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Abstract

Despite the rapid growth of cities in the past century, our quantitative, in-

depth understanding of how cities grow remains limited due to a consistent

lack of historical data. Thus, the scaling laws between a city’s features and

its population as they evolve over time, known as temporal city scaling, is

under-explored, especially for time periods spanning multiple decades. In

this paper, we leverage novel data sources such as the Historical Settlement

Data Compilation for the U.S. (HISDAC-US), and analyze the temporal scal-

ing laws of developed area, building indoor area, building footprint area, and

road length and other road network statistics for nearly all metropolitan

areas in the U.S. from 1900 to 2015. We find that scaling exponents vary

dramatically between cities as a function of their size and location. Three
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notable patterns emerge. First, scaling law exponents imply many, but not

all, metropolitan areas are becoming less dense and indoor area per capita

increases as cities grow, in contrast to expectations. Second, larger cities

tend to have a smaller scaling exponent than smaller cities. Third, scaling

exponents (and growth patterns) are similar between nearby cities. These

results show a long-term trend that could harm urban sustainability as pre-

viously dense populations are rapidly spreading out into undeveloped land.

Moreover, the regional similarity of long-term urban growth patterns implies

that city evolution and sustainability patterns are more interconnected than

prior research has suggested. These results help urban planners and scientists

understand universal, long-term patterns of city growth across the US.

Keywords: Urban scaling, temporal analysis, urbanization, historical

settlement modelling, geospatial data integration

1. Introduction

Cities appear to follow common patterns that suggest simple mechanisms

underly the complexity of urban growth (52; 25; 31; 42; 43; 27; 6; 41). For

example, city properties vary consistently with their size, a phenomenon

known as city scaling (8; 7; 19). While these analyses are usually conducted

on cross-sectional data (i.e., across all cities at one point in time), recent

works have explored longitudinal data (i.e., describing a single city across

different points in time) to study temporal scaling laws of growing cities (6;

39; 9; 32; 21). This seemingly subtle difference in analytical design reveals

unexpectedly non-universal features, with scaling laws that deviate from tra-

ditional theory (7) and vary substantially between cities (9).
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In this paper, we explore these issues using vast, integrated geospatial

datasets to map urban infrastructure in over 850 metropolitan areas in the

conterminous US (CONUS) at fine spatial resolution and over a broad time

span. These datasets include the Historical Settlement Compilation for the

U.S. (36; 1), Microsoft building footprint data (40), and road network data

from the National Transportation Dataset (51; 19), illustrated in Fig. 1. In

contrast to previous analysis (44; 45; 34; 8), we are able to study temporal

scaling over more than a century (1900-2015), constituting an observational

window that goes beyond recent decades to which most geospatial data are

constrained. Specifically, we analyze developed area, which encompasses the

total built up land of a city, including their buildings, other built infras-

tructure and impervious surfaces, building indoor area, i.e., the total indoor

residential area, commercial and industrial space, building footprint area, the

total length of the urban road network, and a number of other road network

statistics.

Our results imply that, not only are smaller cities less dense than larger

cities (20), they are getting less dense more quickly over the course of ur-

ban expansion, which invades nearby undeveloped areas. Moreover, growing

cities create ever larger buildings per person, which requires increasing en-

ergy for heating and cooling; this is an even greater problem in smaller cities.

Finally, our analysis reveals strong correlations between the scaling laws of

nearby cities which decrease very slowly with distance, meaning the urban

development patterns of nearby cities are similar. Overall, these results of-

fer new insights into the seemingly non-universal temporal patterns of city

growth, with important implications regarding sustainability concerns in ur-
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Figure 1: Data collected to analyze temporal scaling. (a) The growth of building indoor

area over time for Atlanta, Georgia, and San Francisco, California. (b) Roads built at

different ages (based on the ages of nearby houses). (c) Building footprints in different

periods. Data from (36; 19).
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City statistic Description

Developed area Total developed area in a city (20)

Indoor area Total indoor area in a city in square meters (20)

Building footprint area Total area of building footprints in square meters (20)

Road length Total km of road built in kilometers (20)

Number of deadends Number of cul-de-sacs and other ends of roads (19)

Number of 4+ intersections Number of intersections where four or more edges

(roads) meet (19)

Number of intersections Number of road intersections of all forms (19)

Number of edges Number of unique edges (defined to start at one inter-

section and end at another) (19)

Population Population in urban regions of a CBSA (19)

Table 1: Urban statistics and population used to create temporal scaling.

ban planning.

2. Results

2.1. Temporal scaling

In contrast to cross-sectional analysis, which measures scaling relation-

ships at a particular time across all cities, regardless of their age, temporal

analysis tracks individual cities as they grow. One challenge here is defining

city boundaries over time, because urban patches eventually coalesce as cities

grow, making patch-level evolution difficult to assess. Because the largest one

or two patches typically dominate the statistics (see SI Figure S1), the def-

initions of city boundaries are less important for temporal analysis as the

statistics ultimately tend to describe the largest city. Here instead, we define

cities by their 2010 CBSA boundaries. We specifically analyze developed
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area, indoor area, building footprint area, road length, as well as the number

of deadends, the number of intersections with four or more edges, the total

number of intersections, and the total number of edges versus population

(see definitions in Table 1). All results are metric (area in meters squared or

length in kilometers) or counts.

We see very different scaling relations using temporal analysis. Figure 2

shows network statistics as a function of growing population for a set of cities

chosen at random from the data. We find scaling relations are often (but not

always) superlinear for developed area, indoor area, building footprint area,

and road length, with these statistics increasing faster than the population

(linear scaling shown as a dashed line). These results imply that each new

resident can be linked to increases in per-capita developed area, indoor area,

building footprint area, and road length. In practice, this means that growing

cities become less dense, and houses are getting larger. In contrast, the

number of deadends, the number of road intersections with four or more

edges, the total number of road intersections, and total number of edges

often scales sub-linearly. These results suggest that as cities grow there are

fewer new intersections and fewer edges of any length per capita. This is also

consistent with a city becoming less dense.

We see these results across many more cities in Figs. 3 & 4, which

shows scaling laws for each of the statistics across the CONUS, as well as

differences in these statistics for MSAs (larger cities, 317 in our analysis) and

µSAs (smaller cities, 330 in our analysis) and across regions. We notably

find that developed area and road length scale sublinearly for cities in the

Northeast and West, but often scale superlinear in the South and Midwest,
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

(e) (f) (g) (h)

Figure 2: Temporal scaling for a random sample of cities. (a) Developed area, (b) indoor

area, (c) building footprint area, (d) road length, (e) number of deadends, (f) number of

intersections with four or more edges meeting, (g) total number of intersections, and (h)

number of edges. The red lines represent 10 random MSAs (larger metropolitan areas)

while blue dashed lines represent 10 random µSAs (micropolitan areas). Linear scaling is

indicated by the black dashed line.

with statistically significant differences between regions (see SI Figures S2

& S3, based on a Dunns’ posthoc test after Kruskal-Wallis test to compare

distributions, p-value< 10−18 for each statistic). Meanwhile, indoor area and

building footprint area mostly scale superlinearly, while road and intersection

statistics almost always scale sublinearly. The wide distribution, however,

means that some cities experience this effect more strongly than others. We

notice scaling is most superlinear in µSAs, which are smaller micropolitan

areas (with a population under 100,000 as of 2015). These areas include land

surrounding Boone, NC; Athens, TX; or Findlay, OH.

While superlinear temporal scaling would seemingly disagree with theory
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(7), it is consistent with other empirical analyses (9; 32; 21). These find-

ings illustrate how, as cities grow, they achieve lower population densities

(increasing developed area per person), a finding noticed outside of the city

scaling literature (2). Why, however, is temporal scaling super-linear while

cross-sectional scaling is often sub-linear (where the latter agrees with theory

(7; 38))? We can square this circle through prior cross-sectional analysis of

these data (20), which show that, while larger cities are indeed denser than

smaller cities, all cities become less dense as they grow. This is in agreement

with US Census data, shown in Supplementary Figure S16 of (20), where the

average size of new houses, for example, has consistently increased over the

past forty years. While cities both large and small have similar house sizes

at a given point in time, there is a general evolution towards more spacious

houses, possibly due to processes related to urban sprawl (12; 4; 5; 19). Sim-

ilar results for developed area and road length may be due to the increasing

use of cars and other long-range transport in the US. Namely, urban sprawl

has likely also led to more kilometers of road covering thinly-populated sub-

urbs, which then results in superlinear temporal scaling between road lengths

and city population.

2.2. Spatial correlation

We gain further knowledge of temporal scaling laws by analyzing Fig. 3).

We notice that high or low scaling law exponents appear to cluster in close

proximity to each other. We plot correlations of scaling law exponents over

distance in Fig. 6 which is inspired by plots presented by (26) with respect

to voting patterns. We expect other methods, such as variograms (22), will

show similar results. As we might intuit, the closest cities have the most sim-
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Figure 3: Scaling laws across the US. Map of temporal scaling law exponents for (a) devel-

oped area, (b) number of deadends, (c) building footprint, (d) number of 4+ intersections,

(e) indoor area, (f) total number of intersections, (g) road length, and (h) number of edges.

Exponents greater than one indicate the statistic per capita increases as cities grow, while

exponents less than one indicate a smaller statistic per capita as cities grow.
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Figure 4: Scaling law exponents split by city size and region. Distribution of scaling

exponents for (a) developed area, (b) number of deadends, (c) building footprint, (d)

number of 4+ intersections, (e) indoor area, (f) total number of intersections, (g) road

length, and (h) number of edges. Distributions are split by metro- (MSA) and micropolitan

(µSA) statistical areas as well as US Office of Management and Budget-defined regions.

Black vertical lines represent linear scaling.
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Figure 5: Scaling law exponent versus 2015 population. (a) Developed area, (b) indoor

area, (c) building footprint area, (d) road length, (e) number of deadends, (f) number of

4+ intersections, (g) total number of intersections, and (h) number of edges. Black error

bars represent standard errors of scaling law coefficients. Spearman correlations are shown

in each figure (all correlations are statistically significant, p-values < 10−6).
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Figure 6: Correlations of scaling exponents versus distance between nearby cities. This

figure shows the correlation of temporal scaling exponents versus distance for developed

area, indoor area, building footprint area, road length, number of deadends, number of

intersections with four or more edges meeting, total number of intersections, and number

of edges. Correlations versus distance for CBSA population is also shown. Shaded regions

indicate 68% confidence intervals in the mean correlation.
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ilar scaling law exponents. This correlation drops only as the log of distance

until it reaches zero at about 1000km. We notice, however, that scaling laws

correlate negatively with 2015 population, as seen in Fig. 5. We therefore

check if these long-range scaling correlations are trivially due to spatial cor-

relations in population. However, we see that population correlations as of

2015 drop to zero after 100km, a range at which exponent spatial correla-

tions still remain high. When we separate our analysis by MSA and µSA,

apply different data filters, and apply a different city growth definition, the

results broadly hold (SI Figures S4, S5, S6, S7, S8, S9, S10, S11, S12, & S13).

We therefore conclude that city population correlations cannot fully explain

these results and other factors, such as topography or social differences may

play a role as well. Interestingly, the correlation decreases more slowly for

MSAs than µSAs (SI Figures S6 & S10) therefore this long-range correlation

appears strongest for large urban areas.

Interestingly, Fig. 5 also implies that larger cities have a lower scaling law

compared to smaller cities. Therefore smaller cities become even less dense as

they grow relative to larger cities. Larger cities, therefore exhibit a relative

economy of scale that compounds over time. When we break up scaling

analysis between time periods 1900–1950 and 1960–2015, Appendix S11, we

find that this trend is only found for scaling since 1960, which means early

cities grew independent of city size. Only recently have smaller cities grown

at much faster rates than larger cities.
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3. Discussion

In this study, we have explored temporal scaling relations between city

infrastructure and population and how it varies across space among 857

metropolitan areas in the CONUS since 1900. These results show signifi-

cant variation in scaling laws, although they are often super-linear, meaning

cities become less dense as they grow (2), and houses are getting larger (20).

This in turn means more area is being developed per person. Larger houses

might imply more energy is being spent on materials and climate control.

Interestingly, we see long-range correlations in scaling laws, where nearby

cities have similar scaling laws, and this correlation only drops slowly with

distance. This is important because theory behind the temporal scaling laws

of cities is lacking, but while it differs from cross-sectional scaling (i.e., scaling

across cities at a given point in time (9; 20), there are still seemingly uni-

versal patterns that we can utilize to better understand this type of scaling.

Moreover, the correlations are not a product of how scaling laws are calcu-

lated as we see similar results for other growth patterns of cities. The reasons

for this behavior are numerous, but we will focus on three (non-exclusive)

hypotheses:

1. Friction of distance. A key principle of urban geography is that

movement is costly (28). Aspects of city planning may, therefore, be

sequestered by distance-based relationships. Urban planners of some

areas may therefore have advocated for e.g., single family homes or

building height regulations, while others may have advocated for more

multi-family housing or more high-rises due to local regulations or

schools of thought. This can have a direct effect on how many roads
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or houses are build and thus how much developed area, indoor area,

building footprint area, or kilometers of road get built.

2. Topography. Roads and their construction are strongly affected by

topography, such as gradient (11; 19), and we expect this will be similar

in nearby cities. For example, areas bordering waters, such as San Fran-

cisco, California and Portland, Oregon, will not expand outwardly as

much as areas in a plain, such as Houston and Dallas, Texas. Moreover,

regulations such as building codes for earthquake-proofing a building

will itself affect how a city grows (e.g., increasing the expense of tall

buildings to ensure they are earthquake-resistant). This in turn affects

how population drives super- or sub-linear scaling with developed area,

and therefore road lengths and indoor area between nearby cities. Far

away cities, however, have less topography in common and therefore

can grow in different ways.

3. Climate. Finally, we find that climate is fairly localized (30), and thus

may play a role in how cities develop. Cities that experience hurricanes

may, for example, be built, and expand differently, than dryer locations.

Miami, Florida, for example, enforces strong building codes to protect

structures from hurricanes (23), which in turn affect what buildings

can be built (and possibly affect building height to ensure resistance to

high winds).

Road network statistics, however, mildly buck the trends we see of other

statistics. Namely, the correlations, especially of network degree, remain

high even for cities that are far away. This may be due to broader trends

in city planning, such as the tendency to move from grid-like planned cities

15



to more irregular suburban road networks since cars became commonplace

(19). That said, some city statistics are strongly distance dependent, such

as orientation entropy, which measures the variability of road orientations.

We also notice that scaling laws are smaller in MSAs than µSAs, and

there is a negative correlation between scaling laws and city population as of

2015. These results suggest that larger cities have a compounding economy

of scale relative to smaller cities, and therefore take up less additional land,

even as they, like most other cities, get less dense over time. This adds to

recent literature on the economy of scale in larger cities (8; 20; larger cities

are more compact at any given time, they also use their space more efficiently

than smaller cities as they grow.

3.1. Implications

These results have important implications for sustainability, urban plan-

ning, and complex systems. First, lower-density urbanization is of grave

concern for sustainability, as more land is being developed for fewer people,

which could harm nearby ecosystems. This result is especially concerning for

smaller cities, whose scaling laws are even higher, meaning their growth has

a more notable impact on undeveloped land. In addition, increasing house

sizes, especially in smaller cities, imply more materials are being used for each

dwelling, and more energy might be used to heat and cool these structures.

Our results are informative to urban planners as schools of thought may

shape the development of cities. Alternatively, these patterns may be a

function of climate or topography, therefore methods to reduce urban sprawl

should focus on topographic or climatic regions that enable such sprawl to

happen rather than treating the problem the same way across all regions.
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Finally, this work is of importance to scientists studying complex systems

as they imply the seemingly complex growth of cities is driven by simple

fundamental patterns, such as scaling laws that are consistently super-linear

and depend on relative city size and location. These results also imply city

growth is strongly spatially correlated, which prior theoretical work has not

yet explored.

3.2. Limitations and Future Work

There are certain limitations of the data we analyze. For example, build-

ing years are unknown for a number of records. Furthermore, we assume

that roads are constructed at approximately the same time as nearby build-

ings and that population is proportional to the number of buildings within

a given patch. We evaluated the reliability of such assumptions to the best

of our ability, but more research is needed to test and improve upon them.

For example, it is important to uncover new ways to approximate patch-level

population estimations, as well as city infrastructure over time. Moreover,

an ongoing issue is how to work with missing data. We have shown in previ-

ous work that many of our conclusions about city infrastructure are robust

to missing data (19), but these results need to be explored in more detail,

including uncovering ways to impute missing build-years or missing buildings

within our data. Finally, there are many future ways to test the robustness

of these results including determining temporal scaling laws in other datasets

and measuring temporal scaling laws for alternative city boundary definitions

(20).
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4. Conclusions

We utilized a recent dataset to analyze 857 CONUS metropolitan areas

longitudinally since 1900 via temporal scaling. We discover that temporal

scaling diverges markedly from previous theory (7) because cities have su-

perlinear scaling, meaning as they grow they become less dense (3; 2) and

indoor area per capita is increasing (20). We also find that nearby cities grow

similarly, with a correlation that decreases slowly with distance. Moreover,

larger cities have a lower scaling law exponent, meaning that while they be-

come less-dense, they are relatively denser than smaller cities. These results

appear robust despite variations in data quality across the US.

5. Methods

We recently developed a novel approach to capture the long term evolu-

tion of road networks for 857 CBSAs within the US since 1900 (19), and

applied it to understand cross-sectional scaling (20). This approach has

a number of limitations, notably that some counties have better temporal

completeness (have buildings with known dates) and spatial coverage (houses

have spatial identifiers) than others. As in previous work (20; 19), we filter

data to have temporal completeness > 60% and spatial coverage > 40%. 647

CBSAs were considered complete enough for our analysis. In the SI, we also

show data for temporal completeness and spatial coverage > 0% (all 857

CBSAs) as well as > 80% (64 CBSAs). All results are broadly consistent.

When analyzing temporal scaling laws, we use CBSA boundaries as of

2010. We find in SI Figure S1 that these analyses are dominated by the

largest city in a given CBSA, represented as a patch of developed area. This

18



means that, while other cities grow in this metropolitan area, their contri-

butions are minimal. Meanwhile, because patches merge together as they

grow, it is difficult to otherwise find an uncontroversial objective definition

of a city over time unless we take into account all patches that will eventually

make up the city’s metropolitan area. Alternative definitions of city bound-

aries, such as CBSA definitions from before 2010 do not provide a consistent

metropolitan area. Namely, what counts as a CBSA has evolved as have their

boundaries. Changes in CBSA definitions mean a smaller city may suddenly

become part of a metropolitan area thereby skewing the observed scaling law.

Moreover, µSA definitions did not exist before 2003 (29) and MSAs are not

defined before 1949 (17).

Using these previous data, (20), we aggregate populations across patches

within a CBSA as well as various statistics, such as developed area, indoor

area, and road length. We then track these data over time, as seen in Fig. 2

and find the scaling coefficient as the best-fit of the log-scaled data for each

city. We avoid non-linear fits as these are found to be highly sensitive to

outliers (Burghardt et al. (2023)). These results are plotted in Fig. 3 and

found to be robust to data filtering methods, as shown in SI Figures S14,

S15, S16, & S17. These data closely fit a power-law, as shown in SI Fig-

ures S18 & S19. Moreover, the scaling results do not change dramatically if

we split data ≤ 1950 or > 1950, as seen in SI Figure S20.

To calculate spatial correlations, we used the Python libraries shapely

(https://shapely.readthedocs.io/en/stable/) and geopy (https://geopy.

readthedocs.io/en/stable/) to determine CBSA centroids (namely cen-

ters of built-up patches as of 2015), and distances between centroids, respec-
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tively. We then use the Python library scipy (https://scipy.org/) to

determine Pearson correlations within binned distance intervals.

We explore infrastructure within high build intensity regions as cities

grow. Our work has revealed strongly linear correlations between the num-

ber of houses in a city metropolitan area and its population. We use this

finding to estimate population within each urban patch as the fraction of

total houses existing within a particular CBSA multiplied by the CBSA’s

US census population. This simple assumption is in strong agreement with

other metrics, including state-of-the-art population dasymetric refinement

methods (see Supplementary material in (20)).

While extrinsic variables (developed area, building footprint area, indoor

area, and road length) are all available from previous scaling analysis (20),

we calculate road network statistics for each decade using data from (19).

We removed parts of the network visible in the previous decade to find parts

of the road network seen in the current decade. From these networks, we

calculated road density as the km of new road divided by the total amount

of new developed area in square km. We also calculated the mean road

intersections, fraction of 4+ road intersections, fraction of road deadends,

and mean local griddedness using Python library networkx as these features

only depend on the road network topology. Finally, orientation entropy was

calculated as it was in (19) for new roads except we calculated the entropy

of edge orientation angles, discretized into bins of 5◦. We summarize all our

statistics and population definitions in Table 1, based on (19).

Code and data for our analysis can be found at: https://anonymous.

4open.science/r/longitudinal_scaling-2004/README.md.
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6. Data Availability

The data is available in the following references: US regions (13), popula-

tion (15; 14; 16), built-up Property Records (49), built-up property locations

(48), built-up area (47), building footprint area (50), and indoor area (37),

road networks (18), and patch boundaries (46). In these data, references to

patches are density-based settlements within a CBSA. Merging any neigh-

boring cross-CBSA patches (using (46) creates the city features we analyze

in this paper.
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Supplementary Information

Generalized city growth scaling

Road network metric Unit Description

Local griddedness Node Number of quadrilaterals touching a node di-

vided by its degree (19)

Road density Edge km road per km built-up area

Orientation entropy Edge Entropy of edge orientation angles, discretized

into bins of 5◦ (19; 10)

Mean degree Node Mean number of edges per intersection

Dead end rate Node Percentage of nodes of degree 1 (19)

Percentage degree 4+ Node Percentage of nodes with degree 4 or higher (19)

Table S1: Urban statistics used to compare city growth correlations.

(a) (b) (c)

Fraction Houses in Largest Patch Fraction Houses in Largest Two Patches

Figure S1: Size of the largest patches. (a) Fraction of houses in the single largest patch

within a CBSA. (b) Fraction of houses in the top two largest patches within a CBSA. (c)

Patch distribution over time.

City growth need not be strictly looked at from the lens of city scaling,

however. Not only are there a number of ways to define scaling laws (35),

we cannot be certain that cities strictly follow temporal scaling laws. We

30



(a)

(c)

(e)

(g)

(b)

(d)

(f)

(h)

Developed area

Indoor area

Building footprint area

Road length

Number
4+ intersections

Number
deadends

Number
intersections

Number edges

Figure S2: Statistical significance of temporal scaling law distributions within each city

size and region for temporal completeness greater than 60% and spatial coverage greater

than 40% (see main text Fig. 4 for the distributions). Colors correspond to insignificant

differences (dark) and statistically significant differences (light) in these statistics, based

on Dunn’s test (Dunn (1961)) after rejection by the Kruskal-Wallis test (p-value < 0.05)

(Kruskal and Wallis (1952)). Statistically significant differences for (a) developed area,

(b) number of deadends, (c) indoor area, (d) number of intersections where four or more

edges meet, (e) building footprint area, (f) total number of intersections, (g) road length,

and (h) number of edges.
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(a)

(c)

(e)

(g)

(b)

(d)

(f)

(h)

Developed area

Indoor area

Building footprint area

Road length

Number
4+ intersections

Number
deadends

Number
intersections

Number edges

Figure S3: Statistical significance of temporal scaling law distributions within each city

size and region for temporal completeness greater than 60% and spatial coverage greater

than 40% (see main text Fig. 4 for the distributions). Colors correspond to insignifi-

cant differences (dark) and statistically significant differences (light) in these statistics,

based on Dunn’s test (Dunn (1961)) after rejection by the Kruskal-Wallis test (p-value

< 0.05) (Kruskal and Wallis (1952)). Statistically significant differences between micro-

and metropolitan statistical areas scaling law exponents for (a) developed area, (b) num-

ber of deadends, (c) indoor area, (d) number of intersections where four or more edges

meet, (e) building footprint area, (f) total number of intersections, (g) road length, and

(h) number of edges.
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therefore want to check the robustness of these correlations without scaling

assumptions. To this end, we analyze the correlations between the growth

patterns of any pair of cities. We specifically plot the change in various

statistics over time, such as new developed area each year and calculate the

Spearman correlation between all cities within a small distance window. As

before, we vary the window to plot how correlations decrease with distance

between cities. The statistics we calculate are developed area, indoor area,

building footprint area, road length (just as when calculating scaling laws),

as well as road network statistics outlined in Table 1. We calculate the local

griddedness (defined in (19), road density (length of road per square kilo-

meter), orientation entropy (variability in road orientations, defined in (12),

mean degree (number of edges at an intersection), dead end percentage (the

proportion of cul-de-sacs and other roads that do not end at an intersection),

and percentage degree 4+ (the proportion of intersections where four or more

edges meet). Descriptions of statistics not mentioned in the main text are

shown in SI Table S1.

The results are shown in Fig. S4. In Fig. S4a, we see changes in extrin-

sic variables, namely developed area, building footprint area, indoor area,

and road length, all have similarly long-range correlations with city distance.

They only reach approximately zero correlation after 1000km, although the

decrease in correlation appears faster than scaling law exponents. Figure S4b,

meanwhile, shows that changes in intrinsic variables (road network statistics)

show a qualitative decrease in correlation with distance, although the cor-

relations are always high and never reach zero. This is probably because

all cities, regardless of population, experienced similar road network changes
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(a) (b)

Figure S4: Nearby cities grow similarly. (a) Correlations of extrinsic city properties:

developed area growth, building footprint area growth, indoor area growth, and road

length growth evolution versus city distance as of 2015. road networks growth between

cities (CBSAs). (b) Correlations of road network properties: road density, mean number of

intersections, fraction of dead ends, orientation entropy (10), and mean local griddedness

(19) of new roads.

with the advent of cars, as described in prior work (19). All results are found

to be robust when splitting by MSAs and µSAs (SI Fig. S12), as well as

weaker and stronger data filtering (SI Figs. S5 & S6, respectively). These re-

sults broadly match the findings seen for scaling laws, suggesting the growth

and evolution of cities has a long-range correlation.
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(a) (b)

Figure S5: Nearby cities grow similarly. Figures are the same as main text Fig. 6 except

we include all CBSAs with temporal completeness and geospatial coverage greater than

0%. (a) Correlations of extrinsic city properties: developed area growth, building footprint

area growth, indoor area growth, and road length growth evolution versus city distance as

of 2015. road networks growth between cities (CBSAs). (b) Correlations of road network

properties: road density, mean number of intersections, fraction of dead ends, orientation

entropy (10), and mean local griddedness (19 of new roads.
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(a) (b)

Figure S6: Nearby cities grow similarly. Figures are the same as main text Fig. 6 except we

include all CBSAs with temporal completeness and geospatial coverage greater than 80%.

(a) Correlations of extrinsic city properties: developed area growth, building footprint

area growth, indoor area growth, and road length growth evolution versus city distance as

of 2015. road networks growth between cities (CBSAs). (b) Correlations of road network

properties: road density, mean number of intersections, fraction of dead ends, orientation

entropy (10), and mean local griddedness (19 of new roads.
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Figure S7: Scaling law exponent versus 2015 population for all CBSAs with temporal com-

pleteness and geospatial coverage > 0%. (a) Developed area, (b) indoor area, (c) building

footprint area, (d) road length, (e) number of deadends, (f) number of intersections with

four or more edges meeting, (g) total number of intersections, and (h) number of edges.

Black error bars represent standard errors of scaling law coefficients. Statistically signifi-

cant Spearman correlations (p-values< 0.05) are shown in each figure, and are otherwise

denoted “n.s.” (not significant).
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Figure S8: Scaling law exponent versus 2015 population for all CBSAs with temporal com-

pleteness and geospatial coverage > 80%. (a) Developed area, (b) indoor area, (c) building

footprint area, (d) road length, (e) number of deadends, (f) number of intersections with

four or more edges meeting, (g) total number of intersections, and (h) number of edges.

Black error bars represent standard errors of scaling law coefficients. Statistically signifi-

cant Spearman correlations (p-values< 0.05) are shown in each figure, and are otherwise

denoted “n.s.” (not significant).
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Figure S9: Scaling law exponent versus 2015 population for µSAs with temporal com-

pleteness > 60% and geospatial coverage > 40% as in the main text. (a) Developed area,

(b) indoor area, (c) building footprint area, (d) road length, (e) number of deadends, (f)

number of intersections with four or more edges meeting, (g) total number of intersec-

tions, and (h) number of edges. Black error bars represent standard errors of scaling law

coefficients. Statistically significant Spearman correlations (p-values< 0.05) are shown in

each figure, and are otherwise denoted “n.s.” (not significant).
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Figure S10: Scaling law exponent versus 2015 population for MSAs with temporal com-

pleteness > 60% and geospatial coverage > 40% as in the main text. (a) Developed area,

(b) indoor area, (c) building footprint area, (d) road length, (e) number of deadends, (f)

number of intersections with four or more edges meeting, (g) total number of intersec-

tions, and (h) number of edges. Black error bars represent standard errors of scaling law

coefficients. Statistically significant Spearman correlations (p-values< 0.05) are shown in

each figure, and are otherwise denoted “n.s.” (not significant).
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Figure S11: Relationship between scaling exponents and population in 1950 and 2015.

(Top panel) scaling law exponent for temporal scaling 1900-1950 versus 1950 population

and (bottom panel) scaling law exponent for temporal scaling 1960-2015 versus 2015 pop-

ulation for MSAs with temporal completeness > 60% and geospatial coverage > 40% as in

the main text. Top panel: (a,i) Developed area, (b,j) indoor area, (c,k) building footprint

area, (d,l) road length, (e,m) number of deadends, (f,n) number of intersections with four

or more edges meeting, (g,o) total number of intersections, and (h,p) number of edges.

Black error bars represent standard errors of scaling law coefficients. Statistically signifi-

cant Spearman correlations (p-values< 0.05) are shown in each figure, and are otherwise

denoted “n.s.” (not significant).
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Figure S12: Nearby cities scale similarly. Figures are the same as main text Fig. 6 except

we split data by (a–b) MSA and (c–d) µSA with borders defined as of 2010 and we divide

the temporal scaling laws to be between (a,c) 1900–1950 and (b,d) 1960–2015. Spear-

man correlation versus distance for the number of 4+ intersections, number of deadends,

number of edges, number of intersections, developed area, building footprint area, indoor

area, and road length. Shaded regions represent 68% confidence intervals in the mean

correlation.
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Geospatial Coverage = 0%

(a)

Figure S13: Nearby cities scale similarly. Figures are the same as main text Fig. 6 except

CBSAs have temporal completeness and spatial coverage greater than (a) 0% and (b)

80%. Spearman correlation versus distance for the number of 4+ intersections, number

of deadends, number of edges, number of intersections, developed area, building footprint

area, indoor area, and road length. Shaded regions represent 68% confidence intervals in

the mean correlation.
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Figure S14: Scaling law exponents across the US for CBSAs with temporal completeness

and geospatial coverage > 80%. Map of temporal scaling exponents for (a) developed

area, (b) number of deadends, (c) building footprint, (d) number of 4+ intersections, (e)

indoor area, (f) total number of intersections, (g) road length, and (h) number of edges.
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Figure S15: Scaling law exponents split by city size and region for CBSAs with temporal

completeness and geospatial coverage > 80%. Distribution of temporal scaling exponents

for (a) developed area, (b) number of deadends, (c) building footprint, (d) number of 4+

intersections, (e) indoor area, (f) total number of intersections, (g) road length, and (h)

number of edges. Distributions are split by major (MSA) and minor (µSA) cities as well

as OMB-defined regions. Black vertical lines represent linear scaling.
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Figure S16: Scaling law exponents across the US for CBSAs with temporal completeness

and geospatial coverage > 0%. Map of temporal scaling exponents for (a) developed area,

(b) number of deadends, (c) building footprint, (d) number of 4+ intersections, (e) indoor

area, (f) total number of intersections, (g) road length, and (h) number of edges.
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Figure S17: Scaling laws split by city size and region for CBSAs with temporal complete-

ness and geospatial coverage > 0%. Distribution of temporal scaling laws for (a) developed

area, (b) number of deadends, (c) building footprint, (d) number of 4+ intersections, (e)

indoor area, (f) total number of intersections, (g) road length, and (h) number of edges.

Distributions are split by major (MSA) and minor (µSA) cities as well as OMB-defined

regions. Black vertical lines represent linear scaling.
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Figure S18: Agreement of temporal relations with power law for cities split by CBSA type

(MSA or µSA) whose temporal completeness is greater than 60% and spatial coverage

is greater than 40%, as in the main text. Powerlaw fit R2 for (a) developed area, (b)

building footprint, (c) indoor area, (d) road length, (e) number of deadends, (f) number

of intersections where four or more edges meet, (g) total number of intersections, and (h)

number of edges. Values closer to one correspond to better agreement with power law

scaling relation. We find both MSAs and µSAs have strong fits to the scaling relation, but

MSA fits are typically better (Mann-Whitney U test p-value < 0.001 for each statistic).
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Figure S19: Agreement of temporal relations with power law for cities split by OMB-

defined regions whose temporal completeness is greater than 60% and spatial coverage

is greater than 40%, as in the main text. Powerlaw fit R2 for (a) developed area, (b)

building footprint, (c) indoor area, (d) road length, (e) number of deadends, (f) number

of intersections where four or more edges meet, (g) total number of intersections, and (h)

number of edges. Values closer to one correspond to better agreement with power law

scaling relation. We find strong fits to the scaling relation across regions.
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Figure S20: Change in scaling exponents from 1900–1950 and from 1960–2015. Scaling

exponents for (a) developed area, (b) building footprint area, (c) indoor area, (d) road

length, (e) number of deadends, (f) number of intersections where four or more edges

meet, (g) total number of intersections, and (h) number of edges. In agreement with main

text Fig. 4, we see that scaling laws are higher for MSAs (Mann-Whitney U test p-values

< 0.001 except for indoor area scaling exponents, p-value= 0.2). In this analysis, we filter

cities to have geographic coverage greater than 40% and temporal completeness greater

than 60% as in the main text.
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