,779 717,261
Enero-junio 2025 112,492 152,975 31309 280 299,577 270308 135985 406,293 705,870
Var(%) 3.5% -2.1% 47%  -12.6% -0.4% 5.7% -2.1% 3.1% 1.6%

A nivel nacional, se presenta un aumento en el nimero de compradores. Mientras que los segmentos de Lujo y
Deportivo presentan las mayores disminuciones anuales, -4.7% y -12.6% respectivamente, en contraste Usos
Multiple es el segmento que registra el mayor avance porcentual anual (+5.7%).

ZMVM
SUBCOMPACTOS COMPACTOS LUJO DEPORTIVO TTAL SEOB LAlOES CATSI)ANLES TOTAL

AUTOMOVILES MULTIPLE LIGEROS </ \Lione
Enero-junio 2026 32,250 36,618 7725 882 77.475 73.236 22,486 95,722 173197
Enero-junio 2025 30,451 36,176 8103 963 75,693 71175 30,976 102,151 177,844
Var(%) 5.9% 1.2% -4.7% -8.4% 2.4% 2.9% -27.4% -6.3% -2.6%

En la ZMVM se presenta avance en tres de los seis segmentos, mientras que Lujo, Deportivo y Camiones Ligeros
registran caidas en comparativa anual -4.7%, -8.4% vy -27.4% respectivamente.

El segmento Subcompactos es el que mayor avance porcentual anual registra: (+5.9%).

Fuente: AMDA con informacion de Urban Science.

Notas:

* No incluye informacion de Jaguar, Land Rover y Mercedes Benz.

* A partir de febrero 2022 se reportan marcas Mini y BMW,; Audi a partir de abril 2022; Porsche a partir de diciembre 2022, Isuzu a partir de A
diciembre 2023; GWM a partir de abril 2024, GAC a partir de febrero 2025; Bestune a partir de junio 2025. REPORTE DE COMPRADORES
* A partir de 2025 Motornation no incorpora datos de Changan. Yalan Ty ZONA METROPOLITANA DEL

* Informacion 2025 por segmento ajustada con base en la actualizacion 2026 del reporte de compradores. m VALLE DE MEX|CO



3. Desempeino de compradores por segmentos en alcaldias y municipios de la ZMVM
(Variacion % enero-junio 2026 vs 2025)

TOTAL
a TOTAL usos CAMIONES
MUNICIPIO/ALCALDIA SUBCOMPACTOS COMPACTOS LuJOo DEPORTIVO AUTOMOVILES MULTIPLE LIGEROS CAMIONES TOTAL
LIGEROS
ALVARO OBREGON 6.5% -1.4% -32.2% 108.9% -1.9% 10.8% 53.3% -15.6% 11.3% . De los 37 munici P [o}S \
AZCAPOTZALCO -35.2% -24.6% 12% 4.5% -27.9% 14.0% -66.6% 237% B -25.5% |
BENITO JUAREZ 0.0% -15.0% 10.6% -28.9% -6.5% -7.4% 1.1% 61% | B -62% m
COYOACAN 30.3% 12.3% -19.1% -24.2% 14.4% 37% -11.3% 11% . 6.9% d I ca I d 1as q ue Co po nen a
CUAJIMALPA DE MORELOS -18.9% 45.4% -30.9% 0.0% 2.4% 12.8% -20.9% -15.0% -7.5%
sme | ame asex | asoe | B asox la ZMVM, 20 presentaron
GUSTAVO A. MADERO 7.2% 16% 1.6% -13.0% 3.4% 7.8% 12.9% 8.7% U 63% .
Ciudad 4
de  lZTACALCO 21.9% -12.2% -15.1% -23.8% 0.7% -16.5% -52.5% 273% | Il -17.1% INncremen tOS en
México |ZTAPALAPA 19.4% -1.0% 3.4% -22.7% 8.0% 8.5% -5.4% 44% 1 e0% .
LA MAGDALENA CONTRERAS 0.7% -24.1% -1.4% 0.0% -10.3% 0.0% -14.0% -2.8% B 63% com pa I’at IVa anua | .
MIGUEL HIDALGO 49.4% 64.6% 21.4% -18.9% 48.8% 10.7% -50.0% -18.4% 7.3%
MILPA ALTA 9.9% -3.6% 15.4% -50.0% 31% 2.4% -20.0% -5.9% -1.8%
TLAHUAC -5.6% 10.0% -28.9% -16.7% -0.1% 27.3% -38.2% 7.4% 3.8% . .
TLALPAN -1.0% -19.8% -8.8% -31.1% -11.3% 0.1% -6.7% -1.0% B 7% . m m
VENUSTIANO CARRANZA 55% 1.5% 20.2% 71% 2.9% 16.4% -3.9% 11.5% 7.8% E I ayor crecl lento
XOCHIMILCO 10.5% -4.8% -6.2% -43.5% 0.4% 8.3% -20.3% 3.0% 1.8% ; 2
e P B N ya i porcentual se registro en el
CHALCO -7.8% -1.3% 12.5% 0.0% 3.7% 13.9% 17.8% 14.9% 0 sa% PR
CHIMALHUACAN -4.9% -4.0% 22.2% -16.7% 3.4% 10.6% -39.7% -6.6% B sa% munici p 10 d e Z um pa n 9 O,
COACALCO DE BERRIOZABAL 14.2% -15.0% 28.2% 60.0% 0.3% 33% 17.2% -0.4% -0.1% 7o
CUAUTITLAN 5.1% 18.4% 25.9% 20.0% -10.1% 3.3% 28.9% 9.1% 0.8% Estado de México
CUAUTITLAN IZCALLI -3.4% 3.9% 5.6% 50.0% 2.6% 5.0% 31.4% 12.1% 5.5% o .
ECATEPEC DE MORELOS 121% 1.0% 40.8% -13.5% 3.1% 9.7% -8.5% 5.6% 1.5% ( + 45 . 3 /O), mien t ras q ue | a
HUIXQUILUCAN 2.7% -34.0% -14.0% 14.8% -17.8% -13.9% 24.0% s2% | MR -112% , ,
IXTAPALUCA 9.4% -10.3% 45.5% -33.3% 0.0%| 24.2% 4.2% 20.2% I 9.6% m ayo r cal d a se O b sServo en
Edo.de LA PAZ -5.3% -2.8% -20.0% 50.0% -4.3% 6.8% -22.0% -3.1% I 6%
México NAUCALPAN DE JUAREZ 16.0% -4.2% -0.3% -20.0% 26% -7.5% -10.7% -8.1% I 6% {
| vme aewe|  am| A am la alcaldia Azcapotzalco, en
NICOLAS ROMERO 12% 48% 89.5% 100.0% 7.0% 5.8% 3.2% 5.1% L 03% o
TECAMAC -7.5% -25.8% -1.7% -46.2% -16.8% -4.6% -12.7% -6.3% . -11.3% | a C D M X (- 2 5 . 5 /o) .
TEXCOCO 24.8% -1.6% 2.9% -70.0% 8.3% 11.2% 24.7% 15.1% I 12.4%
TLALNEPANTLA DE BAZ 16% -18.7% 13.8% -13.0% -5.5% 15.1% 44.3% 22.7% 0 ea%
TULTEPEC 2.7% 3.9% 15.0% -33.3% 11% 6% -4.3% 71% I as%
TULTITLAN -0.5% -4.8% 53.3% 33.3% 0.7% 14.4% 4.5% 11.6% 0 68%
VALLE DE CHALCO SOLIDARIDAD 7.3% -17.8% 13.3% -87.5% 14.1% 271% 18.4% 24.8% 0 a2%
ZUMPANGO 16.8% -4.7% 60.0% 25.0% 8.0% 32.2% 206.3% 75.9% 45.3% Fuente: AMDA con informacion de Urban Science.
Hidalgo TIZAYUCA 321% -18.0% 68.4% 100.0% 7.3% 14.3% -27.8% -1.2% i 23% NOTA: No incluye informacién de Jaguar, Land Rover y Mercedes Benz.
Total ZMVM 5.9% 1.2% -4.7% -8.4% 2.4% 2.9% -27.4% -6.3% -2.6%

A REPORTE DE COMPRADORES
ZONA METROPOLITANA DEL
VALLE DE MEXICO



4. Desempeiio de compradores por Marca* en la ZMVM vs Entidades Federativas -
(Variacion % enero-junio 2026 vs 2025) ANDA

ENTIDAD
FEDERATIVA

(%]
& o
o 9 " E
4 5 I Q - 5 = _ < 5 _ - w S
= fa) 53 z X = < = ] I T
) = = < 2 S e} O
z 0 < < S 2 = ) <
s b =) % ) Z . y > 0 T o 2 )
i & > = Z i o I ) X z = o) 2
o w ac S o [ o - o
4 n n >
w =
© =

ZMVM -70.4% -28.7% -48.1% 3.1% -7.5% -11.6% 1.0% 3.1% -76% -7.3% 1.3% -5.5% 5.1% -21.8% -26.0% -0.5% 3.3% 21.2% -84% -23.1% 5.1% 1.1% 5.2% 0.1% -5.5% 23.2% -221% -82% 26.5% -482% -2.6%
Aguascalientes  -100.0% 143.3% -40.0% 50.0% 9.5% -7.8% 4.0% 17.2% -50.0% -19.1% 30.8% 1.1% 6.3% -36.7% 100.0% -24.7% 3.4% 18.4%  388% 224.3% -27.9% 4.8% -3.3% 0.0% 0.0% -12.0% -182% -77.8% 10.0% 40.0% -83.9% 14.3%
Baja California -75.0% -7.8% 0.0% 5.3% 2.0% -81.3% 21.0% -6.1% -71.4% 32.0% -8.5% 83.3% 8.2% -1.2% -45.5% -13.6% 13.7% 151.4% 31.3%  -159% -16.9% -4.2% 9.2% -60.0% -2.4% -20.4% 250.0% -13.3% 625.0% 20.1% -21.6% 2.4%
Baja California

1400.0% 89% -88.2% 0.0% -21.0% -60.0% 13.6% -88.7% -66.7% -59.5% -13.3% -20.0% 14.5% N.5% -60.0% -34.0% -13.8% -80.4% -58.6% 282% -312% -9.5% -48.2% -100.0% 10.0% -10.0% 0.0% -60.0% 166.7% 63.2% 0.0% -15.3%

Sur

Campeche 600.0% 28.9% 0.0% 41.2% 5.0% -211% 258% -10.1% 0.0% -5.5% -9.7% 0.0% 0.5% 24.9% 100.0% 55.6% 12.1% 11.0% 1.0% 24.5% 6.3% 5.8% 8.5% -100.0% -50.0% 6.3% 0.0% 250.0% -50.0% -50.0% 0.0% 6.2%
CDMX -70.6% -39.5% -40.5% -22.3% -11.4% -12.4% 6.2% 0.9% -13.9% -2.9% 49%  -1.3% 12.0% 958% -56.6% -36.5% 1.5% -25% 238% -185% -212% 4.8% 3.0% -1.2% 1.0% -42.7% 27.0% -28.0% -5.4%  254% -43.9% -3.7%
Chiapas -100.0% 30.4% 0.0% 31.6% 3.3% -38.2% 15.3% 3.4% -46.2% -28.6% 15.0% 0.0% 0.1% 262% 10.3% 14.6% 7.3% 3.6% 36.4% 29.3% -352% 27.6% 8.6% -50.0% 73.8% -4.6% 0.0% -33.3% 33.3% 200.0% 0.0% 6.8%
Chihuahua 300.0% -3.9% 0.0% -0.6% 4.1% 18.6% 4.0% -9.9% 55.6% 257% -3.5% 429% 23.7% 1.3% -222% 70.0% 48% 37.2% 7.2% 6.8% -20.2% 0.8% 71% -259%  12.0% 6.8% 50.0% 31.6% 0.0% 17.0% -32.2% 4.3%
Coahuila -85.7% 24.3% 0.0% -223% -0.6% -27.0% 1.9% 8.7% -9.1% 6.7% 9.9% 23.5% 5.7% 5.8% 15.8% 8.6% -3.3% 44.4% -0.8% 4.2% -3.7% 0.5% -6.1% -50.0% -0.9% 0.6% -5.0% -21.4% 0.0% 50.0% -61.3% 0.7%
Colima -438% 7.5% 0.0% -241% 6.5% -20.0% -1.0% -8.3% 125.0% -16.8% 7.0% 25.0% 12%  14.4% 0.0% 9.7%  -46% 49.2% 200.0% -12.7% -2.0% -7.9%  -8.4% 0.0% -66.7% 15.8% 0.0% 25.0% 500.0% 7.4% 0.0% -2.0%
Durango 0.0% 9.7% 0.0% -12.9% -5.3%  -211% 31.7% 16.7% 0.0% -14.0% 9.3% 0.0% N.7% -33.6% 50.0% 34.0% 8.0% 51.0% 5.6% 02% -21.0% 10.2% 52% 0.0% 17.6% 33.3% 200.0% 20.0% 100.0% 50.0% 0.0% 4.7%
Edo. de México 0.0% 13.5% -76.4% 1.5% 23%  -1510% -5.5% 9.2% 96.3% -15.5% -52% 256% -4.6% 4.6% 6.5% 32.0% -12.3% 4.3% 16.2% 19.8% -21.9% 7.5% 0.4% 12.8% -7.3% 182% 220% -59% -141% 17.0% -43.1% -1.5%
Guanajuato 71.4% 16.9% -90.6% -35.6% 8.1% -11.1% 4.8% 15.4% 103.3% 22.8% 6.7% 57.1% 7.3% 17.0% -7.8% 9.9% 87% 422% 0.8% 27.3% -2.3% 4.4% -2.7% 3.7% -0.7% -20.7% 36.4% -41.7% 1.4%  422% -67.3% 6.9%
Guerrero -100.0% 52.3% -15.4% -7.7%  -2.4% -48.4% 15.2% -2.5% 0.0% -102% 27.9% 50.0% -9.5% -12.7%  -5.0% -11.8% 52% -21.4% -5.8% 19.2% -42.6% 29% -12.2% 0.0% 21.4% 57% 200.0% -87.5% 100.0% 150.0% 0.0% 0.7%
Hidalgo -17.4% 17.6% 0.0% -43.4% 15.7% 7.9% 21.9%  41.6% 0.0% -13.4% -0.4% 60.0% 7.5% 31.3%  452% 38.4% 85% 18.0% 27.0% 0.5% -9.6% 121%  -0.4% 166.7% 85% 13.0% 300.0% 0.0% 13.3% 69.0% 0.0% 9.1%
Jalisco 65.0% 59% -62.2% 19.8% 0.8% -13.9% -3.2% -11%  -20.8% -28.3% -15.8% 16.2% -1.2%  57.3% 12.8% 3.4% -3.1% 47%  10.3% 17.9% -26% -4.4% 10.5% 36.8% -1.9% 1.8% 48.7% 4.2% 21.9% 37.6% -64.0% -0.7%
Michoacan 77.8% -22.5% -20.0% -76.7% -31%  -21.0% -14.0% 1.5% -30.8% -18.5% 1.6% -47.1% 5.8% 4.6% -21.3% 15.5% 2.6% -1.4% 2.8% 12.3% -16.3% -17.4% -4.7% -16.7% 17.9% -11.8% 50.0% -31.3% -17.6% 13.8% -59.4% -3.9%
Morelos -100.0% 39.1% 0.0% -25.0% -01% -23.4% 3.3% 20.8% 0.0% 1.3%  10.0% 0.0% -7.3% -20.1% -28.8% 22.4% -9.6% -15.3% 58% 206.2% -15.2% 1.5% -11% -50.0% 59.4% -16.4% -50.0% 40.0% 18.8% 0.0% -39.6% 6.3%
Nayarit 40.0% 341% -89.2% 30.5% -1.3% -7.9%  39.6% 1.8% -33.3% -2.8% 41% 50.0% 3.7% -235% -60.0% 22.7% -1.6%  10.2% 81.8% 22.9% -33.8% -8.3% -10.0% -25.0% 100.0% -56.5% 0.0% -33.3% -37.5% -42.9% 0.0% -0.3%
Nuevo Ledn -3.7% MN3% -34.7% 127.5% 0.0% 10.7% 10.9% -15.0%  12.0% 0.0% 4.1% -2.4% 1.8% -4.4% -24.4% -141%  -131% -7.5% 0.2% 46.1% -83% -0.5% -79%  -98% -0.8% -121% 28.1% -8.5% 8.9% 18.8% -50.5% -1.3%
Oaxaca 33.3% 23.1% 0.0% 100.0% -2.0% -24.6% -10.7% 2.8% 0.0% -8.6% 19.3% -50.0% 9.7% 31.4% 50.0% 10.7% 23% 24.8% 19.4% 231% -21.7% 4.1% 3.5% 100.0% -7.1% -1.0% -100.0% 50.0% -42.9% 62.9% 15.0% 4.1%
Puebla -39.3% 17% -80.9% 26.5% 10.7%  -11.3% 17.6% 24.5% 134.4% -6.7%  10.4% -7.1% -2.5% 16.3% -10.9% 211%  19.0% 47.0% -28.9% 13.2%  -2.0% 6.9% 13.2% -357% 22.9% 11%  -17.4% -11.1% -3.5% 3.0% 69.1%  10.2%
Querétaro 66.7% 16.6% -86.6% -51.7% 11%  -18.1% -37% 232% 125.0% -25.7% MN.7% 36.4% 5.2% n7% -16.7% -14.2% -7.6%  16.0% 6.1% -10.0% -17.1% 9.6% -153% -75.0% 25.7% 0.0% 500.0% -13.3% -7.3% 0.0% -69.3% -2.6%

Quintana Roo 108.7% 145.8% -87.3% 163.9% 57.3% -32.7% 14% -152% -27.3% 1.3%  -2.0% 0.0% -M1%  -31.3%  -32.7%  94.5% 13.5% 253%  -7.4% 1.5% -40.9% 16.2% -4.4% 0.0% 31% -287% -438% -45.8% -88% 77.8% 0.0% 10.5%
San Luis Potosi -852% 12.3% -97.8% 26.2% 6.6% 23.6% -16.7% 29.5% -615% 29.0% 36.8% 0.0% -7.5% -10.8% -16.7% 27.5% -21.5% 2.4% 15.1% 18.2% -26.0% -3.1% 12.2% 0.0% -1.6% 148% -61.5% 0.0% 5.9% -88% -121% 0.4%

Sinaloa 1066.7% 58.7% 66.7% -74.8%  41.9% -789% 242% 789% 266.7% -241% 59.5% 0.0% -182% -151% 0.0% 24.1% -5.5% 16.2% 181% 20.5%  -13.1% 6.1% 23% 33.3% 36.8% 10.2% 100.0% 0.0% -182% 25.0% -14.9% 12.8%
Sonora -66.7% 18.8% -57.5% -452% -2.1% 5.5% 1.1% 1n.4% 571% 20.2% -14.6% 150.0% 10.4% -19.9% 25.0% 30.3% -31%  -17.9% 17.0% 222% -13.0% -35% -6.6% -50.0% 67.7% -1.4% 106.3% -13.4% -55.6% 10.2% 0.0% 1.2%
Tabasco 283.3% 0.6% -63.0% 40.0% 13.9% 10.1% 24.1% 1n.2% 12.5% 56.8% 3.0% 33.3% 15.3% N4% -17.6% -145% -102%  41.6% 21.5% 67.8% -54% 10.2% -2.8% 0.0% 69.2% -23.0% 0.0% 40.0% -11.1% 0.0% 0.0% 5.8%
Tamaulipas -100.0% 3.5% 0.0% 161.9% 2.0% 8.6% -7.7% -0.7% 40.0% 2.7% 8.9% 50.0% 12% -6.0% -15.4% 12.6% -1.7%  29.2%  89.7% 29% -16.3% 1.6% -7.9% -16.7% -52.9% -31.3% 8.3% 80.0% -20.0% 100.0% 0.0% -0.1%
Tlaxcala 100.0% 38.3% 0.0% -21.1% 3.9% 33.3% 18.4% 24.2% 100.0% 4.6% 17.6% 50.0% 7.1% 8.2% -11.1% 43.1% 122% 857%  -5.0% -3.7% -34.7% 9.7% -6.5% 250.0% -62.5% -33.3% 200.0% -42.9% 0.0% -20.0% 0.0% 6.7%
Veracruz 200.0% 10.5% -62.1% 9.7% 131% 24.5% 10.1% 13.4% 5.6% 2.6% 7.8% 163.6% 12.4% 183% -26.4% 19.6% 16.9% 35.8% 1.9% 24.5% -10.6% 6.2% 0.0% 0.0% -14.7% -149% 90.0% -20.8% 8.8% 18.7% -40.6% 10.1%
Yucatan 152.6% 57.4% 0.0% 55.9% 9.5% -13.3% 8.3% 0.4% 21.4% 3.3% -153% -286% 25.7% 181% -255% 121.5%  -10.1%  20.4% 5.6% 55% -8.6% -1.4%  10.5% -50.0% 28.0% 1.8% 41.2% -20.5% -1.6% 16.1% -51.4% 5.5%
Zacatecas -100.0% 9.1% -86.6% 104.5% 12.0% -35.0% 15.4% 40.2% 0.0% -13.7% 43.5% -100.0% 18.6% 8.2% 0.0% 918% 222% -44.2% 48% 77.2% -55.6% 7.2% -2.1% 0.0% 57.1% 31.6% 0.0% 0.0% -40.0% 500.0% 0.0% 33.4%

TOTAL

REPUBLICA -1.8% -68.7% 5.7% 2.5% -1.0% 5.4% 4.7% 4.0% -5.0% 3.6% 3.7% 4.2% 19.6% -13.4% 9.1% -0.9% 16.3% 8.5% 182% -16.4% 3.1% 1.5% -0.8% 6.0% -5.0% -148% 2.2% 254% -43.3% 1.6%

Fuente: AMDA con informacion de Urban Science
*Nota: No incluye informacién de Motornation, Jaguar, Land Rover y Mercedes Benz. 9
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ZMVM 0.01%  43% 0.02% 05% | 143% | 12% 23% 31% 02% 12% 7.8% 0.4% 86% 51% 03% 14% 00% | 16.8% 22% 24% 51% 24% 84% 91% 01% 06% 11% 01% 02% 02% 03% 0.4% 100.0%
IAguascalientes 0.0% 35% 0.0% 0.5% 87% 06% 17% 22% 00% 11% 7.0% 01% 44% 07% 02% 21% 0.0% 268% 149% 16% 98% 13% 52% 63% 0.0% 03% 06% 01% 00% 02% 00% 0.1% 100.0%
Baja California 0.0% 25% 0.0% 0.5% n3% 00% 77% 35% 00% 08% 101% 01% 56% 43% 02% 21% 01% 192% 41% 04% 53% 19% 104% 62% 0.0% 05% 11% 02% 01% 02% 11% 0.4% 100.0%
Baja California Sur 03% 43% 00% 0%  137% 00% 38% 03% 00% 03% 85% 01% 61% 71% 00% 36% 00% 216% 02% 03% 63% 31% 123% 42% 0.0% 05% 08% 00% 01% 03% 19% 0.1% 100.0%
ICampeche 04% 20% 00% 09% 135% 03% 28% 64% 00% 52% 63% 00% 72% 57% 01% 42% 00% 154% 32% 15% 65% 61% 58% 55% 00% 0.0% 03% 00% 03% 00% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
ICDMX 0.0% 43% 0.0% 05% 144% 12% 24% 28% 03% 13% 80% 04% 88% 57% 01% 14% 01% 166% 19% 21% 52% 24% 86% 90% 01% 07% 04% 01% 02% 02% 04% 0.4% 100.0%
Chlapas 0.0% 24% 0.0% 06% 147% 06% 23% 31% 01% 12% 46% 00% 48% 18% 02% 22% 01% 199% 32% 09% 66% 22% 108% 166% 0.0% 0.4% 06% 00% 01% 00% 01% 0.1% 100.0%
Chthuahua 01% 7.5% 00% 10%  134% 14% 42% 43% 01% 26% b58% 01% 7.0% 29% 01% 22% 0.0% 17.0% 19% 06% 7.9% 12% 90% 69% 01% 06% 08% 02% 03% 01% 06% 0.3% 100.0%
Coahuila 0.0% 52% 0.0% 05% 165% 09% 31% 42% 09% 27% 75% 0% 77% 30% 01% 18% 01% 156% 19% 07% 86% 22% 80% 62% 00% 06% 09% 01% 02% 02% 01% 02% 100.0%
iColima 03% 20% 00% 18% 85% 12% 17% 45% 02% 23% 74% 01% 13.0% 37% 0.0% 37% 00% 188% 50% 07% 48% 26% 1.8% 45% 0.0% 01% 04% 00% 01% 01% 05% 0.2% 100.0%
Durango 0.0% 4.4% 0.0% 05% 129% 15% 3.6% 64% 00% 24% 60% 00% 71% 14% 01% 33% 0.4% 167% 24% 03% 102% 11% 1.9% 61% 00% 07% 05% 01% 01% 01% 01% 0.1% 100.0%
Edo. de México 0.0% 42% 0.0% 0.4% 147% 11% 21% 34% 01% 10% 67% 03% 75% 35% 0.6% 15% 00% 184% 23% 26% 52% 24% 77% 106% 01% 06% 22% 01% 01% 02% 03% 03% 100.0%
Guanajuato 0.0% 27% 0.0% 0.2% 163% 05% 23% 33% 02% 11% 76% 00% 6.8% 44% 02% 19% 00% 180% 24% 14% 7.6% 31% 82% 94% 0% 05% 07% 01% 00% 02% 05% 02% 100.0%
Guerrero 0.0% 20% 01% 01% 139% 02% 38% 23% 00% 14% 64% 00% 67% 18% 02% 10% 00% 263% 15% 24% 75% 09% 95% 100% 00% 06% 1% 00% 00% 00% 01% 0.0% 100.0%
Hidalgo 02% 24% 00% 03% 147% 06% 26% 3% 01% 16% 51% 01% 101% 23% 04% 19% 01% 187% 21% 21% 56% 21% 109% 101% 01% 06% 14% 0.0% 01% 02% 0.4% 0.0% 100.0%
Ualisco 01% 42% 01% 10% M0% 12% 25% 42% 02% 16% 7.4% 03% 88% 44% 02% 27% 00% 163% 17% 12% 66% 27% 102% 7.8% 0% 07% 14% 01% 01% 0.4% 06% 02% 100.0%
Michoacan 01% 31% 0.0% 0.2% 6% 06% 31% 39% 01% 10% 46% 01% 10.0% 25% 03% 31% 01% 206% 19% 18% 94% 19% 7.2% 103% 00% 07% 11% 00% 01% 02% 02% 0.3% 100.0%
Morelos 0.0% 22% 0.0% 0.3% 150% 0.8% 18% 21% 0.0% 08% 66% 02% 7.0% 13% 04% 15% 03% 17.4% 16% 29% MN3% 14% 7.6% 140% 0.0% 10% 18% 0.0% 01% 02% 01% 0.3% 100.0%
Nayarit 04% 29% 01% 14% 10.6% 0.6% 26% 51% 00% 36% 94% 01% 129% 42% 0.0% 44% 00% 163% 29% 04% 69% 18% 92% 35% 01% 02% 02% 00% 00% 01% 01% 01% 100.0%
Nuevo Ledn 00% 35% 01% 08% 13.0% 14% 42% 37% 02% 11% 97% 0.4% 81% 55% 02% 13% 01% 161% 13% 06% 83% 22% 95% 54% 01% 10% 09% 01% 02% 05% 03% 02% 100.0%
Oaxaca 00% 23% 00% 0.2% 121% 07% 21% 43% 00% 37% 7.0% 0.0% 45% 27% 02% 22% 00% 251% 23% 15% 61% 19% 104% 88% 0.0% 0.4% 08% 00% 00% 00% 04% 02% 100.0%
Puebla 00% 17% 0.0% 0.6% N2% 06% 16% 3% 02% 23% 53% 0.0% 37% 41% 03% 12% 0.0% 162% 3.9% 23% 44% 15% 86% 236% 0.0% 16% 10% 01% 01% 03% 02% 0.3% 100.0%
Querétaro 01% 3.0% 01% 02% 106% 1% 27% 50% 01% 09% 1.6% 01% 90% 30% 04% 09% 01% 158% 25% 14% 51% 25% 92% 101% 00% 1% 18% 01% 0I1% 06% 03% 0.4% 100.0%
Quintana Roo 0.3% 3.4% 0.0% 05% 205% 0.5% 19% 4.0% 00% 16% 93% 00% 41% 26% 02% 57% 01% 209% 16% 11% 50% 31% 56% 6.4% 00% 0.4% 0.4% 00% 01% 03% 01% 02% 100.0%
ISan Luls Potos( 0.0% 20% 0.0% 0.4% 139% 06% 21% 33% 01% 13% 153% 00% 52% 30% 04% 11% 00% 182% 16% 18% 53% 17% 87% MN4% 00% 0.4% 16% 00% 00% 01% 02% 02% 100.0%
Sinaloa 03% 38% 00% 03% 135% 02% 24% 67% 08% 13% 1.2% 01% 55% 23% 01% 34% 0.0% 135% 20% O07% 66% 19% 136% 7.8% 01% 0.4% 09% 01% 01% 01% 0% 0.7% 100.0%
Sonora 0.0% 55% 01% 0.3% 130% 09% 36% 67% 01% 18% 59% 01% 57% 09% 01% 3.9% 0.0% 206% 07% 05% 84% 17% N4% 59% 0.0% 0.4% 05% 02% 04% 0.0% 05% 0.1% 100.0%
Tabasco 02% 34% 0.4% 09%  185% 14% 18% 51% 02% 29% 62% 0.0% 61% 32% 01% 32% 01% 158% 31% 12% 58% 32% 60% 95% 0.0% 06% 05% 00% 01% 01% 00% 0.2% 100.0%
Tamaulipas 00% 32% 00% 03% 159% 07% 46% 31% 00% 28% 91% 01% 66% 38% 0I1% 25% 03% 195% 3.6% 0.4% 55% 17% 92% 60% 00% 01% 05% 0I1% 01% 00% 01% 0.0% 100.0%
Tlaxcala 0.0% 20% 0.0% 0.5% M9% 0.4% 3.0% 50% 01% 16% 7.3% 01% 62% 6J% 01% 13% 00% 17.8% 3.9% 3.4% 74% 20% 82% 107% 01% 01% 03% 01% 01% 01% 01% 01% 100.0%
Veracruz 01% 21% 0.0% 0.3% 153% 05% 29% 36% 01% 30% 64% 01% 7.0% 29% 02% 26% 01% 215% 23% 16% 66% 24% 81% 90% 00% 02% 07% 01% 01% 01% 03% 0.1% 100.0%
Yucatan 03% 36% 00% 13% N5% 10% 24% 7.0% 02% 17% 88% 01% 89% 53% 02% 62% 00% 122% 21% 08% 56% 62% 52% 65% 00% 06% 07% 01% 02% 04% 0.4% 0.2% 100.0%
Zacatecas 00% 15% 01% 0.5% 45% 02% 25% 29% 00% 14% 61% 00% 45% 32% 01% 14% 00% 124% 08% 13% 442% 0.3% 65% 50% 00% 01% 03% 00% 00% 00% 01% 0.0% 100.0%
RETP(L?J;AL:_CA 0.06% 3.5% 0.04% 06%  135% 09% 28% 37% 02% 16% 7.6% 02% 7.3% 39% 02% 21% 006% 17.7% 24% 15% 68% 23% 87% 91% 005% 0.6% 10% 009% 01% 02% 03% 0.2% 100.0%

Fuente: AMDA con informacion de Urban Science
Nota: No incluye informacién de Jaguar, Land Rover, y Mercedes-Benz.



4.2 Participacion de mercado de la Marca en la ZMVM y Entidades Federativas aema
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ZMVM 3.6% 297% 125% 20.4% 25.6% 31.8% 20.3% 20.4% 29.9% 17.7% 24.6% 285% 317% 311% 157% 18.7% 22.8% 22.0% 37.7% 182% 25.6% 23.5% 24.0% 32.4% 24.3% 26.8% 29.4% 314% 24.9% 24.7% 34.6% 24.1%
lAguascalientes 0.0% 2.0% 09% 17% 13% 13% 12% 12% 06% 14% 18% 0.7% 12% 0.4% 13% 19% 16% 3.0% 121% 20% 2.8% 11%  12%  1.4% 03% 0.9%  13%  14% 02% 13% 0.3% 0.8% 2.0%
Baja California 02% 16% 00% 2.0% 18% 01% 61% 21% 0.3% 11%  29% 0.8% 17% 2.4%  14% 22% 50% 24% 37% 06% 17% 18% 26% 15% 05% 18% 2.5% 44% 15% 17% 7.6% 3.9% 2.2%
Baja California Sur 34% 08% 06% 01% 07% 00% 09% 01% 01% 01% 07% 03% 06% 12% 01% 11% 0.0% 0.8% 01% 01% 06% 09% 09% 03% 00% 05% 05% 02% 07% 09% 41% 0.3% 0.7%
ICampeche 48% 0.4% 00% 12% 07% 02% 08% 13% 00% 24% 0.6% 01% 0.7% 11% 0.4% 15% 0.0% 0.6% 10% 07% 07% 19% 05% 0.4% 00% 00% 02% 03% 16% 01% 00%  0.1% 0.7%
ICDMX 23% 19.4% 7.8% 13.9% 16.8% 20.7% 135% 1.9% 272% 12.3% 16.5% 357% 191% 233% 75% 105% 13.3% 14.8% 12.4% 221% 121% 16.6% 157% 155% 214% 165% 6.9% 23.1% 233% 166% 17.7% 253% 15.8%
Chiapas 0.0%  16% 0.0% 26% 26% 15% 20% 20% 17% 18% 14%  01%  16% 11%  1.9%  2.4% 3.4% 2.7%  31%  13%  23% 23% 3.0% 43% 03% 16% 15% 0.2% 11%  0.2% 0.4% 0.9% 2.4%
Chihuahua 27% 48% 0.0% 39% 22% 3.4% 3.4% 2.6% 11%  3.6% 17% 0.7%  21%  17%  13% 2.3% 0.5% 21%  17% 0.8% 26%  12% 23% 17% 54% 23% 18% 52% 56% 12% 45% 2.3% 2.2%
ICoahuila 0.2% 4.0% 0.3% 25% 32% 28% 3.0% 3.0% 143% 45% 2.6% 15% 28% 2.0% 13% 22% 32% 23% 21% 12% 33% 25% 25% 18% 0.5% 25% 2.6% 3.0% 37% 27% 05% 17% 2.6%
Colima 41% 05% 03% 26% 0.5% 11% 05% 10% 07% 12% 0.8% 04% 15% 08% 01% 14% 0.0% 09% 17% 0.4% 0.6% 0.9% 11% 0.4% 03% 01% 03% 02% 06% 04% 13% 0.5% 0.8%
Durango 02% 10% 00% 07% 08% 13% 11% 14% 0.0% 12% 0.6% 00% 08% 03% 02% 13% 47% 08% 0.8% 02% 12% 0.4% 11% 0.6% 05% 09% 05% 05% 07% 0.4% 03% 02% 0.8%
Edo. de México 55% 14.0% 9% 88% 12.6% 138% 89% 107% 42% 72% 102% 165% 1.9% 10.3% 315% 83% 84% 120% 1.1% 197% 88% 1.8% 102% 135% 1.8% 105% 261% 96% 9.0% 103% 96% 13.5% 11.6%
Guanajuato 27% 32% 09% 15% 50% 25% 3.4% 3.6% 4.9% 28% = 41% 08% 39% 47% 43% 3.6% 14% 42% 4.0% 37% 46% 55% 3.9% 42% 75% 3.4% 3% 24% 16% 41% 6.4% = 31% 4%
Guerrero 0.0% 07% 3.4% 03% 12% 03% 16% 07% 0.0% 10% 10% 02% 11%  0.5% 11%  0.5% 05% 17% 0.7% 18% 13% 0.4% 13% 13% 0.3% 1%  13% 05%  01% 02% 02% 0.2% 1.2%
Hidalgo 43% 1.0% 0.0% 08% 17% 11%  15% 13% 1.0% 16% 10% 0.6% 21% 0.9% 27% 14% 2.0% 16% 13% 22% 13% 14% 19% 17% 2% 14% 22% 0.6% 1%  1.0%  21%  0.2% 1.5%
Ualisco 75% 89% 1.6% 137% 61% 99% 67% 85% 97% 7.6% 73% 131% 9.0% 85% 7.4%  95% 29% 6.9% 51% 6.0% 72% 87% 88% 6.3% 139% 7.9% 105% 92% 84% 14.0% 138%  7.3% 7.5%
Michoacan 36% 18% 13% 09% 18% 13% 23% 22% 14% 13% 12% 07% 28% 13% 22% 3.0% 41% 2.4% 16% 24% 28% 17% 17% 23% 13% 22% 23% 05% 12% 16% 14% 22% 21%
Morelos 0.0% 0.9% 0.0% 07% 16% 13% 09% 08% 0.0% 07% 12% 12% 14% 05% 22% 10% 7.4% 14% 09% 27% 23% 08% 12% 22% 08% 23% 26% 05% 0.8% 11% 0.4%  18% 1.4%
Nayarit 48% 07% 13% 19% 06% 05% 07% 1% 02% 18% 10% 02% 14% 09% 01% 16% 00% 07% 0.9% 02% 08% 06% 08% 03% 0.8% 03% 01% 02% 02% 03% 02% 0.2% 0.8%
Nuevo Leén 59% 89% 254% 131% 85% 13.6% 136% 88% 89% 61% 112% 18.0% 9.9% 125% 62% 54% 95% 80% 46% 37% 108% 85% 97% 52% 19.8% 145% 82% 1.5% 147% 17.2% 8.0% 88% 8.8%
Oaxaca 0.9%  12% 0.0% 0.6% 16% 15% 14% 21% 0.0% 42% 16%  0.1% 11%  12%  16%  19% 0.0% 26% 17% 18% 16%  15% 22% 17% 05% 12%  15% 0.0% 0.3% 02% 25%  13% 1.8%
Puebla 3.9% 24% 28% 59% 42% 33% 3.0% 43% 6.0% 71% 35% 09% 26% 53% 59% 28% 27% 46% 81% 77% 33% 32% 50% 13.0% 2.4% 128% 52% 3.0% 27% 6.4% 3.0% 6.5% 5.0%
Querétaro 23% 2.0%  41% 11%  1.8% 3.0% 23% 32% 07% 14%  3.6% 11% 2.9% 18% 3.9% 10% 38%  21% 24% 23% 18% 26% 25% 26% 03% 4.0% 4.4% 28% 15% 59% 25% 3.6% 2.4%
lQuintana Roo 10.9% 26% 28% 24% 3.9% 16% 18% 28% 0.6% 27% 32% 01% 15% 17% 20% 6.9% 56% 31% 17% 2.0% 19% 35% 17% 18% 0.8%  15% 11%  14%  15%  31% 0.7%  1.9% 2.6%
San Luis Potosi 0.9% 11%  0.3%  13% 20% 14% 15% 17% 08% 16% 39% 03% 14% 15% 33% 10% 07% 2.0% 12% 23% 15% 14% 19% 2.4% 11%  14%  31% 0.8% 0.6% 1%  14%  1.6% 1.9%
Sinaloa 8.0% 19% 16% 09% 18% 03% 15% 32% 7.9% 14% 26% 05%  1.3% 11%  10% 28% 0.0% 13% 14% 08% 17%  15% 28% 15%  21% 12%  16%  16%  14% 05% 0.4% 4.9% 1.8%
Sonora 0.2% 29% 53% 09% 18% 18% 2.4% 34% 09% 21% 14% 07% 14% 0.4% 09% 3.4% 00% 22% 05% 0.6% 23% 14% 24% 12% 0.5% 12% 10% 52% 6.6% 02% 28% 0.6% 1.9%
Tabasco 52%  14% 125% 2.5% 2.0% 24% 10% 20% 14% 27% 12% 03% 12% 12% 0.8% 22% 20% 13% 19% 12%  13% 2.0% 10% 15% 0.3% 15% 08% 05% 16% 05% 0.1%  14% 1.5%
Tamaulipas 0.0% 23% 0.0% 14% 29% 18% 41% 21% 06% 43% 29% 09% 22% 24% 07% 29% 99% 27% 36% 07% 20% 18% 26% 16% 13% 04% 13% 41% 10% 05% 0.4% 0.3% 2.4%
Tlaxcala 05% 0.4% 06% 08% 07% 03% 08% 1% 06% 08% 07% 02% 07% 12% 05% 05% 00% 08% 13% 18% 08% 07% 07% 09% 19% 01% 03% 05% 05% 02% 02% 0.3% 0.8%
eracruz 41%  2.8%  3.4% 28% 53% 28% 48% 45% 15% 86% 3.9% 21% 45% 35% 32% 57% 65% 57% 45% 49% 4.6% 48% 4.4% 46% 05% 18% 32% 3.0% 21% 22% 39% = 21% 4.7%
ucatan 10.9% 2.4% 0.0% 56% 20% 27% 2.0% 44% 27% 25% 2.7% 11%  2.9% 32% 23% 6.8% 09% 16%  21% 12% 19% 63% 14%  17% 05% = 21% 16% 3.8% 4.0% 3.6% 2.8% 2.0% 2.3%
Zacatecas 0.0% 05%  3.4% 11% 0.4% 02%  11% 09% 0.0% 10% 09% 0.0% 07% 09% 0.4% 0.8% 0.0% 08% 04% 10% 7.5% 01% 09% 0.6% 0.0% 02% 0.4% 0.0% 02% 02% 03% 0.2% 1.2%

TOTAL REPUBLICA 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 % 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100% 1 100%

Fuente: AMDA con informacion de Urban Science
Nota: No incluye informacién de Jaguar, Land Rover, y Mercedes-Benz.



4.3 Desempeino de compradores por Marca en alcaldias y municipios de la ZMVM

Focos rojos enero-junio 2026

JUNIO 2026

Marca FOC_OS
Rojos

SUZUKI 14

GWM )

GAC

FORD

MITSUBISHI MOTORS

VOLKSWAGEN

HYUNDAI

LINCOLN

PORSCHE

GENERAL MOTORS

HONDA

NISSAN

JAC

KIA

LEXUS

MAZDA

MINI

STELLANTIS

TOYOTA

VOLVO

ACURA

BMW

RENAULT

AUDI

BESTUNE

FOTON

INFINITI

SUBARU

Isuzu A

MG REPORTE DE COMPRADORES

SEAT Al ZONA METROPOLITANA DEL

Fuente: AMDA con informacion de Urban Science. m VALLE DE MEX|CO

Durante enero-junio 2026, Suzuki presentd el mayor
numero de focos rojos (14) en la ZMVM. Cabe destacar
qgue, al mes de junio MG y Seat no presentaron ningun
foco rojo en el periodo de referencia.

Los “Focos Rojos”, refieren aquellas plazas donde el
numero de compradores es superior al promedio de la
marca en el periodo referido, y ademas presenta caida
con respecto al mismo periodo del aino anterior.
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4.3 Desempeino de compradores por Marca en alcaldias y municipios de la ZMVM
(Variacion % enero-junio 2026 vs 2025) [1/5]

BESTUNE FORD FOTON GAC GENERAL MOTORS GWM

2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR%

ALVARO OBREGON 4 OBBID0.0% | 3,234 B -52.9% ! 1,094
AZCAPOTZALCO 1 olboox| 492 B -45.9% : 1,345 660
BENITO JUAREZ 3 o=0.0% 842 M -65.2% . 1160 1,239
COYOACAN 3 olboox| 368 B-24.0% F0.3% 685 784
CUAJIMALPA DE MORELOS 0 0 004 M5 209 ["8L7% 37 16 Mses8%| 1033 552
CUAUHTEMOC 11 o0o0% sool 586 K-26.8% o (009 6ol 89 |-17%| 4w [ 2363
GUSTAVO A. MADERO 0] Msoo%| 144 7 | 21% 0 0 004 50 51| 20% 866 1,082
Ciudad de México 'ZTACALCO 1 olMboo%| 591 105 M-82.2% 0 0 00% 30 18 [140.0% 539 671 41 4| 73%
IZTAPALAPA 9 778%| 39l 234 N-266%| o 0o 00% 28 52 [857% 1608 1997 93 107 | 151%
LA MAGDALENA CONTRERAS 1 olb0.0% 38 64 Mbsau 0 0 00% 2 9 Ws7.% 207 188 23 23| 0.0%
MIGUEL HIDALGO 3 5 [B67% 769 841 | 94% o0 0 00% 208 39.3%|  4m 270178l -38.0%
MILPA ALTA 0 0 | 00% 8 10 1250% 0 0 [00% 13 2 Il sa.6% 78 97 124.4% 4 5 1 25.0%
TLAHUAC 0 0 004 28 39 [1393% o0 0 009 B n B3s9% 290 33 140% 5 15 0%
TLALPAN 2_&;0.0% 126 165 [30%| 1 o®0.0% s 30 La3% 577 672 [16.5% 91 -19.8%
VENUSTIANO CARRANZA 30 88 107 [216%| 0 0 |00% 20 27 [35.0% 405 462 [141% 54 54 0.0%
XOCHIMILCO 10 50 50 | 00% 0 0 00% 16 14 |2s% a1 352 [39.9% 41 321 -220%
ATIZAPAN DE ZARAGOZA 5 oo 20 15 B-477%| 0 o looW 28] 23 F7.9% 505 551 | 9% 57 | 19.7%
CHALCO 0 0 | 00%W 2 27 lose% o 0 0.0% 0 3 0.0% 236 241 | 2% 9 6ll -333%
CHIMALHUACAN 1 olfbo.o% 67 2Me712%| o 0 00% 2 4 100.0% n7 105 hosw 9 12 1 333%
COACALCO DE BERRIOZABAL 0 0 |00%W 35 40 H4.3% 0 0 00% 2 6 208 200 \é:/ 37 41| 108%
CUAUTITLAN 0 0 004 T 18 W636% O 0 | 0.0% 3 2 B333% n 176 % 8 6l -25.0%
CUAUTITLAN IZCALLI 0 0 | 00% 184 246 [1337%| 0 10 00% 28 29 | 36% 704 790 [2.2% 56 40l -28.6%
ECATEPEC DE MORELOS 13 80 120 [1500% O 0o |00% 23 23 00% 947- |-5.9% 65 94 |1 44.6%
HUIXQUILUCAN 2 o0 358 1-13.1% 0 0o 00%W 23 2 |-43%| 1326 Ii4.9% 164100 -32.9%
IXTAPALUCA 0o o 3 29 | -65%| o0 0 00% 3 7 1333% 351 386 10.0% 17 0l -41.2%
Edo.de México WA PAZ ' 10 15.8% 0 0 00% 0 6 | 0.0% 83 66 B20.5% 7 8 | 143%
NAUCALPAN DE JUAREZ 0o o B-249% o 0 |00% 39 50 1282% 700 784  [12.0% 1017l -29.7%
NEZAHUALCOYOTL 30 | -3.6% 0 0o 004 16 28 0% 842l 744 34.8%
NICOLAS ROMERO 0o o ln0% o 0 | 0.0% 8 2 I75.0% 27 200 1%
TECAMAC 10 B333% o 0 00% 9 3 Me6.7% 37 334 0.0%
TEXCOCO 0 o | 79% o0 0 | 00% 3 oM800.0% 424 473 -18.5%
TLALNEPANTLA DE BAZ 2 0 627 | s[5/ Mbs% a3 B295% 75 817
TULTEPEC 0o o 110.0% 0 0 00% 3 3 0.0% 81 m
TULTITLAN 0o 1 I -16.4% 0 0 00% 6 6 | 0.0% 285 312
VALLE DE CHALCO SOLIDARIDAD 0o o ; 0 0 | 0.0% 0 5 | 0.0% 102 82
ZUMPANGO 2 2 0 0 00% 0 1 0.0% m_ 7
TIZAYUCA 20 0 0 8
TOTAL ZMVM 10,425 7,434 40 -481% 962 810 -158% 26,820 24,815

TOTAL NACIONAL 25,489 25,023 94,601| 96,921

Fuente: AMDA con informacién de Urban Science



4.3 Desempeino de compradores por Marca en alcaldias y municipios de la ZMVM
(Variacion % enero-junio 2026 vs 2025) [2/5]

HONDA HYUNDAI ISUZU JAC KIA LEXUS

2025 2026  VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR%

ALVARO OBREGON 192 ] 62.5% 0 0 696 804 -218%
AZCAPOTZALCO 145 : | 10.4% 0 0 0.0% : 723 610 Ms.6% 19 n B-a21%
BENITO JUAREZ 233 244 | a4 257 -2.3% 0 0 00% M7 122 04% 75 101 [ 347%
COYOACAN 25 27 . 203 -5.9% 0 0 00% 575 622 8% 32 0.0%
CUAJIMALPA DE MORELOS 70 78 Ima%| 255 142l -44.3% 0 0 00% 366 562 -29.5%
CUAUHTEMOC s7s[ 344 | -83%| 295 357 | 21.0% 0 0 0.0% 1530 [1229 | Mo.7% 143%
GUSTAVO A. MADERO 229 264 1153%| 120 156 [ 300% 14 24 W714% 550 583 |4.3% 8 I-273%
Ciudad de México |ZTACALCO 87 1 10 93 | -15.5% 0 0 0.0% 21 203 F38% 13 5 B -61.5%
IZTAPALAPA 201 272 a3 335 | -125% | 3s2sizll -17.0% 566 675  10.3% 15 5 B -66.7%
LA MAGDALENA CONTRERAS 46 54 7. 61 52 | -14.8% 0 0 00% 120 132 f0.0% 14 17 1 21.4%
MIGUEL HIDALGO 370 369 | -03%| 538 3570 -33.6% 0 0 0.0% 1150 1479 286%  176[_145] | -17.6%
MILPA ALTA g 13 Me25% 8 10 || 25.0% 0 0 00% 29 27 be.9% 1 2 [00.0%
TLAHUAC 38 45 18.4% 2 40 [WB1.8% 0 0 00% 89 120 348% 2 4 1160.0%
TLALPAN 166 167 | 06% 155 201 I 29.7% 0 0 0.0% 428] 366 M4.5% 21 25 | 19.0%
VENUSTIANO CARRANZA 70 78 | m4% 88 6all -27.3% 0 0 00% 302 291 }36% 9 9 | 00%
XOCHIMILCO 57 93 [183.2% 65 7| 92% 0 0 00% 192 251 30W% 5 3 B -40.0%
ATIZAPAN DE ZARAGOZA 90 82 | -89%| 186 196 | 5.4% 0 0  00% 380 328 H3.7% 13 2 | 77%
CHALCO 17 19 | n.8% 13 25 [192.3% 0 0 00% 61 61 | 0.0% 1 2 [100.0%
CHIMALHUACAN 5 34 [1267% 8 29 [2625% 0 0 00% 59 75 27a% 1 1 00%
COACALCO DE BERRIOZABAL 2 37 [es2%| 147 187 | 27.0% 0 0 00% 192 220 14.6% 0 1 | 0.0%
CUAUTITLAN 13 17 Hsos% 46 55 | 19.6% 0 0 00% 100 66 M 4.0% 1 4
CUAUTITLAN IZCALLI ng o7 l18s% 220-1 -28.6% o 0o 00% 699 Bo6% 2 27 [i25.0%
ECATEPEC DE MORELOS 120 185 [MBa2%| 451 -19.1% 0 0 00% 456 La.4% 5 5 0.0%
HUIXQUILUCAN 324 60/ -50.6%| 198 209 | 5.6% 0 0 0.0% an 307 IBs5.3% 65l 53 [ -185%
IXTAPALUCA n 14 127.3% 35 53 M 51.4% 0 0 00% 121 135 6% 0 0 00%
Edo. de México  “APAZ ' 19 17 [-105% 9 22 [T44.4% 0 0 00% 52 58 5% 0 0 | 00%
NAUCALPAN DE JUAREZ 302 221| B-26.8%| 177 [t | -9.0% 0 0 00% 672 714 le3%| 41 51 1 24.4%
NEZAHUALCOYOTL 95 123 M295%| 139 131 | -5.8% 0 0 00% 280 290 |36% 7 5 1 -286%
NICOLAS ROMERO 23 28 7% 43 57 1 32.6% 0 0 00% 80 75 Le3% 0 2 | 00%
TECAMAC 52 40 l-231% 55 47 | -14.5% 0 0 00% 68 135 Mo.6% 1 1 | 0.0%
TEXCOCO 39 46 | 17.9% 4 13 [12250% 0 0 00% 144 152 156% 1 2 1100.0%
TLALNEPANTLA DE BAZ 127 130 | 24% 240 308 | 28.3% 10 34 [1124010% 424 432 [19% 13 18 1 385%
TULTEPEC o 1 |100% 2 30 || 36.4% 0 0 00% 3 4 70 51 IB71% 2 ol00.0%
TULTITLAN 39 50 [128.2% 71 129 Em 0 ol o00%W 20 2 68 180 [71% 0 2 0.0%
VALLE DE CHALCO SOLIDARIDAD 6 17 18 % 0 0 00% 3 5 50 54 18.0% 0 0 | 00%
ZUMPANGO 15 12 20.0% 0 0 00% 8 6 0% 0 0 . 0.0%
TIZAYUCA 66.7% 0 0 : 1 1 o

TOTAL ZMVM 1.0% 5,220
TOTAL NACIONAL 5.4%| 25,240

Fuente: AMDA con informacién de Urban Science



4.3 Desempeino de compradores por Marca en alcaldias y municipios de la ZMVM
(Variacién % enero-junio 2026 vs 2025) [3/5]

MAZDA MG MINI MITSUBISHI MOTORS NISSAN RENAULT

2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR%

ALVARO OBREGON 621 758 / -37.8%| 1516 1,756 ! -6.2%
AZCAPOTZALCO 474 587 8 5 E7.5% -68.2%| 1741 - 5 136 | 18.3%
BENITO JUAREZ 116 ] 48 B 3% -46.0%| 1,349 239 270| 13.0%
COYOACAN 604 749 = 207 354 26 Eo.5% 84 161 | 917% 907 1,150 83 120 | 44.6%
CUAJIMALPA DE MORELOS 986 1301 130 329 18 3 B3.3% 55 46| -16.4% 930 947 -2.4%
CUAUHTEMOC 981 1131 %| 28 158 N -275% 24 10 Bbs3%| 184 210 147% 2,202- | 18.6%
GUSTAVO A. MADERO 570 624 5% 198 237 | 19.7% 15 122 Boo% 64 97| s516%| 1286 -10.1%
Ciudad de México 'ZTACALCO 264 318 % 60 52 |-13.3% 0 1 00w 3 40| 200% 910 562 -5.5%
IZTAPALAPA 635 806 26 208 | -37% 21 8 Mb1.9% 75 97| 293%| 1382 1495 134 158 | 17.9%
LA MAGDALENA CONTRERAS 152 151 io.m 48 36 I -25.0% 13 6 Bs3e% 35.3% 278 253 6 28 7.7%
MIGUEL HIDALGO 1205 [0235]  Baew| 1326 sa 07| Mees%|  sesl 35l -50.6%| 3669 4,621 626 422l -32.6%
MILPA ALTA 42 44 Jagw 7 B -36.4% 1 ol00.0% 5 11400.0 138 133 4 3| -25.0%
TLAHUAC w2 176 46 1 -761% 5 ol00.0% 19 23 2% 379 385 27 38l 407%
TLALPAN 499 504 169 72 B -57.4% 19 s Bb7.9% esl 77l -9.4% 785 733 86 78| -93%
VENUSTIANO CARRANZA 249 266 152 221 M 45.4% 4 olEb0.0% ) 39| 7% 57 606 7 128 9.4%
XOCHIMILCO 24 251 66 20 -69.7% 7 3 BE7% 12 25 % 108.3% 491 478 20 351 75.0%
ATIZAPAN DE ZARAGOZA 377 3 107 61 W -43.0% 61 7 6.4% 20 47) 135.0% 571 495 39 78 1100.0%
CHALCO 90 63 37 24 B -350% 3 2 B33w 6 8| 333% 199 243 8 30 7%
CHIMALHUACAN 7 45 20 16 W -448% 1 1| 0.0% 8 4l -50.0% 196 213 33 23] -303%
COACALCO DE BERRIOZABAL 6 178 44 57 1 295% 3 2 E33% 12 4! 16.7% 209 190 s6 280 -50.0%
CUAUTITLAN 63 7 15 8 B -467% 2 1 B0.0% 1 12 /1100.0% 131 159 8 16 1100.0%
CUAUTITLAN 1ZCALLI 476 541 27 320 [ 410% 20 26 B30.0% 46 136 M195.7% 953 1,044 105 21 M101.0%
ECATEPEC DE MORELOS 542 Bb7s| 2035 351 Masaw 1w 45 1 40 65 625% 1182 1186 | 03% 137 190 | 38.7%
HUIXQUILUCAN 992 996  |0.4% 490 231 I -529% 6ol 55 Bo3%| 257 366%| 2560 2273 Enow 481 | -22.0%
IXTAPALUCA 127 109 2% 73 m2 |[Us3.4% 3 1 Bb6.7% 6 8| 333% 21 262 [18.6% 63 82| 302%
Edo. de Maxico A PAZ ' 44 46 5% 21 n B -47.6% 4 2 B0.0% 3 2| -33.3% 68 120 H28.6% 23 23| 0.0%
NAUCALPAN DE JUAREZ 689 586 9% | 188 653 [2473% 54 57 |56% 15 a57% | 1056 [ 927 M22%| 101 101 | 00%
NEZAHUALCOYOTL 405 324 MHoo%| 127 67 W -47.2% 18 28 BB6% 49 35| -286% 647 636 |-17%| 108 M | 28%
NICOLAS ROMERO 89 9 1% 2 16 F-273% 3 4 B33% 4 15 M275.0% 270 283 | 48% 5 19 1280.0%
TECAMAC 200 184 8.0% 67 2M -67.2% 10 5 B50.0% 15 6 67% 88 364 [-62% 28 390 393%
TEXCOCO 82 64 M2.0% 72 131 Blo% 7 3 7% 9 2] 333% 264 300 [13.6% 48 63| 313%
TLALNEPANTLA DE BAZ 45700 453  loow| 155 on M 361% ss 74 h29% | 10498 -7.7% g6 687 Mhssw| m3 2050 814%
TULTEPEC 68 61 Hb3w 9 6 B -333% 0 1| 0.0% 2 8130004 107 104 |-28% 19 100 -47.4%
TULTITLAN 134 166 s a7 28 B -204% 6 7 f67% i 22 1 100.0% 3 302 H-s% 34 38| 1.8%
VALLE DE CHALCO SOLIDARIDAD 50 55 0% 18 12 B -333% 1 1| 0.0% 1 2 100.0% 154 181 5% 29 31| 69%
ZUMPANGO 42 50 % 9 2 -77.8% 1 2 % 5 31 [1520.0% 102 152 10 70
Hidalgo __ TIZAYUCA 56 45 6% 14 7 W -50.0% 4 3 B5.0% 10 5| -50.0% 151 135 H0.6% 12 1| -83%
OTA 4.104 4820 % 3,8 0 % 060 b 8% 94 6.0% 9 O 9.020 0.5% b3 8006 %
TOTAL NACIONAL 49,909 52,010 4.2% 23240] 27,800  19.6%| 1,914 | 1,657 | -13.4% | 13,979] 15249|  9.%| 128,283 |127,099|  -0.9%| 14,883 | 17,316 |  16.3%

Fuente: AMDA con informacién de Urban Science



4.3 Desempeino de compradores por Marca en alcaldias y municipios de la ZMVM
(Variacion % enero-junio 2026 vs 2025) [4/5]

SEAT STELLANTIS SUZUKI TOYOTA VOLKSWAGEN ACURA AUDI

2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 2025 2026  VAR% 2025 2026 VAR% 2025 2026 VAR%

ALVARO OBREGON 201 _ 840 867 | 32% 1718 1200 8 {-0.4%
AZCAPOTZALCO 24 155 lzs.o‘% 235 a4 492 Mheow| 496 2 3 0004 56 23 Bse9%
BENITO JUAREZ 159 221 [139.0% 576 91 961 | 00% 909 1153 N 88 106 [20.5%
COYOACAN ETRTY rss.z% 220 ool 634 | -92%| 480 496 0 2 62 30 Ms16%
CUAJIMALPA DE MORELOS 46 45 | 22%| 170 02 753 844 l121% 429 539 3 2 83 87 | 48%
CUAUHTEMOC 200 246 [1224% 548 o7 1n Fswe | 1163 - noon 6 61 | 0.0%
GUSTAVO A. MADERO m 264 251 39 620 -06% 776 25 2 |-45%
. . IZTACALCO 85 95 | 145% 234 208 B-m% 240 231 s 3 9 2000%
Cludad de México /s paL APA M1 247 | 25% [ B 656l 641 | -23%| 1025 2 6 |200. 29 39 345%
LA MAGDALENA CONTRERAS 44 43 | -23% E w8 180 | 71%| 168 131 4  20s00% 41 63 B37%
MIGUEL HIDALGO 70 267 WE7.1% 1669 1906 [h42%| 1588 1742 9 10 | M| 147 147 00%
MILPA ALTA B W 7% W 39 33 3 0 0 004 2 2 | 00%
TLAHUAC 8 35| 79% 39 45 s 07 |-53%| ms 105 o 1 | o0o%W 2 4 100lo%
TLALPAN 00 175 Meoew 196 143 595 24%| 774 79 |286% 53 65 [226%
VENUSTIANO CARRANZA 99 123 2424 104 65 258 |-as%| 339 426 1 3 20004 n 19 [727%
XOCHIMILCO 66 68 | 30% 67 57 %2 212 | 38% 6 133 4 3 |2s0% n s Kr3%
ATIZAPAN DE ZARAGOZA 107 129 | 206% 159 263 530 409 o s ooW 45 80 [7is%
CHALCO s6 a2l-s0% 29 27 8 46 Mo 130 o o 004 2 3 [S0.o%
CHIMALHUACAN 6 38 Mae2% 3/ 33 4 s 101 74 0 0 004 1 1 | 00%
COACALCO DE BERRIOZABAL 46 54 |17.4%| 66 84 m 159 8 M9 0 0| 00% 0 4 00%
CUAUTITLAN 2 slam| 3B 2 g0 ssll-2r. B2 18 o 1| oow 6 1Me33%
CUAUTITLAN IZCALLI 93 126 M355% 362 482 583 631 s58[ 536 5 206004 20 15 Bas3x
ECATEPEC DE MORELOS 89 206 | 9.0% 23 197 449 490 sm 553 2 5 [800% 10 13 30.0%
HUIXQUILUCAN 8 185 %| 412 770 633 703 640 882 13[007 Ha62%|  150[ a4l Bos3w
IXTAPALUCA 79 81 | 25% 27 32 8 53 79 180 1 ol00.0% 2 2 | 00%
Edo.do México  “APAZ ’ 3 23| ooW 28 12 Ms71% 49 o o oo% 3 1 Mee7%
NAUCALPAN DE JUAREZ us 16 [205% 28200251 Hnow 8 12 Isooq 43 34 hoox
NEZAHUALCOYOTL 57 | osowl 16 98 Kissw 61 305 1 ol100.0% 77 00%

NICOLAS ROMERO a5 s l-se%| 25 33 B2o% 6 82 2 2 004 1 3
TECAMAC 60 48l-200% 63 58 [79%| 80 52 % 123 124 | 08% 67 W -ﬁ.s% o 1 004 5 4 koo%
TEXCOCO 2 26 |182%| 93 198 T20%| 48 24 % 150 128 Ba%| M 200 f@s%| o o0 004 0 1 | 00%
TLALNEPANTLA DE BAZ 139 191 M3za%| 220 242 |s57%| o[ im0 -d%| 540 551 | 20% 6200 535 13.7% 1 5 [4000% 34 61 [79.4%
TULTEPEC 5 1 f2004 34 25 Eesk| 3 30 3h%| 23 4 69 70 |14%| 1 1 | 004 2 2 | 00%
TULTITLAN 51 53| zow 73 69 [65%| 75 ss -dbw| 18 129 l-6sw| 255 208 9w o o ooy 6 3 Hsoou
VALLE DE CHALCO SOLIDARIDAD 35 sBo8e%| 2 o Eam| 8 20 ni 33 40 [22% 69 acl33%| o o0 004 O 0 | 00%
ZUMPANGO 8 nl-39% 2 20 Boseu| 8 % 36 46 d78% 100 13 980% o o 00w 1 oMboox
Hidalgo  TIZAYUCA 9 2 53 sMls28%| 13 17 30 33 61 68 soMBes%s| 0 0 | 00%W 1 2 1000%
OTA 4 088 % 9,06 8,854 8.4% 0 % 8/9 90 () 84 4 % % 09 09 0.1%
TOTAL NACIONAL 9,994] 10841  85%| 41,259 | 48748 18.2%| 19,809| 16,567 | -16.4% | 60,260] 62,129 |  3.%| 64,593] 65565 15%| 376 373 -0.8%| 4,243 4,49  6.0%

Fuente: AMDA con informacién de Urban Science
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4.3 Desempeino de compradores por Marca en alcaldias y municipios de la ZMVM

(Variacion % enero-junio 2026 vs 2025) [5/5]

2025 2026

BMW

VAR%

INFINITI

2025 2026

VAR%

2025 2026

LINCOLN
VAR%

2025 2026

PORSCHE
VAR%

2025 2026

SUBARU
VAR%

VOLVO

2025 2026

VAR%

TOTAL

2025 2026 VAR%

TOTAL ZMVM
TOTAL NACIONAL

186

23.2%
31.9%

1,039

26.5%

1183 613

-48.2%

ALVARO OBREGON 90 37 Msso%| 42 [-720% | 15 61 |3067% 58 [-103%| 39 40 | 26%| 240 EEE 12543 niz0 Waw
AZCAPOTZALCO 20 23 850%| 6 6 o0W 7 3Hs71% 3 2 f-333%| 1 10 f8e%| o 24 004 777 5,793 [H5.5%
BENITO JUAREZ 13675 Bason| 8 16 .0% 45 -400% 23 23 009 42036 |143% 0 62 00% 10500 9845 N6.2%
COYOACAN so 20 Bsos%| 2 150.0%| 60 N7%| 4 14 00% 18 35 1844 0 24 00% 63N 6745 6.9%
CUAJIMALPA DE MORELOS 86 31 M64.0% 2 4 1000% 10 8 |-2004 3 3 |w61%| 12 10 ler%| 320 S o2 73271 b7.5%
CUAUHTEMOC 720057 boss| 10 22 100u%| sol 30 B-a00% 17 20 |16%| 28 47 [Wer9%| o0 23 00% 15048 13086 HB.0%
GUSTAVO A. MADERO 63 49 Boo%| 1 3 Joowow 9 sB-eer%| 7 12 H7ma%| 13 24 MBae%| o 18 00% 6964 7,405 [63%
Ciudad de México 'ZTACALCO 19 n Ba2w| 1.6 Meer% 0% 5 3la00% 4 1 W o 3 oo0w 3876 322 W
IZTAPALAPA 5o 20 Ma2ow| 4 5 [250% -478%| 7 9 l2g6%| 14 21 [l500% 0 17 00% 885  93% 6.0%
LA MAGDALENA CONTRERAS cMlson| 2 2 o004 3 00% 8 D004 4 3 l2son o 10 00% 1734 1625 B63%
MIGUEL HIDALGO m - ls7s% 3 25 e23%| 48] 22 M-542% 91- [65% | 92 s |250% oa[ 70 HEGEN 22678 24337  7.3%
MILPA ALTA 00% 0 1 004 0 -2 00% 1 Coow 3 1 Besrs o 1 00% 496 487 8%
TLAHUAC 11 2 1.8% 0o o0 004 0 0 | 00% 1000%| 3 7 [1883% 0 0 00% 1550 1609 |3.8%
TLALPAN 50 25 to.O% 2 5 wsoos| n[ 9 [182% 26-I-462% 2 23 | 45% 0 32 00% 5458 5147 B5.7%
VENUSTIANO CARRANZA 20 16 boow o 4 o004 2 3 0500% 10 B00% 10 13 3004 0 10 00% 3200 3460 [7.8%
XOCHIMILCO 19 15 [buw 5 3 Baoow 1 s 3 2 l333% 5 7 Ja0od 0 m 00 233 2372 |8%
ATIZAPAN DE ZARAGOZA 208 245 [78%| 5 3 Ba0.0% 6 1 |833% 55 [82%| 1 B Izs.S% 0 29 00% 4385 4151 Ié.s%
CHALCO 6 15 1 o o o004 1 oMwooos o 1 00w 1 0 1 004 1015 1070 5.4%
CHIMALHUACAN 9 sBe67%| o o 004 1 oMooox| o o 004 o 1 L 00% 0 4 00% 870 826 51
COACALCO DE BERRIOZABAL B 16 o 1 o004 1 2 fooow 2 1000w 4 3 ls0% o 4 oo0w 170 1708 0.1%
CUAUTITLAN 9 s Bagan] o o 004 o 2 oow 2 10s00% o 2 004 0 3 00% 892 899 |0.8%
CUAUTITLAN IZCALLI 48 50 f3e%| 5 6 2004 m  m | ooW 1 703004 n 14 ']27.3% 0 6 00% 6 6,446  5.5%
ECATEPEC DE MORELOS 47 66 WHoaw 1 1 004 5  20-e00% 1 3 [B00.0% T 4B636%| 0 6 00% 613 6226 |15%
HUIXQUILUCAN 270 348 289% 14 15 | 71%| a2l [-43% 43- l-233%| 430 24 Baa2%| 20[ 36/ MENGHN 10628 9437 Wox
IXTAPALUCA 5 7 doox o o oox 1 ol00.0% 0 00% O 4 00% O 3 00% 1485 1628 96%
Edo. de Médico  LAPAZ 8 s B7s%| 0 0 004 0 1 | 00% o 0 004 0 2 | 004 O 0 0.0% 659 635 l3.6%
: NAUCALPAN DE JUAREZ 72 252 d65% 9 9 00W 15 17 |133%| 28 l-214% | 20 28 laoow 2 3B 7827 7544 [s6%
NEZAHUALCOYOTL 8 76 0% o o ooW 5 4lz04 1 5 4 0 W 0 T 00% 48 3001 las%

1
NICOLAS ROMERO 6 8 B33% o o o004 1 oMooox o 1 o00% o0 3 004 0 3 00% 1124 1127 |0.3%
TECAMAC 8 18 00 o o o004 2 olooox] 2 10s00% o &8 009 O 2 00% 195 1698 3%
TEXCOCO 12 o bsox] o 1 004 o 1 004 o0 3 004 o0 2 004 0 2 o00% 174 1926 124%
TLALNEPANTLA DE BAZ 213- |-3.8% 1 3 20004 3 8 ji6brs| 17 l-235%| 13 20 Ussex| o 235 00% 5763 6286 [o1%
TULTEPEC 10 7 Boow o 1 oo0% 1 oMiooox] o o0 004 0 1 004 0 0 00% 600 627 4.5%
TULTITLAN 15 30 10010% 1 ollo0.0% 3 1 B-66.7% 1 3 @0boy o 6 | 0.0% 0 4 00% 1865 1991 [6.8%
VALLE DE CHALCO SOLIDARIDAD 6 9 B0o¥ ©0 O 004 0 0 00% O 0 004 O 1 _ 004 O 2 00% 617 643 14.2%

ZUMPANGO 1 2 1000% 0o o 00%W 0 o0 00% 1 1 o0o0% 1  oMooox 0 0 00% 580 843 ¢
Hidalgo TIZAYUCA 7 13 % 0 0 | 00% 1 0l100.0% 1 2 N00.0% 1 2 100.0% 0 0 0.0% 576 589 12.3%)

177,844
705,870

173,197  -2.6%
717,261 1.6%

Fuente: AMDA con informacién de Urban Science
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5. Top 10 compradores de la ZMVM

(enero-junio 2026)

Segmento Modelo Unidades Paerrt]lczlf/lzi/cl\l/lon % Vgg§g26—
1 Subcompactos General Motors Aveo 10,921 6.3% 17.4%
2 Compactos Nissan Versa 7,851 4.5% -11.3%
3 Compactos Kia K3 7,073 4.1% 1.0%
4 Compactos MG MG5 4,249 2.5% 101.0%
5 Subcompactos Nissan March 3,939 2.3% -7.6%
6 Camiones Nissan NP300 3,852 2.2% -34.5%
7 Usos Multiple Nissan CX-30 3,678 2.1% 2.3%
8 Usos Multiple Nissan MAGNITE 3,611 2.1% 197.2%
9 Usos Multiple Nissan Kicks 3,503 2.0% -5.9%
10 Subcompactos Mazda Mazda 2 3,470 2.0% -1.1%

Total ZMVM 173,197 30.1%

Fuente: AMDA con informacion de Urban Science

Estos 10 modelos representan el 30.1% de las preferencias de los compradores de la
ZMVM durante enero-junio de 2026, juntos suman 52,147 unidades.

A REPORTE DE COMPRADORES
At ZONA METROPOLITANA DEL

m VALLE DE MEXICO
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