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Abstract

We model the spread of information in a homogeneously mixaalfation using the Maki Thompson rumor
model. We formulate an optimal control problem, from thesperctive of single campaigner, to maximize the spread
of information when the campaign budget is fixed. Controhalg, such as advertising in the mass media, attempt to
convertignorants and stiflers into spreaders. We show tiséegeice of a solution to the optimal control problem when
the campaigning incurs non-linear costs under the isomdricmbudget constraint. The solution employs Pontrya-
gin’s Minimum Principle and a modified version of forward kaard sweep technique for numerical computation
to accommodate the isoperimetric budget constraint. T¢lenigues developed in this paper are general and can be
applied to similar optimal control problems in other areas.

We have allowed the spreading rate of the information epidémvary over the campaign duration to model
practical situations when the interest level of the popaitein the subject of the campaign changes with time. The
shape of the optimal control signal is studied fdfelient model parameters and spreading rate profiles. We lsave a
studied the variation of the optimal campaigning costs wapect to various model parameters. Results indicate that
for some model parameters, significant improvements cawlievged by the optimal strategy compared to the static
control strategy. The static strategy respects the samgelbwadnstraint as the optimal strategy and has a constant
value throughout the campaign horizon. This work finds aagilon in election and social awareness campaigns,
product advertising, movie promotion and crowdfunding paigns.
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1. Introduction

Rumor models€.g. Daley Kendall, Maki Thompson) are used to model social agintaprocesses like spreading
of information, ideas, fashion trends, ettl LﬂLDZ 3] in aylafon. A piece of informationféiects human behavior
which may be exploited by political and crowdfunding cangpers, companies for advertising their new products
etc.. The goal of the campaigner is to reach as many peoplesaghfe by the campaign deadline, while making most
efficient use of the available resourcegy( money, manpower). Since the contagion process is epidenmature,
the allocation of resources over the campaign duration peiant for optimal information spreading.

Rumor models are, in principle, similar to biological epide models like Susceptible-Infected-Susceptible (SIS)
and Susceptible-Infected-Recovered (SIR), used for niugi¢the spread of pathogens in a populatia 4, 5]. The
population is divided into three compartments (or classgaprants (those who don’t have the information), spresde
(those who are spreading the information) and stiflers &hd®o have stopped spreading). Spreaders are generated at
some rate due to ignorant-spreader contact—dynamics vidhgimilar to the biological epidemic models. However
the recovery process in the rumor models i$adtent from that in biological epidemic models, which is expéd in
the following.

Why rumor models are more appropriate than SIS/SIR models for information spreading: Recovery of a
spreader to a stifler is spontaneous and independent ofsath&@ISSIR models. To be specific: if the recovery
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rate isy, then a spreader recovers after a time duration which isrexqally distributed with meary, independent

of her interaction with people in the population. On the othand, in a rumor model, a spreader converts into a
stifler at some rate, if she comes in contact with other spnesaar stiflersf[]ll]ﬂ 3]. For arecovery ratethe quantity

1/y provides a measure of the average number of interactionspfeader with others, who are aware of the rumor,
before she turns into a stiflel] [1, Sec. 10.2]. Informatioreading is a psychological phenomenon, meeting oth-
ers who already have the information changes the spreguknception about information being new and she stops
spreading. Due to this fierence from SISIR models, rumor models are more accurate in capturingrirtdtion
spreading dynamics. Similar arguments are applicableafshibn trends.

In this work, we aim to devise optimal information dissentioa strategies, from the perspective of single cam-
paigner, using the theory of optimal control. We assumeitifatmation spreading dynamics can be influenced by
a control, which transfers individuals from the ignorantl atifler classes to the spreader class. Depending on the
application—e.g. political/crowdfunding campaigns; advertisement campaign for nedymxtgservices like smart-
phones, video games, satellite TV plans; fashion prodik&glothing, cosmetics—this can be done in various ways.
Examples of ways in which control can be implemented in rgsiesns include publishing manifestos, organizing
political ralliegdoor-to-door campaigns, advertising in mass media andgiviut discounts on new products, signing
up brand ambassadors etc.. When an ignorant comes acr@d/éitisement, she becomes aware of the information
and starts spreading. Also, when a stifler sees the advesise her perception about an information being stale
or fashioriproduct being old changes, and she starts spreading theniafion again or following the fashion trend
again. Note that the control acts in addition to the epidegriorant-spreader contact which transfers ignorantsdo th
spreader class.

Readers should not be misled by the term ‘rumor’ in the Malompson model. They can be used to model both
useful and malicious information. In this work, we have u#iaein for modeling only useful information and then
attempt to maximize its reach. This paper does not addregsrtblem of suppressing malicious information. Also
note that apart from the direct applications listed in thevus paragraph, the tools and techniques developed in
this paper can be used in other optimal control problemd) asamitigating the spread of biological epidemics and
computer viruses, treating cander [6] and suppressingiption, terrorism and drug use [7].

Related work and differences compared to the previous literature: Optimal control of SIS and SIR information
epidemics was studied iE|[El 9]. This work employs a more eateuinformation diusion model, namely Maki
Thompson model, as explained above. In addition, this wagkam explicit budget constraint and non-linear resource
application costs, which fferentiates it from|]£ﬂ9]. The authors in [10] 11] studied uigive control strategies to
maximize Maki Thompson rumors. The rumor starts with a beaat] and then there is an opportunity to trigger a
second broadcast at a later stage. The WOMO, 11] déatechthe optimum time to trigger the second broadcast so
that the number of ignorants in the system is minimized. htiast, our formulation allows the system to be controlled
throughout the campaign duration. In the applications iclemed—e.g. political campaigns, product marketing,
movie promotion—the campaigner tries to influence the sysie a continuous basis. Advertisements appear in the
mass media on a frequent basis, and not just once or twicenthiivates our model.

The work in mZ] devises an optimal advertising and pricitengfor a newly launched product; however, it does
not consider epidemic informationftlision in the population, as is the case in this paper. Theoasith [I$,Eh]
analyze ‘push’, ‘pull’ and ‘pusipull’ strategies for messageftiision, where nodes in the network either push the
information to their neighbors, or pull it from them. Theimais not to control the system but to find bounds on the
number of communication rounds required to spread thenmdtion to almost all nodes in the network.

Optimal control of disease and computer virus epidemicsislastudied problen{ﬂﬂﬂlﬂ]@@ 20l 1, 22,
@d@] In addition to the fferences in the epidemic model, biological epidemics nedxbtoontained, which
is the opposite of spreading information. A biological epidc has constant spreading rate, assuming the pathogens
will not mutate within a season. In contrast, we have allothedspreading rate to vary during the campaign duration
to capture varying interest level of the population in thijseat of the campaign during the time horizon of interest.

There is a sizeable literature on (uncontrolled) Maki Theoyprumor model and its extensiggsneralizations.

See for exampléﬂ@ﬂ@@ 30].

Thefollowing are the primary contributions of this paper:

(i) We have formulated and numerically solved the optimailtoal problem for maximizing information spread in
the Maki Thompson model. In our formulation, the system candntrolled throughout the campaign duration,
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which is diferent from the impulsive control iﬂllmll]. The controletitly recruits ignorants and stiflers to
spread the information. This can be done via methods sudaeiag advertisements in mass media. We assume
a non-linear cost for applying the control and a fixed budgestraint. The standard forward backward sweep
method used to solve the problem numerically needs to befiaddiue to the isoperimetric budget constraint.

(i) Unlike previous literature, we have proved the existewf a solution to a system which has an isoperimetric
budget constraint in the presence of non-linear costs datar-ilippoyCesari theorems are not applicable due to
non-linear costs, because of which the contftdets the system non-linearly, violating one of the requésta
of the FilippoyCesari theorem.

(iii) We have captured the varying interest level of the pafian in the subject of the campaign by a time-varying
spreading rate over the campaign duration. In applicati@agpoll campaigns, chatter about the election can
be increase with time as the polling date approaches. Inuystadarketing or movie promotion campaigns, the
interest level of the population in the newly launched pigiginovie may decrease with time after its release. For
applications such as crowdfunding or social awareness agmg, the spreading rate is expected to be constant
over time.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: $éc. 2 forteslthe optimal control problem. Sdd. 3 proves the
existence of a solution to the optimal control problem folaed in Sec[ 2. SeE] 4 provides a framework to solve the
problem formulated in Sef] 2. Ség. 5 discusses the resultSaec[ 6 concludes the paper.

2. System model and problem formulation

In this section we will briefly state the uncontrolled Makidrmpson model and use it to formulate an optimal
control problem for the controlled system. Later in the isectwe illustrate the developed model with a real world
example of political campaigning. We have collected theritidins of all the parameters used in this paper in Table
@

Table 1: Definitions of parameters used in this paper

Symbol Definition

i(t) fraction of ignorants in the population at tirhe

s(t) fraction of spreaders in the population at time

r(t) fraction of stiflers in the population at tinte

B1(t) per contact message spreading rate at time

71 per contact recovery rate

k number of other individuals an individual is in contact ay given time
B(t) = kB1(t) spreading rate at timie

v =kyp recovery rate

T campaign deadline

u(t) control at timet (e.g. rate at which advertisements are put across in mass media)
Urnax maximum allowed control, & u(t) < Umax

c(u(t) instantaneous cost incurred due to application of contro

B budget

b(t) (cumulative) resource spent during {p

Our objective is to minimize the number of ignorants at the efithe campaign. This is natural because we want
to maximize the number of individuals who are aware of therimiation we are trying to spread.

Uncontrolled Maki Thompson model: We consider a system with fixed population size. At timihe fractions
of ignorants, spreaders and stiflers in the population greesented by(t), s(t) andr(t) respectively, withi(t) +
s(t) + r(t) = 1. ‘Per contact message spreading rate’ at tinsg3,(t) and ‘per contact recovery rate’js. They are
interpreted in the subsequent paragraphs.

We first derive the rate of decrease of fraction of ignoramthié population at timé In the beginning, at = 0,
the system starts witl{0) = 1 — 5, S(0) = S, r(0) = 0, wheres, is the initial fraction of spreaders which acts as the
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seed for the epidemic. ‘Per contact message spreadingeatdie interpreted as follows: in a small time inteiitzat
timet, the message passes from a spreader to an ignorant due teaigitorant-spreader contact with a probability
B1(t)dt. We assume that every member of the population interactsamitaverage df others at any time. Thus, an
ignorant is in contact with (an average &§t) spreaders at time The message will be passed to the ignorant with
probability, 1— (1—B1(t)dt)<V ~ B, (t)ks(t)dt. Since the fraction of ignorants at tirhis i(t) so the decrease in fraction
of ignorants in small intervadt at timet is 81 (t)ks(t)i(t)dt. Definings(t) £ B1(t)k, we get Eq.[(Ta). In the rest of this
paper, we refer t@(t) as the ‘spreading rate’.

Now we derive the rate of increase of fraction of stiflers iaett. A spreader recovers to become a stifler due to
interaction with other spreaders and stiflers. ‘Per comembvery rate’ is interpreted as follows: at any timany
spreader in contact with a single spreader or stifler wilveotito a stifler with probabilityy,dt. Any member of the
population interacts witk others at any time. Hence, a spreader is in contact with anage@fk(s(t) +r(t)) spreaders
and stiflers, increasing her probability of recovery te (L — y,dt)<SO+®) ~ k(s(t) + r(t))y1dt, in a small intervabit
at timet. Since the fraction of spreaders at tiinis s(t), so the increase in fraction of spreaders at ttrirea small
intervaldt is given bys(t)k(s(t) + r(t))y1dt. Definingy £ y1k, we get the rate of increase of stiflers in the population
asys(t)(s(t) + r(t)) (Eq. (Ig)). We refer tog as the ‘recovery rate’ in the rest of this paper. Eq] (1b) ismsequence
of Egs. [I&) and(1c).

Thus, the evolution of the ignorants, spreaders and stifiettee population in the uncontrolled Maki Thompson
system is given bﬂl, Sec. 10.2, adapted for time vargify:

i(t) = -BEIM)(1), (1a)
§(t) = BOIR)S(T) — ysH)(S(H) + r (1)), (1b)
F(t) = yS{E)(S(t) + r (1)) (1c)

These equations are mean field equations and are most acicuttag limit of large population size.

Admissible controls: We denote the campaign deadline Byand the set of all admissible controls by To
defineU, we first define the se¥ of all equicontinuous functions over the campaign horizdrT]). For all o~ € ¥,
lo(t) — o(®)| < Cy(e), fort,£ € [0, T]; |t — f] < €, with Cy(e) — 0 ase — 0 [31, Sec. 1.6]. Then, any control signal

ueU2{ce¥:0<o(t) < Umx Yt€[0,T]} (2)

is admissible. Heremax is maximum allowed control strength. Practical consideratwill require control signals

to be bounded at all times. For example, there is a limit to hwamy advertisements one can place in newspapers in
a day. We assume equicontinuity of the Beas it aids in proving the existence of a solution to the opticoatrol
problem. Note that assuming equicontinuity is milder tHangexample, assuming fiierentiability and a large class

of functions satisfy it.

The controlled system: Notice thati(t) + §t) + F(t) = 0, so only Eqs.[{(Ia) anfL{lLb) arefcient to capture system
dynamics, withr(t) = 1 —i(t) — s(t). System[{IL) can be controlled by a functio® U which transfers individuals
from ignorant and stifler class to the spreader class asiegpl&arlier. This is captured in Eq§_{3b) ahd (3c). We
assume that application of the control incurs a non-lineat,@iven byc(u(t)) at timet. Also, we have a fixed budget,
which is captured by Eq(Be). The functiof)) is assumed to be continuous and increasing in its arguriéntvant
to maximize the number of individuals who are aware of therimfation by the campaign deadline T. We do not
worry about the system evolution durihg T, so the reward function ig(T) +r(T) = 1—i(T). Hence we choose the
cost function (to be minimized) to b= i(T) (Eq. [34)). The optimal control problem is:

minJ =i(M), (3a)
subject tori(t) = —B()i(t)s(t) — u()i(t), (3b)
S(t) = (B(t) + V)iOSE) — ys(t) + u®)i(t) + au(t)(1 —i(t) - (1)), (3c)
§0) = s0, 1(0)=1-s0, (3d)
f ! c(u(t))dt = B. (3e)
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Notice that we have removed the redundant equation invgiit) and have made use oft) = 1 —i(t) — s(t) in Eq.
(3d). The factorw captures the féectiveness of the control on stiflers relative to ignoramtiso, Eq. [3€) can be
replaced by an equivalent condition given by:

b(t) = c(u(t)), (4a)
b(0) = 0, b(T) = B. (4b)

whereb(t) is a variable representing cumulative resource spenttimpt, 0 < t < T. This is a standard method to
handle isoperimetric constraints in optimal control pesbs [32, Sec. 16].

Notice that forB > c(Umax) T, the optimum strategy is to apply the full strength conthobtighout the campaign
duration. We will not discuss this case any further and wothcentrate on more interesting—both practically and
mathematically—resource constrained caBes c(umax)T. Also notice that given a budget constraint, it is never
optimal to underutilize the budget, hence we have used yiraEq. (38¢) without loss of generality.

The example of political campaigning: In the strict sense, this example is discrete in nature, sygtem and
control variables being discrete. But for modeling coneene, we use a continuous time model. This is common
practice and all the examples cited in the ‘Related workstisa do the same. These (mean field) models are accurate
in the limit of large population size.

In this example, a political party wants to make the voters aonstituency aware of its candidate and manifesto.
As noted before, in this work we are not studying the problésuppressing misinformatignegative information
about this party or candidate. The ignorants, whose fractsidenoted by(t) at timet, are not aware of the candidate.
The spreaders(t), are not only aware, but are also talking about this perdoen@ver they get into conversation with
others. And lastly, the stiflerg(t), have encountered enough number of spreaders and otthensstipeople who
already have the information—to convince themselves tiairtformation is no longer new, hence they have stopped
spreading. They know about this candidate nonethelesspdlting day, which is the campaign deadline;Tisime
units ahead. The spreading rgsét) will be determined by the interest level of the populatiortalking about the
upcoming election; a higher value means more interest. &bipnocal of the recovery rate/4, is the measure of
average number of spreadstiflers a spreader encounters before turning into a stifler.

The strategies employed by the political party to acceteirdormation dffusion act as the control here. These
may be one, or a combination of the following strategies:eatising and publishing manifesto in newspapgvs
channels, door to door campaigns, SMS campaigns, distriplgaflets etc.. The intensity with which the above
strategies are employed at tinhés denoted byu(t), with unx denoting its maximum value which is enforced by
physical limitations of the system.

The instantaneous monetary cost incurred due to the afiphaaf the above strategies is captured by the function
c(u(t)) and the total money allocated by the party for this counstity is denoted by the budg&t The obvious goal
here is to minimize the fraction of population who are not @ the candidate at the polling dagT). To do so, we
need to select the best possible strateg§tom the set of large number of available strategi¢sThe solution to the
optimal control problem providas. If money is not a concern, the party would like to put acrossimum possible
numbers of advertisements, leaflets, SMSs etc. everydayetife deadline. But, as noted before, we are interested
in the resource-constrained case where such a strategyfsasible.

3. Existence of a solution

Proving the existence of a solution to the optimal contrallgbem is of practical importance because not all
problems admit their minimufmaximum, examples can be found |E|[33, Chap. 3, Sec. 1]. Hralatd methods to
show the existence of a solution to an optimal control pnoblEilippov/Cesari TheoremﬂBS, Chap. 3, Secs. 2 and
4], which were used il [16, 17, 118.119] and many other works rart applicable to Problerfll(3). This is because in
Problem[[(3)—with Eq.[[3e) replaced by the equivalent caodifd)—the control fiects the system non-linearly. This
is due to the non-linear functiaz{.), which violates the linearity requirement of Filipp@esari Theorem. Hence we
prove existence from first principles.

To this end, we make use of the fact that a continuous funa&fined on a compact set achieves its mini-
munymaximum [34, Theorem 4.16]le., the solution exists. This is carried out in the followinget steps:

Sep 1: we define a compact séf using the definition ot in Eq. (2) and budget constraint in Ef.3e).
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Sep 2: we show thatl in (33) is continuous in the skY.
Step 3: we show that the solutions to the constraint Egsl (8b), (Bd)(&d) exist for all elements .
Step 1: Notice that the set) being equicontinuous, equibounded and closed (all by diefiniis compact@l,

Theorem 1.6.3]. Also, the sat £ {o- 10 < o(t) < Unaxs fOT c(o(b))dt = B} is closed (because c(.) is continuous
function by assumption). Since the intersection of compact closed set is a compact @[34, Pg. 38], hence,

W £ U NV is compact.
The following problem is equivalent to Problefd (3):

min J = i(T),
uew
subject to: [(B), (39) and [3).

It remains to show that is continuous iV and constraints are satisfied for ale W.

Step 2: In fact the continuity ofJ is valid at anyu € U 2 W. The functiond : U — [0,1] is continuous at
ue U if, forany e > 0, we can find & > 0, such thafd(u) - J(0)| < ¢, forall G e U N {p: |u- pl <5} [34]. Let
the system variables be denotedigt) = (i(t), S(t)). The vector equation formed by combining Eds.] (3b) &ndl (Sc¢) i
X(t) = X(x(t), t) where,

_ BRI - uDi()
X0, = ((ﬂ(t) F IO - ys(t) + UOi(t) + UL i) - 1))

The control signali is an explicit function ot, henceX(.) which is a function of(t) andu(t) is basically a function
of x(t) andt.

We use 1-norm for vectors and sup-norm for functions to neathe distance between them. We show the
continuity of i(T) = i(t)l,-t by invoking the ‘Theorem on Continuous Dependenb__el [35, 1g5] of the solution
of an ordinary diferential equation on the vector fiek{(x(t),t). It states that ifx(t), t € [0, T], is a solution of
X(t) = X(x(t), t); then givere there exist such thajx(t) - X(t)| < e, whenevetX(x(t), t) - X(x(t), t)| < 6, fort € [0, T].
HereX(t) is the solution of perturbed version Bft) = X(x(t), t), denoted byx(t) = X(x(t),t), whereu in the vector
field X(x(t), t) is perturbed taito get the perturbed vector fieK{x(t), t).

We have,

IXOE). 1) = X((t). )] = |(u(t) = O)IO)] + |(uc) = A)I(R) + e(u(t) - AW ~ i(t) - (1)
< |(u(t) - ey + (u(t) - )| + a(u(t) - aw)|

< (2+a)u- 0.

Note thati(t) and (1-i(t) — s(t)) has maximum values 1. Thus,

lu-10l < 0 S |IX-X <6 [X(t) — X(t)| < €,V €[0T,
2+a

which establishes the continuity iff)|.-t (a component ok(t) evaluated at the final tim€) in u.

In addition, the theorem on continuous dependence requipsshitz continuity ofX(.) in x(t). Lipschitz conti-
nuity is also required for step 3 and is shown in the following

Step 3: The constrained initial value problex() = X(x(t), t) (with initial conditions given byl(3d)) has a solution
for anyu € W if X(x(t),t) is Lipschitz continuous ix(t) for all u € W [@ pg. 185]. Again, Lipschitz continuity of
X(x(t), 1) in x(t) is valid for allu € U 2 W. We denotei(t), &(t)) by X(t) Notice that,

IX(X(1). 1) = X(X(t). D] = [BOGOS) - IOFL)) - ut)i) - D))
+ (B0 + Y)(AE)S() - T()IL)) — ¥(S(t) — &(1)) + () - () — cu(t)(i(t) - i(t) + (1) - X1))|
< [BOGOSE) - T3] + [u) ) — )] +]BE) + »)R)st) - iO))
+ [y(s(t) = &(t)] + [ut)((t) — i) + [eu(®)(i(t) - it) + S(t) - &1))|
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+ u®)@+ a)(i(t) — i) + |(r + au®)(s(t) - &)

HOEQG)
e oo
[GEORTIOEGEIVEGRIGEQ)

< | max {2600 + y + U@+ () = 1) + | max (26(0) + 2y + auO}L((0) - &)

< max {26(t) +y + u(t)(2+ ), 28(t) + 2y + au(t)} l(x(t) - X(1))]-

te[0 T]

Thus,| X(x(t), t) — X(X(t), t)] < CIx(t) — X(t)] which establishes Lipschitz continuity ¥{x(t), t) in x(t) for allu e U.

4. Solution to the optimal control problem

In this section we first discuss the solution to ProblEin (3)tk\k2q. (3&) replaced by the equivalent condition
(@)—using Pontryagin’s Minimum principlﬁBZ]. This leads to a system of ordinaryfiiérential equations (bound-
ary value problem (BVP)) which are necessary conditionsfimum. Then we discuss a humerical method to solve
the BVP. The standard forward backward sweep method useiMe the BVPs yielded by optimal control problems
(see for exampldﬂﬂﬂzop is not directly applicable aeeds to be adapted to take care of the isoperimetric
budget constraink{4).

4.1. Solution by Pontryagin’s Minimum Principle

We denote the adjoint variables biy(t), As(t) and A,(t). At time t, u*(t) denotes the optimal control and,
i*(1), (1), b(t) andA; (1), A5(1), 4;(t) the state and adjoint variables evaluated at the optimum.
Hamiltonian: The Hamiltonian for Probleni]3), with (Be) replaced by thaiealent condition[(#), is given by,

H(i(0). (), b(t), u(t), 4i(), As(1). (1), 1) = Ai() [BO)i()S(t) — u®)i(t)]
+ A5() [(B(1) + MiA)S() — ys(t) + uv)i(t) + cu®)(1 - i(t) - s(t))]
+ Ap(t) [c(u(®)] -

State equations. Same asl]Eb)Ech]:(Bd) arid (4) with), s(t), b(t), u(t) replaced by*(t), s*(t), b*(t), u*(t) respectively.

Adjoint equations: /l*(t) is— 6|(t)H(|(t) S(t), b(t), u(t), Ai(t), As(t), Ap(t), t) evaluated at the optimum.

(0 = = 577 HOO. 0. 5. U AO. 0. 500 1 0805 0000
Ai()=47 (1).2s()=25(D).Ap () =25 (1)

= 4 (OBMS (V) + 4 (OU () - 4OBOS (1) = A1)y (1) = AU (1) + (Ot (D). (%)

Similarly,

A(t) = = 2= H®), S0, b(), u(t), 4i(), 150, (1), V)

i(O)=1"(1),(t)=s"(1),b(t)=b" (), u®)=u" (1),
3S(t) A (O)=47 (1), =50 ()=15(1)

= A7 (OB (1) — 2OBM)I" (1) — A(W)yi" (1) + Oy + A(Dau™ (). (6)
And,

A5 = = 2 H(i(1), (1), b, u(t), 4i(), As(t), A6(0), 1)

i()=i"(1),s()=s"(1).b(t)=b" (), u(t)=u"(t), =0 (7)
AO=4 (). 4s(O)=25(1). () =15 (1)

0
ab(t)

Hamiltonian minimizing condition: At the interior points,

25 0. 000U, . 0. 0.0 g 00005 0,
Ai()=47 (1).2s()=25(0). lb(t)’/lf,(t)

= A7 (0)i" (1) + i (1) + AOa(1-i"(t) - s(1) + B (U () =
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Hence this condition leads to,

0 if - 1(ﬁ OF O-AOF O-10e(-"(O-s©) ) _ 0,
A,
sy _ ) o1 [ A OF -0 O-130eA-i"O)-s1) | /-1 [ A OF O-2OF O-1sOa(1-i" ()-s[1)
u(t) =<c ( 0 ) if0 <c 0 < Umaxs
o1 [ A OFO)-230)i () -5 (0)a(1-i" (t)-s"(t
Unnax if ¢ 1( ®i" () ()I()/l*(t)()( i"(t) ()))>Umax»
A (1) — A0 () — Ag(a(l—i*(t) — s'(t
:u*(t):max{o,min{um, ,1( (1" () — A0i*(t) - (t)()( ® - ()))}} -
Transversality conditions: The transversality conditions yield,
A (T) =124T) =0,4,(T) = free 9

4.2. Numerical solution and issuesin computation

To solve the optimal control problem numerically, we havedtve the BVP involving state and adjoint equations,
also called the optimality system. The state equationsisesdpy [3b), [3t),[(3d) and4); and the adjoint equations
are given by[(b),[(6)[{7) and](9). Note that the value of theta variable (from Eq.[{(8)) has to be substituted in the
above mentioned fferential equations to get a system entirely in terms of stateadjoint variables.

The optimality system may be solved using boundary valuélpro solving techniques such as the shooting
method [3F7, Sec. 1.3, 1.4]. But we found that the naive impletation of the shooting algorithm stalls before
converging to a correct solution—possibly because of inemes in the numerically computed gradient values.
Also, due to the isoperimetric constraib{p) = 0 andb(T) = Bin (@), it is not possible to implement naive forward
backward sweep algorithm. Hence we briefly discuss the atlaptof the forward backward sweep algorithm which
was used to solve the optimality system in the following.

Due to [T) and[(9)4;(t) is an unknown value which is constant over times @ < T, for the optimality system,

call it A7. We have taken the approach of finditig using bisection algorithm. Initialize the computationwitvo
approxmate values of” (call themag” high andag” ), one for whichb(T) < B, and other for whicly(T) > B. Then,
refine the value ofty* usmg bisection method till the constraln(fT) = B is satisfied with desired tolerance. Details
are in Algorithn{l..

The values oftf”, .. A" high* Bth, A andNsuweep Used in all of the computations in this paper are 0, 100410

10~* and 50 respectively. Sinc&",  is small, so control computed bl (8) is large, hebge (T) is large (very
close to maximum allowed budg&(Unax)T). Similarly A¢* high is large, so control computed byl (8) is small, hence
.. (T) is small (very close to 0). These values were found to babltto initialize the bisection method.
\K/e have implemented Algorithinh 1 in MATLAB and have used it§ahvalue problem solvesde45 () to evaluate
the differential equations. The solver uses fourth order Rungéakalgorithm with variable step size for computation
and is capable of integrating backwards as required by tjogrd@quations.

5. Results

We first discuss the shapes of the control signal for constagitvariable spreading rate profiles in Sécs] 5.1 and
respectively. Depending on the application, the spngeahd recovery rate of the information epidemic may vary
a lot. This depends on interest of people in conversing attmutopic in question. Thus, we have usetfatent
parameter values in Se¢s. 5.1 5.2 to model epidemicsyhgavirulence. The shape of the control signals varies
considerably when the values of spreading and recovery eaechanged, as will be seen in Figs. lalamd 3a. Later
in Sec.[5.B, we discuss the variation in the cost funcfiol (8th respect to various model parameters and compare
the performance of the optimal control with the static cohtin this paper we have assumed the cost of application
of control to bec(u(t)) = u?(t).



Algorithm 1 Modified forward backward sweep algorithm.
Input: A% /lg*_high, Bth, Ath, B, Nsweep (@nd other inputd, A(t) Vt € [0, T], ¥, Unax, So anda).

b—low?

Output: The optimal control signal*(t).
1: repeat

20 AT — (A T AT

3:
4:
5

7.
8:
9:
10:
11:
12:
13:
14:
15:

b-low b—hi?h)/2

u“(t) < 0, Vte [0, T
for j = 1to Ngpyeep dO

Calculatei* ands® using state equations (3b) and](3c) with initial conditiori8) = 1 — sy ands*(0) = .

% forward sweep

Calculatet’ and.; using adjoint equationE](5) arld (6) with terminal condigidf(T) = 1 andA3(T) = 0. %

backward sweep

Calculateu* using [8).

end for .

blg* (T) « fo c(u*(t))dt

if blg*(T) > Bthen
/lg*—low < /lg*

end if

if bﬁg*(T) < Bthen

/lg_*—high <Ay

end if

s6: until ([oug (T) = B < Bun) and{|4 g~ 47 0] < A

g -3
38 5x10
g B=1.2y=0.1
S 2
) 0>
= < /OT)’
= 015 )
— ) D
9 (] ‘G(’
= o >
o = S
o ? %
()] )
= 7
o5
S
g
3 % 1 RE 4 5
Time, t

(a) Shapes of the control signals. (b) Cumulative resource spent by the optimal and staticrotmt

Figure 1: Parameter valuesu(t)) = U?(t), T = 5, Umax = 0.06, B = U2, T/8, 55 = 0.0L @ = 0.5.

5.1. Shape of the control signal, constant spreading rate

We first study the shape of the control signal when the spngadie profile is constant over times. 5(t) = 3, for
t € [0 T]. The parameter values used to generate the given figureeckouhd in its caption. The campaign deadline
is fixed atT = 5, maximum control fort unax = 0.06, dfectiveness of the control on stiflexs= 0.5, initial fraction
of spreadersp = 0.01 and budgeB = u2,,T/8 (resource constrained case). Since we have assoig) = u(t),
and 0< u(t) < umax, this value ofB corresponds to one-eighth of the maximum possible value.

In contrast to SISSIR models, the Maki Thompson model does not have an epidimgshold |ﬂl Sec. 10.2].
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Wheneve/y > 0, which is always satisfied for non zespthe information epidemic kicksfb In Fig.[1a we have
shown the shapes of the control signals for threéfedint values of the spreading rafeand recovery rateg. Our
formulation aims to minimize the fraction of ignorants a¢ thnd of the campaign deadline (Eq._1(3a)), hence the
application of the optimal strategy leads to lower valué(®) when compared to the non-optimal strategies where
no control or a static control is applied. The static contesipects the same budget as the optimal strategy and has
constant value throughout the campaign horizon.

For strong epidemic with slow recoverg = 1.2,y = 0.1) it is advisable to exert more controffert at the
beginning stages of the epidemic. Doing so increases tleadprs at early stages of the campaign, slow recovery
means the population is sustained in spreading state, Vleilgts in further information dissemination. For this case,
the final fraction of ignorants with optimal strategy, stasirategy and no control are 0.0697, 0.0909 and 0.2150
respectively showing theffectiveness of the optimal strategy over the static strategy

Fig.[1B shows the cumulative budget spent over time by thien@pstrategyp*(t) = fot c(u*(t))dt. It gives an idea
of how monetary expenditure should be planned over the tionedn of interest. To implement the optimal strategy,
either follow the advice in Fig[_la for the intensity with whithe control é.g. advertisements in mass media) is
applied to the system; or alternatively allochté,) — b*(t1) amount of resource during time intervél [t2].

The variability in the strength of the control signal ovené decreases for mild epidemics with slow spreading and
recovery 8 = 0.2,y = 0.1). In this case a more uniform control is desired to keep thmufation of spreaders large
enough throughout the campaign duration. If a large podidhe budget is used in the early stages like the previous
case, the recovery of individuals will reduce the numberpmeaders in middle and final stages of the campaign,
which is counter-productive. Since spreading is slow, mough new spreaders are generated. For this case, the final
fraction of ignorants with optimal strategy, static stogt@nd no control are 0.6121, 0.8178 and 0.9733 respectively

Shift in the control &ort to later stages of campaign is even more prominent whesvegy rate is too high for
the given campaign deadling € 4,y = 6). In this case, control strength is very small in the ihgtages, however it
picks up in the middle stages before reducing again at thedfiages.

5.2. Shape of the control signal, variable spreading rate

B(®)

Time, t

Figure 2: Variable spreading rate profiles given in Eq] (F®rameter value@n, = .0L,8u =2, T = 5,80 = 2,¢; =
3 a=2,0c=2.

Often in practical scenarios, the interest level of the pagin in talking about the subject of the campaign varies
with time. In the case of a political campaign, interest odple in talking about polls will increase as the election
date approaches. Similarly, as a product or a movie becoldgsanple lose interest in them. We have modeled these
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(a) Shapes of the control signals for variable spreadirgsrat  (b) Cumulative resource spent by the optimal and staticrongvariable
spreading rate).

Figure 3: Parameter values(u(t)) = U(t), T = 5, Umax = 0.06, B = U2, T/8, 55 = 0.0L @ = 0.5.

two scenarios by using increasing and decreasing spreeatimgrofiles given by the following equations:

Aut) = ﬂm+(%), (10a)
1
Ba(t) = (Bm —,Bm)(l—m)- (10Db)

The parameter values are setfig:= 0.01L, 8y =2, T =5,a1 = 2,¢; = 3,a, = 2,C, = 2 andt € [0, 5]. The spreading
rate profiles are shown in Figl 2.

The shapes of the control signals and cumulative resoungenehture, for the spreading rate profiles given in
Fig.[d, are shown in Fid.]13 for two fierent values of recovery ratgs=0.1 and 4. We can see that the spreading rate
profile afects the optimal control. When the recovery rate is set toalsraluey = 0.1, for the decreasing profile
B2(t), the optimal control is strong in the beginning stages aradigally tapers 5. But for the increasing profile
Bi(t), the control is relatively smaller in the beginning stag&he reason for such a behavior is the small value of
spreading rate, in the case of increasing prgfilg), in the beginning stages, which will not aid further infation
dissemination in that period of slow spreading. At lategetaspreading is stronger, so some resource is saved to
be utilized in middle and final stages by the optimum stratéffipen the recovery rate is raisedjto= 4, we see a
behavior which is, in principle, same as in the case of fagivery in Sec 5]1. The contraffert is shifted to middle
and final stages of the campaign in the cases of Bdth andg.(t) for y = 4 when compared to the caseyo& 0.1.
This facilitates in having a sizeable population of spreatleroughout the campaign horizon which keeps dwindling
due to fast recovery.

5.3. Effect of various parameters

In this section we consider a spreading rate which is cohstaar the whole campaign duratioing. A(t) = 8,
fort € [0 T], and study the #ect of various model parameters on the cost function defindehi [3&). We have
also compared the cost achieved by the optimal control tbabtlaieved by the static control and show significant
performance gains for certain parameter values.

From Fig.[4&, the performance gains due to optimal contnolgared to static control are significant only for low
and intermediate budget values. The shape of the optimataioncreasingly resembles the static control for high
budget values (Figi_4b). In both the cases, for the maximuevaf the budgeti’,,T), the strategy is to apply
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maximum control strengthax throughout [0T], so the performance is also the same. For values of the baligpe
to the maximum possible, both strategies lead to contradénafar shape and hence have similar performances.
From Fig.[®, as the epidemic becomes more viral, the relatipeovement ered by the optimal control over
the static control increases. However, at extremely highagting rate, for a given recovery rate, the bendféred
by campaigning (optimal or static) compared to no campa@gmario is negligible. For the political campaigning
example discussed in Sé&d. 2, this means that we gain in tbiofnaf spreadeystiflers as people are more and more
interested in talking about upcoming elections. Howevéhe interest becomes very high, the absoluttedénce in
the fraction of spreadefstiflers is almost negligible compared to the case when nga@gning is used. This is so
because the spreading rate is so high that we are able toakackt the whole population even without campaigning.
From Fig.[®, increasing the recovery rate for a fixed sprepdite has qualitatively the samfiext as decreasing
spreading rate for a fixed recovery rate. Once someone resand becomes a stifler, she does not disseminate the in-
formation (unless recruited by the control). With a higresravery rate, a larger fraction of spreaders becomes stifler
quickly. They lose interest and do not spread the infornmadictively. Due to diminished information dissemination,
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the fraction of ignorants on the election day increasess Thirue for any control strategy, even the ‘no control’
strategy, as the three plots in Fig. 6 show. It is observealthist the relative performance improvement achieved by
the optimal strategy over the static strategy reduces.

From Fig [T, for givers andy, as the deadline increases, the relative performance ireprent of optimal control
compared to static control increases. But for large dead]iit is possible to reach more people compared to the case
of shorter deadline, for chosen valuesgoindy. This fraction is close to the equilibrium value which theosn
values of3 andy allow. Hence, the advantag&ered by campaigning (optimal or static) over no campaigatety
decreases. If the deadline is larger, the fraction of pegle remain ignorant on the polling day is expected to
reduce, simply because there is more time for the informatspread (to its equilibrium value).

Fig.[8 reveals that optimal campaigningjers benefit over static campaigning only if we start the cagmpearly,

i.e, when number of spreaders in the populatioh at0, represented bgy, is low. This means that one should not
bother about calculatirignplementing an optimal campaigning strategy if a sizeglolpulation already knows the
message at the beginning of the campaign—the static cattedégy is good enough. For practical scenarios,gpw

is usually satisfied, hence the optimal strategy is expdotedtperform the static strategy by a considerable margin.
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More often than not, we know about the information as a resfitie ongoing campaign.

We plot the variation ofl with respect to maximum controffert u.x in Fig. [d. As expected, the improvement
of the optimal control over the static control graduallyrigeses and then saturates. The minimum allowed value of
Umax IS the value of the static control. Agux increases the system benefits from stronger early corffiartewhich
is beneficial for parameter values chosen. But for too highesofun.y the optimal control never saturates to the
maximum value and hence further improvement in the costtipossible by increasingmx. Fig.[d studies theféect
of Umax 0N J, hence other parameters, specificallgndT are fixed. Thus the value of the static conttgly = VB/T
is fixed throughout the figure.

Fig. (10 shows variation of the cost function with respectrtoAs expected, increasing leads to reduction in
fraction of ignorants on the polling day. It increases thevassion of stiflers to spreaders, which enhances infoomati
dissemination. Higher values afcan be attained by better designed advertisements. Ini@udite observe that

increasingr leads to increase in relative improvement of the cost fanctichieved by the optimal strategy compared
to the static campaigning strategy.
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6. Conclusion

In this work we have formulated an optimal control problenntaximize the spread of information under a
fixed campaigning budget constraint. The information spréygnamics is assumed to follow the Maki Thompson
rumor model, which is more suitable in this context than/SIR epidemic models used in some of the previous
studies. The control signal converts ignorants and stifleis spreaders. This can be done via strategies such as
advertising in mass media, publishing manifestos, doatetor campaigns etc., depending upon the application—
election, product promotion, crowdfunding, social awasncampaigns, to mention a few. We assume general non-
linear campaigning costs and show the existence of a soltdithe formulated optimal control problem. Note that
the standard FilippgCesari theorems are not applicable in this situation. Weestiie optimal control problem
using Pontryagin’s Minimum Principle and a modified versidriorward backward sweep technique for numerical
computation, to accommodate the isoperimetric budgettcinsin our formulation. The techniques developed in
this paper are general and can be applied to other similanaptontrol problems.

To model practical situations, such as increasing interepeople in talking about elections as polling day ap-
proaches or diminishing interest in a movie after its redeage have allowed the spreading rate profile of the infor-
mation epidemic to vary during the campaign duration. Weshstudied the shape of the optimal control signal for
different model parameters and spreading rate profiles. \@r&tf the optimal campaigning costs with respect to
various model parameters are also studied and results cethpédth the static campaigning strategy. In the static
strategy the control is constant throughout the decisigizbn and respects the same budget constraint as the optimal
strategy. We have found that the optimal strategy achieigedfisant performance improvements compared to the
static strategy for a wide range of model parameters.
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