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Abstract

[Summary] In the literature on spatial point processes, there is an emerging
challenge in studying marked point processes with points being labelled by func-
tions. In this paper, we focus on point processes living on linear networks and,
from distinct points of view, propose several marked summary characteristics that
are of great use in studying the average association and dispersion of the function-
valued marks. Through a simulation study, we evaluate the performance of our
proposed marked summary characteristics, both when marks are independent and
when some sort of spatial dependence is evident among them. Finally, we em-
ploy our proposed mark summary characteristics to study the spatial structure
of urban cycling profiles in Vancouver, Canada.

Keywords: Bike-sharing data, Mark correlation function, Mark variogram,
Object-valued marks, Shimantani’s I function, Spatial point processes

1 Introduction

Massive data collected from wearable sensors or automated tracking devices on
various topics has become omnipresent in the last few years. Including human or
animal movement tracks and real-time measurements of physiological and health-
related parameters as typical examples, any such data is commonly characterised
in its simplest case by a continuously recorded outcome collected over time. In
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most cases, the exact timestamp is often also enriched by the geographical loca-
tion of the object under study at that time, such as in the case of data derived
from movement tracking of wildlife animals. In consequence, the statistical ob-
ject of interest is often not only to understand the variation in the observed track
profiles but also to investigate their spatial interrelations. One commonly applied
statistical framework to analyse tracking data is to formalise the outcome as a
realisation of a function-valued quantity and to apply different functional (shape)
data analysis methods (see Dannenmaier et al., 2020; Erin I. McDonnell and
Wrobel, 2022; Steyer et al., 2022). Apart from the non-spatial classification and
modelling of functional data through multivariate functional data analysis meth-
ods and functional regression approaches, there have been some developments in
spatial methods which allow for the analysis of the spatial dependence and varia-
tion of the observed function-valued outcomes. Combining the ideas from classic
spatial data analysis (Cressie, 1993) and functional data analysis (Ramsay and
Silverman, 2005), such functional spatial data (Delicado et al., 2010) approaches
aim to investigate and quantify the interrelation between the spatially explicit
function-valued outcomes by taking the spatial closeness between the objects
under study into account. Dominated by methods for functional geostatistical
and functional areal data, including functional kriging (Bohorquez et al., 2022;
Franco-Villoria and Ignaccolo, 2022; Nerini et al., 2022), functional mantel tests
(Giraldo et al., 2018), and functional CAR (Lin Zhang and Morris, 2016) or SAR
(Pineda-Ŕıos et al., 2019) models, only a small (but currently growing) body
of the literature has covered methods for spatial point processes in which each
point location is augmented by at least one function-valued quantity, commonly
denoted as mark (Eckardt et al., 2023; Ghorbani et al., 2021; Comas et al., 2013,
2011, 2008). These methods, however, are becoming increasingly important for
the analysis of function-valued outcomes associated with spatial event-type data.
Different from geostatistical or spatial areal data, the locations of the spatial
point patterns themselves, at which we measure the (function-valued) objects,
are treated as random.

Although the developed methods allow for the analysis of spatial correlation
and variation of the function-valued marks over space, they are, in general, not ap-
plicable for network-constrained data, where the locations of the function-valued
quantities are governed by the configuration of a spatially embedded relational
system. Indeed, despite the increasing availability and interest in identifying
structures within such data sources, the analysis of network-constrained data
with function-valued marks remains a highly daunting task and an extensively
open area in contemporary urban data applications.

Here, we focus on a particular challenge of identifying dependence and varia-
tion in bike-sharing system data in an urban context. In particular, using monthly
data from a bike-sharing system as a data application, we extend recent results
from marked spatial point processes to network-constrained data to investigate
the structural interrelations between the monthly cycling profiles for a set of bi-
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cycle departure stations. In order to tackle this challenge, we frame the data
problem as a point process constrained by a network, with marks represented by
functions.

In the classic form, a marked spatial point process is characterised by a random
collection of points distributed on a two-dimensional Euclidean space and usually
a single scalar-valued mark, either an integer- or real-valued quantity providing
further point-specific information (see Illian et al., 2008, for general treatmens).
Different from the (Euclidean) spatial case, adaptations of marked point process
characteristics to point processes on linear networks remain elusive, and most
contributions are restricted to unmarked settings (Moradi, 2018; Aitchinson and
Shen, 1980). Substituting the Euclidean distance by the shortest-path distance,
Okabe and Yamada (2001) and Xie and Yan (2008) were the first to propose
a network-based version of Ripley’s K-function and a kernel-based intensity es-
timator. Their works were later extended to geometrically-corrected first- and
second-order summary characteristics, which inherently control for the relational
structure of the network (see Ang et al. (2012); Moradi et al. (2018)). More
recent topics in this branch of research include the derivation of regular distance-
based summary characteristics for linear networks (Rakshit et al., 2017; Cronie
et al., 2020), the (fast) intensity estimations through kernel functions (McSwiggan
et al., 2017; Rakshit et al., 2019), Voronoi tessellations (Moradi et al., 2019; Ma-
teu et al., 2020), penalised splines (Schneble and Kauermann, 2022), directional
analysis (Moradi et al., 2021), directed linear networks (D’Angelo et al., 2021;
Rasmussen and Christensen, 2021), spatio-temporal point patterns on linear net-
works (Moradi and Mateu, 2020), and a recent cross-validation-based statistical
theory (Cronie et al., 2023). In marked spatial point processes on linear net-
works, most contributions focus on integer-valued marks (Spooner et al., 2004;
Baddeley et al., 2014; Eckardt and Mateu, 2018, 2021), whereas extensions to
real-valued marks are recently proposed by Eckardt and Moradi (2024a,b). With
the aim of extending the results of Eckardt and Moradi (2024a) to the settings
where marks are function-valued quantities Eckardt et al. (2023), in this paper,
we introduce various novel mark summary characteristics for point processes on
linear networks with function-valued marks, widening the toolkit for the analysis
of marked spatial point processes when the points live on linear networks, and
the marks have some functional support.

Section 2 first presents some background material for marked point processes
and then the corresponding characteristics for function-valued marks. A simu-
lation study is shown in Section 3, while an application to real data comes in
Section 4. The paper ends with some final discussion.
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2 Methodology

2.1 Preliminaries

Let L ⊂ R2 be a linear network, and X = {xi} = {(xi, h(xi))}Ni=1, 1 ≤ N < ∞
denote a marked spatial point process on L×F(T ), T = (a, b),−∞ ≤ a ≤ b ≤ ∞
with the points xi and the associated function-valued marks h(xi) : T ⊆ R 7→ R.
In general, we assume L to be equipped with a regular distance metric d, e.g. the
shortest-path distance (Rakshit et al., 2017). Formally, L =

⋃k
j=1 lj is defined as a

finite union of some non-intersecting line segments lj = [uj , vj ] = {tuj+(1−t)vj :

0 ≤ t ≤ 1}, uj ̸= vj ∈ R2 with total length |L| =
∑k

j=1 |lj | where |lj | = d(uj , vj).
Further, F is assumed to be a complete separable metric space equipped with the
σ-algebra F (Daley and Vere-Jones, 2008). Fixing F ∈ F , the expected number
of points N(·), with function-valued marks in F ∈ F , falling in A ⊂ L× F(T ) is

E [N(X ∩A)] =

∫
A
λ (u, h(u)) d1uP (dF ), (1)

where P (dF ) is a reference measure on (F,F), λ(·) is the intensity function of
X, and d1 stands for integration with respect to arc length on the network. Note
that the above definition allows for straightforward generalisation to d-variate
function-valued attributes on Fd with σ-algebra Fd =

⊗d
l=1Fl. Denoting the

m-order product intensity of X by λ(m)(·) and following Campbell’s formulae, for
any non-negative measurable function f(·) on the product space (L × F(T ))m,
we have

E

 ∑̸=

(x1,h(x1)),...,(xm,h(xm))∈X

f ((x1, h(x1)), . . . , (xm, h(xm))


=

∫
(L×F(T ))m

f ((u1, h(u1)), . . . , (um, h(um))λ(m) ((u1, h(u1)), . . . , (um, h(um))

m∏
i=1

diuiP (dFi)

(2)

and

g(m) ((u1, h(u1)), . . . , (um, h(um)) =
λ(m) ((u1, h(u1)), . . . , (um, h(um))

λ(u1, h(u1)) · · ·λ(um, h(um))

=
λ
(m)
L (u1, . . . , um)

λL(u1) · · ·λL(um)

r(m)(h(u1), . . . , h(um)|u1, . . . , um)

r(h(u1)|u1) · · · r(h(um)|um)

= g
(m)
L (u1, . . . , um)γ(m)(h(u1), . . . , h(um)|u1, . . . , um),

(3)

where r(m) is the conditional density for marks, and g
(m)
L is the m-th order cor-

relation function of the ground process, i.e. unmarked point process.
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Finally, to extend planar summary characteristics to linear network settings,
the notion of stationarity needs to be introduced. While the constrained nature
of L has, so far, prevented direct extensions of the concept of stationarity to
linear networks (Baddeley et al., 2017) due to the lack of a proper transformation
mechanism, Cronie et al. (2020) introduced a notion of pseudo-stationarity for
point processes on linear networks. In particular, X is called k-th order intensity
reweighted pseudo-stationary whenever the product intensities λ(m)(·), 1 ≤ m ≤
k, exist, λ̄ = inf(u,h(u))∈L×F(T ) λ(u, h(u)) > 0, and for any m ∈ {2, . . . , k} the
correlation function gm(·) satisfies

g(m) ((u1, h(u1)), . . . , (um, h(um)) = ḡ
(m)
L (d(u, u1), . . . , d(u, um))γ̄(m)(h(u1), . . . , h(um)|d(u, u1), . . . , d(u, um)),

(4)

for any u ∈ L and some functions ḡ
(m)
L : [0,∞)m → [0,∞) and γ̄(m) : F(T )m →

[0,∞) (Cronie et al., 2020, 2024). Moreover, X is said to be intensity reweighted
moment pseudo-stationary (IRMPS) whenever k-th order intensity reweighted
pseudo-stationary holds for any order k ≥ 2. If X is a homogeneous k-th order
intensity reweighted pseudo-stationary process, X is said to be k-th order pseudo-
stationary. Finally, a moment pseudo-stationary point process X is considered
(strongly) pseudo-stationary if its moments completely and uniquely characterise
its distribution.

2.2 Summary characteristics for function-valued marks
on linear networks

Similar to Eckardt et al. (2023) and considering a pointwise specification, let h1 =
h(x)(t) and h2 = h(y)(t) denote the marks for the pair of points x, y ∈ X with
interpoint distance d(x, y) = r at time t ∈ T . Further, let h1 and h2 be arguments
of the test function tf : F × F → R, and write ctf (r)(t) = E[tf (h1, h2)] and
ctf (t) = ctf (∞)(t). We then define a pointwise tf -correlation function κtf (r)(t)
as

κtf (r)(t) =
ctf (r)(t)

ctf (t)
. (5)

In general, ctf (t) corresponds to the expectation of any given test function under
the marks’ independence assumption, and ctf (r)(t) is assumed to coincide with
ctf (t) if the marks are not interrelated, for which case κtf (r, t) becomes one.
We note that (5) translates into a global version κtf (r) that allows for similar
interpretations (in a L2 sense) as for the classic mark summary characteristics,
through the integration of (5) over T , i.e.,

κtf (r) =

∫
T
κtf (r)(t)dt. (6)
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The specific linear-network-based mark summary characteristics and their inter-
pretation as such are completely determined by the explicit formulation of the
test function tf (h1, h2). A summary of pointwise generalisations for the most
commonly applied test functions in the literature, together with their notation,
is given in Table 1. Let µh(t) be the mean and σ2

h(t) be the variance of the marks
at time t.

Specifying tf = t1, computation of (6) yields a network-based version of
Stoyan’s mark correlation function κhh(r), which, taking the geometry of lin-
ear networks into account and employing a regular metric (Rakshit et al., 2017),
helps to investigate the average pairwise association of the function-valued marks
of the points on the network. If the function-valued marks are independent, their
product tends to µ2

h =
∫
T µ2

h(t)dt such that κhh(r) is equal to one. Applications
of the test function t2 lead to the Beisbart and Kerscher’s mark correlation func-
tion (Beisbart and Kerscher, 2000) where κBei

hh (r) is constantly equal to one under
mark independence. Both t3 and t4 relate to the expected value of either h1 or
h2 with respect to the shortest-path distance r and are usually different from
the pointwise mean µh(t) except under the assumption that marks are indepen-
dent. The mark variogram γhh(r), which, instead of the association, quantifies
the variability of the function-valued marks for pairs of points with an interpoint
distance r, is obtained by specifying tf = t5 and computing (6). If the function-
valued marks are similar for any pair of points with an interpoint distance r,
their dispersion is small. For independent marks, the pointwise half-squared dis-
tance between the function-valued marks tends to the variance σ2

h(t), and γhh(r)
is equal to one. A similar quantity, Stoyan’s covariance function Covhh(r) results
from choosing t6 and extends to Isham’s mark correlation function κIshhh (r) by
normalising Covhh(r)(t) by σ2

h(t). Finally, the selection of t8 and t9 in (5) yields
point process versions of Moran’s I (Moran, 1950). While t9 centres h1 and h2
by µh(t), t8 uses the pointwise conditional mean µh(r)(t) which is the mean of
function-valued marks of all points with an interpoint distance r at time t.

2.3 Estimation

For distinct points (x, h(x)(t)), (y, h(y)(t)) ∈ X, t ∈ T , and a given test func-
tion tf , all mark summary characteristics presented in Table 1 can be estimated
through the tf -correlation function in (5), as

κ̂tf (r)(t) =
ĉtf (r)(t)

ĉtf (t)
,

where

ĉtf (r)(t) =

∑̸=
(x,h(x)(t)),(y,h(y)(t))∈X tf (h(x)(t), h(y)(t))K(d(x, y)− r)∑̸=

(x,h(x)(t)),(y,h(y)(t))∈X K(d(x, y)− r),
(7)
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and

ĉtf (t) =

∑ ̸=
(x,h(x)(t)),(y,h(y)(t))∈X tf (h(x)(t), h(y)(t))

N2
(8)

where K is a uni-dimensional kernel function (Baddeley, 2010). Again, the spe-
cific mark characteristics are determined by the specification of the test function
tf (h(x)(t), h(y)(t)). Analogous to Section 2.2, the pointwise estimators can then
be translated into global mark summary characteristics through

κ̂tf (r) =

∫ b

a
κ̂tf (r)(t)dt.

3 Simulation study

To evaluate the performance of the proposed summary characteristics under dif-
ferent settings, we consider three scenarios. Throughout the simulation studies,
we make use of the street network of Vancouver, Canada, which is used in our
real data analysis; details of the network are given in Section 4. We generate
a realisation of a homogeneous Poisson process with constant intensity function
λ = 0.0006 leading to 356 points, for which we consider three different scenarios
for function-valued marks, all respecting the dimension of 30 timestamps.

• Scenario One: marks are independently generated from a continuous uni-
form distribution U(0, 1).

• Scenario Two: The marks in scenario one are multiplied by the spatial
distance between the points and the border of the network represented by
nodes with only one outgoing segment.

• Scenario Three: For each point, let α be the number of neighbouring points
within a spatial distance of 876 units. A continuous uniform distribution
with parameters α−α/2 and α+α/2 is used to generate the function-valued
marks.

Figure 1 showcases the simulated point pattern alongside functional marks
for two arbitrary points per scenario, highlighting the existing differences in spa-
tial structure among the three scenarios. In Scenario One, marks exhibit no
discernible spatial pattern, while in Scenario Two, points with large marks are
observed farther from the network’s border, and in Scenario Three, marks tend
to be larger for points with more neighbours and smaller for those with less
neighbours.

The simulated marked point patterns are then used as input of the mark vari-
ogram γhh(r)(t), the mark correlation function κhh(r)(t) and the adapted version
of Shimantani’s Ihh(r)(t) function. The results with 95% global envelopes based
on the extreme rank length (ERL) measure (Myllymäki et al., 2017; Mrkvička
et al., 2020) using 500 permutations of the function-valued marks are depicted

7



Figure 1: The simulated point pattern and two arbitrary points per scenario to see the
differences between Scenario One (orange), Scenario Two (blue), and Scenario Three
(red).

in Figure 2. At first, one can see that in the case of the independent mark sce-
nario (top panels), all three empirical summary characteristics fall within the
global envelopes, which represent random labelling, indicating that there is no
particular association or spatial structure between the function-valued marks in
Scenario One. In contrast, all three plots of the central and the bottom panels
show clear deviations from random labelling, represented by the 95% global en-
velopes, indicating that there are significative spatial associations amongst the
function-valued marks. More specifically, in scenario two (central panel), look-
ing at the mark variogram, we can see that for small distances, it falls below
the global envelop highlighting that points with a small interpoint distance have
similar marks, and consequently, their corresponding half-squared distances are
smaller than those expected under of random labelling; this is in agreement with
how marks are generated as nearby points have a similar travelling distance to
the border of the network. Turning to the mark correlation function, we can
see that the marks for points at rather small distances are, on average, larger
than under the case of random labelling; the number of points located far from
the border of the network is more than the number of points locating near the
border. Increasing the interpoint distance will result in more points contribut-
ing to the mark correlation function, for which at least one has a small mark.
The same is indicated by the proposed version of Shimantani’s Ihh(r)(t). In the
case of scenario three (bottom panel), we can see that the behaviour of the mark
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Figure 2: Normalised mark summary characteristics with 95% global envelopes using
500 permutations computed from 356 simulated data points of a homogeneous Poisson
process on the Vancouver traffic network with independent and identically distributed
(top row) and dependent (central and bottom rows) function-valued marks: Mark vari-
ogram (left column), Stoyan’s mark correlation function (central column), and Shiman-
tani’s I(r) function (right column).
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variogram is similar to that of scenario two, meaning that the number of neigh-
bours for points with small interpoint distances is similar. The mark correlation
function falls above the global envelope, showing that for two points with small
to moderate interpoint distances, at least one of them has a large number of
neighbours. This behaviour is also indicated by the proposed version of Shiman-
tani’s Ihh(r)(t). In general, from the three considered scenarios, one can see that
the association among points is better represented based on small to moderate
interpoint distances.

4 Vancouver cycle distance profiles

For an illustration of the proposed methods, we consider monthly bike system
data collected by Vancouver’s public bike share program Mobi by Shaw Go pro-
vided under a public data license agreement 1. This data has previously been
studied through non-spatial statistical methods to identify the characteristics of
super users (Winters et al., 2019), cycling behaviour (Hosford et al., 2018) and
the spatial access to bike sharing system (Hosford and Winters, 2018). Initiated
in 2006, the bike-sharing system involved a network of 250 docking stations dis-
tributed across the city, located approximately every second or third block or at
an inter-station distance of around 200 to 300 meters. For each trip, the provided
data reports the locations of docking stations where a trip is started/ended, the
exact time stamps, the covered cycled distance in meters, the trip duration in
seconds, the battery voltage at departure and return, the temperature at both
docking locations, and further stop specific information. Restricting the analysis
of system data recorded from May to October 2022, our initial sample considered
the information for 735,739 distinct bicycle trips. Separated by month, we found
the difference in the average cycled distance per station among months is minor,
while both the number of bicycle trips and the number of stations show a clear
heterogeneity between the months; see Table 2 for a summary of the data under
study. In order to build function-valued marks for each station, we calculate the
average cycling distance per day, which leads to monthly cycling profiles per sta-
tion. Except for some extreme peaks, the station-specific distance profiles behave
similarly over the six months under study; see Figure 3.

Using the created function-valued marked point patterns as input, we now
compute the mark variogram γhh(r), the counterpart version of Stoyan’s mark
correlation function κhh(r), and Shimatani’s Ihh(r) per month. For each month,
we additionally construct 95% global envelopes using 500 permutations of the
function-valued marks and the R (R Core Team, 2021) package GET (Myllymäki
and Mrkvička, 2023) to test for the random labelling hypothesis; results are given
in Figure 4. All three characteristics highlight clear deviations from the random
labelling assumption, together with some variation from May (left) to October

1https://www.mobibikes.ca/en/system-data
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(right) 2022. The mark variogram (top panels) shows the average variation of the
distance profiles for any pair of distinct points as a function of the network dis-
tance r; all six plots suggest less variation among distance curves compared to the
expected one under the random labelling assumption up to r = 4000. In partic-
ular, for smaller distances up to r = 1000, the distance profiles appear to be less
heterogeneous. This result might be explained by short-distance trips within the
city centre of Vancouver, which has a high frequency of nearby locking stations.
In contrast, with increasing distance r ≥ 5000, all six plots show a clear positive
deviation from the global envelopes, highlighting a strong heterogeneity between
the distance profiles for any pair of bike stations which have an interpoint dis-
tance larger than r ≥ 5000 meters. A similar tendency among the distance profile
is suggested by Stoyan’s mark correlation functions depicted in the central panels
of Figure 4. For distances up to r = 4000, all mark correlation functions suggest
that the pairwise product of the function-valued marks is smaller than expected
under the random labelling assumption. This would correspond to small distance
profiles for nearby locking stations. Again, an opposite tendency is indicated for
distances r ≥ 5000 where all summary characteristics show a clear positive de-
viation from the global envelopes. Finally, the adapted version of Shimantani’s
I function (right panels) reveals clear positive and also negative deviations from
the random labelling assumption for distances r ≤ 1000 and r ≥ 4500. Recalling
the close relation of Shimantani’s I to Moran’s autocorrelation index, these re-
sults would correspond to a high positive spatial autocorrelation between nearby
stations contrasted with negative autocorrelation between pairs of stations with a
large interpoint distance. Note that large-distance bike trips usually correspond
to travelling from downtown Vancouver to a destination outside the central area.
Comparing all three mark characteristics over the six months under study, we
observe that cycling profiles in May and June exhibit similarities, with slight
variations compared to July, August, September, and October.

5 Discussion

This paper introduces a range of mark summary characteristics tailored for network-
constrained point processes with function-valued marks, offering valuable insights
into the spatial variation and the correlations amongst marks. Furthermore, they
serve as effective tools for discerning spatial dependencies and similarities among
the observed curves, with potential applications across diverse fields due to their
general applicability. Recall that in our setting, marks refer to functions of time.

Here, we have only focused on scenarios where a single function-valued quan-
tity is observed at each point location. Through a simulation study, where we
considered different settings and a real data analysis focused on cycling distance
profiles within the city of Vancouver, Canada, we observed that our proposed sum-
mary characteristics adequately disclose the association among function-valued
marks. In particular, mark variogram γhh(r), Stoyan’s mark correlation function
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Figure 4: Normalised mark summary characteristics with 95% global envelopes using
500 permutations computed from the Vancouver bike-sharing data from May to Oc-
tober 2022 with the averaged daily cycling distances as function-valued marks. Mark
variogram γhh(r) (left), Stoyan’s mark correlation function κhh(r) (middle), and Shi-
mantani’s Ihh(r) function (rigth) from May (top) to October (bottom) 2022.
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κhh(r), and Shimantani’s Ihh(r) function were used, and all of them were suc-
cessful in differing any structure between the function-valued marks from random
labelling. As referred to here, we can build a large number of summary charac-
teristics, although to be focused, we have only used three of them in practice.
In this line, this paper delineates the path to follow in case other characteristics
are needed, and thus, we have enlarged the current possibilities of working with
(functional) marked point patterns.

As for future works, it would be interesting to expand the proposed mark
summary characteristics to situations where each point is labelled by multiple
function-valued marks or combinations of diverse object-valued marks. These
could include scalars, functions, or compositions, with the potential to enrich
our understanding of spatial data analysis when points are labelled by marks of
different types.
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Table 2: Summary of the bike system monthly data

Month Number of point locations Number of trips Average distance (m)
May 121 76,645 2,795
June 147 105,055 2,858
July 159 144,122 2,991
August 191 164,502 2,974
September 186 134,959 2,788
October 136 110,456 2,704
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