arXiv:1909.11190v1 [physics.soc-ph] 24 Sep 2019

Mobile Phone Data for Children on the Move: Challenges and Opportunities

Vedran Sekara*, Elisa Omodei*, Laura Healy, Jan Beise, Claus Hansen, Danzhen You, Saskia Blume and Manuel Garcia-Herranz

Abstract Today, 95% of the global population has 2G mobile phone coverage [1] and the number of individuals who own a mobile phone is at an all time high. Mobile phones generate rich data on billions of people across different societal contexts and have in the last decade helped redefine how we do research and build tools to understand society. As such, mobile phone data has the potential to revolutionize how we tackle humanitarian problems [2], such as the many suffered by refugees all over the world. While promising, mobile phone data and the new computational approaches bring both opportunities and challenges [3]. Mobile phone traces contain detailed information regarding people’s whereabouts, social life, and even financial standing. Therefore, developing and adopting strategies that open data up to the wider humanitarian and international development community for analysis and research while simultaneously protecting the privacy of individuals is of paramount importance [4]. Here we outline the challenging situation of children on the move and actions UNICEF is pushing in helping displaced children and youth globally, and discuss opportunities where mobile phone data can be used. We identify three key challenges: data access, data and algorithmic bias, and operationalization of research, which need to be addressed if mobile phone data is to be successfully applied in humanitarian contexts.

Vedran Sekara UNICEF Office of Innovation e-mail: vsekara@unicef.org

Elisa Omodei UNICEF Office of Innovation e-mail: eomodei@unicef.org

Laura Healy UNICEF Data Research and Policy e-mail: lhealy@unicef.org

Saskia Blume UNICEF Data Research and Policy e-mail: sblume@unicef.org

Jan Beise UNICEF Data Research and Policy e-mail: jbeise@unicef.org

Claus Hansen UNICEF Data Research and Policy e-mail: chansen@unicef.org

Danzhen You UNICEF Data Research and Policy e-mail: dyou@unicef.org

Manuel Garcia-Herranz UNICEF Office of Innovation e-mail: mgarciaherranz@unicef.org

*These authors contributed equally to this work.

1

1 Introduction: Children on the move

Millions of children are on the move across international borders fleeing violence, conflict, disaster, poverty, or in pursuit of a better life. As of 2017, 30 million are living in forced displacement, including 12 million child refugees and child asylum seekers, and 17 million children living in internal displacement due to conflict and violence [5, 6]. The conflict in the Syrian Arab Republic alone is estimated to have displaced 5.6 million people. Of these, around 3.6 million are in Turkey, 950,000 in Lebanon, and 675,000 in Jordan [7].

Serious gaps in the laws, policies and services which are meant to protect children on the move further limit their access to protection and care. When world leaders adopted the Global Compact on Refugees and the Global Compact for Migration in December 2018 [8, 9], they acknowledged the urgent and unmet needs of vulnerable child migrants and refugees. These Compacts were negotiated and agreed against a political backdrop where increasing numbers of people are leaving their countries of origin, due to an interplay of complex factors including conflict, economic circumstances, and a changing climate. The agreement of the Global Compacts was a great achievement, yet they have coverage gaps. Concretely, the 40.3 million people who are internally displaced by armed conflict and generalized violence, are not protected under either of the two Global Compacts [10]. Irrespective of definition, refugees, migrants and internally displaced children share similar vulnerabilities and needs.

As states struggle to manage migration and refugee flows, children are often at risk of being left in conditions that would be deemed unacceptable for native-born children, ending up in overcrowded shelters or makeshift camps. Too many still end up in immigration detention, despite recognition of the long-lasting and devastating impact on a child’s development [11]. Further, mistrust of authorities and fear of detention and deportation keep children from coming forward to seek protection, access to essential services and support, instead they chose a life on the streets.

Along their route and at their final destination, refugees and migrants are further exposed to a plethora of other issues including discrimination, segregation, abuse or xenophobia [12] – factors which traditionally have proved to be hard to accurately monitor, understand and mitigate.

In order to properly protect migrants and refugees there is a need to strengthen the evidence base, deliver humanitarian assistance at local, national and regional levels, and to bridge data gaps allowing States, non-governmental organizations (NGO), humanitarian agencies and the development sector to get a real sense and scale of the issue.

Data gaps

Reliable, timely and accessible data and evidence are essential for understanding how migration and forcible displacement affect children and their families – and for putting in place policies and programmes to meet their needs. Despite greater efforts over the past decade, we still do not know enough about children on the move: their age and sex; where they come from, where they are going and why they move; whether they move with their families or alone, how they fare along the way, what their vulnerabilities are, what they need, and how migration and asylum policies affect them [13].

Data gaps make it difficult to get a real sense of the scale and patterns of global migration. In many cases data are not regularly collected, and quality is often poor. These problems are many times worse when it comes to data on migrant and forcibly displaced children, given the even greater challenges of measurement. Information comes from a patchwork of sources that provide little comparable global or even regional-level data.

In addition, variations in the laws, definitions, rights and entitlements that apply to children further hamper comparisons between countries. Data are even scarcer on children moving undocumented across borders, those displaced, stateless or migrating internally, children left behind by migrant parents, and those who have gone missing or lost their lives during dangerous journeys.

To ensure the protection of the rights of migrant and refugee children, national authorities, regional bodies and development partners can benefit from tools and instruments providing real time data on children on the move as well as better insights and understanding of the causes and consequences of the issues they face. Mobile phone data is uniquely positioned to answer some of these issues, especially given that mobile phones permeate every strata of society more prominently than any other communication technology generating high volumes of data on a daily basis [14].

2 Mobile data: Challenges and opportunities

Mobile phone data has been used to map populations and their changes over time [15], understand human mobility patterns [16], and has been applied to validate theoretical models which traditionally are used to estimate movements patterns when no data is available [17, 18]. Although mobile phone data mainly represents adult populations, as children are less likely to own a mobile phone, it can nevertheless be used in combination with other data sources (e.g. surveys) to understand youth mobility [19].

In terms of applications, previous work applied mobile phone data to estimate population displacements after natural disasters [20] and to understand collective behavior during emergencies [21], demonstrating that people’s reactions to exogenous events can be quantified and even predicted. Others applied human mobility estimated from mobile phone data to predict the geographic spread and timing of an epidemic [22]. As disease go where people travel, this methodology can be used to generate fine-scale dynamic risk maps [23].

Beyond short-term mobility estimations, mobile phone data has also been used to estimate internal migration, for instance temporary and circular migration in Rwanda [24] and climate change driven migration in Bangladesh [25]. SIM cards are however linked to national providers and human mobility calculated from phone records can hence be used only to estimate internal displacements, as individuals usually get a new SIM card when they move to different countries, and even if they do not, mobile phone operators usually only record such events to have taken place outside of the country, but not the specific location. Hence, to study international migration patterns, alternative sources of data have been used, such as geo-tagged tweets [26] and Facebook data [27]. Twitter data has also been used to estimate the relationship between short-term mobility and long-term migration [28].

In principle, mobile phone data coupled with tools from network science, algorithms from machine learning and artificial intelligence techniques have the potential to allow humanitarian and international organizations to address key issues and uncover novel insights. This includes a plethora of applications from: mapping socioeconomic vulnerabilities [29, 30], tracking epidemics in real-time [31], to establishing causal relationships between factors such as climate change and migration. This “data revolution“ promises to transform the international development and humanitarian sectors [2]. However, this data and its use in this context comes with its own type of challenges.

Below we highlight three issues we find particularly important and which need to be addressed for mobile phone data to be used for the benefit of the most vulnerable.

Data access: quality, privacy and usefulness

Mobile phone data is originally not collected for scientific purposes, but for other reasons such as billing, as companies need to know who, when and how long people call each other to be able to correctly bill their customers. In addition, this data is highly sensitive and contains detailed information regarding people’s social graphs, whereabouts, financial standing, and countless other behavioral patterns [32]. Consequently, national telephone operators and regulators are understandably cautious to share data with third parties including researchers and international organizations.

Certain data initiatives such as the Data for Refugees [33] (D4R) and the two previous Data for Development [34, 35] (D4D) challenges have had great success in opening up data to the broader scientific community. In part, this success is due to strong collaborations with telephone operators and with privacy researchers. Nonetheless such initiatives are rare.

Historically, access to mobile phone data has mainly occurred through one-to-one agreements between telephone operators and academic institution, international agencies or humanitarian organizations through non-disclosure or other legal agreements. Data sharing is further complicated by the lack of data anonymization and aggregation standards. Four different privacy-conscientious models have been proposed that balance privacy and usefulness of data [36]. This includes limited release models, similar in type to the D4R and D4D challenges, where a limited data sample (in terms of people and time) is shared with a small group of trusted affiliates. Another framework is to give researchers and practitioners from humanitarian and international sectors remote access to anonymized data on a virtual environment controlled by the mobile phone operator. While the remote access model is more secure it requires mobile phone operators to invest in infrastructure and technical expertise. Question and answer frameworks have also been suggested. In this model, data stays within the premises of mobile phone operators and researchers can interact with it by submitting code (i.e. questions) to the system, which takes the code, validates and runs it, and returns results through an application interface (API). While the privacy benefits of this model are great, the approach requires substantial investments in: infrastructure, methods to validate submitted code, and developing systems that prevent leakage of personally identifiable information. The last approach is the aggregated data model. Here the privacy-utility trade-off is balanced by only sharing indicators that are sufficiently disassociated from individual behavior. Examples include sharing pre-computed high level indicators such as radius of gyration (a measure of the average distance travelled by individuals) or social diversity (a measure of entropy), which are harder to link back to individuals.

There is unfortunately no one-fits-all data sharing model. We have found the aggregated data model to work well in situations where there already exists a great body of literature, such as in using human mobility for epidemic modeling [23, 37, 22], given proper aggregation standards.

For applications where standardized data aggregation frameworks have not been agreed upon, such as detecting causal relationships, the other data sharing models are exceedingly more useful. In these situations initiatives like D4R are essential to develop and showcase new methodologies. Unfortunately, such initiatives are rare and limited to single countries. In humanitarian and development contexts there is a need for having access to data on a more robust basis. For example, if we are to achieve the sustainable development goals and eradicate poverty by 2030 [38] being able to accurately predict poverty is a good first step [29], yet if we are to succeed we need to be able to efficiently monitor progress aimed at combating poverty. This can only be done with continuous access to data.

Data representativeness and bias

A second key issue of using mobile phone records for humanitarian purposes is the question of how representative the data is of the overall population – and of the most vulnerable groups in particular. It is in fact precisely the most vulnerable populations, and namely children, which tend to be the least represented in these newly available datasets built on the basis of technology usage.

In Turkey, for example, mobile subscriber penetration is 65% [39], meaning that 35% of the Turkish population does not have a sim card registered under their name. On the other hand, some individuals own more than one SIM card. Partially, this is because some people make use of multiple phone numbers (personal, work, etc.), but in several cases this is instead due to the fact that people register multiple SIM cards under one name, for example, to be used by family members. In this sense, the

Global System for Mobile Communications Association (GSMA) reported that in 2016 subscriber penetration in Turkey was only 43%, but the connection penetration (i.e. number of unique phone numbers) was as high as 89% [40]. The issue is not that the data does not cover 100% of the population (this is never the case in social science research, where surveys are always performed on a selected sample of the population, which also carries its limitations [41]), but rather that the population captured in the data is not guaranteed to be representative of the entire population, especially the most vulnerable. Lower income individuals are for example less likely to own a phone than richer individuals, which results in their underrepresentation in datasets built by randomly sampling users. A study has shown, for example, that women travelling with children in sub-Saharan African countries are less likely to own phones (and, if they do, they are also less likely to use them more than once per day) than general travellers [42]. Hence, datasets provided by mobile phone companies should be built by accurately selecting representative demographics among their clients, which can be done using the demographic information provided by users when subscribing, or based on phone usage patterns. Otherwise, the insights and findings obtained from biased datasets might not be accurately describe the dynamics of the most vulnerable.

Even after selecting a representative subscribers subset, additional sources of bias also need to be taken into account. CDRs provide information on users only when a call is made/received or when a text is sent/received. Hence, calling/texting frequency plays a role in how much information on the user’s behavior (e.g. their location over time) can be obtained. Therefore, individuals with a limited calling activity, who are normally the poorer ones, generate less data [43]. This calls for special attention in the way we define algorithms. For example, the time window selected to compute mobility is a critical factor for bias [44]. If too short, it can enhance the bias of the data against the poorest individuals and vulnerable groups such as, for example, the women travelling with children from the study mentioned above. Nowadays, providers can also record phone activity that goes beyond calling and texting, at least for smartphone users, whose internet usage can be recorded too (commonly known as XDRs). This reduces the sampling bias linked to calling/texting frequency, but exacerbates socioeconomic bias, as owning a smartphone and using Internet data is correlated with higher income.

Mobile network coverage is another important source of bias. In predominantly rural areas where tower density is lower, the spatial resolution of the information provided by CDRs is significantly more coarse grained, since each tower has a wider geographical coverage and hence the recorded user’s location is less precise. Moreover, network absence in some areas will also limit user’s behavior linked to mobile phone usage.

A notable study comparing socioeconomic surveys with mobile phone data representing daily movements of about 15 million individuals in Kenya showed that mobility estimates obtained from mobile phone records are surprisingly robust to biases in phone ownership across different geographical and socioeconomic groups [45]. Yet this is not the case for all regions and countries. A similar study for Rwanda found that phone owners are considerably wealthier, more educated and predominantly male [46]. Further testing across different countries and vulnerable groups is still needed.

Much attention also needs to be used when building datasets and when interpreting and generalizing results obtained from these data. Models should not be blindly applied to a different context than the one they were originally developed for and tested in. Most computational social sciences studies have in fact been carried out largely using data from developed countries and are thus not highly representative of the poorest trenches of the population [47]. This caution applies to spatial/geographical settings (i.e. using a model trained and tested in one specific country to make estimations or forecasts in another country) but also to temporal ones (i.e. a model trained and tested on data produced in a specific time window should be used with caution to make estimations or forecasts for future months/years) [48].

Operationalizing research

Data challenges like D4R and D4D – in which private sector companies share a curated dataset with the research community to boost the development of new insights and methodologies on societal issues – are notable initiatives encouraging scientific endeavour for social good. However, as mentioned earlier, in order for this data to be used in a consistent way for humanitarian purposes by international organizations like UNICEF, these efforts need to become systematic and integrated into existing frameworks. Most of these scientific advances currently end up only living in scientific publications (which is a necessary first step to advance knowledge and guarantee the quality of the research) and, in some cases, in open repositories such as Github. Some researchers also make an additional effort and build software that lives on dedicated websites or applications. However, these are usually isolated platforms that are not integrated with existing systems that governments and international agencies use in their daily operations. An example of effort towards this integration is UNICEF’s MagicBox [49], an open-source software platform that enables collaboration and the use of new data sources and computational techniques, like artificial intelligence and machine learning, for good.

The availability of one-off historical datasets is fundamental to make scientific advances, from discovering human behavior patterns to training and testing mathematical and computational models. In this sense data for research should be anonymized but as disaggregated as possible in order to allow data scientists and modellers to gain meaningful insights.

On the other hand, once models and data analysis pipelines have been finalized, their operationalization requires data streams which can be aggregated but need to be updated in near real-time. Furthermore, models need to integrate with data that comes from existing systems taking into account real-time changes of the situation, such as interventions like vaccine delivery, information campaigns, etc.

Hence, models running on real-time data should also learn in real-time, using techniques such as data assimilation [50].

In order for all these efforts to be sustainable and work in the long term, robust ecosystems need to be built for collaboration. This means the creation of pipelines to allow joint research to be conducted with a strong focus on the most vulnerable, data explorations and models packaged into open-source modules to be reused and adapted to different contexts; and implementations that easily integrate with the existing systems already in place.

3 Perspectives

Beyond the aforementioned challenges, there is an additional and more fundamental challenge; a general disconnect between the scientific communities that work with "Big Data" and the humanitarian and development sector. This gap tends to produce oversimplifications and limited views of what is possible or needed from one community to the other. Data science is a complicated field with non-trivial possibilities and challenges. Migration and forced displacement are complex problems with many causes, consequences and points of action.

In this complex ecosystem, UNICEF has identified six action points to keep every child uprooted by war, violence and poverty safe [51]. We believe the academic community can play a vital role in addressing these issues by working closely together with the humanitarian sector. Below we outline each action point tying them in with existing scientific literature within computational social science and mobile phone research. We hope this serves as an starting point for further dialogue to expand areas of collaboration.

• Press for action on the causes that uproot children from their homes. Properly understanding and monitoring the causes that lead to displacement is key to transition from reactive to proactive strategies. This is an exciting area of opportunity where novel research and new sources of data can play a mayor role to radically transform crisis response into crisis avoidance. Significant work has already been conducted on using different data sources from mobile phones to self reported data to monitor the fingerprint of some of the known drivers of migration [52, 53]. To radically change the way we face the growing problem of forced displacement additional research on causal relationships, tipping points, and monitoring strategies is critical.

• Help uprooted children to stay in school and stay healthy. Access to education, health care and other essential services is vital for children to succeed and have a good life. As such, quantifying and mapping gaps in basic services is critical for designing interventions. Studies have shown that data collected by mobile phone operators can provide accurate and detailed population maps in privacy preserving ways [15]. Future avenues of research could look into adapting these methods to detect underserved populations, thus making it possible to design intervention schemes centered around health and education, such as determining where new schools and hospitals should be placed. Further, smartphones have the potential to track well-being and mental health in greater detail and at individual level [54, 55].

• Keep refugee families together. Children who are separated from their families are more vulnerable to violence and abuse. Recent studies have looked at how the strength of social ties decays across time and distance [56, 57]. Extending this work into also looking at the effects of family separation and forced displacement can provide critical insights for advocacy and mitigation strategies. In addition, phone data has been used to analyze the relationship between mobility patterns and social ties [58], opening the door to identify potential friends and family based on historical phone registries. Despite the obvious privacy and ethical challenges, this opens the door to think about solutions to bring together families and communities that have been lost apart. It is, nevertheless, not yet clear how these effects scale to displaced populations or even different cultures. This illustrates that the current body of scientific literature has mainly focused on data from non-vulnerable populations and might therefore not be applicable to those most in need.

• End the detention of refugee and migrant children by creating practical alternatives. Detention is harmful to children’s health and well-being and undermines their development. Mobile phone data has been applied to categorize social networks [59], identify communities [60] and understand urban environments in terms of social dynamics and segregation [61]. These findings put together can help in better identifying and advocating for alternatives to detention, helping identify places and communities specially well suited to host certain displaced children. In addition, is is of paramount importance to better understand and quantify the horrible effects that detention has on children. Research has shown that social signatures can be quantified over time [62], opening up possibilities to measure the impact of detention on young adults or to monitor indicators of social network destruction. These types of insights and methods can be used both for advocating against detention as well as to help identify specially dramatic detentions.

• Combat xenophobia and discrimination. A growing body of research within computational social science has been devoted to untangling complex societal issues, from polarization [63], community integration [64], gender and ethnic stereotypes [65], to fake news [66, 67]. Xenophobia and discrimination are equivalent issues and deserve equal attention. Further, while a majority of studies focus on detection of signals and quantification of discriminatory practices, little work has been devoted to developing intervention strategies for addressing these issues [68].

• Protect refugee and migrant children from exploitation and violence. Social networks are critical for information access and for general safety. Past research has already demonstrated how network analysis can be applied to design more efficient interventions to for example reduce conflict in schools [69]. Mobile phone records have also shown great potential in untangling these complex issue and have been used to study individual communication capacities [70], behavioural adaptation [71], and detection of unusual behaviors [72]. As such, these methodologies have the potential to radically improve the toolbox of child protection systems – if applied within proper ethical and governance frameworks.

4 Discussion

In 2017 the world experienced record breaking displacement numbers. Every day 44,400 new people were forcibly displaced from their homes; more than a four-fold increase since 2003. Today around 68.5 million people are forcibly displaced, a number greater than the population of the UK, and children have been estimated to account for up to 52% of the total number of displaced individuals [5]. The sheer size of this problem, along with its growing complexity urgently requires that we strengthen our efforts and look for new ways to improve response, preparedness, data and understanding.

The existing body of research on big data, network analysis and complex systems science has shown promise in providing fresh and powerful new perspectives and tools to curve this issue. There are, nevertheless, some key challenges that need to be solved for it to happen. At a scientific level, it is of key importance that these disciplines include vulnerable populations at the core of their analysis and efforts. Much of the research conducted so far, including advancements in computational social sciences, has been done looking at data-rich populations in high-income countries. As such, a majority of these findings and methodologies might not generalize to vulnerable populations, especially children. Therefore, special attention has to be drawn on validating relevant findings for this unique context, keeping in mind the representativeness of the data, and ensuring that the most vulnerable populations are the focus of new research efforts. Initiatives as the D4R challenge are key to drive and convene scientists into these critical challenges. Nevertheless, additional efforts have to be undertaken to ensure this ecosystem of innovation and research continues on a daily basis.

Access to data (e.g. mobile phone data) is one of they key challenges organizations such as UNICEF face in order to drive and incorporate data-driven methods into operations.

Privacy, ethics and transparency are also key concerns to have in mind while working on these issues. To build equitable technologies we need to include the most vulnerable populations from day one into our scientific methodologies and organizational frameworks, otherwise we run the risk of building a more unequal society. However, this cannot be done naively. It is paramount to ensure that envisioned solutions or derived insights cannot be used to discriminate.

Official data on refugees, what in the scientific community is considered ground truth, has its limitations too. While a child is a child, political frameworks differentiate between refugees and migrants, this can ultimately leave displaced children out of some official statistics. Thus, relying blindly on official numbers might replicate some of these shortfalls and weaknesses into new methodologies. Collaborations and a deeper understanding of the humanitarian and development ecosystems can empower the broader scientific community to understand the limitations of official statistics and even look beyond them to identify populations suffering similar conditions despite different legal definitions.

To succeed, it is important to embrace diverse data sharing frameworks for both research and operations [36]; to build inclusive platforms that integrate findings and tools into active response systems [49], and to reframe scientific questions such that they include the most vulnerable contexts by strengthening collaborations between scientists and humanitarian communities.

References

1. GSMA. Unlocking rural coverage: Enablers for commercially sustainable mobile network expansion.

https://www.gsma.com/mobilefordevelopment/programme/connected-society/unlocking-rural-coverage-enablers-commercially-sustainable-mobile-network-expansion/ (2017) 2. United Nations Secretary-General’s Independent Expert Advisory Group on a Data Revolution for Sustainable Development. A world that counts: Mobilising the data revolution for sustainable development. http://www.undatarevolution.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/A-World-That-Counts2.pdf (2014) 3. J. Blumenstock, Nature 561, 170 (2018) 4. United Nations Development Group. Data privacy, ethics and protection: Guidance note on big data for achievement of the 2030 agenda. https://undg.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/UNDG_BigData_final_web.pdf (2018) 5. United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees. Global trends: Forced displacement in 2017.

https://www.unhcr.org/globaltrends2017/ (2018) 6. Internal Displacement Monitoring Centre. Global internal displacement database.

http://www.internal-displacement.org/database/displacement-data (2017). The number of internally displaced children was estimated by applying the share of children among the national population (according to: United Nations, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, Population Division, World Population Prospects: The 2017 revision, United Nations, New York, 2017) on the total population of internally displaced people.

7. United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees. Situation syria regional refugee response.

https://data2.unhcr.org/en/situations/syria. Last accessed on 2019-01-29 8. United Nations. New york declaration for refugees and migrants.

https://www.unhcr.org/events/conferences/57e39d987/new-york-declaration-refugees-migrants.html (2016) 9. United Nations. Global compact for safe, orderly and regular migration.

https://refugeesmigrants.un.org/sites/default/files/180713_agreed_outcome_global_compact_for_migration.pdf (2016) 10. Internal Displacement Monitoring Centre. Global report on internal displacement.

http://www.internal-displacement.org/global-report/grid2017/pdfs/2017-GRID-part-1.pdf (2017) 11. A.S. Keller, D. Ford, E. Sachs, B. Rosenfeld, C. Trinh-Shevrin, C. Meserve, J.A. Leviss, E. Singer, H. Smith, J. Wilkinson, et al., The Journal of ambulatory care management 26(4), 383 (2003)

12. United Nations Children’s Fund. A child is a child: Protecting children on the move from violence, abuse and exploitation. https://www.unicef.org/publications/index_95956.html (2017) 13. International Organization for Migration: Global Migration Data Analysis Centre. Child migrants: How little we know. https://gmdac.iom.int/gmdac-data-briefing-10 (2017) 14. United Nations Global Pulse. Mobile network data for development: A primer.

http://www.unglobalpulse.org/sites/default/files/Mobile%20Data%20for%20Development%20Primer_Oct2013.pdf (2013) 15. P. Deville, C. Linard, S. Martin, M. Gilbert, F.R. Stevens, A.E. Gaughan, V.D. Blondel, A.J.

Tatem, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 111(45), 15888 (2014) 16. M.C. Gonzalez, C.A. Hidalgo, A.L. Barabasi, nature 453(7196), 779 (2008) 17. F. Simini, M.C. González, A. Maritan, A.L. Barabási, Nature 484(7392), 96 (2012) 18. H. Barbosa, M. Barthelemy, G. Ghoshal, C.R. James, M. Lenormand, T. Louail, R. Menezes, J.J. Ramasco, F. Simini, M. Tomasini, Physics Reports (2018) 19. P. Christensen, M.R. Mikkelsen, T.A.S. Nielsen, H. Harder, Journal of Mixed Methods Research 5(3), 227 (2011) 20. X. Lu, L. Bengtsson, P. Holme, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 109(29), 11576 (2012) 21. J.P. Bagrow, D. Wang, A.L. Barabasi, PloS one 6(3), e17680 (2011) 22. A. Wesolowski, T. Qureshi, M.F. Boni, P.R. Sundsøy, M.A. Johansson, S.B. Rasheed, K. Engø- Monsen, C.O. Buckee, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 112(38), 11887 (2015) 23. A. Wesolowski, N. Eagle, A.J. Tatem, D.L. Smith, A.M. Noor, R.W. Snow, C.O. Buckee, Science 338(6104), 267 (2012) 24. J.E. Blumenstock, Information Technology for Development 18(2), 107 (2012) 25. X. Lu, D.J. Wrathall, P.R. Sundsøy, M. Nadiruzzaman, E. Wetter, A. Iqbal, T. Qureshi, A. Tatem, G. Canright, K. Engø-Monsen, et al., Global Environmental Change 38, 1 (2016) 26. E. Zagheni, V.R.K. Garimella, I. Weber, et al., in Proceedings of the 23rd International Conference on World Wide Web (ACM, 2014), pp. 439–444 27. E. Zagheni, I. Weber, K. Gummadi, Population and Development Review 43(4), 721 (2017) 28. L. Fiorio, G. Abel, J. Cai, E. Zagheni, I. Weber, G. Vinué, in Proceedings of the 2017 ACM on Web Science Conference (ACM, 2017), pp. 103–110 29. J. Blumenstock, G. Cadamuro, R. On, Science 350(6264), 1073 (2015) 30. N. Eagle, M. Macy, R. Claxton, Science 328(5981), 1029 (2010) 31. C.J. McGowan, M. Biggerstaff, M. Johansson, K.M. Apfeldorf, M. Ben-Nun, L. Brooks, M. Convertino, M. Erraguntla, D.C. Farrow, J. Freeze, et al., Scientific reports 9(1), 683 (2019) 32. V.D. Blondel, A. Decuyper, G. Krings, EPJ data science 4(1), 10 (2015) 33. A.A. Salah, A. Pentland, B. Lepri, E. Letouzé, P. Vinck, Y.A. de Montjoye, X. Dong, Ö. Dağdelen, arXiv preprint arXiv:1807.00523 (2018) 34. V.D. Blondel, M. Esch, C. Chan, F. Clérot, P. Deville, E. Huens, F. Morlot, Z. Smoreda, C. Ziemlicki, arXiv preprint arXiv:1210.0137 (2012) 35. Y.A. de Montjoye, Z. Smoreda, R. Trinquart, C. Ziemlicki, V.D. Blondel, arXiv preprint arXiv:1407.4885 (2014) 36. Y.A. de Montjoye, S. Gambs, V. Blondel, G. Canright, N. de Cordes, S. Deletaille, K. Engø- Monsen, M. Garcia-Herranz, J. Kendall, C. Kerry, et al., Scientific data 5 (2018) 37. L. Bengtsson, J. Gaudart, X. Lu, S. Moore, E. Wetter, K. Sallah, S. Rebaudet, R. Piarroux, Scientific reports 5, 8923 (2015) 38. United Nations General Assembly. Transforming our world: the 2030 agenda for sustainable development. https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/post2015/transformingourworld (2015) 39. GSMA. Middle east and north africa: The mobile economy 2018.

https://www.gsmaintelligence.com/research/?file=4341c31bb1650dd595909a6761ffd9f0 (2018)

40. GSMA. Middle east and north africa: The mobile economy 2016.

https://www.gsmaintelligence.com/research/?file=9246bbe14813f73dd85b97a90738c860 (2016) 41. R. Carr-Hill, World Development 46, 30 (2013) 42. J.M. Marshall, M. Touré, A.L. Ouédraogo, M. Ndhlovu, S.S. Kiware, A. Rezai, E. Nkhama, J.T. Griffin, T.D. Hollingsworth, S. Doumbia, et al., Malaria journal 15(1), 200 (2016) 43. Y. Leo, E. Fleury, J.I. Alvarez-Hamelin, C. Sarraute, M. Karsai, Journal of The Royal Society Interface 13(125), 20160598 (2016) 44. J. Saramäki, E. Moro, The European Physical Journal B 88(6), 164 (2015) 45. A. Wesolowski, N. Eagle, A.M. Noor, R.W. Snow, C.O. Buckee, Journal of the Royal Society Interface 10(81), 20120986 (2013) 46. J.E. Blumenstock, N. Eagle, Information Technologies & International Development 8(2), pp (2012) 47. J.E. Blumenstock, in AEA Papers and Proceedings, vol. 108 (2018), vol. 108, pp. 72–76 48. D. Lazer, R. Kennedy, G. King, A. Vespignani, Science 343(6176), 1203 (2014) 49. United Nations Children’s Fund. Magicbox. https://www.unicef.org/innovation/Magicbox (2018). Last accessed on 2019-01-29 50. J. Shaman, A. Karspeck, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 109(50), 20425 (2012) 51. United Nations Children’s Fund. Six point agenda for action for children on the move.

https://www.unicef.org/children-uprooted/agenda-for-action. Last accessed on 2019-01-29 52. J.L. Toole, Y.R. Lin, E. Muehlegger, D. Shoag, M.C. González, D. Lazer, Journal of The Royal Society Interface 12(107), 20150185 (2015) 53. N. Obradovich, J.H. Fowler, Nature Human Behaviour 1(5), 0097 (2017) 54. A. Madan, M. Cebrian, S. Moturu, K. Farrahi, et al., IEEE Pervasive Computing 11(4), 36 (2012) 55. A. Stopczynski, V. Sekara, P. Sapiezynski, A. Cuttone, M.M. Madsen, J.E. Larsen, S. Lehmann, PloS one 9(4), e95978 (2014) 56. T. Raeder, O. Lizardo, D. Hachen, N.V. Chawla, Social Networks 33(4), 245 (2011) 57. P.S. Park, J.E. Blumenstock, M.W. Macy, Science 362(6421), 1410 (2018) 58. J.L. Toole, C. Herrera-Yaqüe, C.M. Schneider, M.C. González, Journal of The Royal Society Interface 12(105), 20141128 (2015) 59. N. Eagle, A.S. Pentland, D. Lazer, Proceedings of the national academy of sciences 106(36), 15274 (2009) 60. P. Expert, T.S. Evans, V.D. Blondel, R. Lambiotte, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 108(19), 7663 (2011) 61. T. Louail, M. Lenormand, O.G.C. Ros, M. Picornell, R. Herranz, E. Frias-Martinez, J.J.

Ramasco, M. Barthelemy, Scientific reports 4, 5276 (2014) 62. J. Saramäki, E.A. Leicht, E. López, S.G. Roberts, F. Reed-Tsochas, R.I. Dunbar, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 111(3), 942 (2014) 63. C.A. Bail, L.P. Argyle, T.W. Brown, J.P. Bumpus, H. Chen, M.F. Hunzaker, J. Lee, M. Mann, F. Merhout, A. Volfovsky, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 115(37), 9216 (2018) 64. F. Lamanna, M. Lenormand, M.H. Salas-Olmedo, G. Romanillos, B. Gonçalves, J.J. Ramasco, PloS one 13(3), e0191612 (2018) 65. N. Garg, L. Schiebinger, D. Jurafsky, J. Zou, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 115(16), E3635 (2018) 66. A. Guess, J. Nagler, J. Tucker, Science advances 5(1), eaau4586 (2019) 67. A. Bovet, H.A. Makse, Nature communications 10(1), 7 (2019) 68. T.W. Valente, Science 337(6090), 49 (2012) 69. E.L. Paluck, H. Shepherd, P.M. Aronow, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 113(3), 566 (2016) 70. G. Miritello, R. Lara, M. Cebrian, E. Moro, Scientific reports 3, 1950 (2013) 71. N. Eagle, Y.A. de Montjoye, L.M. Bettencourt, in Computational Science and Engineering, 2009. CSE’09. International Conference on, vol. 4 (IEEE, 2009), vol. 4, pp. 144–150 72. A. Dobra, N.E. Williams, N. Eagle, PloS one 10(3), e0120449 (2015)