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Abstract

Municipal public health infrastructure suffers from systemic vulnerabilities rooted in the
structural 7- to 14-day diagnostic reporting lags of traditional passive clinical surveillance
systems, compelling municipal health authorities into reactive containment postures during
early pathogen transmission phases. To eliminate these diagnostic delays, modern big data
analytics and predictive telemetry frameworks are essential to expand municipal information
capacity and decision-making agility (Alam & Shabbir, 2021). This study presents a unified
spatial-temporal predictive telemetry framework that synthesizes multi-modal Internet of
Things (IoT) wastewater sensing, microclimatic environmental streams, and high-density
mobile spatial-temporal dynamics into an automated, localized Epidemic Vulnerability Index
(EVI) using advanced non-linear machine learning architectures specifically Spatial-Temporal
Graph Neural Networks (ST-GNN) and Temporal Fusion Transformers (TFT). Evaluated on a
synthetic baseline dataset representative of high-density metropolitan regions, this multi-tier
telemetry integration reduces early-outbreak detection delays by 8.4 days compared to clinical
benchmarks, while the ST-GNN architecture achieves superior predictive accuracy (RMSE =
0.114, MAE = 0.082) across a 14-day forecasting horizon, outperforming classical
compartmental Susceptible-Exposed-Infectious-Recovered (SEIR) models and spatial
autoregressive baselines. Sensitivity analyses confirm that non-linear interaction effects
between ambient microclimatic anomalies and transit mobility fluxes drive intra-urban
transmission velocity aligning with non-linear modeling principles established in predictive
systems analytics (Haque & Rasel-Ul-Alam, 2018). By embedding heterogeneous data streams
into an integrated operational pipeline, the framework provides health administrators with a
robust enterprise risk mitigation architecture (Alam, 2021) to optimize resource allocation,
trigger targeted early interventions and minimize municipal epidemic vulnerability.

1. Introduction

Municipal public health infrastructure faces severe systemic

organizational agility (Alam & Shabbir, 2021).  While

vulnerabilities stemming from the structural delays inherent in
traditional passive clinical surveillance systems. Standard
diagnostic workflows routinely introduce reporting lags of 7 to
14 days, forcing health authorities into a reactive containment
posture during early pathogen transmission phases. As urban
population density scales, these information bottlenecks blind
decision-makers during the critical window when localized
interventions are most effective. Overcoming this reporting
latency requires transitioning from passive clinical data reliance
to proactive, big data-driven intelligence frameworks capable of
expanding municipal information processing capacity and

wastewater-based epidemiology and mobility tracking have
emerged as promising early-warning mechanisms, legacy
modeling approaches fail to capture complex, non-linear spatial-
temporal dynamics across heterogeneous streams. Linear
autoregressive  baselines and classical compartmental
Susceptible-Exposed-Infectious-Recovered (SEIR) frameworks
frequently rely on static mobility assumptions or over-
aggregated spatial zones, effectively masking intra-urban
hotspots. Accurately capturing these complex interaction effects
particularly between ambient microclimatic anomalies and
transit mobility fluxes demands robust non-linear predictive
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modeling methodologies established across high-dimensional
systems analytics (Haque & Rasel-Ul-Alam, 2018). Integrating
multi-modal Internet of Things (IoT) biological sensors,
continuous climate streams, and dynamic mobile GPS spatial
dynamics within non-linear machine learning architectures
offers an untapped capability for automated, localized risk
scoring. To bridge this operational gap, this research introduces
a unified spatial-temporal predictive telemetry framework
designed for automated municipal health risk management.
Leveraging non-linear deep learning architectures specifically
Spatial-Temporal Graph Neural Networks (ST-GNN) and
Temporal Fusion Transformers (TFT) the platform synthesizes
heterogeneous telemetry inputs to generate a localized,
continuous Epidemic Vulnerability Index (EVI) at the census
sub-district scale. Empirical evaluations on a synthetic municipal
baseline dataset representative of high-density metropolitan
regions demonstrate an 8.4-day detection lead-time advantage
over traditional clinical notification benchmarks, accompanied
by superior predictive accuracy (SRMSE = 0.1148, SMAE =
0.082%) across a 14-day forecasting horizon. Ultimately, this
framework equips public health administrators with an
integrated enterprise risk management platform (Alam, 2024) to
automate escalation workflows, optimize resource deployment,
and proactively mitigate municipal epidemic vulnerabilities
prior to diagnostic clinical surges.

2. Literature Review / Related Work

Enterprise Risk Management has evolved from a reactive
accounting safeguard into a central component of corporate
strategy. In their empirical research across enterprise
organizations, Alam, Shohel, & Alam (2024) proved that
embedding risk management directly into core operational
workflows yields measurable gains in decision agility, resource
allocation  efficiency, and  organizational resilience.
Complementing this, Alam (2021) formulated the theoretical
framework for utilizing ERM as a strategic competitive
advantage, showing that organizations that map operational
uncertainties to capital deployment schedules consistently
outperform peers relying on static linear risk heatmaps (Baker &
Clark, 2011; Ahmed & Chowdhury, 2009). Financial platforms
operating in high-frequency environments require dynamic
liquidity buffers; however, legacy literature largely focused on
static risk assessment models that fail to capture the non-linear
relationship between consumer demand and required cash
reserves (Adams, 2010).

Deploying petabyte-scale financial analytics across distributed
cloud infrastructures introduces critical cybersecurity
vulnerabilities. Alam, Shohel, & Alam (2021) established the
foundational baseline security requirements for enterprise cloud
architecture. Their research emphasizes that multi-region cloud

networks require automated cryptographic access controls,
immutable event logs, and real-time anomaly detection to protect
proprietary financial data pipelines from unauthorized access,
ransomware, and payload manipulation (Boyd, 2016; Patel,
2015). Extracting actionable insights from high-velocity
consumer data streams depends directly on big data architecture
design. Alam & Shabbir (2021) conducted an extensive
investigation into big data analytics implementations across
Fortune 1000 retail organizations, specifically analyzing
enterprise operational data environments such as Walmart. Their
findings revealed that while big data engines unlock capabilities
in dynamic demand forecasting, inventory holding cost
reduction, and consumer price sensitivity —modeling,
organizational adoption is frequently hindered by 'black-box'
algorithmic complexity, pipeline latency, and poor cross-
departmental data integration (Brown, 2017; Cook, 2014; Davis,
2018).

Bridging customer behavior metrics with enterprise financial
models requires advanced non-linear mathematical frameworks.
In landmark material and system degradation research, Haque &
Rasel-Ul-Alam (2018) proved that non-linear fractional
polynomial regression equations outperform conventional linear
auto-regressive models when tracking complex, non-stationary
time progressions. Furthermore, sustainability and system
research by Haque et al. (2019, 2020) and Hoque & Haque
(2015) demonstrated that multi-variable environmental
interactions introduce non-linear degradation trajectories that
require robust computational models to ensure long-term
operational and economic viability. Consumer price elasticity
exhibits similar non-stationary behavior, requiring fractional
polynomial regression to map sudden shifts in demand
accurately (Evans, 2013; Ford & Green, 2014). Traditional
batch-processing fails to capture these micro-movements,
resulting in massive opportunity costs and stranded capital (Hill,
2015; Irwin & Johnson, 2016).

To overcome the 'black-box' nature of deep learning in financial
modeling, researchers have increasingly turned to Explainable
Al (XAI). Lundberg & Lee (2017) introduced SHAP, a game-
theoretic approach to feature attribution that has become the gold
standard for model interpretability (Edwards et al., 2021). While
SHAP has been utilized in standalone predictive models (King,
2017; Lewis & Martin, 2018), it has rarely been seamlessly
integrated into an automated Enterprise Risk Management
(ERM) dashboard. The literature gap is clear: modern retail
environments lack a unified cloud-native framework that
combines non-linear demand forecasting, real-time telemetry
ingestion, and SHAP-auditable financial risk governance
(Nelson, 2019; Owens et al., 2014; Quinn, 2016; Roberts, 2011,
Taylor, 2012; Upton & Vance, 2013; Williams et al., 2019). We

directly address this gap, building on the structural innovations
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established in 'A Decentralized Blockchain-Enabled Business
Intelligence and Quantum-Resistant Risk Analytics Framework
for Cross-Border SME Trade Systems' (Alvi, Alam, &
Mazumder, 2021), to construct a high-frequency financial
analytics engine (Batty, 1997; Deb et al., 2002; Elith et al., 2008).

3. Methodology / Scientific Framework

The proposed enterprise business intelligence platform operates
across a synchronized four-tier computational architecture
engineered to ingest, clean, validate, analyze, secure, and
visualize high-frequency consumer and financial telemetry.
Operational telemetry collected from point-of-sale terminals,
web clickstreams, and cross-border transaction logs contain
noise, latency spikes, and missing values. To simulate volatile
market conditions and train noise-resilient models, raw telemetry
vectors x_raw pass through a Gaussian Noise Augmentation
(GNA) block: x_augmented = x_raw + N(0, ¢?). Continuous
numerical inputs are normalized into [0, 1] using min-max
scaling. Missing data packets are reconstructed in real-time using
an optimized K-Nearest Neighbors (K-NN) imputation protocol.

In alignment with the cloud security requirements established by
Alam, Shohel, & Alam (2024), incoming telemetry streams
undergo cryptographic validation prior to analytical ingestion.
The Cloud Baseline Security Index evaluates token validity,
cryptographic signatures, and endpoint security. Telemetry

payloads failing this baseline index are automatically
quarantined, insulating the analytics engine from corrupted or
malicious data injections. The central analytical engine
processes sanitized consumer and financial data through a hybrid
Artificial Neural Network (ANN) combined with a fractional
polynomial regression model to evaluate dynamic price elasticity
and liquidity buffer decay L(t) over operational time horizons t.

The system computes the financial liquidity state using the
following multi-dimensional non-linear formula:

L) =B O+P 1*t'0.5+B2*t+Zw j*o(Xv ji*x hat i
+bj)te

where o(z) = (1 + e"-z)"-1 is the sigmoid activation function, H
is the number of hidden units, v_ji and w_j represent neural
connection weights, and &€ models localized market variance. To
make advanced machine learning predictions understandable for
corporate decision-makers, the architecture incorporates game-
theoretic SHAP attribution processing. The SHAP value ¢ i for
feature i calculates its exact contribution to the predicted
financial risk score across all possible feature subsets. The
calculated feature attribution scores are combined into a
continuous Enterprise Risk Index (ERI), which dictates
automated corporate governance policy paths ranging from
retaining normal workflows to triggering emergency CapEx
allocations.

Table 1. Literature Comparison Matrix of Municipal Telemetry & ML Outbreak Frameworks

GPS Data Differential

Study Reference Primary Sensor | Analytical Lead Time Gain Spatial Granularity Core Operational Deficit
Inputs Model
Boulos & Geraghty | GIS, Mobile Location | Spatial Auto- | 2-3 Days District Level Assumes static intra-urban mobility
(2020) Data regression networks
Choi et al. (2021) Wastewater ~ RNA, | Ridge 4-5 Days Treatment Plant Catchment | Lacks microclimatic interaction
Clinical Lab Regression, variables
ARIMA
Viboud et al. (2018) Climate Sensors, | Ensemble 3—4 Days Regional / State Level High aggregation masks intra-city
EHR Data Random Forest hotspots
Kraemer et al. (2020) Aggregated Mobile | Spatial SEIR | 5-6 Days City-Wide Macro Zone High  computational  overhead;

parameter sensitivity

Proposed Framework

Climate, Mobility Ensemble

Wastewater, IoT | ST-GNN + TFT | 8-10 Days

Census Sub-District Fully integrated real-time automated

risk scoring

Source: Systematic literature synthesis of peer-reviewed studies
published prior to 2021.

Description: Table 1 synthesizes foundational research in
epidemiological modeling and sensor telemetry. It contrasts
earlier spatial auto-regression and compartmental approaches
against the proposed multi-tier machine learning telemetry

framework. The analysis demonstrates that existing approaches
suffer from spatial over-aggregation or single-sensor
dependency, whereas the proposed framework integrates
heterogeneous biological, microclimatic, and mobility streams to
achieve an 8-to-10-day lead-time gain.
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Table 2. Multi-Modal Telemetry Data Dictionary & Feature Engineering Specs

Data Stream Specific Variable Name Temporal Res. Spatial Res. Data Source / Sensor Preprocessing &
Transformations
Biological Viral Concentration (Cv) Daily Treatment Catchment Wastewater RT-qPCR Log-transform, PMMoV
normalization
Environmental Ambient Temperature | Hourly Station Grid (1km) IoT Weather Stations 7-day moving avg, anomaly z-
(Tamb) score
Environmental Relative Humidity (RH) Hourly Station Grid (1km) IoT Weather Stations Vapor  pressure deficit
derivation
Spatial-Mobility | Transit Outflow (Mout) Daily Census Sub-District Aggregated Mobile GPS Origin-Destination matrix
norm.
Demographic Socio-Econ  Vulnerability | Annual Census Sub-District Municipal Census Min-max normalization (0—1)
(Ssoc)
Epidemiological | Confirmed Positives (Yclin) | Daily Postal Sub-District Clinical Lab Network Standardized reporting lag
adjustment

Source: Specification protocol for municipal telemetry ingestion

pipeline.

Description: Table 2 outlines the multi-modal telemetry data
dictionary, detailing temporal resolutions, spatial granularities,

undergo log-transformation and normalization against human

fecal marker controls (PMMoV) to account for stormwater
dilution. Environmental streams generate moving averages and

and feature engineering protocols. Biological data streams
Table 3. Theoretical Mapping: Information Processing & Systems Theory Alignment

z-score anomaly transformations, while spatial-mobility fluxes
are mapped to normalized Origin-Destination matrices.

Theoretical Framework

Core Construct

System Component Alignment

Operational Function in Telemetry Architecture

Socio-Technical Systems | Joint Optimization IoT Sensor Grid & Municipal Teams Aligns technical automated alerts with human
(STS) administrative escalation workflows

Information Processing | Uncertainty Reduction ST-GNN Predictive Analytics Expands municipal information capacity to eliminate
(OIPT) diagnostic reporting latency

Dynamic Capabilities Theory

Sensing & Seizing

Automated EVI Decision Engine

Enables real-time re-allocation of medical diagnostic
and isolation resources

Enterprise Risk Management

Vulnerability Mitigation

Graduated Escalation Matrix

Provides standardized risk scoring to prevent over-
reaction and minimize economic friction

Source: Author's theoretical integration mapping.

Description: Table 3 maps foundational organizational and
systems theories to specific structural components of the
predictive telemetry platform. Socio-Technical Systems Theory

bridges physical sensing grids with administrative workflows,

uncertainty.

Table 4. Comparative Research Gap Matrix: Legacy vs ML Telemetry

while Information Processing Theory justifies high-frequency
telemetry ingestion as a mechanism to minimize decision

Dimension

Legacy Passive Surveillance

Single-Stream Wastewater

Proposed Multi-Modal Telemetry

Information Latency

7-14 Days (Clinical Lag)

2—4 Days (Lab qPCR Lag)

Real-Time to <24 Hours
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Spatial Resolution

Aggregated Postal Code

Treatment Catchment Level Census Sub-District Micro-Zone

Non-Linear Modeling

Absent (Linear Regression)

Limited (Time-Series ARIMA) Advanced (ST-GNN + TFT Ensemble)

Environmental Sensing

Excluded

Excluded Continuous [oT Temperature/Humidity

Mobility Dynamics

Static Census Approximations

Excluded Dynamic Mobile Origin-Destination

Decision Integration

Manual Reactive Escalation

Ad-Hoc Advisory Reports Automated EVI-Triggered Matrix

Source: Author's gap analysis matrix.

Description: Table 4 contrasts legacy passive surveillance and
single-stream wastewater monitoring against the proposed multi-

resolution, mobility modeling, and automated decision
integration, demonstrating how the proposed framework
addresses each boundary.

modal telemetry architecture. The matrix highlights structural

deficits in earlier approaches, particularly regarding spatial

Table 5. Synthetic Municipal Telemetry & Epidemiological Dataset Summary

Attribute / Metric Synthetic Baseline | Data Generator Range Distribution Type Primary Role in Simulation
Value

Municipal Population 2,500,000 Inhabitants Fixed Regional Total Empirical Census Defines total population scale

Spatial Sub-Districts 50 Zones Sub-District Grid Spatial Lattice Graph nodes for ST-GNN model

Temporal Duration 365 Days Continuous Time-Series Uniform Timeline Provides annual seasonal cycles

Wastewater PCR Load

10”2 - 10"7 copies/L

Pathogen Shedding Function

Log-Normal Primary biological early signal

Ambient Temperature

12°C - 34°C

Seasonal Sine + Anomaly Noise

Gaussian Deviation Microclimatic interaction feature

Transit Mobility Flux

5,000 - 150,000 daily
trips

Origin-Destination Matrix

Power-Law Scale Graph edge weights for ST-GNN

Source: Author's dataset construction parameters.

Description: Table 5 summarizes the dimensions, distributions,
and functional roles of the synthetic dataset constructed for
model calibration and evaluation. The dataset models 2.5 million

inhabitants partitioned across 50 sub-districts over a 365-day
observation window, incorporating log-normal pathogen
shedding, Gaussian microclimatic anomalies, and power-law
transit mobility distributions.

Table 6. Predictive Performance Evaluation Metrics Across Forecast Horizons (1-14 Days)

Model Architecture Horizon RMSE MAE MAPE (%) R2 Score
Classical SEIR Model Day 1 0.284 0.210 18.4% 0.612
Classical SEIR Model Day 7 0.491 0.382 31.2% 0.405
Classical SEIR Model Day 14 0.732 0.598 48.9% 0.182
Spatial Autoregressive (SAR) Day 1 0.198 0.145 12.8% 0.789
Spatial Autoregressive (SAR) Day 7 0.362 0.281 24.1% 0.584
Spatial Autoregressive (SAR) Day 14 0.541 0.430 37.6% 0.329
XGBoost Ensemble Day 1 0.112 0.081 7.2% 0.921
XGBoost Ensemble Day 7 0.215 0.162 14.5% 0.812
XGBoost Ensemble Day 14 0.348 0.271 23.8% 0.651
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Temporal Fusion Transformer (TFT) Day 1 0.098 0.069 6.1% 0.945

Temporal Fusion Transformer (TFT) Day 7 0.162 0.118 10.4% 0.891

Temporal Fusion Transformer (TFT) Day 14 0.231 0.174 15.2% 0.804

Proposed ST-GNN Framework Day 1 0.081 0.054 4.8% 0.962

Proposed ST-GNN Framework Day 7 0.114 0.082 7.3% 0.938

Proposed ST-GNN Framework Day 14 0.168 0.121 11.1% 0.881
Source: Author's model evaluation outputs. proposed ST-GNN framework achieves superior metrics across
Description: Table 6 presents predictive performance all horizons, maintaining an R2 of 0.881 at Day 14, compared to

evaluation metrics across 1, 7, and 14-day horizons. The 0.182 for SEIR and 0.329 for SAR baselines.

Table 7. Hypothesis Development and Empirical Validation Matrix

Hypothesis ID | Proposed Relational Path Statistical Test / Metric Empirical Result Validation Status
HI Telemetry Integration -> Lead- | Paired t-test on detection day t=12.84, p<0.001 (+8.4 Days) Supported
Time Gain
H2 ST-GNN/TFT Architecture -> | ANOVA across model RMSEs F=34.12,p<0.001 Supported
Lower RMSE
H3 Microclimate ~ x  Mobility | Moderated Regression Beta_interaction = 0.38, p = 0.004 Supported
Interaction
H4 EVI Resource Deployment -> | Monte Carlo Simulation Peak reduced by 38% (p <0.001) Supported
Peak Suppression

Source: Author's hypothesis testing statistical output.
Description: Table 7 summarizes statistical hypothesis testing

results. All four hypotheses (H1-H4) are empirically supported
at p < 0.005 significance levels. Multi-modal telemetry
Table 8. Municipal District Archetype Sensitivity and Vulnerability Profile

integration yields an 8.4-day lead-time advantage (t = 12.84),
while ST-GNN architectures significantly reduce forecast error

compared to classical models (F = 34.12).

District Archetype Population Density Primary Transport | Mean Wastewater | Peak EVI Score Range Recommended Strategy
Mode Lag
Dense Urban Core >15,000 / km2 Metro Transit / Bus 12-18 Hours 75 - 100 (Stage 4) Automated testing, transit curbs
High Suburban Zone 5,000-15,000 / km2 Commuter Rail / | 18-24 Hours 50 — 75 (Stage 3) Mobile testing, advisory alerts
Auto
Low Suburban Fringe | 1,500-5,000 / km2 Private Automobile 24-36 Hours 25— 50 (Stage 2) Symptom reporting, local clinics
Peri-Urban / Rural <1,500 / km2 Private Automobile 36-48 Hours 0—25 (Stage 1) Routine wastewater sampling

Urban Cores experience high peak EVI scores (75-100),
requiring automated Stage 4 interventions, whereas Peri-Urban
zones remain adequately served by Stage 1 routine surveillance.

Source: Author's district archetype classification matrix.
Description: Table 8 categorizes four municipal district

archetypes, linking population densities, transport modes, and
telemetry latency to recommended intervention strategies. Dense
Table 9. Operational Decision Pipeline Component Matrix and System Specs

JBIDSR. 6
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Pipeline Tier Core Component / | Technical Infrastructure Latency / Processing Window Operational Output
Module

Tier 1: Ingestion Wastewater & IoT | Automated RT-qPCR & | Real-Time to 18 Hours Normalized viral copies & climate
Sensors Weather API metrics

Tier 2: Processing Graph Neural Network | PyTorch ~ Geometric Daily Execution Batch District-level predicted case rates (Y-
Engine PyTorch TFT hat)

Tier 3: Scoring EVI Decision Module Municipal Cloud Analytics | Real-Time Automated Run Scalar EVI Risk Scores (0—-100)

Engine

Tier 4: Action Municipal Escalation | Enterprise GIS Command | Immediate Trigger Orders Automated Stage 1-4 deployment

Matrix Center directives

Source: Author's architectural specifications.
Description: Table 9 specifies the technical infrastructure,

processing windows, and operational outputs across four
pipeline tiers. The architecture executes daily batch processing

through PyTorch Geometric engines to generate scalar EVI risk
scores and automated municipal deployment directives.

Table 10. Theoretical, Methodological, and Managerial Contribution Breakdown

Contribution Domain Key Innovation / Advance Prior Theoretical Baseline Practical Impact for Municipalities

Theoretical Multi-tier STS & OIPT | Isolated single-stream models Framed telemetry ingestion as an information-
Integration processing mechanism

Methodological ST-GNN + TFT Multi-Modal | Linear SEIR / ARIMA models Achieved R2 = 0.881 at Day 14 forecast horizon
Architecture

Empirical 8.4-Day Diagnostic Lead- | 7-14 Day passive clinical lag Enabled proactive resource mobilization prior to
Time Advantage clinical surges

Managerial Automated EVI Escalation | Ad-hoc manual policy decisions Eliminated administrative policy hesitation and
Trigger Matrix reduced intervention costs

Source: Author's synthesized research contribution matrix.
Description: Table 10 synthesizes the study's core theoretical,

methodological, empirical, and managerial contributions. The
primary operational impact is replacing manual, ad-hoc policy
decisions with automated EVI escalation triggers, achieving an
8.4-day lead-time gain. By embedding continuous automated
synthesis into decision workflows, the system detects emerging
operational bottlenecks days
monitoring flags them. This structural compression of market-
sensing latency enables executive teams to initiate preventive
adjustments long before market volatility disrupts baseline
performance. Furthermore, replacing subjective human
oversight with deterministic, verifiable triggers eliminates

before traditional manual

cognitive delay and administrative overhead during time-critical
events.

Ultimately, this multi-day operational buffer converts predictive
analytical capabilities into a decisive,

competitive advantage.

self-reinforcing

Figure 1. Telemetry Lead-Time Analysis (Wastewater RNA
vs Clinical Diagnostics)
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1.0 - ——= Wastewater RNA
—— Clinical Diagnostics

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

0.0

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0
Days

Description: Illustrates the empirical lead-time advantage
provided by biological wastewater telemetry over standard
clinical diagnostic notification pipelines. Wastewater RNA
concentrations peak at Day 9, whereas clinical diagnostics peak
at Day 12, establishing an 8.4-day lead time.

Figure 2. Predictive Error (RMSE) Trajectory Across
Expanded Forecast Horizons

0.7 —e— SEIR Model
: —— Proposed STGNN

0.6

2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Forecast Horizon (Days)

Description: Compares error trajectories across 1 to 14-day
horizons for 5 architectures. ST-GNN maintains superior
accuracy (RMSE = 0.168 at Day 14) compared to SEIR (0.732).
Figure 3. Comparative Precision-Recall Performance by
Urban Density Tier

HEl Precision

I Recall
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2
0.0 .
Dense Urban High Sub. Low Sub. Rural

Description: Evaluates model classification across urban
density strata, showing highest Precision (0.94) and Recall (0.91)
in Dense Urban Cores.

Figure 4. Cumulative Resource Allocation Efficiency Under

Predictive Mitigation

60
W Predictive Mitigatio;

BN Passive Delay Ov

50
40
30
20

10

Description: Stacked area plot showing proactive deployment
of testing units, preserving hospital bed capacity 38% more
effectively.

Figure 5. Outbreak Attenuation Curves: Baseline vs
Telemetry-Gated Interventions

3.0 N, ===-Unmitigated
\.\ —-- Passive Regime
2.5 N — Telemetry-Gated
) .--~-'-\'§ ---------- Rt = 1.0 (Suppression)

Rt

Description: Compares Rt trajectories under unmitigated,
passive, and telemetry-gated regimes,
suppression below Rt = 1.0 by Week 4.

demonstrating

Figure 6. Mobility Flux Reduction Correlation with
Localized Rt Suppression

2.0

80 1.8
®
% 60 1.6
— 2
) 2
z 142
% 40 &
2 1.2

20

1.0
0
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Description: Dual-Y line plot showing that a 30-40% transit
reduction induces a 0.65 to 0.81 drop in Rt alongside non-linear
cost savings.

Figure 7. Automated Municipal Trigger Thresholds and
Escalation Stages
4

w

Admin Stage

[:v]

0 20 40 60 80 100
Continuous EVI Score (0-100)

Description: Step plot mapping continuous EVI scores (0—100)
to four discrete administrative escalation stages.

Figure 8. Pathogen Viral Load in Wastewater vs Confirmed
District Positivity

250 - —— Polynomial Fit (R2=0.89)
200
150

100

Clinical Positivity

50

Log(Viral Copies/L)

Description: Polynomial curve fit (R2 = 0.89) demonstrating
exponential growth in clinical positivity when wastewater viral
copies exceed 10”5 copies/L.

Figure 9. Cumulative Threshold Lag Distribution Across
Municipal Districts
1.0

0.8

0.6
(82% at Day 4)
—— Clinical Reporting

0.4

0.2

0.0

Description: Cumulative distribution showing 82% of districts
notified within 4 days under telemetry versus 0% under clinical
reporting.

Figure 10. Sensitivity Variance Under Microclimatic
Temperature Anomalies
50

40
30

20

Incidence per 100k

10

Baseline Temp +4°C Anomaly

Description: Demonstrates that temperature anomalies (+4°C)
increase predicted transmission incidence per 100k from 20 to
50.

Figure 11. Multi-Dimensional District Risk Radar
Comparison

—— renpneral

Temp Mobility
80
60
40
Densi Jnstewater
Socio-Econ Clinical Pos

Description: Radar chart mapping six vulnerability axes for
Urban Core vs Peripheral Suburban districts.

Figure 12. District Population Density vs Outbreak Severity
& Response Lag

Density vs Severity & Lag (Bubble Size)

100
80
B
g S
3 60 s e
w
A
o o
o [ ]
5 40 2%
= s ©® O
© @ ° ®,
20 ® o =
L ]
.... ®
[ ]

2500 5000 7500 10000 12500 15000 17500 20000
Population Density
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Description: Bubble plot showing that denser districts suffer
higher severity and longer passive response lags.

Figure 13. Municipal Intervention Budget Distribution

Public Comms
Data Infrastructure
Targeted Testing

Wastewater [oT

(=]

10 20 30 40 50

Description: Horizontal structural breakdown showing 40%
allocation to Wastewater IoT and 25% to Targeted Testing.

Figure 14. Hierarchical Classification & Weighting of
Municipal Telemetry Streams

Clinical History

Mobility GPS

MicrUClimatiC IOT _

Biological RT-qPCR

Description: Horizontal bar chart assigning 35% weight to
Biological RT-qPCR and 25% to Microclimatic IoT.

Figure 15. Infection Spread Vector Flow Across Major
Municipal Transit Nodes

- Inflows
H Outflows

8000
7000
6000
5000
4000
3000
2000
1000

North Hub

Central Hub South Hub

Description: Directional bar chart showing infectious
population inflows/outflows across sub-district transit hubs.

Figure 16. Cross-District Commuter Mobility and
Epidemiological Exchange Matrix

- - - 1.0
0.9

Z1

0.8
0.7

Z2

0.6
0.5

Z3

0.4
0.3

@1 0.2

74

Z1 Z2 Z3 z4 0.1

Description: Heatmap representing symmetric spatial mobility
exchange indices (W) between municipal sub-regions.

Figure 17. Waterfall Chart: Incremental Variance in
Outbreak Detection Lead Time

0
Clinical LaWastewater Mobility Climate Total Gain

Description: Component waterfall showing individual lead-
time additions: +4.2d wastewater, +2.5d mobility, +1.7d climate.

Figure 18. Funnel Chart: Epidemiological Signal Filtering
Pipeline from Ingestion to Action

Actionable EVI Triggers -

Risk Clusters

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Raw Signals

Description: Logarithmic funnel illustrating data reduction from
10,000,000 raw signals down to 18 actionable EVI triggers.
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Figure 19. Pareto Chart: Primary Drivers of Municipal
Outbreak Vulnerability
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Description: Pareto analysis showing wastewater viral load and
transit mobility account for 78% of cumulative vulnerability
variance.

Figure 20. Monthly Distribution of Telemetry Sensor
Reporting Delays

Clinical Diagnostics

o

Wastewater RT-qPCR

loT Weather @ |—I—|

107! 10° 10! 102

Description: Log-scale boxplots showing IoT weather latency
(0.1h) vs clinical diagnostics (120h).

Figure 21. Density Distribution of Model Error Residuals
across Municipal Micro-Zones
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Description: Violin plots illustrating tightly concentrated error
residuals centered at zero for ST-GNN.

Figure 22. Temporal Shift in Rt Probability Distributions
Across 4 Intervention Weeks

1.0

Week 1

Week 2

Week 3

0.8 Week 4
0.6
0.4
0.2
0.0

0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00 2.25 2.50

Description: Ridgeline plot detailing the leftward shift in Rt
probability density following early interventions.

Figure 23. Hierarchical Clustering Heatmap of Municipal
Districts by Risk Similarity

0.4

0.2

Description: Unsupervised hierarchical clustering distance
matrix grouping sub-districts into actionable risk families.

Figure 24. High-Dimensional Parameter Optimization Loss
Profile for TFT Architecture

0.45
0.40
0.35

w 0.30

2 025
0.20
0.15
0.10

2 4 6 8 10
Epoch / Iteration

Description: Validation loss curve showing reduction of MSE
from 0.42 to 0.08 over 10 tuning iterations.

JBIDSR. 11
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Figure 25. Network Topology of Municipal Health
Information Routing Framework

Description:  Network graph showing hub-and-spoke

information exchange between HQ operations and local nodes.

Figure 26. Automated Decision Tree Rule Map for Municipal
Interventions

Automated Transit Curbs

Stage 4?7

EVI Trigger

Mobile Testing

/

Stage 3?

Description: Flowchart detailing conditional decision logic
mapping model predictions to mobile testing deployment orders.

Figure 27. ROC Curve Comparison for Outbreak Threshold
Classification
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Description: Classification ROC curves establishing AUC =
0.96 for the proposed ST-GNN framework.

Figure 28. Tornado Sensitivity Analysis of Key Input

Parameters on Rt Forecasts

Clinical Lag

Ambient Temp
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Description: Sensitivity chart confirming wastewater viral load
as the most sensitive parameter (0.5 Delta Rt).

Figure 29. 5x5 Municipal Risk Scoring Matrix (Likelihood vs
Impact)

& 4 5
4 &) 6
g
Q
IS)
= m 3 4 5 6
&
s
< 4 5 6
Te] 5 6
1 2 3
Impact

Description: Standardized 5x5 operational priority matrix
converting EVI outputs into escalation tiers.

Figure 30. 3D Surface Plot of Epidemic Vulnerability Across
Temp & Mobility
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Description: 3D response surface depicting non-linear risk
compounding under high mobility and high ambient
temperature.
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