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Large-scale physical activity data reveal worldwide 
activity inequality
Tim Althoff1, Rok Sosič1, Jennifer L. Hicks2, Abby C. King3,4, Scott L. Delp2,5 & Jure Leskovec1,6

To be able to curb the global pandemic of physical inactivity1–7 and 
the associated 5.3 million deaths per year2, we need to understand 
the basic principles that govern physical activity. However, there 
is a lack of large-scale measurements of physical activity patterns 
across free-living populations worldwide1,6. Here we leverage the 
wide usage of smartphones with built-in accelerometry to measure 
physical activity at the global scale. We study a dataset consisting 
of 68 million days of physical activity for 717,527 people, giving us 
a window into activity in 111 countries across the globe. We find 
inequality in how activity is distributed within countries and that 
this inequality is a better predictor of obesity prevalence in the 
population than average activity volume. Reduced activity in females 
contributes to a large portion of the observed activity inequality. 
Aspects of the built environment, such as the walkability of  
a city, are associated with a smaller gender gap in activity and 
lower activity inequality. In more walkable cities, activity is greater 
throughout the day and throughout the week, across age, gender, 
and body mass index (BMI) groups, with the greatest increases in 
activity found for females. Our findings have implications for global 
public health policy and urban planning and highlight the role of 
activity inequality and the built environment in improving physical 
activity and health.

Physical activity improves musculoskeletal health and function, pre-
vents cognitive decline, reduces symptoms of depression and anxiety, 
and helps individuals to maintain a healthy weight4,7. Although prior 
surveillance and population studies have revealed that physical activity  
levels vary widely between countries1, more information is needed 
about how activity levels vary within countries and the relationships 
between physical activity disparities, health outcomes (such as obesity  
levels), and modifiable factors such as the built environment. For 
example, while much is known about how both intrinsic factors (such 
as gender, age, and weight) and extrinsic factors (for example, public 
transportation density) are related to activity levels, evidence about how 
these factors interact (such as the influence of environmental factors 
on older or obese individuals) is more limited8. Understanding these 
interactions is important for developing public policy9,10, planning  
cities11, and designing behaviour-change interventions12,13.

The majority of physical activity studies are based on information 
that is either self-reported, with attendant biases14, or is measured via 
wearable sensors, but limited in the number of subjects, observation 
period, and geographic range15. Mobile phones are a powerful tool with 
which to study large-scale population dynamics and health on a global 
scale12,16, revealing the basic patterns of human movement17, mood 
rhythms18, the dynamics of the spread of diseases such as malaria19, 
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Figure 1 | Smartphone data from over 68 million 
days of activity by 717,527 individuals reveal 
variability in physical activity across the world. 
a, World map showing variation in activity (mean 
daily steps) between countries measured through 
smartphone data from 111 countries with at 
least 100 users. Cool colours correspond to high 
activity (for example, Japan in blue) and warm 
colours indicate low levels of activity (for example, 
Saudi Arabia in orange). b, Typical activity levels 
(distribution mode) differ between countries. 
Curves show distribution of steps across the 
population in four representative countries as a 
normalized probability density (high to low activity: 
Japan, UK, USA, Saudi Arabia). Vertical dashed 
lines indicate the mode of activity for Japan (blue) 
and Saudi Arabia (orange). c, The variance of 
activity around the population mode differs between 
countries. Curves show distribution of steps across 
the population relative to the population mode. In 
Japan, the activity of 76% of the population falls 
within 50% of the mode (that is, between the light 
grey dashed lines), whereas in Saudi Arabia this 
fraction is only 62%. The UK and USA lie between 
these two extremes for average activity level and 
variance. This map is based on CIA World Data 
Bank II data, publicly available through the R 
package mapdata (https://www.r-project.org/).
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and socioeconomic status in developing countries20. Smartphones are 
now being used globally, with the adoption rate among adults at 69% 
in developed countries and 46% in developing economies and grow-
ing rapidly21. With onboard accelerometers for automatic recording of 
activity throughout the day, smartphones provide a scalable tool with 
which to measure physical activity worldwide. Here, we use a large-
scale physical activity dataset to quantify disparities in the distribution 
of physical activity in countries around the world, identify the relation-
ship between activity disparities and obesity, and explore the role of the 
built environment, in particular its walkability, in creating a more equal 
distribution of activity across populations.

We study 68 million days of minute-by-minute step recordings from 
717,527 anonymized users of the Argus smartphone application devel-
oped by Azumio. The dataset includes recordings of physical activity 
for free-living individuals from 111 countries (Fig. 1a). We focus on the 
46 countries with at least 1,000 users (Supplementary Table 1); 90% of 
these users were from 32 high-income countries and 10% were from  
14 middle-income countries (including five lower-middle-income 
countries; Methods). The average user recorded 4,961 steps per day 
(standard deviation σ =  2,684) over an average span of 14 h. We verified  
that the smartphone application data reproduce established rela-
tionships between age, gender, weight status, and activity (Extended 
Data Fig. 1), as well as country-level variations in activity and obesity  
levels determined from prior surveillance data and population studies  
(Extended Data Fig. 2). Recent research has further demonstrated 
that smartphones provide accurate step counts22 and reliable activity  
estimates in both laboratory and free-living settings23. We perform 
complete-case analyses accompanied by sample correction, stratifi-
cation, outlier, and balance testing to verify that our conclusions are 
robust to missing data (see Supplementary Table 1) and biases in age 
and gender, and that they hold for both high- and middle-income  
countries (see Methods and Extended Data Figs 3 and 4).

Our large-scale activity measurements enable the characterization of 
the full distribution of activity within a population beyond activity-level 

averages and including the tails of the distribution (Fig. 1b). Consider 
two countries with divergent activity distributions, Japan and Saudi 
Arabia. In Japan, the mode of recorded steps is high (Fig. 1b, dashed 
blue line; 5,846 steps), while in Saudi Arabia it is low (Fig. 1b, dashed 
red line; 3,103 steps). In Saudi Arabia, the mode is low, but also the 
variance of recorded steps across the population is larger (Fig. 1c). This 
larger variance means that some individuals are highly active and others  
record very little activity even relative to the low country baseline.

We formally characterize these systematic differences in country- 
level activity distributions by measuring activity inequality, 
which we define as the Gini coefficient of the population activity  
distribution24,25 (Extended Data Fig. 5). We find that not only is there 
inequality in how steps are distributed within countries, but also that 
activity inequality is associated with higher obesity levels (Fig. 2a). For 
example, Saudi Arabia has a high obesity rate in comparison to Japan. 
At the same time Saudi Arabia has lower average activity (Fig. 1b)  
and a wider activity distribution (Fig. 1c), that is, a higher activity  
inequality. This finding is independent of gender and age biases 
(Extended Data Fig. 3) and independent of a country’s income level 
(high versus middle; no lower-income countries were included in our 
dataset; Extended Data Fig. 4). In fact, a country’s activity inequality 
is a better predictor of obesity prevalence than the average volume of 
steps recorded (R2 =  0.64 versus 0.47; P <  0.01; Extended Data Fig. 6).  
For example, the USA and Mexico have similar average daily steps 
(4,774 versus 4,692), but the USA exhibits larger activity inequality  
(0.303 versus 0.279; 10th versus 7th decile of country activity  
inequality distribution) and higher obesity prevalence (27.7% versus  
18.1%; 10th versus 8th decile of country obesity prevalence  
distribution) compared to Mexico (Supplementary Table 1).

We find that in countries with high activity inequality, activity in 
females is reduced disproportionately compared to males, across all 
quartiles of activity (Fig. 2b). In particular, 43% of activity inequal-
ity is explained by the gender gap in activity (Extended Data Fig. 7). 
Therefore the larger variances we observe (Fig. 1c) are due to reduced 
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Figure 2 | Activity inequality is associated with obesity and increasing 
gender gaps in activity. a, Activity inequality predicts obesity (LOESS fit; 
R2 =  0.64). Individuals in the five countries with highest activity inequality 
are 196% more likely to be obese than individuals from the five countries 
with the lowest activity inequality. b, Activity inequality is associated with 
reduced activity, particularly in females. The figure shows the 25th, 50th, 
and 75th percentiles of daily steps within each country along with 95% 
confidence intervals (shaded) as a linear function of activity inequality. As 
activity inequality increases, median activity (50th percentile) decreases by 

39% for males (blue) and by 58% for females (red). c, The obesity–activity 
relationship differs between males and females and between high- and 
low-activity individuals. The plot shows the prevalence of obesity as a 
function of daily number of steps across all subjects in all countries (with 
95% confidence intervals). For both males (blue) and females (red), a 
larger number of steps recorded is associated with lower obesity, but for 
females, the prevalence of obesity increases more rapidly as step volume 
decreases (232% obesity increase for females versus 67% increase for 
males; comparing lowest versus highest activity).
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activity for females in comparison to males and not just an increase in 
variance overall (Extended Data Fig. 7a). While lower physical activity 
in females has been reported in several countries1,26, we discover that 
in countries with low activity and high activity inequality, the gender 
gap in activity is amplified (Extended Data Fig. 7b).

By quantifying the relationship between activity and obesity at the 
individual level (Fig. 2c), we were able to determine why a country’s 
activity inequality is a better predictor of obesity than average activity 
level. We find that the prevalence of obesity increases more rapidly for 
females than males as activity decreases. And while lower activity is 
associated with a substantial increase in obesity prevalence for low- 
activity individuals, there is little change in obesity prevalence among 
high-activity individuals. So given two countries with identical  
average activity levels, the country with higher activity inequality will 
have a greater fraction of low-activity individuals (Fig. 1c), many of 
them female (Fig. 2b), leading to higher obesity than predicted from 
average activity levels alone. These findings are analogous to the  
phenomenon revealed in past studies of the effects of income inequality  
on health27,28, whereby a relatively small change in income (in our 
case, activity) for an individual at the bottom of the distribution can 
lead to substantial improvements in health. On the basis of our model 
relating activity inequality to obesity prevalence (Fig. 2a), we also per-
formed a simulation experiment which, assuming perfect information 
(Methods), suggests that interventions focused on reducing activity ine-
quality could result in a reduction in obesity prevalence up to four times 
greater than in population-wide approaches (Extended Data Fig. 8).

We investigated the walkability of a city as a modifiable extrinsic 
factor that could increase activity levels8 and reduce activity inequality  
and the gender activity gap. Using data from 69 cities in the USA 

(Supplementary Table 2), we find that higher walkability scores are 
associated with lower activity inequality (Fig. 3a) across all quartiles of 
median income (Extended Data Fig. 9). Examining San Francisco, San 
Jose, and Fremont—Californian cities in close geographic proximity— 
reveals that activity inequality is lowest in San Francisco, the city with 
the highest walkability (Supplementary Table 3), suggesting that the 
relationship between walkability and activity inequality holds even for 
geographically and socioeconomically similar cities. Furthermore, in 
more walkable cities, activity is higher on weekdays during morning 
and evening commute times and at lunch time and on weekends during 
the afternoon (Fig. 3b and c). This indicates that walkable environ-
ments increase physical activity during both work and leisure time.

We find that higher walkability is associated with significantly more 
daily steps across all age, gender, and body mass index (BMI) groups 
(Fig. 3d; Student’s t-tests, all P <  10−6). The relationship between  
walkability and activity is significantly stronger for females (Student’s 
t-test on gender difference, P <  10−4), whose activity was also dispro-
portionately reduced with higher activity inequality, with the greatest 
increases for women under 50 years old. For example, our linear model 
shows that for 40-year-old women, a 25-point increase in walkability 
(such as from Sacramento, California, to Oakland, California) is associ-
ated with 868 more steps per day, while for men, this 25-point increase 
is associated with only 622 additional daily steps. While walkability 
was associated with the greatest increases in recorded steps among 
normal-weight individuals, even overweight and obese individuals in 
more walkable cities record more steps.

There are limitations in the instrument we used to collect daily phys-
ical activity. For example, our sample is cross-sectional and potentially 
biased towards individuals of higher socioeconomic status, particularly 
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Figure 3 | Aspects of the built environment, such as walkability, may 
mitigate gender differences in activity and overall activity inequality. 
a, Higher walkability scores are associated with lower activity inequality, 
based on data from 69 cities in the USA (LOESS fit; R2 =  0.61).  
b, c, Walkability is linked to increased activity levels. Curves show  
average steps recorded throughout the day in cities in the USA with the 
top ten walkability scores (green) and bottom ten walkability scores (blue) 
in our dataset. b, On weekdays, walkable cities exhibit a spike in activity 
during morning commute (9:00), evening commute (18:00), and lunch 
times (12:00), while activity is relatively constant and lower overall in less 
walkable cities. c, On weekend days, people in more walkable cities take 

more steps throughout the middle of the day, so walkability is associated 
with higher activity levels even at times when most people are not working 
or commuting. d, Higher walkability is associated with more daily steps 
across age, gender and BMI groups. Bars show the steps gained per day for 
each point increase in walkability score for 24 cities in the USA, including 
95% confidence intervals (assuming linear model; Methods). Positive 
values across all bars reveal that, with increasing walkability, significantly 
more steps are taken by every subgroup (Student’s t-tests, all P <  10−6). 
The effect is significantly larger for females overall (left; Student’s t-test 
P <  10−4), with the greatest increases for women under 50 years (middle) 
and individuals with a BMI less than 30 (right).
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in lower-income countries, and towards people interested in their activ-
ity and health. However, we find that activity inequality predicts obesity 
in both middle- and high-income countries (Extended Data Fig. 4) 
and that walkability predicts activity inequality across four quartiles of 
median income in cities in the USA (Extended Data Fig. 9), suggesting 
that our findings are robust to variation in socioeconomic status. The 
majority of adults in developed countries already own a smartphone 
and the number of smartphone connections worldwide is expected to 
increase by 50% by 202021, so we expect any biases to diminish in the 
future. Walking is the most popular aerobic physical activity29, but our 
dataset may fail to capture time spent in activities where it is impractical 
to carry a phone (for example, playing soccer or swimming) or steps 
are not a major component of the activity (for example, bicycling), and, 
because users must carry their phone for steps to be recorded, there 
may exist systematic differences in wear time based on gender and 
age. However, analysis of our dataset reproduces previously established 
relationships between activity across geographic locations, gender, and 
age (Extended Data Figs 1 and 2). We also find that, across countries, 
the span of time over which steps were recorded is uncorrelated with 
the number of steps (Extended Data Fig. 10), and thus systematic wear 
time differences are unlikely to affect our country-level comparisons. 
Together, these results provide confidence that our dataset is able to 
identify activity differences between countries, gender, and age groups.

This study presents a new paradigm for population activity studies 
by demonstrating that smartphones can deliver new insights about key 
health behaviours. We examine the distribution of activity in 46 coun-
tries around the world, including rarely studied countries such as Saudi 
Arabia and Mexico. Our findings highlight activity inequality as an 
important indicator of activity disparities in the population and identify 
‘activity poor’ subpopulations, such as women, who could benefit most 
from interventions to promote physical activity. We further find that 
higher walkability is associated with reduced activity inequality and 
greater activity across age, gender, and BMI groups, which indicates 
the importance of the built environment to global activity levels and 
health. Our findings can help us to understand the prevalence, spread, 
and effects of inactivity and obesity within and across countries and 
subpopulations and to design communities, policies, and interventions 
that promote greater physical activity.

Online Content Methods, along with any additional Extended Data display items and 
Source Data, are available in the online version of the paper; references unique to 
these sections appear only in the online paper.
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METHODS
Statistics. No statistical methods were used to predetermine sample size. The 
experiments were not randomized. The investigators were not blinded to alloca-
tion during experiments and outcome assessment.
Data set description. We analysed anonymized, retrospective data collected 
between July 2013 and December 2014 from Apple iPhone smartphone users of 
the Azumio Argus app, a free application for tracking physical activity and other 
health behaviours. Data are available at http://activityinequality.stanford.edu. We 
define a step as a unit of activity as determined through iPhone accelerometers and 
Apple’s proprietary algorithms for step counting. The app records step measure-
ments on a minute-by-minute basis. We considered only users with at least ten days 
of steps data. The dataset contains 111 countries with 100 users or more (717,527 
users; 68 million days of data; Fig. 1a). We restricted further analyses to the 46 
countries with at least 1,000 or more users (693,806 users; 66 million days of data). 
We aggregated data from all of these users to the country level. A user’s country 
was assigned based on the most common country identified through the user’s IP 
addresses. In the USA, users were assigned to a city based on the most commonly 
occurring location of weather updates in the user’s activity feed. Weather updates 
are automatically added to the feed of each user according to the nearest cell phone 
tower. The user enters gender, age, height and weight in the app settings, and can 
change these values at any time; we used the most recent recorded values. 28.9% of 
users report multiple values for their weight; among these users, weight changed by 
0.24 kg on average between the first and last recorded weight. Users had on aver-
age 95 days with recorded steps, although variation was large (standard deviation 
σ =  313 days). Subjects were excluded from a particular analysis if information was 
unreported (for example, subjects with no reported height or weight were excluded 
from the analysis of Fig. 2a). The amount of data for each country can be found in 
Supplementary Table 1. To verify that subjects with missing data on gender, age, or 
BMI are not different from those who report data, we computed the standardized 
mean difference in age, gender, BMI, and average steps per day between groups 
with and without missing data. Across all combinations of missing variables (age, 
gender, BMI) and outcomes (age, gender, BMI, daily steps), the groups were bal-
anced30, with all standard mean differences lower than 0.25. Data handling and 
analysis was conducted in accordance with the guidelines of the Stanford University 
Institutional Review Board.
Verifying established physical activity trends. To determine the ability of our 
dataset to identify relationships between physical activity and gender, age, BMI, 
and geographic location, we confirmed that the activity measure (daily steps) in 
our dataset reproduces trends established in prior work. We find that activity 
decreased with increasing age1,8,31,32 and BMI8,15,32, and is lower in females than 
in males1,8,31–33, which is consistent with previous reports (Extended Data Fig. 1). 
We compared our physical activity estimates to physical activity data aggregated 
by the World Health Organization (WHO)34. The comparison between recorded 
steps in our dataset and the WHO data are limited for the following reasons. The 
WHO’s dataset is based on self-reports instead of accelerometer-defined measures 
as in our dataset. It contains the percentage of the population meeting the WHO 
guidelines for moderate to vigorous physical activity rather than recorded steps, 
and there is no published direct correspondence between the WHO data and daily 
steps. Furthermore, the confidence intervals in the WHO dataset are often very 
large and make a comparison complicated (see for example, Japan: 28–89% meeting 
guidelines34). Yet we do observe moderate correlation between the two measures 
(Pearson’s correlation coefficient r =  0.3194; P =  0.0393, Extended Data Fig. 2a). 
Similarly, we determined the correlation between obesity prevalence in a country 
in our dataset and comparable WHO estimates from 201435 (r =  0.691; P <  10−6; 
Extended Data Fig. 2b). In addition, we find a significant correlation between 
the gender gap in activity in our dataset and that reported by the WHO (r =  0.52, 
P <  10−3; Extended Data Fig. 2c). For these analyses we used the 46 countries 
with 1,000 users in our dataset that also had WHO data34,35 (that excludes Hong 
Kong and Taiwan).
Daily recorded steps and wear time. We define a proxy for wear time of the activi-
ty-tracking smartphone as daily span of recorded activity; that is, the time between 
the first and the last recorded step each day. We find that users have an average 
wear time of 14.0 h per day. To verify that differences in recorded steps between 
countries are not confounded by differences in wear time from country to country, 
we compared the average wear time in each country versus the average number of 
daily steps (Extended Data Fig. 10). We find no significant correlation (r =  − 0.086, 
P =  0.57). Across the 46 countries, males have a 30 min longer average wear time 
than women (14.2 h versus 13.7 h), which is consistent with longer average sleep 
duration of females16,36.
Defining activity inequality. We used the Gini coefficient24,25 to compute activity  
inequality, as it is the most commonly used measure with which to quantify  
inequality and statistical dispersion37. The Gini coefficient is based on the Lorenz 

curve, which plots the share of the population’s total average daily steps that is 
cumulatively recorded by the bottom X% of the population (Extended Data  
Fig. 5). The Gini coefficient is the ratio of the area that lies between the line of 
equality and the Lorenz curve (marked A in the diagram) to the total area under the 
line of equality (marked A and B in the diagram): Gini coefficient =  A/(A +  B). The 
Gini coefficient ranges from 0 (complete equality) to 1 (complete inequality), since 
step counts cannot be negative. Several other measures have been used to quantify 
inequality and statistical dispersion including the coefficient of variation24,25, decile 
ratio38, and others37,38; we find that these measures are all highly correlated with the 
Gini coefficient (r =  0.96 or higher) when applied to step counts within countries.
Correlation between activity inequality and obesity. We computed the Pearson 
correlation coefficient of activity inequality and the prevalence of obesity in a coun-
try (Fig. 2a; r =  0.79; P <  10−10; R2 =  0.64) using local polynomial regression fitting 
(LOESS; R statistical software package with a re-descending M estimator and Tukey’s 
biweight function). We included all subjects with reported height and weight. 
We additionally correlated obesity with average daily steps for users in a coun-
try and compared the Pearson correlation coefficient for average daily steps with 
that for activity inequality (r =  − 0.62; P <  10−5; R2 =  0.47; Extended Data Fig. 6).  
Steiger’s Z-test39 shows that activity inequality is more strongly correlated with 
obesity than the average volume of steps recorded in a country (r =  0.79 versus 
− 0.62; N =  46; t =  2.86; P <  0.01). For example, the UK exhibits higher obesity 
prevalence than Germany and France (19.5% versus 14.3% and 8.9%, respectively), 
even though the UK has higher average daily steps (5,444 versus 5,205 and 5,141, 
respectively). However, the high obesity levels in the UK are matched to their 
high activity inequality compared to Germany and France (0.288 versus 0.266 
and 0.268, respectively).
Robustness of correlation between activity inequality and obesity. While for 
some countries the gender ratio in our sample closely matched official estimates 
(for example, the USA, Canada and Australia), our sample is more biased in other 
countries (for example, Japan, Germany and India; Supplementary Table 1). There 
is also a bias towards younger subjects in many countries (for example, population 
median age40 for the USA is 34 years versus 38 years; UK is 33 versus 41; Japan 
is 38 years versus 47 years; Brazil is 33 years versus 32 years). Our sample fur-
ther includes both middle- and high-income countries, as classified by the World 
Bank40. To verify the robustness of our results, we calculated gender-unbiased esti-
mates for activity inequality and obesity prevalence for each country by reweighting 
males and females in our sample to match exactly World Bank estimates41 using 
a bootstrap42 with 500 replications. In addition, we computed activity inequality 
separately for males and females in each country and then correlated the activity 
inequality for each gender with obesity prevalence for that gender. We also com-
puted the correlation between obesity and activity inequality for specific age groups 
in our dataset: [10,20), [20,30), [30,40), [40,50) and [50,100), again using only 
subjects with a reported age. In addition, we stratified countries by middle- versus 
high-income status. In all cases, activity inequality remains a strong predictor of 
obesity (Extended Data Figs 3 and 4), which makes our findings independent of the 
exact age and gender distributions in our sample and suggests that our results are 
not confounded by the middle- versus high-income status of countries or isolated 
to high-income countries. Note that the results of these robustness analyses also 
show that our findings are not explained by patterns of missing data in our sample. 
We find similar results in analyses that include all subjects (Fig. 2a) or only those 
that report gender (Extended Data Fig. 3a, b) or age (Extended Data Fig. 3c). We 
further verified that the relationship between activity inequality and obesity is not 
unduly driven by outliers. We removed the potential outliers of Indonesia, Malaysia 
and the Philippines from our dataset and found that activity inequality was still a 
better predictor of obesity than average volume of steps recorded (R2 was 0.69 for 
activity inequality versus 0.56 for average steps).
Gender gaps in activity and obesity. To determine how activity varies with 
increasing activity inequality across countries, we calculated the 25th, 50th and 75th 
percentile of daily steps in each country, with separate calculations for males and 
females. We then fitted a linear model based on each country’s activity inequality  
to each percentile/gender group, along with 95% confidence intervals (Fig. 2b). We 
determined the relationship between obesity prevalence and average daily steps 
for males and females in our sample by measuring the fraction of obese subjects 
who recorded a certain amount of activity (1,000–2,000 daily steps, 2,000–3,000 
daily steps,..., 10,000–11,000 daily steps) and then computing bootstrapped 95% 
confidence intervals (Fig. 2c). This analysis included all subjects in the dataset 
who reported height and weight (n =  297,268). We computed the proportion of 
variability explained by the gender gap in activity using the R2 measure (Extended 
Data Fig. 7b).
City walkability analysis. Walkability scores were obtained from Walk Score43. 
Scores are on a scale of 1 to 100 (100 =  most walkable) and are based on ameni-
ties (such as shops and parks) within a 0.25 to 1.5 mile radius (a decay function 
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penalizes more distant amenities) and measures of friendliness to pedestrians, 
such as city block length and intersection density. At a city level, the score shows 
good correlation with gold-standard measures of walkability from geographic 
information systems44. For the 69 cities in the USA with at least 200 Azumio 
users (Supplementary Table 2), we correlated walkability scores with the activity 
inequality on the city level (that is, using the within-city distribution of average 
daily step counts). We verified that correlations between walkability and activity 
inequality are similar when controlling for the median income level of the city 
by grouping the 69 cities used in Fig. 3a into quartiles based on median house-
hold income data from the 2015 American Community Survey45,46. We find that 
walkable environments are associated with lower levels of activity inequality for 
all four median income groups (Extended Data Fig. 9). We next analysed activity 
in our dataset throughout the day on weekdays and weekend days in the ten cities 
with the highest walkability scores, and the ten cities with the lowest walkability 
score. We considered only cities with at least 20,000 weekdays of tracked steps 
across all users for this analysis. We aggregated steps taken over time within each 
city to the average number of steps per 30-min interval. We considered only days 
(1) with at least 60 min with non-zero steps, (2) with first and last recorded step 
at least 8 h apart, and (3) with recorded total steps between 500 and 100,000. We 
examined a subset of similar cities in close geographic proximity to show that our 
results cannot be explained by simple differences in geographic variation or city 
populations (Supplementary Table 3).
Impact of walkability on daily steps. We computed the relationship between  
walkability and average daily steps for several subgroups of our sample. We used 
data from cities in the USA that had at least 25 Azumio users in each subgroup (age 
0–29, age 30–49, age 50+ , normal BMI, overweight, obese, and all; for both males 
and females). There are 24 such cities in the dataset (Supplementary Table 4). The 
number of subjects for each group and city is shown in Supplementary Table 4.  
For each group, we ran independent linear regressions of steps on walkability at the 
per-subject level. The models include an intercept coefficient. We determined the 
estimated coefficient of walkability (that is, the increase in daily steps for each one-
point increase in walkability of a city) along with 95% confidence intervals (based 
on Student’s t-distribution) for each subgroup (Fig. 3d). We refer to the set of these 
coefficients as our linear model in the main text. We performed Student’s t-tests 
on the regression model coefficients, which establish that higher walkability is  
associated with significantly more daily steps across all age, gender, and BMI groups  
(all P <  10−6) and that the relationship between walkability and activity is signifi-
cantly stronger for females than males (Student’s t-test, P <  10−4).
Simulating population-level changes in activity. We used our model relating 
activity inequality to obesity prevalence to simulate how changes in activity 
might affect a country’s obesity prevalence. We consider an activity budget of 100 
additional daily steps per person in a country to distribute across the population  
(we found similar results for different activity budgets). We compared two strategies  
for distributing the steps—a population-wide distribution and an inequality- 
centric distribution. Both strategies result in the same shift in the average activity 
level of a country. For the population-wide distribution strategy, we increased 
each individual’s daily activity by 100 steps. We then recomputed the country’s 
activity inequality after the redistribution and estimated the country’s new obesity 
prevalence based on our inequality-obesity model (LOESS fit in Fig. 2a). We next 
tested a strategy focused on activity inequality, in which we distributed the activity 
budget equally among the activity-poorest X% of the population (for example, the 
bottom 20% of the population would increase their daily steps by 500). For the 

inequality-centric strategy, we computed the optimal fraction X for each country 
that results in the greatest reduction in the country’s activity inequality. Optimal 
values for X across all countries ranged from 5% to 9%. Further, assuming a fixed 
X (for example, X =  10%) yielded similar results. Our simulation assumes perfect 
knowledge of population activity levels and perfect compliance; that is, any user 
targeted in this simulation would increase their activity levels according to the 
available budget. We also assume that other factors affecting weight would be held 
constant when activity levels change. In our simulations, the inequality-centric 
intervention resulted in reductions in obesity prevalence of up to 8.3% (median 
4.0%; Extended Data Fig. 8), whereas the population-wide approach led to reduc-
tions of up to 2.3% (median 1.0%). Thus, activity inequality-centric interventions 
could result in a reduction in obesity prevalence with a median up to four times 
greater than in the population-wide approach.
Data availability. Data are available at http://activityinequality.stanford.edu/.
Code availability. Code is available at http://activityinequality.stanford.edu/.
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Extended Data Figure 1 | Activity and obesity data gathered with 
smartphones exhibit well established trends. Daily step counts are shown 
across age (a) and BMI groups (b) for all users. Error bars correspond to 

bootstrapped 95% confidence intervals. Observed trends in the dataset are 
consistent with previous findings; that is, activity decreases with increasing 
age1,8,31,32 and BMI8,15,31, and is lower in females than in males1,8,31–33.
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Extended Data Figure 2 | Activity and obesity data gathered with 
smartphones are significantly correlated with previously reported 
estimates based on self-report. a, WHO physical activity measure34 
versus smartphone activity measure (LOESS fit). The WHO measure 
corresponds to the percentage of the population meeting the WHO 
guidelines for moderate to vigorous physical activity based on self-report. 
The smartphone activity measure is based on accelerometer-defined 
average daily steps. We find a correlation of r =  0.3194 between the two 
measures (P <  0.05). Note that this comparison is limited because there 
is no direct correspondence between the two measures—values of self-
report and accelerometer-defined activity can differ14, and the WHO 

confidence intervals are very large for many countries (Methods). b, WHO 
obesity estimates35, based on self-reports to survey conductors, versus 
obesity estimates in our dataset, based on height and weight reported to 
the activity-tracking app (LOESS fit). We find a significant correlation of 
r =  0.691 between the two estimates (P <  10−6). c, Gender gap in activity 
estimated from smartphones is strongly correlated with previously 
reported estimates based on self-report (LOESS fit). We find that the 
difference in average steps per day between females and males is strongly 
correlated to the difference in the fraction of each gender who report being 
sufficiently active according to the WHO (r =  0.52, P <  10−3).
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Extended Data Figure 3 | Activity inequality remains a strong predictor 
of obesity levels across countries when reweighting the sample based on 
officially reported gender distributions and when stratifying by gender 
or age. a, Obesity versus activity inequality on a country level where 
subjects are reweighted to accurately reflect the official gender distribution 
in each country (LOESS fit; Methods). The gender-unbiased estimates are 
very similar to estimates using all data (r =  0.953 for activity inequality and 

r =  0.986 for obesity). b, Obesity versus activity inequality on a country 
level for males and females. Activity inequality predicts obesity for both 
genders (LOESS fit). c, Obesity versus activity inequality on a country level 
across different age groups. We find that associations between activity 
inequality and obesity persist within every age group (LOESS fits). These 
results indicate that our main result—activity inequality predicts obesity—
is independent of any potential gender and age bias in our sample.
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Extended Data Figure 4 | Relationship between activity inequality  
and obesity holds within countries of similar income. Of the  
46 countries included in Fig. 2a, we have 32 high-income (green) and  
14 middle-income (orange) countries according to the current World Bank 
classification40. We find that activity inequality is a strong predictor of 
obesity levels in both high-income countries and middle-income countries 

(LOESS fit). Although in middle-income countries, iPhone users might 
belong to the wealthiest in the population, in high-income countries 
iPhones are used by a larger proportion of the population. That we find a 
strong relationship between activity inequality and obesity in both groups 
of countries suggests that our findings are robust to differences in wealth 
in our sample.
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Extended Data Figure 5 | Graphical definition of activity inequality 
measure using the Gini coefficient. The Lorenz curve plots the share of 
total physical activity of the population on the y axis that is cumulatively 
performed by the bottom X% of the population, ordered by physical 
activity level. The diagonal line at 45 degrees represents perfect equality of 
physical activity (that is, everyone in the population is equally active). The 
Gini coefficient is defined as the ratio of the area that lies between the line 
of equality and the Lorenz curve (marked A in the diagram) to the total 
area under the line of equality (marked A and B in the diagram). The Gini 
coefficient for physical activity can range from 0 (complete equality) to 1  
(complete inequality).
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Extended Data Figure 6 | Activity inequality is a better predictor 
of obesity than the average activity level. a, Obesity is significantly 
correlated with the average number of daily steps in each country (LOESS 
fit; R2 =  0.47). b, However, activity inequality is the better predictor of 
obesity (LOESS fit; R2 =  0.64). The difference is significant according 
to Steiger’s Z-test (P <  0.01; Methods). This shows that there is value 

to measuring and modelling physical activity across countries beyond 
average activity levels. Activity inequality captures the variance of the 
distribution; that is, how many activity-rich and activity-poor people there 
are, allowing for better prediction of obesity levels. Panel b is repeated 
from Fig. 2a for comparison.
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Extended Data Figure 7 | Female activity is reduced disproportionately 
in countries with high activity inequality. a, Distribution of daily steps 
for females, males, and all users in representative countries of increasing 
activity inequality (Japan, the UK, the USA and Saudi Arabia). While 
in countries with low activity inequality females and males have very 
similar levels of activity (for example, Japan), the distributions of female 
and male activity differ greatly for countries with high activity inequality 
(for example, Saudi Arabia and the USA). Activity distributions in these 
countries demonstrate that larger variances in activity (Fig. 1c) are due 

to a disproportionate reduction in the activity of females and not just 
an increase in variance overall. b, Activity inequality increases with the 
relative activity gender gap on a country level (linear fit; Methods). We 
find that the relative gender gap ranges between 0.041 (Sweden) and 0.380 
(Qatar). The average of daily steps for females is lower than for males in 
all 46 countries. The gender gap explains 43% of the observed variance 
in activity inequality (linear fit; R2 =  0.43). This suggests that activity 
inequality could be greatly reduced through increases in female activity 
alone.
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Extended Data Figure 8 | Interventions focused on reducing activity 
inequality could result in reductions in obesity prevalence up to four 
times greater than for population-wide approaches. Given a fixed 
activity budget (100 daily steps per individual) to distribute across the 
population, we compare an inequality-centric strategy that distributes 
this budget equally to minimize activity inequality (100/X% daily steps 
increase for the activity-poorest X% where X minimizes the country’s 

resulting activity inequality; Methods) and a population-wide strategy 
which distributes the budget equally across the entire population (100 
daily steps per individual; Methods). From our simulations, we find that 
the inequality-centric strategy would lead to predicted reductions in 
obesity prevalence of up to 8.3% (median 4.0%), whereas the population-
wide approach would lead to predicted reductions of up to 2.3% (median 
1.0%). Lines correspond to LOESS fits.
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Extended Data Figure 9 | Relationship between walkability and activity 
inequality holds within cities in the USA of similar income. Walkable 
environments are associated with lower levels of activity inequality 
within socioeconomically similar groups of cities. We group the 69 cities 
into quartiles based on median household income (data from the 2015 
American Community Survey46). We find that walkable environments 

are associated with lower levels of activity inequality for all four groups 
(LOESS fit). The effect appears to be attenuated for cities in the lowest 
median household income quartile. These results suggest that our main 
result—activity inequality predicts obesity and is mediated by factors of 
the physical environment—is independent of any potential socioeconomic 
bias in our sample.
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Extended Data Figure 10 | Differences in country level daily steps 
are not explained by differences in estimated wear time. Users have 
an average span of 14.0 h between the first and last recorded step, our 
proxy for daily wear time (Methods). While on an individual level, 
longer estimated wear time is associated with more daily steps (r =  0.427, 
P <  10−10), on a country level, there is no significant association between 

wear time and daily steps (r =  − 0.086, P =  0.57). The line shows the 
linear fit using the 46 countries with at least 1,000 users. This suggests 
that differences in recorded steps between countries are due to actual 
differences in physical activity behaviour and are not explained by 
differences in wear time.
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Supplementary Table 1: Summary of dataset statistics for the 46 countries with more than 1000
subjects (693,806 subjects in total; Methods). Countries are ordered by number of subjects in
sample. Country-level analyses are restricted to these 46 countries. Percentages are in parentheses.
NA refers to missingness in data. Table continued on next page with additional columns.

Country Name #subjects Mean
Steps

Activity
Inequality

#male #female #genderNA Median
Age

#AgeNA

United States 388124 4774 0.303 94707 (48.9) 98971 (51.1) 194446 (50.1) 34 168610 (43.4)
United Kingdom 55110 5444 0.288 15144 (54.8) 12508 (45.2) 27458 (49.8) 33 23557 (42.7)
Canada 26895 4819 0.303 7022 (49.2) 7250 (50.8) 12623 (46.9) 34 10962 (40.8)
Australia 26644 4941 0.304 6858 (51.4) 6479 (48.6) 13307 (49.9) 34 11075 (41.6)
Japan 20386 6010 0.248 6696 (76.2) 2090 (23.8) 11600 (56.9) 38 9016 (44.2)
China 17427 6189 0.245 7553 (61.3) 4769 (38.7) 5105 (29.3) 28 5097 (29.2)
Germany 12234 5205 0.266 4740 (72.8) 1775 (27.2) 5719 (46.7) 34 4666 (38.1)
India 11148 4297 0.293 4092 (79.0) 1086 (21.0) 5970 (53.6) 33 4818 (43.2)
France 8185 5141 0.268 2833 (67.2) 1384 (32.8) 3968 (48.5) 33 3435 (42.0)
Russia 7911 5969 0.262 2071 (59.9) 1385 (40.1) 4455 (56.3) 28 3104 (39.2)
Spain 6723 5936 0.261 2496 (70.8) 1027 (29.2) 3200 (47.6) 36 2538 (37.8)
Netherlands 6239 5110 0.261 2092 (64.1) 1171 (35.9) 2976 (47.7) 35 2311 (37.0)
Mexico 5695 4692 0.279 1497 (65.0) 806 (35.0) 3392 (59.6) 32 2831 (49.7)
Italy 5567 5296 0.275 1724 (68.3) 801 (31.7) 3042 (54.6) 36 2528 (45.4)
Singapore 5411 5674 0.249 1567 (62.3) 947 (37.7) 2897 (53.5) 35 2273 (42.0)
Sweden 5177 5863 0.246 1309 (52.1) 1202 (47.9) 2666 (51.5) 34 2277 (44.0)
South Korea 5022 5755 0.247 1235 (66.5) 621 (33.5) 3166 (63.0) 33 2270 (45.2)
Taiwan 4821 5000 0.262 987 (64.6) 540 (35.4) 3294 (68.3) 34 2404 (49.9)
Hong Kong SAR China 4754 6880 0.222 1288 (62.0) 789 (38.0) 2677 (56.3) 33 2015 (42.4)
Turkey 4711 5057 0.264 1197 (54.5) 1000 (45.5) 2514 (53.4) 31 2106 (44.7)
Thailand 4615 4764 0.272 1026 (62.9) 604 (37.1) 2985 (64.7) 32 2438 (52.8)
Norway 4256 5246 0.252 1061 (52.3) 967 (47.7) 2228 (52.3) 30 1803 (42.4)
United Arab Emirates 4138 4516 0.281 1315 (66.1) 673 (33.9) 2150 (52.0) 33 1723 (41.6)
Brazil 3999 4289 0.272 1127 (71.3) 453 (28.7) 2419 (60.5) 33 1946 (48.7)
Denmark 3924 5263 0.262 1000 (57.1) 750 (42.9) 2174 (55.4) 33 1804 (46.0)
Saudi Arabia 3837 3807 0.325 1153 (64.8) 626 (35.2) 2058 (53.6) 29 1650 (43.0)
Malaysia 3787 3963 0.288 937 (53.5) 814 (46.5) 2036 (53.8) 30 1589 (42.0)
Belgium 3051 4978 0.276 881 (61.9) 542 (38.1) 1628 (53.4) 33 1299 (42.6)
New Zealand 2941 4582 0.301 706 (49.3) 727 (50.7) 1508 (51.3) 33 1235 (42.0)
Philippines 2892 4008 0.298 550 (51.7) 513 (48.3) 1829 (63.2) 31 1476 (51.0)
Ireland 2758 5293 0.285 718 (50.3) 709 (49.7) 1331 (48.3) 33 1159 (42.0)
South Africa 2718 4105 0.284 900 (65.3) 479 (34.7) 1339 (49.3) 35 1124 (41.4)
Ukraine 2420 6107 0.252 507 (56.6) 388 (43.4) 1525 (63.0) 27 1015 (41.9)
Indonesia 2326 3513 0.283 760 (67.4) 368 (32.6) 1198 (51.5) 31 925 (39.8)
Switzerland 2251 5512 0.263 820 (64.9) 444 (35.1) 987 (43.8) 37 774 (34.4)
Czech Republic 2132 5508 0.248 708 (71.2) 286 (28.8) 1138 (53.4) 32 929 (43.6)
Poland 2128 5249 0.269 643 (63.5) 370 (36.5) 1115 (52.4) 31 901 (42.3)
Israel 1489 5033 0.272 458 (65.0) 247 (35.0) 784 (52.7) 34 650 (43.7)
Finland 1488 5204 0.266 388 (50.5) 381 (49.5) 719 (48.3) 31 612 (41.1)
Romania 1422 4759 0.283 380 (64.0) 214 (36.0) 828 (58.2) 31 653 (45.9)
Portugal 1418 4744 0.276 431 (64.8) 234 (35.2) 753 (53.1) 34 614 (43.3)
Egypt 1213 4315 0.303 290 (72.0) 113 (28.0) 810 (66.8) 26 647 (53.3)
Greece 1159 4350 0.295 455 (74.2) 158 (25.8) 546 (47.1) 36 452 (39.0)
Hungary 1151 5258 0.273 357 (67.1) 175 (32.9) 619 (53.8) 30 519 (45.1)
Chile 1060 5204 0.263 270 (64.0) 152 (36.0) 638 (60.2) 31 525 (49.5)
Qatar 1049 4158 0.291 370 (71.4) 148 (28.6) 531 (50.6) 33 413 (39.4)
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Supplementary Table 1: Summary of dataset statistics for the 46 countries with more than 1000
subjects (693,806 subjects in total; Methods). Countries are ordered by number of subjects in
sample. Country-level analyses are restricted to these 46 countries. Percentages are in parentheses.
NA refers to missingness in data. (Continued from page .)

Country Name #BMI [15, 18.5) #BMI [18.5, 25) #BMI [25, 30) #BMI [30, 35) #BMI [35, 40) #BMI [40, inf) #BMI NA #obese

United States 5940 (2.3) 95959 (37.3) 83818 (32.5) 41669 (16.2) 17410 (6.8) 12129 (4.7) 130604 (33.7) 71208 (27.7)
United Kingdom 1133 (3.1) 16093 (44.4) 11696 (32.3) 4643 (12.8) 1514 (4.2) 920 (2.5) 18857 (34.2) 7077 (19.5)
Canada 533 (3.0) 7599 (42.1) 5808 (32.2) 2486 (13.8) 926 (5.1) 618 (3.4) 8847 (32.9) 4030 (22.3)
Australia 588 (3.2) 7756 (42.0) 6091 (33.0) 2487 (13.5) 912 (4.9) 563 (3.0) 8172 (30.7) 3962 (21.4)
Japan 795 (5.5) 9739 (67.2) 3151 (21.7) 632 (4.4) 118 (0.8) 42 (0.3) 5889 (28.9) 792 (5.5)
China 1040 (8.4) 8377 (67.8) 2439 (19.8) 375 (3.0) 64 (0.5) 20 (0.2) 5080 (29.2) 459 (3.7)
Germany 243 (2.7) 4399 (49.0) 3043 (33.9) 971 (10.8) 200 (2.2) 112 (1.2) 3253 (26.6) 1283 (14.3)
India 188 (2.5) 3017 (39.6) 3131 (41.1) 968 (12.7) 196 (2.6) 78 (1.0) 3528 (31.6) 1242 (16.3)
France 302 (5.2) 3384 (58.2) 1596 (27.5) 370 (6.4) 111 (1.9) 36 (0.6) 2375 (29.0) 517 (8.9)
Russia 386 (6.8) 3152 (55.2) 1545 (27.1) 480 (8.4) 100 (1.8) 33 (0.6) 2204 (27.9) 613 (10.7)
Spain 131 (2.6) 2611 (51.0) 1743 (34.0) 473 (9.2) 124 (2.4) 31 (0.6) 1600 (23.8) 628 (12.3)
Netherlands 125 (2.6) 2552 (53.6) 1572 (33.0) 363 (7.6) 94 (2.0) 37 (0.8) 1481 (23.7) 494 (10.4)
Mexico 85 (2.3) 1605 (42.8) 1363 (36.4) 501 (13.4) 132 (3.5) 46 (1.2) 1949 (34.2) 679 (18.1)
Italy 157 (3.8) 2366 (57.3) 1224 (29.6) 281 (6.8) 63 (1.5) 26 (0.6) 1437 (25.8) 370 (9.0)
Singapore 217 (5.8) 2099 (56.0) 1071 (28.6) 271 (7.2) 50 (1.3) 26 (0.7) 1666 (30.8) 347 (9.3)
Sweden 103 (3.0) 1842 (53.1) 1080 (31.1) 317 (9.1) 88 (2.5) 31 (0.9) 1705 (32.9) 436 (12.6)
South Korea 177 (4.8) 2272 (61.4) 1032 (27.9) 184 (5.0) 26 (0.7) 7 (0.2) 1320 (26.3) 217 (5.9)
Taiwan 196 (5.3) 2289 (61.7) 973 (26.2) 208 (5.6) 31 (0.8) 6 (0.2) 1114 (23.1) 245 (6.6)
Hong Kong SAR China 268 (7.7) 2235 (64.6) 744 (21.5) 148 (4.3) 25 (0.7) 21 (0.6) 1292 (27.2) 194 (5.6)
Turkey 130 (4.1) 1556 (48.6) 1071 (33.5) 333 (10.4) 78 (2.4) 22 (0.7) 1511 (32.1) 433 (13.5)
Thailand 243 (7.2) 2014 (59.5) 809 (23.9) 236 (7.0) 49 (1.4) 24 (0.7) 1228 (26.6) 309 (9.1)
Norway 113 (3.7) 1562 (51.3) 961 (31.6) 303 (10.0) 75 (2.5) 23 (0.8) 1211 (28.5) 401 (13.2)
United Arab Emirates 66 (2.3) 1043 (37.0) 1100 (39.0) 435 (15.4) 109 (3.9) 52 (1.8) 1319 (31.9) 596 (21.1)
Brazil 52 (1.9) 1175 (41.8) 1061 (37.8) 383 (13.6) 98 (3.5) 33 (1.2) 1189 (29.7) 514 (18.3)
Denmark 102 (3.7) 1459 (53.3) 813 (29.7) 246 (9.0) 78 (2.8) 26 (0.9) 1186 (30.2) 350 (12.8)
Saudi Arabia 91 (3.8) 819 (33.8) 861 (35.5) 400 (16.5) 133 (5.5) 100 (4.1) 1414 (36.9) 633 (26.1)
Malaysia 152 (5.6) 1315 (48.1) 843 (30.8) 287 (10.5) 94 (3.4) 36 (1.3) 1051 (27.8) 417 (15.2)
Belgium 93 (4.1) 1287 (57.2) 656 (29.1) 163 (7.2) 39 (1.7) 9 (0.4) 800 (26.2) 211 (9.4)
New Zealand 67 (3.3) 861 (42.9) 668 (33.3) 281 (14.0) 82 (4.1) 43 (2.1) 932 (31.7) 406 (20.2)
Philippines 77 (4.0) 980 (50.9) 590 (30.6) 191 (9.9) 44 (2.3) 28 (1.5) 967 (33.4) 263 (13.7)
Ireland 40 (2.2) 851 (47.5) 584 (32.6) 203 (11.3) 65 (3.6) 32 (1.8) 966 (35.0) 300 (16.7)
South Africa 42 (2.3) 653 (36.5) 632 (35.3) 325 (18.1) 88 (4.9) 46 (2.6) 927 (34.1) 459 (25.6)
Ukraine 150 (8.6) 999 (57.1) 444 (25.4) 122 (7.0) 21 (1.2) 8 (0.5) 671 (27.7) 151 (8.6)
Indonesia 107 (6.5) 815 (49.4) 532 (32.2) 147 (8.9) 28 (1.7) 10 (0.6) 675 (29.0) 185 (11.2)
Switzerland 58 (3.4) 964 (57.0) 513 (30.3) 122 (7.2) 25 (1.5) 7 (0.4) 559 (24.8) 154 (9.1)
Czech Republic 71 (4.3) 823 (50.0) 534 (32.4) 156 (9.5) 51 (3.1) 9 (0.5) 485 (22.7) 216 (13.1)
Poland 73 (4.6) 843 (52.6) 508 (31.7) 133 (8.3) 29 (1.8) 11 (0.7) 526 (24.7) 173 (10.8)
Israel 41 (3.9) 506 (48.6) 337 (32.4) 110 (10.6) 32 (3.1) 9 (0.9) 448 (30.1) 151 (14.5)
Finland 38 (3.6) 587 (55.0) 308 (28.9) 85 (8.0) 30 (2.8) 16 (1.5) 421 (28.3) 131 (12.3)
Romania 79 (7.6) 523 (50.6) 300 (29.0) 90 (8.7) 28 (2.7) 9 (0.9) 389 (27.4) 127 (12.3)
Portugal 43 (4.0) 595 (55.8) 318 (29.8) 94 (8.8) 10 (0.9) 4 (0.4) 351 (24.8) 108 (10.1)
Egypt 18 (2.2) 312 (38.7) 283 (35.1) 126 (15.6) 42 (5.2) 20 (2.5) 406 (33.5) 188 (23.3)
Greece 17 (1.9) 378 (42.7) 332 (37.5) 119 (13.4) 26 (2.9) 11 (1.2) 274 (23.6) 156 (17.6)
Hungary 43 (4.9) 483 (54.9) 243 (27.6) 89 (10.1) 16 (1.8) 6 (0.7) 271 (23.5) 111 (12.6)
Chile 12 (1.6) 347 (47.5) 267 (36.6) 82 (11.2) 18 (2.5) 1 (0.1) 330 (31.1) 101 (13.8)
Qatar 23 (3.3) 216 (31.3) 272 (39.4) 130 (18.8) 33 (4.8) 9 (1.3) 358 (34.1) 172 (24.9)

Supplementary Table 2: United States Cities sorted by their walk scores (only showing cities with
at least 20,000 weekdays of data; Methods). We use the top 10 and bottom 10 cities for our analysis
(Fig. 3bc).

City Walkability
Score

City Walkability
Score

1 New York, NY 87.6 29 Madison, WI 47.4
2 Jersey City, NJ 84.4 30 Tampa, FL 46.3
3 San Francisco, CA 83.9 31 Atlanta, GA 45.9
4 Boston, MA 79.5 32 Houston, TX 44.2
5 Philadelphia, PA 76.5 33 Irvine, CA 43.9
6 Miami, FL 75.6 34 Dallas, TX 43.6
7 Chicago, IL 74.8 35 Sacramento, CA 43.4
8 Washington, DC 74.1 36 Omaha, NE 41.1
9 Seattle, WA 70.8 37 Columbus, OH 40.0

10 Oakland, CA 68.5 38 Albuquerque, NM 39.6
11 Arlington, VA 67.1 39 Orlando, FL 39.3
12 Baltimore, MD 66.2 40 Tucson, AZ 38.9
13 Long Beach, CA 65.8 41 El Paso, TX 38.7
14 Minneapolis, MN 65.4 42 Las Vegas, NV 38.6
15 Los Angeles, CA 63.9 43 Phoenix, AZ 38.3
16 Portland, OR 62.8 44 Austin, TX 35.4
17 Honolulu, HI 62.6 45 San Antonio, TX 33.7
18 Saint Louis, MO 59.8 46 Colorado Springs, CO 33.0
19 Pittsburgh, PA 59.8 47 Kansas City, MO 32.1
20 Milwaukee, WI 59.4 48 Fort Worth, TX 31.6
21 Cleveland, OH 56.8 49 Oklahoma City, OK 31.6
22 New Orleans, LA 56.3 50 Louisville, KY 31.2
23 Saint Paul, MN 56.0 51 Raleigh, NC 28.8
24 Denver, CO 55.7 52 Indianapolis, IN 28.7
25 Cincinnati, OH 50.1 53 Nashville, TN 26.5
26 Richmond, VA 49.2 54 Jacksonville, FL 25.5
27 San Diego, CA 48.5 55 Charlotte, NC 24.4
28 San Jose, CA 48.1



W W W. N A T U R E . C O M / N A T U R E  |  3

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION RESEARCH

Supplementary Table 1: Summary of dataset statistics for the 46 countries with more than 1000
subjects (693,806 subjects in total; Methods). Countries are ordered by number of subjects in
sample. Country-level analyses are restricted to these 46 countries. Percentages are in parentheses.
NA refers to missingness in data. (Continued from page .)

Country Name #BMI [15, 18.5) #BMI [18.5, 25) #BMI [25, 30) #BMI [30, 35) #BMI [35, 40) #BMI [40, inf) #BMI NA #obese

United States 5940 (2.3) 95959 (37.3) 83818 (32.5) 41669 (16.2) 17410 (6.8) 12129 (4.7) 130604 (33.7) 71208 (27.7)
United Kingdom 1133 (3.1) 16093 (44.4) 11696 (32.3) 4643 (12.8) 1514 (4.2) 920 (2.5) 18857 (34.2) 7077 (19.5)
Canada 533 (3.0) 7599 (42.1) 5808 (32.2) 2486 (13.8) 926 (5.1) 618 (3.4) 8847 (32.9) 4030 (22.3)
Australia 588 (3.2) 7756 (42.0) 6091 (33.0) 2487 (13.5) 912 (4.9) 563 (3.0) 8172 (30.7) 3962 (21.4)
Japan 795 (5.5) 9739 (67.2) 3151 (21.7) 632 (4.4) 118 (0.8) 42 (0.3) 5889 (28.9) 792 (5.5)
China 1040 (8.4) 8377 (67.8) 2439 (19.8) 375 (3.0) 64 (0.5) 20 (0.2) 5080 (29.2) 459 (3.7)
Germany 243 (2.7) 4399 (49.0) 3043 (33.9) 971 (10.8) 200 (2.2) 112 (1.2) 3253 (26.6) 1283 (14.3)
India 188 (2.5) 3017 (39.6) 3131 (41.1) 968 (12.7) 196 (2.6) 78 (1.0) 3528 (31.6) 1242 (16.3)
France 302 (5.2) 3384 (58.2) 1596 (27.5) 370 (6.4) 111 (1.9) 36 (0.6) 2375 (29.0) 517 (8.9)
Russia 386 (6.8) 3152 (55.2) 1545 (27.1) 480 (8.4) 100 (1.8) 33 (0.6) 2204 (27.9) 613 (10.7)
Spain 131 (2.6) 2611 (51.0) 1743 (34.0) 473 (9.2) 124 (2.4) 31 (0.6) 1600 (23.8) 628 (12.3)
Netherlands 125 (2.6) 2552 (53.6) 1572 (33.0) 363 (7.6) 94 (2.0) 37 (0.8) 1481 (23.7) 494 (10.4)
Mexico 85 (2.3) 1605 (42.8) 1363 (36.4) 501 (13.4) 132 (3.5) 46 (1.2) 1949 (34.2) 679 (18.1)
Italy 157 (3.8) 2366 (57.3) 1224 (29.6) 281 (6.8) 63 (1.5) 26 (0.6) 1437 (25.8) 370 (9.0)
Singapore 217 (5.8) 2099 (56.0) 1071 (28.6) 271 (7.2) 50 (1.3) 26 (0.7) 1666 (30.8) 347 (9.3)
Sweden 103 (3.0) 1842 (53.1) 1080 (31.1) 317 (9.1) 88 (2.5) 31 (0.9) 1705 (32.9) 436 (12.6)
South Korea 177 (4.8) 2272 (61.4) 1032 (27.9) 184 (5.0) 26 (0.7) 7 (0.2) 1320 (26.3) 217 (5.9)
Taiwan 196 (5.3) 2289 (61.7) 973 (26.2) 208 (5.6) 31 (0.8) 6 (0.2) 1114 (23.1) 245 (6.6)
Hong Kong SAR China 268 (7.7) 2235 (64.6) 744 (21.5) 148 (4.3) 25 (0.7) 21 (0.6) 1292 (27.2) 194 (5.6)
Turkey 130 (4.1) 1556 (48.6) 1071 (33.5) 333 (10.4) 78 (2.4) 22 (0.7) 1511 (32.1) 433 (13.5)
Thailand 243 (7.2) 2014 (59.5) 809 (23.9) 236 (7.0) 49 (1.4) 24 (0.7) 1228 (26.6) 309 (9.1)
Norway 113 (3.7) 1562 (51.3) 961 (31.6) 303 (10.0) 75 (2.5) 23 (0.8) 1211 (28.5) 401 (13.2)
United Arab Emirates 66 (2.3) 1043 (37.0) 1100 (39.0) 435 (15.4) 109 (3.9) 52 (1.8) 1319 (31.9) 596 (21.1)
Brazil 52 (1.9) 1175 (41.8) 1061 (37.8) 383 (13.6) 98 (3.5) 33 (1.2) 1189 (29.7) 514 (18.3)
Denmark 102 (3.7) 1459 (53.3) 813 (29.7) 246 (9.0) 78 (2.8) 26 (0.9) 1186 (30.2) 350 (12.8)
Saudi Arabia 91 (3.8) 819 (33.8) 861 (35.5) 400 (16.5) 133 (5.5) 100 (4.1) 1414 (36.9) 633 (26.1)
Malaysia 152 (5.6) 1315 (48.1) 843 (30.8) 287 (10.5) 94 (3.4) 36 (1.3) 1051 (27.8) 417 (15.2)
Belgium 93 (4.1) 1287 (57.2) 656 (29.1) 163 (7.2) 39 (1.7) 9 (0.4) 800 (26.2) 211 (9.4)
New Zealand 67 (3.3) 861 (42.9) 668 (33.3) 281 (14.0) 82 (4.1) 43 (2.1) 932 (31.7) 406 (20.2)
Philippines 77 (4.0) 980 (50.9) 590 (30.6) 191 (9.9) 44 (2.3) 28 (1.5) 967 (33.4) 263 (13.7)
Ireland 40 (2.2) 851 (47.5) 584 (32.6) 203 (11.3) 65 (3.6) 32 (1.8) 966 (35.0) 300 (16.7)
South Africa 42 (2.3) 653 (36.5) 632 (35.3) 325 (18.1) 88 (4.9) 46 (2.6) 927 (34.1) 459 (25.6)
Ukraine 150 (8.6) 999 (57.1) 444 (25.4) 122 (7.0) 21 (1.2) 8 (0.5) 671 (27.7) 151 (8.6)
Indonesia 107 (6.5) 815 (49.4) 532 (32.2) 147 (8.9) 28 (1.7) 10 (0.6) 675 (29.0) 185 (11.2)
Switzerland 58 (3.4) 964 (57.0) 513 (30.3) 122 (7.2) 25 (1.5) 7 (0.4) 559 (24.8) 154 (9.1)
Czech Republic 71 (4.3) 823 (50.0) 534 (32.4) 156 (9.5) 51 (3.1) 9 (0.5) 485 (22.7) 216 (13.1)
Poland 73 (4.6) 843 (52.6) 508 (31.7) 133 (8.3) 29 (1.8) 11 (0.7) 526 (24.7) 173 (10.8)
Israel 41 (3.9) 506 (48.6) 337 (32.4) 110 (10.6) 32 (3.1) 9 (0.9) 448 (30.1) 151 (14.5)
Finland 38 (3.6) 587 (55.0) 308 (28.9) 85 (8.0) 30 (2.8) 16 (1.5) 421 (28.3) 131 (12.3)
Romania 79 (7.6) 523 (50.6) 300 (29.0) 90 (8.7) 28 (2.7) 9 (0.9) 389 (27.4) 127 (12.3)
Portugal 43 (4.0) 595 (55.8) 318 (29.8) 94 (8.8) 10 (0.9) 4 (0.4) 351 (24.8) 108 (10.1)
Egypt 18 (2.2) 312 (38.7) 283 (35.1) 126 (15.6) 42 (5.2) 20 (2.5) 406 (33.5) 188 (23.3)
Greece 17 (1.9) 378 (42.7) 332 (37.5) 119 (13.4) 26 (2.9) 11 (1.2) 274 (23.6) 156 (17.6)
Hungary 43 (4.9) 483 (54.9) 243 (27.6) 89 (10.1) 16 (1.8) 6 (0.7) 271 (23.5) 111 (12.6)
Chile 12 (1.6) 347 (47.5) 267 (36.6) 82 (11.2) 18 (2.5) 1 (0.1) 330 (31.1) 101 (13.8)
Qatar 23 (3.3) 216 (31.3) 272 (39.4) 130 (18.8) 33 (4.8) 9 (1.3) 358 (34.1) 172 (24.9)

Supplementary Table 2: United States Cities sorted by their walk scores (only showing cities with
at least 20,000 weekdays of data; Methods). We use the top 10 and bottom 10 cities for our analysis
(Fig. 3bc).

City Walkability
Score

City Walkability
Score

1 New York, NY 87.6 29 Madison, WI 47.4
2 Jersey City, NJ 84.4 30 Tampa, FL 46.3
3 San Francisco, CA 83.9 31 Atlanta, GA 45.9
4 Boston, MA 79.5 32 Houston, TX 44.2
5 Philadelphia, PA 76.5 33 Irvine, CA 43.9
6 Miami, FL 75.6 34 Dallas, TX 43.6
7 Chicago, IL 74.8 35 Sacramento, CA 43.4
8 Washington, DC 74.1 36 Omaha, NE 41.1
9 Seattle, WA 70.8 37 Columbus, OH 40.0

10 Oakland, CA 68.5 38 Albuquerque, NM 39.6
11 Arlington, VA 67.1 39 Orlando, FL 39.3
12 Baltimore, MD 66.2 40 Tucson, AZ 38.9
13 Long Beach, CA 65.8 41 El Paso, TX 38.7
14 Minneapolis, MN 65.4 42 Las Vegas, NV 38.6
15 Los Angeles, CA 63.9 43 Phoenix, AZ 38.3
16 Portland, OR 62.8 44 Austin, TX 35.4
17 Honolulu, HI 62.6 45 San Antonio, TX 33.7
18 Saint Louis, MO 59.8 46 Colorado Springs, CO 33.0
19 Pittsburgh, PA 59.8 47 Kansas City, MO 32.1
20 Milwaukee, WI 59.4 48 Fort Worth, TX 31.6
21 Cleveland, OH 56.8 49 Oklahoma City, OK 31.6
22 New Orleans, LA 56.3 50 Louisville, KY 31.2
23 Saint Paul, MN 56.0 51 Raleigh, NC 28.8
24 Denver, CO 55.7 52 Indianapolis, IN 28.7
25 Cincinnati, OH 50.1 53 Nashville, TN 26.5
26 Richmond, VA 49.2 54 Jacksonville, FL 25.5
27 San Diego, CA 48.5 55 Charlotte, NC 24.4
28 San Jose, CA 48.1
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Supplementary Table 3: Three United States cities in close geographic proximity. Increased walk-
ability is associated with decreased activity inequality in this set of otherwise similar cities. For
example, San Jose and Fremont are similar to San Francisco in terms of age, race distribution, and
median household income. However, San Francisco has a higher walkability rating, lower activity
inequality, and lower obesity levels. Therefore, we find that the discovered relationship between
walkability and activity inequality holds even for cities that are geographically and socioeconom-
ically similar. Walkability scores are from WalkScore.com?, activity inequality and obesity are
estimated from our dataset (marked *), and all other variables are taken from United States Census
2010 and the American Community Survey 2006-2010?.

City Walkability
Score

Activity
Inequality*
(Percentile)

%Obese* %White %Asian %Hispanic/
Latino

%Black/
African
American

Median
Age

Median
Household
Income ($)

San Francisco, CA 83.9 0.227 (0.07) 13.4 48.5 33.3 15.1 6.1 38.5 71,304
San Jose, CA 48.1 0.264 (0.33) 18.7 42.8 32.0 33.2 3.2 35.2 79,405
Fremont, CA 44.5 0.268 (0.48) 18.2 32.8 50.6 14.8 3.3 36.8 96,287

Supplementary Table 4: Number of subjects for each city and group used in the walkability analysis
(Fig. 3d). We use the 24 United States cities with at least 25 subjects across all groups (N=13,498
total; Methods).

female male
City Age

0-29
Age
30-49

Age
50+

normal
BMI

over-
weight

obese all Age
0-29

Age
30-49

Age
50+

normal
BMI

over-
weight

obese all

Atlanta, GA 114 109 51 147 56 55 288 83 171 67 120 106 78 330
Austin, TX 106 109 48 138 71 46 283 83 142 72 109 99 74 309
Charlotte, NC 58 60 27 77 38 27 147 49 95 34 49 75 41 190
Chicago, IL 228 236 77 268 126 126 572 182 314 102 237 229 111 624
Cleveland, OH 51 53 36 53 35 43 145 29 48 35 27 52 28 119
Dallas, TX 95 80 50 93 61 62 235 69 129 67 96 104 62 279
Houston, TX 160 197 97 170 141 120 477 145 255 131 149 212 147 556
Indianapolis, IN 57 51 33 57 37 39 146 50 56 48 35 65 47 156
Jacksonville, FL 43 60 28 48 31 43 139 26 66 51 39 44 53 148
Las Vegas, NV 62 79 51 80 62 40 203 71 158 68 76 125 82 305
Los Angeles, CA 138 139 46 173 86 54 340 108 188 55 127 131 70 365
Miami, FL 84 87 56 103 60 42 233 70 144 83 68 130 73 305
New York, NY 240 222 92 322 131 62 583 168 288 100 230 200 91 573
Orlando, FL 67 64 46 81 44 39 188 58 116 48 64 73 74 231
Philadelphia, PA 132 119 42 126 68 89 311 95 100 36 67 91 59 238
Phoenix, AZ 59 65 37 71 44 33 171 43 105 48 55 75 52 203
Pittsburgh, PA 72 44 27 70 36 31 146 41 59 36 46 53 29 141
Portland, OR 70 117 37 103 66 47 234 43 114 57 74 75 57 224
Raleigh, NC 59 50 30 61 33 38 145 28 69 32 36 53 36 133
San Antonio, TX 90 116 38 84 70 85 259 77 147 64 65 99 113 299
San Diego, CA 115 129 52 140 80 57 308 86 191 77 113 148 80 372
San Francisco, CA 98 133 35 183 47 26 283 100 220 87 194 141 54 423
San Jose, CA 80 86 51 106 61 37 226 68 195 86 131 137 70 366
Seattle, WA 92 115 35 133 60 39 253 60 173 49 106 111 53 294

Total 2370 2520 1122 2887 1544 1280 6315 1832 3543 1533 2313 2628 1634 7183
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