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Abstract

Segregation on the basis of ethnic groups stands as a pervasive and
persistent social challenge in many cities across the globe. Public
spaces provide opportunities for diverse encounters but recent re-
search suggests individuals adjust their time spent in such places
to cope with extreme temperatures. We evaluate to what extent
such adaptation affects racial segregation and thus shed light on a
yet unexplored channel through which global warming might affect
social welfare. We use large-scale foot traffic data for millions of
places in 315 US cities between 2018 and 2020 to estimate an index
of experienced isolation in daily visits between whites and other eth-
nic groups. We find that heat increases segregation. Results from
panel regressions imply that a week with temperatures above 33°C
in a city like Los Angeles induces an upward shift of visit isolation
by 0.7 percentage points, which equals about 14% of the difference
in the isolation index of Los Angeles to the more segregated city
of Atlanta. The segregation-increasing effect is particularly strong
for individuals living in lower-income areas and at places associated
with leisure activities. Combining our estimates with climate model
projections, we find that stringent mitigation policy can have signifi-
cant co-benefits in terms of cushioning increases in racial segregation
in the future.
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1 Introduction

The negative effect of racial segregation on the socio-economic status of
individuals from minority groups has been examined extensively in socio-
logical, geographic and economic studies Massey et al. 1987, Massey 1990,
Cutler and Glaeser 1997. Specifically, crime and violence (Massey 1995,
Krivo et al. 2009, Light and Thomas 2019), labor market opportunities
(Kain 1968), education (Sharkey and Elwert 2011), health (Collins and
Williams 1999, Almond et al. 2006), and intergenerational mobility (Chetty
et al. 2014, März et al. 2022, Chetty and Hendren 2018) are adversely re-
lated to racial segregation. These findings are largely limited to residency
as a determinant of segregation, although daily encounters at work and
leisure activities also strongly shape our experience. To better understand
the dynamics of racial segregation beyond residency, segregation in the ac-
tivity space, i.e. the set of all spaces in which people move in their daily
lives, has become the prime object of investigation Wong and Shaw 2011,
Wang et al. 2018, Athey et al. 2021. An important insight from this recent
literature is that segregation is much lower when individuals spend time
outside of their neighborhoods or in public spaces such as parks, restau-
rants and bars, or accommodation establishments Davis et al. 2019, Athey
et al. 2021.

At the same time, a separate strand of literature on the impacts of cli-
mate change on human activity suggests that individuals use leisure and
outdoor activity substitution as a behavioral adaptation strategy to ex-
treme temperature (Carman and Zint 2020, Berrang-Ford et al. 2021). In
particular, there is evidence that outdoor leisure activity is significantly
depressed when it is hot Zivin and Neidell 2014, Obradovich and Fowler
2017, Dundas and von Haefen 2020, Fan et al. 2023. This raises the im-
portant question whether and to what extent climate adaptation behaviors
may increase the extent of segregation individuals experience. If time spent
in lower-segregation outdoor leisure places, such as green or blue space, is
particularly affected by heat, hot weather could increase racial segregation.
However, the ultimate effect depends on how individuals substitute outdoor
leisure for other activities subject to varying degrees of segregation. For
instance, restaurants or bars are also associated with comparatively low
levels of segregation and heat-induced substitution to these public spaces
could leave overall segregation unchanged. To the best of our knowledge,
the heat-segregation nexus has not been addressed as the two strands of
literature on climate impacts and social segregation remained detached so
far.

We contribute to resolving this deficiency and shed light on the effect of
heat exposure on racial segregation by coupling foot traffic data for millions
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of places with spatial and temporal variations in temperature to derive
the effects hot temperatures induce on segregation in the United States
(US). Our large-scale foot traffic data is aggregated from app-tracking-
based cell phone geolocation data collected by SafeGraph SafeGraph 2022
in 315 metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs) across the US between Jan-
uary 2018 and March 2020. It includes weekly counts of visits and visitors
to almost eight million points of interest (POI) by the census block groups
(CBGs) of visitors’ residences, for which we infer the racial composition
using census data. Building on prior contributions Gentzkow and Shapiro
2011, Athey et al. 2021, we compute an index of weekly experienced isola-
tion in visits. The index provides an estimate of how much less likely it is
for a non-White visit to coincide with a White visit than it is for a White
visit. We infer the heat exposure of visits within MSAs using daily data
from the Parameter-elevation Regressions on Independent Slopes Model
(PRISM) climate mapping system PRISM Climate Group 2022.

Our empirical strategy follows the well-established climate–econometric lit-
erature (Dell et al. 2014, Carleton and Hsiang 2016, Hsiang 2016) and ap-
plies fixed-effects panel regression models to exploit week-to-week variation
of temperature and visit isolation within MSAs (see Model Specification).
It allows us to flexibly control for time-constant differences between MSAs,
weekly nationwide shocks, and state-specific trends and seasonality at the
monthly level in visit isolation and temperature. We argue that tempera-
ture variation net of these fixed effects is plausibly random, allowing causal
interpretation of statistically significant estimates. Compared with sur-
vey data that is often limited by self-reporting bias and a small set of
respondents, our app-tracking-based data provided by SafeGraph give a
more objective and representative picture of human activity under heat
exposure. We show that the data are representative in terms of sex, age,
education, and race, while wealthy households are slightly over-represented
(see Appendix Figs. 7-11).

2 Data

Foot-traffic Data

We use data on about eight million POI, that is, geographic locations such
as restaurants, grocery stores, urban transit systems, and nature parks,
provided by the US company SafeGraph. The 2017 North American In-
dustry Classification System (NAICS) codes associated with the respective
establishments allow for a detailed categorization of POI.
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Information on foot traffic to the POI is provided with the Weekly Patterns
dataset, which is available as of January 1, 2018. When accessed in March
2022, Weekly Patterns covered an average of 0.052 devices per person in the
MSAs of the CONUS. SafeGraph combines geometric information about
places with location data from smartphone application users to determine
visits to POI. When using an application whose provider partners with
SafeGraph, geolocation pings that indicate the location of a device when
used for the purposes of the application are collected via app-tracking. If
such a ping is within a building’s geographic footprint and the next ping
at least four minutes apart is in the same polygon, SafeGraph calls this a
visit. These aggregations include the numbers of visits and visitors. For
each POI, the number of visitors is broken down by the visitors’ home
CBGs.

To determine the origin neighborhood of visitors, SafeGraph infers a de-
vice’s home location from its primary nighttime geohash7 (a geographical
unit from a grid of approximately 500 × 500 feet) determined from at least
six weeks of tracking. This geohash7 is then mapped to the corresponding
CBG, the highest geographic resolution for which demographic data are
available from the census. Linking SafeGraph data with demographic in-
formation from the census, we conclude that the data is representative of
sex, age, education, and race, while wealthy households are slightly over-
indexed (see Appendix Figs. 7-11).

SafeGraph data are widely used in academic research, particularly in arti-
cles related to the COVID-19 pandemic (Allcott et al. 2020, Benzell et al.
2020, Chang et al. 2021, Ma et al. 2021, Li et al. 2022, Jay et al. 2022).
Specifically, these authors examine how social segregation was affected by
the pandemic Park et al. 2021, Li et al. 2022, whether racial segregation
differs between students and adults Cook et al. 2022, and they explore dif-
ferences in movement patterns of population sub-groups Chen and Pope
2020, Prestby et al. 2020.

Weather Data and Climate Projections

The Parameter-elevation Regressions on Independent Slopes Model (PRISM)
climate mapping system (PRISM Climate Group 2022), developed in the
1990s, provides official climate data of the CONUS for the Department of
Agriculture of the United States. One of the PRISM products is the daily
time series of CONUS weather variables, including minimum and maxi-
mum temperature as well as precipitation. The estimates are available
from 1981 and are gridded at a resolution of approximately 4km. The fo-
cus of this product is to obtain the best possible estimates regardless of
temporal consistency and thus uses all weather stations available at the
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time of estimation (PRISM Climate Group 2022). Using the R handbook
that is part of the supplementary material to ref. Ortiz-Bobea 2021, we
aggregate the gridded data to the MSA level. We weight by grid-cell popu-
lation (Burke et al. 2018), for which we use gridded block-level population
data from ref. Falcone 2016. This method of spatial aggregation reflects
the weather condition to which the average person within an MSA was
exposed. We measure precipitation in millimeters and maximum temper-
ature in degrees celsius. We consider maximum temperature because it
is usually the primary measure of how hot a day is, such as in weather
forecasts.

For future climate projections, we consult bias-corrected daily maximum
temperatures from the Geophysical Fluid Dynamics Laboratory’s Prince-
ton Earth System Model (GFDL-ESM4) (Lange and Büchner 2021). The
model belongs to the global climate models in the sixth phase of the Cou-
pled Model Intercomparison Project (CMIP-6). We obtain the data for the
year 2050 for a best-case scenario with strict climate policy (SSP1/RCP2.6)
and a worst-case scenario without emissions abatement (SSP5/RCP8.5).
To aggregate the projection data to the MSA level, we apply the same
procedure as to the PRISM data.

3 Methodology

Visit Isolation Index Estimation

For derivation of an index of racial segregation, we divide visitors into the
groups White and non-White based on their home CBG Athey et al. 2021.
Using 2010 census data, we classify a CBG as White if the majority of the
population of that CBG identifies as White, and otherwise as non-White.
Based on this distinction, visits originating from a particular CBG are
referred to as White or non-White. Alternatively, race could be assigned to
individual visits by stochastic imputation based on the racial composition
of the origin CBG. However, this could lead to an underestimation of the
extent of segregation because it implies that residents of the same CBG
are equally likely to visit POI regardless of self-reported race (Athey et al.
2021).

While our goal is to best reflect individual experiences in the segregation
measure used for our analysis, devices are not identified across locations in
Weekly Patterns. This makes it impossible to determine the actual activity
space of any of the individuals. Therefore, our focus is on segregation
in visits rather than experienced segregation. Experienced segregation is
driven by two factors. One is the set of places individuals visit. If members
of two groups systematically choose different places, this contributes to
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segregation. This factor may reflect a preference for places close to home
or work if those places are themselves segregated, it may reflect particular
preferences that differ systematically by group, such as a preference for
going to the movies over going to the theater, and it may reflect a possibly
unconscious preference for places where one’s group is in the majority.
The second factor is the number of places an individual chooses to visit
in a given time. The latter factor cannot be represented by our data.
Therefore, we estimate how segregated visits are rather than focusing on
individuals in our analysis. Regarding the choice of space within which we
want to estimate the extent of segregation, we decide to focus on MSAs, as
is common in previous contributions Cutler and Glaeser 1997, Echenique
and Fryer 2007, Athey et al. 2021.

We aim to construct an estimator based on the isolation index that mea-
sures segregation of visits to POI within MSAs. To this end, we define aVl ,
bVl and tVl as the number of group a, group b and total visits to POI l ∈ Lm,
respectively, where Lm is the set of POI in area m. For some of these visits,
people travel from outside the area in which the POI is located. Therefore,
we distinguish between visits from within an MSA and visits from outside
it. Our goal is to measure segregation from the perspective of those who
live within the area, but to consider that this perspective is also influenced
by those who visit POIs from outside the area. With that in mind, we
define exposure as

Ea×b,m =
∑
j∈AV

m

1

|AV
m|

bVl(j)
tVl(j)

, (1)

where AV
m denotes the set of visits of individuals from group a that have

home locations in area m. Defining bVl,m as the visits count to location l
of individuals from group b that live in area m, we can reformulate Eq. 1
as

Ea×b,m =
∑
l∈Lm

aVl,m
|AV

m|
bVl
tVl

. (2)

Note that the first factor only considers visitors that reside in area m,
whereas the second factor accounts for all visitors with home locations in
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the United States. Substituting the exposure measure E into the isolation
index Athey et al. 2021 yields the visit isolation index

V Im =
∑
j∈BV

m

1

|BV
m|

bVl(j)
tVl(j)

−
∑
j∈AV

m

1

|AV
m|

bVl(j)
tVl(j)

(3)

=
∑
l∈Lm

bVl,m
|BV

m|
bVl
tVl

−
∑
l∈Lm

aVl,m
|AV

m|
bVl
tVl

, (4)

which is our preferred estimator of the extent of segregation. For this
purpose, we apply the distinction of non-White and White visits defined
earlier. We call these groups nw and w, respectively, and the visit isolation
index becomes

V Im =
∑
l∈m

wV
l,m

|W V
m |

wV
l

tVl
−

∑
l∈Lm

nwV
l,m

|NW V
m |

wV
l

tVl
. (5)

It follows that, on scale of zero to unity, the visit isolation index V Im
estimates the extent to which the population that identifies as White is
exposed to itself more than the population that identifies as non-White is
exposed to it.

Unfortunately, we only know how many different individuals from a given
home CBG stayed at a given POI at least once in a given week, but not
whether they visited the POI multiple times and, if so, how many times.
It follows that we can only estimate the visit isolation index of Eq. 5. To
estimate visits by group based on the available information, we multiply
the number of visitors at a given location, nwN

l and wN
l , by the visits per

visitor at that location, tVl /t
N
l . We estimate the total number of visits by

the two groups in area m in a similar manner as

̂|NW V
m | :=

∑
l∈Lm

n̂wV
l,m :=

∑
l∈Lm

nwN
l,m

tVl
tNl

, (6)

where is ̂|NW V
m | defined accordingly. Finally, our estimator of visit isolation

is

V Iestm =
∑
l∈Lm

ŵV
l,m

|̂W V
m |

ŵV
l

tVl
−

∑
l∈Lm

n̂wV
l,m

̂|NW V
m |

ŵV
l

tVl
(7)

Fig. 1 shows averages of weekly visit isolation estimates from January 1,
2018–March 8, 2020. We choose this period to precede potentially COVID-
19-induced changes in mobility behavior to eliminate a potential source of
confounding. There are 65 MSAs with insufficient non-White visits that

7



are colored gray on the map, because they have an insufficient number
of recorded visits from non-White CBGs, which are excluded from the
analysis, limiting our sample to 315 MSAs.

Model Specification

To examine the relationship between heat and the visit isolation index by
exploiting temporal variation, we fit the fixed effects model

V Iestiτ = Hiτβ + Piτρ+ µi + δτ + ηsm + ϵiτ , (8)

where i = 1, . . . , N = 315 and τ = 1, . . . , T = 114 denote MSA and week,
respectively. V Iestiτ indicates the estimator of the visit isolation index as
denoted by Eq. 7 and Hiτ and Piτ are (1×kH) and (1×kP ) vectors of daily
maximum temperature bins and daily precipitation bins, respectively. The
associated coefficients are denoted by the vector β ∈ RkH×1 and ρ ∈ RkP×1,
with β being the main coefficient of interest. There are MSA fixed effects
µi, week fixed effects δτ and a third set of fixed effects ηsm that account
for time trends specific to the states s and months m in our preferred
specification. Finally, ϵiτ denotes the error term.

The term fixed effect refers to the fact that we model µi and ξiτ :=
[δτ , ηiτ ] as parameters and thus allow for arbitrary correlation with Xiτ :=
[Hiτ , Piτ ].

In this case, assuming

E[ϵiτ |Xi1, . . . , XiT , µi, ξi1, . . . , ξiT ] = 0, τ = 1, . . . , T, (9)

is sufficient to obtain strict exogeneity of the form

E[ϵiτ |Xi1, . . . , XiT ] = 0, τ = 1, . . . , T. (10)

Since they were prominently applied in a climate-agriculture Deschênes
and Greenstone 2007, panel data approaches employing fixed effects have
been widely used in the climate econometrics literature. In the specific case
of regressions involving weather variables, deviations of weather variables
from their unit-specific averages are presumed to be as good as random
after controlling for temporal shocks (Deschênes and Greenstone 2007).
This plausibly random weather variation net of fixed effects establishes
quasi-experimental conditions, thus allowing for the identification of causal
effects (Dell et al. 2014).

When employing fixed effects, time-constant characteristics of the units
that may correlate with both the outcome and the variables of interest,
and may thus bias the estimates, do not need to be explicitly modeled
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(Wooldridge 2010, Hsiang 2016). Nevertheless, there could be time-varying
factors that correlate with Xiτ after controlling for temporal shocks via δτ
and ηiτ . The distribution of Xiτ is determined by geophysical processes
though and therefore other relevant climatic variables not characterized
by Xiτ already are the main concern here (Hsiang 2016). Including ad-
ditional non-climatic variables could itself be a problem, as these could
themselves be affected by weather variation and therefore bias estimates by
over-controlling (Dell et al. 2014). We argue that the deviation of weather
variables from their MSA-specific averages after controlling for country-
wide weekly and state-wide monthly shocks is as good as random and thus
uncorrelated with other determinants of segregation. If this is the case and
the model is correctly specified, then strict conditional exogeneity as in
Eq. 10 holds in our preferred specification, making the estimator β̂ unbi-
ased and causally interpretable.

4 Results

Our outcome of interest is a visit isolation index that measures racial seg-
regation in visits to POI within MSAs (see VI Index Estimation). Fig. 1
and Fig. 2 show the average visit isolation index across 315 MSAs and how
visit isolation varies over time in the three most populous MSAs, respec-
tively. Isolation tends to be higher in the more populous MSAs compared
with the smaller MSAs. The visit isolation index of about 0.4 in New York
implies that a visit from a majority White CBG is 40 percentage points
more likely to coincide with another visit from a majority White CBG than
a visit from a majority non-White CBG.

Fig. 3a shows the estimated effect of maximum temperatures on visit isola-
tion. We form 5°C temperature bins and count the number of days within
a week on which the maximum temperature was in a given bin to model
heat exposure. Thus, we model the temperature-segregation relationship
flexibly. Each of the individual coefficients is interpretable as the change
in estimated visit isolation associated with an additional day of maximum
temperature in the respective bin relative to the reference bin of 20°C to
25°C.

Main Results

We find a U-shaped relationship between temperature and visit isolation.
While the effects of additional cold days on our visit isolation index are
positive but statistically insignificant, our estimates suggest a strong effect
of days with high temperature on visit isolation. Fig. 3a reveals that an
additional very hot day (up to 35°C and higher) is associated with a sta-
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Figure 1: Average visit isolation index

0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
Insufficient NW visits

Average visit isolation index estimates for the MSAs in the CONUS, January 1, 2018–

March 8, 2020. Light-colored areas indicate lower estimates of isolation. Gray-shaded

areas did not have any visits labeled non-White in at least one time period and thus

isolation could not be estimated in all time periods.

tistically significant 0.17 percentage point increase in the isolation index
relative to an additional mild day (up to 20°C to 25°C). In other words, we
estimate that in order for the probability of a non-White visit to coincide
with a White visit to cumulatively decrease by more than one percentage
point relative to the probability of a White visit to coincide with another
White visit, six additional very hot days (16 days of up to 30°C to 35°C; 23
days of up to 25°C to 30°C) are required. In order to help building some
intuition about the magnitude of this effect, we provide a few benchmarks.
In August 2018, Los Angeles experienced a week of average maximum tem-
peratures above 33°C. Our estimates imply that the heat effect of such a
week entails an upward shift of visit isolation by 0.7 percentage points. This
shift equals about 14% of the difference in visit isolation of Los Angeles to
Atlanta, 32% of the difference to Miami, and 80% to San Francisco. As
an alternative benchmark, we compare our results to segregation trends.
In Los Angeles, our visit isolation index shows a decreasing trend over the
sample period (Fig. 2). The positive effect we find for the heat week in the
city is approximately thirty times the decrease in the trend.

Robustness Checks

To control for spatial and temporal confounders of visit isolation, the inclu-
sion of MSA and week-specific fixed effects represents a minimum require-

10



Figure 2: Visit isolation index (VI) for the three most populous MSAs
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V
I

MSA
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Los Angeles

New York

Visit isolation index (VI) estimates from January 1, 2018 – March 8, 2020 for the three

most populous MSAs in the United States. The blue, black, and yellow lines refer to the

MSAs of Chicago, Los Angeles, and New York, respectively. The smooth lines depict a

local quadratic polynomial regression fit with span parameter α = 0.6.

ment for our model specification. These fixed effects restrict the model
to exploit only variation within MSAs and allow for flexibly absorbing
nationwide time trends in the isolation index as well as effects linked to
specific occasions such as national holidays, elections or big sports events.
To account for potential regional time-varying sources of confounding that
could be correlated with both weather and the isolation index, we include
additional fixed effects at the state-month level. While we believe this
fixed effects choice to be most suitable to recover the parameter of interest,
the degree of stringency may be chosen differently. For this reason, Fig. 3b
shows our preferred fixed effects specification in the bottom left panel along
with five alternative fixed effects specifications, all of which include at min-
imum an MSA and a week-specific fixed effect. The panels from left to
right and top to bottom are ordered by increasing level of stringency in
the fixed effects. In all specifications, coefficient estimates and standard
errors for high temperature bins are very robust compared to the preferred
specification. Most specifications also indicate a positive but weaker ef-
fect of cold temperatures; however, it is mostly statistically insignificant.
Results are also robust to computing clustered standard errors instead of
Conley-HAC standard errors (see Appendix Fig. 12) and to changing the
geographic area of reference from MSAs to urban areas as delineated for
the US census (see Appendix Fig. 13).
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Figure 3: The relationship between visit isolation and daily maximum tem-
perature
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(a) Coefficients estimated by regressing visit isolation on daily maximum temperature
bins using a fixed effects model. The 20°C to 25°C bin serves as a reference bin and
precipitation is included as a control variable. MSA, week, and state-by-month fixed-
effects are employed and observations are weighted by MSA population size. Shaded
areas depict asymptotic 95% confidence intervals based on Conley-HAC standard errors.
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(b) Re-estimations of the relationship between visit isolation and daily maximum tem-
perature with alternative fixed effects specifications as indicated by the subheadings of
each panel. The preferred specification from Fig. 3a (bottom left) is compared to spec-
ifications neglecting subregional time trends (top left panel), controlling for statewide
seasonality in calendar quarters (top middle), calendar months (top right), and calendar
weeks (bottom middle), and statewide weekly time trends (bottom right).

Heterogeneity Analysis

To gain an initial understanding of potential mechanisms driving the heat-
isolation relationship, we analyze how the effect of heat on visit isolation
is heterogeneous across three categories of places: outdoor POI associ-
ated with leisure activities, indoor POI associated with leisure activities,
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and grocery stores (Figs. 4a–4c). At outdoor places, both very low and
very high temperatures are associated with higher isolation compared to
moderate temperatures, with the effect of cold weather being particularly
strong. Indoor places show a similar relationship between high temper-
atures and visit isolation, while low temperatures do not have nearly as
significant an effect. While decreases in leisure and outdoor activity re-
lated to hot weather have been shown in previous studies Zivin and Neidell
2014, Obradovich and Fowler 2017, Dundas and von Haefen 2020, Fan et
al. 2023, we provide new evidence documenting that this adaptation to
heat induces a higher degree of visit isolation. In contrast, grocery stores
exhibit fairly constant levels of isolation across the weather distribution,
potentially due to a lower elasticity in demand for groceries.

We also examine whether the relationship between temperature and isola-
tion varies with MSA population size. In general, segregation patterns can
vary substantially across cities. While larger cities tend to have a more
diverse population overall, they may be more segregated across neighbor-
hoods. These baseline differences may also affect how strong the potential
for temperature-induced changes in segregation patterns is. For instance,
moving between areas with different racial and ethnic compositions dur-
ing periods of heat could constitute a greater effort in larger cities. We
find that the effect of heat is strongest in MSAs of the second population
size quartile, corresponding to between 300 thousand and 700 thousand

Figure 4: The relationship between visit isolation and daily maximum tem-
perature across different places of daily activity
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(a) Outdoor Leisure
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(b) Indoor Leisure
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(c) Grocery Stores

The three panels present the relationship between visit isolation and daily maximum
temperature estimated at outdoor POI associated with leisure activities (4a), indoor
POI associated with leisure activities (4b), and grocery stores (4c). All estimates are
based on the regression specification presented in Fig. 3a.
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inhabitants (see Appendix Fig. 14). However, uncertainty in the estimates
prevents us from identifying clear patterns of effect heterogeneity.

As a final heterogeneity analysis, we interact maximum temperature with
an indicator of being above the population-weighted median of MSA-level
30-year average maximum temperature in a varying-coefficient model. Fig. 5a
shows that there is a statistically differential effect only for the association
between isolation and heat of at least 35°C. On such extremely hot days
only MSAs in hotter climates exhibit increased isolation. This suggests
that there is limited to no adaptation to hot temperatures in terms of

Figure 5: Heterogeneity in the relationship between visit isolation and daily
maximum temperature
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The panels present the relationship between visit isolation and daily maximum tempera-
ture when interacting weather variables with an indicator of being above the population-
weighted median of 30-year normal maximum temperature (5a) and household income
per capita (5b). All estimates are based on the regression specification presented in
Fig. 3a.
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maintaining diversity of potential encounters in cities where heat is more
common. Fig. 5b shows the coefficient estimates when interacting the max-
imum temperature bins with an indicator for a per capita income that is
above or below the population-weighted median. The estimates reveal a
strong heat effect on visit isolation in poorer MSAs, whereas it is statisti-
cally insignificant in richer ones.

Heat-induced segregation in a changing climate

With progressing climate change, exposure to higher temperatures will in-
crease. We aim to assess the potential net effect of such climatic changes on
isolation. To this end, we conduct a simple ceteris paribus projection of the
change in the number of encounters a non-White person today would have
with a White person if she lived in a future climate. We proceed as follows:
First, we calculate the weekly difference in the number of days per tempera-
ture bin between the two climate scenarios in 2050 and the reference period
from 1987 to 2017. Second, we multiply the temperature differences with
the estimated coefficients β̂ from Eq. 8 and the total volume of visits. To
derive the individual-level change in the number of encounters, we divide
the quantities by the number of registered devices (see Fig. 6).1

Importantly, this back-of-the-envelope projection neglects potential changes
in the population composition and adaptation. Thus, it only serves as a
first-order approximation of potential racial isolation under future climate
change. We combine the temperature-isolation relationship estimated in
Fig. 3a with two possible climate scenarios from the Sixth Assessment Re-
port of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). A best-
case scenario represents the implementation of strict climate policy that en-
sures a global temperature increase well below 2°C by 2100 (SSP1/RCP2.6),
and a worst-case scenario represents the absence of any emission reductions
leading to a temperature rise of 4.7 to 5.1°C (SSP5/RCP8.5). We consider
the change in between-group encounters in both scenarios compared to the
reference period 1987-2017.

Fig. 6 shows that the encounters decrease in many MSAs in both scenarios
in 2050. However, the number of MSAs that experience increasing isolation
and the magnitude of the projected changes is larger in the worst-case
scenario. Only one MSA in Utah exhibits a notable decrease in isolation.
However, this effect decreases in magnitude from scenario SSP1/RCP2.6 to
SSP5/RCP8.5, suggesting that the former scenario leads to less isolation
than the latter for all MSAs despite substantial geographic heterogeneity.

1To obtain the population-wide change in the number of encounters per MSA, we alter-
natively multiply the calculated quantities with the ratio of MSA population size over
the number of devices recorded by Safegraph (see Appendix Table 1).
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This suggests that strong climate policy has the co-benefit of reducing
temperature-induced racial isolation under global warming. In Appendix
Table 1, we also approximate the total number of foregone encounters that

Figure 6: Projected change in experienced segregation under different cli-
mate scenarios
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Projected change in the number of per capita encounters of non-White and White indi-
viduals in 2050 compared to the reference period from 1987 to 2017. Panel 6a refers to
a best-case climate change scenario with a temperature rise of well below 2°C by 2100,
Panel 6b to a worst-case scenario with a temperature rise of 4.7 to 5.1°C.
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could accrue in the most affected MSAs due to a changing climate in 2050.
In Dallas, for instance, global warming could eliminate up to about eight
million between-group encounters compared to the annual average number
of encounters in the reference period.

5 Conclusion

We find that exposure to daily maximum temperature above 25°C has a
robust positive effect on an index of isolation that estimates the extent of
segregation based on the probability of inter-racial encounters. Therefore,
we conclude that heat positively affects racial segregation. The effect is
particularly strong at places for leisure activities and for individuals living
in lower-income areas. Across the temperature distribution, we find a U-
shaped relationship, though effects of low temperature are mostly smaller in
magnitude and less robust. We project that the net effect of climate change
until the middle of the century is segregation-increasing in most MSAs.
Compared to unabated warming, strict climate policy will consistently lead
to less isolation across the US.

The existence of heat-induced segregation in daily life is hard to grasp quan-
titatively and our study provides the first evidence attesting their existence
based on large-scale foot traffic data. Although the estimated effects re-
main moderate in absolute terms, they may indicate broader behavioral
adjustments to temperatures that affect the interracial exchange and are
undocumented thus far. With these insights, our study calls for further
research. While we shed light on another channel through which global
warming might affect social welfare, only future research can clarify just
how this effect materializes.

Further research is needed that provides explanations for racial differences
in visiting outdoor and indoor leisure places during heat periods. Our
analysis hints at income-related effect differences, and other studies con-
firm that poverty status is an important factor in explaining segregation
(Wang et al. 2018). However, only a further analysis can elucidate the spe-
cific drivers of heat-caused isolation which may include racial differences in
access to different modes of transportation or the distance of residency to
the POI, for instance. In addition, future research could investigate poten-
tial segregation dynamics within the two groups of White and non-White
individuals that we observe. We hypothesize that there are significant
differences in the average socialization, living conditions, and domains of
activity of African Americans, Hispanics, Asian Americans, Native Ameri-
cans, and other groups that we ignore in our simplified two-group consid-
eration.
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Appendix

Appendix Figures

Figure 7: Representativeness of SafeGraph data in terms of sex
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The plot shows how the sex distribution of the SafeGraph users (y-axis) relates to the sex
distribution recorded by the census (x-axis). Both axes count the number of individuals
in million (m). For representativeness the counts should line up along the diagonal line
in blue.
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Figure 8: Representativeness of SafeGraph data in terms of age
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The plot shows how the age distribution of the SafeGraph users (y-axis) relates to the age
distribution recorded by the census (x-axis). Both axes count the number of individuals
in million (m). For representativeness the counts should line up along the diagonal line
in blue.

Figure 9: Representativeness of SafeGraph data in terms of education
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The plot shows how the education distribution of the SafeGraph users (y-axis) relates to
the education distribution recorded by the census (x-axis). Both axes count the number
of individuals in million (m). For representativeness the counts should line up along the
diagonal line in blue.
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Figure 10: Representativeness of SafeGraph data in terms of race
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The plot shows how the race distribution of the SafeGraph users (y-axis) relates to
the race distribution recorded by the census (x-axis). Both axes count the number of
individuals in million (m). For representativeness the counts should line up along the
diagonal line in blue.

Figure 11: Representativeness of SafeGraph data in terms of income
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The plot shows how the income distribution of the SafeGraph users (y-axis) relates to
the income distribution recorded by the census (x-axis). Both axes count the number
of individuals in million (m). For representativeness the counts should line up along the
diagonal line in blue.
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Figure 12: Comparison to robust and twoway clustered standard errors
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The figure shows the coefficients estimated for each of the daily maximum temperature
bins excluding the 20°C to 25°C reference bin based on Eq. 8 and weighting by MSA
population size. The colored areas depict asymptotic 95% confidence intervals based
on heteroskedasticity-robust standard errors in orange, Conley-HAC standard errors in
black, and twoway clustered standard errors in blue.

Figure 13: Sample based on urban areas
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The figure shows the coefficients estimated for each of the daily maximum temperature
bins excluding the 20°C to 25°C reference bin based on Eq. 8. All variables are derived
on the urban area (UA) level and observations are weighted by UA population size.
The shaded areas depict asymptotic 95% confidence intervals based on Conley-HAC
standard errors.
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Figure 14: Estimations based on subsamples with different population size
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Coefficients estimated for each of the daily maximum temperature bins excluding the
20°C to 25°C reference bin based on Eq. 8. We consider six subsamples based on MSA
population size as indicated by the respective subheadings. The subheadings also in-
dicate whether observations are weighted by MSA population size. The shaded areas
depict asymptotic 95% confidence intervals based on Conley-HAC standard errors.

27



Appendix Tables

Table 1: Top ten cities with decreasing encounters

MSA
Present-2050 total change
in encounters (in millions)

under SSP5/RCP8.5 under SSP1/RCP2.6

Dallas, TX 8.0 4.9
Houston, TX 6.9 4.8
Tampa, FL 4.7 3.5
Miami, FL 4.7 2.6
San Antonio, TX 3.7 2.5
Orlando, FL 3.5 2.7
Kansas City, MO-KS 2.8 1.9
St. Louis, MO-IL 2.7 1.5
Atlanta, GA 2.7 1.4
Chicago, IL-IN-WI 2.7 1.4

Projected decreases in the total number of encounters in millions per city in 2050
under climate scenarios SSP1/RCP2.6 and SSP5/RCP8.5.
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