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In this paper, we present a computational modeling approach for the dynamics of hu-
man crowds, where the spreading of an emotion (specifically fear) has an influence on
the pedestrians’ behavior. Our approach is based on the methods of the kinetic theory
of active particles. The model allows us to weight between two competing behaviors de-
pending on fear level: the search for less congested areas and the tendency to follow the
stream unconsciously (herding). The fear level of each pedestrian influences her walk-
ing speed and is influenced by the fear levels of her neighbors. Numerically, we solve
our pedestrian model with emotional contagion using an operator splitting scheme. We
simulate evacuation scenarios involving two groups of interacting pedestrians to assess
how domain geometry and the details of fear propagation impact evacuation dynam-
ics. Further, we reproduce the evacuation dynamics of an experimental study involving
distressed ants.
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1. Introduction

Due to the complexity of human behavior, the mathematical modeling of crowd
motion has attracted a lot of attention. While there exists a large body of litera-
ture on this topic, the interest in designing more and more realistic models is not
declining. This is due to the fact that realistic modeling of human crowd dynamics
could bring great benefit to society. In fact, the quantitative and computational
analysis associated with a mathematical model could support e.g. crisis managers
in emergency situations. In this paper, we focus on one important aspect of crowd
behavior: the effect on crowd dynamics of an emotional contagion (specifically fear)
that spreads within the crowd itself.

In broad terms, the models of crowd dynamics that have been proposed can be
grouped into three categories by scale. One category is the microscopic, individual-
based model inspired by Newtonian mechanics focusing on inter-particle interaction.
For a survey on the microscopic approach, we refer to Ref. 18. The second category
treats crowd dynamics as a continuum flow, an approach that works well for large-
scale, dense crowds. For a survey on this macroscopic approach, see e.g. Refs. 22
and 12.

The third category, called mesoscopic or kinetic, uses a scale of observation
in between the previous two. For introductory concepts, we refer to Refs. 6 and
4. Further developed in Refs. 5, 7, 8 and 23, the mesoscale approach derives a
Boltzmann-type evolution equation for the statistical distribution function of the
position and velocity of the pedestrians, in a framework close to that of the kinetic
theory of gases. There is one key difference though: the interactions in Boltzmann
equations are conservative and reversible, while the interactions in the kinetic theory
of active particles are irreversible, non-conservative and, in some cases, nonlocal and
nonlinearly additive. An important consequence is that often for active particles the
Maxwellian equilibrium does not exist. 2

Multiscale approaches have also been investigated. See e.g. Ref. 3 for a multiscale
view of human crowds that is consistent at the three possible modeling scales. Each
modeling scale has its advantages and pitfalls. We choose to work with a kinetic-
type model because of its flexible ability to account for multiple interactions and
heterogeneous behavior among pedestrians.

By and large, existing mathematical models assume that pedestrians behave
rationally. However, in emergency situations people may behave irrationally when
responding to fear. A majority of the current models therefore do not yet effec-
tively support crowd managers. Several works have shown that social phenom-
ena such as fear transmission are pervasive in crowds and modify the interaction
rules., 19:20:21,27:30,35.36 Ope of the first works on a multiscale (from microscopic
to macroscopic) approach to crowd dynamics with emotional contagion is Ref. 34.
Therein, fear is propagated by a BGK-like model (see e.g. Ref. 11) and results are
limited to one space dimension. Studies on the impact of social dynamics on indi-
vidual interactions and their influence at a higher scale are carried out in Refs. 13,
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14. More recently, a kinetic approach to modeling pedestrian dynamics in the pres-
ence of social phenomena (e.g. propagation of stress) is presented in Ref. 8. The
numerical results in Ref. 8 show that stress propagation significantly affects crowd
density patterns and overall crowd dynamics.

In this paper, we extend the kinetic-type model in Ref. 23 to account for the
propagation of stress conditions in time and space. To this end, we draw inspira-
tion from the 1D model in Ref. 34. The results produced by the model in Ref. 23
have been compared against data collected in a recent empirical study reported in
Ref. 33. We have shown that for medium-sized groups of people, the average popu-
lation density and flow rate computed with our kinetic-type model agree with the
respective measured quantities in the absence of fear. The model in Ref. 34 adapts
the model in Refs. 9, 10 and has been designed to track the level of fear within in-
dividuals under the assumption that fear influences motion. The numerical results
produced by the agent-based model in Ref. 10 have compared more favorably to
actual crowd footage than other pedestrian models. See Ref. 32.

We assess our kinetic model with emotional contagion through three test cases.
Our first two tests involve two groups of pedestrians with different initial fear dis-
tributions. We have set up an evacuation scenario wherein the two groups interact
as they move toward the exit. We study how the evacuation dynamics depend on
domain geometry (specifically the exit size) and on the spatial length scale over
which fear can be directly transmitted. Our results for these two tests confirm what
observed in Ref. 8: the spreading of a stress condition significantly affects the overall
evacuation dynamics and leads to overcrowding in certain areas of the domain. Our
third test demonstrates that our model can recapitulate the results of experimental
ant panic studies.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we present a 2D extension of the
model in Ref. 34 under one simplifying assumption: pedestrians change walking
speed because of the spreading of fear, but they do not alter walking direction. We
discretize the simplified model and present numerical results. In Sec. 3, we remove
the simplifying assumption and present our full 2D model, where fear affects both
walking speed and direction. Sec. 4 describes a splitting algorithm for the model in
Sec. 3 and Sec. 5 presents our numerical results for the three test cases mentioned
above. We draw conclusions in Sec. 6.

2. A simplified two-dimensional kinetic model

We extend the one-dimensional emotional contagion model in Ref. 34 to 2D with
one important simplifying assumption: the pedestrians have a common walking
direction # that does not change over time. This assumption will be subsequently
removed (see Section 3).

We start from an agent-based model at the microscopic level. Let particle
n represent a pedestrian, whose position and fear level are given by x,(t) =
(2n(t), yn ()T and g, (t), respectively. In addition, let ¢’ be an average fear level
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perceived by pedestrian n. The microscopic model reads:

dx . d

7: = gn(cosh,sind)T, % =7(dqn — an);
N

q22w7 n=12.3,...,N, (2.1)
Zm:l Kn,m

where N is the total number of particles. This model assumes that: (i) at a given
time an agent walks faster if more scared (see the first equation in (2.1) where the
walking speed is equal to the fear level) and (ii) agents tend to equilibrate their fear
level with the average fear level they perceive. In model (2.1), the interaction kernel
Kn,m Serves as the weights in the average ¢. This kernel is a decreasing function
of mutual distance between two particles and is parametrized by an interaction
distance R:
R

(len — @m|* + B?)7

Enm = K(|Tn — Zm|) = (2.2)
Parameter 7 in (2.1) describes the contagion interaction strength and it may vary
from particle to particle for more general cases.

From the agent-based model (2.1), we derive a model at the kinetic level. Denote
the empirical distribution by

=5 Za 0)3(g = n(2),

where ¢ is the Dirac delta measure. We assume that the particles remain in a fixed
compact domain (z,,(t),¢,(t)) € & C R3 for all n and for the entire time interval
under consideration. Prohorov’s theorem implies that the sequence {h"} is rela-
tively compact in the weak* sense. Therefore, there exists a subsequence {h™Vk},,
such that h™V* converges to h with weak*-convergence in P(R?) and pointwise con-
vergence in time as k — oo. Here, P(R?) denotes the space of probability measures
on R3.
Consider a test function ¢ € C}(R3). We have
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where () , means integration against both = and ¢ and the subindex of ¢ denotes
the variable with respect to which we take the partial derivative of .
Let us define

1 N
pre(@) = 3 30w )
and
1 N N
(@) = (4,55 D 0@~ @n)da = an)) =5 3 8@~ @i,
m:l T,q

We have

1 & 1

3 2l =@l = (wen =3 3 0@ @) =k 2)

m=1 m=1 x

N N
5 2 Az~ @nl)in = (w2, —i|>,;n;a<@ ~m)n) = ().

1
where (-), means integration only in @. Then, we can rewrite eq. (2.3) as

d . K*m
di <hN7¢>w q = <1/}qu050 N >m,q+<7/)yq sin 0, hN>m,q+ <hN7 ht ¢q qwq> ,
K& ppn x,q
which leads to
hi' +V - (g(cos0,sin0)"h") = 5((g — ¢*)h"),, (2.4)

via integration by parts.
Now letting k — oo, the subsequence h™* formally leads to the limiting kinetic
equation

h +V - (q(cos 8,5in0)"h) = v((q — ¢")h)q, (2.5)
where h(t,x,q) is the probability of finding a person in an infinitesimal neighbor-

hood of (x, q). The quantity ¢*(¢,x) is the local average emotional contagion level
weighted by the distance to x:

. [/ r(lz —®|)h(t, %, q)qdgdE
T = (— 2h, 7, ) dade (20

2.1. Full discretization

In this section, we present the numerical discretization of the kinetic equation (2.5).

Let us start from the space discretization. Divide the spatial and velocity domain
into a number of cells [;_1,2; 1] % [y;_1,9;,1] of the length Az and Ay. The
discrete mesh points x; and y; are given by

A
T, = iAx, Tip12 =2+ ; (Z

. Ay o1
yj = JAY, Y12 =Y + - = (J + §)Ay, (2.7)

+ %)Aaj,
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fori=0,1,...,Nyand j =0,1,..., Ny, The contagion level domain is partitioned
into subdomains [q;_1, ¢, 1] and the length of Ag with k € 1,2,..., N,.
Ag

1
Gk = kAG,  Qry12=qx + -5 = (k + §)Aq~ (2.8)

Here N, N, and N, are the total number of points in x—, y— and g— directions,
respectively. For simplicity, we assume each cell is centered at x;, y; or g, with a
uniform length Az, Ay and Ag.

Let us denote h; jx = h(t, s, Yy;, gx). The average fear level is computed using a
midpoint rule for the integrals in (2.6):

2 X5 iR ghig ek AgAT Ay

O N Y Y ki thi s AgAT Ay
I R
R (= R
We consider the following scheme for eq. (2.5):
Nigke = Mie1,4.k %jk _aij—lk
Oihi VB 2J> 2> > )
titi g,k + Ax + Ay
Eijkordt — &ijh—1 Cijkrr —Cijp_1
kg dk—3 Gk tg ke _ g 210
gl Ag +7 Ag : (2.10)
where
_ i+1,5,k — Mgk gk — Mi—1,5,k
Ty gk = Mgk T Titt 5 g 2 (Th] Tl ) s Mij.k = Qe cosOh j i,
Ni+1,5.k — Mijjk
(2.11)
- gLk — Pijk gk — i1k .
d)i,j,k _ ¢i,j,k + ¢z,j+1, ¢17J7 © <¢17J7 (1517] 1, > ’ ¢i,j,k = q Sln@hi,j,lm
2 Pij+1,k — Pk
(2.12)
95 — Gy 2l + (@55 — iy ) (@5 = arvs) = a5 — Gyt
Sightl = 5 hij.k 5 hi j k1
1 At Wijx-1
Cijhty =5 |Sigktd (1 T Ag Skt )Wi,j,k—;%’ <Wf (2.13)
i,5,k—5
with
9k + Gk+1 x
Tetd = 2 v Sigk+d = iy T el Wi,j,kfé =hijx— hm}kf%' (2.14)
In eq. (2.11) and (2.12), ¢ is a slope limiter function. We choose the Van Leer
function:
0] + 6
0) = . 2.15
o(0) = (215)
In eq. (2.13), the subscript k is k-1 if s; 5, 1 > 0 and k+1 if s; ;1 < 0. This

scheme is second-order in velocity thanks to the use of the flux limiter.
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Next, let us discretize in time. Let At € R, t" = tg + nAt, with n =0, ..., Np
and T = tg + NpAt, where T is the end of the time interval under consideration.
Moreover, we denote by y™ the approximation of a generic quantity y at the time
t". We adopt the forward Euler scheme for the time discretization of problem (2.10)

o At(né,j,k i1k n ¢i,j,k - ¢i,j71,k
Ik Ax Ay

Rl = Rl

w,k T

l el l i
gi,j,k-&-% gi,j,k—% +,yci,j7k+% Ciﬁj,k—;)

Aq Aq

(2.16)

The time step At is chosen as

1 A A A
At = - min e q (2.17)
2 maxy G maXy qr 27 maxg gk

to satisfy the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) condition.

2.2. Numerical results

The computational domain in the zy-plane is [—10, 10] x [—10, 10] and the fear level
q is in [0, 1]. We choose 6 = /4 as walking direction. For the space discretization,
we choose Az = Ay = 0.05 (we note that these are dimensional values) and Ag =
0.005. We set R = 0.0002 and v = 100. These relatively small interaction radii
and rather large interaction strength (i.e. quick interactions) are meant to model
a dense crowd setting. The time interval under consideration is [0, 1] and the time
step At is set to 1.25- 1075,
We approximate the delta function as follows:

. L
= ¢ RS Ry =0.04. (2.18)

Following Ref. 34, the initial condition for the distribution density is set as:
1/ . T 1 3
h(0,x,q) = 3 (Sln (10> + 2) <4 E(q—qi(x) = 0.5) + 1 E(q—qi(z) + 0~3)>

1 . Y 1 3
+g (sinf g5 +2) | 3 Bla—ar(y) = 0.5 + 5 Elg —ar(y) +0.3) |,

d(q) ~ E(q)

where

qr(0,2) = %(3 - tanhx).

Figure 1 shows the simulated evolution of h(t, x, ¢). Initially, A has two bumps
in ¢ for every x, as shown in the panels on the left. As time evolves, h starts to
concentrate on ¢*(t, x), as confirmed by the panels on the right.
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Fig. 1: Computed distribution density h at time ¢ = 0 (left), t = 0.0125 (center),
t = 0.5 (right). The top panels show one view of the computed h, the middle panels
show the same view but with a reduced the level of opacity to see through and
highlighted in green the section whose results are reported in the bottom panels.
The white line in all the views represents the average ¢*.

3. Our full two-dimensional emotional contagion model

The model we develop is based on the model proposed in Ref. 1.

Let © C R? denote a bounded domain. We assume that pedestrians head to
the exit F within the domain. The case of multiple exits (i.e., F is the finite union
of disjoint sets) can be handled too. See, e.g., Ref. 23. At the boundary of the
domain and within the domain, we have walls W. Let = (z,y) denote position
and v = ¢(cos 8, sin #) denote velocity, where the velocity modulus ¢ corresponds to
the fear level (like in Section 2), and 6 is the velocity direction. Unlike Section 2,
here pedestrians can change their walking direction as explained in what follows.
For a system composed of a large number of pedestrians distributed inside €2, the
distribution function is given by

f=7f{tx,q,0) forall t>0, xeQ, qel0,1], 6 €[0,2n).

Under suitable integrability conditions, f(¢,x, ¢, 0)dxdqdf represents the number of
individuals who, at time ¢, are located in the infinitesimal rectangle [z, x 4+ dz] X
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[y, y + dy] and have a velocity belonging to [q,q + dq] x [0, 6 + d0].

Following Ref. 1, we assume that the crowd size is not enough to justify the
continuity of the distribution function over the variable 6. Thus, variable 6 is discrete
and it can take values in the set:

1
Igz{@i:ZNdQW:i:L...,Nd},

where Ny is the maxim number of possible directions. Then, we can write the kinetic
type representation

Ng
f(t7waQ79) = Zfl(t7$7Q)5(9_0z)7 (31)

where fi(t,x,q) = f(t,x,q,0;) represents the active particles that, at time ¢ and
position @, move with speed ¢ and direction 6;. In equation (3.1), § denotes the Dirac
delta measure. Notice that a discrete set of directions is also convenient from the
computational point of view. Our model could be extended to handle a continuum
of directions. See, e.g., Ref. 8.

Let us introduce some reference quantities that will be use to make the variables
non-dimensional. We define:

- D: the largest distance a pedestrian can cover in domain 2;

- Ve the highest velocity modulus a pedestrian can reach;

- T: a reference time given by D/Vr;

- pum: the maximal admissible number of pedestrians per unit area.

The dimensionless variables are then: position & = /D, time £ = ¢/T, and distri-
bution function f = f/pas. Notice that the fear level ¢ € [0,1] is already a non-
dimensional variable. Therefore, the velocity modulus is a non-dimensional variable
and the dimensional speed is ¢Vas. From now on, all the variables will be non-
dimensional and hats will be omitted to simplify notation.

Due to the normalization of f, and of each f?, the non-dimensional local density
is given by:

Ng 1
p(tw):Z/o fi(t, x, q)dg. (3.2)

3.1. Modeling interactions

Each pedestrian is modeled as a particle. Interactions involve three types of parti-
cles:

- test particles with state (x, 6;): they are representative of the whole system;

- candidate particles with state (x,0y): they can reach in probability the
state of the test particles after individual-based interactions with the envi-
ronment or with field particles;



L

February

19, 2021 3:57 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE

motional contagion-review

10

- field particles with state (x,0): their presence triggers the interactions of

the candidate particles.

The process through which a pedestrian decides the direction to take is the results
of several factors. We take into account four factors:

(F1)

(F3)

The goal to reach the exit.
Given a candidate particle at the point x, we define its distance to the exit
as

dp(x) = ngief}EHfB —zg||,

and we consider the unit vector ug(x), pointing from x to the exit. See
Figure 2.

The need to avoid the collision with the walls.

Given a candidate particle at point & moving with direction 6, we define
the distance dw (x,0)) from the particle to a wall at a point xw (x,60))
where the particle is expected to collide with the wall. The unit tangent
vector uy (x, 0) to O at &y points to the direction of the the exit. Vector
uywy is used to avoid a collision with the walls. See Figure 2.

The tendency to look for less congested area.

A candidate particle (x,6;) may decide to change direction in order to
avoid congested areas. This is achieved with the direction that gives the
minimal directional derivative of the density at the point . We denote
such direction by unit vector uc(6p,p). In the literature, this behavior is
sometimes referred to as individualistic. 2°

The tendency to follow the stream.

A candidate particle h interacting with a field particle £ may decide to
follow it and thus adopt its direction, denoted with unit vector up =

(cos O, sin 0). In the literature, this behavior is also referred to as herding.
25

Factors (F1) and (F2) are related to geometric aspects of the domain, while
factors (F3) and (F4) consider that people’s behavior is influenced by surrounding
crowd. Factors (F3) and (F4) compete with each other: (F4) is dominant in a stress
situation, while (F3) characterizes rational behavior. To weight between (F3) and
(F4), we use the fear level g € [0, 1].

The interaction with the bounding walls is modeled with two terms:

- p[p]: the interaction rate models the frequency of interactions between can-

didate particles and the walls and/or an exit. If the local density is low, it is
easier for pedestrians to see the walls and doors. Thus, we set p[p] = 1— p.

- Ap(i): the transition probability gives the probability that a candidate par-

ticle h, i.e. with direction 6, adjusts its direction into that of the test
particle 6; due to the presence of the walls and/or an exit. The following
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11

FE
e up dg(x)
| 9h:\\
dw (@) Tuw
zw

Fig. 2: Sketch of computational domain ) with exit £ and candidate particle h
located at @, moving with direction ;. The pedestrian should choose direction
up to reach the exit, while direction wy is to avoid collision with the wall. The
distances form the exit and from the wall are dg and dy, respectively.

constraint for Ay (7) has to be satisfied:

> Ap(i)=1 forall he{l,...,Ng}.

i=1
We assume that particles change direction, in probability, only to an adjacent di-
rection in the discrete set Iy for each possible change step. This means a candidate
particle h may end up into the states h — 1,h + 1 or remain in the state h. In the
case h = 1, we set 0,1 = On, and, in the case h = Ny, we set Op11 = 61. The
set of all transition probabilities A = { A} (7) }5,i=1,... N, forms the so-called table of
games that models the game played by active particles interacting with the walls.

To take into account factors (F1) and (F2), we define the vector

(1—dg(@)ug(x)+ (1 —dw(x, 0p))uw (x, 0))
(1 —dp(z))up(z) + (1 — dw (@, 0h))uw (x,0h)||
= (cos B¢, sinfg). (3.3)

ug(x,0,) = T

Here 0 is the preferred geometrical direction, which is the ideal direction that a
pedestrian should take in order to reach the exit and avoid the walls in an optimal
way. Notice that the closer a pedestrian is to an exit (resp., a wall), the larger the
weight for direction ug (resp., uw ).

A candidate particle h will update its direction by choosing the angle closest to
0 among the three allowed angles 6,1, 6, and 0,41. The transition probability is
given by:

Ap (i) = Brds,i + (1 — Br)dni, i=h—1hh+1, (3.4)
where

s= argmin {d(6g,0;)},
je{h—1,h+1}
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with
|9p_9q| if ‘9p_9q| <m,

. (3.5)
2 — |0, — 04| if |0, — 0, > .

(0, 6,) = {

In (3.4), 6 denotes the Kronecker delta function. Coefficient 8, is defined by:

1 if d(0n,0c) > Af,
ﬂh = d(eh 9(;)
—— 22 if d(0n,0g) < AG,
Ag d0nbc)
where Af = 27/ Ny. The role of 3, is to allow for a transition to 0,1 or ;41 even in
the case that the geometrical preferred direction ¢ is closer to 8. Such a transition
is more likely to occur the more distant 8, and 6 are. Notice that if g = 6, then
Br =0 and Ap(h) = 1, meaning that a pedestrian keeps the same direction (in the
absence of interactions other than with the environment) with probability 1.
The interaction with other pedestrians is modeled with two terms:

- n|p]: the interaction rate defines the number of binary encounters per unit
time. If the local density increases, then the interaction rate also increases.
For simplicity, we take n[p] = p.

- Bri(i)]p, q): the transition probability gives the probability that a candidate
particle h modifies its direction 6, into that of the test particle i, i.e. 6;, due
to the research of less congested areas (factor (F'3)) and the interaction with
a field particle k that moves with direction 8y (factor (F4)). The following
constrain for By (i)[p, g] has to be satisfied:

Ng
> Bue(i)lp gl =1 forall hk € {1,..., Na},
=1

where the square brackets denote the dependence on the density p and fear
level gq.

The game consists in choosing the less congested direction among the three ad-
missible ones. This direction can be computed for a candidate pedestrian h situated
at x, by taking

C= arg min {8Jp(t,:l:)}a
je{h—1,h,h+1}
where J;p denotes the directional derivative of p in the direction given by angle 6;.
We have uc(0h, p) = (cosfc,sinfc). As for the tendency to follow the crowd, we
set up = (cos b, sin by ). This means that a candidate particle follows the direction
of a field particle.
To take into account factors (F3) and (F4), we define the vector
qur + (1 — q)uc(br, p)

¢ a07 ,qd) = = Op,sin 6 s 3.6
w0022 0) = 1 T uc )] — S0P smOP) (B6)
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where the subscript P stands for pedestrians. Direction 6p is the preferred
interaction-based direction, obtained as a weighted combination between the ten-
dency to follow the stream and the tendency to avoid crowded areas.

The transition probability is given by:

B (i)[p, ¢) = Bripdri + (1 — Brep)on, i=h—1,hh+1,
where r and [y are defined by:

r= argmin {d(p,0;)},
je{h—1,h+1}

1 if d(0y,0p) > A6
Bk = d(6,0 _
% if d(6y,0p) < A6
We recall that d(-,-) is defined in (3.5).

Remark 3.1. The kinetic approach to pedestrian dynamics in Ref. 1 and 23, which
will be used for comparison in Section 5.1, models fear in a simplified way. The first
simplification is that the walking speed is not affected by fear. The walking direction
is adapted through a parameter e that takes the place of ¢ in (3.6). Unlike ¢, € is
constant in space and time. So, the second simplification is that all the people in
the simulation have the same fear level that remains constant for the entire time
interval under consideration.

The kinetic type model in Ref. 8 uses a more realistic description of stress behavior.
In the future, it will be interesting to compare the results produced by the model
in this paper with the results obtained from the model in Ref. 8.

3.2. The mathematical model

The derivation of the mathematical model can be obtained by a suitable balance of
particles in an elementary volume of the space of microscopic states, considering the
net flow into such volume due to transport and interactions. Taking into account
factors (F1)-(F4), we obtain:
aft
ot

+V- (q(cos 0;,sin0;)T fi(t, x, q))

:Ji[f](t,w,Q)+vw

dq
Ng 1 1 )
=il | Y [ [ Buf a0t dads - £t it )
hk=170 70

Na .1

Jq

+7 (3.7
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for i = 1,2,..., Ng. Functional J[f] represents the net balance of particles that
move with direction #; due to interactions with the environment and with the sur-
rounding people. Notice that the last term at the right-hand-side in (3.7) corre-
sponds to the term at the right-hand-side in (2.5), i.e. it accounts for the fact that
people tend to equilibrate their fear level with the average fear level they perceive.

Equation (3.7) is completed with equation (3.2) for the density. In the next
section, we will discuss a numerical method for the solution of problem (3.2), (3.7).

4. Numerical method

Our approach is based on a splitting method. The idea is to split model (3.7)
into subproblems that are easier to solve and for which practical algorithms are
readily available. The numerical method is then completed by picking an appropri-
ate numerical scheme for each subproblem. Among the available operator-splitting
methods, we chose the Lie splitting scheme because it provides a good compromise
between accuracy and robustness, as shown in Ref. 15.

4.1. The Lie operator-splitting scheme

Before applying it to problem (3.2),(3.7), we briefly present the Lie splitting scheme
for a generic method that is first-order system in time:

%JFA(@ 0, in(0,T),

ot
#(0) = ¢o,

where A is an operator from a Hilbert space into itself. Operator A is then split, in

a non-trivial decomposition, as

The Lie scheme consists of the following. Let At > 0 be a time discretization step
for the time interval [0, T]. Denote t* = kAt, with k = 0,..., N; and let ¢* be an
approximation of ¢(t*). Set ¢° = ¢g. For n > 0, compute ¢**! by solving

99
ot

+ A1(¢Z) =0 in (tkathrl)a (41)
() = @F DT (4.2)

and then set ¢*+t¥/T = ¢;(tF+1) fori=1,....I.

This method is first-order accurate in time. More precisely, if (4.1) is defined
on a finite-dimensional space, and if the operators A; are smooth enough, then
l6(t*) — 6| = O(At). 15

We will apply Lie splitting to problem (3.2),(3.7), which will get split into two
subproblems:
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(1) An advection problem that includes the term for emotional contagion at
the right-hand-side in eq. (3.7).

(2) A problem involving the interaction with the environment and other pedes-
trians.

4.2. Lie scheme applied to problem (3.7)

Let us apply the Lie operator-splitting scheme to problem (3.2),(3.7). Given an
initial condition f“° = f¥(0,x,q), for i = 1,..., Ny, the algorithm reads: For n =
0,1,2,...,N; — 1, perform the following steps:

- Step 1: Find f?, for i = 1,..., Ng, such that

aft . ) o) F (b
8{5 + V- (q(cos b;,sin0;)T fi(t, @, q)) = 7%’;@”(’)) on (t",¢"*1),
it ®,q) = o
(4.3)
Set fints = fi(¢ntl ).
- Step 2: Find f;, for i =1,..., Ny, such that
afi _ 7 n n+1
at _j[f](t7w7q) on (t >t )7 (44)
Fitr @, q) = fore.
Set fintl = fi(tntl ).
Notice that once &1 is computed for i = 1,..., N4, we use equation (3.2) to

get the density p"t!.

We associate with M a time discretization step 7 = (ty — to)/M and set t" =
to + m7. For the discretization of problem (4.3), we use the scheme reported in
Section 2.1. As for the approximation of the problem (4.4), we use the following
explicit scheme:

it = i+ 7 (),

where F'™ is the approximation of distribution function (3.1) at time ¢™.

5. Numerical results

This section presents some sample simulations focused on the computation of evac-
uation time from a room with one exit. We select three case studies in order to (i)
compare with the results obtained from a model that features no emotional conta-
gion, (ii) analyze the role of a geometric parameter (exit size), model parameters
(interaction radius and contagion interaction strength), and initial fear distribution,
and (iii) show that our model can roughly reproduce experimental data.
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For all the simulations, we consider eight different velocity directions Ng = 8 in

1
19={9i=28 27r:i:1,...,8}.

the discrete set:

5.1. Test 1: evacuation from a room with one door of variable
width

This first test case is inspired from Ref. 1. The computational domain contains a
square room with side 10 m with one exit door located in the middle of the right
side. The exit size is 2.6 m. The computational domain is larger than the room
itself to follow the motion of the pedestrian also once they have left the room.
We aim at simulating the evacuation of 46 people located inside the room and
initially distributed into two equal-area circular clusters. See Figure 3, first panel
on the second row. The two groups are initially moving against the each other with
opposite initial directions f3 and 67. For the purpose of comparing with the crowd
dynamics given by the model in Ref. 23, which features no emotional contagion (see
Remark 3.1), in this test we assign the initial fear level as follows: the group with
initial direction 67 has an initial high fear level (¢ = 0.8), while the other group has
an initial low fear level (¢ = 0.2). We set contagion interaction strength v = 1 and
interaction distance R = 0.5 m. This value of R means that people adjust their fear
level to the average fear level of the people in their immediate vicinity.

In order to work with dimensionless quantities as described in Section 3, we
define the following reference quantities: D = 10v/2 m, Viy =2 m/s, T = D/Vy =
5v/2 s, and py; = 7 people/m?. However, once the results are computed we convert
them back to dimensional quantities.

We consider two different meshes:

- coarse mesh with Az = Ay = 0.5 m and Aq = 0.05;
- fine mesh with Az = Ay = 0.25 m and Aq = 0.05.

Notice that the level of refinement changes only in the spatial directions. We choose
the time step to At = 0.0375 s for both meshes. This time step is such that 7 =
At/M satisfies the CLF condition (2.17) for M = 3. Figure 3 shows the density
computed with the fine mesh at times ¢t = 0, 1.5, 3, 6, 10.5, 13.5 s. At time t = 6
s, we observe the formation of a region of high density next to a region of low
density, with a sharp divide between the two that is aligned with one door end.
There are several possible reasons for this. First, the walking direction results from
the interplay of different factors and thus it may not be intuitive. We consider only
8 discrete directions as stated at the beginning of Sec. 5. Maybe a higher number
of directions would lead to a less sharp divide, although it would not be realistic
for the small group of people under consideration (see Sec. 3). Finally, the value of
R is small for this test, which means that it takes longer for fear to propagate. As
the group with high fear reaches the group with low fear, it takes a while for the
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emotion to spread through the entire low fear group.

time =10.5

Fig. 3: Test 1: Evacuation process of 46 pedestrians grouped into two clusters
with opposite initial directions #3 and 6; using the fine mesh: average fear level
q* (top panel for each time) and people density (bottom panel for each time) for
t=0,1.5,3,6,10.5,13.5 s. The density plots show also the computational mesh.

Figure 4 reports the number of pedestrians left in the room computed with the
coarse and fine mesh: we can see very good agreement for the two curves. In addition,
in Figure 4 we report the results obtained with no emotional contagion, i.e. with
the model in Ref. 23 with either low fear (e = 0.2) or high fear (¢ = 0.8) in the
entire domain (see Remark 3.1) and for both meshes under consideration. Since the
model with no emotional contagion does not have a stringent condition like (2.17)
on the time step, we set At = 1.5 s for the coarse mesh and At = 0.75 s for the fine
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mesh. See Ref. 23 for more details. Fig. 4 shows that the model with no emotional
contagion produces very similar results for e = 0.2 (low fear) and € = 0.8 (high
fear), indicating that its description of fear-induced behavior is too simplistic. The
model with emotional contagion predicts a faster evacuation dyanmics. Recall that
in the model with emotional contagion fear affects both the walking speed (which
increases with the fear level) and the walking direction, while in the model with
no emotional contagion it influences only the latter. Our results in Figures 3 and
4 confirm what observed in Ref. 8: the spreading of a stress condition significantly
affects the overall evacuation dynamics and leads to overcrowding in certain areas
of the domain.

50 "
e = =10 contagion, coarse mesh, ¢ = 0.2
N A = =m0 contagion, coarse mesh, ¢ = 0.8
a0t A ) no contagion, fine mesh, ¢ = 0.2

g A A no contagion, fine mesh, ¢ = 0.8
«© \ v - = contagion, coarse mesh
ﬁ \ contagion, fine mesh

L \
$30 \
0] \
% \ \
kS \
5% A\
E \
S v
Z10t \

\ \
Y
> .
0 . — —
0 5 10 15 20 25 30
time (s)

Fig. 4: Test 1: number of pedestrians inside the room over time computed with the
model with and without emotional contagion, for both coarse and fine mesh. In the
model with no emotional contagion, we set either low fear (e = 0.2) or high fear
(e = 0.8) in the entire domain.

Next, we consider the same room but we vary the exit size. We locate the exit
symmetrically with respect to the room centerline and let the exit size vary from 1.5
m to 4 m. We consider the coarse mesh mentioned before since Figure 4 show that is
an appropriate choice for the problem under consideration. All the other model and
discretization parameters are unchanged. Figure 5 shows the total evacuation time
as a function of the exit size for the model with and without emotional contagion.
We see that for all exit sizes the model with emotional contagion predicts a shorter
evacuation time. The total evacuation time obtained with both models decreases
with the exit size, but that once the exit is large enough for the crowd contained
in the room the evacuation time does not change significantly if the exit is further
enlarged. This plateau is reached at a smaller exit size for the model with emotional
contagion. Finally, we notice that our results for the model with no emotional
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contagion are in very good agreement with the results reported in Ref. 1.

22 e -@ no contagion |1
N ——contagion

— N

® o
T

/

[ J

Evacuation time (s)
[e2]

(

1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45
Exit size (m)
Fig. 5: Test 1: total evacuation time as a function of the exit size for the model with
and without emotional contagion.

The existing literature is not conclusive on how “herding” (i.e., the tendency to
follow the stream) influences the efficiency of collective crowd egress. 2> Some works
suggest that herding behavior is detriment to efficient evacuation (e.g., Refs. 37, 17),
some others conclude that there may be scenarios where herding is beneficial to an
escaping crowd (see, e.g., Ref. 24), while according to other works the effect of
herding is still unestablished (see, e.g., Ref. 29, 28 26). The phenomenon of mixed
strategy (i.e., a mixture of factors F3 and F4 in Sec. 3.1) has been investigated by
several numerical studies. Also on the efficacy of the mixed strategy, the literature
is inconclusive. Some works (e.g., Ref. 19) suggest that a crowd can benefit from
mixed strategies, while other (e.g., Ref. 16) suggest that any percentage of herding
strategy within the crowd has a negative impact on the evacuation efficiency. Our
results agree with the former.

5.2. Test 2: evacuation from a room with one door and variable
interaction radius

The computational domain is the same as for the test in Sec. 5.1, with exit size 2.6
m. The number of pedestrian, their initial distribution and walking direction are
as in Sec. 5.1. The difference with respect to test in Sec. 5.1 is in the initial fear
distribution. The group centered at (—0.25,—0.25) (see Fig. 3, left-most panel on
the second row), which occupies a circle of radius 0.1414 and has initial direction
6 = 3, has the following initial probability function:

£20,2,9) = g1(x,y) do(q),
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where
g1(x,y) = —25.8(x + 0.25)* — 25.8(y + 0.25)? + 0.52,

and 0, (q) is the Kronecker delta defined by d,(¢) = 1 if ¢ = n and §,(¢) = 0 if
q # n. As for the group centered at (—0.25,0.25), which also occupies a circle of
radius 0.1414 but has initial direction § = 7, we have the following initial probability

function:
J7(0,2.9) = g2(,9) [(1/2) b1/a(a) + (1/2) 83a(a)]
where
g2(z,y) = —25.8(x + 0.25)% — 25.8(y — 0.25)% + 0.52.
See the x = —0.25 section of the initial distribution function f(0,x,q) and initial

average fear level in Fig. 6.

time =0 time =0

1 '
09 09
08 08 !
o7 07 08|
08 08 08
. o
oos 05, 04|
04 04
02
03 03
o
05
0z 02
01 o1
o 0
5 -04 02 02 01 0 01 D02 03 04 0§
y

Fig. 6: Test 2: (left) x = —0.25 section of the initial distribution function f(0,z,q)
and (right) initial average fear level.

We simulate evacuation from the room using three different choices of R: R = 0.5
(like in Sec. 5.1), R =1, and R = 10, which corresponds to the case where the fear
level of each person is influenced by the fear level of everybody in the room. Figure 7
reports the number of pedestrians inside the room over time computed with the fine
mesh for the three values of R. Figure 7 shows that there is a big difference in the
evacuation dynamics when going from R = 0.5 to R = 1, while the change is not
substantial when going from R = 1 to R = 10. See also Fig. 8, which shows the
evolution of the average fear level. When R = 0.5, part of the group with an initially
higher fear level that does not get in contact with the lower fear group and leaves the
room quickly. This explains the initially fast evacuation dynamics for R = 0.5 seen
in Figure 7. A part of the group with an initially lower fear level gets in contact with
the higher fear group and thus picks up speed. Nonetheless, the emotion spreads
slowly and in fact the last 23 people in the room take longer to leave the room. For
R = 1,10, the emotion spreads fast and people evacuate much faster.
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Fig. 7: Test 2: number of pedestrians inside the room over time computed for R =
0.5,1,10.

5.3. Test 3: experiment in ant colony

We aim at reproducing one of the experiments in Ref. 31. In the experimental
setting, 200 ants are placed in a square chamber (31 mm x 31 mm) with exit
at the corner of the walls that is 2.5 mm wide. At a certain time, citronella (an
insect repellent) is injected through a small hole created at the center of the square
chamber to create panic. We start our simulations right after the citronella has been
injected. In Ref. 31, it is observed that when citronella is introduced, ants rush to
the exit in a manner reminiscent of humans in a crowd panic. The evacuation
time to the nearest second and the number of ants escaped reported in Ref. 31
were measured by manual counting from playback of digital video recordings. The
measured mean (out of 10 trials) escape time is 11.2 s (£ 2.6 s standard deviation)
for the first 50 ants. We aim at showing that with a suitable parameter set-up and
initial condition, our model can match this evacuation time. For this study, the
parameters were set using our experience with the previous tests and by trial-and-
error. More sophisticated parameter estimation techniques will be adopted for a
follow-up paper.

In order to work with dimensionless quantities, we define the following reference
quantities: D = 31v/2 mm, Vjy = 1 mm/s, T = D/Vy = 31v/2 s, and py = 4
ants/mm?.

For the numerical simulation, we choose Az = Ay = 1 mm and Ag = 0.05. The
time step is set to At = 0,0375 s in order to satisfy condition (2.17). We initially
place the ants in a square with side 22 mm with uniform density. See Fig. 9, left-
most panel on the second row. We consider two initial conditions. Both of them
have high fear level (¢ = 1) where the citronella is injected, but they differ in the
rest of the domain. In condition 1 we prescribe low panic (¢ = 0.1) everywhere
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time=3

Fig. 8: Test 2: Evolution of the average fear level computed with the fine mesh for
R = 0.5 (top row), R =1 (middle row), and R = 10 (bottom row).

else, while in condition 2 we assign ¢ = 0.65 everywhere else. Fig. 9, top left panel,
shows the initial average fear level for condition 2. From Ref. 31, we could not guess
whether the repellent has some immediate effect on the entire domain and that is
why we opted for two initial conditions. Recall that the fear level corresponds to
the walking speed. We set 03 as initial walking direction. Based on the results from
test 2, we set R = 1 and try different values of the contagion interaction strength
5.

Fig. 9 shows the evacuation process of the first 50 ants for initial condition 2
and v = 0.1. We report the computed average fear level and the density at different
times. Around ¢ = 9 s, we observe the formation of a high density region close to
the narrow exit, which gets worse as time passes.

Figure 10 reports the number of ants inside the room over time computed with
initial condition 2 and v = 0.1 (i.e., same case as in Fig. 9), and initial condition 1
and v = 0.1,0.5,1. With condition 2 and v = 0.1, we obtain that the first 50 ants
leave the room in 10.7 s. This compares favorably with the experimental data in
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Fig. 9: Test 3: Evacuation process of 200 ants with initial direction 69 and v =
0.1: average fear level ¢* (top panel for each time) and people density (bottom
panel for each time) for t = 0,1.5,3,6,9,10.875 s. The density plots show also the
computational mesh.

¥y

Ref. 31 (11.2 s £ 2.6 s). With initial condition 1 instead, for no value of v we can
match the experimental data. In addition, notice the large difference in evacuation
dynamics for the different values of .

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we have utilized a kinetic-theoretic approach to model crowd dynamics
in the presence of a propagating emotional contagion such as fear. We have applied
a Lie splitting scheme to simulate our model. This scheme separates the overall
task into an advection problem that accounts for the emotional contagion and a
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Fig. 10: Test 3: number of ants inside the room over time computed with two initial
conditions and different values of 7. The graph also reports the average time for the
first 50 ants to leave the room in the experiments.

second problem that accounts for the physical interactions of pedestrians with the
environment and one another.

We have completed three tests involving evacuation from a room. One of our
tests highlights how crowd dynamics depend on whether an emotional contagion is
present or absent. Indeed, it is known that social phenomena can modify interaction
rules. Our numerical results confirm that the propagation of an emotional conta-
gion can significantly affect evacuation dynamics. We have shown that evacuation
dynamics depend sensitively on two key model parameters: the interaction radius
and the contagion interaction strength. Finally, we have shown that our model can
reproduce experimental data generated by distressed ants provided that we appro-
priately tune initial data and model parameters.

In the future, we plan to thoroughly validate our model using data generated by
studies of the collective behavior of panicked animals. Naturally there exist fewer
experimental studies of collective human dynamics under emergency conditions.
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