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FIG. 5: Estimated cumulative number of infected individuals within each region when the disease starts with 10 infected
individuals in the province of Barcelona. The reported values are the median over 10° simulations.

IV. CONTAINMENT OF THE EPIDEMIC

Our data-driven model is particularly useful to get insights into mobility-mediated transmission dynamics and to
evaluate possible countermeasures. Next, we explore diverse containment measures that could be implemented aiming
at stopping the large-scale spreading of the disease. First, we analyze the effect of imposing mobility restrictions by
limiting traffic flow in the country. We consider six different scenarios that correspond to each transportation mode
being shutdown plus another one in which a total reduction of 90% of the overall traffic is imposed. These measures
are extreme and unless the situation gets really critical, would not be put into practice as they bear an economic cost
that would be insurmountable. Nonetheless, as we show below, however drastic they appear to be, these measures
are useless when it comes to completely stop the disease from propagating. Indeed, a significant reduction in the
estimated incidence is only obtained when other actions are feasible.

Admittedly, in Figure 6A it is observed that the previous measures have no effect on the final size of the epidemic.
On the other hand, if we look at the time for the peak of the epidemic to arrive, Figure 6B, we see some minor effects.
In particular, although shutting down most modes of transportation have practically no effect, if all private cars were
removed (i.e., they remain confined in their corresponding province), the peak of the epidemic would be delayed by
about 7 days. The most effective of the above scenarios of mobility restriction corresponds to an unrealistic 90%
reduction of the overall traffic, when the peak would be delayed over 20 days. This is in agreement with previous
studies that have shown that the only sizable effect of travel restrictions is to delay the peak of the epidemic. For
instance, it has been claimed that the travel restrictions in Wuhan only delayed the peak of the epidemic by 3 days
[4].

Another possibility, instead of limiting the mobility of the overall population, is to be extremely vigilant so as to
make it possible to isolate all the cases that start to appear quickly enough. To check the impact of this policy, we
have simulated a scenario in which the average number of days that an individual is able to go unnoticed and infect
others is reduced from 2.3 to 2, 1.5 and 1 days. In Figure 7A, we observe that this strategy is much more effective
than traffic restrictions. In particular, if we were able to reduce the time since symptoms’ onset to isolation below 1.5
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FIG. 6: Evaluating the impact of mobility reduction. Panel (A) shows the fraction of individuals who where affected by the
disease by the end of the epidemic, whereas panel (B) displays the time from the arrival of the first infected individual to the
country until the peak of the epidemic, i.e., the day with the maximum number of infected individuals. In all cases the epidemic
starts with 10 infected individuals places in Barcelona.
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FIG. 7: Size of the epidemic if (A) individuals are hospitalized or isolated after a given number of days from the onset of disease
symptoms; and (B) a certain fraction of individuals is hospitalized or isolated after they experience the first symptoms. Each
set of measures indicates when they were applied: since the beginning of the epidemic, and after 100 or 1,000 cases are detected
in the whole country. Note that individuals who escape isolation remain infectious until they recover, and thus they could be
thought of as asymptomatic spreaders.

days, the epidemic is greatly reduced. As a matter of fact, it has been recently reported [I3] that this average number
of days went down in China from 4.4 days at the beginning of the outbreak to 2.6 days, which is one of the reasons
invoked to explain why the epidemic has started to decline in mainland China. In our case, these numbers would be
compatible with generation times of 10 or 12.5 (see figure [12).

It is also reasonable to assume that this strategy is not easy to implement in full, either because some individuals
could purportedly try to avoid isolation or due to the fact that many infected subjects have mild symptoms similar
to a common flu and neither go to the doctor nor report their state. Therefore, we have simulated a slightly different
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FIG. 8: Effect of a reduction in transmission on the (A) outbreak size and (B) time for the disease to peak. The simulated
reductions are as indicated in the legends and have been implemented either from the onset of the outbreak or when a certain
number of cases in the whole country are detected. Once the transmissibility is reduced by 60% or more, the epidemic fades
out. Note that reducing the transmissibility always delays the spreading, except in situations where the disease dies out, for
which the peak occurs earlier.

scenario in which individuals are isolated the same day of their symptoms’ onset with a certain efficacy. That is, only
a given percentage of the new cases is isolated, while the others are able to roam freely. This framework would also
be compatible with having asymptomatic individuals who are able to spread the disease, something that is currently
under debate and not yet statistically supported. The equivalence with such hypothetical natural history of the disease
in our model is such because we do not apply the prescribed percentage to the total number of infected individuals,
but only to those who have just developed symptoms, thus, those that escape will remain infectious as if they were
asymptomatic until they recover. In Figure [7B we show the effect that different percentages of new isolated cases
would have on the size of the outbreak. Being able to hospitalize all individuals, on average, in less than 1 day enables
to effectively stop the disease. Yet, the results also show that even if all infectious are not isolated, as long as more
than 60% of the infected individuals are, the effect would be similar and the disease would be effectively eradicated.

Lastly, we analyzed the consequences of self-protection measures such as wearing masks, washing more frequently
ones hands or avoiding crowded places. To mimic these contexts, we simply reduced the effectivity of the transmission
by a certain fraction, and study the final size of the epidemic, see Figure [§JA. The results show that a large reduction
of at least 60% is needed to contain the disease. Interestingly, if we look at the time to the peak of the epidemic,
represented in Figure [§B, we observe that decreasing the transmission not only reduces the size of the outbreak but
also delays the peak. Hence, even if this strategy might not be sufficient to completely stop the propagation of the
disease in all cases, it could certainly help for preparedness and other clinical responses by delaying the spreading.
The exception is when the reduction is very large (in the figure, beyond 60%) as in these cases the peak might occur
earlier because the disease dies out.

In concluding, it is apparent from all the results obtained for the different scenarios that we have considered that the
most cost-effective strategy would be the isolation or quarantine of detected infectious cases, as long as the efficacy of
such measure is over 60%. Important for the current debate about the natural history of the disease, this policy would
also work if there is a fraction of asymptomatic but infectious individuals in the population. Our results also show
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that from a practical point of view, a combination of all the analyzed contexts can have second order benefits. As
already stressed, containment measures should not only be directed towards a full cutdown of the number of infected
cases. Their efficacy is also given by other factors, such as delaying, even if only by a few days, the spreading of the
disease. Such delays are always good for preparedness and to have more time for clinical research that can lead to
new pharmacological treatments or vaccines. For instance, even if traffic restrictions are not effective on their own,
they facilitate the control of the population and thus it would be easier to detect infected individuals and treat them.
Similarly, self-protection measures and other social-distancing practices delay the spreading of the disease, freeing
resources that would allow for a better management of the epidemic, in turn leading to an increase of the efficacy of
individual isolation. Closing public places would, in practice, reduce the transmission, which again will lower the total
number of infections and thus make them more manageable for the public health system. This also highlights the
importance of having a coordinated response system, since simply adopting central measures like imposing mobility
restrictions and closing public places is not effective in the middle-to-long term.

Our model has several limitations and some of them could actually be overcome in the near future. Perhaps the most
important one has to do with the inability of current large-scale epidemiological models to fully account for behavioral
changes in the population when a disease is evolving. As it is the case for the spreading of COVID-19, the information
—and more often than desired, misinformation— travels faster than the disease. This produces undesired effects such
as a collapse in the emergency rooms at hospitals, a proliferation of information sources that do not provide sensible
advices in all cases, anticipated economic loses and, in general, uncoordinated responses. Therefore, it is a pressing
challenge to develop more realistic ways to incorporate in models like the one employed here all these risk-averse
responses and reactions. Another limitation of the current study includes the relatively low spatial resolution, which
is essentially determined by the data availability. The results however indicate that the level of granularity used here
is enough to capture mobility patterns and the effects of possible interventions. Finally, we have not considered the
temporal and spatial variability of disease parameters, nor other potentially important characteristics of the host
population such as the existence of super spreaders or the age structure, which seems to play a relevant role for this
disease, at least in what concerns the case fatality rate. We plan to investigate on all these issues in the near future.
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APPENDIX A: MOVEMENT DATA

The inter-province flow matrices include the number of individuals that move from province to province in Spain
for several days of October 2017. The data also includes the main mode of transport used by those individuals, as
well as other characteristics such as the period of the day when the travel started. In our case, we have collected the
matrices from the last two weeks of October and averaged them. For a deeper discussion on the characteristics of
these matrices we refer the reader to the original source (in spanish) [I1].

APPENDIX B: GEOGRAPHIC AND DEMOGRAPHIC DATA

The upper level of administrative division in Spain is denominated Comunidad Auténoma. There are 15 of such
”autonomous communities” in mainland Spain, one in the islands of the mediterranean sea (Balearic Islands) and one
for the islands in the Atlantic Ocean (Canary Islands). Besides, there are two autonomous cities (ciudades auténomas)
in the north of Africa, Ceuta and Melilla. The next administrative division is the province (provincia). There are 47
provinces in mainland Spain, 1 in the Balearic Islands and 2 in the Canary Islands, plus the two autonomous cities
making up the 52 subpopulations considered in our model. The number of inhabitants of each province varies a lot,
from over 5 millions in Madrid and Barcelona to less than 100,000 individuals in Ceuta and Melilla. We collected the
number of inhabitants of each province from the data provided by the Spanish Statistical Office [16].

There are 45 airports in Spain (including the heliports in Algeciras and Ceuta), although the majority of them only
have connections to other Spanish airports or European airports. As with the provinces, the traffic in these airports
varies widely, from over 50 million passengers in Madrid and Barcelona to less than 2,000 in Albacete and Huesca.
The information regarding Spanish airports is provided by the Spanish air navigation manager (AENA) [12].
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FIG. 9: Average flow in matrices in the last two weeks of October 2017.
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FIG. 10: Relationship between the hitting time in a simulation of SIR dynamics in our metapopulation and the theoretical one
for different number of seeds and three values of the generation time Tj.

APPENDIX C: EFFECTIVE DISTANCES FOR EPIDEMIC SPREADING

To ensure that this quantity is able to predict correctly the spreading in our metapopulation, we first implement an
SIR model and study the effect of using a different number of seeds, figure [I0] Regardless on the number of seeds, the
correlation between the obtained values and the theoretical ones is really large. However, the actual value depends on
the number of initial seeds. Thus, without any modification this measure can help us determine the arrival order, i.e.,
to which provinces the disease should arrive first, but not the precise time. Nonetheless, depending on the number of
seeds, a small correction has to be applied.

APPENDIX D: ROBUSTNESS OF THE RESULTS

As it is not clear yet what are the final disease parameters that affect the predictions about the spreading of the
coronavirus, we here provide quantitative evidences that the results reported in the main text still hold for other
values of the generation time T,. A similar exercise could be done for Ry, but we believe that the consensus around
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FIG. 11: Sensitivity analysis with respect to the value of Ty. The figure shows the results displayed in Figure [6] but including
T, =10 and T, = 12.5. Ry = 2.5..
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FIG. 12: Sensitivity analysis with respect to the value of Ty. The figure shows the results displayed in Figure [7] but including
T, =10 and T, = 12.5. Ry = 2.5.

the value used here (2.5) is higher than for other parameters like the serial interval. Figures and |13|show results
obtained for T, = 10 and T, = 12.5. As it can be seen, the previous conclusions hold, and in most of the cases, also
quantitatively in terms of relative variation with respect to the scenario in which no measures are implemented.
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