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Urban space is composed of complex interactions. Citizens, as the city’s most essential element, deeply
interacts with urban Locations and produceMobility behaviors. To uncover the city’s fundamental functioning
mechanisms, it is important to acquire a deep understanding of complicated relationships among citizens,
location, andmobility behaviors. Previous research studies have applied direct correlation analysis to investigate
such relationships. Nevertheless, due to the ubiquitous confounding effects, empirical correlation analysis may
not accurately reflect underlying causal relationships among basic urban elements. In this paper, we propose a
novel urban causal computing framework to comprehensively explore causalities and confounding effects
among a variety of factors across different types of urban elements. In particular, we design a reinforcement
learning algorithm to discover the potential causal graph, which depicts the causal relations between urban
factors. The causal graph further serves as the guidance for estimating causal effects between pair-wise urban
factors by propensity score matching. After removing the confounding effects from correlations, we leverage
significance levels of causal effects in downstream urban mobility prediction tasks. Experimental studies on
open-source urban datasets show that the discovered causal graph demonstrates a hierarchical structure,
where citizens affect locations, and they both cause changes in urban mobility behaviors. Experimental results
in urban mobility prediction tasks further show that the proposed method can effectively reduce confounding
effects and enhance performance of urban computing tasks.

CCSConcepts: •Human-centered computing→Empirical studies in collaborative and social computing;
• Applied computing → Transportation; • Information systems → Association rules;

Additional Key Words and Phrases: Urban Computing, Causal Discovery, Mobile Computing

1 INTRODUCTION
According to the United Nation’s report, by 2050, urban population will increase to over 6.7 billion,
accounting for 68% of the world’s population (i.e., more than twice of rural population) [59].
Accordingly, urban space has become the most essential scenario in the field of intelligent systems
and technology [4]. In particular, urban scientists consider cities as self-organizing systems with
thousands of subtly inter-connected factors [5, 48], with dynamic intrinsic relations simultaneously
varying from regions to regions [6, 24, 49]. Generally, urban factors form and can be categorized into
three fundamental elements in urban science: Citizens, Locations, and Mobility. First, the Mobility
refers to behaviors of citizens that would promote development in different urban locations. Second,
the Locations would generate diverse routes among different places and thus to regulate movement
patterns of Mobility. Third, Citizens, as the most essential element involved with urban dynamics,
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would demand for urban infrastructures while traveling in the urban space to visit different locations,
creating urban mobility, consumption, and social communication. Nevertheless, there still lacks
a fine-grained and fully penetrative comprehension on factor-level relations and interactions to
obtain an in-depth understanding of urbanization from the perspectives of basic urban elements.
Given the wide availability of urban data from various domains and with the rising of artificial
intelligence techniques, we are inspired to uncover the highly intricate relationships among urban
factors. The discovered knowledge from both quantitative and qualitative perspectives would
help counterparts to better understand urban development and promote insightful decisions for
sustainable urban governance and resource management.
In the literature of urban science, most existing works rely on correlation analysis to study the

relationships among different urban factors [33, 54, 69, 73]. For instance, it has been revealed that the
number of sports venues has a positive linear correlation with the number of local antidepressant
prescriptions within the same neighborhood [19]. Nevertheless, as urban factors distinguish from
each other in a region-by-region manner, the relationships among them become vastly intricate
in modern cities. In particular, there exist ubiquitous confounding effects in urban space. For
instance, under the influence of an additional confounding factor, two urban factors exhibit inverse
correlations despite their actual relationship [46]. Recall the example, when the green space is
introduced into the case as a confounding factor, it would not only constrain the construction of
sports venues but also reduce local antidepressant prescriptions by creating a more psychologically-
friendly environment. As such, the relationship between the two factors in the previous example is
indeed negative-correlated, which overturns the result obtained from correlation analysis. In this
study, we are motivated to precisely characterize the real relationships among urban factors by
taming the universal confounding effect in urban space. The key idea is to first discover causalities
among urban factors and recover causal relations to determine how urban factors would directly
or indirectly affect each other. On the dimension level, we aim to achieve inference on more
sophisticated causalities among citizens, locations, and urban mobility behaviors. To this end, there
are two primary challenges to our goals. First, the solution space is enormous for the potential causal
relations among urban factors. Second, it is quite daunting to eliminate the impact of confounding
factors and discover authentic causal relations.
To comprehensively study the causal relations embedded among urban factors, we propose an

urban causal analytic framework to tackle the potential deficiency in conventional correlation
analysis. By observing causal relations from an open-source urban dataset, we collect high-quality
urban factors that depict citizens’ demographic information, distribution of locations, and mobility
behaviors across over 2,000 census tracts in the city of New York. While most causal inference tasks
require prior knowledge or assign typical causal relations based on common understandings, the
actual relations embedded in numerous urban factors are intricate and thus hard to obtain. Therefore,
inspired by the Reinforcement Learning (RL) method that can optimize decisions from an enormous
searching space [83], we first design a casual discovery algorithm to recover potential causal
relations among urban factors. The obtained causal graph further serves as the prior knowledge
for both estimating causal effects and shaping comprehensive relations among categorized urban
factors under elements of citizens, locations and mobility. In addition, we leverage the propensity
score matching method [8, 28, 30, 71] to alleviate confounding effects in the causal graph and
characterize unbiased urban causal effects. As a result, the sign and magnitude of estimated causal
effects could precisely reveal the complicated interacting mechanism among urban factors. Based
on these observations, we further leverage the significance of estimated causal effects as a core
criterion to select urban factors in the prediction task of mobility behaviors.

The causal analytic framework yields insightful results that shed light on discovering semantic
relations among factors across basic urban elements from a causal perspective. First, we recover a
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three-tier hierarchical causal structure using the causal discovery approach. In specific, citizens’
demographics are at the top level, influencing both urban locations and mobility behaviors.
Meanwhile, location distributions lie at the middle level, casting causal effects on mobility behaviors.
The causal graph provides structural and semantic urban knowledge while revealing confounding
effects that negate simple correlation analysis. Second, causal effects estimated from the causal
graph also uncover the exact directions of causalities in urban space. For example, the higher median
age in a region would lead to less mobility flow, even if the observed correlation is positive. Take
another case, more elder residents would cause fewer local education venues regardless of their
positive correlation. In addition, education venues have a negative causal effect on the ratio of people
taking public transportation. The above deconfounded directions in causal inference can be applied
to instruct interventions of urban governance. Third, pruning factors that generate insignificant
causal effects can remove more redundant information compared with selecting factors with
significant correlations, thus enhancing the performance of urban mobility behavior prediction.
The improvements in urban mobility prediction tasks brought by causal analysis validate the
applicability of causal discovery and inference to the fields of social science and urban computing.

The main contribution of this paper to can be summarized as follows.

• We are the first to comprehensively analyze causal relations among citizens, locations, and
mobility behaviors from observational urban factor data. The recovered causal graph reveals
a three-tier hierarchical causal structure in urban space, where citizens are the primary cause
of location distributions and mobility behaviors.

• We provide quantitative computations and qualitative analysis on causal effects among urban
factors by applying causal inference methods to reduce confounding effects. The estimated
causal effects reflect complex relationships among numerous urban factors under dimensions
of citizens, locations, and mobility. The directions of estimated causal effects also provide
comprehensive insights into the relations among urban factors.

• We further apply the estimated causal effects into urban mobility prediction tasks. Extensive
experimental results demonstrate that after pruning factors with insignificant causal effects,
urban mobility prediction models can achieve better and more robust performance. This
sheds light on leveraging causal effects as a metric for selecting significant factors for urban
computing tasks.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We first introduce the urban dataset and formulate
the research problem in Section 2. Section 3 presents the causal analytic framework, which consists
of a causal discovery method and the causal effect estimation approach. Results and analyses are
presented in Section 4. Related works and implications of our work are discussed in Section 5.

2 MOTIVATION AND PROBLEM OVERVIEW
We formulate the research problem as discovering and inferring the causal relationships and
effects among citizens, locations and mobility, which is motivated by the deficiency of correlation
analysis in complex urban interactions. Studying the relationship between each pair of factors
from citizens, locations, and mobility can be beneficial to various practical applications, such as
urban demand forecasting and facility planning [25, 25, 31, 31, 64, 70]. However, correlation-based
analysis [27, 33, 54, 73, 82] may easily lead to contrary conclusions to the common sense, due to the
widely existed confounding effects [37, 61]. For example, Figure 1(a) shows a correlation diagram
between each pair of urban factors. As it reveals, urban factors of median age and population
mobility are positively correlated, i.e., people living in areas with a high degree of aging would
have more active mobility. This is a conclusion that contradicts our common sense [34, 38], which
is caused by the confounding effect.
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(a) Correlation table.
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Fig. 1. Statistics of the urban dataset.

Causal inference [20, 57] has been widely used in many fields to tame biases in relationship
estimation caused by the confounding factors. Conventional causal inference methods [23, 78]
tend to rely on assumptions and make estimations based on prior knowledge acquired from causal
graphs between pair-wise factors. Nevertheless, it is quite difficult to directly obtain the causal
graph among various urban factors through prior knowledge. The key reason is that searching such
a graph is an NP-hard problem [35, 57], and the prior knowledge cannot fully include relationships
between all pairs of factors. Therefore, we first design a reinforcement learning-based causal
discovery method to obtain the causal graph between numerous urban factors. The RL-based causal
discovery method models the causal graph searching process as a sequential decision problem,
so as to reduce both the searching space and the difficulty of NP-hardness. The obtained causal
graph is further applied to discover the causal relationship and estimate the causal effect among
urban factors in citizens, locations, and mobility. The discovered causal relationships can facilitate
downstream tasks related to urban computing (i.e., mobility prediction and urban planning).

3 METHOD
3.1 Overview
Fig. 2 provides an overview of the proposed framework for discovering causal relations among
urban factors across fundamental urban elements. Overall, it consists of the following three basic
components. 1) Urban Factors Acquisition. We first introduce the dataset used in this work and
pre-process data to obtain a variety of factors from citizens, locations and mobility. 2)Urban Causal
Computation. Second, we propose a reinforcement learning-based causal discovery algorithm to
obtain the causal graph and depict the causal relations among urban factors. To model the intensity
of acquired causal relations, we estimate the causal effects between causality-related factors with a
matching method to alleviate confounding effects in the causal graph. 3)Urban Causal Prediction.
To evaluate the effectiveness of acquired causal relations and effects, we predict urban mobility
factors with significant cause factors derived from the causal graph.

3.2 Urban Factors Acquisition
The utilized dataset is collected from New York city, the U.S. As shown in Table 1, the dataset
depicts urban factors categorized by Citizens, Locations and Mobility across 2,167 census tract.
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Fig. 2. The framework of our method.

Table 1. The basic information of the dataset.

City Period Data Type Region Number Region Level
New York 2019 ∼ 2020 Citizens, Locations, Mobility 2,167 Census Tract

Table 2. The composition of citizens, locations and mobility.

Data Type Factors

Citizens
Total population, Male rate, Female rate,
Minors rate, Elders rate
Median age, Poverty level

Locations
Transport, Entertainment,
Catering, Education
Service, Shopping

Mobility
Proportion of people traveling by public transport
Mean travel time to work
Population mobility

Specifically, there exist 16 types of urban factors, whose distribution is shown in Figure 1(b). To
study the causal relationships among these factors, we refer to the literature on the urban relations
and categorize them into three dimensions in Table 2. In addition, we acquire source data for
different urban factors as follows. First, source data for factors of Citizens are collected from the
United States Census Bureau [60]. Second, source data for factors of Locations are crawled from the
OpenStreetMap (OSM) [43], which is a crowd-sourced map data collection service. Third, source
data for factors ofMobility are collected from the Origin-Destination Employment Statistics (ODES)
organized by the Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics (LEHD) [60] program of the United
States Census Bureau. The above data sources together make the dataset sufficient for discovering
and inferring the causal relationships among basic urban elements. Next, we introduce in detail
how we design factors to depict citizens, locations, and mobility from the collected dataset.
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Citizens depicts the basic factors of the population demography, such as gender, age, number,
etc.. Existing works [25, 31, 55] have studied the relationship between urban factors in Citizens and
Locations distribution. It suggests that the demand for Locations in a region will be affected by the
citizens living in the same region, and the Locations distribution in a region is closely related to
the gender ratio and poverty rate of the population through modeling. Some other studies[62, 66]
exploited factors of citizens to predict the mobility of the region, finding that the population and
age distribution of each region are important factors to influence urban mobility. Based on the
above knowledge and the collected dataset, we select the total population, male rate, and female
rate to depict urban population and gender factors. Moreover, minors rate, elders rate and median
age are selected to depict age factors. At last, the poverty factor is aligned with the poverty level
indicator from the collected dataset.
Locations mainly depicts the number of different types of locations in the region. Previous

studies [9, 25, 31, 55, 72, 74] have explored the relationship among locations, citizens and mobility.
The key finding is that the distribution of locations can influence regional indicators, such as
poverty level [9, 72, 74]. Therefore, we select 6 types of locations as the urban factors, including
transport, entertainment, catering, education, service, and shopping. The total numbers of each
location factors are used as indicators to study the influence of urban locations.
Mobility includes the mobility of the population and factors related to mobility. Previous

studies [13, 51, 75, 77] have shown people’s travel choices and travel time are important factors of
mobility. Therefore, we take the proportion of people traveling by public transport, mean travel
time to work, and population mobility as the key factors in our research.

3.3 Urban Causal Computation
Causal Discovery via Deep Reinforcement Learning. Searching for the causal graph among
multiple urban factors is an NP-hard combinatorial optimization problem [35, 57], which is difficult
to solve by conventional causal discovery methods. Reinforcement learning is powerful for solving
such large-scale combinatorial optimization problems [2, 3, 36]. Therefore, we design a RL-based
causal discovery method to search the causal graph among urban factors. We first formulate the
problem as a one-step Markovian Decision-making Process (MDP). Formally, each MDP can be
described as a 4-tuple (S,A, P, R). Specially, S and A represent the state space and action space,
respectively. Moreover, P : S × A → R represents the probability of state transition. That is,
P (st+1 |st, at) is the probability distribution of the next state 𝑠𝑡+1 conditioned on the current state 𝑠𝑡
and action 𝑎𝑡 . Finally, R : S × A → R is the reward function with R(s, a) representing the reward
received by executing action 𝑎 ∈ A under the state 𝑠 ∈ S. In addition, for the convenience of
modeling, we indicate the full set of factors using F = {𝐹𝑖 |𝑖 = 1, 2, ..., |F |}, where |F | = 16 in our
dataset. In the following, we detail how to model the above components of the MDP.

• State: As mentioned in previous studies [63, 83], it is difficult to capture the underlying
causal relationships by directly using the urban factors 𝐹 as the state. These studies also
inspire us to use an encoder to embed each factor 𝐹𝑖 to state 𝑠𝑖 , which is beneficial for the
causal discovery process. Therefore, the state space can be obtained as S = (𝑠1, 𝑠2 ..., 𝑠 | F | ) =
𝑒𝑛𝑐𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑟 (𝐹1, 𝐹2 ..., 𝐹 | F | ). Motivated by [63], we exploit a self-attention based encoder in the
Transformer structure in the proposed reinforcement learning model.

• Action: The action of our RL framework is to generate a binary adjacency matrix 𝑈 , which
corresponds to the causal graph G. For example, if the 𝑖-th row and 𝑗-th column of𝑈 is 1, it
means that the 𝑖-th factor points to the 𝑗-th factor in the causal graph G.

• State transition: In the one-step MDP, the state 𝑠 will be directly transferred to the end state
of the episode after the first action is executed.
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• Reward: Our optimization goal is to search over the space of all Directed Acyclic Graph
(DAG) to find a G with the minimum Bayesian Information Criterion score 𝑆𝐵𝐼𝐶 (G) [7, 29],
which depicts how well the obtained DAG causally matches the observed data. Here, we
adopt the DAG constraint 𝜌 (G) proposed by [79] as a penalty term to add to our optimization
goal, thus to make sure that the G is a DAG. Therefore, we set the episode reward as
𝑅 = −𝑆𝐵𝐼𝐶 (G) − 𝜌 (G), which will be obtained when executing the binary adjacency matrix
𝑈 . The process of RL learning will maximize reward 𝑅, thereby minimizing 𝑆𝐵𝐼𝐶 (G) and
𝜌 (G) simultaneously.

Based on the above MDPmodels, the causal discovery is described by a policy function 𝜋 : S → A.
Specially, 𝜋 (𝑎 |𝑠) represents the probability of choosing action𝑎 under current state 𝑠 . The framework
of causal discovery method is shown in Figure 3. We adopt a self-attention encoder and an LSTM
based decoder [83] tomap the state to action. In addition, we introduce the actor-critic algorithm [26]
to train the proposed RL framework to obtain the best causal graph G. Then, the nodes and edges of
graph G depict the urban factors and their causal relationships, respectively, as shown in Figure 3.

Self-Attention 
Encoder

LSTM 
Decoder

Critic Score
Function

Causal Graph

Reward

  Urban Factors
Actor  Binary  

Adjacency Matrix
Citizens

Locations

Mobility

Median age

Shopping Catering

Mobility Travel Time

Citizens

Locations

Mobility

Fig. 3. The framework of causal discovery method via deep reinforcement learning.

Estimating Causal Effects from Causal Graph. Edges in the causal graph mark confident
causal relations among regional factors in the urban space. An unresolved issue is to measure the
extent and direction of causalities from source nodes to target nodes, which ultimately shapes
the understanding of fundamental functioning mechanisms in urban space. Meanwhile, a crucial
challenge for obtaining accurate causal effects is that observed correlation between causal and
effected factors are potentially confounded by a confounding factor. The confounding factor
simultaneously exerts causal effects on both the causal and the effected nodes, resulting in the
well-known confounding effect [61]. To solve this challenge, we leverage a propensity score-based
method that controls the distribution of confounding variables over different causal factors to
alleviate the confounding effect. Under balanced distributions of confounding variables, we are
able to identify debiased causal effects of each edge in the estimated causal graph.
In the learned causal graph, source nodes and target nodes are called treatments and outcomes,

respectively. Here, we adopt the potential outcome framework by Rubin [52]. The potential outcome
is the expected value of the outcome factor when the treatment factor is set to a certain level. The
causal effect, also known as the treatment effect, is the difference in potential outcomes under different
treatment levels. This measurement requires counterfactual outcomes as we can only observe one
outcome. A traditional approach to obtain the counterfactual outcomes and estimate treatment
effects is the Randomized Controlled Trial (RCT). In an RCT, units are randomly assigned with a
level of treatment regardless of their other attributes. Therefore, these attributes are distributed
identically in each treatment group, which ensures that groups are comparable to each other’s
counterfactual outcomes.
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(a) Confounding effect. (b) Calculating propensity score. (c) Matching process.

Fig. 4. The framework of estimating causal effects.

However, randomized controlled trials are impractical when the observed data is confounded.
Confounding factors are factors that simultaneously affect both nodes on a causal edge. For instance,
the node 𝑋 in Figure 4(a) affects both nodes 𝑇 and 𝑌 . Therefore, we adopt the propensity score
matching strategy [8] to alleviate the confounding effects during estimating causal effects in the
proposed causal graph. Matching is a widely used method to reproduce a randomized trial, where
units with different treatment levels but exact same confounding factors are matched to form a
counterfactual pair. When there are multiple confounding factors, matching units with identical
confounding factors might be impossible. The propensity score, as a numeric value, is introduced to
compensate for this deficiency. When matching units with similar propensity scores, we can obtain
balanced confounding factors. The propensity score 𝑒 (𝑋 ) is a scalar determined by confounding
factors 𝑋 . It is expected to be a balancing score that the conditional distribution of 𝑋 given 𝑒 (𝑋 ) is
the same for all treatment level 𝑇 [50],

𝑋 ⊥ 𝑇 |𝑒 (𝑋 ). (1)

Note that matching units with similar 𝑒 (𝑋 ) instead of high-dimensional confounding factors should
still balance the confounding factors.
Urban region factors are continuous and multilevel instead of binary. In this work, we follow

the design of propensity score for multiple treatment levels introduced in [19]. With each urban
region factor as the treatment factor, we first group all census tracts into four equally sized quantile
groups based on their values on that factor. Then, we use an ordinal regression model to fit the
ordinal treatment level by confounding factors and derive propensity scores. The ordinal regression
model has the form of

𝑃 (𝑇 ≤ 𝑑 |𝑋 ) = 𝜎 (𝜃𝑑 −w𝑇𝑋 ), (2)
where 𝑇 is the treatment level, 𝑑 is a level ranging from the lowest to the highest quantile, w and
𝜃𝑑 are parameters to learn, and 𝜎 (·) is the logistic function 𝜎 (𝑥) = 𝑥

1+𝑒−𝑥 . Let 𝑒 (𝑋 ) = w𝑇𝑋 , then
𝑃 (𝑇 |𝑋 ) only depends on 𝑒 (𝑋 ), which implies that the treatment level and confounding factors are
independent conditioned on 𝑒 (𝑋 ). Note that 𝑒 (𝑋 ) satisfies the characteristic of balancing score in
Eq. 1. Therefore, for each treatment and its confounding factors, we fit the ordinal regression model
and use learned model parameters to estimate the propensity score 𝑒 (𝑋 ) = ŵ𝑇𝑋 . The procedure of
fitting an ordinal regression model to calculate propensity score is shown in Figure 4(b).

Then we match census tracts with similar propensity scores to alleviate the confounding effects.
We first define the distance between two census tracts based on their treatment level and estimated
propensity scores. We adopt the distance defined in [32], which indicates the difference in estimated
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propensity score divided by the difference in treatment level as follows.

𝑑𝑖, 𝑗 =
|𝑒 (𝑋𝑖 ) − 𝑒 (𝑋 𝑗 ) |

|𝑇𝑖 −𝑇𝑗 |
, (3)

where 𝑑𝑖, 𝑗 denotes the distance between the 𝑖-th and 𝑗-th census tract. Under this metric, census
tracts with similar propensity scores and dissimilar treatment levels will become closer.
In the matching procedure, each census tract is matched with its closest census tract, which

will serve as the counterfactual outcome. For instance, in Figure 4(c), the green region is matched
with the grey region, while the yellow region is matched with the blue one. Then, for each pair
of census tracts, we calculate the estimated individual treatment effect, by using the difference in
outcome divided by the difference in treatment level. The Average Treatment Effect (ATE) from the
treatment factor to the outcome factor is estimated as the average value of all individual treatment
effects. As a result, the value of ATE represents the change in outcome factor when the treatment
is raised by one level. In addition, we can also analyze the significance of an ATE by testing if the
individual treatment effects have a zero average by statistical tests. If the ATE deviates from 0 with
a small p-value, the corresponding causal relation is then regarded as significant.

3.4 Urban Causal Prediction
Based on the significance tests on estimated ATEs, we propose a causality-based method for the
input selection stage of urban supervised learning tasks. A common issue in supervised learning is
that not all factors input to the prediction model contain sufficient information of the outcome.
For example, model inputs with a large variance but insignificant impact on the outcome might
be falsely perceived by models in the training stage, deteriorating their performances on test
sets. Moreover, most of the prediction models assume that training samples and test samples are
identically distributed. However, if this assumption fails, correlations in training samples might not
hold in the test set. Models that mistakenly learn these correlations might have worse performance
on the test set. To solve the above challenges, we suggest using the learned causal effects in selecting
model input for the prediction of urban mobility behavior factors [76].

The causal-based input selection procedure first follows the proposed urban causal computation
process to estimate the causal effects between urban factors on the training set. Causal edges with
significance level p > 0.05 are then pruned from the potential graph. For the prediction of a specific
outcome factor, we only keep the factors located on any path in the pruned graph, which targets
the outcome factor as the prediction model’s inputs. Therefore, there are significant causal effects
that flow from the model inputs to the outcome factor.

4 RESULTS AND ANALYSIS
4.1 Urban Causal Graph
Based on the DRL-based causal discoverymethod, we divide urban factors into three levels according
to the causal order [63] of the causal graph, as shown in Table 3. From this table, we can find that
factors of citizens always appear as top causes, while location factors appear as the middle result of
citizens as well as the cause for mobility. In addition, factors in citizens can influence mobility in
two ways, which profoundly reveals two major causes for the formation of mobility in the urban
space. On the one hand, as basic urban attributes, citizens’ factors will directly affect the formation
and development of urban mobility. On the other hand, the citizens’ factors can also affect the
distribution of locations and indirectly change the attraction to urban mobility, thus influencing
urban mobility patterns. Besides, our discovery that factors in citizens are the cause of the locations
distribution supports conclusions in the existing literature [48, 65]. In urban space, the distribution
of locations will change rapidly as the citizens changes, but it is a long process for citizens to
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Table 3. The causal order of urban factors in NYC.

Level Factors

Top
Poverty level
Minors rate

Total population

Middle
Catering
Shopping
Service

Bottom
Proportion of people traveling by public transport

Mean travel time to work
Population mobility

(a) (b) (c)

(d)

Fig. 5. Four sub-graphs of our discovered causal graphs.

gradually influence factors in location dimension. This is because factors in citizens are the cause
of the locations distribution, which coincides with our findings.

To further analyze the causal relationship among urban factors in details, we provide sub-graphs
of discovered causal graph, as shown in Figure 5. From Figure 5(a), we can find that the female rate
in a region is the cause for distribution of the shopping and entertainment locations, and it indirectly
affects mobility through these locations. This is because women tend to have stronger consumer
behaviors [21, 47], thus female rate will become an important cause for the location of shopping
and entertainment locations. With both the above locations attracting citizens, the female rate
will indirectly affect mobility factors in surrounding areas. From Figure 5(b), we can find that the
average age of the regional population directly and indirectly affects mobility through locations. This
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is because people in different ages have different traveling abilities, which will directly affect the
mobility of the area. In addition, people of different age groups will be attracted by different types of
locations, therefore, the average age indirectly affects mobility based on the attraction of locations
to mobility. From Figure 5(c), we can find that the poverty rate will indirectly affect mobility through
locations. This shows that the locations site selection process will fully consider the degree of wealth
of the region. From Figure 5(d), we can find thatmultiple causes are affecting the proportion of people
traveling by public transport and mean travel time to work. The proportion of people in different age
groups will have an impact on the two results, which is caused by the different travel preferences of
people in different age groups. For example, middle-aged people often prefer to take private cars
while minors often prefer to take public transportation [10, 42]. In addition, the varying travel
duration by different vehicles varies will also affect the above two factors. We can also find that
the total population and poverty level of a region can have an affect the above two factors, which
shows that people in areas with different incomes and different populations often have different travel
preferences.

4.2 Estimated Causal Effects
The three-tier hierarchical causal graph depicts the flow of causal relations in the urban space.
For instance, citizens affect the distribution of local locations, and factors in both citizens and
locations lead to changes in urban mobility factors (i.e., the mean travel time of residents, the
proportion of people taking public transportation, and local mobility flow). However, it only
demonstrates the source and the target in causal relations, lacking the direction of causal effects. In
other words, the causal graph learned via the reinforcement learning method does not intuitively
answer the counterfactual question of ‘if the region has more transportation locations, whether the
mobility flow increases or decreases’. The direction of causal effect cannot be straightforwardly
represented by the correlation coefficient between the ‘causal’ factor and the ‘effect’ factor, due to
the confounding effect depicted in Figure 4(a). Therefore, we adopt the propensity score matching
method to alleviate confounding effects for all confounded causal edges in the causal graph.

The adjacency matrix of the causal graph learned by the causal discovery algorithm is represented
in Figure 6(a). The blue squares denote that the factor in the corresponding row is the cause of
the factor in the corresponding column. For instance, minors rate is the cause of transportation
and mobility, while transportation locations is the cause of mobility. Therefore, minors rate is
considered as one of the confounding factors in the causal edge from transportation locations to
mobility. Totally, there are 11 factors confounded by other factors. The propensity score matching
approach is leveraged to balance confounding factors. First, we check the credibility of propensity
score matching by comparing the balance on confounding factors before and after matching. The
balance before matching is measured by the difference between average values of confounding
factors, on regions with a treatment level over 2 (top half) and regions with a treatment level of less
than 3 (lower half). The balance after matching is measured by the average values of confounding
factors, on regions with a higher treatment level in each matched pair and regions with a lower
treatment level in each pair. The relative difference is shown in Figure 7.
Aside from the de-confounded causal effects, more insightful conclusions can be drawn from

significant causal edges, especially the causal effects on urban mobility factors. The mobility flow
in a region characterize its connectivity and interaction with other regions in the city, which is
crucial for commercial, capital, and information communication. Attractive regions can have better
economic gains. In Figure 6(b), we can observe that more transportation, catering, education, service,
and shopping locations can increase the region’s mobility flow, while more proportion of minors, elders,
and poverty population and higher median age will decrease mobility flow. These findings suggest
that locations can attract more visitors, but local minors, elders, and people living in poverty
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(a) Causal graph learned from causal discovery
algorithm. Blue squares denote potential causal relations.
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(b) Significant causal effects. Blue squares: positive
effects. Red squares: negative effects.

Fig. 6. Learned causal graph and significant causal effects after balancing confounding factors.

cannot contribute to mobility flow in the urban space. As for the proportion of people taking public
transportation, more population, higher poverty ratio, lower minors and elders rate, and less education
locations ratio will increase public transportation rate, implying that poorer, middle-aged people are
taking more public transportation. Finally, higher minors and elders ratio, higher poverty ratio, and
less transportation locations will lead to a higher travel time. This may indicate that poorer people
need to travel to further destinations to work, and transportation locations can improve travel
speed.

We can observe from Figure 7 that the relative difference of confounding factors on matched pairs
are lower than 10%, while the original difference can be greater than 90%. The great improvements
confirm the credibility of the propensity score matching procedure. Therefore, we can estimate the
ATE by averaging individual treatment effects, which is the difference in outcome divided by the
difference in treatment level in each matched pair. We also test the significance of each causal effect
by two-sided t-test on the average of individual treatment effects. Edges with significance levels p
< 0.05 are considered significant. In Figure 6(b), we draw the direction of each significant causal
edge in the causal graph. For un-confounded edges like minors rate affecting the population, the
direction of its causal effect is considered the same as the direction of correlation coefficients. For
confounded edges, only ones with significant causal effects are kept in the graph. Consequently,
blue squares denote positive effects, and red squares represent negative effects.

Compelling findings can be drawn from the directions of causal effects. First, some of the causal
effects have different directions with correlation coefficients. By comparing the colors in Figure 6(b)
and Figure 1(a), we can summarize the following causal relations that are different from observed
correlations:

• elders rate has a positive causal effect on population,
• elders rate has a negative causal effect on education locations,
• median age has a negative causal effect on population mobility,
• median age has a negative causal effect on service locations,
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(b) Confounding factors of male rate.

population minors elders poverty
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

R
el

at
iv

e 
D

iff
er

en
ce

 %

after
before

(c) Confounding factors of female
rate.
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(d) Confounding factors of elders rate.
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(e) Confounding factors of median
age.
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(f) Confounding factors of transport
locations.
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(g) Confounding factors of
entertainment locations.
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(h) Confounding factors of catering
locations.
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(i) Confounding factors of education
locations.
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(j) Confounding factors of service locations.
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(k) Confounding factors of shopping locations.

Fig. 7. Differences between confounding factors before and after applying propensity score matching. Blue
bars are the relative difference between confounding factors on matched census tract pairs. Orange bars are
the relative difference between confounding factors on census factors with top half and bottom half treatment
levels. High relative difference implies large confounding effect.

• median age has a negative causal effect on shopping locations,
• education locations has a negative causal effect on the proportion of people traveling by
public transport.

By contrast, correlation analysis provides opposite results. In Figure 8, we present three examples
of confounding factors influencing correlation analysis and causal effects. As shown in Figure 8(a),
urban regions with higher median age will cause fewer shopping locations located in that region.
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(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 8. Examples of confounded causal effects.

However, the minors rate in the region negatively affect both median age and the amount of
shopping locations, creating a confounded positive correlation between median age and shopping
locations. In Figure 8(b), urban regions with higher median age will cause less population mobility.
Note that minors rate simultaneously affect both median age and mobility negatively, which
confounds them be positively correlated. In Figure 8(c), urban regions with higher elders rate cause
fewer education locations. This effect is confounded by the under poverty level rate, which negatively
affects elders rate and education locations.

4.3 Performance of Urban Causal Prediction
Identified urban causal relations can characterize factors’ contributions to the production of other
factors. This procedure implies strong connections between factors, which cannot be presented
by simple correlation. We leverage the significance level of estimated causal effects for the input
selection of urban prediction models. Specifically, we predict three mobility factors, i.e., population
mobility, public transportation rate, and mean travel time to work. We consider two widely-used
prediction models in supervised learning: linear regression and multi-layer perceptron (MLP). To
confirm the robustness of our input selection strategy under the scenario of different training and
test distribution, we first conduct five small-sample experiments, with training sets only consisting
of 20% of census tracts. We use the Rooted Mean Square Error (RMSE) and mean absolute error
(MAE) to measure the performance on test sets. The widely-used input selection strategies for
supervised learning to prevent overfitting include L1 regularization [58] and univariate statistical
selection. We compare the causal significance based input selection with the following combinations
of inputs: 1) all factors except for mobility behaviors (L1-regularized), 2) factors with a significant
correlation (p<0.05) with the predicted factor, and 3) ancestor nodes of the mobility behavior factor
in the causal graph before pruning insignificant edges.
The experimental results are shown in Table 4. Here, ‘All factors’ corresponds to predicting

mobility factors with all other factors and L1 regularization. ‘Correlation based’ represents selecting
factors with a significant correlation coefficient (p<0.05) with the mobility factor as input. ‘Causal
ancestor’ is the combination of factors that locates on causal path targeting the mobility factor
as shown in Figure 6(a). ‘Causal significance’ is the proposed selection strategy. Each column is a
metric of a specific prediction method (linear regression or MLP) on four input combinations.
As for the prediction of population mobility, the proposed causal significance-based selection

method achieves the best performance on both predictors and both metrics, while correlation-based
selection method is the second best. Moreover, when predicting the ratio of the population taking
public transportation and mean travel time, our strategy outperforms baseline methods on the MLP
regression predictor. Using causal ancestors in the original causal graph as input outperforms the
causal significance selection method. In addition, L1 regularization achieves the best performance
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Table 4. Performance of models predicting mobility.

Predicted Factor Mobility Public Transportation % Mean Travel Time

Inputs MLP Linear Regression MLP Linear Regression MLP Linear Regression
RMSE MAE RMSE MAE RMSE MAE RMSE MAE RMSE MAE RMSE MAE

All factors 3219.88 1262.45 8543.71 1960.98 18.37 14.56 15.33 11.84 8.41 6.22 7.05 4.94
Correlation based 3056.04 1214.92 4471.84 1656.30 16.82 13.25 21.15 11.65 8.19 6.29 12.95 5.16
Causal ancestor 3104.74 1248.57 4627.26 1694.36 29.51 24.88 14.15 11.09 22.55 19.69 7.73 5.37

Causal significance 3020.55 1165.74 3238.58 1534.09 15.87 12.53 14.17 11.10 7.34 5.26 7.73 5.36

(a) RMSE on test set (test) and validation set (dev) of each
epoch with significant cause factors of mobility as input.

(b) RMSE on test set (test) and validation set (dev) of each
epoch with significant correlated factors of mobility as input.

Fig. 9. Curves of RMSE of validation and test set in the prediction of population mobility with different input
combinations.

when estimating mean travel time by linear regression. From the above analysis, we can observe
that the causal significance-based input selection can achieve comparable performance with other
powerful input selection approaches when predicting urban mobility factors with small training sizes. In
conclusion, causal significance-based input selection is a promising solution for further prediction
tasks in urban computing, especially when factors are entangled and training samples are limited.
To test the strength of the causal significance based input selection for preventing overfitting,

we plot the change of RMSE on the validation set and test set. Here, we plot the change of RMSE
on the validation set and test set in the training stage of MLP predictors, with causal significant
factors and correlation significant factors as inputs, respectively. The proportions of the training
set, validation set, and test set are 20%, 20%, and 60%, respectively. As shown in Figure 9, both
strategies achieve the best performance at 6,000 epochs and overfit afterwards, meanwhile, the
causal significance based method achieves more robust performance.

Moreover, we analyze the performance of predicting population mobility with linear regression
with four input combinations under different sizes of training samples. We conduct experiments
with 7 different training sizes, ranging from 20% to 80%. In each experiment, we sample the training
set with the corresponding training size, and fit a linear regression model on it. Then, we measure
the RMSE and MAE on the test set, repeating five times and taking the average value of metrics.
The curves of average RMSE and average MAE over the proportion of training set on four input
combinations are presented in Figure 10.
Here, all curves show a decline in RMSE or MAE when the training size increases. We can

observe from Figure 10(a) that the average RMSE of the causal significance-based input selection
outperforms other strategies, when the training set contains no more than half of all samples.
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(a) RMSE on test sets. (b) MAE on training sets.

Fig. 10. Prediction performance under different training size.

The average MAE of our method outperforms other strategies under all training sizes, while its
improvements gradually decreases when the training size is over 40%. The above observations
suggest that the causal significance based input selection method can benefit urban mobility
prediction with a small sampling set. To summarize, we use the significance of estimated causal
effects in the proposed causal graph as a benchmark of pruning causal edges. It demonstrates that
we can keep factors with significant causal effects on the mobility behavior factor to enhance the
performance of predictions under small training size.

5 RELATEDWORKS AND DISCUSSION
5.1 Relations between Factors in the Urban Space
Since the concept of city has been evolving for thousands of years, urban space keeps gathering
people, commerce, and knowledge, substantially transforming urban residents’ lives, creating
innumerable opportunities. According to the report from the United Nations Human Settlements
Program, 56.2% of theworld population are urban populations in 2020 [18]. This ratio is astonishingly
82.6% in Northern America. urban residents live, work, get educated, transport, and consume in
cities, interacting with urban infrastructure and facilities. Therefore, it is important to shape the
relationships between various factors within the urban space.
Previous studies have elaborated on how factors in urban spaces are related [31, 39, 66, 69,

72]. In [39], the authors collected urban mobility behavior from cell phone data to extract basic
personality traits. Xu et. al. [66] demonstrated that large-scale urban mobility behavior along
with location information can be leveraged in inferring an individual’s citizens’ factors, including
occupation, gender, age, education, and income. As for the inference of locations, Liu et. al. [31]
robustly modeled the demand of locations by integrating citizens’ factors data, location profiles,
and mobility data. Yao [72] exploited mobility behavior data to empower location recommendation.
Links between citizens’ factors and mobility behaviors are studied widely in works on mobility
inequality [14, 15, 40]. Gauvin et al. [15] discovered that women move in a smaller range and visit
fewer locations than men in the urban space. Higher-income level is also correlated with higher
mobility range [14]. Moro et al. discovered the strong correlation between income segregation and
and urban mobility behaviours. The above studies successfully capture the correlation between
citizens’ factors, locations, and mobility behaviors.

In this paper, we attempt to leap over from correlation analysis to investigate a causal structure
to depict the relations of factors under three basic urban elements: citizens, locations and urban

16



mobility. From the causal discovery algorithm via reinforcement learning, we propose a reasonable
urban causal graph. The graph is three-tier in general, where citizens’ factors affect neighborhood
environment and they both are the causes of residents’ mobility factors. Further analysis of
causal effects provides more detailed information. Our findings consolidate previous theories
and assumptions on the causal relations in the urban space. For example, locations can enhance
local mobility levels, more residents living in poverty will cause higher travel time to work, less
mobility flow, as well as fewer locations located. The above conclusions can serve as guidance
to urban planning and regulation. Since causal relations imply that the ‘effect’ will change when
the ‘cause’ varies, it is possible to enhance mobility level by intervening its parental node in the
causal graph. At the census tract level, it can attract more mobility flow within the urban space by
opening more locations, promoting its commercial and social values.

5.2 Urban Causal Analysis
The core of the causal analysis is to discover the causal relationship and causal effects between
factors from observational data. It has been applied in many fields, such as health care [16, 22, 56, 76],
recommendation systems [67, 68, 81], urban computing [1, 11, 41], social networks [12, 53, 78],
etc.. Introducing causal analysis into urban computing has great potential. Conventional urban
computing research often uses correlation analysis to measure the relationship between various
factors in the city, which may leads to confusing and contrary conclusions due to confounding
factors [33, 54, 73]. Moreover, methods based on correlation analysis also greatly reduces the
interpretability of results, thus restricting the ability of the practical application [17, 37, 61]. Causal
analysis can eliminate the deviation caused by the confounding factors, thereby helping us better
understand the city and improve the performance of urban computing tasks by discovering the
causal relationship and the causal effect among the factors in the city [23, 44, 45, 78].

5.3 Applying Causal Discovery and Inference in Urban Computing
Urban computing aims to solve problems through the data generated in the city [80]. In the field of
urban computing, mobility prediction has attracted people’s attention and can help solve many
problems in the city, such as urban planning and location selection. Existing studies [33, 54, 73] select
some factors related to mobility in cities to make predictions, such as population and distributions
of location. However, these methods are based on the correlation between factors and mobility,
which can easily lead to problems such as information redundancy and overfitting of predictions In
this study, motivated by the deficiency of the correlation-based model, we propose models based on
causal discovery and inference to make robust mobility predictions. We construct a causal graph
from observed factors and exploit causal inference to obtain the causal effect of each factor on
mobility, and factor selection is performed on this basis to better predict mobility. Our method
is generalizable to other areas of urban computing. That is, the relationship between factors is
characterized by a causal graph and causal effects among the factors in the city, and this relationship
can be used to improve downstream tasks and the interpretability of the model.

5.4 Limitations
There are many factors in the city, but our dataset cannot cover all the factors in the city. In causal
discovery and inference, these hidden factors may play roles as hidden confounders to influence
the modeling of the causal graphs and causal effects. In addition, more complex mobility prediction
model is expected to verify the effectiveness of our method and its potential for improvement. In
future work, we will consider introducing new methods and other datasets to make up for these
shortcomings.
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6 CONCLUSIONS
In this paper, we have studied causal relations among citizens, locations, and mobility in the urban
space. We collected 16 urban factors within 2,167 census tracts, from the city of New York, during
2019 to 2020. We have further proposed a causal analytic framework to explore causal relations
among urban factors. In particular, a deep reinforcement learning model has been developed
to discover the causal graph of urban factors. The obtained urban causal graph has a three-tier
hierarchical structure, with citizens on the top, locations in the middle, and mobility at the bottom.
Based on the constructed causal graph, we have calculated causal effect of each edge in the causal
graph with propensity score matching to alleviate confounding effects. The estimated causal effects
have provided a new dimension for understanding relations among urban factors and some causal
effects even deviate significantly from common understandings in previous correlation-based
studies. Correspondingly, we have removed the urban factors that do not show strong causal effects
on others in experiments. Extensive experimental results have validated the effectiveness of the
proposed causal discovery and inference method, especially when the size of training sample is
limited. The proposed method achieved significant performance improvements in predicting urban
mobility flows, as it leverages discovered causal relations among urban factors. In conclusion, we
are the first to explore comprehensive causal relations in urban space, focusing on causal discovery
and inference among urban factors in three dimensions. The causal graph will serve as a new gate
to enable urban planning and urban construction.
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