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In the realm of pandemic dynamics, understanding the intricate interplay between disease trans-
mission, interventions, and immunity is pivotal for effective control strategies. Through a rigor-
ous agent-based simulation, we embarked on a comprehensive exploration, traversing unmitigated
spread, lockdown scenarios, and the transformative potential of vaccination. we unveil a paradoxical
trend: while quarantine unquestionably delays the pandemic peak, it does not act as an impene-
trable barrier to halt the progression of infectious diseases. Vaccination factor revealed a potent
weapon against outbreaks – higher vaccination percentage not only delayed infection peaks but also
substantially curtailed their impact. Our investigation into bond dilution below the percolation
threshold presents an additional dimension to pandemic control. We observed that localized iso-
lation through bond dilution offers a targeted control strategy that can be more resource-efficient
compared to blanket lockdowns or large-scale vaccination campaigns.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the realm of infectious disease control [1–4], the on-
going effort to find effective methods for curbing the rapid
transmission of pandemics remains an enduring chal-
lenge. Among the arsenal of measures deployed, quar-
antine has gained prominence as a key approach, aiming
to control the spread of infection by isolating those who
are infected from those who are susceptible [5–7]. Yet,
as the world confronts repeated instances of pandemic
outbreaks [4, 8–11], a paradoxical narrative has begun to
emerge – one that suggests that while quarantine may
act as a crucial temporal barrier, it might not offer a
complete solution to halt the unyielding progression of
infectious diseases [12–14].

Throughout the history of pandemic control [15–
17], quarantine has been recognized as a significant
method [5–7], with its roots dating back to medieval pe-
riods when isolated communities were cordoned off to
counteract the impacts of the Black Death [18]. In the
present era, this concept has developed into targeted iso-
lation, limitations on travel, and localized shutdowns,
all designed to interrupt the progression of transmis-
sion. The fundamental principle underpinning quaran-
tine is its ability to impede the rapid proliferation of in-
fections [6, 7, 19, 20], affording healthcare systems a pe-
riod of respite to mobilize resources and formulate more
effective countermeasures [21–23].

However, the nature of pandemics [24], with their
ability to cross geographical boundaries and advance
across populations, challenges the idea of a complete
halt through quarantine alone. To shed light on the
subtle interplay between quarantine and the course of
an outbreak, this study employs a numerical simulation
approach based on the Susceptible-Infectious-Recovered-
Deceased (SIRD) model [25, 26]. The numerical simu-
lations explore deeply into the intricate web of infection
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propagation, recovery trajectories, and mortality rates,
unfolding a narrative that suggests that, while quaran-
tine undoubtedly delays the peak of infections, it does not
constitute an impenetrable barrier to halt the relentless
spread of infectious diseases.
Our study goes beyond traditional boundaries in or-

der to understand how vaccination can emerge as an ef-
fective countermeasure [27–30]. The findings show how
higher levels of immunity in a population can provide a
stronger defense against uncontrolled disease transmis-
sion [31, 32]. We investigate the potential of immunity
to not only reduce infection peaks but also to navigate
the transition from severe outbreaks to a managed en-
demic state using numerical simulations. We also demon-
strated that local isolation of infectious agents through
contact inhibition with a probability below the percola-
tion threshold presents an effective targeted control strat-
egy [33–35]. This approach offers potential resource effi-
ciency when compared to broad-spectrum lockdowns or
large-scale vaccination campaigns. Furthermore, it can
be practically implemented in a localized manner, mak-
ing it well-suited for managing specific outbreaks or re-
gions where the infection is concentrated.
The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec-

tion II, the agent-based model is defined. Section III
presents and analyzes the results of these simulations.
Initially, we illustrate the progression of the infection
without any restrictions or countermeasures. Subse-
quently, we analyze this scenario by implementing move-
ment restrictions via a lockdown. Next, we examine the
impact of vaccination on the epidemic when a lockdown
is not in place. Finally, we demonstrate how the local
isolation model via bond dilution emerges as an effective
countermeasure to the disease. Section IV summarizes
our findings.

II. AGENT-BASED MODEL

Let us consider N agents moving on a 2D square lat-
tice with linear dimension L subject to periodic bound-
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ary conditions. Each lattice site represents a node and
for our model N ≤ L2 is always satisfied. A schematic
representation of the model is shown in Fig. 1. Let Si,j(t)
denote the state of the node at position (i, j) at time t.

Si,j(t) = 0 : Vacant node.

Si,j(t) = 1 : Node occupied by a susceptible individual.

Si,j(t) = 2 : Node occupied by a infectious individual.

Si,j(t) = 3 : Node occupied by a recovered individual.

The dynamics of the agent-based model represent a

Susceptible

Infected

Recovered

Deceased

FIG. 1. (Color online) In this illustration, we depict the agent-
based simulation model on a square lattice. Lattice nodes can
be either vacant or occupied by susceptible individuals (S), in-
fected individuals (I), recovered individuals (R), or deceased
individuals (D), shown as blue, red, green, and black circles
respectively. Susceptible individuals can move to neighbor-
ing vacant nodes and can become infected if it’s neighboring
nodes occupied by an infected individual. Infected individuals
can switch to either recovered or deceased states and also can
infect susceptible individuals at neighbor nodes. Recovered
individuals can move freely without interaction.

stochastic process studied using Monte Carlo simula-
tion [36] and can be described as follows:

1. Initialization: At time t = 0, a fraction of lattice
sites are randomly chosen and set to Si,j(0) = 1,
representing susceptible individuals, except for one
infectious agent Si,j(0) = 2 placed at the center of
the lattice, which act as an epicenter of the out-
break.

2. Dynamics: We begin by constructing a probabil-
ity interval ranging from 0 to 1. The sum over∑4

k=1 p
k
move, where k representing the four lattice

neighbors (right=1, up=2, left=3, and down=4),
represents the probability of agent movement. Two
additional probabilities, pinfectedswitch and pwait, denote
the probabilities of agent switching and no action

occurring, respectively. The sum of all these prob-
abilities satisfies the condition;

4∑
k=1

pkmove + pinfectedswitch + pwait = 1 (1)

Subsequently, at each time step, an agent is ran-
domly selected, and a uniformly distributed ran-
dom number r[0 − 1] is generated. The time step
is denoted as δt = 1/N , ensuring that on average
all agents have an opportunity to move or switch
within one Monte Carlo step(t). The generated
random number r is then compared with the prob-
ability interval.

(a) Disease Spread: Based on the above compari-
son, if pkmove is satisfied, agent located at posi-
tion (i, j) moves to the specified direction(k),
provided that the target node is unoccupied.
If the target node is occupied, a further exam-
ination of the states of both the selected agent
and its agent at target node is conducted. If
a susceptible individual at position (i, j) has
target node occupied by an infectious individ-
ual (with Si±1,j(t) = 2 or Si,j±1(t) = 2) or vice
versa, susceptible become infected themselves
with a rate β.

(b) Recovery & Deceased: Based on the compar-
ison, if pinfectedswitch is satisfied, the state of the
selected agent is examined. If the agent is
infected, it switches with a rate γ to the re-
covered state (Si,j(t) = 3), becoming perma-
nently immune to susceptibility or reinfection.
Conversely, if the infected agent transitions to
the deceased state with a rate µ, it is removed
from the system dynamics. If the agent’s state
is not infected, it remains unchanged.

(c) Waiting period: If pwait is satisfied through
the comparison, the selected agent takes no
action and remains in its current state.

3. Updating: The lattice states Si,j(t) evolve over
time according to the rules defined above.

All the relevant constant parameter values and vari-
ables are listed in Table I and II respectively. The
selection of parameters β, γ, and µ is motivated
from our previous work [19, 20], which indicate that
recovery and mortality events occur on a longer
timescale compared to the infection progression,
enabling a realistic disease progression. Hence, we
configured β and γ to ensure that the disease ad-
vances sufficiently before recovery commences. The
choice of µ is set to be lower than γ since, in most
infectious disease outbreaks, fatalities occur at a
smaller scale in comparison to recoveries. On the

other hand, the parameters pmove, pinfectedswitch , and
pwait do not significantly affect the data quality.
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Instead, they modulate the pace of disease out-
break progression, with larger values accelerating
the progression and smaller values decelerating it
(see Appendix B).

Parameters Description Values
β rate of infection 0.2786
γ rate of recovery 0.0608
µ rate of death 0.0028

pmove movement probability 0.2

pinfected
switch switching probability 0.02
pwait waiting probability 0.18

TABLE I. List of parameters chosen for the agent-based sim-
ulation.

Variables Description
L Lattice linear dimension
N Total number of agents
ξ Lockdown probability
hif Vaccination factor
λaff Total affected agents

TABLE II. List of variables.

A. Accounting the effects of lockdown

In the simulation, at each time step δt, when an agent
decides to move to one of the vacant neighboring nodes(k)
according to pkmove, a random number between 0 and 1 is
generated and then compared with the lockdown proba-
bility ξ. If the generated random number is less than or
equal to ξ), the agent will proceed with the move. The
lockdown effect is captured by adjusting the lockdown
probability ξ according to the desired level of restrictions
in movement, where:

0 ≤ ξ ≤ 1

A value of ξ = 1 reflects no movement restrictions, while
ξ = 0 enforces a complete lockdown scenario. The pop-
ulation of each of the compartments S, I, R, and D is
normalized over N for all the quantification’s.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS OF AGENT-BASED
SIMULATION

The presented series of time evolution snapshots in
Fig. 2 provides a compelling visual narrative of the tem-
poral progression of a disease outbreak within an agent-
based simulation. In the initial stages in Fig. 2(a-b), the
infection emanates radially from the central epicenter,
echoing the expected pattern of contagion from a point
source. As time progresses, the disease rapidly permeates
the susceptible population, leading to an expanding wave

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Epicentre

FIG. 2. (Color online) Time evolution snapshots of the disease
outbreak: (a) Disease start to grow radially (red region) from
the epicentre. (b-c) Infected agents recovered at the centre
portion (green region) and susceptible agents become infected
via infectious outer surface of the disease outbreak network.
(d) Almost all the susceptible agents got infected and most
of them are recovered. [Constant parameters: L = 1024,
N = 0.5× L2, ξ = 1].

of infection. As the outbreak progresses to its later stages
in Fig. 2(c-d), a significant portion of the population has
been affected, resulting in a notable decrease in the num-
ber of susceptible individuals with a growing number of
agents transitioning to the immune or recovered state.
As illustrated in Fig. 3 (a), the observed qualitative

behavior mirrors that of real-world disease outbreaks
and is consistent with the results obtained from numer-
ical solution(see Appendix A). The susceptible individ-
uals (S/N) decrease exponentially over time, indicating
the rapid transmission of the disease within the popu-
lation. Simultaneously, the infectious individuals (I/N)
exhibit an exponential increase, culminating in a peak
(Ipeak/N) that reflects the maximum prevalence of the
disease. Subsequently, the infectious individuals (I/N)
experience a decaying trend as immunity takes effect.
The recovered individuals (R/N) demonstrate consistent
growth and gradually approach a saturation value close
to the total population, signifying the accumulation of
immunity over time. Meanwhile, the curve represent-
ing the deceased individuals (D/N) accounts for the rest
of the population that succumbs to the disease, indicat-
ing the unfortunate toll of the outbreak. Varying the
lockdown parameter (ξ) leads to distinguishable differ-
ences in the temporal behavior of the disease outbreak
as illustrated in Fig. 3 (b). As ξ decreases, signifying a
transition from no movement restrictions to hard lock-
down, distinct trends emerge in the trajectory of infec-
tious individuals (I/N). When ξ = 1 (no restrictions),
the time of peak infection (t(Ipeak/N)) attainment is rel-
atively short, reflecting the rapid progression of the epi-
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FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) Trajectories of S, I, R, and D
over time for disease outbreak. (b) Variation in infectious
individuals (I/N) in response to the lockdown parameter ξ.
(c) Effect of the lockdown parameter ξ on the time of peak
infection attainment. (d) Influence of the lockdown parameter
ξ on peak infection values (Ipeak/N).

demic shown in Fig. 3 (c). However, as ξ decreases, the
time of peak infection attainment increases and follows
a power law. This implies that the implementation of
stringent lockdown measures can significantly delay the
occurrence of the peak infection, potentially leading to
a protracted outbreak. On the contrary, with decreas-
ing ξ, (hard lockdown), the curve in Fig. 3 (d) showcases
a slight but discernible reduction in the peak infection
values (Ipeak/N). This implies that even stringent lock-
downs can only marginally mitigate the impact of the
epidemic without eliminating the risk of infection.

A. Impact of lockdown on deceased population &
effective reproduction number (Reff)

As shown in Fig. 4 (a), the curve demonstrates how
lockdown parameters influence the temporal evolution
of the deceased individuals (D/N). Each curve corre-
sponds to a specific value of ξ, ranging from hard lock-
down (ξ = 0.1) to no restrictions (ξ = 1). All of them
converge to the same saturation value (Dmax/N) at dif-
ferent times (smaller ξ takes larger time), emphasizing
that while smaller ξ values can effectively halt the rapid
progression of the outbreak. However, it can’t signifi-
cantly decrease the final deceased individuals.

The basic reproduction number (R0) is defined as the
average number of secondary infections caused by a sin-
gle infected individual in a completely susceptible popu-
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FIG. 4. (Color online) (a) Population of deceased individuals
(D/N) as a function of t for different lockdown parameter
ξ. (b) Effect of the lockdown parameter ξ on the effective
reproduction number (Reff) as a function of time.

lation [37–39]. It can be calculated using the formula:

R0 =
β

γ + µ
(2)

The effective reproduction number (Reff) accounts for
changes in population immunity due to both recovery
and mortality [40]. It is defined as the average number
of secondary infections caused by an infected individual
at time t in a population that is not completely suscep-
tible. It can be calculated using the formula:

Reff(t) = R0
S(t)

N
(3)

Where S(t) is the number of susceptible individuals at
time t. Reff > 1 means the epidemic could grow exponen-
tially, leading to a larger number of infections whereas,
Reff < 1 signifies disease is under control and the po-
tential for widespread transmission is reduced. As de-
picted in Fig. 4 (b), the curve illustrates the evolution
of the effective reproduction number (Reff) over time for
varying lockdown parameters ξ, ranging from ξ = 0.1 to
ξ = 1. For larger values of ξ, representing less stringent
movement restrictions, Reff falls rapidly from the initial
value of R0 = 4.32, indicative of the basic reproduction
number. Conversely, for smaller ξ values, Reff falls com-
paratively in a slower rate. This scenario suggests that
the epidemic is prolonged, even with stricter movement
restrictions. The delayed decline of Reff underscores the
resilience of the epidemic, as infections continue to occur,
though at a slower pace, despite efforts to limit movement
and contact.
As captured in Fig. 5, the phase diagram uncovers

fascinating insights into epidemic dynamics. Each data
point within the diagram reflects the peak infectious indi-
viduals for specific combinations of total population frac-
tion and lockdown parameter ξ. Remarkably, at larger
population fractions, the peak infection remains nearly
consistent across different values of ξ, as evidenced by
the convergence of colors on the color bar. This phe-
nomenon suggests that for more extensive community
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Phase diagram: Fraction of total
agents (N/L2) vs lock-down parameter ξ. Color bar indi-
cates peak infectious individuals (Ipeak/N).

sizes, various strength of lockdown measures have rel-
atively comparable effects on peak infection outcomes.
However, the impact of smaller ξ values comes to the
forefront, notably influencing the peak of infectious indi-
viduals at lower values. This observation indicates that
for smaller communities, more stringent lockdown mea-
sures (ξ) can effectively limit the peak infection, yielding
a potential advantage in minimizing the impact of the
outbreak.

B. Incorporating vaccination factor

For a deeper understanding of infectious disease dy-
namics, we introduce a new dimension – the vaccination
factor (hif ). It characterizes the proportion of immune
individuals within the population and is quantified on a
numerical scale ranging from 0 to 1, where 0 indicates the
absence of immune agents and 1 represents a population
entirely resilient to the disease – embodying the concept
of vaccination. Within our agent-based simulation, this
translates to a scenario where, at t = 0, a certain num-
ber (Nhif ) of the population is already immune, akin to
individuals who have previously vaccinated. These im-
mune agents are assigned the same state as recovered
individuals Si,j(t) = 3. So the rest (N − Nhif ) number
of individuals act as susceptible (Si,j(t) = 1). The incor-
poration of hif mirroring real-world circumstances where
varying degrees of preexisting immunity impact disease
outbreaks.

C. Vaccination an important measure in infectious
disease control

Figure 6 (a), portrays the variation of infectious in-
dividuals (I/N) as a function of time. Each curve rep-
resents a distinct hif value, spanning the range from 0
to 0.8. With increasing hif values, not only does the

expected peak of infectious individuals undergo a signif-
icant delay, but it also experiences a notable reduction
in magnitude in a scenario of no movement restrictions
(ξ = 1). The peak value of each curves experience a
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FIG. 6. (Color online) (a) Impact of vaccination factor (hif )
on infectious individuals (I) as a function of time without re-
strictions (ξ = 1). (b) Peak infectious agents vs. vaccination
factor (hif ). (c) Deceased individuals (D/N) vs. time for
different hif values. (d) Effective reproduction number (Reff)
vs. time for different hif values.

power law descent as hif is increased shown in Fig. 6
(b). This power law decline signifies the effect of im-
munity on the height of the infection peak. As a larger
portion of the population becomes immune, the suscep-
tible pool contracts, resulting in a sharp reduction in
the intensity of the outbreaks. Figure 6 (c) portraying
the population of deceased individuals (D/N) over time,
each curve representing different levels of the vaccination
factor (hif ), characterized by the absence of movement
restrictions (ξ = 1). All curves converge to a distinct
saturation values of D/N , lower for larger hif . This phe-
nomenon signifies with a greater reservoir of pre-existing
immunity, the susceptible population reduces, leading to
a decreased overall impact on mortality. Moreover, the
convergence of curves at larger time (t) for larger vacci-
nation factor showcases the potential of immunity is not
only lowering the immediate toll of the epidemic but also
prolonging the period over which the outbreak remains
controlled. In Fig. 6 (d), where each curve represents a
distinct hif value, tracing the temporal evolution of Reff

over the course of the epidemic. Larger community im-
munity, reflected by higher hif values, exerts a strong
influence on both the basic and effective reproduction
numbers. As hif increases, R0 – the basic reproduc-
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tion number – undergoes a noticeable reduction. Even
more strikingly, Reff exhibits a profound transformation.
At approximately 80% (hif=0.8) immune population, a
pivotal threshold is reached – the effective reproduction
number dips below 1, suggesting that the disease can no
longer sustain an epidemic. With time, Reff descends
further, eventually reaching 0.

D. Modelling local isolation in the agent-base
simulation

In the absence of both lockdown and vaccination, we
introduce the concept of local isolation through bond di-
lution on a fixed lattice [41]. This model is characterized
by a parameter pbd, which represents the probability that
a bond between two neighboring nodes is present. The
presence of a bond indicates a connection between the
nodes, while the absence of a bond signifies isolation.
The probability that a bond between nodes i and j is
present is given by:

Pij =

{
pbd, if bond is present

1− pbd, if bond is absent

In our model, the fundamental distinction between lock-
down and local isolation lies in their targeted approach
to disease containment. In the case of local isolation,
only infected agents are subject to complete isolation,
and they are prevented from transmitting the disease to
susceptible agents. This isolation occurs if and only if the
nodes connecting the infected agents to their neighbors
have been diluted, rendering them ineffective for disease
transmission.

E. Local isolation emerges as an effective
countermeasure

We present a time evolution snapshot of the disease
outbreaks for local isolation cases in Fig. 7. The top row
(a-d), just above the bond dilution threshold pbd > p∗bd,
illustrates that the disease can spread effectively. How-
ever, just below the dilution threshold pbd < p∗bd, the dis-
ease can completely vanish in the early stages, as shown
in Fig. 7 (e-h). This observation signifies that local isola-
tion of infected agents can be an effective countermeasure
when operating below the percolation threshold or bond
dilution threshold p∗bd. The percolation threshold is de-
termined by calculating the number of affected agents,
λaff = R+D

N , with respect to the bond dilution probabil-
ity pbd, as depicted in Fig. 7 (i). This figure reveals that
as the system size increases, a sharper jump occurs at p∗bd,
approximately at 0.52 ± 0.01, indicating the percolation
threshold.

F. Fractal dimension of the disease outbreak above
the percolation threshold (pbd > p∗bd)

A fractal, in general, is a rough geometrical structure
that exhibits self-similarity or scale invariance. Estimat-
ing the fractal dimension provides insight into the extent
of spatial influence exerted by the infection during its
growth process. Therefore, it is valuable to investigate
the fractal properties and quantify the structural changes
in the network within an infectious environment (area
covered by infectious agents [see Fig. 7 (c)]). The fractal
dimension (Df ) of the infectious network is determined
using the box-counting method [42]. It is calculated as
the ratio between the logarithm of the number of boxes
required to cover the infectious network (n(l)) and the
logarithm of the linear box size (l):

Df =
log(n(l))

log(l)
(4)

This measurement allows us to characterize the degree of
irregularity and self-similarity within the infectious net-
work. Figure 8 displays the number of boxes (n(l)) as a
function of the box size (l) on a log-log scale. We quanti-
fied the fractal dimensions (Df ) of the disease outbreak
for different bond dilution levels at a fixed t = 1024.
Above the percolation threshold, the fractal dimension
(Df ) exhibits slight modification. Without dilution, the
fractal dimension (Df ) is measured at 1.9 ± 0.1 and de-
creases to 1.76 ± 0.1 at pbd = 0.53 just above p∗bd. This
indicates that above the percolation threshold, the in-
fection can still spread effectively even when a signifi-
cant number of bonds are diluted. However, below the
threshold, fractal dimension Df → 0, signifying there is
no growth of the infection (see Fig. 7 (e-h)).

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

Our initial simulations reveal the harsh reality of un-
controlled transmission [43], highlighting the exponential
growth of infections [39, 44]. This served as a sober-
ing reminder of the urgency for effective control mea-
sures [15–17], particularly when faced with highly conta-
gious pathogens [45]. Introducing lockdown measures,
while successful in delaying outbreaks [5–7], revealed-
halting transmission indefinitely proved elusive. Our
model underscored that lock-downs, although beneficial
in buying time, cannot entirely halt the march of an epi-
demic [12–14]. This emphasized the need for a multi-
faceted approach to pandemic control. Through our sim-
ulations, we demonstrated that the presence of a larger
population of pre-existing immunity via vaccination not
only postpones infection peaks but also significantly di-
minishes their intensity. This finding reaffirms the effec-
tiveness of immunity as a formidable tool in controlling
outbreaks [27–32]. We also demonstrated that local isola-
tion through bond dilution below the percolation thresh-
old presents an effective targeted control strategy [33, 34].
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Time evolution snapshots of disease outbreaks: (a-d) above the bond dilution threshold pbd = 0.53 show-
ing disease spread, and (e-h) just below the threshold pbd = 0.51 where disease vanishes early, demonstrating the effectiveness of
local isolation for infected agents[Fixed parameters: L = 1024, N = 0.5×L2]. (i) The percolation threshold (p∗bd ≈ 0.52± 0.01)
is obtained by calculating the number of affected agents (λaff ) as a function of bond dilution probability (pbd) for system sizes
L = 128, 256, 512, and 1024.
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FIG. 8. (Color online) Number of boxes (n(l)) as a function
of box size (l) displayed on a log-log scale. Fractal dimensions
(Df ) of the disease outbreak were quantified for different bond
dilution levels. Above the percolation threshold, Df exhibits
slight modification, with Df measured at 1.9 ± 0.1 without
dilution, decreasing to 1.76± 0.1 at pbd = 0.53.

This approach can be more resource-efficient compared to
blanket lockdowns or large-scale vaccination campaigns
when operating below the percolation threshold. Fur-
thermore, it can be practically implemented in a local-
ized manner, making it well-suited for managing specific
outbreaks or regions where the infection is concentrated.

In conclusion, our study illuminates the intricate inter-
play between disease, immunity, and intervention strate-
gies. By investigating into the details of each stage—from
uncontrolled spread to lockdowns to the emergence of im-
munity to the localized isolation of infected agents, we

provide ourselves with the knowledge necessary to con-
front the difficulties associated with pandemic control.
Through this journey, we set a course towards a more
resilient and prepared world, where science and strategy
intertwine to safeguard global health [46].
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Appendix A: Numerical Solution

The SIRD model is a compartmental model that di-
vides the total population(N) into four distinct compart-
ments [19, 47–49]: susceptible (S), infectious (I), recov-
ered (R), and deceased (D). The dynamics of the SIRD
model can be described by the following system of ordi-
nary differential equations:

dS

dt
= −β · S · I

N
(A1)

dI

dt
= β · S · I

N
− γ · I − µ · I (A2)

dR

dt
= γ · I (A3)

dD

dt
= µ · I (A4)
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Where:

S(t) : Number of susceptible individuals at time t

I(t) : Number of infectious individuals at time t

R(t) : Number of recovered individuals at time t

D(t) : Number of deceased individuals at time t

N : Total population size

β : Effective contact rate

γ : Recovery rate

µ : Mortality rate

We numerically solve the system of differential equa-
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Numerical solution result of disease
outbreak: Trajectories of S, I, R, and D is plotted as a func-
tion of time.

tions A1(1-4) using Euler’s method [50]. Let’s assume ini-
tial values: S(0) = S0, I(0) = I0, R(0) = R0, D(0) = D0.
We discretize time into small intervals ∆t and update the
compartments using the following equations:

Sn+1 = Sn −∆t · β · SnIn
N

(A5)

In+1 = In +∆t ·
(
β · SnIn

N
− γIn − µIn

)
(A6)

Rn+1 = Rn +∆t · γIn (A7)

Dn+1 = Dn +∆t · µIn (A8)

where the subscripts n represent the time step index.
After applying the numerical method, we plot the tra-

jectories of S, I, R, and D over time in Fig. 9. This
provides insights into the progression of the disease out-
break.

Appendix B: Population of infected, recovered, and
deceased curve for varying pinfected

switch .

Figure 10 (a-c) depict the population curves of in-
fected, recovered, and deceased agents respectively as

functions of time, each associated with varying switch-

ing probabilities pinfectedswitch . Qualitatively, the population
of infected agents in Fig. 10(a) exhibits similar behavior
across the range. However, it persists for a longer du-

ration at smaller values of pinfectedswitch = 0.01. Similarly,
in Fig. 10(b) and (c), the populations of recovered and

deceased agents saturate later at small pinfectedswitch = 0.01.
These findings collectively suggest that disease progres-

sion is notably slower at smaller values of pinfectedswitch in
comparison to larger values.
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FIG. 10. (Color online) Population curve of (a) Infected, (b) Recovered, and (c) Deceased agents as a function of time for

varying switching probabilities pinfected
switch . Fixed control parameters: [L = 1024, N = 0.5× L2].
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