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2 

Abstract 13 

  14 

Health perceptions and health-related behaviors can change at the population level as 15 

cultures evolve. In the last decade, despite the proven efficacy of vaccines, the developed world 16 

has seen a resurgence of vaccine-preventable diseases (VPDs) such as measles, pertussis, and 17 

polio. Vaccine hesitancy, an individual attitude influenced by historical, political, and socio-18 

cultural forces, is believed to be a primary factor responsible for decreasing vaccine coverage, 19 

thereby increasing the risk and occurrence of VPD outbreaks. In recent years, mathematical 20 

models of disease dynamics have begun to incorporate aspects of human behavior, however they 21 

do not address how beliefs and motivations influence these health behaviors. Here, using a 22 

mathematical modeling framework, we explore the effects of cultural evolution on vaccine 23 

hesitancy and vaccination behavior. With this model, we shed light on facets of cultural evolution 24 

(vertical and oblique transmission, homophily, etc.) that promote the spread of vaccine 25 

hesitancy, ultimately affecting levels of vaccination coverage and VPD outbreak risk in a 26 

population. In addition, we present our model as a generalizable framework for exploring cultural 27 

evolution when humans’ beliefs influence, but do not strictly dictate, their behaviors. This model 28 

offers a means of exploring how parents’ potentially conflicting beliefs and cultural traits could 29 

affect their children’s health and fitness. We show that vaccine confidence and vaccine-conferred 30 

benefits can both be driving forces of vaccine coverage. We also demonstrate that an assortative 31 

preference among vaccine-hesitant individuals can lead to increased vaccine hesitancy and lower 32 

vaccine coverage.   33 
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1. Introduction 34 

 35 

Niche construction is a process in which organisms modify their local environment, thus 36 

altering selection pressures on themselves and the other organisms in that environment [1,2]. In 37 

cultural niche construction, humans modify their cultural environments—such as their beliefs, 38 

behaviors, preferences, and social contacts—in ways that subsequently alter evolutionary 39 

pressures on themselves and/or their culture [2]. Mathematical models of niche construction 40 

have traditionally been used in a biological and ecological context. More recently, this type of 41 

model has been expanded to explain the evolution of cultural behaviors, with applications to 42 

religion, fertility, and the evolution of large-scale human conflict [2–7]. Cultural niche 43 

construction theory recognizes that human evolution is in part directed by human behaviors. As 44 

such, using a niche construction framework allows for the exploration of a broader range of 45 

complex feedback scenarios resulting from selection pressures that may be caused by—or act 46 

upon—non-genetic traits. It may also provide insight into how otherwise deleterious traits 47 

become beneficial in certain environments and thus spread in a population [1]. Here, we propose 48 

a cultural niche construction model of the interactions between beliefs and behaviors, in which 49 

an individual’s beliefs influence their behaviors, and these belief-behavior interactions can be 50 

affected by and shape the broader cultural landscape. We apply this model to the interactions 51 

between vaccine-related beliefs, such as vaccine hesitancy of individual parents, and vaccination 52 

behaviors, such as a pair of parents vaccinating their offspring. Modeling the belief-behavior 53 

interactions underlying vaccination coverage using a cultural niche construction framework 54 

allows us to better understand how vaccination “cultures” are formed and how they can be 55 

transformed to promote public health.  56 

Understanding vaccination behaviors is a crucial aspect of preventing infectious disease 57 

outbreaks. The implementation of childhood vaccination policies has led to the eradication of 58 

smallpox and the elimination of poliomyelitis (polio) in the United States [8–10]. The high efficacy 59 

of the measles vaccine, combined with wide vaccine acceptance in developed countries, had 60 

resulted in measles previously being targeted for elimination by 2020 [11]. However, over the 61 

past decade, there has been a resurgence of vaccine-preventable diseases (VPDs) in developed 62 

countries despite the safety and efficacy of vaccines and high overall childhood vaccination rates 63 

[12–15]. Vaccine hesitancy, named one of the World Health Organization’s ten threats to global 64 

health in 2019 [16], is believed to be responsible for decreasing vaccination coverage and thus 65 
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increasing the risk of vaccine-preventable disease outbreaks worldwide [17]. Vaccine hesitancy is 66 

a complex and context-specific individual attitude influenced by multiple factors, such as 67 

complacency (the belief that vaccination is unnecessary when the perceived risk of VPDs is low), 68 

convenience (the accessibility and affordability of vaccines), and confidence (the level of trust in 69 

the efficacy and safety of the vaccine, and in the healthcare system) [15,18]. Additionally, anti-70 

vaccine sentiments are still on the rise despite well-documented vaccine efficacy and safety, 71 

including numerous studies debunking the spurious connection between vaccines and autism 72 

[19] and other anti-vaccination arguments [20]. The spread of these sentiments and disease 73 

outbreak risk are further exacerbated by homophily—the tendency of individuals to choose social 74 

contacts and mates who are similar to themselves [6,7,21,22]. Network-based simulations 75 

suggest that individuals with similar vaccine-hesitant opinions form groups that are more 76 

susceptible to vaccine-preventable diseases, impeding the attainment of herd immunity and 77 

substantially increasing the likelihood of disease outbreak in these clusters [23].  78 

Even though some epidemiological models have begun to include aspects of human behavior 79 

(e.g [24–26]), these models do not typically incorporate the effects of population beliefs and 80 

changing cultural landscapes on disease transmission. For example, established epidemiological 81 

models such as the Susceptible-Infected-Recovered (SIR) model have been modified to include a 82 

vaccination component that can be useful in determining the intensity of intervention needed to 83 

address an epidemic [27]; however these models do not generally address fluctuations in 84 

vaccination rates or lower-than-expected rates of adoption based on cultural factors. One 85 

notable exception is a recent study in which an SIR model of a contagious disease was paired with 86 

another SIR model in which vaccine hesitancy is treated as a “cultural contagion”; this model 87 

showed that the spread of anti-vaccine sentiment could cause epidemics that would otherwise 88 

not have occurred [28]. However, it is still important that we understand how parents’ beliefs, 89 

which may differ from one another, interact with their perceptions of the relative risks of disease 90 

and vaccines to shape the decision to vaccinate their children, which in turn affects the future risk 91 

of vaccine-preventable disease outbreaks. Indeed, belief systems can act as the main barrier to 92 

vaccination, as opposed to lack of vaccine access, particularly in wealthier countries [23,29]. For 93 

example, increasing rates of non-medical exemption from vaccines (exemption on the basis of 94 

religious, philosophical, and personal beliefs), have been observed in the United States [30,31]. 95 

Without these considerations, models commonly used in public health may be misleading; thus, 96 

understanding and incorporating the underlying health cultures and their evolution, including the 97 
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interplay between beliefs and behaviors, will allow us to build more comprehensive and 98 

representative models of vaccination dynamics and better support public health efforts.  99 

In this study, we model the development and spread of vaccine hesitancy and childhood 100 

vaccination through a cultural evolution framework, incorporating the transmission of vaccine 101 

attitudes both from parents and from the community. We aim to assess the dynamic interactions 102 

between beliefs (shaped by social interactions) and behaviors (influenced by these beliefs). Using 103 

vaccine hesitancy and vaccination behaviors as a focal example of belief-behavior interactions, 104 

we explore the situations in which vaccine hesitancy is most likely to spread, potentially reducing 105 

childhood vaccination rates and leading to an increase in vaccine-preventable disease outbreaks. 106 

In addition, we consider that the perception of the relative risks of a disease and its preventive 107 

vaccine can fluctuate based on the prevalence of vaccination [26], such that the population’s 108 

vaccination coverage can influence the decision to vaccinate one’s children. Finally, we take into 109 

account that the decision to vaccinate a child is often the joint consideration of two individuals 110 

who might have different vaccine attitudes, and we further incorporate homophily (assortative 111 

mating) to understand how social subcultures might influence parental behaviors. Overall, we 112 

propose that a generalizable modeling framework for belief-behavior interactions can help 113 

inform public health strategies by improving our understanding of the cultural dynamics of 114 

vaccine hesitancy. 115 

 116 

2. Methods 117 

 118 

To model the evolution of vaccine beliefs and behaviors, we build on the cultural niche 119 

construction framework of [6] to assess the effects of vaccine attitudes on vaccination behaviors 120 

and on the resulting vaccination culture. We use this adapted model to explore how vaccination 121 

patterns evolve in a population when a cultural trait, such as vaccine hesitancy, can influence but 122 

not perfectly predict a behavior, such as vaccinating one’s children. 123 

We consider two cultural traits: V, a vaccination trait, and A, a vaccine attitude trait. Each 124 

trait has two possible states, V+ (vaccinated) or V− (unvaccinated) and A+ (vaccine confident) or A− 125 

(vaccine hesitant), respectively. Thus, there are four possible phenotypes: V+A+ (type 1: 126 

vaccinated and confident), V+A− (type 2: vaccinated and hesitant), V−A+ (type 3: unvaccinated and 127 

confident), and V−A− (type 4: unvaccinated and hesitant), whose population frequencies are 128 

denoted by x1, x2, x3, and x4, respectively, with ∑ 𝑥!"
!#$ = 1.  129 
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 130 
 131 
Table 1: List of parameters, their definitions, and default or initial values 132 

Parameter Meaning Parameter Meaning 

V Vaccination state (V+ vaccinated, 
V− unvaccinated) 

A Vaccine attitude (A+ confident, A− 
hesitant) 

mij  Mating frequencies (given in 
Table S1) 

⍺k Assortative mating parameter 
(homophily) 
Default: ⍺1= 0, ⍺2= 0 

Bm,n Probability that parental pairs 
vaccinate their children, which 
depends upon the parents’ 
vaccination states (bm) and 
vaccine attitude (cn) (given in 
Table S2) 

Cn Probability that parental pairs 
transmit vaccine confidence to 
their children 
Default: C0= 0.01, C1= C2 = 0.5, C3 

= 0.99 

bm Probability that parental pairs 
support offspring vaccination 
given their vaccination states  
Default: b0= 0.01, b1= b2 = 0.5, b3 

= 0.99 

cn Probability that parental pairs 
support offspring vaccination 
given their vaccine attitude  
Default: c0= 0.01, c1= c2 = 0.5, c3 = 
0.99 

σ Comprehensive selection 
coefficient for V+, dependent on 
the population-wide vaccination 
rate (see Figure 1) 

σmax The highest additional benefit 
that can be conferred by 
vaccination 
Default: σmax= 0.1 

Initial Phenotype Frequencies x1(V+A+) = 0.81, x2 (V+A−) = 0.1, x3 (V−A+) = 0.07, x4 

(V−A−) = 0.02 

 133 

The attitude trait (A) can influence the dynamics of the vaccination trait (V) in two ways: 134 

by affecting the likelihood that couples vaccinate their offspring, and by determining with whom 135 

each adult will preferentially pair in assortative interactions. The state of the vaccine attitude trait 136 

(A) informs the value of an assortative mating parameter (αk), which measures the departure 137 

from random mating. We define a ‘choosing parent’, arbitrarily, as the first member of each 138 

mating pair. The choosing parent's A state dictates the level of assortative mating, that is, the 139 

degree to which an individual of a given A state will preferentially mate with another individual of 140 

the same state, expressed by parameters αk where k = {1, 2} and 0≤αk≤1 (Table S1). If the 141 

choosing parent is A+, this individual mates preferentially with other A+ individuals with 142 

probability α1, and mates randomly with probability 1−α1, whereas if the choosing parent is A−, 143 
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this individual mates preferentially with other A− individuals with probability α2, and mates 144 

randomly with probability 1−α2. There are sixteen possible mating pairs from the four 145 

phenotypes described, and we use the notation mi,j to indicate the frequency of a mating 146 

between a choosing parent of type i and the second parent of type j where i, j = {1, 2, 3, 4} (Table 147 

S1); for example, m1,3 represents the mating frequency of V+A+ (x1) and V−A+ (x3).  148 

Since the two traits (A and V) are transmitted vertically, for each phenotype we must specify 149 

the probability that the mating produces an offspring of that phenotype. The vaccine confidence 150 

trait (A+) is transmitted with probability Cn, and the vaccine hesitancy trait (A−) is transmitted with 151 

probability 1−Cn (for n = {0, 1, 2, 3} as shown in Tables 2 and Table S2). If C0 = 0, two A− parents 152 

will always produce A− offspring, and if C3 = 1, two A+
 parents will always produce A+ offspring. 153 

However, if C0 > 0, two A− parents can produce A+ offspring at some probability, and similarly if C3 154 

< 1, two A+ parents can produce A− offspring with some probability. 155 

Transmission of vaccination (V+ with probability Bm,n for m, n = {0, 1, 2, 3}; Table 1) is more 156 

complex, since parents’ vaccine attitudes (A), in addition to their own vaccination states (V), can 157 

influence their behavior in vaccinating their offspring via a set of “influence parameters” that 158 

inform vaccination probabilities. The probability that each mating pair produces an offspring with 159 

the V+ trait (i.e. vaccinates their offspring) is a scaled product of the influence of parental 160 

attitudes (cn for n = {0, 1, 2, 3}) and the influence of parental vaccination states (bm for m = {0, 1, 2, 161 

3} ) (Tables 2 and Table S2). For example, for mating pair V+A+ × V+A−, the combined vaccination 162 

states (V+ × V+) will influence vaccination behavior by b3, and the combined attitude states, (A+ × 163 

A−), will influence vaccination behavior by c2. Therefore, a V+A+ × V+A− mating will produce a V+ 164 

offspring with probability 𝐵%,' 	= 	 𝑐' (
$()!
'
); this pair will also produce an A+ offspring with 165 

probability C2 based on their combined attitude states. Thus, according to the model, this pairing 166 

will produce a V+A+ offspring with probability B3,2C2 and a V+A− offspring with probability 167 

B3,2(1−C2). We note that assortative mating (αk>0) will increase the frequency of matings between 168 

individuals that share an attitude trait, with these non-random interactions in turn skewing 169 

vaccination outcomes toward those of same-state couples (via c0 and c3).  170 

Transmission and influence probabilities are constant throughout a single simulation, with 171 

values ranging from 0 to 1. At default settings, the influence parameters bm and cn, and the 172 

transmission parameter Cn would take the following values: C0, b0, c0 = 0.01; C1, C2, b1, b2, c1, 173 

c2 = 0.5; and C3, b3, c3 = 0.99. In our model, the influence of parental vaccine beliefs (cn) is greater 174 
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than the influence of their own vaccination status (bn) on their likelihood of vaccinating their 175 

offspring, so offspring vaccination is guaranteed at some probability only if cn > 0. 176 

 177 
Table 2: Presence (+) and absence (–) subscript assignments. Demonstrating the trait presence (+) and 178 
absence (–) combinations associated with m, n subscripts. For example, the + × – combinations is 179 
associated with m and n subscript value 2: an A+ × A– pairing transmits A+ at probability C2. This rule applies 180 
to parameters Cn, bm, Bm,n, cn, as shown in Table S2. 181 
 182 

Subscript Value (m, 
n; e.g. bm, Cn) 

 Associated Pairing 
(e.g. V × V, A × A) 

0 – × – 

1 – × + 

2 + × – 

3 + × + 

 183 

Transmission and influence probabilities are constant throughout a single simulation, with 184 

values ranging from 0 to 1. At default settings, the influence parameters bm and cn, and the 185 

transmission parameter Cn would take the following values: C0, b0, c0 = 0.01; C1, C2, b1, b2, c1, 186 

c2 = 0.5; and C3, b3, c3 = 0.99. In our model, the influence of parental vaccine beliefs (cn) is greater 187 

than the influence of their own vaccination status (bn) on their likelihood of vaccinating their 188 

offspring, so offspring vaccination is guaranteed at some probability only if cn > 0. 189 

The cultural selection pressure on vaccination is given by the parameter σ, such that the 190 

frequency of the V+A+ and V+A− phenotypes are multiplied by 1+σ after vertical cultural 191 

transmission has occurred. At the end of each timestep, the frequency of each phenotype is 192 

divided by the sum of all four frequencies, ensuring that the frequencies sum to 1. This cultural 193 

selection coefficient is implemented in the same way as a selection coefficient in a population-194 

genetic model, but unlike the latter, it is structured to encompass both biological fitness and 195 

cultural selection pressures, including perceived risks or benefits of the vaccine itself, personal 196 

cost-benefit analyses of preventative health behaviors, and the structural or societal-level factors 197 

influencing vaccination rates [32,33]. This parameter modulates whether there are more or fewer 198 

vaccinated individuals than expected: in other words, when σ>0, vaccinated individuals are more 199 

common in a set of offspring than would be expected strictly based on the beliefs and vaccination 200 

statuses of their parents. We calculate σ in each timestep as a function of the current vaccination 201 
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coverage (frequency of V+, i.e. x1 + x2), and in each simulation we specify σmax as the maximum 202 

cultural selection pressure of getting vaccinated (−1≤σmax≤1) (see the cultural selection coefficient 203 

function in Figure 1). This function was constructed by fitting a curve to pre-specified conditions 204 

that incorporate assumptions from evolutionary game theory (e.g. that herd immunity decreases 205 

the incentive to vaccinate [34]): we assume that when vaccination coverage is low, the real and 206 

perceived benefits of vaccination are highest, and thus, the cultural selection pressure is near 207 

σmax, however, as vaccination coverage increases, the perceived benefits of vaccination decrease 208 

and the cultural selection pressure is reduced (Figure 1).  209 

 210 

 211 
Figure 1: Cultural selection coefficient function. The cultural selection coefficient function was 212 
constructed by fitting a curve to specified conditions, and considers both health and non-health related 213 
effects. The selection coefficient (σ; vertical axis) is dependent on the frequency of vaccinated individuals 214 
(V+) in the population (horizontal axis). σmax is the maximum cultural selection coefficient associated with 215 
being vaccinated. Perceived vaccine benefit is reduced as vaccination coverage increases, since the 216 
negative effects of the disease will be less apparent. Note: Of the σmax values shown, only σmax = 0.1 allows 217 
the cultural selection pressure to be either positive or negative at a given timepoint depending on the 218 
frequency of vaccination. 219 
 220 

Thus far, we have described vertical cultural transmission from parent to offspring. The 221 

model also incorporates a second phase with oblique cultural transmission (i.e. influence from 222 
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non-parental adults), in which individuals can change their inherited vaccine attitudes (A) due to 223 

influence from other adults in the population. There are two probabilities associated with 224 

attitude modulation: the probability that a vaccine hesitant (A−) individual adopts the vaccine 225 

confident (A+) state (A− to A+ transition probability, given by 𝐴→+,-.!/0-1 in Figure 2), and the 226 

probability that an A+ individual adopts the A− state (A+ to A− transition probability, given by 227 

𝐴→203!14-1 in Figure 2). As with the strength of cultural selection (σ) described previously (Figure 228 

1), the probability that offspring change their vaccine attitude is a function of the V+ frequency in 229 

the population, constructed according to similar assumptions given in Figure 2. As the frequency 230 

of vaccinated individuals (V+) increases in the population, vaccine-confident individuals (A+) are 231 

more likely to become hesitant (𝐴→203!14-1 probability increases) and vaccine-hesitant individuals 232 

(A−) are less likely to become confident (𝐴→+,-.!/0-1 probability decreases).  233 

 234 

 235 
Figure 2: Attitude Transition Probability Function. Attitude transition probability functions were 236 
constructed by fitting a curve to specified values based on the assumptions pictured. Attitude transition 237 
probability (vertical axis) is a function of the vaccination frequency in the population (V+; horizontal axis). 238 
The probability that a vaccine hesitant individual adopts vaccine confidence (A− to A+ transition probability, 239 
shown in black) is determined by the function 𝐴→"#$%&'($), and the probability that a vaccine confident 240 
individual adopts vaccine hesitancy (A+ to A− transition probability, shown with a blue dashed line) is 241 
determined by the function 𝐴→*(+&),$). 242 
 243 

To compute the frequency of a given phenotype in the next iteration, we sum the 244 

probability that each mating pair produces offspring of that phenotype over each of the sixteen 245 
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possible mating pairs. Cultural selection (σ), described above, then operates on offspring with the 246 

V+ trait. The full recursions, giving xiʹ phenotype frequencies in the next iteration in terms of xi in 247 

the current iteration, are given in Text S1. If xiʹ is equal to xi, the system is at equilibrium. As we 248 

do not incorporate a birth-death process or population asynchrony in this model, iterations in the 249 

discrete-time format of our model should not be strictly interpreted as years or generations. We 250 

instead interpret each iteration broadly as a timeframe in which the specified cultural 251 

interactions could occur, which varies among individuals, populations, and cultures. Unless 252 

otherwise stated, the model is initialized with phenotypic frequencies based on United States 253 

data: x1 (frequency of V+A+) = 0.81, x2 (V+A−) = 0.1, x3 (V−A+) = 0.07, x4 (V−A−) = 0.02. These 254 

frequencies were estimated using reports of Measles-Mumps-Rubella (MMR) vaccination rates 255 

and estimates of vaccine attitude frequencies obtained from various sources in the literature 256 

[35,36] and the Centers of Disease Control ChildVax database [37,38].  257 

 258 

3. Results 259 

 260 

To test our model, we first initialized a population with a set of phenotype frequencies 261 

and examined the changes in these frequencies over time with a given set of parameters (3.1). 262 

Then, we evaluated the effects of each parameter by running simulations at multiple parameter 263 

combinations and recording the population frequencies of each phenotype once the system 264 

approached an equilibrium (3.2–3.4). In our first set of simulations (3.1–3.3), we include only 265 

vertical transmission dynamics, i.e. only parent-to-offspring transmission, varying parameter 266 

values in turn to test their effects on population vaccination behavior and attitudes. In the 267 

vertical transmission phase of the model, parents choose whether to vaccinate their offspring 268 

(i.e., transmit V+) or to not vaccinate (V−), and parents also transmit a vaccine attitude 269 

(confidence, A+, or hesitancy, A−), each with a specified probability given the phenotypes of the 270 

parents. The parental attitude state, vaccination status, assortative mating levels, and cultural 271 

selection parameters interact to affect vaccination coverage (frequency of V+ in the population) 272 

and vaccine confidence (frequency of A+).  273 

 274 

3.1. Temporal dynamics of vaccine-related beliefs and behaviors  275 

 276 
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To test whether the equilibrium phenotype frequencies were sensitive to starting 277 

frequencies, we plotted the dynamics of each phenotype over time at default parameters (given 278 

in Table 1). For each set of initial phenotype proportions tested, the phenotype frequencies in 279 

the population quickly adjusted to approach equilibrium values and then gradually plateaued to a 280 

stable equilibrium (vertical transmission: Figure 3 and Figure S1, vertical+oblique transmission: 281 

Figure S2. This demonstrates that equilibrium frequencies of vaccination coverage and vaccine 282 

confidence are determined by the parameter conditions rather than by the initial frequencies 283 

themselves. 284 

 285 
 286 
Figure 3: Equilibrium frequencies are determined by the parameter space, not by initial frequencies. The 287 
change in each of the four phenotype frequencies and the total V+ and A+ frequencies (vertical axis) over 288 
100 iterations of the model with vertical transmission only (horizontal axis). Top Row: Initial frequencies 289 
are varied, such that we begin each simulation with a different phenotype at an initial high frequency 290 
(0.81): V+A+ in panel A, V+A− in panel B, V−A+ in panel C, V−A− in panel D; the remaining phenotypes are set 291 
to lower frequencies (0.1, 0.07, 0.02). See Figure S1 for a full listing of these initial frequencies. Bottom 292 
Row: The maximum cultural selection coefficient (σmax) is varied: E. σmax = −0.1; F. σmax = 0; G. σmax = 0.1; H. 293 
σmax = 0.5. Cultural selection against vaccinated individuals increases the frequency of V−A−, decreasing the 294 
other frequencies (E), whereas increased cultural selection favoring vaccinated individuals increases V+A+ 295 
frequencies while decreasing the other frequencies (F, G, H). In all panels, the remaining parameters are 296 
held at default values (Table 1). 297 
  298 

When two parameters in particular are varied—maximum cultural selection (σmax) or 299 

confidence transmission (C1 = C2)—we observe a trade-off between the V–A– phenotype, which 300 

dominates at lower values of these parameters, and the V+A+ phenotype, which dominates at 301 
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higher values (Figures 3-4). Interestingly, the “conflicting” phenotypes (when an individual’s 302 

attitude toward vaccinating their children does not match their own vaccination state: V–A+ and 303 

V+A–) are present at their highest frequencies at neutral cultural selection (σmax = 0, Figure 3F) 304 

and/or neutral confidence transmission (C1 = C2 = 0.5, Figure 4B). Vaccinated individuals have the 305 

same fitness regardless of their attitude (i.e. V+A+ bears the same selection pressure as V+A–), so it 306 

is worth noting that at higher levels of confidence transmission and cultural selection, V+A+ 307 

increases in frequency but V+A– decreases in frequency (compare Figure 3F-G, Figure 4B-C). This 308 

pattern seems to reflect their differing likelihoods of vaccinating their offspring: across all 309 

possible partners, vaccinated but vaccine-hesitant parents (V+A–) are less likely to vaccinate their 310 

offspring than vaccinated and vaccine-confident parents (V+A+), resulting in more V– offspring. 311 

Thus, when V+ is favored by cultural selection, there is indirect selection against the vaccinated 312 

but vaccine-hesitant (V+A–) phenotype (Figure 3E-H). Similarly, indirect selection against V–A+ 313 

occurs when V– is favored by cultural selection (Figure 3E): compared to Figure 3F, we observe an 314 

increase in V–A– individuals but a decrease in V–A+ individuals, who because of their vaccine 315 

confidence have more V+ offspring, which are culturally disfavored in this environment. When 316 

cultural transmission from non-parental adults (oblique transmission) was included, described in 317 

following sections, we observed similar patterns, but the final equilibria were more likely to be 318 

polymorphic, with vaccinated, unvaccinated, confident, and hesitant phenotypes stabilizing at 319 

more moderate frequencies than they would have with only vertical transmission (Compare 320 

Figures 3-4 to Figures S3-S4).  321 

Low confidence transmission (C1 = C2 = 0.1, Figure 4A) increases the frequency of vaccine 322 

hesitancy (A–) in the population over time, increasing the probability that more couples choose 323 

not to vaccinate their offspring. However, the increase in vaccine hesitancy does not occur 324 

equally in vaccinated and unvaccinated individuals: A– frequency may increase overall in this 325 

environment, but V+A– frequencies are lower and V–A– frequencies are higher (compared to 326 

Figure 4B-C and Figure S4). At neutral confidence transmission probabilities (i.e. when couples 327 

with one confident and one hesitant parent are equally likely to transmit either attitude), there is 328 

a higher chance that the vaccinated but vaccine-hesitant (V+A–) phenotype is replenished. 329 

However, if vaccine confidence is highly transmitted (C1 = C2 = 0.8), the V+A– frequency will be 330 

reduced, as this phenotype is more likely to produce A+ offspring than A–, thus increasing V+A+ 331 

phenotype frequencies in the population (Figure 4 and Figure S4). If we turn to the other 332 

conflicting phenotype, unvaccinated but vaccine-confident (V–A+) individuals become more 333 
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common when A+ increases in frequency in the population as C1 = C2 increases from 0.1 to 0.5 334 

(Figure 4 and Figure S4). In contrast, higher vaccine confidence transmission (C1 = C2 = 0.8) can 335 

lead to a vaccination-promoting environment in which V– frequencies are reduced over time; thus 336 

the V–A+ phenotype becomes rare and V+A+ predominates (Figure 4 and Figure S4).  337 

 338 
Figure 4: Temporal Effects of Confidence Transmission. The change in phenotype frequencies over 50 339 
iterations as vaccine confidence transmission in mixed-attitude couples (C1 = C2) is varied (A. C1 = C2 = 0.1; 340 
B. C1 = C2 = 0.5; C. C1 = C2 = 0.8) with vertical transmission only, while other parameters are held at default 341 
values (Table 1). The population equilibrates at over 90% A–V– at low confidence transmission (A). 342 
Increasing the probability of confidence transmission results in less vaccine hesitancy and, in turn, higher 343 
vaccination frequencies (V+A+).  344 
 345 
3.2.  Parent-to-Offspring Interactions (Simulations with vertical transmission only) 346 

 347 

 Since our assessment of the temporal dynamics (3.1)demonstrated that our simulations 348 

approach stable equilibria, we then modulated different sets of parameters and recorded the 349 

phenotype frequencies at equilibrium, generating heat maps showing the results across a range 350 

of parameters. In the first of these, we tested the relationship between vaccination probability 351 

and vaccine confidence transmission. To directly alter vaccination probabilities while still 352 

accounting for the couple’s vaccine attitudes, we set ranges of values for Bm,n that vary along the 353 

horizontal axis of Figure 5, with the vaccination probability for two hesitant parents (e.g. B0,0) on 354 

the lower end of the range and the vaccination probability for two confident parents (e.g. B3,3) on 355 

the higher end of the range (Table S3). Confidence transmission probabilities are also structured 356 

in this “range shift” manner (Figure 5A-B, Table S3). If we vary both confidence transmission 357 

parameters and vaccination probability parameters by implementing range shifts in both Cn and 358 

Bm,n, we observe a positive interaction between confidence transmission and vaccination 359 

probability: vaccination coverage increases as either of these parameters are increased (Figure 360 

5A).  361 
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 362 

 363 
Figure 5: Vaccination coverage levels are determined by an interaction between confidence 364 
transmission and vaccination probability. Heatmaps showing final vaccination coverage (A, C) and 365 
corresponding vaccine confidence (B, D) after 100 time-steps with no oblique transmission. In A and B, 366 
confidence transmission probabilities (Cn) are set within the range indicated on the vertical axis, and 367 
vaccination probabilities (Bm,n) are set within the range indicated on the horizontal axis with B0,0, B1,0, B2,0 368 
and B3,0 taking the lowest value and B3,3 taking the highest value (Table S3). In C and D, confidence 369 
transmission in mixed-attitude couples (C1 = C2) is varied along the vertical axis, while the vaccination 370 
probabilities (Bm,n) are set within the range indicated on the horizontal axis as in A and B. (Table S3). We 371 
show increased equilibrium vaccination coverage with increasing vaccination probability and confidence 372 
transmission probability ranges, while confidence levels are primarily dictated by proportion of the 373 
population transmitting confidence or hesitancy. 374 
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However, couples with mixed vaccination and/or attitude states (V+ × V−, A+ × A−) are 375 

assumed to be more variable in their decision to vaccinate their offspring than parents who share 376 

the same state. Thus, in the simulations that follow, we primarily modulated the specific 377 

probabilities associated with these mixed-state pairings. In Figure 5C-D, we varied vaccination 378 

probabilities (Bm,n) across the full range of individuals but modulated confidence transmission 379 

probabilities only for mixed-attitude couples (C1 = C2), i.e. those with one vaccine-hesitant parent 380 

and one vaccine-confident parent. In these tests, we observe increasing equilibrium vaccination 381 

coverage as Bm,n probabilities increase, with higher coverage in high-confidence transmission 382 

environments (Figure 5C-D). 383 

In both aforementioned simulations (Figure 5), we confirm vaccination coverage levels are 384 

determined by an interaction between confidence transmission and vaccination probability, 385 

whereas confidence levels are dictated primarily by levels of confidence transmission. In sum, the 386 

degree to which parents with mixed vaccine-hesitant and vaccine-confident attitudes transmit 387 

vaccine confidence instead of vaccine hesitancy to their offspring is a key factor in determining 388 

population trait majorities which can drastically shift population dynamics. 389 

We compared the effects of varying the confidence transmission probabilities for mixed-390 

attitude couples (C1 and C2) in combination with multiple factors: 1) the maximum cultural 391 

selection coefficient (σmax) (Figure 6A-B), 2) the vaccination influence parameters b1 and b2 392 

(Figure 6C-D), 3) the attitude influence parameters c1 and c2 (Figure 6E-F), and 4) the vaccination 393 

probabilities of couples with mixed states, B1,1, B1,2, B2,1, B2,2 (Figure 6G-H). In each examination, 394 

we observed a Cn threshold: there is a mid-range value of Cn at which vaccination coverage and 395 

vaccine confidence traits are polymorphic (i.e. both forms of each trait coexist in the population), 396 

separating definitive high (⪆80%) and low (⪅30%) levels of vaccination coverage and confidence. 397 

This Cn threshold value is more sensitive to σmax than to bm, cn, or Bm,n: the threshold value is 398 

lowered as σmax increases (diagonal line in Figure 6A-B). Although vaccination probability (Bm,n) is 399 

dependent on both cn, the influence of parental vaccine attitude, and bm, the influence of 400 

parental vaccination state (Table S2), modulating either type of influence of mixed-state parents 401 

has little effect on the level of vaccination coverage and negligible effects on confidence levels at 402 

each non-threshold Cn (Figure 6C-F).  403 

Interestingly, direct modulation of the mixed-state couple vaccination probability (B1,1 = 404 

B1,2 = B2,1 = B2,2) also has little power in affecting coverage and confidence levels at equilibrium 405 

(Figure 6G-H). We hypothesize that predominantly high or predominantly low confidence 406 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 31, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.26.22275604doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.26.22275604
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


17 

transmission within a population reduces the occurrence of “mixed-state” pairings, i.e. if the 407 

majority of the population becomes confident or hesitant, there are fewer confident-hesitant and 408 

vaccinated-unvaccinated pairings. Thus, the effect of modulating mixed-state vaccination 409 

probabilities (B1,1, B1,2, B2,1, B2,2) is significantly minimized as these couples approach low 410 

frequencies in the population, and confidence transmission dominates the vaccination patterns.  411 

 412 

 413 
Figure 6: Vaccine Confidence Transmission Dictates Vaccination Coverage and Confidence Levels 414 
Heatmaps showing final vaccination coverage and vaccine confidence after 100 time-steps with no 415 
oblique transmission, only parent-to-offspring transmission. The top row (A, C, E, G) shows vaccination 416 
coverage (i.e. frequency of V+ in the population) with low coverage in blue and high coverage in yellow; 417 
the bottom row (B, D, F, H) shows the corresponding final vaccine confidence (i.e. frequency of A+), with 418 
low confidence in red and high confidence in yellow. Unless varied on the horizontal or vertical axis, other 419 
parameters are set to the default values given in Table 1. In our model, parents’ likelihood of vaccinating 420 
their children depends on both their vaccination state and their attitude state. This figure shows that the 421 
strength of parental transmission of vaccine confidence (Cn) has a much stronger effect on the equilibrium 422 
levels of both vaccine coverage (V+) and confidence (A+) than other parameters: the maximum cultural 423 
selection coefficient, σmax (A,B), the influence of parental vaccination state, bm (C, D), the level of influence 424 
of parental vaccine attitudes on their vaccination behaviors, cn (E,F), and the probability that mixed-state 425 
parents vaccinate their offspring Bm,n (G,H). 426 
 427 
 Next, we hold vaccine confidence transmission (Cn) at default probabilities, reminiscent of 428 

Mendelian transmission, such that two vaccine confident or two vaccine hesitant parents 429 

predictably transmit their vaccine attitude, and parents with differing vaccine attitudes each have 430 

a ~50% chance of transmitting their own state, e.g. C0 near 0, C1 and C2 at 0.5, C3 near 1 (Table 1).  431 
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 432 
Figure 7: Cultural Selection Influences Vaccination Coverage and Vaccine Confidence. Heatmaps showing 433 
final vaccination coverage (A, C, E) and final vaccination confidence (B, D, F) after 100 time-steps with no 434 
oblique transmission, only parent-to-offspring transmission. As in previous figures, parameters not varied 435 
here are given in Table 1. Parents’ likelihood of vaccinating their children depends on both their 436 
vaccination state and their attitude state. At default probabilities of vaccine confidence transmission (Cn 437 
values in Table 1), these figures show that modulating the maximum cultural selection coefficient affects 438 
the equilibrium levels of vaccination coverage and vaccine confidence across the range of specified 439 
parameters: parental vaccination state influence, bm (A, B), parental attitude state influence, cn (C,D), and 440 
offspring vaccination probability, Bm,n (E,F). Unless directly modulated (as in panels E-F), Bm,n varies with bm 441 
and cn:  𝐵!,# 	= 	 𝑐# %

$%&!
'
&.  442 

 443 

We then varied cultural selection in combination with vaccination-associated probabilities (bm, cn, 444 

Bm,n). With Cn held constant, cultural selection (σmax) is the primary factor determining vaccination 445 

coverage and confidence levels (Figure 7). Raising the maximum cultural selection coefficient 446 

increases the equilibrium level of vaccination coverage and vaccine confidence across various 447 

levels of vaccination state influence (bm) (Figure 7A-B), vaccination attitude influence (cn) (Figure 448 

7C-D), and vaccination probability (Bm,n) (Figure 7E-F). Unlike in Figure 6, vaccine confidence does 449 
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not always mirror vaccination coverage across all levels of attitude influence (cn) or vaccination 450 

probabilities. Instead, vaccine confidence levels decline with increased cn and increased Bm,n for 451 

σmax ⪅ 0.3 (Figure 7D, F), as well as for both increased cn and increased bm (Figure S5). This 452 

dynamic is interesting as these parameters inform vaccination behavior, hinting that high 453 

vaccination rates could reduce a populations’ expected vaccine confidence. Vaccination coverage 454 

and vaccine confidence remain low when cultural selection does not favor vaccination (σmax ⪅ 0), 455 

i.e. parents vaccinate their children at or below the levels expected based on cultural 456 

transmission rates.  457 
 458 
3.3.  Offspring can Change their Inherited Hesitancy State (Vertical and Oblique Dynamics) 459 

 460 

Increased exposure to the attitudes of the broader community (i.e. oblique cultural 461 

transmission from non-parental adults in the population) could influence and change vaccination 462 

beliefs inherited in childhood. Therefore, we next included these oblique effects in our model to 463 

understand how they might modulate vaccine confidence and vaccination coverage levels. In the 464 

oblique transmission phase of the model, offspring can change their vaccine attitude with some 465 

probability based on the frequency of vaccination in the population (Figure 2). Thus, in addition 466 

to the vertical transmission of attitudes and behaviors, phenotype frequencies are further 467 

affected by the probability that adult offspring change their attitude (i.e. transition from vaccine 468 

confident (A+) to hesitant (A−) and vice versa). By modulating the attitude transition probabilities 469 

according to the vaccination coverage, we assume that when vaccine coverage (V+ frequency, x1 + 470 

x2) is low, disease occurrence is high and the negative effects of the disease are experienced 471 

widely, thus the benefits of being vaccinated (and the costs of not being vaccinated) are more 472 

evident [39,40]. As vaccination coverage (V+) increases in the population, and thus disease 473 

occurrence is low, the benefits to being vaccinated are less obvious, while low-probability costs 474 

such as adverse reactions become more apparent and could be perceived as being riskier than 475 

the disease itself.  476 

The addition of oblique dynamics produces a pattern of vaccination coverage and vaccine 477 

confidence similar to that of simulations run with solely vertical transmission (Figure 6 and Figure 478 

7 compared to Figure 8 and Figure 9, and Figures 3-4 compared to Figures S2-4)—the level of 479 

(vertical) vaccine confidence transmission still largely determines the level of vaccination 480 

coverage and vaccine confidence (Figure 8). However, oblique cultural influences expanded the 481 

polymorphic space, resulting in a wider range of intermediate Cn in which the different states of 482 
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each trait  (vaccinated, unvaccinated, confident, and hesitant) are present in the population in 483 

roughly equal proportions. In other words, there is a wider horizontal stripe of moderate values 484 

between the definitively high and definitively low equilibrium frequencies in Figure 8 than in 485 

Figure 6). The addition of oblique transmission appears to lead to less polarized results overall, 486 

moving the equilibrium levels of vaccination coverage and vaccine confidence away from extreme 487 

values.  488 

 489 

490 
Figure 8: Vaccine confidence transmission dictates vaccination coverage and confidence levels (with 491 
oblique transmission). Heatmaps showing final vaccination coverage (i.e. frequency of V+ in the 492 
population, with low coverage in blue and high coverage in yellow (A, C, E, G)) and final vaccine 493 
confidence (i.e. frequency of A+, with low confidence in red and high confidence in yellow (B, D, F, H)) 494 
after 100 time-steps in which oblique transmission of vaccine attitude can occur after parent-to-offspring 495 
transmission. The likelihood that individuals change their vaccine beliefs depends on the current 496 
vaccination coverage of the population (Figure 2). Unless varied on the horizontal or vertical axes, other 497 
parameters are set to the default values given in Table 1. Parents’ likelihood of vaccinating their children 498 
depends on both their vaccination state and their attitude state; these figures show that the strength of 499 
parental transmission of vaccine confidence (Cn) has a much stronger effect on the equilibrium levels of 500 
both vaccine coverage (V+) and confidence (A+) than other tested parameters do: the maximum cultural 501 
selection coefficient, σmax, (A,B), the influence of parental vaccination state, bm, (C, D), the level of 502 
influence of parental attitudes on their vaccination behaviors, cn, (E,F), and offspring vaccination 503 
probability, Bm,n (G,H). 504 
 505 

With neutral confidence transmission (C1 = C2 = 0.5), we also observe an expansion of the 506 

polymorphic space when we modulate cultural selection (σmax) alongside the influence and 507 

transmission parameters (Figure 9). Interestingly, in the cultural environment defined by this 508 
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parameter space, we observe a pattern that deviates from the expected association between 509 

high vaccine confidence and high vaccination coverage: as the influence of vaccine attitudes (cn) 510 

and vaccination probabilities (Bm,n) increase (Figure 9C-F), the population’s equilibrium 511 

vaccination coverage increases while its vaccine confidence decreases. This pattern persisted 512 

across all tested levels of maximum cultural selection (σmax) (Figure 9C-F). In other words, we 513 

observe higher levels of confidence when the influence of vaccine attitude is low (Figure 9D) and 514 

vaccination probabilities are low (Figure 9F) than we do at higher values. 515 

 516 

517 
Figure 9: Cultural selection influences vaccination coverage and vaccine confidence (with oblique 518 
transmission). Heatmaps showing final vaccination coverage (A, C, E) and final vaccination confidence (B, 519 
D, F) after 100 time-steps with oblique transmission. As in previous figures, parameters not varied are 520 
given in Table 1. Parents’ likelihood of vaccinating their children depends on both their vaccination state 521 
and their attitude state. At default probabilities of vaccine confidence transmission (Cn), these figures 522 
show that modulating the maximum cultural selection coefficient affects the equilibrium levels of 523 
vaccination coverage and vaccine confidence across the range of specified parameters: parental 524 
vaccination state influence, bm (A, B), parental attitude state influence, cn (C,D), and offspring vaccination 525 
probability, Bm,n (E,F). Unless directly varied (as in panels E-F), Bm,n varies as bm and cn are varied, as shown 526 
in Table 1. 527 
 528 
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529 
Figure 10: The influence of parental traits on vaccination coverage and vaccine confidence at different 530 
levels of cultural selection. Heatmaps showing final vaccination coverage (A, C) and final vaccination 531 
confidence (B, D) after 100 timesteps with oblique transmission. We modulate the interaction between 532 
vaccination state influence (bm; vertical axis) and attitude influence (cn; horizontal axis) at various 533 
maximum cultural selection coefficients: σmax = 0 (A, B) and σmax = 0.1 (C, D). As in previous figures, 534 
unvaried parameters are given in Table 1. Vaccination frequency increases as both influence probabilities 535 
increase and vaccination confidence decreases as both influence probabilities increase.  536 
 537 

We explored the interaction between the influence parameters, bm and cn, at various 538 

maximum cultural selection coefficients (σmax) (Figure 10). Vaccination coverage and vaccine 539 

confidence equilibrate at mid-range frequencies (between 0.3 and 0.8) across the range of bm and 540 
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cn, indicating that these trait frequencies are not particularly sensitive to either parameter. 541 

Cultural selection favoring vaccination increases the equilibrium level of vaccination coverage and 542 

vaccine confidence (Figure 10 and Figure S6). The most notable deviation between equilibrium 543 

confidence and vaccination frequencies occurs at the intersection of the highest influence 544 

parameter values (bm and cn), circumstances in which the parents’ vaccination states and vaccine 545 

attitudes overwhelmingly support offspring vaccination. In this top right section of the heat maps, 546 

vaccination coverage is high while vaccine confidence is lower, indicating a behavioral pattern in 547 

which mixed-trait couples are more inclined to vaccinate their offspring than transmit vaccine 548 

confidence. Overall, the addition of oblique transmission to a population that would otherwise 549 

equilibrate at high vaccination coverage (Figure S5) leads to increased attitude transition to 550 

vaccine hesitancy and subsequently lower vaccine coverage.  551 

 552 

3.4.  Mating Preferences 553 

 554 

We hypothesized that mating preference (assortative mating) could modulate belief and 555 

behavior dynamics and thus the vaccination coverage and confidence levels in the population. If 556 

individuals are more likely to pair with individuals of the same vaccine attitude, such that same-557 

attitude couples become more common and mixed-attitude couples are less common, the 558 

parameter values for mixed-attitude couples may have less impact on vaccination coverage and 559 

confidence dynamics. Therefore, we analyzed the interaction between A+ homophily (with 𝛼1 560 

indicating the preference of A+ individuals for other A+ individuals) and A− homophily (with 𝛼2 561 

indicating the preference of A− individuals for other A− individuals) at various σmax levels. When 562 

vaccine attitudes are transmitted both from parent to offspring and between unrelated 563 

individuals (vertical and oblique transmission) and there is neither cultural selection for nor 564 

against being vaccinated (σmax = 0), we observe a threshold region at roughly equal mating 565 

preferences (𝛼1 ≈ 𝛼2; diagonal lines in Figure 11C-D); above this boundary (when 𝛼1 > 𝛼2) 566 

vaccination coverage and confidence are much higher than below this boundary (when 𝛼1 < 𝛼2) . 567 

When cultural selection explicitly does not favor vaccination (e.g. σmax = −0.1, Figure 11A-B), low 568 

vaccination coverage and confidence can occur even when there are more vaccine confident 569 

couples in the population than hesitant couples (𝛼1 ＞ 𝛼2). Likewise, if cultural selection favors 570 

being vaccinated (σmax > 0, Figure 11E-H), the threshold between high and low equilibrium values 571 

is shifted, such that high coverage and high confidence levels can potentially be attained even 572 
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when vaccine hesitant individuals preferentially pair with each other more than vaccine confident 573 

individuals do (𝛼1 < 𝛼2). We observe qualitatively similar patterns when vaccine attitudes are only 574 

transmitted from parent to offspring (Figure S7); as we have previously observed in Figures 8-10, 575 

the addition of oblique transmission leads to a broader polymorphic region than vertical 576 

transmission alone. These patterns illustrate two overarching themes: 1) preferential interactions 577 

between individuals with similar vaccine beliefs can dramatically shift the equilibrium levels of 578 

vaccination coverage and confidence with all other parameters remaining equal, and 2) the actual 579 

and perceived quality and efficacy of the vaccine are important to determining vaccine 580 

acceptance.  581 

 582 

583 
Figure 11: Homophily between individuals with similar vaccine beliefs can shift equilibrium frequencies 584 
of both vaccination coverage and confidence. Heatmaps showing final vaccination coverage (A, C, E, G) 585 
and final vaccine confidence (B, D, F, H) after 100 timesteps with oblique transmission. As in previous 586 
figures, unspecified parameters are given in Table 1. As vaccine-hesitant individuals (A−) increasingly 587 
prefer to pair with one another (𝛼2; horizontal axis), vaccine-confident individuals (A+) must also 588 
preferentially interact to maintain high vaccine coverage (𝛼1; vertical axis); this tradeoff is modulated by 589 
the cultural selection pressures on vaccination (σmax = -0.1 (A, B), σmax = 0 (C, D) and σmax = 0.1 (E, F), σmax = 590 
0.5 (G, H)).  591 
 592 

4. Discussion 593 

 594 

In this manuscript, we present a simplified model of a complex process: the spread of vaccine 595 

attitudes and their effects on childhood vaccination frequency in a population. Increasing and 596 
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maintaining sufficient vaccination coverage to combat disease is more complex than simply 597 

increasing vaccine availability or providing accurate information. A number of factors affect a 598 

person’s vaccine-related beliefs and parents’ decision to vaccinate their children, including their 599 

history with vaccinations and perception of the disease and vaccine effects. As such, it is 600 

important that we understand how these personal factors can shape vaccination cultures and 601 

thus affect public health. Using a cultural niche construction framework, we modeled the 602 

transmission of vaccine attitudes and vaccination behavior in a variety of circumstances and 603 

measured the resulting levels of vaccination coverage and vaccine confidence in the population. 604 

Using this novel approach of modeling dynamically interacting beliefs and behaviors, we are able 605 

to explore the interplay of cultural factors that drive vaccine attitudes and vaccination behavior, 606 

providing insight into how vaccination cultures are formed, maintained, and evolve.  607 

Our model demonstrates that the cultural landscape—current policies, transmission patterns 608 

of beliefs and behaviors, etc.—can be more predictive of future levels of vaccine coverage and 609 

confidence than current coverage and confidence levels in the population. Our simulations each 610 

approached a stable equilibrium, and in general we could infer that a population with high 611 

vaccination coverage will have low rates of vaccine hesitancy and vice versa. Further, our model 612 

shows vaccine confidence transmission (Cn) to be the parameter that most strongly determines 613 

vaccination coverage and confidence levels. That is, even though parents’ decision to vaccinate 614 

their children is based on both their level of confidence in vaccines and a consideration of their 615 

own vaccination status, the probability of transmitting vaccine-positive attitudes is a stronger 616 

predictor of future vaccination coverage than the probability of vaccination itself (Figures 6 and 617 

8). Finally, our simulations also suggest that a pro-vaccination health culture can be undermined 618 

by a vaccine hesitancy “echo chamber”, possibly formed by a higher degree of preferential 619 

assortment (homophily) among vaccine-hesitant individuals, who then form pairs more likely to 620 

transmit vaccine-hesitancy to their children. Taken together, our results support the importance 621 

of considering the cultural factors that have shaped current health-related beliefs and behaviors 622 

if health policies aim to maintain or change the current conditions.  623 

This model also shows that the perceived value and efficacy of a vaccine are important to 624 

maintaining sufficient levels of vaccination coverage, especially if vaccine confidence is not being 625 

robustly transmitted (or maintained in adulthood). Individuals essentially perform an internal 626 

cost-benefit analysis based on their circumstances and interpretation of accessible information 627 

when deciding to vaccinate. We aimed to be inclusive of their various considerations via our 628 
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comprehensive cultural selection coefficient. Increasing positive public perception through 629 

honest and effective communication and reducing public concern about vaccines and increasing 630 

vaccine safety could together drive increased vaccination trust and acceptance. Achieving the 631 

optimal vaccination coverage lies not only in the hands of the public by vaccinating themselves 632 

and their children, but also in the efforts of health officials and leaders in creating an 633 

environment that fosters confidence by assuring the public of vaccine efficacy, safety, and value, 634 

while providing convenient avenues to attain vaccines. 635 

As with any model, we cannot fully capture the complex reality of the relationship 636 

between vaccine hesitancy and vaccination behavior. First, though vaccination frequency data is 637 

available for numerous vaccines, frequency data for vaccine attitudes are much less common, 638 

with the two traditionally not surveyed together. Thus, there is no dataset that exactly estimates 639 

the phenotypes presented here, for example, the number of vaccinated but hesitant (V+A–) 640 

individuals in a population. The goals of vaccination attitude surveys have been primarily to 641 

identify themes of vaccine hesitancy, and to a lesser degree, the themes of vaccination. However, 642 

they do not report parent vaccination states or whether the child was actually vaccinated (on 643 

schedule). With data presenting parent vaccination states alongside their vaccine attitudes and 644 

vaccination decisions, we would be able to more accurately inform phenotype frequencies, 645 

possibly extending the model to incorporate various types of hesitancy. We note, however, that 646 

our results did not depend on the initial proportions of vaccination status or vaccine hesitancy, so 647 

these data would primarily be for comparison to our equilibrium outcomes.  648 

We were also constrained by limited data to inform our cultural transmission and 649 

transition probabilities. In our model, baseline confidence transmission and influence 650 

probabilities are structured according to a simple pattern of inheritance, such that each parent is 651 

equally likely to influence an offspring’s phenotype. However, cultural traits and vaccination 652 

attitudes may not strictly follow this pattern: one parent might have more influence, or one 653 

variant of a trait might be more likely to be transmitted. In addition, transmission probabilities 654 

are constant in our model, remaining unaffected by changing cultural conditions throughout each 655 

simulation, but in reality, these probabilities may fluctuate in response to a variety of factors 656 

including vaccine type or family structure. Future developments of the model could include 657 

modulating the probability of vaccine confidence transmission according to other aspects of the 658 

cultural environment, such as the attitude frequencies in the population. We could also use the 659 

current frequency of these cultural traits across different populations to generate more specific 660 
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hypotheses about their underlying cultural transmission processes [41,42] Our cultural selection 661 

coefficient and attitude transition probabilities did vary with the frequency of vaccination 662 

coverage, but the exact relationships could not be informed by existing data. Modulating both 663 

the attitude transition probabilities and the cultural selection coefficient according to the level of 664 

vaccination coverage in a population, however, reflects that perceptions about the vaccine and 665 

its associated effects on health could be meaningfully different in a population with high 666 

vaccination coverage than in one with low coverage. 667 

Though vaccination coverage and vaccine confidence stabilized in our simulations, in 668 

reality vaccination rates fluctuate over time in response to changing population dynamics, 669 

perhaps never arriving at a stable equilibrium. For example, the increasingly rapid spread of 670 

information [43] may cause attitudes and behaviors to change frequently over short periods of 671 

time. In our model, most of the phenotype frequency fluctuations occur in the first few iterations 672 

before quickly adjusting to an equilibrium. Unlike some models of population dynamics, this 673 

model has a discrete-time format and does not consider asynchrony in population turnover. 674 

Thus, the timescale of our model might not translate directly to years or generations, and we 675 

avoid interpreting the number of iterations in literal terms. It is possible that if more realistic 676 

birth and death processes were incorporated, the cultural dynamics would occur at different 677 

timescales and would continue to fluctuate instead of approaching a stable equilibrium. In 678 

addition, the grandparents of the children to be vaccinated also influence the parents’ 679 

vaccination decisions [44]. A restructuring of the timescale or the incorporation of population 680 

asynchrony in our model could allow for consideration of these influences. 681 

 In this model, we constructed the offspring vaccination probability to be informed 682 

primarily by parents’ vaccine attitudes and secondarily by their own vaccination status. Though it 683 

is understood that there is an interaction between parents’ beliefs and their own experiences 684 

with vaccines regarding their decision to vaccinate their children, accurately modeling the relative 685 

contribution of these two factors could benefit from empirical studies on parental willingness to 686 

vaccinate based on their beliefs and vaccination status. With our current formula (Bm,n, Table S2), 687 

vaccine-confident parents who did not themselves receive childhood vaccines have a reduced 688 

likelihood of vaccinating their offspring than vaccinated parents. In reality, parental vaccine 689 

attitudes might even further outweigh their own vaccination status in their decision-making 690 

process than we model here.  691 
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 Finally, future developments of this model could include homophily of oblique 692 

interactions, that is, if vaccine-related beliefs influenced not only one’s mate choice but also 693 

one’s choice of social groups or information sources. On one hand, individuals who 694 

disproportionately interact with vaccine-hesitant contacts would have a biased perspective that 695 

vaccine hesitancy is more prevalent in the population than it actually is, which can reduce their 696 

likelihood of vaccinating their children [45]; on the other hand, a high degree of homophily in 697 

oblique interactions has been hypothesized to hinder the transmission of vaccine hesitancy to 698 

vaccine confident individuals, reducing the spread of the belief overall [28]. Another potential 699 

further exploration of the model includes modeling preferential assortment based on vaccination 700 

status rather than vaccine attitude, which has been shown to occur in an empirical contact-701 

network study of high school students [46].  702 

 Our findings suggest that broad efforts to encourage and inform the public about vaccine 703 

safety and efficacy will foster higher vaccine coverage, and thus points toward several 704 

recommendations for public health policy and outreach. We recommend that accurate 705 

information about vaccines be readily accessible through a variety of means, be easily 706 

understood, and be supported by personal anecdotes since individuals who are skeptical about 707 

vaccines might invest more time in seeking out information about them [47–49], and that 708 

dialogue between people with different beliefs and attitudes be encouraged as it can help to 709 

break the “echo chambers” of homophily, encouraging individuals to communicate and 710 

empathize with one another. Therefore, to address vaccine hesitancy, our results underscore the 711 

importance of considering the cultural beliefs and influences that underpin health behaviors. 712 

 713 
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