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Abstract
We present preliminary results on an all-Ireland network modelling approach to simulate the

spreading the Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome CoronaVirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), commonly

known as the coronavirus. In the model, nodes correspond to locations or communities that

are connected by links indicating travel and commuting between different locations. While this

proposed modelling framework can be applied on all levels of spatial granularity and different coun-

tries, we consider Ireland as a case study. The network comprises 3440 electoral divisions (EDs) of

the Republic of Ireland and 890 superoutput areas (SOAs) for Northern Ireland, which corresponds

to local administrative units below the NUTS 3 regions. The local dynamics within each node

follows a phenomenological SIRX compartmental model including classes of Susceptibles, Infected,

Recovered and Quarantined (X) inspired from Science 368, 742 (2020). For better comparison to

empirical data, we extended that model by a class of Deaths. We consider various scenarios includ-

ing the 5-phase roadmap for Ireland. In addition, as proof of concept, we investigate the effect of

dynamic interventions that aim to keep the number of infected below a given threshold by dynam-

ically adjusting containment measures on a national (Ireland), which could also be implemented

at a regional (county) or local (ED/SOA) level.
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The model proposed in this discussion paper and the numerical results arising from it
are to be understood as a contribution to the scientific and public discussion of possible
spreading scenarios and the impact of interventions measures. We will clearly state the
model ingredients and assumptions and elaborate on conclusions that can be drawn based
on these limitations; some of which are unrealistic for any practical purpose, but worth
exploring, e.g., for worst-case scenarios.

After the introduction of the model equations for the local and networked dynamics in
sections I and II, respectively, we continue with a case study of Ireland in section III. Besides
an unrealistic, worst-case scenario, we consider different levels of increased awareness during
the post lock-down period in section III B. In addition, in section III C, we explore effects of
dynamic interventions to keep the prevalence below a given level.

I. LOCAL DYNAMICS

We start with the model for the local, well mixed dynamics at a single node as the basis
for the network model:

Ṡ = − βc
SI

N
(1a)

İ =βc
SI

N
− µI − αI − κI (1b)

Ẋ =κI − µX − αX (1c)

Ṙ =µI + µX (1d)

Ḋ =αI + αX. (1e)

The above model is a simple extension of the original Kermack and McKendrick SIR model
[1] and inspired by Ref. [2]. There are five compartments, which individuals may belong to,
and they may only belong to one at any time:

Susceptible (S): Those who have not been infected by the disease.

Infected (I): Those who are infected with the disease and are capable of transmission.

Quarantined (X): Those who are infected with the disease, but are quarantined or self-
isolating and thus not transmitting.

Recovered (R): Those who have recovered from the disease and are considered immune.

Dead (D): Those who have died from the disease.

The above system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs) assume homogeneous mixing
of the population, which can be a good approximation for small communities. The param-
eters of the ODE model (1) refer to the rates of moving from one compartment to another
and population size:

β: probability of infection on contact.

c: rate of contact/mixing.

µ: rate of recovery.
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κ: rate of moving from infected to quarantined.

α: rate of death.

N : total population size, S + I +X +R +D = N .

II. NETWORK MODEL

While the ODE model (1) can be justified for small communities, it fails at capturing
the dynamics that occurs at large spatial scales and cannot account for heterogeneities in
a population and interaction between metapopulations via mixing/commuting [3]. For this
reason, we develop a network framework by splitting the population up into a number of
smaller communities based on their geographic location. Ideally, these communities are
small enough to justify a well mixed ODE model at the local level.

Every community corresponds to a node in the network. Two nodes are connected by
a link, which represent the number of people travelling between the involved communities.
The number of people travelling can vary with time or remain static. The resulting network
model is given by

Ṡi = − βc

(
Si −

∑
j

Sij

)
Ii +

∑
k(Iki − Iik)

Ni +
∑

k(Nki −Nik)

− βc
∑
j

Sij
Ij +

∑
k(Ikj − Ijk)

Nj +
∑

k(Nkj −Njk)
(2a)

İi =βc

(
Si −

∑
j

Sij

)
Ii +

∑
k(Iki − Iik)

Ni +
∑

k(Nki −Nik)

+ βc
∑
j

Sij
Ij +

∑
k(Ikj − Ijk)

Nj +
∑

k(Nkj −Njk)
− µI − αI − κI (2b)

Ẋi =κIi − µXi − αXi (2c)

Ṙi =µIi + µXi (2d)

Ḋi =αIi + αXi. (2e)

For notational convenience, the compartments are now labelled by a subscript, i.e., Si, Ii, Xi, Ri,
and Di, to denote the number of individuals belonging to the respective compartments of
i-th node in the network (Si + Ii + Xi + Ri + Di = Ni). Similarly, the number of indi-
viduals travelling from node i to node j belonging to a given compartment is denoted by
Sij, Iij, Xij, Rij, and Dij resulting in Nij = Sij + Iij +Xij +Rij +Dij.

Note that the network model includes interactions between nodes only in the susceptible
and infected compartments. Accordingly, we account for the number of (i) individuals that
remain in their home node and (ii) those who travel to other nodes in the first and second
term of Eqs. (2a) and (2b), respectively.

Given a number of travellers Nij between nodes, the network model (2) assumes that the
number of travellers belonging to the respective compartments is determined by a relation
such as Sij = Nij

Si

Ni
. Thus, the number of travelling susceptibles is proportional to the
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number of susceptibles in the home node. The number of travelling individuals in the other
compartments is computed in the same fashion.
Nij may be randomly generated at each time step. The distance travelled between loca-

tions often follows a power-law or heavy-tail distribution and can be described by a gravity
or radiation population model [4–9]. Alternatively, empirical movement data can inform
the model. From these data on can either build a static network using, e.g., the jump-size
distributions, or randomly generate a network at each time-step. Note that the proposed
network model does not account for any importation from outside Ireland.

All scenarios discussed in the next sections are simulated using our library for modelling
epidemics on networks, EpiGraph [10], which is implemented in C++ and freely available
on GitHub.

III. CASE STUDY: IRELAND

For the remainder of this discussion paper, we elaborate on the spreading of SARS-CoV-2
in Ireland as a case study. The network model given by Eqs. (2) is informed by publicly
available data detailed in the next section.

A. Network Data

For the Republic of Ireland, each of the 3440 nodes in the network represents an electoral
division as defined by the central statistics office (CSO), for which small area population
statistics are published from the 2016 census. [11]. The links in the network are the num-
ber of commuters between each electoral division according to CSO data [12]. Similarly,
for Northern Ireland, nodes refer to 890 superoutput areas according to Northern Ireland
Statistics and Research Agency (NISRA) [13]. This spatial resolution corresponds to the
local administrative units below the category-3 regions of the Nomenclature of Territorial
Units for Statisticss (NUTS) [14].

B. 5-Phase Roadmap without Additional Countermeasures

In order to demonstrate the general feasibility of the proposed modelling framework,
we consider the 5-phase roadmap for reopening society & business by reducing lock-down
restrictions as outlined by the Irish Government [15].

Our model attempts to follow the historic evolution of the disease up until phase 2. Then,
we allow the model to run under the predicted affects of the remaining lock-down phases.
See Tab. I for implications on travel and gathering restrictions. It is important to note that
at this stage, we do not consider any reintroduction or roll back to earlier phases during
the course of the simulated outbreak. This corresponds to a worst-case scenario and is very
much unrealistic for all practical purposes, because interventions will be reintroduced, if case
numbers rise again.

The parameters are chosen such that it matches the actual number of deaths in Ireland.
See Tab. II for details. It is important to note, however, that this model is in the early stages
of testing and has not undergone any sensitivity training on the parameters. The effective
infection probability βeff is computed as βeff = βc. The basic reproduction number R0 of the
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Phase Mobility Social distancing

pre lock-down no restrictions no restrictions

initial lock-down travel with 2km radius essential meetings only

1 travel with 5km radius essential meetings only

2 travel with 20m radius maximum of 4 people

3 travel with 20km radius maximum of 4 people

4 no restrictions small gatherings

5 no restrictions large gatherings

post lock-down no restrictions no restrictions

TABLE I: Travel and gathering restrictions during the 5 phases of the Irish roadmap.

Phase β c µ κ α βeff R0

pre lock-down 0.37 1 0.1 0.1 0.0028 0.37 1.82

initial lock-down 0.37 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.0028 0.15 0.73

1 0.37 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0028 0.11 0.55

2 0.37 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.0028 0.15 0.73

3 0.37 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.0028 0.19 0.91

4 0.37 0.6 0.1 0.1 0.0028 0.22 1.09

5 0.37 0.7 0.1 0.1 0.0028 0.26 1.28

post lock-down 0.37 1 0.1 0.1 0.0028 0.37 1.82

TABLE II: Parameters for the 5 phases of the Irish roadmap. βeff and R0 are computed from the system parameters.

local dynamics in Eqs. (1) can be calculated as

R0 =
βc

µ+ κ+ α
. (3)

A value of R0 > 1 (R0 < 1) refers to an unstable (stable) disease-free fixed point (S∗ = N
and I∗ = X∗ = R∗ = D∗ = 0) and results in a large outbreak (burn out of the disease).
In other words, R0 > 0 indicates that a single individual can on average infect more than
one other person during the infection period. The basic reproduction number exceed the
critical value of Rcrit

0 = 1 during pre lock-down and after phase 3. Conversely, only initial
lock-down, phases 1 and 2 have a values well below unity and – neglecting network-related
effects – exhibit a burn out of an outbreak and self-guided decrease of the number of infected.

We introduce a small number of diseased individuals to the Dublin area on the 22nd of
January, that is, 50 days before the initial lock-down, and run the model such that the disease
spreads unimpeded. On the 12th of March, we introduce the initial lock-down measures,
which take some time to reach full effect. Individuals’ movement is limited to 2km and this
is adhered to with 80% compliance. This level of compliance is supported by preliminary
findings of a nation-wide series of phone interviews accounting for essential/justified and non-
essential travel [16]. We account for social-distancing and self-isolation (X compartment) by
reducing the rate of mixing c within communities (cf. Tab. II for the respective parameter
values). During phases 1 and 2/3, the travel radius increased to 5km and 20km, respectively,
and we assume the same level of compliance. Travel restrictions are removed in phases 4
and 5 (cf. Tab. I). Each of the numbered phases have a duration of 21 days.

Figures 1 depicts the time series of all five compartments – aggregated over all nodes – in
semi-logarithmic scale. One can see two distinct peaks: (i) a small peak that occurs before
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FIG. 1: Number of individuals (aggregated over the entire population/network) belonging to each compartment as stated in
the legend over time with a log scale on the y-axis. Parameters as in Tab. II.

the lock-down and (ii) a second peak that occurs once all lock-down measures are lifted. It
is clear that unless some of the measure are maintained, then the lock-down will just have
the effect of delaying the epidemic and result in a second wave with a prevalence that – in
this unrealistic worst-case scenario – is 100 times higher than the first one and exceeds any
realistic capacity of the health-case system. The number of infected eventually reaches zero
due to a depletion of the pool of susceptibles. However, the disease-free fixed point I∗ = 0
remains inherently unstable. Since a finite number of susceptible remain, a perturbation to
the networked system, e.g., introduction or importation from outside, has the potential to
trigger additional outbreaks.

As stated above, the parameters are chosen to match the actual number of deaths in
Ireland. This, in turn, results in a larger first peak compared to the reported numbers of
confirmed cases on the 12th of March ranging from 27 according to [17] to 70 according to
[18] The simulated results, however, are not meant to reflect this range of confirmed cases,
but following the logic of the model, refer to all infected individuals including aymptomatic,
non-diagnosed and untested.

Figure 2a and 2b show spatially resolved snapshots of the prevalence of the disease per
km2 at times t = 50d (March 12) and t = 320d (December 7), respectively (cf. [19] for a map
based on data of reported, confirmed cases). Figure 2a corresponds to the disease prevalence
at the first peak before the lock-down. The disease remains in the East of the country for
the most part with the exception of big towns and cities. In contrast, at t = 320d (Fig. 2b),
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(a) (b)

FIG. 2: The spatial distribution of infected individuals per km2 around the two distinct peaks shown in Fig. 1 at (a) Day 50
(b) Day 320. Parameters as in Tab. II.

the outbreak covers the entire country and affects every electoral division. See Fig. 1 for a
full time series of the aggregated variables.

FIG. 3: Evolution of the aggregated, infected compartment I for varied post lock-down conditions. The blue curve
corresponds to the parameters given in Tab. II (cf. Fig. 1 for a semi-logarithmic scale). The other curves vary the parameter

c in the post lock-down phase as stated in the legend: c = 0.9, c = 0.8 and c = 0.7.

Figure 3 shows the effect of different levels of awareness during the post lock-down phase,
which is modelled by different values for the mixing parameter c. For convenience, the plots
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only depict the time series of the aggredate infected compartment I in a linear scale. A
reduction to 70% of the original probability of infection significantly leads to a significantly
smaller and delayed second peak (red curve), while the basic reproduction number of the
local dynamics remains above unity (cf. Tab. II).

FIG. 4: Evolution of the aggregated, infected I (blue), quarantined X (green) and deceased D (red) compartments for two
level of compliance with lock-down restrictions: 80% (solid, cf. Fig. 1), and 70% (dashed). Other parameters as in Tab. II.

Similarly to Figure 3, the network model (2) allows considering different levels of compli-
ance with travel restrictions. The effect is exemplarified for aggregated values of I, X and D
in Fig. 4 for compliance of 80% (solid curves, cf. Fig. 1) and 70% (dashed curves). One can
see that for lower compliance, the second peak occurs earlier and has a higher amplitude.
This results in a slightly increased number of deaths.

In order to show how the heavy-tail distribution of travel across the network causes a
lack of sensitivity in initial conditions, we run the model for a number of random initial
seeds where for each run only a single individual in one electoral division or superoutput
area. The resulting time series are shown in Fig. 5.

One can see that both amplitude and timing of the large, second peak are stable and it is
impossible to visually differentiate between any of the curves for different initial conditions.
In the presented 4 cases, the initial location is selected uniformly at random from all network
nodes. We note that deliberately selecting urban or rural locations will have no qualitative
impact. To further corroborate the results, initial infections of a significant, finite fraction of
the population will be explored. This might account for a considerable amount of unreported
cases at the start of the recording of SARS-CoV-2 cases.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 5: Time series for 4 random initial conditions. Parameters as in Tab. II with c = 0.7 in the post lock-down period.

C. Dynamic Interventions

Finally, we discuss the likely scenario of a flexible lock-down policy that monitors to the
prevalence of the disease within the island and aims to keep it below the capacity of the
health-care system. As a simple measure, we define some threshold Ith as the maximum
number of infected that can be present before we go back into lock-down and go through
earlier phases again. Such a procedure corresponds to dynamic [20–22] or active [23] inter-
ventions. Specifically, we simulate until phase 3 as before to maintain the agreement with
reported cases. Afterwards, if the condition Ith >

∑
i Ii is met, the system goes back to

phase 1 and then progresses from there until the condition is met again.

In detail, we consider two scenarios with different threshold parameters: (i) Ith = 104,
as shown in Fig. 6 and (ii) Ith = 103 as depicted in Fig. 7. In both figures, the worst-case
scenario of Fig. 1 is added as dashed curves. Note that the curves of recovered R (orange)
and deaths D (red) are only increasing at a low rate. For the case of Ith = 104, for instance,
these values arrive at 105 after two years and thus, way below any effect of herd immunity.

Under the assumptions the considered network model, it would take many years for a
significant depletion of the pool of susceptibles. Extrapolating from an extended run of
the model similar to Fig. 6, we find that it would take roughly 27 years for the number of
recovered to reach half the population, leading to a total number of approximately 92,000
deaths over the course of many waves. Even with a large threshold Ith = 104 for the
maximum number of infected cases, the feasibility of such a strategy is questionable due to
the time it would take to reach herd immunity of on the island.

The re-introduction of lock-down measures to account for rising numbers of infected does
not fundamentally change the stability of the disease-free fixed point I∗ = 0. As soon as
the restrictions are relaxed, e.g., during phases 3 to 5, it will become unstable again and the
outbreak pattern repeats.

A change of stability towards a stable fixed point requires other forms of interventions.
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FIG. 6: The number of individuals belonging to each compartment over time (using the parameters in Tab. II) under a
dynamic lock-down strategy taking Ith = 104. The dashed lines are the equivalent model without the dynamic lock-down

strategy shown in Fig. 1.

One could consider, for example, a fishing-type extension of the model [24–26]. This will
basically turn the rate κ in the local dynamics (1) into a function of the number of infected.
e.g., κ(I) = h

1+I/Ic
with a consumption/fishing rate h (here: rate of isolation) and a reference

capacity Ic for κ(I) = h/2. This I dependence will account for contact-tracing effects,
which are especially effective for low numbers of infected. As a consequence, a high rate h
of isolation will be able to push the basic reproduction number R0 [cf. Eq. (3)] below the
critical value of Rcrit

0 = 1 and change the stability of the fixed point I∗ = 0.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have proposed a dynamical network model to study the spreading of SARS-Cov-2
that accounts for travel/commuting between nodes of the network. As a case study, we
have presented results from numerical simulations for Ireland, where the model is informed
from publicly available data on geographical regions, population, and mobility in both the
Republic of Ireland and Northern Ireland. The network model is flexible in terms of spatial
granularity and parameter selection. We have focused on the governmental 5-phase roadmap
for reopening society & business and considered different initial conditions and parameters.
We have observed that the roadmap will lead to a decline of case numbers. However, once
the restrictions are lifted, the numbers will rise again, even if an increased level of awareness
is considered. Finally, we have elaborated on a procedure of dynamic interventions that re-
introduce lock-down measures, if a certain threshold of infected is reached. Following such a
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FIG. 7: The number of individuals belonging to each compartment over time (using the parameters in table II) under a
dynamic lock-down strategy taking Ith = 103. The dashed lines are the equivalent model without the dynamic lock-down

strategy shown in Fig. 1.

protocol, the overall number of infected can be controlled and safely kept below a prescribed
threshold, which can be selected according to the capacity of the health-care system. We
have considered that containment measures would be re-introduced on a country-wide level,
but a more regional approach (county level) appears feasible as well. In any case, while the
outbreak can be managed by dynamic interventions, it might take a period of several years
until a significant fraction of the population will have lived through the disease and – under
the assumption of immunity – and will have led to an effect of herd immunity.

Let us finish by stressing again that the times series and maps are preliminary findings
and subject to a systematic sensitivity analysis. Nonetheless, we hope that the results
presented in this discussion paper will stimulate scientific and public discussion about the
purpose and effect of lock-down measures in the months ahead.
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