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Abstract

Between the years 2020 to 2022, the world was hit by the pandemic of COVID-19 giving rise to an extremely grave
situation. Many people suffered and died from this disease. Also the global economy was badly hurt due to the consequences
of various intervention strategies (like social distancing, lockdown) which were applied by different countries to control
this pandemic. There are multiple speculations that humanity will again face such pandemics in the future. Thus it is
very important to learn and gain knowledge about the spread of such infectious diseases and the various factors which
are responsible for it. In this study, we have extended our previous work (Chowdhury et.al., 2022 ) on the probabilistic
cellular automata (CA) model to reproduce the spread of COVID-19 in several countries by modifying its earlier used
neighbourhood criteria. This modification gives us the liberty to adopt the effect of different restrictions like lockdown
and social distancing in our model. We have done some theoretical analysis for initial infection and simulations to gain
insights into our model. We have also studied the data from eight countries for COVID-19 in a window of 876 days and
compared it with our model. We have developed a proper framework to fit our model on the data for confirmed cases
of COVID-19 and have also re-checked the goodness of the fit with the data of the deceased cases for this pandemic.
Our model is compared with other well known CA models and the ODE based SEIR model. This model fits well with
different peaks of COVID-19 data for all the eight countries and can be possibly generalized for a global prediction.
Our study shows that the rate of disease spread depends both on infectivity of a disease and social restrictions. Also,
it shows an overall decrement in mortality rate with time due to COVID-19 as more and more people get infected as
well as vaccinated. Our minimal model with modified neighbourhood condition can easily quantify the degree of social
restrictions. It is statistically concluded that the overall degree of social restrictions is above the mean when we considered
all eight countries. Finally to conclude, this study has given us various important insights about this pandemic which can
help in preparing for combating epidemics in future situations.

1 Introduction

Epidemics and pandemics have been hampering human civilizations from centuries. In recent times, the COVID-19 disease
had infected people of almost all countries globally. There are some claims that world will face a pandemic again in the near
future [1, 2]. Thus it is very important to study and understand their nature. Mathematical models help us to simulate their
behaviour and can give us many hidden details.

COVID-19 is caused by SARS-COV-2 virus. Globally, the number of infected cases and deaths from this disease is
extremely high [3]. In India, this pandemic left a very serious toll on human life and economy. Due to rapid mutations,
many variants of SARS-COV-2 have been found worldwide. Delta and Omicron are some commonly known mutations [4].
Recently, many reports have been published about the worrying situation of COVID-19 in China [5, 6].

Epidemics and pandemics have been modeled through different mathematical and computational techniques. In the year
1927, Kermack and McKendrick established a dynamical model for epidemics known as the SIR model, which is a backbone
for many current models [7]. This model consists of nonlinear differential equations. Many variants of this model like SEIR,
SIRS and SEIAR have been developed throughout the year [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14]. These nonlinear differential equations
based models have been extensively used to study COVID-19 pandemic [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22]. Cellular automata
is a spatio-temporal model which is represented with a collection of colored cells. The shape of these cells can be of any
type like square and triangular [23]. Each of the color of the cells represent a state of the system. All the cells of the CA
model evolve simultaneously and each cell evolves according to a predefined algorithm. This algorithm not only governs the
interaction of a cell with neighbourhood cells but also controls evolution of the whole system. The states of the model and the
neighbourhood condition depends on the system. In modeling epidemics, the four main states which have been considered are
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susceptible, exposed, infectious and recovered (or removed). Also, the Moore’s and the Neumann’s neighbourhood conditions
are examples of trivial interaction methods which are used for CA to model epidemics. [24, 25, 26, 27]

CA has not only been used for diseases which spread by contact like influenza but also has been used in many vector-borne
diseases like chikungunya, dengue [23, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 24, 33]. Mostly in literature a disease spread is modeled in a square
lattice where each lattice cell represents a person or a fraction of the population. However, there are some studies where
a disease spread is modeled in a triangular or in a hexagonal lattice. In these models, the total population is divided into
many sub-populations like Susceptible, Exposed, Infectious and Removed (SEIR) or various successors of it. In CA models, a
neighbourhood condition is used to represent spatial interactions between cells. To study epidemics and pandemics, Moore’s
neighbourhood condition and Neumann’s neighbourhood condition are the most widely used spatial interaction criteria.
However these neighbourhood conditions lead to a serious issue which is called neighbourhood saturation [34]. This issue can
be eliminated by taking a modified neighbourhood condition for example, Mikler et. al. proposed a global neighbourhood
criteria to eliminate this issue [34, 35].

Recently, cellular automata (CA) models have been used by many authors to study COVID-19 pandemic [36, 37, 38,
39, 40, 41, 42, 43]. In these studies CA has been mostly used to predict the future behaviour of the spread COVID-19 by
studying its past behaviour. There are studies which also suggest various intervention and vaccination strategies to control
this pandemic. Some advanced studies which have used the Genetic Algorithm (GA) and proposed various methods to
optimize the CA model to fit the COVID-19 data [38, 44, 40]. In these studies, different types of neighbourhood condition
have been used. A particular neighbourhood condition called the r-neighbourhood condition is used widely in literature
[37, 38]. In this model a person can interact upto the rth neighbours with equal probabilities and thus increasing the range
of disease spread beyond nearest neighbours.

In this study, we have defined a generalized neighbourhood condition. We have analyzed and studied this neighbourhood
condition in detail to get a clear picture of its behaviour. We have applied this condition in our CA model and have done
some analytical estimates. Various simulations have been done on this system after defining a suitable algorithm. We have
also compared our model with other current models used in literature. Finally, we have studied COVID-19 data from eight
different countries in relevance to our model and analyzed the concurrence between the two.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. 2, we have defined our neighbourhood condition. An initial analysis on this
neighbourhood condition has been done in Sec. 2.2. In Sec. 3 and Sec. 4, probability of infection has been calculated and
theoretical analysis of our CA model is described respectively. In Sec. 5, we have defined an algorithm for this CA model
and shown different results of our simulations. Our model is compared to other models in Sec. 6 and 7. The detailed study
on COVID-19 data using our CA model is described in Sec. 8. Finally we have listed the concluding remarks in Sec. 9.

2 Model description

In this article, we have studied the SEIR model by cellular automata with a modified neighbourhood condition. In this
section, we mainly discuss our neighbourhood condition in detail and also its features which will affect a real situation. All
the other important assumptions for this model are similar to Chowdhury et. al (2022) [40] where the choice of periodic
boundary condition is of special importance in this study.

2.1 Neighbourhood condition

Suppose the lattice size for this CA model is N × N . Then with respect to any (i, j) cell, the lattice can be divided into
several layers (by considering periodic boundary condition) as shown in Fig. 1.
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Figure 1: Different layers of neighbourhoods corresponding to the cell, (i, j) of a lattice. [40].

Here ℓ represents the layer number. Any layer of number ℓ has 8ℓ number of cells. With respect to any cell, indexed by
(i, j), of a N ×N lattice, the total number of layers can be calculated by

L =
N − 1

2
(1)

when N is odd. If, N is even and N ≫ 1 then Eq.1 is approximately true. The main assumptions for this modified
neighbourhood condition, similar to Chowdhury et. al (2022) and references there in [40] are

• The distance between any two cells is proportional to the layer number of any one cell with respect to the other cell.
Hence, d ∝ ℓ. For, simplicity we can assume d = ℓ.

• Probability of interaction (pint(d)) between two cells is inversely proportional to the nth power of the distance. Thus,

pint(d) ∝
1

dn
. Here n= degree exponent and it can have any positive or negative values.

Thus probability of interaction (pint(d)) can be written as,

pint(d) =
1
dn∑
d

1
dn

=
1
ℓn∑L

ℓ=1
1
ℓn

=
1

Anℓn
(2)

where, An =
∑L

ℓ=1
1
ℓn .

2.2 Average distance of interaction (⟨d⟩)
In modeling disease spread, the interaction between people is very important. In real world, interaction between two persons
will depend on the distance between them. As distance increases, chance of interaction between two persons decrease [45, 46].
Also at the time of COVID-19 pandemic, interactions between people were controlled by various restrictions like lockdown
and social distancing. These facts motivate us to assume the power law form of the interaction probability as shown in Eq. 2.
Here degree exponent n can tune the interaction probability as per the requirements of different strictness of restrictions on
social interactions and models.

In this section, we have defined the average distance of interaction and discuss its dependence on the degree exponent n.
The average distance of interaction (⟨d⟩) and the variance of the interaction distance (σ2

d) can be deduced from Eq.2 as,

⟨d⟩ =
L∑

ℓ=1

ℓpint(ℓ) =
1

An

L∑
ℓ=1

1

ℓn−1
(3)

σ2
d = ⟨d2⟩ − ⟨d⟩2 =

1

An

L∑
ℓ=1

1

ℓn−2
−

(
1

An

L∑
ℓ=1

1

ℓn−1

)2

(4)
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: Average distance of interaction (⟨d⟩) (a) and variance on the distance (σ2
d) (b) are plotted as a function of n. Here

we have considered L = 50.

Fig. 2a shows that the average distance of interaction (⟨d⟩) falls very rapidly when degree exponent (n) changes from
negative to positive. Also, Fig. 2b shows that variance (σ2

d) has a very sharp peak for n which have slightly higher value than
zero. Numerically it is found that σ2

d has a peak at n ≈ 0.3519 for L = 50. So, the n values around 0.0 are very significant
because of the high values of σ2

d. When n is positive then ⟨d⟩ quickly saturates to one and for negative values of n, ⟨d⟩
quickly saturates to maximum layer number (L). Variance of the interaction distance, σ2

d rapidly saturates to zero for both
positive and negative values of n. As, ⟨d⟩ decreases with increase in n, n can be defined as ‘social confinement’ [40]. Also, we
want to mention that a high negative value incorporates that a person will mainly interact with the distant persons which
is physically not possible. Thus very high positive or negative values of the degree exponent is physically irrelevant.

3 Probability of infection

Probability of infection of any susceptible cell at (i, j) (QI(i, j)) states the total probability of infection of this susceptible
cell due to the infectious cells around it. To calculate QI(i, j) it is needed to define some probabilities which are given below:

• Probability of infection per contact (q): This defines the probability of infection when a susceptible cell interacts with
an infectious cell. This probability depends on the infectivity of the virus of a disease and the immunity of a person. If
a virus is more infectious than its previous mutations, the probability of infection per contact will increase. Also, if a
population gains immunity from a disease, then the probability of infection per contact will decrease. For COVID-19,
the immunity is mainly achieved by vaccination.

• Probability that an infectious person is at a distance d is given by (pI(d)): pI(d) can be represented as,

pI(d) =
Number of infectious cells in layer ℓ

Total number of cells in layer ℓ
=

NI(ℓ)

8ℓ
(5)

Hence from these probabilities the probability of infection (QI(i, j)) of any susceptible cell at (i, j) can be derived as,

QI =
∑
d

qpint(d)pI(d) = q

L∑
ℓ=1

pint(ℓ)pI(ℓ). (6)

Substituting Eq. 2 and Eq. 5 in Eq. 6 we get,

QI =
q

8An

L∑
ℓ=1

NI(ℓ)

ℓn+1
(7)

So, it is noted that the probability of infection (QI(i, j)) is highly depended on the degree exponent n. If n ≫ 1 then
probability of infection of any susceptible cell depends on the number nearest infectious cells only.
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4 Dependence of initial infection growth on various free parameters

In this section, we have tried to find the initial infection growth of our model and its dependence on various free parameters.
Here we have assumed that initially there are no removed persons in the region, which means R(0) = 0.

4.1 Initial infection growth with one initial infection

Let, the total size of the lattice is N ×N . Also, assuming that at time, t = 0 there is only one infectious person in the region.
This infectious person has 8ℓ number of susceptible neighbours at a distance ℓ, which can be understood from Fig. 1. In
other words, there are 8ℓ susceptible persons who are placed at a distance ℓ from the infectious person. Thus the probability
of infection for each of these 8ℓ susceptible persons is

QI(ℓ) =
q

8An

1

ℓn+1
(8)

Hence, on average, the number of newly infected cases between these 8ℓ susceptible persons at t = 1 is,

Eℓ(1) = 8ℓ

(
q

8An

1

ℓn+1

)
=

q

An

1

ℓn
(9)

Thus considering all distances, the average number of newly infected cases at t = 1 are,

E(1) =

L∑
ℓ=1

Eℓ(1) =
q

An

L∑
ℓ=1

1

ℓn
=

q

An
An = q (10)

So, with one initial infectious case, the average number of newly infected cases at t = 1 is a constant and have a value equal
to q, which is the probability of infection per contact and is independent of n.

4.2 New infected cases with multiple initial infections

Let at t = 0, there are nI number of infectious cells and which are represented by i1, i2, ..., inI
and the distance between any

two infectious cells ip and iq is represented by ℓpq. To estimate the new infections, we will consider each infectious person one
by one. An infectious person can infect everyone except the already infected person. Thus, the average number of susceptible
persons who can only be infected by i1 is,

Ei1(1) = q − q

8An

(
1

ℓn+1
12

+
1

ℓn+1
13

+ ...+
1

ℓn+1
1nI

)
(11)

As an infectious person cannot infect another infectious person, we have subtracted those probabilities from q. Considering
all infectious cases, we can write,

Ei1(1) = q − q
8An

(
1

ℓn+1
12

+ 1
ℓn+1
13

+ ...+ 1
ℓn+1
1nI

)
Ei2(1) = q − q

8An

(
1

ℓn+1
21

+ 1
ℓn+1
23

+ ...+ 1
ℓn+1
2nI

)
.
.
.

EinI
(1) = q − q

8An

(
1

ℓn+1
nI1

+ 1
ℓn+1
nI2

+ ...+ 1
ℓn+1
nInI−1

)

E(1) = nIq − 2q
8An

 nI∑
i,j=1
i<j

1
ℓn+1
ij


As ℓij = ℓji, every term in the summation repeats twice. Hence the new infected cases at time t = 1 are,

E(1) = nIq −
2q

8An

 nI∑
i,j=1
i<j

1

ℓn+1
ij

 (12)
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The summation of Eq. 12 consists of nIC2 number of terms. If nI ≪ N2, nIC2 number of relative terms in Eq. 12 are negligible.
Thus we can write,

E(1) ≈ nIq. (13)

Next we will look at another method of estimating average number of newly infected cases with randomly distributed initial
infections. We note that the relative terms in Eq. 12 are difficult to estimate as they can have different values for different
simulation as a function of relative distances. However, we can adopt an average approach to this. Thus from Eq. 11, the
average new infected cases for i1 can be written as,

Ei1(1) = q − q

8An

nI∑
j=2

1

ℓn+1
1j

= q − q

8An

nI∑
j=2

1

ℓn+1
1j

(14)

Probability that an infectious person will be randomly placed in layer ℓ with respect to i1 is 8ℓ
N2−1 . Here, we take N2 − 1

instead of N2 as one place is occupied by i1. Hence,

1

ℓn+1
1j

=

L∑
ℓ1j=1

1

ℓn+1
1j

8ℓ1j
N2 − 1

=
8

N2 − 1

L∑
ℓ1j=1

1

ℓn1j
=

8An

N2 − 1
(15)

All nI − 1 terms in the sum given in Eq. 14 have the same average as given in Eq. 15. Hence, from Eq. 14 we can write,

Ei1(1) = q − q

N2 − 1
(nI − 1) (16)

Hence, for all infectious cases,

E(1) = nIEi1(1) = nIq −
qnI (nI − 1)

N2 − 1
(17)

4.3 Interpreting the basic reproduction number

Let, τR represent the mean infectious period. If initial infectious cases, nI ≪ N2, the new infected cases, E(1) ≈ nIq (Eq. 13)
after unit time steps. So, one infectious person will spread approximately q number of infections. As the infectious period
is τR one infectious person will spread qτR number of infections in this period. This quantity is equivalent to the basic
reproduction number (R0).

5 Algorithm and simulation of the CA model

In this section, we have discussed about the algorithm of our CA model and shown multiple simulation results.

5.1 Algorithm

This CA model consists of four sub-populations: susceptible (S), exposed (E), infectious (I) and removed (R) (recov-
ered+dead). At any time t, each cell of the lattice belongs to any one of these sub-populations. For simulations, these
sub-populations are represented with values 0, 1, 2 and 3 respectively. The algorithm for the CA model is same as described
in Chowdhury et. al (2022) [40].

Suppose, the lattice size is N ×N and at time t the number of cells belonging to different sub-populations like exposed,
infectious and removed are NE = E (t), NI = I (t), and NR = R (t) respectively. Thus the number of cells belonging to the
susceptible sub-population at time t is S(t) = N2−NE−NI−NR. Any susceptible cell at position (i, j) can be infected with a
probability QI (i, j, t) as described in Eq. 7. These newly infected cells at time t will be moved to the exposed sub-population
at t + 1. Also, the exposed and infectious cells will move to the infectious and removed sub-populations respectively after
the latency period (τI) and infectious period (τR) for the disease. Therefore at time t, if a cell is exposed (or infectious), it
will move to the infectious (or removed) sub-population at time t+ τI (or t+ τR).

5.2 Simulated results

In this section, we have discussed various simulations and results of our model. To start with, all the free parameters of
our simulation are lattice size (N ×N), sample size (S), probability of infection per contact (q), degree exponent (n), mean
latency period of the disease (τI), and mean infectious period of the disease (τR).

For our simulations, we have assumed the values of τI and τR as τI = 8 days and τR = 18 days. Also we have assumed
that the initially there is only one infectious cell in the whole lattice and all other cells are susceptible. Hence, the initial
condition for the CA model with a N ×N lattice is I (0) = 1, E (0) = 0, R (0) = 0, S (0) = N2 − 1.
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At first, we have checked the dependence of the model on the two free parameters, sample size (S) and lattice size (N×N).

We have checked this through the time evolution of the fraction of the infectious cases (i(t) = I(t)
N2 ). The results are shown

in the Fig. 3.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Plots of the variations of i(t) for different sample and lattice sizes. (a) Plot of the variations of i(t) for different
sample sizes when lattice size fixed at 101× 101. (b) Plot of the variations of i(t) for different lattice sizes when sample size
fixed at 50.

Fig. 3a shows the variation of i(t) which is averaged out for different sample sizes when q = 0.3, n = 2 and lattice size is
fixed at 101× 101. It is found that there is no major deviation happens in i(t) by changing sample size.

Fig. 3b shows the variation of i(t) for different lattice sizes. Here, we have again considered q = 0.3, n = 2 and also
the sample size as S = 50. It is found that if the initial fraction of the infection cases (i(0)) is same then the evolution of
i(t) is approximately independent of the lattice size. Here we have checked the results with different combinations of the
parameters for both of these cases. Thus we can conclude, the model is approximately sample and size independent. For
future simulations we have fixed the lattice size at N ×N = 101× 101 and sample size at S = 50.

(a) (b)

Figure 4: Plots of i(t) for different values of q and n (a) Plot of i(t) for different values of q for n = 2.0. (b) Plot of i(t) for
different values of n for q = 0.3.

Fig. 4 shows how the the fraction of the infectious cases (i(t)) varies with time for different q values and n values. In
Fig.4a it is shown how i(t) varies for different q when n = 2. Here, we can see that growth of i(t) is very fast for high q
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values. This is reasonable because high q means when a susceptible people cell with an infectious cell then there is a very
high chance that the susceptible people will be infected. Thus the disease spread is faster for high q values than the low q
values.

To simulate Fig. 4b we have fixed q at q = 0.3. It can be seen from this figure that when n increases the peak of the
fraction of the infectious cases (i(t)) falls significantly and disease spread become slower.

Figure 5: Top row shows the i(t) plots with 1σ interval for different values of n and bottom row shows the spatial distribution
of the disease spread at a intermediate time for the corresponding values of n.

To understand the reason behind the slower disease spread for higher n we have plotted the time variation of i(t) with
the spatial distribution of the disease spread at a intermediate time for different values of n (Fig. 5). Here, the spatial
distribution for a particular n is chosen randomly from 50 samples. It is shown that the disease spread is more clustered for
higher values of n. This is the reason for slower disease spread. Also, Fig. 4b shows that for n = 0 the peak of i(t) is lower
than the n = 0.5. The reason behind this is the variance σ2

d. For this figure, n = 0.5 have the highest σ2
d value amongst all

n values which have been used for this plot (Fig. 4b).

6 Comparison with the continuous SEIR model

In this section, we have compared our model with the continuous SEIR model. The model is described by the following
equations:

ds

dt
= −βsi (18)

de

dt
= βsi− σe (19)

di

dt
= σe− γi (20)

dr

dt
= γi (21)

β= Infection rate.
σ= Latency period.
γ= Infectious period.
In this model, β, σ and γ are the free parameters. By definition we have assumed σ = 1

τI
= 0.125 day−1 and γ =

1
τR

= 0.0556 day−1. We have generated various simulated data from the stochastic model for different q values with n=
0.0, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5 and 3.0. Now for a particular q value, we have fitted the continuous model on the simulated data
corresponding to these n values to find the best fit result for this particular q. To achieve this, the sum of squared errors
(SSE) of i(t) has been minimized by varying the free parameter β using an optimization algorithm, pattern search (PS).

SSE =
∑
k

(
ik − îk

)2
(22)

i= Fraction of the infectious cases of the simulated data from our model.
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î= Fraction of the infectious cases from the continuous SEIR model.

Figure 6: Best fit curves of the continuous model to stochastic data for q = 0.2, q = 0.3, q = 0.4, and q = 0.5 (left to right
order).

q n β SSE
0.2 2.0 0.1554 3.90E-02

0.3 2.5 0.1544 5.73E-02

0.4 3.0 0.1367 7.94E-02

0.5 3.0 0.1512 8.48E-02

0.6 3.0 0.1677 9.11E-02

Table 1: Pair of q and n values for which continuous model fit well on the CA model data. The optimized values of β of the
continuous model and corresponding SSE values are also shown here.

Tab. 1 shows different q values and corresponding n values for which continuous model fit well on our CA model data.
Also, this table shows the optimized β values of the continuous model and SSE values of the respective cases. In Fig.6 shows
the best fit results which are given in Tab. 1. From these results we can say that continuous model fits better on our model
for higher n.

7 Comparison with other neighbourhood conditions

In our model, we have introduced a different neighbourhood condition (refer to Sec. 2 for a detailed discussion) than
those favored in the current literature. In this context, we discuss and compare our neighbourhood condition with other
neighbourhood conditions in this section.

7.1 Moore’s neighbourhood condition

Figure 7: This figure shows Moore’s neighbourhood condition where the blue cells represent nearest neighbourhood of the
cell, (i, j).

In Moore’s neighbourhood condition any cell can interact only with those neighbours which belongs to the first layer [25].
In our model when n > 3, ⟨d⟩ ≈ 1 and σ2

d decreases with increasing n. Thus our model with degree exponent n ≫ 3
will give a similar result like a model with Moore’s neighbourhood condition. Fig.8 shows the comparison between Moore’s
neighbourhood condition and our model for n = 10.
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Figure 8: Comparison of the model with Moore’s neighbourhood condition and our model for n = 10.

7.2 r-neighbourhood

Another one of the most popular neighbourhood conditions, which has been used in many CA models to study with the
COVID-19 pandemic, is the r-neighbourhood condition [36, 37, 38]. In this neighbourhood condition, a cell can interact any
other cell in a radius of r. Thus the probability of interaction of a cell with any other cells upto the rth layer is assumed to
be equal. Fig. 9 shows this neighbourhood condition for r = 3.

Figure 9: r-neighbourhood condition for r = 3. Here, blue cells represent nearest neighbourhood of the cell, (i, j).

Thus the interaction probability of a cell to another cell of layer ℓ, where ℓ ≤ r is

pint(ℓ) =
8ℓ

n2
r − 1

, ℓ ≤ r. (23)

Here, 8ℓ is the total number of cells in layer ℓ and nr is the total number of cells at one side of the rth layer which have
value nr = 2r + 1. Thus for a r-neighbourhood model, the probability of interaction varies linearly with layer number (ℓ)
when ℓ ≤ r and goes to zero for ℓ > r. Hence if we take the value of the degree exponent as, n = −1 for ℓ ≤ r and n ≫ 3
when ℓ > r in our model (referred to Eq. 2) then it gives the similar result as for the r-neighbourhood model.

Thus in our neighbourhood condition, we have introduced a discontinuity at the layer ℓ = r for defining our probability
of interaction to reproduce the results of the r-neighbourhood condition. Thus, (pint) is mathematically expressed as,

pint(ℓ) ∝
1

ℓn
, n = −1 ℓ ≤ d. (24)

pint(ℓ) ∝
1

ℓn
, n ≫ 3 ℓ > d. (25)
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 10: Comparison of different r-neighbourhood models with our model. (a) r = 3, (b) r = 5 and (c) r = L, L is the
total number of layers in a N ×N lattice.

Fig. 10a and 10b shows the comparison between the r-neighbourhood model and our model for r = 3 and r = 5
respectively. Also for a N ×N lattice, if we choose r = L, where L denotes the total number of layers in the lattice and given
by Eq. 1 then one cell can interact with any other cell of the lattice. The comparison of the results for r-neighbourhood
model with r = L and our model is shown in Fig. 10c.

8 COVID-19 data and our model

Here, we have discussed the results obtained from fitting of our model on multiple peaks of COVID-19 data for different
countries. Here, we have considered a total of eight countries: Italy, France, Germany, Brazil, US, India, South Africa and
Japan. The arrangement and number of peaks in daily data of new cases varies with respect to different countries. Also, the
size of the peaks differ for different countries. Thus to fit the model in COVID-19 data we have made following assumptions:

1. We have explored only those part of COVID-19 data where there has been a sharp increase of daily new cases and have
ignored those parts where daily data for new cases remains low for a long time.

2. Every peak of this disease spread was considered separately for fitting. When a particular peak other than the first
peak is modeled, the effective susceptible population that has been considered includes both new susceptible people
and the people who had been infected but have again become susceptible due to lack of sustainable immunity against
COVID-19.

3. Each peak is considered as a new disease spread in a population. It is like a fresh start. So, it does not have any
relation with the disease spread previous to it. The peaks of COVID-19 for a particular country have different features
and reasons of occurrence. The number of infected persons as well as the time span for these peaks are different.
Also, there could be multiple reasons for their incidence like mutation in the SARS-COV-2 virus or decrement of social
restrictions. CA models have been made with finite lattices and we need to fix its size throughout the study. However,
the number of effective susceptible people (susceptible persons who take part in the disease dynamics) in these peaks
are different due to the variation of the total number of infections between peaks. Thus it will be difficult to model all
the peaks together by a single CA model.

We have taken data from the COVID-19 data repository of Johns Hopkins University Center for Systems Science and
Engineering (JHU CSSE) [47]. This repository contains time series data of confirmed cases and deaths for different countries.
However, the time series data for recovered cases is discontinued at a very early stage. Our model needs removed cases
(Recovered and dead both) data, which was not available in this database. Thus we have made further assumptions which
are enlisted below:

1. Number of deaths (D(t)) and removed cases (R(t)) at any time t is related by,

D(t) = k(t)R(t) (26)

Here k(t) is a function of time t and has a value between 0 and 1.

2. Number of deaths during the COVID-19 pandemic not only depended on the fatality of the virus but also on the
condition of the medical infrastructure. New variants of SARS-COV-2 virus appeared at different times as well as the
medical supplies and the healthcare facilities were not always the same during this entire COVID period. Thus it is a
better proposal to keep k dynamic with time. However, to preserve the simplicity of our model, we have assumed that
during a particular peak in a country, k is constant.

11



Here the model is fitted to the confirmed cases data. Since we have considered the peaks separately, the confirmed cases
data for a particular peak required proper scaling before fitting. We suppose that any one chosen peak starts at time T1 and
ends at T2. Thus to scale the confirmed cases data in the range T1 to T2, we have to subtract the confirmed cases data in
this range with the confirmed cases at time T1 − 1. So the scaled confirmed cases for a particular peak P can be written as,

IPC (t) = IC(t)− IC(T1 − 1) T1 ≤ t ≤ T2 (27)

Also the confirmed cases for peak P (IPC (t)) has been normalized as,

iPC(t) =
IPC (t)

IPC (T2)
T1 ≤ t ≤ T2 (28)

The time scale of iPC(t) has also been changed from T1 ≤ t ≤ T2 to 0 ≤ t ≤ T2 − T1.
These scaled and normalized confirmed cases, iC(t) in 0 ≤ t ≤ T (omitting the superscript and assuming T2 − T1 = T ) is

fitted with the normalized total infected cases, itot(t) in the same timescale. Here the total infected cases (from our model)
is normalized as,

itot(t) =
Itot(t)

Itot(T )
0 ≤ t ≤ T (29)

We have used Genetic Algorithm (GA) to optimize the following Sum of Squared Errors (SSE) as given in Eq. 30 to fit
our model to the data.

SSE =

T∑
t=0

(iC(t)− itot(t))
2 (30)

Here,
iC(t)= Fraction of confirmed cases for a particular peak.
itot(t)= Fraction of total cases for that peak simulated from the model.
For fitting, we have assumed a squared lattice of size N×N = 101×101. Our model has four free parameters (q, n, τ I, τR)

and needs three initial conditions (E(0), I(0), R(0)). We have assumed that, E(0) = 0, R(0) = 0 and taken I(0) as a free
parameter. Thus, Eq. 30 is optimized with five free parameters q, n, τI, τR and I(0).

To compare the model results with the data representing the number of deaths, we need a slightly different scaling
than the one which is described in Eq. 27. According to our model, an infectious person will be moved to the removed
compartment after τR days.Thus, for 0 ≤ t < τR, the removed cases, R(t) as well as deaths, D(t) is zero. Suppose DP (t)
denotes the number of deaths at any time t for a particular peak P which is ranged from T1 ≤ t ≤ T2. We have assumed
each peak separately, however the number of deaths will not be zero in the range T1 ≤ t < T1 + τR. Number of deaths in
this range depends on the number of infectious cases (or, active cases, both are same in our model) at t < T1, which are not
zero generally. Thus to compare our model to the data representing deaths, we have to omit number of deaths in the range
T1 ≤ t < T1 + τR. Thus the proper scaling for the deceased cases is,

DP (t) = D(t)−D(T1 + τR − 1) T1 + τR ≤ t ≤ T2 (31)

If we re-scale the time axis, then the above relation will have a form,

DP (t) = D(t)−D(τR − 1) τR ≤ t ≤ T (32)

Thus, in this paper, we have fitted our model to the data by considering each peak separately by minimizing Eq. 30. We
have used GA to optimize Eq. 30. We have run GA multiple times to get best fit parameter values. Then we have re-checked
these parameters values by comparing the variation of deaths (simulated) with the deceased cases data.

In Fig. 13, we show our model is fitted to the confirmed cases data of six peaks (with proper scaling) of Italy. Also, we
have used best fit values of the parameters to simulate the variations of the fraction of death cases for these peaks and have
compared them with the scaled deceased cases data of Italy in Fig. 14.
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(a) (b)

Figure 11: All fitted plots for five different peaks are combined and plotted against the whole data of Italy with proper
re-scaling.
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Figure 12: Left column shows model fitting to the confirmed cases data of different countries. Simulated variations of deaths
for different countries are shown in right column.
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Figure 13: Model fitting to the confirmed cases data of Italy for five different peaks. Peaks are counted from left to right
and top to bottom.

Figure 14: Model fitting to the death data of Italy for five different peaks. Peaks are counted from left to right and top to
bottom.

In Fig. 11, we have combined all the fitted plots and re-scaled them to plot against the whole data of Italy from 22/01/2020
to 15/06/2022. Fig. 11a represents the plot for confirmed cases data as well as our model. Fig. 11b represents the same for
number of deaths.

In Fig. 12, we have shown variations of confirmed cases as well as deaths with time for different countries. In confirmed
cases plots, there are some intermediate parts which are not fitted. These regions in-between the peaks, the daily number
of new cases are very low and tending to almost zero in comparison to the earlier days. This leads to an almost flat region
in the curve for the cumulative number of infected people. Our fit incorporates this behaviour as an end to the falling part
of each of the peaks. We have judiciously chosen not to fit small regions only when the number of infected people reach the
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base level. Also, in death plots, there are some more parts which are not under the simulated regions. This is because of the
delay (τR) in death cases, as mentioned earlier. Thus for each peak initial τR−1 number of points are omitted for simulation,
as described in Eq. 32.

Country Parameters
Peak number

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th

Italy

q 0.36985 0.21206 0.24585 0.16389 0.35715 0.13025
n 1.06260 2.82571 2.95011 2.79717 2.73188 2.21768
τI 3 4 7 5 5 1
τR 4 17 9 20 10 12
I(0) 111 151 362 227 162 254

Germany

q 0.20273 0.10106 0.16616 0.17170 0.18498 0.11204
n 1.09335 2.81062 1.12124 2.79799 1.59799 2.31692
τI 3 7 9 4 2 5
τR 14 36 14 20 10 20
I(0) 96 228 397 144 99 203

France

q 0.37132 0.16421 0.11439 0.17635 0.25612 0.14976
n 1.57481 0.45996 0.93457 2.79593 2.65914 2.85849
τI 4 9 8 4 3 1
τR 7 18 12 18 12 17
I(0) 114 176 170 196 218 481

US

q 0.19558 0.11801 0.17678 0.17359 – –
n 2.86244 2.60631 2.92009 2.17452 – –
τI 5 5 5 2 – –
τR 11 18 21 19 – –
I(0) 156 97 92 166 – –

Brazil

q 0.15814 0.10295 0.27827 – – –
n 0.15893 2.17049 2.36806 – – –
τI 3 8 5 – – –
τR 8 16 11 – – –
I(0) 11 62 135 – – –

India

q 0.13576 0.12967 0.30007 – – –
n 1.15718 0.93383 1.84286 – – –
τI 8 3 2 – – –
τR 11 15 12 – – –
I(0) 29 26 45 – – –

Japan

q 0.19671 0.17511 0.12692 0.14812 0.23149 0.28547
n 1.44642 2.76158 1.58285 1.19748 2.09850 2.69654
τI 1 4 8 8 6 2
τR 13 23 19 16 21 6
I(0) 123 132 73 200 96 42

SA

q 0.17435 0.21300 0.15079 0.22935 0.29409 –
n 1.15340 1.29217 1.60608 2.43431 1.63147 –
τI 8 7 4 2 3 –
τR 14 11 12 24 7 –
I(0) 64 67 22 71 118 –

Table 2: Best fit parameter values of different peaks of different countries.

Tab. 2 shows all the best fit parameter values to the confirmed cases data (scaled) of different peaks for various countries.
The fitted values of a particular parameter are not only varied for different countries but also varied between peaks. The
distribution of the best-fit values of the parameters are represented with box plots and shown in Fig. 15. In the box plot, the
middle red line represents the median value of the distribution. Upper and lower edge of the box represents third and first
quartile values of the distribution respectively, whereas the length of the box represents inter-quartile range (IQR). Also the
upper and lower whiskers represent the values which are lain above and below the third and first quartile values respectively
and have a length of 1.5*IQR. Outliers are represented with red cross. The median values of q, n, τI, τR and I(0) are 0.17511,
2.1705, 4, 14 and 123 respectively. From fig. 15b, we can see that the values of n is closely distributed to 3.0.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 15: Box plots of the best-fit parameter values of different peaks of different countries. (a) Box plot of q, (b) box plot
of n, (c) box plots of τI and τR, (d) box plot of initial infectious cases (I(0)).

Country
Peak number

1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th
Italy 0.14365 0.02494 0.02080 0.00890 0.00259 0.00223

Germany 0.04838 0.03428 0.01427 0.00614 0.00654 0.00128
France 0.15821 0.01343 0.01644 0.00392 0.00114 0.00112
US 0.01831 0.01463 0.01314 0.00502 – –

Brazil 0.03332 0.02784 0.00550 – – –
India 0.01540 0.01307 0.00431 – – –
Japan 0.05050 0.01076 0.01883 0.01773 0.00338 0.00187
SA 0.02473 0.03896 0.02562 0.00831 0.00538 –

Table 3: Best fit values of k for different peaks of different countries.

The values of k (as described in equation. 26) which are estimated to compare our model to the deceased cases data for
different peaks of various countries are shown in Tab. 3. This table shows an overall decrement of k values as peak number
increases for a country. This means, the death rate due to COVID-19 is decreased with time and it is true for all countries.
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9 Conclusions

To conclude, we summarize the main results and features of this work with a short discussion. Our main aim, as stated
earlier, is to build a generalized probabilistic cellular automata model with the help of basic SEIR model to study the spread
of epidemics, with reference to COVID-19. In this study, our main motive is to show that merging a simple model like SEIR
model with a CA model with modified neighbourhood condition can produced very good results for a pandemic which is
versatile in many different fronts. We have tried to show that a simple model like the one that we have adopted has been
able to take into account the effects produce by the different factors of this pandemic like infectivity of the virus, social
restrictions, immunity due to vaccination, re-infection and mortality rate to a large extent. Here we have described a method
to fit the COVID-19 data for different peaks with different intensities and time periods. We have compared our model with
some general models and tried to understand their differences. We have also fitted our model to the data for total infected
cases of eight countries and tried to understand the relevance of this model in the spread of infection of COVID-19 in the
different countries widely. To achieve this, we have taken the following steps:

• A square lattice of the size N ×N is considered for our study. We have chosen different values of N like 101, 201, 301.

• We have built a neighbourhood criteria and made some assumptions which are described in Sec. 2. According to this
neighbourhood criteria, the distance between any two cells (d) is proportional to the number of layers (l) between
them. Also, the probability of interaction between two cells, separated by distance d, pint(d) ∝ 1

dn , where n is power
law exponent.

• The average distance of interaction (⟨d⟩) is calculated by considering the above mentioned neighbourhood condition
(described in Sec. 2.2). average distance of interaction falls very rapidly to one for positive values of n and saturates to
a value equal to the maximum layer number (L) for negative values of n. Also, in this section we have reasoned about
the irrelevance of large positive and negative values of n.

• In Sec. 3 and 4, QI(i, j), which is the probability of infection for any cell (i, j), has been defined and a mathematical
analysis based on this quantity QI has been undertaken. We find that initially, if there are nI number of initial infectious
cases, the newly infected cases will be ∼ nIq, where q represents infectivity of the disease. Also, we have defined an
equivalent quantity for the basic reproduction number (R0) as, qτR, where τR represents infectious period of the disease.

• A suitable epidemic algorithm is defined for our model which is described in Sec. 5.1.

We have run model simulations and compared our results with various other models, which are listed below:

• We have simulated our model with different lattice and sample sizes (discussed in Sec. 5.2). However, we could not
find any significant variations in the results by changing lattice and sample sizes. Thus throughout our study, we have
considered lattice size ≡ N ×N = 101× 101 and sample size S = 50.

• There are two parameters of our model which mainly control the rate of the disease spread or in other words sharpness
of the infectious cases (or active cases) curve. These two parameters are: q, which is referred as infectivity of the
disease and n, which is defined as ‘social confinement’. Thus if q decrease or n increase, the rate of the disease spread
will decrease and the curves of the infectious cases will be flatten out. These results are portrayed in Fig. 4 of Sec. 5.2.

• In Sec. 5.2, we have shown the effect of n on the spatial distribution of disease spread. As n increases that is the
parameter controls ‘social confinement’, the disease spreads in small pockets in clustered form.

• We have seen that our model has been able to reproduce the basic features of the SEIR model quite well with some
discrepancies as shown in Fig. 6.

• We have also compared our model with other CA models having different neighbourhood conditions. We have shown
that for n ≫ 3 our model behaves exactly similar to the models with Moore’s neighbourhood condition. If we assume
n as a step function of layer number (ℓ) instead of choosing n is a constant, our model exhibits similar results as the
CA models consisting different r-neighbourhood conditions. (detailed discussion in Sec. 7)

Finally, our model is used to study the time variation of COVID-19 cases in different countries for understanding this
pandemic properly. We have used data of COVID-19 from eight countries, namely Italy, Germany, France, US, Brazil, India,
Japan and South Africa, to obtain a fit of our model. Procedures and results of this study are described below:

• We have fitted each of the peaks in the COVID-19 data separately to get the best fit parameters for our model.

• The data of COVID-19 for different countries is obtained from JHU CSSE data repository. Before analyzing, a proper
scaling has been done on this data. Our model is fitted with the data of confirmed cases for COVID-19. To get the
best fit parameters, we have minimized the sum of squared error (SSE) between the CA model and data by applying
a genetic algorithm (GA), as discussed in Sec. 8.
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• The parameter values obtained from the fitting is then re-checked with the data for deceased cases. Our model can
generate the data for removed cases (≡ recovered+dead). However, the data for recovered cases is not fully available
in JHU CSSE data repository. We have assumed that for a particular peak, deceased cases vary linearly with removed
cases, where k is the proportionality constant and have values between 0 and 1. This assumption help us to generate
the data for deceased cases from our model and compare with the real data (detailed discussion in Sec. 8).

• The results of the fitting to the data for confirmed cases and comparison to the data for deceased cases of Italy are
shown in Fig. 13, 14, 11 and 12. Also, the optimized parameter values for different peaks of the different countries are
listed in Tab. 2.

• These plots and the table show that the rate of the spread of COVID-19 mainly depends on two parameters q and n.

• The data for deceased cases and simulated results show deviations in some situations, as seen in Fig. 12. The main
reason behind this is the assumption of the linear relationship between the deceased cases and the removed cases for a
particular peak. This zeroth order model with a linear relationship can be seen to be valid for most situations.

• We have drawn box plots (Fig. 15) for fitting parameters to show their distribution. An important thing to note that
the median value of n is at 2.1705, which is above the central value, n = 1.5 of our chosen range. Thus theoretically we
can say that the degree of ‘social confinement’ in different countries are above average. Effect of various restrictions
like social-distancing, and lockdown may be causes of this.

• Also Tab. 3 shows that the value of k decreases (not always monotonically) as COVID-19 pandemic proceeds. This
means the death rate decreases with time

In this work, we have analyzed COVID-19 data from a different perspective. In future, we aim to compare and validate
this stochastic model with physically motivated models. We hope our work will help to understand and forecast future
pandemic situations.
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[22] Jorge Duarte, Cristina Januário, Nuno Martins, Jesús Seoane, and Miguel AF Sanjuán. Controlling infectious diseases:
the decisive phase effect on a seasonal vaccination strategy. arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.08284, 2021.

[23] Gerardo Ortigoza, Fred Brauer, and Iris Neri. Modelling and simulating chikungunya spread with an unstructured
triangular cellular automata. Infectious Disease Modelling, 5:197–220, 2020. DOI: 10.1016/j.idm.2019.12.005.

[24] Puspa Eosina, Taufik Djatna, and Helda Khusun. A cellular automata modeling for visualizing and predicting spreading
patterns of dengue fever. TELKOMNIKA, 14(1):228, 2016. DOI: 10.12928/TELKOMNIKA.v14i1.2404.
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