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approaches is that they provide an offline inference of an
Abstract— We use a multivariate formulation of sequential  gutbreak that is inherently dynamic and parameters of model
Monte Carlo filter that utilizes mechanistic models for Ebola  oyange during disease evolution, so we need to keep tracking
virus propagation and available incidence data to simultae- -
ously estimate the disease progression states and the modelP@rameters when new data become available. Furthermore,
parameters. This method has the advantage of performing Since lots of factors such as intervention strategies could
the inference online as the new data becomes available and affect on parameters, we expect that the basic reproductive
estimates the evolution of basic reproductive ratioRy(t) of the  ratio changes during the disease evolution. Therefore we
Ebola outbreak through time. Our analysis identifies a peakm  hoaq techniques that are able to trace new data as they
the basic reprqductwe ratio close to the time when Ebola c&s become available. Toweveet al. [6] estimated the basic
were reported in Europe and the USA. ’ at T - -
reproduction ratioRy(t), by fitting exponential regression
|. INTRODUCTION models to small successive time intervals of the Ebola
Since December 2013, West Africa has experienced tifgitbreak. Therefore, they obtained an estimate of temporal
largest Ebola outbreak with more than 20,000 infected casegriations of the growth rate. Their application of regiess
reported [1]. Secondary infections have also been reportgaodels ignores the systemic epidemiological information
in Spain and the United state [2]. Ebola hemorrhagic feveaf Ebola progression—as reflected in the SEIR model—
is considered a highly infectious and lethal disease,ngisi and thus are more suitable for exploratory analysis of the
serious concerns about the public health globally. Effortiicidence data. A more robust analysis should take advantag
to stop the spread of Ebola virus included interventioef our epidemiological knowledge of the dynamical system
strategies such as surveillance, quarantining suspeesasc under study. Furthermore, the scarcity of incidence data
and education of hospital workers in contact with Ebolaluring short time intervals impacts the stability of their
patients [3]. Side by side of these efforts, mathematicaegression model fitting.
and computational epidemic models were developed andIn this paper, we estimate the states of the Ebola prop-
implemented with the aim of predicting newly infected caseggation and make inference about the basic reproductive
as well as evaluating mitigation strategies. ratio through time. To this end, we implement a sequential
The basic reproductive ratioRy, is one of the most Monte Carlo (SMC) filter, an online inference method that
relevant descriptors that helps health—care authoriiémve allows simultaneous state and parameter estimation with
a quantitative understanding of the severity of the diseas@proved accuracy as new streaming data becomes available.
outbreak and its time projection. The most common definiSequential Monte Carlo filter is particularly powerful for
tion of basic reproductive number is the expected number #iference about epidemic models which are inherently non-
secondary infections produced by a typical single infeciio linear and involve numerous uncertainties. Specifically, o
a entirely susceptible population [4]. Early estimatiortted SMC setting allows simultaneous estimation of the number
basic reproductive number and other relevant descripsors @f individuals at different infection stages as well as the
crucial. Unfortunately, during early times available shence parameters of our mechanistic epidemic model, providing
data is severely scarce, making reliable inference extsemeposterior distributions of interest. In SMC, the distriout
challenging. of interest is estimated by a large numbemMbf> 1 random
Researchers have attempted to analyze the recent Ebs&mnples termed particles conditioned on the observatins.
outbreak data and estimate the basic reproductive rati@gampling mechanism propagates these particles [7]. After-
Althaus [5] used an offline optimization algorithm to findward, we use the estimated values of the Ebola epidemic
parameters of the susceptible-exposed-infected-sulsteept model parameters to determine the valueRgft).
(SEIR) epidemic model that fits best to collected Ebola data Compared with existing studies on the recent Ebola epi-
during a fixed time period. The major shortcoming of sucldemics in West Africa, our approach has the advantage of
) o o performing the inference online as the new data becomes
Fom'dsatri'c‘)?]teﬂr']"’(‘j'e'rSGerf]‘degF’g’é;‘f‘igklggggorwd by the NationarBe  ay5ilable and estimates the evolution of basic reprodectiv
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Section Il presents basic tools used in sequential MontlCadefinition of Ry in mathematical epidemiology the average
filter and discusses the problem background in epidemimumber of expected new infections over all possible inflecte
modeling. Section Il outlines our modified SEIR model fortypes[12]. A widely used technique for findinBy, which is
Ebola and explains the particle setup and data, and Sectibased on this definition, is theext generation matrimnethod
IV presents main results of this study. Section V concludd4.2]. Applying this technique to the SEIR model above finds

the paper by suggestions for future research. Ry = B_yc [10].
Il. BACKGROUND B. Sequential Monte Carlo Filter
A. Epidemic Modeling Sequential Monte Carlo (SMC) — or particle filter —

Mathematical models of infectious disease offer a mecriéfers to a class of statistical techniques that estimate un
anistic framework to describe and study the spread of infeknoOwn parameters, namely states in this context, as new
tions within human and animal populations, providing deegtr@ming noisy observations becomes available [13]. In
insight into their dynamics and suggesting practical syiats SMC, we |terat|yely sample from the posterior dls_trlbutm‘n
to reduce the severity of epidemics [8]. Here, we introP@rameters until the parameters converge to stationangsal
duce a brief background discussing the susceptible-exposél4]- This iterative sampling is updated using a stream of
infected-recovered (SEIR) model which is compatible wittflata, and as such, it enables us to modify our best guesses for
our understanding of Ebola virus epidemiology. the states according to actual observations. In the folgwi

In the SEIR model, individuals are assumed to be iN/€ explain the dynamic state—space model and estimation of
one of these compartments: susceptible, exposed, infectaesterior PDF briefly for the particle filters algorithm.
and removed/recovered. In this model, when susceptible @) Dynamic state—space moddihe state—space model
individuals have contact with an infected person, they ent@ssumes the Markov property, i.e.,
into the exposed compartment (E) with r@ie Homogeneity o
of the population and how people have contact with each PrO%oic-1) = PrOfXca). @
others in host population is represented by a percentagad describes the distribution of the system state in thé nex
factor c. After the incubation period of disease, mean oktep, as well as the observation, given the current state of
1/A, they enter into the infected compartment (1). Infectioushe system. More rigorously, a state—space model is defined
individuals move to the recovered/removed compartment (R)s [13], [15]:

at ratey [9]. The compartmental SEIR model is [9] X ~ T (X[ 0)
k ™~ k—-1,Y),

3
4s Yk~ (k% 6), ©
dt Bes| where yx representskth observation,x, represents states
d_E — BcSI—AE corresponding to th&th observation, and represents pa-
dt ’ (1) rameters of the model. Thereforg,depends only om, and
ﬂ —AE-yi 6 andxx depends on_1 and 6.
dt ’ b) Estimation of posterior PDFGiven the observation
d_R: Vi. datay;x up to timek, the ultimate goal is to define the
dt posterior distributionp(xk, 6|yk), which describes the hidden

In this compartmental SEIR, the size of host population istate x, and parameter® of the dynamical system. The
assumed to remain constant throughout the evolution timestimation of posterior probability density function (PDF
i.e.,P=S+E+I+R, and demographic effects are ignoredbased on Bayes’ theorem is [13]:

An important mathematical tool in the study of epi-
demics is the basic reproductive ratio. Usually the basic X Bl D T (v X, 6) Po(Xk, 6) 4)
reproductive number is defined as the expected number of O £ (Yk[%c, 8) Po(Xc: Bly1k-1)-
secondary individuals produced by a typical single infécte The sequential Monte Carlo filter approximates the poste-
individual during its infectious period [10]. Thu®s is @ (jor PDF as [13]:
dimensionless value that represents the average number of
additional susceptible people to whom an infected person
passes the disease before he/she recovers [11]. For iastanc
if an infectious person passes the disease on three others on _
average, during his/her infectious lifetime, theg=3>1, wherel;, is the indicator functionxf(') is a particle and

indicating that the number of new infectious |nd|V|dUa|aN‘(<l) is its We|ght The approximation is more accurate if the

would increase with each generation, so we can expect fmber of samples, i.e., particles, is large. Particle’ghres
experience an epidemic. ConverselyRf < 1 the disease are normalized thus [16]

will die out [11]. Thus, the basic reproductive ratio is a

L. . . . J
threshold condition for epidemics @& = 1 separates the /Pr Ddxe & (i) 6
increments or decrements of new infected [11]. A common O Blya)cxe i;Wk ' ©

J
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Among particle filter techniques are the bootstrap filtereliminated. After each round, the surviving particles proel
auxiliary particle filter, and kernel density particle filtén  new particles. The main problem when bootstrap filter is
this paper, we use the latter, namely kernel density partickmployed is tha“"’lil) might become very small for some
filter, due to its flexibility in modeling of non-linear prosses particles and affect the accuracy of the particle filter. A
as explained in Sectidn II[IB. proper way to decrease the number of particles is to select th
importance probability function close to the optimal ong][1

. ) i _ Auxiliary particle filter aims is predicting which particevill

~ In this paper, we use the discrete-time SEIR model whicRgye 4 small weight and minimizes those particles with small
is compatible with the epidemiology of the Ebola virus.  yejghts. With respect to these two filters, the kernel plrtic
A. Modeling of Ebola filter not only minimizes those kinds of particles with small
weights, but also estimates the unknown parameters [17]. In

The state variable§, E.t’ I, andRy der_10te the fraction of this method, the main goal is to reduce the mean integrated
people who are susceptible, exposed, infected and reabvere

or removed, at time step, respectively whicht step is Square error of the kernel approximation and the posterior
PDF in each step.

of equatior{XL. with stochasic fuctuaton and the following, J5iNg the kemel densiy, we approximate and reprodce
q gparameters of the system in addition to the posterior proba-

assumptions to modify the original SEIR modeél 1. o ) .
Assumption 1: Since the population is much greater thanbIIIty density function, p(x,, 6k|ys«), of x,. Here, for each

the number of infected cases of Ebola. we ass@ne 1l particlei, Glﬁ') is the value of parameters at tinh@vhich we

Therefore, the equation for evolution Bft) in (1) simplifies  ONIY havek observations up to time _
to: We choose reported Ebola data in Guinea, one of the

_ _ three major West Africa countries that experienced the &bol
Bira =Bt pal AR 0 outbreak and we analyze the cumulative cases and death
Assumption 2: We assume that;, representing how the counts. To update parameters and states using kernellpartic
population is mixed, is dynamic due to different interventi filter, we need data. However, the number of cases and
strategies to prevent the spread of Ebola such as sociath in Guinea are reported at irregular intervals. To esfir
distancing and quarantining. Specifically, we assumés this issue, we implement particle filter only for those time
decreasing at rate, i.e., intervals that we have information and use the last updated
parameters and states that are generated by particle dilter t
“4+1 =G —aG. (8) update states for those intervals that we do not have any
This is a simplified assumption to account for differeninformation.
intervention strategies. We assumed that when the controll) Evolution Setup:According to our Ebola model il 9,
measured are introduced and information regarding Ebolee can write the state—space model required for SMC method
disease is disseminated, the transmission rate decays exp®
nentially. X11/% ~ Na(g(%, 0),Q(8)), (10)
According to above assumptions and modifications to the

_ T
SEIR modell, we propose the following set of stochastid"e"e% = [& B I, R, D] s the state and

IIl. SMC FOREBOLA EPIDEMICS

difference equations as our base epidemic model for the G—ac
Ebola spread. E + Bl — AE
6)=| k+AE -V
C1 =0 — G+ &, 9% 6) el
Eira=E+Bch—AE+& — &g, Oli + Pyl
ltr1=lt+AE — vl — & + &y, 9) a O 0 0 0 (1)
Rii=R+vik—¢& 1 0 A+ -2 O 0
Dti1 = @Ri1 = OR + vk — &+ & Q=5 |0 A Aty —v —v§
. : o 0 -y v v
In the above equationsy, where x € {a,B,A,y,¢} is 0 0 v vd  ye?

a random component, with zero mean and given variance _ . _
VX/P., whereP is the population size. The variance of noisegvhereQ(6) is the covariance matrix of = [ct, Et, It, R, Dy
are due to stochasticity of the underlying process [13]hEacccording to the state-space modeél (9) with stochastic fluc-

T

of these component are assumed to be uncorrelated. ~ tuations. Here, /o (H,Z) represents the truncated normal
- distribution whereQ = {(c, E, It,R,Dt) : ¢, B, I, R, Dy >
B. Filtering Setup 0,E+l+R <1}

The technique of bootstrap filter and auxiliary particle 2) Observation SetupObservations are positive values
filter are employed to generate the kernel density particiend in each reported day, WHO reports cumulative cases
filter method. In bootstrap filter, probability densipfx) is and death. Using SEIR model, we only estimate number
estimated by a set of particles and at each round their weigldf infected and recovered individuals at each time step.
are computed and those particles with small weights, aféherefore, to configure SMC observation setup based on



reported data, we need to estimate cumulative cases amdabove,a=1-h? andh=1-— (3‘5—’1)2. These two quan-

death. To this end, using statesand R in equation[ P, we tities control the smoothness of kernel density estimation

model the observationg as follows [13]: while g € (0,1) is a discount factor which reduces the chance
of failure in the filter. Readers are encouraged to refer 8 [1
Yo~ Ay 2y), (12)  for more details. Typicallyg is assumed to be a number
where between.95 and.99.
y— [Iog(y,,k)} _ |:bl(|t+Rt)Z'] 5o [m 0} C. Data Explanation
log(ypk)]’ bo(D;)% |’ 0 opl|
(13) o0 Epidemic Curves and Its Approximation (X)

XhI: Approximation of X

Index D and | in observation matrixy, represent total
number of dead and infected individuals at titnas reported
by WHO. In matrixLty, | represents the estimation of number 3000
of infected individuals (staté) and R represents estimation
of state R; individuals who are dead or recoverefk, os
and bs for both infected and dead are typically unknown
but we can predict these values by linear regression methc
[16]. In particular,bs are multiplicative constants anfs 1500 -
are power-law exponents which can be calculated based
the significant of dispersed of data points. Since fluctuatio
exist in the data{'s are not estimated precisely. The scaling 500

law for Xy, standard deviation, ig. [0 — whereP is the oL ; ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
\/ﬁ Febl4 Aprl4 Mayl4d Julld Sepld Octld Decld Febl5 Marl5 Maylh
Time (Days)

3500 O X, :Cumulative number of infectious
XhR: Approximation of X2

X Cumulative number of death

2500

2000

Population

1000

population size [16].
3) Kernel density particle filter:Model (I2) and [(IB) . ) ] o
define the likelihood of observationgy, given x, and 6 Fig. 1: Cumulaﬂ_ve cases z_;md death data and their estimation

— p(yil%,8) — as a log normal distribution with mean by the particle filter in Guinea, reported by [WHO)]

Ly, which is two-by-one vector and the standard deviation,

¥y, which is a two-by-two diagonal matrix with diagonal The Ebola virus, commonly known as Ebola, causes a
element equal too; and op. Initially, particle i which serious illness which is fatal if untreated in most cases [2]

i €{1,...,3} is sampled from an initial probability density It is transmitted via direct contact with blood, secretions
function (PDF)p(xo). For time stefk = 1, weights are equal 0rgans, or other bodily fluids of infected individuals [18].
to 1/J for all particles, and6y and xo are generated by The incubation period, the time interval from infection it
random sampling from specific distributions. Supplselth  Ebola virus to the onset of symptoms, is between two
observation becomes available. The following steps ptesei® twenty one days [2]. First symptoms of Ebola include
algorithm which applied kernel particle filter, to updatedan the sudden onset of fever, fatigue, muscle pain, headache,

estimatep(x, ., , 0|y1x+1) for k> 1 [13]. and sore throat [2]. Since approximately December 2013,
QM . (0 M) — West Africa has been affected by this virus. However, The

1) Caleulate m;: m; =ag + (1—a)6k World Health Organization (WHO) declared the epidemic
2) Compute the expectation Oth(k')Hi to be a public health emergency of international concern
uéﬁlz E(th+1|9|£|>vxt(|l>)’ for allie {1,2,..,J}. on August 8, 2014 [2]. We analyze the cumulative case

3) Compute auxiliary weights and normalize them: and death counts in Guinea, one of the three West Africa

(i) 0 (Viera| i (i) ) M el Countries that experienced the Ebola outbreak. Cumulative
Oki1 = Wi PWYic+alHief 1Mt 1) 5 Ojr = %9“) ' cases are classified into three categories: confirmed, prob-
. . . St able, suspected cases. Similarly, we have three cases for
4) Sampling: Select an inde} randomly and afterwards ; o
| %> ith it iqhtsfq Q) death counts. Confirmed cases are those individuals who
Sampiex with 1ts weig S{gi(ﬁ 1""’gk+1}'j) 0 are diagnosed by polymerase chain reaction (PCR) method.
5) Reproduce the parameters:6,; ~ #w(M.'1,Vi11):  On the other hand, suspected and probable cases denote
whereﬂw(u,(g) 'S(f)‘ trunca}szd n((i))rma(ll)dlstrlbut|on. those individuals that have symptoms of Ebola but it is
6) Sample thex,.,: X, ~ p(thHIGkJrl,thJ ), forallie not confirmed if they are actually infected [1]. We should

{1,2,..,3}. _ mention that the cases were reported at irregular intervals
7) Recompute the expectation 05(5;)+ I This data has been collected from reports of WHO available
“liiil _ E(Xt(;>+1|9|£i>7xt(kj))- for all i € {1,2,..,J}. athttp://www.healthmap.org/ebola/.
8) Compute; We‘i%htseglr;d normalize <f[)hem again: IV. RESULTS
. p , . i ) )
121 = % ) Wf('ll = ka—“ We estimate the states of Ebola propagation from March
p(yk+1‘“k+1v”\<+1) W(l)

2, et 23, 2014 to April 30, 2015 having data reported only in


http://www.healthmap.org/ebola/

T = 170 days. Guinea population in 2015 was estimated
be around 12,500,000, however, the population in danger
be infected by the Ebola virus was estimated to be rough
aboutP = 1,000,000.

We estimate parameters by sampling from a log-normi
distribution usingJ = 5,000, number of particles. The sen-
sitivity to changes in discount factor is chosengs- 0.95
and initial weights are all set equal t9 = J~. To run
the particle filter, the initial statexy, and initial parameters,
6y, are generated randomly. Specification of initial prior:
distributions are reported in Taldle | ahd 11 .

1.6

Evolution of Basic Reproductive Ratio JR

14

1.2

0.8 F

Effective reproductiion ratio Ry(t)
T

0.6 -
TABLE I: Priors specification for parameters

Parameters Priors (]};4\\ 14 A "14 \[“'14 J il4 %“14 O ;14 D~‘-14 F‘\‘l" \[“ 15 Maylb
mitigation rate @) 7 (.0059.00593 RS AprE AR Juas s sepns e et e e v
transmission rate )  (.259,.379) Time (Days)
lrztfgxfgr r/a:tee nfgve ratey] gg:é;?gig (a) Changes in basic reproductive ratio over disease éwnlut
fatality ?/ate ®) . Beta(37: 15) 0 Evolution of Ebola Disease Parameters
& 01t A
e ——
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
Based on collected data and expert Opinion, some measu Febld Aprld Mayld Julld Sepld Octld Decld Febl5 Marl5 Mayl5
ments fory, A, and¢ are available. Therefore, we specify _ °**f ~ =~ " © "~
beta distributions for each of parameters, udeja buster 0.1 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
andBetaSIlCer[lg], [20]. Based on Collected InfOI’matIOﬂ, the Febl4d Aprl4 Mayl4 Julld Sepld Octld Decld Febl5 Marl5 Mayls
average incubation periotl;® is less than 21 days with 95% ~osf ' ' ' ' ' ' '
confidence interval and mean around 8 days [2]. Fatality rat ol ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
¢, |S |eSS than 80% Wlth 95% Confldence |nterval and mod Febl4 Aprl4d Mayld Julld Sepld Octld Decld Febl5 Marls Maylb
71% [2], [21], [22]. The average duration of illness onset tc [); ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
1 ; s ]
death or recovery -, is around 12 days [21], [22]. Since 0.6} ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 1
we do not have enough information about transmission ar Febl4 Aprl4 Mayld Julld Sepld Octld Decld Febl5 Marls Mayl5
mitigation rates3 andc, we assume uniform distributions. Time (Days)
Since we do not have enough information about initial (b) Parameters changes over Ebola disease evolution

states, we use uniform distributions. For observation tzons
in SMC filter, we assume thd = .88 andbp = .54 and
standard deviatiorty is a two by two diagonal matrix whose
diagonal elements arg, = .00125 andop = .00085. Power
— law constant, for infected individuals, is88 and for dead
individuals is.68. Fig.[1 shows cumulative cases and deaths , . . ) )
data and their estimation by the particle filter in Guinea. 1h23): Fo(t) is estimated as a single value with confidence
our model, the basic reproductive ratio is equaRit) — interval, while |_n_[6] for the re_productlon raticdRp(t), is
cBy 1. The result indicates that transmission rate, latenc§PmpPuted by fitting exponential growth curves to small
rate and recovery rate are not constant during the diseaiccessive tn_”ne mtervals_of the Ebo!a outbreak. Instead,
evolution. Therefore, as demonstrated in Figl Ra(t) is °ur method finds the basic reproductive rati(t), as a
not constant neither. continuous function of time during the Ebola evolution and
The maximum value of the basic reproductive number i]f.’or each time a probability function is represented. Ushrig t
1.51 on March 2014 and it decreases until September ZoﬂethOd’ we can also see that not ofy(t) changes over
which Ry ~ 1. Afterward, a pick is occurred on OctoberliMe: but also parameters suchfsA andy change.
2014 and after that it decreases. We can see in[Eig. 2b that
transmission rates change during the disease evolution. In

Fig. 2: Variation inRy and parameters during disease evolu-
tion

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Our analysis identifies a correlation betwe@g(t) tem-
poral variations and important events in the 2014 Ebola

TABLE I: Priors specification for states outbreak. For instance, a reduction B§(t) can be seen

States Priors around the time WHO first announced the Ebola outbreak
c % (.36,.40) in Guinea. This reduction can be explained by taking into
E % (.000128.000141) he introduct ¢ initial medical i

| 2 (.000050.00006 account the introduction of some initial medical suppod an
R % (.000042.000058 public awareness. Conversely, a peakRgft) corresponds

D % (.000029.00003Q to the first Ebola cases in Europe and the USA.



Further improvement of our method would involve ac{17] C. Chang and R. Ansari, “Kernel particle filter for vi$ueacking,”

counting for intermittent measurements and heterogeneomi
variance in the particle filtering scheme. Furthermore, odr

experience with numerical simulations showed fairly censi

tent outcomes. However, a more objective quantification ¢#°]
involved uncertainties can be a great addition to the ctirren
work. At the end, we would like to reiterate that we did[20]

not account for any spatial dependencies in our analysis.

spatial implementation of the particle filter can account fo

several countries in West Africa all at once.
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