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Avalanches of choice: how stranger-to-stranger interactions shape crowd dynamics
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Pedestrian routing choices play a crucial role in shaping collective crowd dynamics, yet the in-
fluence of interactions among unfamiliar individuals remains poorly understood. In this study,
we analyze real-world pedestrian behavior at a route split within a busy train station using high-
resolution trajectory data collected over a three-year time frame. We disclose a striking tendency
for individuals to follow the same path as the person directly in front of them, even in the absence of
social ties and even when such a choice leads to a longer travel time. This tendency leads to bursty
dynamics, where sequences of pedestrians make identical decisions in succession, leading to strong
patterns in collective movement. We employ a stochastic model that includes route costs, random-
ness, and social imitation to accurately reproduce the observed behavior, highlighting that local
imitation behavior is the dominant driver of collective routing choices. These findings highlight how
brief, low-level interactions between strangers can scale up to influence large-scale pedestrian move-
ment, with strong implications for crowd management, urban design, and the broader understanding

of social behavior in public spaces.

Pedestrian dynamics in crowded spaces emerge from
individuals navigating toward defined goals and from
their adaptive behavior as they interact with one another
and with their physical surroundings. These local inter-
actions give rise to emergent collective behaviors such
as lane formation, stop-and-go waves, and bottlenecks,
which can significantly impact the efficiency and safety
of movement through public infrastructure [1-4]. From
this point of view, routing choice is particularly conse-
quential: although seemingly simple and straightforward,
it emerges from a subtle and often competing interplay
of travel time, path length, crowd density, directional
changes, and perceived comfort [5-11]. Understanding
how individuals make such decisions in real-world set-
tings is therefore essential for the design and operation
of transportation hubs, public buildings, and evacuation
procedures.

Quantitatively, routing choice is often formalized
through cost-minimization models, where individuals are
assumed to select paths that minimize a perceived travel
cost function. These models successfully reproduce ag-
gregate routing patterns under few specific configura-
tions [12—14], but typically treat pedestrians as indepen-
dent decision-makers, unless they belong to predefined
social groups [15, 16]. However, growing empirical and
theoretical evidence shows that local interactions, partic-
ularly imitation and social influence, significantly affect
the collective crowd dynamics. For instance, herding ten-
dencies at bottlenecks and junctions have been observed
in both laboratory and real-life scenarios [17-20], and can
be modeled effectively by introducing imitation rules into
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routing frameworks [19, 20].

Within this scenario, recent research has highlighted
the follow-the-leader (L-F) effect, where individuals (fol-
lowers) tend to align with those who first initiate move-
ment (leaders) [21-23], as a key behavioral mechanism.
Experiments have also shown that individuals are more
likely to follow nearby individuals than distant “opin-
ion leaders” [24], and that the characteristics of leaders,
such as their speed, direction, and location relative to
followers, can significantly impact crowd movement and
evacuation efficiency in emergency drills [21, 25, 26]. Re-
cent work has further explored dynamic L-F interactions,
wherein leader-follower roles emerge spontaneously and
adaptively, allowing individuals to switch whom they fol-
low based on evolving spatial-temporal context [27, 28].

While these studies underscore the importance of local
imitation, they also face several critical limitations: (i)
participants in controlled experiments are often aware of
the study purpose, introducing subjective bias; (ii) labo-
ratory settings are highly confined and simplified, lacking
the spatial complexity of real facilities; (iii) sample sizes
are typically on the order of a few dozen to a hundred
individuals, limiting statistical robustness; and (iv) most
experiments focus on emergency scenarios, offering lim-
ited insight into everyday navigation.

Most importantly, previous studies have rarely dis-
tinguished between following behavior among socially
connected individuals (e.g. friends, families) and those
among complete strangers. This distinction is cru-
cial: it remains unclear whether, and to what extent,
strangers influence each other’s routing decisions in non-
emergency, real-life conditions. Addressing this question
is challenging due to the difficulty of observing sponta-
neous interactions in realistic settings with natural flow,
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spatial complexity, and no experimental manipulation.

Progress is further constrained by the technical chal-
lenge of obtaining long-term, high-resolution measure-
ments in real-life facilities. Consequently, most re-
search on crowd dynamics [29] relies heavily on quali-
tative simulations [30, 31] based on microscopic [32-36]
or macroscopic models [37-40], or on controlled experi-
ments [3, 41, 42] and pedestrian interviews [12, 43, 44],
all of which inevitably alter the natural dynamics under
observation. Consequently, the effect of stranger interac-
tions on pedestrian routing decisions, which is an essen-
tial component for understanding the variability and un-
predictability of real-world crowd flows, remains largely
unexplored.

In this study, we bridge these gaps by leveraging a
large-scale, high-resolution dataset collected at Eind-
hoven Centraal Railway Station (The Netherlands),
thanks to the advances in overhead depth sensing which
provides precise, continuous monitoring of pedestrian
movements in (even high density) real-world settings
without compromising privacy [45-49]. Over a period
from March of 2021 to March of 2024, individual trajecto-
ries occurring on the station platform were recorded with
millimeter accuracy using a commercial overhead track-
ing system. From this dataset, approximately 100,000
passengers who exited the train through specific door
locations were selected for analysis (see Methods for ex-
perimental campaign details). This unprecedented, high-
statistics dataset enables the reconstruction of pedestrian
movements with high temporal (= 0.1 s) and spatial
(= 0.001 m) resolution, offering a real-world statistical
foundation that goes far beyond laboratory-scale experi-
ments.

In this framework, we focus on a subset of pedestrian
trajectories, where individuals, after de-boarding a train,
face a binary routing choice between a direct, shorter
path and a longer path that involves circumventing a
kiosk in the middle of the platform. This simple scenario
serves as a foundational model for studying pedestrian
routing behavior. Through our high-resolution trajectory
measurements, statistical analysis, and stochastic rout-
ing modeling, we uncover a strong “stranger-following
effect”: even when traveling alone (i.e., not part of a so-
cial group), pedestrians show a strong tendency to select
the same path as the person immediately ahead of them.

These dynamics exhibit burstiness and temporal clus-
tering: once a path becomes locally favored, subsequent
individuals disproportionately follow it, leading to tem-
porary flow imbalances. Notably, this behavior does
not optimize throughput or individual efficiency. While
system-wide throughput would be maximized if pedes-
trians were to split evenly between the two paths, we
find that imitation-driven choices often create subopti-
mal routing distributions, both for individuals and for
the collective.

By incorporating an imitation mechanism into a rout-
ing model, we show that stranger-following dominates
over classical factors such as herding and walking-speed

variability, providing a new explanation for how mi-
croscopic fluctuations scale into macroscopic flow pat-
terns. Unlike classical leader-following behavior, where
individuals intentionally follow a designated or knowl-
edgeable leader (e.g., trained personnel or visibly in-
formed agents), the imitation observed here occurs
among anonymous pedestrians with no social hierarchy
or communication. In our setting, pedestrians lack prior
knowledge of which route is preferable, and thus face de-
cision uncertainty. This inference is transient and purely
local, yet it leads to stranger-to-stranger imitation that
differs fundamentally from leader-driven following and
can still create collective route-choice cascades.

Our study revises the standard picture of pedestrian
routing choice by identifying stranger influences as a ro-
bust and quantifiable driver of crowd collective dynam-
ics, highlighting how spontaneous imitation can prevent
the system from achieving either the individual or the
facility-optimal travel times, with implications for real-
time crowd management, emergency planning, and urban
design.

Overview of path choices

We first examine the overall patterns of pedestrian
routing choice.

Due to variability in train stopping positions, the rel-
ative location of each door to the exit varies from train
to train. To capture the range of possible passenger dis-
embarking positions, we focus on a scenario (Fig. 1A)
in which passengers disembark from three representative
door zones, Ly, Lo, and L3 (see Methods). These loca-
tions span increasing distances from a bifurcation point
where the platform path splits into two options for reach-
ing the station exit: (i) Path A: a direct, shorter route,
and (ii) Path B: a slightly longer route that loops around
a central kiosk. For each pedestrian i, we record their
routing choice X; € {A, B}, and their sequence index i,
i.e. the relative order in which they exited the train. This
setup provides a natural testbed for studying how indi-
viduals and crowds resolve routing choices in the pres-
ence of congestion, spatial heterogeneity, and local social
dynamics, especially among strangers.

Figure 1(B-D) shows the resulting pedestrian flow
fields. Density heatmaps reveal strong spatial hetero-
geneity across different door positions: trajectories from
Lq and Ly are more strongly concentrated near Path A
(Fig. 1B and C), whereas flows from L3 exhibit broader
dispersion and a more balanced usage of both paths
(Fig. 1D). While spatial constraints and distance clearly
play a role, these factors alone cannot explain why pedes-
trians arriving under similar conditions sometimes make
different path choices. This raises a key question: to
what extent are individual routing decisions shaped by
the behavior of others, in particular by strangers?
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FIG. 1. Real-life measurement setup and pedestrian
flow patterns at Eindhoven Centraal Railway Station
(The Netherlands). (A) Experimental layout of the plat-
form. Passenger trajectories are recorded using a commer-
cial tracking system. Disembarking passengers from Track 4
exit the train via three door locations—L1, L2, and Ls—and
encounter a path bifurcation, choosing between Path A and
Path B. A large indoor waiting area (Kiosk) is present on the
platform, along with other marked elements such as elevators,
staircases, and benches. Heat maps of pedestrian positions
after exiting through doors (B) L1, (C) L2, and (D) Ls, re-
spectively. Colors represent the density of observed positions
on a logarithmic scale based on a 2D count histogram. Over-
laid streamlines show the mean velocity vector field (spatially
binned), highlighting the most probable pedestrian trajecto-
ries.

The follow-the-leader effect: beyond social groups

A central focus of our study is whether pedestrians
are influenced by the path choices of others, beyond the
well-documented effect of traveling in groups [15, 50].

To disentangle these effects, we classify each i*" pas-
senger disembarking from the train as either: an individ-
ual (I;), a group leader (Ggl)), or group members (ng)).
We assume that group members (one or many) follow the
path choice of their leader. We define the order of the
passenger based on ordered exit times measured within a
two-meter detection zone around each door location (ST
Appendix).

In order to quantify path-choice behavior, we introduce
the definition of three types of probabilities: (i) marginal
probability P(X; = x), giving the overall baseline likeli-
hood that a pedestrian chooses path x € {A, B}; (ii) con-

ditional probability P(X; = x | X;-1 = x), measuring
the tendency of a passenger to repeat the choice made by
the immediately preceding one, thereby quantifying po-
tential short-term social influence; (iii) conditional prob-
ability excluding groups P(X; = x | X;—1 = X,—ng)),
which is restricted to the sole pedestrians not identified
as group members, thus isolating stranger-to-stranger ef-
fects.

Group detection methodology

To reliably distinguish true groups from independent
pedestrians, we developed a group detection method
based on three criteria: average coexistence distance
(dij), (Methods and SI Appendiz), speed covariance
Cov(v;,v;), and directional alignment (cos®); (6 is the
angle between ¥; and ¥, where subscript ¢ and j denote
the i*h and ;' pedestrians, respectively), and (-); is the
time average.

The detected group ratio P(G) is generally robust to
reasonable variations of the detection thresholds. When
all three criteria are combined, P(G) remains stable
across different door locations within a broad range of
distance thresholds (0.5-2.0m) which is reasonable be-
cause group composition is intrinsic and largely indepen-
dent of exit door location, as illustrated in Fig. 2D for
Cov(v;,vj) >0.3 and (cos#); >0.9. The detected groups
composed of one member and one leader are the most
frequent [15]. The group size distribution, detailed de-
tection methods, and analyses of P(G) for each criterion
are provided in ST Appendizx.

Experimental evidence

With these definitions in place, we now examine the
empirical results for passengers exiting from doors L
(Fig. 2A), Lo (Fig. 2B), and L3 (Fig. 2C). The results
show a clear sequential dependence: the probability of
selecting a path is systematically larger when the pre-
ceding pedestrian made the same choice, i.e. P(X; = x|
Xi—1 = x) > P(X; = x). Importantly, this effect per-
sists even when groups are excluded, with P(X; = x |
Xio1 = x,~GP) ~ P(X; = x| Xi-1 = x) > P(X; = X)
and remains robust under all observed congestion levels
on the shorter path (i.e., Path A). These observations
demonstrate that routing choices are not independent:
passengers tend to follow the decision of the person in
front, even when no social ties are present. We refer to
this as the stranger-following effect, revealing that even
strangers exert measurable influence on each other’s path
selection.

For the conditional probabilities shown in Fig. 2(A-
C), group detection used thresholds (d;;), = 1.5 [m],
Cov(vs,v5) = 0.3, and (cos#), = 0.9, based on which ex-
ample trajectories of pedestrians identified as belonging
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FIG. 2. Statistical analysis of pedestrian path-choice behavior. (A-C) Path-choice probabilities for passengers exiting
through doors (A) L1, (B) L2, and (C) L3, plotted against the number of pedestrians on the shorter path (Path A). We
report the marginal probability P(X; = x), the conditional probability P(X,; = x|X;—1 = x), and the probability excluding
groups P(X; = x|Xi—1 = X,—ng)), with x = A (green colors) and xy = B (blue color). The observation of P(X; =
B|X;-1 = B,ﬂGEz))) ~ P(X; = B|Xi-1 = B) > P(X; = B) shows a clear evidence of stranger-following effect. (D)
Group ratio P(G) as a function of the distance threshold with covariance of speeds Cov(v;,v;) > 0.3 and mean directional
alignment (cos6): > 0.9, for door position of Li (blue), Lo (orange), and L3 (green), respectively. In this work, the group
detection are based on the thresholds (di;), = 1.5 [m], Cov(vs,v;) = 0.3, and (cos@), = 0.9. The corresponding example
trajectories of pedestrians identified as belonging to the same group (same color; solid vs. dashed for different members)
are shown in panel (E), with triangles and circles marking start and end points, respectively. For simplicity, we present
only groups of size two, which make up the majority of all observed groups. (F-H) Robustness of the stranger-following
effect: P(X;=B | X;_1=B, ~G\*) computed under two sets of thresholds for the group criteria: (light blue) a reasonable set
((di,5)+=1.5m, Cov(v;,v;)=0.3, (cos€),=0.9) and (red) a deliberately lenient set ((d;,;):=3.0m, Cov(v;,v;)=0.1, {cos);=0.5).
The relation P(X;=B | X;_1=B, —ng)) ~ P(X;=B | X;—1=B) > P(X;=B) persists, indicating robustness to reasonable
variations in detection thresholds, provided the threshold is within a reasonable range and applied uniformly across door
locations.(I) Comparison of group ratios obtained in three ways for each door: (i) conditioned estimates from path-choice
statistics P(ng) | Xi—1=A) (blue) and P(ng) | Xi—1=B) (orange), (ii) the resulting weighted estimate P(G) (green), and (iii)
direct detection based on the three criteria (red). Overall path-choice probabilities P(X;=A) = 0.967,0.855,0.707 for L1, Lo,
and Lgs, respectively.

rectly in front of them, reflecting a localized form of social
influence on decision-making.

to the same group are illustrated in Fig. 2E (same color,
solid vs. dashed lines, indicates the same group).

A natural question arises: does the stranger-following
effect change with different group detection thresholds?
To test this, we performed robustness checks by using

two sets of thresholds: a reasonable set (light blue) and
a deliberately lenient set (red), as shown in Fig. 2(F-H).
Across different door locations, the relation P(X,;,=B |
X,1=B, -G?) ~ P(X,=B | X;_1=B) > P(X,=B)
persists, which confirms that the stranger-following effect
is not an artifact of group misclassification. Even un-
der deliberately lenient thresholds, the conditional prob-
ability remains elevated, which again demonstrates that
pedestrians tend to imitate the path of the person di-

Inferring group ratio from path-choice statistics

An important implication of the statistical character-
istics shown in Fig. 2(A-C) is that the group ratio can
be inferred directly from path-choice behavior. It can
be shown (ST Appendix) that the probability of a pedes-
trian being group members, P(GZ(-Z)), can be estimated
directly from the experimentally measured conditional
path-choice probabilities.



Specifically, the group ratio can be inferred as

PG)= Y 2P(GP | X, =x) P(X;=x). (1)
x€{A,B}

where P(X; = x) are obtained from experimental re-
sults. The conditioned probability, P(GEQ) | Xic1 = x)
(circles in Fig. 2I), can be directly measured from the
experimental data (Fig. 2(A-C)).

As shown in Fig. 2J, the P(G) inferred from path-
choice statistics (green stars) agrees remarkably well with
that detected from trajectory-based group identification
(red triangles), with a discrepancy below 0.05. This
confirms that the group ratio can be reliably estimated
from path-choice statistics. This establishes a quanti-
tative link between microscopic path-choice correlations
and macroscopic group composition.

Theoretical routing model

To explain pedestrians (non-group members) path-
choice behavior and the observed stranger-following ef-
fect, we develop a cost-based routing model [20] in which
each pedestrian selects the path with minimal perceived
cost T;. The model builds on the empirical relation be-
tween walking speed and crowding, and incorporates two
key behavioral mechanisms: (i) Social influence, which
includes both herding (higher perceived cost for a less
frequently chosen path) and the stranger-following effect
(a local bias to repeat the previous pedestrian’s choice);
(ii) Stochasticity, to capture random variability in indi-
vidual speed.

For each path i € {A, B}, the average walking speed
V; declines approximately linearly with the number of
pedestrians V; counted within equally sized observation
zones (purple-shaded regions in Fig. 1A) on the path
i, as shown by the fundamental diagram in Fig. 3A.
Since these zones have identical areas, the counts NN; are
proportional to local density, allowing for valid compar-
isons of congestion effects between different paths (ST
Appendiz). There are no significant differences in the
walking speed across Path A and Path B, as shown by
the probability density functions (PDFs) of V; reported
in ST Appendiz. For simplicity, we consider a linear form
Vi = Vo — kN; that captures this relationship for both
paths, where Vj denotes the free-walking speed and k is
a congestion coefficient. This relation (Fig. 3A, dashed
line) provides a predictive baseline for path-dependent
travel time t; = [;/V;, with [; as the mean streamline
length connecting the corresponding door region to the
selected path, computed from the spatially binned mean
velocity field (details in SI Appendiz).

At the bifurcation, each passenger selects a path by
minimizing a perceived cost

T = fi-rV St (2)

K2

where three behavioral modifiers modulate the pure time
minimization: (i) S; introduces speed variability through

a stochastic realization of V;; (ii) f; is a herding penalty
that penalizes minority choices (and thus higher per-
ceived cost) according to the instantaneous fraction of
pedestrians on each path; (iii) T‘Z(X) rewards alignment
with the pedestrian immediately ahead (and thus a re-
duced perceived cost), effectively biasing decision-making
toward local consistency and transient stranger-following
dynamics. Although more complex formulations are pos-
sible, the simplicity of our current model allows for a clear
and interpretable decomposition of the contribution from
the local interaction factor.

Functional forms, parameter estimation, and model
calibration of the behavioral modifiers are provided in
the Methods. This cost model links microscopic imita-
tion and herding to macroscopic flow patterns and en-
ables quantitative predictions of path-use ratios under
different crowding conditions.

We tested the contributions of these behavioral mod-
ifiers by systematically comparing the conditional prob-
ability excluding the group, P(X; = x | ﬁGl(-z)), X €
{A,B} , from model predictions against experimen-
tal data (Fig. 3(B-G)). The baseline time-minimization
model (¢; only, gray dashed line) captures the broad ef-
fect of congestion but fails to reproduce the empirical
transitions in real choice probabilities (symbols). Adding
stochastic speed variability (S;t;, gray dotted line) im-
proves the local fit by broadening the response but does
not capture the full trend. Similarly, the penalty-only
model from the herding effect (f;t;, orange dash-dotted
line) remains insufficient to explain the observed path se-
lection patterns. In contrast, the reward term from the

stranger-following effect (’I“EX)ti, blue dotted line) alone
recovers the primary structure of the empirical choice
distributions, strongly suggesting that local imitation of
immediate predecessors is the dominant driver of rout-
ing decisions under such configurations. Although speed
stochasticity and penalty costs have been identified as in-
fluential factors in other contexts [19, 20], their inclusion
here yields only minor effects and leaves the qualitative
behavior unchanged, indicating that their impact is sub-
dominant in our setting (SI Appendiz).

Taken together, these results reveal that pedestrian
route choice at bifurcations is not fully captured by
congestion-driven time minimization alone. Instead, so-
cial influences operating at different scales play deci-
sive roles: immediate imitation of the preceding individ-
ual provides the strongest bias, while majority-following
(herding) and speed stochasticity supply additional mi-
nor corrections. This hierarchical structure of influences
highlights the importance of local, short-range interac-
tions in shaping collective pedestrian flow patterns, with
broader overall flowing tendencies emerging as secondary
effects.
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FIG. 3. Theoretical routing model results of path choice. (A) Fundamental diagram showing the relationship between
the average walking speed and the number of pedestrians observed within the same fixed-size segment (purple-shaded regions
in Fig. 1A) on Path A (Na, orange circles) and Path B (Np, blue circles). The two regions have identical length and width;
therefore, the counts directly represent comparable local crowding conditions. The dashed black line represents a linear fit of
the form V; = Vo — kN;, ¢ € {4, B},, with V; = —0.007 m/s and x = 1.2785 m/s. Error bars denote standard deviations.
(B-G) Model-data comparison of the conditional probability excluding groups of choosing Path A (panels B, D, F) and Path
B (panels C, E, G) as a function of the number of pedestrians on Path A, for exit doors L1, L2, and L3. Black symbols:
experiments. Grey dashed: time-minimization-only baseline (¢;). Grey dotted: time-minimization-only + speed variability
(S; - ti;). Orange dash-dotted: herding only (f; - t:). Yellow dashed: herding + speed variability (TEX) - Si - t;). Blue dotted:
following stranger only (rEX) -t;). The following-stranger-only model (blue) already captures the main experimental trends,
while adding herding and speed variability provide only minor local adjustments, showing that the stranger-following effect is
an essential component of pedestrian decision-making. Only the following-stranger-only model (blue) is shown here for clarity;
additional models that include stochasticity and/or penalty terms are provided in SI Appendiz. For all the modeling results
shown in (B-G), (i) the penalty function in Eq. 6 is with a same set of parameters (we apply the penalty function only to T;
on Path A), i.e., a = 0.1, = 20,n0 = 0.2, fa = 1; (ii) the reward function in Eq. 7 is with the parameter I' = 0.9.

Avalanche of path choice

The presence of stranger-following behavior suggests
that routing decisions may be temporally clustered,
rather than occurring independently. To investigate this,
we analyzed the distribution of inter-person intervals, At,
which represent the time between consecutive pedestri-
ans selecting Path B (Fig. 4A).

If pedestrian decisions were independent, the inter-
arrival times At between consecutive selections of Path
B would follow an exponential distribution, P(At)
Ce 2t with a constant decay rate ), as expected for
a Poisson process. However, in Fig. 4(B-D) insets, the
fact that the local decay rate A(At) varies with At shows
that the underlying choice dynamics deviate from a uni-
form Poisson process.

To provide clearer evidence for the existence of choice
avalanches, we computed the conditional probability
P(X; = B | X;_m = B,~G®). Physically, this quan-
tity measures the tendency of pedestrian ¢ to follow the
Path-B choice made by a stranger (i —m) who is located
m decisions earlier, thereby capturing the persistence of
short-range imitation along the decision sequence. As
shown in Fig. 4(E-G), for all door locations (Li—Ls),
P(X; = B | Xi_yn = B,~G®) remains systematically
higher than P(X; = B), which demonstrates that the

influence of a prior Path-B choice propagates across mul-
tiple individuals downstream. The extent to which this
influence persists, namely the magnitude of the choice
avalanche, can be quantified using Rp, defined as the
number of consecutive pedestrians choosing Path B (run-
length of Path B). Figure 4(H) shows the probability
P(Rp = k) for the empirical data (circles) together with
a baseline generated from an independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) Bernoulli process (squares), in which
each pedestrian chooses Path B with the same empirical
probability. The empirical distributions exhibit consis-
tently heavier tails than those of the i.i.d. baseline, which
confirms the temporal clustering of choices for Path B:
once one pedestrian chooses Path B, subsequent pedes-
trians are more likely to follow, forming “avalanches” of
consecutive choices.

To further quantify these temporal correlations, we
performed a factorial-moment analysis. For a Poisson
process with mean rate A, the factorial moment of or-
der k for the event counts n satisfies (n®)) = A¥ (de-
tails in ST Appendiz). As a consequence, the normalized
ratio log(n®))/log(n(!)) is expected to increase linearly
with k. In Figure 4(D-E) we compare the experimental
data with two reference sequences: (i) a Poisson pro-
cess of the same mean rate as the experimental data
(black circles) representing independent and randomly
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FIG. 4. Avalanche of path choice. (A) Definition of (i) the inter-person time interval, At, between consecutive pedestrians
who choose Path B; and (ii) the magnitude of Path-B avalanche, Rp, defined as the number of consecutive pedestrians who
choose Path B. (B-D) Probability density function (PDF) of At for doors L1, L2, and Lg, respectively. Black dashed lines
show the exponential fit f(At) = Ce 2t where X is the average rate of choosing Path B. The fit excludes unreliable bins:
(i) very small time intervals (typically At < 1.2s), where the exponential trend cannot extend due to geometric or social
constraints (gray bars), and (ii) insufficient statistics (light-gray bars). Insets: corresponding effective local decay rate A(At).
The rate is obtained from sliding-window exponential fits of the empirical PDF. Each point corresponds to a local regression
over a 7.5 s window (20 bins), shifted by 1.13 s (detailed calculation process is reported in SI Appendiz). The deviation of
A(At) from a constant value indicates that the underlying choice dynamics do not follow a uniform Poisson process. The
total number of events for analysis is 903 (L1), 4182 (Lz), and 10529 (Ls). (E-G) Conditional probability excluding group
pedestrians, P(X; = B | Xi—m = B,~G?), for door location of L (E), Lo (F), and Lz (G). The dashed lines indicate
the probability of choosing Path B, P(X; = B). The fact that P(X; = B | X;—m = B,~G®) remains systematically
higher than P(X; = B) indicates that the Path-B choice influences persist across multiple individuals afterwards. (H) The
probability of an avalanche magnitude Rp = k for door locations of Lq (blue), Lo (orange), and L3z (green). Circles indicate
the empirical results, while squares denote the corresponding i.i.d. Bernoulli baseline. The probability P(Rp = k) is computed

as P(Rp =k) = %, where No.(Rp = i) denotes the number of occurrences with Rp = i. The corresponding i.i.d

Bernoulli process is generated by assigning each individual to choose Path B with probability P(X; = B) and Path A with
probability (1 — P(X; = B)). For door location (L1 — L3), the value of P(X; = B) is matched to its empirical counterpart
(dashed lines in (E-G)). The empirical distributions of Rp exhibit consistently heavier tails than those of an i.i.d. Bernoulli
process, confirming the temporal clustering of choices for Path B: once one pedestrian chooses Path B, subsequent pedestrians
are more likely to follow, forming “avalanches” of consecutive choices. (I-J) Normalized factorial-moments analysis for Lo and
log (n(P)

loiin“);
moment of the event counts within each window. Results are compared with two benchmarks: a Poisson process with the same
mean rate (black circles; average over 30 realizations, errorbars indicate standard deviation) and an artificially constructed
equally spaced sequence with mean spacing comparable to the data (stars). No factorial moments are shown for L; due to the
small number of Path B choices at this door, which prevents reliable estimation of higher-order statistics.

L3 using sliding time windows of length Tywindow (colorbar). We plot versus the order p, where n® is the p-th factorial

timed events, and (ii) a perfectly regular, equally spaced sequence (stars) representing maximal regularity (details



in ST Appendix).

Across all orders, the experimental curves lie between
these bounds: below the Poisson baseline (indicating
stronger correlations than random timing) but above the
perfectly regular sequence (indicating retained variabil-
ity). Furthermore, a clear dependence on the window
length can be observed: For short windows, the mo-
ments are close to the equally spaced reference, indicat-
ing that, at this timescale, Path B selections are highly
regular due to the stranger-following effect (i.e., micro-
scale correlation). As the window length increases, the
moments gradually move toward the Poisson baseline,
as multiple avalanches and periods of inactivity average
out short-timescale correlations and become less sensi-
tive to bursty fluctuations (i.e., macro-scale averaging).
This trend highlights a scale-dependent structure: Path
selection is temporally correlated at short timescales but
appears more random at longer timescales, a representa-
tion of the stranger-following effect.

Overall, these findings reveal that localized social influ-
ence triggers collective cascades in routing decisions. In-
dividual choices can rapidly propagate through successive
strangers, generating temporally correlated avalanches of
path selection. This avalanche behavior underscores the
importance of incorporating social contagion into mod-
els of pedestrian routing and opens the door to broader
discussions on collective dynamics in human mobility.

Conclusions and Outlook

In this work, we investigated pedestrian routing be-
havior in a realistic transit environment, combining high-
resolution trajectory measurements, statistical analysis,
and theoretical modeling. Our results reveal that path
selection is shaped not only by spatial constraints (e.g.,
exit door locations) and levels of congestion but also by
short-range interactions between strangers. Notably, we
identified a pronounced and robust stranger-following ef-
fect, where individuals are likely to choose the same path
as the pedestrian immediately ahead, even in the absence
of pre-existing social groups and even when this is not the
individual optimal choice. As a consequence, the result-
ing flow does not maximize either the individual travel
time or the collective throughput: in a theoretical sta-
tionary regime with a very large number of pedestrians,
the facility would achieve maximal flow at roughly a 50-
50 route split, but the finite and transient nature of the
pedestrian flows studied here means that this idealized
optimum is not realized in practice, and the observed un-
balanced usage that benefits neither side instead arises
from the short-range imitation. This effect was sys-
tematically quantified through conditional path-choice
probabilities and factorial-moment analyses, highlight-
ing both microscale correlations and temporally clustered
“avalanches” of consecutive choices. Importantly, the as-
sociated dynamics reveal that the stranger-following ef-
fect can be overwhelming compared with other contribut-

ing factors, often dominating the decision-making process
at the bifurcation points. To understand the underlying
mechanisms, we developed a cost-based routing model
as a supplementary phenomenological representation, in-
corporating stochastic walking speeds, herding behav-
ior, and the stranger-following effect. We demonstrated
that the stranger-following effect constitutes the domi-
nant driver of route choice at bifurcations, with others
serving as secondary modifiers that refine but are insuffi-
cient to explain the observed patterns on their own. The
strong agreement between model predictions and experi-
mental observations underscores the importance of inte-
grating multi-scale social influences into predictive frame-
works for pedestrian dynamics. An important method-
ological insight from the current work is that group ratio
can be inferred from path-choice statistics, providing a
complementary approach to trajectory-based group de-
tection. This is particularly useful in contexts where ex-
plicit identification of social groups is challenging and
offers an elegant complementary method and cross-check
for traditional methods.

The current work also resolves limitations encountered
in earlier studies of routing choices [19, 20], where lim-
ited statistics and highly imbalanced path usage made
it impossible to probe correlations between consecutive
choices. In contrast, our long-term recordings yield high
statistical resolution and enable us to detect subtle dif-
ferences in choice probabilities down to the level of a
few percent. Crucially, this allows us to uncover a phe-
nomenon entirely absent in earlier studies: the “follow-
stranger effect”.

Looking ahead, our findings have several implications.
First, they highlight the need to account for short-
range social contagion in models of pedestrian dynamics,
particularly in high-density and safety-critical environ-
ments, e.g., train stations or event venues. Second, the
avalanche-like temporal clustering of decisions suggests
that local interventions (e.g., guidance signage or real-
time crowd information) could propagate through the
stranger-following effect to influence the collective flow
patterns efficiently. More broadly, these results empha-
size that spontaneous imitation can drive the system into
states that are suboptimal both for individuals and for
the facility as a whole, a key consideration for real-time
crowd management and infrastructure design. Finally,
the combination of empirical, statistical, and modeling
approaches developed here provides a versatile frame-
work to study social influence in other types of collective
human behavior, ranging from pedestrian flows in urban
areas to decision-making evacuation scenarios.

Collective decision-making is often understood to arise
through two main mechanisms: a top-down process,
where a few designated leaders or individuals drive the
behavior of the followers [21-23, 25, 26]; and a bottom-
up process, where large-scale patterns emerge from local
interactions without any designated leadership [24, 51].
Our findings suggest that the collective patterning in
pedestrian dynamics offers an intermediate perspective.



Specifically, while local social imitation is inherently
bottom-up, it effectively amplifies and cascades specific
and potentially subtle “preliminary decisions” made by
a few individuals (e.g., those moving slightly ahead or
showing stronger preferences for a specific path), ulti-
mately resulting in macroscale directional guidance. This
mechanism reveals how “leadership” can be transiently
and dynamically “constructed” in the local environment
through behavioral imitation and decision cascade, even
in the absence of formally pre-assigned leaders or central-
ized control.

Beyond pedestrian dynamics, the discovery that micro-
scopic social imitation generates macroscopic collective
patterns resonates with key questions in multiple disci-
plines. A similar amplification of local interactions is ob-
served in biological systems [52-57], such as ants reinforc-
ing pheromone trails during foraging, fish schools or bird
flocks propagating directional preferences, and bacterial
or cellular populations responding collectively to chemo-
tactic gradients. In these cases, locally transmitted infor-
mation, whether chemical, visual, or mechanical, is capa-
ble of cascading through the group and producing large-
scale organizational patterns. Analogous phenomena ap-
pear in active-matter systems [1, 58, 59], where simple
interaction rules lead to emergent patterns (e.g., sponta-
neous alignment, clustering, or flow redirection). By pro-
viding a quantitative framework for how local imitation
shapes routing decisions in human crowds, our results
create a bridge between empirical pedestrian dynamics
and these broader classes of collective behavior, suggest-
ing that conceptually similar mechanisms may emerge
across living, technological, and physical systems, even if
driven by different underlying factors.
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Methods

Experimental campaign

We analyze a dataset comprising pedestrian trajecto-
ries collected over a three years period, from March 2021
to March 2024, totaling about 30,000,000 trajectories (in-
cluding all the disembarking passengers and the people
already present on the platform). The data was gath-
ered at tracks 3 and 4 of Eindhoven Centraal Railway
Station (The Netherlands) using a commercial, anony-
mous tracking system based on 3D stereoscopic imag-
ing. This system employs 22 overhead pedestrian track-
ing sensors (Xovis), covering an area of approximately
1400 m?. Each sensor captures images at a rate of 10
frames per second, processes the stereo images in real-
time, and records only the pedestrian locations as x, y
coordinate pairs. The system uses overhead depth sens-
ing and produces fully anonymized trajectories, without
recording RGB images or any identifiable data, in full
respect of individual privacy.

An example dataset spanning two months is available
in Ref. [60]. In our study we specifically focused on pedes-
trian flows moving toward the platform exit and disem-
barking from trains at designated door locations from
track 4 (see Fig. 1).

We apply filters to include only trajectories that sat-
isfy the following criteria: (i) passengers who disembark
from track 4 at specific door locations (i.e., L, Lo, and
L3), and (ii) trips for which the corresponding train in-
formation (arrival and departure times) is complete. Af-
ter filtering, the dataset includes approximately 100,000
individual trajectories used for our analysis.

Because the stopping position of the train fluctuates
slightly between arrivals, the longitudinal positions of the
doors vary within several meters. To accommodate this
variability, we define the three door ranges as: (i) L; :
x € 475+ 3.75 m, (ii) Ly : ¢ € 56.25 + 5.00 m, and
(iii) Ly : ¢ € 66.25 & 5.00 m. In the analyzed dataset,
approximately 48% of the trains show two consecutive
doors within 7.5 m, 53% within 10 m, and 79.4% within
15 m. These statistics indicate that different doors of
the same train can fall into different ranges, leading to
natural fluctuations in the inflow to Path A /B zones from
each door range.

Our analysis does not involve personal data and was
approved with Ethical Review ERB2020AP1.

Group detection criterion: average coexistence
distance

For pedestrians ¢ and j, the average coexistence dis-
tance is calculated as

(o) = 5 / ClEm -zl @)
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with At ; = £ttt and
max(t?tart, t;tart)7 t?’njd — min(t‘f“d, tgnd).
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Routing model

The routing model was built on the cost-based frame-
work from a previous work [20], in which each pedestrian
selects the path with the minimal perceived cost. We
extend this model by incorporating two key mechanisms:
social influence and stochasticity.

At the bifurcation, each passenger selects a path by
minimizing a perceived cost

To= i Sioti= fior® S (@)
i
where t; = 1;/V; is the deterministic travel time. This
formulation allows behavioral modifiers to modulate pure
time minimization. The walking distance I; of pedestrian
i depends on both the chosen path (Path A or Path B)
and the door location. Here, we define [; as the mean
streamline length connecting the corresponding door re-
gion to the selected path, computed from the spatially
binned mean velocity field (see SI for details).
The first modifier is speed stochasticity, modeled as

Vi

Stoch
— W’ Vz‘( toch) NN(VMU‘Q/)’ (5)
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where Vi(StOCh) represents a stochastic realization of walk-
ing speed, with V; estimated from the linear fit in Fig. 3A
and variance o estimated empirically from the full ex-
perimental dataset (o = 0.116m/s). This term cap-
tures the natural heterogeneity in walking speed across
individuals, introducing variability in predicted costs
even under identical crowding conditions.

The second modifier accounts for herding behavior. We
introduce a multiplicative penalty function [20]

fi=(0+4a)—a-tanh[s- (n; —no)], (6)

where a, s, and ng are tunable parameters, and n; =

NAJXiNB is the fraction of pedestrians present along the

path that is chosen by the i*? pedestrian at the time of de-
cision [61]. This function penalizes minority choices and
rewards majority-following decisions. The hyperbolic
tangent form ensures smooth saturation of the penalty as
group imbalances grow, reflecting diminishing marginal
influence when one path becomes strongly dominant.
Finally, we incorporate a reward to capture short-range
imitation of the immediately preceding pedestrian, i.e.,
stranger-following effect. This is defined as

TEX) =1—7 -I(Prev; = x), (7)
where v € [0,1] tunes the reward magnitude, and I(-)
is an indicator function equal to 1 if the current pedes-
trian chooses the same path y as the previous pedestrian,



and 0 otherwise. A reduced cost thus arises when succes-
sive pedestrians align in their choices, effectively biasing
decision-making toward local consistency and transient
stranger-following dynamics.
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Supplementary Information

I. Comparison between stranger-to-stranger imitation and traditional follow-the-leader behavior

To clarify the mechanism underlying our observations, we summarize the conceptual differences between the classical
follow-the-leader paradigm and the stranger-to-stranger imitation reported in our study (Table I).
Unlike classical leader-following, the stranger-to-stranger imitation we observe:

1. Emerges among anonymous strangers without social hierarchy or communication;
2. Is purely local and transient, based on the immediate predecessor only;

3. Arises because an individual may implicitly infer that the preceding pedestrian may have a locally better reason
to choose a route under uncertainty.

Despite its minimal nature, this mechanism is sufficient to generate bursty cascades of route choices.

II. Definition of the order of the exiting passengers

In this study, the order of the exiting passengers is defined strictly by the temporal order in which passengers exit
the train. The typical width of a train door is 1 — 1.3 m (information obtained from trainsforumnl.jouwweb.nl
and https://www.treinenweb.nl/materieel/VIRM/), which effectively allows only one passenger to pass through
at a time. The initial appearance of a passenger in the camera view can exhibit small unstable oscillations, the exact
moment of detection may vary. To avoid this temporal detection uncertainty when determining the exit order of
passengers, around each door for each arriving train, a two-meter circular detection boundary is defined (see Fig. 1).
Any individual who first appears within this boundary during the interval (o, to+At), where At = min{¢; —to, 300 s},
is identified as a passenger exiting from that door, with ¢ the train arrival time and ¢; the train departure time, and
they will form the dataset for analyzing the route choices. The time at which a pedestrian first crosses the boundary
is recorded as their exit time. The sequence of exiting passengers is therefore established solely based on these exit
times, and the preceding pedestrian for passenger ¢ is defined as the individual who exits immediately before them.
This procedure eliminates ambiguity arising from two-dimensional motion, local proximity changes, or field-of-view
variations.

III. Generalized congestion measure

Congestion on Path A (Path B) is quantified by the instantaneous number of pedestrians, N4 (Npg), located in the
Path A (Path B) region at the moment a new passenger exits the train. This measure reflects the combined effects of
several factors, including (i) the number of passengers descending from different door ranges, (ii) the number of pedes-
trians already present in the area, and (iii) stochastic variations in walking speed and delays. Therefore, variations
in the inflow from any particular door range are naturally incorporated into this aggregated congestion indicator.
Although door-level inflows contribute to fluctuations in Path A occupancy, the observed sequential dependence in
route choice (i.e., P(X; = x | X;-1 = X7ﬁGl(-2)) ~ P(X; = x| Xi—1 = x) > P(X; = x) reported in Fig. 2(A-C) in
the main text) remains robust across all levels of congestion, indicating that the stranger-following effect reflects a
general behavioral tendency rather than a condition limited to particular inflow scenarios.

IV. Group detection methodology

Two pedestrians are considered part of the same group if they coexist for longer than five seconds and satisfy all
three conditions:

(i) The time-averaged inter-personal distance during coexistence, (d; ;), (details in Methods), is smaller than a
chosen threshold. For pedestrians ¢ and j

end

(i) = 5= [ 80 =50 (s.1)
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where ¢5727% = max (%0, ¢5tart) | gend — min(eend, ¢4 At ;= tend — itart,

(ii) The covariance of their speeds, Cov(v;,v;), exceeds a threshold;

(iii) The velocities of the two pedestrians are sufficiently aligned, i.e., the cosine value of the angle 6 between ;
and ¥; exceeds a threshold.

Based on these criteria, the group with a leader (who exits the train earlier) and several members (one or more) is
identified.

The detected group ratio, P(G), was examined as it varies with the selected threshold, using three distinct criteria
to identify groups. The first criterion, average coexistence distance, measures how close individuals are to one another
over time. The second, velocity covariance, captures the degree to which individuals move with similar speed patterns.
The third, directional alignment, quantifies how consistently individuals align their movement directions with each
other. Together, these criteria provide a comprehensive assessment of how the threshold affects group detection. As
shown in Fig. 2, the detected group ratio is presented as a function of the chosen threshold based on the criteria of
(a) average coexistence distance; (b) velocity covariance; and (c)directional alignment for door positions of L; (blue),
Lo (orange), and L3 (green), respectively.

The distributions of the detected group sizes for the door locations of Ly (blue), Lo (orange), and L (green),
respectively, are shown in Fig. 3. The tendency of the group size distribution observed in the current study agrees
with that reported in [15].

V. Calculation of walking distance [;

In the theoretical model, we need to explicitly calculate the walking distance [; of pedestrian ¢, whose value depends
on both the door location (L; (z € 47.50 £ 3.75m), Ly (x € 56.25 £5.00m), L3 (z € 66.25 £ 5.00m)) and the choice
between Path A and Path B. To ensure consistency, we define I; as the mean length of the streamlines obtained by
integrating the spatially binned mean velocity field for pedestrians exiting from door L;. Specifically, for each door
L;, we vary the starting points within the door range to generate streamlines leading to Path A and Path B. The
average length of all streamlines reaching Path A gives [; for Path A, and the average length of those reaching Path B
gives [; for Path B.

We illustrate the calculation by considering a pedestrian exiting from door Ly and selecting Path A. The procedure
is as follows:

1. Average streamlines The observed walking area is divided into a regular spatial grid, and the mean pedestrian
velocity is computed in each cell. Individual trajectories are extracted from the depth-camera recordings and
filtered to retain only those originating from L;. The trajectories are smoothed using a Savitzky—Golay filter
[62] to reduce noise and suppress discontinuities that could otherwise affect velocity estimates. Instantaneous
velocities are then obtained by finite differencing of consecutive smoothed positions. For each spatial bin, the
velocity vectors of all relevant trajectory segments are averaged to yield the local mean velocity, stored as two
matrices v, and v, for the z- and y-components, respectively. A two-dimensional mean velocity field is visualized
by integrating streamlines through these matrices, producing continuous curves indicating the dominant flow,
as shown in Fig. 1(B-D) of the main text and in Figs. 5-7.

2. Define starting points and velocity field interpolation To generate a streamline from an arbitrary starting
location within the door region, the velocity vector ¥(z(t),y(t)) at any position is obtained by interpolating o,
and v,. The streamline is then integrated using [63]

R R N B ORTO))

with the initial point (z¢,yo) chosen within the spatial range of the given door.

3. Average distance By varying the starting point across the L; door range (xz € 47.50 £ 3.75m), multiple
streamlines are generated (examples shown as thick solid lines in Figs. 5-7). The length of each streamline is
measured, and the mean of these lengths defines s; for pedestrians exiting from L, along Path A.

4. Apply consistently across doors and paths. The same procedure is repeated for each door—path combina-
tion to obtain values of s; across the dataset.

To resolve the streamlines more accurately near the doors, we focus on the region = € [40, 70] m, which includes
all three door locations. The Path A region spans z € [29,49.5]m, y € [—0.4,3.7]m, and the Path B region spans
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x €[29,49.5| m, y € [-9.2, —5.1] m. Within = € [29,40] m, the travel path is approximately straight with a length of
As = 11 m. Hence, the total walking distance is given by

Figure 4 presents the probability density function (PDF) of s;—the average streamline length within = €
[40,70] m—for Path A (top row) and Path B (bottom row) for pedestrians exiting from doors L, Ls, and Lsj.
The resulting mean travel distances [; are summarized in Table II.

VI. Inferring group ratio from path-choice statistics: detailed derivation

We have mentioned in the main text that the group ratio, P(G), can be directly inferred from path-choice statistical
characteristics.

To formalize this, the individual (I;) and the group leader (GEI)) are classified into the same type, i.e., —\Gl@). Under
this classification, the conditional probability that pedestrian i repeats the choice made by the immediately preceding
pedestrian can be decomposed as [64],

P(Xz:B|XZ_1:B):
P(X;=B|X;1=B,G) PGP | Xi 1 = B)+ (8:2)
P(X;=DB|X;_, = B,~G"?). P(~G'? | X;_, = B)

To separate the effects of group and independent behavior, we note that for any pedestrian i following a previous
choice X;_1 = B, the probability of belonging to a group or not sums to unity:

P(G? | X,.y =B)+P(-G? | X;_, =B) = 1. (S.3)
Combining Eq. S.2 and Eq. S.3, we can solve for the conditional probability that pedestrian i belongs to a group:
PGP | Xio1=B) =

P(X;=B|X,.1=B)-P(X;=B|X,_1 = B,-G?) (5.4)
P(X;=B|X,.1=B,G?) - P(X;=B| X;_, = B,-G%?)

Based on the assumption that two pedestrians from the same group always choose the same path, we have
P(X;=B|X,.1=B,G%)=1. (S.5)

This is because if the pedestrian ¢ is a group member, then the pedestrian (i — 1) must be the group leader. Since
conditioning on X;_; = B implies that the group leader has chosen B, and the group member necessarily does the
same, i.e., X; = B.

Eq. S.4 then simplifies to

PGP | Xio = B) =
P(X;=B|X,.1=B)-P(X;=B| X,1 = B,~-G?) (S.6)
1-P(X;=B| X,.1 = B,-G?)

where all terms on the right-hand side have been directly measured from the experimental data (blue in Fig. 2(A-C)
in the main text).
A completely analogous expression holds for path A:
PG| Xioa = A) =
P(X;=A|X; 1 =A)—P(X;=A| X;_, = A,-G?) (8.7)
1-P(X; =A| X,_1 = A,-G)

with the corresponding inputs taken from Fig. a(A-C) (green) of the main text.
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Now we can express the overall probability of a pedestrian ¢ being a group member using the law of total probability
[64]:

P(GP)=P(GP? | Xiy = A)- P(Xi_y = A)+

(S.8)
P(G® | X;_1 = B)- P(X;_, = B)
This can be equivalently written as
P(GP?) =P(G? | Xi1 = A) - P(X; = A) 59)
+P(G? | X,_, = B)- P(X; = B) '
where P(X; = A) and P(X; = B) are obtained from experimental results, as shown in Fig. 2I in the main text.

Finally, noting that each group consists of two members, the estimated group ratio is

P(G) = P(GP) %2 (S.10)

VII. Velocity probability density function (PDF) for two different density ranges

The probability function (PDF) for pedestrian velocity is estimated for two crowd density ranges: (i) N < 16; and
(ii) N > 16. As shown in Fig. 8, the blue line is for Path A, and the red-dashed line is for Path B.

VIII. Extra model analysis

In the main paper, we have demonstrated that, when starting from a purely time-minimization baseline, neither
stochasticity nor penalty terms alone are sufficient to reproduce the experimentally observed routing behavior. In
contrast, introducing the reward term correctly predicts the experimental trend. Here, by presenting extra model
prediction results, we show that any additional modifiers only lead to minor adjustments. As shown in Fig. 9, models
that include extra components (Reward + Stochasticity, Reward + Penalty, Reward 4+ Both) yield similar predictions
to that from the Reward-only model. Among all model components, the reward term is the decisive factor responsible
for reproducing the experimental trend. Stochasticity and penalty functions merely provide small refinements and are
included primarily for completeness and for comparison with standard formulations in literature [19, 20]. Notably,
they do not alter the qualitative trend predicted by the Reward-only model.

IX. Calculation of the effective local decay rate A(At)

To evaluate the temporal dependence of the effective rate A(At) associated with the distribution of inter-person
time intervals, At, for pedestrians choosing Path B, we adopted a local fitting procedure over the tail of the empirical
probability density function (PDF). After excluding short time intervals At < 0.8 s, where geometric and social
constraints bias the statistics, we fitted the decay of the PDF in a semi-logarithmic representation. Specifically, the
logarithm of the histogram counts log P(At) was regressed against At using sliding windows of fixed length.

Let x denote the bin centers and y = log P(At) the corresponding logarithmic counts. For each window of width
approximately 7.5 s, containing 20 consecutive bins, we performed a linear regression of the form

log P(At) = a — Aoc At (5.11)

which yields a local estimate of the decay rate A\jo.. The window was then shifted by approximately 1.13 s, and the
fitting procedure was repeated. The resulting values were assigned to the midpoint of each window, producing an
effective rate A\(At) as a function of At.

This sliding-window fit ensures that (i) each estimate is obtained from a sufficiently large sample (20 histogram bins),
(ii) the analysis remains robust to local fluctuations, and (iii) potential deviations from a constant Poissonian rate
can be directly quantified.

The resulting A(At) allows us to distinguish between a homogeneous Poisson process and an interaction-driven prop-
agation of choices.
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Supplementary Figure 1. Definition of the order of the exiting passenger. The black dots denote the people who
have already standing on the platform. The red dots denote the passengers who just get off the train. The blue circle represents
the detection boundary based on which the order of exiting passenger is defined.

X. Factorial moment analysis

The factorial moment of order k is defined as

<n(k)> = E[XE] = E[X(X — 1)(X —2)--- (X =k +1)], (S.12)
where X2 = X (X —1)(X —2)--- (X — k + 1) is the falling factorial. For a Poisson distribution, (n®¥)) = A\, p =
1,2,3,..., so the normalized factorial-moments ratio, %, is expected to be linear in k with a slope of one.

One of the two reference sequences is a perfectly regular, equally spaced sequence (stars) representing maximal
regularity. In this work, the equally spaced reference sequence is chosen to contain N = 5 Path B selection events
in each sliding window, so that the fifth-order factorial moment exists. The factorial moments of order p are given
by (n®)) = N(N —1)...(N — k+1). Of course, as the chosen N increases, the slope of the normalized ratio

log(n®) /log(n)) is expected to increase.

TABLE I. Conceptual distinction between traditional follow-the-leader behavior and the stranger-to-stranger imitation observed
in our experiment.

Mechanism Who is followed? Information basis Typical setting

Traditional follow- A designated or visible Expectation of knowledge, Emergency guidance,

the-leader [21-28, 65] leader competence, or authority trained personnel,
animal groups with
hierarchy

Stranger-to-stranger Random anonymous Assumed local preference un- Crowds with no leaders,
imitation (this study) pedestrian immedi- der uncertainty, despite no no prior knowledge, and
ately ahead verified information no communication

TABLE II. Mean travel distance, I;, along Path A and Path B for pedestrians exiting from doors L1, L2, and Ls, respectively,
to the leftmost of the corresponding Path region.

Door location Path A: [; [m] Path B: I; [m]
Ly 18.735 39.358
Lo 27.277 36.687

L3 36.434 44.902
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Supplementary Figure 2. Group detection criteria. The detected group ratio as a function of the chosen threshold based
on the criteria of (a) average coexistence distance; (b) velocity covariance; and (c¢) directional alignment for door position of
Ly (blue), Ly (orange), and L3 (green), respectively.
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Supplementary Figure 3. Detected group size distribution. The distribution of the detected group size for door position
of L1 (blue), Ly (orange), and L3 (green), respectively. For example, group size is three means that in such a group there are
two group members following the group leader.



18

Ll L2 L3
0.301 B
0.301 [ mean=7.735 [ mean=16.277 0.351 0 mean=25.434
0.251 0.251 0.301
< uw 0.20; w 0-207 w 0.257
£ o5 & 0.15] = 01s|
& 010/ 0.101 0.10
0.05 1 H H 0.05 005 1§
0.00 - L 0.00 - LU L CHTLLTL 0.00 AL
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 22 24 26 28
Path A:S; Path A:S; Path A:S;
2.0 =1 mean=28.358 08 =3 mean=25.687 8-673: 51 mean=33.902
1.51 =
?é w w 0.6/ w gz
S O10] a a o.
CN.S o -+ a 0.4 o 0.3
0.5 2 0.21
H 1 o [[f[[Jl ) {1 1l [iF
I S B —— 0.0 : ‘ ‘ : 0.0t e
27 28 29 30 31 32 33 24 25 26 27 28 29 31 32 33 34 35 36 37
Path B:S; Path B:S; Path B:S;

Supplementary Figure 4. PDF of the travel distance of the average streamline along Path A (top row) and Path B (bottom
row) for pedestrians exiting from door Li (left column), Ly (middle column), and L3 (right column), respectively.
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Supplementary Figure 5. Heat maps of pedestrian positions after exiting through doors L;. Colors represent the density
of observed positions on a logarithmic scale based on a 2D count histogram. Overlaid streamlines show the mean velocity
vector field (spatially binned), highlighting the most probable pedestrian trajectories. Thick solid lines: representative average
streamlines along Path A (a) and Path B (b). The dark blue circles mark the starting location, whose coordinates are [44.4, 2.8]
(leftmost), [47.5,2.8] (middle), and [49.9,2.8] (rightmost), respectively for (a); and [50.0,2.8] (leftmost), [50.3,2.8] (middle),
and [50.6, 2.8] (rightmost), respectively for (b).
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Supplementary Figure 6. Heat maps of pedestrian positions after exiting through doors Ls. Colors represent the density
of observed positions on a logarithmic scale based on a 2D count histogram. Overlaid streamlines show the mean velocity
vector field (spatially binned), highlighting the most probable pedestrian trajectories. Thick solid lines: representative average
streamlines along Path A (top) and Path B (bottom). The dark blue circles mark the starting location, whose coordinates are

[562.7,2.8] (leftmost), [56.5,2.8] (middle), and [58.5,2.8] (rightmost), respectively for (a); and [58.7,2.8] (leftmost), [59.5,2.8]
(middle), and [60.2,2.8] (rightmost), respectively for (b).
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Supplementary Figure 7. Heat maps of pedestrian positions after exiting through doors Ls. Colors represent the density
of observed positions on a logarithmic scale based on a 2D count histogram. Overlaid streamlines show the mean velocity
vector field (spatially binned), highlighting the most probable pedestrian trajectories. Thick solid lines: representative average
streamlines along Path A (top) and Path B (bottom). The dark blue circles mark the starting location, whose coordinates are
[62.0,2.8] (leftmost), [66.3,2.8] (middle), and [67.3,2.8] (rightmost), respectively for (a); and [67.4,2.8] (leftmost), [68.0,2.8]
(middle), and [69.9, 2.8] (rightmost), respectively for (b).
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Supplementary Figure 8. Velocity probability density function (PDF) for two different density ranges: (a)N < 16, and (b)

N > 16.
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Supplementary Figure 9. Model-data comparison of the conditional probability excluding groups of choosing Path A (panels
A, C, E) and Path B (panels B, D, F) as a function of the number of pedestrians on Path A, for exit doors L1, L2, and Lz. Black

symbols: experiments. Blue dotted: following stranger only (T§X) - t;). Green dotted: following stranger + speed variability.

Light-blue dashed: following stranger + herding (r
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fi - ;). Red dashed: full model (f; - 7 - S; - t,).



23

[1] A. Corbetta and F. Toschi, Physics of human crowds, Annual Review of Condensed Matter Physics 14, 311 (2023).

[2] S. P. Hoogendoorn and W. Daamen, Pedestrian behavior at bottlenecks, Transportation science 39, 147 (2005).

[3] T. Kretz, A. Griinebohm, M. Kaufman, F. Mazur, and M. Schreckenberg, Experimental study of pedestrian counterflow
in a corridor, J. Stat. Mech.-Theory E. 2006, P10001 (2006).

[4] B. Solmaz, B. E. Moore, and M. Shah, Identifying behaviors in crowd scenes using stability analysis for dynamical systems,
IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence 34, 2064 (2012).

[5] R. L. Hughes, The flow of human crowds, Annual Review of Fluid Mechanics 35, 169 (2003).

[6] P. N. Seneviratne and J. F. Morrall, Analysis of factors affecting the choice of route of pedestrians, Transportation Planning
and Technology 10, 147 (1985).

[7] S. P. Hoogendoorn and P. H. Bovy, Dynamic user-optimal assignment in continuous time and space, Transportation
Research Part B: Methodological 38, 571 (2004).

[8] B. B. Brown, C. M. Werner, J. W. Amburgey, and C. Szalay, Walkable route perceptions and physical features: Converging
evidence for en route walking experiences, Environment and behavior 39, 34 (2007).

[9] Z. Guo and B. P. Loo, Pedestrian environment and route choice: evidence from new york city and hong kong, Journal of
transport geography 28, 124 (2013).

[10] F. Shatu, T. Yigitcanlar, and J. Bunker, Shortest path distance vs. least directional change: Empirical testing of space
syntax and geographic theories concerning pedestrian route choice behaviour, Journal of Transport Geography 74, 37
(2019).

[11] N. Basu, M. M. Haque, M. King, M. Kamruzzaman, and O. Oviedo-Trespalacios, A systematic review of the factors
associated with pedestrian route choice, Transport reviews 42, 672 (2022).

[12] A. Borgers and H. Timmermans, A model of pedestrian route choice and demand for retail facilities within inner-city
shopping areas, Geographical analysis 18, 115 (1986).

[13] J. Van den Heuvel, A. Voskamp, W. Daamen, and S. P. Hoogendoorn, Using bluetooth to estimate the impact of congestion
on pedestrian route choice at train stations, in Traffic and Granular Flow’18 (Springer, 2014) pp. 73-82.

[14] S. P. Hoogendoorn and P. H. Bovy, Pedestrian route-choice and activity scheduling theory and models, Transportation
Research Part B: Methodological 38, 169 (2004).

[15] M. Moussaid, N. Perozo, S. Garnier, D. Helbing, and G. Theraulaz, The walking behaviour of pedestrian social groups and
its impact on crowd dynamics, PloS one 5, 10047 (2010).

[16] L. Cheng, R. Yarlagadda, C. Fookes, and P. K. Yarlagadda, A review of pedestrian group dynamics and methodologies in
modelling pedestrian group behaviours, World 1, 002 (2014).

[17] T. Kretz, A. Griinebohm, M. Kaufman, F. Mazur, and M. Schreckenberg, Experimental study of pedestrian counterflow
in a corridor, Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2006, P10001 (2006).

[18] M. Moussaid, D. Helbing, and G. Theraulaz, How simple rules determine pedestrian behavior and crowd disasters, Pro-
ceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 108, 6884 (2011).

[19] A. Gabbana, F. Toschi, P. Ross, A. Haans, and A. Corbetta, Fluctuations in pedestrian dynamics routing choices, PNAS
nexus 1, pgacl69 (2022).

[20] A. Gabbana, A. Corbetta, and F. Toschi, Modeling routing choices in unidirectional pedestrian flows, Collective Dynamics
6, A135 (2021).

[21] J. R. Dyer, A. Johansson, D. Helbing, I. D. Couzin, and J. Krause, Leadership, consensus decision making and collective
behaviour in humans, Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 364, 781 (2009).

[22] N. Pelechano and N. I. Badler, Modeling crowd and trained leader behavior during building evacuation, IEEE computer
graphics and applications 26, 80 (2006).

[23] M. Boos, J. Pritz, S. Lange, and M. Belz, Leadership in moving human groups, PLoS computational biology 10, ¢1003541
(2014).

[24] N. Ding and C. Sun, Experimental study of leader-and-follower behaviours during emergency evacuation, Fire safety journal
117, 103189 (2020).

[25] P. Zhang, H. Cheng, D. Huang, L. Yang, S. Lo, and X. Ju, Experimental study on crowd following behavior under the
effect of a leader, Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2021, 103402 (2021).

[26] J. Qingge and G. Can, Simulating crowd evacuation with a leader-follower model, IJCSES International Journal of Com-
puter Sciences and Engineering Systems 1 (2007).

[27] W. Xie, E. W. M. Lee, and Y. Y. Lee, Simulation of spontaneous leader—follower behaviour in crowd evacuation, Automation
in Construction 134, 104100 (2022).

[28] B. Yu, Study crowd following behaviors with dynamic groups, Simulation Modelling Practice and Theory 142, 103129
(2025).

[29] M. Haghani and M. Sarvi, Crowd behaviour and motion: Empirical methods, Transportation research part B: method-
ological 107, 253 (2018).

[30] E. Cristiani and D. Peri, Robust design optimization for egressing pedestrians in unknown environments, Applied Mathe-
matical Modelling 72, 553 (2019).

[31] H.-T. Dang, B. Gaudou, and N. Verstaevel, A literature review of dense crowd simulation, Simulation Modelling Practice
and Theory 134, 102955 (2024).

[32] D. Helbing and P. Molnar, Social force model for pedestrian dynamics, Phys. Rev. E 51, 4282 (1995).


https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.fluid.35.101101.161136
https://doi.org/10.1080/03081068508717309
https://doi.org/10.1080/03081068508717309
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trb.2002.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trb.2002.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916506295569
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2006/10/p10001
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1016507108
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1016507108

24

[33] V. J. Blue and J. L. Adler, Emergent fundamental pedestrian flows from cellular automata microsimulation, Transportation
research record 1644, 29 (1998).

[34] V. J. Blue and J. L. Adler, Cellular automata microsimulation for modeling bi-directional pedestrian walkways, Trans-
portation Research Part B: Methodological 35, 293 (2001).

[35] D. Helbing, I. Farkas, and T. Vicsek, Simulating dynamical features of escape panic, Nature 407, 487 (2000).

[36] A. Kirchner and A. Schadschneider, Simulation of evacuation processes using a bionics-inspired cellular automaton model
for pedestrian dynamics, Physica A: statistical mechanics and its applications 312, 260 (2002).

[37] R. Hughes, The flow of large crowds of pedestrians, Mathematics and Computers in Simulation 53, 367 (2000).

[38] R. L. Hughes, A continuum theory for the flow of pedestrians, Transportation Research Part B: Methodological 36, 507
(2002).

[39] A. Treuille, S. Cooper, and Z. Popovié¢, Continuum crowds, ACM transactions on graphics (TOG) 25, 1160 (2006).

[40] D. C. Duives, W. Daamen, and S. P. Hoogendoorn, State-of-the-art crowd motion simulation models, Transportation
research part C: emerging technologies 37, 193 (2013).

[41] M. Moussaid, D. Helbing, and G. Theraulaz, How simple rules determine pedestrian behavior and crowd disasters, Pro-
ceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 108, 6884 (2011).

[42] S. Cao, A. Seyfried, J. Zhang, S. Holl, and W. Song, Fundamental diagrams for multidirectional pedestrian flows, Journal
of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2017, 033404 (2017).

[43] N. Q. Verlander and B. G. Heydecker, Pedestrian route choice: An empirical study (PTRC Education and Research
Services Ltd, 1997).

[44] P. P. Koh and Y. D. Wong, Influence of infrastructural compatibility factors on walking and cycling route choices, Journal
of Environmental Psychology 36, 202 (2013).

[45] D. Brscié, T. Kanda, T. Ikeda, and T. Miyashita, Person tracking in large public spaces using 3-d range sensors, IEEE
Transactions on Human-Machine Systems 43, 522 (2013).

[46] A. Corbetta, L. Bruno, A. Muntean, and F. Toschi, High statistics measurements of pedestrian dynamics, Transportation
Research Procedia 2, 96 (2014).

[47] S. Seer, N. Brindle, and C. Ratti, Kinects and human kinetics: A new approach for studying pedestrian behavior, Transport.
Res. C-Emer. 48, 212 (2014).

[48] W. Kroneman, A. Corbetta, and F. Toschi, Accurate pedestrian localization in overhead depth images via height-augmented
hog, Collective Dynamics 5, 33 (2020).

[49] J. Willems, A. Corbetta, V. Menkovski, and F. Toschi, Pedestrian orientation dynamics from high-fidelity measurements,
Scientific reports 10, 11653 (2020).

[50] C. A. Pouw, F. Toschi, F. Van Schadewijk, and A. Corbetta, Monitoring physical distancing for crowd management:
Real-time trajectory and group analysis, PloS one 15, 0240963 (2020).

[61] I. D. Couzin, J. Krause, N. R. Franks, and S. A. Levin, Effective leadership and decision-making in animal groups on the
move, Nature 433, 513 (2005).

[62] M. Manfrin, M. Birattari, T. Stiitzle, and M. Dorigo, Parallel ant colony optimization for the traveling salesman problem,
in International workshop on ant colony optimization and swarm intelligence (Springer, 2006) pp. 224-234.

[53] J. Krause, D. J. Hoare, D. Croft, J. Lawrence, A. Ward, G. D. Ruxton, J.-G. J. Godin, and R. James, Fish shoal
composition: mechanisms and constraints, Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series B: Biological Sciences 267,
2011 (2000).

[64] J. K. Parrish and L. Edelstein-Keshet, Complexity, pattern, and evolutionary trade-offs in animal aggregation, Science
284, 99 (1999).

[55] D. J. Sumpter, Collective animal behavior, in Collective animal behavior (Princeton University Press, 2010).

[56] 1. D. Couzin, J. Krause, et al., Self-organization and collective behavior in vertebrates, Advances in the Study of Behavior
32, 10 (2003).

[67] V. J. Kok, M. K. Lim, and C. S. Chan, Crowd behavior analysis: A review where physics meets biology, Neurocomputing
177, 342 (2016).

[58] S. Ramaswamy, The mechanics and statistics of active matter, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 1, 323 (2010).

[59] K. A. Bacik, G. Sobota, B. S. Bacik, and T. Rogers, Order—disorder transition in multidirectional crowds, Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences 122, 2420697122 (2025).

[60] C. A. Pouw, G. G. van der Vleuten, A. Corbetta, and F. Toschi, Data-driven physics-based modeling of pedestrian dynamics
- dataset: Pedestrian trajectories at eindhoven train station, 10.5281/zenodo.13784588 (2024).

[61] A. Gabbana, A. Corbetta, and F. Toschi, Modeling routing choices in unidirectional pedestrian flows, Collective Dynamics
6, 1 (2021).

[62] A. Savitzky and M. J. Golay, Smoothing and differentiation of data by simplified least squares procedures., Analytical
chemistry 36, 1627 (1964).

[63] P. K. Kundu, I. M. Cohen, D. R. Dowling, and J. Capecelatro, Fluid mechanics (Elsevier, 2024).

[64] R. Durrett, Probability: theory and examples, Vol. 49 (Cambridge university press, 2019).

[65] S. G. Reebs, Can a minority of informed leaders determine the foraging movements of a fish shoal?, Animal behaviour 59,
403 (2000).


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trc.2014.08.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trc.2014.08.012
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0240963
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.13784588
https://doi.org/10.17815/CD.2021.135
https://doi.org/10.17815/CD.2021.135

	Avalanches of choice: how stranger-to-stranger interactions shape crowd dynamics
	Abstract
	Comparison between stranger-to-stranger imitation and traditional follow-the-leader behavior
	Definition of the order of the exiting passengers
	Generalized congestion measure
	Group detection methodology
	Calculation of walking distance li
	Inferring group ratio from path-choice statistics: detailed derivation
	Velocity probability density function (PDF) for two different density ranges
	Extra model analysis
	Calculation of the effective local decay rate (t)
	Factorial moment analysis
	References


