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4Sorbonne Université, CNRS, LIP6, F-75005 Paris, France.
5CENTAI Institute, Turin, Italy.

6Departament de Fisica, Universitat Politecnica de Catalunya,
Campus Nord, 08034, Spain.

*Corresponding author(s). E-mail(s):
marc.santolini@cri-paris.org;

Abstract

From small steps to great leaps, metaphors of spatial mobility abound
to describe discovery processes. Here, we ground these ideas in formal
terms by systematically studying scientific knowledge mobility patterns.
We use low-dimensional embedding techniques to create a knowledge
space made up of 1.5 million articles from the fields of physics, com-
puter science, and mathematics. By analyzing the publication histories
of individual researchers, we discover patterns of knowledge mobility
that closely resemble physical mobility. In aggregate, the trajectories
form mobility flows that can be described by a gravity model, with
jumps more likely to occur in areas of high density and less likely to
occur over longer distances. We identify two types of researchers from
their individual mobility patterns: interdisciplinary explorers who pio-
neer new fields, and exploiters who are more likely to stay within their
specific areas of expertise. Our results suggest that spatial mobility
analysis is a valuable tool for understanding knowledge evolution.

Keywords: science of science, human mobility, social dynamics, knowledge
exploration
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Introduction

Quantifying the evolution of knowledge is crucial to understanding the past and
predicting future innovations [1], which ultimately lead to societal progress. At
the forefront of scientific innovation are researchers recombining ideas to push
the boundaries of the known [2, 3]. With the exponential growth in the number
of authors and publications [4, 5], novel methods are needed to represent and
provide insights into knowledge development.

The increased access to large-scale publication datasets has provided oppor-
tunities to quantify the choices made by researchers and examine the factors
governing the evolution of knowledge. By studying the citation patterns of
researchers in their publications, studies have measured how conflicting ideas
are pursued by researchers before they converge to a common consensus [6] or
give way to new ideas [7]. Other studies have focused on identifying ‘hot top-
ics’ in research [8], quantifying knowledge flow patterns [9] and memory effects
in the evolution of knowledge [10, 11], or predicting the ultimate impact of a
researcher [12, 13]. Similarly, keywords and phrases from publications can be
leveraged to track the evolution of scientific ideas and fields [14, 15] or quan-
tify how scientists choose and shift their research focus over time [16, 17]. For
example, the Physics and Astronomy Classification Scheme (PACS) used in
articles published by the American Physical Society can be exploited to study
the “essential tension” between exploring the boundaries of a research area
and exploiting previous work [18]. Finally, scientific credit among researchers
and their mutual scientific interest (quantified by citations between papers
and keywords, respectively) can be combined to improve the prediction of new
scientific collaborations [19].

Therefore, studying the publication trajectories of researchers can help
identify the multifaceted and complex processes underlying the evolution of
knowledge. Such trajectories are often talked about metaphorically, for exam-
ple when referring to some scientific advances as ‘great leaps’ [20]. Here, we aim
to explore the parallel between scientific and human mobility more formally, by
leveraging insights from human mobility studies. Using large-scale real-world
data on human trajectories, previous studies have indeed uncovered several
laws underlying human mobility. Despite heterogeneity in their movement,
humans exhibit recurring patterns in their mobility [21, 22]. These patterns
have been shown to give rise to scaling laws for the travel distance distribution
[23]. At the macroscopic level, the resulting flows between two locations fol-
low a gravity model [24], mimicking the Newtonian law of attraction between
two masses at a given distance. Beyond jump distance, individuals show repro-
ducible properties at the whole trajectory level. For example, individuals can
be categorized into two classes, returners and explorers, depending on their
propensity to come back to the same location or explore new ones [25]. More
generally, studies on both individual and collective mobility datasets have pro-
posed various quantitative models explaining the dynamics of human mobility
[23, 26–30]. Crucially, these reproducible patterns are not unique to human
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mobility [31]. Multiple studies across disciplines have found striking similar-
ities between human mobility in geographic space and animals foraging [32],
insects swarms [33], search methods in abstract environments such as memory
space [34], organizational learning [35], and cyberspace [36–38].

In the context of knowledge evolution, tools and data sources now abound
for spatial representations. Natural language processing and embedding meth-
ods with metadata from publications such as citations, keywords, or abstracts,
can be combined to exploit similarities between research publications and
derive a low-dimensional representation of the scientific landscape. Such rep-
resentations have been used to quantify the cognitive extent of ideas explored
by researchers [39, 40] and the structural decomposition of journals [41], giving
insights into the structure of knowledge.

In this work, we solidify these intuitions into a quantitative framework to
represent scientific knowledge and exploit metrics derived from human mobil-
ity to describe research trajectories. We use embedding methods on publication
metadata from arXiv pre-prints to build a low-dimensional knowledge space
[42]. We then track the mobility of disambiguated authors in this space using
their publication records. We find that knowledge exploration shows striking
similarities with human mobility in physical space. First, we show that sci-
entific mobility in the knowledge space follows a gravity model, with jumps
more likely to occur in areas of high density and less likely to occur over longer
distances. Second, we retrieve a dichotomy in knowledge exploration between
interdisciplinary scientific explorers – more likely to disrupt and pioneer new
fields – and exploiters, who tend to exploit a particular area of expertise, mir-
roring what is observed in spatial mobility between explorers and returners.
Finally, we discuss the usefulness of knowledge mobility analyses for the study
of science and innovation, and discuss limitations and implications for future
works.

Results

Scientific trajectories in the arXiv knowledge space

To build the knowledge space, we leverage the arXiv dataset, encompassing
1, 456, 403 scientific articles published online between 1992 and 2018 (see Meth-
ods, Figure S1 and ref. [43]). Our interest in this dataset is two-fold. First, it
has a clear and stable ontology for field tags, which are used by authors to
specify the relevant research area(s) covered by their articles. There is a strong
incentive for authors to document these tags as precisely as possible, in order
for their article to appear in the right arXiv section searched by the target
scientific community, and in the relevant daily email digest that interested sci-
entists can subscribe to. Second, as a pre-print server, it has no editorial barrier
or publication cost, creating a low threshold for publication. This allows us
to track the publication history of an author in a fine-grained manner, at the
time they are considered finished, and irrespective of their perceived novelty.
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Fig. 1 Construction of the knowledge space. We use the metadata from 1.45 million
articles posted on the arXiv, corresponding to the article field tags, authors, and timestamp.
We build a high-dimensional 175 space where each article is uniquely mapped through
field tags corresponding to orthogonal dimensions. This high-dimensional space is finally
embedded within a 2-dimensional knowledge space using the tSNE algorithm. Each point
represents an article. Colors correspond to major academic fields in arXiv based on the first
tag (i.e primary field) of the articles.

As such, arXiv pre-prints can be thought of as tracking knowledge steps to a
high resolution, without requirements for novelty thresholds to be met.

We first build a spatial representation of the knowledge space formed by
arXiv pre-prints. The structure of this space is determined by the 175 tags
used by submitting authors to assign scientific sub-fields to articles. Arti-
cles can be assigned with one or more tags. For instance, an article can be
tagged with Social and Information Networks (cs.si) and Physics and Soci-
ety (physics.soc-ph). An article can thus be represented as a binary vector
X = (0, 0, 1, 0, 1, ..., 0) in the high dimensional 175 sub-fields space, with
Xi = 1 if the article is assigned with the tag corresponding to scientific field i.

Since articles rarely combine more than a few tags (see Figure S2), the
knowledge space is sparsely populated. Moreover, some tags co-occur fre-
quently, creating redundant information [43]. Following these observations, we
reduce the dimensionality of this initial space by embedding it into a low-
dimensional space via the tSNE algorithm [44, 45] (see Methods). In this
study, we focus on a two-dimensional embedding to match traditional stud-
ies of human geographical mobility. In addition, we discuss the stability of
the results with other embedding approaches in the Methods section. Figure 1
shows the resulting knowledge space, where articles are represented as points
colored according to their primary (first) field tag. We observe that articles
belonging to the major fields from arXiv cluster into distinctive well-defined
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Fig. 2 Scientific mobility in the knowledge space. a. The sequence of arXiv pre-prints
of each researcher identifies a unique scientific trajectory in the knowledge space. b. We
show two example trajectories indicating different behaviors of researchers. c. Distribution
of consecutive jump distances for authors with at least 10 publications (N = 11, 826). The
dashed black line is a guide for the eye indicating a power-law behavior. The gray line
corresponds to the distribution of jump distances obtained when locations are selected at
random across all possible visited locations, for each author.

regions of the space, with interdisciplinary fields such as Quantitative Biology
(q-bio) or Quantitative Finance (q-fin) located at the interface between related
disciplines.

The chronological sequence of articles published by an author defines a
sequence of locations in the knowledge space, tracing their scientific trajectory
(Figure 2a-b). In order to obtain high-quality trajectories, we select a sample
of 11, 826 from a total of 50, 402 disambiguated researchers for which we have
a unique ORCID identifier, and who published at least 10 articles. Within a
trajectory, two consecutive articles constitute a jump, with a length equal to
the (euclidean) distance computed in the embedding, and duration equal to the
number of days elapsed between the two articles. If the authors were randomly
jumping across all possible locations in the space, the jump distribution would
follow a bounded distribution around a typical, large step size (Figure 2c, gray
line), according to a pure diffusive process. Instead, Figure 2c shows that the
jump distance distribution is compatible with a power-law functional form,
with a cut-off at large distances due to the finite size of the space, differing
significantly from a diffusive process. Importantly, we observe that this feature
is robust with respect to different embedding techniques, see Figure S4. This
indicates that, while the majority of jumps are small, with researchers orbiting
relatively close to a particular research interest, a small fraction of jumps
extend far into the knowledge space, standing for researchers crossing fields.
In the next section, we investigate whether simple models of human mobility
can be compatible with the observed behavior.

A Gravity Model of Scientific Mobility

The observed fat-tail form (with a cutoff) of the jump size distribution is
reminiscent of the inverse relation with distance observed in human mobility
flows between two locations. This observation led to a simple and intuitive
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Fig. 3 A gravity model for scientific mobility. a. By dividing the projected space into
a grid, we can calculate aggregated densities and study their effect on flow patterns between
grid elements. The resolution of the grid is fixed by the number of cells along any dimension
Ng . b. Fitted exponents from Eq. (1) for different grid resolution levels Ng = 10, 25, 50, 75,
100. c. Comparison between predicted and observed mobility flows at a grid size resolution
Ng = 10.

model in human mobility studies, the gravitation model, where the flux Fij
between two locations i and j is proportional to the population sizes at i and
j and inversely proportional to the distance dij between them. Earlier works
on spatial distribution models and urban modelling [46–48] have shown that
such a model can be functionally derived from statistical mechanics insights
and empirical laws such as Zipf’s law (derivation of gravity law is commented
out)[49]. When considering population-scale mobility in an origin-destination
setting such as ours, the gravity model naturally emerges as the expectation
of the distribution maximizing the entropy of mobility between two locations
[30].

Much like the urban vs rural landscape, where populations conglomerate
into a few, dense regions corresponding to urban areas, there are denser regions
in the low-dimensional knowledge space, corresponding to more investigated
areas. However, unlike cities and administrative areas, we do not have a clear
definition of boundaries in the knowledge space. Here, we use a simple box/-
container model by defining a grid of size Ng × Ng covering the knowledge
space, where Ng is a parameter quantifying the resolution level, and population
counts are aggregated at the grid level (Figure 3a). We then define a gravity
model to predict the observed flow Fij between two grid locations i and j in
the knowledge space, defined as the number of scientists jumping from grid
location i to location j, by using a rolling time window of 5 years:

F̃ij = G
V αs
i V αd

j

dγij
, (1)

where F̃ij is the predicted flow between locations i and j, G is a normal-
ization constant, dij is the distance between locations i and j, and Vi and Vj
(visits) are the numbers of authors who have published an article in locations i
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and j during the 5 previous years. The exponents αs, αd, and γ introduce non-
linear scalings, such as crowding effects for the number of visits, where higher
densities lead to sublinear (α < 1) or superlinear (α > 1) increase in flow.

Figure 3b shows the values of the exponents obtained by fitting Eq. (1) to
the empirical flows Fij at different resolution levels Ng (see Methods). Over-
all, we find a remarkable stability across grid sizes, with coefficients close to
1. The quality of fit is shown in Figure 3c, comparing predicted flows with
observed flows, with a Pearson correlation value of r = 0.58, indicating that
the model explains r2 = 33.6% of the variance of the mobility flows in the
knowledge space. We note that the observed correlation is larger than the ones
observed for real-world mobility (with r between 0.03−0.49, see [26]). Finally,
we find that beyond tSNE, the gravity model is able to represent flows of sci-
entific mobility for different embedding techniques, with qualitatively similar
exponents (see Figures S6, S7).

Scientific explorers vs exploiters

When jumping to their next article, researchers can move to a novel region of
the space, or return back a previous one. That is, in our framework researchers
choose between exploring a new scientific field or exploiting the previous knowl-
edge they built. While such behaviors can lead to similar jump distribution
patterns, they will impact more general statistics about the full trajectory,
such as the extent of spatial territory covered. Previous studies have uncov-
ered such a heterogeneity between individual trajectories in human mobility
patterns, highlighting a dichotomy between returners, who gravitate around a
small number of locations, and explorers, who rather move to new locations.
These results have been found to hold both for spatial [25], as well as vir-
tual [23] contexts. Here, we explore whether such a heterogeneity exists in the
context of knowledge exploration.

To assess the extent of territory covered by a trajectory, we study the radius
of gyration Rg, defined as the average distance of visited locations to their
center of mass (see Eq. (3) in Methods). By limiting to the top k most visited
locations, one can define the corresponding radius of gyration Rkg (Eq. (4))
and compare it with the full Rg to evaluate the extent to which the trajectory
returns to a few (k) locations. Figure 4a shows the comparison of the total
radius of gyration Rg and R2

g across researchers. We find that researchers
can be roughly grouped into two main classes: exploiters, whose R2

g value
is comparable to Rg (points along the diagonal), and explorers whose R2

g is
considerably smaller than total Rg (points closer to the x-axis). The two classes
are more evident when considering the distribution of S2 = R2

g/Rg, showing
two peaks corresponding to the two populations of explorers and exploiters
(Figure 4b). This bimodality disappears when considering larger values of k
(Figure S8), supporting the use of k = 2 to distinguish the two classes.

By design, the difference between explorers and exploiters will affect the
research space spanned by scientific trajectories over time. While the radius of
gyration considers the gravitation of a researcher around a particular center
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Fig. 4 Explorers and exploiters in the knowledge space. a. Comparison of the radius
of gyration R2

g , with the center of mass computed from the 2 most visited locations, with the
full radius of gyration Rg (see Methods). We find a dichotomy between exploiters (orange)
and explorers (blue), using the bisector method to classify them [25]. b. Distribution of
S2 = R2

g/Rg , further highlighting the dichotomy as a bimodality of exploiters (close to 1)
and explorers (close to 0). c. Comparison of the mean squared displacement as a function
of time since their first article for explorers and exploiters.

of attraction (the center of gravity), other measures focus on the dynamics
of departure from an original starting. In mobility analysis, this is typically
quantified by the mean squared displacement (MSD) [50], a quantity that
tracks the average distance traveled from the starting location over time (see
Methods). The particular interest in MSD stems from the fact that simple
diffusion processes in homogeneous spaces observe a functional scaling with
time, MSD(t) ∼ tβ , with the exponent β indicating a super- or sub-diffusive
process. In our case, we find that, while both classes make jumps of similar size
and duration (Figure S9) and have a similar sublinear MSD growth, explorers
span a larger fraction of the knowledge space early in their career, as indicated
by a faster MSD growth between 5 and 15 years (Figure 4c). This difference
decreases in the later phase of their career (around 20 years), indicating that
researchers tend to explore mostly in the middle of their academic life, while
senior scientists tend to exploit more their previous research. This finding
comforts prior observations that scientists become less disruptive and more
critical of emerging work as they age [51].

Lastly, beyond differences in mobility patterns, we ask whether there are
other characteristics that distinguish exploiters and explorers. To answer this
question, we perform a logistic regression to predict if an individual researcher
is an explorer as a function of several attributes. To account for different
trajectory lengths and field-specific behavior, we control for the total number
of articles published and the area of interest (Figure 1) in which the author has
published the most. Figure 5 shows that, in line with the previous observation,
explorers navigate broader regions of space, as measured by their maximum
MSD achieved throughout their career, while exploiters tend to remain at the
same location, measured by the proportion of their jumps being of distance 0.

Moreover, explorers cover more disciplines both withinand across articles,
and these disciplines tend to be cognitively distant, i.e. they are far in the field
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Estimate

Exploiters Explorers

Fig. 5 Characteristics of explorers. We compute a logistic regression of a binary vari-
able y indicating whether an individual is an explorer (y = 1) or an exploiter (y = 0),
for different characteristics of the researchers. For each attribute (further defined in Meth-
ods), we show the estimate and 95% confidence interval of the standardized coefficient of
the regression, controlling for the number of articles and the main field of interest of the
researcher. The differences between the two classes are all significant with p-values smaller
than 10−5, except for disruptiveness (p = 0.04), citations and productivity which are non-
significant (p > 0.05). Repeat locations correspond to the proportion of jumps of size 0.
Multidisciplinarity is the total number of unique field tags used across articles, and interdis-
ciplinarity is the average number of field tags per article. Cognitive distance is the maximum
disciplinary distance spanned by the researcher, and Field age is the minimum normalized
age of the fields across articles published by a researcher, both quantities being defined in
[43]. MSD denotes the maximum mean square displacement achieved through the career
of researchers. Disruptiveness is the maximum percentile of disruptive index achieved by
researchers across their articles, when compared to the whole of arXiv. Citations corre-
spond to the logarithm of the maximum number of citations received by the articles of the
researcher. Finally productivity is the average yearly number of articles of the researcher.

tag co-occurrence network [43]. When considering the association with specific
developmental stages of scientific fields [43], we find that explorers publish
in the earlier stages of a field’s evolution , a marker of pioneering activity
and innovative work. Comforting this observation, we find a slightly higher
disruptiveness for explorers (p = 0.04), a quantitative marker of innovative
works quantifying the extent to which articles citing an article of interest also
cite its sources (low disruptiveness) or not (high disruptiveness) [52], measured
here by the percentile of their most disruptive article. Finally, we observe
that explorers and exploiters show similar impact, measured by the maximum
citations obtained in one of their articles, and yearly productivity. We note
however that results for the citation-based metrics are to be taken with care, as
the citation network is only considering within-arXiv citations, and is therefore
very incomplete [53] and subject to field-specific habits.



10 Charting mobility patterns in the scientific knowledge landscape

Discussion

In this study, we show that methods from mobility analysis applied to a
low-dimensional representation of a knowledge space can help understand the
scientific mobility of researchers. Using data from 1.5M articles from the pre-
print repository arXiv across 30 years, we find that the mobility patterns of
researchers resemble those found in human mobility studies. Flows between
different regions of the knowledge space follow a gravity model, with an inverse
relation to distance. This result is not an artefact from a particular repre-
sentation, as it holds across various embedding parameters and methods (see
Figures S4,S6,S7). Furthermore, the model accuracy outperforms empirical
results from human mobility studies [26], showing that despite its simplicity,
this model is a promising foundation to build on future work. In addition,
by analyzing individual trajectories, we find that researchers can be catego-
rized into exploiters, whose trajectories are bound to a particular area of the
knowledge space, and explorers, who jump across boundaries and pioneer novel
fields. This dichotomy is reminiscent of the “essential tension” between tra-
dition and innovation in scientific research, where the desire to explore new
promising areas is counterbalanced by the need to capitalize on the work done
in the past [18, 54]. Here we identify this tension by uncovering two types of
knowledge mobility patterns through the bimodality observed in R2

g/Rg.
When considering the properties of scientific trajectories in the knowledge

space, we observe that the mobility patterns of explorers and exploiters show
sub-diffusive regimes. Theoretically, when considering the mobility of an indi-
vidual in a homogeneous space, such as the initial hypercube or a regular
lattice, the MSD follows a linear regime if the second moment of the step size
distribution and the first moment of the waiting-time probability distribution
are finite [50]. In our case, the observed deviation from a linear MSD (Figure
4) may be due to the heavy-tailed waiting time probability distribution of
the two groups of researchers [50] (Figure S9). Another possibility is that the
multi-scale nature of the knowledge space, as a complex and evolving cognitive
construct, may be responsible for this trapped-like behavior. Further investi-
gation is needed to determine which of these approaches is more suitable for
explaining the observed non-linearity in MSD behavior.

We assumed stable categories of exploiters and explorers using the full
trajectory of researchers, yet there can be variation throughout their career.
For example, we observed aging patterns within trajectories, with MSD of
explorers and exploiters showing similar values within the first 5 years after
their first publication, after which MSD values for explorers are significantly
larger (Figure 4c). This could indicate that explorers go through two phases: a
first phase where they are staying within a few most visited locations, followed
by an exploratory behaviour towards other locations. Such a behavior could be
formally captured using the concept of “intermittent behavior” from stochastic
processes [55]. Future work could investigate such temporal patterns across
research trajectories, for example by using time windows or the convex hull
method to analyse dynamic profiles at a finer scale, and assess whether phases
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might correspond to institutional constraints, with some environment fostering
the individual development towards more exploratory patterns.

Our framework relies on the method used to define the knowledge space.
There is no ground truth in the use of embedding methods, and each can
bias results towards specific idiosyncratic properties. However, we have shown
that a variety of parametric (tSNE) and non-parametric (UMAP, PaCMap)
methods yield qualitatively similar results, both in terms of long-tailed jump
distribution (Figure S4) and gravity model fit (Figs S6-S7). This indicates
that, despite some variations coming from the structure of the space itself, the
general mobility patterns uncovered here are not space representation artifacts.

Our work is focused on a dataset of arXiv pre-prints. This dataset provides
a high precision for the identification of subfields, which is useful for both the
construction of the knowledge space and the computation of features such as
field age [43]. Yet, it is limited in overall size, fields covered, and incompleteness
of the citation network. It is therefore yet unclear how our findings generalize
to other disciplines, for example when considering the humanities or social
sciences. Future work should explore the reproducibility of our findings across
larger and diverse datasets, leveraging other field identification methods, such
as the ones using Natural Language Processing [56].

While our study is focused on the description of individual trajectories,
most articles are team-authored [57], and chaperoning patterns are fundamen-
tal to scientific careers [58]. Therefore, future studies could study the couplings
between individual trajectories, leading to correlated patterns and ultimately
collective flows. In addition, the gravity model could be extended to incorpo-
rate variables corresponding to local attributes, such as impact (e.g. through
citations), field age, devoted funding, etc. These features might act as biasing
forces shaping collective flows towards certain areas of the knowledge space. On
a macroscopic level, these fields can affect mobility, in the same way that force
fields affect the trajectories of particles in physics. Novel methods based on
deep learning, such as a Deep Gravity Model [26], coupled with more extensive
data on citations and funding, could help extend our work.

Overall, the insights gained from leveraging a mobility analysis in the
knowledge space could help study the effect of policies on knowledge explo-
ration and exploitation, with applications for funding agencies and more
generally the evaluation of research.

Methods

Overview of the arXiv dataset

In our study we use a previously published dataset consisting of article meta-
data from the arXiv preprint repository [43]. The dataset consists of 1, 456, 403
articles published between 1992 and 2018, covering mainly the fields of physics,
mathematics and computer science, and to a lesser extent Quantitative Biol-
ogy, Statistics, Finance, Economy, and Engineering. We note in particular the
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important rise of Computer Science articles in the past decade, with the num-
ber of articles published bound to soon outweigh those from the physics field,
which was at the core of the early arXiv usage (Figure S1).

When uploading an article, the submitting author selects a main, primary
tag identifying the core discipline, along with secondary tags if needed. In most
cases, arXiv require authors who are submitting papers to a subject category
for the first time to get an endorsement from an established arXiv author, as
a quality control mechanism. The tags span 175 predefined subfields, such as
Quantum Algebra (math.QA) or Signal Processing (eess.SP), all indicated on
the website’s main page. These subfields have remained relatively stable in
time [43]. Moreover, there is a strong incentive for authors to select appropriate
fields, as arXiv proposes a subscription service to a daily digest email system
to automatically receive novel submitted articles containing a specific field tag.
As such, the tag system is directly tied to a relevant audience for the publishing
individual, incentivizing for an accurate self-report.

Low dimensional embeddings

To reduce the dimensionality of the initial 175-dimensional field space, we use
the tSNE algorithm, an unsupervised, parametric dimensionality reduction
technique that retains the local data structure in the latent space [44, 45]. The
tSNE method captures much of the local structure of the high-dimensional
data, while also revealing global structure such as the presence of clusters
at different scales. The visualisation of the resulting embedding of the arXiv
knowledge space into a two dimensional space is shown in Figure 1. Each point
corresponds to one of the 49, 575 observed combinations of field tags within
arXiv articles. We note that permutations of tags map to the same point, so
that our analysis does not depend on the order of tags.

For the implementation of the tSNE algorithm we use the scikit-learn

package in Python [59]. The dimension of the embedded space is set to 2.
The main parameters of the embedding method, such as learning rate, num-
ber of iterations and early exaggeration parameters are set to default values.
In order to test the robustness of the tSNE embedding to varying parame-
ters, we generated tSNE mapping for different perplexity levels p (signifying
the nearest neighbors) and learning rate parameters LR of the algorithm, and
plotted the pairwise distance distribution between randomly sampled points
across different settings (Figure S3). We find remarkable stability across var-
ious parameters of the tSNE suggested in [60], including perplexity levels,
indicating that choosing different tSNE parameters would not strongly affect
the results.

Robustness with respect to the embedding method

In order to assess the robustness of our results, we tested the impact of different
embedding methods, parameters, as well as subsamples of the data on the
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jump distribution (Figure S4). Beyond tSNE, we evaluated the robustness of
our analysis using PaCMAP and UMAP embeddings.

The Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) [61] has
its theoretical foundations in manifold theory and topological data analysis.
At a macroscopic level, UMAP uses local manifold approximations and fuzzy
simplicial sets to construct topological representations of data in high and low
dimensions. It then minimizes the cross-entropy between the two topological
representations to find an optimal lower-dimensional representation. UMAP
can also be understood as a k-neighbour based graph learning algorithm that
finds the best representation of weighted graphs in lower dimensions.

The Pairwise Controlled Manifold Approximation (PaCMAP) algorithm
[60] is also a graph-based technique that identifies three sets of pairs namely -
neighbor pairs, mid-near pairs and further pairs. It then systematically opti-
mizes its loss function using a custom gradient descent algorithm to find a lower
dimensional representation that preserves both local and global structures.

We find that the jump distance distributions shows a similar long-tail
decay for both methods (Figure S4a). In addition, we find that the gravity
model has stable results in UMAP (Figure S6) and PaCMAP (Figure S7)
contexts, though we find an overall smaller exponent for the distance, closer
to γ ' 0.5.

Fitting procedure for the gravity model

In order to fit the gravity model, we used a linear regression of log-transformed
variables. For each resolution level, we first computed for each year starting
in 1997 the number of jumps between a source cell i and a target cell j (with
i 6= j) and number of articles published in each cell in the 5 preceding years.
In order to account for low sample size, we used a pseudo-count of 1 added to
raw visit counts: Vi ← Vi + 1. We then computed the natural logarithm of all
quantities, and used these log-transformed values for the regression analysis.
Since there is a much larger number of small flow values compare with large
flow values (Figure 3), we used a binning technique to avoid overfitting our
model to low flow values. For this, we cut the obtained log-flow values into 100
bins containing an equal number of points, and merged bins with the same
breakpoints, resulting in 42 final bins. We then averaged the log-transformed
features (flow, visits, distance) within these bins, and used these average values
to fit the gravity model, using the lm function from R 4.2.2. Residuals of the
model are shown in Figure S5 and are normally distributed.

Radius of gyration

The radius of gyration measures the typical size of the territory spanned by
the trajectory of an individual. To compute it, we first define the center of
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mass Rcm of the trajectory across locations i = 0, 1, . . . , n:

Rcm =

∑n
i=1MiRi∑n
i=1Mi

, (2)

where Mi is the frequency of visitation of each location i, i.e. the number of
times location i is visited by the individual, and Ri is the radius vector charac-
terising the location in the knowledge space with respect to the chosen center
of coordinates. The radius of gyration is then defined as the characteristic
distance from the center of mass:

Rg =

√∑n
i=1Mi(Ri −Rcm)2∑n

i=1Mi
. (3)

In order to estimate the influence of a few locations over the trajectory, we
define the k-th radius of gyration by considering only the top k most visited
location:

Rkg =

√√√√∑k
i=1Mi(Ri −Rkcm)2∑k

i=1Mi

, (4)

where Rkcm is the center of mass using the top k most visited locations.

Mean squared displacement

The mean squared displacement (MSD) at time t for a trajectory is defined
as the deviation of the position of a walker (in our case, a researcher) with
respect to a reference position over time:

MSD(t) = 〈|x(t)− x(0)|2〉 (5)

where x(t) stands for the position of researcher at time t since the first article,
and x(0) stands for the starting point of the trajectory.

Logistic regression for explorers vs. exploiters

In order to explore the characteristics associated with explorers in Figure 5,
we compute a logistic regression with dependent variable yi, a binary variable
indicating whether an individual i is an explorer (yi = 1) or an exploiter
(yi = 0), and independent variables various individual features xi. We control
for the main field Fi in which the author has published (given by the most
represented field tag across their articles), as well as the number of articles Ni
of the researcher. The fields were encoded as factors. We used the glm function
in R to fit the model yi ∼ xi +Ni + Fi, with parameter family = binomial

set to a logistic regression. Regression summaries were obtained using the
summ function from the jtools package in R, with parameters scale=T to
standardize the regression coefficients by scaling and mean-centering input
data, and confint=T to obtain 95% confidence intervals.
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Innovation, disruptiveness and impact

To measure the innovative level of a work, we used two methods. First, we
computed for each article how early it occurs within the fields that it mentions.
To do so, we computed the minimum rescaled time (RT) across its associated
field tags, using the method described in [43]. The rescaled time is a normalized
quantity that allows us to associate an article to a developmental stage of a
field (early, peak, or late phase) even when fields have drastically different rise
and fall durations. We then computed for each researcher the minimum RT
value achieved across their articles, defining the “Field age”.

Second, we used another independent method to assess the innovative
potential of the articles. This method leverages how disruptive an article is by
comparing the attention it receives compared to the articles it cites. Citation
data was obtained from [53]. The disruptive index (DI) was then computed
using the method from [62] for each article. For each author, we computed the
maximum DI across their articles. Finally, we computed the percentile of the
obtained value across articles to compute the disruptiveness of an author.

Finally, for each author i, we computed the maximum number of citations
ĉi received by any of their articles across their career. Since citation counts are
distributed with a heavy-tailed function, we used the transformation log(ĉi+1)
to quantify the impact.

Cognitive Distance

We observe in Figure 5 that compared to exploiters, explorers use a larger
number of field tags per article, as well as a larger number of unique tags across
their articles. However some tags might be more closely related than others in
terms of research area, which the simple measure for linear estimate of tags
used does not differentiate. To account for this effect, we use the network based
cognitive distance measure from [43], where the cognitive distance Cij between
field tags i and j is the weighted distance along the shortest path between tags
i and j in the tag co-occurrence network.
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Supplementary Figures

Fig. S1 Growth in the number of articles submitted to the major fields of
arXiv between 1992 and 2018. We show the cumulative number of articles over time
for the 9 major fields in arXiv, totalling 1456403 articles in total. Fields consist of: Quan-
titative Biology (bio), Computer Science (cs), Economy (econ), Electrical Engineering and
Systems Science (eess), Quantitative Finance (fin), Mathematics (math), Physics (physics),
and Statistics (stat). We use a log-scaling for an easier visualisation of counts for the more
recent fields. Beyond the early dominance of Physics, within which the arXiv usage originally
emerged, we see the rapid, exponential rise of Computer Science in the early 2,000s.
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Fig. S2 Sparsity of the high dimensional space. Number of articles in arXiv with
a given number of tags. Most papers have 10 or less tags, which is much less than the
dimensionality of the space (N = 175), meaning that most possible locations in the space
are not populated.

Fig. S3 Comparison of pairwise distance distributions across various tSNE
parameters. Density distributions of the distance between randomly sampled pairs of points
in different tSNE embeddings, with parameters shown in legend.
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a b

Fig. S4 Comparison of jump distributions across embeddings methods. a. We
show the variation of the jump distribution when using different parameters for the tSNE
embedding (p is perplexity, and LR is Learning Rate) as well as other embedding methods
(PaCMap and UMAP). In order to compare between the different embeddings, the Jump
distance is normalized by the maximum distance for each embedding. b. For each author,
we select random locations across all accessible points in the embedding (i.e. unique existing
locations in the dataset) and plot the corresponding randomized jump distributions across
embeddings.

a

b c

Fig. S5 Residual plots for the gravity model. We test that the assumption of normal-
ity of residuals hold in our regression analysis. a Value of residuals as a function of the fitted
(log) flow values. We find that very low flow values are slightly over-estimated, which might
stem from the pseudo-counting method used. b Histogram of the residuals. c The residuals
are normally distributed, as can be assessed using a Q-Q plot.
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Fig. S6 Results of the fit of the gravity model for the UMAP embedding. a-b.
Same than Figure 3b-c. c-e. Same as Figure S5.
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Fig. S7 Results of the fit of the gravity model for the PaCMAP embedding.
a-b. Same than Figure 3b-c. c-e. Same as Figure S5.
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Fig. S8 Explorers and exploiters for larger values of k. Top row: same as Figure
4a, for k = 2, 3, 4. The red line corresponds to Rk

g - Rg/2 = 0, with points above the
line (orange) corresponding to exploiters, and points below the line (blue) corresponding to
explorers. Bottom row: same as Figure 4b, for k = 2, 3, 4. The bimodality observed for k = 2
vanishes for larger values of k.

Fig. S9 Comparing jump distributions between explorers and exploiters. The
jump distance (left) and jump duration (right, in days) distributions are similar between
explorers and exploiters (log-log plots).
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Fig. S10 Gravity model for explorers and exploiters. We show the results of the
gravity model fitting procedure applied to exploiters only (top left) and explorers only (top
right). We then compare the obtained exponents for visit source, visit destination and dis-
tance across resolutions between both categories (bottom). Error bars denote standard error
from the regression.
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