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The complexity of navigation in large cities increases with the expansion of urban areas, which
creates challenging transportation problems. Researchers have conducted many theoretical studies
on urban navigation, but large-scale analyses based on actual mobility data are rare. Here, using
225 million subway trips from three major cities in China, we quantify navigation difficulty from
an information perspective, which reveals that 1) people conserve a small number of repeatedly
used routes and tend to prefer the simplest path, and 2) the navigation information in the real
travel network (the local network) is much smaller than the theoretical value (the global network).
By modelling routing behaviours in the growing networks, we show that while the global network
becomes difficult to navigate, local navigability can still be improved. Moreover, there is a surpris-
ingly universal linear relationship between the local and global navigation information, which allows
the two metrics to predict each other. Our findings demonstrate how large-scale observations can
quantify real-world navigation behaviours and could help evaluate transportation planning.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the expansion of transportation networks [1], the
efficiency and navigability of cities have gained increas-
ing concern [2–5]. In particular, the rapidly increas-
ing number of edges (routes) in transportation networks
has increased the complexity of navigation while mak-
ing it easier for people to move around the city [6, 7].
However, interestingly, people are not “lost” in complex
transportation networks, which makes us wonder how in-
dividuals navigate during network evolution. The ex-
ploration of this question has important implications for
understanding the correlation between the navigability of
transportation networks and people’s travel behaviour.

Quantifying the routing cost in networks has offered
novel insights into the navigation problems of transporta-
tion networks [8–11], brain networks [12–14], social net-
works [15], wireless networks [16], and many other dis-
ciplines [17–20]. Among these studies, the information
approach proposed by Rosvall et al. [9, 10] is an impor-
tant starting point. By modelling navigation in the road
network as a signal transmission process, Rosvall et al.
developed a “search information” metric to quantify nav-
igation difficulty [9, 10]. The search information can be
easily understood as the number of yes or no questions
that a traveller has to answer when locating a route from
the bird’s-eye view of the map. However, previous studies
usually assumed that travellers had global information of
transportation networks [8–11, 17], ignoring the critical
fact that travellers were restricted by the local informa-
tion of the networks in the real world [21–26]. Thus,
despite the abundant theoretical and simulation-based
studies on global navigability and their implications in
urban planning and network routing [3, 10, 27, 28], large-
scale analyses of navigation from travellers’ local searches
were rare.
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Here, using 225 million subway ridership records from
Beijing, Shanghai and Shenzhen (three large cities in
China), we estimate the network route for each origin-
destination (OD) record (Fig. 1) and infer a sub-network
to represent the routing information accessed by trav-
ellers. By mapping the subway network into an informa-
tion network, we calculate the search information (the
measure of navigability) along the path in the informa-
tion network that is transformed from the sub-network
during the local search (Figs. 2e, f) or from the whole
network during the global search (Figs. 2c, d). Accord-
ing to ref. [9], the log2 k bit is the minimal information
necessary to locate the next move from k options, where
k corresponds to the node degree in the information net-
work [Fig. 2d, at each node except the origin node of the
path, the incoming path is excluded from the k options,
resulting in an information value of log2(k−1) bits]. No-
tably, the degree k of the same node may be smaller in
the sub-network than in the global network, indicating
that navigation with local search can be easier than with
global search (Fig. 2).

We observe that most people only have a small num-
ber of route choices during a trip (Fig. 1e), which implies
that people use a small sub-network when planning their
routes. This directly results in lower local search costs
than global search costs. Moreover, although both deci-
sion costs grow with the number of transfers in a trip,
we find that the difficulty for people to find their way
with local search does not keep increasing rapidly. Ap-
plying a simple route choice model to the historical sub-
way networks of the three cities, we further investigate
the impact of network growth on the decision informa-
tion. As the network grows, we find that most trips’ local
search information values remain unchanged or even de-
cline while the global search information values increase.
These differences suggest that the local navigability of a
network can be improved, even if the global navigabil-
ity is reduced during network growth. Moreover, we find
a universal 3/4 linear relationship between local search
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FIG. 1. Route matching based on smart card records of subway systems. (a) Paths from stations i to j. Three candidate paths
are drawn in solid colours. (b) Route matching by the nearest travel time. Each record is matched to the path closest to it in
terms of the time distance. (c) Correlation between the estimated flow and the official released flow on 16 lines in the Beijing
subway. Each point represents a subway line. The flow is normalized by the summation value and indicates proportions in
the plot. (d) The estimated flow map of the Beijing subway network. (e) The number of routes followed by travellers between
stations in the three studied cities. The distributions are displayed in a histogram (grey) and a cumulative distribution (black),
respectively. The dashed lines mark the number of routes followed by travellers between 90%/95%/99% of the station pairs.

information and global search information, reflecting the
hidden correlation between these two metrics in the com-
plex network. The local navigability revealed in this work
complements the existing urban navigability studies and
may help evaluate transportation planning and under-
stand navigation in cities [29–31].

II. RESULTS

A. The conserved number of routes

We estimate travellers’ actual routes using the smart
card data of the studied cities. First, for a given sta-
tion pair, the top 10% and the bottom 10% records are
trimmed according to the travel time distribution to ex-
clude the abnormal data. Then, those paths whose tem-
poral distances lie within the trimmed records are the
candidate paths to be matched. Finally, we match each
record to the path with the closest time distance (Figs.
1a, b). To verify the matching results, we aggregate
the flows by subway lines and calculate the correlation
between the matched results and the official published

number during the same period in Beijing [32]. The high
goodness of fit (R2 ≈ 0.98) indicates the effectiveness of
our matching method (Fig. 1c).

By grouping the taken routes according to station
pairs, we obtain the number of routes between stations.
Despite the large number of possible routes between a
station pair, we find that most people only use a small
part of them (Fig. 1e). For example, in 95% of the sta-
tion pairs, people take no more than 9 routes in Beijing
and 14 routes in Shanghai. People’s limited number of
route choices has also been confirmed in other traveller
groups [33, 34].

Given the limited number of routes for a destination,
the travel flow is not randomly allocated. We find that
more than 90% of people follow the simplest route to
travel in the network (Fig. S1), i.e., the route with the
fewest transfers [35]. As more transfers usually mean
higher time costs due to walking and waiting for the next
transfer [36], the simplest route can minimise transfer
costs and tends to dominate people’s choice.
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FIG. 2. Search information. (a) A simplified schematic of the subway network. (b) The corresponding information network of
panel (a). Nodes represent subway lines (A-F), and edges represent transfer stations (1-9). (c) Route p(i, s; j, t) (highlighted
in yellow) from station i on line s to station j on line t. (d) Global search in the information network where a subway line
is connected to other k lines. One needs to answer log2 k yes or no questions to locate the next line or log2(k − 1) excluding
the line that it has come from. (e) Local search. We delimit the sub-network for local search by the stations and lines within
P (i, j). Subway lines without consideration are in faded colours. (f) The information network in solid colours is mapped from
the sub-network in panel (e). In the local search, the information needed to locate p(i, s; j, t) is calculated based on the degree
of nodes in the extracted information network. In contrast with the approximately 3.6 (log2 12) yes or no questions based on
global search in panel (d), travellers only need to make one decision in the local search (log2 2), i.e., to decide traveling through
the lines of dark blue or light blue.

B. Information measures

The conserved number of route choices observed in our
data implies that people’s actual travel occurs within
a limited, localized network. Inspired by this, we pro-
pose a sub-network to represent the routing information
accessed by travellers for the trip between a given sta-
tion pair ij. The sub-network is constructed from all the
matched paths (including stations and lines) between the
OD stations (Fig. 2e). Note that we use the term “route”
to denote people’s route choices and the term “path” to
denote the segments on the networks (the two terms are
interchangeable).

First, we measure the navigation complexity in the in-
formation network via the information bits. Recall that
a matched path p(i, s; j, t) from i on line s to j on line
t can be mapped to the information network (Fig. 2f),
where each node represents a subway line, and each edge
represents the transfer station of the connected lines. Ac-
cording to ref. [11], the total amount of information S
needed to locate p(i, s; j, t) in the information network is

S(p(i, s; j, t)) = log2 ks +
∑

n∈p(i,s;j,t)

log2(kn − 1), (1)

where ks is the degree of node s. kn is the degree of node
n on path p(i, s; j, t) (except s and t), and one has to
locate the next move from the kn − 1 options. S mea-
sures the difficulty of locating a particular path, and a

lower S means that the network has better navigability
between the station pair. Note that when there are mul-
tiple matched paths between i and j, we calculate the
station-level local search information (LSI) by perform-
ing the flow-weighted average on all the matched paths
P (i, j) = {p(i, s; j, t)} connecting i and j (see Materials
and Methods). The value of LSI indicates how difficult
it is for travellers to find their way from i to j based on
local search.

Unlike the definition of local search, global search infor-
mation (GSI) defines the information required to find the
simplest path in the global information network [9, 11],
i.e., the path with the fewest nodes from s to t. There
may be multiple simplest paths between the stations; for
simplicity, we use the fastest simplest path to define the
station-level GSI according to ref. [11]. The calculation
formula for the GSI is the same as equation (1), but the
node degrees ks and kn are calculated in the information
network transformed from the whole network.

Figure 3a shows that the local search information val-
ues of most station pairs (> 70%) are smaller than the
theoretical global values. In the Beijing subway, the mean
value of LSI and the mean value of GSI are approxi-
mately 1.6 bits and 4.0 bits, respectively, which indicates
that travellers’ decision cost with local search is much
smaller than that with global search. Similar results can
also be found in Shanghai and Shenzhen (Fig. S2). The
main reason for this is that the node degrees of the sub-
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FIG. 3. Search information in the subway networks. (a) The station-level LSI and GSI. In the left panel, each dot represents
a station pair, and 〈·〉 denotes the average over all station/line pairs. In the right panel, the bars show the proportions of
station pairs with GSI>LSI, GSI=LSI, and GSI<LSI in the three cities. (b) The relationship between the average station-level
search information and the number of transfers. (c) The line-level LSI and GSI. Both the results in Beijing (dots) and the other
cities (bars) show that most line pairs have GSI>LSI. (d) The relationship between the average line-level search information
and the number of transfers. The bars in panels (b, d) denote the 95% confidence intervals. (e) An example of a station pair
(Huilongguan - Shilipu) whose GSI>LSI. For the global search, the number of transfers C and travel time T are calculated
based on the simplest path (blue) in the whole network. For local search, the sub-network is constructed by the 3 matched
paths. The number of transfers C and travel time T is the flow-weighted average of transfers between these matched paths.
(f) An example of a station pair (Zhongguancun - Laiguangying) whose GSI<LSI. Between this station pair, people choose the
paths with more transfers (right) instead of the simplest path (left), making the LSI exceed the GSI.

way lines in the sub-networks are smaller than those in
the whole network. For example, from Huilongguan to
Shilipu in Fig. 3e, the lines have fewer connections in
the sub-network, and hence, have smaller degrees in the
information network. When people select the next line
to transfer, they spend fewer decision costs on the fewer
line options.

Although the GSI is greater than the LSI between most
stations, we find that a small number of station pairs in
the three cities have LSI equal to GSI (Fig. 3a). Most
of these station pairs are located on the same subway
lines without any transfers, and hence the decision costs
in local and global navigation are both 0. In addition,

only approximately 1% of the station pairs in each city
have GSI=LSI> 0. Between these stations, each path
in the sub-network happens to require the same amount
of information as the simplest path in the global net-
work. After averaging over all the actual paths in the
sub-network, the station-level LSI is equal to the GSI.

A counter-intuitive finding is that there are still 5.6%
(13%) station pairs with LSI > GSI in the Beijing (Shen-
zhen) subway (Figs. 3a, S2). Figure 3f shows a typical
example. From Zhongguancun to Laiguangying, most
people choose the paths with 4 transfers rather than the
simplest path with 1 transfer in the whole network. Since
the search information is accumulated at each transfer
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FIG. 4. Line-level search information. (a) The development of mean LSI and mean GSI. (b) Decomposing line-level GSI into
three categories. Each bin represents the number of line pairs in the subway network of the year. The colours distinguish the
line pairs whose GSI values increase (red), decrease (blue) or remain unchanged (pale) due to the network changes in that year.
(c) Similar to panel (b), the LSI is decomposed into three categories. (d) The network changes in the Beijing subway from 2012
to 2013. The newly opened segments/lines are highlighted in yellow. (e, f) The impact of the network changes (d) on global
navigability (e) and local navigability (f). The inter-line trips are drawn in the arcs that point from the start lines to the end
lines. The colours indicate the differences in search information between 2012 and 2013. The extension of Line 10 connecting
the Yizhuang Line makes navigation from the Yizhuang Line to other northern lines, such as Line 15 and Line 8, much easier
(f), while it increases the difficulty of global navigation for most trips (e).

along the path, the increased number of transfers makes
the LSI more likely to exceed the GSI. To understand
people’s choices of these complex paths, we investigate
the travel time T , which is a key factor influencing the
route choices apart from the number of transfers. The re-
sult shows that the actual paths (with more transfers) are
much shorter in terms of travel time T than the simplest
path (Fig. S4). This behaviour can also be interpreted as
people trading higher navigation complexity for shorter
times.

We further investigate the relationship between the
number of transfers and navigation complexity. Figure
3b demonstrates that both LSI and GSI grow with the
number of transfers, but the LSI grows considerably more
slowly, and after the number of transfers reaches 4, the
LSI stops increasing. The gradually flattening LSI is as-
sumed to be correlated with the structure of the sub-
networks. To verify this, we calculate the number of
connections (node) Ku in the sub-network and find that
Ku also tends to stabilise after the number of transfers
exceeds 4 (Fig. S5). The small number of Ku is also

relevant to our finding in Fig. 1e that people have a very
limited choice of routes, since it is these limited routes
that the sub-network is composed of.

In addition to the complexity of navigation between
stations, another important dimension is the complexity
of navigation between lines because in subway travel, the
most important decision is how to best reach the desti-
nation through the choice of lines (rather than stations).
Therefore, we average the amount of information on all
the route choices that start on line s and end on line t to
obtain the line-level search information Sl between the
line pair s to t (see Materials and Methods). In Figs.
3c and S6, we again observe that more than 85% of the
line pairs have a lower LSI than the GSI. The growth
rate of the LSI is still much slower, and especially when
the inter-line trips require more than 4 transfers, the LSI
changes little (Fig. 3d). The similar results between
the station-level and line-level search information suggest
that the small decision costs and the slow growth with
the number of transfers are universal across navigation
dimensions in local navigability.
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FIG. 5. The relationship between line-level LSI and GSI. (a) The development of maximum LSI and maximum GSI for locating
the fastest simplest paths with C = 2 connections. (b) Maximum LSI versus maximum GSI. Each point represents the search
information value of a year in panel (a). The maximum LSI is strongly correlated with the maximum GSI, and the slopes of
the fitting lines for the three cities are approximately 0.73 (≈ 3/4).

C. Evolution of navigation complexity

Subway systems in China have changed dramatically
over the past two decades, giving us the opportunity
to investigate the impact of network growth on navi-
gation. To better understand the navigation complex-
ity in historical networks without real-world trip data,
we model people’s navigation behaviours using a simple
route choice model [37]. The model translates people’s
route choice behaviour in two key steps: 1) generating
a choice set, including the alternative paths that people
consider for a trip and 2) making the route decision on
the choice set. In the first step, we assume that people’s
routing information comes from the choice set of m al-
ternative paths generated by the repeated shortest path
algorithm [38]. In the second step, we further assume
the fastest simplest path (among the m paths) can rep-
resent the final route choice and use this simplest path
to measure the local navigability.

Using the subway network data of Beijing, Shanghai
and Shenzhen from 2000 to 2020, we apply the naviga-
tion model in each city. Specifying the size of m in the
model is challenging for route choice modelling in the
field of transportation, and it is usually based on labora-
tory settings due to the lack of empirical support [37, 39].
Here, based on our empirical findings (Fig. 1e), we use
m = 9 routes in Beijing, m = 14 routes in Shanghai, and
m = 6 routes in Shenzhen to characterise the choice sets.

Figure 4a shows that both local and global search in-
formation values increase over time as the network grows
larger, but the growth rate of LSI is substantially lower
than that of GSI. To obtain a closer look at the changes,
we classify the trips into three groups based on the
changes in value from the search information. The re-
sults show that for global search, the search information
of the vast majority of trips is increasing (Fig. 4b). In
Beijing, for example, more than 70% of the inter-line
trips have increased GSI. However, for local search, we
observe that most trips are not affected or are even eas-
ier to navigate during network growth (Fig. 4c). Espe-
cially since 2017, more than half of the inter-line trips

have unchanged or reduced LSI each year in Beijing and
Shanghai, which reflects a great improvement in the lo-
cal navigability. When looking at the specific trips (Figs.
4d-f), we also find that adding subway lines can facilitate
local navigation, even if the difficulty of global navigation
increases.

Figure 4 focuses on the average value of the search
information, while the maximum value of the search in-
formation is also essential for a transportation network,
since the maximum value determines the navigation ob-
stacle. Similar to Fig. 4a, figure 5a shows that the
maximum values of LSI and GSI increase as the network
grows. In particular, the 8-bit upper limit of the GSI pre-
viously found in New York City [11] can also be verified
in Shanghai: The maximum GSI of the Shanghai subway
network is considerably close to 8 bits, and the growth
tends to flatten (Fig. 5a). In addition to these specific
values, we find a universal linear relationship with a slope
of 3/4 between these two metrics despite the apparent
complexity of network dynamics (Fig. 5b). This finding
expresses a very tight quantitative constraint on naviga-
tion behaviours and allows the local search information
to be predicted by global search information. Given the
8-bit upper limit of the GSI and the 3/4 relationship, we
estimate that the upper limit of the local search is ap-
proximately 6 bits, which is verified in the three cities
(Fig. 5a).

The 6-bit local search information can be linked to
the number of connections in the network. According to
ref.[11], the approximate relationship between search in-
formation Sl and the number of connections Ku of the
network is Sl = log2 Ku when considering paths with
C = 2 connections (note that this equation is derived
assuming that the subway network is close to a regular
lattice, see [11] for details). We also observe similar re-
lationships between Sl(s, t|C = 2) and the number of
connections in the dynamic networks of the three cities
(Fig. 6b). Therefore, the 6-bit limit implies that people
are disturbed by 64 (26) connections in the sub-network
during the search of the most complex trips.



7

10  2 15 1

1

4
13

2

10

8

9 8S

5 14E

15

7

6

7 13

13 10 2 9 4 8 5 14E 8S

  6

(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. Line-level search information and the number of network connections. (a) Beijing subway network. Beijing subway
lines have a grid-like structure (left), and the information network is similar to the bipartite map (right). As loop lines (Lines
2/10/13) act both as horizontal and vertical lines, we express them as two points (solid and dashed) with the same colour in the
information network. (b) Considering a path with 2 connections, the average amount of line-level search information needed to
locate the simplest path is close to Sl = log2 Ku, where Ku is the number of edges in the information network or the number
of connections in the subway network [11].

III. DISCUSSION

In this work, we characterise travellers’ route choices
from large-scale datasets and find that 1) travellers’ deci-
sion cost for wayfinding with local search is much smaller
than that with the theoretical global search; 2) as the
number of transfers or travel time increases, the decision
cost for local search does not continue to grow as rapidly
as global search (Fig. S7). The limited cognition of hu-
mans determines that the amount of information they
process for navigation does not always increase rapidly
as the complexity of the routes increases [11, 40, 41].

In analysing the effect of network growth on decision
information, we use a simple route choice model with a
key parameter m, which represents the amount of candi-
date paths for a trip. To validate the robustness of the
results, we conduct tests on different values of m. Al-
though a larger m indicates a larger sub-network, we find
that the local search information values all have similar
flattening trends (Figs. S9, S10).

From a practical point of view, the local navigability
defined in this work is helpful to evaluate transporta-
tion planning. We observe that these difficult-to-navigate
trips are usually between subway lines on the opposite
corner of the city (Fig. S11), where there is a lack of di-
rect connection. However, the OD pairs with the largest
difference between LSI and GSI are also related to the
suburban lines, but they are usually on the same side of
the city (Fig. S12), which may be attributed to the loop

subway line that connects them. The differences between
LSI and GSI reflect that adding loops or direct lines may
be an effective way to reduce the local navigation diffi-
culty between suburbs far less than the theoretical global
navigation.

Our work has implications for understanding human
navigation in cities through large-scale datasets [42, 43].
With the help of big data, quantifying real-world navi-
gation behaviours may shed light on research in spatial
cognition and psychology [44–46], which is more based on
experimental data from volunteer participants [47–49].
Our understanding of navigation complexity is still lim-
ited; especially due to the limitations of the data, we only
study the subway network, which is a relatively simple
public transportation network. Further research on mul-
timodal networks (e.g., subways, buses and other modes
of transportation) and spatial cognition mechanisms will
provide a deeper understanding of urban navigation [29–
31].

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Data

The 225 million smart card records include 10.8 mil-
lion users of the Beijing subway in May 2019, 10.3 million
users of the Shanghai subway in April 2015, and 2.7 mil-
lion in the Shenzhen subway in October 2017 (Table S1).
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Each record consists of a card identification, timestamps
of the enter and exit, and names of the enter and exit sta-
tions and lines. Considering that congestion during rush
hours may bias the estimation of entry and exit times,
we filter out the peak hour records (from 7 am to 9 am
and from 5 pm to 7 pm).

The subway network data includes 15 snapshots of the
Beijing subway from 2003 to 2020, 18 snapshots of Shang-
hai from 2000 to 2020, and 8 snapshots of Shenzhen from
2004 to 2020 (Tables S2-4). We obtain the stations and
lines from the official online subway maps. The coordi-
nates of the stations and the travel time between stations
are collected from Baidu Maps.

Subway network

In the subway network, nodes represent stations, and
edges represent subway lines connecting the two consec-
utive stations. We set the in-vehicle time between a con-
nected station pair as the temporal attribute of the edge
and further assume that the travel time between the same
adjacent stations between 2000 and 2020 is equal to the
value in 2020 (not considering the effect of train speed
increases).

Travel time estimation

To estimate the temporal distance of a specific path
pij from stations i to j, we decompose the travel time
into three parts: the in-vehicle time, transfer delay, and
access/egress delay. We estimate each time separately:
the in-vehicle time T veh

pij
is obtained by the sum of the in-

vehicle times on each edge; the transfer delay is assumed
to be the product of the number of transfers Cpij

and the
average transfer delay Ttrans, and the access/egress delay
is assumed to be a constant value Tconst. By summing
up the times, the temporal distance of pij is

T est
pij

= T veh
pij

+ Cpij × Ttrans + Tconst, (2)

where T veh
pij

and Cpij can be obtained from the subway
network data. Although we assume that the average
transfer delay Ttrans and the access/egress delay Tconst

are constant at all stations, they are still difficult to ob-
serve. To solve this issue, we need to find some trips
to be able to know their T est

pij
s and estimate Ttrans and

Tconst as two regression coefficients. To do so, we assume
that the trip with the least number of transfers among
the k shortest paths is the most time-efficient trip, which
is the shortest (arrival time - departure time) that can
be derived from the data. This trip is also known as the
Pareto-optimal trip [50]. Here, we use k = 3 and we also

test on different ks (Fig. S13). T est
pij

can then be esti-
mated by the mean travel time of the time-efficient trips.
We then conduct the regression on the inputs of all sta-
tion pairs to estimate the coefficients Ttrans and Tconst

based on equation (2).
Search information

We measure the difficulty of navigating a subway net-
work based on search information [9] and quantify the
navigation complexity at the station level and line level
by aggregating the information needed to follow a path.

Station-level search information

The station-level search information is measured by
averaging over all route choices P (i, j) = {p(i, s; j, t)}
from stations i to j. Since locating each path p(i, s; j, t)
in P (i, j) may require different amounts of information,
we adopt a flow-weighted method for the aggregation

Ss(i, j) =

∑
P (i,j) S(p(i, s; j, t)) · w(p(i, s; j, t))∑

P (i,j) w(p(i, s; j, t))
. (3)

For a given station pair i to j, LSI is calculated based
on all the matched paths, and w(p(i, s; j, t)) is the weight
value defined by the normalised flow on p(i, s; j, t). For
the GSI, the fastest simplest path is assumed to be the
route choice between i and j according to ref. [11], and
hence, only the single path is in P (i, j), which simplifies
equation (3) to Ss(i, j) = S(p(i, s; j, t)).

Line-level search information

Similarly, we summarise the line-level search informa-
tion by averaging over all route choices from line s to line
t

Sl(s, t) =

∑
{P (i,j)} S(p(i, s; j, t)) · w(p(i, s; j, t))∑

{P (i,j)} w(p(i, s; j, t))
. (4)

For the LSI, {P (i, j)} contains all the matched paths
whose origin station i starts at line s and destination
station j ends at line t. For the GSI, {P (i, j)} contains
all the fastest simplest paths between these stations.

DATA AND CODE AVAILABILITY

The data and code used for route matching
and search information calculation are available at
https://github.com/Jzjsnow/navi-complexity.
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G. Rindsfüser, and T. Haupt, Observing the rhythms of
daily life: A six-week travel diary, Transportation 29, 95
(2002).

[24] T. Gärling and K. W. Axhausen, Introduction: Habitual
travel choice, Transportation 30, 1 (2003).

[25] Y. Boumenir, F. Georges, G. Rebillard, J. Valentin, and
B. Dresp-Langley, Wayfinding through an unfamiliar en-
vironment, Perceptual and Motor Skills 111, 829 (2010).

[26] M. Akbarzadeh and E. Estrada, Communicability geom-
etry captures traffic flows in cities, Nature Human Be-
haviour 2, 645 (2018).

[27] G. Laporte, J. A. Mesa, and F. A. Ortega, Optimization
methods for the planning of rapid transit systems, Euro-
pean Journal of Operational Research 122, 1 (2000).

[28] K.-K. Kleineberg and D. Helbing, Collective navigation
of complex networks: Participatory greedy routing, Sci-
entific Reports 7, 2897 (2017).

[29] R. McKinlay, Technology: Use or lose our navigation
skills, Nature 531, 573 (2016).

[30] C. Bongiorno, Y. Zhou, M. Kryven, D. Theurel, A. Rizzo,
P. Santi, J. Tenenbaum, and C. Ratti, Vector-based
pedestrian navigation in cities, Nature Computational
Science 1, 678 (2021).

[31] L. Alessandretti, A new computational model for human
navigation, Nature Computational Science 1, 642 (2021).

[32] Beijing Subway, Daily ridership of Beijing sub-
way, https://www.bjsubway.com/support/cxyd/klxx/

index.html (2016), accessed: 14 September 2021.
[33] P. H. Bovy and E. Stern, Route Choice: Wayfinding in

Transport Nnetworks, Vol. 9 (Springer Science & Business
Media, 2012).

[34] A. Lima, R. Stanojevic, D. Papagiannaki, P. Rodriguez,
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