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Abstract
This paper uses new and existing methods to study the evolution of COVID-19’s
global infectivity, the rollout of the vaccine, and its association with reduced
cases and deaths. We begin with a time-varying analysis of the collective
nature of infectivity, where we evaluate the eigenspectrum of reproductive rate
time series on a country-by-country basis. We then study the topology of this
eigenspectrum, measuring the deviation between all points in time, and introduce
a graph-theoretic methodology to reveal a clear partition in global infectivity
dynamics. We then compare different countries’ vaccine rollouts with economic
indicators such as their GDP and HDI. We investigate time-varying consistency
and determine points in time where there is the greatest discrepancy between the
most and least economically advanced countries. Finally, we use two supervised
learning models to determine the feature importance and association between
time, vaccine proliferation, cases and deaths. We demonstrate that the vaccine
had a significant association with reduced COVID-19 deaths, but no association
with reduced case counts.
Keywords: COVID-19 infectivity, Time series analysis, Graph theory,
Nonlinear dynamics

1. Introduction
Throughout the course of the COVID-19 pandemic, the focus of research on
the virus and its infectivity has continued to shift. Initial research explored risk
factors, in-patient mortality rates and recovery times [1, 2], with a substantial of
early analysis performed in China [3–7]. Since then, medical researchers have
thoroughly investigated and discovered new treatments [8–11], followed by the
invention of several vaccines [12–14]. The aforementioned clinical research has
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broadened into much wider research into all the public health consequences of
the pandemic, including mental health [15, 16] and investigations into health
care systems [17].
Beginning slightly later than the medical research, a substantial body of
research in the mathematical biology, applied mathematics, and nonlinear dynamics communities has emerged for analysing and forecasting the spread of the
virus. The analytic approaches used have been broad and have continued to grow.
First, many models based on classical mathematical models, such as the Susceptible–Infected–Recovered (SIR) model and the reproductive ratio R0 , have been
proposed and systematically collated by researchers [18, 19]. These have been
utilised for numerous purposes, including diagnosis and prognosis of COVID-19
patients, studies of the efficacy of medications, and vaccine development. Next,
nonlinear dynamics researchers have proposed many sophisticated extensions to
the classical predictive SIR model, including analytic techniques to find explicit
solutions [20, 21], modifications to the model with additional variables [22–27],
incorporation of Hamiltonian dynamics [28] or network models [29], and a closer
analysis of uncertainty in the SIR equations [30]. Other mathematical approaches
to analysis and prediction include power-law models [31–33], forecasting models
[34], fractal approaches [35–37], neural networks [38], methods from Bayesian
statistics [39, 40], distance analysis [41], network models [42–45], analyses of
the dynamics of transmission and contact [46, 47], clustering [48–50] and many
others [51–55]. This community of researchers is inherently interdisciplinary, so
have frequently studied other impacts of COVID-19 outside epidemiology, such
as its effect on financial and cryptocurrency markets [56–69]. Finally, numerous
more recent articles have been devoted to understanding the spatial components
of the virus’ spread, in numerous countries [70–73].
In more recent times, the pandemic and its associated research have taken a
different form. Most developed countries have essentially completed their vaccine
rollout, and yet cases continue to exhibit new peaks throughout many different
regions [74]. In addition, most countries have reduced their restrictions and
opened their borders, meaning they are no longer isolated ecosystems. Thus,
a new body of work has emerged with an emphasis on necessary collaboration
between countries to mitigate ongoing risks of COVID-19 [75, 76]. Vaccines
remain an integral part of that response, so ongoing research is necessary to
determine their impact on cases and effectiveness [77]. While much of this is
medical research [78–80], there remains an ongoing need for mathematical and
nonlinear dynamics results to examine broader trends [81].
Our work is heavily inspired by the aforementioned trends in the recent
literature, but we take a different approach. While existing work has discussed
and called for further cooperation between countries to continue mitigating
COVID-19 after the vaccine rollout, little mathematical work has examined
collective trends in infectivity on a country-by-country basis, especially incorporating the interplay with the vaccine rollout. Nor are we aware of any research
within the framework of time series analysis that studies collective behaviour of
infectivity time series on a country-by-country basis. The authors have produced
previous work analysing trends in cases and deaths on a country-by-country or
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state-by-state basis [82], but have never analysed infectivity time series, collective
correlation strength, or the relationship with vaccine doses.
Our paper is structured as follows. Section 2 summarises all the data we
draw upon in this work. In Section 3, we study collective dynamics of various
countries’ reproduction rate time series. We use methods of time series analysis
typically used in financial and other applications [83–87]. In particular, we notice
an abrupt increase in collective dynamics from approximately March/April 2021.
In Section 4, we analyse this more closely with graph-theory-inspired methods,
identifying a point in time that exhibits maximal separation in the eigenspectrum.
In Section 5, we study the time-varying consistency between countries’ vaccine
proliferation and their economic and human development. In Section 6, we
implement two supervised learning algorithms to aid in our understanding of
the relationship between the timing and progress of a country’s vaccine rollout
and the associated impact on COVID-19 related cases and deaths. In Section 7,
we conclude.
2. Data
All the data used in this paper are obtained from Our World in Data
(https://ourworldindata.org/coronavirus). We select the N = 50 countries
with the greatest total reported case counts as of June 2022 and consider four
time series: reproductive rate R0 , according to their method of estimation [88],
confirmed case counts, reported death counts, and counts of fully vaccinated
individuals. Our data spans a period of 1 April 2020 to 1 May 2022, in total
T = 761 days.
3. Time-varying collective infectivity
Let Ri (t) be the multivariate time series of daily reproductive rate (“R0 ”)
values for countries listed alphabetically and indexed i = 1, ..., N, t = 1, ..., T .
We begin by choosing a window of τ = 90 days over which we compute correlations between rolling R0 time series. This approach is inspired by analyses
of correlations and distances between financial time series [89–95]. These are
defined as follows: for t = τ, ..., T , define an N × N matrix Ψ(t) by
Pt

s=t−τ +1 (Ri (s) − hRi i)(Rj (s) − hRj i)
1/2 P
t
2
(R
(s)
−
hR
i)
i
i
s=t−τ +1
s=t−τ +1 (Rj (s) −

1
Ψij (t) = 
τ Pt

hRj i)2

1/2 ,
(1)

i, j = 1, ..., N,
(2)
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where h.i denotes the temporal average over the time window [t − τ + 1, t]. We
can gain additional understanding of this matrix by decomposing it as follows:
Ψ(t) =

1
R̃R̃T .
τ

(3)

In the equation (3) above, R̃ is a N × τ matrix of standardised R0 values
obtained by rescaling by the mean h.i and standard deviation σ(.) over the
interval [t − τ + 1, t], namely R̃i (s) = [Ri (s) − hRi i]/σ(Ri ).
With this matrix decomposition, we may deduce that Ψ(t) is a symmetric
positive semi-definite matrix whose entries lie in [−1, 1]. It carries real and
non-negative eigenvalues λi (t) that we can reorder by λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ ... ≥ λN .
These convey the magnitude of different axes of variation within Ψ(t). As all
diagonal entries of Ψ coincide with 1, the trace of Ψ is equal to N . Thus, we
may normalise the eigenvalues by defining λ̃i = PNλi λ = λNi . In particular,
j=1

j

λ̃1 (t) coincides with a normalised operator norm [96]:
λ̃1 (t) =

1
1
kΨ(t)kop =
N
N

sup
v∈RN −{0}

kΨ(t)vk
,
kvk

(4)

which gives a measure of the overall size of the matrix Ψ(t) or the collective
strength of correlations.
We display the function λ̃1 (t) in Figure 1. This shows the evolution of the
collective strength of correlations between reproductive rate time series during
our window of analysis. The shape of the function tells an interesting story, with
three key insights. First, there is significant variability in the range of collective
behaviour of countries’ infectivity, with the value of λ̃1 (t) ranging from ∼ 0.3 to
∼ 0.6. Second, there is clearly a sharp increase (translation upward) in global
collective behaviours around March-April 2021. It is likely that this period
corresponds to two key themes. This time period is broadly consistent with the
onset of the delta variant, which was significantly more infectious that prior
strains of COVID-19. Furthermore, many countries began lifting restrictions,
with a larger proportion of their populations having been vaccinated. This likely
led to a greater number of susceptible candidates transmitting COVID-19 to
one another in various countries and hence greater collective uniformity and
correlation strength between countries. The final notable insight is the significant
increase in the oscillatory behaviour of the function beyond March-April 2021.
There are at least 5 “waves” of collective infectivity in the latter part of our graph.
This may be indicative of the “stop-start” nature of many countries’ economic
policies with regards to their gradual reopening, and the gradual evolution of
the COVID-19 virus.
4. Graph-theoretic partition
In the above section, we highlight the marked change in collective homogeneity
of infectivity (summarised by λ̃1 (t) of rolling R0 time series) around March/April
4

Figure 1: Trends in the normalised first eigenvalue λ˜1 , as defined and discussed in (4). Each
indexed date summarises provides a measure of the collective strength of correlations between
reproductive rate time series over the prior 90 days. We observe a sharp translation upward
during the latter half of the period analysed. In addition, there is the emergence of wave-type
behaviours in the strength of collective infectivity.
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2021. In this section, we aim to elucidate and quantify this notable change point
via a novel approach informed by graph theory. We further analyse the previous
section’s primary object of study, the time series λ̃1 (t), t = τ, ..., T . First, for
s, t = τ, ..., T , we construct a distance that distinguishes between such values,
d(s, t) = |λ̃1 (s) − λ̃1 (t)|. This produces a (T − τ + 1) × (T − τ + 1) distance
matrix Dst = d(s, t). For notational convenience, let T1 = T − τ + 1. We can
also associate a corresponding T1 × T1 affinity matrix defined by
Ast = 1 −

Dst
, s, t = τ, ..., T.
max D

(5)

We define the primary change point in the time series λ̃1 (t) as follows:
T0 = argmax f (p);
p

f (p) =

1
p(T1 − p)

X

Dst .

(6)
(7)

s≤p,t>p

That is, T0 is chosen to maximise the normalised distance (calculated from D)
between times before and after T0 .
This approach is inspired by graph theory and can be interpreted as follows.
Let G = (V, E) be a (weighted) graph with vertex set V = {τ, ..., T } and edge
set E where every two s, t are connected by an edge of weight d(s, t). Then T0
is chosen subject to two constraints:
• We wish to partition the vertex set into V = V1 ∪ V2 such that V1 and V2
are disjoint and unbroken time intervals;
• subject to the above, we wish to find a maximum cut of the graph subject
to its edge weighting.
For the sake of robustness, we also present an alternative method to determine
a primary change point. As an alternative approach, we define
S0 = argmax g(p);
p

g(p) =

X
1
1 X
A
+
Ast .
st
p2
(T1 − p)2 s,t>p

(8)
(9)

s,t≤p

Here S0 is chosen to maximise the (normalised) collective affinity between times
both before and after S0 . This definition is also inspired by graph theory, but
aims to find a minimum cut of the graph subject to an alternative edge weighting
where every two s, t are connected by an edge of weight Ast , their affinity.
In Figure 2, we plot both the aforementioned functions f (p) and g(p) as
well as their respective maxima, T0 and S0 , as defined above. The considerable
similarity in the figures demonstrates the robustness of the method, and together
they reveal the point in time corresponding to the most abrupt change in
collective infectivity. The red vertical lines correspond to the points T0 and S0
6

(a)

(b)

Figure 2: Trends in the functions (a) f (p), defined in (7), and (b) g(p), defined in (9). These
measure the normalised distance between and affinity among the values of the first eigenvalue
corresponding to times before and after time p, respectively. Vertical red lines denote the
respective maximal values, defined as T0 and S0 respectively, as in Section 4. The similarity
of the observed maxima demonstrates the robustness of our methodologies to identify the
cleanest separation in the evolution of λ̃1 (t).
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July 2020

May 2022
Figure 3: Heat map depicting values of d(s, t) determining the distance between the normalised
first eigenvalue λ̃1 (t) at all points t = τ, ..., T. As each value of λ̃1 (t) reflects behaviour over
the previous 90 days, the figure begins with July 2020. Lighter values indicate greater values
of d(s, t).

in time that maximise the aforementioned separation in our graph’s structure.
This maximum corresponds to approximately March/April 2021, and reflects
the sharp increase in collective behaviours during the second half of our period
of analysis.
Figure 3 provides more visual detail regarding the distance d(s, t) = |λ̃1 (s) −
λ̃1 (t)|. This figure displays all values of the distance for s, t = τ, ..., T. Such a
heat map can reveal clear patterns in the distance between elements and offer the
possibility of applying methods such as hierarchical clustering [97–100]. We also
P10
plot an alternative distance in Figure 4, defined by d10 (s, t) = k=1 |λ̃l (s)−λ̃k (t)|,
incorporating the first ten normalised eigenvalues. Figures 3 and 4 convey a
similar story, with two sub-matrices exhibiting high self-similarity. Both figures
are consistent with our finding in Figure 2, and suggest a clear break in the
structure of the d(s, t) matrix corresponding to March/April 2021. However,
there are several subtle differences between Figure 3 and Figure 4 that are worth
highlighting. First, Figure 3, which displays distances between λ˜1 at various
points in time, consists of a sharper distinction between the two sub-matrices.
By contrast, Figure 4, which computes distances between the first ten normalised
elements of the eigenspectrum λ̃1 , ..., λ̃10 , displays a more diffuse transition
between the two periods. The second key insight, which is highly consistent
between Figures 3 and 4, is the interesting geometry displayed in the secondary
sub-matrix. This feature reflects the periodic behaviour of the eigenspectrum
8

July2020

May2022
Figure 4: Heat map depicting values of d10 (s, t) determining the distance between the normalised first ten eigenvalues λ̃i (t), i = 1, ..., 10 at all points t = τ, ..., T. As each value of λ̃i (t)
reflects behaviour over the previous 90 days, the figure begins with July 2020. Lighter values
indicate greater values of d10 (s, t).
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following the primary change point in March/April 2021.
5. Vaccine rollout consistency
In this section, we study the collective consistency between countries’ vaccine
rollouts and economic indicators such as their gross domestic product (GDP)
and human development index (HDI). To do so, we introduce the following variables. Let vi (t) be the multivariate time series that records the fully vaccinated
percentage of a country’s population over time, i = 1, ..., N and t = 1, ..., T .
Our country-specific GDP and HDI scores are indexed gi and hi respectively,
i = 1, ..., N . As we wish to restrict attention to the period of global vaccine
proliferation, this section restricts analysis from 1 Febuary 2021 to 1 May 2022,
a period of T = 455 days. For purposes of illustration, we plot the trajectory of
vi (t) for select countries in Figure 5. To explore the time-varying consistency
between countries’ vaccination rollout and their GDP and HDI, we proceed as
follows. At each time t, we construct the following distance matrices:
(10)

GDP
Dij
= |gi − gj |;
HDI
Dij
= |hi
D(t)Vij = |vi (t) −

− hj |;

(11)

vj (t)|.

(12)

We then convert each distance matrix into an affinity matrix using the same
definition as (5):

AVij (t) = 1 −

GDP
Dij
;
max{DGDP }
HDI
Dij
=1−
;
max{DHDI }

AGDP
=1−
ij

(13)

AHDI
ij

(14)

V
Dij
(t)
, i, j = 1, ..., N, t = 1, ..., T.
max{DV (t)}

(15)
(16)

These affinity matrices are appropriately normalised and can be compared
directly to study the consistency between vaccine proliferation and HDI/GDP.
We generate two inconsistency matrices as follows:
INCHDI,V (t) = AV (t) − AHDI ;

(17)

INC

(18)

GDP,V

V

(t) = A (t) − A

GDP

.

A larger absolute value of an entry in the matrix INCHDI,V (t) indicates that
the relationships between two countries regarding HDI and their vaccination
percentage at a point in time are quite different, analogously for INCGDP,V (t).
To explore the collective consistency between such attributes across our entire
collection, we calculate the L1 norm of our resulting consistency matrices and
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study how P
they evolve over time. For a N × N matrix A, its L1 norm is defined
N
by kAk = i,j=1 |Aij |. We compute the following sequence of matrix norms:
IN C
νHDI,V
(t) = kIN C HDI,V (t)k;

(19)

IN C
νGDP,V

(20)

(t) = kIN C

GDP,V

(t)k.

IN C
IN C
In Figure 6, we display both νHDI,V
(t) and νGDP,V
(t) as a function of time.
These curves allow one to identify points in time where levels of economic
and human development are most strongly associated with the proportion of
the population that is fully vaccinated. This is marked by the time where
both functions are minimal, namely where there is the least inconsistency (or
greatest consistency) between economic/human development and country vaccine
proliferation.
It is notable throughout our period of analysis that both consistency norm
functions share a similar evolution, with both curves exhibiting a concave-up
shape. That is, both inconsistency matrices start with relatively high inconsistencies, decrease during the initial stage of our analysis, and ultimately revert
to their initial consistency. These two curves reveal several findings of interest.
First, the broadly similar trajectories of the two curves indicate that GDP and
HDI are broadly similar in their time-varying association with vaccine proliferation. They share the same down-up paths and global minima at very similar
dates. Second, given that the HDI/vaccine inconsistency norm function reaches
a lower point than the GDP/vaccine inconsistency norm, one could argue that
HDI is more closely associated with vaccine rollout speed than GDP. Third,
there is an interesting plausible explanation for the concave-up shape of each
trajectory. Initially, when very few countries had administered their COVID-19
vaccination program, large discrepancies between GDP/HDI and vaccination
rollout come from natural variability between countries’ level of economic and
human development. The point at which both inconsistency norm functions are
lowest, which indicates the greatest level of consistency, can be explained by the
more developed countries having mostly completed their vaccination programs.
By the end of our window of analysis, when inconsistency matrix norms return
close to their original values, less developed countries had begun to administer
their COVID-19 vaccination program, and inconsistencies are driven by natural
variation between countries’ GDP and HDI values.
More broadly, this method of analysis could be used for exploring timevarying consistency between such attributes at a finer level. For example, one
could subset two distinct collections of developed vs developing countries and
analyse the extent of consistency between HDI/GDP and vaccine proliferation
within each subsetted group.

6. Community-level vaccine effectiveness
In this section, we investigate broad trends in the association between the
global vaccine rollout and case/death counts on a country-by-country basis.
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(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

Figure 5: Time-varying rate of the population that is fully vaccinated for (a) Argentina, (b)
Australia, (c) India, (d) Israel, (e) Pakistan and (f) the United Kingdom. Countries that were
more efficient in fully vaccinating their population, such as Israel, have a steeper gradient, at
an earlier point in time. Countries that were less efficient, such as Pakistan, have a less steep
gradient commencing at a later point in our analysis window.
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Figure 6: Time-varying collective consistency between vaccine proliferation and economic/human development, as defined in (19) and (20). There are several points of interest in
the graph. First, both functions share a very similar evolution. Second, we see a global minimum at near-identical points, reflecting the similar association between vaccine proliferation
and either HDI or GDP. Finally, the fact that HDI/vaccine consistency is regularly lower than
GDP/vaccine consistency suggests that there is greater consistency between countries’ human
development index and the speed and progress of their vaccine rollout.
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Mirroring the notation of Section 3, let xi (t), yi (t) be the multivariate time series
of new daily COVID-19 cases and deaths, respectively, in each of the N countries,
i = 1, ..., N and t = 1, ..., T . We perform two regression experiments to gain
insight into the relationship between case and death counts with time and the
rollout of vaccines.
We define a new quantity of interest,
1
W (t) =
t

Z

t

t

v(s)ds =
s=1

1X
v(s).
t s=1

(21)

We term this the community vaccine integral. This is a measure not just of the
current level of vaccine proliferation, but takes into account the accumulation of
immunity in the population due to sustained and established immunity.
First, we consider a simple linear regression model:
log(xi (t)) = β0X + β1X W (t) + (t);
log(yi (t)) =

β0Y

+

β1Y

W (t) + (t).

(22)
(23)

between the cases and deaths (in logarithmic space), respectively and this
accumulation of immunity W (t). Each country yields a value of β1X and β1Y
reflective of the “best fit” (according to ordinary least squares [101, 102]) of the
relationship between cases/deaths and W (t). Applying the logarithm prior to
fitting the regression can benefit in circumstances where cases (or any other
quantity) can vary substantially in order of magnitude [103, 104]. In Table 1, we
record the mean and variance of all values β1 across all countries (for both cases
and deaths). There are marked differences in coefficient behaviours across the
two models. There is a strongly negative relationship between the community
vaccine integral and deaths, demonstrating that greater accumulation of fully
vaccinated individuals within a country is associated with reduced COVID-19
related deaths. The mean coefficient across our 50 countries is -1.17. The cases
model has a considerably different relationship between the two variables. The
average β1 coefficient when studying log cases as the response variable is 0.89.
This suggests that the accumulation of fully vaccinated individuals in various
country communities had no effect in reducing COVID-19 cases. It is worth
noting that the variance in coefficient estimates (among both models) were highly
similar, with the log cases and log deaths models exhibiting variances among
the β1 ’s of 8.5 and 8.41, respectively.
We remark that by definition, the quantity W (t) is monotonically nondecreasing with time, as v(t) itself is. Thus, it possesses a close relationship
with the variable t itself. To elucidate the relationship between cases/deaths,
accumulation of immunity and time, we employ a random forest model, focusing
on the feature importance of both time and W (t).
Specifically, for each individual country, we employ a random forest model
to analyse the relationship between log(xi (t)) (and analogously log(yi (t))) and

14

Linear regression coefficient mean and variance
Response variable
Coefficient mean Coefficient variance
log cases
0.89
8.5
log deaths
-1.17
8.41
Table 1: Mean and variance of linear regression β1 coefficients over all 50 countries, for both
the cases and deaths models, as defined in Section 6.

Random forest feature importance
Response variable
Time
Vaccine integral
log cases
0.501
0.499
log deaths
0.504
0.496
Table 2: Mean feature importance from random forest model on log cases and log deaths of
each country, as defined in Section 6.

both W (t) and t simultaneously. This is typically notated as
log(xi (t)) ∼ W (t), t.

(24)

In Table 2, we record the feature importance [102] of both W (t) and t. This
quantifies whether patterns in the case and death counts are more influenced
by the accumulation of vaccination or the passage of time itself. The findings
here are quite surprising. In both models, we see a highly similar relationship
between the accumulation of full vaccination, time vs cases and deaths (our
response variables). When we examine log cases as our response variable, time
and vaccine accumulation yield feature importance scores of 0.501 and 0.499
respectively. Similarly, when we explore the impact these features have on log
deaths, feature importance scores are 0.504 and 0.496, respectively. Beyond the
fact that both variables may provide a similar level of explanatory power when
determining variability in countries’ cases and deaths, as both variables (other
explicitly or implicitly) capture a temporal component, it is possible that this
causes overlap in each feature’s correlation with the response variable.
As a technical remark, these results were robust with numerous variations of
parameters in implementing the random forest procedure. Prior to implementing
both procedures, any case or death count of zero was adjusted to 1, so that the
logarithm would be well defined.
7. Conclusion
In Section 3, we explore the time-varying infectivity of the COVID-19 pandemic, from its inception until current day. To do so, we implement time-varying
principal components analysis and study the evolution of the strength of the
correlation matrix’s first eigenvalue. Our analysis identifies a period corresponding to early 2021, where we see an abrupt translation upward in the collective
15

strength of infectivity dynamics among the countries we have studied. The second key finding is the identification of periodic (oscillatory) trends in collective
infectivity dynamics. Our assertion is that this periodic behaviour is driven by
two key phenomena: the emergence of more infectious strains of COVID-19 (such
as the Delta variant), and the “stop-start” nature of various countries’ economic
reopenings.
In Section 4, we introduce a novel graph-theoretic framework to investigate
and quantify the location of the change point identified in Section 3. Our
graph theoretic framework confirms that this transition occurs in March/April
2021. We then introduce two matrices d(s, t) and d10 (s, t) that explore the
evolutionary similarity in the eigenspectrum of the infectivity correlation matrix.
Both matrices present findings that are broadly consistent, with the emergence of
two noticeably concentrated sub-matrices which display limited affinity between
the two.
In Section 5, we study the time-varying consistency between countries’ economic and human development (represented by HDI and GDP) against their
COVID-19 vaccine rollout. To do so, we construct a variety of temporallydependent affinity matrices, and explore the evolution of collective consistency.
Our analysis confirms that our collection of countries shares a similar evolution
in consistency between HDI and GDP with their respective accumulation of
fully vaccinated individuals. Both trajectories share a global minimum that is
virtually identical, which is indicative of a point in time where more developed
countries displayed greater efficiency in their vaccine rollout. Finally, due to a
higher level of consistency throughout our period of analysis, one can conclude
that there is greater consistency between countries economic development (HDI)
and their vaccine proliferation when compared to their economic development
(GDP) and their vaccine proliferation.
In Section 6, we explicitly study the relationship between countries’ accumulation of fully vaccinated individuals and COVID-19 cases and deaths. To do so,
we implement two supervised learning techniques (linear regression and random
forest) and study the distribution of coefficient values and feature importance,
for our cases and deaths models respectively. Our analysis reveals that there is a
significantly negative relationship between a country’s vaccine accumulation and
COVID-19 related deaths, while there is a positive (and significant) relationship
with COVID-19 cases. One may conclude that the COVID-19 vaccine was
highly effective in reducing deaths, but ineffective in stopping the spread of cases.
The study of feature importance scores in our random forest implementation
demonstrates that our vaccine accumulation metric and the passage of time itself
are similarly important in both our cases and deaths models.
We are unaware of any work in the nonlinear dynamics community that
takes a holistic approach to studying vaccine dynamics and their interplay with
human/economic development indicators using techniques from a broad range
of areas including nonlinear dynamics, graph theory and machine learning. In
this work, we apply such methods to study a range of factors surrounding the
pandemic including global infectivity, vaccine proliferation, economic and human
development. Further work exploring the interplay between the vaccine and
16

other important factors would be welcomed by the community. Such analysis
could help us better understand epidemiological dynamics during pandemics,
and allow policymakers to implement better, data-driven decisions for optimal
outcomes in the future.
Data availability statement
All the data in this paper are obtained from Our World in Data (https:
//ourworldindata.org/coronavirus).
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