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A B S T R A C T

This research studies how populations depend on road networks for access to health care during
crises or natural disasters. So far, most researchers rather studied the accessibility of the whole
network or the cost of network disruptions in general, rather than as a function of the accessibility
of specific priority destinations like hospitals. Even short delays in accessing healthcare can have
significant adverse consequences. We carry out a comprehensive stress test of the entire Austrian
road network from this perspective. We simplify the whole network into one consisting of what
we call accessibility corridors, deleting single corridors to evaluate the change in accessibility of
populations to healthcare. The data created by our stress test was used to generate an importance
ranking of the corridors. The findings suggest that certain road segments and corridors are orders
of magnitude more important in terms of access to hospitals than the typical one. Our method
also highlights vulnerable municipalities and hospitals who may experience demand surges as
populations are cut off from their usual nearest hospitals. Even though the skewed importance
of some corridors highlights vulnerabilities, they provide policymakers with a clear agenda.

1. Introduction
Our dependence on road networks to access emergency medical care increases in two important ways during crises.

Crisis events, such as natural disasters, can create increased demands for access to medical services by causing injuries
directly. Additionally, these can also disrupt the functionality of these networks themselves, increasing the time it
takes to get to a hospital. In acute cases, we know that delays can cause markedly worse medical outcomes for patients
[Murata and Matsuda, 2013, Jena et al., 2017]. As climate change increases the frequency of severe weather events
[Mukherji et al., 2023], which can extensively disrupt road networks, we need to better understand not only the abstract
resilience of infrastructure such as road networks [Antoniou and Tsompa, 2008] but also the specific weaknesses of
these systems in terms of access to medical care.

Indeed, we can expect such weaknesses in road networks: especially in geographically rugged terrain, transportation
infrastructure is expensive and highly constrained by physical barriers [Rodrigue et al., 2020]. Road networks are
rightfully built with cost efficiency as a priority alongside robustness to periodic maintenance and disturbances. At the
same time, these growing networks, like other complex systems, are known to be highly vulnerable to unanticipated
shocks [Doyle, 2002]. Much like the banking sector, in which an unexpected financial insolvency can cause cascades of
bankruptcies [Battiston et al., 2016, Diem et al., 2020], local problems in road networks impact transportation through
the whole system [Hackl, 2019, Goldbeck et al., 2019]. Hospitals also face critical “tipping-points” - above a certain
capacity they deliver significantly worse care Kuntz et al. [2015]. Likewise, macro-scale medical care systems can also
break down in the face of unexpected shocks [Lo Sardo et al., 2019, Kaleta et al., 2022]. Policymakers in all three
domains: finance, transport infrastructure, and medical care are increasingly turning to stress tests to analyze their
systems and pinpoint weaknesses.

Yet to date, little work has been done on how stresses and problems in one system can impact provision of services
in another. Whatever the cause of a disruption, the complexity of these networks makes it difficult to predict the effect
of one disruption on the functioning of the whole system. Given the significant potential coupling of risks in road
transportation networks and access to and provision of medical care, we propose to develop a suitable stress test to
examine how road network disruptions impact access to medical care. The aim of such a stress test is to highlight
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Stress-testing Road Networks

critical road segments or corridors that provide access to medical care, population centers at risk of being cut off from
care, and hospitals that may see sudden surges in demand during crises.

We implement this stress test by applying simulation analysis to data on road and healthcare infrastructure in
Austria. Simulation analysis has proven an effective tool in modeling relative risks and the importance of components
of complex systems [Liu et al., 2022, Hackl et al., 2018, van Ginkel et al., 2022]. Elements of these systems highlighted
by stress tests are natural candidates for resources and attention from planners.

Our stress test of road networks and their provision of access to medical care presents three novel aspects. First,
we develop a measure to quantify access from population centers to medical care. Most quantitative work on the
resilience of transportation systems to date focuses on the impact of disruptions by determining the cost of disruption
or by measuring the change of accessibility of the whole system during specific scenarios. However, during a disaster,
changes in global accessibility or costs may be of minor concern compared to the specifics of which roads are used in
the provision of essential services like healthcare or fire protection. We know that small differences in travel time to
emergency care can have a significant impact on mortality and other patient outcomes [Murata and Matsuda, 2013].
To this end, we modify an existing measure of accessibility in road networks [Martín et al., 2021] in order to classify
the importance of links in a network relating to the accessibility of municipalities to the closest hospitals.

A second challenge in stress testing the resilience of road networks at the scale of a whole country is their size,
which can make an exhaustive calculation and comparison of outages and their consequences intractable. We, therefore,
introduce and stress test a coarse-grained simplification of the road system: we merge road segments connecting
municipalities to create a backbone representation of the Austrian road network. We can stress test this network more
extensively and show that derived insights can be transferred to the more realistic fine-grained system.

A third contribution of our approach is that we quantify the impact of our stress tests along three orthogonal
dimensions. We measure how road network disruptions limit people’s access to hospitals, suggesting vulnerability of
population centers. We quantify road importance by observing the effects of their disruption. Finally, we measure the
vulnerability of hospitals to sudden surges in the population they are the first point of care for. Thus our framework
provides multi-level insight. We note that our approach can be applied and generalised to both other countries
(depending on data availability) or to the provision of other services in crisis situations (for instance, firefighting
facilities).

In the remainder of this paper, we first review the related literature on road network resilience and access to
emergency medical care (Section 2). We then introduce the case of the Austrian road network and relevant datasets,
and describe the methods and measures used to study (Section 3). We present and interpret the results of our stress
tests in Section 4. Finally, we conclude by discussing our method, including its limitations and avenues for future work
in Section 5.

2. Literature Review
During crisis events impacting entire regions, the accessibility of medical care is crucial, given its potential to

influence patient outcomes. Indeed, there is ample evidence of a direct effect of the travel distance to a hospital
and the mortality of patients. A study using a national database in Japan concluded that the ambulance distance
to hospitals significantly correlates with macro-regional mortality risks for particula acute diseases such as acute
myocardial infarction and brain infarction [Murata and Matsuda, 2013]. Consequently, also Planned road closures
and infrastructure disruptions result in worse mortality outcomes: for instance, previous work found a sharp increase
in acute myocardial infarction or cardiac arrest hospitalizations among Medicare beneficiaries in 11 U.S. cities during
major marathons [Jena et al., 2017].

In summary, the accessibility of emergency medical care depends crucially on road networks, which are also
especially vulnerable to environmental perturbations such as extreme weather events [Bíl et al., 2015]. Therefore,
as numerous studies have shown that events like heatwaves, heavy rainfall, droughts, and tropical weather cyclones
have become more frequent and intense globally since the 1950s [Mukherji et al., 2023], the vulnerability of road
networks is likely to increase. In addition, the problem of transportation networks and accessibility is especially salient
in geographic areas with rugged terrain [Rodrigue et al., 2020] (as we face it for instance in alpine regions in Austria),
since such conditions limit possible cost-efficient redundancies that would make such networks more robust.

More generally, growing systems like road networks are known to be vulnerable to unanticipated shocks [Doyle,
2002]. Indeed, there is a whole literature analyzing the resilience of networks that tend to function well in “normal”
times but can fail catastrophically during unexpected disruptions. Researchers have begun to stress test these systems
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to analyze their weak points, where simulation analysis has demonstrated its efficacy in modeling relative risks and the
importance of components of complex systems [Liu et al., 2022, Mattsson and Jenelius, 2015]. Particular applications
of these methods include financial markets [Battiston et al., 2016], food suppliers [Schueller et al., 2022], regional
economies [Tóth et al., 2022], ride-sharing systems [Bokányi and Hannák, 2020], and software systems [Schueller
and Wachs, 2022]. Here, the resilience of a network is generally determined by monitoring the response of systems to
the cumulative elimination of sections according to random order, deterministic order of criticality, and deterministic
order in areas at high risk [Martín et al., 2021]. Insights gained through stress tests can be used to help guide planning
resources and areas of attention, in order to improve the robustness of diverse networks while their functionality remains
unchanged [Schneider et al., 2011, Lin et al., 2023].

Methodological approaches to measuring resilience of road networks, in particular, vary from quantifying the
travel cost of a disruption [Jenelius et al., 2006, Xie et al., 2023] to quantifying the risk to the overall network [Hackl
et al., 2018]. The healthcare system has specifically been studied from this perspective, especially since the Covid-19
Pandemic: the additional stress of the pandemic shed light on the various problems of healthcare systems. Stress
tests of hospital networks and networks of doctors have demonstrated that macro-scale medical care systems can also
breakdown in the face of unexpected shocks [Lo Sardo et al., 2019, Kaleta et al., 2022], manifesting, for instance, in a
sudden surge in patients which may overwhelm individual hospitals Kuntz et al. [2015].

Despite the apparent interest, little work has been done to understand how the infrastructure that provides access
to care is vulnerable to shocks. Therefore in the present paper, we concentrate on how road closures change patient
flows and volumes to hospitals. While previous work has studied how transport infrastructure ensures the provision of
essential goods to communities [Wiśniewski et al., 2020, Anderson et al., 2022], to the best of our knowledge, access
to healthcare has not been considered from this perspective thus far.

3. Data and Methods
We now outline the data and methods we will use to stress test the Austrian road system. Our aim is to evaluate

the importance of specific parts of the network in terms of the population’s access to healthcare at hospitals. We first
describe how we create an abstracted network representation of the road system. We call the edges or links in this
resulting network corridors and define measures of corridor importance. We then outline the methodology of two
kinds of stress tests we will apply to this network. Finally, we describe how to measure the impact of these tests on
hospitals.

3.1. Constructing a network of corridors
There are many possible ways to represent a nationwide transport network. Our goal is to create a representation

of the Austrian road network that is simplified enough so that extensive stress tests are computationally feasible and
still fine-grained enough to capture important details. We begin with data from GIP (Graphenintegrations-Plattform) 1

- an extensive open data source of Austrian transportation infrastructure segments, from hiking trails to highways and
railroads. As we are interested in emergency response, we focus on roads that can be accessed via automobile.

We first create a network of all roads, in which nodes are intersections of road segments and edges are roads.
This is a very fine-grained representation of the system: with close to 1.5 million links and about 1.3 million nodes.
Obviously, such a fine-grained representation presents a computational problem for network analysis and simulation:
as we aim to simulate the removal of road segments and measure the impact on shortest paths to hospitals many
times over, we therefore derive a coarse-grained abstraction of this network to keep shortest path calculations tractable
while maintaining its core features. In the derived network nodes are municipalities connected by an edge if there is a
road segment ending in both municipalities. In other words: two municipalities are connected in the network if there
is a direct path between them. We call these edges accessibility corridors or corridors for short, as they represent
an abstraction of road connections between municipalities. We also record how many real-world roads between the
municipalities are combined in a single corridor. This information is later used in the analysis section to emphasize
the importance of the corridor in a real-world context. The resulting network representation of Austria is visualized in
Figure 1, with municipalities hosting a hospital highlighted.

1https://www.gip.gv.at/
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Figure 1: A coarse-grained representation of the Austrian road transportation system as a network. Nodes are municipalities
and edges are accessibility corridors connecting them. Municipalities are colored and marked with a green cross if they
contain a hospital.

3.2. Measures of corridor importance
Given our network representation of the Austrian road transportation network, we would like to quantify the

importance of specific access corridors. The literature presents several ways to measure the importance of corridors
and the impact of their closure on the movement of people, in general [Jenelius et al., 2006, Xie et al., 2023, Hackl
et al., 2018, Wiśniewski et al., 2020, Anderson et al., 2022]. Our research introduces a new method by taking the
accessibility of critical infrastructure into account when measuring importance. Specifically, we observe the impact
of corridor closures on the accessibility of a municipality to its closest hospital. Whether a corridor’s closure causes
a population to take a longer, indirect path to a hospital or forces them to go to a different hospital, we infer corridor
importance from increases in travel times upon their removal weighted by the impacted population numbers. The
changes in the accessibility measurement are used to implement a ranking of corridors, henceforth referred to as the
Accessibility Corridor Impact Score (ACIS).

The ACIS can be used to assess the impact of the initial stress test on the accessibility corridor network by estimating
how a deletion impacts the distance to the closest hospital weighted by the impacted people. To determine the ACIS,
we start by calculating the integral of the cumulative population with respect to the distance for the baseline case
and the stress-tested situation, using the trapezoid rule. Subsequently, the ACIS can be determined by computing the
difference between the baseline integral and the stressed integral, which can be expressed by the following formula:

𝐴𝐶𝐼𝑆 = ∫

𝑑𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑚𝑎𝑥

0
𝑃𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒(𝑥) 𝑑𝑥 − ∫

𝑑𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑚𝑎𝑥

0
𝑃𝑠𝑡𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠(𝑥) 𝑑𝑥, (1)

where 𝑑𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑚𝑎𝑥 stands for the maximum distance between a hospital and a municipality in the original situation and the
population functions 𝑃𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒(𝑥) and 𝑃𝑠𝑡𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠(𝑥) characterize how many people have a hospital reachable within 𝑥 km.

Alternative Measures As an alternative to the Accessibility Corridor Impact Score we also calculated a measure
based on Martín et al. [2021], where the authors introduce a measurement of a municipality’s access to a full network
of destinations based on the population distribution and the minimal distance to each node in the network. In our case,
we modify this measure by switching the target variable to its closest hospital instead of all the other municipalities in
the network given our focus on access to healthcare. The following equation represents our version of the accessibility
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measure, which we call the Hospital Accessibility of a municipality (𝐻𝐴𝑚):

𝐻𝐴𝑚 = 𝑚𝑎𝑥ℎ∈𝐻

(

𝑃𝑚
𝑑(𝑚, ℎ)

)

, (2)

where we measure the accessibility 𝐻𝐴𝑚 of a municipality 𝑚 to the closest hospital by finding the maximum of the
ratio of the population of the municipality 𝑃𝑚 divided by its distance 𝑑 to hospitals ℎ in Austria. The municipality’s
population is included to give greater weight to those municipalities with more people because the probability of
someone needing a hospital increases with increasing population.

To calculate an overall, aggregated accessibility measure for the entire country, which we call its Hospital
Accessibility 𝐻𝐴, we use the following formula:

𝐻𝐴 =
∑

𝑚∈𝑀∖𝐻

(𝐻𝐴𝑚 ∗ 𝑃𝑚)
𝑃𝑀∖𝐻

, (3)

where we calculate the sum of 𝐻𝐴𝑚 over all municipalities 𝑚 in Austria, except for municipalities with a hospital,
and then normalize each summand by a population factor 𝑃𝑚

𝑃𝑀∖𝐻
, which takes the population 𝑃𝑀∖𝐻 of all Austrian

municipalities without a hospital into account. This measure captures the overall efficiency of the corridor network in
terms of how well it gets people from population centers to hospitals.

To rank the importance of the different corridors, we calculated the difference between the baseline accessibility
score and the overall accessibility after stress testing the network. Specifically, if we remove corridor 𝑘, we define its
impact 𝐻𝐴(𝑘) as follows:

𝐻𝐴(𝑘) =
𝐻𝐴𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒 −𝐻𝐴∖𝑘

𝐻𝐴𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒
∗ 100, (4)

where 𝐻𝐴𝑏𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑖𝑛𝑒 is the accessibility in the original situation and 𝐻𝐴∖𝑘 is the overall hospital accessibility after
accessibility corridor 𝑘 was deleted from the network.

As a third alternative besides the ACIS and 𝐻𝐴 measures of corridor importance, we also considered a popular
way of ranking edges in networks called edge betweenness centrality. In our context, this defines the importance of a
corridor as follows:

𝑐𝐵(corridor 𝑒) =
∑

𝑠∈𝑀,𝑡∈𝐻 ;𝑑(𝑠,𝑡)≤100𝑘𝑚

𝜎(𝑠, 𝑡|𝑒)
𝜎(𝑠, 𝑡)

, (5)

where the betweenness centrality 𝑐𝐵 of a corridor e is the sum of fractions of all shortest paths between a municipality
𝑠 ∈ 𝑀 and a hospital 𝑡 ∈ 𝐻 that use the corridor 𝑒, divided by the number of all shortest paths between them (denoted
by 𝜎(𝑠, 𝑡)). In plain words, this measures calculates how often corridors appear on the shortest paths between all pairs
of municipalities and hospitals in the country at most 100km apart from one another.

3.3. Stress testing corridor networks
In an effort to establish a ranking of the accessibility corridors based on their importance to hospital accessibility,

we conducted two distinct stress tests of the Austrian accessibility corridor network. The first kind of test tracks the
reaction of the system to the deletion of a single accessibility corridor. Specifically, we remove one link from the
network and calculate the accessibility of each municipality to its closest hospital post-deletion. The ranking of the
corridors was based on the resulting ACIS for each deletion: the higher the ACIS score a corridor receives, the higher
its ranking.

We show a concrete example of such a corridor deletion in Figure 2. On the left, we color municipalities by how long
they must travel to reach a hospital when the network is functioning undisturbed. Following the removal of the focal
corridor, visualized on the right, people in several municipalities must travel significantly farther to reach healthcare.
This would be reflected in a large ACIS score for this corridor.

While the results of the first stress test serve as a fine approximation for the topological importance of corridors,
real world events often impact roads across wider geographic areas. For instance a weather event like a snow storm
could impact roads across entire regions. Even when a single corridor or road may be closed, resulting congestion may
cause significant delays for travelers on nearby alternatives.

The second stress test thus introduces neighborhood outages of roads. It measures the system’s functionality after
the deletion of a corridor and its neighboring corridors. This idea was initially sparked by the observation that severe
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Figure 2: Here we observe how the deletion of a single corridor, highlighted in the white box, significantly impacts the
hospital access of the surrounding municipalities (adapted from Schuster et al. [2022]).

weather conditions often have a widespread impact across geographic space rather than being confined to a single
location. To increase the potential volatility of the stress test, we first delete the focal corridor, then with a fixed
probability 𝑝 remove each of its immediate neighbors. This fixed probability 𝑝 was chosen to simulate the decreasing
severity of a weather event with increasing distance from its core, which is assumed to be at the focal corridor. In
particular, we ran 100 simulations for each corridor and its neighborhood with 𝑝 ∈ [0.1, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75]. In each
simulation, the hospital accessibility of the network and the distance to the closest hospital for each municipality were
calculated, and the same impact measures were calculated as for the single corridor removal stress test.

3.4. Measuring hospital vulnerability
While assessing the resilience of infrastructure networks and the accessibility changes caused by disturbances

has been studied in previous research [Jenelius et al., 2006, Xie et al., 2023, Wiśniewski et al., 2020, Anderson et al.,
2022], less attention has been paid to how transportation infrastructure disturbances impact potential flows to healthcare
centers. For instance, a key road closure could greatly increase the number of people going to a specific hospital as
closest point of care.

Therefore we also explored an alternative approach to measuring the impact of corridor deletions in terms of their
impact on hospital catchment areas. In particular, we look for which hospitals become responsible for a significantly
larger population as their closest point of care when specific corridors are closed. This allows us to measure the strain
on hospitals resulting from corridor closures. To quantify this impact on hospitals, we assess how many people have
to move from one hospital to another for each stress test, which can be mathematically written as:

𝑃𝑎𝑓𝑓𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑒𝑑 =
∑

𝑀∈𝐶ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑒
𝑃𝑀 , (6)

where we calculate the total affected Population 𝑃𝑎𝑓𝑓𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑒𝑑 by summing over all 𝑀 ∈ 𝐶ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑒, which is the portion
of municipalities that have a new closest hospital after the simulated deletion of a corridor, and 𝑃𝑀 stands for the
population of municipality 𝑀 . From this calculation, we are also able to calculate the new number of patients per
hospital. Besides this, we use the different stress test results to calculate how often a hospital experiences a changing
inflow due to a corridor deletion.

Through the application of these measurements, we can better understand how hospital catchment areas change due
to the alteration of the accessibility corridor network. For instance, a corridor closure may change the closest hospital
for a significant number of people. The changing size of the hospital catchment area thus either causes a growth
or reduction in the patient flow to specific hospitals, straining or relaxing those hospitals’ capacity, respectively. By
examining the effect of corridor deletions on hospital catchment areas, we can derive a map of redundancy relationships
between hospitals. This map allows us to report hospitals that could be more prone to sudden patient influx during crisis
events which lead to corridor closures.

4. Results
In this section, we present the results of our analyses. We first focus on the single corridor deletion stress test. We

find that according to the ACIS measure, the impact of such deletions is highly heterogeneous: some corridors are
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significantly more important than the average one. We show a significant correlation between the ACIS measure and
the 𝐻𝐴 measure of corridor importance in this scenario. We investigate the relationship between corridor ACIS score
and the number of roads in a corridor, finding highly important corridors containing very few roads. We also analyze
changes in travel times. We then analyze the results of the corridor neighborhood stress test. Finally, we present two
case studies in which hospitals are often or significantly impacted by corridor closures.

4.1. Single Corridor stress test
First, we found that most accessibility corridors closures have a low impact on the population, see Figure 3a. In

this figure we plot the complementary cumulative density function (CCDF) of the Accessibility Corridor Impact Score
score of each corridor. In general, the closure of any given corridor is a minor nuisance in terms of getting to a hospital.
However, there are a few accessibility corridors which have a tremendous impact on the system if closed, observed
in the right tail of this figure. Furthermore, the results of the neighborhood deletion stress test, see Figure 3b, suggest
that locally correlated corridor closures can have an even greater impact. This is our first important result: as a few
corridors are much more important than the typical one, policymakers can focus their attention on just a few parts of
the (abstracted) road network. Improvements to the resilience at these key points can make a significant difference in
its resilience.

(a) The CCDF of the Accessibility Corridor Impact Score scores
under the single accessibility corridor deletion stress test. This
stress test can be used to simulate the failure of a single corridor
due to weather events with geographically limited impacts, i.e.,
avalanche or mudflow.

(b) The CCDF of the 90th percentile from 100 simulation of
the Accessibility Corridor Impact Score scores of neighborhood
accessibility corridor deletion stress test, with a deletion prob-
ability 𝑝 ∈ [10%, 25%, 50%, 75%] for the neighboring streets.
This stress test is used to simulate a simplified weather event,
where we assume that the impact on the road network decreases
with increasing distance from the core located at the focal street.

Figure 3: The CCDF of the Accessibility Corridor Impact Score scores calculated from the deletion of Accessibility Corridors
under different stress tests. In general, we observe that most corridors are not critical in providing access to hospitals but
that a few are orders of magnitude more important.

A comprehensive representation of the simulation results using the Accessibility Corridor Impact Score (ACIS) of
the single corridor stress test can be found in Figure 4. To provide context for these findings, we now interpret which
corridors play a crucial role according to this first stress test. In the map, we see that the highlighted corridors seem
to function as connectors to otherwise isolated dead-ends to the network or as critical connectors reducing travel time
between different regions. Another category of highlighted corridors are short-cuts directly connected to a hospital.

As corridors are abstractions that bundle together any number of roads between two neighboring municipalities, we
look more closely at the relationship between the ACIS ranking and the number of roads within a corridor in the inset
of Figure 4. We find that there are many examples of corridors containing just a few roads and having a high ACIS.
These corridors are perhaps the most important ones to focus on: they are both systemically important and contain few
local redundancies. This is especially relevant when the topography of Austria is considered as many valleys in the
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Figure 4: The top 100 most important corridors based on ACIS under the single corridor deletion stress test. Inset: the
relationship between the number of roads in a corridor and its ACIS score. We observe critically important corridors
containing few roads.

Alps are only connected to the rest of Austria by a single corridor. If a road like that is blocked, the access to a hospital
of the municipalities in the valley is cut off.

What about the other measures of corridor importance? Under the single deletion stress test scenario, ACIS and
𝐻𝐴(𝑘) are highly correlated (Spearman’s 𝜌 = 0.83). Edge betweenness centrality on the other hand is not significantly
correlated (Spearman’s 𝜌 = 0.09) with the ACIS measure, nor with the 𝐻𝐴(𝑘) measure (Spearman’s 𝜌 = 0.098). As
edge betweenness centrality evaluates corridor importance in terms of access to multiple hospitals, we focus on the
other measures as they capture access to the closest point of care.

Upon closer examination, we found that ACIS and 𝐻𝐴(𝑘) do deviate significantly from each other in the most
important cases. If we consider the top 100 corridors according to either ranking, this correlation turns negative
(Spearman’s 𝜌 = −0.26). This means that the two rankings significantly diverge in terms of which corridors they
consider most important. In Figure 5, we plot the map of Austria with important corridors according to the 𝐻𝐴(𝑘)
measure highlighted. We observe that the 𝐻𝐴(𝑘) measure tends to rank the last corridors leading directly to hospitals
as the most important, while the ACIS measure tends to emphasize corridors that appear to bridge regions. Among
the top 100 𝐻𝐴(𝑘) ranked corridors, the average corridor contains 14 roads, while the top 100 ACIS ranked corridors
contain on average only 11 roads. This suggests that the ACIS is ranking highly those corridors that bridge regions and
are highly vulnerable due to their dependence on fewer road segments. In the rest of the paper, we therefore focus on
the ACIS measure.

To make the analysis more concrete, we report changes in driving times experienced by people following the single
deletion stress test in Figure 6a. Specifically, we examine the number of additional individuals who would need to drive
at least 15, 30, or 60 minutes, assuming a tempo limit of 50km∕h, following a corridor deletion. We observe that a
significant number of people would have to drive more than 15 minutes following such a deletion. As before, it is worth
focusing on the extreme cases: some corridors cause thousands of people to have to drive over 60 minutes to get to a
hospital. We report specific examples in Table 6b: the deletion of the corridor reported in the first row, which contains
a single road, causes a nearly 20-minute increase in driving time for over 10,000 people. Such delays can make a
significant difference in critical care outcomes. To that end we report those corridors whose deletion increases average
travel time by at least five minutes in Table 1. Such a difference has been shown to cause statistically observable higher
30-day mortality rate in critical cases, cf. Jena et al. [2017]. For example, the deletion of the corridor in the first row
of this Table 1 leads to a mean increase of approximately 7 minutes for more than 40, 000 people.
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Figure 5: The top 100 most important corridors based on the accessibility corridor importance factor 𝐻𝐴(𝑘) under the
single corridor deletion stress test. Inset: the relationship between the number of roads in a corridor and its 𝐻𝐴(𝑘) score.
We observe critically important corridors containing few roads.

Figure 6a: How many accessibility corridors cause
through their deletion 𝑦 people to drive more than 𝑥
minutes in total to the nearest hospital.

Accessibility Corridors min(Driving Time)
Population

From To Roads Initial after Del

AT50613 AT70717 1 23,60 41,40 10,143

AT70715 AT70705 3 16,50 44,00 9,914

AT70705 AT70704 3 24,10 44,00 8,128

AT70701 AT70704 3 28,10 44,00 6,899

AT70729 AT70701 2 30,60 44,00 6,252

AT70828 AT70814 3 2,70 27,50 5,696

AT70203 AT70825 1 7,40 29,70 2,923

AT70809 AT70825 1 15,70 29,70 2,818

Table 6b: Impact of the deletion of an accessibility corridor on the minimum
travel time sorted by affected population, including the number of real roads
in an accessibility corridor.

4.2. Corridor Neighborhood stress test
We now discuss the results of our second stress test, where we simulated the deletion of corridor neighborhoods to

see the network’s reaction to more significant alterations. To recapitulate, the main idea of the second stress test extend
the first stress by introducing local geographic correlations in road closures, reflecting for example the broader impacts
of extreme weather. Besides ranking the corridor neighborhoods, we will also compare the rankings to the initial stress
test to see if the same areas are impacted.

Each instance of the second stress test also focuses on a single focal corridor. It additionally considers all
neighboring corridors, removing them from the system with a probability 𝑝. For each focal corridor we ran 100
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Deleted Corridor Travel Time affected

Population

affected

Municipalties
Roads

From To Old Delta New

AT41743 AT41746 18.48 7.29 25.77 42656 14 24

AT70926 AT70921 31.33 7.89 39.19 30791 21 6

AT70332 AT70331 25.45 6.56 32.07 27080 15 7

AT61045 AT61053 13.98 8.8 22.78 26548 8 37

AT70921 AT70910 34.83 6.68 41.47 26260 18 2

AT70331 AT70350 27.01 6.5 33.57 24850 14 4

AT70910 AT70935 36.28 6.28 42.52 24824 17 2

AT70935 AT70923 37.58 9.53 47.13 22987 16 8

AT70413 AT70416 17.0 7.63 24.6 21291 6 4

AT31839 AT31818 19.58 7.82 27.38 18747 4 12

AT61114 AT61108 23.3 9.65 32.92 18027 4 9

AT20923 AT20913 24.25 10.45 34.7 17898 4 50

AT10706 AT10724 37.1 6.03 43.1 17543 7 5

AT20101 AT20402 27.3 6.18 33.45 16737 6 19

AT40101 AT41624 13.55 6.7 20.25 16731 4 9

Table 1
Impact of the deletion of an accessibility corridor (Top 15) on the travel time with a focus on the time difference. We
include the number of roads in each accessibility corridor and the affected population and report the largest impacted
populations thresholded by five minutes.

simulations for each 𝑝 ∈ [0.1, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75]. This approach yields a distribution of impact scores for each corridor.
For each focal corridor and 𝑝 we considered the mean and the 90th percentile of the ACIS of this distribution of results.

For low values of 𝑝, i.e. 0.1, the Spearman correlation between ACIS of the single corridor deletion stress test and
the neighborhood deletion stress test are high: 0.57 for the mean and 0.41 for the 90th percentile result. However, this
correlation quickly drops as we consider higher likelihoods of correlated corridor failures. At 𝑝 = 0.75, the correlations
drop to 0.08 for the mean and 0.03 for the 90th percentile. We may conclude this implies that when corridors are failing
in a larger geographic area, as is often the case, the impact on hospital access is very different from the situation in
which a single corridor is removed.

Indeed, in Figure 7, we observe that the top 100 most important corridors according to the neighborhood deletion
stress test are quite different from those under the single corridor deletion stress test when the deletion probability is
increased. Calculating the overlap of the top 100 most impactful corridors of the single ACIS with the ACIS ranking
considering a probability of 25% for neighborhood deletions shows that only 15% of the corridors are ranked in the
top 100. This overlap is even lower for higher probabilities. Furthermore, it is apparent from this visualization that
in many cases, important corridors are directly connected to a hospital forming small clusters, indirectly highlighting
vulnerable neighborhoods within the corridor network as a whole.

4.3. Hospital vulnerability
In this section, we will study the vulnerability of hospitals based on the single corridor removal stress test. By

closely examining the relations between accessibility corridor deletions and hospital catchment area shifts, we are able
to derive a map of redundancies between hospitals, and to quantify which hospitals are at risk of suddenly becoming
responsible for a significantly greater number of patients due to road closures. The resulting map provides detailed
insight into the dynamics of patient flow between the hospitals caused by the alteration of the corridor network.

The map and scatter plot inset in Figure 8 offers a compelling portrayal of the frequency and magnitude of impacts
that hospitals experience during the different stress tests. To delve deeper into the analysis, we have selected two
illuminating cases that exemplify two kinds of vulnerable hospitals. Our first example, located in Kalwang, is a hospital
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Figure 7: The Top 100 most important corridors based on ACIS under the neighborhood corridor deletion stress test with
a deletion probability of 25% for the neighboring streets. We observe that there is a notable presence of corridors directly
connected to hospitals among the Top 100.

People per Bed Change per Bed Accessibility Corridor Affected
PopulationInitial After Deletion in % People Deleted Corridor # Roads

183.56 203.40 10.81 19.83 (AT41743, AT41746) 24 9 787
183.56 196.04 6.80 12.48 (AT41426, AT41402) 3 5 203
183.56 195.31 6.40 11.74 (AT40419, AT40418) 5 4 897
183.56 195.28 6.38 11.71 (AT41716, AT41743) 2 4 884
183.56 195.28 6.38 11.71 (AT41716, AT41709) 15 4 884
183.56 193.96 5.66 10.39 (AT40830, AT40808) 4 4 334
183.56 191.69 4.42 8.12 (AT41711, AT41743) 8 3 387
183.56 191.69 4.42 8.12 (AT41747, AT41711) 9 3 387
183.56 190.07 3.54 6.50 (AT41422, AT41418) 15 2 712

Table 2
The ten cases in this table exemplify the significant impact on the hospital in Ried im Innkreis, Oberösterreich, with a
focus on the change of people per bed.

that is only impacted by a few specific corridor closures. However, when those corridors close, the impact is extreme:
with a 250% increase in the number of people in its catchment area per bed, see Table 3. These corridors would
otherwise provide access to hospitals in Rottenmann (162 beds) or Leoben (408 beds). In other words, closures of
nearby corridors can lead to dramatic surges at this hospital, with a capacity of only 72 beds.

The second example, located in Ried im Innkreis, is rather potentially impacted by many corridor closures, but to a
smaller degree. Over 20 different corridors can impact its catchment area, but they increase the population to bed ratio
by less than 10%. In other words, this hospital will likely often see small increases in the population for which it is the
first point of service. Such small increases can nevertheless be the source of significant volatility over time in hospital
admittances.

Even though the latter is an extreme case where the closure of accessibility corridors blocks the way to big hospitals
and puts a lot of strain on a small hospital, it shows how small changes can have big effects. Both cases show how our
developed method can be used to refine the analysis and offer another perspective to the stress test.
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Figure 8: Exploring the impact of corridor deletions on the hospitals in the network: comparing the probability a hospital
is affected to the stress tests’ impact on the hospital. In this illustration, a comparison is made between a high-probability
case with a moderate impact and a low probability with a high impact.

People per Bed Change per Bed Accessibility Corridor Affected
PopulationInitial After Deletion in % People Deleted Corridor # Roads

83.32 298.23 257.96 214.92 (AT61114, AT61108) 9 15 689
83.32 298.23 257.96 214.92 (AT61114, AT61120) 16 15 689
83.32 134.27 61.16 50.96 (AT61263, AT61247) 10 3 720

Table 3
The following cases exemplify the significant impact on the hospital in Kalwang, Steiermark, with a focus on the change
of people per bed.

5. Conclusion and Future Research
In this paper, we show the resilience of a population’s access to healthcare can be meaningfully analyzed and

quantified based on stress tests of road-based transportation networks. These stress tests can provide meaningful
insights into the dependencies between different systems, in this case of the transportation system and hospitals.
By ranking corridors based on their importance in terms of hospital access, we can identify corridors of interest
for policymakers seeking to allocate limited resources. In particular, we show that there are high impact corridors
containing few roads which provide access to emergency care for many people. We also show that some hospitals are
vulnerable to sudden surges of people they are responsible for.

Based on these results further investigations can be conducted, for instance by including the area around the
corridors of interest. This would lead to guidelines to improve the underlying network’s resilience and general access
to health care. Analyzing the corridors’ neighborhoods is another step from the abstract model to real-world scenarios
where natural disasters impact whole regions.

Our results show that certain road segments and corridors play a pivotal role in access to hospitals in Austria.
The disruption of these roads during crisis scenarios can have a significant impact on travel time to hospitals for
large numbers of people. Specific municipalities are especially vulnerable to the closure of specific road corridors.
Hospitals can also be affected: a road closure can change which hospital is closest for large numbers of people. The
skewed importance of some corridors highlights vulnerabilities but also gives policymakers something to focus on.

Compared to previous work, we focus on the specific problem of accessibility of hospitals in our stress test, using
a generated measurement as well as adapting an appropriate accessibility measure [Martín et al., 2021]. As we are
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interested in hospital accessibility, which is a local network problem, this derived measure of road importance is more
appropriate than a global measure such as edge betweenness centrality. Further comparison shows that the measurement
generated in this paper is a better fit for our problem since the accessibility measure from [Martín et al., 2021] over-
emphasizes city size for our application. In the scenario described in the paper, the size of a hospital doesn’t add to
its attractiveness, and the focus is solely on the accessibility of medical care. If the size of the target is important to
the simulation, for example, the size of a city or the number of hospital beds, an adaptation of [Martín et al., 2021] is
more practical. However, in this simulation, we assume that fast access to health care is crucial and not influenced by
the size of the hospital.

Our work also has policy implications for the healthcare sector. Past research has demonstrated that hospital
capacity has a tipping-point in terms of care quality: when occupancy exceeds a critical level of capacity, mortality
outcomes worsen significantly Kuntz et al. [2015]. Our work shows that such surges can occur due to the outcomes
in another complex system. Flexible staffing and pooled capacity across hospitals, effective policies recommended in
this previous work, should take into account how exogeneous shocks influencing transport networks can create surges
and limit the effectiveness of these interventions.

Rather than vulnerability to specific events (i.e., floods [van Ginkel et al., 2022]), we consider abstract road closures.
By coarse-graining the Austrian road network, we can run a more thorough stress test on a country-wide network. Both
of these simplifications enable us to easily identify network sections of interest. More fine-grained versions of these
sections can be further investigated in future work using more realistic stress tests. This would be especially tractable
if policymakers wished to zoom in on a specific region or part of the country.

Our study has several limitations. Roads in different parts of the country may be more or less vulnerable to
closure, given factors like local weather and altitude. Future work should consider historical weather patterns and
their correlation with road closures. More realistic stress tests can be developed in this way. Some but not all of the
road corridors we highlight pass through extremely rugged terrain (i.e. the Alps). Creating redundancies in this context
may be very expensive. In such areas it may be more useful to create redundancies at highly impact hospitals.

Furthermore, our results show that overlaying the ACIS measurement with the number of real-world roads in a
corridor can help to understand the implications of a corridor closure better. Therefore, we propose to update the
introduce ACIS method by including a factor that takes the number of real-world roads into account.

More generally, our approach to stress-testing road networks can be applied in a variety of contexts. For example,
rather than measuring the accessibility of hospitals from population centers, we may measure accessibility of
population centers from firefighting stations. Indeed, many critical services rely on the functionality of transportation
systems like the road network. Social, demographic, and environmental factors suggest that these systems will only
experience greater strain in the coming decades. Whether due to climate change, large-scale migration, or the aging
of the population, resilience and robustness of these services as a function of the systems they depend on will
merit increasing scrutiny. Integrating various forms of data, for example, in a knowledge graph designed for crisis
management Anjomshoaa et al. [2023], can greatly expand the potential scope of our simulations. The knowledge
graph can be used in future works to determine additional risk factors for roads due to overlapping networks, e.g., river
networks which can increase the risk to a road located close by or crossing the river. By adding these risk factors to
the simplified network, the simulation can be adapted by updating the probabilities, and consequently, the relevance
of the findings to real-world situations can be improved.
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