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Abstract. Gentrification is the process by which wealthier individuals move into a previously
lower-income neighbourhood. Among the effects of this multi-faceted phenomenon are rising living
costs, cultural and social changes-where local traditions, businesses, and community networks are
replaced or diluted by new, more affluent lifestyles-and population displacement, where long-term,
lower-income residents are priced out by rising rents and property taxes. Despite its relevance,
quantifying displacement presents difficulties stemming from lack of information on motives for
relocation and from the fact that a long time-span must be analysed: displacement is a gradual
process (leases end or conditions change at different times), impossible to capture in one data snap-
shot. We introduce a novel tool to overcome these difficulties. Using only publicly available address
change data, we construct four cubical complexes which simultaneously incorporate geographical
and temporal information of people moving, and then analyse them building on Topological Data
Analysis tools. Finally, we demonstrate the potential of this method through a 20-year case study
of Madrid, Spain. The results reveal its ability to capture population displacement and to identify
the specific neighbourhoods and years affected—patterns that cannot be inferred from raw address
change data.

1. Introduction

Population displacement, a housing-related involuntary residential dislocation [34] is one of the
main symptoms of gentrification. Ruth Glass, who coined the term gentrification in her 1964 book
“London: Aspects of Change” [28], already observed that gentrification was pushing lower income
people and small businesses away from their original locations. The widespread and uneven effect of
displacement across social groups has motivated a broad range of studies, focussing on everything
from characterising displaced individuals to identifying the potential causes and consequences of
the phenomenon.

A wide range of approaches has been employed to assess the extent of displacement in gentrifying
areas. Survey-supported research detects displacement by explicitly inquiring about individuals’
motivations for relocation. The seminal 1981 study conducted by the National Institute of Advanced
Studies [21] examined who and why was moving out of the rapidly uplifting neighbourhood of Hayes
Valley in San Francisco. Researchers found that about one fourth of the movers between 1975-1979
left involuntarily, and were mainly black, elder or poor. More recent studies [19, 18] analyse the
prevalence and characteristics of displacement using Milwaukee Area Renters Study survey data.
The elevated costs and limited availability of survey data have encouraged alternative methods
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that infer displacement indirectly through socio-economic indicators, either by contrasting these
measures between in-movers and out-movers or interpreting spikes as evidence of displacement.
For instance, [24] investigates exit rates of low-income residents in neighbourhoods with increasing
income, while McKinnish et al. [35] focus on exit rates among vulnerable groups. Other studies
compare a metrics’s value in a neighbourhood with that in a control group: Ding et al. [20]
contrast mobility rates and destination outcomes between gentrifying and non-gentrifying tracts
in Philadelphia, and Ellen et al. [23] compare demographic changes in gentrifying tracts with
those in the metropolitan area to assess whether observed shifts indicate displacement or citywide
dynamics. Finally, composite indices such as the Los Angeles Index of Displacement Pressure [38]
weigh individual, household, and neighbourhood indicators to assess relative risk.

These approaches present a series of shortcomings, which fall into two categories. The first and
perhaps the most important one is the lack of replicability to other cities and time periods, which is
due to ad-hoc methodologies and data. Specifically, the choice of a metric and a control group lead
to different definitions thereof, hindering the comparison of displacement rates, and surveys and
specific indicators are tailored to the specific cities they are designed for, such as the Los Angeles
Index of Displacement Pressure. Second, the time-scale of some analysis is too short to capture
the full displacement processes, as not all leases expire at the same time, and to allow to establish
the relationship between gentrification and displacement, as one ought to determine whether the
displacement was already taking place prior to the gentrification process.

We propose a novel methodology to overcome these challenges and validate it in a case study
for the city of Madrid, Spain. Using solely address change data–which is not tied to any city-
specific features and is publicly available–we build a suitable topological space and apply persistent
homology, a key tool in Topological Data Analysis (TDA), to quantify displacement.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first application of TDA techniques to gentrification and
its consequences. Nevertheless, related literature employs persistent homology to study urban fac-
tors potentially reinforcing gentrification processes. From the standpoint of resource access, Hickok
et al. [30] developed a methodology to analyse access to polling sites in several major U.S. cities,
while O’Neil and Tymochko [36] conducted a similar study focused on access to cooling centres;
Tymochko is also currently extending the methodology of [30] to the case of urban parks. More
politically oriented applications include the work of Friesen and Ziegelmeier [26] on racial segrega-
tion in the U.S., and Duchin et al. and Shah [22, 39] on gerrymandering. From a methodological
perspective, other works–such as [1]–have used 3D solid bodies constructed from cubical complexes
for TDA purposes, but without incorporating time as one of the axes. Therefore, the present work
is novel both in its content and in its methodological approach.

This work opens the door to applying the same methodology to measure displacement in cities
around the world. The data we use is collected in most countries, making our approach highly
replicable. Taken together, these features address the two main critiques identified in the existing
literature: the reliance on ad-hoc techniques and data and inadequate time-scale. In addition, the
use of persistent homology makes our contribution both novel within the TDA framework and well
grounded, as it relies on a construction tailored to this problem that fully exploits the strengths of
persistent homology.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Data. The city of Madrid organised into multiple administrative levels. It comprises 21 dis-
tricts numbered 1 to 21 (see Figure 1), each subdivided into several neighbourhoods. Each one
is uniquely identified by a numerical code in which the final digit denotes the neighbourhood and
the preceding digits indicate the district. For example, 26 designates the 6th neighbourhood in
district 2, and 141 denotes the 1st neighbourhood in district 14. In order to incorporate the spatial
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structure of these neighbourhoods into our study, we use a shapefile of the city neighbourhoods,
available at [5].

Figure 1. Madrid map and their 21 districts as of April 2025.

All the data used in this study is publicly available on the official website of the city council
[4]. The main data sources are the tables in the ‘C. Demograf́ıa y Población’ section, specifically
those containing information about address changes with origin inside the city. This includes
information on the number of residents who moved, their destination and the number of people
who left the city. We use the finest spatial and temporal granularity available, which is yearly data
at neighbourhood level. Each year’s data may be represented as an origin-destination matrix, whose
rows and columns represent the possible origins and destinations, respectively, for residents who
moved that year. Thus, rows correspond exactly to the city neighbourhoods, whereas the columns
include all the neighbourhoods together with other possible destinations for people moving outside
the city. We consider the full time series available as of April 2025, i.e. data from 2004 until 2023.

2.2. Persistent homology. Homology is a central tool in Algebraic Topology: given a topological
space X, its homology groups Hn(X) encode n-dimensional holes, such as connected components
(n = 0), loops (n = 1), and voids (n = 2). At the beginning of this century, topology began to play
a key role in data analysis [43, 14, 44], giving rise to Topological Data Analysis (TDA). The central
idea is to study the shape of data by analysing how topological features evolve as the scale changes;
persistent homology is the primary tool for doing this. The birth and death of n-dimensional holes is
tracked through a filtration: a nested family of simplicial complexes—combinatorial structures made
of vertices, edges, triangles, and their higher-dimensional counterparts—built from point-cloud
data by adding k-simplices as a scale parameter increases. The resulting features are summarised
in barcodes or persistence diagrams, where each interval [b, d] (or point (b, d)) indicates that the
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feature appears at scale b and vanishes at d, where b ≤ d as they indicate ordered times. Points
near the diagonal–when b is close to d–correspond thus to short-lived structures; see Figures 4 and
5, or the illustrative examples in [27]. For readers interested in formal definitions of homology,
simplicial complexes, and related notions, we refer to [29].

2.3. Cubical complexes for grayscale images. The theory outlined in the previous section
for simplices can be mimicked for n–dimensional cubes. This alternative approach, known as the
cubical complex setting [43, 31, 41], is particularly well suited for the study and analysis of grayscale
images [13, 16]. Figure 2 illustrates how a cubical complex can be obtained from a grayscale image
by means of a 2–dimensional grid. The resulting 2–dimensional cubes are known as pixels in
analogy to digital photography. These inherit the intensity values from the original image, yielding
a natural filtration parameter. Pixels are introduced into the filtration process in order of decreasing
intensity: darker regions appear first, followed progressively by lighter ones; see Figure 2. There are
two main approaches to the construction of cubical complex filtrations, linked by a duality result
[13] ensuring that both yield equivalent conclusions. In this paper, we adopt the one known as
T–construction. We refer to the Supplementary Information (SI), Appendix B for a more detailed
discussion.

2.4. Volume-type complexes for time-series data. To quantify population displacement in
a manner that can be generalised to other cities, our approach relies solely on address change
data and the city’s administrative division into neighbourhoods. This data undergoes the following
preprocessing. We begin by dividing all individuals who moved in a given year into four groups
according to their origin and destination. For each group, we then construct a three-dimensional
cubical complex and compute its persistence. These cubical complexes encapsulate both the city
geography and the temporal evolution of each population group.

Recall that our dataset spans 20 consecutive years, where each year’s data may be thought
of as an origin-destination matrix whose entries are the number of people moving from a given
neighbourhood to another area. We simplify these matrices by replacing all the possible destinations
by the following summarised four ones: the same as the origin neighbourhood (from now on referred
to as ‘stay’); a different neighbourhood within Madrid (‘city’); a different town or city in the
Comunidad de Madrid, the region Madrid belongs to (‘C. Madrid’); and another region or country
(‘outside’). Although each of these groups may be further divided, we opt for a consolidated
approach to maintain simplicity and analytical efficiency. Finally, we normalise the resulting matrix
so that each row sums to 1.

We construct a volume–cell complex for each of the groups described above so as they reflect the
geography of the city neighbourhoods while simultaneously incorporating a temporal component.
To do so, we leverage the fact that data in every year references the same geography up to minor
changes; see §2.1 and SI. We start by building a 100× 100 grid covering the city map, dividing the
city into squares of the form [x, x + 1] × [y, y + 1], and then add a third dimension corresponding
to the time. Since we have data for 20 consecutive years, this yields a 100× 100× 20 grid. Notice
that this grid is independent of the group. Fix now one of the four groups. We now define a
3–dimensional grayscale digital image I of size (100, 100, 20), associating to each tuple (x, y, z) the
share of people moving from the region [x, x+1]× [y, y+1] in year z that fall into the given group.
This yields four 3-dimensional images of the same size and sharing the same grid.

We now construct four filtered cell complexes following the T–construction. Fix one of the
grayscale digital images. Its top–dimensional cells or voxels are the cubes constructed above,
which correspond precisely to the elements in the 3–dimensional grid, and their lower-dimensional
counterparts are all their faces, edges and vertices. We then construct a filtration V assigning to
voxels the value from the grayscale image, and then extend it top-down to their faces, edges and
vertices by assigning to them the smallest value of all the adjacent voxels. This yields four nested
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Figure 2. Grayscale image depicting the percentage of people moving in 2023 that
stayed in the same neighbourhood (left) and resulting 100 × 100 covering the city
map (right).

sequences of cubical complexes indexed by a parameter r ranging from 100 to 0: recall that for
a fixed value r, a voxel c is selected if V (c) ≥ r. The resulting filtered complexes preserve the
neighbourhoods geography. For a more technical exposition of the T–construction, we refer the
reader to the Appendix B.

Figure 3. Example of the cubical complex for people moving that stayed in the
same neighbourhood obtained by selecting the parameter value r = 30.

We then compute persistent homology for each of the four resulting filtered cell complexes using
CubicalRipser, an extension of the Ripser Python library designed for cubical complexes [32]. The
reason for this choice is three-fold: It supports the T–construction for cubical complexes, it is robust,
and the output format provides not only the birth and death times of the topological features, but
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also the coordinates (x, y, z) where they initiate and die. Notice that since we are working on a
3–dimensional grayscale image, we only consider the zeroth, first and second homology groups.

We can now represent the obtained persistent homology through its barcode, where the length of
each bar depicts the lifespan of the corresponding feature; see Figure 4; or its persistence diagram;
see Figure 5.

Figure 4. Example of developing persistence for the group of people that moved
from Madrid to another city within the same region. The three images at the top
row show the cubical complexes for people who moved from Madrid to another city
within the same region obtained by selecting the parameter values r = 10, 30 and
50. The bottom row shows the barcode obtained for this filtered complex, displaying
the persistence of the connected components (H0 features), topological loops (H1

features) and of the cavities (H2 features).

Results

Identifying potentially displaced individuals. Displacement is typically defined in terms of
residents’ reasons for moving—information that is difficult to obtain directly and is therefore often
inferred from aggregated socio-economic indicators. In the following, we explain how the four
groups we classified movers into allow us to infer population displacement.

Groups are determined by the origin and destination of each move. The underlying assumption
is that people develop social and practical ties where they live, such as places of study, family and
friends, and distance might weaken that social network [10, 33]. Hence, individuals who relocate
often prefer to remain near their previous area of residence. We encoded this preference as follows.
The go-to option would be to move within the same neighbourhood, followed by moving to another
one within the city.

The housing market in Madrid is highly tensioned. According to official statistics, between
December 2019 and December 2024 the average rent price per square metre in Madrid has increased
24, 64%, see [4] section ‘E. Edificación y Vivienda’. It is a well-established fact that housing prices
impact migration flows. A study on migration and housing markets conducted by the OECD
concluded that high housing costs discourage staying or moving into a region [15]. This pattern
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Figure 5. Persistence diagram of the filtered complex for the group of people who
moved from Madrid to another city within the same region, displaying the H0, H1

and H2 features. Points close to the diagonal present low persistence.

supports the idea that the search for more affordable housing is the most likely driver of moves out
of the city, allowing us to infer population displacement. We consider two destinations for people
who move out of the city: another town within the same region and outside the region, staying in
the same region being the preferred option among them, as it will likely allow them to maintain
some of their social and economic ties, such as their jobs.

Meaning of topological features. Let us now illustrate how TDA can help us extract such
patterns. Our approach examines the “shape” of the data for each group–in particular, how the
residents of Madrid’s neighbourhoods moved over a 20-year period, by means of the persistent
homology of the four cubical complexes described above. We therefore explain how the resulting
topological features may be interpreted.

Recall that our data is 3–dimensional, so we need to consider all homology groups up to the
second. This is a direct consequence of simultaneously considering the geography of the city and the
temporal component. Analysing, for example, one year at a time would yield a lower-dimensional
complex and thus a trivial H2. We shall exploit this richness.

Consider one of the four groups. Features in H0 correspond to enclaves of people moving to
that particular destination. Specifically, if such an enclave is born at filtration-value r, it means
that the prevalence of that group is r. Such enclaves may span several consecutive years, possibly
comprising different neighbourhoods across that time period. Consider, for instance, two adjacent
neighbourhoods, A and B. A feature in H0 could consist of neighbourhood A in year 1, A and B
in year 2 and B in year 3. Thus, in years 1 and 3 the enclave consists of mutually exclusive sets of
neighbourhoods.

Highly persistent H0 features are relevant enclaves for that group. Specifically, a connected
component born at filtration-parameter value r presents a prevalence of r% of the group, and its
death time indicates at which point it is fused with another (older) enclave. Thus, its persistence
indicates how relevant that enclave is compared to close ones. In particular, the most prominent H0

feature corresponds to the neighbourhood and year with the highest concentration of that group,
which corresponds to its birth time. As it never fuses to another enclave, its death time is 0, the
lowest possible value for r. Recall that in our setting, the filtration parameter goes from 100 to 0.
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stay city C. Madrid outside

# features H0 73 98 80 75
H1 209 211 197 201
H2 66 40 41 55

# important features H0 35 54 34 39
H1 66 84 23 44
H2 23 19 10 19

Table 1. Number of topological features in each group. Important features are
those with persistence > 2.

While homology classes in H0 correspond to connected components, H1 ones represent crossing-
through holes within those enclaves, and H2 ones cavities inside those enclaves, or non-crossing-
through holes. Both indicate that the given group is not prominent there and that instead the
rest of the groups are concentrated there. To illustrate the difference between the two, consider a
neighbourhood A that is fully surrounded by other city neighbourhoods–not located at the border
of the city–together with all its adjacent neighbourhoods, over a period of three consecutive years.
On the one hand, if an enclave consists of only all those neighbourhoods except A over all three
years, then we have an H1 feature. On the other hand, if neighbourhood A is only missing in
the middle year, then we have an H2 feature. The former situation suggests that something in A
is different from its adjacent neighbourhoods, as the hole is maintained over time, and the latter
that this phenomenon is restricted to a specific period of time. Analogous examples may be built
exchanging the time and space variables. In general, 1–dimensional holes point at phenomenons
that are not bounded to part of the space or to time periods present in the enclave, whereas
2–dimensional ones indicate that the phenomenon is bounded to a specific area and period.

Persistence of H1 and H2 features indicates how long it takes for that hole to be closed. Hence,
persistent H1 and H2 features suggest that the neighbourhoods and years belonging to that hole
present different characteristics from close-by neighbourhoods and years, which drive individuals
to behave differently. Remark that persistence of topological features cannot be observed by means
of statistical methods.

Findings. We examine the topological features obtained for each of the four groups. Tcripser
provides the xyz coordinates of birth and death of each feature, so we can trace them back to spe-
cific neighbourhoods and years. However, while birth places are relevant for H0 features, further
developments are needed to fully exploit the topology of 3–dimensional grayscale images. Specif-
ically, we extract which neighbourhoods and years make up a connected component at a given
filtration-parameter value; and to gain insight into displacement from 2–dimensional features, we
compute which neighbourhoods and years are contained in each cavity at birth time. TCripper
outputs require a cleaning process prior to analysis, as they often contain duplicate rows in H1

and H2. Additionally, our development described above revealed that some reported “distinct”
cavities–despite being associated with different birth or death voxels–were composed of exactly the
same underlying set of voxels. All of these have been removed from our analysis.

Let us first analyse the H0 features. In the group ‘stay’, the most persistent one originates in
2009 in neighbourhood ‘27 Atocha’, which spans the area between the main train station Atocha
and Méndez Álvaro, an important transportation hub. This highlights a difference in the popula-
tion dynamics compared to the surrounding areas and years. While this feature requires a while to
expand, others born around the same time quickly span several years and neighbourhoods. Nev-
ertheless, we observe that it is only at high values of the filtration-parameter that the connected
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components in this group expand vertically beyond the 2020 threshold or include neighbourhoods
in the ‘01 Centro district’, the historic centre. These facts denote population displacement subject
to temporal and spatial constraints.

The city group exhibits more connected components than the others (see Table 1), indicating lim-
ited spatial and temporal concentration. Its two most persistentH0 features both arise in neighbour-
hood ‘27 Atocha’ and expand later, forming stacked components interrupted in 2009–2010—when
the stayH0 feature emerges; see Figure 6. This pattern reflects a preference for intra-neighbourhood
moves when market conditions permit, as after the 2008 financial crisis.

Figure 6. First two connected components born in the group ‘city’. Both cover
only the neighbourhood 27 Atocha.

In the ‘Comunidad de Madrid’ group, the first connected components are born at the city border
in distant neighbourhoods and first expand to further years, i.e., along the vertical axis, resulting
in high persistence. They do not necessarily imply substantial displacement, as residents may
simply relocate within the immediate vicinity. In contrast, H0 features in the ‘outside’ group mark
displacement. We identify that neighbourhood ‘141 Pavones (East)’ has undergone high pressure,
as several of the most persistent features are born there. The rapid, citywide expansion of highly
persistent features after 2016 likewise suggests that displacement has become more intense and
widespread in recent years.

Higher dimensional topological features contribute to identifying displacement as follows: 1–
and 2–holes in the groups ‘stay’ and ‘city’ suggest displacement, whereas those in ‘Comunidad
de Madrid’ and ‘outside’ a stable market, especially if accompanied by a ‘stay’ or ‘city’ 0–feature
contained or largely overlapping the cavity. It should be noted that H2 features hold greater
importance and convey more comprehensive information on displacement than H1 ones.

All four groups have a high number of low persistent H1 features. The group ‘stay’ presents
the most persistent 1–hole, whose birth and death hint at population displacement in the north-
eastern part of the city (districts ‘20 San Blas-Canillejas’ and ‘15 Ciudad Lineal’) in 2016-2019. The
‘city’ group’s two most persistent H1 features both emerge and dissolve near the airport (district
‘21 Barajas’), revealing displacement in overlooked peripheral areas. The two remaining groups
show little H1 persistence, providing less insight into population displacement. The features in the
‘Comunidad de Madrid’ group are spatially and temporally spread-out, unlike the localised ‘outside’
group ones. The latter, specifically the feature located in the highly touristified ‘01 Centro’ district
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Figure 7. Map of central-south Madrid with neighbourhoods 13, 16, 27 and 35
highlighted. District boundaries are outlined in solid lines and neighbourhood limits
by dashed lines.

during the 2020-2021 COVID pandemic, exemplifies a housing market relaxation and demonstrates
our approach’s ability to capture subtle population displacement patterns.

We now examine H2 features, which may exhibit complex dynamics. Note that cavities often
emerge as “nested bubbles” within or around existing ones, dying at varying filtration values. For
instance, a feature born from another’s split will have different birth and death times.

The three most persistent H2 features in the group ‘stay’ are nested, with the middle one being
most persistent. At birth, the central cavity covers central districts (1-11) from 2013 onwards,
intensely affecting neighbourhoods 13, 16, 27 and 35; see Figure 7. We conclude that significant
population displacement occurred in the central city area since 2013, coinciding with the post-2008
crisis recovery, and hit the areas between Sol and the Atocha train station the hardest.

The group ‘city’ presents the most persistent 2–hole of all groups, which spans a substantial area
of the city. This large-scale cavity, with 110 out of 131 neighbourhoods present at birth, results from
the merging of simultaneously formed connected components. The third most persistent feature,
nested within this first one, is particularly notable as it is confined to neighbourhood 27 during
2020-2021, signaling a bounded decrease in housing market tension in a highly affected area, likely
triggered by the pandemic. This illustrates the method’s ability to identify both large-scale and
localised, temporary population dynamics.

The H2 features in the group ‘Comunidad de Madrid’ and especially in ‘outside’ identify areas
of reduced displacement. The top three features in both groups are nested and shrink quickly,
making specific long-appearing neighbourhoods our primary interest. In the ‘outside’ group, these
encompass districts in the south-east of the city: ‘13 Puente de Vallecas’, ‘15 Ciudad Lineal’ and ‘18
Casco Histórico de Vallecas’; see Figure 8. No neighbourhood appears after year 2019, signaling a
generalized city-wide pressure thereafter. In ‘Comunidad de Madrid’, the most interesting cavity is
the third most persistent one, comprising only neighbourhood ‘27 Atocha’ during 2006-2009. This
offers additional evidence of the unique dynamics characterising this area.

The analysis of the topological features of the four groups revealed particularities of displacement
that cannot be seen from the raw data. We found that neighbourhood ‘27 Atocha’ is a key case
study, and presents a different behaviour from its surroundings, demonstrated by persistent H0 and
H2 features and cavities consisting only of this neighbourhood. Initially part of a stable market,
marked by an H2 feature in ‘Comunidad de Madrid’ and a following connected component in ‘stay’
arising after the financial crisis, its population dynamics shifted dramatically afterwards. Strong
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Figure 8. Map of Madrid with districts 13, 15 and 18 highlighted. City boundary
is outlined in black.

Figure 9. Distribution of the birth times of the topological features of each group,
split by dimension.

displacement, marked by a persistent cavity in ‘stay’ from 2013-2023 containing it, was briefly
interrupted during the COVID-19 pandemic, as shown by a ‘city’ cavity. This highlights the neigh-
bourhood’s distinct responsiveness to market forces, which distinguishes it from its surroundings
and acts as a focal point for broader area dynamics.

Discussion

This study presents a novel method to quantify population displacement, a major toll of gen-
trification, and demonstrates that it reliably identifies displacement in a case study of the city of
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Madrid, Spain. It effectively detects areas and times where people moved due to displacement. The
split of the movers into four groups contributes particularly to this, as each group exhibits differ-
ent motivations for moving. This method involves two main phases: the construction of suitable
cubical complexes and the subsequent analysis of that complex through persistent homology. We
leverage publicly available data to build the grayscale images underlying our cubical complexes: the
geography of the administrative division of the city into neighbourhoods and address change data
(yearly origin and destination of the city inhabitants moving). Persistent homology is a widely-used
tool from Topological Data Analysis to synthesise the shape of data that is particularly robust to
noise.

Prior attempts to quantify population displacement present both data and methodological limi-
tations. Studies relying on ad-hoc metrics, surveys, or tailored to the city specifics hinder compa-
rability, and oftentimes data availability restricts the analysis to short time spans. In contrast, our
study only uses publicly available, periodically collected data, enabling replicability across cities,
which, combined with persistent homology of the four cubical complexes, allows us to work on an
adequate time scale. Methodologically, displacement studies often depend on a subjectively chosen
control group, which strongly impacts their conclusions. Our approach overcomes this shortcoming
by incorporating all neighbourhoods and all years into a single cubical complex, allowing persistent
homology to extract topological patterns based on spatio-temporal proximity without requiring a
control group.

Although our approach offers several advantages over prior studies, it also presents some limita-
tions. First, due to the varied data formats and structures used by national public administrations,
data preprocessing may vary by country, consequently impacting the time required to construct the
corresponding cubical complexes. Second, the methodology does not, by itself, yield interpretative
conclusions: as detailed in Section 2.4, once persistent homology is computed, a careful analysis
of the resulting features is necessary to relate them to the underlying urban dynamics. Finally,
our approach lacks a systematic methodology to reconcile persistent diagrams of different groups
in order to extract conclusions.

Further variations of this method may be considered. Looking forward, it would be interesting
to split the ‘city’ group into those who move to an adjacent neighbourhood and to the rest of
the city. A similar refinement could be applied to the ‘outside’ group by distinguishing moves to
adjacent regions, or even other countries. It would also be interesting to explore the outcome of
this approach using more granular temporal resolution to determine if additional patterns emerge,
although using a too high frequency, such as monthly, topological features may arise that are solely
due to seasonality. Furthermore, it would also be interesting to study the socioeconomic features
of the displaced population to enrich the persistent homology study. Finally, it would be beneficial
to repeat the analysis in another city to further validate this approach.
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Appendix A. Data

A.1. Datasets. The main data source for this study is the official demographic data of the city
of Madrid. It is publicly available at [4], in CSV format. We used several tables, specifically those
containing information about address changes. It can be found in the ‘C.Demograf́ıa y Población’
section, under ‘Padrón municipal/Dinámica geográfica/Cambios de domicilio en la ciudad’. We
want to work with the finest spatial granularity possible. However, it is a requirement for us to know
where individuals move from and to, as opposed to just the number of individuals arriving/leaving
an area. We found that the latter is available at census tract level, whereas the former only at
neighbourhood level. Therefore, we choose the tables in the aforementioned path containing data
at neighbourhood level, and consider the whole period of time for which they are available: from
2004 until 2023.

In addition, we use several official shapefiles containing the geographical limits of the various
administrative entities examined. All are available in [5]. The city of Madrid is divided into 21
districts, each uniquely identified with a number form 01 to 21; see Figure 10. Each of them is
subdivided into 3 to 9 neighbourhoods, which, as of April 2025, total 131; see Figure 11. Each
neighbourhood is assigned a three-digit number whose first two digits correspond to the district
code. We refer to §A.2 for details on the changes the neigbourhoods underwent in the last two
decades.

A.2. Data preprocessing. In this paper, we work with data from 2004 to 2023. During this
period, the following neighbourhoods were officially created in 2017 and therefore appear in the
dataset only from that year onward: Ensanche de Vallecas (district Villa de Vallecas), Valderrivas
and El Cañaveral (district Vicálvaro). All of them were created as a result of two city council
votings, see [2] and [3].

In 2017, district ‘19 Vicálvaro’ underwent several changes as a result of a new division into
neighbourhoods [3]. Neigbourhoods ‘193 Valderrivas’ and ‘194 El Cañaveral’ were incorporated
to the district, covering geographical areas that used to be part of neighbourhood ‘191 Casco
Histórico de Vicálvaro’. Since these neighbourhoods were created in 2017, there is no emigration
data available for these prior to this moment, in spite of the areas being populated before that
date. Indeed, El Cañaveral was a “slum” that was torn down at the beginning of the 21st century
and subsequently replaced by new urban developments. This means that people lived in this area
long before its official incorporation as a separate neighbourhood, but where counted as part of
neighbourhood ‘191 Casco Histórico de Vicálvaro’. Neighbourhood 192 is a different case. Until
2017 the number 192 corresponded to neighbourhood Ambroz, but also in 2017 Ambroz was removed
and incorporated into ‘191 Casco Histórico de Vicálvaro’. Number 192 was then assigned to a new
neighbourhood, called Valdebernardo. These changes must also be considered when quantifying
the people who moved to/from this district.

At the turn of the century, the city of Madrid also expanded toward the South, resulting in
an important growth of the district Villa de Vallecas. New housing developments were built in
areas belonging to the Casco Histórico de Vallecas neighbourhood which were previously empty.
Although the first inhabitants of these buildings moved there already in 2006, the new ‘183 Ensanche
de Vallecas’ neighbourhood (literally ‘Expansion of Vallecas’) was scinded from Casco Histórico de
Vallecas and officially recognised as an administrative independent neighbourhood in 2017 [2]. This
is the reason why there is no data available for this neighbourhood until 2017.

The shapefile available on the Madrid city council website depicts the latest boundaries of the
neighbourhoods. Thus, neighbourhoods that emerged later on as a result of splitting existing ones
appear to have no emigration or inmigration until that moment, creating the false impression that
they were empty until then. Moreover, these neighbourhoods are located well inside the city and
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Figure 10. Madrid map and their 21 districts as of April 2025.

not at the border, and leaving them blank until 2017 would severely interfere with the topology of
the 3D cubical complexes we built.

As a consequence of the changes undergone in the neighbourhoods of these two districts, we
perform the following modifications to the tabular data:

• From 2004 to 2016, we consider the whole district instead of individual neighbourhoods.
We do so by assigning to each group we have split people moving into the same values to all
the neighbourhoods in Vicálvaro (191, 192, 193 and 194), namely that obtained by merging
191 and 192 together. That is, someone moving within this district is considered to be
staying in the same neighbourhood. By doing so, we ensure that no ‘holes’ are created in
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Figure 11. Madrid map and their 131 neighbourhoods as of April 2025, coloured
by district.

the map in the areas where 193 and 194 are located, as well as that the change in location
for 192 is correctly taken into account.

• From 2017 on, we keep data as is for the four neighbourhoods in district 19.
• We follow a similar approach to correctly deal with the creation of neighbourhood 183
Ensanche de Vallecas. As its area belonged to neighbourhood 181 Casco Histórico de
Vallecas between 2004 and 2016, we assigning to it the emigration rates of 181 Casco
Histórico de Vallecas during this period.

Appendix B. Cubical complexes

A d-dimensional grayscale digital image of size (n1, n2, . . . , nd) is a real-valued function I defined
on a d–dimensional rectangular grid

I = J1, n1K × J1, n2K × · · · × J1, ndK → R,
where J1, niK is the set {k ∈ N|1 ≤ k ≤ ni}.
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(a) Until 2017, Vicálvaro was made up of two neighbourhoods: Casco Histórico de
Vicálvaro (191) and Ambroz (192). Map source: [7].

(b) From 2017 on, four neighbourhoods make up Vicálvaro [3]. Notice that neighbourhood
no. 192 is no longer Ambroz but Valdebernardo.

Figure 12. Figures 12a and 12b depict the changes undergone in the neighbour-
hoods in district ‘19 Vicálvaro’ occurred in 2017. The district area remained un-
changed, but the subdivision into neighbourhoods changed. On the top image it can
be observed that in 2006, a large part of this district had not been developed yet.
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(a) Villa de Vallecas district consisted only of two neighbourhoods until 2017. Map
source: [6].

(b) Part of the area formerly covered by Casco Histórico de Vallecas neighbourhood was
devoted to Ensanche de Vallecas in 2017 [2].

Figure 13. Figures 13a and 13b the changes in district ‘18 Villa de Vallecas’ in
2017. The district area remained unchanged, but the subdivision into neighbour-
hoods changed. On the top image it can be observed that in 2006, a large part of
this district had not been developed yet.
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Building on the analogy with digital photography, an element p ∈ I called a pixel if d = 2 and a
voxel if d ≥ 3. Notice that with this construction voxels are also connected diagonally.

A cubical complex X ⊂ Rd is a cell complex consisting of a set of products of d intervals

σ = e1 × e2 × . . .× ed,

where ei may be of the form ei = [li, li + 1] or of the form ei = [li, li] with li ∈ Z and such that all
faces of σ ∈ X are also in X.

There are two common ways to build a filtered cell complex from a grayscale image: the T– and
the V–constructions. In the following, we recall the T–construction, implemented in this study. It
follows a top-down approach to building a filtered cell complex. We refer to [12] for a comprehensive
review of both constructions and for a series of duality results between them.

Given a d–dimensional grayscale digital image I : I → R of size (n1, n2, ..., nd), the T-construction
is the filtered cell complex (X,V ) defined as:

(1) X is a cubical complex built from the array of n1 × · · · × nd.
(2) The d–cells τd ∈ X correspond exactly to the elements p ∈ I. We define the function V on

X by extending I to lower-dimensional cells σ by setting

V (σ) = min
σ⪯τd

(V (τd)).

In other words, on a k–cube V takes the smallest value of all adjacent top-dimensional
cubes.

In other words, each pixel is assigned a parameter value and is included in the filtration precisely
when the filtration parameter attains that threshold. When a pixel is added to the filtration and
one or more of its neighbours are already present, it adopts the minimum value of those neighbours
for homological computation purposes.
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Figure 14. Violinplots of the distribution of the birth and death times of the
topological features of each group.
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Figure 15. Cubical complexes for the group ’stay’ at filtration-parameter values
65, 70 and 75.
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Figure 16. Cubical complexes for the group ’city’ at filtration-parameter values
30, 40 and 50.
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Figure 17. Cubical complexes for the group ’Comunidad de Madrid’ at filtration-
parameter values 60, 70 and 80.
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Figure 18. Cubical complexes for the group ’outside’ at filtration-parameter values
60, 70 and 80.
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dim measure stay city C. Madrid outside

birth H0 mean 72.79 42.68 75.45 73.64
H0 median 73.0 42.0 76.5 75.0
H0 std 6.20 7.27 8.15 5.66
H0 min 57.0 19.0 43.0 53.0
H0 max 85.0 57.0 86.0 83.0
H1 mean 82.53 49.31 84.04 80.80
H1 median 83.0 47.0 84.0 81.0
H1 std 4.19 5.82 2.93 2.02
H1 min 65.0 41.0 76.0 75.0
H1 max 91.0 70.0 90.0 85.0
H2 mean 89.80 55.98 86.85 83.98
H2 median 90.0 54.0 87.0 84.0
H2 std 4.34 6.43 3.13 1.83
H2 min 73.0 46.0 80.0 79.0
H2 max 97.0 68.0 91.0 87.0

death H0 mean 76.63 47.79 80.0123 78.13
H0 median 77.0 45.0 80.0 78.0
H0 std 5.466 8.23 4.94 4.28
H0 min 66.0 27.0 65.0 64.0
H0 max 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
H1 mean 84.96 51.70 85.66 82.57
H1 median 86.0 50.0 86.0 83.0
H1 std 4.10 6.07 2.67 1.92
H1 min 66.0 43.0 79.0 77.0
H1 max 93.0 72.0 91.0 87.0
H2 mean 92.18 59.5 89.02 86.58
H2 median 92.0 59.0 89.0 86.0
H2 std 4.56 6.70 3.55 2.85
H2 min 76.0 47.0 81.0 80.0
H2 max 100.0 69.0 96.0 95.0

persistence H0 mean 3.83 5.10 4.565 4.49
H0 median 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
H0 std 5.51 8.93 7.89 6.36
H0 min 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
H0 max 43.0 81.0 57.0 47.0
H1 mean 2.426 2.39 1.63 1.77
H1 median 2.0 2.0 1.0 1.0
H1 std 1.97 1.48 1.07 0.9
H1 min 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
H1 max 15.0 8.0 7.0 5.0
H2 mean 2.38 3.53 2.17 2.6
H2 median 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
H2 std 1.68 3.26 1.84 2.44
H2 min 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
H2 max 9.0 16.0 9.0 12.0

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of the topological features obtained, by group and
dimension. 28



dim birth death persistence year of birth year of death neighbourhood of birth neighbourhood of death

0 57 100 43 2009 27
0 60 74 14 2013 2011 171 132
0 64 78 14 2012 2020 212 107
0 65 75 10 2010 2012 81 81
0 67 77 10 2005 2008 86 86
0 61 70 9 2009 2014 181 131
0 64 73 9 2012 2015 164 212
0 71 80 9 2004 2006 83 87
0 66 73 7 2005 2007 116 171
0 62 68 6 2013 2011 194 181
1 78 93 15 2016 2019 205 158
1 77 86 9 2023 2022 95 95
1 78 87 9 2007 2008 164 166
1 69 77 8 2021 2020 191 191
1 78 86 8 2013 2013 201 203
1 79 87 8 2022 2020 159 159
1 81 89 8 2014 2013 62 16
1 72 79 7 2018 2018 181 174
1 78 85 7 2015 2010 125 25
1 79 86 7 2016 2015 24 122
2 89 98 9 2018 2019 25 27
2 90 97 7 2017 2015 13 27
2 85 91 6 2022 2020 193 193
2 92 98 6 2020 2019 13 27
2 89 94 5 2010 2012 93 82
2 93 98 5 2023 2020 141 141
2 95 100 5 2007 2008 27 27
2 86 90 4 2019 2018 193 193
2 88 92 4 2021 2020 101 101
2 89 93 4 2009 2010 208 208

Table 3. Top 10 most persistent features in each dimension for the group ‘stay’
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dim birth death persistence year of birth year of death neighbourhood of birth neighbourhood of death

0 19 100 81 2008 27
0 22 45 23 2019 2018 27 26
0 35 58 23 2008 2009 106 105
0 46 68 22 2017 2016 194 191
0 39 53 14 2005 2006 106 106
0 31 44 13 2015 2013 27 16
0 39 52 13 2015 2013 106 106
0 32 43 11 2010 2006 142 43
0 33 43 10 2006 2006 158 62
0 34 44 10 2012 2022 158 54
1 57 65 8 2010 2009 214 213
1 41 48 7 2005 2007 35 31
1 44 51 7 2011 2010 32 31
1 57 64 7 2006 2007 214 213
1 45 51 6 2013 2012 25 26
1 51 57 6 2006 2007 163 164
1 57 63 6 2014 2015 214 213
1 62 68 6 2021 2021 96 95
1 43 48 5 2006 2006 154 52
1 44 49 5 2013 2013 66 51
2 49 65 16 2018 2018 31 27
2 54 65 11 2020 2020 31 27
2 56 65 9 2020 2020 131 27
2 56 65 9 2020 2020 134 141
2 51 59 8 2010 2009 31 27
2 58 65 7 2018 2018 181 27
2 59 66 7 2023 2013 165 164
2 60 65 5 2012 2013 205 207
2 48 52 4 2020 2017 126 111
2 50 54 4 2020 2020 71 76

Table 4. Top 10 most persistent features in each dimension for the group ‘city’
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dim birth death persistence year of birth year of death neighbourhood of birth neighbourhood of death

0 43 100 57 2004 88
0 44 81 37 2018 2020 194 191
0 57 78 21 2006 2010 194 86
0 64 78 14 2013 2009 212 211
0 60 72 12 2010 2008 96 97
0 62 74 12 2020 2013 96 97
0 69 81 12 2021 2020 193 191
0 68 77 9 2007 2012 214 166
0 69 78 9 2006 2004 106 91
0 60 68 8 2004 2004 96 81
1 81 88 7 2020 2008 181 14
1 81 88 7 2014 2020 206 93
1 78 84 6 2012 2014 215 214
1 79 84 5 2005 2005 166 86
1 79 84 5 2011 2010 86 81
1 81 86 5 2018 2016 91 91
1 82 87 5 2010 2017 181 131
1 76 80 4 2005 2006 212 213
1 79 83 4 2009 2007 105 91
1 79 83 4 2004 2007 101 91
2 87 96 9 2009 2007 26 27
2 88 95 7 2012 2012 55 158
2 89 96 7 2009 2007 132 27
2 84 89 5 2012 2014 213 213
2 81 85 4 2004 2005 212 213
2 82 85 3 2011 2009 174 172
2 82 85 3 2018 2019 175 175
2 86 89 3 2011 2011 84 82
2 89 92 3 2015 2016 162 162
2 89 92 3 2021 2021 55 158

Table 5. Top 10 most persistent features in each dimension for the group ‘Comu-
nidad de Madrid’
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dim birth death persistence year of birth year of death neighbourhood of birth neighbourhood of death

0 53 100 47 2020 141
0 58 78 20 2021 2020 81 144
0 61 77 16 2020 2023 212 42
0 62 76 14 2018 2023 27 93
0 66 80 14 2016 2019 141 141
0 67 81 14 2009 2007 141 145
0 71 83 12 2018 2019 194 194
0 68 79 11 2020 2020 194 191
0 68 77 9 2013 2016 27 41
0 72 80 8 2004 2005 158 158
1 79 84 5 2012 2017 85 84
1 76 80 4 2020 2021 16 11
1 78 82 4 2009 2010 76 93
1 79 83 4 2023 2019 88 86
1 79 83 4 2020 2020 191 193
1 79 83 4 2023 2023 191 193
1 79 83 4 2015 2017 55 157
1 79 83 4 2008 2008 11 102
1 79 83 4 2005 2006 93 93
1 79 83 4 2023 2021 205 143
2 83 95 12 2014 2015 25 27
2 85 95 10 2009 2009 24 27
2 80 89 9 2019 2019 26 27
2 86 95 9 2015 2015 131 27
2 84 90 6 2011 2012 27 27
2 83 88 5 2023 2019 87 82
2 85 90 5 2017 2018 97 95
2 82 86 4 2017 2017 156 208
2 84 88 4 2008 2009 61 61
2 84 88 4 2021 2021 116 126

Table 6. Top 10 most persistent features in each dimension for the group ‘outside’
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