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Abstract

Time geography is widely used by geographers as a model for understanding acces-
sibility. Recent changes in how access is created, an increasing awareness of the
need to better understand individual variability in access, and growing availability of
detailed spatial and mobility data have created an opportunity to build more flexible
time geography models. Our goal is to outline a research agenda for a modern time
geography that allows new modes of access and a variety of data to flexibly repre-
sent the complexity of the relationship between time and access. A modern time
geography is more able to nuance individual experience and creates a pathway for
monitoring progress toward inclusion. We lean on the original work by Hégerstrand
and the field of movement GIScience to develop both a framework and research
roadmap that, if addressed, can enhance the flexibility of time geography to help
ensure time geography will continue as a cornerstone of accessibility research. The
proposed framework emphasizes the individual and differentiates access based on
how individuals experience internal, external, and structural factors. To enhance
nuanced representation of inclusion and exclusion, we propose research needs,
focusing efforts on implementing flexible space-time constraints, inclusion of
definitive variables, addressing mechanisms for representing and including relative
variables, and addressing the need to link between individual and population scales
of analysis. The accelerated digitalization of society, including availability of new
forms of digital spatial data, combined with a focus on understanding how access
varies across race, income, sexual identity, and physical limitations requires new
consideration for how we include constraints in our studies of access. It is an excit-
ing era for time geography and there are massive opportunities for all geographers
to consider how to incorporate new realities and research priorities into time geogra-
phy models, which have had a long tradition of supporting theory and implementa-
tion of accessibility research.
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1 Introduction

Higerstrand’s time geography has been widely used as a generalized model for
studying accessibility (Patterson and Farber 2015). Using time geography, access is
framed as the ability to utilize a resource or reach an opportunity and is influenced
by movement over time. A strength of time geography is that methods, such as the
space time prism, can be used to characterize movement patterns based on spatial
processes of time and speed, conditioned on the geography of physical and built
environments (Song et al. 2016; Tribby et al. 2016). Using this framework, research-
ers ask questions about how access to services, such as public transportation, varies
with community socioeconomics (Paez et al. 2010; Wei et al. 2017), or how access
to opportunities varies by individual characteristics, such as gender (Kwan 1999),
and conduct analysis to guide improved access to healthcare (Kim et al. 2018).

Recent social and cultural disruptions have added complexity to space—time
processes that govern access (Nelson et al. 2022). At the same time, technological
advances have created opportunities to enable access by removing the travel need for
obtaining goods, services, and necessities (e.g., through eCommerce, Instacart, Tel-
ehealth, etc.) and jobs (via remote work), and even for socializing. Nowadays social
interactions via the Internet for example on twitter, dating apps, and Metaverse plat-
forms have become ubiquitous. In classic time geography, travel time is a key factor
of accessibility. The accelerated digitization of our lives, brought on by COVID-19
lockdowns, has amplified forms of access, and also created barriers to access, that
are uncoupled from travel time. For example, a Telehealth appointment provides
health care without travel, but it can also prevent receiving health care due to lack
of access to digital technologies (Rodriguez et al. 2022). Although access can be
achieved without travel, it might differ for different individuals based on who they
are and their life circumstances. Health care access is governed more by insurance
than by the spatial proximity between healthcare facilities and home, and technology
may place new opportunities and barriers to healthcare. For example, online reviews
of service providers might also influence the preferences of individuals to access
certain services regardless of distance and time. Moreover, even with eliminating
the travel need through Telehealth, time still plays a role in health care access, as
people cue for appointment times and spend time scheduling and checking-in for
appointments. In order for time geography to continue to be a generalized frame-
work for quantifying accessibility, methods are needed to incorporate allocations of
time and other individual-specific parameters associated with processes other than
movement and to incorporate access that is enabled without travel.

Recently we have witnessed a massive increase in the availability of big data,
80% of which is spatial (Huang and Wang 2020). A particular case of spatial data is
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mobility datasets, which have increased in availability and use. For example, point
of sales data, smartphone GPS generated data, and fitness app data are all being
used to understand people movements at an aggregate level (e.g., Nelson et al 2021).
Privacy constrains the broad access to granular big mobility datasets. In most cases,
granular movement data are held by private companies and researchers have limited
access to these data sets, making individual movements primarily available when
researchers conduct studies and recruit participants. While individual GPS data are
an enhancement compared with traditional travel survey data, and may even be large
in terms of file size, they are not big in terms of being generated by a large group of
people. There is exciting potential for integrating big mobility data sets with time
geography to understand how movement, time, and geography intersect to create
individual accessibility. While on the surface it seems we have all the data needed
to address these questions, how we integrate the variety of spatial data at both indi-
vidual and aggregate levels remains a challenge with many details that need to be
considered.

Concurrent to the digital revolution, some of which has been fast-tracked by
COVID-19, there has been accelerated awareness of how access and time alloca-
tion vary for different individuals and communities based on factors, such as race,
income, sexual identity, and physical limitations and ability for telecommute
(McBride et al. 2020; Su et al. 2021). Current models of access that focus on generic
movement patterns and the physical and built environment are missing variation in
experience that is social, cultural, and individual. When we generalize individual
experience, we run the risk of over representing dominant cultural values and rein-
forcing systematic racism and other harmful structures. The importance of includ-
ing varied experience in access modeling is not new. Studies on modeling move-
ment through time geography based on gender (Kwan 1999, 2000) and behavior
(Loraamm 2020) have addressed these questions, and have done so by quantifying
how space—time use of geography varies for different individuals (McBride et al.
2020). However, we have found few studies that quantify diverse and individual
experiences by incorporating data on perception, culture, and social interactions
into time geography models. As geographers and geographic information scientists
sharpen our focus on issues of equity, public health, and climate change impacts
as related to travel demand (Kar et al. 2022), there is an opportunity to revisit time
geography with a lens toward increasing methodological flexibility that is needed for
inclusion of diverse experiences and individual preferences.

In this paper, our goal is to outline a research agenda for a modern time geog-
raphy, capable of more flexibly representing the relationships between space, time
and access and able to be nuanced for inclusion of more diverse experiences with
access and barriers. We relate this work to Héagerstrand (1970) early work on time
geography and, as such, focus on how time geography enables quantification of con-
straints and access. The time geography framework we imagine is different from the
classic time geography, in that it enables inclusion of more diverse data and high-
lights modern opportunities and costs to constraints and access such as technology
and social inequality. The proposed framework moves away from a classic top-down
model that considers a unified set of space—time constraints and universal rules for
all individuals and toward a bottom-up approach that allows variation in access
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based on the individual characteristics and experiences of the focal person or com-
munity over time and space. To meet this goal, we present a conceptual framework
that is adapted from movement research in GIScience (Geographic Information Sci-
ence) that incorporates internal, external, and structural processes influencing the
spatial pattern of individual movement at multiple scales. We then present a research
road map and identify gaps in methods available for implementation of a modern
time geography. We do not intend this to be the final word. Rather, we hope that
this is the start of a conversation about how to continue to advance time geography
through a collaborative research agenda across time geography, movement analysis,
and GIScience.

2 Time geography: background

Time geography was developed by Hégerstrand in mid 1960s to study human migra-
tion (Hagerstrand 1970). By incorporating both time and geographic context in the
analysis of movement, theories and methods of time geography have been instru-
mental in the geographer’s effort to nuance hypotheses regarding access. Time
geography constrains movement based on maximum speed given in a particular
time period. Hégerstrand (1970) categorizes the temporal and spatial constraints on
access into three categories: “capability constraints”, “coupling constraints”, and
“authority constraints”. Capability constraints are those that limit the accessibility
of the individuals because of physical or biological traits (e.g., age, disability) or
available mobility tools such as transportation mode. Coupling constraints are those
that restrict movement because of people’s requirements to be at certain locations at
certain times for certain time periods to perform social functions or meet with oth-
ers, for example for schooling, buying goods, accessing jobs, or to socialize. Often
fixed daily schedules of services and jobs create major constraints on access in space
and time. Authority constraints are those formed by social and cultural rules and
often are controlled by social organizations or the government. These constraints
may impact the affordability or availability of resources for different individuals or
populations and hence impact their movement patterns.

Implemented through methods like the space-time prism and space—time paths
(Miller 2005), time geography can be used to define a potential path area (PPA), or
the spatial extent of movement in a given time as possible locations that moving indi-
viduals can reach or create bundles to meet with other people (Patterson and Farber
2015). Time geography’s approach to constraints has also been adapted to model acces-
sibility and spatial interaction in both physical and virtual spaces (Couclelis and Getis
2000). As well, by combining patterns in individual PPA, time geography is used as an
approach to defining and comparing community level movement and social interaction
across urban areas (Lee and Miller 2019; Farber et al. 2013), and to tracing fine scale
dynamic interaction between individuals in space and time through movement (Dodge
et al. 2021). Additionally, probabilistic time geography models the probable movement
given a set of conditions, spatial context, or behavior by incorporating a more probable
speed or path (Ahearn et al. 2017; Long et al. 2014; Song et al. 2016; Song and Miller
2014; Winter and Yin 2010a, b). Probabilistic time geography provides an important
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lens for understanding access which can call along a gradient, rather than be discrete.
Time geography has been further developed to incorporate the influence of the physical
environment on movement and access (Benitez-Paez et al. 2021) constraining move-
ment to physical infrastructure and availability of services as a form of capability and
authority constraints (i.e., transit) (Lee and Miller 2018).

Relative to our goal of developing a research agenda for modern time geography,
we note two interesting trends in the development of time geography. First, time
geography has made considerable advancements in the inclusion of geographic con-
text data in analysis, most of the geographic data included represents the physical
or built environment, such as topography, road networks, or locations of services
(Ahearn et al. 2017; Kuijpers et al. 2010). Social and cultural studies use theories
of time geography, but less common are the application of quantitative methods like
space time prisms to model experiences of different individuals in response to dif-
ferent forms of authority constraints. A notable exception is research on gender in
the context of capability and coupling constraints, which has used time geography
as a theoretical and methodological framework to quantify differences in how space
use over time varies by gender (e.g., Kwan 1999, 2000). Yet, even within analysis of
aggregate gender difference, the focus is on differences in the distances of travel by
gender and how this can increase or decrease access to resources and opportunities.
Individual-specific factors such as concerns about safety, or social barriers to public
space are known to impact genders differently but we have not seen these types of
issues included in time geography.

A second noteworthy development in time geography studies is that meth-
ods have enhanced the delineation of paths, allowing variability of travel speed or
accommodation for virtual access, for instance, by making velocity modeling sensi-
tive to variability across space and time (Miller and Bridwell 2008), or customiz-
ing the activity types along the space—time path to incorporate virtual accessibility
via telecommunication and Internet (Shaw and Yu 2009). Varying speed across a
physical landscape or creating links that are not bound by travel time is important
for nuancing barriers to access. As well, time geography links travel to models of
spatial processes and has advanced them beyond prediction of generalized random
walks to include more realistic processes of movement (Long et al. 2014) and more
realistic interpolation of travel pathways. Research on how to represent travel speed
and spatial processes that govern realistic travel have set the stage for more holisti-
cally modeling that includes a broader range of factors that influence movement.
Building on this, future models should advance the capacity of time geography by
not only considering mechanistic movement capacities such as travel speed but also
incorporating a range of individual-specific traits that may limit or enhance their
access to resources and opportunities in space and time.

3 Framework for modern time geography
Adapting existing conceptual frameworks for context-aware movement analytics that

are offered mainly for movement ecology (Ahearn et al. 2017; Brum-Bastos et al.
2021; Nathan et al. 2008), we build a new framework to enhance time geography
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for modeling individualized access to resources and opportunities. Time geography
constrains movement with time and speed. In contrast, with a less emphasis on time,
the movement ecology paradigm (Nathan et al. 2008) describes organismal move-
ment based on four basic mechanistic components: “the internal state (why move?),
motion (how to move?), and navigation (when and where to move?) capacities of
the individual and the external factors affecting movement”. Focusing on human
movement, in our framework (illustrated in Fig. 1) we leverage the flexibility of the
movement ecology paradigm to alleviate the physical and universal constraints of
time geography for movement and accessibility in modern times. At the same time,
we individualize time geography to differentiate access for individuals with diverse
characteristics and how they experience a variety of internal (related to the individ-
ual), external (related to the environment), and structural (related to the community
and cultural rules) factors. We further map the capability, coupling, and authority
constraints introduced by Higerstrand to these factors and discuss how the inter-
play between them influences the movement paths and accessibility of individuals in
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Fig. 1 Framework for an individualized time geography representing varied access and movement
choices based on influencing internal, external, and structural factors
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space and time. The interplay among these factors can directly or indirectly impact
movement and drive or limit individuals’ access to resources at multiple scales—
i.e., influencing their movement choices and interactions at local and individual
scales and shaping their movement paths and access collectively at global and popu-
lation scales.

3.1 Individual level internal factors

Individuals’ behaviors and activities are driven by their needs and experiences
which can vary significantly for each person depending on their physiological and
biological characteristics, their personal capabilities and preferences as well as in
space and time use. These individual level factors relate to Hégerstrand’s capabil-
ity constraints on movement and accessibility. However, some internal factors might
even be considered as the driver or enabler of movement and access (e.g., individual
will, strengths, fitness level). Intentional movement historically has been used as a
means to access resources, opportunities, and to conduct activities to satisfy one’s
needs and goals. Movement often is initiated based on a change in the psychological
state (e.g., craving, feeling tired, hungry, other mental state) of an individual or an
urge to access resources. The change in psychological state then triggers a behavior
which sets the movement goal (e.g., engaging in an activity, commuting, exercising,
etc.). For example, we move to commute to work (the need to access a job, earn
money, and social status), to get food when we are hungry or feel unsafe (change
in internal state), and for vacation or recreation (the desire to see a new place or
the need to exercise), or simply to explore or reach a place for a specific activity
or need (shopping, dining, receiving health care, etc.). Other internal factors that
influence movement and access are individuals’ inherent characteristics (behavioral
traits, biological state, gender, age), perceptions (feeling safe or unsafe), and move-
ment capacities (physiological characteristics, mobility, disability). Although these
traits are associated with the focal individual, their impact on movement choices
can be influenced by other external (e.g., environment, geography) and structural
factors (e.g., policy, social organization) as described later. That is, the intersections
of these individual level factors with the three forms of capability, coupling, and
authority constraints may shape space—time paths of individuals differently. As a
result, different people and populations may experience the same environments in
totally different ways. There are many examples of literature that describe variabil-
ity in access to a wide range of conditions and services including: transit (Lubitow
et al. 2017), active transportation (Lee et al. 2017; Agyeman and Doran 2021). The
interplay of individual-specific factors and other factors can generate different expe-
riences, responses, and preferences for different people in their movement decisions
and travel demands (Kar et al. 2022). As such, these factors may have a varied effect
on people’s movement choices including their destinations, movement means and
capacities, and time constraints, and hence differentiate how they access resources
and opportunities (Brown 2022). For example, a woman might not feel safe to walk
in unfamiliar or quiet locations at dark (environmental factor), because of the per-
ceived risk of crime (structural issue).
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3.2 Local and global scale external factors

Movement is highly influenced by the external context within which it takes
place. The built environment, available physical and cyber infrastructure, geog-
raphy, and social interactions impact individuals’ route choices, schedules, trans-
portation modes, destinations, and even their internal states, perceptions and
movement capacities. As such, these factors can also impact the aforementioned
individual level internal factors, and how they drive their movement choices.
That is, the external factors might expose all individuals or be available to all
similarly (e.g., road network, weather, location of hospitals) or their impact on
access might vary for different individuals (e.g., perception of safety or risk by
man or woman, affordance of various types of transportation, extreme weather
events experienced by people with or without disability, varied health insurance
providers). The influence of external factors may also vary at different scales.
At the local scale, movement choices of individuals may be impacted by their
immediate environment (e.g., weather condition, time of day), while their global
space—time path to access resources might be shaped by the broader build envi-
ronment, infrastructure, and distribution and availability of services such as trans-
portation. For example, movement paths of individuals are restricted by exter-
nal factors such as the road networks and physical barriers generating capability
constraints, or the condition of the place or the surrounding environment of the
individuals (e.g., perceived as safe or unsafe) (Friman et al. 2020). Also, weather
conditions can impact human mobility in urban areas and their impact can vary
depending on the individuals’ capabilities or other internal factors such as dis-
ability, age, etc. (Brum-Bastos et al. 2018; Sagl et al. 2011). In association with
authority constraints and internal factors, these factors may also influence indi-
viduals® perception and hence impact their movement choices and interactions
with other individuals. For example, at night or in a new and unfamiliar environ-
ment, some individuals might feel unsafe in quiet and dark places and may prefer
to take a private vehicle to quickly reach their destinations, but during the day
and in downtown areas or urban green spaces people might enjoy taking their
time to explore on foot or by bike and to interact socially. The perception of a
safe or unsafe space can be shaped by confounding factors such as people’s inter-
nal characteristics and identity as well as their experiences or perceptions of the
structural elements (i.e., higher crime rates in certain locations) as it relates to
their environment (e.g., dark, quiet). Therefore, external factors may play a role
in capability constraints or coupling constraints, although they also contribute to
authority constraints. For example, the locations of national parks and weather
conditions (i.e., external factors) impact visitors’ decisions to visit or not. How-
ever, their access to national parks may be limited depending on operation hours
and entrance fees which are controlled by the authorities (structural factors) and
the environmental conditions (e.g., risk of wildfire, storm). The interplay of indi-
vidual-level local movement choices and their interaction with the immediate and
broader environment will eventually shape the collective mobility patterns of the
population at the community level at global scales.
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3.3 Community level structural factors

Structural factors are those that can provide opportunity or limitations for individu-
als and hence influence their access and shape their experiences differently. These
factors largely intersect with Hégerstrand’s authority constraints. For example, poli-
cies, controlled access to or costs of infrastructure, social programs, policing, pub-
lic health policies, crime mitigation, funding, and zoning restrictions that are put
in place can limit or expand individuals’ access to certain resources. Although the
entire community is exposed to or encounters these structural elements, the experi-
ence can significantly differ for different population segments. For example, trans-
portation as an infrastructure (external factor) might not be affordable or accessible
(structural factor) to all people based on their socioeconomic status, gender, disabil-
ity (internal factors), or simply because of limited hours of operations. These fac-
tors can restrict or empower individuals in their movement choices and access to
schools, hospitals, and other services. For example, depending on the insurance net-
work or school district, individuals’ options might be limited to access health care
or education. Incentives for using electric vehicles, supply-chain issues, lockdowns,
admission challenges for various service providers or opportunities can also have
an impact on movement choices and individual’s access. Cultural differences might
also drive individuals’ decisions in how and which resources are accessed, impact-
ing public policies and funding for building infrastructure. Community level univer-
sal policies, such as the stay-at-home orders which were implemented to mitigate
the COVID-19 pandemics, are an example of how policy can have different reper-
cussions for different individuals and may result in inequitable access to resources
and opportunities depending on individuals’ occupation type, income level, age, and
gender (Long and Ren 2022).

3.4 Space-time path and potential path area

The original space—time prism and potential path area model what portion of space
is available to the individual while the space—time path represents the actual path of
the individual over time (Miller 1991). In our framework, the space—time path and
potential path area to access resources or perform activities are modeled on an indi-
vidual level. First, the movement can be goal-oriented toward a destination or can be
exploratory. The goal is determined by the person’s needs and intentions to access
resources or to conduct an activity. Whether to move or not, the destinations, the
bundles to interact with others, and the paths of movement are driven based on the
interplay between the internal, external, and structural factors. For example, a per-
son’s will to earn money moves them to go to work. Depending on the availability of
the infrastructure and the policy, the person may access their job remotely or have to
travel and meet with other people at certain locations or time. Access to job can also
be facilitated on the go or at home via cyberinfrastructure. If there is a need to travel
to work, the decision on how to travel is dependent on the accessibility and afford-
ability of available public transportation (if any), weather conditions, as well as the
person’s capabilities, preferences and perception of different routes and means of
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transportation. As also pointed out in Hiagerstrand (1970), people’s movement paths
and the preferred locations to perform activities or find jobs, schools, services, etc.
can also be impacted by their necessities, both physiological and physical, as well as
cultural and policy rules. Our framework makes Hagerstrand time geography more
flexible by allowing individuals’ preferences and choices to vary in space and in
time through internal, external and structural factors, impacting individuals’ travel
speed, destinations, and their time budget. As such, while the path decisions (ori-
gin, destination, departure, route choice) are made by the individual, the spatial and
temporal constraints forming the shape of the potential path area are driven by the
complex interplay of these factors, as illustrated in Fig. 1. We imagine that this can
be modeled using a hyperspace rather than a three-dimensional space—time cube, in
which each dimension models a specific factor. For example, perceptions and prefer-
ences of the individuals, environmental conditions, and availability and affordability
of infrastructure are the different dimensions to the space, which contribute to a joint
probability determining the locations accessible to the individual at a given time.

4 Research roadmap for a modern time geography

Time geography has been a longstanding approach to modeling accessibility. In
order for time geography to have the flexibility to support the proposed framework
above and leverage the opportunities of big data, we need methods that implement
nuanced individual experiences and address challenges of integrating big data at
individual and population scales. We propose a roadmap for research that will ena-
ble us to continue to leverage time geography for studies of access (Fig. 2). Linking
to the framework, we focus here on practicalities of implementing data driven time
geography models and divide research needs into space—time constraints, definitive
variables, relative variables, and the need to link between individual and population
scales of analysis.

4.1 Space-time constraints

A fundamental assumption of time geography is that travel time and coupling con-
straints determine what resources and opportunities people can reach over particular
time frames. The internal, external, structural factors of the framework highlight that
research is needed on how to implement constraints that are not governed by travel.
Using the healthcare example, we highlight that healthcare can require travel to in
person appointments or can be decoupled from travel time through e-health ser-
vices. Further, health care workers may do the traveling providing in-home services,
mobile health care centers may be utilized, and health care services can be provided
by mail (i.e., at home COVID-19 test). Clearly, the spatial-temporal landscape that
governs access to healthcare, and many other activities, is complex.

Hégerstrand’s theory of time geography accounted for digital access, includ-
ing space—time paths of a phone call (Hégerstrand 1970), yet the implementation
of broadly defined space—time constraints has proven more challenging. For nearly
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Fig.2 Roadmap for a research agenda in support of a modern time geography

two decades, researchers have addressed the idea of access decoupled from travel
time in time geography models. Janelle (2004) proposed typology for asynchronous
and synchronous interactions, Shaw and Yu (2009) modified a space-time path to
include interactions which happen digitally and presented a framework for hybrid
physical—virtual space activities, and Couclelis (2009) argued for a revised time
geography and a loosening links between activity, place, and time.

The acceleration of digital society has highlighted the need to also accelerate the
flexibility of time geography models (Thulin et al. 2019). While there is research to
build from, and we anticipate a boom of research on topics of how to include digital
access in time geography models (Klapka et al. 2020; Shaw and Sui 2019), the tidy
link between time constraints and access, which has stood the test of time, is cur-
rently being challenged. Yet, there are time geography implementations that are flex-
ible and are already capable of integrating multiple constraints, including travel time
and digital constraints. Bundling, or meshing space—time activities, is one example
of a method that can combine travel paths across multiple travel models and can
enable integration of non-travel constraints (Shaw and Yu 2009).

It is important to consider how change to time geography intersects more broadly
with spatial analysis. Access and interaction decoupled from time also decouples
from space and place. At a fundamental level the nature of spatial relationships
or proximity is changing in response to society’s digitalization, inviting a revisit
of Tobler’s first law of geography, which states that all things are related and near
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things more than far (Tobler 1970). The cyberspace and digital interaction challenge
the way we have conceptualized Tobler’s law. The digitization of society, therefore,
also requires a broadening of how we define near more generally in spatial analysis.
Near may occur in physical space, but it may also occur in digital space. Research is
needed on the theory and practice of integrating digital interaction in spatial weights
matrices to allow representations of digital flow, interaction, and proximity in stud-
ies where nearness may best be represented digitally. In short, these issues are not
the burden of time geographers, but require new models across geography.

While including non-time constraints in time geography models is not new,
implementation is complex, and the problem has become combinatorial. The com-
putational processing required to model access with complexity of multi-modal
travel, digital access, and reliance on home deliveries presents a challenge. The
computation complexity of time geography hinders modern research on accessibil-
ity using high frequency tracking and data streams as well as in real-time applica-
tions. Coupled with parallel processing and high-performance computing strategies,
time geography can be enhanced for computing accessibility using large and hetero-
geneous space—time data. However, new methods are needed for careful handling
of “time’ when using parallel processing in modern time geography (Dodge 2021).
Simply breaking movement trajectories by slicing through time, as applied in spatial
indexing approaches, might not be the best solution as it may alter movement speed
and non-travel time. Also, as it is the case in the spatial dimension, the Modifiable
Areal Unit Problem (MAUP) requires careful consideration when handling the time
dimension in both physical and cyber spaces (Su et al. 2022). Hence, as with all
modeling there remains a need to balance realism with complexity and to design
models based on the need of research questions. In our framework we find it help-
ful to quantify access at an individual level, where access can be a combination of
physical travel, digital interaction, and integration of other services.

4.2 Modeling constraints through definitive variables

Following the proposed framework for modern time geography, we consider how
inclusion of external, internal, and structural factors can allow more nuanced
hypotheses on access to be addressed. In terms of a roadmap of research needs, we
split external, internal, and structural factors into those that can be mapped defini-
tively and those that are relative. Definitive variables are black and white, yes or no.
Definitive variables include physical forms, as well as impermeable social structures
and individual characteristics. Standard examples of constraints that can be modeled
through definitive variables in time geography are transportation networks (Kuijpers
et al. 2010) or location of services (Lee and Miller 2018). Definitive variables could
also be used to represent structural factors, such as immigration policies of a nation
or internal factors, such as a person’s mobility characteristics. The common aspect
of definitive variables is that they can be quantified discretely.

A success of time geography implementation has been inclusion of definitive-
type constraints that impact travel time, roads, residents, destinations. Though
computationally there are limits, additional definitive variables are conceptually
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straightforward to include in time geography models. The primary challenge,
from our perspective, will be accessing reliable data on digital networks and con-
straints. While the notion that maps of transportation infrastructure should be public
and open is well established, it is not clear that the same approach is being taken
to mapping digital infrastructure, though some companies are investing substantial
resources into digital infrastructure mapping. Multi-scale maps of Wi-Fi and cell
coverage are important for understanding digital access and must include where ser-
vices exist as well as where services are and are not utilized. Open Street Maps is
one platform that is well suited for mapping of digital infrastructure and its use, and
would benefit from established typologies and organization of crowdsource mapping
and consistent processing efforts to ensure consistency (Sehra et al. 2020). As well,
there are apps that exist for personal mapping of cell and Wi-Fi coverage, however,
if data are proprietary they lack broader benefit to the research community.

4.3 Modeling constraints through relative variables

Relative constraints are external, internal, and structural factors that are not binary.
They may be quantitative and continuous, categorial, or qualitative. Relative con-
straints can occur along a gradient and may or may not be “fuzzy”. Relative con-
straints could be a variable, like elevation, which varies continuously or could be a
factor, like perception, which may be qualitative or include some level of subjectiv-
ity in the definition. These constraints can also be modeled through a combination
of multiple variables (e.g., joint probability of multiple internal, external, and struc-
tural factors). In movement ecology, continuous variables (i.e., elevation and for-
est cover) are frequently used in modeling space utilization and movement (Ahearn
et al. 2017), and many variables have some level of subjectivity or uncertainty (i.e.,
habitat suitability) because they are generated from other models. As wildlife cannot
be asked directly about constraints and access, movement is the signal. While the
same is true for human movement research, our understanding of systems creates
more ability to use relative variables. Movement research in GIScience, which relies
heavily on context through the inclusion of landscape and environmental variables,
may be a guide for considering how to incorporate relative constraints in time geog-
raphy models (Brum-Bastos et al. 2021).

As we sharpen our focus on social, economic, and demographic variation in
access, there is a need to include more relative constraints in time geography mod-
els. There are examples of relative variables such as emotions being incorporated
into space—time path (McQuoid and Dijst 2012) and these provide important foun-
dations for accelerating these types of studies. In some cases, the limitation to
including relative variables is simply lack of data. Definitive constraints like roads
are much easier to map than relative constraints which could include perceptions or
experience of using transportation mode, and which can also vary over time. Yet we
know, that these subjective factors like perception matter. For example, perceptions
of safety are considered the primary barrier to people using bicycles for transporta-
tion and disproportionately constrains women and inexperienced bicyclists (Winters
et al. 2011). Crowdsourced data offer one approach to collecting more diverse and
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individual experience (Nelson et al. 2020), yet crowdsourcing lacks systematic sam-
pling and can be biased toward people that have access to technology.

An interesting aspect of relative variables is that they will typically govern access
on a gradient. Taking again the example of perceptions of bicycling safety, an indi-
vidual will weigh the benefit of bicycling on a particular route against the potential
cost. Value judgments that weight costs and benefits could include: how much faster
will T arrive at my destination if I take a less safe route? How much do the physical
health benefits of exercise outweigh potential risks of a crash? Methodologically,
how we define the cost and benefit and weight these judgements against one another
based on a wide range of individual factors is a challenge. Tools for cost benefit
analysis are common in fields like economics (Bateman et al. 2003) and public
health (Frew 2010), which are often implemented spatially, and provide a guide for
how we can incorporate more diverse perspectives and may produce useful insights
for advancing spatial methods.

4.4 Individual versus population scales

Scale is often a challenge in spatial analysis and modeling, and as we move toward
a more flexible time geography issues of scale will continue to require attention.
Much of the big spatial data available on movement is broadly available only at the
aggregate level. For good reason, protection of privacy, individual movements can-
not be made widely available (e.g., Seidl et al. 2016). Rather, large volumes of indi-
vidual trajectory data tend to be held by companies with proprietary data models.
Yet, we know all big data are influenced by who is included and excluded from sam-
pling, and that variation in the individual movements will be critical for understand-
ing questions of equity and inclusion (Noi et al. 2021). How mobility and access
of individuals in underrepresented groups compares with population level trends is
critical, but impossible to quantify from aggregate data. There is no easy answer, but
as a first step, GIScientists must be clear about who is and who is not represented in
mobility data and time geography analysis.

Further, population movement data obtained via aggregate mobility indices pro-
vide a cross-sectional view of mobility. Future accessibility models should pro-
vide tools to integrate these data with the transitional view of individual movement
choices and preferences over time. There is exciting potential to link individual data
with aggregate level data to better understand variability in access and while the
GIScientist is adept at linking data across scales, the details always require care-
ful consideration. This is important for inclusion of diverse experiences and con-
straints on accessibility in modeling and prediction of population level mobility, for
example, for more equitable crisis mitigation and resource allocation (Franklin et al.
2022).

4.5 Understanding multiple process through data and analysis at multiple scales

Like all spatial analysis, time geography is an approach to understanding pattern and
process. In the case of time geography, the link being made is between patterns and
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processes that reflect movement. While there are benefits to thinking of the compo-
nents or categories that constrain movement (internal, external, and structural) the
process of movement, and patterns that emerge through our actions and that are cap-
tured in data, are the result of the intersections between all the elements that enable
and constrain movement. Héagerstrand’s original work included capability as a con-
straint, and we still like this term, but we think capability may also enable move-
ment or drive movement differently for different individuals. Movement capability
includes what an individual is able to do physically and physiologically, with all the
other physical, digital, and policy elements that may create barriers and opportuni-
ties. While this idea is not new, the data that we have available to understand inter-
sectionality of movement is more plentiful than ever before. Perhaps it is the avail-
ability of data and computational power to understand the diverse, nuanced, and
complex forces that generate our daily, monthly, annual, and life movements at the
scale of both individuals, communities, and even countries that is the truly emergent
trend in geographic science, including time geography.

Similar to the interplay between components of constraints, access is governed
by processes that occur across spatial and temporal scales. As discussed above, the
ability to move, for example, by bicycle is the combined effect of zoning (i.e., a
community level structural factor) (Nieuwenhuijsen 2018), the built environment
(i.e., a local and global external factor) (Fischer et al. 2020), and people’s physical
abilities or physiological comfort with bicycling (i.e., an individual or internal fac-
tor) (Branion-Calles et al. 2017). Each of these factors influence a person’s bicycling
behavior at a particular scale, and creates ridership patterns that can also be meas-
ured at a variety of scales. The multiscale influence is not unique to time geography,
rather it is at the core of all spatial analysis. Although, we are in an exciting time,
as the availability of spatial and mobility data allow us to represent the range and
interaction of spatial and temporal processes in our models, we still often struggle
with methods that are truly multiscale, especially in time geography where multi-
scale may need to consider both spatial and temporal dimensions. Development of
methods that allow us to differentiate the influence of various factors will help us to
prioritize where to place investments in order to optimize access.

5 Conclusion

Time geography is a theoretical framework that has stood the test of time, allow-
ing researchers to better understand and quantify access. However, the accelerated
digitalization of society combined with a focus on understanding how access varies
across race, income, sexual identity, and physical limitations requires new consid-
eration for how we include constraints in our studies of access. In this paper we pre-
sent a more flexible framework for modern time geography to model individualized
access by incorporating internal characteristics and varied impact of external and
structural factors on individuals’ access to resources and opportunities. Research is
needed to advance how time geography includes constraints decoupled from time,
including digital access and delivery which provide access to diverse opportunities
and services. While there is a body of work to draw from, mainstream approaches
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are needed to balance model complexity with realism. To support inclusion of digi-
tal access we need to address the lack of available mapping on digital infrastruc-
ture and develop new approaches to collect and utilize data that is relative, assessing
access along a gradient, and compare individual and population level access. It is an
exciting era for time geography, given the range of questions that benefit from the
established approach to understanding access across scales. Yet, there are massive
opportunities for all geographers to consider how digitization of life has changed the
intersections of space, place, and time and to stretch our ability to understand diverse
barriers to access at individual and population scales. Opportunities to model con-
straints and access in time geography are fueled by new mobility processes, growing
availability of geospatial and mobility data and may benefit from interdisciplinary
perspectives.

Acknowledgements S. Dodge gratefully acknowledges the support from the National Science Founda-
tion through the award #BCS-2043202.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License,
which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as
you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Com-
mons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article
are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is
not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission
directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licen
ses/by/4.0/.

References

Agyeman J, Doran A (2021) You want protected bike lanes, I want protected Black children. Let’s
link™: equity, justice, and the barriers to active transportation in North America. Local Environ
26(12):1480-1497

Ahearn SC, Dodge S, Simcharoen A, Xavier G, Smith JLD (2017) A context-sensitive correlated random
walk: a new simulation model for movement. Int J Geogr Inf Sci 31(5):867-883. https://doi.org/10.
1080/13658816.2016.1224887

Bateman 1J, Lovett IA, Brainard JS (2003) Applied environmental economics. Cambridge University
Press. https://doi.org/10.1017/CB0O9780511493461

Benitez-Paez F, Brum-Bastos V, Beggan CD, Long JA, Demsar U (2021) Fusion of wildlife tracking and
satellite geomagnetic data for the study of animal migration. Mov Ecol 9(1):1-19. https://doi.org/10.
1186/S40462-021-00268-4

Branion-Calles M, Nelson T, Winters M (2017) Comparing crowdsourced near-miss and collision cycling
data and official bike safety reporting. Transp Res Rec 2662(1):1-11

Brown A (2022) From aspiration to operation: ensuring equity in transportation. Transp Rev 42:1-6

Brum-bastos VS, Long JA, Demsar U (2018) Weather effects on human mobility : a study using multi-
channel sequence analysis. Comput Environ Urban Syst 71(January):131-152. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.compenvurbsys.2018.05.004

Brum-Bastos V, Lo§ M, Long JA, Nelson T, DemsSar U (2021) Context-aware movement analysis in ecol-
ogy: a systematic review. Comput Environ Urban Syst. https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2021.
1962528

Couclelis H (2009) Rethinking time geography in the information age. Environ Plan A Econ Space
41(7):1556-1575. https://doi.org/10.1068/a4151

Couclelis H, Getis A (2000) Conceptualizing and measuring accessibility within physical and virtual
spaces. Inf Place Cyberspace Issues Access. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-04027-0_2

@ Springer


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2016.1224887
https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2016.1224887
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511493461
https://doi.org/10.1186/S40462-021-00268-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/S40462-021-00268-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compenvurbsys.2018.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compenvurbsys.2018.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2021.1962528
https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2021.1962528
https://doi.org/10.1068/a4151
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-04027-0_2

A framework for modern time geography: emphasizing diverse...

Dodge S (2021) A data science framework for movement. Geogr Anal 53(1):92-112. https://doi.org/10.
1111/gean.12212

Dodge S, Su R, Johnson J, Simcharoen A, Goulias K, Smith J, Ahearn S (2021) ORTEGA: an object-
oriented time-geographic analytical approach to trace space-time contact patterns in movement
data. Comput Environ Urban Syst 88:101630. https://doi.org/10.1016/J. COMPENVURBSYS.2021.
101630

Farber S, Neutens T, Miller HJ, Li X (2013) The social interaction potential of metropolitan regions: a
time-geographic measurement approach using joint accessibility. Ann Assoc Am Geogr 103(3):483—
504. https://doi.org/10.1080/00045608.2012.689238

Fischer J, Nelson T, Laberee K, Winters M (2020) What does crowdsourced data tell us about bicycling
injury? A case study in a mid-sized Canadian city. Accid Anal Prev 145:105695

Franklin RS, Delmelle EC, Andris C, Cheng T, Dodge S, Franklin J, Wentz EA (2022) Making space in
geographical analysis. Geogr Anal. https://doi.org/10.1111/gean.12325

Frew E (2010) Applied methods of cost-benefit analysis in health care. Oxford University Press

Friman M, Littman K, Olsson LE (2020) Public transport quality, safety, and perceived accessibility. Sus-
tainability 12(9):3563

Higerstrand T (1970) What about people in regional science? Pap Reg Sci Assoc 24(1):6-21. https://doi.org/
10.1007/BF01936872

Huang B, Wang J (2020) Big spatial data for urban and environmental sustainability. Geo Spatial Inf Sci
23(2):125-140

Janelle DG (2004) Impact of information technologies. In: The geography of urban transportation, Guilford
Publications, pp 86—112. https://trid.trb.org/view/756061

Kar A, Le HTK, Miller HJ (2022) What is essential travel? Socioeconomic differences in travel demand in
Columbus, Ohio, during the COVID-19 lockdown. Ann Am Assoc Geogr 112(4):1023-1046. https://
doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2021.1956876

Kim Y, Byon Y-J, Yeo H (2018) Enhancing healthcare accessibility measurements using GIS: a case study in
Seoul, Korea. PLoS ONE 13(2):e0193013. https://doi.org/10.1371/JOURNAL.PONE.0193013

Klapka P, Ellegard K, Frantal B (2020) What about time-geography in the post-Covid-19 era? Morav Geogr
Rep 2020(4):238-247. https://doi.org/10.2478/mgr-2020-0017

Kuijpers B, Miller HJ, Neutens T, Othman W (2010) Anchor uncertainty and space-time prisms on road net-
works. Int J Geogr Inf Sci 24(8):1223-1248. https://doi.org/10.1080/13658810903321339

Kwan M-P (1999) Gender and individual access to urban opportunities: a study using space-time measures.
Prof Geogr 51(2):210-227. https://doi.org/10.1111/0033-0124.00158

Kwan M-P (2000) Gender differences in space-time constraints. R Geogr Soc 32(2):145-156

Lee J, Miller HJ (2018) Measuring the impacts of new public transit services on space-time accessibility:
an analysis of transit system redesign and new bus rapid transit in Columbus, Ohio, USA. Appl Geogr
93:47-63. https://doi.org/10.1016/J. APGEOG.2018.02.012

Lee J, Miller HJ (2019) Analyzing collective accessibility using average space-time prisms. Transp Res Part
D Transp Environ 69(February):250-264. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trd.2019.02.004

Lee RJ, Sener IN, Jones SN (2017) Understanding the role of equity in active transportation planning in the
United States. Transp Rev 37(2):211-226

Long JA, Ren C (2022) Associations between mobility and socio-economic indicators vary across the time-
line of the Covid-19 pandemic. Comput Environ Urban Syst 91:101710

Long JA, Nelson TA, Nathoo FS (2014) Toward a kinetic-based probabilistic time geography. Int J Geogr Inf
Sci 28(5):855-874. https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2013.818151

Loraamm RW (2020) Incorporating behavior into animal movement modeling: a constrained agent-based
model for estimating visit probabilities in space-time prisms. Int J Geogr Inf Sci 34(8):1607-1627.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2019.1658875

Lubitow A, Rainer J, Bassett S (2017) Exclusion and vulnerability on public transit: experiences of transit
dependent riders in Portland. Oregon Mobil 12(6):924-937

McBride EC, Davis AW, Goulias KG (2020) Exploration of statewide fragmentation of activity and travel
and a taxonomy of daily time use patterns using sequence analysis in California. Transp Res Rec
2674(12):38-51. https://doi.org/10.1177/036119812094601 1

McQuoid J, Dijst M (2012) Bringing emotions to time geography: the case of mobilities of poverty. J Transp
Geogr 23:26-34. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JTRANGEO.2012.03.019

Miller HJ (1991) Modelling accessibility using space-time prism concepts within geographical information
systems. Int J Geogr Inf Sci 5(3):287-301. https://doi.org/10.1080/02693799108927856

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1111/gean.12212
https://doi.org/10.1111/gean.12212
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.COMPENVURBSYS.2021.101630
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.COMPENVURBSYS.2021.101630
https://doi.org/10.1080/00045608.2012.689238
https://doi.org/10.1111/gean.12325
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01936872
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01936872
https://trid.trb.org/view/756061
https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2021.1956876
https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2021.1956876
https://doi.org/10.1371/JOURNAL.PONE.0193013
https://doi.org/10.2478/mgr-2020-0017
https://doi.org/10.1080/13658810903321339
https://doi.org/10.1111/0033-0124.00158
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.APGEOG.2018.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trd.2019.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2013.818151
https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2019.1658875
https://doi.org/10.1177/0361198120946011
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JTRANGEO.2012.03.019
https://doi.org/10.1080/02693799108927856

S.Dodge, T. A. Nelson

Miller HJ (2005) A measurement theory for time geography. Geogr Anal 37(1):17-45. https://doi.org/10.
1111/5.1538-4632.2005.00575.x

Miller HJ, Bridwell SA (2008) A field-based theory for time geography. Ann Assoc Am Geogr 99(1):49-75.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00045600802471049

Nathan R, Getz WM, Revilla E, Holyoak M, Kadmon R, Saltz D, Smouse PE (2008) A movement ecology
paradigm for unifying organismal movement research. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 105(49):19052-19059.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0800375105

Nelson T, Ferster C, Laberee K, Fuller D, Winters M (2020) Crowdsourced data for bicycling research and
practice. Transp Rev 41(1):97-114. https://doi.org/10.1080/01441647.2020.1806943

Nelson T, Roy A, Ferster C, Fischer J, Brum-Bastos V, Laberee K, Winters M (2021) Generalized model
for mapping bicycle ridership with crowdsourced data. Transp Res Part C Emerg Technol 125:102981

Nelson TA, Goodchild MF, Wright DJ (2022) Accelerating ethics, empathy, and equity in geographic infor-
mation science. Proc Natl Acad Sci 119(19):e2119967119

Nieuwenhuijsen MJ (2018) Influence of urban and transport planning and the city environment on cardiovas-
cular disease. Nat Rev Cardiol 15(7):432-438

Noi E, Rudolph R, Dodge S (2021) Assessing COVID- induced changes in spatiotemporal structure
of mobility in the United States in 2020: a multi- source analytical framework. Int J Geogr Inf Sci
36(3):585-616. https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2021.2005796

Paez A, Mercado RG, Farber S, Morency C, Roorda M (2010) Relative accessibility deprivation indicators
for urban settings: definitions and application to food deserts in Montreal. Urban Stud 47(7):1415-
1438. https://doi.org/10.1177/0042098009353626

Patterson Z, Farber S (2015) Potential path areas and activity spaces in application: a review. Transp Rev
35(6):679-700. https://doi.org/10.1080/01441647.2015.1042944

Rodriguez JA, Shachar C, Bates DW (2022) Digital inclusion as health care—supporting health care equity
with digital-infrastructure initiatives. N Engl J Med 386(12):1101-1103

Sagl G, Beinat E, Resch B, Blaschke T (2011) Integrated geo-sensing: a case study on the relationships
between weather and mobile phone usage in Northern Italy. In: ICSDM 201 1—proceedings 2011 IEEE
international conference on spatial data mining and geographical knowledge services, pp 208-213.
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICSDM.2011.5969033

Sehra SS, Singh J, Rai HS, Anand SS (2020) Extending processing toolbox for assessing the logical consist-
ency of openstreetmap data. Trans GIS 24(1):44-71. https://doi.org/10.1111/TGIS.12587

Seidl DE, Jankowski P, Tsou MH (2016) Privacy and spatial pattern preservation in masked GPS trajectory
data. Int J Geogr Inf Sci 30(4):785-800

Shaw SL, Sui D (2019) Understanding the new human dynamics in smart spaces and places: toward a splatial
framework. Ann Am Assoc Geogr 110(2):339-348. https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2019.1631145

Shaw SL, Yu H (2009) A GIS-based time-geographic approach of studying individual activities and inter-
actions in a hybrid physical-virtual space. J Transp Geogr 17(2):141-149. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.
JTRANGEO.2008.11.012

Song Y, Miller HJ (2014) Simulating visit probability distributions within planar space-time prisms. Int J
Geogr Inf Sci 28(1):104-125. https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2013.830308

Song Y, Miller HJ, Zhou X, Proffitt D (2016) Modeling visit probabilities within network-time prisms using
markov techniques. Geogr Anal 48(1):18—42. https://doi.org/10.1111/gean.12076

Su R, McBride EC, Goulias KG (2021) Unveiling daily activity pattern differences between telecommuters
and commuters using human mobility motifs and sequence analysis. Transp Res Part A Policy Pract
147:106-132

Su R, Dodge S, Goulias KG (2022) Understanding the impact of temporal scale on human movement analyt-
ics. J Geogr Syst 24:353-388. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10109-021-00370-6

Thulin E, Vilhelmson B, Schwanen T (2019) Absent friends? Smartphones, mediated presence, and the
recoupling of online social contact in everyday life. Ann Am Assoc Geogr 110(1):166—-183. https://doi.
0rg/10.1080/24694452.2019.1629868

Tobler WR (1970) A computer movie simulating urban growth in the detroit region. Econ Geogr 46:234.
https://doi.org/10.2307/143141

Tribby CP, Miller HJ, Werner CM, Smith KR, Brown BB (2016) Assessing built environment walkabil-
ity using activity-space summary measures. J Transp Land Use 9(2):1-21. https://doi.org/10.5198/jtlu.
2015.625

Wei R, Liu X, Mu Y, Wang L, Golub A, Farber S (2017) Evaluating public transit services for operational
efficiency and access equity. J Transp Geogr 65:70-79. https://doi.org/10.1016/JJTRANGEO.2017.10.
010

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1538-4632.2005.00575.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1538-4632.2005.00575.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/00045600802471049
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0800375105
https://doi.org/10.1080/01441647.2020.1806943
https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2021.2005796
https://doi.org/10.1177/0042098009353626
https://doi.org/10.1080/01441647.2015.1042944
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICSDM.2011.5969033
https://doi.org/10.1111/TGIS.12587
https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2019.1631145
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JTRANGEO.2008.11.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JTRANGEO.2008.11.012
https://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2013.830308
https://doi.org/10.1111/gean.12076
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10109-021-00370-6
https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2019.1629868
https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2019.1629868
https://doi.org/10.2307/143141
https://doi.org/10.5198/jtlu.2015.625
https://doi.org/10.5198/jtlu.2015.625
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JTRANGEO.2017.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JTRANGEO.2017.10.010

A framework for modern time geography: emphasizing diverse...

Winter S, Yin Z-C (2010a) The elements of probabilistic time geography. Geolnformatica 15(3):417-434.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10707-010-0108-1

Winter S, Yin Z-C (2010b) Directed movements in probabilistic time geography. Int J Geogr Inf Sci
24(9):1349-1365. https://doi.org/10.1080/13658811003619150

Winters M, Davidson G, Kao D, Teschke K (2011) Motivators and deterrents of bicycling: comparing influ-
ences on decisions to ride. Transportation 38(1):153-168

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and
institutional affiliations.

Authors and Affiliations

Somayeh Dodge’® - Trisalyn A. Nelson'

P4 Somayeh Dodge
sdodge @ucsb.edu

! Department of Geography, University of California Santa Barbara, Santa Barbara, USA

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10707-010-0108-1
https://doi.org/10.1080/13658811003619150
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0335-3576

	A framework for modern time geography: emphasizing diverse constraints on accessibility
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Time geography: background
	3 Framework for modern time geography
	3.1 Individual level internal factors
	3.2 Local and global scale external factors
	3.3 Community level structural factors
	3.4 Space–time path and potential path area

	4 Research roadmap for a modern time geography
	4.1 Space–time constraints
	4.2 Modeling constraints through definitive variables
	4.3 Modeling constraints through relative variables
	4.4 Individual versus population scales
	4.5 Understanding multiple process through data and analysis at multiple scales

	5 Conclusion
	Acknowledgements 
	References


