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As infected and vaccinated population increases, some countries decided not to

impose non-pharmaceutical intervention measures anymore and to coexist with

COVID-19. However, we do not have a comprehensive understanding of its con-

sequence , especially for China where most population has not been infected and

most Omicron transmissions are silent. This paper serves as the first study to reveal

the complete silent transmission dynamics of COVID-19 overlaying a big data of

more than 0.7 million real individual mobility tracks without any intervention mea-

sures throughout a week in a Chinese city, with an extent of completeness and realism

not attained in existing studies. Together with the empirically inferred transmission

rate of COVID-19, we find surprisingly that with only 70 citizens to be infected

initially, 0.33 million becomes infected silently at last. We also reveal a character-

istic daily periodic pattern of the transmission dynamics, with peaks in mornings

and afternoons. In addition, retailing, catering and hotel staff are more likely to get

infected than other professions. Unlike all other age groups and professions, elderly

and retirees are more likely to get infected at home than outside home.
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INTRODUCTION

The SARS-CoV-2, aka COVID-19, pandemic has hit the world since early 2020, and

all countries were facing a great challenge in suppressing its transmission and saving lives.

Several characteristics of COVID-19 has increased such challenges. First, early variants of

COVID-19 have a long incubation period. Second, a substantial proportion of infected indi-

viduals may only have minimal symptoms. Before the rapid antigen tests were introduced,

infections were mainly verified by PCR tests which are inconvenient and time-consuming.

These characteristics lead to silent transmission, i.e. infected individuals are prone to trans-

mit the virus to others without being aware of their own infection. In addition, COVID-19

generally have a high transmissivity, for instance, there are suspected cases of airborne trans-

mission of Omicron [10, 11]. Finally, both hospitalization and fatality by COVID-19 increase

with age, which create tremendous pressure on every country’s healthcare systems [36].

To battle COVID-19, especially with its high silent transmissivity, other than pharmaceu-

tical means such as vaccines and medicines, non-pharmaceutical measures play an important

role [23, 29, 31]. The “lockdown” policy which restricts people to stay home is now a com-

mon terminology well understood by everyone. Other measures include case isolation and

contact tracing, which aim to identify the infected and trace their close contacts and quar-

antine them [32]; social-distancing to encourage individuals to stay away from each other

regardless of being infected or not; travel control to ban travel from local or international

origins with infections; closing schools, catering and entertainment premises to avoid gath-

ering [5, 34? ], etc. Many of these measures aim to prevent silent transmissions without

identifying the infected individuals. Finally, some countries adopt herb-immunity and do

not impose strict intervention measures when a large portion of their population have been

infected or vaccinated.

With this large variety of non-pharmaceutical intervention measures, a comparative anal-

ysis which reveals their relative effectiveness can contribute significantly to our battle against

COVID-19. Nevertheless, such analysis is difficult, since one cannot fair test these measures

in reality while potentially risking lives. Conventional approaches involve employing com-

partmental models, such as the susceptible-infected-recovered (SIR) model, to analyze these

measures; this approach often captures the macroscopic trend, but not the details of the

transmission dynamics, such as the location of individual infections, which are crucial for
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evaluating different interventions [2, 12–14, 16]. In comparison, agent-based models re-

veal both the trend and the detailed transmission dynamics [19], for instance, simulation

studies with millions of agents were conducted to identify effective intervention measures for

France [17] and Hong Kong [18] respectively. However, their simulation results can be model

artefacts, since they depend crucially on agents’ mobility patterns which are only generated

by models as these studies lack the empirical mobility data [15].

As the infected and vaccinated population increases, some countries decided not to impose

any non-pharmaceutical measures and to coexist with Covid-19. Despite there is an exten-

sive effort made to understand the effectiveness of intervention measures against COVID-19

and to predict its prevalence, much fewer studies were devoted to reveal the consequence

of choosing to live with Covid-19. In particular, some studies show that although vaccina-

tion reduces death, hospitalization and symptoms from COVID-19, its effect on reducing

transmissions is minimal [8], which makes silent transmissions more prominent. This is-

sue is particularly important for China as most population has not been infected and most

transmissions are silent due to the Omicron variant.

Thus, to reveal the consequence of coexisting with COVID-19, one relies on a full un-

derstanding of the dynamics underlying silent COVID-19 transmissions. Empirical mobility

data are essential to reveal the mechanism underlying COVID-19 transmissions but are of-

ten difficult to obtain. Hence, some studies used aggregated data such as travel statistics

instead of individual mobility patterns to study COVID-19 transmissions [23–25]. Other

studies used segmented pieces of individual mobility patterns from a small subset of the

population to construct mobility tracks for simulations, but results may be sensitive to the

model underlying the construction [20–22]. Other type of data used to study COVID-19

transmissions include self-reported surveys from volunteers [30], cell phone calls [26] and

contacts [27], contacts among cruise crews and passengers [28], etc. Nevertheless, a study

with a big data of individual mobility tracks absent in existing studies, can reveal the trans-

mission dynamics of COVID-19 to an extent of completeness and realism not attained so

far, and lead to a complete understanding of the dynamics and thus useful insights in our

battle against the silent transmission of COVID-19.

In this paper, we use a dataset of 4G communication records between mobile phones and

base stations to identify the real mobility tracks of 0.7 million citizens in Shijiazhuang, a city

in northern China, in a specific week in 2017, the biggest real mobility dataset employed
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for the study of COVID-19 to date. Since we aim to reveal the consequence of choosing

to coexist with COVID-19 without intervention measures, a dataset before the pandemic is

necessary and unique as most other studies used only data during the pandemic which are

already influenced by intervention measures. There are over 11500 base stations throughout

the city, and position of mobile phones and thus individual users was recorded as the location

of the nearest base stations at a high frequency up to every second. We then conduct agent-

based simulations using these real mobility data and the empirically inferred infection rate

of COVID-19 to reveal the comprehensive transmission dynamics from a few initial infected

individuals to a city-wise infection within one week. In addition, one can infer (1) the

characteristics of individuals such as age and profession based on their mobility patterns,

complying with the city’s demographical information, as well as (2) the nature of locations

they co-visit with others, complying with the city’s geographical information. With these

two types of information one can reveal how COVID-19 is transmitted within and across

age groups, professions, as well as locations of different nature. This study thus reveals a

comprehensive dynamics of COVID-19 transmissions with an extent of realism not achieved

in existing studies, and provide useful insights into the choice of coexisting with COVID-19.

RESULTS

Data, model and realistic simulations

Our big data of empirical mobility tracks is based on 7-day 4G communication records

between base stations and mobile phones served by one of the three major service providers

between 22nd and 28th May 2017 in Shijiazhuang, a city in northern China. There are

M = 11594 base stations throughout the city, and the position of an individual is recorded

as the location of the nearest base station as long as his/her mobile phones communicate

with the base station in 4G. As some phone applications constantly exchange data with

back-end servers, the position of individuals can be recorded up to a high frequency of every

second.

The original data include records from roughly 3 million users out of a total population

of 11 millions in the city. To obtain a dataset of valid mobility tracks from active users,

we have implemented strict rules to exclude users who do not move at all and those whose
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FIG. 1: Exemplar high-resolution city-wise human mobility tracks and potential silent

transmission of COVID-19 via co-location visits. (A) The map and the distribution of population

in Shijiazhuang, and the city center is enlarged and the exemplar mobility tracks from two individuals

are shown on the right. (B) Their corresponding sequence of visited locations, numbered according to

the location labels in the enlarged map, with the category of each location shown. Blocks in gray

correspond to the period when the individuals are “moving” Their co-location visits, i.e. they stop at

the same location in the same time window, are marked by dashed squares.

data are largely incomplete. Finally, we single out N = 702, 477 valid mobility tracks for

simulations (see Method for details, and Fig. S1 in the Supplementary Note for the statistics

of the dataset). As co-location visits by users is crucial for transmission of virus, we need

to identify meaningful stops in a user’s mobility track. We first divide the whole period of

the dataset into time windows of 15 minutes as in [7], and consider that a user stops in a

location if he/she stays there continuously or discontinuously for 10 minutes or more within

the time window. Otherwise, if the user did not stay in the same location for more than 10

minutes, we identify the data point as “moving”. A co-location visit is defined to occur

when two individuals stop in the same location and the same time window.

We follow the formula underlying the COVID-19 Essential Supplies Forecasting Tools

(ESFT) introduced by the World Health Organization (WHO) [4], such that the reproduction
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number R0 is given by

R0 = D × γM × β, (1)

where D is the infectious period ; M is the average number of co-location visits with the

others per individual per unit time (e.g. day); γ is the fraction of co-location visits which

lead to contacts, i.e. some co-location visits do not lead to contacts, for instance, users with

their mobile phones connected to the same base station do not necessary imply a contact,

and γM is the number of co-location contacts ; and β is the probability of infection

per co-location contact. In our simulations, we adopted R0 = 7 for the Omicron variant of

COVID-19 [9], an infectious period D = 7 days [4]since we have assumed that the incubation

period of Omicron lasts for 1.7 days [3] and our dataset spans only for 7 days , and finally

an average of M = 568 co-location visits with the others by a single individual per day from

our empirical data. In this case, one can estimate the quantity γβ ≈ 0.002, which is the

probability of infection per co-location contact with the others in a single time window.

By adopting the above model, we study the initial stage of the silent transmission of

COVID-19 initiated from 0.01% (i.e. 70 people) of the population (see Supplementary Fig.

S2 for the results with fewer initial spreaders). All citizens then move in the city according

to their real mobility tracks. We assume that infections start with an incubation period

of 1.7 days (see supplementary Fig. S4 for the results with a longer incubation period),

and afterwards the infected individuals would be able to infect others [3]. If a susceptible

individual stays at the same location in the same time window (i.e. a co-location visit) with

an infected individual passed his/her incubation period, the susceptible may be infected

with a probability γβ = 0.002 (see Supplementary Fig. S3 for the results of smaller infection

probability). Since there may be more than one infected individual at a location, if we denote

the number of infected individuals who have passed their incubation period at a location α

in the time window at time t to be nα(t), then the probability for a susceptible individual

to get infected at α at time t is

Pα(t) = 1− (1− γβ)nα(t). (2)

Even if an individual stays in the same location for multiple consecutive time windows, the

number of infected individuals may change as time evolves, and the probability for this

individual to get infected in a specific time window is given by Eq. (2) if he/she remains
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un-infected before the time window. Thus, the real mobility track of individuals determines

whether they are in contact with the infected, who can be a stranger in malls, a colleague

at the workplace, or a family member at home (see Method and later discussions for the

inference of individual professions).

We further assume that the infection probability at home is 100 times higher than that

outside, for instance, a higher γ results from a higher frequency or probability of contacts

at home, leading to γβ = 0.2 at home (see Supplementary Fig. S5-S6 for the results with

other infection probabilities at home). As our data span only for one week, which is shorter

than the time needed for recovery from COVID-19, we do not include recovery. We also

assume that most infected individuals do not show significant symptoms in a week and the

virus spreads silently. This assumption may be more valid for Omicron, since it may lead to

milder or even no symptoms compared to other COVID-19 variants [6]. Hence, the mobility

behavior of citizens remains un-intervened as they are unaware of the silent transmissions.

This makes our dataset suitable since it recorded the mobility behavior in 2017 without the

influence of the pandemic, and thus our study is unique since most other studies used only

macroscopic datasets during the pandemic.

We first illustrate how our big data of high frequency mobility tracks can lead to simula-

tions of COVID-19 transmission with an extent of completeness and realism not attained in

existing studies. As an example, we show in Fig. 1 two individuals who live far away from

each other but co-visit some locations at the same time in a day such that silent transmis-

sions may occur between them. Their spatial mobility tracks with various visited locations

are shown in Fig. 1A, where both follow a routine schedule like most of us as we can see

from their sequence of visited locations in Fig. 1B. In this specific day, these two individuals

left home in the morning, and then went to work at the same location, so they had two

periods of co-location visits i.e. one in the morning and the other in the afternoon at the

work place. After work, they went to the same venue for a concert, which led to their third

co-location visit in that day. According to our adopted spreading model, if one of them has

been infected with COVID-19 before the day, the other individual would have a probability

of γβ to get infected in each co-location visit in each time window.
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FIG. 2: The spatiotemporal patterns of city-wise COVID-19 infection. (A) The number of new

infections ∆I(t) in the city as a function of time t at a 15-minute interval, given 70 randomly selected

initial spreaders, averaged over 1000 realizations. A significant periodic pattern is observed, which is

caused by the periodic human mobility behavior. Inset: The corresponding fraction of infected

population, i.e. I(t)/N . (B) The distribution of the initial and the final infected population over the

districts, i.e. Id(0)/I(0) and Id(T )/I(T ) respectively; districts are numbered as shown in the map in

(C). (C) The evolution of the daily spatial pattern of the infected population in the city; the number

of infected population in a location is represented by the color of the dot.

Daily periodic transmission dynamics

To reveal details of the transmission dynamics difficult to observe without our high-

frequency empirical mobility tracks, we show in Fig. 2A the number of new infections ∆I(t)

in the city as a function of time t at a 15-minute interval. According to our analyses, most

mobility tracks follow a regular pattern, which are mostly found outside home at different

locations in the daytime and stationary at home in the night-time. In general, individuals are

more likely to have co-location visits with others and get infected when they visit locations
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outside home, and less likely to get infected at home, despite the infection rate at home

is higher. It is because they came into contact with many others outside home, but only

a few family members at home. Therefore, one can observe a significant periodic pattern

in ∆I(t) in Fig. 2A, of which peaks and troughs correspond to daytime and night-time

respectively. Interestingly, small troughs are found in between mornings and afternoons,

which may correspond to individuals going home for lunch or rest at lunch time. All these

results suggest that staying home does help suppressing the silent transmissions of COVID-

19, even for a short time like lunch time.

In the inset of Fig. 2A, we show the fraction of infected population as a function of

time t, i.e. I(t)/N , where I(t) =
∑t

t′=0∆I(t′) is the total number of infections at time t.

Although there are only 70 initial spreaders, almost half of the population in our dataset

become infected after the week, i.e. a city-wise infection. These transmissions may seem

much faster than those in reality; this is because in reality COVID-19 transmissions always

come with a high anti-pandemic awareness, preventive and intervention measures, while

in our simulations we assume silent transmissions without any interventions. Hence, our

results can also serve as a benchmark to demonstrate how COVID-19 spreads given no

anti-pandemic awareness nor interventions. However, the fast transmissions observed in

our simulations are also dependent on our inferred infection probability γ ∗ β, which may

be different from that in reality. Nevertheless, our following major results which compare

infections across age groups and professions, locations and districts, etc. are relative to each

other and less dependent on the pace of transmissions and thus our estimate of γ ∗ β.

We then go on to examine how transmissions occur in different districts of the city.

Such analysis would be difficult even in reality by contact tracing since it is often hard to

determine how an individual gets infected [32], but would be straightforward in our case

by agent-based simulations overlaying a big data of empirical mobility tracks. We first

denote Id(t) as the number of infected individuals at time t who live in district d, with d

denoting one of the 22 districts in the city (see Supplementary Table 1 for the information

of individual districts). We show in Fig. 2B the distribution of the initial and the final

infected population over the districts, i.e. Id(0)/I(0) and Id(T )/I(T ) respectively with T

denoting the ending time of the dataset. As the initial infected individuals are randomly

selected, their presence should be proportional to the population of a district. As we can

see, the final fraction of infected population in a district is not proportional to its initial
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fraction, i.e. Id(T )/I(T ) 6∝ Id(0)/I(0), since the infected individuals move across different

districts in the city. Interestingly, districts with a large share of initial infected population

tend to have an even larger share at last. These districts are mainly regions in the city center

with a high population density, and they are also business centers where citizens from other

districts come to work or gather in the daytime, causing cross infections. Interestingly, the

districts with a small share of initial infected individuals, on the contrary, tend to have an

even smaller share of the final infected population. It is because these districts are mostly

suburban or rural areas, and their residents are less likely to visit city centers and residents

in other areas are also less likely to visit them, which reduces transmissions. In addition,

the small population density in these areas may also reduce COVID-19 transmissions since

residents have less frequent contacts with others. We show in Fig. 2C the evolution of the

spatial pattern of the infected population in the city, which further supports our conjecture

that the infections are highly clustered in the city center or regions with a high population

density. The results suggest that visiting city centers and meeting strangers from other areas

of the city may lead to a high risk of infection.

Profession- and location-dependent transmissions

Based on the nature of the location of base stations, one can identify the nature of the

locations visited by users in their mobility tracks. According to their nature, we classify

locations into 15 location categories such as malls, schools, etc. With this information, we

can infer the profession of individual users (seeMethod for details) and study the relationship

between professions and the transmission of COVID-19.

In Fig. 3A, we show how the number of newly infected individuals with different inferred

professions increases with time t, i.e. ∆Ip(t) with the subscript denoting inferred profession

p. An immediate observation is that the periodic pattern still exists for most professions,

but the number of infected individuals is largely different across professions as they have

a different population size. The top two infected professions are industrial and corporate

workers and freelancers, which are also the two professions with the largest population size.

To better compare the infection dynamics across professions, we show in the inset of Fig. 3A

the fraction ∆Ip(t)/Ip(T ), i.e. the fraction of infected population of profession p who get

infected at time t; this allows us to compare the periodic pattern of new infections across
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FIG. 3: Infected professions and locations. (A) The number of newly infected individuals of

different professions p as a function of time t, i.e. ∆Ip(t). Inset: the fraction of infected population

from profession p who get infected at time t , i.e. ∆Ip(t)/Ip(T ), averaged over 1000 realizations.

Periodic patterns still exist for different professions, but their infected population is largely different.

(B) The number of transmissions in locations of different location category l as a function of time t,

i.e. ∆Il(t). Inset: the fraction of transmissions in location category l which occur at time t, i.e.

∆Il(t)/Il(T ). (C) Upper panel: the distribution of population over professions (orange bars), i.e.

Np/N , which is proportional to the initial distribution of the infected population over professions

Ip(0)/I(0), and the corresponding final infected distribution (green bars), i.e. Ip(T )/I(T ); lower

panel: the fraction of final infected individuals normalized by the population size in each profession,

i.e. Ip(T )/Np. (D) Upper panel: the distribution of locations over location categories, i.e. Ml/M and

the final distribution of transmissions over location categories, i.e. Il(T )/I(T ); lower panel: the

average number of transmissions in a single location of each location category, i.e. Il(T )/Ml.

professions with vastly different population size. One can see that most professions follow

the same periodic infection patterns, except retirees who are more likely to be infected in

the night-time, possibly caused by their family members who come back home after work.

To compare the likelihood of infection by profession, we show in the upper panel of

Fig. 3C the distribution of population over professions (orange bars), i.e. Np/N , which is
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proportional to the initial distribution of the infected population over professions Ip(0)/I(0)

since the initial infected group is randomly selected; we also show the corresponding final

infected distribution (green bars), i.e. Ip(T )/I(T ). In the lower panel, we show the final

fraction of infected individuals normalized by the population size in each profession, i.e.

Ip(T )/Np. As we can see, despite that retirees take up a large fraction of the population as

shown by the orange bars, their final share of infection is small, implying a low infection rate

for them as also shown by the red bars in the lower panel. This is an interesting characteristic

of the pandemic not revealed in previous studies. Nevertheless, here we assume that all the

elderly are living in households with at most 6 family members, and thus transmissions in

elderly homes are not considered which can greatly increase the infection rate for the elderly.

Unlike retirees who are characterized with the smallest infection rate, professions with the

highest infection rate include retailing, catering and hotel management. They are all service

professions who are in contact with many strangers every day, and some of these strangers

may come from other districts leading to long-distance silent transmissions. If these service

providers are infected, they may also act like an infection hub to distribute the virus across

different areas of the city, again through the strangers they.

To further understand the reason behind profession-dependent infections, we show in

Fig. 3B the number of transmissions in locations of different category as a function of time t,

i.e. ∆Il(t) with l denoting the category of location. This is a quantity which can be measured

easily in simulations, but not empirically since transmission are difficult to be identified in

reality. As we can see, on top of the periodic patterns, the largest number of transmissions

occurs in malls and markets, followed by urban residential areas and corporates. The inset of

Fig. 3B shows the fraction of transmissions at locations in category l which occur at time t,

i.e. ∆Il(t)/Il(T ); this again allows us to compare the periodic patterns of new transmissions

across location categories with vastly different number of transmissions. One can now see

an obvious peak for “entertainment premises” in the last day of the simulations, which came

from a massive gathering in an evening concert (see Fig. 1 for the mobility tracks of two

individuals who attended the concert). This shows that large gathering events do pose a

high risk of large-scale transmissions.

In Fig. 3D, we show in the upper panel the distribution of locations over different cate-

gories, i.e. Ml/M , where Ml corresponds to the number locations which belong to category l;

the final distribution of transmissions over location categories, i.e. Il(T )/I(T ), is also shown.
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In the lower panel, we show the average number of transmissions in a single location of each

location category, i.e. Il(T )/Ml . The results suggest that the risk to be infected is highest

in malls and markets, hotels and transportation hubs, but lowest in villages and urban res-

idential areas, in consistent with our above findings on profession-dependent transmissions

as well as our expectation that locations where people gather are likely for transmission of

COVID-19. In this case, stricter intervention measures can be imposed in locations of the

high-risk location categories.

Other than profession-related locations, everyone goes home and stay probably a long time

there in a day, it is therefore important to examine how often transmissions occur at home.

We remark that we do not associate home to any of the location categories, since we define

home as the location an individual stayed the longest time over-night instead of based on the

nature of the location (see Method for details). In Fig. 4A, we compare how the number of

transmissions inside and outside home increases with time t. As we can see, transmissions

occur more frequently outside than at home. The inset of Fig. 4A shows the fraction of

transmissions inside and outside home which occur at time t, i.e. ∆I(t|home)/I(T |home)

and ∆I(t|outside)/I(T |outside) respectively. This again enables us to compare the periodic

patterns in spite of the difference in their total number of transmissions. As we can see, both

fractions show a periodic pattern but are roughly out of phase, i.e. the peaks of transmissions

at home are found roughly in the night-time which are also the minima for transmissions

outside.

The dependence of infection on age groups

Based on the locations individuals visited, their inferred professions and the demographic

data from the 7th official Census of Shijiazhuang, we can further infer and classify individual

users into three age groups, namely (1) under 15, (2) 15 to 60, and (3) above 60 (see

Method for details). We then go on to investigate how transmissions occur within and

across age groups. In particular, both hospitalization and fatality by COVID-19 increase

with age, leading to immense pressure on the public healthcare systems, and it is worthwhile

to examine how transmissions to the senior population can be suppressed.

In Fig. 4B, we show how the number of newly infected individuals increases with time t

in different age groups, i.e. ∆Ia(t) with a denoting the age group. As the largest fraction of
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FIG. 4: Transmissions inside and outside home and their dependence on age. (A) The number

of new transmissions inside and outside home as a function of time t, averaged over 1000 realizations.

Inset: the fraction of transmissions inside and outside home normalized by the total number of

transmissions as a function of time t, i.e. ∆I(t|home)/I(T |home) and ∆I(t|outside)/I(T |outside)

respectively. (B) The number of new infected individuals as a function of time t in different age

groups, i.e. ∆Ia(t). Inset: the fraction of infections in different age groups which occur at time t, i.e.

∆Ia(t)/Ia(T ). (C) The distribution of initial and final infected population across different age groups,

i.e. Ia(0)/I(0) and Ia(T )/I(T ) as orange and green bars respectively, and the fraction of individuals

infected at home in different age groups, i.e. Ia(T |home)/Ia(T ) (red bars). (D) The fraction of

population infected inside and outside their home according to their professions, i.e.

Ip(T |home)/Ip(T ) and Ip(T |outside)/Ip(T ) respectively.

the population falls in the second group with age between 15 and 60, it has the largest share

of infected population. We further show in the inset of Fig. 4B the fraction of new infections
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in different age groups which occur at time t, i.e. ∆Ia(t)/Ia(T ). As we can see, senior

population with age above 60 evolves differently from those in the other two age groups.

Specifically, the senior age group tends to have a higher probability to be infected during

the weekend, i.e. the 6th and the 7th day in our dataset, possibly because their younger

infected family members stay at home for a long time or they go out with their family

members during the weekend. Fig. 4C further shows the distribution of initial and final

infected population across different age groups, i.e. Ia(0)/I(0) and Ia(T )/I(T ) respectively,

which suggests that in general the senior population is less likely to be infected due to their

smaller mobility. The red bars of Fig. 4C also show the fraction of individuals infected at

home in different age groups, i.e. Ia(T |home)/Ia(T ). One can see that the senior population

are much more likely to be infected at home than younger people.

The above results suggest some specific ways for the senior population to get infected, and

are further supported by our profession-dependent analyses. We show in Fig. 4D the fraction

of population infected inside and outside their home according to their professions, i.e.

Ip(T |home)/Ip(T ) and Ip(T |outside)/Ip(T ) respectively. Since retirees are mainly composed

of the senior population, they are the only group who are more likely to be infected at home

than outside. As COVID-19 impacts the senior population more severely, to reduce death

toll, our results suggest that it is important to avoid the senior population to get infected

at home, for instance, to impose prevention measures at home such as wearing masks or to

reduce the frequency of high-risk family members visiting or staying with them during the

pandemic [5].

Profession-specific and location-specific source of infection

Finally we study how the final state of infection in the city depends on the initial group

of infected [35]. Intuitively, the final state depends significantly on the professions and loca-

tions of the initial infected group. The radar maps in Fig. 5A and 5B show the total number

of the infected population over professions until the 3rd and the 7th day of the simulations

respectively, i.e. Ip(3
rd day) and Ip(7

th day), given that each of the initial infected group

falls completely in four different professions (see Supplementary Fig. S7 for the results with

the initial infected group in other professions). These results suggest that the distribution

of infected professions on the 3rd day can be substantially different, depending on the ini-
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FIG. 5: Effect of initial spreaders. The number of the infected population over professions until (A)

the 3rd and (B) the 7th day of the simulations respectively, i.e. Ip(3
rd day) and Ip(7

th day), given

that each of the initial infected group falls completely in four different professions. Similar

investigation on (C) Il(3
rd day) and (D) Il(7

th day) for location categories, given that the initial

infection starts at locations in four different location categories.

tially infected profession. For instance, retailing is the most infected profession given that

retailers are initially infected, but less affected if the initial infected group comes from other

professions. On the other hand, one can see from Fig. 5B that the final distributions of

the infected population initiated by different infected groups look similar, suggesting that

the distributions of the infected individuals over professions become more independent of

the initial infected groups as time evolves. These results imply that the professions of the

initial infected population may have a short-term impact on the distribution of the infected

population, but this impact reduces as the pandemic evolves, and ultimately the final state

of infection may become independent of the sources.

Similar results can be seen in Fig. 5C and 5D when we investigate the total number

of transmissions over location categories until the 3rd and the 7th day of the simulations

respectively, i.e. Il(3
rd day) and Il(7

th day), given that initial infection starts at locations
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in four different location categories (see Supplementary Fig. S8 for the results where initial

infection starts at other location categories). The results suggest that in the first few days,

tracing the sources of infection is important as it affects the professions and locations which

are shortly infected. However, in the later stage, source tracing is no longer important as

the final infection state becomes independent of the sources.

Finally, we show in the Supplementary Fig. S9 the simulation results where transmis-

sions through both contact and environment are considered. In this case, we first randomly

select 70 individuals as the initial infected group and they spread COVID-19 via co-location

contacts as in our previous simulations. We then consider four location categories for envi-

ronmental transmissions, i.e. an individual who visits locations in these four categories would

have a probability 0.002 to be infected on top of the probability via co-location contacts with

infected individuals. In other words, visits to these locations may result in infections even

if no infected individual is present in these locations in the same time window. As we can

see from Supplementary Fig. S9, the results of transmissions are qualitatively similar to

those in Fig. 5C and 5D, where one can see a high heterogeneity of infections at the early

stage when the environmental spreading occurs at different location categories, but then the

states of infection become similar at the later stage.

DISCUSSION

Since more countries decided to coexist with COVID-19, it becomes essential to under-

stand the consequence of such coexistence strategy. From the perspective of China where

most population has not been infected and most infections are silent due to the Omicron

variant, a comprehensive understanding of the risk of coexisting with COVID-19 is particu-

larly important. In particular, vaccination rate increases in every country but it may make

silent transmissions more prominent [8]. Our study served as a first example to simulate

the silent transmission of COVID-19 across a community using a big data of more than

0.7 million empirical human mobility tracks without any intervention measures for a week.

There were previous studies on COVID-19 transmission using similar agent-based simula-

tions, but they lack the empirical mobility data and have to either generate the mobility

patterns of individual agents by models [17, 18], or construct virtual mobility tracks using

segmented pieces of real data [20]. Details including the daily routine of agents, how they



18

co-visit various locations with other agents, how much time they spend in each location,

how their mobility patterns depend on their age and professions, etc., are all crucial factors

affecting the transmission of COVID-19, but are only modeled or constructed in previous

studies, which may lead to a large discrepancy from real mobility patterns and thus a large

discrepancy in the results and insights generated. Our study thus represents a call for the

use of empirical big data for revealing the realistic transmission dynamics of COVID-19.

With the big data of empirical mobility tracks, we can reveal details for silent transmis-

sions of COVID-19 not observed in previous studies. For instance, our high frequency data

record the location of individual users up to every second, such that we can show the num-

ber of new infections at a 15-minute interval; this leads us to a daily periodic transmission

pattern, which peaks in the mornings and the afternoons as expected since individuals are

most active at these times, but an interesting minima in between when some of them go

home for lunch or rest. In addition, we also observe less transmissions overnight, suggesting

staying home does mitigate COVID-19 transmissions. If individual mobility patterns are

generated by models instead of obtained from empirical data, the results would be largely

sensitive to model formulation and we are not sure whether such interesting results are sim-

ply model artefacts or real phenomenon. This again suggests that agent-based simulation

using empirical big data can reveal realistic transmission dynamics and thus useful insights

that help in our battle against COVID-19.

Indeed, the largest advantage brought by our big data of mobility tracks is not limited

to the high frequency macroscopic trends, but the very details such as how transmissions

depend on age, profession, and location. They are obviously crucial factors influencing

transmissions, but to reveal their relationship with transmissions one need to model how

mobility depends on them which are difficult and are yet to be examined in previous studies.

In our case, with the empirical data of mobility tracks, we can reveal the dependence of

transmission mechanism on age, profession and location relatively easily by inferring the

characteristics of individuals and locations. This again gives us useful insights such as the

professions and the nature of locations at which transmissions are more likely to occur,

or the common ways senior citizens get infected, which are hidden mechanisms difficult

to be revealed even in reality. In particular, we found that retailing, catering and hotel

management are the professions prone to COVID-19 infection, while retirees and elderly are

less likely to be infected due to their limited mobility. As for the nature of locations, the
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TABLE I: The average, median, 25th and 15th percentile of daily total traveling distance and the

radius of gyration estimated from the mobility tracks of all users.

Average Median 25th percentile 15th percentile

Daily total traveling distance (meters) 17485 10331 2829 791

Radius of gyration (meters) 2435 1423 497 213

largest number of transmissions occurs in malls and markets, followed by urban residential

areas and corporates. Moreover, staying home does help suppressing COVID-19, even for a

short time and with a larger infection rate at home.

A follow-up study with a great potential to fully utilize our big data of mobility tracks is

to reveal the effectiveness of different non-pharmaceutical measures in suppressing COVID-

19. Early studies which investigate aggregated data such as travel statistics have already

shown correlations between the implementation of non-pharmaceutical measures, such as

travel control, with the reported number of COVID-19 infections, but comprehensive indi-

vidual mobility patterns are not studied [23, 24]. Large-scale agent-based simulations are

also used for this purpose, but as we have mentioned before, agents’ mobility tracks in these

studies are generated by models [17, 18]. We expect that with the big data of mobility

tracks, one can investigate intervention measures such as lockdown, isolation, contact trac-

ing, quarantine, travel control, etc. Nevertheless, there are also shortcomings of studying

intervention measures with real mobility tracks as they are real data at a time without the

pandemic and models are required if we would like to simulate individual mobility subject

to these measures. However, the extent of modeling in this case would be less than those

without empirical data.

COVID-19 has impacted every aspect of our daily life since early 2020 [1], and its char-

acteristics make it prone to silent transmissions and thus difficult to be identified in the

community before some infected individuals show up with obvious symptoms. There is no

easy way to reveal how the virus is transmitted throughout the community, and we believe

that our approach of large-scale agent-based simulations overlaying a big data of individ-

ual mobility tracks is a promising one with a sufficient extent of completeness and realism

not attained in existing studies. We hope that the insights generated in our study would

contribute to our battle against COVID-19.
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TABLE II: The statistics of the number of members per household in Shijiazhuang based on the 7th

Census in 2022.

Number of household members Percentage

1 0.1243

2 0.2716

3 0.2316

4 0.1902

5 0.097

6 0.0943

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Dataset of mobility tracks. Our original data is composed of 7-day 4G communication

records between base stations and mobile phones served by one of the three major service

providers between 22nd and 28th May 2017, from close to 3 million users out of a total

population of 11 millions in Shijiazhuang, a city in northern China. There are over 11500

base stations throughout the city, and the position of an individual is recorded as the location

of the nearest base station as long as his/her mobile phones communicate with the base

stations in 4G. As some phone applications constantly exchange data with back-end servers,

the position of individuals can be recorded up to a high frequency of every second. We

then divide each single day into 96 time windows, each with a duration of 15 minutes, and

consider a user stops in a location if he/she stays there continuously or discontinuously for

10 minutes or more within the 15-minute time window. Otherwise, if the user does not stay

in the same location for more than 10 minutes within a time window, we identify the data

point as “moving”.

To identify those active users with a valid mobility track, we require the following char-

acteristics to be present in each mobility track: (1) a location of home (see below for the

inference of home position); (2) records of mobility in all 7 days; (3) a location outside

home recorded in at least one time window per day; (4) at most 30 “moving” time windows

among all the 96 time windows per day; (5) less than 24 time windows at home among the

60 time windows per day during the daytime which we define as the period between 6am to
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9pm. Finally, 702,477 mobility tracks satisfy the above requirements and were used in our

simulations.

Inference of users’ home, workplace and profession. To analyze how the virus

transmits inside and outside home, we define the home location of each individual to be

the location he/she stayed the longest time between 8pm to 7am the next morning during

weekdays, and with at least 6 hours of stay. Since 4G communications from mobile phones

sometimes switch between nearby base stations even if the phones are stationary, we substi-

tute the overnight locations of a user which were within 250m from his/her inferred home

location by his/her inferred home location, following the definition in [37]. Similarly, we

define the workplace for each individual to be the location he/she stayed the longest time

between 7am to 8pm on the same day during weekdays, and with at least 3 hours of stay.

Based on the workplace, we can first group users into 13 profession categories which in-

clude catering staff, village workers, university staff, transportation staff, hotel staff, urban

residential workers, industrial and corporate workers, retailers, suburban workers, enter-

tainment staff, medical practitioners, school students and civil servants. We remark that

urban residential workers, suburban workers and village workers include individuals whose

workplace locations are identified in urban residential areas, suburban areas and villages

respectively, but the exact nature of the location is not known. On the other hand, enter-

tainment staff include providers of entertainment and accessory services such as karaoke,

hair salon, public bathrooms, car maintenance, etc. Users whose workplace cannot be iden-

tified using the above criteria are first considered as “freelancers”. Some of the freelancers

are then considered as retirees as we will describe below. We also remark that although

our inference of users’ home, workplace, profession and age group may not be perfect, such

inference from real data would still lead to much more realistic simulations compared to

agent-based simulation studies of which the properties of individual agents are all modeled.

Inference of users’ age. Based on the 7th official Census of Shijiazhuang in 2022, we

group users into three age groups, namely (1) under 15, (2) 15 to 60, and (3) above 60. To

infer the age group of individual users based on their mobility tracks, we first classify users

with profession “school students” as under 15. On the other hand, to identify elderly users,

we calculate the daily total traveling distance and the radius of gyration for all recorded

users as shown in Table I, and for those “freelancers” with both of these measures ranked

in the bottom 15% percentile, they are re-classified as “retirees” and are included in the age
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group with age above 60. Finally, the population in the three age groups in each district is

consistent to the statistics given by the 7th Census of Shijiazhuang.

Modeling household members. Since our dataset only includes the mobility patterns

of individual users without other information, to analyze transmissions at home, we have

to select the household members of individual users. From the 7th Census of Shijiazhuang

in 2022, we obtain the statistics on the number of members in a household as shown in

Table II. We then randomly group individual users with the same inferred home location in

households according to these statistics, with only one requirement that individuals under

15 cannot form a household by themselves.
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Switchover phenomenon induced by epidemic seeding on geometric networks. Proceedings of

the National Academy of Sciences, 118(41):e2112607118, 2021.

[36] Juliette Paireau, Alessio Andronico, Nathanaël Hozé, Maylis Layan, Pascal Crepey, Alix Rou-
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28

Marta C. Unravelling daily human mobility motifs. Journal of The Royal Society Interface,

10(84):20130246, 2013.

[39] Chaoming Song, Zehui Qu, Nicholas Blumm, Albert-László Barabási. Limits of predictability
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Supplementary Information

A high-frequency mobility big-data reveals how COVID-19 spread across

professions, locations and age groups

Chen Zhao, Jialu Zhang, Xiaoyue Hou, Chi Ho Yeung, An Zeng

SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE, BASIC DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS OF THE

DATASET

We summarize in this section the basic descriptive statistics of the dataset. We show in

Fig. S1A the distribution of travelling distance in the data. Fig. S1B shows the distribution

of the radius of gyration of users in the data. Similar to what has been found in the litera-

ture [? ], both distributions follow a truncated power-law, indicating that most individuals

move in a small area while a small number of individuals tend to travel a long distance.

In Fig. S1C, we show the distribution of resident population of locations (corresponding

to the area each cell-tower covers). The distribution follows a power-law form, suggesting

that most locations are visited by few people while a few locations are very crowded. In Fig.

S1D, we show the distribution of population in different professions. The three professions

with the most population are industrial and corporate workers, freelancers, retirees.
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Supplementary Figure S1. The basic statistics of the data. (a) The distribution of travelling

distance in the data. (b) The distribution of the radius of gyration of users in the data. (c) The

distribution of resident population of locations (corresponding to the area each cell-tower covers).

(d) The distribution of population in different professions.
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Supplementary Figure S2. The effect of the number of initial spreaders on the prevalence of

the virus. Here, we set only 1 initial spreader, in contrast to the 70 initial spreaders in the main

text of the paper. In order to avoid the spreading quickly dies out, we use a relatively larger

infection rate as 0.005 (i.e. 2.5 times larger than the infection rate used in the paper). The rest of

the parameters are the same as those used in the paper. (A) Given 1 initial spreader randomly

located in the city, the evolution of the size of the infected population per quarter in the city.

The inset shows the accumulated infected population in different days. (B) The evolution of the

number of infected individuals (per quarter) in different age groups. Inset shows the evolution of

the fraction of infected individuals (per quarter) in different age groups. (C) The evolution of the

number of infected individuals (per quarter) of different professions in the city. The inset is the

evolution of the fraction of infected individuals in different professions. (D) The evolution of the

number of infected individuals in different location categories. The inset is the evolution of the

fraction of infected individuals in different location categories.
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Supplementary Figure S3. The effect of a smaller infection rate on the prevalence of the

virus. Here, the infection rate outside is 0.001 and the home infection rate is still 100 times

larger, i.e. 0.1. The rest of the parameters are the same as those used in the paper. (A) Given 70

initial spreaders randomly located in the city, the evolution of the number of infected population

per quarter in the city. The inset shows the accumulated infected population in different days.

(B) The evolution of the number of infected people (per quarter) of different ages. Inset shows

the evolution of the fraction of infected people (per quarter) of different ages. (C) The evolution

of the number of infected people (per quarter) of different professions in the city. The inset is the

evolution of the fraction of infected people of different professions. (D) The evolution of the

number of infected people in different types of locations. The inset is the evolution of the fraction

of infected people in different types of locations.
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Supplementary Figure S4. The effect of a longer incubation period on the prevalence of the

virus (an infected individual cannot infect others during the incubation period). Here, the

incubation period is set as 2.7 days, smaller than the value 1.7 used in the main text of the paper.

The rest parameters are the same as those used in the paper. (A) Given 70 initial spreaders

randomly located in the city, the evolution of the number of infected population per quarter in

the city. The inset shows the accumulated infected population in different days. (B) The

evolution of the number of infected people (per quarter) of different ages. Inset shows the

evolution of the fraction of infected people (per quarter) of different ages. (C) The evolution of

the number of infected people (per quarter) of different professions in the city. The inset is the

evolution of the fraction of infected people of different professions. (D) The evolution of the

number of infected people in different types of locations. The inset is the evolution of the fraction

of infected people in different types of locations.
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Supplementary Figure S5. The role of home infection rate on the prevalence of the virus. In

this figure, we reduce the home infection rate to β = 0.002 which is the same as the infection rate

outside. The rest parameters are the same as those used in the paper. (A) Given 70 initial

spreaders randomly located in the city, the evolution of the number of infected population per

quarter in the city. A significant periodic infection cycle can be observed, which is caused by the

periodic human mobility patterns. The inset shows the accumulated infected population, i.e.

∆I(t), in different days. (B) The initial and the final distribution of initial individuals in different

districts of the city. The districts are shown in the map in Fig. 2 in the main text of the paper.

(C) The evolution of the number of infected people (per quarter) of different professions in the

city. The inset is the evolution of the fraction of infected people of different professions. (D) The

evolution of the number of infected people in different types of locations. The inset is the

evolution of the fraction of infected people in different types of locations.
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Supplementary Figure S6. The role of home infection rate on the prevalence of virus. In this

figure, we reduce the home infection rate to β = 0.002 which is the same as the infection rate

outside. The rest of the parameters are the same as those used in the paper. (A) The evolution of

the number of individuals (per quarter) infected at home and the number of individuals (per

quarter) infected outside. The inset shows the evolution of the fraction of infected individuals

who are infected at home and outside, respectively. (B) The evolution of the number of infected

individuals (per quarter) in different age groups. Inset shows the evolution of the fraction of

infected individuals (per quarter) in different age groups.
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Supplementary Figure S7. We simulate the spreading results given that the infection starts at

individuals of different professions, respectively. 70 initial spreaders are randomly selected from

the population of a given profession. The spreading is continued with the intimate contact

mechanism for 7 days. All parameters are the same as those used in the paper. The professions

are (A) Entertainment staff, (B) Medical practitioner, (C) Retailer, (D) Transportation staff, (E)

Hotel staff, (F) Industrial and Corporate Workers, (G) University staff, (H) School student, (I)

Civil servant, (J) Catering staff, (K) Freelancer, (L) Retired, (M) Resident, (N) Rural resident,

(O) Village resident. In all cases, the significant periodic infection cycle can be observed.

However, the spreading initialized from different professions exhibits significant heterogeneity.
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Supplementary Figure S8. We simulate the spreading results given that the infection starts at

locations in different location categories, respectively. The initial spreaders are generated by the

environmental infection. Assuming each individual would get infected with an infection rate

0.002 when visiting the designated location, the environmental infection is terminated when the

number of initial spreaders reach 70. The spreading is continued with the intimate contact

mechanism for 7 days. All parameters are the same as those used in the paper. The locations

designated for environmental infection are (A) Entertainment premises, (B) Hospital, (C)

Market, (D) Transportation hub, (E) Hotel, (F) Corporate, (G) University, (H) School, (I)

Government premises, (J) Industrial area, (K) Life Services, (L) Restaurant, (M) Urban

Residential area, (N) Suburban area. (O) Village. In all cases, the significant periodic infection

cycle can be observed. However, the spreading initialized from different locations exhibits

significant heterogeneity. In particular, the spreading evolution initialized from suburban areas or

villages is different from that started in other locations, possibly due to the different human

mobility patterns in urban and suburban area [? ].
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Supplementary Figure S9. The simulation results where transmissions through both contact

and environment are considered. In this case, we first randomly select 70 individuals as the initial

infected group. We then consider four different types of locations for environmental spreading,

respectively. If a location is a source of environmental spreading, any individual who visits it

would have a probability 0.002 to be infected. We consider respectively four different types of

locations as the source, namely entertainment, hospital, market and transportation hub. For the

location category “entertainment premises¡¯¡¯, we select 12 major locations labeled by this

location category. For transportation type of locations, we select 20 major locations marked by

this location category (mostly train stations, bus stations and airports). For hospital type of

locations, we select 31 major locations labeled by this location category (mostly hospitals and

institutions of disease control. For location category “markets¡¯¡¯, we select 17 major locations

marked by this location catergory (mostly supermarkets). (A) The radar map showing the

distribution of infection across professions until the third day and the last day. (B) The radar

map showing the distribution of infected locations until the third day and the last day. (C-F)

The evolution of the number of infected population of different professions per quarter in the city.

(G-J) The evolution of the number of infected population in different locations per quarter in the

city.
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SUPPLEMENTARY TABLES

TABLE III: The population in different districts of Shijiazhuang city, together with the percentage of

population in different age groups in each district.

District Name Population Age∈ [0, 14] Age∈ [15, 60] Age beyond 60

R Shijiazhuang (whole city) 10,640,458 19.5% 62.5% 18.0%

R1 Yuhua district 771,255 17.1% 69.1% 13.8%

R2 Qiaoxi district 979,646 15.9% 68.6% 15.5%

R3 Changan district 1,059,572 17.6% 67.2% 15.2%

R4 Xinhua district 802,057 17.0% 68.0% 15.0%

R5 Gaocheng district 741,068 21.0% 59.5% 19.5%

R6 Zhengding district 549,321 19.9% 62.3% 17.8%

R7 Xinji district 594,628 16.1% 57.8% 26.1%

R8 Luquan district 588,279 19.4% 63.6% 17.0%

R9 Jinzhou district 507,959 20.5% 57.2% 22.3%

R10 Ruancheng district 378,689 19.9% 63.2% 16.9%

R11 Xinle district 478,529 22.5% 60.4% 17.1%

R12 Wuji district 451,377 21.4% 57.6% 21.0%

R13 Pinshan district 423,333 21.1% 56.5% 22.4%

R14 Zhao district 505,366 21.5% 57.9% 20.6%

R15 Yuanshi district 392,710 21.0% 60.0% 19.0%

R16 Xingtang district 376,627 22.3% 56.1% 21.6%

R17 Lingshou district 309,121 20.3% 59.2% 20.5%

R18 Zanhuang district 242,549 27.0% 54.7% 18.3%

R19 Jingxing district 250,989 16.7% 57.7% 25.6%

R20 Shenzhe district 215,806 18.4% 55.9% 25.7%

R21 Gaoyi district 178,368 23.4% 55.8% 20.8%

R22 Jingxingkuang district 77,015 15.8% 61.0% 23.2%
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TABLE IV: The distribution of family size. The data is the basis for grouping individuals into families

which are further used for the home infection in the spreading model.

Family member 1 2 3 4 5 6

ratio 12% 27% 21% 20% 10% 9%
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