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A bstract

Som em odi�edversionsofsusceptible-infected-recovered-susceptible

(SIRS)m odelare de�ned on sm all-world networks. Latency,incuba-

tion and variable susceptibility are included,separately. Phase tran-

sitionsin these m odelsare studied.Then inhom ogeneousm odelsare

introduced. In som e cases,the application ofthe m odels to sm all-

world networksisshown to increase the epidem ic region.

Keywords: Phasetransition;Epidem icm odels;Sm all-world networks;

Distant-neighborsm odels;Inhom ogeneousm odels.

1 Introduction

There are m any m athem aticalm odels for epidem ics [1-5]. Generally,the

population is classi� ed into susceptible (S),infected (I) and recovered (R)

according to the state ofeach individual. The SIRS m odelis proposed to

describe the outbreaks offoot-and-m outh disease (FM D) [1]. The m odel

is generalized to include latency,incubation and variable susceptibility [4].

Theyhavestudied phasetransitionsin thesem odels.Alsoitisshown that[5]

a ring vaccination program m eiscapableoferadicating FM D in SIRS m odel

de� ned on sm all-world networks(SW N).
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The concept ofSW N [2,3]isproposed to describe som e realsocialnet-

works. Therefore SW N is used successfully to m odelseveralrealsystem s

[5-8].

Here our aim is to study phase transitions in som e m odi� ed versions

ofSIRS m odel(including inhom ogeneous m ixing,latency,incubation and

variablesusceptibility)de� ned on SW N.

The paperisorganized asfollows: In section 2,the conceptofSW N is

explained.Phasetransitionsin som eSIRS versionsarestudied in section 3.

In section 4,som e generalized versionsare discussed. Som e conclusionsare

sum m arized in Section 5.

2 Sm all-w orld netw orks

Ifone considersallhum an in the world are occupying the verticesofa net-

work,thissocialnetwork hasto satisfy two m ain properties:clustering and

sm all-world e� ect [9]. Clustering m eans every one has a group ofcollab-

orators,som e ofthem willoften be a collaborator by another individual.

Sm all-world e� ectm eanstheaverageshortestvertex-to-vertex distance,l,is

very short com pared with the size ofthe network N (the totalnum ber of

vertices).

Regular lattices display the clustering property, because its clustering

coe� cient is high. The clustering coe� cient (C) is de� ned as the average

fraction ofpairs ofneighbors ofa vertex which are also neighbors ofeach

other.Butregularlatticesdo notdisplay thesm all-world e� ect,becausethe

distancelincreasesasN 1=d in d dim ensions.

Fora random graph [10]with coordination num berz,the totalnum ber

ofverticesN isgiven by

N = z
l
;

which gives,

l=
log N

log z
: (1)

Thelogarithm icincreasewith N allowsthedistancelto bevery shorteven

for large N . Then random graphs display the sm all-world e� ect. But a

random graph doesnotsatisfy theclustering property,becauseitsclustering
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coe� cient is given by C = z=N ; this quantity goes to zero for large N .

Therefore both regular and random lattices are not good descriptions for

socialnetworks.

A SW N consists ofa regularone-dim ensional(1-d)chain with periodic

boundary conditions. Each vertex isconnected to itsnearest-neighbors by

bonds. Som e shortcutting bonds joining between som e random ly chosen

verticeswith probability � are added. The probability � issupposed to be

sm allin orderto preservetheclustering property oftheregularlattice.The

sm all-world e� ectisconcluded asfollows:forvery sm alllatticesizeN ,itis

lessprobableto � nd a shortcut,so thesystem behaveslikea regularlattice,

and

l/ N : (2)

W hen N becom eslargeenough,m oreshortcutsareexpected and thesystem

behavesasa random latticei.e.

l/ log N : (3)

Considerthistransition occursatcertain system size�,then lobeysa � nite

sizescaling law as

l= N f

 

N

�

!

;

wheref(x)isa universalscaling function,such that

f(x)=

(

const: ifx � 1;
logx

x
ifx � 1:

(4)

Aftersom ecalculation using therenorm alization group theory [9],onegets

l= N f(�N );

for1-d and considering the� rst-nearestneighborsonly (d = 1,k = 1),and

l=
N

k
f((�k)

1

dN ); (5)

for generalk-distance-nearest neighbors and any d. These form s are valid

only forN � 1 and � � 1.Then forN � 1=�,
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l/ logN :

Then SW N are shown to com bine both propertiesofsocialnetworks. Also

thisstructurecom binesbetween both localand non localinteractionswhich

isobserved in m any realsystem s. Therefore the conceptofSW N isused in

m odelling severalrealsystem s[5-8].Here ourinterestisrestricted to apply

theconceptofSW N to som eepidem ic m odels.

3 Phase transitionsin som e epidem ic m odels

The population isclassi� ed into three classes: susceptible,infected and re-

covered.Considera function s(i;t)representsthestateofan individualiat

tim et,such that,

s(i;t)=

8
><

>:

� 1 forI� individuals;

0 forS� individuals;

1 forR � individuals:

Thetransitionsbetween thestatesS,Iand R occuraccordingtothefollowing

autom ata rules:

Infection:

Ifs(i;t)= 0 and (s(i� 1;t);s(i+ 1;t)orboth = � 1),then s(i;t+ 1)=

� 1 with probability p1.

Recovery:

Ifs(i;t)= � 1;then s(i;t+ 1)= 1: (6)

Losing im m unity:

Ifs(i;t)= 1;then s(i;t+ 1)= 0with probability p2: (7)

Thism odelisapproxim ated by thefollowing setofdi� erentialequations:

dS

dt
= p2R � p1SI; (8)
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dI

dt
= p1SI� I; (9)

dR

dt
= I� p2R (10)

Thissetofdi� erentialequationsisa m ean � eld approxim ation thatignores

the spatialstructure ofthe lattice. Itassum es a globalinteracting system .

Butin reality adiseasespreadslocallywith som enon localinteractions.Also

including som e epidem ic aspectslike lowersusceptibility,incubation to the

di� erentialequations is very di� cult. On the other hand,it is allowed in

latticem odels[4,5].

To study the phase transition in thism odel,the probabilitiesp1 and p2

arevaried from 0to1by step 0:01.Thephasediagram isdrawn asarelation

between p1 and p2.There are two lim iting points:The � rstiswhen p2 = 0

correspondingtothecaseofperfectim m unization,and itisclosetoordinary

percolation [11].The second case isforp2 = 1 representing thecase ofzero

im m unization,and this case is welldescribed by directed percolation [12].

Forinterm ediate valuesofp2,there are no clearrelation to the percolation

theory. The phase diagram issim ilarto dam age spreading transitions[13],

wheretwo phasesappear:epidem ic and non epidem ic.

Ahm ed and Agiza [4]have studied phase transitions in som e m odi� ed

versions of1-d SIRS m odelincluding inhom ogeneous m ixing, latency, in-

cubation and variable susceptibility. Here we willgeneralize their work to

SW N.TheSW N used hereisa1-d chain ofsize1000with periodicboundary

conditions. Shortcuts are � xed beforehand with probability � = 0:05 per

bond.The m odelsevolve for10000 tim esteps.W ewillstudy fourdi� erent

versionsofSIRS m odelseparately.

The � rstisthe originalSIRS itself. The autom ata rulesare generalized

to includetheshortcutting neighborsasfollows:

Infection:Ifs(i;t)= 0and (s(i� 1;t);s(i+ 1;t)ors(sc(i);t)(ifexists),

atleast= � 1),then s(i;t+ 1)= � 1 with probability p1;wheresc(i)is

theshortcutting neighborofthei-th individual(ifexists).

Rules for both recovery and losing im m unity are the sam e as the original

m odel.The phase diagram isshown in Fig.1.Itappearsthatan epidem ic

phase occurs at p1c = 0:61. This value is slightly less than that observed

from the1-d originalm odel.
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In som e cases,an infection does not spread directly,but it needs som e

tim eand suitableconditionsto betransm itted.In orderto m odelthisphe-

nom enon,the population isclassi� ed into fourstates:susceptible,infected,

recovered and lowersusceptible.Then thestatefunction ism odi� ed to:

s(i;t)=

8
>>><

>>>:

� 1 forI� individuals;

0 forS� individuals;

0:5 forlowersusceptibleindividuals;

1 forR � individuals:

(11)

A lower susceptible individualhasim m unity greaterthan a susceptible in-

dividual;butsm allerthan a recovered one. The m odelisde� ned on SW N.

Consider30% ofthe population have a lowersusceptibility. Both infection

and recovery rules are the sam e as in the � rst case. The other rules are

m odi� ed to:

Losing im m unity:ifs(i;t)= 1,then with probability p2;

s(i;t+ 1)=

(

0 with probability 0:7;

0:5 with probability 0:3:
(12)

Susceptibility:

Ifs(i;t)= 0:5 and (s(i� 1;t);s(i+ 1;t)ors(sc(i);t)(ifexists),atleast

= � 1),then s(i;t+ 1)= 0.

The phase diagram isgiven in Fig. 2. The epidem ic phase occursatp1c =

0:71. The epidem ic region issm allerthan thatofthe � rstcase,because of

theassum ption that30% ofthepopulation arenotinfected directly.

The third case,in som e infectiousdiseases,a diseased individualcan be

infecting butsym ptom sdon’tappear(incubation state).On theotherhand,

an infected individualm ay notbe infecting butstillhasthe sym ptom s(i.e.

latent state). This case is called incubation-latent m odel. W e de� ne this

m odelon SW N asfollows:Thestatefunction ism odi� ed to:

s(i;t)=

8
>>><

>>>:

� 2 representsincubation;

0 representssusceptibility;

1 representsrecovery;

2 representslatency:

(13)

The rule oflosing im m unity is the sam e as in the originalm odel;but the

otherrulesarem odi� ed asfollows:
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Incubation:

Ifs(i;t)= 0 and (s(i� 1;t);s(i+ 1;t)ors(sc(i);t)(ifexists),atleast

= � 2),then s(i;t+ 1)= � 2 with probability p1.

Recovery:

Ifs(i;t)= 2,then s(i;t+ 1)= 1.

Latency:

Ifs(i;t)= � 2,then s(i;t+ 1)= 2.

The results are shown in Fig. 3,the epidem ic region extended again with

p1c = 0:61.Thiscaseissim ilarbutnotidenticalto � rstcase.

Fourth,an incubation both sick and infecting m odelis introduced. In

som ediseaseslikeAids,a diseased person issick and infecting,so thism odel

is called an incubation both sick and infecting m odel. The state function

s(i;t)isde� ned asfollows:

s(i;t)=

8
>>><

>>>:

� 2 representsincubation;

� 1 representssick and infecting;

0 representssusceptibility;

1 representsrecovery:

(14)

Them odelisde� ned on SW N,and theautom ata rulesbecom e:

Incubation:

Ifs(i;t)= 0 and (s(i� 1;t)< 0;s(i+ 1;t)< 0 ors(sc(i);t)< 0 (if

exists),atleast),then s(i;t+ 1)= � 2 with probability p1.

Sick-Infected:

Ifs(i;t)= � 2,then s(i;t+ 1)= � 1.

Rulesforboth recovery and losing im m unity arethesam easin theoriginal

m odel. The phase diagram is shown in Fig. 4,the epidem ic phase occurs

at p1c = 0:41. The epidem ic region is extended m ore than the previous

cases,because infection isexpected from both sick-infected and incubation

individuals.
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4 Som e generalizations

Som etim esan infection istransm itted to som edistantneighborsin addition

tothenearestneighbors.Thisinteraction with thedistantneighborsism od-

elled by generalizing the autom ata rules,discussed in the previoussection,

to include distant neighbors at a distance k. This m eans k = 1 gives the

� rst-nearestneighbors,k = 2 givesthesecond-nearestneighborsin addition

to the � rst-nearestneighbors,and so on. The case k = 2 isstudied forthe

fourcases,and theresultsaresum m arized in table1.Theepidem icphasein-

creased signi� cantly in thefourcases.Thisisexpected,becausetheinfection

spreadsfasterthan in thecaseofk = 1.

Generally,every individualhashis/herown im m une system thatdi� ers

signi� cantly from the others. Thus the susceptibility also di� ers from one

to another. Also,in som e casesthe probability ofinfection dependson the

num berofinfected neighbors.Tom odelthisbehavior,am odi� ed probability

ofinfection isconsidered. Ifp1 isthe probability ofinfection dueto one in-

fected nearestneighbor,then (1� p1)
m istheprobability ofnoninfection due

to m infected nearestneighbors. Then the m odi� ed probability ofinfection

[14]is

p
�
1 = 1� (1� p1)

m
; (15)

perunitoftim e.Besidetheadvantagesofthisform ,italso im pliesthatthe

probability ofinfection foreach individualisnotconstantwith tim e.Using

p�1 instead ofp1 isintroducing inhom ogeneity thatisoneofthem ain aspects

in reality.

Inhom ogeneousm odelsare constructed forthe fourcasesstudied in the

previoussection. The sam e conditionsare applied. The resultsare close to

thatofthem odelsin SW N,butthereareslightdi� erencesfrom theresults

ofthe1-d m odels.A com parison between theresultsofregularlattice,SW N

with k = 1,SW N with k = 2 and the inhom ogeneous m odels is given in

Table1.
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p1c
Regularlattice

k = 1 [4]
SW N k = 1 SW N k = 2

Inhom ogeneous

M odels

Case1 0.68 0.61 0.38 0.60

Case2 0.80 0.71 0.43 0.74

Case3 0.67 0.61 0.40 0.59

Case4 0.47 0.41 0.24 0.40

Table1:Thecriticalvaluep1c atwhich thephasetransition occursforall

thestudied m odels.

5 C onclusions

Phasetransitionsin som em odi� ed versionsofSIRS m odelforepidem icsare

studied usingSW N with both k = 1and k = 2.Also,inhom ogeneousm odels

are introduced. Only the case ofk = 2 is found to signi� cantly a� ect the

phase transitionsin allm odels. Just slightchanges are found in the other

cases.
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Figure1:Phasediagram fortheSIRS m odelde� ned onSW N with N = 1000,

� = 0:05 and k = 1.Tow phasesappearnonepidem ic (I)and epidem ic (II),

and p1c = 0:61.
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Figure2:Phasediagram fortheSIRS m odelde� ned onSW N with N = 1000,

� = 0:05 and k = 1.Lowersusceptibility isintroduced.Thecriticalvalueis

p1c = 0:71.
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Figure3:Phasediagram forthethird case,wherean incubation-latentm odel

isde� ned on SW N with N = 1000,� = 0:05and k = 1.Thephasetransition

occursatp1c = 0:61.
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Figure4:Phasediagram fora m odi� ed version ofSIRS m odelincluding the

conceptofincubation both sick and infecting.Them odelisde� ned on SW N

with N = 1000,� = 0:05 and k = 1. A phase transition from nonepidem ic

to epidem icphasesisobserved atp1c = 0:41.
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