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Using the average time becoming symptomatic and the average time to recover, the
model was modified successfully. The new model simulates without error and produces
reasonable dynamics (see picture). | increased the infectivity parameter to 0.05 so that
the dynamics would occur in within the overall 129 day simulation time.

| want to verify the behavior of the Infecteds and Symptomatics stock.
| want to understand why some baseline portion of the population remains in the
Susceptibles stock.

New Sub Artifact ... New KeyWord ... Large Window ... Inspect ...

Information Management for Simulation Modeling
www.dynamicvu.com

« Searchable for variables and other model concepts previously discussed

~ +» Documented definition, unit of measure, and priority reduces misunderstanding

Warren Farr
Informed Dynamic Solutions
warren@dynamicvu.com

Benefits:

1) Increased Productivity

» Artifacts are collected as they are revealed.
» PDF reports are available to share.

« Simultaneous access by team members.

2) Inform Future Work

» Future work with this client can begin exactly
where the prior work ended.

« Compatible with any simulation software.

« Ovoid redoing project work.

3) Preserve the Chain of Evidence

« Support the model structure and values with
documented evidence.

» Document who said what and when.

timeline, ... 4) Preserve the Evolution of Thought
[— Document problem definition as it changes.

’ oy ) Capture the chronology of insights.

t Showcase the real value of your work.
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5) Document Models Rigorously

 Build transparent models where
assumptions are linked directly to source
data.

» Document the discussion and link it to
model structure.

» Document the reason for model modules
and model revisions.

revisions, ...

6) Reproducibility

« Source data is recorded separately from the
simulation model and project summary
report.

« Source data is available for independent
inspection allowing for confirming or refuting
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simplify modeling
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