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Abstract

Characterizing the efficiency of movements is important for a better management of the cities.
More specifically, the connection between the efficiency and uncertainty (entropy) production of a
transport process is not established yet. In this study, we consider the movements of selfish drivers
from their homes (origins) to work places (destinations) to see how interactions and randomness in
the movements affect a measure of efficiency and entropy production (uncertainty in the destination
time intervals) in this process. We employ realistic models of population distributions and mobility
laws to simulate the movement process, where interactions are modelled by dependence of the local
travel times on the local flows. We observe that some level of information (the travel times) sharing
enhances a measure of predictability in the process without any coordination. Moreover, the larger
cities display smaller efficiencies, for the same model parameters and population density, which
limits the size of an efficient city. We find that entropy production is a good order parameter
to distinguish the low- and high-congestion phases. In the former phase, the entropy production
grows monotonically with the probability of random moves, whereas it displays a minimum in the
congested phase; that is randomness in the movements can reduce the uncertainty in the destination
time intervals. The findings highlight the role of entropy production in the study of efficiency and

predictability of similar processes in a complex system like the city.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Human mobility has changed completely over the past two centuries, starting in Britain,
in the early nineteenth century, from the dramatic expansion of roads and railways networks
[1]. Studies aiming at describing and understanding the human mobility in space and time
started some decades after that [2], and more quantitative and theoretical approaches appear
starting from the 1940’s [3-5]. In recent years, the great improvements of computational
resources and data gathering due to the ICT revolution has given new impulses to these

studies, for example, the number of physics papers on the arXiv [6] has grown enormously

since about 2004-2005 [7].

The widespread adoption of mobile phones in early 2000’s and subsequently of smart-
phones increased enormously the amount of data available about movements in city. These
data fostered the appearance of new researches describing and characterizing urban displace-
ment [8-12]. The private vehicles, until today, cover the majority of trips in large parts of
cities [13]. There are however multiple drawbacks associated with this situation. Due to the
increased private demands of displacements, gridlocks are rising every year [14-116], leading
to large economic loss |14] and increasing urban air pollution [17]. In this regards, large
investment in public transports infrastructures are mandatory, but also better strategies to
understanding and modelling of such complex systems can help to mitigate the undesirable
effects. Agent based models have been developed in order to capture the main aspects of the
phenomenon, ranging from simple models (see references in [14]) to very complicated and
computationally demanding ones [18,[19]. Recently, the pervasive smartphone adoption and
the consequent use of navigation Apps have changed the movement habit of individuals, and
not always for the better [20]. In this work we want to see how interactions of agents and
associated entropy productions influence predictability and efficiency of movements in city.
We study a dynamical system with agents moving according to a selfish routing algorithm
[21, 22] and standard models of population and destinations distributions. We consider
two kinds of interactions among the agents: spatial and temporal interactions. The former
interactions affect the travel times of street segments which is correlated with the flows of
agents. In the latter interactions, the travel time information of previous days are taken into

account in the selfish routing algorithm.

We shall see how the predictability and efficiency of the movements depend on the



strength of interactions. Two measures of predictability are considered: the entropy pro-
duction and a distance between distributions of the expected and actual travel times. The
measure of efficiency was introduced in [21] as the inverse of the travel time per the total
number of trips. In this study, however, we simulate the movements of many interacting
agents, which can also deviate from their optimal trajectories randomly at every time step.
We observe that in general the efficiency and predictability of the process are diminished
by increasing the interactions in space and time. It is known that sharing the travel infor-
mation with selfish drivers in the absence of any coordination could lead to traffic ”chaos”
[20]. We find that very small but nonzero levels of temporal interactions can in fact enhance
the predictability by reducing the differences between the expected and actual travel times.
Moreover, for large values of spatial interactions, a bit of randomness in the movements
results in smaller entropy production by avoiding the congested lines. For the same reason,
the efficiency displays a maximum at small values of randomness, when the spatial and
temporal interactions are sufficiently strong.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. [ we introduce the models and define the
main quantities of the study. In Sec. [IIl, we report the results of numerical simulations and

discuss the findings and their consequences. The concluding remarks are given in Sec. [V1

II. MODELS AND SETTINGS

In this section, we present the main definitions and methods which are used to model the
network flow dynamics. Consider a city of N sites with local populations {m, :a =1,..., N}
and total population M = )" m,. The connectivity graph of the city is given by G(V, E)
where V' is the set of sites and F is the set of directed edges (ab). Here we take a two
dimensional square lattice of size N = L x L, where all edges have the same length and
the same free travel times. We use the model introduced in Ref. [11] to produce reasonable
population distributions for the model cities. This is a preferential growth model which
starts with a seed of population at the center of the lattice. At each step, a site is chosen
with probability p, o (m, + ¢p) and a unite of population is added only if there exists a
populated site at distance less than ;. In the following, we take cg = 1, [ = 1, and the
population density is fixed to M/N = 103.

Given the population distribution m,, we use the following mobility law [23] to construct
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FIG. 1. Tlustration of the origin to destination trips. (a) In each day, the trips start from the
origins in the time interval ATy (initial state) and reach the destinations in the time interval ATp
(final state) with travel times Top. (b) The actual travel times t4,(d — 1) on directed edges (ab)
are used to update the expected travel times 4 (d), which are used to find the shortest-time paths

in that day.

the flux of movements m,_,;, from origins a to destinations b,

mb/M(rab)
a = MgagPq = Mg y 1
Ma—p MaPa—sb m Zc;éa mC/M(TaC) ( )

where M (rq) is the population in the circle of radius r,, centred at site b. The ratio
mp/M (re) can be interpreted as the attractiveness of site b for an individual at site a.
Finally, the flows of movements on edges (ab) € E are determined by a flux distribution

dynamics, as follows.

A. The movement process

Here we describe the process of moving from the origins (Os) to destinations (Ds) in a

single day:

e The starting times of the OD trips are distributed uniformly in the origin time interval
ATp. We assume that ATy is the same for all origins. In each time step, the time
increases by At = 1. Driver 7 starts its trip and becomes active at time to(i) € ATp.
The trip will become inactive when the driver reaches its destination at time tp(i) €
ATp. The destination time interval ATp is determined by the system structure and

dynamics (see Fig. [[l). The arrival times of the drivers at destination site a determine
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the destination time interval of that site ATp(a). The travel time from origin to

destination for driver i is denoted by Atop(i) = tp(i) — to(i).

e An active driver 7 at site a chooses the next site as follows: with probability « the
next site is chosen randomly and uniformly from the set of neighbouring sites. With
probability 1 — a the neighbour that minimizes the expected travel time to the desti-
nation D(7) is selected. The expected travel time on each directed edge (ab) in day d
is denoted by #4(d). The expected travel times in day d are estimated by using the

actual travel times ¢, (d — 1) from the previous day:

2?ab(d) = )\tab(d - 1) + (1 - )‘)fab(d - 1) (2)
For the initial day #,,(0) = t,(0), where the t,,(0) are the travel times for free lines.
Note that when A = 0 the expected travel times do not change with day and the

drivers always choose the shortest path according to the t4(0).

e Let flow Fi,(t) be the number of drivers that enter edge (ab) at time step ¢. Given the

flows, the actual travel times are obtained from

i) = ) (1 92 ) )

with g(F/F)" to model the influence of flows on the travel times [24-26]. The
actual travel time t,, determines the time that a person spends on edge (ab). Here FJ,
is a measure of the line capacity. For simplicity, we assume that t,,(0) = t4(0) and
Fy = F7. In the following, we take p = 3, t(0) = 1, and F), = M/|E| in all the

numerical simulations.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Let us start with the effects of interactions on the cumulative distribution of the travel
times P(Atop > T') in the absence of any randomness in the movements (o = 0). As
Fig. 2 shows, the travel times increase by introducing the interactions either by considering
the effects of flows on the trips (with g) or by exploiting the travel information from the
previous days (with ). We know that interactions can reduce predictability in a system

[27]. Moreover, a selfish way of using the travel information without any coordination
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FIG. 2. Cumulative probability distribution of the travel times P(Atop > T) in a single day. The

lattice size is L =40 and o = 0.

could worsen the situation [20]. In the following, we see how the interplay of the above
interactions with randomness in the movements affects a measure of predictability of the
movement process. In addition, we follow the changes in the efficiency and a measure of
entropy production in the system to see how the relation between these quantities depend

on the macroscopic state (phase) of the system [21].

A. Predictability

Predictability of the movements can be studied by characterizing the entropy or mutual
information of the relevant quantities [10,28-30]. For instance, it is interesting to know how
much the travel times depend on the geometrical distances and the starting times of the
trips. We also study a time series of the travel times in different days to check a measure of

predictability in the stationary state of the process.

For a single stochastic variable one may use the (estimated) entropy to quantify the

variable uncertainty [31]. A measure of predictability for two stochastic variables z,z’ is
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FIG. 3. Mutual information of origin times with destination times II; ; and geometrical distances
with travel times II, ;. The lattice size is L = 40, and ATp = 64. The data are averaged over 200

independent realizations of the population distribution and the movement process.

provided by the mutual information of the two variables,

Pz, o
(

o 4)

MI(x, z") = Z P(z,2')log PP

where P(z,2'), P(x) and P(z’) are the joint and marginalized probability distributions of
the variables. Note that large values of mutual information do not necessary mean that
accurate prediction is an easy task [32].

Let us define the mutual information between the destination and origin times in one day

(i.e., along the vertical direction in Fig. [I),
I, = MI(to,tp), (5)
and the mutual information between the travel time and the geometrical distance,
II,: = MI(Azop, Atop). (6)

Figure [3] shows the results of numerical simulations for these quantities in a square lattice
of linear size L = 40. The above measures of predictability diminish with increasing g and

a, or by using the travel information from the previous days (A = 0.5) in the absence of
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FIG. 4. Power spectrum S(w) (square of Fourier transform) of Dy(¢,t) time series in a sequence
of 10° days. The lattice size is L = 30, ATp = 48, and a = 0. The samples show independent

realizations of the population distribution and the movement process.

randomness (o = 0). The difference between the cases A = 0 and A = 0.5 gets smaller for
larger o, where II;; is even a bit larger in the latter case. Note that when A\ = 0 all edges
have the same expected travel times #4,(d) = t4(0) = 1, where the shortest path is strongly
correlated with the geometrical distance Azpp. When A = 0.5, there are some edges with
small travel times in the previous day and all drivers are aware of this information which
is used to determine the shortest path to their destinations. Therefore, one expects to
observe less correlations here between the geometrical distance and the actual travel times.
However, the same global information could make the arrival times at the destinations more
dependent on the departure times and results to larger mutual information between the two
time variables.

Next, we study the changes in the travel times along the links for different days (i.e.,
along the horizontal direction in Fig. [I). Recall that the trips in each day rely on the
expected travel times #,,(d) from the previous days. The actual travel times t,(d) in that
day could however be different from the estimations we started with. The relative difference

of the two quantities thus provides a measure of unpredictability in the movement process,

L1 tap(d) — tap(d)]
Dy(t,f) = Bl % ORE (7)

Consider a time series of the above quantity as a function of d. The power spectrum of
such a time series is reported in Fig. [l The appearance of a dominant peak at high
frequencies for larger interactions g signals a high level of variation at the shortest time

scales (two consecutive days). Figure [0l shows the stationary values of Dy(t,t) versus the

model parameters g and \. Interestingly, the above quantity exhibits a minimum for very
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FIG. 5. The average deviation from the expected travel times (Dy(t,t)) in one day. The horizontal
lines in panel (b) indicate the values obtained for A = 0. The lattice size is L = 40, ATp = 64,
and a = 0. The data are averaged over 200 independent realizations of the population distribution
and the movement process in the stationary state. The stationary values are obtained from data

samples in an interval of 100 days after a relaxation stage of 200 days.

small but nonzero values of A with a discontinuity at A = 0. This means that some level
of information sharing could be helpful even in the absence of any coordination. Moreover,
the stronger interactions (larger ¢) result in smaller values and ranges of beneficial A, which
can be used to reduce the above measure of unpredictability. On the other hand, for a fixed
A, the deviations from the expected travel times grow with the strength of interactions as

expected.

B. Efficiency and entropy production

Perhaps the most important quantities of the process regarding its efficiency are the travel

times and costs. The average travel time in the process is given by
= > Aton(i) (8)
Top = .
OD = 37 op\?

The average number of travels per person in a day is obtained from the sum of all the input

flows F,(t) for different edges and times,

OoDp = %ZZFM,(T,) (9)

¢ (ab)
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This is expected to be proportional to the total energy that is consumed in the process. A

measure of efficiency then is defined by ratio of the two quantities,

1/7
Nop = / 2L, (10)
00D

This efficiency takes its maximum value for ¢ = 0, « = 0, when both the travel times and
the number of edge travels are minimum. For each person i, we can also define the velocity
vop(t) = Azxop(i)/Atop(i), given the geometrical origin to destination distance Azop(7).

Then, the average velocity is
=2 > (2) (11)
U P —
oD = 35 : Vop\1),

which can be regarded as another measure of the process efficiency [33].
In the following, we are also interested in the amount of disorder that is generated by the
movements. A measure of increase in the system disorder or uncertainty (entropy produc-

tion) is provided by the relative entropy of the origin and destination time intervals,
1
ASop = (log ATp) — (log ATp) = N Z log ATp(a) — log ATp. (12)

As mentioned before, ATy is the same for all sites a. Other measures of entropy production
(or irreversibility) of the process can be defined for example by the relative entropy of the
forward (origin to destination) and backward (destination to origin) flows [21]. In this study,
we focus on the above measure ASpp, which only needs the destination time intervals at
the end of the forward process, to compare with the origin time intervals.

Figure [6] shows how the above quantities change with the origin time interval ATy when
A = 0. We see that by increasing ATy (slower process) the efficiency increases because the
interaction parameter g becomes effectively irrelevant for very large time intervals. In this
limit, the relative entropy ASop is nearly zero but it grows continuously as ATy decreases,
separating two phases of high and low efficiency (or velocity).

In Fig. [1l we report the lattice size effects when the parameters g and « are varied for
A = 0. We keep the population density M/N = 1000 and the links’ capacity F; = M/|E]
for different linear sizes L = 20,30,40. It is observed that the efficiency and velocity go
to zero very rapidly with L even when we increase ATy to take the ratio L/ATy fixed.
As Fig. B shows, the efficiency scales roughly as L=1® for g values around 1. This means

that, under the above conditions, the city size is limited by the efficiency or velocity of the
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FIG. 6. The main quantities vs the origin time interval ATy for A = 0. The lattice size is L = 40.

The data are averaged over 200 independent realizations of the population distribution and the

movement process.
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L = 40) independent realizations of the population distribution and the movement process.

movement process. A similar phenomenon is observed in [34], where infrastructure costs
put an upper bound on the size of a city (in terms of social interactions). The key point is
that here the population is increasing with the size and we have a strongly heterogeneous
population distribution concentrated around the center of the lattice. More importantly,
it is assumed that link capacities [, are the same in whole the lattice and do not change
with the size of the system. These assumptions explain why the efficiency approaches zero
by increasing L and why we have to adjust the capacities according to the population size
and distribution. The question then is how we should set the local capacities such that the

efficiency approaches a desirable limit by increasing the system size.

Another interesting observation in Fig. [0 is that ASpp initially decreases with the ran-
domness parameter a and displays a minimum that is more pronounced for larger lattice
sizes. This behaviour is better exhibited in Fig. [ where we report the results for a fixed
L = 40 with different values of g and A. In fact, the relative entropy increases with « for
small values of the interaction parameter. But, for g larger than a critical value, which
depends on L and the other model parameters (ATp and ), a bit of randomness in the
movements can reduce the relative entropy ASop. That is, random deviations from the
shortest paths in this regime allow to have more order in the destination time intervals.
When A = 0.5 this behaviour is observed for a smaller g, as using the travel information
from the previous days results in a larger effective interaction between the drivers. Besides

the minimum displayed by ASpp, in Fig. [0 we also observe a maximum in the efficiency
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and velocity for A = 0.5. It means that in this case the randomness is also reducing the
total travel times by avoiding the congested links of the network.

In general, the efficiency is positively correlated with the probability of making a right
decision which is expected to increase by reducing the travel uncertainties. This relation

should be exhibited by reasonable measures of the two quantities (efficiency and uncertainty),
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see Fig. [0l As the figure shows, there is however a region where both the efficiency and
entropy production decrease with increasing «. For A = 0, this happens when randomness
in the movements reduces the relative entropy ASpp. For A = 0.5, this region shrinks to
a smaller interval, that is from the maximum of efficiency to the minimum of ASpp. In
other words, a negative correlation between the efficiency and entropy production is better
displayed in the more realistic case when the shortest paths are chosen according to the

available travel information.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, numerical simulations of the movement process shows that in general in-
teractions (g, \) increase the travel time, reduce the efficiency, and increase the entropy
production. A bit of information sharing by exploiting the travel times from the previous
days, could reduce the deviation of the actual travel times from the expected ones, so in-
creasing the process predictability. Moreover, some level of randomness in the movements is
beneficial for the efficiency (or inverse of the travel time) of selfish drivers in the congested
phase. We also observe a qualitative change in behaviour of the entropy production ASop
with the randomness parameter « as the parameter g increases. In fact, for sufficiently large
g, one can reduce the uncertainty in the destination time intervals by introducing random-
ness in the movements. In other words, the response of ASpp to the randomness « can be

used to discriminate the low- and high-congestion phases of the flows in the system.

It would be interesting to see how much these findings are sensitive to details of the
movements and definition of the efficiency, predictability, and the entropy production of the
process. In this paper, we considered selfish drivers which follow the shortest-time paths
and studied small deviations from this routing strategy. Instead, one could start with a
large number of interacting random walkers in a random movement process, to investigate

the role of an appropriately defined measure of entropy production in the process.

15



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was performed using the ALICE compute resources provided by Leiden Uni-

versity.

[1] T. Cresswell, On the move: Mobility in the modern western world (Taylor & Francis, 2006).

[2] E. G. Ravenstein, Journal of the statistical society of London 48, 167 (1885).

[3] S. A. Stouffer, American sociological review 5, 845 (1940).

[4] G. K. Zipf, American sociological review 11, 677 (1946).

[5] J. S. Adams, Urban Geography 22, 530 (2001).

[6] https://arxiv.org/.

[7] H. Barbosa, M. Barthelemy, G. Ghoshal, C. R. James, M. Lenormand, T. Louail, R. Menezes,
J. J. Ramasco, F. Simini, and M. Tomasini, Physics Reports 734, 1 (2018).

[8] M. C. Gonzalez, C. A. Hidalgo, and A.-L. Barabasi, Nature 453, 779 (2008).

[9] C. Song, T. Koren, P. Wang, and A.-L. Barabési, Nature physics 6, 818 (2010).

[10] C. Song, Z. Qu, N. Blumm, and A.-L. Barabdsi, Science 327, 1018 (2010).

[11] R. Li, L. Dong, J. Zhang, X. Wang, W.-X. Wang, Z. Di, and H. E. Stanley, Nature commu-
nications 8, 1 (2017).

[12] L. Alessandretti, U. Aslak, and S. Lehmann, Nature 587, 402 (2020).

[13] Wikipedia contributors, “Modal share — Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia,”
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php7title=Modal_share&oldid=1011200149 (2021),
[Online; accessed 10-March-2021].

[14] D. Schrank, B. Eisele, and T. Lomax, “2019 wurban mobility report,”
https://mobility.tamu.edu/umr/report/ (2019).

[15] B. Pishue, “2020 global traffic scorecard,” https://inrix.com/scorecard.

[16] “Transport statistics great britain 2019,”.

[17] European Environment Agency (EEA), EEA Report, No 09/2020 (2020) p. 162.

[18] A. Horni, K. Nagel, and K. W. Axhausen, The multi-agent transport simulation MATSim
(Ubiquity Press, 2016).

[19] R. Kitamura, C. Chen, R. M. Pendyala, and R. Narayanan, Transportation 27, 25 (2000).

16


https://arxiv.org/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2909-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Modal_share&oldid=1011200149
https://mobility.tamu.edu/umr/report/
https://inrix.com/scorecard
https://www.eea.europa.eu//publications/air-quality-in-europe-2020-report

[20] J. Macfarlane, IEEE Spectrum 56, 22 (2019).

[21] I. Biazzo and A. Ramezanpour, Scientific reports 10, 1 (2020).

[22] B. Li, D. Saad, and A. Y. Lokhov, Phys. Rev. Research 2, 032059 (2020).

[23] X.Y. Yan, C. Zhao, Y. Fan, Z. Di, and W. X. Wang, Journal of The Royal Society Interface
11 (2014).

[24] U. S. B. of Public Roads, Traffic assignment manual for application with a large, high speed
computer, Vol. 2 (US Department of Commerce, Bureau of Public Roads, Office of Planning,
Urban ..., 1964).

[25] D. Branston, Transportation research 10, 223 (1976).

[26] L. F. Huntsinger and N. M. Rouphail, Transportation research record 2255, 117 (2011).

[27] M. J. Salganik, P. S. Dodds, and D. J. Watts, Science 311, 854 (2006).

[28] R. Gallotti, A. Bazzani, M. Degli Esposti, and S. Rambaldi, Journal of Statistical Mechanics:
Theory and Experiment 2013, P10022 (2013).

[29] X. Lu, E. Wetter, N. Bharti, A. J. Tatem, and L. Bengtsson, Scientific reports 3, 1 (2013).

[30] H. Wang, S. Zeng, Y. Li, and D. Jin, IEEE Transactions on Mobile Computing (2020).

[31] R.M. Fano, The transmission of information (Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Research
Laboratory of Electronics ..., 1949).

[32] N. Navet and S.-H. Chen, in Natural Computing in Computational Finance (Springer, 2008)
pp. 197-210.

[33] I. Biazzo, B. Monechi, and V. Loreto, Royal Society open science 6, 190979 (2019).

[34] L. M. Bettencourt, Science 340, 1438 (2013).

17


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.032059

	Entropy production of selfish drivers: Implications for efficiency and predictability of movements in a city
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Models and Settings
	A The movement process

	III Results and Discussion
	A Predictability
	B Efficiency and entropy production

	IV Conclusion
	 Acknowledgments
	 References


