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Neighborhood-level social cohesion 
is linked with�

� Social resilienc�
� Health outcomes (non-physical�
� Wellbeing 2

Walkability is a popular design goal, 
shown to improve�

� Carbon emission�
� Localized pollutio�
� Health ouctomes (physical) 1

Higher density 
associated with less 
cohesion

Higher diversity (mix 
of use) associated 
with more cohesion

Highest physical density neighborhoods have 
weakest cohesion and a drop-off in diversity.

Large opportunity to improve the densest 
parts of our cities.
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It is hypothesized that the urban design 
influences cohesion, but relationship is 
unclear 3

Reframing walkability: Breaking down the 
different components of walkable design 
that impact social experiences

Need a nuanced, data-driven analysis

Each of the following aspects of urban 
design positively impacts social cohesion�
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* significant at 99% confidence level

Demographics
Age: +0.16*

Edu: +0.01--


Income: +0.15*

White: +0.06*


Female: +0.04*
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