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Effects of Weak Ties on Epidemic Predictability in Community Networks
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Weak ties play a significant role in the structures and theadhios of community networks. Based on the
susceptible-infected model in contact process, we studyenigally how weak ties influence the predictability
of epidemic dynamics. We first investigate the effects ofedént kinds of weak ties on the variabilities of
both the arrival time and the prevalence of disease, andliettthhe bridgeness with small degree can enhance
the predictability of epidemic spreading. Once weak tiessattled, compared with the variability of arrival
time, the variability of prevalence displays a diametticapposed changing trend with both the distance of the
initial seed to the bridgeness and the degree of the inigiadls More specifically, the further distance and the
larger degree of the initial seed can induce the better giaallity of arrival time and the worse predictability
of prevalence. Moreover, we discuss the effects of weakuieber on the epidemic variability. As community
strength becomes very strong, which is caused by the decofageak tie number, the epidemic variability
will change dramatically. Compared with the case of hub ssetirandom seed, the bridgenss seed can result
in the worst predictability of arrival time and the best potability of prevalence. These results show that
the variability of arrival time always marks a complete msad trend of that of prevalence, which implies it is

impossible to predict epidemic spreading in the early stdgeitbreaks accurately.

PACS numbers: 05.40.Fb,05.60Cd,89.75.Hc

In community networks, the links that connect pairs of
nodes belonging to different communities are defined as
weak ties. The weak ties hypothesis, which is first pro-
posed by Granovetter, is a central concept in social net-
work analysis. Weak ties not only play a role in effecting
social cohesion, but also are helpful for stabilizing all con-
plex systems. Most recent research results showed that
weak ties have significant impacts on spreading dynamics.
But until now, no one has given us any study on the effects
of them on the predictability of epidemic dynamics. In this
study, we investigate how different kinds of weak ties and
weak tie humber influence the predictability of epidemic
dynamics in a local community. We show numerically that
both the degree of bridgeness and the network modularity
play a significant role in the predictability of the epidemic
spreading in the local community. More importantly, we
find that the variability of arrival time always marks a
complete reversal trend of that of prevalence, which im-
plies it is impossible to predict epidemic spreading in the
early stage of outbreaks accurately. This work provides us
further understanding and new perspective in the effect of
weak ties on epidemic spreading.

I.  INTRODUCTION

ties are defined aseak ties [5-17]. The weak ties hypothesis,
which is first proposed by Granovetter [8], is a central cpice
in social network analysis [9, 10]. Weak ties not only play a
role in effecting social cohesion [11], but also are helfi6ul
stabilizing all complex systems [12].

Epidemic spreading [13-16], a fundamental dynamical pro-
cess, is one of the most important subjects in complex né&twor
theory [17+21]. Inspired by the significant effects of weak
ties on network dynamics [12], many recent works have con-
tributed to understanding the interplay between weak ties a
spreading dynamics in community networks [22-26]. Onnela
et al. found that weak links can significantly slow diffusion
process, leading to dynamic trapping of information in com-
munities [27] 28]. As weak ties are removed gradually, the
coverage of information will drop sharply [29]. In adaptive
networks, strong communities with weak ties may preventdis
ease propagation [30,/31].

Up to now, almost all studies concentrate only on how weak
links influence epidemic dynamics in community networks,
but the predictability of the dynamics is neglected. In orde
to assess the accuracy and the forecasting capabilities-of n
merical models, the predictability of outbreaks has been in
vestigated in many studies [32--36]. In view of this point,
Colizzaet al. studied the effect of airline transportation net-
work on the predictability of epidemic pattern by means of
the normalized entropy function [37], and found that the het

Community structures at mesoscale level are ubiquitous igrogeneous weight distribution contributes to enhandneg t
a variety of real complex systems [1], such as Facebdok [2]predictability. Crépet al. found that initial conditions such
YouTube [3], and Xiaonel [4]. In general, there are more con-as the degree heterogeneity of the initial seed can induce a
nections between members in the same community than béarge variability on the prediction of prevalence![38]. cber
tween members from different communities, where the linkset al. argued that RWC serves as a better index than degree
that connect pairs of nodes belonging to different communito predict the prevalence [39]. Comparing the scale-frée ne
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work (SFN) with community structure with the random SFN,

the predictability of its global prevalence was found to be
better [40]. Considering the relative independence of a lo-
cal community, we investigated the prevalence and its vari-
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ability in the local community, and found that the extraerdi wherel, andd, represent the number of intra-links and the
narily large variability in the early stage of outbreaks mad sum of degrees of the nodes in communitsespectively,L
the prediction of epidemic spreading hard![41]. In addition denotes the total link number in the network, afids the
we also studied how heterogeneous time delay (HETD) asaumber of communities. Hefe < @Q < 1, the largerQ is,
sociated with geographical distance influences the sprgadi the stronger community structure is. However, fisan not
speed and the variability of prevalence. Owing to correla-accurately characterize the community strength of the owtw
tions between time delay and network hierarchy in HETD,with two communities [31]. To address this shortcoming, the
epidemic spreading is slowed down obviously and the prenormalized?,, is defined as
dictability of prevalence is reduced remarkahlyl [42].

In community networks, as mentioned above, weak ties On = Q — Qrand @)
play a very significant role in epidemic dynamics. But un- " Qmaz — Qrand’

til now, there is no study on the effects of them on the pre- ,
dictability of epidemic dynamics. In this paper, we invgate ~ We€réQre.a corresponds to random network with the same

how weak ties influence the predictability of epidemic dynam d€gree sequence, al,.. is the modularity of the network

ics in community networks. We show numerically that bothWithout inter-community links, i. e.Jap = 0. After this
different kinds and number of weak ties can remarkably in-"0rmalization@,, is range from to 1.
fluence the predictability of the epidemic spreading in aloc
community. More importantly, we find that the variability of
arrival time always marks a complete reversal trend of that o
prevalence, which implies it is impossible to predict epiite
spreading in the early stage of outbreaks accurately. Owing to the simplicity of SI model, the effects of dif-
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly de-ferent contact patterns on epidemic spreading can be ylear
scribe the dynamical process in community network andintrounderstood. Although other disease models such as SIS are
duce the quantitative measurements of predictability.do.S €ven more practical, more parameters such as the recovered
I, we investigate the effects of different kinds of weaksti ratey in SIS model make epidemic dynamics more compli-
on the predictability of the dynamics. In Sec. IV, the effect cated. Take the threshold of outbreaks for example. Differe
of weak tie number on the predictability are analyzed. Fjnal initial seeds can result in distinct thresholds due to their
we draw conclusions in Sec. V. cal structures such as degree. For simplicity, we only study
susceptible-infected (Sl) [14] spreading dynamics in aont
process (CP)_[52—62] through numerical simulations. In SI

B. Dynamic Process

II. MODEL INTRODUCTION model, 'S and ‘I’ represent respectively the susceptible (or
healthy) state and the infected state. At the beginningde no
A. Community Network with Degree Heterogeneity is selected as the initial infected (i. e., seed) and all othe

nodes are inS state. At each time step, each infected node
randomly contacts one of its neighbors, and then the cadact

To investigate the effects of weak ties on the the predittabi neighboring node will be infected with probabiliyif it is in

ity of epidemic dynamics, we must first identify which links i L o .
community networks are weak ties. Unfortunately, thereis n the heglthy state, or e_lse I W”.I retain its state. Oncg alirin
an generally accepted and authenticate community delllac:tiov'dual IS mfe_cted, it will I_<eep Its state fo_rever. To elirate
algorithm [47L49), thus it is difficult to identify weak tige- 1€ Stochastic effect of disease propagation, we setl.
curately in real networks. We here consider a community net-
work model comprised of two confined communitidsand
B. Except for community structure, degree heterogeneity is
another important feature of real community networks [43— ) o ]
46]. In view of this point, we focus on the community net- I view of the relative independence of a local community,
work with degree heterogeneity. To be specific, two indepenWe take the dynamics and its variability into account. When
dent BA scale-free networks [50,/51] with the same size aré disease emerges in community network, it is very important
first produced, and then these two networks are connected 9" & local community to keep a watchful eye on two statisti-
few links. In order to normalize the terms of community net- @l parameters: the arrival time and the prevalence of sksea
work, we define the links between two communitiesxeak ~ Where the arrival time of diseagg is defined as the moment
genesses [11]. Obviously, this network has a strong commu- realization, and the prevalenég) is the density of infected
nity structure because of few weak ties. With the increase ofndividuals at timet. In order to investigate the predictability
weak tie number, the community structure will be weakened.0f epidemic dynamics, the variability of arrival time (peev
Network modularityQ, a popular evaluating indicator in lence) is defm_ed as the relative variation of the arrivaletim
measuring community structure [1], is defined as (prevalence) given by [33, 41,142]

C. Statistical Parameter

ol dy 2y _ (4.)?
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and

(4)2) — (i(¢))> 2
(i()?) = (i()) ' @ 104

A(t,) = O0(A[i(t)] = 0) denotes all independent dy- Q@
namics realizations are essentially the same, and theabrriv. \/
time (prevalence) in the network is deterministic. Larger 105

. o : / —v—d=3
Al(tqe)(Ali(t)]) means worse predictability that a particular - (a) I d=4
realization is far from average over all independent realiz ¥ .
tions. 10 10
1.2;
Ill. THE EFFECT OF WEAK TIES 1.0
e
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A. The Effect of Weak Tie with Different Degrees < )
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In consideration of the degree heterogeneity in this com-
munity network, there may be different kinds of weak ties, 0.44
that is, a pair of bridgenesses (i. &, andbg) connected
by a weak tie may have different degrégsandkf. In CP,
weak ties with the different combinations bf* < k2 have
different effects on the propagation from the community
to the communityB. On the other hand, in a network with-
out community structure, different seeds have little imjmac
epidemic spreading [41]. In other words, differét almost
don't affect epidemic spreading in the second commuBity FIG. 1: (color online). The mean arrival tin{¢,) and its variabil-
Therefore, we investigate how differeigf influence the pre- ity A(t.) as a function of the degree of the bridgenégswhere
dictability of epidemic dynamics in the second commuity ~ the “squares”, “circles”, “triangleups”, “triangledowhsand “dia-
As a first step towards this, we only consider the case of on@0nds” denote the cases of seeds wit 0, 1,2, 3, andd, respec-
weak tie between the community and B, in which a node g‘r’]igér(]a;gﬁ Ve;f]”%b ’O(;’) xA]Ef)Z) X];rsus% ')\The 1pavr\7em:é$f§rr?]re
W!th the fixed degree in the f”TSt community is Conne.CtEd the experimf(‘ents iﬂ]?)2 different nétworks, eéch of which are tested
W|th a randomly chosen node in the_ second Co_mmuﬁ_lty_ in 10° independent realizations.

Fig.[d shows the mean arrival timg,) and its variabil-
ity A(t,) in the second communitp when different kinds
of weak ties are created. When the bridgerigsa the first
communityA is chosen as seed, i. €.~ 0, the mean arrival
time (¢,) is linear with the degree of brigenekg. As the
bridgeness of the second commuriifis one neighbor of the

brigeness$4, it will be infected with probabilityl /k;* at each . : . .
time step, which is obviously a Poisson process. So the me proximately equal td because these infections are Poisson

arrival time (t,) is equal tok?* and its relative variation is Proc€sses. Interestingly, compared W'th. the casé of 0,
o(te)/{ta) :< 1.>Whe?1 diseaslé seed is a node with one step ték.(ta) ford = 1_d¢_crease generally, that is to say the_further
the bridgeness” (i. e.,d = 1), the mean arrival timét,,) for dlstar_lce to the initial se_ed can lead to th? bett_er predltt;ab_
differentk{* will increase generally compared with the casemc a”"’ag“[?e- As mentioned abov;z, Lhe 'F‘fec“"_” S.Ehejb”
of d = 0. For smallk{*, (¢,) is significantly greater than that geness” has two processes, and thus its variabi Yta)
m;d =0, e. g.,(t.)(d = 1) = 15 > (tq)(d = 0) ~ 5 for can be written as

ki* = 5. But for largek;', the relative change dt,) is very

lttle, €. g., (ta)(d = 1) ~ 248 > (t,)(d = 0) ~ 240 for Alta) = Altr + 12, )

k! = 242. The reason is that the infection of the bridgeness _ _ _
b" can be divided into two processes: the bridgendss first Wheret,, t; denote the time d_uratlons of t_he_flrst_ process and
infected int; ~ 10, €. g.,(ta)(d = 1) — (t,)(d = 0) ~ 10 for the secc_)nd process, respectively. Substituting it into(By.

kit = 5and(t,)(d = 1)—(t,)(d = 0) ~ 8for k! = 242,and W€ obtain
then the bridgenesé’ is infected byb” in ¢y € (t1, ¢ + k).

With the further increasing of distance of seed to the bridge Alty) = VD(t +t2)
nessb” (such asd = 3,4), the mean arrival timeg,,) are (t1 +t2)
nearly the same for the fixekf!. It can be understood that

owing to the finite size effect of network with average shetrte whereD(t; + t2) = ((t1 + t2)?) — (t1 + £2)°. Considering

path length(Z) ~ 3.7, the bridgeneé* is infected till overall
outbreak emerges in the first community

In Fig.[ (b), the variabilities of arrival timé(¢,) for dif-
ferentk;! are shown. Whed = 0, A(t,) for differentk;! are

: (6)



the independence of these two processes[Eq. (6) is reduced

D(t1) + D(t2)
(t1) + (t2)

whereD(¢1) and D(t2) are the time variance of the first pro-
cess and the second process, respectively.

Alt,) = (7)

3

In the first process, there are two basic spreading pathways -

through which the bridgene$$' may be infected: the brid-
geness may be infected directly by the initial seed (i.
the neighboring nodg of the bridgeness*) with probabil-
ity 1/k;; the other neighboring nodes are more likely to in-
fectb4 when the overall outbreak occurs in the first commu-

e.

nity. Although the first route is a Poisson process, the vari-

ability A(¢1) in ¢; will be less thanl due to the determinacy

of the second pathway. In the second process, the vanjabilit

A(te) ~ 1 because the infection ity is a Poisson process.
As D(t) = [A(t){t)]?, we have

VIAG) ()] + ()
<t1> + <t2> '

A (ta) = (8)

Obviously, A(t,) must be less than whend = 1. As
(t2) = k{* increases withk{*, A(t,) will also increase ac-
cording to Eq.[(B), which is verified by the results in Hig. 1
(b). Especially for the very largk;!, the variability is very

t

\'

close tol. This means that although the large degree of the

bridgeness can delay the mean arrival time of disease, secau
the worst predictability of arrival time. Whet > 2, A(¢1)
of the first process will be more determined. Thagt, ) for
small k! will become small, e. gA(t,) ~ 0.31(d = 4) <
A(ty) = 0.52(d = 1) for k{* = 5. The above results demon-
strate that when the degree of bridgeness is small, thesfurth
distance of the initial seed to the bridgeness can resuktn b
ter predictability of arrival time due to the determinacytioé
first process, while the variabilith(¢,) — 1 is almost not
affected for the very largk;' because of the Poisson property
of the second process.

Next, we focus on the statistical parametéfi(¢)].
Ref. [41] showed that the variability of prevalence in a loca

FIG. 2: (color online). AtI" = 20, the mean prevalencg(T))
and its variabilityA[i(7)] as a function of the degree of bridgeness
k{* where the “squares”, “circles”, “triangleups”, “trianglewns”,
and “diamonds” denote the cases of seeds Witk 0, 1,2, 3, and

4, respectively. (a)i(T)) versusks', (b) A[i(T)] versusk;*. The
parameters are chosenda = Np = 0.5 x 10%, (k) = 10, A = 1.
We perform the experiments i9? different networks, each of which
are tested in0® independent realizations.

brigeness and the further distance of the initial seed ca®ma
the prediction of prevalence very hard.

community is very large at the beginning of outbreaks, which

makes the prediction of prevalence hard. For this reason, we

pay attention to the variability of prevalence in the eatbge
of outbreaks. In Figl]2 (a), the mean prevalerad’)) at
T = 20 decreases witk;' andd, which is a complete rever-
sal of (¢,) trend in Fig[1 (a). But Fig]2 (b) shows that its
variability increases with;* andd, which is in accordance
with the trend of(¢, ). On the one hand, as the very large vari-
ability of prevalence in the early stage is originated frdra t
uncertain arrival time of disease [41], it is difficult forr¢ge
k{* (corresponding to largé,)) to make sure the arrival of
disease withirf” = 20. This will result in the large variability
of prevalence, e. gA[i(T)] =~ 5.40(d = 0) for k* = 242.

B. The Effect of Different Initial Seeds whend = 1

From Sec. A, we know the degree heterogeneity of the
bridgenes$“ has a significant impact on the predictability
of epidemic dynamics. In this case, we investigate the ef-
fects of different degrees of the initial seed on the vakabi
ity of epidemic dynamics in the second communitywhen
the distance between the initial seed and the bridgehéss
isd = 1. As shown in Figs]3 ard 4, wherj' = 5 is small,
A(t,) andA[i(T)] are obviously affected by the degree of the
seed, while there is almost no effect on the variability when
k!t = 242is large.

On the other hand, the further distance of the initial seed to Whenk;! = 5, the large degree of the initial seed will result

the bridgeness” also makes disease more difficult to arrive
at the bridgeness”, and can thus cause largafi(T)], e.
9., Ali(T)] ~ 5.60(d = 4) > A[i(T)] = 0.60(d = 0) for

in large(t,) (Fig.[3 (a)) and small\(¢,) (Fig.[3 (c)). Owing
to the finite contact ability of the initial seed with largeyiee,
it will cost more time to infect bridgeness' in the first pro-

k{* = 5. These results imply that both the large degree ofcess, that is largé,,). In this process, the bridgendss may
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FIG. 3: (color online). When the distance between initi@ideeand ~ FIG. 4: (color online). Whew = 1, the mean prevalendg(T’)) and
birdgeness = 1, the mean arrival timét,) and its variabilityA(¢,) ~its variability Ali(7)] atT' = 20 as a function of the degree of the
as a function of the degree of the initial seed, whegré versusk for  initial seed, wherei(T')) versusk for k;,” = 5 (a) andk;,” = 242 (b),
kB = 5 (a) andk? = 242 (b), A(t.) versusk for kZ = 5 (c)and  A[i(T)] versusk for k' = 5 (c) andk;” = 242 (d). The results are
kP = 242 (d). The results are averaged owé? x 10° independent ~ averaged ovet0? x 10° independent realizations i networks.
realizations inl0® networks.

weak tie number, Eq]1) is expanded as

be infected through two basic pathways. For the initial seed
with small degree, the bridgenes is infected directly with _ Z[ls (ds 2] = las (dA )2 (d_B)z ©)
higher probability. Thus, the first process introducesdarg 2L

A(t1) because of the randomness of Poisson process, and thus

A(t,) in the whole process increases according to [Hg. (8). Iwherel  represents the amount of weak ties between the
addition, Fig[4 (c) shows that the variability of prevaleme-  community A and the community3. When the network is
creases with the degree of the initial seed, which is caersist connected randomlyap ~ (dadg)/2L, thusQ,ana — O;

with the trend of the mean arrival time in Fig. 3 (a). We shouldWhenl gz = 0 andd4 = dg, Q reaches the maximum value,
note that degree of the initial seed has an opposite effeition i. e., Q,... = 0.5. ThereforeQ can only range fron® to
variabilities of arrival time and prevalence, which maynlgri  0.5. SubstitutingQ,q»q = 0 and Q... = 0.5 into Eq. [2),
about a great trouble for pandemic prevention and control. we have

When ki = 242, the whole infection process is domi-
nated by the second Poisson process (i. e., very large Qn = 2Q. (10)
in Eg. (8)). Therefore, the different seeds with- 1 can't af- . o
fect the variability of epidemic dynamics visibly (see Figs Afte_r this stan_dardlzatlonQn can range fron to 1. By
(b),(d) and % (b),(d)). However, the very largd?,) ~ 0.90 adding weak tie numbdp;B betwegn two commun|tle§ ran-
andAli(T)] ~ 2.50 mean it is difficult to accurately forecast d0mly, we can obtain the community networks with different

epidemic spreading when the bridgeness degree is large. . I L
order to ensure the universality of the above results, difier Fig.[3 shows the case of three kinds of initial seed: brige-
are also used to simulate this process. As expected, alt sim{}€SS: random node, and hub. In Fig. 5 (@), with the increase of
lations reveal the same conclusion. Qn, the mean arrival timét,) will increase because fewer

weak ties lengthen the distance between two communities.
Especially whern®,, > 0.9, the mean arrival timét, ) will
increase rapidly. Compared with the other two cases, the cas
of brigeness chosen as the initial seed has the shqtigst
The case of random node includes the cases of brigeness and
non-bridgeness, sti,,) for random seed must be longer than

In real community networks with modularity) € that for bridgeness seed. For the case of hub, it has thedbnge
[0.3,0.7] [1], there are many weak ties between communi-mean arrival time. As the nodes connected by weak ties are
ties. In this section, we would like to understand the effeft chosen randomly, the nodes with small degree will be more
weak tie number on the predictability of epidemic dynamics.probably chosen as bridgenesses due to the degree hetero-
To gain a clear idea of the relation between modulapitgnd  geneity, while it is very difficult for hubs to be bridgenesse

IV. THE EFFECT OF WEAK TIE NUMBER
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FIG. 5: (color online). The mean arrival time,) and its variabil- ~ FIG. 6: (color online). AtI" = 2, the mean prevalencg(T)) and

ity A(t,) as a function of the modularitg),, where the “squares”, its variability A[i(7")] as a function of as a function of the modu-
“circles”, and “triangles” denote the cases of bridgenessdsran- larity @,, where the “squares”, “circles”, and “triangles” denote the
dom seed, and hub seed, respectively. (@) versusQn,, (b) cases of bridgeness seed, random seed, and hub seed,ivespect
A(tq) versusQ,. The parameters are chosenlig = Np = (@) (i(T)) versus@y, (b) A[i(T)] versus@,. The parameters are
0.5 x 10*, (k) = 10, A = 1. We perform the experiments 0>  chosen asV4 = Nz = 0.5 x 10*, (k) = 10, A\ = 1. We perform
different networks, each of which are tested @ independent real- the experiments in0? different networks, each of which are tested
izations. in 10® independent realizations.

When the degree of bridgeness is small, the initial seed witlit, ) (hub) > (t,)(random) > (t,)(bridgeness). Fig.[8 (b)
large degree leads to the londer) (see FiglB (a)). shows that the variability of prevalentgi(7')] increases with
Moreover, the variabilities of arrival timé(t,) for these ~ @n. For the case of bridgeness, the changapfT)] is very
three cases are compared in Fig. 5 (b). As mentioned ifiFFig. fittle, which means the bridgeness palys a significant role i
(b), the further distance of the initial seed to the bridgane €nhancing the predictability of prevalence|[41]. For theesa
b4 can reduce the variabilith (#, ). With the increase of),,, ~ Of randomly chosen node and hub|i(T)] increases slowly
the distance between two communities is lengthened by fewe¥hen @, € [0,0.9), while A[i(T')] increase rapidly when
weak ties, and thud (¢,) will decrease. For example, when @n € [0.9,1) (e. g.,A[i(T)] ~ 13.10 for Q,, & 0.99), which
Q. increase from.9 to 1, A(t, ) for the random case decrease i$ in accordance with the trend of,). The results at othef’
from 0.33 to 0.18 rapidly. For the case of hub, its arrival time value (e. g.1" = 5, 10) reveal the same conclusion. It implies
has the most accurate predictability. This is because fieat t that strong community structure can increase the diffiooty
initial seed with large degree can lead to the low variapilit the predictability of prevalence.
when the brigeneds' has small degree (see Fig. 3 (c)). More
significant,A(t,,) for the case of brigeness increases with the

network modularity@,,, which is opposite to the other two V. CONCLUSIONS
cases. Even though a bridgenégsis chosen as the initial
seed, the infection of community is not always throughthe  |n conclusions, we have studied the effects of weak ties on

weak tie of bridgenesk because of the existence of many the predictability of epidemic dynamics in the local commu-
weak ties. In this case, there are two optional spreadirty pat nity with degree heterogeneity. First, we have shown that th
ways towards the community: the weak tie ob;* and the  degree of bridgeness can remarkably influence the variabil-
other weak ties. From this viewpoint, the actual path lengthties of both the arrival time and the prevalence of disease.
of epidemic spreading must be greater thaim other words,  With the increase of the degree of bridgeness, the mean ar-
more links will result in the longer distance of the infectio rival time and the outbreak (i. e., prevalence) of diseade wi
process. Therefore, more weak ties can red¢e ) due to  be delayed, but their variabilities will also increase. thla
the increase of distance between the commuditgnd the  tion, we have also shown that the distance of the initial seed
communityB. Actually, more weak ties can increase the de-to the bridgeness has different impacts on the epidemic pre-
terministic of the second optional pathway, and thus enbiancdictability under different conditions. When the degreetwf
the predictability of arrival time. bridgeness is small, the further distance of the initiabstee
Furthermore, the effects of weak tie number on the prethe bridgeness will enhance the predictability of arrivale,
dictability of prevalence in the early stage of outbreales ar while the predictability of prevalence in the early stagdl wi
also analyzed in Fid.]6. As the mean arrival time increaseget worse. When the degree of the bridgeness is large, the
with @,, in Fig. 8 (a), the prevalencé&(T)) at T = 2  variability of arrival time is almost close tb because of the
will decrease accordingly in Fidl 6 (a).(i(T))(hub) < Poisson property of the infection process, while the vélitgb
(@(T))(random) < (i(T))(bridgeness) is resulted from of prevalence is very large due to the uncertain arrival iiine



disease. Second, we have investigated the effects of tited ini variability of prevalence for the case of bridgeness insesa
seeds with different degrees on the variability of epidedyic ~ with the network modularity, which displays the worst pre-
namics when the distance between the initial seed and bridgéictability of arrival time. However, the best predictatyilof

ness is equal td. When the degree of the bridgeness is small prevalence is observed when the bridgeness is first infected
the large degree of the initial seed will enhance the pralict  The above results show that the variability of arrival tinte a
ity of arrival time, while the predictability of prevalenaethe  ways marks a complete reversal trend of that of prevalence,
early stage will be worse. When the degree of the bridgenesshich implies it is impossible to predict epidemic spreadin

is large, the variability of epidemic sprading is almost abt  in the early stage of outbreaks accurately.

fected. Moreover, we also have analyzed the effects of weak
tie number on the epidemic predictability where the resufits
three different initial seeds (i. e., brigeness, randonmenadd
hub) were compared. With the increase of the network modu-
larity, which is caused by the decrease of weak tie number, th
variabilities of arrival time for the case of random node and This work is supported by the NNSF of China (Grants Nos.
hub will first decrease slowly, and then decrease rapidly a§1105025, 90924011), China Postdoctoral Science Founda-
the community strength is very strong. It's important toenot tion (Grant No. 20110491705), the Specialized Research
that the variability of prevalence will increase rapidlyevh  Fund for the Doctoral Program of Higher Education (Grant
the community strength becomes stronger, which is contragtio. 20110185120021), and the Fundamental Research Funds
to the trend of the variability of arrival time. By contraiie  for the Central Universities (Grant No. ZYGX2011J056).
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