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Abstract

Many countries are implementing lockdown measures to slow the
COVID-19 pandemic, putting more than a third of the world’s popula-
tion under restrictions. The scale of such lockdowns is unprecedented,
and while some effects of lockdowns are readily apparent, it is less
clear what effects they may have on outbreaks of serious communica-
ble diseases. We examine the impact of these lockdowns on outbreaks
of mosquito-borne diseases. Using an agent-based model and simu-
lations, we find that the risk and severity of such outbreaks is much
greater under lockdown conditions, with the number of infected people
doubling in some cases. This increase in number of cases varies by dif-
ferent mosquito-borne diseases, and is significantly higher for diseases
spread by day-biting mosquitoes. We analysed various intervention
strategies and found that during lockdowns, decentralised strategies
such as insecticide-treated nets and indoor residual spraying are more
effective than centralised strategies.

1 Introduction

The ongoing COVID-19 pandemic caused by the coronavirus SARS-CoV-2
has led to large-scale lockdowns and quarantines all over the world, as au-
thorities take recourse to such unprecedented measures to contain the spread
of the disease. While some effects of these lockdowns are readily apparent—
in the disruptions in economic activity, travel, education, and sports—and
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even in the undesirable consequences for the medical care of people with
chronic or non-COVID illnesses, it is less obvious what immediate effects
such lockdowns may have on outbreaks of other serious diseases.

Mosquito-borne diseases such as malaria, dengue fever, yellow fever, zika,
chikungunya, and Japanese encephalitis are well known to afflict large parts
of the world, and to extract a terrible toll in lives lost.

Using an agent-based model of mosquito-borne diseases that we have
previously reported [9], we analyzed the effects of social lockdowns on the
outbreaks of mosquito-borne diseases, and found that such lockdowns sig-
nificantly increase the risk and severity of outbreaks of such diseases. The
extent of such increases vary across diseases and lockdown configurations,
but overall lockdowns are consistently worse for such diseases than the no-
lockdown situation.

We also analyzed different intervention strategies to mitigate such mosquito-
borne disease outbreaks during lockdowns, and found that unlike in a no-
lockdown situation, decentralized strategies such as insecticide-treated nets
(ITNs) and indoor residual spraying (IRS) are more effective than central-
ized strategies.

2 Results

To understand the implications of lockdowns for mosquito-borne diseases, we
first investigate the impact of lockdowns on the risk and severity of outbreaks
of such diseases. We may describe risk as the probability of starting an
epidemic [7] upon the introduction of infection into the population through
a single infected human agent. Severity is the total fraction of the local
populace that are infected during the course of an outbreak.

We studied these impacts by running simulations of three of the most
prevalent mosquito-borne diseases: chikungunya, dengue fever, and malaria.
We ran agent-based simulations for each disease on a dataset describing
St. Barthélemy (a small tropical island in the Caribbean), similar to our
previous work [9]. However, we ran the model for three types of lockdown:
(i) a full lockdown where the mobility of all human agents in the simulation
is restricted to their homes; (ii) a partial lockdown (90%) where only 10% of
the working human population (who may be essential workers) are allowed
to carry out their day-to-day activities; and (iii) another partial lockdown
(95%) where the same applies to only 5% of the working human population.

We report the findings below.
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There is greater risk and severity of outbreaks in lockdowns

Table 1 reports the increase in risk and severity for three lockdown configu-
rations relative to the no-lockdown configuration. We note that both the risk
and severity of outbreaks increases in all lockdown scenarios. This increase
is significantly higher for diseases whose vectors are day-biting mosquitoes,
i.e., chikungunya and dengue.

Partial lockdowns are worse than full lockdown

As seen in Table 1, the strictness of the lockdown also has a clear effect on
the results. Partial lockdowns carry similar risks as the full lockdown but
are much more severe.

Trajectories for different diseases vary

We summarize the varying trajectories for different diseases as follows.
Chikungunya: In Figure 1, we plot the growth of epidemics for each dis-

ease and lockdown configuration. For chikungunya (Figure 1a), we see that
the initial growth rate of an outbreak in lockdowns is significantly steeper
than with no lockdown. Outbreaks in lockdown are also more localized in
nature with a higher chance of recurrence, as seen by plateaus followed by
a steep rise in the plots. This effect is enhanced in partial lockdowns.

Dengue: Dengue outbreaks have similar trajectories as chikungunya,
except that in the no-lockdown condition, dengue spreads considerably faster
than chikungunya (Figure 1b) though they share the same vector.

Malaria: The above results also apply to malaria but are less pronounced
(Figure 1c).

Decentralized intervention strategies are superior in lockdown

Intervention strategies for mosquito-borne diseases can be broadly classified
into two categories: centralized and decentralized [9]. Centralized interven-
tion strategies aim to reduce mosquito populations by directly attacking the
mosquito breeding grounds. Decentralized intervention strategies work at
an individual level where people are asked to adopt prophylactic measures
like use of mosquito repellent creams, liquids, coils, mats, etc.

We tested the impact of Larval Source Management (LSM), a centralized
strategy, against insecticide-treated nets (ITNs) + indoor residual spraying
(IRS), a decentralized strategy for both full-lockdown and no-lockdown con-
ditions. We report the results for chikungunya below.
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Disease
Simulation Configuration

Full Lockdown Partial Lockdown (90%) Partial Lockdown (95%)
Increase in

Risk
Increase in

Severity
Increase in

Risk
Increase in

Severity
Increase in
Risk

Increase in
Severity

Chikungunya 37.5% 62.5% 25% 162.5% 25% 87.5%

Dengue 33.3% 40% 33.3% 100% 33.3% 50%

Malaria 25% 18.2% 25% 45.5% 25% 36.4%

Table 1: Increase in the total number of cases (severity) and the probability
of the infection spreading from the first carrier to the rest of the popula-
tion(Risk), compared to the no-lockdown configuration

Figure 2a shows that for no lockdown, LSM is more effective than ITN+IRS
in mitigating the severity of the outbreak. Figure 2b indicates the reversal
of this result in lockdown condition. Decentralized strategies prove to be
more effective than centralized measures in case of a lockdown.

3 Discussion

Mosquito-borne diseases continue to be a serious menace to humanity, and
in fact are becoming more serious and widespread (seen in higher latitudes
than formerly). Specifically, it is well known that perhaps 10% of all humans
worldwide are infected with a mosquito-borne disease each year, and that
as many as a million people die from it [5]. Thus, while humanity is in
the midst of the COVID-19 pandemic and may even later find it prudent to
enforce lockdowns to contain such epidemics, it is thus critical to understand
how such lockdowns may effect the epidemiology of these diseases.

In the first part of this study, we investigated the impact of lockdowns
on the epidemic trajectory of different mosquito-borne diseases by running
simulations on our previously reported agent-based model [9]. We found
that there is a consistent rise in the growth rates of these epidemics, in
addition to a significant increase in the cumulative number of infected cases
in lockdown scenarios. This drastic impact is a direct outcome of the increase
in the probability of an infected mosquito biting multiple humans due to
increased local population density and reduced human mobility on account
of such lockdowns.

We also tested for partial lockdowns, analogous to real-world lockdowns
which allow continued operations of essential and critical services, or lax
observance of restrictions by some fraction of human society. We found the
results to be much worse than with total lockdowns, as the total number
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Figure 1: Epidemic progression of the three diseases in different lockdown
scenarios
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Figure 2: Prevention Strategies tested for chikungunya epidemic in lockdown
vs no lockdown scenario

of cases even doubled in some cases relative to the full-lockdown configu-
ration. This increase in cases can be attributed to the increased mobility
of infections over larger distances enabled by the few human agents still
moving across the population in partial lockdowns, while also preserving
the mosquitoes’ advantage in being able to infect more humans. This result
suggests that additional care must be taken to see that essential workers
who continue to be mobile in lockdowns do not carry mosquito-borne dis-
eases, and that others who may carry such infections are not allowed to
move around.

We further analyzed how the impact of lockdowns varies across three
mosquito-borne diseases: chikungunya, dengue and malaria. We found that
dengue outbreaks are more severe than chikungunya in any situation even
though they share the same vector, Aedes Aegypti. This is because the
dengue virus is transmissible from humans to mosquitoes even during late
intrinsic incubation stage and early recovered stage. This in turn allows
movement of infections by means of humans who are infectious but not
showing symptoms (ironically in a manner similar to COVID-19). We also
observed that the effects of lockdowns are less pronounced on malaria out-
breaks, as they are spread by female Anopheles mosquitoes which are gener-
ally active during the night, a time where most humans are stationary with
or without lockdowns.

Most mosquito-borne diseases are treatable but not easily curable, and
still lack vaccines. It is widely accepted that the best strategy to control
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mosquito-borne epidemics is to reduce the mosquito population wholesale,
or for humans to avoid mosquito bites at an individual level. Following this,
we compared the effectiveness of two such strategies, LSM and ITNs+IRS, in
reducing the number of infected cases. We discovered that while centralized
strategies like LSM are more effective in no-lockdown scenarios, decentral-
ized strategies such as ITNs+IRS are more effective in controlling outbreaks
during lockdowns. We believe this is because decentralized measures directly
address the reason behind the faster growth of epidemics in lockdowns by
protecting the highly localised population density.

In accordance with this, it would appear prudent for policy-makers to
guide the general public to be more proactive during lockdowns to take
suitable personal measures to avoid mosquito bites.

We have not considered the reduced efficacy of the healthcare system
on account of the preoccupation with COVID-19, or the general decline in
health and immunity that may happen with reduced exercise and mobility
under lockdown. We likewise do not consider the likely reduction in mea-
sures that are commonly taken to fight outbreaks of mosquito-borne diseases
(such as cleaning and draining of stagnant bodies of water, and spraying of
insecticides), though these are also likely. As such, it seems reasonable to
expect that the risk and severity of outbreaks of mosquito-borne diseases
will be even larger than suggested by our model.

The future course of the COVID-19 pandemic is still unclear at this time;
while we may hope that it goes away very quickly, it may well sustain in
some form for a long while to come, including by returning in a “second
wave”, or by becoming a seasonal disease. Last but not least, it seems fair
to surmise that even when COVID-19 is finally overcome, humanity will not
have seen the last of such epidemics and pandemics that may entail the use
of lockdowns. Thus, the issue of how to deal with mosquito-borne diseases
while enforcing lockdowns will continue to be pertinent.

4 Methods

For this study, we have modified our previously reported agent-based model [9]
to support multiple mosquito-borne diseases and to simulate social lock-
downs. The previous model has been shown to outperform previous math-
ematical models, with the capability of predicting the trajectory of real
mosquito-borne epidemics with 93% accuracy. The model has also proven
its utility in estimating some hard-to-determine vector parameters such as
mosquito sensory range and mortality rate, in addition to serving as a test
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bed for low-level policy designs such as intervention strategies for controlling
epidemics and mosquito population.

We first briefly describe the design of our previous model, followed by
the modifications we made to it for this study.
Basic agent-based model

Our model works by capturing the complex relationship of human-infection-
mosquito during an outbreak in urban environments by modelling them in-
dependently using simple adaptive rules. It is composed of three parts:

1. An infection life-cycle represented using a modified SEIR model with
variable transition probabilities, capable of encapsulating a large pro-
portion of mosquito-borne diseases.

2. Mosquito population distribution as a function of environmental fac-
tors such as temperature and precipitation. It explicitly models the
evolution of every stage of the mosquito life-cycle (eggs → larvae →
pupae → mosquito) to capture the complex vector dynamics.

3. Laws governing the movement of humans in an urban setting to cap-
ture the long-distance spatial movement of infection. Human agents
are divided into four general categories based on their mobility pat-
terns and frequency of exposure to mosquito breeding grounds.

The above three parts are then allowed to interact in a virtual environ-
ment which is built using real-world multi-layered GIS data, climate condi-
tions and census information. The simulations run at the level of a small
city, and agent granularity is at the level of an individual human and an
individual mosquito. This lets us capture both the spatial and the temporal
dynamics of such outbreaks. For more details on the model, we refer readers
to our previous paper [9].
Model modifications

We modified the model described above to study the progress of mosquito-
borne diseases during lockdown scenarios. To accurately represent lock-
downs as seen in our current circumstances, we tested for three different
lockdown configurations:

1. Full lockdown: All human agents were made stationary and confined
to their assigned buildings. In this situation, the mobility of infection
is limited to mosquitoes.

2. Partial lockdown (95%): Similar to full lockdown, but 5% of the work-
ing human population is allowed movement to carry on with their
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Table 2: Modified ABM Parameters

Parameter Description
Value

(Chikungunya)
Value

(Dengue)
Value

(Malaria)
References

Mosquito Parameters

Active period
7:00 a.m. to
6:00 p.m

7:00 a.m. to
6:00 p.m

6:00 p.m. to
7:00 a.m.

[12, 11, 3]

Infection Transmission Cycle Parameters

Transmission probability of
infection from human to mosquito

0.275 0.275 0.3 [1, 6]

Infection Cycle Parameters:

Number of days a human
spends in exposed state

2 to 6 days 4 to 10 days 10 to 15 days [12, 11, 2]

Number of days a human
spends in infected state

4 to 7 days 2 to 7 days 5 to 7 days [12, 11, 1, 2]

regular movements. This represents the situation where lockdowns
are accompanied by continued operation of essential services such as
hospitals and government services, or lax observance of lockdowns by
some people.

3. Partial lockdown (90%): Similar to the previous, but 10% of the work-
ing human population is allowed to carry on with their regular move-
ments.

The model was previously tuned to only support chikungunya infection.
We extended the model to support two additional prevalent mosquito-borne
diseases: dengue and malaria. For modeling dengue and malaria epidemics,
the parameters for infection and mosquito life-cycle, and infection trans-
mission probabilities were adjusted accordingly. The altered parameters are
summarized in Table 2. It should be noted that the dengue virus can also be
passed from human to mosquito in its late intrinsic incubation stage, plus
early recovery stage [11]. The existing SEIR model was modified to support
this possibility. As seen in Table 2, the mosquito activity period also varies
across diseases. This is because chikungunya and dengue share the same
mosquito vector Aedes Aegypti, which usually operates during the day, in
contrast to malaria, which is spread by night-biting Anopheles mosquitoes.
We presume that 30% of the working human population works during the
night instead of the day (as night-shift workers and the like).

We used the GIS and climate data of Saint Barthélemy (a Caribbean
island) to simulate a small tropical town. Finally, 20 rounds of simulations
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each were run for full-lockdown, partial-lockdown (95%), partial-lockdown
(90%) and no-lockdown scenarios for each of the three diseases. Since the
model has previously proven to be a reasonably effective representation of
a real epidemic, we also used it to test and compare the efficacy of central-
ized and decentralized intervention strategies in controlling the chikungunya
epidemic for full-lockdown and no-lockdown conditions.
Statistical Analysis

Standard errors and confidence intervals for ABM simulations are poorly
defined due to the failure of the i.i.d. assumption within a simulation run
and the lack of concept of a “true” value for a virtual population. As such,
all the results reported in the study are within the 95% range interval (i.e.,
the interval wherein 95% of simulation results are contained) as suggested
by [4].

Code and Data Availability

The ABM simulations are implemented on GAMA platform v1.6 [10]. The
modified model source code is available on our GitHub repository [8]. The
authors declare that all other data supporting the findings of this study are
available within the article and its Supplementary Information files, or are
available from the authors upon request.
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