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ABSTRACT
This study explores the vaccine prioritization strategy to reduce the
overall burden of the pandemic when the supply is limited. Existing
methods conduct macro-level or simplified micro-level vaccine dis-
tribution by assuming the homogeneous behavior within subgroup
populations and lacking mobility dynamics integration. Directly
applying these models for micro-level vaccine allocation leads to
sub-optimal solutions due to the lack of behavioral-related details.
To address the issue, we first incorporate the mobility heterogeneity
in disease dynamics modeling and mimic the disease evolution pro-
cess using a Trans-vaccine-SEIR model. Then we develop a novel
deep reinforcement learning to seek the optimal vaccine allocation
strategy for the high-degree spatial-temporal disease evolution sys-
tem. The graph neural network is used to effectively capture the
structural properties of the mobility contact network and extract
the dynamic disease features. In our evaluation, the proposed frame-
work reduces 7% - 10% of infections and deaths than the baseline
strategies. Extensive evaluation shows that the proposed frame-
work is robust to seek the optimal vaccine allocation with diverse
mobility patterns in the micro-level disease evolution system. In
particular, we find the optimal vaccine allocation strategy in the
transit usage restriction scenario is significantly more effective
than restricting cross-zone mobility for the top 10% age-based and
income-based zones. These results provide valuable insights for
areas with limited vaccines and low logistic efficacy.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Applied computing → Health informatics; • Computing
methodologies→ Simulation types and techniques; Reinforcement
learning; •Mathematics of computing→ Graph algorithms.

KEYWORDS
vaccine prioritization, mobility dynamics, reinforcement learning,
graph neural networks, disease prevention

1 INTRODUCTION
The pandemic has posed unprecedented global health, economic
and social challenges and consequently raised immediate concerns
for effective vaccine allocation strategies [2, 24, 39, 48]. However,
the vaccine supply has been limited in various phases of the pan-
demic. For example, vaccines are in inadequate supply in the early
outbreaks [42]; a limited amount of vaccine boosters are available
between the initial outbreak and widespread control [32]; vaccines
are in short supply in developing countries that rely on vaccine do-
nations from developed nations [17]. Additionally, vaccine distribu-
tion faces challenges with logistics, trained personnel, and efficient
scheduling. Based on these considerations, vaccines must be given

to areas with the greatest need, thereby, prioritizing vaccines to
curb the spread and severity of infections is of great importance to
policymakers.

The study of vaccine prioritization strategy has drawn wide-
spread attention[11, 20, 23]. Existing studies have explored the
macroscopic vaccine prioritization strategies at the national, state,
and city levels. Although the macroscopic strategies give an ag-
gregated guide for the stockpiles and top-level vaccine planning,
vaccine prioritization at the micro-geographical level would help
monitor and adjust the long-term vaccine planning effectively. In
particular, it is essential to influence its uptake for individuals via
their nearby clinics. Indeed, studies [26, 46] suggested that distance
is a prime factor that influences the refusal or hesitancy of the
vaccine for areas in South Africa and India. Besides, Mazar et al.
[34] found that being 0.25 miles vs. 5 miles from the vaccine site
(CVS or Walgreens) was associated with a 9% lower vaccination
rate during COVID-19 in California. Those observations indicate
that the behavior on a micro-geographical scale is needed when
designing the vaccine prioritization strategies.

A major challenge in vaccine prioritization strategies is the sim-
ulation and prediction of disease propagation. In addition to the
epidemiological factors, most studies focus on the impact of de-
mographic characteristics such as age [13, 14, 48] and occupations
[6, 22, 41, 47] (e.g., essential workers recommended by the Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)). Some studies included
additional features like comorbidity status [53], pregnancy status
[28], and the contact pattern [13, 27, 28], which is generally assumed
to be homogeneous within the population subgroup. Meanwhile,
the extensive social activities and mobility promote the spatial
and temporal heterogeneity of disease propagation [21, 30, 31, 43].
The activity contagions, such as work, school, entertainment, and
engagement, and the travel contagions from close contact with
other commuters via travel modes would significantly amplify the
disease contagions risk and promote disease propagation. The in-
teraction between mobility risk and disease dynamics complicates
the spatiotemporal vaccine distribution. However, few studies have
integrated the heterogeneity of mobility contact in disease dynam-
ics when sleeking the optimal vaccine prioritization strategies. The
reason might be that the micro-level mobility data is hard to obtain
and couple with the disease dynamics leading to new challenges in
understanding this problem.

Current computational approaches in vaccine distribution can
be segregated into three groups, including disease compartmen-
tal models [5, 6, 38], agent-based models [27, 28] (ABM), and deep
learning models [36, 54]. These models assume homogeneity in pop-
ulation subgroups to decrease the computational burden [22, 27–29].
However, that comes at the cost of reduced prediction accuracy
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for disease propagation and the credibility to evaluate the vaccine
allocation strategy. Although deep learning methods are able to
model complex systems, they are sensitive to diverse disease pa-
rameters. More importantly, the interpretability and credibility of
vaccine distribution from the deep learning methods may be greatly
reduced without incorporating behavioral-related heterogeneity in
disease dynamics modeling.

Our contributions. Given the challenges discussed and the
need to reduce the pandemic burden when vaccine supply is lim-
ited, optimizing vaccine distribution is of significant interest to
policymakers. Thus, studying micro-geographical level vaccine al-
location strategies is crucial in determining where, when, and how
many vaccines to distribute.

To address these issues, we first develop a Trans-vaccine-SEIR
model (SEIR refers to the susceptible-exposed-infected-recovered
model) by extending the prior Trans-SEIR model [43] to incorporate
the impact of vaccines. Our model describes how, in the presence of
a certain vaccine distribution strategy in the census block level, the
disease propagates in a temporally varying graph whose nodes rep-
resent the census zones in the city, and edges describe the mobility
connections between them. We employ a Graph Neural Network
(GNN)-based policy approximator to yield vaccine distribution strat-
egy as a function of the current state of the graph and train the GNN
via an actor-critic-based reinforcement learning (RL) algorithm.

There are two novelties in this study. First, we integrate micro-
geographical level mobility into the disease dynamics modeling
and propose the Trans-vaccine-SEIR model to mimic the disease
propagation. Second, we propose a RL-GNN framework to find
the optimal vaccine allocation strategy. Within the framework,
the deep RL is used to find the optimal solution in a high-degree
spatiotemporal disease evolution graph. In particular, the GNN
is reagrded as a policy approximator that effectively capture the
structural properties of the mobility contact network and extract
the dynamic disease features. Our RL-GNN framework overcomes
the limitations faced by SEIR and ABM optimization in addressing
the complex system dynamic problem.

We verify the effectiveness of our disease simulator by the real-
world data and show that the optimal vaccine allocation strategy
from the RL-GNN framework reduces 7% and 10% of infections
and deaths compared to the baseline strategies. We also exam-
ine the effectiveness of proposed RL-GNN framework in multiple
non-pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs). The optimal vaccine allo-
cation strategy outperforms the baseline strategies and decreases
infections and deaths by 10% and 17%, respectively. These experi-
ments consistently show our proposed framework’s superiority and
robustness under diverse mobility patterns. In particular, among
various NPIs, we find the optimal vaccine allocation strategy in the
transit system usage restriction (defined as the bus, ride-sharing
vehicle, taxi, and van) is more effective than restricting cross-zone
mobility in the top 10% oldest/youngest/highest income/lowest
income zones.

2 RELATEDWORK
Vaccine prioritization has sparked an unprecedented discussion
during the pandemic, including disease dynamics modeling and the
optimization of the vaccine allocation strategy.

It is well understood that disease dynamics modeling is the key
to evaluating the vaccine prioritization strategy. Vaccine prioritiza-
tion strategy can be classified into two groups to mimic the reality
of disease propagation based on the study scope. Extensive studies
addressed macroscopic level vaccine allocation strategies such as
nation [33, 42, 48], state [47], region [51], or city [39, 57] levels.
The macroscopic vaccine allocation is essential for regional vaccine
allocation planning. The federal-level vaccine allocation strategy in
the US is centered around the framework developed by the National
Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine (NASEM) [37].
However, they strongly rely on homogeneity assumption in the
subgroup of the population such as age [5, 19, 45] and occupancy
[22, 23, 41]. They ignore behavior-related heterogeneity among in-
dividuals, which might introduce inaccuracy estimation. In addition
to the macroscopic strategy, an increasing amount of micro-level
vaccine allocation studies have drawn people’s attention in recent
years. Themicro-level studies focus on the risk approximation using
social network [11], contact pattern [6, 27–29], and social distance
[12, 14] for the population subgroup. Those methods are selected
based on the trade-offs between prediction accuracy and computa-
tional complexity. To reduce the computational complexity, they
either ignore the internal epidemiological dynamics or limit the
spatial and temporal heterogeneity in physical mobility movement
when modeling disease dynamics. However, non-epidemiological
factors [30, 40], such as mobility and activity, significantly influence
disease propagation. Ignoring these factors would hurt the accuracy
of disease propagation simulation and, thereby, the credibility of
the vaccine prioritization strategy.

Vaccine allocation optimization models have generated wide-
spread attention. These methods can be separated into three classes.
The first approach is based on deterministic or stochastic disease
compartmental models [10, 19, 51], which use a system of differ-
ential equations to represent the disease dynamics. This approach
suits for small and simplified systems, and the optimization formu-
lation can be solved by the closed-form solution [51], brute-force
search method [35], and greedy strategies [55]. The second class
approach is network or ABM models [27–29, 41]. These models
allow more group-level behavior variations. Since optimizing the
epidemic outcomes in these models is much harder than in the con-
ventional SEIR model, they tend to simplify the network structure
by assuming static network structure or homogeneity in the contact
matrix when modeling the disease transmission rate. Besides, they
usually construct limited strategies based on the subgroup popula-
tion to facilitate computational complexity. The last class approach
is based on the deep learning method such as deep RL [3, 20, 54].
Deep learning models have their advantages in modeling complex
systems. However, they are sensitive to parameters. Studies cooper-
ate deep learning models with disease compartment models, such as
SEIR, assume homogeneous behavior in population subgroups, and
ignore the mobility dynamics in the disease compartment models.
That might decrease the interpretation of the disease dynamics and
the credibility of the vaccine allocation strategy.

As suggested by studies [34, 40], a micro-geographical level vac-
cine prioritization strategy is needed to improve the vaccination
rate and monitor long-term vaccine planning effectively. However,
few studies address the micro-level spatiotemporal vaccine alloca-
tion strategy. They ignore the impacts of mobility dynamics, which
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would significantly underestimate the disease propagation and in-
troduce biases in strategy evaluation. Despite deep learning models
increasing the search space and enhancing the computational effi-
ciency in finding the optimal vaccine allocation strategy, they fall
short in considering the heterogeneity of disease dynamics, hin-
dering the interpretability of the results. In this study, we address
the abovementioned issue in the proposed framework and examine
the robustness of the framework with diverse mobility patterns in
NPIs schemes.

3 SYSTEM DYNAMICS FRAMEWORK
This section presents the details of the problem formulation and
the designed framework.

3.1 Trans-vaccine-SEIR Formulation
3.1.1 Notation. The notion and description for the Tran-vaccine-
SEIR model can be seen in Table 1.

3.1.2 Model details. In this study, we address mobility dynamics’
impacts on disease propagation in urban areas. In particular, we
incorporate the mobility contact patterns between different census
block zones into our model and circumvent the overly-simplified
assumption of homogeneity used in the conventional SEIR model.
We integrate micro-level mobility heterogeneity into the disease
dynamics by following the prior Trans-SEIR model [43]. Infected
individuals spread the virus through physical contact during travel
to the destination and activities they perform after reaching there.
Travel and activity amplify the probability of exposure to the disease.
Thus, we denote as travel and activity contagion risks respectively.
We define two contagion periods each day. The first contagion
period occurs when the residents of zone 𝑖 are influenced by activity
contagion within zone 𝑖 and the travel contagion for the residents
of zone 𝑖 traveling to zone 𝑗 . The second contagion period occurs
the residence of zone 𝑖 is influenced by activity contagion within
zone 𝑗 after they travel to zone 𝑗 and the travel contagion for them
traveling back to zone 𝑖 .

We extend the Trans-SEIR model into the Trans-vaccine-SEIR
model by incorporating the effect of the vaccine. The superscript
𝑢 represents the non-vaccinated states, and 𝑣 represents the vac-
cinated states. Susceptible individuals (𝑆), comprising vaccinated
𝑆𝑣 and non-vaccinated 𝑆𝑢 individuals, are healthy individuals who
have not been exposed to the disease. The susceptible individuals 𝑆
would shift to exposed ones 𝐸 during daily activity contagions risk
𝑓 and travel contagions risk ℎ. The exposed individuals 𝐸, including
vaccinated individuals 𝐸𝑣 and non-vaccinated individuals 𝐸𝑢 , are
those exposed to the virus and not infectious. They would shift to
the infectious state until the end of the incubation time 1

𝜎 . Then,
infected individuals are either symptomatic (𝐼𝑢𝑠 or 𝐼 𝑣𝑠 ) or asymp-
tomatic (𝐼𝑢𝑎 or 𝐼 𝑣𝑎 ). The parameter 𝑞 represents the ratio between
symptomatic and asymptomatic infected individuals. Last, symp-
tomatic individuals (𝐼𝑢𝑠 , 𝐼 𝑣𝑠 ) are either recovered (𝑅𝑢 , 𝑅𝑣 ) or dead
(𝐷𝑢 , 𝐷𝑣 ) after _𝑠 time. The infected fatality ratio (IFR) represents
the death ratio for infected individuals. Asymptomatic individuals
(𝐼𝑢𝑎 , 𝐼 𝑣𝑎 ) would recovery form the disease (𝑅𝑢 , 𝑅𝑣 ) with a recovery
rate 1

_𝑎
. In the Trans-vaccine-SEIR model, the mobility dynamics

capture population movement across regions and disease parame-
ters governing the population transition following the contagion

Notation Description variables
𝑆𝑖 𝑗 Susceptible population who are residents of zone 𝑖 and

currently in zone 𝑗 . Similar notation 𝐸𝑖 𝑗 : exposed (la-
tent) population, 𝐼𝑖 𝑗 infected population, 𝑅𝑖 𝑗 : recovered
population, 𝐷𝑖 𝑗 death population.

𝑆𝑡
𝑖

Susceptible population who are residents of zone 𝑖 . 𝑡 ∈
(𝑢, 𝑣), 𝑢 refers to vaccinated, 𝑣 refers to non-vaccinated.
Similar notations are used for 𝐸, 𝐼 , 𝑅, and 𝐷 population

𝐼𝑡
𝑎,𝑖
, 𝐼𝑡
𝑠,𝑖

Vaccinated (𝑡 = 𝑣) and non-vaccinated (𝑡 = 𝑢) infected
population at zone 𝑖 those who are asymptomatic and
those who present symptoms.
Fixed parameters

𝑁𝑖 Total population of zone 𝑖
𝑑 Travel mode, including low and median capacity travel

modes
𝛽𝑎 Disease transmission rate per valid contact during activ-

ity
𝛽𝑡
𝑑

Disease transmission rate per valid contact during travel
using mode 𝑑

𝑐𝑑 The ratio of people who choose travel mode 𝑑
1
𝜎 The expected latent duration for people remaining in 𝐸

before moving to 𝐼
1
𝛾𝑒

The expected recover duration for infected individuals
who present symptoms(𝑒 ∈ 𝑠) andwho are asymptomatic
(𝑒 ∈ 𝑎) remaining in 𝐼 before moving to 𝑅

𝑘𝑖 𝑗 Expected number of valid contacts for residents of 𝑖 who
are currently at zone 𝑗

𝑘𝑑
𝑖 𝑗,𝑘𝑙

Expected number of valid contacts for travelers from 𝑖

to 𝑗 who come across with travelers from 𝑘 to 𝑙 using
the same travel mode 𝑑

𝑔𝑖 Total departure rate of zone 𝑖
𝑚𝑖 𝑗 The rate of movement from zone 𝑖 to zone 𝑗 , where∑

𝑗 𝑚𝑖 𝑗 = 1
𝑟𝑖 𝑗 The return rate from zone 𝑗 to zone 𝑖
𝑓𝑖 Activity contagions risk at zone 𝑖
𝑓𝑖 𝑗 Activity contagions risk of residence of zone 𝑖 currently

in zone 𝑗

ℎ−→
𝑖 𝑗
,ℎ←−
𝑖 𝑗

Traveling contagions risk from zone 𝑗 to zone 𝑖 and from
zone 𝑗 to zone 𝑖

𝛿 Vaccine effectiveness
𝑞 Clinical fraction in the percentage of infected population

present symptoms
𝐼𝐹𝑅 Infectious fatality rate
𝑓 𝑡𝑎 relative contagiousness of truly asymptomatic individ-

uals for vaccinated (𝑡 ∈ 𝑢) and non-vaccinated (𝑡 ∈ 𝑣)
people

𝑉𝑖 Assigned vaccine in zone 𝑖
Table 1: Variables and parameters in Trans-vaccine-SEIR for-
mulation

process. The overview of the Trans-vaccine-SEIR framework is
presented in Figure 1.

The mathematical formulation of the activity and travel conta-
gion risks presents below.

𝑓𝑖 = 𝛽𝑎𝑘𝑖
𝑆𝑖 [(𝑓𝑎,𝑖 𝐼𝑎,𝑖 + 𝐼𝑠,𝑖 ) +

∑𝑁
𝑘=1 (𝑓𝑎,𝑘 𝐼𝑎,𝑘𝑖 + 𝐼𝑠,𝑘𝑖 )]

𝑁𝑖
(1)
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Figure 1: Trans-vaccine-SEIR model: mobility contact risk
based disease dynamics under vaccine treatments

𝑓𝑖 𝑗 = 𝛽𝑎𝑘𝑖 𝑗
𝑆𝑖 𝑗 [(𝑓𝑎,𝑗 𝐼𝑎,𝑗 + 𝐼𝑠,𝑗 ) +

∑𝑁
𝑘=1 (𝑓𝑎,𝑘 𝐼𝑎,𝑘 𝑗 + 𝐼𝑠,𝑘 𝑗 )]

𝑁 𝑗
(2)

ℎ−→
𝑖 𝑗

=

𝐷∑︁
𝑑=1

𝑐𝑑𝑖 𝑗 𝛽
𝑡
𝑑
(𝑆𝑖 𝑗 ) [

𝑝∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑝∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑘𝑙𝑘,𝑖 𝑗 [(𝑓𝑎,𝑖 𝐼𝑎,𝑙𝑘 + 𝐼𝑠,𝑙𝑘 )]
𝑁𝑙𝑘

] (3)

ℎ←−
𝑖 𝑗

=

𝐷∑︁
𝑑=1

𝑐𝑑𝑖 𝑗 𝛽
𝑡
𝑑
(𝑆 𝑗𝑖 ) [

𝑝∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑝∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑘𝑙𝑘,𝑗𝑖 [(𝑓𝑎,𝑖 𝐼𝑎,𝑙𝑘 + 𝐼𝑠,𝑙𝑘 )]
𝑁𝑙𝑘

] (4)

The equations 1 and 2 describe the activity contagions where
health residents 𝑆 get infected by contacting infectious residents 𝐼
in zone 𝑖 and visitors from all other zones. The difference between
equations 1 and 2 are the infected locations for healthy residents
and the corresponding contact. The equation 3 and 4 give a mathe-
matical representation of travel contagion. Equation 3 demonstrates
the health population 𝑆 who get infected during travel while leaving
their resident location for activities. Equation 4 represents health
residents 𝑆 of zone 𝑖 get infected by infectious population 𝐼 in other
places during travel.

Then, the mathematical formulations of disease compartments
in the Trans-vaccine-SEIR model are expressed below (𝑡 ∈ (𝑢, 𝑣)).
The susceptible population compartment presents in equation 5:

𝑑𝑆𝑡
𝑖

𝑑𝑡
=

𝑃∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑟𝑖 𝑗𝑆
𝑡
𝑖 𝑗 − 𝑔𝑖𝑆

𝑡
𝑖 − 𝑓 𝑡𝑖 −

𝑃∑︁
𝑗=1

ℎ𝑡←−
𝑖 𝑗

𝑑𝑆𝑡
𝑖 𝑗

𝑑𝑡
= 𝑔𝑖𝑚𝑖 𝑗𝑆

𝑡
𝑖 − 𝑟𝑖 𝑗𝑆

𝑡
𝑖 𝑗 − ℎ

𝑡
−→
𝑖 𝑗
− 𝑓 𝑡𝑖 𝑗

(5)

The exposure population compartment presents in equation 6:

𝑑𝐸𝑡
𝑖

𝑑𝑡
=

𝑃∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑟𝑖 𝑗𝐸
𝑡
𝑖 𝑗 +

𝑃∑︁
𝑗=1

ℎ←−
𝑖 𝑗
+ 𝑓 𝑡𝑖 − 𝑔𝑖𝐸

𝑡
𝑖 − 𝜎𝑖𝐸

𝑡
𝑖

𝑑𝐸𝑡
𝑖 𝑗

𝑑𝑡
= 𝑔𝑖𝑚𝑖 𝑗𝐸

𝑡
𝑖 + 𝑓

𝑡
𝑖 𝑗 + ℎ

𝑡
−→
𝑖 𝑗
− 𝑟𝑖 𝑗𝐸𝑡𝑖 𝑗 − 𝜎𝑖𝐸

𝑡
𝑖 𝑗

(6)

The infected population compartment presents in equation 7:

𝑑𝐼𝑡
𝑎,𝑖

𝑑𝑡
=

𝑃∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑟𝑖 𝑗 𝐼
𝑡
𝑎,𝑖 𝑗 + 𝜎𝑖 (1 − 𝑞)𝐸

𝑡
𝑖 − 𝑔𝑖 𝐼

𝑡
𝑎,𝑖 − 𝑟𝑎𝐼

𝑡
𝑎,𝑖

𝑑𝐼𝑡
𝑠,𝑖

𝑑𝑡
=

𝑃∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑟𝑖 𝑗 𝐼
𝑡
𝑠,𝑖 𝑗 + 𝜎𝑖𝑞𝐸

𝑡
𝑖 − 𝑔𝑖 𝐼

𝑡
𝑠,𝑖 − 𝑟𝑠 𝐼

𝑡
𝑠,𝑖

𝑑𝐼𝑡
𝑎,𝑖 𝑗

𝑑𝑡
= 𝜎𝑖 (1 − 𝑞)𝐸𝑡𝑖 𝑗 + 𝑔𝑖𝑚𝑖 𝑗 𝐼

𝑡
𝑎,𝑖 − 𝑟𝑖 𝑗 𝐼

𝑡
𝑎,𝑖 𝑗 − 𝑟𝑎𝐼

𝑡
𝑎,𝑖 𝑗

𝑑𝐼𝑡
𝑠,𝑖 𝑗

𝑑𝑡
= 𝜎𝑖𝑞𝐸

𝑡
𝑖 𝑗 + 𝑔𝑖𝑚𝑖 𝑗 𝐼

𝑡
𝑠,𝑖 − 𝑟𝑖 𝑗 𝐼

𝑡
𝑠,𝑖 𝑗 − 𝑟𝑠 𝐼

𝑡
𝑠,𝑖 𝑗

(7)

The recovered population compartment presents in equation 8:

𝑑𝑅𝑡
𝑖

𝑑𝑡
=

𝑃∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑟𝑖 𝑗𝑅
𝑡
𝑖 𝑗 + 𝑟𝑎𝐼

𝑡
𝑎,𝑖 + 𝑟𝑠 (1 − 𝐼𝐹𝑅)𝐼

𝑡
𝑠,𝑖 − 𝑔𝑖𝑅

𝑡
𝑖

𝑑𝑅𝑡
𝑖 𝑗

𝑑𝑡
= 𝑔𝑖𝑚𝑖 𝑗𝑅

𝑡
𝑖 + 𝑟𝑎𝐼

𝑡
𝑎,𝑖 𝑗 + 𝑟𝑠 (1 − 𝐼𝐹𝑅)𝐼

𝑡
𝑠,𝑖 𝑗 − 𝑟𝑖 𝑗𝑅

𝑡
𝑖 𝑗

(8)

The death compartment presents in equation 9:

𝑑𝐷𝑡
𝑖

𝑑𝑡
= 𝛾𝑠 𝐼𝐹𝑅(𝐼𝑡𝑠,𝑖 ),

𝑑𝐷𝑡
𝑖 𝑗

𝑑𝑡
= 𝛾𝑠 𝐼𝐹𝑅(𝐼𝑡𝑠,𝑖 𝑗 ) (9)

Equations 5 - 9 describe how mobility is involved in the disease
dynamics as shown in Figure 1. These equations are consistent
with the mobility contact from location 𝑖 −→ 𝑗 −→ 𝑖 and disease
dynamics that follow the contagion process.

3.2 The RL-GNN Framework
As described in the Trans-vaccine-SEIR model, we construct the
census block zones in the city as a graph 𝐺 (𝑡) = (𝑉 , 𝐸 (𝑡)), where
𝑉 is a set of fixed nodes representing the zones in the city, 𝐸 (𝑡) =
{𝑒𝑖 𝑗 (𝑡)} is the set of edges between 𝑖 and 𝑗, (𝑖, 𝑗) ∈ 𝑉 at time 𝑡 . The
edge represents the mobility connection between zones. Each node
𝑖 is associated with disease compartment features Z𝑖 (𝑡). They are
random variables and vary in time. Each edge 𝑒𝑖 𝑗 (𝑡) is associated
with mobility-related disease compartment features Ψ𝑖 𝑗 (𝑡). The
node and edge states at time 𝑡 depend on the state of itself, its
neighbor, and the mobility interaction between its neighbors at
time 𝑡 − 1. Please refer to the supplementary materials for node and
edge feature details.

The objective is to find an optimal vaccine allocation strategy that
minimizes the number of infected (𝐼 , 𝑅, 𝐷) and death population 𝐷

over time in a high-degree graph network. To seek optimality of the
vaccine allocation in the high-degree graph with high dimensional
node and edge features, we propose a RL-GNN framework and apply
the deep RL approach to solve the system dynamics problem. RL[49]
has the advantage of dealing with the uncertainty in a complex
system and making decisions based on incomplete information
as the environment changes, which suits for learning the optimal
solution in the evolving graph.

Figure 2 demonstrates the structure of the RL-GNN framework.
Within the framework, the Trans-vaccine-SEIR module is the envi-
ronment simulator, and the GNN is applied as the agent module.
The GNN-based agent module first observes state 𝑆 (𝑡) from the
graph 𝐺 (𝑡) environment in the Trans-vaccine-SEIR module. Based
on the observation states, the GNN-based agent makes a vaccine
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Figure 2: The proposed controllable disease propagation
framework

allocation 𝜋 (𝑡), which changes the graph environment’s states. The
Trans-vaccine-SEIR module mimics the disease propagation based
on the mobility dynamics and vaccine impact, evaluates the vaccine
allocation action from the GNN-based agent module, and outputs
a reward 𝑟 (𝑡). Then the proximal policy optimization (PPO) opti-
mizer in the RL framework optimizes the action of the GNN-based
agent based on the reward function 𝑟 (𝑡). The architecture of the
GNN-based agent module can be found in supplementary materials.

To improve the stability of the gradient descent direction in the
PPO optimizer, we present our reward function:

𝑅𝑡 = 𝛽𝐸 [(𝐸𝑡−1 − 𝐸𝑡 ) − (𝐸0𝑡−1 − 𝐸
0
𝑡 )]+

𝛽𝐼 [(𝐼𝑡−1 − 𝐼𝑡 ) − (𝐼0𝑡−1 − 𝐼
0
𝑡 )]+

𝛽𝑅 [(𝑅𝑡−1 − 𝑅𝑡 ) − (𝑅0𝑡−1 − 𝑅
0
𝑡 )]+

𝛽𝐷 [(𝐷𝑡−1 − 𝐷𝑡 ) − (𝐷0
𝑡−1 − 𝐷

0
𝑡 )]

(10)

Where 𝐸0𝑡 , 𝐼
0
𝑡 , 𝑅

0
𝑡 , 𝐷

0
𝑡 are the disease compartments for the baseline

strategy, 𝐸𝑡 , 𝐼𝑡 , 𝑅𝑡 , 𝐷𝑡 are the disease compartments based on the
current vaccine allocation strategy decided by agent, 𝛽𝐸 , 𝛽𝐼 , 𝛽𝑅 ,
𝛽𝐷 are the coefficients for each disease compartments. In practice,
𝛽𝐸 = 1, 𝛽𝐼 = 5, 𝛽𝑅 = 100, 𝛽𝐷 = 500. Naively minimizing the daily
increased number of infections (𝐼𝑡 − 𝐼𝑡−1, 𝑅𝑡 − 𝑅𝑡−1, 𝐷𝑡 − 𝐷𝑡−1)
makes the optimization gradient noisy as the presence of infections
for time 𝑡 has one-day or two-day delays in the simulator. Daily
reduced exposed population (𝐸𝑡 −𝐸𝑡−1) directly reflects the vaccine
influence at time 𝑡 as the susceptible population 𝑆𝑡 can be protected
by vaccine instead of transfer to the exposure period. To stabilize
the optimization gradient direction, we add the population-based
vaccine allocation strategy as the baseline. In practice, this reward
function design significantly improves the strategy’s effectiveness.

Our setting differs from other work [3, 10, 19, 54] in three crit-
ical aspects. First, we intergrate the census block level mobility
dynamics in the conventional SEIR model to build the environment
simulator and conduct vaccine allocation in the micro-geographic
zones, which addresses the heterogeneity of mobility contact risk
in disease evolution and provides a more realistic evaluation system
for vaccine allocation. Second, we consider more detailed vaccine-
related parameters (e.g., age-based vaccine effectiveness) and dis-
ease infection parameters (e.g., IFR, symptomatic ratio) based on

demographic information. It captures the demographic-related pop-
ulation heterogeneity in disease transmission. Third, we do not
assume a node can be quarantined from the graph. Isolating a high-
degree node from the network might impair the transportation
network quality and affect network connectivity.

4 TRANS-VACCINE-SEIR MODEL
CALIBRATION

We use the disease data in Marion county from January to August
2021 (during the COVID-19 period) as a case study. Zones at the
census block level ensure the vaccine allocation strategy is in a
high resolution for the general public. There are 253 census blocks
in Marion county with a 𝑁 = 957, 337 population. The disease
parameters are calibrated in Marion county before December 2020
to ensure non-vaccine available states. We classify the population
into four age classes 0-14, 15-64, 65-74, and 75+ years old to capture
the age heterogeneity of the disease parameters. The summary of
parameter description and source can be found in supplementary
materials.

Infection. As suggested by Thompson et al. [50], the vaccine effec-
tiveness is not 100%. The exposed individuals who are vaccinated 𝐸𝑣
might move into the infected compartment and start to spread the
virus at the end of incubation time 1

𝜎 [1] days. A clinical fraction𝑞 of
exposed individuals (including non-vaccinated and vaccinated yet
to be protected) would show symptoms after being infected (𝐼𝑢𝑠 , 𝐼 𝑣𝑠 ),
while the others are asymptomatic (𝐼𝑢𝑎 , 𝐼 𝑣𝑎 ). It’s hard to obtain the
asymptomatic rate due to multiple reasons (e.g., not reported). We
follow the assumption [22] that fraction changes linearly with age
such as 𝑞𝑖,𝑎 = 𝑞𝑖,75+ − 𝑤 (75+ − 𝑥𝑖,𝑎). The symptomatic rate for
people over 75 years old in zone 𝑖 is 𝑞𝑖,75+ ∈ (70% 100%). In the
simulator, we select the 𝑞𝑖,75+ = 85%. 𝑤 is the reduced rate for a
one-year reduction in age, which we set into 0.7[22]. 𝑥𝑖,𝑎 is the
median age value in 𝑎 age group. Assuming 𝑛𝑖,𝑎 is the number of
individuals in the 𝑎 age group and 𝑛𝑖 is the total population in the
census block 𝑖 . The symptomatic rate for the census block 𝑖 can
be expressed as 𝑞𝑖 =

∑
𝑎 𝑞𝑖,𝑎𝑛𝑖,𝑎

𝑛𝑖
. The mean of the symptomatic rate

in Marion county is 59%. The mean symptomatic rates for each
age group are 0-14: 37%, 15-64: 60%, 65-74:81%, and 75+: 85%. The
visualization of symptomatic rate in each census block zone can be
found in the supplementary material.

We use the 𝑓 𝑢𝑎 , 𝑓 𝑣𝑎 , 𝑓 𝑢𝑠 , and 𝑓 𝑣𝑠 to represent the contagiousness of
asymptomatic infected individuals who are non-vaccinated and vac-
cinated, the symptomatic infected individual who are non-vaccinated
and vaccinated. We assume an average time for asymptomatic indi-
viduals and symptomatic individuals to recover as 1

𝛾𝑎
and 1

𝛾𝑠
days

[1]. Besides, we assume the virus will no longer infect individuals
who have recovered from the disease within eight months.

Infection fatality rate.We use the age-based daily new cases di-
vided by daily new deaths in Indiana to estimate the age-dependent
infection fatality rate (IFR). The disease and demographic data are
from April 2020 to July 2020 in Indiana. The statistic of age-based
IFR in Marion county is 𝐼𝐹𝑅0−14 = 0, 𝐼 𝐹𝑅15−64 = 0.009, 𝐼 𝐹𝑅65−74 =
0.102, and 𝐼𝐹𝑅75+ = 0.263. The census block 𝐼𝐹𝑅𝑖 will be adjusted
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Figure 3: Environment simulator: Trans-vaccine-SEIR
model; The suffix _𝑠𝑖𝑚 and _𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑙 refer to the predicted and
reality population in the disease compartments separately.
𝑆_𝐸 refers to the susceptible and exposure population. 𝐼_𝑅
refers to the infected and exposed population; 𝐷 refers to
death population.

based on the demographic information within the census block
zone: 𝐼𝐹𝑅𝑖 =

∑
𝑎 𝐼𝐹𝑅𝑖,𝑎𝑛𝑖,𝑎

𝑛𝑖
. 𝐼𝐹𝑅𝑖,𝑎 is the IFR of the age group 𝑎 in

state-level. The visualization of census block zone IFR in Marion
county can be seen in supplementary materials.

Transmission rate. The disease transmission rate is a function
of reproduction number (𝑅0) and can be calculated by the next-
generation matrices approach [15]. According to the Trans-SEIR
model[43], the 𝑅0 is upper-bounded by the the highest contagion
rates for the travel segment and the activity location. We assume
the activity transmission rate (𝛽𝑎) and travel transmission rate
(𝛽𝑡
𝑑
) are homogeneous in Marion county and expressed as 𝛽𝑎 =

𝑅0 (`+𝜎) (`+𝛾 )
𝜎 , 𝑅0 ∈ (𝑅𝑚𝑖𝑛, 𝑅𝑚𝑎𝑥 ) and

∑
𝑑 𝛽𝑡

𝑑
=

𝛽𝑎

2 , 𝑑 ∈ (1, 2). 𝑑 is
the travel mode, which includes low-capacity travel mode (e.g., taxi
and rider-sharing vehicle) and median-capacity travel mode (e.g.,
bus and van) in Marion county. The 𝑅0 is estimated by COVID-19
cases from March 2020 to July 2021 in Marion county and can be
found in supplementary materials. Then, the transmission rate is
estimated as 𝛽𝑎 ∈ (0.016 − 0.05), 𝛽𝑡

𝑑=1 ∈ (0.0006 − 0.002), and
𝛽𝑡
𝑑=2 ∈ (0.008 − 0.025).

Vaccine allocation. The vaccine is assigned to non-vaccinated
susceptible individuals 𝑆𝑢 . That is 𝑑𝑆𝑢

𝑖

𝑑𝑡
= −𝑣 , where 𝑣 is the amount

of assigned vaccine. By assuming the vaccine effectiveness as 𝛿 ,
the unprotected and protected susceptible population are 𝑑𝑆𝑣

𝑖

𝑑𝑡
=

(1 − 𝛿) ∗ 𝑣 and 𝑑𝑃𝑣
𝑖

𝑑𝑡
= 𝛿 ∗ 𝑣 .

Mobility dynamicsWe adopt a large scale of mobile phone data in
March 2020 to capture individual movement within Marion county.
An effective trip is defined as a movement with distance larger
than 20 meters. After trip extraction, we obtained 1812266 trips and
176856 users in total. The average repressiveness is 9.71% in Marion
county. The spatial variation of trip per person in the census block
zone can be found in supplementary materials.

5 EVALUATION
5.1 Implementation Details
5.1.1 Environment simulator: Trans-vaccine-SEIR model. To im-
prove the interpretation of the disease dynamics, we propose the
Trans-vaccine-SEIR model to demonstrate the disease propagation

from both the epidemiological and non-epidemiological aspects.
To mimic the disease propagation in Marion county from January
to August 2021, we divide the study period to eight periods and
simulate them continuously. The input data is the initial disease
compartments in Marion county including 𝑆, 𝐸, 𝐼 , 𝑅, 𝐷 and daily vac-
cine supply𝑉 . We apply the grid search to find the best parameters
that fit the disease data in each period. Each period consists of four
weeks. The first two weeks are used as the training dataset, and
the last two weeks as the testing dataset. More details related with
fitted parameters can be found in the supplementary materials. Be-
sides, we construct three baseline approaches including population-
based, even-based, and random-based. Population-based distribu-
tion means distributing vaccine in each census block zone accord-
ing to the proportion of the census block population to the total
population in Marion county. Even-based distribution means uni-
formly distribute vaccine to each census block zone. Random-based
distribution means assigning vaccine to each census block zone
follow random trials. The pseudo-code for the Trans-vaccine-SEIR
model in the environment can be found in supplementary materials.
Figure 3 presents the predicted results and the realistic disease com-
partments.We define the accuracymetric as𝐶∗ =

∗𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑑−∗𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑙
∗𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑙 for the

∗ disease compartment. The mean accuracy of the predicted disease
propagation in each compartment is: 𝐶𝑆𝐸 = 0.0006; 𝐶𝐼𝑅 = 0.006;
𝐶𝐷 = 0.002.

5.1.2 RL and GNN Architecture. We use Stable-Baseline3[44] as
our RL training framework. We train our experiments using RTX
2080 Ti. The learning rate is 5.0e-5, the batch size is 8, the value
function coefficient for the loss calculation is 0.5, the number of
steps to run for each environment per update is 2, and the number
of epochs when optimizing the surrogate loss is 10. Besides, we
have two environment copies running in parallel. The GNN nnConv
algorithm is implemented by pytorch-geometric [16].

5.2 Quantitative Evaluation
In addition to three baseline vaccine allocation strategies, we sim-
ulate the non-vaccination scenario as a reference from January
to August 2021. The well-trained optimal vaccine allocation strat-
egy is used to compare baseline strategies. We use the improved
case 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 and death 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 ratios as evaluation metrics. They are
defined as follows:

𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 =
(𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑛𝑜_𝑣𝑎𝑐 − 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑜𝑝𝑡 ) − (𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑛𝑜_𝑣𝑎𝑐 − 𝐼𝑅𝐷∗)

(𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑛𝑜_𝑣𝑎𝑐 − 𝐼𝑅𝐷∗) × 100%

𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 =
(𝐷𝑛𝑜_𝑣𝑎𝑐 − 𝐷𝑜𝑝𝑡 ) − (𝐷𝑛𝑜_𝑣𝑎𝑐 − 𝐷∗)

(𝐷𝑛𝑜_𝑣𝑎𝑐 − 𝐷∗) × 100%
(11)

Where the superscript 𝑛𝑜_𝑣𝑎𝑐 , 𝑜𝑝𝑡 , and ∗ represent the non-
vaccination scenario, the optimal vaccine allocation strategy from
the RL-GNN model, and the ∗ baseline strategy. 𝐼𝑅𝐷 and 𝐷 repre-
sent the total infected and death population. Figure 4 visualize the
evaluation results in eight continuous periods. The optimal strat-
egy’s improved case and death ratios are 4% -18% and 6.7%- 22%
than the baseline strategies. It indicates a significant improvement
in reducing the number of infected and death populations for the
proposed RL-GNN framework.
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Figure 4: The time series evaluation of the optimal vaccine
allocation strategy under RL-GNN framework

5.3 Ablation Study
We follow the standard practice and the same protocol to assess the
quality of the reward function in the RL framework and the GNN
architecture in the agent module.

5.3.1 Reward function design. We conduct several experiments to
explore the reward function (See Eq. 10). In addition, to evaluate
each disease compartment, we consider three ways to explore the
reward function: short-term baseline, long-term baseline, and no
baseline. We use the population-based vaccine allocation strategy
as the baseline to improve the gradient descent direction. The short-
term baseline refers to a dynamic approach, adding the baseline
in each time step 𝑡 . Instead of adding the baseline each day, the
long-term baseline is adding the baseline on the first day of the
simulation. The improved case and death ratio of the proposed
RL-GNN model using different metrics and baseline strategies in
the reward function can be seen in Table 2.

Reward function
𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜with baseline strategy metric

short-term D 4.04 24.31
short-term I 17.45 23.09
short-term R 17.39 10.49
short-term E 17.55 23.18
short-term RD 15.32 19.17
short-term ED 10.02 21.13
short-term ID 15.24 24.18
short-term IRD 17.15 24.04
long-term EIRD -0.56 -1.06
no-baseline EIRD -0.54 -1.81
short-term EIRD 18.18 24.41

Table 2: Ablation study on reward function design

5.3.2 Agent architecture. We apply two approaches to extract the
features in the agent module: MLP and GNN. MLP embeds the
features of the graph network in a fully connected way. Unlike
the MLP, the GNN captures the properties of dynamic mobility
contact network in the evolving graph. We compare three methods
in GNN to embed the message passing for the nodes and edges’
features: GCNConv[25], CGConv[56], and nnConv[18]. GCNConv
only considers the node’s feature embedding. CGConv uses the con-
catenation way to embed node features, neighboring node features,
and edge features. nnConv applies a neural network to embed the
node and edge features. The improved case and death ratios for
different agent architectures are in Table 3.

Agent architecture 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜

MLP 19.04 6.02

GNN
GCNConv 19.24 18.65
CGConv 4.99 7.69
nnConv 19.78 23.02

Table 3: Ablation study on agent architecture.

6 DISCUSSION
The pandemic has resulted in unprecedented research worldwide to
explore prevention policies[4], such as movement restriction, tran-
sit usage restriction, and vaccine prioritization strategies. Unfortu-
nately, the complexity of inherent disease transmission and external
factors make disease propagation hard to predict. In addition to the
vaccine prioritization in a non-intervention scenario, evaluating
the strategy associated with NPIs with diverse mobility patterns is
important. To explore the capacity of RL-GNN framework for seek-
ing the optimal vaccine allocation strategies by combining NPIs,
We propose four hypotheses related to demographic-based mobility
restriction and transit usage restriction:

(1) The cross-zone mobility restriction is more effective in pre-
venting disease propagation than the transit usage resection
given the same vaccine allocation strategy.

(2) The optimal vaccine allocation for restricting cross-zone mo-
bility in the top 10% oldest zones would reduce more infected
population than the optimal vaccine allocation for restricting
cross-zone mobility in the top 10% youngest zones.

(3) The optimal vaccine allocation for restricting cross-zone
mobility in the top 10% lowest income zones would reduce
more death population than the optimal vaccine allocation
for restricting cross-zone mobility in the top 10% highest
income zones.

(4) The effectiveness of the optimal vaccine allocation strategies
is time invariant in diverse NPIs.

To test these hypotheses, we construct the mobility pattern in six
scenarios based on themobile phone data: (1) shifting the cross-zone
travel for the top 10% oldest and youngest zones to within-zone
travel by assuming the same amount of trip generated by individu-
als and re-calibrate the travel and activity-related parameters; (2)
shifting the cross-zone travel for the top 10% highest and lowest in-
come zones to within zone travel by assuming the same amount of
trip generated by individuals and re-calibrate the travel and activity
related parameters; (3) restricting the median capacity transit usage
(defined as bus and vans), low (defined as taxi and rider-sharing
vehicle) and median capacity transit usage.

Thefirst hypothesis testing.We follow the standard procedure to
continuously simulate eight periods in the environment simulator.
Instead of comparing the optimal vaccine allocation strategy in
each NPI scenario, the comparison is solely based on the evaluation
of diverse NPIs given the same vaccine allocation strategy. The
evaluation metrics are defined as follows:

𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑠𝑖𝑚 =
𝐼𝑅𝐷

𝑝𝑜𝑝
𝑛𝑜_𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡 − 𝐼𝑅𝐷

𝑝𝑜𝑝
∗

𝐼𝑅𝐷
𝑝𝑜𝑝
𝑛𝑜_𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡

, 𝐷𝑠𝑖𝑚 =
𝐷
𝑝𝑜𝑝
𝑛𝑜_𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡 − 𝐷

𝑝𝑜𝑝
∗

𝐷
𝑝𝑜𝑝
𝑛𝑜_𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡

(12)
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Figure 5: The time series evaluation of NPIs-based scenar-
ios – 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑠𝑖𝑚 and 𝐷𝑠𝑖𝑚 ;A refers to the cross-zone mobility re-
strictions by age group. B refers to the cross-zone mobility
restrictions by income groups. C refers to the transit usage
restriction.

Where 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑠𝑖𝑚 and 𝐷𝑠𝑖𝑚 are the NPIs-based improved case and
death ratio for the ∗ NPI. 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑜𝑝

𝑛𝑜𝑛_𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡 and 𝐼𝑅𝐷
𝑝𝑜𝑝
∗ are the infected

population for population-based vaccine allocation strategy in the
no mobility restriction scenario and the ∗ NPI scenario.

Figure 5 demonstrates the estimated results from January to
August 2021 and shows that the transit usage restriction is more
effective than the top 10% age-based and income-based cross-zone
mobility restrictions. Figure 6 demonstrates the NPIs-based im-
proved infected case and death ratios at the end of the eight con-
tinuous periods. The NPIs-based improved infected case ratio for
transit usage restriction is more than twice of other NPIs, which
rejects the first hypothesis.

Figure 6: The evaluation of NPIs-based scenarios – 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑠𝑖𝑚

and 𝐷𝑠𝑖𝑚

The second, third, and last hypotheses testing.We follow the
standard procedure and train the vaccine allocation strategy based
on the RL-GNN framework for diverse NPIs. Table 4 shows the

Figure 7: The evaluation of the optimal NPIs-based scenario
– 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑜𝑝𝑡 and 𝐷𝑜𝑝𝑡

evaluation results of the optimal vaccine allocation strategies com-
pared to three baseline strategies. The results show the robustness
of the proposed RL-GNN model with diverse mobility patterns.

To test the second and third hypotheses, we make a cross com-
parison for the age-based and income-based mobility restriction
NPIs. Besides, we define the evaluation metrics as follow:

𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑜𝑝𝑡 =
𝐼𝑅𝐷

𝑜𝑝𝑡
𝑛𝑜_𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡 − 𝐼𝑅𝐷

𝑜𝑝𝑡
∗

𝐼𝑅𝐷
𝑜𝑝𝑡
𝑛𝑜_𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡

, 𝐷𝑜𝑝𝑡 =
𝐷
𝑜𝑝𝑡
𝑛𝑜_𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡 − 𝐷

𝑜𝑝𝑡
∗

𝐷
𝑜𝑝𝑡
𝑛𝑜_𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡

(13)

Where 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑜𝑝𝑡 and 𝐷𝑜𝑝𝑡 are the optimal NPIs-based improved
case and death ratios from the optimal vaccine allocation strat-
egy. 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑜𝑝𝑡

𝑛𝑜𝑛_𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡 and 𝐼𝑅𝐷
𝑜𝑝𝑡
∗ are the infected population for the

optimal vaccine allocation strategy in the no mobility restriction
scenario and the ∗ NPIs scenario.

Figure 7 visualizes the optimal NPIs-based improved infected
case and death ratios at the end of the eight continuous periods.
Based on the comparison, the optimal NPIs-based improved case
ratios in restricting cross-zone mobility for the top 10% oldest and
youngest zones are 5.99% and 7.39%, separately. And the optimal
NPIs-based improved death ratios in restricting cross-zone mobility
for the top 10% lowest income and highest income zones are 2.69%
and 4.90%. That indicates restricting cross-zone mobility for the
youngest zones and highest income zones is more effective than
the oldest zones and lowest income zones, which rejects the second
and third hypotheses.

In addition, Figures 8, 9, and 10 visualize the optimal NPIs-based
improved case and death ratios for each NPI from January to August
2021. We observe that the optimal NPIs-based improved case and
death ratios significantly vary along with time. Therefore, we reject
the fourth hypothesis.

The study has several limitations: (𝑖) the proposed Trans-vaccine-
SEIRmodel is not appropriate to predict long-term disease dynamics
since external factors, such as NPIs, would significantly change the
disease propagation state. We address this issue by dividing the
study period into eight periods when calibrating the disease param-
eters and simulating the eight periods continuously. (𝑖𝑖) due to the
lack of reported population in separating 𝑆 and 𝐸 compartments,
the initial 𝑆, 𝐸, 𝐼 , 𝑅, 𝐷 population are based on the estimation from
the literature. (𝑖𝑖𝑖) the mobility patterns in diverse NPIs scenarios
are approximated by mobile phone data, which might deviate from
the realistic scenario. However, it would not affect the quality of ro-
bustness examination of the RL-GNN framework since the optimal
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Table 4: The average improved case and death ratios in diverse mobility pattern

Baseline
No restriction mobility restriction - age mobility restriction - income transit usage restriction

older young highincome lowincome median capacity low & median capacity
𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜

population 8.33+2.62 10.50± 2.44 12.12+6.30 8.35+4.47 16.19+7.57 25.55+11.38 14.67+7.11 18.53+8.57 13.06+7.01 15.27+6.45 11.69+6.51 14.70+7.12 12.23+6.93 16.30+7.59
even 7.02+1.14 8.02+1.29 12.46+6.56 7.30+4.76 14.69+7.51 22.90+11.43 12.94+7.07 15.62+8.71 13.56+7.38 14.67+6.67 10.60+6.79 12.57+7.44 14.49+6.08 17.23+6.53

random 7.08+1.19 8.07+1.37 12.50+6.63 7.38+4.80 14.77+7.55 23.05+11.52 12.99+7.09 15.74+8.78 13.62+7.35 14.84+6.78 10.58+6.75 12.61+7.45 14.48+6.05 17.20+6.48

Figure 8: The time series evaluation of RL-GNN framework
under the income-based mobility restriction –𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 and
𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 ; A: restricting cross-zonemobility for the top 10% high-
est income zones; B: restricting cross-zone mobility for the
top 10% lowest income zones.

Figure 9: The time series evaluation of RL-GNN framework
under the age-based mobility restriction –𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 and 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 ;
A: restricting cross-zone mobility for the top 10% oldest
zones; B: restricting cross-zone mobility for the top 10%
youngest zones.

vaccine allocation strategy could be adaptive to the input mobility
pattern and adjusted as environment changes.

7 CONCLUSION
This paper proposes a framework for effective vaccine prioritiza-
tion at the micro-geographical level to reduce the overall burden
of the pandemic when the vaccine supply is limited. Specifically,

Figure 10: The time series evaluation of RL-GNN framework
under the transit usage restriction –𝐼𝑅𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 and 𝐷𝑝𝑟𝑜 ; A: low
and median transit usage restriction; B: median capacity
transit usage restriction.

we propose a Trans-vaccine-SEIR model that improves the com-
plex disease propagation simulation from the epidemiological and
non-epidemiological aspects by integrating the effects of the census
block-level mobility dynamics. Using the Trans-vaccine-SEIR model
as the environment simulator, we present an RL-GNN framework
to learn an optimal vaccine allocation strategy in a high-degree
spatiotemporal disease evolution environment instead of achieving
a sub-optimal vaccine allocation strategy under simplified assump-
tions. The evaluation examines the simulator accuracy and shows
that the optimal vaccine allocation strategy from the RL-GNN frame-
work is significantly more effective than the baseline strategies. The
extensive evaluations based on multiple NPIs verify the robustness
of the proposed framework with diverse mobility patterns. In par-
ticular, we find the optimal vaccine allocation strategy in the transit
usage restriction scenario is more effective in reducing infections
and deaths than cross-zone mobility restrictions for the top 10%
age-based and income-based zones.
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Figure 11: GNN-based agent module. We apply GNN to ex-
tract features from the environment graph. Based on the
features, we then apply MLP to predict policy for vaccine
assignment.
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A GNN-BASED AGENT MODULE
GNNs[58] are neural models that capture the dependence of graphs
via message passing between the nodes of graphs. It has the abil-
ity to extract multi-scale spatial features and compose them to
construct highly expressive representations. As mobility based
disease evolution in the census block level can be transferred to
the node and edge (mobility connection) in the evolving graph.
Instead of the multilayer perceptron (MLP), GNN has its supe-
riority to capture the variants of each components. Within the
agent module, we use the GNN to extract the node and edge fea-
tures in the environment setting (graph) in the Trans-vaccine-SEIR
module. The GNN-based agent module presents in Figure 11. We
use a PPO optimizer, an actor-critic algorithm in the RL frame-
work. It requires a critic module to estimate the value function in a
given state. We use the GNN-nnConv to extract the feature from
the observation states. Then, we construct the critic using MLP
to the agent module. The dynamic node feature Z𝑖 (𝑡) including
𝑆𝑢
𝑖
, 𝑆𝑣

𝑖
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. We ap-

ply a softmax operation on the MLP output of the agent module to
output the importance distribution for vaccine allocation.

Figure 12: Parameter visualization. A is the daily new cases
in Indiana state. B is the daily new deaths in Indiana state.
C is the reproduction number 𝑅0 at Marion county. D is the
percentage of infected individuals presenting symptoms. E
is the IFR inMarion county. F is the spatial variation of trips
per person.

The graph’s edge (mobility connection between zones) plays an
essential role in disease propagation. To extract the edge features
effectively, the convolution layer for our GNN is nnConv [18]. That
is, in the message passing phase, hidden states ℎ𝑡𝑣 at each node in
the graph are updated based on messages𝑚𝑡+1

𝑣 according to the
function:

𝑚𝑡+1
𝑖 = N(𝑖)𝑀𝑡 (ℎ𝑡𝑖 , ℎ

𝑡
𝑗 , 𝑒𝑖 𝑗 ) = 𝐴𝑒𝑖 𝑗ℎ 𝑗

ℎ𝑡+1𝑣 = 𝑈𝑡 (ℎ𝑡𝑣,𝑚𝑡+1
𝑣 )

(14)

Where 𝑀𝑡 is a message function and 𝑈𝑡 is the vertex update
function. 𝐴(𝑒𝑣𝑤) is a neural network which maps the edge vector
𝑒𝑖 𝑗 to a 𝑑 × 𝑑 matrix. In practice, 𝐴(𝑒𝑣𝑤) is a MLP. We can control
the GNN’s expressive power by changing the model size of the MLP
accordingly.

B TRANS-VACCINE-SEIR MODEL
CALIBRATION

Parameter visualization can be seen in Figure12. The summary of
the parameter description and source can be found in Table 5.

C ENVIRONMENT SIMULATION
The pseudo-code for the Trans-vaccine-SEIR model in the environ-
ment is shown in Algorithm 1.
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Notation Value Source
𝑁𝑖 US census block [8]
𝑆𝑡
𝑖

calibrated. The same for 𝐸, 𝐼 ,
and 𝑅 population

[52]

𝐷 2 [7]
𝛽𝑎 0.016 - 0.03 fitted
𝛽𝑡 𝛽𝑡

𝑑=1 ∈ (0.006 −
0.002), 𝛽𝑡

𝑑=2 ∈ (0.008−0.02)
fitted

𝑐𝑑 𝑐𝑑=1 = 0.8925, 𝑐𝑑=2 =

0.1075
[7]

1
𝜎 1/3 − 1/6 [1]
1
𝛾𝑒

1
𝛾𝑠
∈ (22, 30) days and 1

𝛾𝑎
∈

(5, 14) days
[1]

𝑘𝑖 𝑗 calibrated mobile phone data
𝑘𝑑
𝑖 𝑗,𝑘𝑙

calibrated mobile phone data
𝑔𝑖 ,𝑚𝑖 𝑗 , 𝑟𝑖 𝑗 calibrated mobile phone data
𝛿 90% [50]
𝑞 see Figure 12 E fitted
𝐼𝐹𝑅 see Figure 12 D fitted
𝑓𝑖 , 𝑓𝑖 𝑗 calibrated by equations 1

and 2
fitted

ℎ←−
𝑖 𝑗
, ℎ−→

𝑖 𝑗
calibrated by equations 3
and 4

fitted

𝑓 𝑢𝑎 0-1 [9]
𝑓 𝑣𝑠 0.5 [22]

Table 5: Model parameters and sources

Algorithm 1 Environment space
Require: 𝑔𝑖 ,𝑚𝑖 𝑗

𝑔𝑖 is the departure rate
𝑚𝑖 𝑗 is the movement rate between 𝑖 and 𝑗

Require: 𝑚,𝑛 ≥ 0
𝑚 is the amount of vaccine supply
𝑛 is 𝑆𝑢 , the non-vaccinated susceptible population

Require: 𝑛 ≥ 𝑚
𝑁 ←𝑚 ⊲ *[r]Initialization
𝑠𝑖 , 𝑒𝑖 , 𝑖𝑖 , 𝑟𝑖 , 𝑑𝑖 ← 𝑠0

𝑖
, 𝑒0
𝑖
, 𝑖0
𝑖
, 𝑟0
𝑖
, 𝑑0

𝑖
while 𝑁 ≤ 𝑛 do ⊲ *[r]Beginning of day

𝑠𝑖 ← 𝑠𝑖 + 𝛿𝑠𝑖 ⊲ *[r]Action
𝑠𝑖 𝑗 , 𝑒𝑖 𝑗 , 𝑖𝑖 𝑗 , 𝑟𝑖 𝑗 ← 𝑔𝑖 ,𝑚𝑖 𝑗 , 𝑠𝑖 , 𝑒𝑖 , 𝑖𝑖 , 𝑟𝑖 ⊲ *[r]Mobility
𝑓𝑖 ← 𝛿 𝑓𝑖
𝑓𝑖 𝑗 ← 𝛿 𝑓𝑖 𝑗
ℎ←−
𝑖 𝑗
← 𝛿ℎ←−

𝑖 𝑗

ℎ−→
𝑖 𝑗
← 𝛿ℎ−→

𝑖 𝑗

𝑠𝑖 ← 𝑠𝑖 + Δ𝑠𝑖 ⊲ *[r]Update state
𝑒𝑖 ← 𝑒𝑖 + Δ𝑒𝑖
𝑖𝑖 ← 𝑖𝑖 + Δ𝑖𝑖
𝑟𝑖 ← 𝑟𝑖 + Δ𝑟𝑖
𝑑𝑖 ← 𝑑𝑖 + Δ𝑑𝑖 ⊲ *[r]End of day

end while
return 𝑠𝑖 , 𝑒𝑖 , 𝑖𝑖 , 𝑟𝑖 , 𝑑𝑖 , 𝑠𝑖 𝑗 , 𝑒𝑖 𝑗 , 𝑖𝑖 𝑗 , 𝑟𝑖 𝑗 , 𝑑𝑖 𝑗
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