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A bstract

Som em odi ed versions of susceptible-in fected recovered-susceptible
(SIRS) m odel are de ned on sn alkworld networks. Latency, incuba-
tion and variable susceptibility are ncluded, ssparately. Phase tran—
sitions In these m odels are studied. Then Inhom ogeneous m odels are
Introduced. In som e cases, the application of the m odels to an alk-
world networks is shown to Increase the epidem ic region.
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1 Introduction

There are m any m athem atical m odels for epidem ics [1-5]. G enerally, the
population is classi ed Into susceptble (S), Infected (I) and recovered R)
according to the state of each individual. The SIRS m odel is proposed to
describe the outbreaks of foot-and-m outh disesase @M D) [L]. The model
is generalized to Include Jatency, lncubation and variable susceptiboility [4].
T hey have studied phase transitions in thesem odels. A 1so it is shown that [B]
a ring vaccihation programm e is capable of eradicating FM D In SIR'S m odel
de ned on an allworld networks (SW N ).
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The concept of SW N 2,3] is proposed to descrioe som e real social net—
works. Therefore SW N is used successfully to m odel several real system s
5-8].

Here our ain is to study phase transitions n some modi ed versions
of SIRS model (ncluding inhom ogeneous m ixing, latency, Incubation and
variable susceptiboility) de ned on SW N.

T he paper is organized as follow s: In section 2, the concgpt of SW N is
explained. Phase transitions in som e SIR S versions are studied in section 3.
In section 4, som e generalized versions are discussed. Som e conclisions are
summ arized In Section 5.

2 Sm all-world netw orks

If one considers all hum an in the world are occupying the vertices of a net—
work, this social network has to satisfy two m ain properties: clustering and
an allkworld e ect [B]. Clustering m eans every one has a group of collab—
orators, som e of them will often be a collaborator by another individual.
Sm allworld e ectm eans the average shortest vertex-to-vertex distance, 1, is
very short com pared with the size of the network N (the total number of
vertioes) .

Regular Iattices display the clustering property, because its clustering
coe cient is high. The clustering coe cient (C) is de ned as the average
fraction of pairs of neighbors of a vertex which are also neighbors of each
other. But regular lattices do not display the an alkworld e ect, because the
distance 1increases asN '™ in d din ensions.

For a random graph [10] w ith coordiation num ber z, the total num ber
of vertices N is given by

which gives,

1= : 1

gz 1)

T he Iogarithm ic Increase wih N allow s the distance 1to be very short even
for large N . Then random graphs digplay the smalkworld e ect. But a
random graph does not satisfy the clustering property, because is clistering




coe cint is given by C = z=N; this quantiy goes to zero for large N .
T herefore both regular and random Jattices are not good descriptions for
social netw orks.

A SW N consists of a regular one-dim ensional (1d) chain with periodic
boundary conditions. Each vertex is connected to its nearest-neighbors by
bonds. Som e shortcutting bonds pining between som e random Iy chosen
vertices w ith probability are added. The probability is supposed to be
an all In order to preserve the clistering property of the regqular lattice. The
an allkworld e ect is concluded as ollow s: for very an all lattice size N , it is
Issprobable to nd a shortcut, so the systam behaves ke a regular lattice,
and

1/ N: @)

W hen N becom es large enough, m ore shortcuts are expected and the systam
behaves as a random lattice ie.

1/ IogN : 3)

Consider this transition occurs at certain system size ,then lobeysa nite
size scaling law as
!
N
1=Nf — ;

where f (x) is a universal scaling function, such that

const: ifx 1;
f &)= Jogx iFx 1 “)

X

A fter som e calculation using the renom alization group theory [, one gets
1=Nf(N);
for 1-d and considering the rstnearest neighborsonly d= 1,k = 1), and

1= Y (k)N ); )
- .

for general k-distancenearest neighbors and any d. These fom s are valid
only forN 1 and 1. Then forN 1=,
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Then SW N are shown to combine both properties of social networks. A Iso
this structure com bines between both localand non local interactions which
is observed In m any real systam s. T herefore the conospt of SW N is used in
m odelling several real system s [B8]. Here our Interest is restricted to apply
the concept of SW N to som e epidem ic m odels.

3 Phase transitions in som e epidem ic m odels

The population is classi ed into three classes: susceptble, nfected and re-
covered. Consider a function s (i;t) represents the state of an lndividualiat
tin e t, such that,
2 1 forI ndividuals;
s(i;b) = . 0 for S Individuals;
1 forR Individuals:

T he transitionsbetween the states S, Tand R occur according to the follow ing
autom ata rules:

Infection:
Ifs@;t) = Oand (s@d 1;t);s@+ 1;t) orboth = 1), then s(@;t+ 1) =
1 w ith probability @ .

Recovery:
Ifs@;b) = 1; then s(;t+ 1) = 1: (6)

Losing inmunity:

Ifs@;t) = 1; then s(i;t+ 1) = 0w ith probability p,: (7)

Thism odel is approxin ated by the follow Ing set ofdi erential equations:

ds
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This set ofdi erential equations isamean eld approxin ation that ignores
the spatial structure of the lattice. Tt assum es a global interacting system .
But In reality a dissase soreads locally w ith som e non local interactions. A Iso
Including som e epidem ic aspects like lower susoeptibility, Incubation to the
di erential equations is very di cult. On the other hand, it is allowed in
lattice m odels #,5].

To study the phase transition In this m odel, the probabilities p; and p;
are varied from 0 to 1 by step 0:01. The phase diagram isdrawn as a relation
between p; and p,. There are two lin iting points: The rstiswhenp = 0
corresoonding to the case of perfect In m unization, and it is close to ordinary
percolation [L1]. The second case is forp, = 1 rpresenting the case of zero
Inmunization, and this case is well described by directed percolation [12].
For Intermm ediate values of p,, there are no clkar relation to the percolation
theory. The phase diagram is sin ilar to dam age soreading transitions [13],
w here two phases appear: epidem ic and non epidem ic.

Ahmed and Agiza B] have studied phase transitions in some modi ed
versions of 1-d SIRS m odel including nhom ogeneous m ixing, latency, in-
cubation and variable susceptibility. Here we w ill generalize their work to
SW N .The SW N used here isa 1-d chain of size 1000 w ith periodic boundary
conditions. Shortcuts are xed beforehand w ith probabiliy = 0:05 per
bond. The m odels evolve for 10000 tin e steps. W e will smudy fourdi erent
versions of SIR S m odel ssparately.

The 1=t isthe origihal SIRS itself. T he autom ata rules are generalized
to Include the shortcutting neighbors as follow s:

BR (10)

Infection: Ifs(;t) = Oand (s(i 1;%); s@+ 1;t) ors(s ();t) (ifexists),
atleast= 1),then s t+ 1) = 1 wih probability p; where s, (1) is
the shortcutting neighbor of the i-th individual (if exists).

Rules for both recovery and losing Inmunity are the sam e as the orighal
m odel. The phase diagram is shown in Fig. 1. Tt appears that an epidem ic
phase occurs at pic = 0#61. This value is slightly less than that cbserved
from the 1-d originalm odel.



In som e cases, an infection does not spread directly, but it needs som e
tin e and suiabl conditions to be tranam itted. In order to m odel this phe-
nom enon, the population is classi ed :nto four states: susceptible, infected,
recovered and lower susceptible. Then the state function ismodi ed to:

1 PorI ndividuals;
0 fors individuals;
3 05 forlower susoeptible hdividuals;
1 forR ndividuals:

AW Co

st = 11

A lower susosptible Individual has mmuniy greater than a susceptible in—
dividual; but an aller than a recovered one. Themodel isde ned on SW N .
Consider 30% of the population have a lower susceptibility. Both infection
and recovery rules are the same as in the st case. The other rules are
modi ed to:

Losihg mmuniy: ifs(i;t) = 1, then w ith probability p,;

0 wih probability 0:7;

Gt 1) =
s@it+ 1) 05 w ith probability 03:

12)

Susceptibility :

Ifs(@;t) = 05and (s@ 1;t);s@+ 1;t) ors(s (i);t) (ifexists), at least
= 1), then s@Gt+ 1) = 0.

The phase diagram is given In Fig. 2. The epidem ic phase occurs at pic =
0:71. The epidem ic region is an aller than that of the rst case, because of
the assum ption that 30% of the population are not infected directly.

The third case, In som e Infectious diseases, a diseased Individual can be
Infecting but sym ptom s don't appear (incubation state). O n the other hand,
an Infected individualm ay not be infecting but still has the sym ptom s (ie.
Jatent state). This case is called incubation—latent model. W e de ne this
modelon SW N as follow s: T he state function ismodi ed to:

8
2 2 represents ncubation;
< i
0 resents tioility;
st = = . ’ (13)
% 1 represents recovery;

2 represents latency:

The rule of Josing Inmunity is the sam e as in the orignalm odel; but the
other rules arem odi ed as follow s:



Tncubation:

Ifs(@;t) = Oand (s@d@ 1;t);s@+ 1;t) ors(s(@);t) (ifexists), at least
= 2),then s@;t+ 1) = 2 wih probability p.

Recovery:
st = 2,then s@i;t+ 1) = 1.

Latency:
Ifs@;t) = 2, then s@Et+ 1) = 2.

The results are shown in Fig. 3, the epidem ic region extended again w ith
Pic = 0:61l. This case is sin ilar but not identicalto st case.

Fourth, an incubation both sick and infecting m odel is ntroduced. In
som e diseases like A ids, a dissased person is sick and infecting, so thism odel
is called an nncubation both sick and Infecting m odel. The state function
s(;t) isde ned as follow s:

8
2 represents incubation;

S 1 represents sick and infecting;
2 0 represents susoeptiboility;
1 represents recovery :

s@o) = (14)

Themodelisde ned on SW N, and the autom ata rules becom e:

Tncubation:

Ifs@;t) = 0Oand (s@ 1;t) < 0; s@+ 1;8) < Oors(e@;t) < 0 @Gf
exists), at Jeast), then s(@@Gt+ 1) = 2 w ih probability @ .

Sick-Tnfected:
Ifs(v= 2,thens@@Gt+ 1)= 1.

Rules forboth recovery and losing Inm unity are the sam e as in the origihal
m odel. The phase diagram is shown In Fig. 4, the epidem ic phase occurs
at pic = 041l. The epidam ic region is extended m ore than the previous
cases, because Infection is expected from both sick-infected and incubation
Indiriduals.



4 Som e generalizations

Som etin es an Infection is tranam itted to som e distant neighbors in addition
to the nearest neighbors. T his Interaction w ith the distant neighbors ism od—
elled by generalizing the autom ata rules, discussed in the previous section,
to include distant neighbors at a distance k. Thismeans k = 1 gives the

rst-nearest neighbors, k = 2 gives the second-nearest neighbors In addition
to the rst-nearest neighbors, and so on. The case k = 2 is studied for the
four cases, and the results are summ arized in table 1. T he epidem ic phase in-—
creased signi cantly in the four cases. T his is expected, because the infection
Soreads faster than in the case ofk = 1.

G enerally, every individual has his/her own inmune system that di ers
signi cantly from the others. Thus the susoeptibility also di ers from one
to another. A lso, In som e cases the probability of infection depends on the
num ber of Infected neighbors. Tom odelthisbehavior, am odi ed probability
of infection is considered. Ifp; is the probability of infection due to one In—
fected nearest neighbor, then (I )" isthe probability of noninfection due
tom Infected nearest neighbors. Then them odi ed prcbability of infection
4] is

p=1 @ P 15)

per unit of tin e. B eside the advantages of this form , it also in plies that the
probability of nfection for each Individual is not constant w ith tin e. U sing
P, Instead ofp; is ntroducing inhom ogeneity that is one ofthem ain aspects
In reality.

Inhom ogeneous m odels are constructed for the four cases studied in the
previous section. T he sam e conditions are applied. T he resuls are close to
that of them odels in SW N, but there are slight di erences from the resuls
ofthe 1-d m odels. A com parison between the resuls of reqgular lattice, SW N
wih k = 1, SWN wih k = 2 and the Inhom ogeneous m odels is given in
Tablk 1.



- Re?iai]?;we SWNk=1|SWN k=2 mhoﬁ?ggieous
Case 1 0.68 061 038 0.60
Case 2 080 0.71 043 0.74
Cas 3 067 0.61 040 059
Cas 4 047 041 024 040

Tabl 1: The crtical value p;. at which the phase transition occurs for all
the studied m odels.

5 Conclusions

Phase transitions In socmem odi ed versions of SIR S m odel for epidem ics are
studied using SW N with both k = 1 and k = 2. A Iso, Inhom ogeneousm odels
are Introduced. Only the case of k = 2 is found to signi cantly a ect the
phase transitions in allm odels. Just slight changes are found in the other
cases.
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Figurel: Phassdiagram forthe SIRSmodelde nedon SW N wih N = 1000,
= 005 and k = 1. Tow phases appear nonepidem ic (I) and epidem ic (I0),
and p;. = 0:61.
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Figure2: Phass diagram forthe SIRSm odelde nedon SW N wih N = 1000,
= 005 and k = 1. Lower susceptibility is introduced. T he crtical value is
Pic= 0:71.
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Figure 3: Phassdiagram forthe third case, where an incubation-latent m odel
isde nedon SW N withN = 1000, = 0:05andk = 1. Thephase transition
occurs at pi. = 0:61.
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Figure 4: Phase diagram foramodi ed version of SIR S m odel including the
concept of ncubation both sick and infecting. Them odelisde ned on SW N
wih N = 1000, = 005 and k= 1. A phase transition from nonepidem ic
to epidem ic phases is observed at p. = 041.
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