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Abstract. This paper examines the spatial agglomeration of workers and income in a continu-

ous space-time framework. Local markets feature spatial spillovers and both exogenous and

endogenous amenities. Workers relocate to maximise their instantaneous utility, constrained by

mobility costs. In the limit of infinite workers, short-run equilibria are described by a partial

differential equation (PDE). The PDE reveals spatial dynamics influenced by initial conditions,

path dependence, and metastability (persistence), where prolonged stability is disrupted by

sharp transitions to new distributions. We characterise conditions for spatial agglomeration

in stationary equilibria and demonstrate that social utility consistently increases over time,

suggesting efficient spatial allocations. Numerical results replicate key patterns, such as city

formation, dependence on historical spatial patterns, and nonlinear out-of-equilibrium dynamics.
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1. Introduction

This paper proposes a micro-foundation for the emergence of spatial agglomerations (cities)

in an economy where individual mobility is driven by differential utility over a continuous

space. The model incorporates spatial spillovers in both production and consumption. Space is

heterogeneous due to the presence of exogenous and endogenous amenities—such as potential

markets, infrastructures, and facilities—which are primarily shaped by population and economic

density.

To illustrate the aim of our analysis, consider Figure 1, which shows the spatial distribution

of nightlight intensity for three of the most important European countries.1 Using nightlight

Figure 1. The maps of night lights in 2021 for France, Germany and Italy (from
left to right), based on cells of about 500m x 500m. Source: VIIRS 2.1 database.

intensity as a proxy for local population/economic activity (Michalopoulos and Papaioannou,

2018), there is a clear pattern of spatial agglomeration, reflecting the localisation of the main

cities in the three countries. However, the spatial patterns are very heterogeneous: France, with

a considerable homogeneity of its territory, shows an extreme degree of spatial agglomeration

around Paris and only a few other clusters. On the other hand, Germany, which also has a

territory with no particular geographical barriers, has a less concentrated distribution, with

several medium-sized agglomerations spread evenly over the country. Finally, Italy, which has a

1Nightlights are taken from the VIIRS 2.1 database (https://eogdata.mines.edu/products/vnl/), which
provides the average nightlight intensity for cells of 500 x 500 metres.

https://eogdata.mines.edu/products/vnl/
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very heterogeneous territory, shows a concentration of population in the coastal areas and in the

Pianura Padana. In the latter, some medium-sized towns are located along the ancient Roman

Via Emilia, a narrow road that runs from Rimini along the Apennines to Piacenza. Several

cities along this road were founded by the Romans more than two millennia ago (e.g. Rimini,

Boulogne, Modena, Reggio Emilia, Parma, Piacenza) (De Benedictis et al., 2022). Moreover, as

the Italian population has grown over the last 30 years, several medium-sized Italian cities have

experimented with a sharp reduction in population density in favour of a few larger cities. To

sum up, France, Germany and Italy have spatial agglomerations of different sizes and shapes,

some agglomerations have been observed since the Roman Empire, and the topography of the

territories has a strong influence on the observed spatial patterns. Finally, we add that over

the last two millennia several European cities have experienced strong fluctuations in their size

(Mumford, 1961; Pirenne, 2014).

To account for these different spatial patterns within a spatial general equilibrium model, we

develop a continuous two-dimensional space model (locations are identified by their longitude

and latitude), in line with the urban economics literature (see, for example, Fujita, 1989). Local

labour productivity is influenced by spatial spillovers, in particular by the local density of

labour. Locations are also characterised by the presence of exogenous and endogenous amenities,

the latter depending on the local density of workers and income (Gabaix and Ioannides, 2004;

Redding, 2024). In their decisions, workers are myopic with respect to the future, but not

with respect to the current location of other workers and the existence of spatial spillovers. In

particular, they move across locations by maximising their instantaneous utility in the presence

of movement costs and an idiosyncratic random component. We show that the sequence of

these short-run workers allocations, in the Mean-Field limit as the number of workers becomes

infinite, can be expressed by a partial differential equation (PDE) belonging to the class of

Aggregation-Diffusion Equations. The stationary spatial equilibrium (if it exists) shows spatial

agglomerations when aggregative forces sufficiently dominate diffusion. In the sequence of

short-run worker allocations, social utility, as defined by the sum of individual utilities, is

non-decreasing and hence spatial allocation is efficient in the stationary equilibrium distribution.

We conduct numerical experiments to investigate the properties of the model. In particular: i)

the non-linear out-of-equilibrium dynamics; ii) the emergence of a single megacity versus the

existence of several different cities (Gabaix and Ioannides, 2004); iii) the importance of initial

conditions, i.e. history, and large shocks, i.e. path dependence, for the stationary equilibrium
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distribution (Allen and Donaldson, 2022); and finally, iv) the phenomenon of metastability i.e.

persistence, which implies long periods of apparent stability in the spatial distribution followed

by a sharp transition to a new (meta)stable equilibrium (Allen and Donaldson, 2022).

We make three main contributions. First, we develop a new framework with a sound

micro-foundation to study some observed geographical patterns of particular interest, including

population agglomeration, i.e. the emergence of cities and their evolution in continuous space,

and the dynamics of spatial wage inequality in continuous time. The framework is sufficiently

flexible to allow for inhomogeneous spaces due to the presence of mountains, rivers, coasts,

roads, etc. Our choice of starting with individual agents and taking the limit of an infinite

agent economy allows us to make transparent the interactions between the agent and its local

environment, e.g. how neighbouring agents affect its productivity and how local endogenous

amenities depend crucially on the local population density. A key implication of our approach

is the ability to directly relate the parameters of the PDE describing the aggregate dynamics to

the spatial extent of agents’ interactions, the magnitude of agents’ movement costs, and the

characteristics of the random component in agents’ choices.

Second, although there are no closed solutions to our PDE, we find in the general setting

that there is dependence on initial conditions and path dependence in the localisation of spatial

economic activity, but the shape of the stationary equilibrium distribution is unimodal (mono-

centric) and radially symmetric in the absence of significant exogenous amenities. However, our

results highlight how transitional dynamics contain particularly important information due to

the presence of metastable equilibria and non-linear out-of-equilibrium dynamics, in contrast to

the study of a linearised dynamical system around a long-run equilibrium.

Third, our approach allows to define a measure of social utility for the economy, inspired by

the literature on Gradient Flow. Social utility is non-decreasing over time, and in the stationary

equilibrium distribution, the spatial distribution of workers reaches maximum efficiency, sug-

gesting that only the expected utility of nearby workers provides sufficient information to steer

an economy towards an efficient spatial allocation.

Our approach is very close to the literature on the disequilibrium foundations of general

equilibrium models, where “agents are aware of their disequilibrium state and act on arbitrage

opportunities” and “production and consumption as being in real time” (Fisher et al., 1989;

Howitt, 2006) as opposed to the general spatial equilibrium model as in Allen and Arkolakis

(2014). For example, Sonnenschein (1982) characterise the dynamics of convergence to the
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long-run general equilibrium as a sequence of short-run equilibria in which myopic firms change

their output according to the differential rate of profit of markets close to their actual market.

In particular, Novshek and Sonnenschein (1986) discuss the case of a finite number of firms

and as a sequence of short-run Cournot-Nash equilibria converging to a long-run (efficient)

equilibrium, while Artzner et al. (1986) consider the case of an infinite number of firms.

Krugman (1994, 1996) represent the pioneering contributions to the study of the observed

complex landscapes in the spatial distribution of population and economic activity (see in

particular his “edge city” model). Durlauf (1997) contains several key contributions in this

respect, including those by Steven Durlauf on social-spatial interactions and by Paul Krugman

on the self-organisation of economies in space. Durlauf (1994) examines the importance of local

spillovers for the emergence of spatial inequality, while Durlauf et al. (2005) review efforts to

introduce complex systems methods into economics and to understand empirical phenomena.

Another important strand of literature is related to the formation of cities (spatial agglomera-

tion), which points to spatial externalities in production, i.e. the condition for the existence

of Zipf’s law, in particular on labour productivity (Fujita, 1989; Krugman, 1994; Glaeser and

Mare, 2001) and on the spatial externalities arising from urban density, which “spreads knowl-

edge, which either makes workers more skilled or entrepreneurs more productive” (Glaeser and

Resseger, 2010). Davis and Weinstein (2002) test three alternative theories of the determinants

of the density of economic activity, while Duranton and Puga (2020) discuss the benefits and

costs of urban density. A spatial general equilibrium model without dynamics but very rich

for the presence of spatial externalities, trade and labour mobility is presented by Allen and

Arkolakis (2014). Gabaix (1999) is also very close to our approach, but in a finite state space.

As the most recent quantitative urban economics, Allen and Donaldson (2022) is the closest

contribution to ours, being interested in the dependence on initial conditions, path dependence

and persistence in the dynamics of spatial economic activities.

Sznitman (1991) is the pioneering contribution to the understanding of the limiting behaviour

of a system of interacting agents, while Morale et al. (2005) contain a possible micro-foundation

of a model with aggregation. Bovier and Den Hollander (2016) discuss in detail the concept of

metastability and its application. In the last 20 years, Aggregation-Diffusion Equations have

inspired much mathematical work and have been used in several biological applications (Carrillo

et al., 2019). Mocenni et al. (2010) present a model very similar in spirit to ours, showing
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Turing patterns over space. Finally, Arbia (2001) models the geography of economic activity in

continuous space.

Overall, we highlight three main departures of our work from most of the recent urban

economics literature (see e.g. Redding, 2024). First, we assume that consumption and production

decisions are made in continuous time. As argued by Gandolfo (1997, p.547), although individual

decisions are generally made at discrete time intervals, they are not coordinated and are therefore

unlikely to be synchronised; instead, they are likely to overlap, and considering an economy in

which a large number of decisions are made by a large number of agents, it seems natural to

treat economic phenomena as if they were continuous. Moreover, a continuous-time specification

is particularly useful for formulating a dynamic adjustment process when both stocks (e.g.

labour stocks) and flows (e.g. local wages) are involved. A side effect, more related to empirical

application, is that the parameters’ of a continuous time model can be estimated/calibrated

independently of the observation interval. The continuous time specification also avoids the risk

that a fixed period length assumed for each agent’s decision (e.g. workers and firms may have

different time scaling in their decisions) may lead to misleading conclusions, including confusion

between stock and flow equilibria. Finally, the continuous time formulation is somewhat easier to

handle than difference systems and allows the calculation of continuous paths for the endogenous

variables, which can have relevant implications for numerical experiments and policy analysis.

The cost of considering continuous time is the special care that needs to be taken when running

the model on data that are generally available in discrete time (Fiaschi et al., 2024).

Second, the space is assumed to be continuous as in Allen and Arkolakis (2014) and Desmet

et al. (2018), the latter being the more appropriate setting for the study of the spatial allocation

process, where administrative barriers should play a negligible role and the interactions of agents

in local (labour and goods) markets depend on the location of each agent (consumer, worker,

firm) with respect to the locations of the other agents. This is particularly important in the

empirical application, where our model can be adapted to any administrative level of observation

(e.g. counties, states, countries) without any significant change in the parameterisation of spatial

spillovers. Given these advantages, the cost is the difficulty of framing workers’ commuting and

migration choices in an intertemporal framework, as in Caliendo et al. (2019) and Kleinman

et al. (2023).

Third, the focus on transitional dynamics, which shows that two key phenomena cannot be

ignored: i) the non-linearity in the distribution dynamics, i.e. the possibility that some locations
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show a first phase of increasing followed by a next phase of decreasing labour and income density;

and ii) metastability, i.e. the possibility that the spatial distribution of economic activity shows

a long period of stability but is followed by sharp transitions. In other words, on a short time

scale the economy reaches some kind of (apparent) equilibrium, while on a long time scale it

moves from one of these (meta) equilibria to the other. A recent contribution to transitional

dynamics is Allen and Donaldson (2022), which, however, do not consider metastability, whereas

Caliendo et al. (2019) and Kleinman et al. (2023) do not address the non-linearity in distribution

dynamics.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 illustrates the micro-foundations of the workers’

movement and presents the main result on the dynamics in the limit of infinite workers; Section

3 describes the specific setting of our economy and derives its aggregate behaviour; Section

4 contains the main theoretical results on the dynamics; Section 5 contains some numerical

explorations; and Section 6 concludes. The Appendix contains the proofs. The Online Appendix

contains some extensions.

2. Spatial dynamics of workers

In this section we discuss worker dynamics in two-dimensional continuous space. In particular,

we present a flexible theoretical framework in terms of the specification of individual preferences,

technology and spatial spillovers (leaving their specific characterisation to Section 3), where

workers move according to differential utilities over space and the dynamics of all workers can

be modelled in a parsimonous way by a PDE.

Suppose we have an economy with N workers, and denote the spatial location of worker i

at each time t by X i,N
t , and the location of all other workers (including itself) by XN

t =(
X1,N

t , X2,N
t , . . . , XN,N

t

)
. Let ui be the utility function of worker i, which depends on the

location of all other workers XN
t , time t, its location in space X i,N

t , and some unobserved

personal preferences. The movement of worker i is given by

(1) dX i,N
t =

(
1

cM

)
∇xu

i
(
XN

t

) (
X i,N

t , t
)
dt,

where ∇xu
i is the gradient, i.e. in a two-dimensional space, ∇xu

i ≡ (∂x1u
i, ∂x2u

i) (x1 and x2

are the two directions). It indicates the direction in which worker i should move to increase its

utility, given its location X i,N
t and the location of all N workers XN

t . In the Online Appendix

A.1 we show that the movement of the worker in Eq. (1) can be derived as a Nash equilibrium.
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The factor (1/cM ) represents the inverse cost of movement for the workers and is also discussed

in the Online Appendix A.1. Migration over long distances (e.g. between countries) is not

well represented by this type of movement cost, but it is marginal for the phenomena we are

interested in this paper.

Eq. (1) represents the minimal setup for workers who seek higher utility by moving through

space, but are subject to movement costs (frictions) and do not coordinate their choices by

taking XN
t as given. Howitt (2006), LeBaron and Tesfatsion (2008), Colander et al. (2008) and

Aoki and Yoshikawa (2011) provide a detailed discussion of the implications of this approach in

macroeconomics, which is called the worker-based model. The latter is a complement/alternative

approach to the framework with optimising forward-looking (in the sense of space and time)

workers. In particular, the law of worker migration in our model, given by Eq. (1), can be

traced to the one proposed in Caliendo et al. (2019, p.748) or Allen and Donaldson (2022, p.12)

under the hypothesis of an infinite discount rate and an appropriate choice of movement costs

and random component of utility.2

According to Eq. (1) at time t the worker i does not move if its utility in the neighbourhood of

its location X i,N is equal to its actual location, i.e. ∇xu
i
(
XN

t

) (
X i,N

t , t
)
= 0. The equilibrium

is therefore defined as the condition when ∇xu
i
(
XN

t

) (
X i,N

t , t
)
= 0 ∀i, which allows for the

possibility of i) Pareto dominated equilibria due to lack of worker coordination (Howitt, 2006)

and ii) equilibria characterised by complex geographical landscape (Krugman, 1994). Also

importantly, this framework can generate non-linear out-of-equilibrium dynamics as shown in

Krugman (1994, 1996). All these features have empirical support and are one of the main

advantages of this approach. We will show below that another advantage is the flexibility to

take into account in the analysis some key features of the urban/regional economy, such as

the presence of spatial spillovers in production (spatial increasing returns) and consumption

(endogenous amenities), together with a non-uniform space (exogenous amenities and natural

barriers), while maintaining relative analytical tractability.

2.1. Workers’ preferences. The form of workers’ utility is taken by the Random Utility Model

framework (Train, 2009):

(2) ui
(
XN

t

)
(x, t) := vN

(
XN

t

)
(x, t) + σx · dB

i
t

dt
,

2This statement can be made rigorous by using Theorem 2.1 in Bardi and Cardaliaguet (2021).
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i.e. the utility is given by the linear combination of a systematic (deterministic) component

and a random component σx · dBi
t/dt, where (Bi

t)i∈N is a sequence of independent Brownian

motions and σ is a scaling factor for the variance of the random component.

The former is a utility function common to all workers, defined as follows:

vN : R2N →
[
R2 × R+ → R

]
X 7→

[
(x, t) 7→ vN(X)(x, t)

]
,

that is, for every X := (X1, . . . , XN) ∈ R2N representing the location of all workers, there

exists a field of utility vN(X) : R2 × R+ → R which associates, at each point x and t ∈ R, the

corresponding utility. The systematic utility of worker i, given the configuration of all workers

XN
t , is given by vN

(
XN

t

)
(X i,N

t , t). The first argument of v, XN , is the overall form of utility

determined by the spatial distribution of workers; the second, X i,N
t , assigns to each worker the

level of utility that corresponds to its location; finally the third component, t, is the overall

change in utility due to technology and other time-varying exogenous factors (e.g. technological

progress, climate change, etc.). The systematic utility measures the worker’s utility of being in

a particular location x, which reflects the wage, amenities and any other local characteristics.

In other words, v is the indirect utility of being in x.

The second component of Eq. (2) instead reflects the idiosyncratic preferences of worker

i for location x and is given by a scalar product between location x and dBi
t/dt, which (at

least formally) represents the instantaneous variation of a stochastic process with Gaussian

independent increments over disjoint time intervals with zero mean and variance dt. The location

x is inserted as a multiplicative factor to make the variance of the random component of the

utility dependent on the distance between two locations. Unbounded noise is commonly used in

stochastic modelling (mainly Gaussian); more realistic noise should require boundedness, but

to our knowledge this prevents the use of standard stochastic differential equation techniques

(Domingo et al., 2020). Our instantaneous utility in Eq. (2) is very similar to that used in

Caliendo et al. (2019, p.748) and/or Allen and Donaldson (2022, p.12), but with a different

shape of the stochastic component.

Finally, from Eqq. (1) and (2):

(3) dX i,N
t =

(
1

cM

)
∇xv

N
(
XN

t

) (
X i,N

t , t
)
dt+

(
1

cM

)
σdBi

t.
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Eq. (3) shows that worker i moves to nearby locations where systematic utility is higher, plus a

random individual preference for different locations.

2.2. Limit of infinite workers. Theorem 2.1 below, states that in the limit of infinite workers

the dynamics at the aggregate level can be described by a PDE.

Theorem 2.1 (Spatial Dynamics of Workers). Assume that Eq. (1) describes the movement of

the worker. Then, as N tends to infinity, the stock of workers at location x at time t converges

in probability to the unique solution of

(4) ∂tl(x, t) =
σ2

2c2M
∆xl (x, t)−

(
1

cM

)
divx (l(x, t)∇xv (x, t))

or, in short

(5) ∂tl(x, t) = −
(

1

cM

)
divx (l(x, t)∇xu(x, t)) ,

where:

(6) u(x, t) ≡ v(x, t)−
(

σ2

2cM

)
log l(x, t).

Proof. For a sketch of the proof, see Appendix A. □

From a mathematical point of view, Theorem 2.1 is a generalisation of the more classical theory

of the Fokker-Planck equation, in which the aggregate behaviour of a set of independent processes

following an exogenous common law is derived as the solution to a PDE. However, our case

is much more complicated, since workers follow non-independent processes as they interact

through the utility function in each period.

From an economic point of view, Eq. (5) expresses the dynamics of the distribution as a

result of the movement of workers to maximise the utility in Eq. (6), analogous to the dynamics

of individual workers expressed in Eq. (1). The expected utility of a worker at location x in

period t, u(x, t), is the sum of a systematic utility v(x, t) plus a random component whose

aggregate result is given by − (σ2/ (2cM)) log l(x, t). In other words, the random component

in the movement of workers at the individual level induces the presence of diffusion at the

aggregate level, i.e. the first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (4), or the second (entropic)

term in the utility function in Eq. (6).

The generality of Theorem 2.1 allows to consider several economic features proposed in urban

economics (e.g. spatial spillovers in consumption and in the labour market, see Fujita, 1989)

without specific constraints (e.g. on the shape of the utility function, the production function
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and technological spillovers). At the same time, we can use a corpus of mathematical techniques

specifically designed to study PDE’s of the same type as Eq. (4) (Morale et al., 2005).

3. Environment

In this section, we specify agents’ utility, production and amenities according to some key

features that characterise urban economies (Fujita, 1989). In particular, we consider an economy

with no capital accumulation, local technology and labour markets, but characterised by spatial

spillovers. We also consider two types of amenities, the first exogenous and the second depending

on local income and labour density.

Suppose that there is no accumulation of physical capital in the economy, i.e. no savings.

The level of consumption is therefore equal to the level of workers’ real wage wN :

(7) cN
(
XN

t , t
) (

X i,N
t

)
=

w̃N
(
XN

t , t
) (

X i,N
t

)
PN (XN

t , t)
(
X i,N

t

) = wN
(
XN

t , t
) (

X i,N
t

)
,

where cN
(
XN

t , t
) (

X i,N
t

)
is the consumption of worker i, w̃N

(
XN

t , t
) (

X i,N
t

)
its nominal wage

and PN
(
XN

t , t
) (

X i,N
t

)
the price level of the place of residence of worker i. In Eq. (7) we

implicitly assume that the place of residence is also the place of work of the workers, i.e. we

set aside the issue of commuting, which would require also taking into account local markets

for goods and trade costs. Moreover, workers’ utility also depends on the amenities specific to

the location of residence; in particular, these amenities can be both exogenous, such as weather

conditions, or endogenous, such as the presence of facilities, schools, hospitals, pollution, traffic

congestion, etc., which depend on local production and population density.

The form of workers’ utility is assumed to be equal to

(8) ui
(
XN

t , t
)
(x) := wN

(
XN

t , t
)
(x) + AN

EN

(
XN

t , t
)
(x) + AES (x, t) + σx · dB

i
t

dt
,

i.e. utility is linear in consumption, includes two additional terms for endogenous and exogenous

amenities, AN
EN

(
XN

t , t
) (

X i,N
t

)
and AES

(
X i,N

t , t
)

respectively, and a random component σx ·

dBi
t/dt. Eq. (8) is the counterpart of the logarithmic utility assumed for example in Caliendo

et al. (2019), Allen and Donaldson (2022) and Redding (2024). In conclusion, from Eqq. (1)

and (8), the worker’s movement is described by:

(9)

dX i,N
t =

(
1

cM

)[
∇xw

N
(
XN

t , t
) (

X i,N
t

)
+∇xA

N
EN

(
XN

t , t
) (

X i,N
t

)
+∇xAES

(
X i,N

t , t
)]

dt+

(
1

cM

)
σdBi

t.
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3.1. Local labour markets. Production at location x in period t in an economy with N

workers, yN(x, t), is defined by

(10) yN(x, t) = AN
l (x, t)l

N(x, t)β,

with β ∈ (0, 1], where AN
l (z, t) is a local-specific technological progress affecting the marginal

productivity of labour, and lN(x, t) is the stock of labour available at location x at period t.

Allen and Arkolakis (2014) discuss how Eq. (10) is compatible with the presence of land as a

factor of production (in this case β ∈ (0, 1)). Therefore the wage is given by

wN(x, t) = AN
l (x, t)l

N(x, t)β−1.(11)

In the case of β ∈ (0, 1), Eq. (11) points to a congestion effect in the labour market due to the

decreasing marginal productivity of labour, which, ceteris paribus, attracts workers away from

locations with higher labour densities. This is different from Allen and Donaldson (2022), who

adopt a linear technology, and more similar to Allen and Arkolakis (2014) and Redding (2024),

where this effect is justified by the need for the production of a certain amount of of land.

A technical difficulty in our framework, where space is continuous and the number of workers

is finite, is that each worker’s participation in local labour markets, i.e. the stock of labour

available at location x in period t, is modelled as the sum of the differential contributions of all

workers within a given distance. In particular, we assume that the individual contributions are

determined by the (geographical) distance of the workers from the labour market locations and

are conveniently modelled by the kernel function θN (·). Thus the stock of labour at location x

at time t is defined by

(12) lN(x, t) =
N∑
i=1

1

N
· θN(x−X i,N

t ),

where θN(z) := hN
−2 · θ

(
zhN

−1
)
, and hN tends to zero as N goes to infinity. In particular, we

assume that hN := N−λ and λ ∈ (0, 1/4], which is crucial to derive the aggregate dynamics as

a PDE as discussed in Appendix A. The function θ(·) is assumed to have a compact support

with a unitary radius, to integrate to one, and to be symmetric and non-increasing with respect

to the distance from the origin. Eq. (12) thus appears as a weighted sum of the individual

endowments of labour of each worker, where the weights are determined by the distance of each

worker from location x, with weights equal to zero for a distance greater than hN .
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Given hN , as N becomes large, the interconnectedness between local labour markets increases

because the number of workers participating in different markets increases with worker density.

The decrease of hN in N , measured by λ, “offsets” this phenomenon. The limiting case of λ = 0,

i.e. hN = 1, corresponds to the Mean-Field limit, which has the very counterfactual implication

that a location x with zero inhabitants could have positive production if a populated location is

within distance 1 from x. For λ > 1, in the limit of N going to infinity, any interconnection

between local labour markets disappears, which would eliminate an important source of spatial

spillovers. Our case of λ ∈ (0, 1/4] instead implies that as the number of workers N goes to

infinity, neighbouring local labour markets are still connected, but local positive production

requires the presence of some resident workers at the location. For λ ∈ (1/4, 1], we conjecture

that the aggregate dynamics can always be modelled by a PDE, but a formal proof cannot be

derived.

To summarise, in our economy each worker participates in local labour markets no further

away than hN , and the latter also reflects the influence of distance on the participation of workers

in local labour markets. The labour market can be seen as composed of many interconnected

local labour markets (one for each location x), where the intensity of the interconnection is

directly related to hN . However, as the number of workers N goes to infinity, this intensity goes

to zero and therefore hN does not appear in the PDE. Finally, two neighboured local labour

markets still result interconnected also in the limit. The latter is a distinctive feature compared

to the case with discrete space and independent local labour markets (ignoring bilateral trade)

typically considered in urban economics (Allen and Arkolakis, 2014; Allen and Donaldson, 2022).

3.2. Technological progress. Regarding local technological progress AN
l (x, t) in the presence

of positive spatial externalities, we assume, following Papageorgiou and Smith (1983), Glaeser

and Resseger (2010) and Glaeser and Mare (2001) among others, that:

(13) AN
l (x, t) = G(x)

N∑
i=1

1

N
W P

h (x−X i,N
t ),

where W P
h (z) := (1/h2)W P (z/h) is a kernel function assumed to have compact support with

radius (bandwidth) h > 0, integrating to one, symmetric with respect to the origin and non-

increasing with distance from the origin, and G(x) is a non-negative function defined on the

space Ω. Local technological progress is therefore the product of the two terms: i) G(x),

the potential use of location x for production, which can be traced back to the possibility of
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using this specific location for productive purposes (e.g. those locations where production is

almost impossible, such as in the middle of rivers or the open sea, should have G(x) ≈ 0); ii)∑N
i=1

1
N
W P

h (x−X i,N
t ), a measure of the local density of workers, where each worker is considered

for its endowment of labour 1/N and its proximity to location x is modelled by the kernel

function W P
h . The bandwidth h reflects the extension of spatial spillovers, i.e. higher h means

wider spatial spillovers. Eq. (13) implies that the positive spatial externalities in production

at location x depend not only on workers at x, as in Allen and Arkolakis (2014); Allen and

Donaldson (2022), but also on all workers within a distance h from x, as in Redding (2024).

Therefore, production and wage at location x are given by

yN(x, t) = G(x)

[
N∑
i=1

1

N
W P

h (x−X i,N
t )

]
lN(x, t)β, and(14)

wN(x, t) = G(x)

[
N∑
i=1

1

N
W P

h (x−X i,N
t )

]
lN(x, t)β−1.(15)

3.3. Amenities. Local amenities can be both exogenous and endogenous. The exogenous

amenities are related to specific characteristics of the location x independent of the distribution

of workers over space. Typical examples are climate, weather, natural landscape, etc. All these

characteristics can be considered exogenous to the overall dynamics of population distribution

and can be modelled as a function AES(x, t). The shape of AES reflects spatial differences in

individual utility caused by specific characteristics of each location x. The extreme case is the

sea, rivers and/or high mountains, where the function AES should signal an extremely low utility

for people living in those places.

The endogenous amenities require more sophisticated modelling because they are affected

by local population and income. Typically, endogenous amenities include local services (e.g.

schools, hospitals and theatres), local goods (e.g. shopping centres) and any other infrastructure

and facilities that are locally supplied and consumed and therefore increase with local income.

However, endogenous amenities are also subject to congestion, i.e., given their stock, individual

utility decreases with the number of people who have access to them. Therefore, we assume

that the endogenous amenities are given by:3

(16)

AN
EN(x, t) = A0

{
yN(x, t)φ − µAl

N(x, t)
}
= A0

{[
G(x)

N∑
i=1

1

N
W P

h (x−X i,N
t )lN(x, t)β

]φ
− µAl

N(x, t)

}
,

3See Online Appendix B for a simple micro-foundation of Eq. (16).
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where A0 is a scale parameter, φ ∈ (0, 1) is a parameter measuring the elasticity of endogenous

amenities to local income, while congestion is assumed to be proportional to the number of work-

ers, with µA > 0 measuring congestion per worker. Endogenous amenities are therefore a source

of agglomeration until the stock of labour is below lN(x, t)TR =
[
φβ
(
AN

l (x, t)
)φ

/µA

]1/(1−φβ),

while after this threshold they act as a source of repulsion. Endogenous amenities of Eq. (16)

at location x thus depend not only on workers at x, as in Allen and Arkolakis (2014); Allen and

Donaldson (2022), but also on all workers within a distance h from x. In a more general setting,

endogenous amenities could have significant spatial spillovers over a distance different from h,

as in Redding (2024).

3.4. Spatial dynamics of the economy. Theorem 3.1 recasts Theorem 2.1 for the specific

setting of the economy just presented.4

Theorem 3.1 (Spatial Dynamics of the Economy). Assume that Eq. (9) describes the movement

of workers, Eq. (12) the stock of labour at each location, Eq. (13) the local technological progress,

Eq. (14) the local income, Eq. (15) the local wage, and Eq. (16) the endogenous amenities in

location x at time t. Then, as N tends to infinity, the stock of workers in location x at time t,

lN(x, t) converges in probability to the unique solution of:

(17) ∂tl(x, t) =
σ2

2c2M
∆xl (x, t)−

(
1

cM

)
divx (l(x, t)∇xw (x, t))−

−
(

1

cM

)
divx (l(x, t)∇xAEN(x, t))−

(
1

cM

)
divx (l(x, t)∇xAES(x, t)) ,

where

(18) Al(x, t) := G(x)
(
W P

h ∗ l
)
(x, t); y(x, t) := G(x)(W P

h ∗ l)(x, t)l(x, t)β;

w(x, t) := G(x)(W P
h ∗ l)(x, t)l(x, t)β−1; AEN(x, t) := y(x, t)φ − µAl(x, t); and

v(x, t) := w(x, t) + AEN(x, t) + AES(x, t)

are the value of local technological progress, income, wages, endogenous amenities in the limit of

infinite N , respectively.

Proof. For a sketch of the proof see Appendix A. □

4It is also possible to consider an economy in which the number of workers increases at an exogenous local
growth rate n(x, t), which would give rise to an additional term in the right-hand side of Eq. (17) in the form of
+n(x, t)l(x, t). A brief description of this economy can be found in the Online Appendix C.
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Some of the key definitions in Eq. (18), in particular wages and endogenous amenities, can

be brought directly back to Allen and Arkolakis (2014) and Allen and Donaldson (2022) in the

limit of N going to infinity and h going to zero (i.e. no spillovers across neighbouring locations

but only in the same location).5 In the same way, in the limit of N going to infinity, an educated

qualification of the bilateral travel time in Redding (2024), i.e. linear in the spatial distance,

can reproduce the shape of spatial spillovers in consumption and production of Eq. (18) under

some suitable normalisation.

Eq. (17) in Theorem 3.1 is similar to Eq. (10) in Papageorgiou and Smith (1983) for

an economy where workers and the number of locations are finite, there are positive spatial

externalities, moving costs are zero, and the time scaling of the decision is discrete. Also, Eq.

(8.3) in Krugman (1996), which governs the density of firms in the “edge city” model, is similar to

our Eq. (17), but it lacks a micro-foundation based on workers’ choices and spatial interactions.

Xepapadeas and Yannacopoulos (2016)’s model shows some similarities with Eq. (17), although

their focus is on capital accumulation. Our next step is to use Theorem 3.1 to characterise some

properties of our economy.

4. Properties of the economy

We now proceed to illustrate some key theoretical properties of our economy. In particular,

Section 4.1 investigates the inner structure of a city with a focus on spatial distribution of

technology, wages, income and amenities; Section 4.2 is devoted to the analysis of the stationary

equilibrium distribution (SED); Section 4.3 deals with the phenomenon of metastability ; and

Section 4.4 introduces the concept of social utility. Online Appendix D studies the economy

from the point of view of the representative worker.

4.1. Spatial distribution of technology, income, wages and amenities. Heuristically,

the local number of workers positively affects technology and income, while the relationship

with wages and endogenous amenities is more complex for the presence of congestion effects.

With respect to technology Al(x, t), we have from Theorem 3.1, assuming G(x) = 1:

(19) ∇xAl(x, t) = (W P
h ∗ ∇xl)(x, t),

5For example, since limh→0 limN→∞
∑N

i=1 (1/N)WP
h (x−Xi,N

t ) = l(x, t), y(x, t) and AEN (x, t) in Theorem (17)
are “isomorphisms” of wages, production and endogenous amenities of Allen and Donaldson (2022) under the
assumptions that β = α1, α2 = 0, φ = β1 (1 + α1) and µA = 0.
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from which the gradients of technology (∇xAl(x, t)) and the one of the number of workers (∇xl)

point to the same direction, i.e. Al(x, t) is growing with l(x, t). The same is true for income,

given that

(20) ∇xy(x, t) = ∇xAl(x, t)l(x, t)
β + βAl(x, t)l(x, t)

β−1∇xl(x, t).

On the contrary, for wage we have

(21) ∇xw(x, t) = w(x, t)

[
∇xAl(x, t)

Al(x, t)
+ (β − 1)

∇xl(x, t)

l(x, t)

]
,

where the first term inside the square brackets grows with ∇xl, while the second decreases for

β ∈ (0, 1), i.e. when the congestion effect operates in the local labour market. A city may

therefore have the highest wages in its suburbs rather than in its centre. Figure 2 illustrates this

point for an economy with the same parameters but a different spatial distribution of workers.

The same congestion effect holds for endogenous amenities, given that

(22) ∇xAEN(x, t) = φy(x, t)φ−1∇xy(x, t)− µA∇xl(x, t).
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(a) Bandwidth of Epanechnikov distribution
equal 1.2.
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(b) Bandwidth of Epanechnikov distribution
equals 0.4.

Figure 2. The spatial distribution of workers is given by an Epanechnikov
distribution with different bandwidths; technology, wages and production are
calculated according to Theorem 3.1 with G(x) = 1 ∀x, β = 0.6 and h = 0.4 (a
correction for wages is introduced to avoid singularities around l(x, t) ≤ 0.1).

4.2. Stationary equilibrium distribution . Definition 4.1 characterises a stationary equilib-

rium distribution of workers, i.e. l(x, t) = lEQ(x), which also implies the stability of all other

endogenous variables, i.e. technology, income, wages and endogenous amenities.
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Definition 4.1 (Stationary Equilibrium Distribution). A stationary equilibrium distribution

(SED) is a function lEQ(x) such that the right-hand side of Eq. (17) is equal to zero.

Unfortunately, there not exists a general results of existence and convergence towards a SED

for our class of PDE. However, we are able to prove under some nonrestrictive assumptions that:

i) the barycentre of the initial distribution is invariant in the SED (if it exists) (Theorem 4.2);

ii) the SED is radially symmetric about the barycentre (Theorem 4.3); and, iii) the uniform

distribution is a SED but potentially unstable (Theorem 4.4).

Theorem 4.2 states that in the absence of labour market congestion, exogenous factors and

endogenous amenities, the spatial reallocation of workers does not affect the barycentre of the

workers’ distribution.

Theorem 4.2 (Barycentre of the Workers’ Distribution). Assume β = 1, AES(x, t) = ĀES(t),

G(x) ≡ G, and A0 = 0. Then the barycentre (the centre of mass) of the distribution of workers

is invariant over time, i.e. defining the barycentre as

CMl(t) :=

∫
Ω

xl(x, t) dx,

then

CMl(t) = CMl(0), ∀t ≥ 0.

Proof. See Appendix B. □

A key implication of Theorem 4.2 is a radical path dependence in the location of cities in

the case of an uniform space (Allen and Donaldson, 2022). Our result is very similar to that

in Krugman (1993), which states that “...there are multiple equilibria (indeed a continuum)

for metropolitan location.”, but derived in a dynamic framework. In this respect, the exoge-

nous factors (the “first nature” in Krugman (1993)’s words), that likely determine the initial

distribution, are crucial in determining the barycentre of a SED.

All effects of the location of workers relative to one another, i.e. agglomeration and congestion

(the “second nature” in Krugman (1993)’s words), jointly with diffusion, instead shape the SED

as shown by Theorem 4.3.6

Theorem 4.3 (Shape of the Stationary Equilibrium Distribution). Assume β = 1, AES(x, t) =

ĀES(t), G(x) ≡ G, and A0 = 0 and let lEQ(x) be a SED. Then lEQ(x) must be a radially
6See Redding (2024) for a quantitative evaluation of the importance of “first nature” versus “second nature”
geography.
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symmetric and decreasing function with respect to the barycentre at time zero, i.e.

(23) lEQ(x) = LEQ(||x− CMl(0)||)

for some decreasing function LEQ : R+ → R+.

Proof. For the proof that the SED is radially symmetric and decreasing, see Carrillo et al. (2019,

Theorem 2.2). To see that the point of radial symmetry is the barycentre at time zero, it is

enough to apply Theorem 4.2. □

Theorem 4.3 thus rules out the possibility that a SED could be multi-peaked, regardless

of the initial distribution. Although it does not give a specific shape, the density of workers

in the SED must decrease with distance from the barycentre, regardless of direction. The

empirical evidence of persistent several spatial agglomerations can be traced to i) the existence

of exogenous amenities and/or ii) the diffusion, which drives the results in Theorem 4.3, that,

even if present, is sufficiently weak to generate the phenomenon of metastability discussed in

Section 4.3.

On the other hand, Theorem 4.4 states that the uniform distribution is a SED but possibly

unstable.7

Theorem 4.4 (Stability of the uniform Stationary Equilibrium Distribution). Assume AES(x, t) =

ĀES(t) and G(x) ≡ G. Then the uniform distribution lEQ(x) = l̄ is a SED and wages, technology,

income, endogenous amenities, systematic utility and utility are equal across locations. Assume,

in addition, that β = 1 and A0 = 0. Then there are two critical values cM > cM > 0 such that

i) if 0 < cM < cM then the SED lEQ(x) = l̄ is linearly asymptotically stable;

ii) if cM > cM then the SED lEQ(x) = l̄ is linearly unstable.

Proof. If lEQ(x) = l̄ ∀x ∈ Ω, then all the terms on the right hand side of Eq. (17) are zero if

AES(x, t) = ĀES(t) and G(x) ≡ G.

If lEQ(x) = l̄, then vEQ = l̄β +
[
l̄β+1

]φ − µl̄ + ĀES(t), and uEQ = vEQ −
(

σ2

2cM

)
log l̄, which

are independent of x. The spatial uniformity of wages, technology, income and endogenous

amenities can be deduced in a similar way.

The proof of Point i) directly derive from Celiński (2014, Proposition 2.2), while of Point ii)

from Celiński (2014, Theorem 2.4). □

7For a general introduction to stability in PDEs see, e.g., Kapitula et al. (2013).



20 DAVIDE FIASCHIa AND CRISTIANO RICCIb

Theorem 4.4 states that the stability of the uniform distribution depends crucially on the

relative magnitude of diffusion as opposed to agglomeration forces, as expected. The thresholds

cM and cM depend on all the parameters of the model. In particular, an increase in σ or h,

which increases the diffusion or the extent of spatial externalities, leads to a decrease in cM and

an increase in cM . In conclusion, cM > cM seems to be a necessary condition for the existence

of a SED with spatial agglomerations.

4.3. Metastability. The class of PDEs reported in Theorem 3.1 admits a phenomenon called

metastability, which in our economy means that l(x, t) spends an extended period of time around

a given spatial distribution before suddenly transitioning to another (apparently stable) spatial

distribution (Carrillo et al., 2019). However, to our knowledge, metastability has an elusive

definition, and there are no general results in the literature for our case.8

As briefly discussed in Section 2, the metastable behaviour is related to the presence of a noise.

To fix the idea, consider the simplified setting where β = 1, G(x) = G, AES(x, t) = ĀES(t),

A0 = 0, and a very limited range of interaction (small h); first, consider the case of an economy

without randomness, i.e. σ = 0: for the effect of aggregation over time, all workers tend to

concentrate in a finite set of locations.9 Then consider a σ > 0, but very small: Cozzi et al.

(2017) show that at finite time interval [0, T ] the aggregate behaviour closely approximates

that with σ = 0, i.e. a multi-peaked distribution. However, Theorem 4.3 states that the SED

is mono-peaked and, therefore, the distribution in period [0, T ] appears to be into the set of

metastable equilibria.

A drawback of the above setting is that T must be chosen sufficiently small to ensure that

workers are not all concentrated in a finite set of locations as a result of aggregation. In

our setting, this can be overcome by taking β < 1, which introduces congestion. Given an

initial distribution with sufficiently dispersed workers, the intuitive result is a multi-peaked

distribution for any T . Unfortunately, for this setting a rigorous result like the one by Cozzi

et al. (2017) is not available, which suggests exploring numerically this issue (we refer to Section

5 for a more sophisticated numerical example).10 Figure 3 illustrates the difference between the

workers’ spatial distribution and their initial (multi-peaked) distribution, which is the SED for

8Numerically, metastability has been studied extensively (see, for example, Evers and Kolokolnikov, 2016).
9Technically, this means that the mass of workers concentrates into multiple Dirac masses, i.e. a “probability
density” that takes a value of infinity in a single location and zero elsewhere, or into a single Dirac mass if the
initial distribution of workers is within the perception range of Wh.
10In this regard, the most promising approach appears the classical Γ-convergence techniques used, e.g., by
Ambrosio et al. (2005) and Lagoutière et al. (2023).
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σ = 0, measured by the L2-norm, i.e. ||lσ=0(∞, ·)− lσ(T, ·)||2, calculated at periods T = 0.5, 1.0

and 2.0 for different values of σ. We observe that for low values of σ2/2 (i.e. below 0.065),

0.060 0.065 0.070 0.075 0.080 0.085 0.090 0.095 0.100
²/2 (heterogeneity in workers' spatial preferences)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

L2
-n

or
m

Period = 0.5
Period = 1.0
Period = 2.0

Figure 3. The difference between the spatial distribution of workers and their ini-
tial (multi-peaked) distribution measured by the L2-norm ||lσ=0(∞, ·)− lσ(T, ·)||2
as a function of the heterogeneity in workers’ spatial preferences σ calculated at
period T = 0.5, 1.0 and 2.0 with β = 0.6, G(x) = 1, AES(x, t) = 1, A0 = 0 and
h = 0.15.

the distribution remains very close to the initial one even for T = 2; instead, in the range

(0.065, 0.070), a sharp transition occurred before T = 2; the timing of this transition, finally,

seems to be inversely related to σ.11

From a more general perspective, metastability can be seen as a type of persistence because: i)

an economy can remain in a (metastable) distribution for a long time before it starts to converge

to its SED; and ii) if an exogenous shock drives an economy out of its SED, the convergence

path may take a long time if the economy is trapped in a metastable distribution. Allen and

Donaldson (2022) provides an insightful theoretical discussion and sound empirical evidence on

the ubiquity of persistence in the spatial distribution of economic activity.

4.4. Social utility. A natural question that arises in our setting is whether the uncoordinated

choices of workers, who maximise their utility locally, have some welfare properties at the

aggregate level. Eq. (6) suggests as a measure of social utility:

(24) SU(l(t)) :=

∫
Ω

l(x, t)u(x, t) dx =

∫
Ω

l(x, t)v(x, t) dx − σ2

2cM

∫
Ω

l(x, t) log l(x, t) dx.

Eq. (24) defines social utility SU as the sum of two components: the first component accounts

for the aggregate/average systematic utility of workers, while the second component, directly

related to diffusion forces, reaches its maximum for a uniform spatial distribution of workers

11In statistical physics, this behaviour is called a first-order phase transition (Bovier and Den Hollander, 2016).
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and is proportional to the Theil index of spatial density inequality (Theil, 1967).12 The cost

of spatial density inequality is weighted by the ratio σ2/cM , reflecting that higher σ implies,

ceteris paribus, a preference of workers to be more dispersed in space, while higher movement

costs cM lead workers to prefer a more concentrated distribution.

Theorem 4.5 characterises the dynamics of SU in Eq. (24).13

Theorem 4.5 (Dynamics of Social Utility). Suppose β = 1, G(x) = G and A0 = 0. Then Eq.

(4) can be written as:

(25) ∂tl(t) =

(
1

cM

)
∇lSU(l(t)),

where ∇lSU(l(t)) denotes the gradient with respect to the Wasserstein 2 metric, and therefore

(26)
d

dt
SU(l(t)) ≥ 0 ∀t.

Proof. See Carrillo et al. (2003, 2006) □

Eq. (25) in Theorem 4.5 states that the dynamics of our economy is “locally” maximising SU

over time, i.e. the sequence of local optimisations of workers guarantees a kind of (local) social

efficiency in the aggregate dynamics. At the same time, it is not guaranteed that the utility of

each worker does not decrease over time. To understand where SU converges over time, the

dynamics of the spatial distribution can be expressed as a sequence of maximisation problems

with a small time step of length τ , i.e:

(27) l(k + τ) = argmax
l

{
SU(l)− cM

2τ
W 2

2 (l, l(k))
}
,

which is a time discretisation of the gradient equation according to the Jordan–Kinderlehrer–Otto

(JKO) scheme in Jordan et al. (1998). Therefore, any SED to which an economy converges

represents a local maximum for SU ; unfortunately, we do not have a result that the SED is

unique, and therefore convergence to a global maximum of SU is not guaranteed. In any case,

assuming that the economy has reached the global maximum of SU , the corresponding SED
12In the mathematical literature, social utility (24) is commonly referred to as “free energy”, the Theil index of
spatial inequality as “entropy”, and aggregate/average systematic utility as “interaction energy” Carrillo et al.,
2019.
13The Wasserstein distance with index 2 on Ω is defined on the set of spatial probability distributions on Ω, i.e.
non-negative functions f : Ω → R+ that integrate to one, and is defined as

W2(f, g) =

(
inf

T :T#f=g

∫
Ω

||x− T (x)||2 f(x) dx
)1/2

,

where the infimum is taken over all functions, called transport maps T : Ω → Ω, that transform the distribution
f(x) into g(x). The definition of Wasserstein Space and Wasserstein distance is more general (Ambrosio et al.,
2005). Distance W2(f, g) is closely related to the quadratic movement costs, see Online Appendix A.
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would also be the spatial distribution preferred by a social planner who could allocate workers

at no cost. This finding contrasts with the inefficiency of the competitive spatial equilibrium

established by Fajgelbaum and Gaubert (2020), but the latter result relies crucially on the

heterogeneity of exogenous local productivity and amenities. In this setting, we conjecture that

the same inefficiency would be present in our framework. Theorem 4.5 also suggests another

perspective on metastability based on the shape of SU : if SU is almost “flat” in a given range of

the spatial distribution, its gradient would be small and therefore the time change in the spatial

distribution will be very “slow” (Eq. (25)).

Finally, we conjecture that Theorem 4.5 also holds under the more general conditions of

Theorem 3.1. Setting the parameters’ values as reported in Table 1 below (which represent the

baseline setting of our numerical explorations of the model in Section 5), Figure 4 confirms that

SU is always increasing over time also for an economy with β ∈ (0, 1) and endogenous amenities.

We note also that aggregate income is not a good proxy for social welfare, in particular when

high diffusion (and/or low movement costs): while for σ = 0.05 (Figure 4a) SU and aggregate

income have the same increasing trend over time, for σ = 0.2 (Figure 4b) aggregate income is

decreasing.
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(a) Heterogeneity in workers’ spatial prefer-
ences σ = 0.05.
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(b) Heterogeneity in workers’ spatial prefer-
ences σ = 0.2.

Figure 4. The dynamics of social utility SU , aggregate systematic utility, Theil
index and aggregate production for the setting reported in Table 1, excluding
heterogeneity in workers’ spatial preferences σ = 0.05 (left) and σ = 0.2 (right) in
period [0, 30].

5. Numerical explorations

In this section we use numerical simulations to investigate the properties of our economy

from Theorem 3.1, using as a baseline the setting reported in Table 1. In particular, Section 5.1



24 DAVIDE FIASCHIa AND CRISTIANO RICCIb

analyses the spatial dynamics leading to a megacity; Section 5.2 examines the emergence of

cities of different size and shape, as well as the importance of history (initial conditions and path

dependence); and finally, Section 5.3 examines the phenomenon of persistence and metastability.

Parameter Value Description
cM 100 The cost of movement
σ 0.05 The standard deviation of the random component of worker utility

(the heterogeneity in workers’ spatial preferences)
β 0.6 The labour coefficient of the local production function
h 0.4 The extent of spatial spillovers in local technology
A0 2.68 The scale parameter for endogenous amenities
φ 0.5 The elasticity of endogenous amenities to local income
µA 0.45 The parameter measuring the congestion of local amenities

Distributions Value Description
WP

1 (z) (1− ||z||)1||z||≤1 The kernel function for the local technology (i.e. the tent kernel function)
G(x) 1 The production potentials (i.e. uniform over space)

AES(x, t) 1 The exogenous amenities (i.e. uniform over space)

Table 1. The baseline setting used in the numerical simulations of Eq. (17).

5.1. One megacity . Figure 5 shows the dynamics of the spatial distribution of workers,

starting from an initial uniform distribution over the space Ω = [0, 4]× [0, 4]. In period 1, four

agglomerations (cities) emerge; this pattern becomes more pronounced in period 5, with four

distinct cities; however, in period 10, they tend to merge and, finally, in period 20, they merge

into one large city, which also remains in the next periods (not shown in the figure). In a large

part of the plane in period 2, workers are not present, including regions that experimented

an increase in the local workforce in the first period, providing an example of non-linear

out-of-equilibrium dynamics.

(a) t = 0 (b) t = 1 (c) t = 5 (d) t = 10 (e) t = 20

Figure 5. The distribution of l(x, t) (workers) over the space Ω = [0, 4]× [0, 4]
for the setting given in Table 1 at different times t from 0 to 20.

Figure 6 shows the spatial distribution of the variables in Theorem 3.1 at period 20. In this

period, the economy seems to have reached a SED, as the systematic utility of workers is almost
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flat over space (at least for the populated locations).14 The spatial distributions of workers,

total income and technological progress are strongly correlated, while wages and endogenous

amenities are less correlated as a joint effect of congestion and agglomeration. The spatial

gradient of wages with respect to the city centre appears to be strongly non-linear, with a centre

of medium wages, an intermediate ring of low wages and a peripheral ring of high wages (as

in Figure 2b). An increase in diffusion can radically alter the overall spatial characteristics of

the SED. The Online Appendix E reports the case with σ = 0.2; in the SED, the single-peaked

distribution still persists, but with higher spatial dispersion, while wages instead reflect the

density of workers (as in Figure 2a).15
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Figure 6. The distribution of l(x, t) (workers, top left), w(x, t) (wages, top
centre), y(x, t) (income, top right), AEN (x, t) (endogenous amenities, bottom left),
Al(x, t) (technological progress, bottom centre), v(x, t) (individual systematic
utility, bottom right) over the space Ω = [0, 4] × [0, 4] at t = 20 for the setting
given in Table 1.

5.2. Stable city size distribution. Figure 7 examines the effects of workers initially being

located in a particular strip, specifically in the area [1, 2]× [1, 7]. In the first period, workers

tend to agglomerate at the two extremes of the strip; however, after t = 100, other spatial

agglomerations appear and finally a stable spatial distribution with six different cities of different

sizes emerges. This is an extreme case of dependence on initial conditions and shows how a

complex city size distribution can be generated even in the absence of any spatial heterogeneity.

14The random part of utility, positively related to σ, makes the spatial distribution of systematic utility not
perfectly flat in the SED.
15See e.g. Timothy and Wheaton (2001) for some evidence on intra-urban wage variation.



26 DAVIDE FIASCHIa AND CRISTIANO RICCIb

Marsili and Zhang (1998); Gabaix (1999) reach a similar result but in a different theoretical

framework, in particular providing a theoretical explanation of Zipf’s law. A similar phenomenon

can be found in Allen and Donaldson (2022).

(a) t = 0 (b) t = 10 (c) t = 20 (d) t = 100

Figure 7. The distribution of l(x, t) (workers) over space Ω = [0, 3]× [0, 8] at t
equal to 0, 10, 20 and 100 for the setting reported in Table 1, but workers being
initially located in the area [1, 2]× [1, 7].

5.3. Persistence in the spatial distribution. Figure 8 shows the dynamics of the worker

distribution when the extent of spatial spillovers in technology h is reduced from 0.4 to 0.3.

While the SED reached in period 185 is always a megacity, there is a wide interval from t = 10

to t = 175 where the spatial pattern appears stable with four different medium-sized cities.

However, in just two periods, from 180 to 182, this pattern changed radically with the emergence

of the SED megacity. This dynamic well illustrates the phenomenon of metastability (Evers and

Kolokolnikov, 2016) and raises serious doubts about the possibility of using standard econometric

techniques to study the dynamics of city size distribution. Metastability is directly related to

the phenomenon of persistence of urban agglomerations, as discussed in Allen and Donaldson

(2022).

6. Conclusions

We have shown how a complex spatial pattern can emerge from uncoordinated mobility

decisions of workers. Even though workers are myopic in the sense that they maximise their

instantaneous utility considering only the current distribution of other workers, the aggregate

dynamics exhibit non-decreasing social utility, and in the stationary equilibrium distribution the

efficient spatial allocation of workers seems guaranteed. Agglomeration forces, spatial congestion

and diffusion driven by idiosyncratic preferences shape the spatial distribution of workers. In

particular, when diffusion dominates agglomeration, the uniform distribution prevails, while in

the opposite case a city (or more than one) can emerge, at least for a long period. The model
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(a) t = 0 (b) t = 5 (c) t = 10 (d) t = 175

(e) t = 180 (f) t = 181 (g) t = 182 (h) t = 185

Figure 8. The distribution of l(x, t) over space Ω = [0, 4]× [0, 4] for selected t
in the range 1-185 for the setting reported in Table 1, but h is 0.3.

can reproduce the emergence of cities of different sizes, shapes and spatial organisation, as

well as the phenomenon known as metastability, in which a large city emerges from the abrupt

agglomeration of several medium-sized cities that were apparently stable (persistent) for a long

period. The initial spatial distribution of workers turns out to be a strong determinant of the

location and size of cities (history matters and path dependence is pervasive), as is the presence

of exogenous spatial heterogeneity (such as the sea, rivers and mountains).

The analysis can be extended in a number of ways. The first is to introduce more realistic

details of topography (coastline, rivers, mountains, etc.), natural resources (mines, fertile land,

etc.) and infrastructure (roads, railways, etc.) for modelling G(x) and cM as in Allen and

Arkolakis (2014) and Redding (2024); in particular, the cost of moving should be a function

of the location of the worker, its direction of movement and the location of the other workers,

i.e. cM = cM

(
X i,N

t , dX i,N
t ,XN

t

)
. While the dependence on the location of the worker and the

location of the other workers does not pose any significant technical challenges, the inclusion

of the direction requires a substantial modification of our framework (Flandoli et al., 2021).

In the same respect, the study of the model in the case of a small sample, i.e. not in the

limit of N → ∞, should increase its explanatory power, especially for economies with a small

population (Evers and Kolokolnikov, 2016). A further line of research is to analyse the ability

of the model to reproduce Zipf’s law and, more generally, the determinants of the city size

distribution in a worker-based framework as in Arshad et al. (2018). Another relevant extension
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is the consideration of commuting, i.e. the possibility that a worker lives in a different place

from his workplace Krugman, 1996. This extension is particularly important for the study of

the internal structure of cities and the related phenomena of segregation and unequal spatial

distribution of wages (Eberts, 1981; Albouy and Lue, 2015). Finally, the most difficult task

is to extend the model to intertemporally optimising workers in continuous space. Bardi and

Cardaliaguet (2021) describes a possible theoretical framework based on the Mean-Field Game

approach.

Returning to the initial question of the paper - why France, Germany and Italy exhibit

such different spatial patterns of agglomeration - our model suggests that the answer is far

from simple. While agglomeration, congestion, and diffusion forces play a role, the spatial

equilibrium distribution of workers is also crucially shaped by the initial distribution of population,

topography, and infrastructure. Empirical research in this area faces an additional challenge:

the continuous time-space formulation limits the applicability of standard spatial econometric

techniques. To address this, Fiaschi et al. (2024) introduce an innovative discretisation method for

continuous time-space models that allows the separate identification of these determinants. A key

limitation of this approach is its reliance on high-resolution datasets, such as the Global Human

Settlement Layer 16 for residential population and NASA’s Black Marble17 for local economic

activity inferred from night lights. However, the increasing availability of high-resolution satellite

imagery and geo-referenced census data is expected to alleviate this limitation.

Acknowledgements: The authors have been supported by the Italian Ministry of University

and Research (MIUR), in the framework of PRIN project 2017FKHBA8 001 (The Time-Space

Evolution of Economic Activities: Mathematical Models and Empirical Applications). Davide

Fiaschi has been supported by the University of Pisa, in the framework of the PRA Project

PRA_2022_86 (Mobilità di persone e merci nell’Europa).

Declaration of interest: The authors declare that they have no known competing financial

interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence the work reported in

this paper.

Code availability: All the codes are free to use and available at the link: https://github.

com/PRINNEtimeSpaceEconAct/randomUtilityModelPopulation.git.

16https://human-settlement.emergency.copernicus.eu/ghs_pop2023.php.
17https://blackmarble.gsfc.nasa.gov/.

https://github.com/PRINNEtimeSpaceEconAct/randomUtilityModelPopulation.git
https://github.com/PRINNEtimeSpaceEconAct/randomUtilityModelPopulation.git
https://human-settlement.emergency.copernicus.eu/ghs_pop2023.php
https://blackmarble.gsfc.nasa.gov/


THE SPATIAL EVOLUTION OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES AND THE EMERGENCE OF CITIES 29

References

Albouy, D. and B. Lue (2015). Driving to opportunity: Local rents, wages, commuting, and

sub-metropolitan quality of life. Journal of Urban Economics 89, 74–92.

Allen, T. and C. Arkolakis (2014). Trade and the topography of the spatial economy. The

Quarterly Journal of Economics 129 (3), 1085–1140.

Allen, T. and D. Donaldson (2022). Persistence and path dependence in the spatial economy.

Mimeo.

Ambrosio, L., N. Gigli, and G. Savaré (2005). Gradient flows: in metric spaces and in the space

of probability measures. Springer Science & Business Media.

Aoki, M. and H. Yoshikawa (2011). Reconstructing macroeconomics: a perspective from statistical

physics and combinatorial stochastic processes. Cambridge University Press.

Arbia, G. (2001). Modelling the geography of economic activities on a continuous space. Papers

in Regional Science 80 (4), 411–424.

Arshad, S., S. Hu, and B. N. Ashraf (2018). Zipf’s law and city size distribution: A survey of the

literature and future research agenda. Physica A: Statistical mechanics and its applications 492,

75–92.

Artzner, P., C. P. Simon, and H. Sonnenschein (1986). Convergence of myopic firms to long-run

equilibrium via the method of characteristics. In Models of Economic Dynamics: Proceedings

of a Workshop held at the IMA, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, USA, October 24–28,

1983, pp. 157–183. Springer.

Bardi, M. and P. Cardaliaguet (2021). Convergence of some mean field games systems to

aggregation and flocking models. Nonlinear Analysis 204, 112199.

Bellomo, N., P. Degond, and E. Tadmor (2017). Active Particles, Volume 1: Advances in Theory,

Models, and Applications. Birkhäuser.

Bellomo, N., P. Degond, and E. Tadmor (2019). Active Particles, Volume 2: Advances in Theory,

Models, and Applications. Modeling and Simulation in Science, Engineering and Technology.

Springer International Publishing.

Bovier, A. and F. Den Hollander (2016). Metastability: a potential-theoretic approach, Volume

351. Springer.

Caliendo, L., M. Dvorkin, and F. Parro (2019). Trade and labor market dynamics: General

equilibrium analysis of the china trade shock. Econometrica 87 (3), 741–835.



30 DAVIDE FIASCHIa AND CRISTIANO RICCIb

Carmona, R., F. Delarue, et al. (2018). Probabilistic theory of mean field games with applications

I-II. Springer.

Carrillo, J. A., K. Craig, and Y. Yao (2019). Aggregation-diffusion equations: dynamics,

asymptotics, and singular limits. In Active Particles, Volume 2, pp. 65–108. Springer.

Carrillo, J. A., S. Hittmeir, B. Volzone, and Y. Yao (2019). Nonlinear aggregation-diffusion

equations: radial symmetry and long time asymptotics. Inventiones mathematicae 218 (3),

889–977.

Carrillo, J. A., R. J. McCann, and C. Villani (2003). Kinetic equilibration rates for granular

media and related equations: entropy dissipation and mass transportation estimates. Revista

Matematica Iberoamericana 19 (3), 971–1018.

Carrillo, J. A., R. J. McCann, and C. Villani (2006). Contractions in the 2-wasserstein length

space and thermalization of granular media. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis 179,

217–263.

Catellier, R., Y. D’angelo, and C. Ricci (2021). A mean-field approach to self-interacting networks,

convergence and regularity. Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences 31 (13),

2597–2641.

Celiński, R. (2014). Stability of solutions to aggregation equation in bounded domains. Applied

Mathematics and Computation 228, 49–58.

Colander, D., P. Howitt, A. Kirman, A. Leijonhufvud, and P. Mehrling (2008). Beyond dsge

models: toward an empirically based macroeconomics. American Economic Review 98 (2),

236–40.

Cozzi, E., G.-M. Gie, and J. P. Kelliher (2017). The aggregation equation with newtonian poten-

tial: the vanishing viscosity limit. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications 453 (2),

841–893.

Davis, D. R. and D. E. Weinstein (2002). Bones, bombs, and break points: the geography of

economic activity. American Economic Review 92 (5), 1269–1289.

De Benedictis, L., V. Licio, and A. M. Pinna (2022). From the historical roman road network

to modern infrastructure in italy. Journal of Regional Science.

Desmet, K., D. K. Nagy, and E. Rossi-Hansberg (2018). The geography of development. Journal

of Political Economy 126 (3), 903–983.

Domingo, D., A. d’Onofrio, and F. Flandoli (2020). Properties of bounded stochastic processes

employed in biophysics. Stochastic Analysis and Applications 38 (2), 277–306.



THE SPATIAL EVOLUTION OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES AND THE EMERGENCE OF CITIES 31

Duranton, G. and D. Puga (2020). The economics of urban density. Journal of Economic

Perspectives 34 (3), 3–26.

Durlauf, S. N. (1994). Spillovers, stratification, and inequality. European Economic Review 38 (3-

4), 836–845.

Durlauf, S. N., P. A. Johnson, and J. R. W. Temple (2005). Growth econometrics. In P. Aghion

and S. N. Durlauf (Eds.), Handbook of Economic Growth, Volume 1A, pp. 555––677. Elsevier.

Durlauf, W. B. A. S. N. (1997). The Economy As A Complex Evolving System II. Santa Fe

Institute Studies in the Sciences of Complexity Lecture Notes. Westview Press.

Eberts, R. W. (1981). An empirical investigation of intraurban wage gradients. Journal of

Urban Economics 10 (1), 50–60.

Evers, J. H. and T. Kolokolnikov (2016). Metastable states for an aggregation model with noise.

SIAM Journal on Applied Dynamical Systems 15 (4), 2213–2226.

Fajgelbaum, P. D. and C. Gaubert (2020). Optimal spatial policies, geography, and sorting.

The Quarterly Journal of Economics 135 (2), 959–1036.

Fiaschi, D., A. Parenti, and C. Ricci (2024). The spatial evolution of economic activities: from

theory to estimation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2407.14267 .

Fisher, F. M. et al. (1989). Disequilibrium foundations of equilibrium economics. Cambridge

Books .

Flandoli, F., M. Leocata, and C. Ricci (2020). On the macroscopic limit of brownian particles

with local interaction. Stochastics and Dynamics 20 (06), 2040007.

Flandoli, F., M. Leocata, and C. Ricci (2021). The navier–stokes–vlasov–fokker–planck system

as a scaling limit of particles in a fluid. Journal of Mathematical Fluid Mechanics 23, 1–39.

Fujita, M. (1989, October). Urban Economic Theory. Number 9780521346627 in Cambridge

Books. Cambridge University Press.

Gabaix, X. (1999). Zipf’s law and the growth of cities. American Economic Review 89 (2),

129–132.

Gabaix, X. and Y. M. Ioannides (2004). The evolution of city size distributions. In J. V.

Henderson and J.-F. Thisse (Eds.), Cities and Geography, Volume 4 of Handbook of Regional

and Urban Economics, pp. 2341–2378. Elsevier.

Gandolfo, G. (1997). Economic dynamics: study edition. Springer Science & Business Media.

Glaeser, E. L. and D. C. Mare (2001). Cities and skills. Journal of Labor Economics 19 (2),

316–342.



32 DAVIDE FIASCHIa AND CRISTIANO RICCIb

Glaeser, E. L. and M. G. Resseger (2010). The complementarity between cities and skills.

Journal of Regional Science 50 (1), 221–244.

Howitt, P. (2006). Coordination issues in long-run growth. Handbook of Computational

Economics 2, 1605–1624.

Jordan, R., D. Kinderlehrer, and F. Otto (1998). The variational formulation of the fokker–planck

equation. SIAM journal on mathematical analysis 29 (1), 1–17.

Kantorovich, L. and G. S. Rubinstein (1958). On a space of totally additive functions. Vestnik

Leningrad. Univ 13, 52–59.

Kapitula, T., K. Promislow, et al. (2013). Spectral and dynamical stability of nonlinear waves,

Volume 457. Springer.

Kleinman, B., E. Liu, and S. J. Redding (2023). Dynamic spatial general equilibrium. Econo-

metrica 91 (2), 385–424.

Krugman, P. (1993). First nature, second nature, and metropolitan location. Journal of regional

science 33 (2), 129–144.

Krugman, P. (1994). Complex landscapes in economic geography. American Economic Re-

view 84 (2), 412–416.

Krugman, P. (1996). The self organizing economy. John Wiley & Sons.

Lagoutière, F., F. Santambrogio, and S. T. Tien (2023). Vanishing viscosity limit for aggregation-

diffusion equations.

LeBaron, B. and L. Tesfatsion (2008). Modeling macroeconomies as open-ended dynamic

systems of interacting agents. American Economic Review 98 (2), 246–50.

Marsili, M. and Y.-C. Zhang (1998). Interacting individuals leading to zipf’s law. Physical

review letters 80 (12), 2741.

Méléard, S. and S. Roelly-Coppoletta (1987). A propagation of chaos result for a system of

particles with moderate interaction. Stochastic processes and their applications 26, 317–332.

Michalopoulos, S. and E. Papaioannou (2018). Spatial patterns of development: A meso

approach. Annual Review of Economics 10, 383–410.

Mishura, Y. and A. Veretennikov (2020). Existence and uniqueness theorems for solutions of

mckean–vlasov stochastic equations. Theory of Probability and Mathematical Statistics 103,

59–101.

Mocenni, C., A. Facchini, and A. Vicino (2010). Identifying the dynamics of complex spatio-

temporal systems by spatial recurrence properties. Proceedings of the National Academy of



THE SPATIAL EVOLUTION OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES AND THE EMERGENCE OF CITIES 33

Sciences 107 (18), 8097–8102.

Morale, D., V. Capasso, and K. Oelschläger (2005). An interacting particle system modelling

aggregation behavior: from individuals to populations. Journal of mathematical biology 50 (1),

49–66.

Mumford, L. (1961). The city in history: Its origins, its transformations, and its prospects,

Volume 67. Houghton Mifflin Harcourt.

Novshek, W. and H. Sonnenschein (1986). Quantity adjustment in an arrow-debreu-mckenzie

type model. In Models of Economic Dynamics: Proceedings of a Workshop held at the IMA,

University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, USA, October 24–28, 1983, pp. 148–156. Springer.

Oelschläger, K. (1985). A law of large numbers for moderately interacting diffusion processes.

Zeitschrift für Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie und verwandte Gebiete 69 (2), 279–322.

Papageorgiou, Y. Y. and T. R. Smith (1983). Agglomeration as local instability of spatially

uniform steady-states. Econometrica: Journal of the Econometric Society , 1109–1119.

Pirenne, H. (2014). Medieval Cities: Their Origins and the Revival of Trade-Updated Edition,

Volume 85. Princeton University Press.

Redding, S. J. (2024). Quantitative urban economics. National Bureau of Economic Re-

search (33130).

Sonnenschein, H. (1982). Price dynamics based on the adjustment of firms. American Economic

Review 72 (5), 1088–1096.

Sznitman, A.-S. (1991). Topics in propagation of chaos. In Ecole d’été de probabilités de

Saint-Flour XIX—1989, pp. 165–251. Springer.

Theil, H. (1967). Economics and Information Theory. North-Holland, Amsterdam.

Timothy, D. and W. C. Wheaton (2001). Intra-urban wage variation, employment location, and

commuting times. Journal of urban Economics 50 (2), 338–366.

Train, K. E. (2009). Discrete choice methods with simulation. Cambridge university press.

Uchiyama, K. (2000). Pressure in classical statistical mechanics and interacting brownian

particles in multi-dimensions. In Annales Henri Poincaré, Volume 1, pp. 1159–1202. Springer.

Varadhan, S. (1991). Scaling limits for interacting diffusions. Communications in mathematical

physics 135 (2), 313–353.

Xepapadeas, A. and A. Yannacopoulos (2016). Spatial growth with exogenous saving rates.

Journal of Mathematical Economics 67, 125–137.



34 DAVIDE FIASCHIa AND CRISTIANO RICCIb

Appendix

Appendix A. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 3.1

In this appendix, we discuss a sketch of the proof of Theorem 2.1 in the case where the

utility is specified in Eq. (9), that is Theorem 3.1. As the proof is not particularly technical

compared to the literature, in order to make the argumentation more effective for the reader,

some details of the proof are skipped and we make some nonrestrictive assumptions (Bellomo

et al., 2017, 2019). In particular, we assume in the proof that i) there is no change in the total

number of workers, i.e. n(x, t) = 0; the case n(x, t) ̸= 0 can be treated by introducing some

technicalities related to Poisson processes, but the proof only becomes more involved without

any additional significant conceptual difficulty (see, e.g., Catellier et al., 2021). Moreover, ii)

we also assume that there are no endogenous amenities, i.e. A0 = 0; their presence would only

add some additional computations to the proof, since the main technical difficulties are already

present in the expression for wages. Finally, iii) we assume as domain Ω the two-dimensional

torus T2 = R2/Z2 in order to neglect the boundary effects; this is not restrictive since the same

technique of proof can be applied in any domain Ω ⊆ R2 by introducing a confining potential at

the boundary of Ω to prevent workers from escaping the desired domain.

Assume that at time t = 0 workers are independently randomly distributed in the domain Ω,

following a common probability density distribution on Ω called l0(x). For t > 0 the location of

each worker evolves according to Eq. (3), i.e:

dX i,N
t =

(
1

cM

)[
∇xw

R
(
XN

t

) (
X i,N

t , t
)
+∇xAES

(
X i,N

t , t
)]

dt+

(
1

cM

)
σdBi

t,

or by making each term more explicit,

dX i,N
t =

(
1

cM

)
G(X i,N

t )

[
N∑
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1

N
W P
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]
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+

(
1
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+
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σ

cM

)
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t.(A1)

Consider the empirical distribution of all worker locations:

(A2) EN
t :=

1

N

N∑
i=1

δXi,N
t

,
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where δz is the random variable on T2 with unitary mass at point z. EN
t is a continuous set of

random variables on T2 depending on time. For any given N ∈ N and t > 0, EN
t is singular, in

the sense that it is a distribution over T2 that does not admit a probability density function,

since it has a positive probability only on a finite set (corresponding to the location of the N

workers). However, as N tends to infinity, the family of random variables EN
t becomes diffuse

and converges (in distribution) to a continuous family of random variables over T2, denoted by

Et for any t > 0. The distribution of Et is regular and admits a probability density function for

each t, called l(t, x). An explicit expression for l(t, x) for each t is not available. However, we

can prove that the probability density function l(t, x) is the solution to Eq. (4) of Theorem 2.1

under the assumption stated above.

Recall that the stock of workers at location x at time t is defined by

lN(x, t) =
N∑
i=1

1

N
· θN(x−X i,N

t ),

where θN (x) = N2λθ(Nλx), θ : T2 → R is a function that is not negative, C∞, and integrates to

one. The function lN (x, t) can also be described as a mollified empirical measure of the stock of

workers at location x at time t. The parameter λ can be taken in the interval [0, 1]. However, in

our framework some choices of λ are not possible. In particular

• λ = 0: this corresponds to the classical mean field case, where the radius of interaction

is fixed. This choice leads to non-local macroscopic dynamics, which is not suitable for

our purposes;

• λ ∈ (0, 1): this corresponds to the theory of moderate interactions originally developed

in Oelschläger (1985) and extensively generalised in the literature (see e.g. Méléard and

Roelly-Coppoletta, 1987). Our results fall into this case, i.e. we assume λ ∈ (0, λ) with

λ < 1;

• λ = 1: this corresponds to the case of local interactions, which is still not well understood

in the literature (see e.g. Varadhan, 1991; Uchiyama, 2000; Flandoli et al., 2020).

A.1. Preliminaries. In this section, we provide some preliminaries needed for the proof of

Theorem 3.1. In particular, the definition of a weak solution of Eq. (4) and the appropriate

measure space with a metric corresponding to weak convergence of the probability measure.
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Definition A.1 (Weak solution of Eq. (4)). A function l of suitable regularity is a weak solution

of the system of Eq. (4) if for each test function φ ∈ C∞(T2;R) the following holds

⟨l(t), φ⟩ = ⟨l(0), φ⟩+ σ2

2c2M

∫ t

0

⟨l(s),∆xφ⟩ ds+

+

(
1

cM

)∫ t

0

〈
l(s),∇xφ · ∇x

(
G (W P

h ∗ l)(s) l(s)β−1
)〉

ds+

+

(
1

cM

)∫ t

0

⟨l(s),∇xφ · ∇xAES(s)⟩ ds.(A3)

Introduce the empirical measure of the workers’ location:

SN
t (dx) =

1

N

N∑
i=1

δXi,N
t

(dx),

which is a random element of the space C([0, T ];P1(T2)), where

(A4) P1(T2) :=

{
µ probability measure on (T2,B(T2))

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
T2

|x| µ(dx) < ∞

}
is the space of all probability measures on the Borel sets of T2 with finite first moment. We

endow this space with the Wasserstein−1 metric, which can be defined equivalently as

W1(µ, ν) := sup
[φ]Lip≤1

∣∣∣∣∫
T2

φdµ−
∫
T2

φdν

∣∣∣∣ ,
where [φ]Lip is the usual Lipschitz seminorm. Note that this is not the usual definition of

Wasserstein metrics, but rather a characterisation provided by a Theorem called the Kantorovich-

Rubinstein characterisation (Kantorovich and Rubinstein, 1958). Equipped with this metric,

the space P1(T2) becomes a completely separable metric space, whose convergence implies the

weak convergence of probability measures.

A.2. Candidate for the limit of infinite N . For any test function φ it holds:

〈
SN
t , φ

〉
=

∫
T2

φ(x)SN
t (dx) =

1

N

N∑
i=1

φ(X i,N
t );

So, by taking the family of functions parameterised by x φ(·) = θN(x− ·) we have

〈
SN
t , θN(x− ·)

〉
=

1

N

N∑
i=1

θN(x−X i,N
t ) = lN(x, t).

Taking the above expressions, we can calculate their change over time by Itô Formula.
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Lemma A.2 (Itô Formula). For any test function φ it holds

dφ(X i,N
t ) =

σ2

2c2M
∆xφ(X

i,N
t ) dt

+

(
1

cM

)
∇φ(X i,N

t ) · ∇wN(X i,N
t , t) dt

+

(
1

cM

)
∇φ(X i,N

t ) · ∇AES(X
i,N
t , t) dt

+

(
σ

cM

)
∇φ(X i,N

t ) · dBi
t;(A5)

d
〈
SN
t , φ

〉
=

σ2

2c2M

〈
SN
t ,∆xφ

〉
dt

+

(
1

cM

)〈
SN
t ,∇xφ · ∇xw

N(t, ·)
〉
dt

+

(
1

cM

)〈
SN
t ,∇xφ · ∇xAES(t, ·)

〉
dt

+

(
σ

cM

)
N

N∑
i=1

∇xφ(X
i,N
t ) · dBi

t,(A6)

and

dlN(x, t) =
σ2

2c2M
∆xl

N(x, t) dt

−
(

1

cM

)
1

N

N∑
i=1

∇θN(x−X i,N
t ) · ∇wN(X i,N

t , t) dt

−
(

1

cM

)
divx

(
lN(x, t)∇xAES(x, t)

)
dt

+
σ

NcM

N∑
i=1

∇xθN(x−X i,N
t ) · dBi

t.(A7)

Proof. Eq. (A5) directly follows by applying Itô formula to the function φ(X i,N
t ) and using Eq

(A1). Eq. (A6) follows from Eq. (A5) using the linearity of the sum, while Eq. A7 is obtained

by taking the family of functions parameterised by x θN(x− ·) and applying the Itô formula,

then again using the linearity of the sum. □
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The expression for the drift in the second line on the right-hand side of Eq. (A7) can be

written as

− 1

N

N∑
i=1

∇xθN(x−X i,N
t ) · ∇xw

N(X i,N
t , t) =

= −
∫
T2

∇xθN(x− x′) · ∇xw
N(x′, t)SN

t (dx′) =

− divx

∫
T2

θN(x− x′)∇xw
N(x′, t)SN

t (dx′).

However, this is not the correct expression to obtain the desired limit of infinite N in Eq. (4);

instead, the correct expression is:

−divx

∫
T2

θN(x− x′)∇xw
N(x, t)SN

t (dx′) = −divx(l
N(x, t)∇xw

N(x, t)).

Hence, we rewrite Eq. (A7) as the proper expression, plus a remainder that we will have to

show vanishes in the limit of infinite N :

dlN(x, t) =
σ2

2c2M
∆xl

N(t) dt

−
(

1

cM

)
divx(l

N(x, t)∇xw
N(x, t)) dt

−
(

1

cM

)
divx

(
lN(t)∇xAES(x, t)

)
dt

+ RN
t (x) dt+ dMN,θN

t (x),(A8)

where

MN,θN
t (x) =

σ

NcM

N∑
i=1

∇xθN(x−X i,N
t ) ·Bi

t

is a martingale, and

RN
t (x) =

(
1

cM

)
divx

∫
T2

θN(x− x′)
[
∇xw

N(x, t)−∇xw
N(x′, t)

]
SN
t (dx′).

Eq. A8 gives a candidate for the limit behaviour of the system of Eq. (A1), with the intuition

that the last two terms should converge to zero as N goes to infinity.

A.3. Steps for the proof of Theorem 3.1. The proof of Theorem 3.1 needs some intermediate

lemmas that one has to prove first. The general strategy is that of compactness and consists of

three main steps.

First, one has to prove that the sequence (SN
t )N∈N lies uniformly in some compact subset of

P1(T2).18 This leads to the existence of limits of each subsequence. In our case, this follows from

18The notion of compactness here is the classical one of compact sets in metric spaces.
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a uniform estimate in L1(Ω) for each of the workers’ locations. Since the convergence is induced

by the metric used on P1(T2) (see Eq. (A4)), this only holds in the distribution. However, it is

well known that convergence in the distribution of random variables to a deterministic limit

implies convergence in probability.

• (Characterisation) Second, one has to give a characterisation of the limit points as solutions of

Eq. (4). This usually follows from the convergence of each term in Eq. (A7) to its corresponding

term in the limit equation for infinite N .

• (Uniqueness) Finally, one has to prove a uniqueness result for Eq. (4). This last step is

necessary to go from the convergence of each subsequence of the first step to the convergence of

the entire sequence. The reason is as follows: since each subsequence converges to the solutions

of Eq. (4), if the solution is unique, then every subsequence converges to the same limit. One

then just has to realise that in any metric space, if every subsequence converges to the same

limit, the same holds for the whole sequence.

The key points for each of the three steps are as follows

• (Compactness) One must prove that there exists a constant C which does not depend on

N , such that

(A9) E
[∣∣∣∣∇xl

N(t)
∣∣∣∣2
L2(T2)

]
≤ C.

Again, we need to make additional assumptions about the production function. In particular,

we will assume that it is equal to lβ when l is greater than some small threshold l, and instead

has the shape of a parabola for values of l between zero and l. A possible expression is given by

f(l) =


lβ + (−1

2
β2 + 3

2
β − 1)lβ if l > l,

1
2
β(β − 1)lβ−2l2 + β(2− β)lβ−1l if 0 ≤ l ≤ l.

In this way we keep the usual assumption on the production function, i.e. i) positive first

derivative and ii) negative second derivative, but the first derivative is now globally bounded for

all values of l. This first step is necessary to complete the first step on (Compactness) of the

sequence (SN
t )N∈N in P1(T2).

• (Characterisation) Suppose SN
t

N→∞→ µt in P1(T2), where µt is a probability measure with

density l(x, t) (or analogously for a subsequence SNk
t from the first step). Then we need to check
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that the expression for wages converges to the analogous limit expression for wages

wN(x, t) =

= G(x)
1

N

N∑
i=1

W P
h (x−X i,N

t )

(
1

N

N∑
i=1

θN(x−X i,N
t )

)β−1

N→∞−→ G(x)(W P
h ∗ l)(x, t)l(x, t)β−1 =

= w(x, t).

This part is necessary to give a characterisation of the limit points (Characterisation). We

also need to show that the martingale term MN,θN
t (x) goes to zero in probability as N goes

to infinity. However, this is easily done since we have an explicit expression for the quadratic

variation [
MN,θN

]
t
=

σ2

N2c2M

N∑
i=1

∣∣∣∇lθN(x−X i,N
t )
∣∣∣2

since the Brownian motions Bi
t are independent, and by using classical martingale inequalities. In

this step we will have to assume λ < 1/4 to prove such an inequality, and use Eq. (A9). Finally,

we need to show that the remainder RN
t (x) also goes to zero as N goes to infinity. This again

follows from the estimate in Eq. (A9), using the fact that the difference
[
∇xw

N(x)−∇xw
N(x′)

]
is non-zero only when x and x′ are close, since it is multiplied by θN(x − x′), whose support

shrinks with N . 19

• (Uniqueness) To show the uniqueness of the solutions of Eq. (4) one follows the classical

strategy of assuming the existence of two different solutions l1(x, t) and l2(x, t) with the same

initial condition at time t = 0. Then consider the difference between the two and study the

evolution in the L2-norm in T2, i.e:∣∣∣∣l1(t)− l2(t)
∣∣∣∣2

L2(T2)
=

∫
T2

∣∣l1(x, t)− l2(x, t)
∣∣2 dx

and show that it satisfies∣∣∣∣l1(t)− l2(t)
∣∣∣∣2

L2(T2)
≤ CT

∫ t

0

∣∣∣∣l1(s)− l2(s)
∣∣∣∣2
L2(T2)

ds

for some constant CT . Then Gronwall Lemma implies that if ||l1(0)− l2(0)||L2(T2) = 0 then

||l1(t)− l2(t)||L2(T2) = 0 for all t > 0, so solutions are unique. This is a proof of (Uniqueness).

19See for example the proof of (Flandoli et al., 2021, Lemma 5.5)
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Appendix B. Proof of Theorem 4.2

Proof. In our hypothesis one can rewrite Eq. (17) as

(B1) ∂tl(x, t) =
σ2

2c2M
∆xl (x, t)−

(
1

cM

)
divx (l(x, t)∇xw (x, t)) =

=
σ2

2c2M
∆xl (x, t)−

(
1

cM

)
divx (l(x, t)∇x(Wh ∗ l) (x, t)) .

Then calculate the evolution of the position of the centre of mass:

(B2)
d

dt

∫
Ω

xl(x, t) dx =

∫
Ω

x∂tl(x, t) dx =
σ2

2c2M

∫
Ω

x∆xl (x, t) dx−

− 1

cM

∫
Ω

x divx (l(x, t)∇x(Wh ∗ l) (x, t)) dx.

We will now show that both terms of Eq. (B2) vanish. By integration by parts, the first term

becomes

σ2

2c2M

∫
Ω

x∆xl (x, t) dx = − σ2

2c2M

∫
Ω

divxx · ∇xl (x, t) dx =

= −2
σ2

2c2M

∫
Ω

1 · ∇xl (x, t) dx = 2
σ2

2c2M

∫
Ω

∇x1 · l (x, t) dx = 0

since ∇x1 = 0. For the second term of Eq. (B2) we have, again using integration by parts

− 1

cM

∫
Ω

x divx (l(x, t)∇x(Wh ∗ l) (x, t)) dx =
1

cM

∫
Ω

divxx (l(x, t)∇x(Wh ∗ l) (x, t)) dx =

= 2
1

cM

∫
Ω

l(x, t)∇x(Wh ∗ l) (x, t) dx = 2
1

cM

∫
Ω

l(x, t)

∫
Ω

∇xWh(x− y)l(t, y) dy dx =

= 2
1

cM

∫
Ω

l(x, t)

∫
Ω

∇xWh(x− y)l(y, t) dy dx = 2
1

cM

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∇xWh(x− y)l(y, t)l(x, t) dy dx.

Furthermore, by changing the variable

2
1

cM

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∇xWh(x− y)l(y, t)l(x, t) dy dx = 2
1

cM

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∇xWh(y − x)l(y, t)l(x, t) dy dx =

= −2
1

cM

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∇xWh(x− y)l(y, t)l(x, t) dy dx

by using the symmetry about the origin of Wh. Therefore this last term, being equal to it’s

opposite, must be equal to zero. So we have shown that

d

dt

∫
Ω

xl(x, t) dx = 0

which ends the proof. □
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Online Appendix

Online Appendix A. Micro-foundation of workers’ movements

In this section, we illustrate the micro-foundations of workers’ movement driven by spatial

differential utilities and show how this can be derived as a Nash equilibrium. For the sake of

simplicity, assume that the space dimension is one, i.e. X i,N
t ∈ R; all the arguments made in

the section can be repeated in the same manner, but with a more cumbersome notation, in any

dimension d > 1.

Assume that there is a utility function, common to all workers, defined as:

u : RN →
[
R× R+ → R

]
X 7→

[
(x, t) 7→ v(X)(x, t)

]
,(A1)

that is for any X := (X1, . . . , XN ) ∈ RN , representing the location of all the workers, there exists

a field of utility u(X) : R×R+ → R which, in any location x and t, associates the corresponding

utility.

Denote by

(A2)
∂u

∂Xk

(X)(x, t),
∂u

∂t
(X)(x, t) and

∂u

∂x
(X)(x, t)

the partial derivative with respect to the k-th component of the vector X = (X1, . . . ,XN), the

variable t and x, respectively. The partial derivative of u with respect to the variable X i,N
t in

the first component, evaluated in
(
XN

t

)
(X i,N

t , t) is assumed to be equal to zero, i.e.

(A3)
∂u

∂Xi

(
XN

t

)
(X i,N

t , t) = 0;

this reflects the fact that a change in the location of worker i does not affect the spatial shape

of utility in X i,N
t . Therefore, worker i ’s utility varies as it changes its position with respect to

other workers, but the specific contribution of the change in its location to its overall utility is

zero. In other words, the worker maintains the same distance by itself along all its movement

over space. This assumption is common in the Mean Field Game literature (Carmona et al.,

2018).

The dynamic over space of worker i is the result of a maximization of utility over space,

subject to moving costs. In particular, consider the instantaneous variation of utility of worker
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i, dui
t, as the result of moving from location X i,N

t to X i,N
t + dt dX i,N

t , i.e:

(A4) dui
t =

∂u

∂x

(
XN

t

)
(X i,N

t , t)dX i,N
t +

N∑
j=1

∂u

∂Xj

(
XN

t

)
(X i,N

t , t)dXj,N
t ,

where the first term of Eq. (A4) is the effect of movement of worker i, while the second term

refers to the effects of other workers’ movement. Assuming quadratic adjustment cost for moving,

at each time t worker i solves the following static optimization problem:

(A5) max
{dXi,N

t ∈R}

∂u

∂x

(
XN

t

)
(X i,N

t , t)dX i,N
t +

N∑
j=1

∂u

∂Xj

(
XN

t

)
(X i,N

t , t)dXj,N,ei
t − cM

2

∣∣∣∣∣∣dX i,N
t

∣∣∣∣∣∣2 ,
where cM is a parameter measuring the intensity of the moving costs,20 ||·|| is the norm, and

dXj,N,ei
t is the expected movement of worker j’ formulated by worker i. At the time of the worker

i’s decision, this information is not available to the worker and it is taken as given.

Given Eq. (A3), the first order condition of Problem A5 reduces to:

(A6) dX i,N
t =

1

cM

[
∂u

∂x

(
XN

t

)
(X i,N

t , t) +
∂u

∂Xi

(
XN

t

)
(X i,N

t , t)dX i,N
t

]
=

1

cM

∂u

∂x

(
XN

t

)
(X i,N

t , t).

Therefore, Eq. (A6) represents the optimal movement of worker i in the limit when its time

horizon in the optimization is going to zero; the latter explains the absence of the other workers’

movements in Eq. (A6). From a temporal perspective, worker i is myopic, also because mobility

costs mainly appear as sunk costs. However, it is not myopic with respect to the spatial

distribution of workers, since the latter are included in u. Since all workers are optimizing

their movements at the same time taking the other workers’ movements as given, the aggregate

outcome of Eq. (A6) appears as a Nash Equilibrium of a non-cooperative game. In the next

Section A.1, we will discuss as this intuition is correct for a quadratic utility function.

A.1. Workers’ movements as a Nash equilibrium . In this section, we explicitly derive

Eq. (A6) for a quadratic utility function as the optimal movement of worker i when it takes

also into account the movement of other workers, i.e. Eq. A6 is actually a Nash equilibrium

for an economy where workers are maximizing step by step in discrete time, when time step of

decisions is going to zero.

A.1.1. Optimal movement in discrete time. Assume now that, to maximize its personal utility

at each time t, worker i makes a step dt V i,N
t over a time interval of duration dt, subject to

20In a more general setting, where the infrastructures, roads and their congestion are taken into account, the
cost of moving should be a function of the location of worker, its direction of movement and the location of
other workers, i.e. cM = cM

(
Xi,N

t , dXi,N
t ,XN

t

)
.
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quadratic movement costs. However, since its utility also depends on the locations of the other

workers, in this maximization procedure it has to keep into account the expected behaviour of

all the other workers. Therefore, worker i at every time t = 0, dt, 2dt, . . . solves the following

optimization problem:

(A7) max
{V i,N

t ∈R}
u(XN

t + dtVN,ei
t )(X i,N

t + dt V i,N
t , t+ dt)− dt

cM
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣V i,N
t

∣∣∣∣∣∣2 ,
where VN,ei

t := (V 1,N,ei
t , . . . , V N,N,ei

t ) and V i,N,ei
t := V i,N

t . Roughly speaking, at each time t

worker i has a certain belief of where other workers will go after dt, represented by the vector

VN,ei
t .

The first order condition for Problem (A7) is:

0 =
N∑

j=1,j ̸=i

∂u

∂Xj

(XN
t + dtVN,ei

t )(X i,N
t + dt V i,N

t , t+ dt)
dV j,N,ei

dV i,N
t

dt+

+
∂u

∂Xi

(XN
t + dtVN,ei

t )(X i,N
t + dt V i,N

t , t+ dt)dt+

+
∂u

∂x
(XN

t + dtVN,ei
t )(X i,N

t + dt V i,N
t , t+ dt)dt− dtcMV i,N

t .(A8)

Assume that the expected behaviour of worker j, V j,N,ei
t , does not depend on the optimal

behaviour of worker i, V i,N
t ; then all terms in the first summation vanish. Moreover, since Eq.

(A3) holds, any change in the location of worker i has no direct effect on the field of utility

evaluated in its location since the only thing that matters is its relative location with respect to

others. Therefore, Eq. (A8) reduces to:

(A9)
∂u

∂x
(XN

t + dtVN,ei
t )(X i,N

t + dt V i,N
t , t+ dt)− cMV i,N

t = 0.

To explicitly solve Eq. (A9), assume that worker’s utility has the following shape:

(A10) u(X)(x, t) =
1

N

N∑
j=1

W (x−Xj),

where the kernel function W is defined as

(A11) W (z) =
1

2

(
1− z21|z|≤1 − 1|z|>1

)
(1|z|≤1 means that the value is equal to 1 when |z| ≤ 1 and 0 otherwise). Figure 9 reports the

shape of W (z); in particular, W ′(0) = 0 in agreement with the Eq. (A3), while the partial

derivative of u with respect to Xi is always zero when evaluated in Xi. The utility function

(A10) is higher when all the workers are close to each other; in particular, it reaches its maximum



THE SPATIAL EVOLUTION OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES AND THE EMERGENCE OF CITIES 45

1−1

1

2

z
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Figure 9. The shape of kernel function W (z) in Eq. (A11), the base of individual
utility of Eq. (A10).

value of 1/2 when all workers are in the same location, i.e. when the level of agglomeration is

maximum, which in Figure 9 corresponds to z = 0.

We can now rewrite Eq. (A9) as:

(A12)

V i,N
t = − 1

cM

1

N

N∑
j=1

[
(X i,N

t + dtV i,N
t )− (Xj,N

t + dtV j,N,ei
t )

]
1{∣∣∣(Xi,N

t +dtV i,N
t )−(Xj,N

t +dtV
j,N,ei
t )

∣∣∣≤1
}.

Assume now that workers at time t are all within distance 1 from each other, and that the same

holds at time t+ dt, so that all the indicator functions in the previous sum are equal to 1, which

is not restrictive if dt is very small, so that the movement that each worker will perform is very

small. Therefore, from Eq. (A12) we have

(A13) V i,N
t = − 1

cM

[
X i,N

t − 1

N

N∑
j=1

Xj,N
t

]
− dt

cM

[
V i,N
t − 1

N

N∑
j=1

V j,N,ei
t

]
,

from which

(A14) V i,N
t = − 1

cM + dt− dt/N

[
X i,N

t − 1

N

N∑
j=1

Xj,N
t − dt

N

N∑
j=1,j ̸=i

V j,N,ei
t

]
.

By considering a continuous time process, instead of a discrete one, i.e. letting dt go to zero,

the expected choices of other workers do not affect the optimal choice of worker i (as seen from

worker i). The intuition is the following: in continuous time the choice of worker i is repeated

infinitely many times, and each of these choices, taken singularly (and not as a continuous choice

process) has no effect on the dynamic. The same effect holds for the choice of all other workers.

Therefore, either let dt go to zero, or assume that worker i has zero-movement expectation on

other workers, i.e. V j,N,ei = 0 for j ̸= i, the optimal strategy to maximize utility (A10) is to

move towards the barycentre of spatial distribution of workers, which is the mean location of

workers. This is coherent with the intuition that the particular shape of utility (A10) should
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tend to aggregate workers over space.21 Moreover, the barycentre of the location of the workers

remains unchanged after each forward step, i.e. the barycentre is an invariant for the dynamic.

A.1.2. Nash equilibrium. In each time t, the equilibrium where any worker i solves Problem

(A7) and expectation are realized, i.e. V j,N,ei
t = V j,N

t , is a Nash equilibrium of a non-cooperative

game. We have therefore to solve a system of N linear equations derived by Eq. (A13), i.e.:

(A15) V i,N
t = − 1

cM

[
X i,N

t − 1

N

N∑
j=1

Xj,N
t

]
− dt

cM

[
V i,N
t − 1

N

N∑
j=1

V j,N
t

]
, i = 1, . . . , N,

that is:

(A16) V i,N
t (1 + (N − 1)b)− b

N∑
j=1,j ̸=i

V j,N
t = − 1

cM

[
X i,N

t − 1

N

N∑
j=1

Xj,N
t

]
, i = 1, . . . , N,

where b = dt/ (cMN). System of Eqq. (A16) can be rewritten in matrix-vector form as

AVN
t = X̃N

t , where:

(A17) A :=



1 + (N − 1)b −b · · · −b

−b 1 + (N − 1)b −b · · · −b

... . . . ...

... . . . −b

−b · · · · · · −b 1 + (N − 1)b


, VN

t :=



V 1,N
t

V 2,N
t

...

...

V N,N
t


,

(A18) X̃N
t =



− 1
cM

(
X1,N

t − 1
N

∑N
j=1 X

j,N
t

)
− 1

cM

(
X2,N

t − 1
N

∑N
j=1 X

j,N
t

)
...
...

− 1
cM

(
XN,N

t − 1
N

∑N
j=1 X

j,N
t

)


.

One can verify that the inverse of the matrix A is given by

(A19) A−1 =
1

Nb+ 1



b+ 1 b · · · b

b b+ 1 b · · · b

... . . . ...

... . . . b

b · · · · · · b b+ 1


,

21See Online Appendix A.2 for a proof.
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so that the solution of System of Eqq. (A16) is given by:

(A20) V i,N
t = − 1

cM + dt

[
X i,N

t − 1

N

N∑
j=1

Xj,N
t

]
.

The Nash equilibrium is analogous to the case where worker i has zero-movement belief on the

other workers’ movement (compare Eqq. (A20) and (A14)). Finally, letting dt go to zero, we

find that the optimal movement of Eq. A20 reduces to follow the gradient of the utility function

u of Eq. (A6) in the case utility function is given by Eq. (A10).

A.2. Increasing spatial agglomeration in the sequence of Nash equilibria . Below, we

show that in the sequence of Nash equilibria in discrete time described by Eq. (A20) (or in

its continuous time limit), the spatial agglomeration of workers increases over time, when as

measure of spatial agglomeration is used the Gini Index in a spatial framework defined as

(A21) GS(X) :=
1

2X

(
1

N

N∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

|Xi −Xj|

)
,

where

(A22) X :=
1

N

N∑
i=1

Xi

is the empirical mean of the location of the workers. GS(X) has the remarkable property to

be bounded between 0 and 1, with 0 is the maximum level of agglomeration (all workers in

the same location) while 1 is the minimum level of agglomeration (no worker shares the same

location with another worker).

We first consider the level of aggregation at time t, GS(XN
t ) and show that each term of the

sum in Eq. (A21) gets smaller after a time step. Since the value of the mean location remains

unchanged with each time step, the term X
N

t is irrelevant for the calculation. Considering (A20)

we have:

(A23)
∣∣∣X i,N

t+dt −Xj,N
t+dt

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣(X i,N
t + dtV i,N

t

)
−
(
Xj,N

t + dtV j,N
t

)∣∣∣ =
=
∣∣∣(X i,N

t −Xj,N
t

)
+ dt

(
V i,N
t − V j,N

t

)∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣(X i,N
t −Xj,N

t

)
− dt

cM + dt

(
X i,N

t −Xj,N
t

)∣∣∣∣ =
=

∣∣∣∣(1− dt

cM + dt

)(
X i,N

t −Xj,N
t

)∣∣∣∣ = (1− dt

cM + dt

) ∣∣∣(X i,N
t −Xj,N

t

)∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣(X i,N
t −Xj,N

t

)∣∣∣
since the term

(
1− dt

cM+dt

)
is always positive and smaller than one. Since

∣∣∣X i,N
t+dt −Xj,N

t+dt

∣∣∣ ≤∣∣∣(X i,N
t −Xj,N

t

)∣∣∣, the spatial agglomeration after one step is higher, in the sense that GS(X) is

smaller than that at the initial time.
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Online Appendix B. Micro-foundation of endogenous amenities

Eq. (16) can be derived by assuming that individuals devote a constant share τ ∈ (0, 1) of their

income to finance the consumption of endogenous amenities; the total amount of expenditure is

given by τ · yN (x, t). The production of amenities is subject to decreasing marginal productivity;

hence the total amount of supplied amenities at location x at time t is:

(B1) PAN(x, t) =
[
τ · yN(x, t)

]φ
,

where φ ∈ (0, 1). An alternative/complementary explanation for PA(x, t) is that local endoge-

nous amenities are financed by a flat tax rate τ ∈ (0, 1) on income; in this case, τ · yN(x, t)

would represent the collected revenues to finance the provision of amenities. Taking the same

model for congestion, an opportune rescaling of parameters leads to Eq. (16).

Online Appendix C. Increase in the number of workers

In this section we describe how to treat the case of the increasing number of workers. Let

NN
t be the number of workers that are present at time t, with NN

0 = N , that is at time t = 0 N

workers are present. We allow that the aggregate stock of labour is increasing over time with

the total number of workers NN
t , i.e. at period t the aggregate stock of labour is NN

t /N ≥ 1.

Assume that in each location there exists a birth rate n (x, t) ≥ 0 specific of location x at time t;

a possible death rate has a similar characteristic and it is omitted in the analysis. New workers

are introduced by means of a Poisson process with a time-space non-homogeneous birth rate

n
(
X i,N

t , t
)

for worker i at period t, where the first jump of the process corresponds to the

duplication of worker i. The offspring is created in the same location of its “mother”, but with

an independent noise.

Figure 10 reports an example of two duplications for the offspring of worker i. The time span

between two duplications are denoted by τ i for the first duplication of worker i, by τ i,2 for the

second duplication of worker i, and so on. In Figure 10 three new workers are generated in a

period of length max{τ i + τ i,2, τ i + τN+1}. The length in space that separates two consecutive

duplications cannot be easily mapped into the time between the two duplications, depending on

the speed of motion of worker i and the local birth rate of the locations visited by worker i. We

don’t consider the presence of an exogenous death rate, which however can be treated within

the same framework; hence, in the presence of a local mortality rate, n (x, t) should be meant as

the local workforce growth rate.
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Figure 10. The path of duplication for worker i and its offspring in the space Ω.

Online Appendix D. Representative worker

From Theorem 2.1 is possible to go back to the dynamics of workers; in particular, Theorem

D.1 describes the dynamics of a representative worker, i.e. a worker whose dynamics over space

and time follows the average dynamics of all workers present in the economy.

Theorem D.1 (Dynamics of the Representative Worker). The dynamics of the representative

worker is given by:

(D1) dX̄t =

(
1

cM

)
∇xū

(
X̄t, t

)
dt,

where

(D2) ū(x, t) = v(x, t) + σx · dBt

dt

is the random utility of the representative worker at location x, where v(x, t) is defined in Eq.

(18). In particular, the process X̄t has probability density function l(t, x), i.e. the solution of

Eq. (4). Therefore, with a little abuse of notation, the expected movement of the representative

worker is given by:

(D3) E
[
dX̄t

]
=

(
2

cM

)∫
Ω

l(t, x)∇xu(t, x), dx,

where u(x, t) is defined in Eq. (6).
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Eq. (D1), called McKean-Vlasov SDE, is characterized by the presence of the probability

density distribution of the process into the equation itself. Existence and uniqueness of the

solutions to the McKean-Vlasov equation can be obtained in the limit of a large number of

workers as for Theorem 2.1. In particular, Mishura and Veretennikov (2020) contain a general

result of the existence and uniqueness (both in the weak and strong sense) with minimal

assumption on the drift and under regularity assumption on the diffusion (satisfied in our case

of constant diffusion). In the case of β = 1 and A0 = 0, Sznitman (1991), instead, frames the

analysis within the classical theory of Propagation of Chaos.

Eq. (D3) can be made rigorous by Eq. (5), as it follows:

(D4) E
[
dX̄t

]
:= lim

τ→0

1

τ

(
E
[
X̄t+τ

]
− E

[
X̄t

])
= lim

τ→0

1

τ

[∫
Ω

xl(x, t+ τ) dx−
∫
Ω

xl(x, t) dx

]
=

=

∫
Ω

x∂tl(x, t) dx = −
(

1

cM

)∫
Ω

x divx (l(x, t)∇xu(x, t)) =

(
2

cM

)∫
Ω

l(x, t)∇xu(x, t) dx.

Eq. (D4) clarifies that our definition of the expected movement of representative worker can

be traced to the difference over time of the average position of workers, which, in turn, is

directly related to the differentials in utility over space (∇xu(x, t)) weighted by the spatial

distribution of workers. The SED is characterized by the equalization of the expected utility of

the representative worker as stated in Proposition D.2.

Proposition D.2 (Pareto Optimality of Stationary Equilibrium Distribution). In the SED, the

following equality must hold:

(D5) E
[
dX̄t

]
= E

[
∇xū

EQ
(
X̄t

)]
=

∫
Ω

lEQ(x)∇xu
EQ(x) dx = 0,

where ūEQ is the utility of the representative worker in the SED.

Proof. For the proof, see Eq. (D4) imposing ∂tl(x, t) = 0 ∀x and Eq. (D1). □

Proposition D.2 suggests a form of Pareto optimality for the SED in the case of risk-neutral

workers, because no representative worker can increase its expected utility given the spatial

allocation of the other workers.

Online Appendix E. One megacity with high diffusion

Figure 11 reports the SED for σ = 0.2. Workers distribution is still single-peaked but with

higher spatial dispersion. Wages mirror the workers density, as well as all the other variables of

interest (Figure 2a). Systematic utility presents a non negligible gradient over space, reflecting
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the strength of the random component in the total utility, i.e. of unexplained heterogeneity in

workers’ preferences.
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Figure 11. The distribution of l(x, t) (workers, top left), w(x, t) (wages, top
center), y(x, t) (income, top right), AEN (x, t) (endogenous amenities, bottom left),
Al(x, t) (technological progress, bottom center), v(x, t) (individual systematic
utility, bottom right) over space Ω = [0, 4]× [0, 4] at t = 20 for setting reported
in Table 1 but with σ = 0.2.
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