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This paper investigates the identifiability of a spatial mathematical model of the spread of
fast-moving epidemics based on the law of acting masses and diffusion processes. The research
algorithm is based on global methods of Sobol sensitivity analysis and Bayesian approach, which
together allowed to reduce the variation boundaries of unknown parameters for further solving the
problem of parameter identification by measurements of the number of detected cases, critical and
dead. It is shown that for identification of diffusion coefficients responsible for the rate of movement
of individuals in space, it is necessary to use additional information about the process.
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INTRODUCTION

Mathematical modelling of the spread of infectious diseases has come a long way with the
outbreak of a new coronavirus infection caused by SARS-CoV-2 virus in 2019 in Wuhan. From
classical differential models of epidemiology, whose foundation was laid in the work of Kermack
and McKendrick in 1927 [1], to agent-based models and mean-field control models, as well as their
combination, researchers are still faced with incomplete and inaccurate data to sustainably describe
the spread of epidemics. A more comprehensive review of models of fast-moving epidemic spread is
given in the paper [2] and summarized in the figure 1.

This paper investigates the direct and inverse problem for a spatial SEIR-HCD model of COVID-
19 propagation in the region [3]:

𝜕𝑢

𝜕𝑡
= ∇(𝑛𝑣∇𝑢) + 𝑓(𝑢, 𝑞), 𝑢(𝑥,0) = 𝑢0(𝑥), 𝑡 ∈ (0, 𝑇 ). (1)

Here 𝑢(𝑥,𝑡) = (𝑠, 𝑒, 𝑖, 𝑟, ℎ, 𝑐, 𝑑)(𝑥,𝑡) is the vector of system states characterizing the densities of
susceptible (𝑠), asymptomatic infected (𝑒), COVID-19 patients (𝑖), recovered (𝑟), hospitalized (ℎ),
critical cases requiring ALV device connection (𝑐) and died (𝑑) as a result of COVID-19. The param-
eters 𝑣 = (𝑣𝑠, 𝑣𝑒, 𝑣𝑖, 𝑣𝑟) and 𝑞(𝑥) ∈ 𝐶(R𝑚) are continuous spatial functions that describe the rate
of movement of the respective populations in space and the patterns of infection in the population,
respectively. Without limiting generality, we will consider a dimensionless one-dimensional space
on 𝑥, i. e., 𝑥 ∈ (0,1).

The mathematical model (1) is based on a mass balance law in which the entire modelled
population is constant in time, i. e. 𝑛(𝑥,𝑡) = 𝑛(𝑥), where

𝑛(𝑥,𝑡) = 𝑠(𝑥,𝑡) + 𝑒(𝑥,𝑡) + 𝑖(𝑥,𝑡) + 𝑟(𝑥,𝑡) + ℎ(𝑥,𝑡) + 𝑐(𝑥,𝑡) + 𝑑(𝑥,𝑡).

For the first time in 1937, A. N. Kolmogorov, I. G. Petrovsky and N. S. Piskunov [4] proposed
and justified the mathematical model (1), which later became known as the reaction-diffusion model,
and also strictly proved that if the initial condition satisfies the following restrictions

0 ⩽ 𝑢(𝑥,0) ⩽ 1, 𝑢(𝑥,0) = 0 ∀𝑥 < 𝑥1 and 𝑢(𝑥,0) = 1 ∀𝑥 > 𝑥2 ⩾ 𝑥1,

∗The research was carried out within the state assignment of Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the
Russian Federation (theme № FENG-2023-0004, “Analytical and numerical study of inverse problems on recovering
parameters of atmosphere or water pollution sources and (or) parameters of media”).
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Figure 1: Brief review of mathematical models of epidemic spread and relationship to statistical
approaches.

then for 𝑓(𝑢) = 𝑢(1−𝑢) the population dynamics in time is described by the rate 𝑣* = 2
√︀
𝑓 ′(0)𝑛𝑣.

It is interesting to note that similar wave solutions are found in the distributed epidemic propagation
model [5]. In the above situation, such oscillatory solutions are interpreted as repeated outbreaks
of epidemics.

Taking spatial heterogeneity into account makes it possible to more accurately model an epidemic
from a spreading center (a large city in a country, a capital city in a region, etc.) under known initial
conditions. Thus, in [6–9], estimates of the spread of COVID-19 in the first months of the epidemic,
taking into account passenger traffic, were obtained. In [10], the authors propose a multiscale
spatial model based on a system of SEIR-type kinetic transport equations describing the passenger
population moving at large scales (outside the city) and a system of diffusion equations describing
the urban population acting at small scales. This modelling approach avoids unrealistic effects of
traditional diffusion models in epidemiology, such as infinite diffusion rates at large scales and mass
migration dynamics. The system parameters include both epidemiological characteristics (number
of contacts, disease rate) and socioeconomic characteristics (social distance, vaccination). Given
empirically defined parameters, the authors obtained the spatial distribution of the COVID-19
epidemic in Italy by solving systems of partial derivative equations using the finite volume method
on unstructured meshes. In [11], an integro-differential equation with delay describing the epidemic
spreading process is proposed and studied, in which the solution has some biologically valid features.
The feature of epidemiological models consists of the principle of transmission from an infected 𝐼 to
a susceptible 𝑆 individual, which is characterized by the type of function 𝑓(𝑢, 𝑞), i. e. the function

𝑓𝐼(𝑆,𝐼,𝑞) =
𝛽(𝑥)𝑆𝐼𝑝

1 + 𝜅𝐼

characterizes the non-linear transmission of viral infection with a number of contacts 𝛽(𝑥) and a
parameter 𝜅 > 0 describing social distance or other socioeconomic constraints during the period of
infection spread.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 1, the formulation of the SEIR-HCD model,
its spatial interpretation, and methods for its numerical solution are introduced. In section 2,
the formulation of the inverse problem for the spatial SEIR-HCD model is presented. Sensitivity
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analyses by two global methods are carried out in section 2.2. The algorithm for the numerical
solution of the inverse problem, taking into account the identifiability results, is described in 3.

1. DIRECT PROBLEM FORMULATION FOR THE SPATIAL
SEIR-HCD MODEL

In [12], a mathematical model of the COVID-19 outbreak propagation, based on the mass balance
law and described by a system of 7 ordinary differential equations, is formulated and analyzed:⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

𝑑𝑆

𝑑𝑡
= −𝛼𝐼𝑆(𝑡)𝐼(𝑡)

𝑁
− 𝛼𝐸𝑆(𝑡)𝐸(𝑡)

𝑁
+

1

𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑚
𝑅(𝑡),

𝑑𝐸

𝑑𝑡
=
𝛼𝐼𝑆(𝑡)𝐼(𝑡)

𝑁
+
𝛼𝐸𝑆(𝑡)𝐸(𝑡)

𝑁
− 1

𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑐
𝐸(𝑡),

𝑑𝐼

𝑑𝑡
=

1

𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑐
𝐸(𝑡)− 1

𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑓
𝐼(𝑡),

𝑑𝑅

𝑑𝑡
=
𝛽(𝑡)

𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑓
𝐼(𝑡) +

1− 𝜀𝐻𝐶

𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝
𝐻(𝑡)− 1

𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑚
𝑅(𝑡),

𝑑𝐻

𝑑𝑡
=

1− 𝛽(𝑡)

𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑓
𝐼(𝑡) +

1− 𝜇

𝑡𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡
𝐶(𝑡)− 1

𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝
𝐻(𝑡),

𝑑𝐶

𝑑𝑡
=
𝜀𝐻𝐶

𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝
𝐻(𝑡)− 1

𝑡𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡
𝐶(𝑡),

𝑑𝐷

𝑑𝑡
=

𝜇

𝑡𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡
𝐶(𝑡).

(2)

The model (2) does not take into account the self-isolation index from Yandex, as it has stopped
being updated since 2021 due to the removal of restrictive and control measures. The model takes
into account:

• incubation period 𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑐 of asymptomatic infection,

• the possibility of re-infection due to weakening of immunity during the time 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑚,

• hospitalization time 𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝 and duration of artificial lung ventilation (ALV) device use 𝑡𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡
regulated in the simulated region,

• possible mortality after critical state.

The description of parameters of the model (2) and initial conditions characterizing the spread
of COVID-19 in the Novosibirsk region from 31.01.2022 (the period of the outbreak due to the
appearance of a new Omicron strain in the region) is given in the table 1.

The spatial SEIR-HCD model [8] of the COVID-19 outbreak propagation is based on the
model (2) and is described by a system of reaction-diffusion type equations⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

𝜕𝑡𝑠 = ∇(𝑛 𝑣𝑠∇𝑠)− 𝛼𝑖𝑠𝑖− 𝛼𝑒𝑠𝑒+ 𝑡−1
𝑖𝑚𝑚𝑟,

𝜕𝑡𝑒 = ∇(𝑛 𝑣𝑒∇𝑒) + 𝛼𝑖𝑠𝑖+ 𝛼𝑒𝑠𝑒− 𝑡−1
𝑖𝑛𝑐𝑒,

𝜕𝑡𝑖 = ∇(𝑛 𝑣𝑖∇𝑖) + 𝑡−1
𝑖𝑛𝑐𝑒− 𝑡−1

𝑖𝑛𝑓 𝑖,

𝜕𝑡𝑟 = ∇(𝑛 𝑣𝑟∇𝑟) + 𝛽(𝑡)𝑡−1
𝑖𝑛𝑓 𝑖+ (1− 𝜀𝐻𝐶)𝑡

−1
ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝ℎ− 𝑡−1

𝑖𝑚𝑚𝑟,

𝜕𝑡ℎ = (1− 𝛽(𝑡))𝑡−1
𝑖𝑛𝑓 𝑖+ (1− 𝜇)𝑡−1

𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡𝑐− 𝑡−1
ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝ℎ,

𝜕𝑡𝑐 = 𝜀𝐻𝐶𝑡
−1
ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝ℎ− 𝑡−1

𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡𝑐,

𝜕𝑡𝑑 = 𝜇𝑡−1
𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡𝑐,

(3)

initial conditions

𝑠(𝑥, 0) = 𝑒−(𝑥+1)4 + 𝑒−
(𝑥−0.35)2

10−2 +
1

8

(︂
𝑒−

(𝑥−0.62)4

10−5 + 𝑒−
(𝑥−0.52)4

10−5 + 𝑒−
(𝑥−0.42)4

10−5

)︂
+

1

4
𝑒−

(𝑥−0.735)4

10−5 ,

𝑒(𝑥, 0) =
1

20
𝑒−

(𝑥−0.75)4

10−5 , 𝑖(𝑥, 0) = 𝑖0, 𝑟(𝑥, 0) = 𝑟0, ℎ(𝑥, 0) = ℎ0,

𝑐(𝑥, 0) = 𝑐0, 𝑑(𝑥, 0) = 𝑑0,

(4)

3



Table 1: SEIR-HCD model parameters characterizing the distribution of COVID-19 in the Novosi-
birsk region from 31.01.2022.

Parameter Description Value
𝛼𝐸 Infection parameter for asymptomatic and susceptible

groups
0.0922

𝛼𝐼 Infection parameter for infected and susceptible groups 0.3856
𝛽(𝑡) Proportion of individuals with late IgG antibodies to SARS-

CoV-2 obtained by Invitro
Data [13]

𝜀𝐻𝐶 Proportion of hospitalized cases with ALV support 0.0376
𝜇 Proportion of dead from COVID-19 0.4754
𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑐 Incubation period duration (days) LogN(4.6,4.8)
𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑓 Infection period duration (days) LogN(6.6, 4.9)
𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝 Hospitalization period duration (days) LogN(3, 7.4)
𝑡𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡 ALV support duration (days) LogN(6.2, 1.7)
𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑚 Average duration of natural immunity (days) LogN(150, 30)
𝑁 Population of the Novosibirsk region 2798170
𝑆0 Initial number of susceptible cases 2734917
𝐸0 Initial number of asymptomatic cases 4329
𝐼0 Initial number of infected cases 3508
𝑅0 Initial number of recovered cases 32333
𝐻0 Initial number of hospitalized cases 219
𝐶0 Initial number of critically ill cases 54
𝐷0 Initial number of dead cases 4932

where 𝑢0 =
𝑈0

𝑁
, and boundary conditions of the form

𝜕𝑥𝑢(0, 𝑡) = 0, 𝑢(1, 𝑡) = 0. (5)

Here 𝑣 = (𝑣𝑠, 𝑣𝑒, 𝑣𝑖, 𝑣𝑟) are the velocities of the groups of susceptible, asymptomatic and infected
COVID-19 carriers, and recovered of COVID-19, and 𝑞 = (𝛼𝑖, 𝛼𝑒, 𝜀𝐻𝐶 , 𝜇) is the vector of model
parameters characterizing the spread of COVID-19 in a particular region. In this paper, it is
assumed that the hospitalized population, critical and dead populations cannot move in space.

The direct problem for the model (3)–(5) in this paper denotes the problem of modelling the
COVID-19 propagation process, which requires finding the vector function 𝑢(𝑥,𝑡) when 𝑣 and 𝑞 are
given.

The parameters of the model (3)–(5) are the pair (𝑣, 𝑞), where 𝑣 is the vector of scalar diffusion
parameters with units of 1/(person per day).

1.1 Numerical methods for solving the direct problem

In this section, we present numerical methods for solving the direct initial boundary value
problem (3)–(5): finite element method (FEM) and finite difference method (FDM).

1.1.1 Finite element method

For FEM, the computational domain is partitioned into sub-regions called finite elements, within
which the function 𝑢(𝑥,𝑡) is approximated by selected basis functions.

First we consider a weak formulation of the problem, for this purpose the initial equation is
multiplied by the trial function 𝜑 and integrated over the space. Let us consider the first equation
from the system (3) as an example:∫︁ 1

0
𝜓𝜕𝑡𝑠𝑑𝑥 =

∫︁ 1

0
𝜓 (∇ · (𝑛 𝑣𝑠∇𝑠)− 𝛽𝑖𝑠𝑖− 𝛽𝑒𝑠𝑒) 𝑑𝑥.
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Integrating by parts the summand with the gradient, we obtain a weak formulation of the
problem: ∫︁ 1

0
𝜓𝜕𝑡𝑠𝑑𝑥 =

∫︁ 1

0
(−∇𝜓(𝑛 𝑣𝑠∇𝑠)− 𝜓𝛽𝑖𝑠𝑖− 𝜓𝛽𝑒𝑠𝑒) 𝑑𝑥+ 𝜓𝑛 𝑣𝑠∇𝑠|1𝑥=0. (6)

Linear functions are chosen as basis functions on the element, then trial functions are chosen in
correspondence to them:

𝜓𝑘 =

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
𝑥−𝑥𝑘−1

𝑥𝑘−𝑥𝑘−1
, 𝑥 ∈ [𝑥𝑘−1,𝑥𝑘],

𝑥𝑘+1−𝑥
𝑥𝑘+1−𝑥𝑘

, 𝑥 ∈ [𝑥𝑘,𝑥𝑘+1],

0 , otherwise.

where 𝑥𝑖 < 𝑥𝑖+1, 𝑖 = 0, . . . ,𝑁𝑥 are the boundaries of the finite elements. Then the solution can be
represented as

𝑁𝑥∑︁
𝑘=0

𝑢𝑘𝜓𝑘,

where 𝑢𝑘 = (𝑠𝑘,𝑒𝑘,𝑖𝑘,𝑟𝑘,ℎ𝑘,𝑐𝑘,𝑑𝑘) is the vector of function values at the point 𝑥𝑘 at time 𝑡. Sub-
stituting the functions in this form into equation (6) and replacing the time derivative with a
finite-difference analogue, we obtain

∫︁ 1

0
𝜓𝑠𝜓𝑘

𝑠𝑘 − 𝑠𝑘−1

𝜏
𝑑𝑥 =

𝑁𝑥−1∑︁
𝑘=1

∫︁ 1

0
(∇𝜓𝑘∇𝜓𝑠(𝑛𝑘 𝑣𝑠𝑠𝑘)− 𝜓𝑠𝜓𝑘𝛽𝑖𝑠𝑘𝑖𝑘 − 𝜓𝑠𝜓𝑘𝛽𝑒𝑠𝑘𝑒𝑘) 𝑑𝑥

+ (𝜓𝑠𝜓𝑁𝑛𝑁 𝑣𝑠∇𝑠𝑁 )|𝑥=1 − (𝜓𝑠𝜓0𝑛0 𝑣𝑠∇𝑠0)|𝑥=0,

whence we obtain the values of the local stiffness matrix 𝐾, which must be such that

[𝐾𝑗𝑢 = −𝑛𝑘 𝑣𝑠
1

ℎ

(︂
1 −1
−1 1

)︂(︂
𝑠𝑗
𝑠𝑗+1

)︂
− 1

𝜏

ℎ

6

(︂
2 1
1 2

)︂(︂
𝑠𝑗
𝑠𝑗+1

)︂
+ 𝛽𝑖𝑠𝑗

ℎ

6

(︂
2 1
1 2

)︂(︂
𝑖𝑗
𝑖𝑗+1

)︂
+ 𝛽𝑒𝑠𝑗

ℎ

6

(︂
2 1
1 2

)︂(︂
𝑒𝑗
𝑒𝑗+1

)︂
.

And the right side is calculated as

𝑀𝑗𝑢 = −1

𝜏

ℎ

6

(︂
2 1
1 2

)︂(︂
𝑠𝑡−𝜏
𝑗

𝑠𝑡−𝜏
𝑗+1

)︂
.

Adding all matrices 𝐾𝑗 and right-hand sides, we obtain a system of linear algebraic equations,
the solution of which will be the required coefficients 𝑢𝑘.

1.1.2 Finite difference method

The FDM approximates a continuous vector of functions 𝑢(𝑥,𝑡) by its grid analogue (𝑢𝑗𝑘). For
this purpose, a grid in the closed region Ω = {(𝑥,𝑡) | 0 ≤ 𝑥 ≤ 1, 0 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝑇} is introduced:

𝜔 = {(𝑥𝑘, 𝑡𝑗) | 𝑥𝑘 = 𝑘ℎ, 𝑡𝑗 = 𝑗𝜏, 𝑗 = 0, . . . ,𝑁𝑥, 𝑘 = 0, . . . ,𝑁𝑡},

where ℎ =
1

𝑁𝑥
and 𝜏 =

𝑇

𝑁𝑡
.

5



Then the first and second derivatives are approximated by finite differences with approximation
order 𝑂(𝜏 + ℎ2), resulting in difference equations

𝑠𝑗+1
𝑘 − 𝑠𝑗𝑘
𝜏

= 𝑣𝑠
𝑛𝑗𝑘+1 − 𝑛𝑗𝑘−1

2ℎ𝑥

𝑠𝑗𝑘+1 − 𝑠𝑗𝑘−1

2ℎ𝑥
+ 𝑣𝑠𝑛

𝑗
𝑘

𝑠𝑗𝑘+1 − 2𝑠𝑗𝑘 + 𝑠𝑗𝑘−1

ℎ2𝑥
− 𝛼𝑖𝑠

𝑗
𝑘𝑖

𝑗
𝑘 − 𝛼𝑒𝑠

𝑗
𝑘𝑒

𝑗
𝑘+

+ 𝑡−1
𝑖𝑚𝑚𝑟

𝑗
𝑘,

𝑒𝑗+1
𝑘 − 𝑒𝑗𝑘
𝜏

= 𝑣𝑒
𝑛𝑗𝑘+1 − 𝑛𝑗𝑘−1

2ℎ𝑥

𝑒𝑗𝑘+1 − 𝑒𝑗𝑘−1

2ℎ𝑥
+ 𝑣𝑒𝑛

𝑗
𝑘

𝑒𝑗𝑘+1 − 2𝑒𝑗𝑘 + 𝑒𝑗𝑘−1

ℎ2𝑥
+ 𝛼𝑖𝑠

𝑗
𝑘𝑖

𝑗
𝑘 + 𝛼𝑒𝑠

𝑗
𝑘𝑒

𝑗
𝑘−

− 𝑡−1
𝑖𝑛𝑐𝑒

𝑗
𝑘,

𝑖𝑗+1
𝑘 − 𝑖𝑗𝑘
𝜏

= 𝑣𝑖
𝑛𝑗𝑘+1 − 𝑛𝑗𝑘−1

2ℎ𝑥

𝑖𝑗𝑘+1 − 𝑖𝑗𝑘−1

2ℎ𝑥
+ 𝑣𝑖𝑛

𝑗
𝑘

𝑖𝑗𝑘+1 − 2𝑖𝑗𝑘 + 𝑖𝑗𝑘−1

ℎ2𝑥
+ 𝑡−1

𝑖𝑛𝑐𝑒
𝑗
𝑘 − 𝑡−1

𝑖𝑛𝑓 𝑖
𝑗
𝑘,

𝑟𝑗+1
𝑘 − 𝑟𝑗𝑘
𝜏

= 𝑣𝑟
𝑛𝑗𝑘+1 − 𝑛𝑗𝑘−1

2ℎ𝑥

𝑟𝑗𝑘+1 − 𝑟𝑗𝑘−1

2ℎ𝑥
+ 𝑣𝑟𝑛

𝑗
𝑘

𝑟𝑗𝑘+1 − 2𝑟𝑗𝑘 + 𝑟𝑗𝑘−1

ℎ2𝑥
+ 𝛽(𝑡)𝑡−1

𝑖𝑛𝑓 𝑖
𝑗
𝑘+

+ (1− 𝜀𝐻𝐶)𝑡
−1
ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝ℎ

𝑗
𝑘 − 𝑡−1

𝑖𝑚𝑚𝑟
𝑗
𝑘,

ℎ𝑗+1
𝑘 − ℎ𝑗𝑘
𝜏

= (1− 𝛽(𝑡))𝑡−1
𝑖𝑛𝑓 𝑖

𝑗
𝑘 + (1− 𝜇)𝑡−1

𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡𝑐
𝑗
𝑘 − 𝑡−1

ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝ℎ
𝑗
𝑘,

𝑐𝑗+1
𝑘 − 𝑐𝑗𝑘
𝜏

= 𝜀𝐻𝐶𝑡
−1
ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝ℎ

𝑗
𝑘 − 𝑡−1

𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡𝑐
𝑗
𝑘,

𝑑𝑗+1
𝑘 − 𝑑𝑗𝑘
𝜏

= 𝜇𝑡−1
𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡𝑐

𝑗
𝑘,

for 𝑘 = 1, . . . ,𝑁𝑥 − 1, 𝑗 = 0, . . . ,𝑁𝑡 − 1, and the difference analogues of the initial and boundary
conditions are of the form:

𝑠0𝑘 = 𝑠(𝑥𝑘,0), 𝑒0𝑘 = 𝑒(𝑥𝑘,0), 𝑖0𝑘 = 𝑖0,
𝑟0𝑘 = 𝑟0, ℎ0𝑘 = ℎ0, 𝑐0𝑘 = 𝑐0, 𝑑0𝑘 = 𝑑0,

for 𝑘 = 0, . . . ,𝑁𝑥,

−3𝑢𝑗+1
0 + 4𝑢𝑗+1

1 − 𝑢𝑗+1
2

2ℎ
= 0, for 𝑗 = 0, . . . ,𝑁𝑡 − 1,

𝑢𝑗𝑁𝑥
= 0, for 𝑗 = 1, . . . ,𝑁𝑡.

Whence we obtain explicit expressions for the definition of the function 𝑢𝑗𝑘 for all 𝑘 and 𝑗.

2. INVERSE PROBLEM STATEMENT

In the inverse problem for the model (3)–(5), in addition to the function vector 𝑢(𝑥,𝑡), the
unknowns are the initial functions 𝑠(𝑥,0), 𝑒(𝑥,0), and 𝑖(𝑥,0).

We assume that additional information about the process at 𝐾 days of measurements and 𝑥𝑖
points of potential sources is given, i. e.

𝐼(𝑡𝑘) = 𝐼𝑘, 𝐶(𝑡𝑘) = 𝐶𝑘, 𝐷(𝑡𝑘) = 𝐷𝑘, 𝑘 = 1, . . . ,𝐾. (7)

Here 𝐼𝑘, 𝐶𝑘, and 𝐷𝑘 are the number of infected, critical, and dead cases on day 𝑘, respectively.
The problem of determining the vector of three functions in general form from information of

the type (7) is incorrect (i. e., its solution may be non-unique and/or unstable) [14]. Therefore, it
is assumed that the number of sources having exponential form (4) (analogue of “Gaussian cap”) is
known (they can be large centers in regions, cities in the country) and has the form [6]

𝑠(𝑥,0) = 𝑎𝑠1𝑒
− (𝑥−𝑏𝑠1)

4

𝑐𝑠1 + 𝑎𝑠2𝑒
− (𝑥−𝑏𝑠2)

4

𝑐𝑠2 + 𝑎𝑠3𝑒
− (𝑥−𝑏𝑠3)

4

𝑐𝑠3 ,

𝑒(𝑥,0) = 𝑎𝑒1𝑒
− (𝑥−𝑏𝑒1)

4

𝑐𝑒1 + 𝑎𝑒2𝑒
− (𝑥−𝑏𝑒2)

4

𝑐𝑒2 + 𝑎𝑒3𝑒
− (𝑥−𝑏𝑒3)

4

𝑐𝑒3 ,

𝑖(𝑥,0) = 𝑖0.

The inverse problem (3)-(5), (7) consists of recovering the parameter vector 𝑞 = (𝑎𝑝,𝑏𝑝,𝑐𝑝,𝑖0),
𝑝 = {𝑠, 𝑒}, model (3) using data 𝐼𝑘, 𝐶𝑘, and 𝐷𝑘 of the form (7).
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2.1 Variational formulation of the problem

To refine the vector of unknown parameters 𝑞, we consider a variational formulation of the
inverse problem, which consists of minimizing the quadratic target functional

𝐽(𝑞) =

𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

|𝐼(𝑡𝑘; 𝑞)− 𝐼𝑘|2 + |𝐶(𝑡𝑘; 𝑞)− 𝐶𝑘|2 + |𝐷(𝑡𝑘; 𝑞)−𝐷𝑘|2. (8)

2.2 Sensitivity analysis of the inverse problem parameters

2.2.1 Sobol sensitivity analysis

One of the ways to investigate the sensitivity of a model to unknown parameters is the method
based on analysis of variance of the model [15, 16]. These methods are based on the consideration
of the distribution of unknown parameters using Monte Carlo methods, the main task of which is
to calculate sensitivity indices for each of the parameters under study. Let the model be given in
the form

𝑌 = 𝑓(𝑞1,..., 𝑞𝑘), (9)

where 𝑞1,..., 𝑞𝑘 is the set of unknown parameters. We generate a matrix 𝑄 of dimension 𝑁 × (𝑘+2),
which is a random set of unknown parameters �⃗� = 𝑞𝑖, 𝑖 = 1...𝑘 in the given unspecified bounds.
Then the variance-based first-order effect on the model (9) for parameter 𝑞𝑖 can be written as

𝑉𝑞𝑖(𝐸Q 𝑖
(𝑌 |𝑞𝑖)). (10)

Here 𝑞𝑖 is the 𝑖th parameter, Q 𝑖 is the generated matrix of unknown parameters without 𝑞𝑖. The
meaning of the expectation operator 𝐸Q 𝑖

(𝑌 |𝑞𝑖) is that the mean value for 𝑌 is taken over all possible
values of Q 𝑖 at fixed 𝑞𝑖. At the same time, the variance of 𝑉𝑞𝑖 is taken over all possible values of 𝑞𝑖.
The corresponding sensitivity measure of parameter 𝑞𝑖 (first-order sensitivity coefficient) is written
as follows:

𝑆𝑖 =
𝑉𝑞𝑖(𝐸Q 𝑖

(𝑌 |𝑞𝑖))
𝑉 (𝑌 )

. (11)

Here 𝑉 (𝑌 ) is the variance across all rows of the matrix 𝑌 . Thus, the sensitivity indices represent
the expected reduction in variance that would be obtained if the value of parameter 𝑞𝑖 could be
fixed, normalised by the total variance.

Details of the software implementation and source code can be found in the documentation
https://salib.readthedocs.io/en/latest/basics.html and in the paper [17].

For the model (3), an identifiability analysis of the unknown parameters �⃗� = (𝛼𝑖, 𝛼𝑒, 𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑐, 𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑓 ,
𝛽(𝑡), 𝜀𝐻𝐶 , 𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝, 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑚, 𝜇, 𝑡𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡, 𝑣𝑠, 𝑣𝑒, 𝑣𝑖, 𝑣𝑟) using the Sobol method in the Python implementation of
the Salib library https://github.com/SALib/SALib.

Figure 2 shows the values of the sensitivity indices 𝑆𝑖 for all unknown parameters at different
time slices, i. e., the variance of the system at five time points of the direct problem solution was
investigated: on the 40th, 80th, 120th, 160th, and 200th days of the simulation.

The graph shows that the parameter 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑚 becomes more influential for the system with time,
which is natural because population immunity increases with time. At the same time, the sensitivity
indices of the parameters 𝛼𝑖, 𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑐, 𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑓 , 𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝 on the contrary gradually decrease. This may be due to
the specificity of the model: the compartments responsible for the spread of the disease (𝐼, 𝐸,𝐻),
in whose equations the latter parameters are involved, have a wave-like feature and decay with time
(see figure 3).

The figure (4) shows bar charts of the values of sensitivity indices as a function of time. The
diagram shows that 𝛼𝑖 is the most sensitive parameter, while the parameters 𝑣𝑠, 𝑣𝑖, 𝑣𝑟, 𝑣𝑒 are the
least sensitive and do not contribute significantly to the variance of the results of the model (3).
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Figure 2: Sensitivity indices for unknown parameters �⃗� over time. Values are presented for the 40th,
80th, 120th, 160th and 200th days of modelling.

Figure 3: Solution of the direct problem for the model (3) with given parameters 𝛼𝑖 = 0.3856,
𝛼𝑒 = 0.0922, 𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑐 = 5, 𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑓 = 8, 𝛽𝑡 = 0.4, 𝜖𝐻𝐶 = 0.0376, 𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝 = 7, 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑚 = 175, 𝜇 = 0.4754,
𝑡𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡 = 9, 𝑣𝑠 = 5𝑒− 5, 𝑣𝑒 = 1𝑒− 3, 𝑣𝑖 = 1𝑒− 10, 𝑣𝑟 = 5𝑒− 5.

2.2.2 Method of sensitivity analysis based on Bayesian approach

Another method of investigating the sensitivity of unknown parameters to real data and refining
their bounds before searching for optimal values in the course of solving the inverse problem is the
method based on the Bayesian approach [18]. Its main idea is to construct a simple hybrid model
(emulator) for the model under study (simulator). Due to the feature of the emulator type, it
requires much less computational and time resources, so it can be run repeatedly to assess the
degree of influence of parameters on the model result.
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a) 𝑇 = 40 days b) 𝑇 = 80 days

c) 𝑇 = 120 days d) 𝑇 = 160 days

Figure 4: Diagrams of sensitivity index values for unknown parameters �⃗� for different time slices.
The red bars represent the values of indices 𝑆𝑖, the black lines represent the confidence intervals for
𝑆𝑖.

The emulator is the following function of the unknown parameters:

𝑔(�⃗�) =

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

ℎ𝑖(�⃗�) · 𝛽𝑖 + 𝑢(�⃗�), (12)

where ℎ𝑖(�⃗�) are monomials of order 𝑖, 𝛽𝑖 are regression coefficients, 𝑢(�⃗�) is a Gaussian process.
The general algorithm for investigating the identifiability of parameters using the emulator is as

follows:

1. We specify a set of 250 parameters �⃗� = {𝑞𝑖|𝑞𝑖 ∈ [𝑎𝑖, 𝑏𝑖], 𝑖 = 1...𝑁} (here 𝑁 is the number of
unknown parameters, [𝑎𝑖, 𝑏𝑖] is the unspecified bounds for them) using the Latin hypercube [19]
for a uniform distribution of points in 𝑁 -dimensional space.

2. The direct problem (3) is solved 250 times from the unknown parameter values generated in
step 1 and the model results are stored.

3. An emulator with zero mean function and exponential correlation function of Gaussian process
is created:

𝑐(�⃗�,�⃗�′) = 𝜎2 · exp

[︃
−

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(𝑞𝑖 − 𝑞′𝑖)
2

𝛿2𝑖

]︃
. (13)

4. We implement the selection of 𝛽𝑖 parameters of the emulator to match the simulator output
data that were obtained in (2). For this purpose, we solve the inverse problem using the
quasi-Newtonian L-BFGS-B [20] optimization method.

5. The last step in the analysis is the determination of the parameter indentifiability space,
which is carried out using the history matching method. To do this, 50 000 parameter sets are
generated and then the emulator outputs at these points are compared to real observations
to determine data-driven plausibility bounds. History matching involves the calculation of an
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implausibility metric, which establishes how well a particular set of input parameters describes
real observations:

𝐼(𝑞*) =
|𝑧 − 𝐸(𝑔(𝑞*))|√︁
𝑉 𝑎𝑟[𝑧 − 𝐸(𝑔(𝑞*))]

. (14)

Here 𝑧 is the real observations (statistical data), 𝑞* is the parameter set, 𝐸(𝑔(𝑞*)) is the mean
of the emulator.

6. After computing the implausibility metric, the parameter space is divided into two parts based
on the threshold value 𝑡 (𝑡 = 3 by the rule 3𝜎 [21]). Thus, we are interested in points with
𝐼(�⃗�) < 3, which form the boundaries of the plausible space.

7. In the last step of the algorithm, the different bounds for all outputs are crossed.

The sensitivity of the parameters to real data was investigated, and the bounds were refined by
constructing an emulator for 14 unknown model parameters (3)

�⃗� = (𝛼𝑖, 𝛼𝑒, 𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑐, 𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑓 , 𝛽(𝑡), 𝜖𝐻𝐶 , 𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝, 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑚, 𝜇, 𝑡𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡, 𝑣𝑠, 𝑣𝑒, 𝑣𝑖, 𝑣𝑟). (15)

The following unspecified parameter bounds were passed to the input of the algorithm, in which
point simulation using the Latin Hypercube method took place (table 2).

Table 2: Unspecified bounds on the parameters of the model 3 in which sensitivity analyses were
performed using emulator construction.

Parameter Unspecified boundaries
𝛼𝑖 [0.0; 38.9]
𝛼𝑒 [0.0; 9.3]
𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑐 [0.0; 505.0]
𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑓 [0.0; 808.0]
𝛽𝑡 [0.0; 40.4]
𝜖𝐻𝐶 [0.0; 3.8]
𝑡ℎ𝑜𝑠𝑝 [0.0; 707.0]
𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑚 [0.0; 17675.0]
𝜇 [0.0; 48.0]
𝑡𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡 [0.0; 909.0]
𝑣𝑠 [0.0; 0.005]
𝑣𝑒 [0.0; 0.101]
𝑣𝑖 [0.0; 0.001]
𝑣𝑟 [0.0; 0.005]

Real data for Novosibirsk region on the number of hospitalized, recovered and died from COVID-
19 were used as measured data to compare the outputs of the emulators. Thus, 3 plausibility spaces
were constructed using the algorithm above for each of the statistics, which were overlapped with
each other.

Figure 5 shows the result of the study of the sensitivity of unknown parameters to real data (for
a more accurate comparison, the investigated boundaries were normalized to the interval [0,1]).
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Figure 5: Diagrams of density distributions of unknown parameters in the plausibility space obtained
using the Bayesian approach. The boundaries of “boxes with whiskers” represent 25, 50 and 75
quantiles of distributions, the lines at the bottom and top are the unspecified boundaries of unknown
parameters.

It can be seen that using this approach, 𝛼𝑖, 𝛼𝑒, 𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑓 , 𝑡𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑡, 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑚 were selected as the most sensitive
parameters, since their 50th quantiles are shifted to one of the specified boundaries, and, accordingly,
the points in the plausibility space are densely concentrated in the shifted region. In turn, the
other parameters are less sensitive, because for them the points in a plausible space are uniformly
distributed, and their refined bounds cannot be specifically determined from real data.

3. ALGORITHM FOR SOLVING INVERSE PROBLEM

The problem of minimizing the target functional (8) is planned to be solved by the Tensor Train
(TT) global optimization method [22], the algorithm of which is presented below.

Algorithm of TT method
Require: Lower and upper bounds of the solution space 𝑏𝑚𝑖𝑛 and 𝑏𝑚𝑎𝑥, number of parameters

(dimensionality of the solution space) 𝑑, number of nodes along all directions 𝑛, maximum
possible rank of wagons 𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑥, number of iterations𝑁𝑇𝑇 , initial shift of the functional 𝛼, mapping
function ℎ(𝐽(𝑞)− 𝛼).

1: Introduce a mesh with 𝑛 nodes along each of the 𝑑 directions.
2: for 1 to 𝑑− 1 do
3: Using the grid values and the 𝑞𝑖−1 obtained in the previous step, generate 𝑞𝑖.
4: end for
5: while number of iterations < 𝑁𝑇𝑇 do
6: for 1 to 𝑑− 1 do
7: Based on 𝑞𝑖−1 and 𝑞𝑖, generate a set of potential solutions 𝑀 and update the shift 𝛼.
8: Remember the best solution 𝑞𝑏𝑒𝑠𝑡.
9: Represent the array of values of the function ℎ(𝑞), 𝑞 ∈𝑀 as a tensor.

10: Compute the tensor approximation in TT format.
11: Using the grid values and 𝑞𝑖−1, generate 𝑞𝑖.
12: end for
13: end while
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CONCLUSION

The issue of identifiability of a spatial mathematical model of the spread of fast-moving epi-
demics based on the law of acting masses and diffusion processes is investigated. The direct problem
consists of modelling the COVID-19 spreading process and determining density functions of suscep-
tible, asymptomatic infected, COVID-19 patients, recovered, hospitalized, critical cases requiring
artificial lung ventilation and COVID-19 deaths. Algorithms for numerical solution of the direct
problem based on finite element method and finite difference method were constructed. The in-
verse problem, which consists of recovering the vector of parameters characterizing the process of
COVID-19 spreading by additional information about the number of identified, critical and dead
cases for some period of time, is developed. The algorithm for investigating the issue of model iden-
tifiability is based on global methods of Sobol sensitivity analysis and Bayesian approach, which
together allowed to reduce the variation boundaries of unknown parameters for further solution
of the inverse problem. It is shown that for identification of diffusion coefficients responsible for
the rate of movement of individuals in space, it is necessary to use additional information about
the process. And also an algorithm for solving the inverse problem based on minimization of the
quadratic target functional by the global tensor train optimization method is proposed.
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