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Multi-layer network approach in
modeling epidemics in an urban town

Meliksah Turker, Haluk O. Bingol

Abstract—The last 2 years have been an extraordinary time with Covid-19 pandemic killing millions,
affecting and distressing billions of people worldwide. Countries and towns took various measures such as
turning school and work to remote and prohibiting social relations via curfews. In order to estimate the impact
of these lockdown scenarios, we propose a multi-layer undirected weighted network, where vertices are the
individuals of a town that tend to interact locally. In this network, there are seven layers such as “household”,
“work”, “school”, and “friends”. Edges in a layer represent interactions that can cause a disease to spread.
Depending on the type and intensity of the interactions, transmission probabilities are assigned to edges.
With this layered-architecture, various lockdown scenarios can be simulated by adding or removing layers.
Our simulations indicate that locking down “friends” layer has the highest impact.

Index Terms—Network generator, complex networks, epidemic, pandemic, Covid-19, SIR.
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1 INTRODUCTION

During the Covid-19 epidemic, we have seen
the need to model daily life interactions that can
spread diseases, hence, we propose a multi-layer
network framework to model the everyday in-
teractions between residents of a hypothetical
urban town, modeling individuals and interac-
tions using undirected edge-weighted networks.

In our network, each individual in town is
represented by a vertex, and any physical inter-
action between two vertices that may spread a
disease is represented by an edge with a weight
corresponding to transmission probability. Since
not all interactions have the same duration or
the intimacy, different types of interactions are
represented by different edge weights. For this
reason, we offer multi-layer network approach,
where each layer ` has its own β` edge weights.

In each layer of the network, we represent
a fundamental relationship in daily life. We
follow bottom-up approach and start building
the network from the most intimate and en-
during relation to lesser ones. In total, the net-
work consists of 7 layers, namely, household,
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blue-collar workplace, white-collar workplace,
school, friendship, service industry, and finally,
random encounters.

We believe that these layers roughly reflect
what happens in an urban town in terms of
interactions that may spread a disease and can
be used to simulate and inspect different sce-
narios. This multi-layer network schema allows
answering questions like “How helpful is it to
turn schools to remote?”, “What would happen
if both schools and white-collar jobs turned
to remote?”, and “What is the most impactful
layer to slow down an epidemic?” by means
of inspecting network properties and running
epidemic simulations such as SIR and SIRS.

2 RELATED WORK

Graph theory and in particular complex net-
works have been a widely studied area espe-
cially in the last decades with increased amount
of data. Several works studied various types of
interactions on complex networks, such as ru-
mor and gossip propagation [1], [2], ideological
opinion spread [3] and finally physical, infec-
tious relations that can spread disease [4], [5],
[6], [7], [8], [9], [10]. Some focused on epidemics
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spread via sexual contacts [9], [10], while others
followed a more general approach regardless of
the type of the disease [5], [6], [7], [8] .

References [4], [7], [8] investigated weighted
networks, where edge weights correspond to
the probability for disease to spread from the
infected vertex to susceptible vertex in SI/SIR
models, where S, I and R stand for susceptible,
infected and recovered states, respectively. This
is also the approach followed in this work where
we represent different types of interactions with
different weights which correspond to the prob-
ability of infection.

References [6], [11], worked on multi-layer
networks where different layers represent dif-
ferent interactions. Following these, ref [12]
worked on awareness of epidemics in such
multi-layer networks.

Naturally, many of these works considered
SI, SIS and SIR models when inspecting epi-
demics. We inspect our multi-layer networks
using SIR model [5], [7], [10], [12] as well.

Another recent work inspected the outcome
of precautions taken against Covid-19 using sta-
tistical methods on evidential real-life data [13].
We try to compare our results to that work and
see the ability of this model to represent real-life.

3 METHOD

We run SIR disease spreading model on net-
works. Our contribution is a network generator,
that generates multi-layer networks represent-
ing interactions of people in an urban town. The
generator allows us to add or remove layers so
that we obtain a family of networks. For exam-
ple, it is possible to remove school layer so that
students and teachers do not go to school while
other interactions remain intact. Then we run
SIR simulations on the original network and the
network without school layer and compare the
disease spread ratios. This gives an indication of
how effective it is to lock down school layer.

3.1 Layered network
As the details are given in Sec. A, we construct a
network, that is composed of seven layers. Each
layer represents a type of interaction, that can be
associated with different level of disease trans-
mission. (L1) Household layer corresponds to in-
teractions between households within a house.

(L2) Blue-collar work layer corresponds to work-
place interactions between workers who still
had to go to work even during the pandemic
lockdown because their works require them to
be on site. Some examples of this type of work
include work performed by workers of sectors
such as logistics, manufacturing, and couriers
and cashiers of markets and suppliers, as well
as doctors and nurses. (L3) Similarly, white-
collar work layer corresponds to interactions at
work, except, these interactions being occur-
ring between people who can work remotely
via their computers such as office employees,
software developers, text translators. There is
no difference between blue-collar and white-
collar workers normally, but these two layers
allow modeling lockdown and remote working.
(L4) School layer corresponds to interactions be-
tween inhabitants of a school, such as students,
teachers, and other employees that work in it.

The first four layers are related to “contain-
ers” such as house or school. The remaining
three layers are “star” connected. See Sec. A.2.1
and Sec. A.2.2 for container and star connec-
tions, respectively. (L5) Friendship layer corre-
sponds to interactions between friends, such as a
meeting between two friends. (L6) Service indus-
try layer corresponds to interactions between the
employees of service industry such as couriers
and cashiers, and their customers. (L7) Random
encounters layer corresponds to random inter-
actions between residents of a town, that take
place while shopping, in a restaurant or cafe,
traveling or simply walking by on the street.

Details and parameters of the network gen-
erator can be found in the appendix sections
Sec. A and Sec. B, respectively.

3.2 SIR
Network connectivity depends on the choice
of layers. We remove the layers that we want
to lock down. Note that the house and blue-
collar layers are not sufficient to obtain a con-
nected network. Therefore, disease stays in the
connected component, which contains the initial
infected node. That is, it cannot reach the entire
network. Additional layers begin to connect the
network.

Having a network that is ready to be in-
spected, we conduct agent-based susceptible-
infected-recovered (SIR) simulations, starting
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from a single infected vertex. Since network con-
nectivity depends on the choice of layers, and
network consists of a high variety of vertices
in terms of spreading potential, this results in
variance in simulation results. We record the
coverage, which is defined as the ratio of agents
that receive the infection. Coverage depends on
the initial agent. To account for the worst case
scenario, we consider the agent with highest
strength [14], that is the sum of edge weights
of a vertex, from the innermost core [15], [16],
[17] of the largest component of the network.
In this way, we look for the worst case in the
given scenario and stabilize the potential high
variance in simulation results, that otherwise
could be caused by random choice of initial
infected vertex. We use fast_SIR simulation
from EoN package [18], [19].

In order not to be specific to a network,
which is created by many stochastic processes
such as number random generation and sam-
pling from different distributions, we create a
new network in each run we take. Therefore,
in each run, we create a network with selected
parameters, find the best spreader vertex in the
largest component and start SIR simulation by
infecting this vertex.

4 EXPERIMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS

The median value of 300 realizations in this
setting are shown in Fig. 1 where we focus on
coverage, the ratio of infected vertices over all
vertices. We examine different scenarios starting
with Base, which consists of layers L1, L2 and
L6. We consider this as a baseline scenario since
these three layers were the most fundamental
layers, persisting even in times of lockdown and
curfews for the survival of society.

Then we continue by adding one layer at
a time, like (Base+W), where we send white-
collar agents to work. The combination of mul-
tiple letters followed by Base indicates that
layers corresponding to these letters were active
at the same time in that scenario. For exam-
ple, (Base+WS) means white-collars go to work,
schools are open with students and teachers
going to classes physically, but curfews still
existing with no socialization with friends or
neighbors, and no traveling.

As expected, for low values of β, Base net-
work by itself is not enough to obtain disease
spread. Fig. 1 indicates that we need all layers
(All) in order to reach a nonzero coverage for
β = 0.025. We need to increase β value to
0.125 in order to get nonzero coverage for Base
layers only. If we consider adding one single
layer to the Base, friendship is the first layer
to produce nonzero spread at β = 0.05. At a
higher value of β = 0.075, the Base and school
pair (Base+S) follows. Then comes Base and
white-collar (Base+W) layers. Actually, the Base
and friendship combination (Base+F) provides
the highest coverage compared to all other pairs
of single layer on top of Base, for β > 0.025.
Considering Base and two other layer combi-
nations, Base, friendship and school (Base+SF)
combination has the highest coverage.

Considering the reported Covid-19 transmis-
sion rates β = 0.13 [20] and β = 0.17 [21],
important observations of Fig. 1 are:

• True outbreak with coverage larger than
0.8 occurs in scenarios that include
friendship layer when β > 0.1.

• Friendship layer (Base+F) is the sin-
gle most impactful layer and even com-
bined white-collar and school layers
(Base+WS) are not as effective at spread-
ing disease.

• Remote work (Base+SF) is not very ef-
fective in slowing down disease com-
pared to remote school (Base+WF)
or restricting socialization with friends
(Base+WS).

• Majority of the population is infected
for all scenarios except Base, with re-
ported Covid-19 transmission rates β =
0.13 [20] and β = 0.17 [21]. The spread
reaches almost the entire population
when friendship layer is active.

• For high values of β > 0.125 we observe
a saturation above 0.8 coverage for Base
with any two or more layers.

5 DISCUSSION

Evidential results from real-world data
show that the top two most effective non-
pharmaceutical interventions (NPI) against
Covid-19 are small gathering cancellation and
closure of educational institutions [13]. This is
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Fig. 1: Median of coverage as a function of different lockdown scenarios for various β values.
X-axis shows different scenarios. Base consists of layers 1-2-6, since these three layers persisted
throughout lockdown and curfews. W, S and F stand for white-collar, school and friendship layers
in order. Combinations of these such as WF indicate both layers are active at the same time. “All”
indicate pre-Covid-19 world with no restrictions at all. Y -axis shows coverage, that is, the ratio of
population infected compared to whole population. (Median of 300 realizations).

consistent with the results of our model where
the most important layer is socialization with
friends layer, followed by school layer.

5.1 Limitations

Predecessor-successor edges. Our model does
not take time into account in terms of
predecessor-successor edges. Suppose a suscep-
tible vertex i contacts another susceptible vertex
j. Then i contacts the infected vertex k, and
gets infected. In this scenario, i is infected after
contacting k, therefore it cannot infect j because
it was not infected back then. Our framework
does not model this type of time dimension
when creating edges.

Gaussian distribution. We use a set of pa-
rameters, some of which define distributions
that are used throughout network creation pro-
cess. If a distribution is known, we use it, as in
the case of household size distribution, which is
right skewed Gaussian distribution [22]. If it is
not known, we assume it is Gaussian.

Locality. In our model, most of the inter-
actions prefer locality, that is, an interaction
between two distant vertices are unlikely com-
pared to an interaction within the neighbor-
hood. Therefore, we assume that all distance
measures come from Gaussian distribution with
µd = 0 and σd = 1000 for all layers. We have

no information about how strong locality is for
different layers in real-life.

Exponentials of β. We assume that different
types of interactions have different β transmis-
sion probability and simplify this by using ex-
ponentials of β in different layers. In this way,
β decays very rapidly from intimate relations
to short duration ones. This is plausible when
comparing a contact of 8 hours with one of 30
seconds, but it is still an assumption.

5.2 Future Work
Vertex assortativity. We assign vertices to
houses and create friendship connections ran-
domly, but it may be more realistic to consider
assortativity [23] when building these relations
as it may be more likely that similar vertices will
live together and befriend each other as a result
of socioeconomic and demographic factors.

Multiple initial infected agents. Our model
starts with all agents in susceptible state except
one infected. We try to select the infected one
among the agents with the largest spread capac-
ity. The study of initial multiple infected nodes
is left for future work.

6 CONCLUSION

In this work, we offer a parametric multi-layer
undirected weighted network to represent an
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urban town, where individuals in the town are
represented as vertices and interactions they
make are represented as weighted edges with
edge weights depending on duration and in-
timacy of interaction. Each layer represents a
fundamental relation from real-life. The layered
architecture allows us to lock down different
combinations of layers. Running SIR simula-
tions on it for different lockdown scenarios, we
observe that locking down friendship layer is
the most effective action in order the slow down
epidemic spread. Justification is that the friend-
ship layer connects clusters of house and work
containers with strong connections, that would
be otherwise weakly connected or disconnected.
This network framework allows researchers and
decision makers to run simulations and evaluate
different scenarios before acting.

NETWORK GENERATOR CODE

Code of the proposed network genera-
tor can be accessed at https://github.com/
meliksahturker/NetGen.
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APPENDIX A
NETWORK CONSTRUCTION

A.1 Concepts
We begin by explaining the concepts on which
we build our multi-layer network.

A.1.1 Interaction types
Close contact between a susceptible and infected
creates a potential for disease to spread from
infected to susceptible. This potential is imple-
mented by the transmission probability. How-
ever not all real-life contacts are equally intimate
or of equal duration, so they must be assigned
transmission probabilities accordingly.

Depending on the potential of disease
spreading, we consider 6 types of contacts.
They are (i) between households of a house,

(ii) between colleagues and co-workers at work,
(iii) between students and teachers of a class in
school, (iv) between service provider and taker
in service industry, (v) between any two friends.
and (vi) between neighbors. Since edges of the
network represent these interactions between
vertices, different transmission probabilities are
assigned to edges according to type of the con-
tact.

In terms of network representation, there are
two types of interactions.

(i) Clique. A clique is a group of vertices that
are pairwise connected. A container, such
as house, classroom or workplace, where
each agent interacts with every other, are
represented as a clique. The number of
agents in a container is called capacity.
We define containers according to disease
transmission probabilities and lockdown
possibilities. House has the highest trans-
mission probability among the contain-
ers since interactions are more intimate
and prolonged. Workplace and classroom
should have lower transmission probabil-
ities compared to house. Workplace is di-
vided into two: (i) Essential sectors that
cannot be locked down, such as health,
logistics, manufacturing, are denoted with
blue-collar containers. (ii) The sectors that
can be locked down during an epidemic,
which are further divided into education
sector, denoted by school layer, and sectors
that can work remotely, which are grouped
under white-collar layer.
Therefore we have four layers representing
four types of containers, namely, house,
blue-collar, white-collar and school. At
each layer, there are a number of contain-
ers, such as homes in house layer, class-
rooms in school layer and businesses in
blue and white-collar layers. Agents in a
container are connected as a clique. Note
that every agent is associated with one
home. A retired person is only associated
with its home. An agent may also be as-
sociated with a second container, such as
classroom if it is a student or teacher, or to
a business if it is a professional.

(ii) Star. In star connection, a vertex i at the
center is connected to a group of ver-
tices which are possibly not connected to

https://github.com/meliksahturker/NetGen
https://github.com/meliksahturker/NetGen
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layer 0: ring

N − 2N − 1 0 1

i− 1 i i+ 2

layer H: house

CH
h−1 CH

h CH
h+1

layer X: container X

d

CX
x−1 CX

x
CX

x+1

Fig. 2: Multi-layer network schema with ver-
tices, location and layers of containers. Layer 0
is a 1D ring lattice (N, k) with k = 2. At the
house layer, agent i is assigned to house h. At
container layer X , due to displacement d, it is
not assigned to container x− 1 but to x.

each other. The number of connections i
makes is called capacity. Interactions be-
tween workers in service sector, and their
customers, any two friends, and any ran-
dom encounter are represented by star con-
nections. Even though we model friend-
ship as a star connection, it is known that
due to triadic closure, friends of a person
tend to be friends as well [24]. We leave
that to the stochasticity of network genera-
tion.

A.2 Locations and Locality
We use 1D ring lattice, where each vertex is of
degree k = 2, as an auxiliary network. Note that
the ring lattice is used to define locations and
distances and has no effect in terms of disease
transmission.

Distance. Consider layer 0 in Fig. 2. There are
N vertices representing individuals in the town.
Vertices are assigned indices {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}.
We can define the distance between i and j as
| d | ≤ N/2, where

j ≡ i+ d (mod N).

Then the index of the vertex which is d steps
away from vertex i, is i+d, where addition is in
mod N .

Locality. People tend to work close to their
home, attend to a nearby school, shop and have
friends in the neighborhood. This leads us to

locality, which can be defined as interactions
taking place close to where people live. For
example, for small values of displacement d,
vertex i + d is in the neighborhood of vertex
i. We use this to assign agents to containers and
star connections as follows.

A.2.1 Assignment to containers
Consider layer X such as blue-collar. For agent
i on X , assign i to container k if BX

k ≤ i + d <
BX

k+1, where BX
k and BX

k+1 are the boundaries
of the kth container. If there are NX containers
with capacities {cXk }NX

k=1 then the bounds can be
calculated by

BX
0 = 0,

BX
k = BX

k−1 +
cXk∑NX

`=1 c
X
`

N for k = 1, . . . , NX

as shown in layer X in Fig. 2.
Setting the displacement d = 0 for house

layer puts each agent into its home. For other
layers, displacement d is sampled from a Gaus-
sian distributionN (µXd, σXd), where µXd is set
to 0 to satisfy locality.

Note that every agent must have a home.
Therefore, total capacity of houses is N . Clearly
not every agent must be in a container in other
layers. For example, an agent may be in school
layer but not in blue-collar layer. Therefore, the
total capacity of layers blue, white-collar, and
school layers is strictly less than the total popu-
lation. That is, we have

∑NX

k=1 c
X
k ≤ N .

A.2.2 Assignment to star connections
Consider layer X such as friendship layer.
For agent i on X , the number of connections
ki is sampled from a Gaussian distribution
N (µX , σX). For each connection agent i is con-
nected to some j = i+ d, where displacement d
is, as usual, sampled from a Gaussian distribu-
tion N (µXd, σXd). Sampling d is carried out for
every connection separately.

See Table 1, Table 2 and Sec. B for discussion
of parameters NX , cXk , µXd, σXd, µX and σX .

A.2.3 Role assignment
Vertices are assigned to blue, white and stu-
dent groups randomly, according to their ratio
in population, that is ΓX . For example, in a
network, where 20 % of the population goes to
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school, each vertex has 0.20 chance to be labeled
as student. This process is carried out for all
containers and vertices.

In case school layer is active, T teachers are
assigned to each class from the nearest work
container that contains at least T number of
available employees who are not assigned to
another class.

APPENDIX B
SETTING PARAMETERS

Network generation requires a number of pa-
rameters. Starting by creating a network with
NH = 10, 000 houses, we use statistics from the
US whenever available, assume plausible values
for those that are not available. Collected and
assumed parameters are shown in Table 1 and
Table 2.

B.1 Layer 1. Household

According to ref [22], the average number of
households in Turkey is 2.53 with a skewed
normal distribution, that is defined by f(α =
3.96, ξ = 1.22, ω = 1.75) [37] with parameters
shape, location and scale, respectively. Accord-
ing to ref [25], average household size for the
US in 2020 is 2.53. Since we do not know the
true distribution of household size for the US
but expect it to have very similar characteristics
to the distribution for Turkey, which has the
same mean, household size is determined by
sampling from this distribution.

Since household connections are the most
intimate with highest transmission probability,
we assume an infected vertex will surely infect
others in its home, therefore we set β1 = β0 = 1.

B.2 Layers 2-3. Work

In this work, differentiation between blue and
white collar layers exists solely to be able to
modularly model employees who work from
home during a lockdown. Hence the only dif-
ference between blue and white collar layers is
their ratio in population, ΓW and ΓB , and other
parameters are the same for both groups.

According to references [29], [30], [31], the
number of people interact within a work place
are 9.8, 8 and 5, respectively. We use the mean

of these three values, 7.6, as our µW and µB

parameters, and assume σW and σB to be 3.
Prior to Covid-19, 48 % of the population

was in the workforce in the US [26], [27]. This
ratio is our baseline when creating jobs and
employees. As of January 2021, 56 % of the
workforce worked remotely [28]. Using these
two data, we obtain the ratios ΓW = 0.48·0.56 =
27 % and ΓB = 0.48 − 0.27 = 21 % for white-
collars and blue-collars, respectively. Hence, we
create work places and nodes of white and blue
according to these parameters.

Work relations are not as intimate as house-
holds, but employees still spend several hours a
day together, thus we set β2 = β3 = β1.

B.3 Layer 4. School

Even though a school consists of several class-
rooms where students may also interact and
play with students outside the classroom, this
is a rather weaker and less likely relation com-
pared to in-class relations, so it is neglected
for simplicity and only the interactions in-
classroom are modeled in this work.

Ref [32] indicates that ΓS = 24.7 % of the
population was enrolled in schools nationwide
in 2017. Ref [33] provides the average class size
for states in the US. Taking the mean across
this sheet for both axes, we obtain µS = 19.6.
Having no information about this distribution,
we assume σS = 3. Although the number of
teachers in a classroom depends on the educa-
tion level and other factors, we simplify this to
T = 3.

School relations are very similar to work
relations in terms of duration and being in con-
tainers, so we set β4 = β1, as well.

B.4 Layer 5. Friends

The average number of friends a person has
varies according to different sources [35], [34],
being 8.6 and 16 respectively. We choose the
average of the two and set µF = 12.3, and
assume σF = 5, which allows both small and
large number of friends for different vertices.

Assuming that the friendship relation is at
least as intimate as work or school layer, we set
β5 = β1.
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TABLE 1: Parameters.

Parameter Value Description
NH 10,000 Number of houses
α 3.96 Skewness of household size skewnorm distribution [22], [25]
ξ 1.22 Scale of household size skewnorm distribution [22], [25]
ω 1.75 Location of household size skewnorm distribution [22], [25]
T 3 Number of teachers assigned per class

TABLE 2: Parameters for layers 2-7, where µ0 = 0 and σ0 = 1000.

Layer X ΓX µX σX µXd σXd βX

2: Blue workforce B 21.0 % [26], [27], [28] 7.6 [29], [30], [31] 3 µ0 σ0 β1

3: White workforce W 27.0 % [26], [27], [28] 7.6 [29], [30], [31] 3 µ0 σ0 β1

4: Students S 24.7 % [32] 19.6 [33] 3 µ0 σ0 β1

5: Friends F - - 12.3 [34], [35] 5 µ0 σ0 β1

6: Service Industry C 15.0 % [36] 50.0 20 µ0 σ0 β2

7: Random Encounters R - - 50.0 20 µ0 σ0 β3

B.5 Layer 6. Service industry
In addition to the first and second layers,
one last layer persisted throughout lockdown,
virtually everyone still needing essential ser-
vices such as foods, logistics, health care. Con-
sequently, potentially everyone made connec-
tions with workers in these businesses, such as
cashiers and couriers. In fact workers of these
essential services were in contact with many
people a day. The ratio of service industry work-
ers in population is denoted by ΓC .

The US Bureau of Labor Statistics provides
detailed figures on the US in terms of headcount
and demographics for each sector in detail [36].
According to our definition, which is trivially
a subset of blue-collar workers, service industry
consists of ‘Wholesale and retail trade‘, ‘Taxi and
limousine service‘, ‘Couriers and messengers‘,
‘Real estate and rental and leasing‘, ‘Veterinary
services‘, ‘Services to buildings and dwellings‘,
‘Health care and social assistance‘, ‘Accommo-
dation and food services‘, ‘Other services, ex-
cept private households‘ elements in the “cp-
saat2020” table. The total number of people
employed in these services divided by the total
workforce corresponds to 20 % of population.
However this is not very accurate for two rea-
sons: First, ΓB = 21 % already and blue-collar
work is not almost entirely made of service
industry. Second, not all employees in these sec-
tors are in fact blue workers. Therefore, to make
it more realistic and plausible, we multiply this
20 % by a coefficient of 3

4 and obtain ΓC = 15 %,
which defines the number of employees in the

service industry who are in active contact with
customers.

Since we have no statistical data on how
many contacts a service industry worker makes
in a given time interval, we assume µC = 50
and σC = 20, which has the ability to represent
a wide range of jobs.

Compared to other relations, contact be-
tween service provider and customer lasts much
shorter. Therefore we set β6 = β2, which results
in a exponentially lower transmission probabil-
ity than earlier layers.

B.6 Layer 7. Random Encounters
Interactions people make in daily life do not
consist of relations between households, col-
leagues, students in class, friends known or
cashiers in local stores only. Random encounters
with unknown people occur daily during shop-
ping, traveling, or simply walking by another
person.

We also have no prior information about
number of random encounters, so we assume
µR = 50 and σR = 20.

We believe random encounters have even a
shorter duration with lower transmission prob-
ability compared to six layers defined so far.
Thus, we set β7 = β3 with even lower trans-
mission probability.

B.7 Locality
We assume that displacement d for locality
comes from a Gaussian distribution N (µ0, σ0).
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We set µ0 = 0 so that displacement can be either
positive or negative. We assume that σ0 = 1000
for all layers 2-7.
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