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Although there is always an interplay between the dynami@sformation diffusion and disease spreading,
the empirical research on the systemic coevolution meshaniconnecting these two spreading dynamics is
still lacking. Here we investigate the coevolution mecbers and dynamics between information and disease
spreading by utilizing real data and a proposed spreadirdehtm multiplex network. Our empirical analysis
finds asymmetrical interactions between the informatich @disease spreading dynamics. Our results obtained
from both the theoretical framework and extensive stoéhasimerical simulations suggest that an information
outbreak can be triggered in a communication network byits spreading dynamics or by a disease outbreak
on a contact network, but that the disease threshold is fettafl by information spreading. Our key finding is
that there is an optimal information transmission rate thatkedly suppresses the disease spreading. We find
that the time evolution of the dynamics in the proposed mqdelitatively agrees with the real-world spreading
processes at the optimal information transmission rate.

The coevolution dynamics on complex networks has atels make assumptions about the coevolution mechanisms of
tracted much attention in recent years, since dynamic pranformation and disease spreading and do not demonsteate th
cesses, ubiquitous in the real world, are always intergctininteracting mechanisms in real-world systems. Becauseowe d
with each other [1,12]. In biological spreading dynamicsy tw not understand the microscopic coevolution mechanisms be-
strains of the same disease spread in the same population atweeen information and disease spreading dynamics from real
interact through cross immunity![3-5] or mutual reinforce- world disease-behavior systems, we do not have a systematic
ment [6]. In social spreading dynamics, individuals are surunderstanding of coevolution dynamics and do not know how
rounded by multiple items of information supplied by, e.g.,to utilize information diffusion to more effectively supgss
Facebook, Twitter, and YouTube. These sources of informathe spread of disease.
tion compete with each other for the limited attention-spfin ~ We present here a systematic investigation of the effects of
users, and the outcome is that only a few items of informatiorinteracting mechanisms on the coevolution processesafinf
survive and become populal [7, 8]. Recently scholars have benation and disease spreading dynamics. We first demonstrate
come aware of the coevolution or interplay between biolalgic the existence of asymmetrical interactions between the two
and social spreading dynamicsl[10-12]. When a new diseas#ynamics by using real-world data from information and dis-
enters a population, if individuals who are aware of its po-ease systems to analyze the coevolution. We then propose an
tential spread take preventive measures to protect theessel asymmetric spreading dynamic model on multiplex networks
[9,[13] the disease spreading may be suppressed. Our investd mimic the coupled spreading dynamics, which will allow
gation of the intricate interplay between information amstd  us to understand the coevolution mechanics. The results, ob
ease spreading is a specific example of disease-behavior sytained from both the theoretical analyses and extensive sim
tems [14]. ulations, suggest some interesting phenomena: the informa

Studying the micromechanisms of a disease-behavior sysion outbreak can be triggered by its own spreading dynamics
tem can help us understand coevolution dynamics and enabég the disease outbreak, while the disease threshold isnot a
us to develop ways of predicting and controlling the diseaséected by the information spreading. Our most importantfind
spreading![11]. In this effort a number of excellent modelsing is that there is an optimal information transmissiose rat

-117] have demonstrated the existence of non-triviak phewhich the outbreak size of the disease reaches its minimum
nomena that differ substantially from those when there-is invalue, and the time evolution of the dynamics in the proposed
dependent spreading dynami [1€-24]. Researchers hawsodel qualitatively agrees with the dynamics of real-world
demonstrated that the outbreak of a disease has a metacripreading.
ical point [16] that is associated with information spreagi
dynamics and multiplex network topology and that informa-
tion propagation is promoted by disease spreading [17]k Fun RESULTS
et al. found that the disease threshold is altered once the infor-

mation and disease evolve simultaneou 15]. These mod- . . .
Iy [15] Empirical analysis of real-world coevolution data. In-

formation about disease can be obtained in many ways, in-
_ _ cluding face-to-face communication, Facebook, Twitted a
* ftangminghan007 @gmail.com other online tools. Since the growth of the Internet, search
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engines have enabled anyone to obtain instantaneous iaform
tion about disease. Patients seek out and analyze préscsipt n (0/<n_(0>
using search engines in hopes of obtaining a means of rapid . 5 n.(b/<n (>
covery. Healthy individuals use search engines to ideptidy

tective measures against disease to maintain their godithhea

Coevolution

To examine the coevolution of real-world data about in-
formation and disease, we use weekly synchronously evolv
ing data on information and disease systems associated wi (
influenza-like illness (ILI) in the US during an approximate 50 100 150 200
200-week period from 3 January 2010 to 21 September 201: t
The ILI dataset records weekly outpatient visits to medigal = 01 1.0
cilities, and Google Flu Trends (GFT) dataset keeps track 0 & (b) (d)
week queries in Google search engine about ILI symptom < 0.0 50'8
[25]. The GFT is used to analyse the occurrence probability % S o6 o |
of a disease [26]. For simplicity, we assume that the volume G -o.1 > fN
of information about the disease is proportional to the GFT g o 04 i
volume because any individual can use the Google search e $-0.2 o,
gine to gain information about ILI. For a detailed descopti &
of the data see Ref, [26]. . | | g %% o messsses.
Figure[l{a) shows the real-data time series of information t WL

ng(t) and disease p(t) indicating that macroscopically the

two systems exhibit similar trends and confirming that the

GFT effectively predicts disease spreading [26, 27]—altifo  FIG. 1. (Color online)Weekly outpatient visits and Google Flu

some researchers have expressed skepticism [28]. To idefirends (GFT) of influenza-like illness (ILI) from 3 January 2010

tify the coevolution mechanisms operating between infermato and 21 September 2013 in the United States(a) The rela-

tion and disease spreading, we further investigate thegame tive number of outpatient visita p (¢)/(no(t)) (blue dashed line)
ries from a microscopic point of view. Specifically, we study @nd relative search queries aggregated '”ﬁfw/ {nc(1)) (red

their relative growth ratesg(t) of ng(¢) andvp (t) of np(t) solid line) VertSUSt‘ where (np(t)) = .Zt:l n (1) /tmax 2N

(see definitions in Method Section). Figili) shows the  (2G(1) = D 25" 16 (£)/bmax, @NALmax s the number of weeks.
evolution of v (¢) andvp(t). Note that the same and op- (b) The relative growth ratep (¢) (blue dashed line) and:(t) (red

. . solid line) of np(t) andng(t) versust, respectively. (c) Cross-
posite growth trends of (1) andvp(t) coexist. For exam- correlatione(t) between the two time series of/(t) andvp(t) for

ple, at week 53 (week 153)¢(53) > 0 [vc(153) > 0]and  the given window sizew; — 3 (blue dashed line) and; = 20 (red
vp(53) < 0[vp(153) > 0]. Thus the GFT and ILI show the solid line). (d) The fraction of negative correlatiofis (blue squares)
opposite (the same) growth trends. and positive correlationgy (red circles) as a function af;. In (a),

To conceptualize the correlations of the growth trends berc(t) andnp(t) are divided their average values respectively. In
tween the two dynamics, we analyze the cross-correlation&), the circles and squares denote the relative growthatate- 53
c(t) between the time series afc(t) and vp(t) for a ~ @ndl53, respectively.
given window sizew; [29] using the Pearson correlation co-
efficient ¢(t) between the two time seriefg(t), va(t +
1), va(t+un)t and{vp(t), vp(t+1), - ,vp(t-+w)}. | N |
Whenc(t) > 0, the growth rates of information and disease /P (n€gative correlationgy) increases (decreases) with the
share the same trend in the time intervgl Whenc(t) < 0, wy, since |nd|V|dgaIs takmg measures are dependent.on the
the information and disease have opposite growth trends. Fi Fmelme_ss of the mformatl_on. Note therefore th_at asynmioet
urelI(c) shows that the positive and negatifé) are uncov- interactions can only continue over a short period of time.
ered forw; = 3 andw; = 20, respectively. This may be be-  Coevolution dynamics on multiplex networks. We now
cause individuals tend to search for disease informaticerwh propose a novel model based on the coevolution mecha-
they are infected or when someone they know is infected, angisms in real-world data, i.e., the asymmetric interactibe-
thus a disease outbreak promotes the spread of informatiofveen information and disease spreading. Informatioresfse
i.e., the growth trends of GFT and ILI will be the same. Whenthrough communication networks and disease usually spread
individuals acquire information about the disease they the through contact networks. Communication and contact net-
take action to protect themselves, and this causes the lyrowworks usually have different topologies. To describe tre di
trends of GFT and ILI to go in opposite directions. We thustinct transmission topologies of the information and dégea
conclude that there are asymmetric interactions between tive use a multiplex network [30-33] and construct an artifi-
dynamics of information and disease spreading, i.e., gésea Cial communication-contact coupled network without degre
spreading promotes information spreading, but infornmatio degree correlations in intralayers and interlayers.
spreading suppresses disease spreading. Hlfjdy@lots the We generate uncorrelated two-layer netwarkandB with
fraction of negative correlationf> and positive correlations degree distribution® 4 (k.4) and Pg(kz), where networksd
fn as a function ofw;. The fraction of positive correlations and3 represent the communication and contact networks, re-
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and (ii) when the number of its neighbors in the infectedestat
(b) P ti f H . .
Inmma:g::“s';’r“e:ding is equgl to or greater than a static thr_eshﬁl[skee_ I_:lg lZ‘_(c)].
Since immunization is always expensive, condition (i) nsean
that the individual must use the communication network to
determine the perniciousness of the disease and condifion (
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t () Suppression of means that the individual will adopt immunization measures
- 1+ Disease Spreading
2 ¥ .o . . .
c c —— 2 4 We initiate asymmetrical coupled coevolution dynamics by
ication-Contact Net ~ . . . . .
{8 CariunicatinContast Neswor randomly infecting a tiny fraction of seed nodes on lager
Susceptible ) Infected @@ Removed @D Vaccination and allowing their counterparts on layegt to become in-

formed. We set the effective information transmission aise d

FIG. 2. (Color online)llustration of asymmetrical mechanisms of ~ Coo¢ transmission rates tokg = 5.4/v4 andAs = f5/7s,

information and disease on multiplex networks. (a) A multiplex respectively. WlthOUt lack of generality we sgf = 45 = 1.
network is used to represent communication and contactanesy A Stéady state will be reached when there are no more nodes
which are denoted as layet and layerB, respectively. Each layer N the informed or infected state.
has 5 nodes. (b) The promotion of information spreading bgate. Heterogeneous Mean-field theoryTo quantify the asym-
If node 5 on layerB is infected, its counterpart on laygr becomes  metrical coevolution dynamics, we develop a heterogeneous
informed. (c) The suppression of disease spreading byrwdtion ~ mean-field theory. The outbreak threshold and the fractfon o
diffusion. Node3 in layer 3 becomes vaccination only when: (1) its infected or informed nodes in the final state are the two quan-
counterpart on layer is in the informed state and (2) the number of tjties that control the outcome. For the information spiegd
its infected neighbors on layét is equal to the threshold = 2. the densities of susceptible, informed, and recovered siode
with degreek 4 at timet are denoted by, (t), p7., (t), and
TkAA (t), respectively. Analogously, for the disease spreading,

spectively. Nodes are individuals and edges are the intera&he densities of t.he susceptlblg, infected, recovereg,vand
tions among individuals. Each node on layéiis randomly ~ cinated nodes with degrég at timet are denoted by (1),
matched one-to-one with a node of layBr A schematic  Pi (1), 7o (1), @andug’ (1), respectively. _ _
of the communication-contact coupled networks is shown in We first study the time evolution of information spreading
Fig.2(a). on a communication network, i.e., laygt. The evolution
Using the analysis results from real-world data, we con-equation of the susceptible node with degkeeon layer.A
struct an asymmetric coevolution information and diseas&an be written
spreading model. In the communication network (laygr dsit (t)
we use the classic susceptible-infected-recovered (IR) e 4
demiological model[21, 34, 85] to describe the spreading of dt
information about the disease. Each node can be in one afhere (kz) is the average degree of lay®, and © 4(t)
three states: susceptible, informed, or recovered. A gpusce[O5(t)] is the probability that a susceptible node connects to
tible individual has not acquired any information about thean informed neighbor on uncorrelated layér(3) (see de-
disease, infected (or informed) individuals are aware ef th tails in the Supporting Information). The increasejh (t) is
disease and can transmit their information to their neighbo equal to the decrease th (t), and thus the evolution equa-
on the communication layer, and recovered individuals havgions for p/ (t) andr, () are
the information but do not transmit it to their neighbors. At . .
each time step, each informed node transmits their informadp;;‘A (t)

= =it (O)[Aaka©a(t) + As(ks)Os(t)], (1)

tion to each susceptible neighbor on layewith a probabil- ar S?A (O)[Aaka©a(t) + A (k5)Os(1)] — PﬁA (1),
ity 54. The informed node recovers with a probabikty. (2)
To include the interacting mechanism between informatiorand
and disease revealed in the real-world data analysistha., dr (1)

A

disease spreading promotes the information spreadingswe a
sume that a susceptible node will become informed when its
counterpart in layeB is infected, as shown in Fib). respectively.
We now introduce a vaccination (V) state into the disease We next investigate the evolution of the disease spreading
spreading dynamics on the contact network (la§eand the  on layerB3, the contact network. The time evolution equations
model becomes SIRV_[86, B7]. The SIR component of thefor the susceptible, infected, recovered, and vaccinatelés
spreading dynamics is the same as the information spreadiran layer3 are
on layer.A and differs only in the infection and recovery rates,

= i (), ©)

B
Br and~yg, respectively. To introduce the mechanism from dsy, (t) — \pkrsB (DOR() — U (kn. t 4
our real-world data analysis, i.e., that the spread of infor dt sk, (1)Os(1) (ks,2), “)
tion suppresses disease spreading, we assume that an intell

gent susceptible individual on layBris vaccinated with prob- dpEB (t)

ability p (i) when its counterpart node on laydris informed - Askssp, (1)O5(t) — py (1), (5)
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_ By 6 degree heterogeneity of layers and 5 increases the infor-
dt Pis (1), 6) mation outbreak probability.
When\ > \A, immunization can suppress disease spread-

and ing on subnetwork3, and thus here immunization process
dvP (t) and disease spreading can be treated as competing processes
TBt = W(kg,t), (7)  [3]. Reference![3] demonstrates that the two competing pro-

cesses can be treated as one after the other in the thermody-
respectively, wher@ (kg, t) is the probability that a suscepti- namic limit. When the immunization process spreads more
ble node on layeB with degreek; will be vaccinated. More  quickly than the disease, it first spreads on laesind then
details about the Eq4I)-(7) can be found in the Supporting the disease spreads on the residual network (i.e., the net-
Information. work after immunization). When the disease spreads more
We describe the asymmetrical coevolution dynamics of in-quickly than the immunization, the opposite occurs. Using
formation and disease spreading using E@(@) and @)-  Refs. é,] we find that the immunization progresses more
(@, which allow us to obtain the density of each distinct statequickly than the disease, i.e\ 4 g, > ApAay, in Which

on layerA andB at timet, i.e., M = (ka)/ (k%) — (ka)) andg, = (kg)/ (k) — (ks)),
which are the thresholds for the SIR model on a one-layer
t) = Z Pu(kn)xp, (£), (8)  network [21], and(- - -) are the moments of the degree dis-
kn tribution. Because in many real-world scenarios inforovati

spreads more quickly than disease, we focus on that case.
whereh € {A, B} andy € {S,I,R,V}. Whent — oo,  Thus immunization and disease spreading on l#/ean be
in the Steady state, the final sizes Of information and dBea&reated Success|\/e|y and Separate|y W(beﬂ 0, the approx-
systems aré? 4 and R, respectively. imate disease threshold is
Initially only a tiny fraction of nodes on layerd and B

are informed or infected, and most are susceptible. Thus we (k)

B
haves;!, ~ 1, s) =~ 1. Linearizing Eqs.[) and B), i.e., A = (1—VB)((kE) — (kg))’ D
neglecting the high order @f;jA andpkBB, the critical effective o .
information transmission probability is which is the same as in Ref.[17]. In EGI), whereVy =
pQ .4, and@ 4 is the final density of the informed population
A — 1 ) without disease spreading obtained using link percolatien
¢ AL ory [21]. From Eq.[[d) we can see that, as expected, the
threshold is bigger than in the SIR model without vaccinatio
whereA¢, is the maximal eigenvalue of matrix When¢ > 1 we use competing percolation theory to ob-
PR tain the approximate disease threshold. The informatish fir
O = (C DB ) spreads on layerd, and then the disease spreads on layer
0 C ’ B. Although many nodes on layed receive the informa-

tion for large values ok 4, the counterparts of those informed

nodes still cannot be immunized whag is small. This is the

case because according to the proposed model the suseeptibl

nodes that are vaccinated must have authentication from bot
layers.A andB. These informed nodes cannot acquire authen-

Cro, ky = sk (ki — 1) Ps(kp)]/ (ks) tication from layer3 when )z is below the disease threshold.
Only for large values of\, these informed nodes can obtain
authentication simultaneously from laye4sand5. Here the

Df&k% = Ag(ky — 1)Pg(kj), immunized nod_es args ~ 0 and thus the approximate dis-

ease threshold is

Cilya, = Paka(kly = D)Pa(k)]/ (ka),

and

from which we obtain

B _
AL = max{Al, ALY, (10) Ae = (12)

whereAY, and A} are the maximal eigenvalues of the adja- which is the same as the outbreak threshold of SIR disease
cent matrlx of Iayers4 and2, respectively. More details can [21], i.e., this kind of information-based immunizatiomagt

be found in the Supporting Information. The critical value egy does not affect the disease outbreak threshold, and this
A separates information spreading dynamics into local andiffers from the existing results [116,117]. The diseaseghre
global information regions. Wheky < A4, itisin the local  old is dependent only on the topology of layg®and is inde-
information region. When\4 > A4, it is in the global in-  pendent of the topology of layet, the immunization proba-
formation region. In Eq[d) the global information outbreak bility p, and the thresholé. The asymmetrical coevolution
condition is correlated only with the topologies of layets mechanisms presented in our model may explain why the dis-
and B, i.e., the immunization probability and thresholdp  ease threshold is not altered in some real-world situa@}s

do not affect the outbreak of information, but increasing th 144].



FIG. 3. (Color onlineWith immunization thresholds ¢ being the FIG. 4. (Color online)Vith disease transmission rate\z being the
parameter of interest, the final sizes of information, diseae and  parameter of interest, the asymmetrically interacting dyramics
vaccination on two layer ER-ER multiplex networks. (a) The fi-  spreads on ER-ER networks. (a) The final information sizé? 4,
nal information sizeR 4, (b) the final disease sizBz, and (c) the (b) the final disease sizBz, and (c) the vaccination siZés versus
final vaccination sizé/s versus information transmission raie, the information transmission rate4 for the disease transmission
for different values of immunization threshatdwith Az = 0.5. For rate\z = 0.2,0.5 and 0.8. ForA4 = 0.2,0.5 and 0.8, (d)R .4,
different values of, (d) R4, () Rz and (f) Vi as a function of\ (e) Rs and (f) Vi as a function of\z. In the figures, symbols are
at A4 = 0.5. The symbols represent the simulation results and thehe simulation results and the lines are the theoreticaigtiens. In
lines are the theoretical predictions obtained by numbyisalving (e), the arrow indicates the numerical disease threshoédsét/other
Egs. [1)1I3) and{4)E(7). In (e), the two arrows respecgivatiicate  parameters to bé = 2 andp = 0.8.

the numerical disease thresholds for> 1 and¢ = 0, which are

obtained by observing. Other dynamical parameters are set to be

A = 0.5 andp = 0.8.

the final information, disease, and vaccination sizes. Rer t
information spreading on laye4, we find thatR 4 increases
) _ ) ~with A4 and)p [see Figsi3(a) and (d)]. In additionR 4 in-
Simulation results. We perform extensive stochastic sim- creases withy because the individuals in layBrneed a large
ulations to study the proposed asymmetrically interacting value to guide their immunization decisions [see FR(s)
spreading dynamics on multiplex networks. Inthe simufe&io ang (f)], which cause®z to increase withy [see FigsB(b)

the network sizes and average degrees are sétat Nz = and (e)]. As a result, the information spreading increases a
10* and(k4) = (kg) = 8, respectively. We use the uncorre- gisease spreading increases.

lated configuration model to generate laydrand5 accord-
ing to the given degree distributions [45]. For each mutpl
network, we perform the dynami¢§* times and measure the

average final fraction of information siZe,, disease siz&j, and (f)]. Note thatRs andV as a function of, , have a non-
and immunization siz&p with five randomly selected seeds monotonic shape fat — 2 and4, thatR (Vis) first decreases
in Igyer_B. We then average these results over 100 networlfincreases) with , and then in'creases (decreases) with
realizations. Thus there is an optimal information transmission reeat
To understand the coevolution dynamics of informationyhich R (Vi) reaches its minimum (maximum) value. Qual-
and disease, we use Erdos-Rényi (ER) networks to repregatively this is because a node on lay@will be immunized
sent the communication and contact networks. The depnly (i) when its counterpart on layet is informed, and (ii)

Figured3(b) and (e) show thaky increases withp, since
individuals are increasingly reluctant to be immunized as
creases, and this causEs to decrease with [see Figsi3(c)

gree distri%utions of layerd and |ay823 are fA(kA) = when the number of its infected neighber8 is larger than
e B (k)" [kal and Ps(ks) = e *5)(kg)™s /ks!, re- 4. For a given\s, condition (i) is difficult to fulfill when 4
spectively. is small and the spread of the information is slow. Increas-

Figure[d shows how the immunization threshaldaffects  ing A4 allows more nodes to fulfill condition (i) and allows



Vi (Rg) to increase (decrease) wity. When the value of
A4 is very large the information spreads so rapidly that con-
dition (ii) can no longer be satisfied. Thifg decreases with
A4, which enhances the spread of disease. The optimal phe-
nomenon is not qualitatively affected by the recovery rafes
information and disease. As shown in HBfe), Rs versus

A displays a non-monotonic shape for= 2 and4, i.e., Rg

first increases with\s and then decreases. Whan = 0.5

the information spreading is rapid. Increasingallows more
nodes to fulfill the second immunization condition and to be
immunized [see Fid3(f)], and further leads to the decrease
(¢ = 2) or saturation$ = 4) of Rz with Az. The theoreti-
cal predictions of our heterogeneous mean-field theoryeagre
with the simulation predictions. The differences between t
theoretical predictions and the simulations are causedéy t
dynamic correlations among the states of the neighborsyand b
finite-size network effects$ [17]. The dynamic correlatians
produced when the information (disease) transmissiontsven
to one node in layeA (B) coming from two distinct neigh-  FIG. 5. (Color online)Asymmetrically interacting dynamics on
bors are correlated [41]. In the case of coevolution dynamic ER-ER networks. The final density in each state relating the pa-
the dynamic correlations are also induced by the counterparrametersh 4 andAz: (a) the final information sizé 4, (b) the final
of susceptible nodes! [4]. disease siz&; and (c) the vaccination siZés. In (a), the horizon-

. . . _ tal and vertical dashed lines separate Xhe— Az plane into local
ol ngrBtP; glsieaos ?SSCF:;Z?E Irllgr go : r It?\ﬁrttuz ?Afgsrs]s)%hre_sh and global information outbreak regions, which are denaizde-
c - 0 —

L. . . - .__gions | and Il. In (b), the vertical dashed line divides thar@ into
1/(ks), which is the disease threshold without IMMUNIZa- |ocal (region 1) and a global (region Il) disease outbresians.

tion (i.e.,p = 0) [see the right arrow in Fid3(e)]. We can |n (b), the blue circlesX4 = 0.13, Az = 0.3), green up triangle
determine the numerical disease threshold by measuring tf’(@A = 0.22, Az = 0.3) and gray diamondX4 = 0.4, Az = 0.3)

susceptibility [38] or variability[[40] (see details in Meid).  represent. being below, at and above?, respectively (see more

Note that the disease thresholfi for ¢ > 1 is the same as discussions in Figl]6). The black squares (black lines) raidl (c)

A, which is consistent with the theoretical prediction [seerepresent the optimal information transmission rafe versusis.

Eq. @2 and the left arrow in Fig3(e)]. This occurs because Other parameters are set tode= 2 andp = 0.8.

individuals choose immunization only when the number of

their infected neighbors is equal to or greater tikanThe

asymmetrical coevolution mechanisms proposed in our model

may explain why choosing to be immunized during diseasgine) and\ = 1/(kg) (vertical white dashed line) obtained

spreading does not affect the disease threshold [42-44].  from Eq. [[0). FigureB(b) shows how region | and region I
We usep = 2 to measure the final information and diseaseare separated by? (see vertical white dashed line). For the

sizes (see Fi@). According to Eq.[2), the disease threshold minimum value ofR;s in region 1,9 increases linearly with

is A5 = 1/(kg) = 0.125. When)\z = 0.2, 0.5, and 0.8, any Az, as shown in Fig5(b) [see black lines and symbols in (b)

value of) 4 can cause an information outbreak due to an outand (c)]. At the optimalhg, Rz (V) reaches its minimum

break of disease on lay&[see Figid(a)]. Thus the informa- (maximum) value, as shown in Fi§(b) [Fig.[5(c)]. Note that

tion outbreak threshold is zero. FigureB(b)—(c) show the A is slightly smaller tham\s because whether information

optimal information transmission rag€; at whichRs (V)  induces an individual to be vaccinated depends on the infec-

reaches its minimum (maximum) value. Whep = 0.2, 0.5,  tion level of their neighbors. Our heterogeneous mean-field

and 0.8,R 4 increases with\z because of the increase in the theory describes this phenomenon very well.

disease [see Fig(d)]. Note that\? is not affected by\ 4 Thus we know that for a given disease transmission rate
[see the arrow in Figl(e)]. As shown in Figd(e), R versus  there is an optimal information transmission rate at which
A firstincreases and then decreases for large= 0.5 and  the disease spreading is markedly reduced. In order to de-
0.8. This phenomenon can be understood in the same wagrmine the coevolution characteristics of informatiod eis-
with Fig.[3(e). There is again good agreement between thease spreading when the information reaches its optinme-tra
theoretical and numerical results. mission, we first look at the macroscopic coevolution of the
Figured shows the effects of 4 and )\ on the final steady two dynamics under different information transmissioresat
state forR4, Rz, andVp for ¢ = 2 and shows the phase as shown in Figel We denote the fraction of nodes on layer
diagrams for the final sizes as a function)of and\p. Fig- A informed by their neighbors or by their counterpart nodes
ure[Ba) shows thatk 4 increases with\ 4 and Az. The usingpﬁ(t) and p% (t), respectively. Here4(t) [ps(t)] is
A4 — Ag plane is divided into a local (I) and global (Il) in- the fraction of nodes obtaining the information (disease) o
formation outbreak regions. In F{§(a) region | and region Il layer A (B) at timet. For small\4 = 0.13 below \§ [see
are separated by the* = 1/(k 1) (horizontal white dashed Fig.[B(a)], o7 (t), o5 (t), andpgs(t) reach their peaks simulta-
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FIG. 6. (Color online)On ER-ER coupled networks, the time 6
evolution of each type of nodes. The time evolution ofp%(t), o
p5(t), pa(t) and ps(t) for (@) Aa = 0.13, (b) A4 = 0.22 and = 0
(c) A4 = 0.40. Other parameters are settoke = 0.3, ¢ = 2 and E)
p=0.8.
0

neously. Note thaps(t) is larger tharp“(¢) and very close . . . . .
to pB (t), which means that the spread of information is pri- FIG. 7. (Color online)Asymmetrically interacting spreading dy-
marily induced by the disease outbreak. )@ — 0.22. we namics on coupled ER-ER networks at the optimal information

find thatpﬁ(t), pﬁ(t), andps(1) reach their peaks simultane- transmission rate. (a) The fractions of nodes in the informed state

. A B pA(t) (red solid line) and infected stape (¢) (blue dashed line) ver-
ously, and thaps(t) is closer top7(¢) than top5(¢). Thus /o) (b) The relative growth ratesp(t) (blue dashed line) and

the information and disease have_a S|m|Ia_r spreading ugloci v1(t) (red solid line) ofps(t) andp.a(t) versust, respectively. (c)
For a large value ok 4 = 0.4, the information spreads more cross-correlations(t) betweenw; (t) andvp (t) for the given win-
quickly than the disease. Our results suggest that inféomat dow sizew, = 3 (blue dashed line) and;, = 5 (red solid line).
and disease spreading have a similar macroscopic coemoluti (d) The fractions of negative correlatioffis (blue squares) and pos-
characteristic when the information transmission rate itsa itive correlationsfx (red circles) as a function af;,. We set other
optimal value. parameters to b& 4 = 0.22, Az = 0.3 andp = 0.8, respectively.

Figure[Z shows the microscopic coevolution characteristics
of the two dynamics at the optimal information transmission
rate. Figuréf(a) shows the time evolution of information and
disease in three independent dynamical realizations that h Iékiv k~7P by using an uncorrelated configuration model
similar trends in their macroscopic coevolution of informa ,146] in which~p, is the degree exponent. Through exten-
tion spreading and disease spreading. Fiffiipd shows the sive simulations we find that the valuesu do not quali-
relative growth rates of informationy (1) and diseasep(¢).  tatively affect the results. Without loss of generality vt s
As in the real-world case in Fifl{b), the same and oppo- 7p = 3.0. Note that there is an optimal information trans-
site growth trends are observed. Figid(e) shows the calcu- mission rate at which the disease is significantly suppdesse
lated cross-correlations between the two time seriag,df) [see FigsB(b)—(c)], and thus heterogeneity in network topol-
andv;(t). Both positive and negative cross-correlations existogy does not qualitatively affect this optimal phenomenon.
when the window size is small [see Hiffd)]. Note that FiglZl  We also find that the multiplex networks with a homogeneous
agrees well with the real-world situation shown in Hj. communication layer and a heterogeneous contact layer have
Through extensive simulations, we find that heterogeneoua greater optimal information transmission rate. As therinf
networks display a similar phenomenon. Thus the coevolumation (disease) spreads more (less) widely on homogeneous
tion between information and disease can become optimal itheterogeneous) networks for a large transmission fatds
which the macroscopic and microscopic coevolution characfurther reduced. FiguiB(e) shows that the disease threshold
teristics of information and disease exhibit similar tremthd A5 is determined only by the topology of layBr and that the
the information diffusion greatly suppresses the spreatissf ~ topology of layer4 does not affech?.

ease. For information spreading on laygras shown in Figg(a),
To examine how topology affects multiplex systems, weR 4 decreases with the degree heterogeneity of I8ysimce a
next simulate different possible heterogeneities in the-co homogeneous contact network facilitates the spread odiskse
munication and contact networks (see M. We generate for largeAz = 0.5 [2d]. In Figs.B(b)-(c), the effects of the
scale-free (SF) networks with a power-law degree distidlout  heterogeneity of layerl on R and Vg are negligible when
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DISCUSSION

We have systematically investigated the coevolution dy-
namics of information and disease spreading on multiplex
networks. We first discover indications of asymmetrical in-
teractions between the two spreading dynamics by analyzing
real data, i.e., the weekly time series of information sgrea
ing and disease spreading in the form of influenza-like d§ne
(ILI) evolving simultaneously in the US during an approxi-
mate 200-week period from 3 January 2010 to 10 December
2013. Using these interacting mechanisms observed in real
data, we propose a mathematical model for describing the co-
evolution spreading dynamics of information and disease on
multiplex networks. We investigate the coupled dynamies us
ing heterogeneous mean-field theory and stochastic simula-
tions. We find that information outbreaks can be triggered by
the spreading dynamics within a communications network and

0 also by disease outbreaks in the disease contact netwdrk, bu
0.0 05 1.0 00 05 10 we also find that the disease threshold is not affected by-info
B mation spreading, i.e., that the outbreak of disease ifystde
pendent on the topology of the contact network. More impor-
FIG. 8. (Color online)Effect of degree heterogeneity on coevo- .tam’ for "?‘ give.” rate OT disease tr_an_smission we find thaethe
lution dynamics. (a) The final information sizé?.4, (b) the final 'S @ optlr_nal |nf0rm§1t!0n transmission rate that decrettmes_
disease sizeRs and (c) the vaccination sizEs versus the infor- ~ disease size to a minimum value, and the modeled evolution
mation transmission rats4 on ER-ER, ER-SF, SF-ER and SF-SF Of information and disease spreading is consistent with rea
coupled networks withs = 0.5. For ER-ER, ER-SF, SF-ER and world behavior. We also verify that heterogeneity in netkvor
SF-SF networks witth4 = 0.5, (d) R4, (e) Rz and (f)Vz asa  topology does not invalidate the results. In addition, wd fin
function of \z. Other parameters are settope= 2,p = 0.8 and  that when information diffuses slowly, the degree hetenege
(ka) = (kp) = 8. ity of the communication network has a trivial impact on dis-
ease spreading. The homogeneity of the communication net-
work can enhance the vaccination size and thus prevent dis-
ease spreading more effectively when the spread of informa-
A4 is small, butRgz increases with the heterogeneity of layer tion is rapid.
A when) 4 is large because it is more difficult to immunize  The asymmetrical interacting mechanism we discover by
nodes [i.e. Vs decreases with the heterogeneity of layein  analyzing real-world data provides solid evidence suppgrt
Fig.[8(c)]. the basic assumptions of previous researches [16, 17]. Our

Figuredg(d)—(f) showR 4, Rz andVj as a function of\g data-driven model also reveals some fundamental coewoluti
on several networks for larges = 0.5. The degree hetero- mechanisms in the coevolution dynamics. Using these co-
geneity of layerA is a factor. When\z < \Z, R4 decreases evolution dynamics of information and disease we are able to
with the heterogeneity of layed, but the effects of the het- identify phenomena that differ qualitatively from thoseifhal
erogeneity of layetd on Rz and Vg are negligible. When in previous research on disease-behavior systems. Outsresu
Az > A the heterogeneity of layed does not increase in- enable us to quantify the optimal level of information trans
formation diffusion, but promotes disease spreading tezau mission that suppresses disease spreading. The coewolutio
nodes are less likely to be immunized. We examine the efmechanisms also enable us to better understand why the dis-
fects of the heterogeneity of layBrand find that? 4 andRz  ease threshold is unchanged even when information spigeadin
increase (decrease) with the degree heterogeneity of Iayer in some real-world situations undergoes coevolution.
for small (large)\s. When the degree heterogeneity of layer Further research on disease-behavior systems promises to
B is increased, the network has a large number of individudiscover additional real-world mechanisms that can be tsed
als with very small degrees and more individuals with largerefine models of coevolution spreading dynamics. Develppin
degrees. Wheng is small there are more hubs in heteroge-a more accurate theoretical method is full of challenges be-
neous networks that facilitate disease spreading bechage t cause itis difficult to describe the strong dynamic coriefet
are more likely to be infected, and this increases inforomati among the states of neighboring nodes in a network. If we
diffusion. When\g is large, however, there are many small- take dynamical correlations into account, we may be able to
degree nodes with a low probability of being infected, ansl th use such advanced theoretical methods as dynamic message-
produces smaller values @, which causes smaller values passingl[4/7, 48] or pair approximatidn [49)] 50].
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METHODS If va(t) > 0[vp(t) > 0], ng(t) [np(t)] shows anincreas-
ing trend at time. If not, ng(¢) [np(t)] shows a decreasing

Relative growth rates We define the relative growth rates rénd at time.

ve(t) of ng () andvp () of np (t) to be Variability measure. The variabilityy [40] is
R7) — (Rn)*
na(t+ 1) — na(t) NA L , (15)
(%€ (t) - na (t) (13) <Rh>
and whereR), is the final information sizék 4 or disease siz&,
and(---) is the ensemble averaging. The valueéxhibits
t4+1) — " a peak at the critical point at which the thresholds can be-com
'UD(t) = nD( TLD)(t) nD( ) (14) pUtEd.
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FIG.5. Asymmetrically interacting dynamics on ER-ER
networks. The final density in each state relating the parame-
tersA4 and)\gz: (@) the final information siz& 4, (b) the final
disease siz& and (c) the vaccination sidé;. In (a), the hor-
izontal and vertical dashed lines separatethe— A\ plane

Weekly outpatient visits and Google Flu Trends (GFT)  into local and global information outbreak regions, whica a
of influenza-like illness (ILI) from 3 January 2010 to and  denoted as regions | and Il. In (b), the vertical dashed line
21 September 2013 in the United States(a) The relative  divides the plane into a local (region I) and a global (region
number of outpatient visits p () /(np(t)) (blue dashed line) |1) disease outbreak regions. In (b), the blue circleg (=
and relative search queries aggregated in GETt)/(nc(t))  0.13, Az = 0.3), green up triangleX4 = 0.22,\z = 0.3)
(red solid line) versus, where(np(t)) = Zi:}* np(t)/tmax  and gray diamond\y = 0.4, Az = 0.3) represeni 4 being
and(ng(t)) = Zifix NG (t)/tmax, @Ndtnax is the number of below, at and abova?, respectively (see more discussions in
weeks. (b) The relative growth rate)(t) (blue dashed line) Fig.[8). The black squares (black lines) in (b) and (c) repre-
andug (t) (red solid line) ofnp (t) andne(t) versug, respec-  sent the optimal information transmission ratg versusi.
tively. (c) Cross-correlation(t) between the two time series Other parameters are set tope- 2 andp = 0.8.
of v (t) andwvp(t) for the given window sizev; = 3 (blue FIG.6. On ER-ER coupled networks, the time evolution
dashed line) and; = 20 (red solid line). (d) The fraction of of each type of nodes.The time evolution otoﬁ(t), 5 (),
negative correlationgp (blue squares) and positive correla- p4(t) andpp(t) for () A4 = 0.13, (b) A4 = 0.22 and (c)
tions f (red circles) as a function af;. In (a),ng(t) and A4 = 0.40. Other parameters are set to kg = 0.3, ¢ = 2
np(t) are divided their average values respectively. In (b), theandp = 0.8.

FIGURE LEGENDS



FIG.7. Asymmetrically interacting spreading dynam-
ics on coupled ER-ER networks at the optimal informa-
tion transmission rate. (a) The fractions of nodes in the in-
formed statep 4(¢) (red solid line) and infected staj®s(¢)
(blue dashed line) versus (b) The relative growth rates
vp(t) (blue dashed line) and;(t) (red solid line) ofp;(t)
andp 4 (t) versust, respectively. (c) Cross-correlationg)
betweenv;(t) andvp(t) for the given window sizev;, = 3
(blue dashed line) and; = 5 (red solid line). (d) The frac-
tions of negative correlationfr (blue squares) and positive
correlationsfy (red circles) as a function of;. We set other
parameters to b4 = 0.22, Az = 0.3 andp = 0.8, respec-
tively.

FIG.8. Effect of degree heterogeneity on coevolution dy-
namics (a) The final information sizét 4, (b) the final dis-
ease sizéi and (c) the vaccination siZés versus the infor-
mation transmission rat& 4 on ER-ER, ER-SF, SF-ER and
SF-SF coupled networks withs = 0.5. For ER-ER, ER-SF,
SF-ER and SF-SF networks witty = 0.5, (d) R4, (€) Rg

11

¢=2,p=08and(ks) = (kp) = 8.
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