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Background:
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Examples: Applying to Policy

Increase education / counter-marketing
efforts: Connect people to educational
information, disconnect them from
advertising (S; : connections and connections
of connections.)

Examples: Applying to Policy Dynamic Population Structure Models, Sensitivity and Uncertainty Analysis

Barriers to access (costs, restrict sales, clean air laws): Change initiation threshold

lllustrative Hypothetical Scenario

How do changes in tobacco use modify US population health in the decades to come? Results

Facilitate cessation (NRTs, quitlines, ...): Increase cessation threshold reduce addiction to
tobacco products in individuals, addictive ingredients

Single Product System Two-Product System

Sow doubt — skepticism towards
advertising/education: Modify tolerance and
plasticity

Different nicotine content: Modify utilitarian component of opinion; modify difference
between initiation and cessation thresholds

Current/Former

/ Never/Former

a
Never/Never =

Alternative / novel products: Modify behavior function by including individual risk affinity,
product-specific risk perception.

Never = Current Former

Rotation of warnings on tobacco products:
Time-dependent decay of plasticity (decay of
influence), resurgence of plasticity with new
advertisement.
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