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Abstract

Despite the unprecedented success in rapid development of several effective vaccines against
the Cov-SARS-2, global vaccination rollout efforts suffer from vaccine distribution inequal-
ity and vaccine acceptance, leading to insufficient public immunity provided by the vaccine
products. While a major current focus in vaccine acceptance research is how to model and
inform vaccine acceptance based on social-demographic parameters, characteristics of vac-
cine acceptance are not well understood and in particular it is not known whether and how
information diffusion influences vaccine acceptance. This study examines how information
diffusion can change vaccine acceptance by developing a comprehensive computational model
with agent-based simulation technique to overcome the modeling and quantification complex-
ity associated with socio-demographics, vaccine types, population statistics, and information
diffusion. Our analyses, calibrated by the vaccine acceptance survey data from the provinces
and territories of Canada, provide clear evidence that propagation of information can greatly
influence vaccine acceptance rates. The results illustrate that spread of negative messages
about the COVID-19 vaccines can cause significant vaccine hesitancy that challenges the
goal of a high public immunity provided by the vaccines. Our findings might help solve the

vaccine hesitancy problem by focusing more on individuals’ opinions and behavior.



1 Introduction

Since the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic, the vaccine has been considered a key solu-
tion to end the crisis. While many vaccine developers have been working towards developing
effective vaccines, vaccine development and production alone are not enough to provide pub-
lic immunity. Adequate number of people must be fully vaccinated to create immunity in the
population. Vaccine hesitancy poses a challenge Malik et al.| (2020); Higgins et al. (2021));
Loomba et al.| (2021)); Bloom et al.| (2020)); Salali and Uysal| (2020) and is increasingly becom-
ing a vital factor in the vaccination process. There are intensive discussions about vaccine
acceptance among policymakers, academic researchers, and the general public. Several stud-
ies, such as |[Kwok et al.| (2021); |Gagneux-Brunon et al.| (2021); DeRoo et al. (2020)); Detoc
et al.| (2020), have assessed vaccine hesitancy in nations, and it is apparent that there is
a considerable unwillingness in different countries that may negatively impact the vaccina-
tion rate for the Cov-SARS-2. Unlike the previous pandemics and diseases, information and
misinformation about vaccines are spread rapidly among the public through mass media
and social media during the COVID-19 pandemic. Therefore, understanding the flow of
information within social media platforms can help predicting how a product is accepted or
refused in the society and what elements can promote its acceptance or wider use Naderi
and Taghiyareh (2021)).

An individual’s decision to be vaccinated or not is influenced by personal, social, and
political factors, including information received from family members, friends, peers and
users of online social networks. In order to develop effective vaccination strategies and
interventions, it is critical to learn how social influences impact vaccine acceptance. Several
factors such as vaccine safety, disease severity, and the vaccine price play a key role in an
individual’s vaccination decision. However, few studies have been conducted to assess how

individuals’ beliefs and social ties influence vaccine acceptance. In particular, individuals’



beliefs may change after exposure to feedback and comments from those family members,
friends, coworkers and other users sharing the social media platform who have received the
vaccine.

The main goal of this study is to examine how different factors, particularly social influ-
ences, impact individuals’ decisions to take a vaccine and vaccine propagation in a community
using agent-based modeling and analysis. We believe that we have designed an innovative
simulation toolkit to study vaccine acceptance that can be used in different societies. In
our platform, we have incorporated mechanisms to quantify the importance of information
diffusion. Our research and simulation tool could be a useful aid for decision-makers because
they give them a reliable platform to examine and test their decisions. using the simulation
tool, it is possible to measure how promoting positive messages through social media, adver-
tisements, and national media campaigns might increase vaccine acceptance in the region or

the country.

2 Background and literature review

In response to the COVID-19 pandemic, many studies have been conducted to understand
vaccine acceptance, vaccine hesitancy, and vaccine social influence. Based on our literature
review, most of these studies focus on COVID-19 vaccine acceptance in general (28 articles),
followed by much empirical research on COVID-19 vaccine acceptance in a specific country
(16 articles). Very few studies have used modeling and simulation approaches for examining

vaccine acceptance and propagation (3 articles).

2.1 Vaccine acceptance in general

Empirical research results show that despite vaccine availability, vaccination hesitancy has

typically been observed uncontrolled and varies widely among different countries [Sallam



(2021). UK residents, for instance, displayed the lowest hesitancy level of 10.1%, while
Kuwaitis exhibited a very high hesitancy level of 76.4% Sallam| (2021)); |Lazarus et al.| (2021]).
These studies revealed that individuals’ characteristics, including age, gender, income, and
education contribute to vaccine hesitancy Murphy et al. (2021); |Daly and Robinson| (2021]).
Other studies suggested that in the early period of vaccine availability in the market, its
hesitancy was much higher Fadda et al.| (2020). The study Latkin et al.| (2021) also showed
that a person’s trust in the COVID-19 vaccine and factors contributing to mistrust may play
a role in vaccine acceptance in different societies. According to Latkin et al. |Latkin et al.
(2021)), trust is low when people believe or perceive that vaccines were being distributed
too soon without adequate testing, data, or proof of success. Mistrust is also linked with
uncertainty and lack of knowledge about the long-term side effects, and people who adhere
to natural immunity distrust vaccines as a whole or do not like them. According to [Latkin
et al. (2021)), there are also concerns about the efficacy of the COVID-19 vaccines. The study
Callaghan et al.| (2021) concluded that individuals who do not plan to get vaccinated against
COVID-19 do not believe that the vaccine will be safe or effective. Other less significant
reasons for vaccine refusal include lack of insurance or financial resources. Several groups
believe that they have already contracted COVID-19 and therefore refuse to take vaccine.
This study Callaghan et al.| (2021) also confirmed that women and African Americans have
greater hesitancy regarding COVID-19 vaccination, and they explore the reasons why women
and African Americans are less apt to refuse vaccination. It has been reported that women
did not pursue vaccination as often as men because they did not consider the vaccine safe
or believed that it would not be effective. Moreover, based upon the statistical analysis of
differences among races, blacks are more likely than whites to decline vaccination for reasons
included in their survey, with statistical signals for safety concerns, effectiveness, inadequate
insurance, and financial resources. Another aspect of vaccine acceptance that has not been

studied in the past is the average vaccination time. In a survey Muqattash et al. (2020)),



participants were asked about vaccination time and its effect on vaccination decisions, and
the results indicated that average vaccination times affect vaccine acceptance rates. Studies
showed that vaccine prices play a significant role in vaccine hesitancy, and in some countries,
free vaccination is the result (Garcia and Cerdal (2020); Yin et al| (2021); [Mugattash et al.
(2020). |Garcia and Cerda (2020) aimed to estimate the individual’s willingness to pay
(WTP) in response to a hypothetical COVID-19 vaccine. This study determined that the
vaccine’s price could affect vaccine acceptance in the society. Their results concur with prior
research, which found that the average family income could affect vaccine resistance. Many

people believe that the government should finance the vaccine.

2.2 Misinformation

Most studies have focused on individual characteristics like gender, race, education, job,
and vaccine attributes like price and expiry dates. However, another crucial aspect that has
received less attention is the misinformation that participants receive through social media
or their family members and friends. A research by Garcia et al. |Garcia and Cerda (2020))
involved a randomized controlled trial in the UK and the USA to determine how online
misinformation on COVID-19 vaccines influences individuals’ intent to protect themselves
and others. They asked participants to fill a survey and answer questions related to their
intention before being exposed to misinformation. Individuals intent to get vaccinated is
influenced by misinformation based on different socioeconomic factors. For example, the
UK results showed that unemployed persons are more susceptible to misinformation than
employed individuals. Further, whites and lower-income groups in the USA are more vulner-
able to misinformation than other racial and ethnic groups. Surprisingly, trusting celebrities
is associated with greater resilience to misinformation in the UK than controls. Conversely,
trusting family members and friends in the USA is associated with lower resistance to mis-

information. The studyChou and Budenz (2020)) discussed several methods of leveraging



emotion in vaccine communication for the COVID-19 vaccines, both in the short term to
address vaccine hesitancy and in the long term to promote vaccine confidence. They dis-
covered that misinformation about vaccines could be eliminated by making society aware of
how misinformation campaigns use negative emotions and beliefs.

The effects of misinformation campaigns on vaccination intentions have been documented
in |Loomba et al| (2021). However, they have not seemed proportional to how information
has reached a person in social media platforms as a complex mix of what media has shown
and what others have shared. In the current environment of online social network struc-
tures, which result in homophilic social interaction, selective exposure and creation of echo
chambers or polarization of opinions can amplify or dampen the spread of misinformation.
Current studies introduce many different aspects of vaccine hesitancy which we summarize
them in Table [l However, they were limited by the fact that they do not create a detailed
model that would demonstrate similar behaviors to what would occur in the real world in

the case of the COVID-19 pandemic.

3 Materials and Method

We develop an agent-based model to describe the vaccine acceptance and the influence of
communication, vaccine characteristics, and socio-demographic attributes of individuals. We
use AnyLogic Software version 8.7.3. We simulate if and when people accept vaccines and
the model assesses the impacts of different communication channels on people’s vaccine
acceptance behavior. Simulation can run for any period to capture the dynamics of vaccine
acceptance over time and demonstrate the latest information about vaccine and disease
spread. The simulation has been developed to be run for any country given the initial
parameter values is available at country and regional levels within a country. In this paper

we apply the model to Canada and its 13 provinces and territories to demonstrate the



Table 1: A snapshot of the main influences on vaccination decision-making among individuals

Hesitancy reasons

‘ Reference

Too new, worried about unforeseen effects, Vaccine fast-
tracking

Latkin et al| (2021); [Paul
et al. (2021)

Compromised immune systems, preference for natural
immunity

Latkin et al| (2021); [Paul
et al.| (2021)

Profit distrust, concerns about commercial profiteering

Latkin et al| (2021); [Paul
et al.| (2021)

Current government distrust

Latkin et al.| (2021

Vaccine contents, Vaccine skepticism, Vaccine refusal
in general, General mistrust of vaccine benefits, General
skepticism, Vaccine being unnecessary, trust in research
and in vaccines

Latkin et al| (2021); INi
et al.| (2021)); Goldman et al.
2020)); [Paul et al| (2021);
Palamenghi et al.| (2020)

Virus strain/mutation

Latkin et al| (2021);
Loomba et al.| (2021)

Doubt in efficacy, Doubt in efficacy, Vaccine Won'’t be
Effective

Latkin et al| (2021);
Goldman et al| (2020);
Callaghan et al. (2021))

Side effects, Side effects/safety concerns, Vaccine Won'’t | Ni et al.| (2021)); (Goldman

be Safe, Perceived Contraindication et al| (2020); |Callaghan
et al.| (2021)

Perceived low risk of disease, Perceived child not at risk | [Ni et al| (2021); |Goldman

to contract COVID19, Already had COVID-19

et al| (2020); [Callaghan
et al.| (2021)

Difficulty or inconvenience in accessing vaccination ser-
vices

Ni et al | (2021)

Vaccinate if more information available

Goldman et al. (]2020[)

Lack of Insurance, Lack of Financial Resources

Callaghan et al.| (2021)

simulation results. Our agent based model consists of four agent types: Person, Country,

Vaccine and Communication.

3.1 Person Agent

The person agent is the major agent in this ABM. Figure [I] shows the main statechart for
the Person agent. Once a person agent is created a logistic regression function runs that

indicates the initial vaccine acceptance of the person based on the agent’s attributes such



as age, gender, education, income, and race (Table . The logistic regression (Eq used
in this study is based on the previous studies on vaccine hesitancy in different countries and
regions Loomba et al.| (2021)); Lazarus et al.| (2021)); Borriello et al. (2021); |Alqudeimat et al.
(2021)). For each demographic feature, OR; indicates the odds ratio, while CO represents
the coefficient value that represents the sum of all OR;, and P stands for vaccine acceptance

probability.

eCO

Algorithm 1: Information diffusion algorithm for disbelief state
Result: Next state
P, N, Opinion =0
while state € {Belief, Disbelief} do

m = new message

if m > 0 then

| P=P+1
else
| N=N+1
end
Opinion = HLN

if state = Belief and Opinion < 6 then
| return Hesitant

else

if state = Disbelief and Opinion > 0 then
| return Hesitant

else
|  Continue

end
end

end
return Belief

We assume that all persons are in a hesitant state with the vaccine at the beginning.
Their status changes to either Disbelief or Belief states based on the probability we calculated

in Eq[l] A person’s Hesitant, Disbelief and Belief states are influenced by the information



received from different sources including friends, media and government. In order to measure
positive and negative information diffusion, we used a threshold-based algorithm [Singh et al.
(2018)), which counts the number of positive and negative information users may receive in
each step. Based on the algorithm [I we decide to change the user state from the Belief or the
Disbelief to Hesitant at an appropriate rate. This algorithm requires two input parameters,
Teta and InfoEffect. Teta is used to control when a person changes his/her state, and
InfoEffect measures how quickly an agent moves from the Belief state or the Disbelief state
to the Hesitant state. For example, in the case where Teta = 0.3, you may see that the
person changes his/her state from the Disbelief to the Hesitant if the number of positive
messages exceeds 30 percent of the total messages. A person that is in the Belief state is
going to take the vaccine (first dose in cases of two doses vaccine) when it becomes available
to her or him. Also, with the addition of the Vaccine Passport (or certificate) parameter
to the Person agent, the vaccine passport can now be considered mandatory. Regardless of
being in Disbelief, in this case, if the vaccine passport parameter is set to 1, person agents
would consider getting the vaccine. If the person experiences side effects, he/she may send
negative information to others that may influence their vaccine acceptance level. If the person
becomes infected after the first or second dose, he or she may send negative information to
others. On the other hand, if this person becomes immune, he or she will send a positive
message to others. We assume that the information diffusion between individuals that are
connected can change vaccine acceptance in the society. In the simulation tool, users can
set the parameters according to their study area information and then investigate different

scenarios.

3.2 Province agent

The country/Province agent is linked with the person agent and holds the demographic,

vaccination, COVID-19, and vaccine hesitancy information. Custom distributions are used
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Figure 1: Person agent state chart

for age, education, gender, race, income, and vaccine distribution. All parameter values are
extracted from a database that can be updated as new information becomes available. The
agent province parameters consist of ten items. The following operators made up Equation
[} Sex OR, Education OR, Income OR, and Race OR. Furthermore, we created a random
network between agents using Link Per Agent and Population Total to simulate real-life
connections between agents. Additionally, we explored information diffusion using Teta, the

InfoEffect, and Media Effects. A GIS map is used to demonstrate the vaccine Person agents
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Table 2: Summary of Agent person parameters

’ Person agent attributes \ Description

| Attribute values /range

|

is used in the country or not

Age Age of the person 18-29; 30-39; 40-49;50+

Sex Sex of the person Male, Female

Education Education level of the person High school and less;
University /college  de-
gree

Income Income of the person Low; Medium; High

Race Racial background of the person | White, black, Asian,
other

Contact rate Average of daily contacts between | 1

the person and others
Vaccine passport Whether having vaccine passport | Binary, 0, 1

Vacacine passport effect
rate

How much effective is vaccine
passport rule

Vaccination speed in the
country /10

DedicatedVaccine Type

Type of vaccine provided to the
person

E.g. Pfizer, Moderna

Acceptance

Vaccine acceptance level by the
person

0-1

are living in the province agent and thus receive relevant attributes from their host province.

3.3 Vaccine agent

Vaccine agent represents vaccine and its attributes and are linked with the Person and
Country agents. Vaccine parameters are also stored in the database and are updated as new
information about vaccines become available. Vaccine parameters include name, manufac-
turer, efficacy, origin, number of doses required, development approval, type, and side effects.
In each case, different types of vaccines are distributed among individuals with a different
percentage. In Canada, Pfizer, Moderna, and Oxford /AstraZeneca vaccines are mostly used.

Nevertheless, the data on all vaccines are available in the model database and 7?7 if they need

to be considered.
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3.4 Communication agent

The communication agent is essential in this model. We assume that the Person agent’s
vaccine acceptance is influenced by different communication agents, including Radio, News-
papers, Television, Social media, Government Agencies, and Health Professionals. Based on
the simulation, a communication agent can either be active or inactive. Additionally, an
agent can send positive or negative messages, affecting individual users based on the Effect
Rate parameter, and become dormant for some time. Various communication agents have
different effect rates, and we considered this in our Communication agent. For instance,

social media can have a more significant influence than radio.

3.5 Experiment setup

As our model can be applied to any region with a population, we selected Canadian provinces
and territories to validate it. We need to provide data such as vaccination type distributions
and population distributions in order to run the simulation. As a primary distribution for
Canada, we used |Little. (2021) and ?. In order to calculate individuals’ acceptance of the
vaccine, we needed an odd ratio of vaccine acceptance or hesitancy, so we used Lunsky
et al| (2021) as the input for the logistic function. Based on reported vaccination data in
Canada, we calibrated Dose 1 speed, Dose 2 speed, and Information Effect. Next, in a Monte
Carlo simulation, we determined how the stochastic component of the model can impact the
outcome. Based on reported vaccination data in Canada, we calibrated Dose 1 speed, Dose 2
speed, and Information Effect. This data consists of 144 rows and Date, Total Vaccination,
and At least One Dose column. Each row stands for one day; total vaccination presents the
cumulative number of fully vaccinated individuals, and At least One Dose is the sum of the
first dose and second dose until that day. Next, in a Monte Carlo simulation, we determined

how the stochastic component of the model can impact the outcome.
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Table 3: Model Calibration for Canada total vaccination

Province \ Info Effect Rate \ First Dose speed \ Second Dose Speed ‘
British Columbia 0.2 0.033 3.08E-4
Alberta 0.2 0.066 3.606E-4
Saskatchewan 0.2 0.066 3.606E-4
Manitoba 0.2 0.066 3.606E-4
Ontario 0.2 0.066 3.606E-4
Quebec 0.4 0.014 1.776E-4
New Brunswick 0.2 0.066 3.606E-4
Nova Scotia 0.2 0.061 3.588E-4
Prince Edward Island 0.2 0.072 3.66E-4
Newfoundland and Labrador 0.2 0.028 3.063E-4
Yukon 0.2 0.018 0.004
Northwest Territories 0.2 0.06 0.005
Nunavut 0.2 0.046 0.004

3.6 Calibration

As previously mentioned, the model aims to simulate vaccine acceptance, so that the total
vaccination percentage serves as a comparison parameter between the simulation and the
actual data. We compared our total vaccination rate per day for each province and territory
in Canada by calibrating first dose speed, second dose speed, and InfoEffectRate on Vac-
cineTracker [Little.| (2021) data. These features were calibrated using Anylogic, as shown in
Table [3] It appears that the second dose speed is considerably lower than the first, leading

to a relatively insufficient level of vaccination in Canada.

4 Results

This paper examines how to model vaccine acceptance based on various factors, including
socio-demographics, vaccine types, and information diffusion. To begin the simulation, we
determined the vaccine acceptance based on an individual’s socio—demographic character-

istics. Next, we looked at how information propagation and media exposure affect vaccine
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acceptance. Therefore, our initialization method must be validated by comparing our results
with similar surveys conducted in Canada. Generally, our preliminary results indicate that
vaccine acceptance is similar to surveys and information diffusion parameters significantly
affect vaccine acceptance. As we enroll all users with a hesitation state, we can measure hes-
itancy for each province by counting agents in the Disbelief state (Figure after 90 days.
Since March 1st is the first day in our datasetLittle. (2021) and the surveyTang et al. (2021)
was conducted between January and March 2021, we waited 90 days. We show that the
vaccine hesitancy among agents is similar to the data collected in Canada, suggesting that
the logistic function implemented works as expected. The simulation was also performed
without the information diffusion effect to illustrate the differences in outcomes. Figure[2]
illustrates that the simulation results are comparable to the surveys with a RMSE of 0.802,
and similar behavior was observed in all provinces and territories, with no sudden or unex-
pected changes. It can be observed from Figure[2] that there is a significant gap in Alberta
between survey and simulation because we use 4,472 agents for the Alberta population, but
their sample size is 301 for Alberta, which leads to these differences. Clearly, the information
diffusion removal (gray line) increases the error and strongly confirms the effect of informa-
tion diffusion on vaccine acceptance. Our comparison was limited to one similar research
study about the hesitancy/acceptance in Canadian provinces Tang et al.| (2021), therefore,

it cannot be directly compared with other surveys.

4.1 Vaccine hesitancy and socio—demographic

In order to make sure our simulation does not have any specific bias, we decided to ana-
lyze the acceptance of vaccines in each category of provinces and territories based on the
socio-demographic characteristics. We calculated hesitancy percentages for each group and
compared them with data from the previous studyTang et al.|(2021). Figure[3[shows that the

model estimation matches the reported data by Tang et al.| (2021), and the RMSE for each
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Figure 2: A comparison of hesitancy rate between the simulation and ground-truth data

demographic attribute is less than 5.06. In most cases, such as the University, High school,
Female, and Male, simulation revealed a similar hesitancy percentage. Age categories’ hes-
itancy percentage is slightly lower than the value we expected, and there is certainly room
for improvement. It should be noted that we were unable to find any data regarding race

and income in Canada.

4.2 Fully Vaccinated prediction (calibration)

It is crucial to compare the speed of vaccination in Canada with our simulation results
because this work aimed to test the effect of information diffusion on vaccination. A Canada
vaccination report dataset consists of two columns: Total Vaccination and
Fully Vaccinated. All of this data is manually compiled from credible sources in near real-
time as new information becomes available. Despite 315 days of Canada vaccination data, we

chose to run our model for 144 days since the last 144 days had a non-zero value for the fully
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Figure 3: A comparison of hesitancy rate between the simulation and ground-truth data in
different categories of socio-demographic variables

vaccinated population. We used this dataset and the Anylogic calibration method to tune
the DoselSpeed and the Dose2Speed parameters of our model. Figure [4] indicates a good
correlation between our model and vaccination rates across provinces. It can be observed
from Figure {4] that the patterns of simulation and real-world data are essentially the same
in NB, PE, Northwest, and Manitoba. Similar behavior was observed in the majority of
cases, with no sudden changes. However, the simulation underestimated the number of fully
vaccinated individuals in NL and Quebec, but it follows the dataset pattern. The Quebec
result(Figure is slightly lower than the dataset value, and we think the reason is that

the Quebec dataset is not updated every day.
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4.3 Monte Carlo - User states

According to the Monte Carlo experiment, the results indicate that uncertainty did not
significantly impact the model’s behavior (see Figure ) For each iteration of the Monte-
Carlo simulation, we counted the individuals in each state. Based on the results of the
Monte-Carlo experiment, it is evident that agents’ behavior is affected by information effects,
DoselSpeed, and Dose2Speed parameters despite the stochastic nature of the simulation.
The results of other simulations that are not part of the Monte-Carlo simulation are also

trustworthy, and the results of the model run multiple times will say the same.

4.4 Information Diffusion Effects

As mentioned early, our primary goal in this paper is to construct a computational plat-
form and use it to simulate and analyze the effect of information propagation on vaccine
acceptance. Therefore, we compared the number of people who received at least one dose
vaccine according to different scenarios by varying the Teta and InfoEffect parameters. Gen-
erally speaking, both parameters resulted in a change in vaccination rates. First, we fixed
all parameters except the InfoEffect, and then we increased its value from zero to one by
0.25 each step, and we repeated the same scenario for the Teta parameter. As listed in
Figurdf], this parameter affects the vaccination process as expected. When the Info Effect
is equal to zero, the number of vaccinated people is entirely different from the real-world
data. The population that has received at least one dose for Canada is nearly 26 million,
and our simulation returns the same number when the Info Effect is not zero. However,
when we set the Info Effect equal to zero, we get nearly 15 million. Comparing Figurd6d and
Figure [6d) shows that the number of agents in Disbelief states is much higher when we ignore
the Info Effect parameter. This result proves that the information propagation could change

people’s minds and encourage them to get vaccinated. We observe from Figurdbal[6b| that the
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Teta parameter also affects the vaccination rate similar to the Info Effect parameters. This
result confirms previous findings and shows that the Teta value could considerably change
the outcomes. The number of vaccinated agents increased to nearly 30 million after setting
Teta to 0 and relaxing our model. Conversely, the vaccinated agents are close to 5 million

when the Teta is 1.

5 Discussion and Conclusion

As outlined in the introduction, previous research simulated the vaccination focused on
parameters such as socio-demographics or vaccine types, but they ignored the effect of infor-
mation diffusion. Through agent-based modeling, this study examined how various factors,
such as social influences, affect vaccination decisions. We defined Person, Province, Commu-
nication and Vaccine agent to model the vaccination rate. This model can be used for any
country to predict the vaccination rate when enough vaccine doses have been administered.
The simulation can be used to determine which part of the society ignores vaccines more
often than others. This model can also assist decision-makers in taking into account media
advertisements that focus on the positive aspects of vaccines. The first part of the findings,
including vaccine hesitancy and fully vaccinated prediction, validates the usefulness of the
simulation as a platform to explore the effects of information diffusion, and these values
correlate reasonably well with Tang et al.| (2021)). Moreover, the Monte Carlo test examined
the model’s robustness, and with a very minor non-alignment, it was found to be robust.
The most remarkable result to emerge from the data is that information diffusion affects the
vaccination rate, and modelers should consider this behavior in their model or simulation
for vaccination. We believe that this is the first time that information diffusion is consid-
ered an effective factor in a vaccination simulation context. This study has gone some way

towards enhancing our understanding of modeling vaccine acceptance. The present findings
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might help to solve the vaccine hesitancy problem in different countries. Our method can be
applied to any country as long as the parameters are initialized correctly. Our data suggest
that favorable information propagation in social networks could increase vaccine acceptance
and speed up the vaccination rate. As our findings come from odd ratios reported by |[Lunsky
et al.| (2021)), these findings should be treated with caution. We are aware that our research
may have two limitations. The first is our regression model dependent on the reported odds
ratios, and the second is that some important factors such as COVID-19 rate, vaccine effec-
tiveness, and side effects are not well studied. These limitations highlight the difficulty of

collecting data and the complexity of the model.
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