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Motivation: Implications & Contributors of a Strong Music Community

Strong Music Communities are Factors that Stimulate a Music Community: ._'
Associated With: - Financial affordability "lll
* Economic growth * Transportation convenience
 Social bonding * Music education resources
« Better mental/physical health « Demographics (e.g. student populations)
» Better community reputation * Population density & growth
LocalifyMusicEvents-USA-2019 Dataset » 28 Socioeconomic Indicators from 6 Categories:
- Transportation - Population - Economics
* 308,051 music events in 2019 across - Age - Education - Race
1,139 US cities
» Scraped from BandsInTown and Facebook » Scraped from 3 sources:

- Census Reporter - DataUSA - Census Quickfacts
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Asheyville, NC 92859 0.019
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. Minneapolis, MN 429605 0.009
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Nt D€ o oo
Atlanta, GA 506804 0.010
Want to explore statistical correlations between LMER pontand, OR Gy 0009
. . . . Las Vegas, NV 651297 0.008
San Francisco, CA 881549 0.007
and 28 socioeconomic indicators i Sample heat map with LMER

Top 10 "Music Havens" for Small (pop. 10K-100K),
Medium (pop. 100K-500K), Large Cities (pop. 500K+)

Experimentation:

Use statistical testing with Bonferroni correction to determine the correlations and statistical significance between LMER and each of the
28 indicators (a predictor is significant if p-value < a/ 28, for some p-value threshold a). Set o = 0.05.
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Public Transit 0.26 1.8e-18 o . o
Walkahillty 024 77e17 * Study the "music deserts" more carefully
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Table showing the correlation coefficient (r) and p-values (p) for all 28 mps_://glthub.com/J imila b/LOC3|IfYMUSIC

socioeconomic indicators across all cities. Statistically significant EventData
indicators are in bold font.
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