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Abstract—Spatial spread of infectious diseases among pop-

ulations via the mobility of humans is highly stochastic and
heterogeneous. Accurate forecast/mining of the spread peess
is often hard to be achieved by using statistical or mechanat

models. Here we propose a new reverse problem, which aims

to identify the stochastically spatial spread process it$e from
observable information regarding the arrival history of in fectious

During almost the same epoch, the theory of complex
networks has been developed as a valuable tool for modeling
the structure and dynamics of/on complex systeéms [13]-[16]
In the study of network epidemiology, networks are often
used to describe the epidemic spreading from human to
human via contacts, where nodes represent persons and edges

cases in each subpopulation. We solved the problem by devel-represent interpersonal contacts|[17]:[22]. To charaehe

oping an efficient optimization algorithm based on dynamich
programming, which comprises three procedures: i, anatonzing
the whole spread process among all subpopulations into disint
componential patches; ii, inferring the most probable invaion
pathways underlying each patch via maximum likelihood estna-
tion; iii, recovering the whole process by assembling the wasion
pathways in each patch iteratively, without burdens in paraneter
calibrations and computer simulations. Based on the entrop
theory, we introduced an identifiability measure to assesshe
difficulty level that an invasion pathway can be identified. Results
on both artificial and empirical metapopulation networks show
the robust performance in identifying actual invasion pathways
driving pandemic spread.

spatial spread between different geo-locations, simptear
models are generalized with metapopulation framework, in
which each node represents a population of individuals that
reside at the same geo-region (e.g. a city), and the edge
describes the traffic route that drives the individual miopil
between populations[18], [19]. The networked metapojmrat
models have been applied to study the real-world cases such
as SARSI[[6], A (H1N1) pandemic flii[23], Ebola]11], which
can capture some key dynamic features including peak times,
basic epidemic curves, and epidemic sizes. Quantitativdemo
results can be used to evaluate the effectiveness of control

Index Terms—Spatial spread, infectious diseases, metapopula- strategies[[24]F[28], such as optimizing the vaccine altan.

tion, networks, process identification, identifiability.

T

health burdens [1]-]3]. This trend is partially due to thbam-
ization process and, in particular, the establishment n§o
distance traffic networks, which facilitate the dissemorabf

|. INTRODUCTION

The numerical computing of large-scale metapopulation
models is time-consuming, because of the requirement of
high-level computer power. The model calibrations needh-hig

HE frequent outbreaks of emerging infectious diseases'@solution data for incidence cases, which may not be aleila
recent decades lead to great social, economic, and pul§licaccurate during the early weeks of initial outbreeks [4].

Hence, continuous model training with data collected id-rea
time is essential in achieving a reliable model prediction
[29]. Generally, model results are the ensemble average ove

pathogens accompanied with passengers [4], [5]. RealdwoRUmerous simulation realizations, which aims to prediet th
examples include the trans-national spread of SARS-CoV ff¢an and variance of epidemic curves, while in reality there
2003 [6], the global outbreak of A (HIN1) pandemic flu ifS No such thing described by the average over different
2009 [7], [8], avian influenza in southeast Asia [9],][10]eth realizations[[30]. To extract more meaningful informatfoom
spark of Ebola infections in western countries in 2014 [11§Pidemic data generated by surveillance systems, reaght st

and recent potential outbreak of MERS[12].
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ies (particularly in engineering fields) start paying atiem
to reverse problems, such as source detection and network
reconstruction, which are briefly summarized here.

A. Related Works

The theory of system identification has been established in
engineering fields, usually used to infer system parameters
The use of system identification in epidemiology mainly
focuses on inferring epidemic parameters, such as the-trans
mission rate and generation tinfe [31], which relies on con-
structing dynamical systems of ordinary differential etipres.

The methodology of system identification is not helpful in
solving high-dimensional stochastic many-body systemsh s
as metapopulation models.
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Source detection for rumor spreading on complex networks A novel reverse problem of identifying the stochastic
is becoming a popular topic, attracting extensive disaussi pandemic spatial spread process on metapopulation network
in recent years. The target is to figure out the causality thatproposed, which cannot be solved by existing techniques.
can trigger the explosive dissemination across socialorsy i) An efficient algorithm based on dynamical programming is
such as Facebook, Twitter, and Weibo. For example, usipgoposed to solve the problem, which comprises three proce-
maximum likelihood estimators, D. Shah and T. Zanlad [32]ures. Firstly, the whole spread process among all pojuisiti
proposed the concept of rumor centrality that quantifies teéll be decomposed into disjoint componential patchesciwhi
role of nodes in network spreading. W. Luo et al.|[33] designecan be categorized into four types of invasion cases. Then,
new estimators to infer infection sources and regions igdarsince two types of invasion cases contain hidden pathways,
networks. Z. Wang et al. [34]-[36] extended the scope byaisimn optimization approach based on the maximum likelihood
multiple observations, which largely improves the detatti estimation is developed to infer the most probable invasion
accuracy. Another interesting topic is the network infeesn pathways underlying each path. Finally, the whole spread
which engages in revealing the topology structure of a ne¢waprocess will be recovered by assembling the invasion pathwa
from the hint underlying the dynamics on a network][37Jof each patch chronologically, without burdens in paramete
Some useful algorithms (e.g. Netinf) have been proposeddalibrations and computer simulations.
refs. [38]-[42]. Note that the algorithms for source ddtmtt iii) An entropy-based measure callédentifiability is intro-
and network inference are not feasible in identifying thduced to depict the difficulty level an invasion case can
spreading processes on metapopulation networks. be identified. Comparisons on both artificial and empirical

Using metapopulation networks models, some heuristietworks show that our algorithm outperforms the existing
measures have been proposed to understand the spatial spmesthods in accuracy and robustness.
of infectious diseases, which are most related to this work.The remaining sections are organized as follows: §éc. Il
Gautreau et al[[30] developed an approximation for the meprovides the preliminary definitions and problem formula-
first arrival time between populations that have direct @mn tion; Sec.[1ll describes the procedures of our identifigatio
tion, which can be used to construct the shortest path tralgorithm, and introduces the identifiability measure;.§&¢
(SPT) that characterizes the average transmission pathwpgrforms computer experiments to compare the performance
among populations. Brockmann et all [4] proposed a measwfealgorithms; and Seg.]V gives the conclusion and discuassio
called ‘effective distance’, which can also be used to build
the SPT. Using a different method based on the maximum ||, PRELIMINARY AND PROBLEM FORMULATION
likelihood, Balcan et al.[[43] generated the transmissiathp

. o . . This section first elucidates the structure of networked
ways by extracting the minimum spanning tree from eXtenS'Yﬁetapopulation model, and then provides the preliminary
Monte Carlo simulation results. Details about these messu '

Hefinitions and problem formulation.
will be given in Sec. IV, which compares the algorithmic P

performance. )

A. Networked Metapopulation Model
B. Motivation In the networked metapopulation model, individuals are
organized into social units such as counties and cities, de-

enerally make use of the topology features of metapomuiat ined as subpopulations, which are interconnected by traffic
9 y pology P networks of transportation routes. The disease prevails in

networks or extensive epidemic simulations. The resultinectljlCh subpopulation due to interpersonal contacts, anddsre

outcome is an ensemble average over all possible transmissi ) : . .
. o . . etween subpopulations via the mobility of infected pesson
pathways, which may fail in capturing those indeed transmit. ;

ig. 1 illustrates the model structure.

ting the disease between populations, because of the eigh-| Within each subpopulation, individuals mix homogeneously

stochasticity and heterogeneity in the spreading process. Tt]is assumption is partially supported by recent empirical

Good news comes from the development of modern sentinel - ) o
and internet-based surveillance systems, which becomesq'IInOIIngS on intra-urban human mobility patteris J[19].1[45]-

. . S ; . [@] The intra-population epidemic dynamics are characte
creasingly popular in guiding public health control stgas. ized by compartment models. Considering the wide applica-

Such systems can or will provide high-resolution, Iocatioqi ns in describina the soread of bathodens. species. sImor
specific data on human and poultry cases [44]. Human mobif 9 P P gens, sp , &

ity data are also available from mass transportation systam emotion, behavior, crisis, et€. [821. 133 |35, 149], wead the

GPS-based mobile AppS|[3]. Integrating these data ofted usseusceptlble—lnfected (SI) model in this work. Defive as the

in different fields, a natural reverse problem poses itsdiich populanon siz€ of each subpppulgtmn[i(t) the numb_er_of
. . : S ._infected cases in subpopulatiomt timet, 3 the transmission
is the central interest of this work: Is it probable to design . . . ST

- ) . . rate that an infected host infects a susceptible individual
an efficient algorithm to identify or retrospect the stoditas L o .

) 4 . . shared the same location in unit time. As such, the risk of
pandemic spatial spread process among populations bydgnki : e o . . .
epidemic data and models? infection within subpopulation at time¢ is characterized by

' Ai(t) = BI;(t)/N;. Per unit time, the number of individuals
- newly infected in subpopulation can be calculated from a
C. Our Contributions binomial distribution with probability\;(¢) and trails equalling
Main contributions of this work are as follows: the number of susceptible persofigt).

Current algorithms to inferring pandemic spatial spre



by the arrival of infected host(s) fromn potential upstream
i subpopulations il through the invasion edges.
85 (iv) mI — nS(m,n > 1): In this case,S and I both
- are composed of no less than two subpopulations, and they
i \’i’f;‘[’j’l‘tf constitute a connected subgraph. Each previously unaffect
. subpopulation irf is contaminated due to the simultaneous ar-
J rival of infected hosts fromn potential source subpopulations
in I. Each subpopulation ifi may lead to the contamination
of at least one but no more thanneighboring downstream
(b) subpopulations i$ through the invasion edges. Multiple edges
between any pair of subpopulations are forbidden.
@ Figure [2(a)—(b) illustrate the two scenarios ofl +—
Fig. 1. lllustration of a networked metapopulation modehiatn comprises S(m > 1) andml > nS(m,n > 1). A decomposition

six subpopulations/patches that are coupled by the mphfitindividuals. Procedure ofinvasion partition(INP) is used to generate the
In each subpopulation, each individual can be in one of tveeaie statuses components of invasion cases in each invasion event. The

(i.e. susceptible and infectious), shown in different eeldEach individual e . . . .
can travel between connected subpopulation. (a) Netwonke@population. heuristic search algorithm to proceed the invasion partiti

(b) two subpopulations. is given in Algorithm | if an invasion event occurs.

- o ) _C. Problem Formulation
The mobility of individuals among subpopulations is

conceptually described by diffusion dynamicg;X; =
D jew( Piij(t) — piyXi(t), where X;(t) is a placeholder
for S;(t) or I;(t), v(i) is the set of subpopulations directl
connected with subpopulatioiy and p;; is the per capita
mobility rate from subpopulationto 7, which equals the ratio
between the daily flux of passengers from subpopulatit;m
j and the population size of departure subpopulatiomhe

ensemble of mobility rate§ < p;; < 1 defines a transition tocted neiahb b lati h h th di
matrix P, determined by the topology structure and traffi?’ected neighbor subpopulations through the correspandi

fluxes of the mobility network. The inter-population motyili gdge(s) _(see Figu 2(",’1)) at that time step. The.qu?stion of
of individuals is simulated with binomial or multinomialM€"€St is how to identify the instantaneous spatial ivas

process (Appendix A). More details in modeling rules CaErocess just according to the surveillance data. Herein, we
refer to our review papef [19] now the network topology including subpopulation size and

travel flows, such as the city populations of airports and
travelers by an airline of the real network of American aitpo
B. Basic Definitions network.

The epidemic arrival ime(EAT) is the first arrival time of  Define an invasion pathway which are the directed edges
infectious hosts traveling to a susceptible subpopulatra that infected individuals invade to susceptible subpdpuria
given EAT, at least an unaffected (susceptible) subpojoulat@ EAT. To identify it, we proceed the following invasion
will be contaminated, characterizing the occurrencéngh- Pathways identification(IP1) algorithm: o
sion event(s)Herein,S(I) denotes a(an) susceptible(infected) Decompose the whole pathways as four types of invasion
subpopulation. cases by the invasion partition at each EAT; Suppqse th_ee/vhol

For an invasion event, organizing newly contaminated sufivasion pathways' are anatomized intd of four invasion
populations (remaining unaffected prior to that invasivers) Cases. Le_ﬁi denote the |dent|f|_ed invasion pathways ba_lsed on
into setS, and infected subpopulations into detwe define the survelllance_daté? of that invasion case z?md the given
the four types ofnvasion casgINC) as follows: graphG. According to the (stochastic) dynamic programming,

(i) I — S: T andS both are composed of a single subpopuld?e have the following equation to optimally solve this pexhl
tion respectively, which represents that a previously igttéd

Suppose that the spread starts at an infected subpopulation
It forms the invasion pathways when this source invades many
ysusceptible subpopulations and the cascading invasioa goe
on. We record the infected individuals of each subpoputatio
per unit time. From the data, we should know when a
subpopulation is infected and how many infected individual
in this subpopulation, but we may not know which infected
subpopulations invade this subpopulation if it hag (n > 2)

subpopulation is infected by the new arrival of infectious A X
host(s) from its unique neighboring infected subpopufatio Twhole invasion pathways= Optz ;. (1)
(i) I — nS(n > 1): In this casel only consists of a single =1

subpopulation, whileS containsn(n > 1) subpopulations. i) For each invasion case, we first judge whether it has a
This represents that previously unaffected subpopulationsunique set of invasion pathways or more than one potential
are contaminated due to the new arrival of infectious hodts/asion pathways. When an invasion case has more than one
from their common infected subpopulationlin possible invasion pathway, each set of which is called piatien

(i) mI — S(m > 1): S only consists of a single sub-invasion pathway. If it has more than one potential invasion
population, andl containsm(m > 1) subpopulations. This pathway, we estimate the true invasion pathwaysdenoted
means that the newly infected subpopulatiorSiis infected by a;, based on the surveillance dataof that invasion case



Invasion
Edges

(b)

Fig. 2. (a) An example of thex! — S invasion case, in whicln infected subpopulations invade one susceptible subpiimulal he red patches denote the
infected subpopulations, while the plain patch is the spbfagion that remains susceptible before timleut will be contaminated during that time step due
to the arrival of infectious cases from upstream infecteopspulations. (b) An example of thel — n.S invasion case, in whichn infected subpopulations
invaden(n > 2) susceptible subpopulations.

and the given grapli”. A potential pathway belonged to that As time evolves, infected hosts travel among subpopu-
invasion case is denoted bBya; € Ginc,. To make this lations, inducing the spatial pandemic dispersal. For each
estimation, we shall compute the likelihood of a potentiahvasion case, by analyzing the variance of infected hosts
invasion pathway:;. With respect to this setting, the maximumin each subpopulation, we define three levels of extent of
likelihood (ML) estimator ofa} with respect to the networked subpopulations observability to reflect the informatiofdtfer
metapopulation model given by that invasion case maximizttge inference of relevant invasion pathway:

the correct identification probability. Therefore, we defthe (i) Observable SubpopulatiolBubpopulatiori is observable

ML estimator during an invasion case, given the occurrence of the threst mo
. evident (subpopulation’s) status transitions. The firdense
ai = fregcmaéc P(ai|Gine,), () 1o the transitions; — I, accounting that the previously
i INC;

unaffected subpopulatiohis contaminated during that inva-
whereP(a;|Gn¢,) is the likelihood of observing the poten-sion case due to the arrival of infected hosts. The second
tial pathwaya; assuming it's the true pathway’. Thus we concerns the transitiod; — S;, in which the previously
would like to evaluateP(a;|Grnc,) for all a; € Grne, and  infected subpopulatiorn becomes susceptible again during

then choose the maximal one. that invasion case, since the infected hosts do not trigger a
local outbreak and leave In the third transitionS; — S;,

Algorithm 1 Invasion Partition despite of having infected subpopulations in the neighbodd)

1: for an invasion event, collect all newly infecte$l as subpopulationi remains unaffected during that invasion case

initially S and their previously infected neighborsas due to no arrival of infected hosts. Figlide 3(a) illustratash

2: start with an arbitrary elemers; in setsS; observable transitions.

3: find all neighbord* of S; in setl; (ii)y Partially Observable SubpopulatiorBubpopulation: is

4: find the new neighborS* in the S if have; partially observable during an invasion case occurringnaé t

5: find the new neighbors in thkif have; t, if its number of infected hosts is decreased, ife(t) <

6: repeat the above two steps until cannot find any neiMt — 1) and ;(¢) > 0, which implies that at leasi7;(¢) =
neighbors inS and I, we get an invasion case consisting ofl;(t) — I;(t — 1)| infected hosts leavé during that invasion

I* andS*, then update th& and[; case. It is impossible to distinguish their mobility deations
7: repeat the 2-6 steps to get new invasion cases until therdess the invasion cade— S or I — nS occurs. Fig[B(b)
are no elements ifs. illustrates the partially observable subpopulation.

(iii) Unobservable Subpopulatioisubpopulation: is unob-
servable during an INC occurring at tinteif its number of
infected hosts has not been decreased, i;€) > I;(t — 1),
considering the difficulty in judging whether there present
infected hosts leaving subpopulatienduring that invasion
According to our above invasion partition decompose atase. See Fid. 3(c) for an illustration.
gorithm, it is easy to identify the invasion pathways for the We further categorize the edges emanated from each in-
invasion case scenarib— nS(n > 1) (they have the only fected subpopulation in sét into four types, i.e., invasion
invasion pathway from their neighbor infected subpopalgti edges, observable edges, partially observable edges ahd un
Thus our invasion pathways’ identification algorithm mwinlservable edges:
deals with the other two kinds of invasion cased +— (i) Invasion Edgesin an invasion case, invasion edges rep-
S(m > 1) andmI — nS(m,n > 1). To make the description resent each route emanated from subpopulatian I to
clear, we restate the teriy denotes subpopulatianwhich is  subpopulatiorj in S. They are considered as a unique cate-
infected, and its number of infected individuals Bfat time gory, because invasion edges contain all invasion patheamy (
t is denoted by/;(t). invasion pathway must be an invasion edge, but an invasion

IIl. IDENTIFICATION ALGORITHM TO INVASION PATHWAY



Theorem 1 (Accurate Identification of Invasion Pathwayjth

t-1 t
t-1 t
@ _,O the following conditions: 1) Amongn possible sources illus-
S — trated in sef,, there are onlyn/(m’ < m) partially observable

I; i / e subpopulationd, whose neighboring subpopulations (exclud-
O @ _ ~ing the invasion destinatiofi;) only experience the transition
(b) Partially observable i 't g or I to S at that EAT, 2 er [Lit—1) = L)) =H,
S,’ 1

the invasion pathway of an invasion casd — S(m > 1)
— @

O O O can be identified accurately.
- <l
) 1 (t-1)<l;(t) )
S; S;

(¢) Unobservable i Proof: According to the definition of observability, in an
(a) Observable i INC, the number of local infected hosts in an involved pétia
observable sourcewill be decreased byZ;(t—1)—I;(t)] due
Fig. 3. lllustration of neighbors classification in termsstétus transitions: to their departure. If the subpopulations in the neighbodho
|) unobservable subpopulations ii) partial unobservahispspulations, and of ; only experience the transition df; to S; or I; to S;
iii) observable subpopulations. . . .
from tgar_1 tO tpar, they are impossible to receive the
infected hosts from subpopulation Therefore, the newly
trt;é)ntaminated subpopulatiofi; is the only destination for
Hﬁose infected travelers departing from the partially obesele
sources. Sincen’ < m, the second condition guarantees that
Eqg. (3) only has a unique solution, which corresponds to the
accurate identification of invasion pathways of this ingasi
case. ]

edge may not an invasion pathway). In Figlie 2(a)-(b),
invasion edges are illustrated. The following three typés
edges are not belong to the routes between karsd S, but
they are the edges emanated frono subpopulatiory that is
not belong toS.
(i) Observable Edges=or infected subpopulationin I, any
edge emanated from is observable, if it connects with
observable subpopulatigrthat only experiences the transition(ii) Potential Invasion Pathway
S; — SjorI; — S; from tgar_1 to tpar. Here, it is If the conditions of Theorem 1 are unsatisfied, Hd. (3) has
intuitive that in subpopulatiori there is no arrival of infected multiple solutions, each solution corresponds to a set ef po
hosts from subpopulation tential invasion pathways that can result in the relatedsion
(i) Partially Observable Edged:or infected subpopulation case. Due to the heterogeneity in the traffic flow on each edge
in I, any edge is partially observable, if it connec¢twith a and the number of infected hosts within each contaminated
partially observable subpopulation. source, each set of potential pathways is associated with a
(iv) Unobservable EdgesFor infected subpopulationin I, unique likelihood, which also identifies the occurrencebaro
any edge is unobservable, if it connectsith an unobservable bility of the corresponding solution of Ed.]1(3). Therefotlee
subpopulation. identification of invasion pathway that induce an invasiase
The classification of subpopulations and edges are usesh be transformed to searching the most probable solution o
to compute the corresponding subpopulation’s transfgrrieq. (3).
estimator in the following section Il of both invasion case

of mI = S(m > 1) andml = S(m,n > 1). We define the solution spack of Eq. [3) of the invasion

caseml — S(m > 1), which subjects to two conditions:
A. The Case ofnl + S(m > 1) (i) >ty Hio = H; (i) YHia, Ha < Li(t —1). The second
As shown in Figurél2(a), a typical ING:I — S(m > 1) condition is obvious, since the number of infected traweler

is composed of two sets of subpopulations, i.e., the pre@i€éparting from the sourcg cannot exceed;(t — 1). Let us
ously infected subpopulatioris = {I;,o,..., I} and the assume thatb contalns]\([)solut|ons, and a typ|cal solution
previously unaffected subpopulatiéh= {S;}. Suppose that IS formulated asr; = {H;1'.i = [1,...,m]}. Obviously, each
subpopulatiors, is contaminated at timedue to the appear- Solutiona; corresponds to a potential invasion pathwagy
ance of#{ infected hosts#¥ is a positive integer number) that
come from the potential sourceslinif the actual number of  Through the invasion casel — S(m > 1), the observed
infected hosts from subpopulatidp is #;1, ¢ € I, we have  event& shows that the destinatio; is contaminated due
m to the arrival of totally?{ infected hosts from the potential
ZH“ =H, (3) sourcesl;,i = [1,...,m]. With this posterior information, we
i=1 first measure the likelihood of each possible solutigywhich
corresponds to the reasoning event that for each saljrce

(i) Accurate Identification of Invasion Pathway i€ [1,’m], H;1 infected hogts are trqnsferred&@. Itis evident
Given a few satisfied prerequisites, El (3) can has thatvj, P(Emrs|o;) = 1, sinceo; will lead to the occurrence

unigue solution, which implies that the invasion pathwaf/s (9f eventéy,rs, which corresponds 16/, 5.

that invasion case can be identified accurately. Theorem 1

elucidates this scenario. According to Bayes’ theorem, the likelihood of the solution

with the conditionsd < #H;; < H andH; < I;(t — 1).



o; is characterized by measured by the following transferring estimator:

QU(HM) = P(H'lepkujl(t - 1);Ifap47é = [17 7£’L]a

P(UJ|5m]S):P((€m[S|O'7) ( )/P( mls) xNapNaN: [Zl—"laakl_l]vx_zap_z)a (5)
M
= P(Emrslo)P( /Z (Emrsloj)P(o)]  wherem; accounts for the number of infected hosts that do
Jj=1 not leave sourcé; after the invasion case. Here, the observed
M number of infected persons in sourégbefore the invasion
= P(Uj)/z [P(a;)] case, i.e.,I;(t — 1), is used for the estimation, since the
J=1 probability that a newly infected host also experiencing th
m , M m . mobility process is very low. Considering the conservatibn
= H Q(Hl(cjl))/z H Q(Hl(cl))’ infected hosts, and the implication of observable edges, (i.
k=1 i=1 k=1 @) = 0,¥R), we havel;(t — 1) = Hi + Y 20 + 75 =

Hi1 + m; + T;. Taking into account all scenarios that fulfill
the conditionn = n; +7; = I;(t — 1) — H;1, the transferring
estimator is simplified by the marginal distribution of Ef,(

where M represents the number of potential solutien,

and the last iterTQ(H,(fl)) represents the mobility likelihood
transferring estimator of infected subpopulatibnin I.

ie.,
One linchpin of our algorithm in handling the scenario

mlI — S(m > 1) is to estimate the probability of transferring Z P(Z5, @, 0 =1, ...,éi]) -

Hi1 infected hosts from each infected subpopulatipr € I, W =T (t—1)—Hi

to the destination subpopulatio$y. Based on the indepen- ' Lt — (6)
; ; ; ; ; i D owa L7

dence between the intra-subpopulation epidemic reactinds Z ﬁpk Hpg Dt

. . e . , Hii! [1, x\T5
the inter-subpopulation personal diffusion, we introduce =L (t—1)—H;

transferring estimatorto analyze the individual mobility of _ .

each sourcel;, which is in particular useful if there areWith independence, the transferring estimator becomes
partially observable and unobservable edges emanated from o )

the focal infected subpopulation. q - Lilt- ph [ZW +pz} 7“. @)

YT k
The specific formalisms of the transferring estimator are Harl!
defined according to the three types of infected subpojpumati
1; consisted of sef which are unobservable subpopulation
partially unobservable subpopulation and observable gobp
ulation with transition ofl to S.

Observable Subpopulatioh (I; to S;): If the infected hosts
of sourcel; all leave to travel fromtgar_1 t0 tpar, the
subpopulationl; is observable at that invasion case. In this
) case, we have additional posterior messages, fi(¢),= 0,
Unobservable Subpopulatiofy: Due to the occurrence of ALi(t) = I(t —1). Here, the number of infected hosts
mI — S, among allk; edges emanated from subpopulatiogansferred taS; cannot exceed the total number of infected
I;, there is only one invasion edge in that invasion casg@gyelers departing from sourck, i.e., Hi1 < AL(t). In
labeled ask;, along which the traveling rate ig;, and i1 this regard, the probability thak,, infected hosts arrive
infected hosts are transferred to the destination Assume i destinationS; is measured by the following transferring
that there arel; (1 < ¢; < k;) unobservable and partially estimator

unobservable edges, labeledlasg, ..., ¢;, respectively. Along

each unobservable or partially unobservable edge, thelinav /A7, (t) Dk, Hix D, [Ali(t)fHﬂ]
rate ispe, ¢ € [1,¢;], andz, infected hosts leavé;. Accord- Hi [ngg +pk} [ - S, e +pk»] ‘
ingly, in total n; = )", x, infected hosts leavé; through the ' ' (8)

unobservable and partially unobservable edges. Thereimen@artially Observable Subpopulatiah: If sourcel; is partially
ki — £; — 1 observable edges, labeled s+ 1,....,k; — 1, observable, we can develop the inference algorithm with
respectively. Along each observable edge, the travelitggisa an additional posterior message, which reveals that at leas
pr, N € [¢; + 1,k; — 1], andy infected hosts leavé;. With AT, (t) = I;(¢t) — I;(t — 1) > 1 infected hosts leave the focal
probability p; = 1 — px, — >, p¢ — > px, an infected host sourcel; after the occurrence of that invasion case. In order
keeps staying at sourdg. to measure the conditional probability tHdt; infected hosts
Since the infected hosts transferred by unobservable a&@ transferred from sourck to destinationS;, we inspect
partially unobservable edges are untraceable, it is un@bleall possible scenarios in detail, as follows:
reveal the actual invasion pathways resulting in that iimras Type 1: Al;i(t) < Hi, i.e., the observed reduction in the
case accurately. Fortunately, the message of travelieg mt number of infected hosta;(t) is less than those transferred
each edge is available by collecting and analyzing the hitom I; to S;. Here, we consider all cases that are in
man mobility transportation networks. Therefore, the ritybi accordance with this condition.
multinomial distribution (Appendix A Eq[{31)) can be used t If all AI;(t) confirmed infected travelers are transferred
obtain the conditional probability th@{;, infected hosts are from I; to S;, the transferring estimator can be used to quan-
transferred from infected sourdgto destinationS;, which is tify the conditional probability that the remainirig;; — AT, (t)



infected hosts concerned also viSi, i.e., observable travelerd I;(t), the transferring estimator becomes

O, (Hir — AL Lt — 1) — AL(E) (Mi(t)) [ Pk, }” [1 . ] [are=ra]
_ [ne-0-an®] pra—ane) [Z + —} " Ha P 2uape + 2uepet P
= —[HiﬁAli(t)]!n;! ks ¢De T Di [Z N _} [Ii(t)fAIi(t)}
. AL () - De Di )
Bl © (13)

where the last item accounts for the constraint that the re-

wherepy, /[ >, pe+pr,| represents the relative traveling ratenaining I;(t) — Al;(t) infected hosts will not be transferred
that any person from sourdgis transferred t&, thus the last to S;.
item on the right-hand side (rhs) accounts for the probigbili Similar to Type 1, the other two cases are: only a fraction of
that AI;(t) confirmed infected travelers all visf;. H;1 infected hosts transferred t& are from the observable

If only a fraction of AT;(¢) confirmed infected travelers aretravelersAl;(t), and#;; infected hosts transferred ) are
transferred froml; to Sy, the situation is more complicated.all not from the observable travelefd/;(¢), we can also derive
Assume thatAT;(t) — ¢ (1 < ¢ < AIi(t)) confirmed trav- the transferring estimators.
elers successfully come 8, the corresponding transferring Taking into account all these cases, the probability #at

estimator becomes infected hosts move to the destination subpopulatignis

measured by the following transferring estimator

Qp(Hir — AL(t) + ¢|L(t — 1) — AL(t)) Mo AL [ » }M_l

i ki K
N o S G|

- ( b ) {Ze Pz+pki} [1 a ngz+pki} AH;1=0 AHi ngé + P,
[Ii(t_l)_Ali(t):I! [Hir—AILi (t)+¢] — i 10 1 — Pk; [Ali’(t)_A’H“] )
[a-an@+a] ik [prﬁpl} - (10) [ > pe +ij

Lit—1)—=ALM®O] o Aqy /
where the first item on the r.h.s. accounts for the probabilit [(;[ﬂ _)A,Hil)!"(f?] PZ” At [Zw +pi" (14)
that AZ;(t) — ¢ confirmed visitors visitS;. ¢
If all AI;i(t) confirmed infected travelers fromy are not  Generally, set1 consists of the three classes of
transferred toS;, the conditional probability that among thesubpopulationd; (1 < i < m) discussed above: unobservable
remaining I;(t — 1) — AI;(t) infected hostsH;; infected subpopulation, partially unobservable subpopulation,
travelers are transferred t8;, which is measured by theobservable subpopulation df — S. According to Eq.(4),

following transferring estimator generally each potential pathway corresponds to a potential
solution o;, the most-likely invasion pathway for @l — S
Q,(Ha|[Li(t — 1) — AL(t)) = U@%&A{W . can be identified as
H 17, Pk AL
Pyt [ pe +Pi] ™1 — m] “, (1) a™S = argmax P(0y|Emrs)
7 (15)
where the last item on the r.h.s. accounts for the probgbilit = argmax P(ailGmrs)-

that AZ;(t) confirmed infected travelers all do not vigi§.

Taking into account all the above cases, the probability thg The Case ofn] s nS

;1 infected hosts arrive at destinatioh is measured by the (m>1,n>1)

following transferring estimator Finally, we consider the case ofl — nS(m > 1,n > 1),
which is more complicated tham/ — S, because some in-
AL (ALi(t) . [Azi(t)w] fectious populations in ;étmay havg more than one invasion
Qp(Hir) = Z¢:0 ( ¢ ) {m} : edge to the corresponding susceptible subpopulationg i, se
o Tror o nr o, and the number of elements in §are more than one, which

[1 — Pk } [ll(t 2 Ml(t)] . obey a joint probability distribution of transferring likkeood.

N NG Y As shown in Fig[P, an invasion casel — nS includes

setl = {[;|i = 1,2,...,m} andS = {S;|i = 1,2,...,n}.
The first arrival infected individuals invaded each susibégt
subpopulation in sef are {H;|i = 1,2,...,n}, respectively.
Type 2: ALi(t) > Ha, i.e., the observed reduction in theHere, denotd/;(i = 1,2,...,m) the subset of susceptible
number of infected hosta7;(t) exceeds the number of in-neighbor subpopulations in sét of infected subpopulation
fected hosts transferred . Similar to the above analysis, weJ, , andY;(j = 1,2,...,n) the subset of infected neighbor
develop the transferring estimator by considering all jiss subpopulations in set of susceptible subpopulatio$y,.

cases that are in accordance with this condition. We defineoc = {{Hali € Y1},...,{Hw|i € Y,}} a

If H,;; infected hosts transferred t6; are all from the potential solution for them/I +— nS, if subjects to two

o n;
pg{“ Ah(ﬂ+¢][zgm+@} . (12)

i



conditions: (i) where M represents the number of solutior, and the last

item Q(H .) represents the transfer estimator of infected
Z Hik = Hi, (16) subpopulatron]k in I, k, € Ys. Note thato; and &,,1ns
correspond to a potential invasion pathway of m/ — nS
Hi > 0; (ii) For any H;. which denotes the number ofandG.,r,s, respectively.
infected hosts travel to subpopulatiSp from I; attgar, we Now we discuss the transferring estimator of subpopulation
havey", .., Hix < Ii(t —1), wherel <i <m,1 <k <n. 1; according to its extent of subpopulation observability.
If a mI — nS hasM potential solutions, letr; = {{Hg)ﬁ ¢ (a) Subpopulatiori; has only one neighbor (invasion edge) in
Vit AHDie v 1<j < M. SeltS-th, e tansferring estimator is th "
Similarly, we first discuss the directly identifiable pattywa n ‘ Ij case, Ie regns ermng estimator 1s the same as the
for a givenmI — nS, then estimate the most-likely number epicted one nnt > . . . .
of each?#,;, as accurate as possible by designing our iden P) Subpopulatiod; hasp (p > 2) neighbors (invasion edges)
fication algorithm, since one solution of EQ.[16) corregpon n sets. .
to one invasion pathway of an invasion casé¢ — nS. Su_ppose there are _totalk% edg‘?s emanate frod which
(i) Accurate Identification of Invasion Pathway consist of the following three kinds as: (1) There aig

Given a few satisfied prerequisites, for &le U;, i € Y}, of x\rii:srlrotrrlree?rg\e;l?r(r <ra€r.)esgar n), hlab[elled]l Zhd ,H’p i ir?\l/gzg
the equations constituted by HqI16) can has a unique sp]uti g B, 1V € 1L, pi th

which implies that the invasion pathway of that invasio the subpopulations in the subsgl; = i}, respectively;

) o . There are/; unobservable and partially observable edges,
case can be identified accurately. Theorem 2 elucidates .
scenario eIedl—r—pZ—, ..., Ui+ pi, respectively. Along each unobserv-

Theorem 2 (Accurate Identification of Invasion Pathwayjth able or partially urrobservable edge, the travelmg ratm_rs

¢ € [1,¢;], and z, infected hosts leavd,. Accordingly, in
the following conditions: 1) the number of invasion edgetsotal S, 2, infected hosts leavé; through the unob-
Ey, < n+ m, 2) the neighbor subpopulations of each = 2t g

subpopulation in set are with the transitiors to S or I to S servable and partially unobservable edges. (3) There remai

. X . . . k; — ¢; — p; observable edges, labeled s+ p; + 1, ..., k;,
except their neighbor subpopulations in Setluringtgar—1
0 tpar, 3) S AL(H) = S, My, the invasion pathway respectively. Along each observable edge, the travellmg ra

. : pxs N € [0+ pi + 1, k], and zy infected hosts leavé;.
giéﬂ};;;slon casent — nS(m,n > 1) can be identified Wrth probabilityp; = 13", pr—>_, pe—>_y P, an infected

Proof: Since the number of infected individuals in thehOSt keeps staying at the sourkeThere arer; infected hosts

Staying in subpopulatiod; with the probabilityp;. Because
partially observable subpopulapanreduces at time, i.e., 1; connects the unobservable and partially observable idect
Ii(t) < L(t—1), Li(t) > 0, it is inevitable that a few

: . . y . subpopulations, we only know the sumi, z, + 7; = '
't?]f:gig?ei?;:g;igg;u;ej’\}% fr_c:g Z?Er%%gug?lgcﬁﬁ{;ongs Now we employ the following estimators to evaluate the
: . ’ . ' populal transferring likelihood of the three categoriesiof

in the neighborhood of (excluding the new contaminated

Unobservable Subpopulatiofy: BecauseAI;(t) = I;(t —
subpopulatiory) cannot receive infected travelers. Therefor .

)—I;(t) <0, we don’t know whether and how many infected
the only possible destination for those infected travelsrs

subponulations. individuals travel to which destinations. Similar to thegasion
Pop L) m caseml — S, the transferring likelihood estimator df is
The conditons E;;, < n 4+ m and ) ", AL(t) =

€Yy

Y op_q M make the equationsy ;. H_Z—k = Hk and Qu(Hii,) = P(Hiiy o h=1[1,...,pl; 20,00, € = [1 + p,
> ke, Hie = AIi(t) only has the unique solut|o_r_=r = ol pli e, o, RN =1+ p+1,... k75, D)
{{Hali € Y1},....,{Hin|i € Y,}}. The reason is that (18)

rank(Acoef)=FEin, Where A...¢ is the coefficient matrix of By means of the observable edges, the transferring estimato
equationsy ;v Hi, = Hi andd_, ., Hi, = Ali(t). Thus  can be simplified as
the invasion pathway of thig:/ — nS(m,n > 1) can be

identified accurately. > P(Hiinpn,h=[1,..., pl; xe, pe,
[ ni=Ii(t=1)=3> His,
(i) Potential Invasion Pathway C=[14p,....l+p; T, 7)
If the conditions of Theorem 2 are unsatisfied, the equations Lt —1)!
constituted by Eq.[{16) has multiple solutions, each soiuti = Z T, Hii, 0V 1, 277!
corresponds to a set of potential invasion pathways that can m=Li(t=1) = Hagy, 0 e
result in the relatednl — nS(m,n > 1). We derive the th i (Zpg)ﬁmw_r_ (19)

transferring likelihood of each potential solution similep
case ofmI — S. Therefore, the likelihood of solution;
is characterized by

UJ|ngnS = ﬁ /

k=1 7

Then the transferring estimator becomes by the marginal
distribution as:

/

[To),  an Q. = Hht_l ,'H HY?E{Z])[—{-])Z} © (o)

P Hiiy, 113

Mz

Il
-



Observable Subpopulatiofy (I; to S;): For this situation,
H; = {Hu,|h = 1,...,p} all come from AIL(t). The

transferring likelihood estimator of & — S observable

subpopulation/; is

Qop = I Hiip, (AL =2, Haip)! Hh(zgjl :Dk) ho.
e
WhereAIi(t) = Il(t — 1) — Ii(t) = Ii(t — 1)
Partially Unobservable Subpopulatioh: Due to AT (t) =

(21)

Fig. 4. An example o2/ — S invasion case. Suppose that three infected

cases reach subpopulatiéhh simultaneously, which mear¥ = 3. The three

possible permutations ar€bH = 3, H11 = 1, Ho1 = 2; QH = 3, H11 =

Ii(t — 1) — I;(t) > 0, at leastAI(t) infected hosts leave 2,H21 = 1; @H = 3,H11 = 3,H21 = 0. The permutationgD and @

sourcel; fromtgar—_1 tO tgar.

We first decomposd?; = {Hii,|h = 1,...,p} as two
subsets:H; = {Hj; |[h = 1,...,p} and H = {H}; |h =
L....p} Hiy, + Hii, = Hii,, WhereHj;, > 0,Hj; > 0.
DenoteH] = {H}; |[h=1,...
from I;(t — 1) — AL(t), and H = {H/,

i lh = 1,...,p}

the infected hosts coming fromvI;(¢t). Then we analyze the

transferring estimator on the following two types.
Typel: Zh Hii,, > Afi(t)

Supposep = » . H";, (0 < ¢ < AI(t)), which rep-
resents the number of infected hosts coming frénd;(¢).

,p} the infected hosts coming

indicate the same pathways, h@} is different.

potential pathway. For example,ral — S is illustrated in
Fig.[4. In this situation, we merge the transferring likelid
of potential solutions ofnl — S or mI — nS if they belong

to the same invasion pathways, then find out the most-likely

invasion pathways, which are corresponding to the maximum
transferring likelihood.
According to Eq. (1) and (2), the whole invasion path-

way T can be reconstructed chronologically by assembling

Given a fixed, there may be more than one permutatioﬂ" identified invasion pathway of each invasion case after

H' =
esztimator is
AL (t)
Qu= Y Y. PP, (22)
=0 XM}, =¢
where
P - AL () '
[T Hi, (AL(E) — ¢)!
[Ty b P\an-s,
h k=1 Pk Zj:l pj
Py = (e S s

(32, pe + Po) iD= AL (0O=5, Hiiy +9,

Type2: Zh Hii, < Afi(t)

Suppose¢ = >, H"i, (0 < ¢ < >, Hii,), Which
represents the number of infectious hosts coming from(¢).
Given a fixedy, there may be more than one solution f8f .
The transferring likelihood estimator is

>on Hiiy,
> PP,

Qpy = (23)
MY, =0

$=0

where P; and P are the same as those in EQ.](22).

According to Eq. (17), the most-likely invasion pathways

for an INCmI — nS can be identified as
dm]ns = arg max P(O'»L'|gmln5)
o (24)

= arg max P(a;|Gmins)-

Note that if the first arrival infectious individuals > 3,
there may be multiple potential solutions correspondingrte

M/, |j=1,...,p} for H/'. The transferring likelihood identification of four classes of invasion cases. To defiet t

IPI algorithm explicitly, the pseudocode for our algorithisn
given in Algorithm II.

C. Analysis of IPI Algorithm

Science IPI algorithm is based on hierarchical-iteration-
like decomposition technique, which reduce the temporal-
spatial complexity of spreading, it can handle large-scale
spatial pandemic. Note that the invasion infected héstsat
EAT always are very small (generalkg 3). Therefore, the
computation cost of our IPI algorithm is small, and we employ
the enumeration algorithm to compute eachdf potential
permutations. In this section, we only discuss the simplest
situation that one pathway only corresponds to one pemhitte
solution in an invasion case. The situation of one pathway
corresponds to multiplex potential solutions can be extend

Denoter the probability corresponding to the most likely
pathways for a given invasion case. Thus we have

(o) = sup{P(ei[&)}. (25)

Property 1: Given an invasion casert/ — S’ or ‘ml —

nS', P(o;|€) = % there must existP,,;, and
P, satisfying

Pmin S 77(0') S Pmam- (26)
Proof:  Suppose that [[,", P(Ix(t),01) <
< Hzl: P(Ik (t), 0']\4). Thus Pmam =
hey Pk (t),0m) . Be-

s, PUk(t),onm—1)+ e, PUk(t),00m)"
cause (o) > 1/M, let  Pon =

[T, PUk(t),04)

mat{L/M, s ) o T, T P ) we
have P,.in, < 7(0) < Ppas- [ |



Algorithm 2 Invasion Pathways Identification (IPI) identifiability statistically tells us why some invasionses are
1: Inputs: the time series of infection daka(¢) and topology easy to identify, whosé&I are more than 0.5, and why some

of networkG(V, F) (including diffusion rate®) invasion cases are difficult to identify, whoBeare much less
2: Find all invasion events via EAT data than 0.5.

3: for each invasion event Next we show that there exist the upper and lower bound-
4: Invasion partition to find out thd — S , I — nS, aries of identifiabilityIl for a given invasion case.

ml — S andml — nS. Theorem 3:Given an invasion casenl — S’ or ‘ml —

5: for eachml — S or mI — nS nS’, I = n(0)(1-S) is the identifiability computed by the IPI
6 if it satisfy conditions of Th 1 or Th 2 algorithm. There exist a lower boundatly,,;,, = ﬁ(l -8

7 compute the unique invasion pathway and an upper boundaiy,,,, = 7 — S(w(o)) that

8 end if

9: if don’t satisfy conditions of Th 1 or Th 2 Mrin < 11 < Mmaa, (29)
compute the all\/ potential solutionsr; where S’ = — g7 (mlog(m) + X 3775 log(777))-

10: compute theP(o;|Emrs) or P(0i|Emins) Proof: I = =(1 - §) > ﬁ(l -8) > 41—
11: merge theP(o;|Emrs) OF P(0|Emins) Of §'), where S' = — iy (wlog(m) + Y 3775 log(§77%)) =
potential solutiorno; if they belong to same pathway —toanz (M1og(m) + (1 — ) log(3775)) = —qgugy (7 log(m) +
12: end if (1-m)log(l—7)—(1—m)log(M —1)). ccordlng to Fano’s
13: end for inequality, the entropys < &'.

14: find the maximah/*/® anda’*/"* invasion pathway =~ On the other hand, we note that function
15: end for fly) = wylog(y) is strictly convex. According to
16: reconstruct the whole invasion pathways (T) by assembliJensen’s inequalityrS(c) = = x (—7(c)log(m(o)) —
each invasion cases chronologically M P(0il€)log P(0:|€)) > —(n(0))2log((n(0))?) —

S R (0)P(o:l) log w() Plolé). T = =(1 — 8) =
7 — a8 < w— S(wo). Therefore,Il,,;, < II < ILnas,
o _ wherell,;, = 1(1 —8') andIl,,.e = m — S(7(0)). That
D. Ildentifiability of Invasion Pathway completes the proof of Theorem 3. m
Accordingly, our IPI algorithm first decomposes the whole
invasion pathways into four classes of invasion cases. Some IV.  COMPUTATIONAL EXPERIMENTS
invasion cases are easy to identify, but some are difficult. To verify the performance of our algorithm, we proceed net-
Therefore, it is important to describe how possible an iimras Worked metapopulation-based Monte Carlo simulation meétho
case can be wrongly identified. The identification extentrof 40 simulate stochastic epidemic process on the American air
invasion case relates with the absolute value (@f) and infor- ports network(AAN) and the Barabasi-Albert (BA) networked
mation given by the probability vector of all potential isian metapopulation.
pathways. We employ the entropy to describe the informationThe AAN is a highly heterogeneous network. Each node of
of likelihood vector, which contains the all likelihood aff the AAN represents an airport, the population size of which i
potential solutions/pathways of an invasion case. the serving area’s population of this airport. The directatfic
Definition 1 (Entropy of Transferring Likelihoods dff  flow is the number of passengers through this edge/airlihe. T
Potential So|utions):According to Shannon entropy, Wedata of the AAN we are used to simulate is based on the true
define the normalized entropy of transferring likelihooflemography and traffic statistics [50]. We take the maximal
P(01|€),...,P(on|E) as component consisted ofo4 nodes (airports/subpopulations)
of all American airports as the network size of the ANN. The
average degree of the AAN is nearl}) = 16. The total
population of the AAN is theN,,.,; ~ 0.243 x 10°, which
covers most of the population of the USA.
This likelihood entropysS tells the information embedded in  The BA network obeys heterogeneous degree distribu-
_the I|_keI|hood vector of the potential solutions of a givegjgn [51], which holds two properties of growth and preferen
Invasion case. attachment. For a BA networked metpopulation, each node is a
The bigger ofr(c) and the smaller of entropys, the suppopulation containing many individuals. The detailba
easier to identify the epidemic pathways for an invasiorecago generate a BA networked metapopulation including travel
Deﬁne |dent|f|ab|l|ty Of inVaSion pathWa.yS to CharaCterﬂZle rates Setting is presented in Appendix B. To test the perfor-
feasibility an invasion case can be identified mance of our algorithm to handle large-scale network, tihe su
_ B populations number of the BA networked metapopulation is
T=n(e)(1 =) (28) fixed as 3000. This is nearly equal to the number of the world
Although the likelihood entropies of some invasion cases aairports network[[52]. We fiXk) = 16 as the average degree of
small (less than 0.5), they are still difficult to identifygedause the BA networked metapopulation. The initial populatioresi
their 7(o) are much less than 0.5. Therefore, identifiability of each subpopulation i8/; = Ny = --- = Ny = 6 x 10°,
describes the practicability of a givenl — S or mI — nS and the total population &/, = 6x10°x3000 = 1.8x 107,
better than only usingr(c) or likelihoods entropyS. The which covers most of the active travelers of the world.

1
S= “log 11 - Z P(0;|€)1og P(0;|E). (27)
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Fig. 6. The top and middle figures show the identified accurfacythe
whole and early stage invasion pathways for twenty independpreading
realizations on 3000 subpopulations of the BA networkedap@ulation.

Fig. 5. The top and middle figures show the identified accufacthe whole
and early stage (before appearance of the first 50 infectbdopulations)
invasion pathways for twenty independent spreading r&#dizs on the AAN. as .
The bottom shows accumulative identified accuracy of immshsesrl — 1he bottom shows accumulative identified accuracy nef — S and

S andmI — nS) for the early stage and the whole invasion pathways ofd — ”S. for t_he early stage (the first 300 infe(_:ted subpopulations) a
the AAN. the whole invasion pathways on 3000 subpopulations of thenB#vorked

metapopulation.

A. Networked Metapopulation-based Monte Carlo Simulation
Method to Simulate Stochastic Epidemic Process the seed subpopulation to other subpopulations of the whole
At the beginning, we assume only one subpopulation rigetwork. i) The EFF (effective-distance-based most pbida

seeded as infected and others are susceptible. TH03$ — paths tree)[4] methods: From subpopulatida subpopulation
5,1(0) = 0(i = 2,---,N). We record and update each/: the effective distanceD;; is defined as the minimum

individual's state(i.e., susceptible or infected) at ettie step. Or: the shum ﬁf effecti\f/e Lengths alorr:g the ﬁrbitrgry Ie?S_Of
At eachAt (At is defined as the unit time from-1 to ¢), the the path. The set of shortest paths to all subpopulations

transmission rateg and diffusion ratep;; are converted into f_rom seed subpopulation constitute; a sh(_)rte_st path free.
probabilities. The rules of individuals reaction and dsffon ii) The MCML (the Monte-Carlo-Maximum-Likelihood-based

process inAt are as follows: most likely epidemic invasion tre€)[43]: To produce a most

(1) Reaction Process: Individuals which are in the sanjsely infection tree, they constructed the minimum spagni

subpopulation are homogeneously mixing. Each susceptil[gée from the SeEd sgbpospulation to rr]r_ﬂnirlnize _the distancc_a.
individual (in subpopulation) becomes infected with proba- ome recent works [53]-[55] uses machine learning or geneti

bility ﬂIT(t) Therefore, the average number of newly add gorithms to infer trans_m!ssm_)n n.etworks from survglﬁan
, o (NSO —L(), . ) ata. Because of the distinction in model assumptions and
infected individuals is -~~~ "=, but the simulation

Vi X conditions, we do not perform comparison with them.
results fluctuate from one realization to another. The react We consider to access the identification accuracy for the
process is simulated by binomial distribution.

A } . e inferred invasion pathways. This accuracy is defined by the
_(2)_D_|ffu5|on Process: After reaction, the qn‘fuswn p_rese)f ratio between the number of corrected identified invasion
individuals between different subpopulation posteriorthie

) . i S athways by each method and the number of true invasion
reaction process is taken into account. Each |nd|V|duahfrop ys by

subpopulation migrates to the neighboring subpopulatipn pathways, respectively. We also compute the accuracy of

: - . " accumulative invasion cases ot/ — S and m{ — nS.
with probability p;;. The a_verage_number of new .mfe(.:tlousl'his accuracy is defined by the ratio between the number
travelers from subpopulationto j is p;;1;(t). The diffusion

rocess is simulated by binomial distribution or multinaimi of corrected identified invasion pathways by each method in
Sistribution y this class of invasion case and the number of true invasion

pathways in this classes of invasion case. Additionally, we
investigate the identification accuracy of early stage dbaag
B. Numerical Results pandemic spreading, which is important to help understand
We compared our IPI algorithm with three heuristic alhow to predict and control the prevalence of epidemics.
gorithms that generate the shortest path tree or minimumin the top and middle of Figure 5, we observe the whole
spanning tree of the metapopulation networks. i) The ARientification accuracy and the early-stage identificatan
(average-arrival-time-based shortest path tree)) [30§ Miin- curacy. The bottom of Figure 5 shows the early and whole
imum distance path from subpopulatiento subpopulation accumulative identification accuracy ofl — S andml —
j over all possible paths is generated in terms of mean firs$ through twenty independent realizations on the AAN for
arrival time. Thus the average-arrival-time-based sisbpiath each algorithm, respectively. The simulation results sloow
tree is constructed by assembling all shortest paths fratgorithm is outperformance, which indicates heterogegradi
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V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

To conclude, we have proposed an identification framework
as the so called IPI algorithm to explore the problem of
00 ® inferring invasion pathway for a pandemic outbreak. We
Fig. 7. lllustration of the actual invasion pathways and st likely iden- ﬂrSF ana.tomlze the whole |nva§|0n pathwgy Int.o four classes
tified invasion pathways, in a given realization, during ¢aely stage (before Of invasion cases at each epidemic arrival time. Then we
the appearance of 50 infected subpopulations) on the AAKp&pulation 1 identify four classes of invasion cases, and reconstruet th
is the seed. whole invasion pathway from the source subpopulation of a
spreading process. We introduce the conceptentifiability
to quantitatively analyze the difficulty level that an inias
structure of the AAN plays an important role. case can be identified. The simulation results on the

Figure 6 shows the results of the BA networked metapofimerican Airports Network (AAN) and large-scale BA
ulation with 3000 subpopulations, the top of which presenf¢tworked metapopulation have demonstrated our algorithm
the identification accuracy of whole invasion pathway fastea held a robust performance to identify the spatial invasion
realization of the four algorithms. while the middle of Figu Pathway, especially for the early stage of an epidemic.
6 shows the identification accuracy of early stage invasidMe conjecture the proposed IPI algorithm framework can
pathway for each realization. The bottom shows accumelatioxtend to the problems of virus diffusion in computer
identified accuracy ofnl — S andmI — nS of twenty network, human to human’s epidemic contact network, and
realizations for four alorithms respectively. The simigdat the reaction dynamics may extend to the SIR or SIS dynamics.
results indicate that our algorithm can handle a large scale
networked metapopulation with robust performance. Nod¢ th

the performance of the ARR for the BA networked metapop- APPENDIX A
ulation is the same as that of the EFF, because our parameter MOBILITY OPERATOR
C'is a constant in the diffusion model (see Appendix B). e giscuss the individuahobility operator Due to the pres-

The numerical results suggest that networks with differeshce of stochasticity and independence of individual nitybil
topologies yield different identification performancediigh the number of successful transform of individuals between o
indicate an identification algorithm should embed in bothmong adjacent subpopulations is quantified by a binomial or
the effects of spreading and topology. Our algorithm takesmultinomial process, respectively. If the focal subpagiah
into account both the heterogeneity of epidemics (the numlieonly has one neighboring subpopulatignthe number of
of infected individuals) and the network topology (diffasi individuals in a given compartment (X < {S,I} and
flows). >y X = N,) transferred fromi to j per unit time,7;; (1),

We finally test the identifiability of an invasion case. Figuris generated from a binomial distribution with probabiljty
8 shows the entropy and identifiability of wrongly identifiedepresenting the diffusion rate and the number of tridls
ml — S of twenty realizations on the AAN. The smalleri.€.,
the identifiability of an invasion case is, the easier it is_ . . U;!
prone to be wrongly identified. The identifiability depictsBmommlmi’Ul”p) ~ T _ﬂj)!p
the wrongly identifiedm/ — S more reasonable than the (30)
likelihoods entropy. It indicates that identifiability has a If the focal subpopulatiom has multiple neighboring subpop-
better performance to distinguish whether an invasion seulationsj, jo, ..., jx, With k£ representing’s degree, the num-
difficult to identify or not than using the likelihoods enpyp  bers of individuals in a given compartmeittransferred from

ﬂj(l _p)(uwv—ﬂj)_
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i 10 j1, Jo, ..., ji @re generated from a multinomial distributiorf11] M. F. C. Gomes, A. P. y Piontti, L. Rossi, et al., "Assesgithe

with probabilitiesp;;, , pij, , -.-s Dij, Dij, +Pijs +--+Dij, = D)
representing the diffusion rates on the edges emanated fr
subpopulation: and the number of trail&;, i.e.,

Multinominal({Tij, }, Ui, {pij, }) =

U;! Tis _ >
i Tie) (1= § pyg, ) Ui S Tiay),
7ot 5, T Ll 00 = 2 v
(31)

where? € [1, k].

APPENDIX B

A GENERIC DIFFUSION MODEL TO GENERATE
A BARABASI-ALBERT METAPOPULATION NETWORK

We develop a general diffusion model to generate a BA metapop

lation network in Section V, which characterizes the humafbifity
pattern on the empirical statistical rules of air transathoh networks.

The diffusion rate from subpopulation to j is pi; ’“]”\,J
where w;; denotes the traffic flow from subpopulatioin to .
These empirical statistical rules are verified in the aingportation
network [52]: (pi;) ~ (kik;)?,0' = 05+ 0.1, ~ k* B ~
15+ 0.1, N ~ TN (T = 3, wy), N ~ 0.5.

All the above empirical formulas relate to node’s degkeeTo
generate an artificial transportation network, we intredacgeneric
diffusion model to determine the diffusion rate

bijk?
Pij = =7 10
Zz bllkl
whereb;; stands for the elements of the adjacency mathix & 1

if ¢ connects toj, andb;; = 0 otherwise),C is a constant, and
0 is a variable parameter. We assume that parantefeilows the

Gaussian distributio ~ N(8,§%) = \/217661’1)(—(92;02)2). Based

on the empirical rule ofl" ~ kzﬁl,ﬂ’ ~ 1.5 £ 0.1, where g is

C, (32)

approximately linear witt#, the least squares estimation is employed

to evaluate parametefs and 62 if we set the initial population of
each node and consta6t Then, for a given BA network, we get a
BA networked metapopulation in which real statistic infetion is
embedded by using the above method.
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