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5College of Engineering, Swansea University, Swansea, Wales, United Kingdom
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Sensitivity analysis was conducted to assess the effects of model parameters in the dynamics of Ia, Is, U , H and D over time. By
using an statistical variance-based method, described by Sobol1, the sensitivity analysis of the system described by Eqs.(2)-(9)
in the main text, considers the following parameter vector

θ := (β0,β1,γH ,γU ,δ ,h, t1,k) ∈ R8, (1)

and assumes that its elements are uniformly distributed in proper intervals as follows:

β0 ∼U (0,2), β1 ∼U (0,2), γH ∼U (1/12,1/4), γU ∼U (1/12,1/3),
δ ∼U (0,0.7), h∼U (0.05,0.25), t1 ∼U (0,30), k ∼U (0,100). (2)

This method is divided in two steps. The first one consists in generating the sample values for the input factors in Eq. (1) by
creating matrices A and B, each one with size N×n, where N is the number of samples and n = 8 is the number of parameters
being analyzed, given by
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and
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Then, n matrices Ai
B are created, where column i comes from matrix B and all other n−1 columns come from matrix A

Ai
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In the matrices A, B and Ai

B, each row represents a set of parameter to be used as an input for the model. Numerical
simulations are performed, and the output of the sample matrices A, B and Ai

B are stored as the vectors
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where YA, YB and YAi
B

are output vectors.
The final step is to calculate the sensitivity indices, using the samples generated from the sampling scheme. In this work,

we are interested in computing the total effect indices, given by

STi = 1− YA ·YB− f 2

YA ·YA− f 2 (6)

where f is defined as

f :=
1
N

N

∑
j=1

Y ( j)
A . (7)

The total effect index indicates the contribution of the parameter to the output of the model. The importance of the parameter
is proportional to the value of STi , meaning that higher STi leads to a higher contribution to the model output2. Parameters
with higher ST need a more carefully calibration, as small error during the calibration can lead to bigger errors to the model
prediction.

In Figure 1, the result of the sensitivity analysis over time is presented. The numerical simulations were performed using
SALib library3. The experiment was conducted generating N = 12000 samples and the result shows the evolution of the
parameters according to Ia, Is, U , H and D compartments. The results of the sensitivity analysis indicate that the factor that
reduce the asymptomatic infectivity, δ , is among the most influential parameters to every model output during the whole
period evaluated (i.e., 70 days). The analysis also indicates that during the first 30 days β0 is the most important parameters in
the system, as indicated by higher values of ST . After this period, the importance of β0 decreases, and β1 becomes the most
important parameter in the system. For H, U , and D, the most influential parameter during the initial stages of the simulation
(i.e., before day 15) is the proportion of symptomatic needing hospitalization or ICU, h. From these results we are able to
conclude that a carefully characterization of the parameters δ , β0, β1, and h is needed. Finally, the sensitivity index of the k
parameter in all cases is close to zero, which means that it can be fixed.
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(b) STi for Is

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Time (days)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

S
T
i

Evolution of STi index estimates - H

β0

β1

γH
γU

δ

h
t1

k

(c) STi for H
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Figure 1. Sensitivity analysis study for Ia, Is, U , H and D compartments over time. The analysis of the total effect index, ST ,
for the 8 parameters evaluated, indicates that δ , β0, β1, and h are the most influential parameters to the model output. Also, the
mean exposed period, k, is the less influential parameter, indicated by the low ST .
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