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Urban spatial interactions are a complex aggregation of routine visits and random explorations
by individuals. The inherent uncertainty of these random visitations poses significant challenges to
understanding urban structures and socioeconomic developments. To capture the core dynamics of
urban interaction networks, we analyze the percolation structure of the k-most frequented destina-
tions of intracity place-to-place flows from mobile phone data of eight major U.S. cities at a Census
Block Group (CBG) level. Our study reveals a consistent percolation transition at k∗ = 130, a
critical threshold for the number of frequently visited destinations necessary to maintain a cohe-
sive urban network. This percolation threshold proves remarkably consistent across diverse urban
configurations, sizes, and geographical settings over a 48-month study period, and can largely be
interpreted as the joint effect of the emergence of hubness and the level of mixing of residents. Fur-
thermore, we examine the socioeconomic profiles of residents from different origin areas categorized
by the fulfillment level of k∗ = 130 principal destinations, revealing a pronounced distinction in
the origins’ socioeconomic advantages. These insights offer a nuanced understanding of how urban
spaces are interconnected and the determinants of travel behavior. Our findings contribute to a
deeper comprehension of the structural dynamics that govern urban spatial interactions.

Intracity spatial interactions illustrate the intercon-
nectedness of small urban areas, creating a dynamic net-
work driven by human movement across various func-
tional zones [1–3]. The complexity of this network stems
from its diverse connections, each marked by different
travel frequencies between points [4, 5]. Unlike tradi-
tional weighted networks, which often display consistent
patterns, this spatial interaction network encompasses a
wide array of destinations and inherits diverse travel be-
haviors, including commuting, leisure, and transfer trav-
els [6–8]. To fully understand this network, it is crucial
to focus on the irregular and unstable interactions, which
traditional models often overlook [9, 10], aspects that tra-
ditional models fail to represent adequately. Identifying
the network’s fundamental structure of stability, or ‘back-
bone’, is essential for a comprehensive analysis of urban
spatial dynamics and for understanding human mobility
patterns.

To effectively map the backbone that captures the core
dynamics of place-to-place interactions, including the nu-
anced activities of local residents, we employ the concept
of the percolation process from physics [10–12]. By con-
sidering the city as a complex network of location-based
interactions [13, 14], an intriguing pattern emerges: fo-
cusing solely on the most frequented destinations within
each area causes the once cohesive city-wide network to
fragment into smaller, isolated clusters. This fragmenta-
tion, similar to a percolation transition, marks a critical
point where the network shifts from being globally inter-
connected to predominantly disconnected [15, 16].

This observation leads us to a natural delineation of
the backbone for the intracity place-to-place interaction
network. From a global perspective, the essential require-
ment for this network is the maintenance of city-wide
connectedness [17]; a scenario where infrequent but cru-

cial destinations become inaccessible is untenable for the
network to function effectively as a backbone [10]. Lo-
cally, it is vital to include a predetermined number of
primary destinations for each site to accurately capture
and represent the stable, recurrent patterns of individual
visitations.

The network defined by the most frequently visited
destinations, situated at the threshold of connectivity
criticality, emerges as a robust framework for delineat-
ing the backbone of intracity place-to-place interactions.
This approach skillfully balances the dual goals of re-
flecting the pervasive mobility patterns within the city
and preserving the integral connectedness of its diverse
locales.

Empirically, we utilize monthly aggregated mobile
phone data from eight major U.S. cities spanning four
years to analyze this phenomenon [18]. Our findings
highlight a remarkable consistency in the percolation
transition points across different urban layouts and over
time. Further, an in-depth analysis of the subgraphs
formed at the threshold of the 130 most frequented desti-
nations reveals a consistent power-law degree distribution
across these cities.

Despite the importance of the most frequented des-
tinations network underscored by the criticality of con-
nectivity, a key question remains: to what extent or fre-
quency should a destination be included as an edge in the
network’s backbone? Our analysis shows that an area’s
most-frequent destinations significantly correlate with a
wide range of socioeconomic properties. This not only
highlights the practical relevance of our approach but also
enhances its explanatory power in understanding urban
mobility and planning. The selected frequented desti-
nations provide crucial insights into the socioeconomic
dynamics, emphasizing the significance of this focused
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analysis in urban studies.

RESULTS

A model to extract the urban mobility backbone
through percolation

To understand the backbone of urban movements,
it is essential to explore the reasons behind intracity
travel, which often includes routine habits such as com-
muting (exploitation) and spontaneous trips to less fre-
quented destinations for dining or entertainment (explo-
ration) [19–21]. To track these patterns, we use a matrix
W that represents a month’s worth of visits among Nc

defined small areas in a city, such as census tracts in the
US. Each element (i, j) in this matrix records the total
visits from area i to area j, capturing both regular and
occasional visits. Conceptually, W combines a stable in-
teraction matrix ⟨W ⟩ and a random exploration matrix
R, the latter containing independent random elements to
represent exploratory movements.

To isolate recurrent visitation patterns, we simplify W
by considering only the top k destinations from each area,
thus forming a reduced matrix ⟨W ⟩. This strategy as-
sumes that each location depends on k other locations
for daily needs like commuting, shopping, and leisure,
with k selected to ensure the city remains interconnected
without excessive overlap or redundancy.

We introduce a critical parameter k∗, the smallest
number of destinations needed to maintain city-wide con-
nectivity. This parameter helps identify a core network
with far fewer connections than the full matrix W , ef-
fectively representing regular movement patterns. Vi-
sualizations of the most-frequent-destination subnetwork
for cities like Los Angeles, New York City, Chicago, and
Dallas (Fig. 1 E-H) contrast with the complete visita-
tion network of these cities (Fig. 1 A-D), showcasing a
clear backbone connecting various subcenters rather than
a diffuse, heatmap-like spatial distribution. This differ-
ence validates the most-frequent-destination subnetwork
as a structural backbone of urban spatial interactions.

Further, we test whether this network of the top k
most visited destinations effectively captures the city’s
key spatial interactions, both structurally and socioeco-
nomically. By analyzing data from eight US cities over
four years, we find a consistently optimal number of des-
tinations, k∗, around 130 for each city. This network,
focusing on the top 130 destinations, provides the best
insight into the socioeconomic dynamics, reinforcing the
relevance and robustness of our methodological approach.

Consistency of connectivity level across cities and
over time

To ascertain the significance of focusing on major out-
flows in urban mobility, we analyze the critical connectiv-
ity defined as the minimum number of frequently visited
destinations in each area required to maintain network
connectedness, denoted as Gcity(t). Our findings indicate
that as the number of considered outflows increases, the
network’s reach expands, extending connectivity from ur-
ban cores to suburban areas. The critical threshold, k∗,
is identified at the point where even the least connected
Census Block Groups (CBGs) are integrated into the net-
work, ensuring city-wide connectivity. Fig. 1I illustrates
the consistency of the critical percolation transition point
k∗ across various cities, as identified by their statistical
distribution of k∗ over 48 months from 2018 to 2022.
Remarkably, k∗ consistently hovers around 130, a con-
stancy that holds true regardless of city size, urban lay-
out, or stage of development. This uniformity highlights
the global connectedness and local necessity for specific
visitation patterns, offering valuable insights into urban
structures as networks of small areas interconnected by
their 130 most frequent outflows.

Moreover, the criticality of connectivity at k∗ = 130
coincides with a significant transition in the level of vis-
itation correlations. Fig. 1J depicts the relationship be-
tween the average node-wise clustering coefficient (CC)
of the largest component of a city’s k-most-frequent-
destination subnetwork and the number of destinations k.
The clustering coefficient, defined as the number of trian-
gles in the network divided by the number of total triads,
initially decreases as k increases from zero to around 100,
indicating that more areas are included in the giant com-
ponent via a few critical links, without forming dense in-
teractions. However, as k approaches 130, the CC begins
to increase, suggesting that triangular links are added to
the destination sets, forming complex interactions char-
acteristic of a motif-driven structure. This shift indicates
that the interactions around the 130th destinations mark
a turning point from a predominantly hierarchical inter-
action network to a more complex, motif-driven struc-
ture, where each motif involves visitation among more
than two nodes, adding depth and stability to the net-
work.

The observed consistency in the critical number of fre-
quently visited destinations raises an interesting ques-
tion: What commonalities exist among these principal
destinations? Typically, the most frequented destina-
tions include key urban fixtures such as shopping centers,
grocery stores, and workplaces. These destinations are
likely reflective of the origins’ preferential choices, sug-
gesting that they are not only centers of daily necessity
but also pivotal to the overall urban connectivity.

When analyzing the structure of the subgraph G(k∗),
which represents the network at the critical threshold,
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FIG. 1: The universal structural conciseness of 130-most-frequent destination network. A-D are the original flow
pattern extracted from mobile phone data, while the backboned patterns shown in E-H are the spatial organization
of the most-frequent-destination network. I is the consistent critical percolation transition point across various U.S.

cities, as determined by the number of most frequented destinations required to maintain city-wide connectivity.
The data, collected over a 48-month period, demonstrates the remarkable stability of the k=130 threshold.J is the

clustering coefficient variations of Gk. K is the increase hubness index that grows from G∞ to Gk∗ .

it exhibits a more heavy-tailed distribution compared to
the original visitation network. This implies that while
principal destinations serve routine needs, they also ac-
commodate a diverse range of visitation patterns, high-
lighting the variety in urban mobility and the roles these
destinations play in daily urban life. Moreover, the pro-
portion of visits to these principal destinations provides
insights into their accessibility, making the frequency and
distribution of visits to these locations an indirect mea-
sure of urban accessibility.

In subsequent subsections, we delve deeper into assess-
ing the efficacy and characteristics of the critical net-
work G(k∗). This analysis will extend our understanding
of urban mobility by emphasizing the criticality of spe-
cific destinations in sustaining city-wide connectivity and
catering to the diverse needs of urban residents. Through
examining G(k∗), we aim to elucidate the qualitative
aspects of urban networks, focusing on the distribution

patterns of principal destinations and their implications
for accessibility within the urban fabric. This compre-
hensive examination helps in understanding how urban
structures facilitate or hinder daily activities and mobil-
ity.

Inflow degree distribution at criticality

The analysis of the urban connectivity framework re-
veals a distinct pattern: a geographical unit is deemed
an integral part of the urban fabric once its primary 130
destinations have been identified as significant urban el-
ements (as shown in Fig. 1E-H). Considering that the
connectivity threshold of 130 is substantially lower than
the total number of Census Block Groups (CBGs) present
in any urban area (∼ 1000), it implies that the most fre-
quented 130 locations predominantly encompass major
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urban hubs. We validate this observation by assessing
the hubness of nodes, specifically the “hubness” within
the network Gk in Fig. 1K, following the methodology
outlined in [22]. In this context, “top hubness” refers to
the mean hubness index of the top 10 nodes, which pos-
sess the highest hubness values within the network Gk.
As the network G∞ is refined towards the connectivity
threshold G130 by eliminating less frequent connections,
the top hubness for each city generally remains consis-
tent. However, there is a notable surge in top hubness
at the exact threshold of 130. This suggests that the
importance of certain locations is contingent upon their
inclusion among the most frequently visited destinations.

To further test this hypothesis, we investigated the in-
flow degree distribution within the connectivity frame-
works of various cities, as well as within networks at
different connectivity levels, specifically at k∗, 2k∗, and
k∗/2. Here, k∗ denotes the minimum number of destina-
tions needed to ensure that the city’s network, Gcity(t),
remains fully connected. The choice of these levels is
strategic, aiming to highlight the network’s behavior
around the critical threshold. Networks that include at
least k∗ most visited destinations may encompass addi-
tional, potentially more randomly chosen locations. This
inclusion could expand the network’s structure, poten-
tially deviating from a preferential attachment model and
consequently impacting the power law degree distribution
characteristic of these networks.

Fig. 2 illustrates the Complementary Cumulative Dis-
tribution Function (Pc) for inflow degree distributions,
comparing networks centered around the k∗, 2k∗, and
k∗/2 most visited destinations for each origin within eight
cities. In all cases, the inflow degree distributions adhere
to a power law across all variations of Gk∗

city(t), G
k∗/2
city (t),

and G2k∗
city(t). This uniformity underscores a consistent

pattern of preferential visits to critical locations. How-
ever, as we expand the network to include destinations
beyond the critical k∗, up to 2k∗, there’s a noticeable
increase in the proportion of nodes with lower inflow de-
grees, signaling a shift toward more distributed visitation
patterns across less frequently chosen destinations.

Therefore, the distinct emphasis on the most fre-
quented destinations diminishes as the network reaches
and surpasses the critical connectivity threshold, k∗.
This shift from a predominantly preferential selection
mechanism towards a more randomized visitation pat-
tern at and beyond k∗ signifies that the critical point
also marks a transition in urban mobility behaviors.

Socioeconomic composition of frequent destinations

The subnetwork identified at the percolation transition
point, while offering a condensed structural overview,
also raises questions about its functional capacity to elu-

FIG. 2: Inflow Degree Distribution at Critical
Connectivity Thresholds. This figure presents the
Complementary Cumulative Distribution Function
(CCDF) for the in-degree distributions within the
urban mobility network at three distinct levels of
connectivity: k* (the percolation threshold), 2k*

(double the threshold), and k*/2 (half the threshold).
The visualization highlights the transition in visitation
patterns from preferential to more distributed as the
network’s connectivity increases beyond the critical

threshold. The data underscores the nuanced dynamics
of urban mobility and the influence of the k∗ = 130
threshold on shaping visitation frequencies to key

destinations.

cidate levels of regional urbanization. The selection of
130 destinations, although extensive, aligns with the re-
ality that individuals engage in a diverse array of ac-
tivities beyond mere routine tasks like work and gro-
ceries. This includes essential services such as gas sta-
tions and mixed visitations that vary by residents’ prox-
imity to city centers. For example, residents in areas dis-
tant from city cores may need to travel further for work,
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thereby frequenting life-supplying points of interest near
their workplaces. Conversely, those residing near cen-
tral workplaces might frequent nearby locations for basic
needs, with additional exploratory visits largely driven
by leisure. This diversity in urban dynamics necessitates
an examination of whether the principal destination flows
within a small area account for a significant portion of to-
tal outflows and how these flows correlate with the area’s
broad socioeconomic characteristics.

To effectively quantify the impact of the 130 most fre-
quented destinations within local areas, we introduce the
Proportion of Principal Destinations (PPD) metric. This
metric measures the proportion of flows directed towards
the 130 most frequent destinations from each small area.
A high PPD suggests that outflow visitations are con-
centrated, indicating that residents’ daily needs are met
without requiring visits to many locations. Moreover, a
high PPD might also suggests a lower level of residential
diversity, as it indicates a more homogeneous pattern of
destination use within the area.

Fig. 3 shows the spatial distribution of PPD values in
New York MSAs. Notably, the lowest PPD values often
identify public facilities with little participation of resi-
dential activity such as transportation hubs including the
JFK Airport and major parks like Central Park and Van
Cortlandt Park. On the other hand, the indication of low
PPD values in residential areas are found in the areas
with poor security status such as Brownsville (with high
crime rates and gang presence) in Brooklyn and Mott
Haven in the Bronx (known as the a high-density and
mainly low-income neighborhood). Another representa-
tive area with a low PPD value is the Starrett City in the
southwest of Brooklyn known as the largest government-
subsidized residential complex in the United States. Its
residents live averaged below 50% of the poverty line.
With no obvious hubness in its geographical locations,
the low PPD areas mentioned above find the concerning
places of socioeconomic and security status from an ac-
cessibility prospective. Similar conclusions are found in
other cities (see SI).

The above indication of principal destination cover-
age on socioeconomic status can also be quantitatively
verified by a correlation analysis with a set of variables
collected from [23] and American Community Survey
(ACS) data [24]. Here we compare the population-
weighted correlation Generally we find the neighborhoods
with better socioeconomic status have more concentrated
travel patterns: Median Household Income correlates
with PPD by 0.25, and the Proportion of Population
Without Health Insurance is negatively correlated with
PPD by -0.16, which also suggests a potential exposure
risk of low-income families to access the medical estab-
lishments. This coincides with the regional cases dis-
cussed above that rich communities tend to have less
principal destinations to visit to accommodate their daily
needs. On the other hand, education level is another

FIG. 3: Spatial Distribution of the Proportion of
Principal Destinations (PPD) in New York
Metropolitan Area. This map delineates the

geographical variation of PPD values, which represent
the share of mobility flows directed towards the top 130
most frequented destinations within each Census Block
Group (CBG). The visualization reveals a stark contrast

between areas with high PPD values, indicating
concentrated mobility patterns and better accessibility,

and areas with low PPD values, which may suggest
challenges in accessibility and socioeconomic disparities.

principal factor that explains PPD: Highschool Gradua-
tion Rates (-0.13), College Enrollment Rate (-0.13) are
both negatively correlated with PPD, while Population
with a Master’s Degree’s correlation with PPD is 0.20.
This shows that an educated populations over college
tend to have a wider range of destination, while among
the highschool graduates, those with higher education
level tend to be more occupied with their professions so
that to visit only fewer places. The PPD’s correlation
with residential percentage is only -0.06.

We further use the socioeconomic association of the
PPD to validate the significance of percolation transition
point by extending the regression of the PPD of differ-
ent numbers of principal destinations from 130 to oth-
ers. In Fig. 4, we trace the p-value of the regressions of
PPD from different numbers of principal destinations as
an indicator of the significance of the connectivity level’s
transition point. Most of the socioeconomic factors shows
a pronounced shift in significance around these connec-
tivity transition points 130. Notably, factors like Me-
dian Household Income, Population With A Bachelor’s
Degree, and Building Density display heightened signifi-
cance as the number of frequent destinations approaches
the connectivity transition point, suggesting these factors
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FIG. 4: Correlation Analysis of Socioeconomic Factors
with the Proportion of Principal Destinations (PPD). B

illustrates the relationship between various
socioeconomic indicators and the PPD metric, which

measures the concentration of mobility flows to the top
130 destinations. The data points in A showcase a

significant shift in the correlation coefficients around
the critical connectivity threshold of k=130, indicating
the socioeconomic variables’ varying influence on urban
mobility patterns at different levels of connectivity. The

analysis provides valuable insights into how different
neighborhoods’ socio-economic profiles impact the

structure and efficiency of urban mobility networks.

may play a critical role in influencing the overall connec-
tivity of the urban landscape in New York. However for
subnetworks of more than 130 frequent destinations, a
discernible drop in significance for many factors, indicat-
ing that beyond a certain level of connectivity (or num-
ber of neighbors), additional increases in k-values have
diminishing effects on the relevance of these socioeco-
nomic factors. This pattern suggests that there is an
optimal level of connectivity, represented by a specific k-
value, that maximizes the influence of these factors on
the urban network’s structure. Beyond this point, the
network might be oversaturated, leading to diminishing
returns in the context of these socioeconomic indicators.
These show that the connectivity transition points co-
incide with the optimal level of urban connectivity that
should be targeted to maximize the impact of various so-
cioeconomic factors in shaping the urban fabric of New
York.

DISCUSSION

In this article, we study intracity human mobility
through a percolation model to extract the core network

of urban flows and examine the socioeconomic implica-
tions of these mobility patterns. Through the lens of
the Proportion of Principal Destinations (PPD), we have
delved into the spatial and socioeconomic fabric of urban
environments, revealing nuanced insights into how people
move within cities and the underlying factors influencing
these movements.

Our findings confirm the criticality of the 130 most
frequented destinations in shaping the urban mobility
backbone. The consistency of this number across di-
verse urban settings highlights a universal aspect of ur-
ban mobility that transcends the unique geographical and
socio-economic characteristics of individual cities. This
revelation not only enriches our understanding of urban
dynamics but also offers a robust framework for urban
planning and policy interventions. The correlations be-
tween PPD values and socio-economic indicators unveil
the complex interplay between urban mobility and the
socio-economic landscape. High PPD values in affluent
areas contrast sharply with the lower PPDs observed in
underprivileged neighborhoods, underscoring the dispar-
ities in accessibility and convenience across different ur-
ban areas.
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DATA DESCRIPTION

Mobile Phone Data

We utilize a comprehensive dataset detailing the intracity human mobility within the United States, spanning ten
major cities from January 2018 to December 2021. This dataset records mobility patterns within the administrative
boundaries at the city level, employing the Census Block Group (CBG) as the spatial unit—a statistical area used
in the United States for conducting population and housing censuses. Movements are compiled into monthly Origin-
Destination (OD) matrices. In each matrix, the flow from one CBG to another quantifies the total visits made by
residents who lived in the origin CBG to the destination within the month. It needs to be mentioned that, despite
revisions to the CBG in 2020, this dataset consistently uses the 2010-2019 version to ensure data uniformity.

The cities included are New York, Los Angeles, Chicago, Houston, Phoenix, Philadelphia, San Antonio, San Diego,
Dallas, and San Jose. These cities vary a lot in their size, shape, history, and socio-economic state, ranging from New
York with 6,493 CBGs to San Jose with 583 CBGs. The quantity of records varies from 20 million (in San Jose)
to almost 4 billion (in New York) depending on city sizes. This heterogeneity emphasizes the dataset’s potential to
delineate diverse dimensions of urban connectivity, consequently bolstering the generalizability of our study’s findings.

Socioeconomic factors

The socioeconomic dataset, obtained from the American Community Survey (ACS) and OpenStreetMap, utilizes
CBG level information. This dataset encompasses key indicators including poverty, health insurance coverage, edu-
cational levels, the built environment, and racial segregation (Table I), spanning from 2018 to 2021 and covers ten
major U.S. cities, including New York, Los Angeles, Chicago, Houston, Phoenix, Philadelphia, San Antonio, San
Diego, Dallas, and San Jose.
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TABLE I: Socioeconomic Indicators

Type Indicator
Poverty Median Household Income

The Ratio Of Income To Poverty Level Between 0.5 And 0.99
The Ratio Of Income To Poverty Level Below 0.5

Health The Ratio Of Population With No Health Insurance
Education Average Population Enrolled In College

Average Population That Graduated From High School
Average Population With A Bachelor’s Degree
Average Population With A Master’s Degree
Average Population With A Doctorate

Built Environment Building Density
Driving Road Density
Cycling Road Density
Walking Road Density
POI Density
Construction Percentage
Residential Percentage
Racial Entropy

IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS OF THE PERCOLATION MODEL

To determine the percolation threshold for each city-month pair, the process begins with setting k = 1. We
incrementally increase k by one, and each time select the top k outflows from each node to form a ‘top-k network’.
This process continues until the top-k network achieves strong connectivity, meaning every node can be reached from
any other node. The value of k at this point is identified as the percolation threshold for the city-month pair.

In our analysis, we observed a saturation phenomenon in the percolation threshold as we progressively removed
unimportant nodes that own the smallest degree in the city. Specifically, as more nodes with the lowest degrees are
removed, the percolation threshold initially decreases and then stabilizes. This indicates that the least significant,
peripheral areas disrupt the calculation of critical connectivity, while the core, stable urban areas’ critical connectivity
remains largely unaffected by the removal of additional nodes. The behavior of This core urban area is precisely what
we aim to measure and depict. To illustrate this phenomenon, we present the distribution of percolation thresholds
after removing the 2%, 3%, and 5% of nodes with the smallest degrees in Figure 1. The results show no significant
changes as more of the least connected nodes are removed, underscoring the robust structure of core urban areas. In
our principal findings, we opted to exclude the bottom 2% of nodes.

TEMPORAL STABILITIES

Temporal fluctuation of connectivity at criticality

The temporal variations of cities’ critical connectivity provide additional insights into connective behaviors, sup-
porting the argument for the consistency of the percolation threshold. We examined the percolation thresholds across
8 cities spanning 48 months, from January 2018 to December 2022. Figure 2a illustrates that the overall trend of the
percolation thresholds remains stable, particularly before the COVID-19 pandemic. In April 2020, the implementation
of stay-at-home orders and other non-pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs) in U.S. cities significantly impacted human
mobility behaviors, leading to a noticeable decline in the percolation threshold. To delve deeper into the dynamic
trends, we divided our dataset into 2 phases: pre-pandemic and post-pandemic. Linear regression analyses are applied
to each segment using the equation m̄ = a+bt. Our analysis revealed that pre-pandemic urban connectivity remained
steady, as evidenced by the non-significant change in the mean percolation threshold over time (p = 0.64), indicating a
consistent level of critical connectivity before the pandemic’s onset. Interestingly, although the immediate aftermath
of the pandemic onset showed a decline in connectivity, this was followed by a gradual stable rebound, as suggested by
a significant slope of 1.3455 (p = 0.02) over the post-pandemic phase. This pattern underscores the inherent resilience
of urban systems, which, despite experiencing initial disruptions due to pandemic-related restrictions, have begun to
adapt and recover, leading to a stabilization in critical connectivity over time.
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To understand the underlying mechanism of this decline and rebound behavior, it is natural to hypothesize that
pandemic-induced fears and government-imposed restrictions collectively steered people towards fewer and more
concentrated destinations. This behavioral shift towards more localized and limited movement patterns effectively
resulted in a decrease in the city’s percolation threshold.

Additional evidence supports the hypothesis above. We introduce a metric, the effective number of destinations
(END) to assess the diversity of people’s movement. To compute the END, we first normalize the outflows from each
CBG against its total outflows. The END is then calculated as

END ≡ 1/
∑

j

p2ij

among which, pij represents the normalized flow from node i to node j, illustrating the proportion of flow from i to j
in total outflows of node i. In scenarios of maximum diversity, where flow is evenly distributed across all destinations,
the END reaches N−1. In contrast, when all flow concentrates on a single destination, the END is reduced to 1.
Unlike the typical degree measure, the END metric assesses the distribution of flow among destinations. For instance,
between two nodes with identical numbers of destinations, the one with a more even outflow distribution will have a
higher END value.

We subsequently normalize the percolation thresholds against each city-month pair’s average END value. The
temporal trends of normalized thresholds are shown in (Figure 2b), demonstrating remarkable stability over 48 months.
This stability reveals that the movement diversity can effectively explain the variation induced by the pandemic.
Furthermore, the pandemic, as an unnatural event, temporarily disrupted the diversity of people’s mobility, causing
fluctuations in the instantaneous thresholds.

Power Law exponents

Given the power-law in-degree distribution observed in the backbone extracted using the percolation threshold,
variations in power-law exponents furnish extensive insights for cross-city comparisons and temporal dynamics. Com-
prehensively displaying the power-law exponents of in-degree distribution across cities and over time in Figure 3, two
obvious trends can be recognized. Comparing exponents across cities reveals that the absolute value of the exponent,
commonly referred to as alpha, tends to positively correlate with the city scale. A larger alpha value signifies a faster
decay rate in the power-law distribution, indicating that larger cities tend to have a more pronounced hierarchical
structure. Specifically, this suggests that in larger cities, connectivity is concentrated among fewer, highly connected
nodes (such as major hubs or central areas), while in small cities the distribution of connectivity is more uniform.
This observation is consistent with previous research on scale-free networks, which suggests that as cities expand,
their alpha value tends to rise, surpassing 2 [1].

Besides, observing the alphas horizontally, the temporal trend of the power law exponents can correspond to the
trends of k and supports our hypothesis of people’s movement behavior shift. At the onset of the pandemic in April
2020, a significant transition was observed in the power law exponents across all cities, and the alphas after the
pandemic are generally higher than before. On one hand, the change in the alphas reflects the impact of the pandemic
on urban structures, manifested in how locations are interconnected with each other. On the other hand, the observed
increase in the power-law exponent indicates a decrease in the number of core urban areas, aligning with our previously
discussed hypotheses that the pandemic has led people to gravitate toward fewer and more concentrated destinations.

SPATIAL DISTRIBUTION OF THE PROPORTION OF PRINCIPAL DESTINATIONS

Los Angeles

Figure 4 demonstrates the spatial distribution of the Proportion of Principal Destinations (PPD) across Los Angeles,
revealing distinct patterns of urban engagement and socioeconomic status. High PPD values are predominantly
associated with affluent neighborhoods, such as Los Feliz, a celebrity-filled enclave adjacent to Hollywood. This
proximity to the urban hub of activity reflects its high accessibility and convenience, facilitating easy access to daily
services and fulfilling the needs of its residents. Conversely, regions marked by lower PPD values denote communities
of medium to low income, frequently tarnished by crime and insecurity. In particular, neighborhoods around the
University of Southern California are notorious for elevated security risks, including widespread gang presence. Areas
such as Jefferson Park and Mid City serve as prime examples where diminished PPD values align with socioeconomic
challenges and safety issues, adversely affecting their overall habitability and security. In conclusion, the contrast
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between the high PPD values in Los Angeles’ affluent neighborhoods and the lower PPD values in areas fraught with
challenges underscores the diverse socioeconomic landscape across the city.

Philadelphia

Figure 5 demonstrates the spatial distribution of PPD values within Philadelphia. It is observed that areas with
low PPD values are predominantly concentrated in the Northeast and Northern Philadelphia. In certain regions with
low PPD values, a pattern emerges showing proximity to suburban expanses, parks, and rivers, often characteristic
of near-suburban residential zones. In addition, areas characterized by low PPD values are commonly associated
with poor neighborhoods. One such area is the Lawncrest neighborhood of Philadelphia, which has seen a staggering
291% increase in impoverished residents from 1990 to 2017, indicative of the regional decline. High crime rates often
accompany economic hardship in areas like Frankford, which is also marked by a low median household income.
Similarly, neighborhoods such as Strawberry Mansion and Hunting Park, situated in the north, are recognized as
dangerous zones within Philadelphia, historically infamous for their adverse conditions. Those regions identified by
low PPD values, frequently beset with socioeconomic challenges, underscore the intertwined issues of safety and
poverty.

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOCIOECONOMIC FACTORS AND PPD

Correlation of socioeconomic factors with PPD

In Fig. 4B, we illustrate the correlation coefficients between seventeen socioeconomic factors and the PPD values
across eight cities. Table II details the results of the correlation analysis and linear regression of these factors with
PPD in New York for June 2018.

TABLE II: Correlation analysis and linear regression of socioeconomic factors with the Proportion of Principal
Destinations (PPD) in New York, June 2018.

Socioeconomic Factor Slope Intercept R2 p-value Correlation Coefficient
Median Household Income 0.05 0.95 0.06 < 1e− 3 0.25
The Ratio Of Income To Poverty Level Between 0.5 And 0.99−0.04 0.99 0.04 < 1e− 3 −0.21
The Ratio Of Income To Poverty Level Below 0.5 −0.04 0.99 0.04 < 1e− 3 −0.20
The Ratio of No Health Insurance −0.03 0.98 0.02 < 1e− 3 −0.16
Average Population Enrolled In College −0.02 0.98 0.02 < 1e− 3 −0.13
Average Population That Graduated From High School −0.02 0.98 0.02 < 1e− 3 −0.13
Average Population With A Bachelor’s Degree 0.03 0.95 0.03 < 1e− 3 0.16
Average Population With A Master’s Degree 0.04 0.95 0.04 < 1e− 3 0.20
Average Population With A Doctorate 0.02 0.96 0.01 < 1e− 3 0.12
Building Density 0.02 0.96 0.01 < 1e− 3 0.12
Driving Road Density 0.02 0.96 0.02 < 1e− 3 0.13
Cycling Road Density 0.03 0.96 0.02 < 1e− 3 0.14
Walking Road Density 0.02 0.96 0.02 < 1e− 3 0.12
POI Density 0.01 0.96 0.00 < 1e− 3 0.05
Construction Percentage −0.04 0.99 0.00 < 1e− 3 −0.06
Residential Percentage −0.02 0.98 0.00 < 1e− 3 −0.06
Racial Entropy −0.01 0.98 0.00 < 1e− 3 −0.07

Shift of the significance around the critical connectivity threshold

Figure 6 displays the relationships between the number of principal destinations and the p-values of regressions
linking socioeconomic factors with the PPD across seven cities, complementing Fig. 4A in the main text. In cities like
Chicago and Philadelphia, there is a sharp increase in the significance level of socioeconomic factors, such as racial
entropy and driving road density, as the k-most-frequent-destination subnetworks evolve from fragmented components
to city-wide connectivity at the percolation threshold. While for subnetworks with the number of primary destinations
more than the critical connectivity threshold, k∗, a noticeable drop and continuous fluctuations in the significance
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level for many factors are observed. In cities such as Chicago and San Jose, immediate increases in p-values of a few
factors, such as the average population with a doctorate, are evident. The shift of significance level implies that there
is an optimal level of connectivity, represented by the percolation threshold, which maximizes the influence of the
socioeconomic factors on the urban network’s structure.
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(a) The distribution of percolation thresholds after removing the 2% of
nodes with the smallest degrees.

(b) The distribution of percolation thresholds after removing the 3% of
nodes with the smallest degrees.

(c) The distribution of percolation thresholds after removing the 5% of
nodes with the smallest degrees.

FIG. 1: The Distribution of percolation thresholds in different cities under three preprocessing conditions: removal
of (a) 2%, (b) 3%, and (c) 5% of nodes with the smallest degrees.
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(a) Variation in percolation thresholds for each city over a 48-month period.

(b) Normalized percolation thresholds based on the effective number of destinations (END) for each city over a 48-month
period.

FIG. 2: Depiction of the variation in percolation thresholds over time. (a) shows the raw thresholds, and (b) shows
the normalized thresholds based on the effective number of destinations (END).
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FIG. 3: Comprehensive depiction of power-law exponents across different cities and time periods reveals two
discernible trends. Longitudinally, there is a clear positive correlation between city size and alpha values. Laterally,

a noticeable surge in alpha values is evident in the post-pandemic period.

FIG. 4: Spatial Distribution of the Proportion of Principal Destinations (PPD) in Los Angeles. The inset provides a
detailed view of Vermont Square, a neighborhood within the South Los Angeles region.
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FIG. 5: Spatial Distribution of the Proportion of Principal Destinations (PPD) in Philadelphia. The inset provides
a detailed view of Frankford, a neighborhood in the Northeast section of Philadelphia.
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FIG. 6: The relationship between the number of principal destinations and the p-value of regressions that link
socioeconomic factors with the Proportion of Principal Destinations (PPD). Vertical black dashed lines represents

the percolation threshold (k∗), and green horizontal dashed lines indicates a significance level of 0.05. Socioeconomic
factors that show an insignificant correlation with PPD (p-value > 0.05) at the percolation threshold are depicted in

gray. Shifts in significance at k∗ are emphasized.
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