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A pandemic, the worldwide spread of a disease, can threaten human being in the social as well as
biological perspectives and paralyze existing living habits. To stave off the more devastating disaster
and return to a normal life, people make tremendous efforts at multiscale levels from individual to
worldwide: paying attention to hand hygiene, developing social policies such as wearing mask, social
distancing, quarantine, and inventing vaccine and remedy. Regarding the current severe pandemic,
namely the coronavirus disease 2019, we explore the spreading-suppression effect when adopting
the aforementioned efforts. Especially the quarantine and vaccination are considered since they
are a representative primary treatment for block of spreading and prevention at the government
level. We establish a compartment model consisting of susceptible (S), vaccination (V), exposed
(E), infected (I), quarantined (Q), and recovered (R) compartments, called SVEIQR model. We
look into the infected cases in Seoul and consider three kinds of vaccines, Pfizer, Moderna, and
AstraZeneca. The values of the relevant parameters are obtained from empirical data of Seoul and
clinical data for vaccine and estimated by Bayesian inference. After confirming that our SVEIQR
model is plausible, we test the various scenarios by adjusting the associated parameters with the
quarantine and vaccination policies around the current values. The quantitative result obtained from
our model could suggest a guideline for policy making on effective vaccination and social policies.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Black Death, the most fatal pandemic in history,
not only wiped out human lives but also made human
suffer their economic, social, political, and religious up-
heaval across Europe in the fourteenth century [1, 2].
The continent-wide severe destruction caused by the pan-
demic has given the people at that time and their de-
scendant the lesson on the importance of preventing the
incidence of a disease itself as the primary treatment and
its global spreading as the secondary one. Despite this
lesson, humankind has continued to suffer the great and
small outbreaks of epidemics so far. Ironically, the sur-
prising and remarkable development of techniques and
knowledge have helped the eradication and prevention of
diseases but, meanwhile, used to provoke an unexpected
spreading of new diseases, e.g., the creation of mutant
plague in a laboratory and the fast transportation to be
able to accelerate the spreading [3].

Until recently, some worldwide epidemics have led to
social and medical tension, such as severe acute respira-
tory syndrome in 2002 [4], Middle East respiratory syn-
drome in 2013 [5], and the coronavirus disease 2019, ab-
breviated as COVID-19 [6], which is the most severe pan-
demic in decades so far. While the outbreak sizes of the
first two diseases are 8,096 and 2,449 respectively [4, 5],
the COVID-19 have yielded about over 4 hundred million
worldwide during the first two years from its incident [6].
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To understand its peculiar behavior of spreading
as rarely encountered before, many researchers have
attempted to examine the behavior in terms of so-
cial epidemiology as well as biology. The general
and popular theoretical model is of the compartmen-
tal model where a population is imposed by a com-
partment with a label standing for its states, such as
the susceptible-infected-recovered (SIR) model or the
susceptible-exposed-infected-recovered (SEIR) model [7–
10]. The spreading of COVID-19 is also modeled as a
range of variants of the SIR or SEIR model [11, 12].

The primary reason for modeling the epidemics is to
predict the spreading pattern in the real world and then
to aid in preventing and suppressing the spreading. How-
ever, the theoretical approaches allow us to understand
minimal and essential factors of the spreading but are
too limited to reflect complicated features in reality. To
overcome the limits, the recent studies include the social
policies, e.g., social distancing, banning group gatherings,
and quarantine of the infected person [13–16]. After in-
venting vaccines for the virus, in the modeling, the vac-
cination strategy has been also considered to efficiently
utilize the vaccines within the limited quantities [17–19].

As primary external factors to suppress the epi-
demics, we focus on the quarantine and the vaccina-
tion strategy in the social and biochemical perspec-
tive, which are the direct action for obstructing the
spread in their respective viewpoints under the cur-
rent conditions. To grasp the effects of the quaran-
tine and vaccination strategy, we propose a compart-
ment model with considering the two factors as com-
partments, named as the susceptible-vaccinated-exposed-
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FIG. 1. An architecture of SVEIQR model. Susceptible (S),
vaccinated (V), exposed (E), infected (I), quarantined (Q),
and recovered (R) groups are considered. For the infected
group, I, we divide into two subgroups which have symptom
(IS) and no symptom (IA), respectively. There are two epi-
demic transmission rates βS and βV . The transmission-after-
vaccination rate βV is related with efficacy ε of vaccine and
should be smaller than βS . The inverse σ describes the latent
period of the disease. The γ and γ′ are the recovery rate.
The vaccination speed α and quarantine speed δ represent
the social strategy of how fast the government vaccinates the
susceptible people and quarantines the infected people.

infected-quarantined-recovered (SVEIQR) model. It is a
variant of the SEIR model rather than SIR model, to al-
low for a latent period of the virus represented as exposed
(E) state where an individual is exposed to the virus but
does not transmit it to others. This suggested model con-
structed as the compartment model still seems so simple
to describe the reality in detail because it is hard to trace
the networked structure among people in the outbreak.
Nonetheless, we endeavor to give the reality to analysis
as far as possible by deploying the empirical and clinical
data and using the Bayesian inference to determine the
relevant parameters.

The main finding is to suggest the quantitative result
of the suppression effect under the current strategies or
policies depending on the vaccine efficacy. The quanti-
tative analysis allows us to predict the suppression effect
when modifying the level of the strategies, compared to
the present case, which policymakers may refer to.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we
present the SVEIQR model of infectious disease. The
Bayesian inference of the reproduction number is ex-
plained in Sec. III. The simulation results are displayed
in Sec. IV followed by the summary and discussion.

II. A COMPARTMENTAL MODEL WITH THE
QUARANTINE AND VACCINATION

To construct a realistic but minimal compartment
model, we consider each representative factor including
the feature of the virus itself, social policy, or prevention,

leading to selecting the factors as incubation, quarantine,
and vaccination. The first one is a biological feature (di-
rectly relevant to human) of the virus whose incubation
period of the Delta strain is known as 4.1 days on av-
erage [20], which means that symptoms after the first
contact with the virus will appear by 4.1 days. We trans-
late the incubation period as the transition rate of the E
compartment to the infected compartment. In addition,
one can also consider another biological features causing
recovery and mortality from an infected state. The two
state are definitely different but the same in such a way
that they do not participate in spreading the infection.
Hence, we herein only take account into the recovered
(R) compartment in the rest of this paper.

Next, as a social policy, a government compels infected
individuals as confirmed cases to go straight into quar-
antine (Q) [21]. An infected individual will eventually
become recovered, but one needs to distinguish the indi-
vidual in the quarantined state and not because the in-
fected and then consequently quarantined one (officially
discovered by the government) does not propagate the
disease. To describe the course around the infected one
in addition to the preexisting transition from I directly
to R, we design the transition as I → Q → R by intro-
ducing the Q compartment. The transition rates from I
to Q and from Q to R depend on the social infrastructure
and policy associated with the inspection human power,
the number of inspection stations, the number of the bed
hospitals, and so on, while the direct transition I → R
(recovery of undiscovered I) is relevant to natural healing.

The last factor, namely the vaccination (V) is an bio-
chemical treatment right after the incident at the current
situation in the absence of the disease remedy. The key
target for vaccination basically focuses on the suscepti-
ble individual (although including the already infected
ones), because its main purpose is to prevent the larger
outbreak. Because the vaccine increases just the possibil-
ity not to catch a disease (dose not thoroughly block), we
consider that the vaccinated people can also turn into the
exposed one to the disease. Thus, we describe the pro-
cess associated with the vaccination as S→ V→ E. Also,
note that the vaccination is an action associated with the
combination of biochemical treatment (e.g., types of vac-
cines) and social policy and strategy (e.g., how to dis-
tribute vaccines).

To sum up, the compartments participating in our
model are S, V, E, I, Q, and R, so we name this model
SVEIQR model. We sketch the transition process be-
tween states in Fig. 1, and the governing rate-equations
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of the compartments are as follows:

dS

dt
= −βS

SI

N
− αS, (1a)

dV

dt
= αS − βV

V I

N
, (1b)

dE

dt
= βS

SI

N
+ βV

V I

N
− σE, (1c)

dI

dt
= σE − (1− pA)δI − pAγI, (1d)

dQ

dt
= (1− pA)δI − γ′Q, (1e)

dR

dt
= γ′Q+ pAγI, (1f)

where each alphabet character of the compartment rep-
resents the number of the corresponding state. Pro-
vided the total population N is conserved at any time,
S + V + E + I +Q+ R = N or equivalently the sum of
all above equations should be zero. It is easier to refer
to the schematic diagram in Fig. 1 rather than Eq. (1) in
order to understand the roles of several transition rates
denoted by the Greek letters.

The parameters βS , σ−1, and γ−1 are respectively the
contact/epidemic transmission rate, the average latent
period for the disease, and the average infectious period
(or the recovery probability from the disease per time),
which are the same as those in conventional SEIR model.
When considering the compartment V, we introduce two
transition rates, i.e., the vaccination speed rate α and the
transmission-after-vaccination rate βV . To make sense,
βV should be less than βS and also depends the perfor-
mance of the vaccine, so we assume βV = (1−ε)βS with ε
being the efficacy of the vaccine. This assumption is cor-
roborated by the good accordance between the theoreti-
cal and experimental results. The previous research [22]
has modeled the inhibition effect as to the spreading of
Borna disease virus with the same form (1− ε)β as ours.

The compartment Q also requires two relevant transi-
tion rates. One is the quarantine rate δ and the inverse
of the average quarantined period γ′ (or equivalently re-
lease probability from quarantine). One can note that the
quarantine individuals are also the infected ones. I and
Q are biologically the same, and Q is the merely officially
discovered I by the health authority. The health author-
ity can take an action for quarantine only for the symp-
tomatic infected people, not for the asymptomatic one,
so we separate the infected individuals into the symp-
tomatic and asymptomatic groups with the probability
1 − pA and pA, respectively (i.e., IS = (1 − pA)I and
IA = pAI). After the quarantine period, the released
people from quarantine are regarded as being recovered
from the disease, so they belong to the compartment R
and we call the γ′ the recovery rate as well.

Since there are several parameters to describe our
model, we would like to predetermine a few parameters
from empirical data for reducing the number of parame-
ters. The only virus-specific parameters are assumed as

the inverse latent period σ = 1/4.1 (days) = 0.24 (E→I)
and the recovery rates γ (infrastructure) and γ′ (natu-
ral healing). We assume γ = γ′ = 1/12 (days) = 0.083
for simplicity. To specify the rest, we concentrate on
the epidemic outbreaks in Seoul from Feb. 5, 2020 to
Feb. 25, 2021 [see Fig. 2(a)] with the total population
N = 9.6 × 106, which is the capital of South Korea
and a highly populated city. From the data, we infer
the proportion of the asymptotic infected individual (IA)
pA = 0.36, and the quarantine rate δ = 1/4 (days) = 0.25
(IS →Q). The vaccination speed rate α (S → V) is the
inverse of the average time taken for individual vacci-
nation. For example, the Korean vaccination made the
plan to complete the vaccination for 70% of people while
9 months, which corresponds to α = 0.005.

The remaining parameters are related to the transmis-
sion rate, βS(S → E) [leading to βV (V → E)]. The
transmission rate is affected by social property as well
as the biological feature of the virus. We try to eval-
uate the βS from empirical data by Bayesian inference,
because the βS is related to the first step to enter the
epidemic spreading process. Except for βS and βV , the
predetermined values of the parameters are referred to
the epidemiological investigation in Korea by the Korea
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, the National
Statistical Office, and Refs. [14, 20].

As to connectivity, we have only taken account of a
compartment model, that is, a well-mixed model (fully
connected network in terms of network science). In con-
trast, individual contact and spreading path of disease in
reality may be more heterogeneous, which gives us ne-
cessity for the epidemic spreading on complex networks,
where exist super spreaders (hub nodes). In this work,
however, we would like to put focus on building up our
epidemic spreading model of Eq. (1) and analyzing the
results of the dynamics, rather than considering the net-
work topology.

III. THE EFFECTIVE REPRODUCTION
NUMBER BY THE BAYESIAN INFERENCE

The epidemic transmission rate βS is closely related
to the basic reproduction number, which is the expected
number of secondary infectees directly generated by one
infected individual [23]. The basic reproduction number
at the early stage in the SIR model is well known as
R0 = β/γ with β being the transmission rate (S → I).
The reproduction number along with the transmission
rate not only is a biological constant for the pathogen
but also plays a role of a criterion letting us clearly know
the threshold to spread the disease: If R0 > 1, the dis-
ease outbreak occurs over the population, and does not
if R0 < 1 (the case of R0 = 1 is marginal). Herein we
are concerned in the temporal change of the reproduc-
tion number at time t, i.e., the effective reproduction
number Rt. Considering the parameters related to the
infection period, we can write down the effective repro-
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FIG. 2. Empirical data for the infected cases and the effective reproduction number in Seoul. (a) Time course of the infected
cases is plotted by a solid line from Feb. 5, 2020 to Jul. 13, 2021 (blue). (b) The effective reproduction number Rt is inferred
by Bayesian inference in Eq. (3). Representatively, we only plot the most probable Rt [having maximum P (Rt)], so-called the
mode of Rt with color gradient corresponding to the value. The gray area enveloping the mode Rt indicates the error bar
defined as the Rt in 0.05 ≤ P (Rt) ≤ 0.95 covering 90% of P (Rt). The mode of Rt lies on around the center in the error bar.
The horizontal solid line indicates Rt = 1 for a guide to the eye. In both (a) and (b), the red dashed line indicates the first
time to start vaccination in Korea. The colored regions highlight the periods to strengthen the social policy against pandemic.
On the whole, the policies may work in curbing the spreading evidently from Rt < 1.

duction number as

βS,t = Rt[(1− pA)δ + pAγ]. (2)

Equation (2) is acquired under the assumption of Rt =
βS,t

(1−pA)δ+pAγ
for the negligible V (we have not handle the

vaccination yet when estimating Rt), where the denomi-
nator (1 − pA)δ + pAγ is interpreted as a total recovery
rate in more general sense [note Eq. (1d)]. When all
the infectees recover the disease without the quarantine
(δ = 0 and pA = 1), Eq. (2) returns to the case of the SIR
model as β = βs,0 = R0γ. The predetermined value δ in
Sec. II is used for estimating the βS,t. After obtaining the
βS,t, we vary the δ later for comparing the suppression
strategies.

To estimate the epidemic transmission rate βS,t from
empirical data via the effective reproduction number Rt

in Eq. (2), we employ the Bayesian inference represented
as

P (Rt|It) =
P (It|Rt)P (Rt)

P (It)
, (3)

where It is the number of the infected cases at time t.
In the empirical COVID-19 data in Seoul, the confirmed
cases are recorded instead of the infected cases, but we
regard the infected people at time t, It as the number of
the infected person at time t, i.e., the cumulative con-
firmed cases until time t minus recovered cases at time
t (it is impossible to keep track of the infected-but-not-
confirmed cases). Taking a case that the infection event
independently occurs for given Rt, then the P (It|Rt) fol-
lows the Poisson distribution from the Poisson process:
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 3. The validity of Rt by comparing It in the empirical data and SVEIQR model. (a), (b), and (c) correspond to the 2nd,
3rd, 4th pandemic waves in Seoul, respectively. The starting time of each wave is set to be 0 on a horizontal axis. The blue
line is the empirical data, and the red lines are the results of the numerical simulations. To implement the simulation, we use
the mode of Rt and set α = 0 not to consider the vaccination effect yet.

P (It|Rt) =
λt
Ite−λt

It!
, (4)

with a mean value λt ≡ It−1eγ(Rt−1). An assumption on
the mean value λt of It is that it is increased by βtIt−1
and decreased by γIt−1, that is, λt ' It + (βt − γ)It '
Ite

γ(Rt−1). For the calculation of Rt, the simple SIR pro-
cess are considered and the basic reproduction number
from time t− 1 to t represents Rt = βt/γ.

The likelihood P (It|Rt) and the prior probability
P (Rt) can be iteratively estimated. First, for simplicity,
the prior probability P (R0) at t = 0 follows the uniform
distribution ranging from 0 to 10. Based on a hypothesis
that P (It|Rt) and P (It+1|Rt+1) do not differ so much,
we estimate the Rt+1 for a given Rt with the conditional
probability P (Rt+1|Rt) which follows the Gaussian dis-
tribution with the mean Rt and we add the heuristically-
determined small standard deviation 0.1.

Equipping with the empirically estimated βS as the
realistic baseline, we compare the two vaccination and
quarantine strategies to suppress the spreading. The vac-
cination is the strategy to focus on inhibiting the onset of
infected cases, and the quarantine is on doing the spread-
ing of already infected individuals. We vary the values
of the corresponding parameters α and δ and investigate
how much reduced the infected cases by simulating the
SVEIQR model in Eq. (1).

IV. RESULTS

To utilize the plausible epidemic transmission rate βS,t
as the test bed for applying suppression strategies, we
first estimate the effective reproduction number Rt based
on Eq. (2), where It is extracted from the empirical data
plotted in Fig. 2. For convenience’s sake, we distinguish
the pandemic by clarifying four different waves by us-
ing the local minima [24]. Differently from the other

waves, we end the 4th wave forcibly right before start-
ing vaccination (the red dashed line in Fig. 2). Thus,
we only cover the uncontaminated data in terms of the
absence of vaccination. Whenever perceiving an onset
of a notable wave, the Korean government enforces the
spreading-suppression policy such as the social distanc-
ing and quarantine. One sees that the social policies may
work somewhat because the waves temporarily shrank
right after the enforcement.

The effective reproduction number Rt in Fig. (2) more
clearly demonstrates the policy effect. We almost always
observe the unimodal distribution of Rt obtained by the
method in Sec. III, so choose the most probable Rt, so-
called the mode in statistics, as a representative value.
The mode of Rt is plotted in Fig. 2(b) with enveloped
by the range between 5- and 95-percentile, of which nar-
rowness along with its central position within the range
can be the evidence of the mode’s representability . Dur-
ing the enforcement of the social policy, the mode value
of Rt tends to be less than 1 (Rt < 1). When taking
that the social policy does not immediately work for the
shrinkage of the spreading, the time-delayed behavior of
the estimated Rt seems understandable. The tendency
makes us believe the inference process in Sec. III to be
trustworthy, so we use the inferred value of the mode Rt
to evaluate the βS,t governing Eq. (2).

Before applying the level of suppression strategy (vac-
cination and quarantine speed) characterized by the rel-
evant parameters (α and δ) to our SVEIQR model in
Eq. (1), we confirm the validity of the mode Rt or equiv-
alently βS,t by comparing the I curves obtained from the
simulation with the predetermined parameters in Sec. II
to the I from the empirical data. As mentioned, we only
handle the empirical It without political adoption of vac-
cination (right before the red dashed line in Fig. 2 or
until Feb. 25, 2022). Hence, in the simulation as well,
we set α = 0 after taking the respective initial I from
every wave, leading to the maintenance of V = 0. One
sees the comparison in Fig. 3. Due to the reliability of
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 4. The vaccination effects in terms of the vaccination speed and the efficacy in the three pandemic waves in Seoul for (a)
the 2nd, (b) 3rd, and (c) 4th wave. The color indicates the vaccination speed, and the efficacy of vaccine is distinguished by
symbol as open circle for the Pfizer (ε = 0.95), cross for the Moderna (ε = 0.94), and open square for the AstraZeneca (ε = 0.7).
Every curve is obtained by averaging the simulation results with applying the given α to the It curve labeled “Simulation” in
Fig. 3.

the mode Rt at the initial stage [see the relatively large
error bar in Fig. 2(b)], we exclude the 1st wave in analy-
sis throughout this paper. The numerical integration of
Eq. (1) is also implemented and its result not shown here
is in accordance with that of the simulation in Fig. 3.

Now we investigate the effect of the suppression strat-
egy in the viewpoint of the social policy: the enforcement
of the vaccination and quarantine whose speeds are pa-
rameterized by α and δ, respectively. While controlling
α and δ, the efficacy of the vaccine affects the suppres-
sion effect indirectly. The efficacy ε weakens the possibil-
ity that the vaccinated individual turns into the infected
with βV = (1 − ε)βS in this model. There are three
representative companies which produce vaccines for the
COVID-19, Pfizer, Moderna, and AstraZeneca. The effi-
cacy with the confidence level (CI) of their products are
95% (CI: 90.0% – 98.0%), 94% (CI: 88.0% – 98.0%), and
70% (CI: 56.0% – 85.0%), respectively, which are clini-
cally obtained.

Figure 4 shows the number of infected individuals de-
pending on the three different efficacy ε (distinguished by
symbol) for a given vaccination speed α (represented by
color) with the inferred βS,t in Sec. III in each wave. We
increase the value of α up to 0.005, which corresponds
to the goal of the vaccination policy in Korea to fully
vaccinate about 70% of Korean over nine months. When
using the Pfizer vaccine (symbolized by open circle) with
the highest efficacy among the three, the height of the
peak under the plan (α = 0.005, colored by purple) are
maximally decreased by 42%, 48%, and 71% in three
waves, respectively, compared to the case of no vacci-
nation (α = 0, colored by red). The AstraZeneca vaccine
with the lowest efficacy shows the minimal decrease of the
height of the peak in the three waves as 34%, 40%, and
60%, respectively. The suppression effect is lower than
that of the Pfizer vaccine, but overlaps of some curves
composed of the combinations of different α (color) and

types of vaccine (symbol) in Fig. 4 tells us that increas-
ing the vaccination speed with the low-efficacy vaccine
similarly works to using the high-efficacy vaccine at the
lower vaccination speed. For instance, in Fig. 4(a), the
curve when using the Pfizer vaccine (ε = 0.95) at the
speed α = 0.0004 (blue circle) is almost the same as the
curve when using the AstraZeneca vaccine (ε = 0.7) at
α = 0.0005 (purple square), which means the two com-
binations of the efficacy and the speed have almost the
same effect.

Now, we vary the vaccination and quarantine speeds
simultaneously around the empirical value of α = 0.005
and δ = 0.25, using the Pfizer (ε = 0.95) and AstraZeneca
(ε = 0.7) vaccines. We representatively apply to the 4th
pandemic waves [labeled as “Simulation” in Fig. 3(c)].
Figure 5 exhibits the relative outbreak size computed as
I+Q+R

N at the final time [refer to the color bar]. In the
vaccine-wise comparison, one sees the different sloped of
δ with respect to α depending on efficacy ε. Of course,
we need to take care to give meaning to the slope value
itself because of the different scales of α and δ resulting
from the fact that the vaccination and quarantine are in-
herently different strategies. From the steepness of the
slope, we catch how much the suppression effect is sensi-
tive to adjustment of the strategies. The result says that
the higher-efficacy vaccine [Figs. 5(a)] lowers the out-
break size faster than the lower-efficacy one [Figs. 5(b)]
for a given quarantine speed δ. In other words, it also
means that, if we only have access to the low-efficacy
vaccine, boosting the vaccination speed up (increasing
α) shows the similar effect of outbreak suppression to
the low vaccination speed with the high-efficacy vaccine.
In addition, the in-force quarantine speed (δ = 0.25 rep-
resented by a dashed line) play an quite important role:
For α = 0 at the time of the 4th wave, if the infected
individual had been found in a day or two late (lead-
ing to δ = 1/5(days) = 0.2 and δ = 1/6(days) ' 0.17),
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 5. The relative final size of the outbreak on α-δ plane
with α and δ being the vaccination and quarantine speed,
respectively, for given vaccines such as (a) Pfizer and (b) As-
traZeneca. The color bar depicts the relative size which is
evaluated by the governing equation of the SVEIQR model
when applied to the 4th waves in Fig. 3(c). The dashed hor-
izontal line indicates the empirical value δ = 1

4days
= 0.25

corresponding to the in-force quarantine speed at the time.

the outbreak size would have grown out of control. The
qualitatively similar behavior is observed in all α’s.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

To explore the effects of the quarantine and
vaccination as the representative policy to hin-
der the epidemic spreading, we have proposed
a susceptible-vaccinated-exposed-infected-quarantined-
recovered (SVEIQR) model of Eq. (1). To treat the
recent pandemics, i.e., COVID-19, we have utilized the
clinical (for vaccine efficacy) and empirical data (for the
time varying reproduction number) and experimented
with the suppression strategies applying to the infected
cases in Seoul. To reflect the empirical cases more con-
cretely, we obtained the reproduction number based on
the abundance of the infected cases by the Bayesian in-
ference. After the inference, we have probed the effect
of vaccination and quarantine speeds on the suppression
of the infected cases with considering the three different
types of vaccine. As shown in Fig. 5, one can find the
possible suppression level for given vaccination and quar-

antine speeds (α and δ) and capture the two features:
(i) Regarding the higher-efficacy vaccine, the vaccination
speed α is more sensitive to a decrease in the outbreak;
(ii) It would be likely to drastically increase the outbreak
size if a quarantine speed was slower than the current
policy. The result can be utilized properly in such a way
that one determines how fast speeds need to achieve a
desirable suppression level depending on the vaccine effi-
cacy. Now we adopted several types of vaccines instead
of one type solely, so can check an effect of the mixed
ratio of vaccines (with different efficacy). Policymakers
can refer to the quantitative approach to make decisions
for public health.

As mentioned before, in terms of connectivity, we have
only dealt with the fully connected cases, not consider-
ing complex temporal social/contact networks. Explor-
ing this model on heterogeneous networks makes us do
enriched analyses, such as whether the k-core still deter-
mines the most effective super-blocker which is the well-
known result in the previous research [25], what node
properties mainly correlated with the suppression effect
under this mechanism, and so on. In addition, one can re-
fine more the parameters in the proposed SVEIQR model
with taking account of demography. Even if exposed to
the same pathogen, the fatality of the pathogen can be
up to the biological condition of the exposed individual.
Besides, the vigorous social activity can be a major factor
of the spreading. The both will presumably affect an out-
break size, which is worthy to be considered. They share
a common feature to characterized by age. The biologi-
cal condition of human body can depend on age, and the
contact (including social interaction) rate between peo-
ple representing the vigorous social activity can be dif-
ferent from age to age. The vaccination strategy can be
also modified depending on age, such as the vaccine type
(with different efficacy), priority of vaccination, vaccina-
tion speed, and so on. To deal with in our model frame-
work, we need to modify the relevant parameters using
the demographic information, e.g., the age distribution,
and the contact rate between ages. Together with com-
plex connectivity, we leave this argument being a future
work.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This research was supported by the National Re-
search Foundation (NRF) of Korea through the
Grant Nos. NRF-2020R1A2C2010875 (S.-W.S.), NRF-
2021R1C1C1007918 (M.J.L.). This work was also partly
supported by Institute of Information & communica-
tions Technology Planning & Evaluation (IITP) grant,
funded by the Korea government (MSIT), No.2020-0-
01343, Artificial Intelligence Convergence Research Cen-
ter (Hanyang University ERICA) (S.-W.S.). We also ac-
knowledge the hospitality at APCTP where part of this
work was done.



8

[1] J. Aberth, An environmental history of the Middle Ages:
the crucible of nature, Routledge, Oxfordshire, 2012.

[2] F. R. DeLeo, B. J. Hinnebusch, A plague upon the phago-
cytes, Nature Medicine 11 (9) (2005) 927–928. doi:

10.1038/nm0905-927.
[3] D. Brockmann, D. Helbing, The hidden geometry of

complex, network-driven contagion phenomena, Sci-
ence 342 (6164) (2013) 1337–1342. doi:10.1126/
science.1245200.

[4] WHO, Summary of probable sars cases with onset of ill-
ness from 1 november 2002 to 31 july 2003, Available at
https://www.who.int/publications/m/item/summary-
of-probable-sars-cases-with-onset-of-illness-

from-1-november-2002-to-31-july-2003 (2003).
[5] WHO, Who mers global summary and assessment of

risk - july 2019, Available at https://www.who.int/
publications/i/item/10665-326126 (2019).

[6] WHO, Who coronavirus disease (covid-19) dashboard,
Available at https://covid19.who.int/ (2022).

[7] K. Rock, S. Brand, J. Moir, M. J. Keeling, Dynamics of
infectious diseases, Reports on Progress in Physics 77 (2)
(2014) 026602.
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