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Abstract

The impact that information diffusion has on epidemic sgiieg has recently attracted
much attention. As a disease begins to spread in the papuldtiformation about the
disease is transmitted to others, which in turn has an affethe spread of disease. In this
paper, using empirical results of the propagation of H7N® iaformation about the dis-
ease, we clearly show that the spreading dynamics of thepes of processes influence
each other. We build a mathematical model in which both tygfespreading dynamics
are described using the SIS process in order to illustraénffuence of information dif-
fusion on epidemic spreading. Both the simulation resultstae pairwise analysis reveal
that information diffusion can increase the threshold oépgidemic outbreak, decrease the
final fraction of infected individuals and significantly dease the rate at which the epi-
demic propagates. Additionally, we find that the multi-oadk phenomena of epidemic
spreading, along with the impact of information diffusiemconsistent with the empirical
results. These findings highlight the requirement to mairgacial awareness of diseases
even when the epidemics seem to be under control in ordert@pt a subsequent out-
break. These results may shed light on the in-depth unahelisig of the interplay between
the dynamics of epidemic spreading and information diffnsi
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1 Introduction

Understanding how diseases spread among individuals leaisdheecent area of intense inves-
tigation B]. Epidemic spreading is generally consider@dé a dynamic process in which
a disease is transmitted from one individual to anotherutjinocontacts in peer-to-peer net-
works. To date, a vast amount of research has focused onatadéing the epidemic spread-
ing phenomenon, which can be categorized into the follovwypgs: (1) epidemic spreading
dynamics in various network structures [2], such as a Statenetwork ], a small-world
network BJ]S] and an interdependent netw 7, 8]; (2) pggtion mechanisms that describe
the epidemic spreading process, such as the Susceptfbledd-Recovered (SIR) model for
influenza ], the Susceptible-Infected-SusceptiBkS) model for sexually transmitted
disease 1[:[2] and the Susceptible-Exposed-InfectedReed (SEIR) model for rabies
,]; (3) data-driven modeling approaches that tadkéeepidemic transmission_[15] by
analyzing the available real datasets, such as the scatmg ih human mobility 7],
individual interactions ﬂﬂﬂ], and contact patter@, %

The majority of the aforementioned studies focused on epicispreading independently,
ignoring the fact that information diffusion of the diseasieemselves also has a significant im-
pact on epidemic outbreaks. For example, the outbreak ofitagmus disease in a population
leads to the spread of information, either through the medfaiends, regarding the disease.
This information impacts the protective measures thatrstimay take such as staying at home,
wearing face masks, and taking vaccinati [22]. Thesesptere behavioral responses upon
receiving information regarding the disease may reducsisteeof the epidemic outbreak. This
is supported by research that has shown that people’s mrhbhvesponses contribute to the
control of disease spreading, an example of which that destiin the severe acute respiratory
syndrome (SARS) in China in 20@23]. Therefore, there le@ntan increased interest in ex-
amining the interaction between epidemic spreading aranmédtion diffusion. Seminal study
was conducted in order to understand how the diffusion ofremess, or disease information,
affects the spread of diseases. This was done by buildingdelhmowhich the spread of both
the disease and information in a host population was acedut ]. The results indi-
cated that the interaction between these two differentge®es of spreading decreased the size
of the epidemic outbreak in a well-mixed populatim [24].slbme cases, enough behavioral
changes would occur in response to the diffusion of dise#semation that the growing epi-
demic would vanish completely, this occurred even in cadesrevthe epidemic transmission
rate was higher than the classical thresh@i , 29]. Aaldkily, the interplay between in-
formation diffusion and epidemic spreading was elucidatedhultiplex networks, where each
type of spreading dynamics occurs on its own layer (inforomadliffusion on communication
layer versus epidemic spreading on physical la )BO—BI% epidemic threshold as it relates
to the physical contact layer can be increased by enhanbediffusion rate of information
on the communication layer. The effect that behavioral gearhave on a population can be



explained as being affected by the following three charesties ]: () the disease state of
the individuals, such as vaccinati[gl 34]; (ii) the egidc transmission rate and recovery
rate EJ,BLS]; (i) the contact network structure, such las adaptive proces@ﬂ%]. Mass
communication scholars share similar views on the causighgjes between the spread of epi-
demics and the diffusion of information regarding the epitis. For example, the outbreak of
severe epidemics usually attracts heavy media coveragseguently resulting in the follow-
ing three types of responses from the public: cognitivegasps, such as the attention to the
information and an increased awareness of the probhlem4&e}tive responses, such as anxi-
ety, fear, or even paniakl], and behavioral responses, asithe adoption of new practices in
order to replace undesirable hab@ [52]. However, theserare assumptions than empirical
facts because it is difficult to find relevant data for sucheaeckcut process and, even when the
data are available, it is difficult to separate the uniqueatff of information on the control of
epidemics from other confounding factors, such as chamgineidiseases, the seasons and the
medical treatments.

However, due to the difficulty in separating the unique é¢ffed information on the control
of epidemics from other confounding factors, such as chaingthe diseases, the seasons, and
the medical treatments, and the lack of relevant data, tteasde regarded as assumptions as
opposed to empirical facts.

Recent studies regarding the interplay between informatiffusion and epidemic spread-
ing have focused on the suppression of epidemic outbreakafbgmation diffusion. The
occurrence of a disease prompts the sharing of informaéigarding the disease, which leads
to preventive measures that inhibit epidemic sprea 4. Studies have also indicated
that when an outbreak is under control people are less wigitesharing relevant information
which leads to a decrease in preventative measures and sdyirea recurrence of pandemic
epidemics. Unfortunately, evidence suggests that thenskmotbreak of epidemics is typically
more deadly. For example, the spread of SARS was shown toldeatdd in early March
2003, however, later that month showed a rapid increasegdasated in the evolution curve of
the probable cases of SARS (Fig. 2 in Rm [23]). This rapadease may be directly related
to the time in which people’s attention became more focusethe Iraq War in 2003. This is
the central issue that is addressed in the current studst, ke demonstrate a similar outbreak
pattern using data on the spread of avian influenza A (H7N®hHma Eb] along with
the diffusion of disease information. Then a mathematicadleh was built that describes both
types of spreading dynamics (i.e., disease and informa#isran SIS process. Results using
the model show that information diffusion can significamtligibit epidemic spreading. Finally,
simulation results exhibit multi-outbreak phenomena i ¢pidemic spreading accompanied
by the impact of information diffusion, which is consistemth the empirical results. Our
findings highlight the need for the maintenance of diseasgavess even during times when
epidemics appear to be under control.



2 Results

2.1 Empirical Analysis

The information diffusion during the H7N9 outbreak in China2013-14 was taken to illus-
trate the influence that information diffusion has on epitematbreaks. The epidemic spread-
ing data on H7N9 infection cases was obtained fromGhmese Center for Disease Control
and Prevention. Messages that referred to "H7N9” or "avian influenza A” 8ma Weibo,
which was the largest micro-blogging system in Chilidp(//www.weibo.conv), were used to
measure the existence of information about H7N9. The assompas made that posted or re-
posted a message about H7N9 indicated an awareness of stenexe of the disease; otherwise
the user was considered to be unaware of it.

The spreading process of both the epidemic and informafibli7bl9 is illustrated in Fig.I1.
The blue circles{) and pink diamonds/{. f o) represent the epidemic spreading and informa-
tion diffusion. The similarity between the evolutionargrids of the two domains is obvious.
When the epidemic broke outin Apr. 2013 and Feb. 2014 [Fige\vdlence suggests that many
people were discussing "H7N9” or "avian influenza A”weibo.com. This suggests that the
influence of information diffusion on epidemic spreadingiicobe quite significant. Actually,
public responses to H7N9, including actions such as stagiifigpme or wearing face masks,
can affect the spread of the epidemic. Two epidemic outlsreakurred during the period un-
der consideration. Interestingly, the size of the first emict outbreak (Apr. 2013) was smaller
than the second (Feb. 2014), which inversely correlatel thi information domain, in which
the number of individuals discussing the disease durindgiteeoutbreak was much greater
than the number of individuals discussing the disease dgtin@ second outbreak. This implies
that an increased awareness of H7N9 decreased the sizegpfittemic outbreak. Research on
news diffusion offers an alternative explanation, whichgest that as an epidemic progresses,
the uncertainty surrounding it declines and the diffusibtie relevant information also decays

]. In the current case, it is possible that there was adriglegree of uncertainty among the
Chinese people regarding H7N9 when they first heard abootAtpril 2013, however, they
had become accustomed, and thus less anxious and respdnsi¥éN9 in February 2014,
even when there were more reported cases of infected people.

2.2 Model Description

In order to investigate the effect that information diffusihas on an epidemic outbreak, we
propose a network model for the interaction between epidspreading and information dif-

fusion. In this study, we consider two states of diseaseasiing: susceptible (S) and infected
(), and two states of information diffusion: aware (+) anthware (-). Therefore, each indi-



vidual in the system can be categorized as being in one obtirestates: (i5_: the susceptible
individual who is unaware of the existence of the diseaseS(i: the susceptible individual
who is aware of the existence of the disease; {iii) the infected individual who is unaware
of the existence of the disease; (i\): the infected individual who is aware of the existence of
the disease.

Using the SIS model, the transformation among these swilsstrated in Figl 2. The two
types of spreading processes can be described as follows:

e At the initial step, an individual is randomly selected asdassigned to the stafe,
which is considered as thseed of both epidemic spreading and information diffusion.
All other individuals are assigned to tlse state.

e Epidemic spreading: During each time step, the infectedvicdals (I, and/_) are
capable of spreading the epidemic to their susceptiblehbeig G, andS_) with the
corresponding transmission probabilities and the intkatdividuals ¢, and/_) could
recover to the susceptible state with the correspondinyesyg probabilities.

6] the probability thatS_ is infected via thd_ neighbor § 1 — [ 1)
osf  the probability thatS, is infected via the_ neighbor 6,7 — I,1)
orf the probability thatS_ is infected via thd, neighbor 61, — I 1)
osif the probability thatS, is infected via thd, neighbor 6,1, — I, 1)
y the probability that_ recover toS_
g7y the probability that, recover toS.

¢ Information diffusion: During each time step, the indivadsi with an awareness of the
existence of the diseasé,(and S, ) have the capability to transmit the information to
their unaware neighborg ( andS_) with the probabilitya. Additionally, thel, andS,
individuals may become unaware of the existence of the siésedth the probabilities of
A andd )\ respectively.

o information transmission rate
A information fading rate . — S_)
oA information fading rate [, — 1)

The model assumes that when a susceptible individual is enadee of the existence of the
disease{, ), they will take protective measures to avoid becomingatde andr s is denoted
as the reduction in the probability of infectioms( < 1). Individuals in thel, state will reduce
contact with their susceptible neighbors in order to préetreepidemic from spreading further,
resulting ino; < 1. With the assumption of the independent effect of the if@grobability,
thenog; = ogor when thel, state individuals infect thé, state individuals. When anh,
individual is aware of the presence of a disease, the pergdldnevease her/his recovery rate by



taking medicine or other positive measures, which is represl by factoe > 1. Additionally,
the I, state individuals, which could be assumed to have a bettigratanding of the disease,
would be less likely to forget relevant disease informatieading toj < 1. In the current
study, since the spreading processes of information arehsksare primarily determined by
the corresponding transmission probabilities, we focusethe effect of the two parameters
and g, while fixing the other parameters. The other parametersetrasss = 0.3, o; = 0.6,

0 =0.8,e=1.5,A=0.15andy = 0.1, unless otherwise noted in the following analysis.

2.3 Model Analysis

The proposed model is performed on a random network withedpopulation’V- = 10000 and
an average degreé) = 15. We denote the infected level)(and the informed levell(. fo)
as the fraction of infected individuals (both and/_) and the fraction of individuals who are
informed of the existence of the disease (bSthand/,). The results of the simulation of
the epidemic spreading process under the influence of tbewmation diffusion whert = 0.3

is shown in Fig[B. In this model, the parametecan be considered as the informed level
in the system, where a largeindicates that information spreads much easier resultirani
increase in the number of informed individuals (as in theird Fig. [3). Fig.[B shows that
the increase i leads to the decreased epidemic spreading rate and thel oveiaished epi-
demic outbreak size. Therefore, increasing the numberfofrired individuals and improving
self-protection measures may be an effective strategyhibiirthe spread of epidemics, which
is consistent with the empirical analysis shown in Eig. 1.

The model described in Fi§l] 2 indicates that there is a mdaedback between infor-
mation diffusion and epidemic spreading. A higher prevedeof infected individuals results
in the maintenance of more informed individuals for a snmatiormation fading probability
(6 < 1). This leads to the high informed level in the system, whitturn inhibits the epidemic
spreading 4;;7,5,s1y < 1). This feedback effect can be clearly illustrated in the $ek of dif-

@y] (See Ed.{1) in Sedlethod
and Materials). Additionally, a full set of differential equations basex the pairwise analysis
was obtaine i;lm] that describes the interaction betleetwo spreading processes (See
Eq.(2) in Sec.Method and Materials). Actually, the pairwise analysis is also based on the

ferential equations based on the classical mean-field sis

mean-field assumption for calculating the change of eachk dfpodes as well as the node-
pairs. The simulation results of the infected dynamics, eucal results of classical mean-field
analysis and pairwise analysis wher= 0.6 and3 = 0.3 is shown in Fig[#. The results of the
pairwise model are clearly a better fit to the simulation ttrenresults of classical mean-field
analysis.

In order to investigate the effect of the mutual interacbhetweeny ands on the spreading
process, we explored the full phase diagram showing thédraof infected individuals in the



whole population as a function of parameterand s in Fig.[3. The results of the pairwise
analysis and the simulation, which are highly consistett wach other, are shown in Fig.5 (a)
and Fig.5 (b). The dashed curve in each plot displays theargoint in the epidemic spreading
process, §., a.), at which above this point an epidemic outbreak will oceuthie population.
The results clearly show that the spread of disease is mucé rapid under conditions with a
larger 3 and smallery, which also indicates that the disease information diffngian impede
the the spread of disease. It should be noted that the prdegsserates into a standafdS
model whena = 0, the condition at which there is no information diffusionthre system,

and the outbreak threshold value of the epidemic spreadifig + % = 0.0067 [H]. This

is also consistent with the results of the pairwise analgsithe simulation shown in Figl 5.
A detailed view of the pairwise analysis,(5 € [0,0.05] in Fig.5 (c)) was plotted in order to
illustrate the threshold changes. The threshold valug &f about 0.0067 when < 0.01,
as the disease information does not spread out in this casedang to the inset of Fig[]3.
Whena > 0.01, the epidemic threshold can be significantly increasedhferautbreak of the
information diffusion. In other words, the information fdi§éion can effectively increase the
epidemic threshold.

The informed level is only slightly raised with the increasex whena is large enough
(e.g.,a > 0.3), as shown in Fid.13, which leads to an increase in the epiclémeéshold as the
increase in ther value is not so obvious. This results also indicates tharmétion spreading
is not always an effective auxiliary measure in the contfdhe spread of disease, for example,
in the case in which there exists a disease with a strongtiméeess (e.g., large epidemic
transmission probability in the red range in Fid.]15), enhancing the awareness of tleasks
alone is not enough to control the spread of disease. In ¢odgain a better understanding
of the critical phenomenon, we investigate the evolutiothefinfection densities for various
values of3 whena = 0.6, as shown in Fid.]6. From the differential equations of tleedard
SIS model,% = —I+ B{k)I(1—1I) (wherel = I_+ I,), we obtain/ o t~! at the critical
point with integration, which indicates that the infectidensity has a power-law decay along
the time evolution at the critical point. The inset of Hig. lfos/s a power-law decay of the
infection density whem =~ 0.0444, whereas the infected densitf) gends to be a steady-state
value that leads to an endemic state whken- 0.05, and rapidly decays to zero leading to
a healthy state whef = 0.04. Therefore, it can be inferred that the critical valuefofs
approximately0.0444 in this case, which is consistent with the results shown q[Ej where
the phase diagram indicates that the critical valug f around).045 whena = 0.6.

Interestingly, the empirical analysis illustrates that ttynamics of many diseases exhibit
a multi-outbreak phenomenlghm 47], in which there axemal waves in the process of
epidemic spreading, similar to the dynamics illustratedfig. [1. Generally, there are many
complex factors that contribute to multi-outbreaks, inlohg seasonal influence, climatic vari-
ation, and incubation period. The periodic outbreaks irRtf®&model can be interpreted by the



influence of information diffusion. As previously mentiahehere is a mutual feedback be-
tween information diffusion and epidemic spreading in thgppsed model. On the one hand,
a larger proportion of infected individuals should resalan increase in preventive behavioral
responses [28] due to the increased awareness of the difaaskeading to a steady decrease
in infected cases over time. On the other hand, when thedpffehe disease appears to be un-
der control (e.g., the size of infected population decregageople become less vigilant, which
leads to a decrease in the dissemination of information acr@ases the chances of a second
outbreak. Notably, the size of the second outbreak is ofiegel than the previous one, as in
the case of SARS in 2003 (Fig.2 in Rela[za])engue Fever in Taiwan in 2001-2002 (Fig.3A

in Ref. ]).

In order to illustrate the multi-outbreak phenomena of epit spreading with the influ-
ence of information diffusion, two critical infected legalere set in this model for simplicity
(Znign and1,,,). When the fraction of infected individuals in the popubatiis larger than the
critical value of the high infected leveb( 1,,), the information spreads more quickly and
there is an increase in preventative behavioral respoBsesed on this assumption, we obtain
simulation results of the dynamic of infected individuas,shown in Fig.17. In this case, we
setg = 0.18, which is much larger than the epidemic threshold withoutsodering informa-
tion diffusion. The disease spreads very quickly at firstlevthiere are very few people who
are aware of the occurrence of the disease. Typically, tifiesebhn of information regarding a
disease occurs at a faster rate than epidemic spreadingefdies as the information regarding
the disease quickly spreads, the high informed level hagrafsiant effect on inhibiting the
spread of the epidemic (the decay period of the epidemishduld be noted that the epidemic
will be completely suppressed if the high informed level benmaintained. However, when
the disease is controlled from the first outbreak (i.e., tiiected density is smaller thdp,,,),
members of the population are likely to no longer considerdisease as a threat, thus ignoring
the disease propagation and no longer actively engagingpiegive measures, which will in
turn lead to another outbreak of the epidemic, with a highabdlity of the second being larger
than the first. In this model, such changes in behavioraloesgs can be illustrated by using
different parameter settings, such as smadind larges; andogs. This allows for the disease
to spread again as long as social awareness becomes lowhgrasuig shown in the second
epidemic outbreak illustrated in Figl 7. Similar to the engail analysis shown in Figl11, the
size of the first epidemic outbreak is smaller than that of#ond one, whereas the informed
level in the first epidemic outbreak is higher than that in ¢keond one. It should be noted
that, due to the difficulty in precisely quantifying the infieed level in the empirical analysis,
the number of tweets that discuss the related disease isasseg@roxy measure in Figl 1. In
contrast to the trend shown in Figl 1, the high informed lemakt be maintained during the
period when the infected proportion decreases as shownreitk curve in Fig[]7. Based on
the model analysis, it could be concluded that it is impdrtarstrengthen public awareness



of disease occurrence, especially during times in whichsfiread of the epidemic is under
control, otherwise, there is a high probability of a secontbreak.

3 Conclusions & Discussion

In this study, we have studied the interaction between epicispreading and relevant infor-
mation diffusion. The empirical analysis shows that infation diffusion can significantly
inhibit epidemic spreading, in which the size of the epidemutbreak is influenced by the
informed level. In line with previous works on the closeddd®ck loop "epidemic spreading
— behavior change» epidemic spreadinngE{M], we build a model in which the types

of spreading dynamics are described as an SIS process. Bogimulation results and the
pairwise analysis reveal that information diffusion cacrease the epidemic outbreak thresh-
old, diminish the final fractions of infected individualsdasignificantly slow down the rate of
propagation. More importantly, we address the issue ofiroutbreak phenomena of epidemic
spreading with information diffusion as the governing. Thsults of the simulation suggest
that a higher epidemic prevalence impels people to increadgésease information sharing,
leading to a high level of informed individuals, which in turesults in the steady decrease in
the number of infected cases. During the periods in whicllibease appears to be controlled,
less attention is given to the disease leading to a decraabe itransmission of information
and an increase in the chance of another outbreak. Addilyotize simulation results of the
multi-outbreak phenomena were consistent with the engdianalysis.

The findings from this work support the idea that preventigbdvioral measures brought
about by disease information can significantly inhibit tipeead of an epidemic, and the in-
crease in information diffusion can be utilized as an aarjlimeasure to efficiently control
epidemics. The government should make an effort to maistacral awareness of the disease,
even during times in which the epidemic seems to be underaoit order to prevent another
outbreak. In this study, we focus on the inhibition of inf@tmon diffusion, and preventive
behavioral responses are illustrated with some paramgésrsrally. However, the dynamics
of an epidemic may be very different depending on the belnamviesponses of people, such as
adaptive procesggﬂ, migratidﬂ48], vaccinatiﬁﬂ [34id @ammunity @]. This work provides
a basic understanding of the interplay between the two dprgarocesses. Future research
should focus on the in-depth study of preventive behavi@sphonses induced by diffusion of
disease information.

10



4 Methods and Materials

In this study,[*] represents the number of state variablesif the system at time step
[S4], [S-], [I+] and[I_] represent the number of aware susceptible, unaware sildeeptvare
infected and unaware infected. In the pairwise analysisalso denotes the number of the
corresponding state variable of the edges, for examld,, | represents the number of edges
between two individuals at statés and/, .

Mean-field Analysis: According to Fig.[2, we adopt mean-field analysis for the agref
epidemic and information in a homogeneous network as faiow

W) s B — wensin B - o)+ m B 4 asi 40

W]~ Wosa 1B — osorsra B 1 o) + ) B s+ ey .
) o 15 4 oot B — wadss) + mp B 4 onieg - i)

U] yosptr 15+ (yosorsira 58 + was, + 1) ] - axir - i

WhereN is the number of individuals in the systef, is the average degree of the network
and the other parameters are illustratetlomenclature

Pairwise Analysis: Pairwise models have recently been widely used to illustitze dynamic
process of epidemics on networks, as those models take cctmuat the edges of the net-
works m@] In this study, we consider a set of evolutiguaions which are comprised

of four types of individuals and 10 types of edges. Using tled-known closure, expressed
as [ABC] = W

5] (assuming the neighbors of each individual obey Poissamilulis
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tion) @], we can get a set of differential equations asoio8 :

U5 B1S_1)~ 18IS L] — a([S_5.] + [S_1,]) + AlS.] +11L_]
W] gBlS L I] ~ osorBIS. L] + a((S-S4] + [S_L) ~ NS,] + =91L]
W) 1]+ o01S-1] ~ (1] + [-L.]) + ML — ~{L_]
W] o815 11+ 0501818 L] + (1S4 1]+ [I-L,]) — 8AILL] ~ 5[]
. a[511<[5[g+1]+ S_8.]) a[suw[ﬂ S oy g
d[S_1,] [S_I_][S_1I.] (S, 1_][S_5.] [S_I,]?
o = = —0rBIS_ T ] + A[Sy Iy] — a[S_T] — dA[S_I;] — ﬂTJF UsﬂW orB [S_Ji
+oso1f3 [S+I—f;,5_s+] +a [S_I_]([I_[§+]] al CE2E a [S_I+]([S_[g+]] T 15-54) _ ey[S—_I4] +y[I-14]
dis,I.] S, 1_]? [SLL[ScL] L [S_I_][S_54]
;t = —05B[S 1]+ SA[S4 ] — NS4 I_] — o[S 1] — 058 [g+] — 05013 [+s+]+ +5 5] +
+UIB[S—I?;[SJ—S+] +a[5—1—]([5—[§+} +[S-L]) a[Sﬂ‘]([I‘é*]]‘L 541D g 1 )t enlr 1]
d[Sy1i] _ o501 B[S Iy] + a[S_I4] + a[Ss 1] + 058 [SHI_]([S4+5+] — [S+14]) n 05016[S+I+]([S+S+] —[S+14])
dt [S+] [S+]
[S—I+]([S—[é+]]+ [S—S+]) + O‘[S-’_I_]([S-EII_]] + [I—I+]) _ E’Y[S+I+] + 6’7[1+I+] _ )\[S+I+] _ (S)\[S_,_I_’_]
d[létl‘] = 23[S_1_]+20A[I_1.]] + 28 [S[‘SI‘]]Q + 20713 [S‘I[*g,[‘?‘l‘] — 20 [I‘I‘]([Sﬁ‘} L) 2y[1_1_]
dIi-1.] [S_I_][S_1I,] [S_I.] (S, 1_]2
7 = = 01 BIS- 4]+ 05 BSs I+ ON([I4 Iy] — [I-14]) — [ I-I;] + 5] = +018 [Sj +osp [J:S'Jr]
+os0sf [S+I?g£i+l_] n Q[I—I—]([SJﬁj +L) [I—I+]([S+[§j + L)) eyl 1] — [ 1,]
WL — ogorpS, 4] + 20[1_ L] - 20ML. L] + 2@% + 205018 [S[gﬁp
on [IumsE LIL 8] BN
1551 _ s, SIS0 o g S0) o S-SR SLD) s
551 5,1 5501 o5 - gl ELES] ST f5 LY.
[S_I][S-S4] | [S-S_J([S=S+]+ [S-14])  [S-S4]([S-S4] + [S-14])
Sy 5 et 0t ey[S_I4] + 1S4 1-]
d[SjltS*] =20[S_S.] — 2\[S,. 5] — 20557[&][;[5*5*] - 2aso,ﬂ7[s+lg[j+s+]
on [Ss+1<[s[§_+]1 LA
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Figure 1: (Color online) Empirical analysis of the epiderspreading (blue circles) and the
information diffusion (pink diamonds) of H7N9.
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Figure 2: (Color online) Diagram illustration of epidemipgreading as well as information
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Figure 3: (Color online) Dynamics of the epidemic spreadingcess with differentv. The
inset shows the informed level as a functiomof
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Figure 4. (Color online) The mathematical analysis of thieemic spreading process: simula-
tion (pink circle), pairwise analysis (green solid curvayialassical mean-field analysis (blue
dashed curve).
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Figure 5: (Color online) Comparison between pairwise agialgind simulation for the fraction
of infected individuals in the stationary state (colorsresgnt the fraction of infected individ-
uals). (a) pairwise analysis; (b) simulation; (c) detawvezlv of pairwise analysis.
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Figure 6: (Color online) Infection density as a functionsoivith the pairwise analysis. The in-
set is the infection density as a function of time with thewae analysis around the threshold
(Different colors correspond to differen).
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Figure 7: (Color online) Multi-outbreak phenomena of theemic spreading with the influ-
ence of the information diffusiony,;,, and/;,,, are setas 0.05 and 0.0003 respectively.
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