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Living systems display complex behaviors driven not only by physical forces, but also decision-
making guided by information processing and molded by cultural and/or biological evolution.
Hydrodynamic theories hold promise for simplified, universal descriptions of these collective behaviors.
However, incorporating the individual preferences of decision-making organisms into a hydrodynamic
theory is an open problem. Here, we develop a data-driven pipeline that links micromotives
to macrobehavior by augmenting hydrodynamics with utility functions that describe individual
preferences in microeconomics. We show how to systematically validate the hypotheses underlying
this construction from data using statistical tools based on neural networks. We illustrate this
pipeline on the case study of human residential dynamics in the United States, for which census
and sociological data is available, and show how trends in sociological surveys can be related to
trends seen in racial segregation. In particular, we highlight that a social memory, akin to hysteresis
in magnets, emerges in the segregation-integration transition even when individual agents have no
memory. Beyond residential segregation, our work paves the way for systematic investigations of
social-driven motility in real space from micro-organisms to humans, as well as fitness-mediated
motion in more abstract genomic spaces.

The collective behavior of living organisms is the con-
sequence of decisions taken by each organism in order
to satisfy its needs, based on information collected on
its environment. Despite this complexity, groups of or-
ganisms can display large, coherent patterns across space
and time [1–31]. This regularity suggests that aspects of
social behavior may be captured using the same kind of
mathematical models used to describe inanimate physical
systems such as fluids or solids, known as hydrodynamic
theories [32–34]. By ignoring microscopic details in favor
of describing behavior at large time- and length-scales,
hydrodynamic theories capture universal features of emer-
gent phenomena. This approach has been applied to bio-
logical systems ranging from microbial suspensions [35–43]
and cellular tissues [44–55] to flocks of birds [3, 18, 56–58],
pedestrian traffic [59–61], and runners in a marathon [62].

However, we lack a principled way of incorporating cog-
nitive decision making into hydrodynamic models. Most
work has focused on “social forces”, such as alignment,
repulsion, or attraction, that mediate mechanical interac-
tions between agents. Such forces can arise via effective
steric interactions between individuals [63–65] or from
various evolutionary pressures [17, 65–68], for instance to
move efficiently in a flow or to avoid predation. These
models do not account for decisions between options that
are mechanically indistinguishable yet socially distinct –
for instance, with whom to live [9, 69–78] or who to talk
to [79, 80]. Similar issues also arise in cell fate decisions
during development [81–83].

Here, we develop a data-driven pipeline to capture the
physical manifestations of non-mechanical choices within
a hydrodynamic theory. We take inspiration from microe-

conomics to codify individual preferences (micromotives)
into utility functions [84, 85], and then we incorporate
them into a “sociohydrodynamic” theory that can account
for collective behavior (macrobehavior).

We illustrate our approach on the case study of human
residential dynamics in the United States, with a focus
on segregation between non-Hispanic White and non-
Hispanic Black residents [69, 86], for which data is readily
available in the form of the US Census [87] and sociological
research [88–91]. Our analysis suggests that global aspects
of the dynamics of US population distributions can be
described even with no precise knowledge of individual
decisions, sidestepping the complex question of the origins
and mechanisms behind segregation in the US [92–95].

Figure 1 summarizes our approach to construct a socio-
hydrodynamic theory relating micromotives to macrobe-
havior [70]. First, we identify candidate hydrodynamic
variables and verify that they evolve slowly both in time
and space (Fig. 1A). To be useful, the hydrodynamic vari-
ables must contain enough information to forecast their
future values [96]. To test that, we use neural networks
to learn a model-free rule for the evolution of population
distributions (Fig. 1B). This also allows us to establish
whether the dynamics are local (Fig. 1B). We then con-
struct a microscopic theory that incorporates results from
sociological surveys of individual preferences to estimate
the social forces that lead to physical motion in the form
of utility functions (Fig. 1C). Finally, we explicitly coarse-
grain the microscopic dynamics to obtain our sociohydro-
dynamic equations, establishing links between individual
utility functions and macroscopic patterns (Fig. 1D).
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FIG. 1. How to construct a sociohydrodynamic model from data. (A) Illustration of a fictitious county split into
census tracts. Colors represent the proportion of residents of each type in each census tract. The population distribution is
coarse-grained onto a regular, square grid, and the dynamics of this coarse-grained field is then tracked in time. (B) Are the
dynamics of population distributions determined locally? To answer this question, we first learn a dynamical rule for human
residential dynamics directly from data using neural networks. Once the model is trained, we assess the locality of the learned
dynamics. (C) (left) Sociological surveys ask individuals of different groups (red and blue) to give opinions on communities with
different compositions of the groups. These choices are discretized into binary decisions, denoting a positive (✓) or negative
(×) opinion of the proposed community. (right) We estimate a utility function as a function of the community structure
based on the proportion of respondents of each type that give a positive assessment of that community. (D) Constructing our

sociohydrodynamic model based on dynamics of ϕ⃗ (green), with local dynamics (orange) and following spatial gradients of utility
(purple).
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I. THE SOCIOHYDRODYNAMIC PIPELINE

A. Identifying collective variables in social behavior

The first step towards building a hydrodynamic the-
ory is to identify candidate collective variables. In our
example of residential dynamics, a reasonable guess for
collective variables are the populations of different groups,
here White and Black individuals. In situations where
the collective variables are not easy to guess, data-driven
techniques can be used to aid the identification of suitable
candidates [83, 96, 97]. In order to apply the usual tools
of hydrodynamics, we must check that the collective vari-
ables are slowly varying both in space and time. In Fig. 2,
we show data extracted from the US Census [87] – popu-
lation numbers within a single county at the census tract
level. We observe that the main features of the population
distribution are unaffected by spatial coarse-graining, hint-
ing at the existence of an intermediate length-scale over
which the populations evolve (Fig. 2A). Quantitatively,
White and Black populations distributions are correlated
over distances four to seven times larger than the typical
census tract ℓ in the region (Fig. 2B).

We also require hydrodynamic variables to vary slowly
in time. Here, we assess the temporal change in popu-
lations via measurements of segregation. The absolute
population numbers in different US counties show a vari-
ety of behaviors (SM). In order to focus on the effect of
individual preferences on motility, we have ignored these
changes, and focused on relative populations. Specifi-
cally, we use the divergence index, which measures how
local racial composition differs from the global composi-
tion [98, 99] (see Methods for definition and SM for results
using a different index). The spatial distribution of local
segregation remains roughly constant over a span of 40
years, and its magnitude appears to diminish (Fig. 2C).
The segregation index, defined as spatial sum of the local
segregation (Methods), shows a slow decrease over 40
years, as measured previously [100–102] (Fig. 2D) [103].
By comparison, the typical time between individual moves
is approximately 7 years [104].
Together, these two results verify that global aspects

of human residential dynamics can indeed be described
by collective variables that evolve slowly in both space
and time. Formally, let us define the occupation fraction
(or fill fraction) ϕa(r, t) = na(r, t)/N (r) of group a at
position r at time t, in which N (r) is a carrying capacity
(for instance, the number of existing homes in the area).

B. Assessing predictability and locality with neural
networks

Next, we seek to assess the extent to which ϕ⃗ are them-
selves predictive of future states of the system (Fig. 3A),
and determine whether the dynamics are generated locally
(Fig. 3B). Predictability refers to the idea that the col-
lective variables contain sufficient information to predict

their own future state, a necessity for constructing any
predictive theory. Locality, on the other hand, is a math-
ematical convenience more than a requirement. When it
holds, it allows us to use a partial differential equation
as a model, rather than an integro-differential equation.
For human residential dynamics it is by no means guaran-
teed that changes in address would exhibit a bias towards
nearby ones. In fact individual residential decisions mani-
festly need not exhibit any such constraints. Nonetheless,
locality could still emerge at a sufficiently coarse-grained
level and careful statistical analysis is needed to test this
scenario. Similarly, in situations where motility occurs
in abstract spaces rather than in physical space, like the
evolution of genes, a test of locality would entail assessing
the distance between sequences [105, 106], or a suitable
alternative directly defined in terms of collective variables.
Testing the predictivity and locality of collective vari-

ables requires a reliable rule for dynamics, which we do
not assume to have a priori. To address this issue, we
train a convolutional neural network on US Census data
to map the fields ϕa to the time derivatives of the fields
∂tϕ

a (Methods). We obtain a dynamical system

∂tϕ
a(r, t) = fa [ϕ⃗], (1)

where f⃗ represents a machine-learned dynamical rule

for ϕ⃗ (Fig. 3A). We then integrate Eq. (1) to obtain the
population dynamics. Fig. 3B shows the results of the
neural network prediction for four US counties, which
correctly captures qualitative, large-scale features of the
population distributions over a time-scale of 40 years.
This indicates that current population fields are indeed
sufficient to predict future populations.

To address the issue of locality, we consider the saliency
(Methods)

Kab
(
|r− r′|

)
=
∂fa (r)

∂ϕb(r′)
. (2)

of the machine-learned dynamics, averaged over angles,
which measures how much a model’s predictions depend
on its inputs [97, 107]. In essence, Kab(r) measures how
strongly the predicted evolution of ϕa at a certain point
is influenced by the value of the field ϕb at a distance r
from this point (Fig. 3C).
We emphasize that determining correlation lengths or

similar quantities would not be sufficient to assess whether
the dynamics is local. This can be understood from a
simple example: an Ising model on a d-dimensional cubic
lattice. Non-local interactions can induce long-range cor-
relations, most strikingly in cases where local interactions
cannot, such as when d = 1 [108]. However, non-locality
is not necessary to induce long-range correlations. In-
deed, the correlation length diverges at the critical point
of the ferromagnet/paramagnet transition in d ≥ 2 for
the Ising model with nearest-neighbor (local) interactions.
In summary, long-range correlation functions and local
dynamical evolution are two disconnected properties.
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FIG. 2. Population distriubtions are slow variables across the US. (A) Results of interpolating populations in various
regions around the US to grids of increasing size. From top to bottom, the regions are: Cook County IL, Fulton County GA,
Harris County TX, Los Angeles County CA, New York City NY, and Wayne County MI. Colors represent the proportion of
local populations that are non-Hispanic White (blue) and non-Hispanic Black (red). Scale bars are 25 km. (B) Autocorrelation
functions for White (blue) and Black (red) populations in the six US regions in A (dots). Each set of data is fit to a decaying
exponential (dashed line). The x-axis, measuring distance, is normalized by the median linear census tract size, ℓ of each region.
Normalizing the correlation length by the ℓ accounts for differing densities, as each census tract is created to contain ∼ 1000
residents. The typical correlation lengths for White and Black populations in the regions we analyzed are ⟨ξW ⟩ = 7.3± 2.5 ℓ
and ⟨ξB⟩ = 4.3± 1.0 ℓ. (C) Local segregation for the six regions in A, shown from Census Data in 1980, 2000, and 2020. (D)
Segregation index, measured as the weighted sum of the local segregation (Methods), for each region in C. Dashed line is a
linear fit to all data.
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FIG. 3. Human residential dynamics are local. (A) Schematic illustration of dynamics of populations learned from Census
data using neural networks. (B) Census data in 1980 (left) used as initial conditions for neural network predictions (middle),
to be compared with 2020 Census data (right). Scale bars are 25 km. (C) Schematic illustration of saliency Kab as the linear
response of the neural network. (D) Saliency measured radially for four regions, Cook County IL, Fulton County GA, Harris
County TX, and Los Angeles County CA. Plots show mean (solid line) and standard deviation (shaded areas) from the four
measurements.
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FIG. 4. Persistent residential preferences from socio-
logical surveys. (A) Reproduction of survey results shown in
Figs.8 & 10 in Ref. [109]. Survey’s taken around Detroit, MI
(+). Top plot shows proportion of White respondents “indicat-
ing they would be feel comfortable in the neighborhood” with
the proportion of Black residents shown on the x-axis. Bottom
shows proportion of Black residents ranking a neighborhood
with the given proportion of Black residents as either their
first or second choice among five options. Hollow circles show
results from surveys taken in 1976, and filled circles show
results from surveys taken in 1992. Dashed (1976) and solid
(1992) lines are linear (top) and quadratic (bottom) fits to
each set of data. (B) Reproduction of Figs.4 & 7 in Ref. [110],
which itself accumulates data from Ref. [111]. Surveys are
taken in Detroit, MI (+), Atlanta, GA (□), Los Angeles, CA
(△), and Boston, MA (▽). Solid lines are linear (top) and
quadratic (bottom) fits to each set of data.

Figure 3D shows the results for the saliency: Kab ex-
hibits a similar structure for all regions, and is narrowly
peaked at r < 5ℓ. This indicates that f only requires

information within a very narrow region around each field
in order to generate its dynamics. It is therefore plausible
to attempt reproducing global features of US residential
dynamics using a local field theory.

C. Extracting utility functions from social surveys.

In contrast with physical interactions, there is no con-
sensus for models of human choices [112–118]. Economic
approaches such as game theory describe decisions made
by interacting rational agents. We adopt this framework
here: agents attribute a quantity called utility to each

possible outcome of a decision, and tend to make decisions
that maximize this utility [84, 119–121]. In the context
of residential motility, the utility describes a person’s
preferences in where to live. Here, we assume that the
utility functions only depend on our hydrodynamic vari-
ables. This is the key feature of sociohydrodynamics: it
establishes a feedback loop between the slowly evolving
hydrodynamic variables and the utility functions captur-
ing the decision-making that lead to motility in the first
place.
The saliencies in Fig. 3C provide a first glimpse into

the preferences of both groups, that appear to be similar
across the US. In particular, KWW is mostly positive,
while KBB is mostly negative. This suggests that utility
functions could be directly inferred from data if no other
way was available. In the case of humans, we can also
ask individuals directly about their preferences, as it is
routinely done in social surveys.

Figure 4A-B show typical results of such surveys repro-
duced from Refs. [109–111] which found that residential
preferences remained consistent across a span of 16 years
between 1976 and 1992 in the Detroit metropolitan area
(panel A), and are also consistent in several major US
metropolitan areas (panel B). The data points show the
proportion of respondents that indicated a preference for
a hypothetical neighborhood with the corresponding pro-
portion of Black residents across time. White residents
show a monotonic decrease in their preference of neigh-
borhoods with increasing proportion of Black residents,
with a statistically significant increase in the proportion
of White respondents who indicate they would move into
the neighborhoods regardless of the proportion of Black
neighbors. On the other hand, Black residents show
a marked preference for mixed neighborhoods, which
remains consistent between the two surveys. Qualita-
tively similar results were obtained in other US-based
surveys [75, 109, 110, 122, 123] (SM). Finally, we note
that the survey data is qualitatively compatible with
the saliencies measured from Census data in Fig. 3D.
This leads us to infer that these survey results reflect an
underlying utility function πa for each group a, which
are schematically represented by the continuous lines in
Fig. 4A-B.

D. Constructing a hydrodynamic theory

We now incorporate all the elements extracted from
data using the previous steps into a hydrodynamic model
designed to capture universal features of residential dy-
namics found across US cities. Having identified the
collective variables ϕa(r, t) and verified that they are pre-
dictive of their own future, we write a general equation
of motion for these variables

∂tϕ
a(r, t) = −∇ · Ja + Sa (3a)

in which we have separated the dynamics into two parts:
the divergence of a current Ja redistributes the ϕa in
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space without changing the total number of individuals
in each group, while the source term Sa does change the
total populations.
The locality of the dynamics (Fig. 3) motivates us

to express Ja(ϕ⃗) as a function of ϕ⃗ and their spatial
derivatives

Ja(ϕ⃗) = vaϕa −Dab∇ϕb + Γab∇3ϕb. (3b)

The first term in Eq. (3b) describes advection of ϕa at a
velocity va. Crucially, we assume that

va = ∇πa(ϕ⃗) (3c)

is proportional to the gradient of the utility function,
providing a link between motility and socioeconomical
incentives. This reflects the propensity of individuals to
move towards regions they prefer, up gradients in their
utility. We call this behavior “utility-taxis”, in reference
to chemotaxis [124] and infotaxis [125]. The second term
in Eq. (3b) describes diffusion down gradients of the
field ϕa, parameterized by the diffusion matrix Dab. The
third term acts like a surface tension, penalizing spatial
gradients in ϕa [126, 127]. Note that both Dab and Γab

may depend on ϕ⃗. Given the slow spatial variation of the
fields, we ignore higher order terms in the gradients. As
should be the case for any flow of matter, we have only
considered terms that make the current odd under spatial
inversions, Ja(−r) = −Ja(r).
The source term in Eq. 3a describes how ϕa changes

locally due to, for example, replication or death. For
the remainder of this work, we will consider Sa = 0 in
order to neglect absolute population changes (see SM).
This allows us to focus on aspects of population dynamics
that depend solely on individual preferences and choices,
encompassed in the “economical” utility function πa. Pop-
ulation changes are indeed observed in the US Census
data (SM), but different trends are observed in differ-
ent counties, motivating us to neglect these in a first
approximation. In addition to human populations, these
processes play a crucial role in contexts such as micro-
biology and ecology [10, 11, 41, 128–141]. Growth can
be related to a local evolutionary “fitness function”, fa,
that describes to what extent the environment promotes
the growth of a certain group [142–145]. Although the
fitness and utility functions share similarities, they have
no reason to be identical [41, 146, 147]. We discuss these
aspects further in SM.

The coefficients Dab and Γab (that may be functions of

the fields ϕ⃗) could be learned using data-driven techniques
that are agnostic to the underlying microscopic dynamics
of social interactions. Here, we take a more principled
approach: we construct and coarse-grain an agent-based
model for residential dynamics, based on the Schelling
model [9, 69–78], in which agents on a lattice randomly
move to adjacent sites with a bias towards increasing their
utility (SM). The coarse-graining (SM) leads to Eq. 54
with all coefficients expressed in terms of microscopic

parameters, including the ϕ⃗-dependent Dab and Γab.

II. THE SOCIOHYDRODYNAMIC MODEL

A. A phase diagram for social behavior

Having obtained hydrodynamic equations for residen-
tial dynamics, Eq. (54), we can harness them to describe
possible behaviors in the system. To do so, we consider
a set of simplified utility functions πa for two abstract
groups a = X,Y that are linear in the fields ϕa, repre-
sented in Fig. 5A,

πa(ϕ⃗) = κabϕb(x, t). (4)

These utility functions are designed to reflect a key feature
of the empirical estimates shown in Fig. 1, namely that
one increases as a function of ϕY while the other decreases.
With this choice, the flux in Eq. 3b becomes

Ja(ϕ⃗) = (−Dab + κab)∇ϕb + Γab∇3ϕb.

This results in diffusion of ϕa either up or down gradients
of ϕb, depending on the symmetries of the matrix κab

(Fig. 5C, top). Based on known results on the Schelling
model [9, 69–74], we expect to observe segregation (where
the two groups concentrate at different places) and inte-
gration (where the two groups occupy mainly the same
place), depending on the utility functions.

For every utility function, we solve Eq. (54) numerically,
and then report the resulting dynamical phase of the sys-
tem in Fig. 5B, where each color represents a qualitatively
different state (see SM for criteria used in the categoriza-
tion). We indeed observe the expected static states of
segregation and integration (purple and green regions). In
addition, we observe an additional time-dependent steady-
state in which both groups continuously migrate (orange
region). Similar states have recently been reported in
Ref. [78]. Finally, there are coexistence regions (light
green) where multiple phases are observed depending on
the initial state of the system.

The basic mechanism leading to the migratory states in
Fig. 5 is as follows. Figure 5A shows that the utility of X
increases when the fraction of Y decreases, whereas the
utility of Y increases when the fraction of X increases. In
other words, Y tends to move towards X while X tends
to move away from Y , which leads to a continued motion.
Mathematically, the utilities πX and πY are incom-

patible, in the sense that ∂πY /∂ϕX ̸= ∂πX/∂ϕY . As a
consequence, the interaction between X and Y is non-
reciprocal [148–159]. Migratory states can only arise
when the compatibility condition is violated. When
it is satisfied, it is possible to cast the dynamics as a
gradient descent in a high-dimensional space (SM and
Refs. [9, 148, 156, 160]), thereby excluding time-dependent
steady states like travelling waves.

We also find that migration depends on the initial state
of the population distributions. In Fig. 5C, we observe
that each of the two populations is spatially concentrated
in a bump. In the SM, we show that no migration oc-
curs when the overlap between the populations is below
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FIG. 5. Sociohydrodynamic model. (A) Linear utility functions for the two groups in our hydrodynamics model,
πX(ϕX , ϕY ) = κXXϕX + κXY ϕY and πY (ϕX , ϕY ) = κY XϕX + κY Y ϕY , shown in the left and right subpanels, respectively.
Plots show mutual cross-utility coefficient κ+ = κXY + κY X = −0.5, incompatible cross-utility coefficient κ− = κY X − κXY = 1,
and self-utility κXX = κY Y = 1. (B) Phase diagram showing different possible steady state dynamics depending on mutual and
incompatible cross-utility coefficients, κ±. We see 4 phases: segregation (purple), migration (orange), integration (green), and
coexistence of two phases (yellow). (C) Kymographs for steady state dynamics in the segregated phase, (κ+, κ−) = (−0.07, 0.02)
(left), migrating phase, (κ+, κ−) = (0.02, 0.04) (middle), and integrated phase, (κ+, κ−) = (0.09,−0.06) (right). Plots on the
top show the state of the system at the final time. Schematics of the resulting diffusion matrix shown on top of each phase. We
set T = 0.1 and the average fill fraction of both types to be ⟨ϕX⟩ = ⟨ϕY ⟩ = 0.25.

a threshold value. As the two bumps overlap (like in
Fig. 5C), the populations interact and generate motion.

B. Emergent history-dependence of desegregation

With a precise mapping of microscopic preferences
to macroscopic behavior, one can probe the effects of
changing preferences. In a microbiological context, these
changes could result from evolution, as is the case, for
instance, in a bacterial strain adapting to metabolize a
new carbon source. In a sociological context, they could
result from the transformation of cultural attitudes.
Thus, we now ask: can a change in preferences lead

to decreased segregation? Survey results across sixteen
years show an evolution in utility functions [109]: White
respondents have become more comfortable in neighbor-
hoods with a given proportion of Black residents (Fig. 4).
In addition, analysis of the Census data in Figs. 2C-D in-
dicates a slow decrease in the measured segregation across
the US. To connect these two observations, we use utility
functions inspired from Fig. 4 in our sociohydrodynamic
theory to directly test how changing preferences affects
segregation.

We take πX to be a linearly decreasing function of the
local proportion of Y , reflecting the sociological findings
of White respondents. Similarly, we take πY to be a
quadratic function of the local proportion of Y , reflecting
the sociological findings of Black respondents. We then
solve the sociohydrodynamic equation (54) for linear util-
ities πX with different slopes. In Fig. 6B, we plot the

segregation index measured in the resulting steady-state
as a function of the slope (grey dots). We indeed find
that steeper slopes for White preferences lead to larger
levels of segregation, reproducing the trend observed in
the measured segregation in US cities (purple lines in the
figures are obtained by the linear fit in Fig. 2D).

The presence of coexistence regions in Fig. 5C suggests
that a set of preferences can support multiple states of seg-
regation. Which state is selected depends on the history
of the system, even when individuals have no memory
and are not artificially hampered from moving in certain
neighborhoods. To demonstrate this with our measured
utility functions, we consider slowly changing preferences
of both groups over time. This externally imposed change
can be interpreted, for example, as the result of campaigns
designed to mitigate segregation, run by governments or
non-governmental organizations (NGOs).

Specifically, we implement a cycle in the slope of πX ,
starting and ending with the same value. The segregation
indices measured in the resulting simulations are shown in
Fig. 6C. Strikingly, some preferences (x-axis of the plot)
correspond to two different segregation indices, depending
on whether this preference is reached from a segregated or
a mixed state. This phenomenon is known as hysteresis:
the state of the system depends on its past [161]. This
is a form of socioeconomic memory that emerges at the
community level, despite the fact that the individuals
themselves have no memory within our model. This
means that two communities, with an identical set of
preferences, can be segregated or integrated depending
on their histories. From the perspective of public policy,
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FIG. 6. Trends and history dependence of segregation. (A) Inspired by the trends in residential preferences illustrated in
Fig. 4, we consider two utility functions as a function of proportion of residents. Utility of type X is monotonic, decreasing as
the proportion of type Y increases (blue). The utility of type Y is non-monotonic, exhibiting a preference for mixed communities.
We capture the changing trends in πX by adjusting its slope, changing the strength of the preference for neighborhoods of a
specific composition. (See Eq. (10) for expressions, in which the slope is called c.) (B) Dots show measured segregation indices
for 10 independent simulations run for the given slope of πX . Purple lines show the measured segregation indices from the US
Census data in each decade, as given by the linear regression in (B). Every simulation here is run starting from an initially
homogeneous set of population dsitributions. (C) Segregation index for n = 10 simulations where πX is changed slowly. Starting
with a constant πX , we run simulations until a steady state is reached. Then, we change the slope of πX by a small amount
(here, by 0.1), and continue the simulations until a new steady state is reached. We repeat this process for a full cycle of the
slope, beginning and ending with the slope of zero for πX .

our results suggest that segregation could be reduced in a
city or country without changing the personal preferences
of its inhabitants.

III. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

To sum up, we have introduced a data-driven pipeline
to construct hydrodynamic descriptions of social motility.
We have illustrated this framework on the example of
racial segregation in human residential dynamics. Our
work neglects well-documented economic and institutional
barriers to residential choices [86, 93, 109, 111, 162–167].
By doing so, we show that segregation can persist even in
the absence of both institutional barriers and segregative
preferences, due to an emergent memory in the population
of memoryless agents.

More broadly, our work illustrates how a hydrodynamic
theory of collective social motility can provide a precise
mathematical mapping from micromotives to macrobe-
havior [70]. Social motility is not unique to humans, with
microbiology offering perhaps the most quantitatively
studied examples [168–173]. Indeed, microorganisms ad-
just their collective motility by sensing each other or
the external environment in a process known as quorum
sensing [174, 175]. The utility-taxis performed by the
socioeconomic agents in Eq. 3c generalizes the chemotaxis
by motile microorganisms [146, 147, 176, 177]. Our in
silico experiment of slowly varying utility functions could

be adapted in this context to investigate the effects of
directed evolution [178–180] on a population. This connec-
tion also introduces another intriguing possibility, which
is to study the spontaneous evolution/adaptaion of social
preferences, analogously to microorganismic adaptation
in time-varying environments [181–183].

Finally, one could also apply our approach to character-
ize motion through abstract (rather than physical) spaces.
For instance, the coevolution of viruses and immune re-
sponses is often modeled to occur in an antigenic space
parameterized by the cross-reactivity in pathogen-host
interactions [106, 184]. Such interactions are manifestly
non-reciprocal, with immune systems attempting to oc-
cupy the same space as viruses, while viruses attempt to
escape. In such a case, the migratory phase in Fig. 5 would
become relevant as a manifestation of viral evolution and
escape.
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IV. METHODS

A. US Census Data.

The US population data are decennial census data at
the census tract level for decades 1980-2010, collected
using the IPUMS database [87]. GIS file information, as
well as details on interpolation procedure, are provided
in the SM.

B. Segregation Indices

In order to quantify both the measured distribution of
human populations as well as our simulations, we utilize
the so-called entropy index, which measures Kullback-
Leibler divergence between the demographic distribution
in each census tract and the demographic distribution of
the entire region. Details are given in the SM.

C. Sociohydrodynamic diffusion matrix.

We provide the full derivation of our sociohydrody-
namic theory in the SI, including the effects of altruism.
Here, we simply report the diffusion matrix in Eq. 54.
Assuming that the utility does not have an explicit spatial

dependence, i.e. πa = πa(ϕ⃗), we have

Ja(x, t) = −
∑
b

Dab∂xϕ
b + ϕa∂xπ

a + Γab∂3xϕ
b (5)

= −
∑
b

Dab∂xϕ
b + Γab∂3xϕ

b (6)

where Dab are elements of the matrix

D(ϕ⃗) =T
(
1− ϕY ϕX

ϕY 1− ϕX

)

−
(
1− ϕX − ϕY

)ϕ
X ∂π

X

∂ϕX
ϕX

∂πX

∂ϕY

ϕY
∂πY

∂ϕX
ϕY

∂πY

∂ϕY

 .

(7)

The first term arises due to volume exclusion effects with
finite carrying capacity of the lattice sites in the agent-
based model. The second term arises from the utility
functions. Similarly, we find

Γab = δabϕb(1− ϕX − ϕY ), (8)

where δab is the Kronecker delta.

D. Simulation methods.

We simulate Eq. 54 in 1 spatial dimension using a finite
difference method, with a 4th order discretization in space
and 1st order discretization in time. Unless otherwise
stated, we set T = 0.1 and Γ = 1, and use a time step of
∆t = 0.1 and ∆x = 0.625.

E. Linear utility functions.

The linear utility functions used in Fig. 5 are given by

πa(ϕ⃗) =
∑
b

κabϕb (9a)

κ =

(
κXX κXY

κY X κY Y

)
(9b)

The matrix elements κab quantify how the utility of a is
affected by the presence of b. We call κXX and κY Y the
self-utility coefficients, and κXY and κY X the cross-utility
coefficients. We find it convenient to define κ± = κY X ±
κXY . We dub κ+ the “mutual” cross-utility coefficient
as it measures the degree of mutual (dis)like between
the X and Y . Likewise, we call κ− the “incompatible”
cross-utility coefficient as it measures the incompatibility
of the two utilities with each other (see Fig. 5).

F. Empirical utility functions.

In Figure 6A of the main text, we construct utility
functions that are inspired by the survey results. In
the SI, we show examples from two other surveys that,
in addition to the results shown in Fig. 4, support the
qualitative features of our empirical utility functions –
namely that the utility of type X is a monotonically
decreasing utility with the proportion of type Y , while
the utility of type Y is peaked for mixed neighborhoods

In all cases, surveys asked respondents to rank neighbor-
hoods in terms of the proportion of Black residents. As a
result, we assume our empirical utilities to be functions
of the proportion of type Y . Let φa(x, t) = ϕa/(ϕX +ϕY )
be the fractional proportion of type a at location x and
time t. We define

πX(ϕX , ϕY ) = πX(φY ) = 1− c φY

πY (ϕX , ϕY ) = πY (φY ) = 4φY (1− φY ).
(10)

In the above, c is a parameter controlling the slope of the
preference of type X individuals. These are the functions
plotted in Fig. 6 of the main text.
Preference protocol. To perform the slow changes

in preferences presented in Fig. 6C, we run N = 10 simu-
lations of Eq. 54 with c = 0 until a steady state is reached
at t = tss. We then take each (ϕA(x, tss), ϕ

B(x, tss)) as
the initial condition for a new simulation with c = 0.1,
and run it for an additional time tss. We repeat this
process for c = {0, 0.1, . . . , 0.9, 1.0, 0.9, . . . , 0.1, 0}. In
these simulations, we set T = 0.1, Γ = 1, L = 60, and
tss = 2.5× 105.

G. Assessing locality via neural networks

We used a convolutional neural network to predict
the dynamics (∂tϕ

W , ∂tϕ
B) from an initial condition
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(ϕW , ϕB). Briefly, it contains two convolutional modules
which computes latent features at the scale of the input
data and using a downsampled representation in order to
aggregate spatial information over short or long distances.
A FEM solver integrates the predicted derivatives on the
county mesh, and the network learns to minimize the dif-
ference between its predictions and census data, following
the physical bottleneck approach outlined in [97]. The
full network details are given in the SI.

We used the trained network to predict population dy-
namics over the 40-year window spanned by decennial
Census data. We do this using a finite element method
implemented in Fenics, where the neural network provides
the time derivative at each time step. To assess local-
ity in the predicted dynamics, we computed the output
saliencies for the trained network. Saliency is a measure
of how much a model’s predictions depend on its inputs
and is here defined as [107]

Kab(ri, rj) =
∂(∂tϕ̂

a(ri))

∂ϕb(rj)
(11)

Here a, b are population indices while i, j refer to spatial
coordinates within each county. We compute Kab(ri, rj)
from each input-output pair in each county dataset, for
100 randomly sampled output points ri and all input
points rj . We azimuthally average this into a set of
curves Kab(|ra − rb|) which are plotted in Figure 1.
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[47] C. Pérez-González, R. Alert, C. Blanch-Mercader,
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[55] M. Serra, G. Serrano Nájera, M. Chuai, A. M. Plum,

S. Santhosh, V. Spandan, C. J. Weijer, and L. Ma-
hadevan, A mechanochemical model recapitulates dis-
tinct vertebrate gastrulation modes, Science Advances
9, 10.1126/sciadv.adh8152 (2023).
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[145] V. Mustonen and M. Lässig, From fitness landscapes to
seascapes: non-equilibrium dynamics of selection and
adaptation, Trends in Genetics 25, 111 (2009).

[146] J. Adler, Chemotaxis in bacteria, Annual Review of
Biochemistry 44, 341 (1975).

[147] H. C. Berg, Chemotaxis in bacteria, Annual Review of
Biophysics and Bioengineering 4, 119 (1975).

[148] M. Fruchart, R. Hanai, P. B. Littlewood, and V. Vitelli,
Non-reciprocal phase transitions, Nature 592, 363
(2021).

[149] Z. You, A. Baskaran, and M. C. Marchetti, Nonreciproc-
ity as a generic route to traveling states, Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences 117, 19767 (2020).

[150] S. Saha, J. Agudo-Canalejo, and R. Golestanian, Scalar
Active Mixtures: The Nonreciprocal Cahn-Hilliard
Model, Physical Review X 10, 041009 (2020).

[151] A. V. Ivlev, J. Bartnick, M. Heinen, C.-R. Du,
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V. SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURES

FIG. 7. Census data interpolation. Top row shows relative proportios of White and Black residents in 2020 census data,
measured as (nw − nb)/(nw + nb). Middle row shows census tract centroids (in orange) and the corresponding grid on which the
fields are interpolated (in blue). Bottom show the resulting interpolated fields. The interpolation occurs over convex hull of
the centroids, which is why some regions are white. Gray areas outside of the black boundaries are neglected to the masking
discussed in the section above.

FIG. 8. Total population numbers in the six areas studied in the main text. Population numbers are measured from
decennial US Census data from 1980-2020, shown on a semilog axis. Total, White, Black, and White + Black populations in
black, blue, red, and purple, respectively. The growing gap beteween the total and White + Black population numbers indicate
an increasing proportion of other races in those areas, predominantly Hispanic populations. The populations change roughy
linearly on the semilog axis, reflecting a roughly exponential increase in population.
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A B

FIG. 9. Survey results for neighborhood preferences. (A) Reproduction of Fig.4 of Ref. [123]. Residents across all cities
were asked to “Now suppose you have been looking for a house or apartment and have found a nice place you can afford. It
could be located in neighborhoods with different racial groups. What mixture of people would you prefer? Would you prefer a
neighborhood that is... (combinations of 100% white, 90% white and 10% black, and so on through 100% black were read to
respondents)”. (B) Reproduces portions of Figs 4 & 6 from Ref. [185], with the corresponding questions written on top of each
bar plot. Both cases show the generic features found in Fig. 1C, which itself reproduced data from Ref. [109] – neighborhood
preferences of White respondents is monotonically decreasing with the proportion of Black residents, while Black respondents
indicate a preference for mixed neighborhoods.

FIG. 10. Annealing data for different segregation indices. Left shows same data as in Fig. 6 in the main text, the entropy
index SH during the annealing process. Right shows the dissimilarity index, SD for the same set of data.
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FIG. 11. Amplitude, segregation, and velocity. (A) Amplitude of patterns measured using Eq. 94 in the (D+, D0) plane for
D− = 0.01. (B) Shows the quantification of the segregation using Eq. 13. (C) migration speed of the pattern as defined in (95).
All these cases begin with uniform initial conditions. (D-F) Segregation index for forward pass (D), backward pass (E), and their
difference (F) using annealing protocol described in Sec. VI I, starting from a maximum κ+ = 1.52 and a minimum κ+ = −0.88,
with a step of ∆κ+ = 0.16. (G-I) Wave velocity for forward pass (G), backward pass (H), and their difference (I) using annealing
protocol described in Sec. VI I, starting from a maximum κ+ = 1.52 and a minimum κ+ = −0.88, with a step of ∆κ+ = 0.16.
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FIG. 12. Migration speed depends on overlap between populations. (A) Result of simulation using linear utilities,
κ+ = 0.5, κ− = 0.2. The wave velocity after t = tf = 5× 105 is zero. (B) Illustration of “shifting” the final distribution, ϕY (tf )
(red). Shifts are done in units of the lattice spacing, ∆x = 0.625, with a maximum shift of 10∆x. (C) Results of restarting
simulations after shifting ϕY by different amounts. (D) Measurement of wave velocity after t = 105 of restarted dynamics as a
function of the shift, showing that the distributions find a unique velocity once they overlap enough.
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Region ℓ (km)

Cook County, IL 1.37
Fulton County, GA 2.78
Harris County, TX 2.58

Los Angeles County, CA 2.31
New York City, NY 0.60
Wayne County, MI 1.60

TABLE I. Median census tract size for regions studied. Median is taken over all census tracts from 1980-2020.

VI. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES

A. US Census Data

The US population data are decennial census data at the census tract level for decades 1980-2010 [87]. The 2020
data set was obtained from the 2016-2020 American Community survey. When possible, populations labeled as
“White” or “Black” were taken to be non-Hispanic White and non-Hispanic Black. We further used GIS data to give
proper physical coordinates to the population data using the 2008 TIGER/Line GIS for years 1980-2000, and the 2020
TIGER/Line GIS for years 2010 and 2020.

To coarse-grain and analyze the population data, we perform an interpolation for each studied region separately.
After reading the GIS shapefile using the GeoPandas, we use the GeoPandas ‘centroid‘ function to find a point internal
to the census tract. We then assign the value of each population within that census tract to the centroid. Using the full
range of the given region as a bounding box, we create a regular grid and use the ‘scipy.interpolate.griddata‘ method.
Next, we mask the resulting interpolated data using the boundaries of the region. In this way, we circumnavigate the
difficulties in measuring spatiotepmoral characteristics across censuses that come from small changes to the definitions
of census tracts across time. See Supplementary Figure 1.

We measure the correlation length of the fluctuations of the two populations using standard Fourier Transform
methods. Specifically, for each population we calculate δna(x, t) = na(x, t)−⟨na⟩, where the average is taken over space
and time. We then calculate the spatial Fourier transform, Fq

[
δna(x, t)

]
= δna(q, t), and calculate the autocorrelation

function as

Caa(x) = F−1
q

[
⟨|δn(q, t)|2⟩t

]
. (12)

Across the regions shown in Fig. 7, we measure a mean correlation length for White and Black populations to be
⟨ξw⟩ = 11.7± 4.2 km and ⟨ξb⟩ = 7.9± 3.9 km. We also note that the fluctuations measured are within ±⟨n⟩, although
there is a slight trend downwards (upwards) for the White (Black) populations.

The typical census tract sizes for the different areas studied are found using the areas of all census tracts, Ai, and

finding median
(√

Ai

)
.

B. Segregation indices

In order to quantify both the measured distribution of human populations as well as our simulations, we utilize
segregation indices. Mathematically, a segregation index is measured by a functional S that takes the distribution of
≥ 2 populations to generate a scalar measure of how spatially separated the populations [99]. We will normalize our
indices such that 0 means the system is perfectly integrated, and 1 means the system is completely segregated. We
stress that “integration” does not means that a location has 50− 50 representation of each group, but rather that
proportion of each group present locally is equal to the proportion of each group present globally. For example, if a
region comprises 70% White residents and 30% Black residents, the region is integrated if each location within the
region also comprises 70% White residents and 30% Black residents.

Our notation is defined in Table II and largely follows [99]. We call a “region” the full geographic area we consider
(e.g. Cook County, New York City), and a neighborhood a small area within the region (e.g. an individual census
tract). The entropy index used in the main text, which we will denote here as SH, is a weighted mean of an entropy
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Variable Definition
m index of subgroup
i index of neighborhood

tmi total number of group m in neighborhood i
tm =

∑
i t

m
i total number of m in region

ti =
∑

m tmi total number of people in neighborhood
T =

∑
m,i t

m
i total number of people in region

pmi = tmi /ti proportion of residents in neighborhood i of type m
pm = tm/T proportion of residents in region of type m

TABLE II. Notation used for defining and calculating segregation indices.

index field hi, defined as

hi =

∑
m pmi ln

(
pmi
pm

)
−
∑

m pm ln pm
(13a)

Sh[p
m
i ] =

1

T

∑
i

tihi. (13b)

The spatial maps of segregation in Figs. 1&3 show hi, which measures the Kullback-Leibler divergence between the
local composition distribution pmi to the region’s composition distribution pm, normalized by the Shannon entropy of
the region’s composition. The entropy index is the population-weighted mean of hi.

This choice of index is not unique. Another common index used in the sociology literature is the so-called “dissimilarity
index”, which we will denote as SD. Like SH, it measures how different local compositions are compared to the global
composition. Again, it is given by a weighted mean of a field, di, defined for binary populations as

di =
1

2

|pmi − pm|
pm(1− pm)

(14a)

SD =
1

T

∑
i

tidi. (14b)

We note that the binary population assumption ensures di is the same regardless of which subgroup m is chosen.
In Fig. 10, we reproduce the results from the annealing simulations shown in Fig. 3E along-side measurements using

the dissimilarity index, illustrating that the two measurements give the same qualitative results.

C. Survey questions

In Fig. 4 of the main text, we show the results of surveys taken in Farley, 1993 [109] (Fig. 4A) and Clark, 2002 [110]
(Fig. 4B). Here, we report the precise questions asked in each survey.

1. Farley, 1993 [109]

Surveyed Black respondents were given the following prompt (from Section “Residential Preferences of Blacks”,
bottom of page 20 in [109]):

We showed blacks five diagrams of neighborhoods (see figure 7). Each card pictured 15 homes with varying
racial compositions ranging from all black to all white. Respondents were asked to imagine that they
were searching for a home and found one they could afford. This home was shown as the center of each
neighborhood. They were then asked to rank the neighborhoods from most to least attractive. The percent
who said a specific neighborhood was their first or second choice is shown in figure 8.

The resulting data are reproduced by the red markers in Fig. 4A.
Surveyed White respondents were given the following prompt (from Section “Residential Preferences of Whites”,

bottom of page 23 in [109])



25

The residential preferences of whites were studied in a manner similar but not exactly identical to that
used with blacks. Every white was presented with a series of diagrams showing neighborhoods with 15
homes (see figure 9). We asked them to imagine that they lived in an all-white neighborhood, a realistic
assumption for most, and that the center home was theirs. They were then shown the second card, which
indicated 1 home occupied by a black family and 14 by whites. Whites were asked how comfortable they
would feel in that minimally integrated neighborhood. If they said ”comfortable,” they were shown cards
with higher representations of blacks until they either said “uncomfortable” or came to the final card,
which portrayed a majority-black neighborhood.

The resulting proportion of respondents indicating they were comfortable with each neighborhood are reproduced by
the blue markers in Fig. 4A.

2. Clark, 2002 [110]

Surveyed Black respondents were asked (from page 243 of [110])

Now I would like you to imagine that you have been looking for a house and have found a nice house you
can afford. This house could be located in several different types of neighborhoods as shown on these cards.
(The cards show combinations of 15 own- and other-race houses indicated by stylized drawings.) Would
you look through the cards and rearrange them so that the neighborhood that is most attractive to you is
on top, the next most attractive second, and so on down the line with the least attractive neighborhood on
the bottom.

The results for the proportion of respondents ranking a specific neighborhood as their first choice is reproduced by the
red symbols in Fig. 4B.

Surveyed White respondents were asked (from page 243 of [110])

Now, I’d like you to imagine yourself in a different situation. Suppose you have been looking for a house
and have found a nice one you can afford. This house could be located in several different types of
neighborhoods, as shown on these cards (similar to those described above). Would you consider moving
into any of these neighborhoods?

The results for the proportion of respondents indicating that they would move into a particular neighborhood is
reproduced by the blue symbols in Fig. 4B.

D. Assessing locality via neural networks

We trained using decennial Census Data (1980-2020) from four counties: Cook IL, Harris TX, Fulton GA, and Los
Angeles CA. While Fig. 6 also contains NYC NY and Wayne MI, we omitted them here due to the complexity posed by
their geometry. For each county, we first downsampled the population data to a scale of 1 pixel = 1 km and performed
Gaussian smoothing to soften sharp corners in the sampled areas. Next, we converted the raw populations into an
occupation fraction ϕ by dividing the population at each pixel by the maximum total occupancy at that pixel over
the entire time range. Each training example contained an input-output pair: the input was an image of occupation
fractions for the county interpolated to a random time point t0 ∈ [1980, 2020], while the output was a second image
of occupation fractions at some future time t0 +∆t where ∆t ∈ [0, 1]. The machine learning model was tasked with

predicting this future state ϕ⃗(t0 +∆t) from the initial condition ϕ⃗(t0).

1. Neural network architecture and training

We used a convolutional neural network to predict dynamics from the input data. The full architecture is outlined
in Table III and implemented using the Pytorch library. Briefly, it contains two sequential modules of 8 convolutional
blocks. The first computes latent features at the scale of the input data, while the second computes additional
information using a downsampled representation of these latent features. As this second layer operates at a coarse-
grained level, it can aggregate spatial information over a longer range. Throughout the network, we use ConvNext-style
blocks [186].
This neural network processes a 2-channel image (ϕW , ϕB) and outputs another 2-channel image representing the

predicted time derivative of the input (∂tϕ
W , ∂tϕ

B). We evaluated the quality of these predictions by integrating
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Module Size in Size out Details

Read-in 2×H ×W C ×H ×W 1×ConvNext
CNN1 C ×H ×W C ×H ×W 8×ConvNext

Downsample C ×H ×W C ×H/4×W/4 Strided Conv2d
CNN2 C ×H/4×W/4 C ×H/4×W/4 8×ConvNext

Upsample C ×H/4×W/4 C ×H ×W Interpolate
Skip 2C ×H ×W Concat CNN1,

CNN 2 outputs
Read-out 2C ×H ×W 2×H ×W Conv2d

TABLE III. Neural network architecture. ConvNext layers are summarized in Table IV. We use a hidden size C = 64. The
spatial dimensions H,W are determined by the input data.

Layer Details Channels Kernel Groups

Conv2d Mix space N → N 7x7 N
LayerNorm
Conv2d Mix channels N → 4N 1x1 1
Sin Activation

Conv2d Inverse bottleneck 4N → N 1x1 1
Dropout p = 0.1

TABLE IV. ConvNext-style block architecture

them using a finite-element scheme that accounts for the geometry of the county’s boundary (see VID2). To avoid

accumulating errors when going from ∂tϕ⃗ as an image (output by the NN) to ∂tϕ⃗ on the mesh (used by the FEM
method), we adapted the physical bottleneck approach introduced in [97]. During training, the network outputs are
mapped to the county mesh and input to a FEM solver, implemented using the dolfin-adjoint library. The FEM solver
integrates the predicted time derivatives on the county mesh over a period dt using a finite difference discretization.
The network learns to minimize the loss

L =
∑
b

[
ϕb(t0 + dt)− ϕ̂b(t0 + dt)

]2
(15)

Here ϕ̂i is the predicted occupation fraction from the FEM solver. To train the neural network, we use the adjoint

method (via dolfin-adjoint) to compute the gradient of this loss with respect to the network outputs ∂L/∂(∂tϕ̂b).
These gradients are passed to the Pytorch autograd library and used to update the weights of the neural network.

We train the model for 200 epochs with batch size 8. We use the Adam optimizer with learning rate λ = 0.0003 and
exponential learning rate decay with γ = 0.98.

2. Post-processing and saliency analysis

After training, we use the network to predict population dynamics over the 40-year window spanned by the decennial
Census data. Specifically, we solve the following initial value problem

∂tϕ⃗(t, r) = f
[
ϕ⃗(t, r)

]
(16)

ϕ⃗(1980, r) = US Census data from 1980 (17)

To do this, we discretize the time derivative using finite differences as ∂tϕ⃗ ≈ (ϕ⃗t+∆t − ϕ⃗t)/∆t and iteratively compute

ϕ⃗t+∆t using a finite element approach implemented in Fenics. We used a time step ∆t = 0.1 years and integrated the
above equations as a closed loop for 40 years. Beyond the initial condition, the Census data was not seen by either the
neural network or the FEM solver.
To assess locality in the predictions of the machine learning model, we computed output saliencies for the trained

neural networks. Saliency is a measure of how much a model’s predictions depend on its inputs and is here defined
as [107]

Kab(ri, rj) =
∂(∂tϕ̂

a(ri))

∂ϕb(rj)
(18)
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Here a, b are population indices while i, j refer to spatial coordinates within each county. We compute Kab(ri, rj) from
each input-output pair in each county dataset, for 100 randomly sampled output points ri and all input points rj . By
azimuthally averaging, we aggregate this into a set of curves Kab(|ra − rb|) which are plotted in Figure 1.

E. Agent-based segregation dynamics

Here we describe the microscopic dynamics underlying our sociohydrodynamic equations. The set up amounts to a
bounded-neighborhood variant of the Schelling model [9, 69, 73, 74, 78, 187].
We consider a system composed of two types of particles (agents), labeled by (X,Y ), distributed over a periodic

lattice with M sites and lattice spacing l. Each lattice site can contain at most N total particles. At a time t, lattice
site i’s composition is given by the vector n⃗i(t) = (nXi (t), nYi (t)) giving the number of particles of both types at site i.
The capacity constraint is nXi (t) + nYi (t) ≤ N for all i and all t. We use n(t) ≡

(
n⃗1(t), n⃗2(t), . . . , n⃗M (t)

)
to indicate

the full configuration of the system. Dividing the components of n(t) by N , we further define the (discrete for now)

density field configuration ϕ(t) ≡
(
ϕ⃗1(t), ϕ⃗2(t), . . . , ϕ⃗M (t)

)
where ϕ⃗i(t) = (ϕXi (t), ϕYi (t)) with ϕ

m
i (t) = nmi (t)/N .

1. The utility function

An agent of type a at lattice site i has a measure of the utility of the configuration in which it finds itself, πa
i (ϕ(t)).

The utility πa
i generically depends on the configuration and on the lattice site i.

While we do not consider utility functions that explicitly depend on the latter in this work, we note that adding this
feature may be necessary for a more realistic description of human residential dynamics.

As noted by Schelling himself [69], any model for residential dynamics that is built only on neighborhood composition
preferences ignores at least 2 other factors largely responsible for observed residential patterns – discrimination (e.g.
redlining) and socioeconomic inequality (e.g. income inequality). In either case, the end result is that certain areas in
space are more or less accessible to certain groups as imposed by factors other than their own personal preference.
These effects can be at least partially captured by adding an explicit, spatially dependent term to the utility functions
which acts like an externally imposed potential function restricting movement. For example, one could consider
πa
i (ϕ) = αi+ f(ϕ), where α is a constant that determines the utility of a location i, in addition to a term f(ϕ) that

captures the individuals preferences. For the rest of this work, however, we only consider utilities that are functions of

the system configuration, πa(ϕ⃗i) = πa(ϕXi , ϕ
Y
i ). Finally, we note that each individual does not count itself as a neighbor

in the evaluation of its utility, e.g. an individual of type X calculates its utility as πX(ϕ⃗i) = πX(ϕXi −N−1, ϕYi ).

2. The transition rates

An individual of type b moves by jumping from site j to site k. This changes the configuration as

ϕ→ ϕ′ = Db
k|jϕ such that (Db

k|jϕ)
a
i = ϕai + δab

(
δik − δij

)
δϕ, (19)

where δϕ = N−1. We have defined the diffusion operator Db
k|j that acts on the configuration ϕ by removing an

individual of type b from site j and adding it to site k.
An individual makes this jump with a probability depending on a gain function, ga(k|j), which measures the

variation of its utility after moving from site j to site k.
The rate we consider is similar to those used in Glauber dynamics of spin lattices [188], as well as in other quantitative

socioeconomic models where it is known as a logit function [9, 121],

wa(k|j) = wa(ga(k|j)) = τ−1

1 + exp(−ga(k|j)/T )
, (20)

where τ gives a time scale for the jumps and T is akin to a temperature that quantifies the uncertainty of a move
decreasing the gain function.

We note that Eq. 20 is not the only choice possible. Generically, the transition rate should satisfy certain properties,
namely wa(g → ∞) → 1 and wa(g → −∞) = 0. The logit transition rate, in addition of satisfying these properties,
also obeys detailed balance when ga(k|j) = G(k)−G(j), i.e. when the gain can be written as the difference of some
function G that only depends on the system configuration. If the latter is verified, detailed balance holds and the
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system will settle into a steady state given by the Boltzmann Distribution of statistical physics, p(ϕ) ∝ eG/T . This
was pointed out for socioeconomic agents in [9].

In this work, we take the gain to be given by

ga(k|j) = ga(ϕ⃗k, ϕ⃗j) = (1− α)

[
πa
(
ϕ⃗′k

)
− πa(ϕ⃗j)

]
+ α

[
U [ϕ′]− U [ϕ]

]
+ Γ

[
Σ[ϕ′]− Σ[ϕ]

]
. (21)

The first term in Eq. (21) denotes the change in the moving particle’s own utility before and after the move. The
second term denotes the change in the global utility given by the functional U [ϕ],

U [ϕ] = N
∑

b=X,Y

M∑
j=1

ϕbjπ
b(ϕ⃗j). (22)

From here, we see that the parameter α ∈ [0, 1] denotes the relative weight that a particle gives to its own utility with
respect to the utility of the entire system. For this reason, we follow [9] and call α an altruism parameter. Completely
selfish particles (α = 0) only consider their own utility, while completely altruistic particles (α = 1) only consider the
utility of the global configuration. We note that the main text only considered α = 0.
The functional Σ[ϕ] denotes a contribution to the gain that comes from spatial gradients of the density field,

Σ[ϕ] = N
∑

b=X,Y

M∑
j=1

ϕbj

(
∂2xϕ

)b
j
. (23)

Here, ∂2xϕ is a discrete Laplacian operator defined as

(∂2xϕ)
b
j =

ϕbj+1 − 2ϕbj + ϕbj−1

ℓ2
. (24)

This function indicates that particles like being at a minimum of the density field, where ∂2xϕ > 0. We will see that
this term gives the system a surface tension that promotes spatial uniformity in the density field. Intuitively, this
comes from the fact that particles are more likely to move into local minima of the density field (∂2xϕ > 0) and away

from local maxima of the density field (∂2xϕ < 0), thereby reducing local gradients in the density field. This will prove
crucial to obtain a well-behaved hydrodynamic theory.

F. Derivation of sociohydrodynamic equations

Here we detail our derivation of the sociohydrodynamic equations in the main text.
The stochastic evolution of the system is described by the probability distribution P (n, t), which is assumed to obey

the master equation

∂tP (n, t) =
∑
n′

W (n|n′)P (n′, t)−W (n′|n)P (n, t), (25)

where W (n′|n) is the transition rate from state n to state n′ and
∑

n′ is a sum over all system configurations.

The allowed transitions are given by Eq. (19), which reduce the sum over configurations to sums over particle types
and pairs of sites jk

∂tP (n, t) =
∑

b=X,Y

∑
jk

W (n|Db
k|jn)P (D

b
k|jn, t)−W (Db

k|jn|n)P (n, t). (26)

We can now find the dynamics for the average number of particles of type a at lattice site i,

∂t⟨nai ⟩(t) =
∑
n

nai ∂tP (n, t) (27a)

=
∑
n

nai

∑
b

∑
jk

W (n|Db
k|jn)P (D

b
k|jn, t)−W (Db

k|jn|n)P (n, t)

 (27b)

=
∑
n

∑
b

∑
jk

naiW (n|Db
k|jn)P (D

b
k|jn, t)− naiW (Db

k|jn|n)P (n, t). (27c)
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We wish to make the right hand side the average over some function of nai , i.e. ∂t⟨nai ⟩ = ⟨f(nai )⟩ =
∑

n P (n, t)f(nai ) in

order to apply the mean-field approximation, i.e. ∂t⟨ni⟩ = f(⟨ni⟩). To this end, we perform a change of variables in
the first term of Eq. (27c), taking

n→ Db
j|kn =

(
Db

k|j

)−1

n

This change of variables leaves the sum over configurations unchanged as both Db
k|j and Db

j|k preserve particle number.

This gives

∂t⟨ni⟩(t) =
∑
n

∑
b

∑
jk

(Db
j|kn)

a
iW (Db

j|kn|n)P (n, t)− naiW (Db
k|jn|n)P (n, t) (28a)

=
∑
n

P (n, t)
∑
b

∑
jk

(Db
j|kn)

a
iW (Db

j|kn|n)− naiW (Db
k|jn|n) (28b)

=

〈∑
b

∑
jk

(Db
j|kn)

a
iW (Db

j|kn|n)− naiW (Db
k|jn|n)

〉
. (28c)

In the following, we take the mean-field approximation and drop the angle brackets.
As written, W (Db

k|jn|n) gives the rate for some particle of type b to move from site j to site k in the configuration

n. This is not the single particle jump rate given by Eq. 20, wb(k|j). Rather, the two are related by

W (Db
k|jn|n) = nbj

(
1−

∑
c

ϕck

)
wb(k|j)(δk,j+1 + δk,j−1). (29)

Intuitively, the above formula states that the rate at which a b particle moves from site j to site k is given by the
rate at which a single b particle makes that transition (wb(k|j)) scaled by the number of b particles at j (nbj) and the
fraction of vacant sites at k (1−

∑
c ϕ

c
k). This prevents particles from entering full sites. In the following, we denote

the total vacancy fraction by

ψk = 1−
∑
c

ϕck.

Finally, we have also restricted motion to neighboring lattice sites, specifying that k = j ± 1 with the Kronecker deltas.
Plugging this decomposition of W (Db

k|jn|n) into the mean-field equation (28c) and writing (Db
j|kn)

a
i explicitly, we

obtain

∂tn
a
i =

∑
b

∑
jk

(
nai + δab(δij − δik)

)
nbkψjw

b(j|k)
(
δj,k+1 + δj,k−1

)
− nai n

b
jψkw

b(k|j)
(
δk,j+1 + δk,j−1

)
.

(30)

The first and last terms cancel as they are identical up to a relabeling of j ↔ k and are summed over all j, k. After
summing over b in the middle term, we have

∂tn
a
i =

∑
jk

nakψjw
a(j|k)

(
δij − δik

) (
δj,k+1 + δj,k−1

)
. (31)

The sum over jk is significantly simplified due to the two sets of δ-functions and gives

∂tn
a
i = nai−1ψiw

a(i|i− 1) + nai+1ψiw
a(i|i+ 1)− nai

[
ψi−1w

a(i− 1|i) + ψi+1w
a(i+ 1|i)

]
. (32)

This has the form of a conservation law,

∂tn
a
i = Ja

i−1 − Ja
i

Ja
i = nai ψi+1w

a(i+ 1|i)− nai+1ψiw
a(i+ 1|i)

(33)

Moving to continuous space, the lattice site i is at position x = il, where ℓ is the lattice spacing. Upon taking l → 0
and dividing by N , we can approximate the above as

∂tϕ
a(x, t) = ja(x− l)− ja(x) ≈ −l∂xja(x) (34)
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Now we are left to specify the particle current,

ja(x) = ϕa(x)ψ(x+ ℓ)wa(x+ ℓ|x)− ϕa(x+ ℓ)ψ(x)wa(x|x+ ℓ) (35)

Performing a Taylor expansion for ℓ→ 0 up to O(ℓ2) gives

ja(x) =ϕa (ψ + ℓ∂xψ)
(
wa(x|x) + ℓ∂xϕ⃗ · ∇(1|0)

ϕ⃗
wa(x|x)

)
− (ϕa + ℓ∂xϕ

a)ψ
(
wa(x|x) + ℓ∂xϕ⃗ · ∇(0|1)

ϕ⃗
wa(x|x)

)
+O(ℓ2)

ja(x) =ℓ

[
(ϕa∂xψ − ψ∂xϕ

a)wa(x|x) + ϕaψ∂xϕ⃗ ·
(
∇(1|0)

ϕ⃗
wa(x|x)−∇(0|1)

ϕ⃗
wa(x|x)

)]
+O(ℓ2),

(36)

where we have canceled all terms O(ℓ0). Furthermore, we have used the notation ∂xϕ⃗ =
(
∂xϕ

X , ∂xϕ
Y
)
,

∇(µ|ν)
ϕ⃗

wa(y|x) =

∂(µ|ν)ϕX wa(y|x)
∂
(µ|ν)
ϕY wa(y|x)

 (37)

and

∂
(µ|ν)
ϕb wa(y|x) = ∂µ+νwa(y|x)

∂ϕb(y)µ∂ϕb(x)ν
. (38)

Finally, we take f(x|x) = limy,z→x f(y|z) for any function f(y|z).
We are left to evaluate wa(x|x) and its derivatives. We begin with the former, which amounts to calculating ga(x|x).

Recalling Eq. 21, we rewrite it in continuous space variables as

ga(y|x) =(1− α)
(
πa(ϕ⃗(y) + δϕêa)− πa(ϕ⃗(x))

)
+ α

(
U [Da(y|x)ϕ⃗(x′)]− U [ϕ⃗(x′)]

)
+ Γ

(
Σ[Da(y|x)ϕ⃗(x′)]− Σ[ϕ⃗(x′)]

)
,

(39)
where we have introduced the notation êa which is a vector with one in the a component, and zero otherwise. This is
simply a convenient way to specify that the fraction only changes in the a species when considering ga. Furthermore,
there is a dummy index x′ in the arguments of U and Σ, reflecting the fact that these functionals will be integrated
over x′.
The continuous version of the diffusion operator takes the form

Da(y|x)ϕ⃗(x′) = ϕb(x′) + δϕδab
(
δ(x′ − y)− δ(x′ − x)

)
The second term of the gain is given by

U [Da(y|x)ϕ⃗(x′)]− U [ϕ⃗(x′)] =N
∑

b=X,Y

∫
dx′
[(
Da(y|x)ϕ⃗(x′)

)
πb
(
Da(y|x)ϕ⃗(x′)

)
− ϕb(x′)πb(ϕ⃗(x′))

]
=N

∑
b

(
ϕb(y) + δϕδab

)
πb
(
ϕ⃗(y) + δϕêa

)
− ϕb(y)πb(ϕ⃗(y))

+
(
ϕb(x)− δϕδab

)
πb
(
ϕ⃗(x)− δϕêa

)
− ϕb(x)πb(ϕ⃗(x)). (40)

A similar calculation can be done for the third term proportional to Γ. With great care taken to keep track of all
the correct indices, we only report the result,

Σ[Da(y|x)ϕ⃗(x′)]− Σ[ϕ⃗(x)] = ∂2xϕ
a(y)− ∂2xϕ

a(x)− 3δϕ. (41)

Combining the above equations, we arrive at

ga(x|x) ≈ δϕ

[
(1− α)

∂πa

∂ϕa
+ α

∂2u

(∂ϕa)2
− 3

]
(42)

where the Laplacian terms in Σ cancelled when y = x. In the limit where δϕ→ 0, this term goes to zero, making

lim
δϕ→0

wa(x|x) = wa(ga = 0) =
τ−1

2
. (43)
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We now turn to computing the derivatives of the rate functions,

∂
(1|0)
ϕb wa(y|x) = ∂wa(y|x)

∂ϕb(y)
=
dwa(ga)

dga
∂ga(ϕ⃗(y), ϕ⃗(x))

∂ϕb(y)
. (44)

The first factor in the above equation is given by

dwa

dga
=

τ−1

(1 + e−ga/T )2
e−ga/T

T
, (45)

and in the limit of vanishing δϕ it reduces to

dwa

dga
→

δϕ→0

τ−1

4T
. (46)

To close (44), we need to compute the derivatives of the gain ga with respect to the fields using expression (39).
Substiting the final form of (44) into (36) will then give the expression of the hydrodynamic current. We first consider
the case Γ = 0 and will discuss how to include the Γ-dependent contributions to the current later. Retaining only the
terms proportional to α and (1− α) in Eq. 39, we derive them with respect to ϕb(y) before taking the limit δϕ→ 0 to
obtain

∂ga(y|x)
∂ϕb(y)

∣∣∣
y=x

→
δϕ→0

(1− α)
∂πa

∂ϕb
+ α

∂2u

∂ϕa∂ϕb
, (47)

where u(x, t) = ϕXπX(ϕ⃗(x)) + ϕY πY (ϕ⃗(x)). Performing a similar computation, we also obtain

lim
δϕ→0

∂ga(y|x)
∂ϕb(x)

∣∣∣
y=x

= − lim
δϕ→0

∂ga(y|x)
∂ϕb(y)

∣∣∣
y=x

. (48)

Inserting (47) into (44), we obtain the derivative of the jump rate as

−∂(0|1)
ϕb wa(x|x) = ∂

(1|0)
ϕb wa(x|x) = τ−1

4T

(
(1− α)

∂πa

∂ϕb
+ α

∂2u

∂ϕa∂ϕb

)
. (49)

We can now inject (49) and (43) in expression (36) to obtain the particle current ja0 in the Γ = 0 case as

ja0 (x) =
ℓτ−1

2

[
(ϕa∂xψ − ψ∂xϕ

a)− T−1ϕaψ

(
(1− α)∂xπ

a + α∂x
∂u

∂ϕa

)]
. (50)

When Γ ̸= 0, additional contributions have to be taken into account in (50). We now discuss what are these
contributions due to a nonzero Γ. Instead of deriving them by using expression (44) together with (39), which is not a
straightforward derivation due to the presence of both functional and spatial gradients, we will use arguments drawn
from equilibrium physics. First, we note that the term proportional to Γ in (39) is a purely relaxational, equilibrium
contribution to the gain. Indeed, it is written as a difference of a single function evaluated before and after the
microscopic jump. Having a gain function with this property necessarily gives rise to a Boltzmann-like steady-state

distribution with a well-defined potential function F [ϕ⃗(x)]. In the case of the Σ functional, which penalizes gradients,

this potential function is given by F [ϕ⃗(x)] = |∂xϕa|2/2. Taking into account volume exclusions, the contribution jaΓ to

the current due to the gradient-penalizing terms is given by the equilibrium formula jaΓ =Mab(ϕ⃗)∂xδF/δϕ
b, with a

fraction-dependent mobility Mab(ϕ⃗) = δabϕbψ. Inserting the expression F [ϕ⃗(x)] = |∂xϕa|2/2 in the latter formula for
jaΓ gives

jaΓ = Γaϕaψ∂3xϕ
a. (51)

Adding the above contribution to (50) gives us the final form of the current as

ja(x) = ja0 (x) + jaΓ(x) =
ℓτ−1

2

[
(ϕa∂xψ − ψ∂xϕ

a)− T−1ϕaψ

(
(1− α)∂xπ

a + α∂x
∂u

∂ϕa
+ Γa∂3xϕ

a

)]
. (52)
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We now make an assumption about the rate of jumping τ : we assume that it follows an Eyring equation [189]
with τ ∝ T . The latter indicates that reactions happen faster as the temperature increases. In particular, we assume
τ = 2T . In this case, the current becomes

ja(x) = ℓ

[
T (ϕa∂xψ − ψ∂xϕ

a)− ϕaψ

(
(1− α)∂xπ

a + α
∂u

∂ϕa
+ Γa∂3xϕ

a

)]
. (53)

Using (53) into (34) and setting the unit length such that l = 1, we arrive at our sociohydrodynamics equation

∂tϕ
a(x, t) = T

(
(1− ϕb)∂2xϕ

a + ϕa∂2xϕ
b
)
− ∂x

(
ϕaψ

[
(1− α)∂xπ

a + α∂x
∂u

∂ϕa
+ Γ∂3xϕ

a

])

= −∂x

∑
b

Dab(ϕ⃗)∂xϕ
b + Γµa(ϕ⃗)∂3xϕ

a

 (54)

where Dab are the elements of the matrix

D(ϕ⃗) = −T
(
1− ϕY ϕX

ϕY 1− ϕX

)
+ ψ


ϕX

(
(1− α)

∂πX

∂ϕX
+ α

∂2u

(∂ϕX)2

)
ϕX

(
(1− α)

∂πX

∂ϕY
+ α

∂2u

∂ϕX∂ϕY

)

ϕY

(
(1− α)

∂πY

∂ϕX
+ α

∂2u

∂ϕX∂ϕY

)
ϕY

(
(1− α)

∂πY

∂ϕY
+ α

∂2u

(∂ϕY )2

)
 . (55)

Generically, the diffusion matrix can be written as

D(ϕ⃗) =
(

DXX D+ −D−
D+ +D− DY Y

)
. (56)

Taking the equal density regime, ϕ⃗ = (ϕ, ϕ), the off-diagonal terms are given by

D+ =
DXY +DY X

2
= −Tϕ+

ϕ(1− 2ϕ)

2

(1− α)

(
∂πX

∂ϕY
+
∂πY

∂ϕX

)
+ 2α

∂2u

∂ϕX∂ϕY

 (57a)

D− =
DY X −DXY

2
=
ϕ(1− 2ϕ)

2
(1− α)

(
∂πY

∂ϕX
− ∂πX

∂ϕY

)
. (57b)

From (57b), we see that, when the densities of both species are equal, the antisymmetric part of D(ϕ⃗) ϕ⃗ = (ϕ, ϕ)
directly measures the breaking of the compatibility condition.

G. The potential function

The advantage of using Eq. (20) as the transition rate is its connection to detailed balance. Namely, if one can show
that

ga(k|j) = F [ϕ′]− F [ϕ],

then the system obeys detailed balance and will settle into a steady state given by the Boltzmann distribution,
P (ϕ) ∝ eF [ϕ]/T [190]. To find this potential function, F [ϕ], we will proceed term by term in Eq. (21) and show that
they can each be written as the difference of some function depending on ϕ. The full potential function will then be a
sum of these individual contributions.
This condition is manifestly satisfied by the second and third terms in Eq. (21), which are already written in the

requisited form of a difference of a function of ϕ. However, it is not immediately obvious that the first term can
be written as a function of the full configuration, as it explicitly depends on the type of particle moving (i.e. has a
dependence on the index a) and on the specific lattice sites in consideration (i.e. has dependence on the indices j, k).
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Luckily, [9] showed that it is indeed possible if the utilities obey a specific restriction. Specifically, the function is given
by

L(ϕ) =
1

2

∑
i

nX
i −1∑
n=0

πX

(
n

N
,
nYi − 1

N

)
+ πX

(
n

N
, 0

)+

nY
i −1∑
m=0

πY

(
nXi
N
,
m

N

)
+ πY

(
0,
m

N

)
 , (58)

and the restriction on the utilities is

πX

(
nX

N
,
nY + 1

N

)
− πX

(
nX

N
,
nY

N

)
= πY

(
nX + 1

N
,
nY

N

)
− πY

(
nX

N
,
nY

N

)
. (59)

This is the discrete version of the compatibility condition introduced in the main text. In the next section, we explicitly
show that L(ϕ) is indeed a potential function for the first term of Eq. (21).

We are now in a position to give the form of our potential function, F [ϕ], where we follow § 4.1.1 in [187]. As stated
above, given the satisfaction of Eq. (59), our system will reach a steady state given by

P [ϕ] =
1

Z
exp

(
N
T
F̃ [ϕ]

)
where Z is a normalization factor. The potential function can be written as a sum over lattice sites,

F̃ [ϕ] =
∑
i

f̃(ϕ⃗i),

with the density

f̃(ϕ⃗i) = T S̃(ϕ⃗i) + (1− α)ℓ̃(ϕ⃗i) + αũ(ϕ⃗i) + Γσ̃(ϕ⃗i) (60a)

S̃(ϕ⃗i) =
1

N
ln

(
N !

nXi !nYi !
(
N − nXi − nYi

)
!

)
(60b)

ℓ̃(ϕ⃗i) =
1

2N

nX
i −1∑
n=0

πX

(
n

N
,
nYi − 1

N

)
+ πX

(
n

N
, 0

)
+

nY
i −1∑
m=0

πY

(
nXi
N
,
m

N

)
+ πY

(
0,
m

N

) (60c)

ũ(ϕ⃗i) =
∑

b=X,Y

ϕbπb(ϕ⃗i) (60d)

σ̃(ϕ⃗i) =
∑

b=X,Y

ϕbi (∂
2
xϕ)

b
i

2
. (60e)

The term S(ϕ⃗i) comes from counting the number of ways of arranging nX and nY particles in a lattice site with N
total sites. Taking the limit {N , nai } → ∞ while keeping ϕai = nai /N constant, we can expand the factorials in S̃ using
Stirling’s approximation, lnn! ≈ n lnn− n, to get

S̃(ϕ⃗i) → S(ϕ⃗i) = −ϕXi lnϕXi − ϕYi lnϕYi − ψi lnψi, (61)

where ψi = 1− ϕXi − ϕYi is the number of vacancies at site i. This is the entropy of mixing.

Furthermore, we can convert the sums in ℓ(ϕ⃗i) to integrals, giving

ℓ̃(ϕ⃗i) → ℓ(ϕ⃗i) =
1

2

∫ ϕX
i

0

dψ πX
(
ψ, ϕYi

)
+ πX (ψ, 0) +

∫ ϕY
i

0

dψ′ πY
(
ϕXi , ψ

′
)
+ πY

(
0, ψ′) . (62)

Finally, we also take the continuum limit, l → 0, while keeping the total density,
∑

i ϕ
a
i → l−1

∫
ϕa(x)dx constant. For

all the local terms, this amounts to converting discrete i indices to a continuous x coordinate. In addition, the discrete

Laplacian operator in σ(ϕ⃗i) becomes the usual differential Laplacian operator.
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We now finally arrive at our potential function,

F [ϕ⃗(x)] =

∫
f(ϕ⃗(x))dx

with the potential density

f(ϕ⃗, ∂xϕ⃗) =TS(ϕ⃗) + (1− α)ℓ(ϕ⃗) + αu(ϕ⃗)− Γσ(ϕ⃗) (63a)

S(ϕ⃗) =− ϕX ln(ϕX)− ϕY ln(ϕY )− ψ lnψ (63b)

ℓ(ϕ⃗) =
1

2

[∫ ϕX

0

dψ
(
πX(ψ, ϕY ) + πX(ψ, 0)

)
+

∫ ϕY

0

dψ′
(
πY (ϕX , ψ′) + πY (0, ψ′)

)]
(63c)

u(ϕ⃗) =
∑

a=X,Y

ϕaπa(ϕ⃗) (63d)

σ(ϕ⃗) =
∑

a=X,Y

|∂xϕa(x)|2

2
(63e)

Note that we have used integration by parts on
∫
σ(ϕ⃗(x))dx to obtain the minus sign in front of Γ. In the large N

limit, the compatibility condition Eq. 59 is now given by

∂πX

∂ϕY
=
∂πY

∂ϕX
(64)

1. Demonstration of L(ϕ) as a potential function

Here, we will explicitly show

L(ϕ′)− L(ϕ) = πa(ϕ⃗′k)− πa(ϕ⃗j) = πa(ϕ⃗k)− πa(ϕ⃗j − δϕêa),

where ϕ′ = Da
k|jϕ. For concreteness, let us set a = X. The calculation for a = Y proceeds identically. In this case,

L(DX
k|jϕ) =

1

2

∑
i

nX
i −1+δik+δij∑

n′=0

πX

(
n′

N
,
nYi
N

)
+ πX

(
n′

N
, 0

)
+

nY
i −1∑

m′=0

πY

(
nXi − 1 + δik − δij

N
,
m′

N

)
+ πY

(
0,
m′

N

) .
(65)

Each term in the sum over i in L(ϕ′)− L(ϕ) is zero unless i = {j, k}. We are left with

2(L(DX
k|jϕ)− L(ϕ)) =

nX
k∑

n′
k=0

πX

(
n′k
N
,
nYk
N

)
+ πX

(
n′k
N
, 0

)
+

nY
k −1∑

m′
k=0

πY

(
nXk + 1

N
,
m′

k

N

)
+ πY

(
0,
m′

k

N

)

−
nX
k −1∑

nk=0

πX

(
nk
N
,
nYk
N

)
+ πX

(
nk
N
, 0

)
−

nY
k −1∑

mk=0

πY

(
nXk
N
,
mk

N

)
+ πY

(
0,
mk

N

)

+

nX
j −2∑

n′
j=0

πX

(
n′j
N
,
nYj
N

)
+ πX

(
n′j
N
, 0

)
+

nY
j −1∑

m′
j=0

πY

(
nXj − 1

N
,
m′

j

N

)
+ πY

(
0,
m′

j

N

)

−
nX
j −1∑

nj=0

πX

(
n′j
N
,
nYj
N

)
+ πX

(
n′j
N
, 0

)
−

nY
j −1∑

mj=0

πY

(
nXj
N
,
mj

N

)
+ πY

(
0,
mj

N

)
.

(66)

The first two lines come from the i = k term of L(ϕ′) − L(ϕ), while the final two lines from the i = j term of

L(ϕ′)− L(ϕ), respectively. We have color-coded the different terms for clarity in what follows.
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To proceed, we notice that the very last terms in the first two lines cancel, as do the very last terms in the final two
lines. Combining the remaining terms with the same colors, we have

2(L(DX
k|jϕ)− L(ϕ)) =πX

(
nXk
N
,
nYk
N

)
+ πX

(
nXk
N
, 0

)
− πX

(
nXj − 1

N
,
nYj
N

)
− πX

(
nXj − 1

N
, 0

)

+

nY
k −1∑

mk=0

πY

(
nXk + 1

N
,
mk

N

)
− πY

(
nXk
N
,
mk

N

)
+

nY
j −1∑

mj=0

πY

(
nXj − 1

N
,
mj

N

)
− πY

(
nXj
N
,
mj

N

)
.

(67)

Here, we are forced to use Eq. (59) to change the last two summands as

πY

(
nXk + 1

N
,
mk

N

)
− πY

(
nXk
N
,
mk

N

)
= πX

(
nXk
N
,
mk + 1

N

)
− πX

(
nXk
N
,
mk

N

)

πY

(
nXj − 1

N
,
mj

N

)
− πY

(
nXj
N
,
mj

N

)
= πX

(
nXj − 1

N
,
mj

N

)
− πX

(
nXj − 1

N
,
mj + 1

N

)
.

Evaluating the sums, we find

2(L(DX
k|jϕ)− L(ϕ)) =πX

(
nXk
N
,
nYk
N

)
+ πX

(
nXk
N
, 0

)
− πX

(
nXj − 1

N
,
nYj
N

)
− πX

(
nXj − 1

N
, 0

)

+πX

(
nXk
N
,
nYk
N

)
− πX

(
nXk
N
, 0

)
+ πX

(
nXj − 1

N
, 0

)
− πX

(
nXj − 1

N
,
nYj
N

)
.

(68)

Finally, combining terms and canceling others, we arrive at our desired result

L(DX
k|jϕ)− L(ϕ) = πX(ϕ⃗k)− πX(ϕ⃗j − δϕêX). (69)

2. Relaxational dynamics

Given the existence of the utility potential function F [ϕ⃗(x)], one can define a dynamics for ϕa(x, t) such that F [ϕ⃗(x)]
plays the role of a Lyapunov function ensuring the relaxation of the system toward a stationary state, as done for
physical systems [127]. One important difference is that the utility potential function will be maximized, as contrasted
with a physical free energy which is minimized.

As the microscopic dynamics consist solely of particles moving, the macroscopic dynamics must conserve the total
particle number,

∂tϕ
a(x, t) = −∂xJa(x, t). (70)

where ∂x = ∂/∂x. Analogously to physical system, we take the particle current Ja(x, t) to obey the constitutive
relation

Ja(x, t) = +Mab(ϕ⃗)∂x
δF

δϕb
. (71)

Mab(ϕ⃗) is a density dependent mobility matrix, which we take to be given by

Mab(ϕ⃗) = δabϕbψ. (72)

Recalling ψ = 1−
∑

c ϕ
c, this form enforces that both empty (ϕb = 0) and full (ψ = 0) locations give zero-flux.

δF/δϕb is the functional derivative of the potential F [ϕ⃗(x)] that plays the role of a chemical potential [160]. Eq. (71)
says that the particle current flows up spatial gradients of the chemical potential. We now evaluate the chemical
potential as

δF

δϕb
= −T

(
lnϕb − lnψ

)
+ (1− α)

∂ℓ

∂ϕb
+ α

∂u

∂ϕb
+ Γ∂2xϕ

b. (73)
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Taking the gradient, we obtain

∂x
δF

δϕb
= −T ψ∂xϕ

b + ϕb∂xψ

ψbψ
+ (1− α)∂x

∂ℓ

∂ϕb
+ α∂x

∂u

∂ϕb
+ Γ∂x∂

2
xϕ

b. (74)

Finally multiplying by the mobility matrix Mab = δabϕbψ, we get our general form for relaxational sociohydrodynamics

∂tϕ
a(x, t) = T

(
(1− ϕb)∂2xϕ

a + ϕa∂2xϕ
b
)
− ∂x

(
ϕaψ ∂x

[
(1− α)

∂ℓ

∂ϕa
+ α

∂u

∂ϕa
+ Γa∂2xϕ

a

])
. (75)

In the special case where the compatibility condition Eq. 64 holds, the derivative of the link function ℓ(ϕ⃗(x)) is
given by (here, we take b = X. The calculation for b = Y proceeds analogously)

∂ℓ

∂ϕX
=

1

2

πX(ϕX , ϕY ) + πX(ϕX , 0) +

∫ ϕY

0

dψ
∂πY (ϕX , ψ)

∂ϕX


=

1

2

πX(ϕX , ϕY ) + πX(ϕX , 0) +

∫ ϕY

0

dψ
∂πX(ϕX , ψ)

∂ψ


=

1

2

(
πX(ϕX , ϕY ) + πX(ϕX , 0) + πX(ϕX , ϕY )− πX(ϕX , 0)

)
∂ℓ

∂ϕX
= πX(ϕX , ϕY ). (76)

where we used the compatibility condition Eq. (64) to go from the first to the second line. In this case, Eq. (75)
becomes

∂tϕ
a(x, t) = T

(
(1− ϕb)∂2xϕ

a + ϕa∂2xϕ
b
)
− ∂x

(
µa(ϕ⃗)

[
(1− α)∂xπ

a + ∂x
∂u

∂ϕa
+ Γa∂x∂

2
xϕ

a

])
. (77)

where b ̸= a. This is the same equation as Eq. 54, showing that our coarse-grained equations are equivalent to the
relaxational dynamics when the compatibility condition holds.

H. Linear Stability Analysis

We now attempt to make predictions about the onset of patterns and their subsequent dynamics using linear

stability analysis. We consider perturbing around a spatially uniform state densities, ϕ⃗(x, t) = ϕ⃗0 + δϕ⃗(x, t), where the

components ϕa0 satisfy ϕa0 > 0 and
∑

c ϕ
c
0 ≤ 1. Writing the perturbation as a plane wave, δϕ⃗(x, t) = est−iqxδϕ⃗0, where

s = σ + iω is a complex number describing the growth rate σ and oscillation frequency ω of the perturbation with
wavenumber q, our equations of motion reduce to the eigenvalue problem

s δϕa0 = Jab(ϕ⃗0)δϕ
b
0 (78)

with the Jacobian matrix with elements

Jab(ϕ⃗0) = q2Dab(ϕ⃗0)− q4Γδabµb(ϕ⃗0), (79)

where δab are elements of the identity matrix. Given that µa(ϕ⃗) = ϕa(1−ϕX−ϕY ) and we are restricted to ϕX+ϕY ≤ 1,
the q4 term acts to stabilize patterns at large wavenumber q (short wavelength) if Γ > 0, which we will always take to
be true. The eigenvalues of Jab, given by s, determine the stability of the homogeneous state.

If we restrict ourselves to the condition where ϕX0 = ϕY0 = ϕ0, then µ
X = µY = ϕ0(1− 2ϕ0) and the eigenvalues are

given by

s = q2λD(ϕ⃗0)− q4Γϕ0(1− 2ϕ0). (80)

where λD(ϕ⃗0) are the eigenvalues of the matrix with elements Dab(ϕ⃗0). The growth rate and oscillation frequencies
are given by

σ = Re(s) = q2Re(λD)− q4Γϕ0(1− 2ϕ0) (81a)

ω = Im(s) = q2Im(λD). (81b)
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The system’s stability is entirely determined by the eigenvalues of the diffusion matrix Dab. The system is stable if all
Re(λD) < 0, while the system is unstable if at least one Re(λD) > 0. In the case with two species, these eigenvalues
take the usual form for 2× 2 matrices,

λ±D =
DXX +DY Y

2
±

√√√√(DXX −DY Y

2

)2

−DXYDY X . (82)

I. Linear utilities

Here, we will specialize to the particularly simple class of utilities that are linear in the densities. Specifically, we
will consider

πX(ϕ⃗) = κXXϕX + κXY ϕY (83a)

πY (ϕ⃗) = κY XϕX + κY Y ϕY . (83b)

In all of the following, we set κXX = κY Y = 1, thus measuring the utilities in units of the self-utilities. As described in
the methods, we also define κ± = κY X ± κXY .

With this choice of utilities, the equations of motion then become

∂tϕ
X =− ∂x

[
−T

(
(1− ϕY )∂xϕ

X + ϕX∂xϕ
Y
)
+ ϕX(1− ϕX − ϕY )∂x

(
(1 + α)ϕX + γ−ϕ

Y + ΓX∂2xϕ
X
)]

∂tϕ
Y =− ∂x

[
−T

(
(1− ϕX)∂xϕ

Y + ϕY ∂xϕ
X
)
+ ϕY (1− ϕX − ϕY )∂x

(
γ+ϕ

X + (1 + α)ϕY + ΓY ∂2xϕ
Y
)]
,

(84)

where we have defined

γ± =
κ+(1 + α)± κ−(1− α)

2
. (85)

Writing (84) in the form ∂tϕ
a = −∂x

(
Mab∂xη

b
)
, we get

∂tϕ
X =− ∂x

[
ϕX(1− ϕX − ϕY )∂x

(
−T (ln(ϕX)− ln(1− ϕX − ϕY )) + (1 + α)ϕX + γ−ϕ

Y + ΓX∂2xϕ
X
)]

∂tϕ
Y =− ∂x

[
ϕY (1− ϕX − ϕY )∂x

(
−T (ln(ϕY )− ln(1− ϕX − ϕY )) + γ+ϕ

X + (1 + α)ϕY + ΓY ∂2xϕ
Y
)]
.

(86)

From (86), we extract the diffusion matrix as

D(ϕ⃗) = −T
(
1− ϕY ϕX

ϕY 1− ϕX

)
+ (1− ϕX − ϕY )

(
ϕX(1 + α) ϕXγ−
ϕY γ+ ϕY (1 + α)

)
. (87)

Considering the case of equal densities, ϕX = ϕY = ϕ where 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 0.5, the diffusion matrix becomes

D(ϕ⃗) =
(

D0 D+ −D−
D+ +D− D0

)
, (88)

where D0, D+ and D− are given by

D0 = −T (1− ϕ) + ϕ(1− 2ϕ)(1 + α) D+ = −
ϕ
(
2T − κ+(1 + α)(1− 2ϕ)

)
2

D− =
ϕ(1− 2ϕ)(1− α)

2
κ− . (89)

We readily compute the eigenvalues of D as

λ±D = D0 ±
√
D2

+ −D2
−, (90)

as well as its eigenvectors, which are given by

v⃗±D =

±
√
D2

+ −D2
−

D+ +D−
1

 . (91)
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λ±D become imaginary when

|D−| > |D+| ⇒ |κ−| > ±2T − κ+(1 + α)(1− 2ϕ)

(1− 2ϕ)(1− α)
. (92)

Furthermore, we expect to find pattern formation when Re(λ±D) > 0. This occurs when

D0 ≥ ±Re
[
D2

+ −D2
−

]
. (93)

Fig. 11A shows the amplitude of patterns found, measured using

A[ϕ(x)] =
1

L

∫ L

0

dx

√(
ϕ(x)− ⟨ϕ⟩

)2
. (94)

We see that the onset of patterns, given by A > 0, agrees well with the linear stability prediction shown with the
white dashed line.

We measure the velocity of the resulting patterns using [155, 191]

v = −
∫ L

0
dx ∂tϕ∂xϕ∫ L

0
dx (∂xϕ)

2
(95)

1. Phase space criteria.

We define the different phases using the following criteria:

• Segregation: SH > 0.7

• Migration: va ≥ 10−9

• Integration: SH < 0.14

In order to find regions of coexistence, we perform an annealing procedure, where we change the values of parameters
cyclically (Fig. 11D-I). We run simulations for a fixed value of κ− and a maximal value of κ+. After the system has
reaches a steady state, we decrease κ+ by a small amount. After reaching a minimum κ+, The coexistence region was
found by Sbackward

H − Sbackward
H ≥ 0.07

J. Empirical utility functions

In Fig. 4, we show examples from two other surveys that, in addition to the results shown in Figure 1C of the
main text, support the qualitative features of our empirical utility functions – namely that the utility of type A is
a monotonically decreasing utility with the proportion of type B, while the utility of type B is peaked for mixed
neighborhoods. Further examples of these qualitative results are shown in Fig. 9.

K. Population dynamics

We now consider a microscopic model for growth that is built in the same spirit as agent-based model above. This
would lead to a form for Sa which we set to zero in the main text.

We consider individuals within a lattice site can spontaneously die, or reproduce if there is space available in the
lattice site, with a rate k dependent on the fitness fa, k = k(fa). We denote these processes by the chemical reactions

a
k(−fa)→ ∅ (96a)

a+ ∅ k(fa)→ a+ a. (96b)

The reaction rates are given by

k(fa) =
2r

1 + e−γfa , (97)
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where r is a rate, γ measures the effects of stochasticity in the death/reproduction processes, and the factor of 2 is
included for simplicity. Here, we have assumed that both processes have the same r and γ. The form of k(fa) assures
that reproduction (death) occurs more (less) rapidly with increasing fitness.

Assuming mass action kinetics, the density of population a will obey

∂tϕ
a = ϕa

(
ϕ∅k(fa)− k(−fa)

)
, (98)

where ϕ∅ = 1−
∑

b ϕ
b measures the density of empty sites available to be occupied by reproduction. In the limit of

weak selection, γ → 0, we can expand k(fa) to find

∂tϕ
a = rϕa

γfa −
∑

b

ϕb

(1 + γfa

2

) = Sa. (99)
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