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Abstract forcing and the system’s nonlinearities is nowadays reason

ably well understood, setting the stage for the additional
We use a stochastic metapopulation model to study the caayer of complexity that arises from demographic stochas-
bined effects of seasonality and spatial heterogeneitysn dicity [30,[5,[24].

ease persistence. We find a pronounced effect of enhanceghoiher key ingredient for population persistence is spa-
persistence associated with strong heterogeneity, iIM ;5| structure and heterogeneity. Spatial structure was fir

ate coupling strength and moderate seasonal forcing. Alggressed using reaction-diffusion equations that seeces

lytic calculations show that this effect is not related vitle fu"é modelled the spread of the epizootic in animal borne

phase lag between epidemic bursts in different paiches, fidbase<T16]. In these models, inspired by physical system
rather with the linear stability properties of the attradt@t ihq interactions are local and the population is distribate

describes the steady state of the system in the large popyl3iane. More recently, developments that explore the role

tion limit. of individual mobility and long range interactions have @m
up in the form of metapopulation models, where a number of
typically weakly interacting units represent well mixed-ho
mogeneous population patches|[11,[13] 22|, 23,126, 1]. Along

Demographic stochasticity due to the probabilistic natlire?tandmg idea associated with the concept of metapopualatio

events such as births, deaths, mating and disease translr%ig]%t p()jerhsstence IS favgured In-a frahgmented popl.!latlon,
sion, plays a major role in the dynamics of small populg-rovI ed that movement between patches accompanies spa-

tions. Its impact was acknowledged more than fifty ye tllgl dispersipn [4.T4]. This idea has recently beerrl shown to
ago by Bartlett[[2], who introduced the concept of criticlie less straightforward than previously thought [12, 15].
community size. Originally defined as the population size Among many aspects treated in these studies on spatially
above which the expected time to fade out after an epiderfigended systems, the degree of synchrony of population
exceeds a certain period, it is usually taken in more gedfundance oscillations has received special attention as i
eral terms as the threshold population for (a given definitidas been considered the main determinant of persistence
of) disease persistence. It became a central concept in &3, 3,[8]. With few exceptions associated with chaotic os-
demiology, much revisited in several attempts to provigs lecillations, it has been found that a small amount of coupling
arbitrary definitions and to reconcile theoretical estiesatPetween population patches is enough to induce synchrony
with data [19/25]. Threshold levels of host abundance d8:32,9,0238]. Although they are usually called spatially
equally important in ecology, a context in which the idea &eterogeneous, the metapopulation models in these studies
the stochastic Allee effect was introducéd][21] to represé@$sume the same, or very similar, parameter values for the
demographic stochasticity. different population patches, and we will refer to them as
The fact that many natural populations experience annitliform’, keeping the term 'heterogeneous’ for extended
abundance troughs establishes an obvious connection 3¥stems that include significant parameter variation acros
tween average population size and extinction probabidity, different patches. In line with available data for largearrb
one hand, and seasonality, on the otfiei [33]. Indeed, BRPulations([32| 24], the synchronized oscillations in-uni
annual and multiannual incidence patterns of many infderm systems are moreover found to be in phase between
tious diseases show that seasonality is a key ingredienPgiches, or, in the case of the 2-year cycle typical of measle
the overall dynamics of these diseases. Despite the matRg2hase opposition. This is in contrast with the results for
matical difficulties involved, theoretical studies havertn heterogeneous systems, where synchronous states may cor-
fore tried to take seasonality into account ever since the g&spond to intermediate phase ldgs [3, 28].
liest efforts [29]. The complex interplay between seasonalln this paper we present an extensive computational study

1 Introduction


http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.6103v2

of the combined influence of seasonality and heterogenaéitierpreted as the overall fraction of time that an indiatiu
on disease persistence. The basic unit of our model, whiatm one city spends in the other city, averaged over allgype
we will call a 'city’, is formed by a number of individualsof stays with their typical frequencies and durations. In-ge
undergoing well-mixed stochastic infection dynamics whosral, f should be taken class and city dependent (see SM),
parameters are specific to that city and may present seasboaive will explore here only the simplest case.

variation. The number of individuals that interact in thlayw The usual SIR rate of infection then becomes, for suscep-
may comprise commuters from another city, as well as tfigle residents of city 1 while in city 1,

residents of that city. Disease persistence is measured ove

sets of stochastic simulations of the model. We find that it

depends in a nonintuitive way both on the level of season- A= DS IA = D+ fE] /M,
ality and on the magnitude of the flow of commuters, with . -
a pronounced enhancement of persistence induced by sty res; is a parameter that reflects the urban_c_haracterlstlcs
heterogeneity at intermediate coupling strengths. We a ty 1 through the rate of encounters they elicit, ddgl =

find that the epidemic phase lags generated by city hete t-_lf)tNl + fNQ Its the_lr_]#mb?r o]t _in?ividuals% presentt_:;:
geneity have no significant effect on disease persistence.CI y - atanygiven time. 1he rate ot infection ot susceptivle

For the unforced case, an analytic description of the in(r:cle_3|dents of city 1 while in city 2 will be given by

dence fluctuations based on van Kampen’s expansion was

shown to give good quantitative results for moderate sys- BafS1[(1 = f)l2 + f1h] /Ma,

tem sizes[[2[7, 28]. Using this approximation, summarized

in the Supplementary Material (SM), it can be seen that thih A = (1 — f)N2 + fN;. Similar expressions hold for

increase in persistence is instead related with the dabithe rates of infections taking place in city 2.

properties of the attractor that describes the steady sfate Our mechanistic model thus leads to represent the in-

the system in the large population limit. teraction between population patches as a weighted distri-
bution of their respective forces of infection. Along with
other metapopulation models based on a description of the

2 Methods underlying mobility patterns [20, 17], it extends the tradi
tional phenomenological modelling of interacting popiaat
2.1 Modd patches by means of a single coupling paramétér [23], with

) ) ) _the important difference that the parametggsare allowed
In this section, we briefly present the metapopulatiqg differ from patch to patch, so that spatial heterogeneity

troduced in [[27|_28] to describe several interacting cities The parametes; may be time dependent to represent sea-
which are population patches where interactions betweenégnal variability of social intercourse, or of other ingesds

dividuals are taken to be_ well mixed . _suchasforinstance weather conditions that influence tee ra

The SIR model consists of three classes of individuals jytectious contacts. We will consider a time dependence
susceptibles, infected and recovered. We denote their NYhe form By (t) = BO(1 + € cos 2rt), wheret is the time

. . — Pk )

"?er among the residents of city by S, _Ik’ B, reSPEC- measured in years amrdepresents the amplitude of seasonal
tively. These number.s change due to b|rth_, death, 'nfecuﬁﬂcing. More realistic forcing terms that include a regnes
and recovery, which in the stochastic version of the moqgijo of school term calendars are commonly found in the
are taken as stochastic events with certain rates. As Usjalature on childhood infectious diseases (elg.] [190) b
when working with time scales for which there are no majwre expect the overall picture revealed by varyﬁgbande to

demographic changes, we assume that the number of indlly, g6y independent of the particular form of the pexodi
viduals that reside in citys, Vg, is fixed, so thatS; and forcing.

I, together completely determine the state of dity The

birth/death rate: is taken to be constant, and infected indiérr\:!;hbthtizemzssstg:nepnoz;tsc;nt?oer titg(t:.r;?:t: orfr(,[).g;fst's gov-
viduals recover also at a constant rateWhen a given dis- y quat ’ volutiofoft),

ease spreads in a city, the rate of infection is proportitmalthe probability distribution for finding the system in state

the number of encounters between susceptibles and infeatet('.fnet [31]:

that take place in that city, which in turn, assuming thabim t APa (1)

city the population is well mixed, is proportional to the gro =~ 2\ _ Z Z [To(n|n') Py (t) — To(n'|n) Pa(t)]
uct of the number of susceptibles and the number of infected dt nZn o
in that city. Now these numbers should take into account (1)

the flow of commuters from and to that city. In the simplestheren denotes the state of the system given by the numbers
version of the model, we will assume that the coupling bef infected and susceptibles in each city a&hdn|n’), are
tween cities 1 and 2 may be described by a single parameteg, (possibly time dependent) transition rates from thiesta
f, which is the fraction of the number of residents of eaali to the staten that result from the birth-death, recovery
class of city 1 (respectively, 2) that are present in citye2 (rand infection processes. These rates are given expliaitly i
spectively, 1) at any given time. The paramefemust be the SM.



2.2 Theoretical Analysisand Simulations %1072

3 ‘

A deterministic description of the model leads to a set of ¢ €=0.12

dinary differential equations (ODES) for the evolution loét

fractionssy, = Sk/Nk, i = I;/Ny of susceptible and in- 2 —Ry= 18

fected individuals in each city. The behaviour of the steehe i(f) . R =15

tic system approaches this description in the limit of inéni 1} biennial cycles tTo

population sizes where fluctuations can be neglected. C

erwise, for large but finite systemg andi; will fluctuate 0 ‘ ‘ ‘

around the solutions of the deterministic ODEs. Using vi 0 0.5 1 1.5 2

Kampen'’s system size expansion|[31], these fluctuations t (yr)

approximately described by Langevin equations, which for

two cities can be written in compact form as Figure 2: Fraction of infected as a function of time on the
dz; 4 deterministic biennial attractor for the 1-city SIR model.
- = Kz::l Tixzx +nt), J=1,....4, (2)

wherez = ( ) = ( ) andu. are section by studying the stochastic SIR model in a single city
2 = \21,%2, 23, 24) = \T1, T2, Y1, Y2), Tk ANCYk The results are shown in Figure 1. For= 0, the AET

the relative fluctuations of the number of susceptible ard in . .
increases exponentially witRy, but a more complex depen-

fected in cityk, andn,(t) are zero mean Gaussian noisgence onRy is found whene > 0. More specifically, for

terms. The _d_erlvat|on qf these z_;malync _approxmatlons, 85 05 the AET gets larger as we incre from 12
well as explicit expressions for its coefficients and for the . . . E@.
. . . . . 0 17 where it attains a maximum. A further increase?gf

noise correlation function, are given in the SM. . o
. . reduces the AET, which reaches a minimunigt~ 21 and
Neither the full stochastic system, Ed.] (1), nor the de; : .
terministic ODEs can be solved analytically. The latter a§tarts o increase again from then on. For stronger season-
Y y: a(?lty, e = 0.12, the curve describing the dependence of the

however amenable to qualitative analysis, which we Wi”’us,EET on Ry has only one maximum at abo, = 15. A
0 — .

together with numerical integration, to study their attoas scijmilar effect was found iri 5] for the dependence of persis-

and their stability. As to _the former, Eg[](Z) can be US&€nce on birth rate. The dependence of the AETRpnis
to compute the state variables fluctuation power spectrum

) . " ___.even more pronounced for larger population sizes, while it
3?]2 %Cif:llsr)gvcvtg:lgf[tzﬁg’ mjrgfuhaggae;ménsrhhri)arﬂg":':(;?]tlgrgcomes less significant for smaller population sizes where
bov P ' requent extinctions dominate all regimes (see Section 4 of

ence (the fraction of the total power in a small frequen

range around the dominant frequency), and the phase lag léppl.ementary Matenal). . )
tween cities. Details are given in the SM. As in [24], a simple qualitative explanation of the behav-

The simulations implement the stochastic process Rt Seen in Figure 1 can be given in terms of attractors of
scribed in the preceding section on the state variabl3§ deterministic model and their stability properties.r Fo
(Sk, Ir.), using Gillespie’s algorithm adapted to account f(SPe unforced case, the attract_or IS a st_able T'Xe‘?' pq_nt with
time dependent reaction ratés [7]. We compute the averggé'zer,o densities of §usce_pt|ble aqd |nfect|ye |nd|v_|sluall
extinction time (AET) for a metapopulation as the avera Ry increases, the mfectlve_ densny associated with this
over 103 simulations of the time it takes for the system tBtractor increases, as well as its stability. As a consecgie
reach a state with no infectives, starting from differeittan in the stochastic model the relative amplitude of the cecill
conditions near the equilibrium of the deterministic coufOns Of the number of infected around their average value

terpart of the model. The simulation time was taken Ior%etS smaller, causmg_the AET to increase with In the
enough for all runs to eventually become extinct. presence of seasonaliy,> 0, the attractors of the system

The crucial epidemiological paramet&s of the unforced are limit cycles with periods muItipIe§ of 1 year. Depending
single city deterministic SIR model, the basic reprodeti?" e values ofiy, only annual or biennial cycles are ob-
ratio, is given byRo = /(v + 1), whereg is defined as served in the parameter ranges we explored. Specificatly, fo
usual through the infection ra@s 7 in that isolated city. Itis € = 0.12 aanO € [12,14.5] _OrRO € [15, 24_]' the cycl_es are
well known thatR, = 1 is the critical value that separates th@nr_lual or bler!nlal, r_espectlvely. The period doubling bifu
trivial regime, where the disease dies out, from the enderfifflon occurs in the |qterval4.5 < Ro s 15 that separates
regime, where the disease persists for ever. We will fake the regions of increasing and decreasing extinction tirAss.

¢ and f as the free parameters in this study. The paramet&f@Wn in Figure 2, the deterministic biennial cycle changes
11 andy are kept fixed at /50 yr and1/13 d. with mcreasm_gRo so that th_e infective den_sny_ stays I(_JW fqr
a longer fraction of the period. Due to this, in the biennial

regime the AET decreases wifRy. In the annual regime,
3 Results the stability of the cycle and the infective density avechge

over the cycle increase witR,, explaining the increasing
To illustrate the nontrivial interplay between diseas@dra AET for Ry € [12,14.5] as in the unforced case. A similar
missibility and amplitude of seasonal forcing we start iis thanalysis holds foe = 0.05.
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Figure 1: AET (measured in years) from simulations for thetg-SIR model withV = 4 x 10° (results for other population
sizes are given in the SM, Figure S1). The arrows highlightghrameter regions where the attractor of the forced system
changes from annual to biennial (black and red arrows), eord biennial to annual (grey arrow).
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Figure 3: Results for the 2-city SIR model wilty, = N, = 2 x 10°. In all panels, the x-axis represents the heterogeneity
in terms ofé = (Rp1 — Ro2)/2 and the why axis the coupling in terms pf (a)-(c) AET (measured in years) as a function
of the heterogeneity parameteand the coupling coefficient obtained from simulations for different levels of seasdpal

e (notice the logarithmic scale in thgaxis). (d)-(f) Analytical results for the amplification aldherence in one of the
cities (similar results for the other city are shown in the, $igure S2) and phase lag between citiesfer 0.
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Figure 4: Typical time series of new disease cases per wegkd@-city SIR model withV; = N, = 2 x 10% ande = 0.
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Figure 5: AET (measured in years) from simulations for thet¢-SIR model in which a central city with; = 2.1 x 10°

is surrounded by 3 non-interacting satellite cities wdh = N3 = Ny = N;/3. Fraction of commuters from each of the
suburban cities to the central citf, is 10 times larger than that from the central city to thatshhn city. In all panels, the
x-axis represents the heterogeneity in termé of (Ry; — Ro2)/2. Analytical results for the amplification, coherence and
phase lag of the fluctuations are given in the SM, Figure S3.

We now explore the situation where different populatiahis weak, with only a slight increase in persistence for small
patches represent very different urban environments, s rmaupling strengths, independently of heterogeneity. This
be the case of an active city centre and its suburban satellitline with results reported in the literature for uniforgss
towns. We will therefore consider our model for two citieeems [14], and can be understood as temporal heterogeneity
with different values ofR,, taking for simplicity equal pop- superseding spatial heterogeneity for this level of season
ulation sizes and the symmetric coupling described in Séty; bringing the system close to extinction for a large drt
tion[21. The two value®,; and Ry, that characterize SIRthe year.

dynamics in each patch are g_iven in terms of a single Pa-The picture that emerges for= 0 ande = 0.05 is signifi-
rameters as18 + 4, thus ensuring that the average diseaggntly different. Extinction events are rare, and wheniapat
infectiousness is kept constant as the spatial heterdgenﬁéterogeneity, measured By is small, the AET increases
increases witls. The qualitative results are independent fiiny the coupling strengttf. This is to be expected, be-
this assumption (results not shown), which however reduegg;se disease that goes extinct in one of the identical gatch
the number of free parameters and is consistent with the faciyore likely to be reignited by surviving infectives in the
that estimates af, come from coarse grained data. We Wilhther patch ag increases. More surprisingly, a second and
study the three levels of seasonality= 0, 0.05, 0.12 con-  gominant effect of persistence enhancement shows up for in-

sidered in the study of one city, and the free parameters f@fmediate coupling strengths when the degree of spatial he
each value of ared and the coupling strengtfi, the latter grggeneity is high.

;caigir}%.fromf = 010 the maximum meaningful value of In order to understand the causes of this remarkable in-
crease in persistence, we have analyzed the amplification,
The results found for the AET (measured in years) aitee coherence and the phase differencecfee 0 and all
shown in Figure 3, top row. For the highest level of forcinghe parameter values used to compute the AETs. We have
e = 0.12, AETs are very short and the dependencg@nd used the analytic approximations derived in the SM, which



for the population sizes under consideration provide vewyerall power, the coherence, that measures their reglari
good quantitative agreement with simulations. The resudisd the phase lag between cities. These were computed for
are shown in Figure 3, bottom row. In the left and middkde unforced system using an analytic approximation devel-
panels, it can be seen that the enhanced persistence sffempéd in [28].

associated with a reduction of the overall power of the in-|n contrast with spatially structured systems formed by
fective number fluctuations and, more evidently, with a prgimilar patche< 23], the inherent heterogeneity of the @hod
nounced reduction of their coherence. In the right panel, Wgs been shown to induce well defined phase lags in the epi-
see that the phase lag between patches introduced by spaéalic bursts that take place in different patches [28], sug-
heterogeneity, which would seem a good candidate to g¢sting a simple mechanism through which heterogeneity
plain the observed effect, has no significant bearing on pgiight contribute to an increase in disease persistence. In-
sistence. deed, in-phase abundance oscillations in different patche
In Figure 4 we plot two typical time series taken for= 6 are often associated with global extinction][f0, 3, 8].
and values of that correspond to extreme values of amplifi- {yoyever, we have found no clear evidence of such rela-
cation and coherence in Figure 3. These plots illustrate hg¥t, This negative result can be understood because epi-
the amplification and coherence measures translate into §8&ic bursts come in short spikes, after which the system
amplitude and structure of the fluctuations of the infectiygmains for a relatively long time close to extinction. The
time series, and therefore into persistence as well. It @ngyera| duration of the regime characterized by very low-pop
seen that in the right panel the overall amplification is Mogg;tion numbers in two interacting patches is only slighgty
evenly distributed over frequencies, so that large amgiitugced by the phase lag. We speculate that in systems where
fluctuations are absent and local persistence is incre@ed.ihe population fluctuations are smoother a relation between

ing the theory developed in [28], we show in the SM hope(sistence and the phase lags due to spatial heterogeneity
this effect is associated with the dependencef@mdd of \5u1d be apparent.

the real part of one of the eigenvalue pairs of the linear aPe find instead a remarkable effect of enhanced persis-

proximation of the deterministic system at the endemiceqpénce associated with strong spatial heterogeneity,ritger

librium. : . .
_ - . diate coupling strength and moderate seasonal forcing. We
Fmally_, in Figure 5 we show a plot of AETS ;lmllar ©%should point out that the figures illustrating this effect ar
that of Figure 3, but in this case for a configuration of fo

Yhown in logarithmic scale for the coupling strengthand

population patchgs, one central city copnected to three Nkt therefore the range of valuesfothat produce enhanced
interacting satellite suburban areas with equal poputati ersistence is quite small. For these values however the ex-

sizes. The results shown correspond to the central city tion times raise very significantly, both for the unfedc
to one of the suburban areas for the case when the fracté(ﬁ '

1} the seasonally forced system, provided the forcing am-
of commuters from each of the suburban cities to the cen ude is not too Igrge y P 9
city, f, is 10 times larger than that from the central city t Enh d st ' for int diat i ¢ h
that suburban city. Both the phenomenological descriptiﬁn nhanced persistence for intermediaté coupling stréngths

and the theoretical interpretation given above for tweesiti as been reported for uniform metapopulation models [18'.
hold in this case as well. The overall larger AETs in thil_s]' In these systems, the parameter values are the same in

case are due to the assymetric coupling, which increasesgﬁ?r,en:]pamhdesl’ arr]'d spatial f}eteLoger;]e|ty, msIFeadaml'gJ h
effective population size of the central city. oul tin the model, shows up on y W en_t e coupling strengt
is small enough for the dynamics in different patches to be

practically uncorrelated. The increase of persistence-at i
4 Discussion termediate coupling expresses the trade-off betweendieter
geneity due to patch structure, which is lost at high cogplin

Using a stochastic SIR metapopulation model with one pd'iﬂd rescue events, which become negligible at low coupling.
ulation patch connected to one or several non-interactind®ne may try to carry this simple explanation over to the
patches, we have explored the combined effects on dise4&patch model considered here. When the parameter val-
persistence of seasonality and spatial heterogeneity. FIg8 are similarin the two patches, the AET increases with the
parameters in this analysis are the level of seasonaligy, @9upling strength and there is no phase lag between patches,
strength of the coupling, and the degree of heterogendijggesting that rescue effects are dominant in this regime.
measured by the difference between patches in the rate5E@fhighly heterogeneous patches, a phase lag shows up that
potentially infectious contacts. We have considered dmdy tdecreases with coupling strength, while the number of res-
simplest metapopulation structures and couplings. Resgke events increases, and the balance of these effects would
in more general settings (not shown) indicate that the tffegxplain the increase of persistence at intermediate aogipli
described in this paper are robust with respect to differentn this interpretation, the increase in persistence is a con
choices of these interaction parameters, and also to charggguence of the patch structure, and not of a change in the
in the averagd?y. In order to understand the mechanisms ptoperties of the fluctuations in each patch. However, com-
play, we have compared for a large set of parameter choipasison of the AETs with the properties of the fluctuation
the AETs found in the simulations with three main propertispectrum shows that, for the unforced system, enhanced
of the infective fluctuations: the amplitude, that measthres global persistence is associated with a decrease in the-cohe



ence of the fluctuations in both patches and therefore wifii] B. T. Grenfell and J. Harwood. (Meta)population dy-
enhanced local persistence. As detailed in the SM, the an- namics of infectious diseasesTREE, 12:395-399,
alytic approximation can be used to show that this effectis 1997.

related with an increase in the stability of the attractat th

describes the system for very large population sizes. THigl T. J. Hagenaars, C. A. Donnelly, and N. M. Ferguson.
analysis was carried out for the unforced case only, but we Spatial heterogeneity and the persistence of infectious
found the effect of enhanced persistence to be relatively in ~ diseasesJ. Theor. Biol., 229:349-359, 2004.

sensitive to seasonal forcing, provided the forcing amgét .
is not so strong that it drives the system close to extinctil)]r?] |. Hanski.
for a large period of the ye&r][8]. We conclude that the effect 49, 1998.
of enhanced persistence documented here has to be trtr‘g]d

back to the dependence of the stability of the attractoref t
system on the coupling strength. Rather than being the re-

sult of rescue effects between population patches, it teflga5] M. Jesse and H. Heesterbeek. Divide and conquer?
an increase in local persistence induced by the coupling. Persistence of infectious agents in spatial metapopula-
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Supplementary Material

Impact of commuting on disease persistence in heterogeneous
metapopulations

G. Rozhnova, A. Nunes and A. J. McKane

In this supplementary material we will specify the model we are studying and outline
the methods we use to study it. In the final section we will also give some additional
results. Our aim in the first three sections is to give a non-technical introduction to the
methods we use; technical descriptions already exist in several of our published papers
[1-4]. In addition, [5] gives a non-technical review of stochastic modelling and [6] a more
mathematical treatment of the same topic. We will explain the formalism in detail for
the usual (one-city) model in such a way that the generalisation to two, or n, cities is
straightforward.

1 The Stochastic SIR model

1.1 Formulation of the individual-based model and the master
equation

We begin with the simple SIR model — or in the context of this paper, the one-city SIR
model. We define it in terms of “reactions” between the N constituents of the system,
which in this case are N individuals which are either of type S (susceptible), type I
(infected) or type R (recovered). These individuals are born and die at the same rate,
and in addition these events are linked, so that the total population N remains constant.
Thus instead of having distinct birth and death events, only combined birth/death events
occur. Since all newly-born individuals are susceptible, these events correspond to an
infected individual being replaced by a susceptible individual or a recovered individual
being replaced by a susceptible individual. A susceptible individual dying results in no
change in the state of the system, since they are simply replaced by another susceptible
individual.
The reactions that define the one-city SIR model are then:

1. Infection S+1 2 141

2. Recovery I 5 R (1)
3. Birth/death I % s

4. Birth/death R 5 s

Here 8,7~ and p are respectively the rate of infection, the rate of recovery and the rate of
birth/death. The reactions will be labelled by « (= 1,2, 3,4).

Frequently, birth and death processes are assumed to happen at the same rate, but
remain as distinct events. This still results in fluctuations in the total population size,
even if the average population size remains constant. By linking these events at the
stochastic level, the population size remains constant at any system size, so that we can
still eliminate the variable relating to recovered individuals: R = N — I — S. This means
that there are only two variables which define the state of the system: the number of
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susceptible individuals at a given time which we will denote by S and the number of
infected individuals at a given time which we will denote by I. The use of the same
symbol for an individual of a particular type and the number of individuals of that type
should cause no confusion. The general state will then be denoted by n = (S, I).

The four processes (IJ) in the SIR model which cause transitions to a new state have
the following transition rates:

1. Infection (S —1,1+1|S,1I) = BSI/N

2. Recovery TQ(S I—-1|51) = ~I 9
3. Birth/death T3(S+ 1,1 —1|S,1) = ul (2)
4. Birth/death T4(S—|—1,]|S,I) = pu(N-=-S5-1).

We use the convention whereby the initial state is on the right and the final state is on
the left, so that 7T'(n|n’) represents the transition rate from n’ to n.

The transition rates (2] define the individual-based SIR model, and when substituted
in the master equation (Eq. (1) of the main text), give an equation for the probability,
P,(t), of finding the system in the state n at time ¢. Since the master equation can only
be solved for very simple linear systems, we require an approximation scheme to make
progress. Before we discuss this, we first derive the macroscopic description of the SIR
model (in the form of differential equations) from the master equation.

To do this it is useful to write the master equation in a slightly different form, by
introducing the stoichiometric coefficients v,, for reaction a. They indicate by how much
S or I increase or decrease in a given reaction, that is, n = n’ + v,. So for instance in

reaction 1, the components of v; are V{l) = —1, V£2) = +1, and for reaction 2 we have
Vél) =0, 1/52) = —1, and so on. Here the superscript (1) refers to S and (2) to I. Then
the master equation can be written as

Z a(nn —ve)Pay, (1) — Ta(n + va|n) Pp(1)] (3)

a=1

where in this case M = 4.

1.2 The macroscopic equation

The macroscopic equation is found by multiplying Eq. [B) by m, and summing over all
possible values of m. After making the change of variable n — n + v, in the first
summation, one finds that

M
Z Vo (Tu(n + v4n)), (4)
where the angle brackets define the expectation value:

()= (- )Palt). ()

The first approximation we will make (which is exact in the limit N — oo) is to
label the states of the system by the fraction of the population which are susceptible and
infected, rather than the numbers of susceptible and infected individuals. In other words,
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we will use s = S/N and i = I/N (in the limit N — oo) rather than S and I, and treat
these as continuous variables. This is the sometimes called the diffusion approximation.
So the state of the system will be determined by the new variables

dp <
i z_j Vaga(®), (6)

where the function g,(¢) is defined by limy_,oo N7' (T, (1 + vy |n)).

Equation (@) is the usual deterministic (macroscopic) equation for the SIR model, and
specifies how the mean fraction of susceptible and infected individuals changes with time.
To write it in a more familiar form, we first note that in the limit N — oo the system
is deterministic, and so the variance (and higher cumulants) of n are zero. This implies
that

lim N T, (n +v,|n)) = lim N7'T,((n) 4+ vu|(n)).
— 00

N—o0

The mean value (n) can now simply be replaced by N¢, leading to the identification:

ga(@) = lm NTUT,(Nep+ o Np) (7)
—00
For example, from Eq. @), T1(S — 1,1+ 1|S,I) = 3SI/N, and so g; = limy_,oo N1 T} =
Bsi. This leads to the following characterisation of the reactions — which is the only
information we require for specifying both the deterministic and stochastic dynamics of
the system:

) = -1, 1/52) =+1 g1 = Bsi
2. Recovery Vsy ) = 0, V§2) =-—1 go = Vi 3
3. Birth/death 14" = +1, i = —1 g3 = i (®)
4. Birth/death {" = +1, /¥ =0 gr=p(l—s—1).

1. Infection v

We define y
A(¢) = Z Vaga(¢)a (9)
a=1
so that the macroscopic equation ([ is
de
— = A(9). 1
£ A0) (10)

Writing this in terms of the components of ¢ = (s, ) we find, using Eq. (8)), the well-known
equations for the deterministic SIR model:

d

d—i = Bsitpitpl—s—i),

A

d—i = 4 Bsi— i — pi. (11)



As is also well-known these equations have two fixed points: one where there are no
infected individuals in the population, that is, (s*,i*) = (1,0), and the one which is of
most interest:

g YTH B (vt )]

BT T B+

In the above the asterisk denotes a fixed point of the differential equations.

(12)

1.3 The stochastic equation

A question of immediate interest which can be answered from the deterministic equation
(L) is the long term behaviour of the model, which involves finding the stability of the
fixed points. We carry out this analysis in the usual way, by linearising the equations (1)
about the fixed point. That is, we substitute
§=8 +—=, 1=1 +——=, 13
~ ~ (13)
into the equations (III), keeping only linear terms in either x or y. This leads to the
equations

dx

i Juz + J2vy,
d
d_?i = Ji2x + J22v, (14)

where the Jacobian J is evaluated at the non-trivial fixed point

_Bi* — _Bs* 2 —(v+p)
J = ( ) = . (15)
pir B = (v+p) Sl 0

The eigenvalues of this matrix have a negative real part, and are in fact a complex
conjugate pair for all realistic values of the rates 8,7 and p. Thus this fixed point is
stable and small perturbations undergo damped oscillations towards (s*,i*).

The stochastic version of the model can now be easily written down. We will only
be interested in fluctuations about the stationary state of system, that is, about the
fixed point (I2). Furthermore we will only investigate linear fluctuations, since numerous
studies have shown that this captures the actual dynamics very well indeed. This is
known as the linear noise approximation (LNA) or the next-to-leading order in the van
Kampen system-size expansion. It consists of implementing the expansion (I3 but on
the master equation, not on the deterministic equations. The latter calculation, described
above, amounted to an analysis of what happened to a single small perturbation to the
deterministic dynamics. The linearisation carried out on the master equation, in contrast,
results in extra “noise” terms which are added to (I4)) and which continuously modify the
(stochastic) perturbation. In this context the factors of N='/2 in the linearisation (3] are
important; they encode the fact that fluctuations will naively be of this order, and so pick
out the linear correction in the expansion procedure. The N2 factors were included
in the linear stability analysis of the deterministic equation to highlight the connection
with the LNA, but clearly have no effect on Eq. (Id]), since any factor multiplying the
perturbation will cancel out in this linear equation.
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We will not carry out the calculations leading to the equations describing the stochastic
fluctuations about the fixed point, since they have already appeared several times in the
literature in various forms. The equations are

dx

- Jux + Jioy +m(t),

dy

- J2x + Ja2y + na(t), (16)

where 7, (t) and 7,(¢) are noises with a Gaussian distribution and zero mean, and with a
correlation function given by

stk (t')) = Bixd(t —t'). (17)
Here Bk is given by
M
BJK(¢)) :Zy(gj) V&K)ga(¢)a JaK:1a2> (18)
a=1

evaluated at the fixed point (I2). Using Eqgs. (8) and (I2) one finds that

- ¥ . e 24 [B—(v+p)] _ p(y+2u) [B=(y+p)]
. Bs*i* + p(l —s*)  —pBs"i* — i 3 B0
—Bs*i* — pi* Bs* 4+ (v + )it _ p(r+2p) [B—(y+p)] 2 [B—(y+p)]
B(y+w) B
(19)

Equations (I6]), (I7) and (I9) completely specify the stochastic fluctuations about the
deterministic SIR model.

To analyse the stochastic differential equations (@) further it is convenient to take
their Fourier transforms and introduce

T(w) = /OO e“tat)dt, f(w)= /OO ety (t) dt. (20)

The lower limit of the integration comes from the fact that to ensure that the system is
in a stationary state, the initial conditions have to be set in the infinitely distant past.
Since the Fourier transform of dx/dt is —iwz, one finds that

[—iw — Tn] Z(w) — Ti2g(w) = ih(w),
—InZ(w) + [—iw — T2 §(w) = Ma(w). (21)

Defining the matrix —iwd;x — Jyx to be @ (w), Eq. [ZI) may be written in the more
concise form Y% _, @k (w)Zk(w) = 7;(w), where z; = x and 2, = y. This may be solved
to yield

Zr(w) =) Bk (w)iik (@), (22)

where ®~! is the inverse of the matrix ®.



The nature of the stochastic fluctuations can usefully be investigated by calculating
the power spectrum defined by

Pyw) = (|22 =3 > 05k(w) By (97) ) (w), (23)

K=1L=1

where ®' is the Hermitian conjugate of the matrix ®. Examples of power spectra from
a number of models are given in [1-4]. To characterise different spectra we use two
measures. The amplification is defined as the overall power of the fluctuation spectrum.
The coherence is the fraction of the total power in a 10% frequency range around the
dominant frequency of the spectrum.

The explicit form of the denominator in Eq. (23)) is |det®(w)|?>. From this we can
deduce that a pair of complex conjugate eigenvalues of 7 with small real parts will give
rise to a peak in the power spectrum, whose location in frequency is determined by
the imaginary parts [3]. The file ESM.mov included as Supplementary Material shows
how the persistence enhancement effect discussed in the main text is associated with the
dependence of one such pair of eigenvalues of 7 on the parameters of the system.

2 The Two-City Stochastic SIR model

Having discussed in detail the formalism and general procedure in the one-city case in a
way that naturally generalises, the description of the two-city case can be more concise.
What is novel is the nature of the interactions between the two cities, which is what we
discuss first of all.

2.1 Form of the interaction between the two cities

The interaction between the two cities is only reflected in the first type of reaction in
Eq. ({); the other three remain essentially unchanged since they involve only one individ-
ual, and so only one city.

The number of individuals in the three classes belonging to city j (j = 1,2) will be
denoted by 5}, I; and R, respectively. We again assume that births and deaths are coupled
at the individual level, so that when an individual dies another (susceptible) individual
is born. Therefore the number of recovered individuals is not an independent variable:
R; = N; = S; — I;, where j = 1,2. Since we do not focus on specific individuals, we
will not be concerned with the precise movements of commuters between the cities —
the frequency or duration of their commute — but only the fraction of the population
which is away from its home city at any given time. For commuters from city j to city k
we will denote this fraction by fi;. It follows that the number of individuals in city 1 is
My = (1 = fa) N1 + fi2No and in city 2 is My = (1 — fi2)No + fo1 V5.

We will assume that the birth/death rate and the recovery rate are the same in both
cities, but that the infection rates are city dependent: (; in city 1 and S5 in city 2. When
including seasonal forcing, as we are in this study, the infection rates are time-dependent:
Bi(t) = B (1 + € cos 2mt), where the time ¢ is measured in years and e represents the
amplitude of the seasonal forcing.

There are four different types of infection events.

(i) Infective residents of one city (say j) can infect susceptible residents of the same
city. The rate for this to occur is 5; (1 — fi;) S; (1 — fis) L;/M;.
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(ii) Infective commuters can travel from city k to city j and infect susceptible residents
in their home city j. The rate for this to occur is 8; (1 — fx;) S; firde/M;.

(iii) Infective residents in their home city (say k) can infect susceptible commuters from
the other city (j). The rate for this to occur is S fi;S; (1 — fix) Ix/ M.

(iv) Infective commuters can infect susceptible commuters away from their home city of
j. The rate for this to occur is 5y fi;jS;j fi;j L/ My.

Adding these rates together we obtain the total transition rate for infection of S;
individuals as

5]] S]V[ ﬁjks ]k (24)
where
g, = DO Sl Ny BSGNi o By A i) e | B (L= ) Ni o

Equation (24]) gives us the generalisation of the infection rate to the two-city case.
There are now eight processes rather than the four processes (Il) of the one-city SIR
model which cause transitions from one state to another. They are

1. Infection of S T (S — 1,1+ 1S, 1) = Bu 5111 + B2 5112

2. Infection of S T5(Sy — 1,15 + 1|52, I5) = S 5211 + Bas 5212

3. Recovery of I T3(51, 1 — 151, ) = ~I4

4. Recovery of I Ty(So, 1o — 1]S2, 1) = ~Is (26)
5. Birth/death in city 1 T5(S; + 1,1, — 1|51, 1) = ph

6. Birth/death in city 2 Tg(Sy + 1,1, — 1159, I5) = uls

7. Birth/death in city 1 T7(S1+ 1, 11|S1, ) = wp(Ny— 51— 1)

8. Birth/death in city 2 Ts(S2+ 1, 15|52, I5) = p(Ne— Sy — o).

Note that we have not listed all the state variables as arguments of the transition rates
To(--+|--+) — only those which are most relevant to the reaction under consideration.
We may now set up the master equation in the same way as for the one-city case.
Introducing n = (51, Se, 1, I5), the master equation takes the form (3)) where now M = 8,
and the reactions with the transition rates are given by Eq. (26). The variables relevant
for the deterministic and stochastic equations are s; = S;/N; and i; = I;/N; (j = 1,2),
with ¢ = (s1, S2,11,72). The analogue of Eq. (8) for two cities (although now with only



the non-zero stoichiometric coefficients listed) is

1. Infection of S 1/51) =—1, 1/%3) =+1 ¢ = Pr15111 + Pr2S1is

2. Infection of Sy 1/52) =—1, 1/54) =+1 gy = P215211 + P22Sais

3. Recovery of I 1/3(,3) =—-1 g3=790

4. Recovery of I, Vf‘) =—1 g4 =115 97
5. Birth/death in city 1 Vél) = +1, I/ég) =—1 g5=pih (27)
6. Birth/death in city 2 1/((52) = +1, 1/((34) =—1 gs = pis

7. Birth/death in city 1 I/él) =41 gr=p(l—s —11)

8. Birth/death in city 2 I/éz) =41 gs = p(l — s9 —i2).

2.2 The macroscopic and stochastic equations

The information given in Eq. (27)) is again sufficient to completely specify both the macro-
scopic and stochastic equations.

The macroscopic equation (I0]), where A(¢) is defined by Eq. (@), when written down
in terms of the components of ¢ = (s1, s9, i, 2), is

ds . . : ,

d—tl = —Pusiis — Prasiia + iy + p (1 — 51 —11),

ds . . : ,

d—t2 = — 18911 — Paasaiy + pia + p (1 — 53 —da)

di . . , .

d—tl = +Busii + Biasiia — Yin — piiy,

diy . . , .

ar + 5215201 + Pazsaiz — Yig — iz (28)

It is known for two cities (and also for n cities) that a unique non-trivial fixed point
exists which is globally stable. The Jacobian evaluated at this fixed point is

=B — Prais — 1 0 —Busi — 28]
0 — o117 — P2l — b — 2185 — 2285
7= Bi11] + Prats 0 Busi — (v +p) Br2s]
0 Bo11] + Baais B2185 Bazsy — (v + 1)

(29)

The stochastic fluctuations about the fixed point are obtained through a generalisation

of Eq. ([I3):

=12, (30)



and keeping only linear terms in either x or y. This leads to the equations

dz

d—tl = Juri + Jioxs + J13y1 + J1ays + nl(t)’

dLE‘Q

E = Jnxy + J3010 + Josy1 + Joays + 772(t)’

d

% = Tnt1 + Jao¥a + Tazy1 + Taaa + 13(t),

d

% = Jnx1 + Jaoxe + Jazyr + Jaays + nu(t), (31)

which may be written in a more compact form by introducing the vector of fluctuations

z = (xlvx%yl?y?):
4

dZJ
— = t =1,....,4. 2
dt KZ::ljJKZK_'_nJ( )7 J ) ) (3 )

Here the 7,;(t) are noises with a Gaussian distribution and zero mean, and with a corre-
lation function given by Eq. ().

The B matrix (I8) for the two-city case, evaluated at a fixed point, is

B | B2
B = { B® [ B@ |- (33>
where these submatrices are given by
5115{@'; + 5128?@2 + ,U(l — ST) 0
BY = , o (34)
0 Bo15317 + Baasyis + (1 — s3)
—Busii] — Prasiis — pi} 0
5O _ p® _ . (35)
0 —Ba185iy — Pa2ssis — i
and . . .
Busiiy + Brasiis + (v + )iy 0
BYW = . (36)
0 Bo1851% 4 Paassis + (7 + )15

Using Eq. (28) at the fixed point these may be simplified to

2p(1 — s7) 0
B ( ) )
0 2p(1 = s3)

— (7 +2p)3; 0
B@ _ gB) — : (38)
0 —(v +2p)23
and
2(y + wi 0
BW = (39)
0 2(y + )i



We now introduce the matrix

Pixw) = (Z(w)Zk(w))

= 3N @5hw) B () (), (40)

where here (and only here) % denotes complex conjugation. In the one-city case, where
the focus is on finding the frequencies and amplitudes of the stochastic oscillations, only
the power spectrum (when J = K) is usually analysed. When studying the model with
two cities, we will also be interested in the cross-correlations between infection in two
different cities, and so will also wish to calculate the cross-spectrum (when J # K). It is
frequently convenient to normalise this by the relevant power-spectrum, and instead work
with the complex coherence function (CCF) defined by

PJK(CU) ‘
vV P1s(w) Pr g (w)

The CCF will in general be complex for J # K, and so typically one calculates its
magnitude and phase. The phase is given by

I (Cor(w) ] _ 1 [Im (Prx(w))
RG(CJK(M))} ' {Rewm(w»]‘ 42)

CJK(W)

(41)

ot = |

The phase used in the main text is found by evaluating ([42]) at the value of w that
maximises the modulus of the CCF (41l) [4].

3 The n-City Stochastic SIR model

We will be relatively brief in this section, and only outline the results, since the formalism
and general procedure is as for the two-city case. The main difference is that there is
a fifth type of infection event — in addition to those mentioned for two cities. This is
due to the fact that infective individuals can commute from city k and infect susceptible
individuals from city j in city ¢, where j, k and ¢ are all different. This is only possible
when there are three or more cities.

3.1 Form of the interaction between the n cities

The number of individuals in the three classes belonging to city j are denoted by S}, I;

and R; = N; —S; — I; as before, where now j = 1,...,n. We will also introduce the
notation
fi=>_ (43)
oy

so that the number of individuals in city 7 may be written as

M; = [1 - kaj:| N; + ijka
k#j k#j
= (L= )N+ Firi (44)
k#j
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As for the two city case, we will assume that the birth/death rate and the recovery rate
are the same in both cities, but that the infection rate for city j is ;.
As mentioned above, there are five different types of infection events:

(i) Infective residents of one city (say j) can infect susceptible residents of the same
city. The rate for this to occur is 8; (1 — f;)S; (1 — f;) I;/M;.

(ii) Infective commuters can travel from city k to city j and infect susceptible residents
in their home city j. The rate for this to occur is 8; (1 — f;)S; firle/M,;.

(iii) Infective residents in their home city (say k) can infect susceptible commuters from
the other city (j). The rate for this to occur is B fi;5; (1 — fi) L/ Mj.

(iv) Infective commuters from city j infect susceptible commuters from j in city ¢ (¢ # 7).
The rate for this to occur is Sy f¢;S; fojl;/M,.

(v) Infective commuters from city k can infect susceptible commuters from city j in city
¢ (¢ # j,k). The rate for this to occur is By f1;S; fuelr/ M.

Adding these rates together we obtain the total transition rate for infection of S;
individuals as

where
1—
ﬁj] = 6 ( f] Zﬁgffj s ._17-..7717
t#j
B0 fj) JieNk . Brfij (L — fe) N,
b = M - M
fi k
Befej fouNi . .
D ) (46)
0#£j,k
The analogue of Eq. (20) is
1. Infection of S Ty(S; — 1, I; +1(S;,1;) = >, 1ﬁjks L
2. Recovery of I] TQJ(S]a[]_HS]a[]) = '7[_7 ( )
47

4. Blrth/death in Clty j T4j(Sj + 1, Ij‘Sj, ]J> = /L(Nj - Sj - Ij),
although we have aggregated the reactions for convenience, so that each line represents n
reactions with j =1,...,n.

From this, the information required to deduce the macroscopic and stochastic equa-
tions can be found:

1. Infection of S 1/8) =1, VSH—]) =41 g1, = > o_; Bjksjix

2. Recovery of I; I/éj JEL | 925 = V5 (48)
3. Birth/death in city j 1/3(3-) = 41, 1/3(,] = g3j = Wi,

4. Birth/death in city j v =41 gy = p(l - 55— i)



3.2 The macroscopic and stochastic equations

The macroscopic equation (I0), where A(qb) is defined by Eq. (@), when expressed in
terms of the components of ¢ = (s1,...,8,,%;,...,1,) may be written down using the
information in Eq. (48]). One finds

ds; Zn : 4

dtj - _kzlﬁjksjzk‘l':u(l_sj)’ j=L...,m,

di Z" , L

dtj - k=1 Birsitk — (v + p)ij, Jj=1,...,n. (49)

The Jacobian evaluated at the unique stable non-trivial fixed point is

JO | 7@
7= [ ot (50)
where these submatrices are given by
\7j(]g1) = - [Z Bjeiy + | 6jk, u7j(/§) = —Bjksj,
=1
TR = [E @-ez‘z] it Ti = Bws = (v + 1) O (51)
=1

Finally, the B matrix (I8) evaluated at a fixed point has the form (B3] where

BY = D ﬁjgs;iz—l—,u(l—s;)] Sk
=1
2 3)
Bj('k) = Bj(k = [ Zﬁjés iy — ,UZ] ks
B](é) = Z Bjesiig + (v + )i} | G- (52)
=1

Using Eq. (@) at the fixed point these may be simplified to

BJ('llc) = [ p(1 3;)} k>
B = By =—[(y+2w)i]
B = [2(v+ w)i}] o (53)

The cross-spectra, complex coherence function and phase spectra are as in Eqs. (@0)-(42).
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4 Additional results

In this section, we will give additional results for the 1-city (Figure 1), 2-city (Figure 2)
and 4-city (Figure 3) SIR models.

Figure 1 shows the average extinction time (AET) from simulations of the 1-city SIR
model as a function of the basic reproductive ratio, Ry, for different population sizes, N,
and levels of seasonality, €. The results for N = 4 x 10° (middle row) were shown in
Figure 1 of the main text. We observe that for smaller (N = 2 x 10°, top row)/larger
(N = 8 x 10°, bottom row) populations the dependence on Ry of the AET becomes much
less/more pronounced.

Figure 2 shows the AET from simulations of the 2-city SIR model for different levels
of seasonality, €, and analytical results for the amplification, coherence for both cities and
phase lag between cities. The basic reproductive ratio is taken to be Rg; = 18 + 0 in one
of the cities and Rgs = 18 — ¢§ in the the other city, where § = 0,1,...,6. Panels (a), (b),
(c), (e), (g) and (h) are repeated from Figure 3 of the main text. The new panels (d) and
(f) show that both the coherence and amplification in the first city are low in the region
where the AET is longest, similarly to the results for the second city, shown in panels (e)
and (g).

Figure 3 shows the same results as Figure 1 but for the 4-city SIR model in which a
central city with larger population is surrounded by 3 non-interacting satellite cities with
smaller (and equal) populations. The basic reproductive ratio is taken to be Ry; = 18+ 9
in the larger city and Rp20304 = 18 — ¢ in the smaller cities, where 6 = 0,1,...,6.
The results refer to the central city and one of the satellite cities. We consider the case
when the fraction of commuters from each of the satellite cities to the central city, f,
is 10 times larger than that from the central city to that satellite city. Panels (a), (b),
(c) repeated from Figure 5 of the main text show that the AET is maximum at strong
heterogeneity (large §) and intermediate coupling strengths f. The additional panels (d)-
(h) again suggest that this behaviour can be explained in terms of the coherence and
amplification and that the phase lag between the cities does not play the dominant role
in such behaviour of the AET.
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Figure 1: AET from simulations for the 1-city SIR model.

The arrows highlight the
parameter regions where the attractor of the forced system changes from annual to biennial

(black and red arrows), and from biennial to annual (grey arrows).
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Figure 2: Results for the 2-city SIR model with Ny = N, = 2 x 10°. (a)-(c) AET from
simulations for different levels of seasonality, e. Analytical results for (d)-(e) coherence,
(f)-(g) amplification and (h) phase lag between cities for € = 0.
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Figure 3: Results for the 4-city SIR model in which a central city with N; = 2.1 x 10° is
surrounded by 3 non-interacting satellite cities with Ny = N3 = N, = N;/3 = 7 x 104
Fraction of commuters from each of the suburban cities to the central city, f, is 10
times larger than that from the central city to that suburban city. (a)-(c) AET from
simulations for different levels of seasonality, e. Analytical results for (d)-(e) coherence,
(f)-(g) amplification and (h) phase lag for € = 0 between the central city and one of the
satellite cities.
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