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Abstract

Agent-based model (ABM) has been widely used to study infectious disease transmission by
simulating behaviors and interactions of autonomous individuals called agents. In the ABM, agent
states, for example infected or susceptible, are assigned according to a set of simple rules, and a
complex dynamics of disease transmission is described by the collective states of agents over time.
Despite the flexibility in real-world modeling, ABMs have received less attention by statisticians
because of the intractable likelihood functions which lead to difficulty in estimating parameters
and quantifying uncertainty around model outputs. To overcome this limitation, we propose to
treat the entire system as a Hidden Markov Model and develop the ABM for infectious disease
transmission within the Bayesian framework. The hidden states in the model are represented by
individual agent’s states over time. We estimate the hidden states and the parameters associated
with the model by applying particle Markov Chain Monte Carlo algorithm. Performance of the
approach for parameter recovery and prediction along with sensitivity to prior assumptions are
evaluated under various simulation conditions. Finally, we apply the proposed approach to the
study of COVID-19 outbreak on Diamond Princess cruise ship and examine the differences in
transmission by key demographic characteristics, while considering different network structures
and the limitations of COVID-19 testing in the cruise. Agent-based model; Particle filter; Bayesian
inference; Hidden Markov Model; Compartmental model.

1 Introduction

Agent-based model (ABM) is a simulation based modeling technique that aims to describe complex
dynamic processes, such as the spread of infectious disease. ABM provides considerable flexibility
by explaining the complex dynamic process using simple rules that incorporate characteristics of in-
dividual entities, called agents, and their interactions. Thus, mechanisms which are often difficult
or impossible to model directly at the population level can be incorporated at the smaller scale into
the development of ABM [Hooten and Wikle, 2010, Grimm and Railsback, 2013]. ABM can capture
emergent phenomena resulting from the interactions of agents, and can be used to simulate coun-
terfactual outcomes in hypothetical experiments which are impossible or unethical to conduct in the
real world. Due to these benefits, ABM has been successfully applied in many fields, including epi-
demiology [Perez and Dragicevic, 2009, Hooten et al., 2020], sociology [Romano et al., 2009, Snijders,
1996], business [Rand and Rust, 2011, Crowder et al., 2012], and social sciences [Yang and Zhou, 2022,
Aschwanden et al., 2012].

Despite the flexibility in real-world modelling, ABMs have received less attention in statistical
literature because simulation-based models, such as ABMs, often lack tractable likelihood functions
[Banks and Hooten, 2021]. Due to the intractable likelihood functions, it is difficult to estimate the
parameters needed to define the behaviors of an agent and to quantify the uncertainty associated with
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model predictions. Consequently, the parameters in ABM are typically derived from other studies.
Alternatively, the parameter estimation is available by using methods to approximate intractable
likelihood. As public health agencies typically report aggregate data at population level rather than at
individual level to protect individuals’ privacy, the approximation of likelihood is implemented based
on aggregate data. Consider an example of COVID-19 outbreak on Diamond Princess cruise ship
[Wikipedia contributors, 2022, Moriarty et al., 2020]. Although passengers became infected through
close contact and developed symptoms at different transmission rates, only cumulative confirmed cases
were reported on a daily basis rather than individual infection status over time.

Few studies have investigated approximation of intractable likelihood in the context of ABM.
First, the approximated Bayesian computation (ABC) can be considered, where the parameters are
estimated by running several simulations for each grid in the parameter space, and then the discrep-
ancies between simulated data and observed data are measured with appropriate metric and tolerance
level [Heard et al., 2014, Heard, 2014]. ABC method, however, can be problematic because of the
difficulty in determining the metric, tolerance, and summary statistics to decide whether the simu-
lated data is sufficiently close to the observed data. Alternatively, an emulator, which depends on the
experimental results from ABM, has been used in place of the ABM and parameters are tuned in order
to calibrate to the ABM [Banks and Hooten, 2021]. The use of emulators was examined for the spread
of infectious disease such as H1N1, HIV, and COVID-19 by Farah et al. [2014], Hooten et al. [2020]
and Heard [2014]. Despite the computational efficiency of the emulator compared to ABC approach,
emulators can introduce additional uncertainty by adopting surrogate models and are commonly used
only for continuous-valued responses[Hooten et al., 2020].

Alternatively, the Hidden Markov Model (HMM) for the ABM can be developed to estimate
parameters and uncertainty around predicted outcomes using Bayesian modeling approaches. In the
HMM representation of an ABM, individual agent states, for example presence or absence of infection,
are assumed to be hidden (unobserved) states that evolve over time. In many applications of ABM,
while the underlying dynamics are individual based, observed data consist of aggregate output, such
as the sum of total infected agents. As a result, the HMM represents our best understanding of
ABM dynamics where the individual agent’s states are treated as hidden and estimated using filtering
approaches such as particle filter (PF). The approximated hidden states from PF will then allow us
to estimate parameters in the model using Bayesian or maximum likelihood methods. The HMM
approach aims to compute the posterior distributions of the agent states in a Markov process and
then calculate the likelihood.

In recent years, applications of PF and its extensions have been investigated in the context of
ABMs for disease transmission. For example, Kreuger and Osgood [2015] applied the PF to ABM
for neighborhood-based infection for examining the effect of neighborhood types on the number of
infections. This application, however, did not consider parameter estimation and only focused on
updating the hidden states assuming known parameters. Alternatively, Ju et al. [2021] proposed a
modified PF for ABM to estimate parameters associated with the behavior of the agents. In the
proposed modified PF, all future observations are considered when proposing possible agent states, as
opposed to just the current observation considered in previous versions of the PF. While, consideration
of all future observations is helpful for the estimation of likelihood, it can also be computationally
challenging, especially when dealing with a large number of agents in real-world data analysis. Further,
while non-identifiability and multi-modality of parameters are common issues seen in HMM approach
for ABM [Hooten et al., 2020], these issues have not been investigated in the applications of PF and
its extensions to HMM for ABM.

In this paper, we conduct an extensive simulation study to explore operating characteristics of
the HMM approach for ABM, including parameter estimation and sensitivity to assumptions on
prior distribution. To alleviate the computational burden of inference in PF for ABM, we use boot-
strap particle filter (BPF) which has efficient computation cost for particle sampling and focus on
improving parameter estimation. We use the combination of PF and Markov chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) to estimate parameters given the observed data within Bayesian framework. Moreover,
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we apply HMM approach to the study of COVID-19 outbreak on Diamond Princess cruise ship and
examine the age-dependent effects on transmission considering different network structures and the
limitations of COVID-19 testing. Code for implementing our approach is available on GitHub at
https://github.com/Seungha-Um/agentSIS

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. After briefly reviewing the ABM for disease transmis-
sion modelling in section 2, we introduce HMM approach for ABM along with details on PF in section
3. Section 4 includes results of our approach on simulated data under various simulation setting. In
Section 5, we demonstrate the application to the COVID-19 data on Diamond Princess cruise. Section
6 concludes with a discussion.

2 Statistical Agent-based SIS model

In this section, we review a compartmental model for disease transmission and introduce ABM to
allow interaction between the agents and unique disease transition rates for each agent. Further, we
describe HMM approach for agent-based compartment model.

2.1 Compartmental SIS model

Susceptible-infected-susceptible (SIS) model is a classical framework for modeling the spread of in-
fectious diseases which do not confer any long-lasting immunity. The SIS model divides a population
into two states or compartments: susceptible (S) and infected (I). In the SIS model, the disease is
transmitted from an infected agent to a susceptible agent with probability proportional to an infected
rate λ which is interpreted as the average number of contacts per person per time. Also, an infected
subject recovers with probability proportional to a recovery rate γ where 1/γ is interpreted as the
typical time from infection to recovery. Each subject is considered to be in one compartment at a
given time. The classical SIS model to represent the dynamics of total number of susceptible and
infected individuals over time can be expressed as

St+1 = St − λ
St

N
It + γIt

It+1 = It + λ
St

N
It − γIt

(1)

where St and It are the number of susceptible and infectious individuals for discrete time points
t = 1, · · · , T , respectively. A closed population of size N is considered such that N = St + It for all
t. The reproduction number, R0 = λ/γ, which is interpreted as the expected number of secondary
infections from a single infection in a population where all subjects are susceptible, is an important
indicator used to assess whether an epidemic is growing, shrinking or remaining stable and to examine
the effectiveness of interventions.

The SIS model is a top-down approach where behavioral characteristics of populations are charac-
terized by aggregates of individuals. Although it enables the study of large-scale processes involving
homogeneous individuals, the assumptions are too strong; populations are completely mixed and all
agents have equal infection and recovery rates. To capture the unique rates of each agent allowing
interaction between the agents, the ABM can be considered for modeling disease transmission from a
bottom-up approach.

2.2 Statistical agent-based SIS Model

In the agent-based SIS model, the agent state evolves continuously over time as agents become infected
or recover. Let Xt = (X1

t , . . . , X
N
t ) ∈ {0, 1}N denote a vector representing states of N agents at time

t and Xn
t is the state of an individual agent n at t, which takes the value 0 or 1, corresponding to

whether the agent is susceptible or infected. Define λn and γn as infection rate and recovery rate
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Figure 1: Graphical illustration of agent-based SIS model for T = 3 and n = 3. Each agent has
8 neighbors denoted by {Nm

n }m∈(1,8). The agent-based dynamics of disease transmission, which are
depicted by shaded boxes, are unobserved (hidden). The aggregate data (y1, y2, y3) are observed.

respectively for n = 1, · · · , N , which are unique to each agent and y0:T = {y0, · · · , yT } as the observed
(reported) disease prevalence counts at discrete time points t = 1, · · · , T . The total number of actual
infected agents at time t is denoted as It which is often unobserved and ρ is the detection probability
of the true prevalence.

Figure 1 illustrates the graphical representation for agent-based SIS model for three time points
with three agents. The agent-based dynamics of disease transmission, which are depicted by shaded
boxes, are unobserved (hidden), whereas the aggregate data (y1, y2, y3) are observed. At t = 1, the
initial agent states X1 = (X1

1 , X
1
2 , X

1
3 ) are determined as infected or susceptible according to the

corresponding initial infection rate αn
0 . Each agent has 8 neighbors denoted by Nm

n for m = 1, . . . , 8
and the susceptible agent is more likely to become infected when exposed to a large number of infected
neighbors. For time t = 2 and t = 3, a susceptible agent n becomes infected with a probability of
infection rate λn adjusted for the number of infected neighbors, whereas the infected agent n becomes
susceptible with a probability of recovery rate γn.

While the underlying dynamics of the disease transmission are governed by agent states Xt, these
states are not observed directly. Accordingly, it is suitable to treat the unobserved agent states
as hidden states and the observations as reported infection numbers rather than actual infection
numbers, which connected to the HMM approach. To describe HMM approach for the agent-based SIS
model, shown in Figure 1, we adopt a agent-based SIS model proposed by Ju et al. [2021] where each
individual or group of individuals can have different infection and recovery rates based on individual
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attributes. The observed prevalence yt can be modeled as a binomial distribution;

yt|It, ρ ∼ Binomial(It, ρ) (2)

where the detection probability ρ accounts for the under-reported prevalence; actual case numbers
appear vague because of limitations to diagnostic tests, asymptomatic patients and reporting delays
in infectious disease such as Covid-19 [Lau et al., 2021, Albani et al., 2021].

The observed prevalence at time t depends on unobserved latent agent states Xt = (X1
t , . . . , X

N
t ),

which can be modeled as an independent Bernoulli distribution;

Xn
t | ξnt−1 ∼ Beroulli(ξnt−1). (3)

where ξnt−1 corresponds to the transition probability between susceptible and infected state for agent
n. To allow for the association between disease progression and individual attributes, we define
agent-specific initial infection rate αn

0 , infection rate λn and recovery rate γn as

αn
0 =

(

1 + exp(−βT
α0
zn)

)−1
, λn =

(

1 + exp(−βT
λ z

n)
)−1

, γn =
(

1 + exp(−βT
γ z

n)
)−1

where βα0 , βλ, βγ ∈ R
d are parameters and zn ∈ R

d are the covariates of agent n.
Given the initial transition probability ξn0 = αn

0 , the latent state Xt for t = 2, . . . , T evolves
according to a Markov process with transition probability

ξnt−1 =

{

λnD(n)−1
∑

m∈Nn
Xm

t−1, if xn
t−1 = 0

1− γn, if xn
t−1 = 1

where Nn is a neighborhood for agent n and D(n) is the number of neighbors of agent n. This
transition probability depends only on the last value of the state of agents which is defined as a
first-order Markovian. Since attributes of agents zn account for the infection and recovery rate, the
transition probability ξnt−1 is defined uniquely for each agent.

Given an initial distribution p(X0|ξ0), a measurement density p(yt|Xt = xt) and a transition
density p(Xt|Xt−1 = xt−1, ξt−1), the agent-based SIS model can be described as the HMM such that

yt ∼ pθ(Yt|xt, ρ),

Xt ∼ pθ(Xt|xt−1, ξt−1),

X0 ∼ pθ(X0|ξ0)

where θ = (βα0 , βλ, βγ , ρ).
The simulated observations and hidden states from agent-based SIS model is represented in Figure

2 with parameter set of βα = (−log(1/0.2− 1), 0), βλ = (1, 2), βγ = (−1,−3) and ρ = 0.8. The agent
covariate zn = (zn1 , z

n
2 ) is assumed, with zn1 = 1, and zn2 is sampled from a Normal distribution with

mean 0 and variance 1. The states of 30 agents evolve according to the Markov process in hidden
states and susceptible (infected) agents are indicated by a colored (uncolored) grid. The solid line
represents aggregate counts of infection over 30 time points and most of the agents in the upper half
are infected over time with higher infection rates. This figure highlights that it is suitable to treat
agent states as hidden states and the heterogeneous transition rates between agents cannot be ignored
whereas aggregate counts are observed.
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Figure 2: The simulated hidden states and observations from agent-based SIS model. Black line
represents observed infection counts and each grid represents agent state which is hidden. The color
scale of grid indicates agent state (susceptible or infected) with parameter set of N=30, T=30, βα0 =
−log(1/0.2− 1), βα1 = 0 βλ0 = 1, βλ1 = 2, βγ0 = −1, βγ1 = −3 and ρ = 0.8. The y-axis represents
agent indices are sorted by magnitude of infection rates.

3 Bayesian Inference

In this section, we illustrate Bayesian inference on the latent variables X0:T and parameter θ in the
agent-based SIS model. Given the observed prevalence counts y0:T , the complete data likelihood is

pθ(x0:T ,y0:T ) = pθ(y0:T |x0:T )pθ(x0:T ) =

T
∏

t=0

pθ(yt|xt)

T
∏

t=1

pθ(xt|xt−1)pθ(x0|ξ0). (4)

To estimate the parameters θ = (βα0 , βλ, βγ , ρ), the marginal likelihood pθ(y0:T ) and sampling of
the agent states from a smoothing distribution pθ(x0:T |y0:T ) are required. Rather than marginalizing
over the latent states to obtain the marginal likelihood pθ(y0:T ), which is computationally expensive,
PF allows us to approximate marginal likelihood and sample hidden states. In the following Sub-
sections, we briefly review the PF algorithm and parameter estimation for agent-based SIS model.

3.1 Particle Filter

The PF algorithm allows to sample latent states xt from pθ(x0:t|y0:t) and approximation of the
marginal likelihood pθ(y0:t) by simulating particles (samples). In the PF algorithm, pθ(x0|y0) and
pθ(y0) is approximated first and then pθ(x0:1|y0:1) and pθ(y0:1) is approximated. The approximation
is implemented sequentially until pθ(x0:T |y0:T ) and pθ(y0:T ) are obtained.

The posterior distribution pθ(x0:t|y0:t) can be approximated by sequential importance sampling
when it is computationally intensive or impossible to sample particles directly from the posterior
distribution. Using the sequential importance sampling method, K particles can be sampled from
a separate distribution called importance distribution, denoted as qθ(x0:t|y0:t). This importance

distribution includes the support of pθ(x0:t|y0:t). We can then compute importance weight w
(

x
(k)
0:t

)
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Algorithm 1 Bootstrap Particle Filter

1: Draw x
(p)
0 ∼ pθ (x0|ξ0) for p = 1, · · · , P .

2: Calculate weight w0

(

x
(p)
0

)

= pθ

(

y0 | x
(p)
0

)

for p = 1, · · · , P

3: Compute normalized weight w̄
(p)
0 = w0(x

(p)
0 )/

∑P

j=1 w0

(

x
(j)
0

)

for p = 1, · · · , P

4: for t = 1 to T do

5: Draw a
(p)
t ∼ C

(

{w̄
(p)
t−1}

P
p=1

)

where C is the categorical distribution.

6: Draw x
(p)
t ∼ p

(

xt|x
a
(p)
t

t−1 ,yt

)

for p = 1, · · · , P .

7: Calculate weight wt

(

x
(p)
t

)

= pθ

(

yt | x
(p)
t

)

for p = 1, · · · , P

8: Compute normalized weight w̄p
t = wp

t /
∑P

j=1 w
j
t for p = 1, · · · , P

end for

as the ratio
pθ

(

x
(k)
0:t |y0:t

)

qθ

(

x
(k)
0:t |y0:t

) where x
(k)
0:t represents agent states from each particle k. The importance

weights can be normalized as w̄
(k)
t = w

(

x
(k)
0:t

)

/
∑K

j=1 w
(

x
(j)
0:t

)

for k = 1, . . . ,K, and each particle is

weighted by corresponding normalized importance weight. Further, using the first-order Markovian

property w̄
(k)
t can be rewritten as

w̄
(k)
t ∝ w̄

(k)
t−1

pθ

(

yt | x
(k)
t

)

pθ

(

x
(k)
t | x

(k)
t−1

)

qθ

(

x
(k)
t | x

(k)
0:t−1,y0:t

) . (5)

However, the sequential importance sampling typically fails to represent the posterior distribution
due to degeneracy of the importance weights [Doucet et al., 2000]. After sampling particles for a
few initial time steps, the sequential importance sampling method samples only one particle whose
importance weight is close to one while the importance weights of all other particles are close to zero.
To avoid the degeneracy of the importance weight, resampling scheme is required [Rubin, 1987], which
attempts to eliminate particles with small importance weights and to concentrate on particles with

large weights. For the resampling, {x
(k′)
0:t : k′ = 1, · · · ,K} is drawn from the set of i.i.d particles

{x
(k)
0:t : k = 1, · · · ,K} with the normalized importance weights in Equation (5). A common approach

for resampling is to use a categorical distribution, denoted by C, that is C(w̄
(1)
t , · · · , w̄

(k)
t ).

To choose the importance distribution qθ(x0:t|y0:t), the transition prior distribution can be used,
which is known as bootstrap particle filter (BPF) [Gordon et al., 1993]. Accordingly, the importance

weight in Equation (5) is simply computed by likelihood, w̄
(k)
t ∝ w̄

(k)
t−1pθ

(

yt | x
(k)
t

)

. The detail of

BPF is represented in Algorithm 1 and graphical illustration of BPF we developed for the agent-based
SIS model is represented in Figure 3. In our approach, each particle is composed of a set of agents
and it is weighted by the likelihood, which is determined by the number of infected agents within the
corresponding particle. Then, the particles are resampled with the weights to avoid the degeneracy of
the importance weight. Once particles are sampled until time T , the marginal likelihood is estimated
by averaging the weights as

p̂(yt|y1:t−1, θ) =
1

P

P
∑

p=1

w(x
(p)
t ).
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Figure 3: Illustration of PF strategy for agents SIS model at a fixed time t with 9 agents and 4 particles.
Each circle represent agents and infected agents are colored blue. Gray gradient in the second row
reflects relative weights of corresponding particles, which is calculated by likelihood assuming yt = 4
and ρ = 0.5. Particles are re-sampled by the weights.

3.2 Particle Markov Chain Monte Carlo

Particle Markov Chain Monte Carlo (PMCMC) methods [Andrieu et al., 2010] embeds the PF within
the Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) algorithm and so are used to carry out inference on hidden
states and the parameters in HMM. In PMCMC, the posterior distribution of the hidden states is
approximated by PF and the parameters are estimated using the MCMC algorithms. The Metropolis-
Hastings (MH) and Gibbs sampler are efficient and widely used MCMC algorithms within the Bayesian
framework, which we adopt for parameter estimation and inference on the hidden states in the pro-
posed agent-based SIS model.

A method of PMCMC using the MH sampler, called Particle marginal Metropolis-Hastings (PMMH),
jointly updates the parameter set θ and the hidden statesX0:T . In the PMMH algorithm as illustrated
in Algorithm 2, a new parameter set θ∗ is sampled from the proposal distribution g(·|θ) and then the
hidden states X0:T are updated using PF given θ∗, which allows the marginal likelihood p̂ (y0:T | θ∗)
to be estimated. The proposal X∗

0:T , θ
∗, and p̂ (y0:T | θ∗) are accepted or rejected jointly according to

a Metropolis-Hastings acceptance ratio.
Alternatively, a method of PMCMC using the Gibbs sampling, called Particle Gibbs (PG), consists

of two steps;

Draw θ∗|x0:T ∼ p(θ|x0:T ,y0:T )

Draw x0:T |θ
∗ ∼ p(x0:T |y0:T , θ

∗)

which are performed iteratively. The first step is straightforward with conjugate priors of parameters
or can rely on MH algorithm to approximate the posterior distribution θ [Lindsten and Schön, 2012].
The second step is approximated by PF, but one particle trajectory is set deterministically to a
reference trajectory [Andrieu et al., 2010]. A reference particle x′

1:T should be prespecified and should
survive throughout all the resampling steps. The reference particle x′

0:T is sampled from among the

8



Algorithm 2 Particle Marginal Metropolis-Hastings

1: Initialization:

Set θ[0] arbitrarily

Run a particle filter and sample X0:T [0] ∼ p̂(·|y0:T , θ[0])

2: for m = 1 to M do

3: Sample θ∗ ∼ g(·|θ[m− 1]).
4: Run a particle filter targeting pθ∗(x0:T |y0:T ) and sample X∗

0:T ∼ p̂(·|y0:T , θ∗).
5: With probability

1 ∧
p̂(y0:T , θ

∗)p(θ∗)

p̂(y0:T , θ[m− 1])p(θ[m− 1])

g(θ[m− 1]|θ∗)

g(θ∗|θ[m− 1])

set θ[m] = θ∗, X0:T [m] = X∗
0:T and p̂(y0:T , θ[m]) = p̂(y0:T , θ

∗); otherwise θ[m] = θ[m − 1],
X0:T [m] = X0:T [m− 1] and p̂(y0:T , θ[m]) = p̂(y0:T , θ[m− 1])

end for

particle trajectories with P

(

x′
1:T = x

(p)
1:T

)

∝ w
(p)
T from the previous MCMC iteration. The details

of PG appear in Appendix (Algorithm 3). In Section 4.3, we compare the performance of PG and
PMMH in the agent-based SIS model.

4 Simulation Study

In this section, we explore operating characteristics of the agent-based SIS model introduced in Section
2. We aim to identify when the HMM approach for ABM can be problematic in terms of parameter
estimation through exploratory analysis under various simulation settings and provide how to resolve
the problems.

In first simulations, the recovery rate is assumed to be known to simplify the model, and so the
different settings or performances of PMCMC are compared according to the estimation of trans-
mission rate and reporting rate. As we isolate issues on parameter estimation using non-informative
priors and find a suitable PMCMC method for ABM, we extend the case that recovery rates are
also unknown. The simulation study is conducted under four broad settings. In the first setting, we
examine the influence of number of particles, time points and agent numbers on the performance of
PMMH, assuming non-informative priors. In the second simulation setting, we examine the role of
informative versus non-informative priors on parameter estimation using PMMH. Finally, in the final
two sets of simulation we compare performance of PG and PMMH, and assess parameters estimation
when recovery rate is also unknown.

We generate data according to the agent-based SIS model introduced in section 2.2. For all
simulation settings, we consider βα0 = (− log(1/0.05−1), 0), which corresponds to the initial infection
rate of αn

0 = 0.05 for all n, βλ = (−1, 2), and the reporting rate of ρ = 0.8. We assume daily time
intervals and a fully connected network of agents with degree n. A two dimensional agent covariate
zn = (zn1 , z

n
2 ) is assumed, with zn1 = 1, and zn2 is sampled from a Normal distribution with mean 0

and variance 1. In simulation 2, we also introduce a binary covariate to reflect that different infection
rates for each group are of interest in many real world applications.

All simulation settings are provided with the same initial values for MCMC sampler which is
generated from corresponding prior distribution. Our implementation of the PMMH algorithm uses
independent Normal random walk proposal distributions for parameters adjusting for acceptance rates
between 15% and 20%. Parameters are proposed and updated jointly, and 100,000 MCMC samples
after a burn-in of 50,000 draws are used for each simulation.
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Figure 4: The estimated infection counts varying particle numbers P ∈ (50, 150, 300) when N = 50
and T = 30 (left) and varying agent numbers N ∈ (50, 100, 200) when T = 30 and P = 100 (right).

4.1 Simulation 1 - The number of particles, time points and agents

In the first set of simulations, we examine how the number of particles, time points, and number of
agents affect the performance of PMCMC for the agent-based SIS model. In this set of simulations,
we are concerned with estimation of unknown reporting rate and parameters associated with infection
rate. We will also compare the estimated trends in number of infections from the posterior predictive
distribution with the underlying true numbers.

Here, we explore nine different simulations; i) varying number of particles with P ∈ (50, 150, 300),
with N = 100 and T = 30, ii) varying number of time points T ∈ (30, 100, 200), with P = 100 and
N = 100, and iii) varying number of agents N ∈ (50, 100, 200), with T = 30 and P = 100. We further
assume that the average time until recovered is known and fixed as 10 days, i.e. λn = 1/10. Estimation
with unknown recovery rate is presented in Sub-section 4.4. The PMMH algorithm is used for sampling
parameters and hidden states. We adopt independent Normal prior with standard deviation of 3 and
mean of 0 for each component of parameter set θ = (βα0 , βα1 , βλ0 , βλ1 , log(ρ/(1− ρ))).

In Figure 4, the posterior means of infection counts with varying particle numbers (left) and varying
agent numbers (right) for fixed time steps are shown. Regardless of the particle numbers or agent
numbers, the 95% credible interval (CI) of the estimated infection counts includes the true infected
counts (represented by gray solid line), and the posterior mean is close to the true counts. The results
suggest that we are accurately able to recover the true infection counts with PMMH algorithm and
the number of particles and agents do not make a difference in the estimation of posterior mean and
CIs of infection counts.

Next, Figure 5 shows the estimated posterior distributions of (βλ1 , ρ) compared with the data gen-
erating values from each of the nine corresponding simulations. The estimated posterior distributions
of the remaining parameters (βα0 , βα1 , βλ0) and posterior means of all parameters with 95% CI are
reported in the appendix (Figure 10 and Table 3).

The left panel of Figure 5 shows that the number of particles does not affect the parameter
estimation performance for reporting rate ρ. The posterior distributions of βλ1 , however, exhibit
bimodality distribution, particularly in the case of small particle numbers. When P = 300, the
posterior distribution of βλ1 is centered around the true parameter value of 2 but 95% CI still includes
-2. From the middle panel of Figure 5, when T = 20 and T = 100, the identifiability issue still
remains, showing that the posterior distribution of βλ1 is centered around −2 or includes both −2 and
2. However, provided large number of time points (T = 200), the posterior mean of parameters are
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Figure 5: Simulation study 1: The estimated posterior distributions with uninformative priors under
9 different settings. i) the number of particles varies P ∈ (50, 150, 300) at N=50 and T=30 ii) the
number of time points varies T ∈ (20, 100, 200) at N=100 and P=100 iii) the number of agents varies
N ∈ (50, 100, 200) at T=30 and P=100.

close to the true parameter value without the bimodality issue in βλ1. Also, the result shows that the
posterior estimates of βλ1 is closely related to those of estimates of ρ since both posterior distribution
for βλ1 and ρ are wide when T = 20. Consequently, the underlying dynamics are easily identified
when the responses are observed over a longer period of time.

Next, the effect of agent number on parameter estimation is illustrated in the right panel of Figure
5. Regardless of agents numbers, the posterior estimates of βλ1 represent bimodality issue and the
posterior estimates of ρ indicate overestimation or underestimation problem. The result indicates that
the increased number of agents cannot resolve the bimodality or identifiability issue in the posterior
distribution of βλ1 under short time period T = 30.

The bimodality issue may have occurred because the distributions of infection rate with βλ1 = −2
and βλ1 = 2 are indistinguishable in the hidden state if the individual attribute zn2 is symmetric at
0 and uniformly distributed. In this case, the estimation may be sensitive to initial values for the
MCMC, and the posterior chain could get stuck in the local optimum. We may require knowledge-
based informative priors to establish reasonable ranges for the parameters, which we explore in the
next set of simulations.

4.2 Simulation 2 - knowledge-based prior distribution

In the second set of simulations, we investigate whether the knowledge-based informative priors can
improve the performance of PMMH under the similar setups as in Simulation 1 described in Sub-
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Figure 6: Simulation study 2: The posterior distributions with knowledge-based priors under 9 dif-
ferent settings. i) the number of particles varies P ∈ (50, 150, 300) at N=50 and T=30 ii) the num-
ber of time points varies T ∈ (20, 100, 200) at N=100 and P=100 iii) the number of agents varies
N ∈ (50, 100, 200) at T=30 and P=100.

section 4.1. However, more informative prior distributions are considered. We consider the truncated
Normal prior distribution N+(0, 3

2) for βλ1 where N+(µ, σ
2) denotes N(µ, σ2) truncated with the

support of (0,∞) in light of the positive correlation between infection rate and individual attribute
zn. The truncated Normal distributionN−(µ, σ

2) can be defined similarly with the support of (−∞, 0).
Also, the Normal prior N(logit(0.8), 1) is assigned to logit(ρ) which makes ρ fall between 0.360 and
0.965 with probability 0.95. Figure 6 shows the estimated posterior distributions of (βλ1 , ρ) compared
with the data generating values from the corresponding setting. The estimated posterior distributions
of remaining parameters (Figure 11) and posterior means of all parameters with 95% CI (Table 4) are
shown in the appendix.

The left panel of Figure 6 shows that the particle numbers do not have a significant impact on
the posterior distribution when N = 50 and T = 30. The results indicate that, in certain simulation
settings, an increase in particle number cannot guarantee improvement in parameter estimation. From
the middle panel of Figure 6, the posterior distributions of both βλ1 and ρ are centered around the true
parameter value as the number of time points increases. This result reconfirms that the underlying
dynamics are easily identified when the the responses are observed over a long period of time. Next, the
right panel of Figure 6 shows the effect of agent number on parameter estimation. The large number
of agents improves the parameter estimation providing narrow 95% CIs around the true parameter
value, which indicate that the large number of agents can be helpful to identify underlying dynamics
over short period time.
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βα0 βα1 βλ0 βλ1 ρ

True -2.99 0 -1 2 0.8

Continuous mean -3.83 0.34 -0.13 3.23 0.63
95% CI (-7.93,-2.20) (-3.34,4.89) (-1.42,1.39) (0.52,6.19) (0.47,0.80)

Categorical mean -3.15 -0.09 -0.98 1.38 0.79
95% CI (-4.28,-2.24) (-1.91,1.71) (-1.61,-0.38) (0.05,4.46) (0.67,0.91)

Table 1: Simulation2: the posterior mean of parameters with 95% credible interval when zn is a
continuous variable and a categorical variable with N = 100, T = 30 and P = 100.
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Figure 7: Simulation study 3: The estimated individual infection rates from PG (red) and PMMH
(blue) with 95% CI. A gray dotted line represents the true infection rates

.

Additionally, we examine the parameter estimation when zn is a binary variable using the same
knowledge-based priors. This setting indicates that two groups have different infection rates, which
is consistent with our interest in data from the Diamond Princess cruise. The zn is set as 1 with
probability 0.4; otherwise zn is set as 0. We keep the same parameter values which generate different
infection rates such that λn = 0.27 for zn = 0 group and λn = 0.73 for zn = 1 group. We set
N = 100, T = 30 and P = 100 to mimic the Diamond Princess cruise data, where the confirmed
cases are observed daily for 30 days and agent numbers are greater than time points (N > T ). The
posterior means with 95% CIs are displayed in Table 1 compared with those obtained when zn is a
continuous variable with N = 100, T = 30 and P = 100. The estimated infection rates are 0.27 (95%
: 0.17, 0.41) for zn = 0 and 0.60 (95% : 0.33, 0.96) for zn = 1. Regardless of the type of zn, the CIs
of all parameters contain the true parameter values, but a narrow 95% CI is provided when zn is a
binary. Our result demonstrates that infection rates by group can be estimated with less posterior
uncertainty, provided truncated range for βλ1 and ρ in spite of short time period.

4.3 Simulation 3 - Comparison between PG and PMMH

In this section, we compare the performance of PG and PMMH algorithm since PG may be preferred
when conjugate priors are available and Lindsten and Schön [2012] show that the PG outperforms
PMMH using the same proposal density of parameters. For the PG implementation, conjugate Beta

13



0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

0 25 50 75 100

sorted agent index

in
fe

c
ti
o

n
 r

a
te

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

0 25 50 75 100

sorted agent index
re

c
o

v
e

ry
 r

a
te

0

20

40

60

80

0 25 50 75

sorted agent index

re
p

ro
d

u
c
ti
o

n
 n

u
m

b
e

r

Figure 8: Simulation study 4: Posterior estimates of infection rates and recovery rates for each agent
(left) and the estimated reproduction number Rn = λn/γn(right). The data generating values are
represented with a gray dotted line.

prior is assigned to reporting rate ρ and remaining parameters are sampled in a Metropolis-Hastings
fashion, in accordance with Metropolis within particle Gibbs [Lindsten and Schön, 2012]. Under
N = 100, T = 100 and P = 100 setting, the knowledge-based priors, which is described in Sub-section
4.2, are assigned to parameters and Beta(1, 1) is used for ρ in PG implementation. The estimated
infection rates are illustrated in Figure 7 and posterior means of all parameters with 95% CI are
represented in Appendix (Table 5).

The PG algorithm, which samples the parameters conditioned on the states and vice versa, fails to
recover the parameters resulting in the nearly identical infection rates for all agents. This is because
there exists a strong dependence between parameters and hidden states in our agent-based SIS model
and so a poor mixing is produced by alternating between updates of parameters and hidden states.

4.4 Simulation 4 - Both infection and recovery rate are unknown

In the final sets of simulations, we consider both infection and recovery rate are unknown such that
we are now interested in estimating θ = (βα0 , βα1 , βλ0 , βλ1 , βγ0 , βγ1 , ρ). Under N = 500, T = 30 and
P = 100, the recovery rate is generated with βγ = (−1,−1). The truncated Normal distributions are
assigned to βλ1 and βγ1 ; βλ1 ∼ N+(0, 3

2) and βγ1 ∼ N−(0, 3
2).

Figure 8 illustrates the estimated infection rate, recovery rates and reproduction number Rn =
λn/γn with 95% CI for each agent. The reproduction number is truncated to 90 agents since large
posterior uncertainty from remaining 10 agents hinders visualization. The reproduction number for
all agents is shown in Appendix (Figure 12).

The posterior means of infection and recovery rate are close to the data generating values which is
unique to each agent. While there is large posterior uncertainty for agents with high recovery rates,
the range of CI of infection rate remain similar over time and the posterior mean of recovery and
infection rates is close to the true data generating values.

4.5 Summary of simulations

We conduct four sets of simulation studies to explore operating characteristics of the HMM approach
for agent-based SIS model. PMMH performance is examined in relation to particle number, time
points, number of agents, and prior distribution selection. Furthermore, we compare the performance
of PG and PMMH, and extend the model to the case when both infection and recovery rates are
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unknown. Our findings from the four simulation studies are summarized below.
In our first set of simulations, issues relating to lack of identifiability, multimodality, and large

posterior uncertainty are addressed when using an uninformative Normal prior distribution. The
uninformative prior can lead to a diffuse prior of hidden states resulting in the particles spreading out
too much and poor mixing in MCMC chain except for a large number of time points [Wigren et al.,
2019]. In spite of these issues leading to poor parameter estimations, estimated (aggregated) counts are
still close to observations under all simulation settings. Therefore evaluation based only on aggregated
counts is not recommended.

Second, the use of truncated Normal priors, which restrict the sign of parameters based on the
knowledge or references and are still relatively uninformative, improve parameter estimation signif-
icantly, resolving identifiability and multimodality issues. After isolating these issues, we find that
increasing the number of time points or agents results in posterior means closer to the true values
with less posterior uncertainty whereas the number of particles does not have a significant impact
on parameter estimation. Also, agent-based SIS model performs well for estimating group-specific
infection rates, where the covariate zn is defined as a binary variable.

With respect to the comparison between PMMH and PG, the PG produces a poor mixing produced
by alternating between updates of parameters and hidden states. This result reconfirms that PMMH
outperforms PG under strong dependence between parameters and hidden states [Lindsten and Schön,
2011]. Furthermore, when the model is extended to the case when recovery rate is also unknown, 95%
CI of infection and recovery rates includes the true data generating values which is unique to each
agent.

5 Analysis of COVID-19 Spread in Diamond Princess cruise

On February 1, 2020, an outbreak of COVID-19 was reported on Diamond Princess cruise ship off the
Japanese coast, with a confirmed case identified in an 80-year-oldmale passenger [Wikipedia contributors,
2022, Moriarty et al., 2020]. The first case had embarked and became symptomatic on January 20, and
the following 10 cases were reported on February 5. While there was an attempt to test all passengers
starting on February 15, Covid-19 testing was initially limited to people with symptoms extending
to high-risk individuals, such as elderly passengers and people with chronic illnesses. On February
20, the decision was made to evacuate and more than 3,000 passengers left the ship [Nakazawa et al.,
2020]. It was stated that, of the 3711 people on board, 712 (567 passengers and 145 crew) reported
confirmed infection with the virus and, including 381 symptomatic cases at the time of testing by late
March [Moriarty et al., 2020]. The confirmed cases by age group on February 20 are reported and,
of the 619 confirmed cases, 154 and 465 cases are observed for younger people (<60 years old) and
elderly people (≥ 60 years old) respectively [of Infectious Diseases, 2020a,b, Rocklöv et al., 2020].

Since the outbreak of COVID-19 on the Diamond Princess occurred in a closed environments, it
allows us to understand the association of demographic characteristics and the transmission of novel
COVID-19 prior to implementation of any external interventions using proposed agent-based SIS
model. Thus, we examine age-specific infectiousness by comparing trends in infections among elderly
(≥60 years) versus younger (<60 years) passengers. We further consider two different networks of
connections in the cruise ship; one among the passengers and the other among the crew, as they used
different levels of deck in the isolated setting and the studies on different transmission rates between
passenger and crew are conducted [Lai et al., 2021, Jenness et al., 2021, Rocklöv et al., 2020]. We
therefore examine different infection rates between passengers and crew.

January 21 was set as day 1, as January 20 was the day of departure (day 0), and February 19
(day 30) was set as the last day as most passengers disembarked on this day. We generate 3711 agents
with 1546 younger and 2165 elderly agents indicated by a binary variable zn. Among 3711 agents,
1045 (2666) agents are assigned to crew (passengers) to consider two separate networks. That is,
the crew neighborhood Ncrew with D(n) = 1045 and Npassengers with Dcrew(n) = 2666 are defined.
All attributes of agents are consistent with the reported demographic information on the Diamond
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Figure 9: Diamond princess data analysis: The estimated confirmed cases for 30 days on Diamond
Princess cruise ship. In the left panel, the blue solid line and dotted line represent the estimated
reported cases and the observed cases respectively. The red solid line represents the estimated actual
cases when all are assumed to be tested. In the left panel, the estimated confirmed cases by age group
are shown with different color with 95% CI and The dotted lines indicates the estimated cases by crew
and passengers over time. The reported confirmed cases by age group on the day 30 are depicted by
the horizontal lines.

βα0 βα1 βλ0 βλ1 ρ
mean -7.46 -0.17 -1.32 1.09 0.59
2.5% -9.98 -3.09 -3.11 0.02 0.41

97.5% -6.22 2.95 -0.53 3.51 0.76

Table 2: Diamond princess data analysis: The posterior estimates of parameters from Diamond
Princess data with 95% CI.

Princess cruise ship [Wikipedia contributors, 2022].
We use the confirmed cumulative cases as the response variable yt for days t = 1, . . . , 30. Following

the suggestion from Lai et al. [2021], linear interpolation was used to compute observed infection
cases for dates when the number of confirmed cases were not available. To implement PMMH,
we use relatively uninformative, diffuse Normal prior distributions with standard deviation of 3 on
(βα0, βα1, βλ0). The truncated Normal prior of N+(0, 3

2) is assigned to βλ1 as elderly individuals are
more likely to be infected according to preliminary studies [Davies et al., 2020, Kobayashi et al., 2022].
Also, the transformed parameter logit(ρ) is given a Normal prior distribution with mean logit(0.8) and
standard deviation of 1 to make ρ falls between 0.36 and 0.97 with probability 0.95. Since previous
studies suggest the average time until recovery is 13.5 days [Ling et al., 2020] approximately, which is
interpreted as 1/λ, we fix the recovery rate with 1/13.5. We use P = 100 particles and a Normal random
walk proposal transition is implemented to jointly update the parameters (βα0, βα1, βλ0, βλ1, logit(ρ)),
with a standard deviation of 0.1 to achieve suitable acceptance probabilities. We fit the agent-based
SIS model with 10000 MCMC iterations after a burn-in 10000 iterations.

The left panel of Figure 9 represents estimated reported cases with 95% CI over time. Also, by the
consideration of reporting rate ρ, it is possible to estimate all confirmed cases in addition to reported
cases when all people aboard are assumed to be tested. There is a large posterior uncertainty for all
confirmed cases as time progresses while the estimated reported cases shows narrow CI for all 30 days.
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The right panel of Figure 9 shows estimated reported cases by age group with 95% CI. The predicted
cumulative number of infected elderly people and younger people on February 19 is 437 out of 2165
(20.18%) and 183 out of 1546 (11.83%) respectively and the corresponding observed cases, shown
as vertical lines, fall into the 95% CI. Additionally, The predicted cumulative number of crew and
passengers are illustrated with dotted lines as underlying contact networks are structured according to
crew-crew and passenger-passenger. In accordance with observations, the majority of infections occur
among passengers. Furthermore, based on the posterior estimates (Table 2), the reproduction number
can be computed for each age group, and interpreted as i) The expected number of cases directly
generated by one younger infected person is 3.09 (95% CI: (0.58, 5.00)) ii) the expected number of
cases directly generated by a elderly infected person is 5.99 (95% CI: (4.50, 8.05)). The posterior
estimates of ρ indicates that 40.8% of the total cases are not reported as a whole in the Diamond
Princess data.

6 Discussion

In this paper, we developed a HMM approach to provide an approximate inference for agent-based
SIS model designed for identifying underlying dynamics when observation at individual level is not
available. Further, we illustrated how to estimate hidden agent states and the parameters using
PMCMC algorithm and examined the performance of the agent-based SIS model under a variety of
data generation and prior assumption settings. Our results indicate that there is a strong dependency
between updates of parameters and hidden states, and knowledge-based priors are essential to resolve
the inferential challenges arising from ABM rather than large numbers of agents and particles.

Next, we applied the proposed approach to describe COVID-19 infection dynamics overall and by
age group in the Diamond Princess cruise ship. In Diamond Princess data analysis, the prediction
from agent-based SIS model successfully captures the observed aggregate counts and the age-specific
infectiousness. While several studies have investigated the application of the compartment models or
examined heterogeneous transmission of COVID-19 in the Diamond Princess cruise [Lai et al., 2021,
Kobayashi et al., 2022, Rocklöv et al., 2020], we described the dynamic process through simulations of
interaction between individuals according to the set of rules and estimated the underlying parameters
with uncertainty quantification.

It is worth noting that one of the most challenging steps in building an ABM is identifying pa-
rameter values for simulating the behavior of agents, which are commonly derived from other relevant
studies. It is not always possible, however, to find optimal parameters based on existing literature, es-
pecially for emerging phenomena that have not previously been studied. Therefore, our contributions
are to alleviate inferential challenges for ABM which can describe natural world in a flexible manner
and to provide quantification of the uncertainty in parameter values within a Bayesian framework.

For future work, more complex compartmental models (e.g susceptible-exposed-infected-recovered
or dead) and complex networks can be considered to accommodate more realistic dynamic process
of disease transmission. While we attempted to explore the operating characteristics of the PMCMC
approach under the simplified rules for agent behaviors, a larger parameter space can be explored by
choosing optimal prior or proposal distributions.
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Algorithm 3 Particle Gibbs

1: Set the initial value θ[0] and x′
1:T [0] arbitrarily

2: for m = 1 to M do

3: Set θ = θ[m]

4: Draw x
(p)
0 ∼ pθ (X0) for p = 1, · · · , P − 1.

5: Set x
(P )
0 = x′

0[m− 1]

6: Calculate weight w1

(

x
(p)
0

)

= pθ

(

y0 | x
(p)
0

)

for p = 1, · · · , P

7: Compute normalized weight w̄
(p)
0 = w

(p)
0 /

∑P

j=1 w
(j)
0 for p = 1, · · · , P

8: for t = 1 to T do

9: Draw a
(p)
t−1 ∼ C({w̄

(p)
t−1}

P
p=1) for p = 1, · · · , P − 1 where C is the categorical distribution.

10: Draw x
(p)
t ∼ p(xt|x

a
(p)
t−1

t−1 ,yt) for p = 1, · · · , P − 1.

11: Set a
(P )
t=1 = P and x

(P )
t = x′

t[m− 1]

12: Set x
(p)
0:T = {x

a
(p)
t

1:t−1,x
(p)
t } for p = 1, · · · , P

13: Calculate weight w
(p)
t

(

x
(p)
t

)

= pθ

(

yt | x
(p)
t

)

for p = 1, · · · , P

14: Compute normalized weight w̄
(p)
t = wt

(

x
(p)
t

)

/
∑P

j=1 wt

(

x
(p)
t

)

for p = 1, · · · , P

end for

15: Sample k with P (k = p) = w̄
(p)
T .

16: Set the reference trajectory x′
1:T [m] = xk

1:T

17: Draw θ[m] ∼ p (θ | x′
1:T [m],y1:T )

end for
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Figure 10: Simulation study 1 : The posterior distributions with Normal priors under 9 different
settings. i) the number of particles varies P ∈ (50, 150, 300) at N=50 and T=30 ii) the number of time
points varies T ∈ (20, 100, 200) at N=100 and P=100 iii) the number of agents variesN ∈ (50, 100, 200)
at T=30 and P=100.
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βα0 βα1 βλ0 βλ1 ρ

(N,T,P) True -2.99 0 -1 2 0.8

(50,30,50) mean -4.19 0.52 -1.17 -0.17 0.73
95%CI (-7.37,-2.47) (-3.24,4.86) (-2.24,-0.00) (-6.58,6.99) (0.47,0.91)

(50,30,150) mean -4.30 0.32 -1.32 -1.20 0.74
95%CI (-7.06,-2.44) (-3.35,4.50) (-2.70,-0.19) (-8.63,4.35) (0.49,0.92)

(50,30,300) mean -4.18 -0.80 -1.01 1.64 0.71
95%CI (-7.23,-2.40) (-3.96,2.24) (-1.91,0.01) (-3.54,5.56) (0.45,0.90)

(50,20,100) mean -3.86 -0.76 0.30 -1.09 0.64
95%CI (-7.13,-2.06) (-4.54,3.74) (-1.00,2.87) (-6.89,4.58) (0.47,0.85)

(50,100,100) mean -3.85 -0.27 0.36 -2.85 0.74
95%CI (-6.17,-2.31) (-4.01,3.05) (-0.57,1.68) (-4.89,-1.20) (0.66,0.82)

(50,200,100) mean -4.55 0.56 -0.80 2.79 0.78
95%CI (-9.24,-2.49) (-2.84,5.92) (-1.17,-0.28) (1.25,5.01) (0.70,0.84)

(50,30,100) mean -4.59 -0.54 -1.14 0.32 0.72
95%CI (-7.29,-2.62) (-3.69,3.72) (-2.11,-0.08) (-5.64,6.36) (0.47,0.91)

(100,30,100) mean -4.43 0.89 0.29 2.21 0.59
95%CI (-8.44,-2.15) (-4.19,5.31) (-1.17,2.47) (-4.21,6.00) (0.46,0.77)

(200,30,100) mean -3.95 0.10 -1.19 -0.56 0.83
95%CI (-6.86,-2.35) (-3.99,3.32) (-1.57,-0.79) (-3.73,3.23) (0.64,0.95)

Table 3: Simulation study 1 : The posterior mean of parameters with 95% CI compared to the data
generating values when Normal priors are used. The 9 different simulation setting are examined;
P ∈ (50, 150, 300) with N = 100 and T = 30, T ∈ (30, 100, 200) with P = 100 and N = 100 and
N ∈ (50, 100, 200) with T = 30 and P = 100.
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Figure 11: Simulation study 2 : The posterior distributions with knowledge-based priors under 9
different settings. i) the number of particles varies P ∈ (50, 150, 300) at N=50 and T=30 ii) the
number of time points varies T ∈ (20, 100, 200) at N=100 and P=100 iii) the number of agents varies
N ∈ (50, 100, 200) at T=30 and P=100.
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(N,T,P) βα0 βα1 βλ0 βλ1 ρ

True -2.99 0 -1 2 0.8

(50,30,50) mean -3.94 0.57 -0.95 4.30 0.74
95%CI (-6.04,-2.45) (-2.55,4.12) (-1.93,0.26) (0.30,9.07) (0.53,0.88)

(50,30,150) mean -4.61 0.48 -1.02 3.41 0.75
95%CI (-7.83,-2.52) (-3.75,5.41) (-1.86,-0.00) (0.45,8.15) (0.56,0.90)

(50,30,300) mean -3.76 0.83 -0.99 3.55 0.75
95%CI (-5.86,-2.49) (-1.54,3.81) (-2.02,0.22) (0.29,8.43) (0.55,0.90)

(50,20,100) mean -3.58 0.28 -0.46 3.03 0.67
95%CI (-6.44,-2.12) (-3.61,3.80) (-1.58,0.76) (0.19,7.81) (0.49,0.84)

(50,100,100) mean -3.49 -0.66 -0.67 2.37 0.74
95%CI (-6.17,-2.24) (-3.93,1.98) (-1.12,-0.07) (0.75,4.81) (0.66,0.83)

(50,200,100) mean -3.55 -0.86 -0.82 2.56 0.78
95%CI (-5.37,-2.40) (-3.18,1.39) (-1.15,-0.36) (1.12,4.36) (0.71,0.84)

(50,30,100) mean -3.98 1.02 -1.03 2.97 0.74
95%CI (-6.61,-2.36) (-2.29,4.74) (-1.88,-0.13) (0.23,6.91) (0.52,0.90)

(100,30,100) mean -3.83 0.34 -0.13 3.23 0.63
95%CI (-7.93,-2.20) -(3.34,4.89) (-1.42,1.39) (0.52,6.19) (0.47,0.80)

(200,30,100) mean -3.56 0.50 -1.14 1.78 0.81
95%CI (-6.37,-2.30) (-3.60,3.44) (-1.57,-0.70) (0.17,3.97) (0.64,0.94)

Table 4: Simulation study 2 : The posterior mean of parameters with 95% CI compared to the
data generating values when knowledge-based priors are used. The 9 different simulation setting are
examined; P ∈ (50, 150, 300) with N = 100 and T = 30, T ∈ (30, 100, 200) with P = 100 and N = 100
and N ∈ (50, 100, 200) with T = 30 and P = 100.

βα0 βα1 βλ0 βλ1 ρ

True -2.99 0 -1 2 0.8

PG
mean -2.49 -0.06 6.65 0.76 0.50
95% CI (-4.13, -1.43) (-2.01, 1.75) (4.53, 10.64) (0.03, 2.15) (0.49, 0.51)

PMMH
mean -4.07 0.11 -0.78 2.92 0.79
95% CI (-8.59,-2.41) (-3.03, 5.22) (-1.15,-0.30) (1.27, 5.02) (0.71, 0.84)

Table 5: Simulation study 3 : The posterior estimates with 95% CI from particle Gibbs (top) and
PMMH (bottom)
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Figure 12: Simulation sutdy 4 : Posterior estimates of reproduction number Rn = λn/γn of each agent
(left) with 95% CI and log scales of the estimates (right). The data generating values are represented
with a gray dotted line.

26


	1 Introduction
	2 Statistical Agent-based SIS model
	2.1 Compartmental SIS model
	2.2 Statistical agent-based SIS Model

	3 Bayesian Inference
	3.1 Particle Filter
	3.2 Particle Markov Chain Monte Carlo

	4 Simulation Study
	4.1 Simulation 1 - The number of particles, time points and agents
	4.2 Simulation 2 - knowledge-based prior distribution
	4.3 Simulation 3 - Comparison between PG and PMMH
	4.4 Simulation 4 - Both infection and recovery rate are unknown
	4.5 Summary of simulations

	5 Analysis of COVID-19 Spread in Diamond Princess cruise
	6 Discussion

