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Abstract

We propose to model the phenomenon of the spread of a rumor in this paper. We
manipulate a model that is based on SEIR model that specializes in spreading rumors. In
the second part, we introduce a control strategy to fight against the diffusion of the rumor.
Our main objective is to characterize the three optimal controls that minimize the number of
spreaders, susceptibles who enter and spread the rumor, and skeptics. For that matter, using
the maximum principle of Pontryagin, we prove the existence and give characterization of
our controls. To illustrate the theoretical results obtained, numerical simulations are given
to concretize our approach.

1 Introduction

The phenomenon of rumor is a complex phenomenon that has eluded man since ancient times,
where it intersects many factors and interventions, including what is natural, sociological, eco-
nomic, and psychological. Communities have known over the years the emergence of many rumors
that have spread widely among them; it was also the focus of interaction and analysis by the
commanders of these societies throughout history [1]; human beings have fabricated rumors and
disseminated them for political, economic, and social purposes [5] , where they are exploited to
achieve commercial profits or to achieve victories in wars by dissolving fear and surrender within
the enemy or with holding confidence in their leaders. The phenomenon of rumor has known
many changes in its composition, in line with the change that societies know and the develop-
ment of daily life in general with the increasing use of technological instruments and modern
technologies in communication within communities. This phenomenon has witnessed a dramatic
rise and an increase in the speed of its spread. This increase contributes significantly to huge
consequences on the other hand. The development of the phenomenon of rumors and the strength
of their influence and impact within societies gave this phenomenon another dimension [14] , as it
became used by the media and intelligence in competition between countries and what is known



as propaganda and polemic or buzz by publishing some false news in whole or in part to influence
the opinions of voters by raising or decreasing the popularity of politicians as happened in the
elections between Trump and Hillary where Hillary was the most popular and was the favorite
to win until the last weeks before the presidential election [37] , where some of the specialized
communication agencies published many news about Hillary contributed significantly to influence
public opinion tendency to Trump, who eventually won.

Mathematical modeling is one of the most important applications of mathematics that con-
tribute to the representation and simulation of social, economic, biological, and ecological phe-
nomena and convert them into mathematical equations that are formulated, studied, analyzed,
and interpreted see [29]. In this context, many researchers have developed different mathematical
models representing the dynamics of the rumor [34] .

In the work [31] , authors gave a review and a study of several mathematical models of rumor’s
propagation.

Related Work. In 1964, Goffman and Newill developed in [15] a new concept for modeling the
transmission of ideas within a society based on the mathematical model STR due to the great
similarity between the two phenomena.

With the development of societies and the emergence of modern technological means (trans-
port communication), new factors have emerged that further complicate the phenomenon of rumor
and contribute to the large spread of rumors;

As an example, in the work done by Luis M.A. Bettencourt et al. [§] , the authors proposed
a new model taking into account new factors by extending the SR model to a SEIZR model
with two additional compartments.

With the emergence of social networks and their impacts on communication within communi-
ties where they are taking more and more space within the community, it became clear that they
must be taken into account as major intervening in the spread of rumors; in this context many
of the works that adopted this hypothesis have been produced.

To reduce the negative effect of rumor propagation, in this paper, we introduce a compartmen-
tal model of rumor propagation, which considers the rumor refutation of public and information
feedback [7] .

Compartmental models are a mathematical approach applied to measure and predict the
spread of various infectious diseases. The method of misinformation diffusion is usually a similar
approach as a virus spreading process. In transmission epidemics, there is each user infected
with viruses and can become susceptible to viruses. In [4], the authors proposed the SEIZ
model where the skeptics are the individuals becoming immune to infection. Although it is
similar to the removed (R) individuals, skeptic transitions directly from the susceptible state
and their interaction will still affect different compartments as well. In this way in [I9] authors
proposed a model where the rumor spreads between two different scenarios and which do not
share information with each other.

In order to demonstrate the effectiveness of the model we have proposed, we will present a
numerical simulation with the following figure so that we can see how well the model adapts to
reality. Initial values are approximate data that we suggested after studying and researching some
statistics about the users of social networks; the values are attached in the table.

The key contributions of this paper are: We demonstrate the capability of the SEIZ model to
quantify compartment transition dynamics. We showcase how such information could facilitate
the development of screening criteria for distinguishing rumors from real news happenings.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 is given the model formulation. In section 3,
we give some basic models on the model. Section 4 is devoted to optimal control problem and in



the last section, numericals simulations are given. In Section 5, we give the concluding remarks.

2  Model formulation

Compartmental models are a mathematical approach used to evaluate and predict the spread
of various infectious diseases [10]. At the beginning, mathematical models for the rumors were
considered merely speculative and imprecise, but for the fact that rumor spreading is now seen like
the transmission of disease [24]. The spreading of rumor is in many ways similar to the spreading of
epidemic infection by the spreader or the infections to notify or infect the susceptible [2]. SEIZ
model is a compartmental model that breaks the population into distinct compartments and
establishing parameters for the rates at which the population transitions between compartments.
These parameters are obtained by looking at the relationships between each class of the population
and making assumptions about the disease.

One drawback of the SIS model is that once a susceptible individual gets exposed to disease,
he can only directly transition to infected status. In fact, especially on Twitter, this assumption
does not work well; people’s ideologies are complex and when they are exposed to news or rumors,
they may hold different views, take time to adopt an idea, or even be skeptical to some facts.
In this situation, they might be persuaded to propagate a story, or commence only after careful
consideration themselves. Additionally, it is quite conceivable that an individual can be exposed
to a story (i.e. received a tweet), yet never post a tweet themselves.

Based on this reasoning, we considered a more applicable, robust model, the SEIZ model
which was first used to study the adoption of Feynman diagrams . In the context of Twitter, the
different compartments of the SEIZ model can be viewed as follows: Susceptible (S) represents a
user who has not heard about the news yet; infected (I) denotes a user who has tweeted about the
news; skeptic (Z) is a user who has heard about the news but chooses not to tweet about it; and
exposed (E) represents a user who has received the news via a tweet but has taken some time, an
exposure delay, prior to posting. We note that referring to the Z compartment as skeptics is in no
way an implication of belief or skepticism of a news story or rumor. We adopt this terminology
as this was the nomenclature used by the original authors of the SEIZ model.

A major improvement of the SEIZ model over the SIS model is the incorporation of exposure
delay. That is, an individual may be exposed to a story, but not instantaneously tweet about it.
After a period of time, he may believe it and then be promoted to the infected compartment.
Further, it is now possible for an individual in this model to receive a tweet, and not tweet about
it themselves. As shown in Figure , SE1Z rules can be summarized as follows:

1. Skeptics recruit from the susceptible compartment with rate b, but these actions may result
either in turning the individual into another skeptic (with probability [), or it may have
the unintended consequence of sending that person into the exposed (E) compartment with
probability (1 —1).

2. A susceptible individual will immediately believe a news story or rumor with probability p,
or that person will move to the exposed (E) compartment with probability (1 — p).

3. Transitioning of individuals from the exposed compartment to the infected class can be
caused by one of two separate mechanisms:

o recruitment into the susceptible compartment is in constant rate,

« an individual in the exposed class has further contact with an infected individual (with
contact rate p), and this additional contact promotes him to infected:;
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« an individual in the exposed class may become infected purely by self- adoption (with
rate €), and not from additional contact with those already infected.

The SEI1Z model is mathematically represented by the following system of ODEs. A slight
difference of our implementation of this model is that we do not incorporate vital dynamics,
which includes the rate at which individuals enter and leave the population N. In epidemiological
disease applications, this encompasses the rate at which people become susceptible (e.g. born)
and deceased. In our application, a topic has a net duration not exceeding several days. Thus,
the net entrance and exodus of users over these relatively short time periods is not expected to
noticeably impact compartment sizes and our ultimate findings.

From this extension, the SEIZ model explored one more compartment Skeptics (Z).

In this model, the susceptibility immediately infected with probability p, and (1 — p) is the
possibility of an individual transiting to the incubator class instead, from which they adopted.

After the contact of an infected and a Skeptic, the Skeptic succeeds to convince him that the
information is false at a rate A\Z1I ; after a certain period, a portion of the infected decide not to
spread the rumor at a rate 01.

N(t) denotes the total population where the network has a disease-free status with S* =
N,E*=1"=7* = 0. Fig. 4 illustrates the relationship between each compartment.

Bl + 1yl + AZ)

Figure 1: Transition rates of SEIZ Model.

With the relationships between each compartment described by the parameters above, we
have the following set of ODEs:
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In order to express system of equation as a portion of the entire population, and since the
recovered class does not appear in the first four equations of the system 7 we use the following
substitution:

=N

is used.
Hence, the resulting system of equation shall be :

d

d—j =7 — us — Bsi — bsz

de . .

= = (1 —p)Bsi+ (1 —1)bsz — pei — ce — pe

! 2)
d%f = pBsi+ pei + e — 0t — Niz — i

d

= lbsz+5i+ Xiz — iz

Table [2| provide description of each parameter of this model. This provides a more intuitive
look into the model and relates the relationships above with the actual equations. The definitions
of the parameters are consigned in Table 2]

Table 1: Parameters model formulations and their descriptions

Parameter | Description Units
s Recruitment rate into the Susceptible population Per unit time
g Rate of contact between S and I Per unit time
b Rate of contact between S and Z Per unit time
P Rate of contact between E and I Per unit time
€ Incubation rate Per unit time
i Average Incubation rate Per unit time
P Transmission rate S->I, given contact with I Unit-less
) Transmission rate S->7, given contact with Z Unit-less
1—-1 S->E Probability given contact with skeptics Unit-less
1—p S->E Probability given contact with adopters Unit-less
1 Deconnect rate of network Per unit time

3 Model Basic Properties

Since the model monitors human populations, all the variables and the associated parameters are
non-negative at all time. It is important to show that the model variables of the model remain
non negative for all non-negative initial conditions.



3.1 Positivity of the solution

Since the model monitors population for a different class, it is required to show that all the state

variables remain nonnegative for all times.

Theorem 1. Let Q = {(s,e,i,2) € R*: 5(0) > 0,e(0) > 0,4(0) > 0, 2(0) > 0}, then the solution

{s(t),e(t),i(t), z(t)} of the system (J) is positive for all t > 0.
Proof. Taking the first equation of we have

ds_ psi—b :>@>
7 =T — Us 51 — bsz 72 1%

ds ds
:>—2—pdt:>/—2/—,udt
s s
= s(t) > s(0)e > 0.

From the second equation of

d d
£ :(1— )ﬁsi—i—(l—l)bsz—pei—ee—,ue:>d—(z
de
S — Z (5+p)dt:>/?2/_(5+ﬂ)d
—> e(t) > e(0)e”EFME >,

From third equation of

di di
d = pBst + pei + ce — 01 — )\zz—m:>—>
dt i dt

— =2 (6+u)dt:>/—>/ (6 + p)dt

= i(t) > i(0)e" Wt > 0.

From fourth equation of

d d
 bsy 460+ i(yi+ A2) — pz = s
dt I dt —
— — > —udt = /— > [ —pudt
z

= z(t) > z(0)e # > 0.

3.2 Existence of the solution
Theorem 2. The region D = {(s,e,i,z) ERL : s+e+i+2z< z}
1

attract all solutions in R

—(e+ pe

—(0 + p)i

— 1z

is positively invariant and

Proof. Adding all the equations from , gives the rate of change of the total human population

AN _dS dE dI dZ
dt  dt dt dt dt



dN
=aN —uS — plb — pl — puz

dt
dN
dN
— =aN — uN
a0 N

Since dd];[ = mN — uN whenever N(t) > 7 , then CZZ < 0, implying CZZ is bounded by
7N — puN. Thus, a standard comparison theorem by [26] can be used to show that :
T
m
In particular, N(t) < TN (0) < T Thus D is positively invariant Therefore, the model is

N(t) < N(0)e ™™ + —(1 — e )

epidemiologically and mathematically well posed within the region.
O

3.3 Basic Reproduction Number

In this section, we obtained the threshold parameter that governs the spread of rumor like a
disease which is called the basic reproduction number which is determined. To obtain the basic
reproduction number, we used the next-generation matrix method so that it is the spectral radius
of the next-generation matrix. The basic reproduction number R is an important parameter to
characterize the transmission of rumor. In this section, we discuss the existence and uniqueness
of Rumor Free Equilibrium (RFE) of the model and its analysis. The model Equations has
an RFE given by on a simple calculation:

MO: (S*vE*7]*7Z*) (Ia 07 Oa 0)
L

The local stability of RFE given will be investigated using the next generation matrix method
[32]. We calculate the next generation matrix for the system of the question by enumerating
the number of ways that:

e new spreaders arise

« number of ways that individuals can move but only one way to create a spreader.

Only the equations concerning contaminated and/or contagious individuals (disseminated infor-
mation) are necessary.

3‘; =(1—p)Bsi+ (1 —1)bsz — pei — e — ue
di . . . . .
y = pfsi+ pei + e — i — Niz — i

We take stock of what goes in and what goes out of each compartment:
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Figure 2: The entry and exit balance sheet

1. We note F;(x) rate at which new spreaders enter compartment 4.

2. We note V;'(x) those which come from the other compartments by any other cause (dis-
placement, healing, etc...).

3. We note V; (x) the speed of those leaving compartment i (for example, mortality, movement,
change in epidemiological status, ...).

We finally have :

i =Fi(z)+ Vi(x); avec Vi(z) =V (z)+ V (x)
We denote by Xg the state without disease:
Xs={2zeRP|z;=0,i=1,...,p}
The following assumptions are made:
l.z>0, Fi(x)>0, Vi(x)>0, V(z)>0
2. If z; =0, then V; (z) = 0.

If there is nothing in a compartment, nothing can nothing can come out of it. This is the
essential property of a compartmental model.

3. For i > p, then F;(x) = 0. Compartments with an index less than p are "uninfected". By
definition, "infected" cannot appear in these compartments.

4. If z € Xg, then Fi(x) = 0 and V;" () = 0 for i = 1,...,p. If there are no germ carriers in
the population, new "infected" cannot appear.

The Jacobian of f is written around the equilibrium point (f(¢, ) = 0) without disease x*:
J(z*) = DF(z*) + DV(z*)

OF;
For F' = et V = [
975 | 1; j<p

oV;
al'j

] 1<i,5<p

Where
1. F' > 0 is a positive definite matrix and

2. V is a Metzler matrix (i,e off-diagonal terms are positive),
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We define Ry then as follows :
Ry = p(FV™Y) = det(FV~' — XI), Where p the spectral ray.
the matrices F' and V are defined as follows, respectively: :

F_ ((1 - p)@%)

pBsy

e _ —pei — e — [ie
V=V"+V _<—6i—ui+ae—)\z’z>'

So, let
F = rate of appearance of new spreaders into the compartment and,
V = rate of transfer into (out) of compartment

. 0 (l—p)550)7 V:<5+u 0 )

0 pﬁS() —£ 5+M
N
0 (1- —
( p)b”u chu 0
F= L V=
0 pLﬂ e otp

detV = (e + p)(6 + p)

Hence the next generation matrix with large domain is two dimensional and is given by F'V !

(I1-—p)Ber  (1—p)Bn

p(e+p)(@0+p) p@+p)
pbem pbm

pet+p)(6+p) pd+p)

Entry K;; represents expected number of secondary cases in compartment ¢ by an individual in
compartment j

The dominant eigenvalue of (3)) is equal to Ry , therefore we evaluate the characteristic equation
of (3) by using det(FV =1 — AI) = 0 ,which gives after some calculs

K=FV 1= (3)

(1 —p)Berm mpB(e + 1)

¥ ple+ @) +p)  ple+p)(6+p)

=0

Finally we have the following expresion of R like that :

_ B (e+pp)
po(e+p) (0+p)

Theorem 3.1. The system of equation (@ is locally asymptotically stable if all its eigenvalues

are less than zero at rumor free equilibrium My = (—, 0, 0, 0)
i

Next generation operator (FV 1) gives rate at which individuals in compartment j generate
new infections in compartment i times average length of time individual spends in single visit to
compartment j



Proof. At rumor-free equilibrium point, the Jacobian matrix is :

P
0 —e_ (I1=p)pr (1 =1Dbr
S PR . S
0 0 ' ) lb—w—,u
I

Now we try to calculate the eigenvalues of by finding the characteristic equation using the

formula det(J — A\I) =0

o g
1—
0 e ( 5)6#
det(J — NI) = det . BT
6 —_— JE—
0
0 0 )

From the Jacobian matrix of , we obtained a characteristic polynomial:

(=X — 1) (N + aaA® + a1\ + ag) = 0,

where
lb
as :——W—l—?)u—]ﬂ—l—(ﬂ—s
1
lbmw
ar =(e+0)(1—Ro)+(— —p

L

(1 =Dbmed lbr
0

ayg = —

From (0] ) clearly, we see that :

pBT

L

A—pn =0=A=—-pu<0

or

)\3 + CLQ)\2 + CL1>\ + Qo

=0.

— &

(7 — p)(e +0)(1 = Ro)

—2u)

(8)

(9)

From @ we applied Routh-Hurwitz criteria. By this criteria, @ has strictly negative real

root if and only if ap >0 , ag > 0, and as * a1 > ay.

Obviously we see that ay is positive because 3y + 0 +¢ > E(lb + pB), but ag to be positive
14

b
1 — Ry must be positive, which leads to Ry < 1 because u > —W. Therefore, RFE will be locally
1

asymptotically stable if and only if Ry < 1.
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Thus this theorem implies that for any given rumor in a population, it can be eliminated when
Ry < 1.

Theorem 3.2. When Ry is less than or equal to one, the rumor-free equilibrium is globally
asymptotically stable.

Proof. A suitable Lyapunov function L to establish the global stability of the rumor-free equi-
librium is defined as L = wl. The derivative of the Lyapunov function with respect to time ¢
is:

T el 05— G+
— wld ) B 1
= wlo 4l T
<wl )l e P o pe o

<w(d+ )[Ry —1]i  for p€[0,1]

dL dL
If Ry < 1, then T < 0 holds. Furthermore, T < 0 if and only if I = 0. Hence, L is
dL
Lyapunov function on D and the largest compact invariant set in {(I,M,G, R) € D, i 0}

is the singleton (z7 0,0,0). The global stability follows from LaSalle’s [27] invariance principle,

when Ry < 1. Hence, the disease-free equilibrium is globally asymptotically stable.
O

3.4 The Endemic Equilibrium

The endemic equilibrium is denoted by M* = (S*,0, I*, Z*) and it occurs when the disease persists
in the community. To obtain it, we equating all the model equations to zero. Then we obtain
for £* = 0:

o T i pb o o p |
ps* B A AB B
Pl 0 p
— e~ _E
A AN
When we substitute these expressions into the last equation of , we obtained a characteristic
polynomial of susceptible,

Z*

lBS(pfS*—i—/;)+6(7r p_phg. 0w

(10)




From we get the following result:

, Db b6 lbu op pu pbu  pBu 5, 1 1 1
L f B b VP AN shal B s athnt 4
S A(M:HS( SRS UL vl s e WA Wl R Vel
+p5ﬂ-_/878:07
which gives
AS?*+BS*+CS+ D=0
where b
p
A =270
)\( )7
1
B = —(IbS + by + 0p + ppu — pbpu+ pBu+ pAn),
B+A+1, op
_ 2 on
T
D =-22
B

Lemma 3.1. An endemic equilibrium point M* exists and is positive if Ry > 1.

4 The Model with Controls

(11)

(12)

Now, we introduce our controls into system . As control measures to fight the spread of rumor,
we extend our system by including three kinds of controls u, v, and w.

1. The first control u is to tell users that the information or publication is false and contains

a malicious rumor.

2. The second control v is through to reduce the number of susceptible who entering and

spread the rumor.

3. The last one w is also applied by the sceptik or number of people who will question the fake
news or those deactivates an account after learning that it is fake or aimed at spreading the

rumor.

With the aim of better understanding the effects of any control measure of these strategies, we
introduce three new variables: m;, ¢ = 1,2,3. We note that m; = 0 in the absence of control, and

m; = 1 in the presence of control.

@
dt
@
dt
@
dt
dz

g = lbsz + 0i + Niz — pz +

12

=7 — us — [si — bsz — mus

= (1 —p)Bsi+ (1 —1)bsz — pei — ce — pe — myve

= pfBst + pet + ce — 01 — N\iz — pi — w3wi

TIUS

(14)



4.1 Optimal Control Problem

We define the objective functional as follows:

T 1 1 1
J= / [1(t) + S AW () + 50°(t) + w? (D]t (15)
0
where A > 0, B > 0, and C' > 0 are the cost coefficients:
J(u*,v*,w") = min J(u,v,w) over T (16)

The set of admissible controls is defined as follows :

r = {u,v,w € L'(0,T) such that (u(t),v(t),w(t)) €[0,1] x[0,1] x [0,1] ¥Vt € [O,T]} (17)

4.2 Existence of an optimal control solution

Let us consider an optimal control problem having the form We analyze sufficient conditions
for the existence of a solution to the optimal control problem . Using a result in Refs. Fleming
and Rishel ([12] ), and Hattaf and Yousfi ([16]), existence of the optimal control can be obtained.

1 1 1
Let us consider now L as the function that we integrate I(t) + §Au2(t) + ivz(t) + §w2(t) and

we get the following lemma

Lemma 1. The integrand L(S,E,I,Z,u,v,w) in the objective functional is convex on I' and
there exist constants ¢, and cy such that L(S, E, I, Z, u,v,w) > ¢, + co(|ul> + |v]* + |w|?) 2

We have the following theorem:

Theorem 4.1. Consider the control problem with system . There exists an optimal control
(u*,v*,w*) € T such that the control set T is convex and closed.

Proof. The existence of the optimal control can be obtained using a result by Fleming and Rishel
([12] ), checking the following step:

« By definition, I' is closed. Take any control uy,us € I'and A € [0, 1]. Then Aug+(1—X)ug >
0.. Additionally, we observe that Au; < A(1 — MNug < (1 — A); then Aug + (1 — Nug <
A+ (1—=A)=1and 0 < Auy + (1 — Nug <1, for all uy,us € I" and X € [0, 1].

Therefore, I' is convex and condition 1 is satisfied.

o The integrand in the objective functional is convex on I'. It rests to show that there
exist constants ¢;,¢y > 0, and o > 1 such that the integrand L(S, E, I, Z, u,v,w) of the
objective functional satisfies :

1 1 o
L(S,E,I,Z, u,v,w) = 1(t) + §Au2(t) + ivz(t) + —w?(t) > ¢ + co([u* + [v]? + |w|?)2

N

The state variables are bounded; let ¢; = I, ¢o = inf( ), and « = 2, then it follows

that :

A B C
27272

L(S,E, I, Z,u,v,w) > ¢1 + co([ul]® + |v]* + |w|*)? (18)

Then, from Fleming and Rishel [12] , we conclude that there exists an optimal control.
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4.3 Characterization of optimal controls

Let us consider an optimal control problem having the form (15). Pontryagin’s Maximum princi-
ple [33] allows to use costate functions to transform the optimization problem to the problem of
determining the pointwise minimum relative to «* , v*, and w* of the Hamiltonian. The Hamilto-
nian is built from the cost functional (15))and the controlling dynamics (2) derive the optimality
conditions:

1 1 1 "
i=1

where ¢; denotes the right side of the differential equation of the i—th state variables.

1 1 1
H= I(t)+ §Au2 + §Bv2 + §Cw2 + p1(m — ps — Bsi — bsz — mus)
+ po((1 — p)Bsi + (1 — 1)bsz — pei — ce — pe — mave) (20)
+ p3(pBsi + pei + e — §i — Niz — pi — w3wi)
+ pa(lbsz + di + Niz — pz + mus)

where the p;, ¢ = 1....4 are the associated adjoints for the states S, E, I, Z. The optimality
system of equations is found by taking the appropriate partial derivatives of the Hamiltonian (8)
with respect to the associated state variable.

The following theorem is a consequence of the maximum principle.

Theorem 4.2. Given an optimal control (u*,v*, w*) and corresponding solutions to the state sys-
tem S*, E*, I*, Z* that minimize the objective functional J(u*,v*, w*) there exist adjoint variables

pi(t), pa(t), pa(t), pa(t)), satisfying

P = —[pi(—p— Bi— bz — mu) + pa((1 = p)Bi + (1 — 1)bz) + p3(pPi) + pa(lbz + miu))]

P2 = — [pa(—pe — e — p— ) + ps(pi + €)]

ps = —[1+pi(=Bs) + p2((1 — p)Bs — pe) + ps(pBs + pe — 0 — Az — p — m3w)]

Ps = —[p1(=bs) + pa(1 — [)bs + ps(Ai) + pa(lbs + Xi — )]

with the transversality conditions o

p(T) = 0
hir) = .
pa(T) = 0

Furthermore, we may characterize the optimal pair by the piecewise continuous functions and
f07"7T1:7T2:7T3:1
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™

u*(t) = min {max (0, 7(]91 — p4)> , 1} ,

v*(t) = min {max (0, 7T222 6) , 1} , (23)

w*(t) = min {max (0, ngg Z) : 1} ,

Proof. The existence of optimal controls follows from Corollary 4.1 of Fleming and Rishel [12]
since the integrand of .J is a convex function of (u, v, w), and the state system satisfies the Lipchitz
property with respect to the state variables because the state solutions are L bounded. The
following can be derived from Pontryagin’s maximum principle ([33]):

OH OH OH OH

p1 = _%»]b - _(97E yP3 = _W P4 = _877
with p;(T) =0, for i =1, 2, 3, 4. evaluated at the optimal controls and the corresponding
states, which results in adjoint system of theorem (4.2). The Hamiltonian H is minimized with
respect to the controls at the optimal controls; therefore, we differentiate H with respect to u ,
v, and w on the set I' | respectively, thereby obtaining the following optimality conditions:

OH g
— = Au(t) —p1m S +pam S =0 <= u(t) = L(Pl — p4)
ou 1

OH

S, = Bo(t) —pame = 0 <= v(t) = ”2? ¢

0H . T Do

T = Cw(t) = psmsi = 0 = w(t) = 353

Solving for u* , v*, and w*, we obtain for the bounds in I' of the controls,
S
u*(t) = min {max <0, 71'17(101 - p4)> : 1} :

v*(t) = min {max (0, Wng 6) : 1} : (24)

w*(t) = min {max <0, %) , 1} ,

However, if m; = 0 where ¢ = 1, 2,3 the controls attached to his case will be eliminated and
removed.

By the standard variation arguments with the control bounds, we obtain the optimal solutions

(23) 0

4.4 Numerical Simulation

In this section, we present the results obtained by solving numerically the optimality system.This
system consists of the state system, adjoint system, initial and final time conditions, and the
control characterization. So, the optimality system is given by the following:
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Table 2: Parameters model formulations and their descriptions

Parameter | Description Units Value
s Recruitment rate into the Susceptible popu- | Per unit time | Value
lation
15} Rate of contact between S and I Per unit time | Value
b Rate of contact between S and Z Per unit time | Value
P Rate of contact between E and I Per unit time | Value
€ Incubation rate Per unit time | Value
i Average Incubation rate Per unit time | Value
P Transmission rate S->I, given contact with I Unit-less Value
[ Transmission rate S->7, given contact with Unit-less Value
Z
1—-1 S->E Probability given contact with skeptics Unit-less Value
1—p S->E Probability given contact with Unit-less Value
adopters
W Deconnect rate of network Per unit time | Value

In this paragraph, we give numerical simulation to highlight the effectiveness of the strategy
that we have developed in the framework of eliminating the rumor and limit its spread; the initial
values are the same as in Table 1; with regard to other initial values, they proposed values after

a statistical study.

4.4.1 Numerical Simulation for Ry < 1

Figure |3| illustrates the dynamics of SEIZ in the absence of controls, and we can see that the
starting number is initially low and that the number of susceptible individuals has decreased over
time. We note that from the outset, infected and susceptible individuals tend towards 0 and
that only skeptics have increased from their initial state to a higher number. This figure shows
that if we have a low density of individuals, then within a few days or months, the false tends to

disappear because of the skeptics.
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Dynamics without control strategy
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Figure 3: Dynamics of the model with the values 7 = 10;5 = 0.007;u = 0.5;¢ = 0.06;0 =
0.05;p = 0.09767; A = 0.0084231; p = 0.21431;1 = 0.005234; b = 0.00539.
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Figure 4: Dynamics of infected and Sceptiks for different values de § and all the other values
constants for Ry < 1

4.4.2 Numerical Simulation for R, > 1

Figure[p|represents the dynamics of SEIZ in the absence of controls and we can see that the number
of susceptible people has increased from its initial state to a number to stabilize. We note that
from the outset, the infected become more and more numerous in sharing false information until
they stabilize, while the skeptics remain much lower than the infected. This balance shows that
false information is quickly relayed.
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Dynamics without control strategy for R_0 > 1
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Figure 5: Dynamics of the model with the values 7 = 50; 5 = 0.07; u = 0.5;¢ = 0.06; 0 = 0.05;p =
0.09767; A = 0.0084231; p = 0.21431;1 = 0.005234; b = 0.00539.

In order to increase the stifling rate A. we should generally improve the level of scientific
knowledge of the public in society. This way, the public can clearly identify general rumors and
not easily believe and spread them. Figure [0] illustrates how the number of the sceptiks people
changes over time with different Rate of contact between S and I noted S. From [6], we can
establish that when the Rate of contact between S and I decreases, the number of sceptiks people
decreases. Therefore reducing this Rate of contact can control the spread of rumors.

Evolution of the infected for RO>1 Evolution of the sceptics for R0O>1
70 i T —— beta=0.03 ol beta=0.03 UPTTCLLL L
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A L]
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Figure 6: Dynamics of infected and Sceptiks for different values de § and all the other values
constants for Ry > 1

4.4.3 Case 1: Applying Only Control «

Since it will be applied to ignorant individuals, we will be limited to displaying and comparing
the curves of infected and Sceptiks in case with control strategy. In this scenario, we simulate
the case where we apply a single control u with which we inform a portion of the ignorants by
the false information, so we win this proportion in favor of stiflers. We observe from our Figure
that, some days after the implementation of the strategy, the impact will start to appear as we
note that the number will gradually decrease until it stabilizes. On the other hand, the number

18



of Sceptiks in this model will suddenly start to rise. This change is probably due to the fact that
the control is aimed at telling the ignorant people to turn to stifler ones. In this way, we win a
number of people in the fight against the spread of false news.

Dynamics with control strategy
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Figure 7: Dynamics of the model with the control u
control u
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Figure 8: Optimal control u for SEIR optimal control problem

4.4.4 Case 2: Applying Only Control v

Here, we will implement only control v, that the effect of the strategy will appear on the number
of infected as the number will gradually decrease. This rapid change is attributed to the fact that

control directly targets this group.
In the second scenario, we apply a single v-control, but this time one that focuses on broad-

casters. The figure shows that the number of diffusers has decreased, but this time we see that
the number of sceptoks tends towards zero; however, we note that this control also leads to a loss

of both s diffusers and skeptics.
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Dynamics with control strategy with control v
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Figure 9: Dynamics of the model with the control v
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Figure 10: Optimal control v for the SEIR optimal control problem

4.4.5 Case 2: Applying Only Control v , v and w

In this strategy, we implemented the three controls as an intervention to eradicate the rumor
from the community or population. Figure[I1|shows that the number of infectious individuals and
sceptics is zero for some time before they start to increase progressively, with a clear progression of
sceptics above broadcasters or infected individuals. Consequently, the application of this strategy
is effective in eradicating rumor as a community disease in a specified period of time.
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Dynamics with controls strategy
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Figure 11: Dynamics of the SEIR model for all optimals controls u , v and w applied
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Figure 12: optimals controls u , v and w of the third strategy.
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5 Conclusions and future Work

In this paper, we give a new simple mathematical model which describes the dynamics of rumor
propagation. The model is based on two compartmental models by combining them in order to
take into account more factors that are involved in the dynamic. Three control strategies were
introduced, and referring to the introduction of three new variables , 1 = 1,2, 3, we could study
and combine several scenarios in order to see the impact and the effect of each one of these controls
on the reduction of the rumor spread. The goal is achieved and the numerical resolution of the
system with difference equations as well as the numerical simulations enabled us to compare and
see the difference between each scenario in a concrete way. The purpose of the work is achieved
and we have proved the effectiveness of our strategy and its importance in fighting the spread of
any rumor like throughout any social network.
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