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Abstract

We consider compartmental models of communicable disease with uncer-
tain contact rates. Stochastic fluctuations are often added to the contact
rate to account for uncertainties. White noise, which is the typical
choice for the fluctuations, leads to significant underestimation of the
disease severity. Here, starting from reasonable assumptions on the
social behavior of individuals, we model the contacts as a Markov
process which takes into account the temporal correlations present in
human social activities. Consequently, we show that the mean-reverting
Ornstein–Uhlenbeck (OU) process is the correct model for the stochas-
tic contact rate. We demonstrate the implication of our model on
two examples: a Susceptibles-Infected-Susceptibles (SIS) model and a
Susceptibles-Exposed-Infected-Removed (SEIR) model of the COVID-19
pandemic. In particular, we observe that both compartmental mod-
els with white noise uncertainties undergo transitions that lead to
the systematic underestimation of the spread of the disease. In con-
trast, modeling the contact rate with the OU process significantly
hinders such unrealistic noise-induced transitions. For the SIS model,
we derive its stationary probability density analytically, for both white
and correlated noise. This allows us to give a complete description
of the model’s asymptotic behavior as a function of its bifurcation
parameters, i.e., the basic reproduction number, noise intensity, and
correlation time. For the SEIR model, where the probability density
is not available in closed form, we study the transitions using Monte
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2 Correlated uncertainties in epidemiological models

Carlo simulations. Our study underscores the necessity of temporal cor-
relations in stochastic compartmental models and the need for more
empirical studies that would systematically quantify such correlations.

Keywords: epidemiology, compartmental models, uncertainty quantification,
correlated noise, noise-induced transitions, COVID-19.

1 Introduction

Compartmental models describe the spread of communicable diseases in a pop-
ulation [1–6]. In such models, the population of a community is partitioned
into disjoint compartments, e.g., the susceptible and the infected, each one con-
taining all individuals with the same disease status [7]. The state variables in
a compartmental model are the numbers of individuals in each compartment.
The model parameters, e.g., the contact, incubation, and curing rates, deter-
mine the flow of individuals between compartments. In the present work, we
study how the model predictions are affected by the presence of uncertainties
in the compartmental model parameters.

Determining the value of model parameters is a delicate task that involves
estimation and averaging of data over the whole population [8–11]. As such,
model parameters are subject to uncertainties, arising from the variation of
social and biological factors among individuals. Among the model parameters,
average contact rate is the most volatile, due to its strong dependence on
the social activity that varies from person to person, and also changes over
time [9, 12–14]. Uncertainties in the contact rate λ(t) are often modeled as
a stochastic perturbation ξ(t) with intensity σ around a constant mean λ̄, so
that λ(t) = λ̄ + σξ(t). A common choice for ξ(t) is Gaussian white noise, see
e.g. [15]. The remaining model parameters, such as the average incubation
or curing rate, depend mainly on the biology of the virus, and, while every
individual responds to the infection differently, they vary less compared to the
contact rate and can be considered constant.

In a recent study [16], we studied the role of temporal correlations, which
are present in social activities of individuals, on the contact rate λ(t). Using
standard results from the theory of stochastic processes, and assuming that the
perturbation ξ(t) has an exponentially decreasing autocorrelation function, we
showed that the only admissible model for the stochastic contact rate is the
Ornstein–Uhlenbeck (OU) process. However, the assumption of exponentially
decreasing autocorrelation had remained unjustified in Ref. [16]. A main con-
tribution of the present paper is to derive the OU process without making such
an onerous assumption. In fact, as we show in Sec. 2, the OU process emerges
naturally by making quite simple and realistic assumptions on the contacts of
each individual in the population.

Then, we focus on determining the final size of disease in a population,
as predicted by compartmental models with white or OU noise fluctuations
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in contact rate. We study two compartmental models. First, we consider the
stochastic Susceptibles-Infected-Susceptibles (SIS) model, which is adequate
for modeling sexually transmitted or bacterial diseases such as gonorrhea or
syphilis. For the SIS model, we determine the stationary probability density
(PDF) of the infected population fraction in closed form. This allows us to com-
pletely classify the asymptotic state of the model as a function of its bifurcation
parameters, i.e., basic reproduction number, noise intensity, and the correlation
time of the noise. As the second model, we consider the stochastic Susceptibles-
Exposed-Infected-Removed (SEIR) model for COVID-19 pandemic in the US
during the Omicron variant. Using Monte Carlo simulations, we study the
bifurcations of the asymptotic probability density as in the SIS model.

Our main qualitative result is that, for increasing levels of white noise in
the contact rate, both compartmental models undergo a noise-induced transi-
tion, whereby the stationary PDF of the infected exhibits an additional peak
near zero, and far away from the deterministic equilibrium. This unrealistic
behavior leads to significant underestimation of the severity of the disease. In
contrast, under OU noise this transition is suppressed, with most of the proba-
bility mass of the stationary PDF being concentrated around the deterministic
equilibrium.

1.1 Related work

Stochasticity has been incorporated into many epidemiological models [17, 18].
One principled approach for deriving stochastic compartmental models begins
by modeling of the number of individuals in each compartment as continuous-
time Markov chain birth–death processes or as branching processes, see
e.g. [19–21]. Then, by assuming their state variables to be continuous, the
Markov chain models result in a system of stochastic differential equations
(SDEs) whose parameters contain white noise uncertainties. Another approach
is to directly add noise to the model parameters; see e.g. [12, 15, 22–24].
This approach is more straightforward, but the choice of the type of noise
is largely arbitrary: The most common choice in literature is Gaussian white
noise [15, 25–28]. However, OU noise has also been proposed for parameter
perturbation in biological systems, see e.g., [15, 29–34], because OU noise com-
bines the modeling of stochastic fluctuations with the stabilization around an
equilibrium point, due to its mean-reverting property.

Recently, the COVID-19 pandemic has renewed interest in stochastic mod-
eling of disease spread; see e.g. [35] for a survey of existing forecast models
for COVID-19, and [22] where a lognormally distributed process has been
considered for the stochastic fluctuations in contact rate of a COVID-19
compartmental model, to account for the presence of superspreaders in the
population. However, most of the studies that use stochastic compartmental
models to make predictions for the COVID-19 pandemic rely primarily on
simulations, see e.g., [22, 24, 36].

Most of the analysis performed on stochastic compartmental models has
been focused on the derivation of conditions for the eradication or persistence
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of the disease in the population; see e.g., [15, 25–28, 37–40] for compartmental
models with white noise uncertainties. Recently, this line of work has been
extended to models with OU uncertainties [29, 30], and Lévy noises [41, 42] to
account for abrupt changes (jumps) in disease transmission.

The focus of the present work is different; apart from conditions for the dis-
ease to become endemic, we are also interested in the predictions of stochastic
compartmental models on the final disease size. Analytic work in this direction
is scarce; see e.g. Ref. [43] which uses the Fokker–Planck equation to study a
scalar compartmental model under white noise fluctuations in contact rate.

1.2 Outline

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we present our model of uncer-
tainties in the contact rate. In Sec. 3, we study the SIS model, for both cases of
white and OU noise fluctuations in contact rate. We analytically determine the
noise-induced transitions the stochastic SIS model undergoes, and we quan-
tify the effect of noise correlations in contact rate. In Sec. 4, we study the
noise-induced transitions of a stochastic SEIR model for the Omicron wave of
the COVID-19 pandemic in the US, by using direct Monte Carlo simulations.
In Sec. 5, we make our concluding remarks and outline possible directions for
future work.

2 Modeling uncertainties in contact rate

The average contact rate λ, defined as the average number of adequate con-
tacts per individual per unit time [44, Sec. 2.7.1], [45], is the main source of
uncertainty in compartmental models. In order to determine its properties as a
random process, we begin with the cumulative number of contacts Cn(t) of the
n-th individual up to time t. We denote the incremental number of contacts
by ∆Cn(t) which measures the number of constants that the n-th individual
makes during the time interval [t, t+∆t], with ∆t being a reference time inter-
val, e.g., a day or a week. The contact rate λn of the n-th individual is then
given by λn(t) = ∆Cn(t)/∆t.

Next, we make the following assumptions on the social behavior of each
individual.
1. The average number of contacts that individuals make in a time interval is

proportional to the length of the time interval, so that E[∆Cn(t)] = µn∆t,
for some constant µn > 0.

2. The number of contacts ∆Cn(t) is subject to time-varying random fluc-
tuations, the intensity of which is also proportional to reference unit time
∆t. For instance, this assumption implies that the contacts of an individ-
ual per week are prone to more uncertainty than the contacts of the same
individual per day.

3. After a period of relatively high or low contacts compared to the average
number µn∆t, the contacts of the individual will tend towards the mean
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Fig. 1 Illustration of the quantities in the conditional probability (1).

µn∆t. In other words, high or low numbers of contacts are not sustained
for prolonged periods of time.

Under the above assumptions, we formulate the conditional probability of
∆Cn(t+ δt)−∆Cn(t), given the number of contacts ∆Cn(t), where δt ≪ ∆t
is a small time increment. Note that ∆Cn(t + δt) is the number of contacts
that the individual makes over the time interval [t+ δt, t+ δt+∆t]. Therefore,
∆Cn(t + δt) − ∆Cn(t) measures the variations in the number of contacts as
the reference time interval [t, t +∆t] is shifted ever so slightly (see Fig. 1 for
an illustration).

Based on the above assumptions, for given positive integers i and j, we
define the conditional probability,

P
[
∆Cn(t+ δt)−∆Cn(t) = j|∆Cn(t) = i

]
=

1
2 [(κn∆t)2 − θn(µn∆t− i)]δt j = −1
1
2 [(κn∆t)2 + θn(µn∆t− i)]δt j = +1

1− (κn∆t)2δt j = 0

0 otherwise,

(1)

where κn, θn and µn are positive constants. We will see shortly that κn controls
the noise intensity and θn determines the time correlation of the resulting
stochastic process. For simplicity, we assume that these constants are identical
across the population. Therefore, we omit the subscript n and simply denote
them by κ, θ and µ.

The conditional probability (1) dictates the following. If the current number
of contacts ∆Cn(t) = i is greater than the mean µ∆t, then it is more probable
for the number of contact to decrease by one after a short time interval δt has
passed (case j = −1). Conversely, if the number of contacts ∆Cn(t) = i is less
than the mean, it is more likely for the number of contacts to increase by one
in the near future (case j = +1). Furthermore, it assumes that the probability
that the number of contacts jump by more than one within a short time δt is
negligible. Finally, the probability for case j = 0 (no change within time δt) is
defined to ensure that the total probability adds up to one.

We note that the constant θ plays a crucial role here. If θ = 0, the number of
contacts increase or decrease with the same probability and regardless of their
past history (Brownian motion). In contrast, θ > 0 introduces time correlations
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into the process so that the number of contacts have a tendency to revert back
to their mean value.

From Eq. (1), we calculate the conditional mean value and variance,

E[∆Cn(t+ δt)−∆Cn(t)|∆Cn(t) = i] = θ(µ∆t− i)δt, (2a)

Var[∆Cn(t+ δt)−∆Cn(t)|∆Cn(t) = i] = (κ∆t)2δt. (2b)

Using Eq. (2), and the definition λn(t) = ∆Cn(t)/∆t, we calculate the
conditional mean and variance,

E[λn(t+ δt)− λn(t)|λn(t) = α] =

1

∆t
E[∆Cn(t+ δt)−∆Cn(t)|∆Cn(t) = α∆t] = θ(µ− α)δt, (3a)

Var[λn(t+ δt)− λn(t)|λn(t) = α] =

1

(∆t)2
Var[∆Cn(t+ δt)−∆Cn(t)|∆Cn(t) = α∆t] = κ2δt, (3b)

where α = i/∆t. Assuming no dependence between the incremental contacts
of different individuals, λn(t) are independent random variables. This means
that λn(t+ δt)− λn(t) are also independent random variables, with the same
mean value and variance given by Eq. (3). Hence, the central limit theorem
implies that the average over the whole population of N individuals,

λ(t+ δt)− λ(t) =
1

N

N∑
n=1

(λn(t+ δt)− λn(t)) , (4)

follows a normal distribution with mean θ(µ− α)δt and variance κ2δt/N . As
a result, we have

λ(t+ δt)− λ(t) = θ(µ− α)δt+D
√
δtN (t), (5)

where D = κ/
√
N , and N (t) is the standard normal distribution, with N (t)

and N (s) being independent for t ̸= s. Recall that the expressions in Eq. (3)
are conditioned on λn(t) = α for all n = 1, . . . , N , which implies λ(t) =

(1/N)
∑N

n=1 λn(t) = α. Therefore Eq. (5) is equivalent to

λ(t+ δt)− λ(t) = θ(µ− λ(t))δt+D
√
δtN (t). (6)

Dividing by δt and taking the limit δt → 0, we obtain the Langevin equation,

dλ(t)

dt
= θ(µ− λ(t)) +DξWN(t), (7)
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where ξWN(t) is the standard white noise. Equation (7) is the SDE for an
Ornstein–Uhlenbeck process. Therefore, the average contact rate λ(t) is an OU
process.

The stationary solution of Eq. (7) is a Gaussian process with the following
mean and autocovariance [46],

E[λ(t)] = µ, Cov[λ(t)λ(s)] =
D2

2θ
exp (−θ|t− s|) . (8)

Introducing the new parameters τ = 1/θ, σ2 = D2τ2, mean value and
autocovariance of Eq. (8) are recast into

E[λ(t)] = µ, Cov[λ(t)λ(s)] =
σ2

2τ
exp

(
−|t− s|

τ

)
. (9)

Now it is easy to see that τ = 1/θ is the correlation time of the average contact
rate λ(t). It can be shown that, as τ → 0, the autocovariance (9) tends to the
delta function, corresponding to white noise with intensity σ [47, Sec. 6.6].

We note that the autocovariance in Eq. (9) was assumed in the earlier
derivation of Mamis and Farazmand [16]. Here, we have shown that this
property can be deduced naturally from the conditional probability (1).

In the following sections, to simplify the notation, we write λ(t) = λ̄ +
σξOU(t), where λ̄ = µ is the mean value, σ is the noise intensity, and ξOU(t)
is the standard OU process. The standard OU process ξOU(t) has zero mean
and its autocovariance is given by

E
[
ξOU(t)ξOU(s)

]
=

1

2τ
exp

(
−|t− s|

τ

)
. (10)

With this expression, λ(t) = λ̄ + σξOU(t) satisfies the Langevin Eq. (7) and
its mean and covariance are given by Eq. (9).

3 SIS model

The Susceptibles-Infected-Susceptibles (SIS) model is described by the
equations

dS(t)

dt
= − λ

N
S(t)I(t) + γI(t), (11a)

dI(t)

dt
=

λ

N
S(t)I(t)− γI(t), (11b)

where S(t), I(t) are the numbers of susceptible and infected individuals, respec-
tively, and N is the total population. SIS model parameters are the average
contact rate λ and the average curing rate γ, which is the inverse of the aver-
age time an individual needs to recover. SIS Eq. (11) is suitable for modeling
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diseases that are curable, and whose infection does not confer protective immu-
nity; thus the infected become susceptibles again after their recovery. This is
the case for most bacterial and sexually transmitted diseases [48, 49].

Note that (λ/N)S(t)I(t) is the simplest form for the disease transmission
term, and it is based on the assumption of homogeneous mixing of population
[7]. Under this assumption, out of the total number of contacts that each
susceptible individual makes on average per unit time, λI/N contacts are
with the infected, resulting in disease transmission. Transmission term without
the division with N is sometimes used [15, 43]; however, this choice is not
supported by empirical evidence [50].

Under the usual assumption of constant population S(t) + I(t) = N , SIS
model (11) can be reduced to one scalar ordinary differential equation (ODE)
[15]. Defining the infected fraction of the population, X(t) = I(t)/N ∈ [0, 1],
as the state variable, the scalar ODE is written as

dX(t)

dt
= λX(t)(1−X(t))− γX(t). (12)

The equilibrium points of ODE (12) are x0 = 0, and x1 = (λ − γ)/λ. The
stability of equilibrium points depends on the basic reproduction number R0 =
λ/γ:

• For R0 < 1, equilibrium point x0 = 0 is stable. In this case, the disease is
eventually eradicated from the population.

• For R0 > 1, equilibrium point x0 = 0 is unstable and x1 = (λ − γ)/λ is
stable. In this case, the disease persists in the population and becomes
endemic.

In the endemic case, R0 > 1, we derive a characteristic time scale for ODE (12).
For this, we linearize ODE (12) around the stable equilibrium x1, and calculate
its Lyapunov exponent λ− γ (see also [51, Sec. V.A]). The characteristic time
scale is determined as the inverse of the Lyapunov exponent, η = (λ− γ)−1.

Under the stochastic perturbation of the contact rate λ(t) = λ̄+σξ(t), the
SIS model reads

dX(t)

dt
= λ̄X(t)(1−X(t))− γX(t) + σX(t)(1−X(t))ξ(t). (13)

Eq. (13) is a stochastic differential equation under multiplicative noise excita-
tion, since noise excitation ξ(t) is multiplied by a state-dependent function.

In the remainder of this section, we determine the asymptotic behavior of
SIS model (13) for two cases: 1. when ξ(t) is the standard Gaussian white noise,
and 2. when ξ(t) is the standard OU process. In particular, we show that the
OU process, as derived in Sec. 2, is more suitable for modeling uncertainties
in the contact rate. In contrast to the deterministic SIS model (12), stochastic
SIS model (13) exhibits a richer asymptotic behavior that includes regions of
bistablity, and regions with R0 > 1 where x0 = 0 is stable.
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For the SIS model under white noise, its stationary PDF is easily deter-
mined as the stationary solution of the classical Fokker–Planck equation,
see, e.g., [52, Ch. 5]. For the case of OU fluctuations in contact rate, deter-
mining the stationary PDF is not as straightforward; the derivation and
solution of Fokker–Planck-like equations, corresponding to stochastic differen-
tial equations (SDEs) excited by correlated noise, has been the topic of research
for many decades [46, 53–59]. Recently [51, 60], we have proposed a nonlin-
ear Fokker–Planck equation whose validity is not limited to small correlation
times of the stochastic excitation (see Appendix A). As we show in Sec. 3.2,
the stationary solution to this nonlinear Fokker–Planck equation is given in
explicit closed form for the case of the stochastic SIS model. Thus, stochastic
SIS model under OU perturbation is a rare instance of a nonlinear SDE under
correlated noise whose stationary solution can be analytically determined.

By having the stationary PDFs in explicit form for both white and OU
models, we are able to systematically investigate the noise-induced transitions
that the stochastic SIS model undergoes, for increasing levels of noise.

3.1 SIS model under white noise

In this section, we consider ξ(t) to be the standard white noise ξWN(t) with
zero mean value and autocorrelation

E
[
ξWN(t)ξWN(s)

]
= δ(t− s), (14)

where E[·] denotes the expected value and δ(t−s) is Dirac’s delta function. For
the stochastic SIS model (13) under white noise, we calculate the stationary
PDF of X(t) as the stationary solution to the corresponding Fokker–Planck
equation (see Appendix A),

p0(x) = Cx

2(1−R
−1
0 )

(σ2/λ̄)
−2+ϖ

(1−x)
−

2(1−R
−1
0 )

(σ2/λ̄)
−2+ϖ

exp

(
− 2R−1

0(
σ2/λ̄

) 1

1− x

)
, (15)

where C is a normalization factor, so that
∫
R p0(x)dx = 1. Parameterϖ models

the difference, on the level of stationary PDF, between the Itō (ϖ = 0) and
Stratonovich (ϖ = 1) solution of SDE (13) under white noise. This difference
stems from the different definition of integrals with respect to Wiener process
in the two approaches [61].

Stationary PDF (15) depends on two dimensionless parameters: the basic
reproduction number of the underlying deterministic model, R0 = λ̄/γ, and the
relative variance of the noise, σ2/λ̄, measuring the noise intensity. Using these
dimensionless parameters, we study the bifurcation diagram of the stationary
PDF as shown in Fig. 2 (see Appendix B for calculations). As we derive in
Appendix B, both Itō and Stratonovich solutions result in a disease eradication
for R0 < 1, as is the case for the deterministic SIS model. Therefore, we only
consider the range R0 > 1 in Fig. 2.



10 Correlated uncertainties in epidemiological models

III

<latexit sha1_base64="9PritDBZYd9+2z9E1CI7YMosK8Y=">AAAB6nicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyKqMegF4/xkQckS5idzCZDZmeXmV4hLPkELx4U8eoXefNvnCR70MSChqKqm+6uIJHCoOt+O4WV1bX1jeJmaWt7Z3evvH/QNHGqGW+wWMa6HVDDpVC8gQIlbyea0yiQvBWMbqZ+64lrI2L1iOOE+xEdKBEKRtFKD/c9t1euuFV3BrJMvJxUIEe9V/7q9mOWRlwhk9SYjucm6GdUo2CST0rd1PCEshEd8I6likbc+Nns1Ak5sUqfhLG2pZDM1N8TGY2MGUeB7YwoDs2iNxX/8zophld+JlSSIldsvihMJcGYTP8mfaE5Qzm2hDIt7K2EDammDG06JRuCt/jyMmmeVb2L6vndeaV2ncdRhCM4hlPw4BJqcAt1aACDATzDK7w50nlx3p2PeWvByWcO4Q+czx/TJ42C</latexit>

R0

Ib

IIb

III

IV

<latexit sha1_base64="cmkQa7xsDpfZX7JAPbgoWYfMXyo=">AAAB/3icbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVFdy4CRbBVU1KUZdFNy4r2Ac0sdxMJu3QmUmYmQglduGvuHGhiFt/w51/4/Sx0NYDA4dz7uHeOWHKqNKu+20tLa+srq0XNoqbW9s7u/beflMlmcSkgROWyHYIijAqSENTzUg7lQR4yEgrHFyP/dYDkYom4k4PUxJw6AkaUwzaSF370Fe0x+G+cuaHIHOfmWgEo65dcsvuBM4i8WakhGaod+0vP0pwxonQmIFSHc9NdZCD1BQzMir6mSIp4AH0SMdQAZyoIJ/cP3JOjBI5cSLNE9qZqL8TOXClhjw0kxx0X817Y/E/r5Pp+DLIqUgzTQSeLooz5ujEGZfhRFQSrNnQEMCSmlsd3AcJWJvKiqYEb/7Li6RZKXvn5epttVS7mtVRQEfoGJ0iD12gGrpBddRAGD2iZ/SK3qwn68V6tz6mo0vWLHOA/sD6/AHYgpYC</latexit> �
2
/
�̄

<latexit sha1_base64="9PritDBZYd9+2z9E1CI7YMosK8Y=">AAAB6nicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyKqMegF4/xkQckS5idzCZDZmeXmV4hLPkELx4U8eoXefNvnCR70MSChqKqm+6uIJHCoOt+O4WV1bX1jeJmaWt7Z3evvH/QNHGqGW+wWMa6HVDDpVC8gQIlbyea0yiQvBWMbqZ+64lrI2L1iOOE+xEdKBEKRtFKD/c9t1euuFV3BrJMvJxUIEe9V/7q9mOWRlwhk9SYjucm6GdUo2CST0rd1PCEshEd8I6likbc+Nns1Ak5sUqfhLG2pZDM1N8TGY2MGUeB7YwoDs2iNxX/8zophld+JlSSIldsvihMJcGYTP8mfaE5Qzm2hDIt7K2EDammDG06JRuCt/jyMmmeVb2L6vndeaV2ncdRhCM4hlPw4BJqcAt1aACDATzDK7w50nlx3p2PeWvByWcO4Q+czx/TJ42C</latexit>

R0

Bifurcation diagram for SIS model under white noise

Itō stationary solution Stratonovich stationary solution 

Ia

IIb
IIa

Ib

Ia

IIa

<latexit sha1_base64="pUnNcYQf0qH3ZS8b/t1pViuTT0w=">AAAB9HicbVDLTgIxFL2DL8QX6tJNIzHBhThjiLokunGJiTwSmEw6pQMN7czYdghkwne4caExbv0Yd/6NBWah6Enuzck596a3x485U9q2v6zcyura+kZ+s7C1vbO7V9w/aKookYQ2SMQj2faxopyFtKGZ5rQdS4qFz2nLH97O/NaISsWi8EFPYuoK3A9ZwAjWRnLLY0+cjT3n9Nw0r1iyK/Yc6C9xMlKCDHWv+NntRSQRNNSEY6U6jh1rN8VSM8LptNBNFI0xGeI+7RgaYkGVm86PnqITo/RQEElToUZz9edGioVSE+GbSYH1QC17M/E/r5Po4NpNWRgnmoZk8VCQcKQjNEsA9ZikRPOJIZhIZm5FZIAlJtrkVDAhOMtf/kuaFxXnslK9r5ZqN1kceTiCYyiDA1dQgzuoQwMIPMITvMCrNbKerTfrfTGas7KdQ/gF6+MbGWmRBg==</latexit> (x
m
�

x
1
)/

x
1

A B

(3/2, 1/3)
<latexit sha1_base64="cZTWZ0H4WYmw8snGILjwlU5+CzU=">AAAB8HicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahgrS7raDHohePFeyHtEvJptk2NMkuSVYopb/CiwdFvPpzvPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdbyeztr6xuZXdzu3s7u0f5A+PmjpKFKENEvFItQOsKWeSNgwznLZjRbEIOG0Fo9uZ33qiSrNIPphxTH2BB5KFjGBjpcditVy58MrV816+4JbcOdAq8VJSgBT1Xv6r249IIqg0hGOtO54bG3+ClWGE02mum2gaYzLCA9qxVGJBtT+ZHzxFZ1bpozBStqRBc/X3xAQLrccisJ0Cm6Fe9mbif14nMeG1P2EyTgyVZLEoTDgyEZp9j/pMUWL42BJMFLO3IjLEChNjM8rZELzll1dJs1LyqqXK/WWhdpPGkYUTOIUieHAFNbiDOjSAgIBneIU3RzkvzrvzsWjNOOnMMfyB8/kD3EmOfA==</latexit>

(3/2, 2/3)
<latexit sha1_base64="sMWiwVIfymqBmBz4qOo3G/LpjG4=">AAAB8HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69BItQQdokFfRY9OKxgv2QNpTNdtMu3d2E3Y1QQn+FFw+KePXnePPfuG1z0NYHA4/3ZpiZF8SMKu0431ZubX1jcyu/XdjZ3ds/KB4etVSUSEyaOGKR7ARIEUYFaWqqGenEkiAeMNIOxrczv/1EpKKReNCTmPgcDQUNKUbaSI/lWtW78Kq1836x5FScOexV4makBBka/eJXbxDhhBOhMUNKdV0n1n6KpKaYkWmhlygSIzxGQ9I1VCBOlJ/OD57aZ0YZ2GEkTQltz9XfEyniSk14YDo50iO17M3E/7xuosNrP6UiTjQReLEoTJitI3v2vT2gkmDNJoYgLKm51cYjJBHWJqOCCcFdfnmVtLyKW6t495el+k0WRx5O4BTK4MIV1OEOGtAEDBye4RXeLGm9WO/Wx6I1Z2Uzx/AH1ucP3dCOfQ==</latexit>

(2, 1)
<latexit sha1_base64="ENAoPGfQ6jT1lh2xsKA2lu8BJgk=">AAAB7HicbVBNSwMxEJ3Ur1q/qh69BItQQcpuFfRY9OKxgtsW2qVk02wbms0uSVYoS3+DFw+KePUHefPfmLZ70NYHA4/3ZpiZFySCa+M436iwtr6xuVXcLu3s7u0flA+PWjpOFWUejUWsOgHRTHDJPMONYJ1EMRIFgrWD8d3Mbz8xpXksH80kYX5EhpKHnBJjJa9av3DP++WKU3PmwKvEzUkFcjT75a/eIKZpxKShgmjddZ3E+BlRhlPBpqVeqllC6JgMWddSSSKm/Wx+7BSfWWWAw1jZkgbP1d8TGYm0nkSB7YyIGellbyb+53VTE974GZdJapiki0VhKrCJ8exzPOCKUSMmlhCquL0V0xFRhBqbT8mG4C6/vEpa9Zp7Was/XFUat3kcRTiBU6iCC9fQgHtoggcUODzDK7whiV7QO/pYtBZQPnMMf4A+fwAaoI2Q</latexit>

Fig. 2 Bifurcation diagrams for the shape of stationary PDF of infected population fraction
of stochastic SIS model (13) under white noise, for Itō (panel A) and Stratonovich (panel
B) solutions. We define the depicted curves in Appendix B.

The different regions in Fig. 2, marked by roman numerals, correspond to
different shapes of the stationary PDF of the infected population fraction X:
(I) Unimodal with mode at a non-zero xm: The most probable outcome is

the disease to become endemic in the population.
(II) Bimodal with one mode at zero and one at a non-zero xm: In this case,

the most probable outcomes is either the disease being eradicated, or to
attain the level xm in the population.

(III) Unimodal with mode at zero: The disease is most likely eradicated from
the population.

(IV) Delta function at zero, present only for Itō solution: disease eradication
is certain. This is the only case of absolute eradication of the disease for
R0 > 1. In the Itō solution, the disease persists in the population for
(σ2/λ̄) < 2 (1− 1/R0) (region below the green curve in Fig. 2A), written
equivalently as

R0 −
σ2

2γ
> 1. (16)

Eq. (16) is the disease persistence condition derived in [15], as expressed
for the stochastic SIS model (13). Thus, for the Itō solution, increase in
noise intensity results eventually in the eradication of the disease from the
population, regardless of the value of R0. On the other hand, region IV
is absent from Fig. 2B, meaning that, under Stratonovich interpretation,
the disease is never surely eradicated from the population for R0 > 1, see
also [43].

Apart from the PDF shape, another important measure of disease severity
is the value of xm, at which the non-zero PDF mode is exhibited. As we observe
in Fig. 3, for low levels of noise, the stationary PDFs of the infected popu-
lation fraction are narrow and unimodal, exhibiting their mode at the stable
equilibrium x1 of the underlying deterministic SIS model. As the noise level
increases, the PDF mode xm moves away from the deterministic equilibrium.
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Fig. 3 Stationary PDFs of infected population fraction of stochastic SIS model (13) under
white noise, for Itō (left column) and Stratonovich (right column) solution. In every figure,
the deterministic equilibrium is denoted by a dash-dotted line, the open circles correspond
to PDFs obtained from 50,000 samples of direct Monte Carlo simulations, while solid lines
mark the PDFs obtained from the analytic solution (15). In cases where PDF is a delta
function at zero, we depict it as a vertical arrow.
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This phenomenon is called the peak drift [46, 51, 60], and is commonplace in
SDEs with multiplicative noise excitation such as SDE (13).

The color in Fig. 2 encodes the peak drift phenomenon quantifying the
difference between the coordinates xm (non-zero PDF mode) and x1 (deter-
ministic equilibrium point), as a percentage of x1. Figure 2 revels two opposite
trends in peak drift. In regions Ia and IIa to the left of the vertical dashed line
where R0 < 2, higher noise intensity σ2/λ̄ results in the non-zero PDF mode
xm to drift towards zero. In contrast, in regions Ib and IIb where R0 > 2,
higher noise intensity σ2/λ̄ results in the non-zero PDF mode xm to drift
towards one.

The above discussion shows that, by increasing the relative noise intensity
σ2/λ̄, the stochastic SIS model undergoes a noise-induced transition [57], i.e., a
bifurcation in the shape of its stationary PDF. The type of noise-induced tran-
sition is determined by the value of the deterministic dimensionless parameter
R0:

• Type 1: For 1 < R0 < 1.5, the stationary PDF stays always unimodal. By
increasing σ2/λ̄, the PDF peak drifts from the deterministic equilibrium
x1 towards zero. When the relative noise intensity σ2/λ̄ crosses the level
marked by the blue curve in Fig. 2, the PDF mode is located at zero.
Further increase of σ2/λ̄ results in more probability mass being accumu-
lated at zero. In Figs. 3A, B, we show an example of this noise-induced
transition, for R0 = 1.4.

• Type 2: For 1.5 < R0 < 2, the PDF mode shifts towards zero as σ2/λ̄
increases, which is similar to the previous case. However, in this case,
when σ2/λ̄ crosses the blue curve level, the PDF becomes bimodal, with
the additional peak located at zero. By increasing σ2/λ̄ further, more
probability mass accumulates at zero, and, after σ2/λ̄ crosses the level
marked by the magenta curve in Fig.2, the PDF becomes unimodal at
zero. In Figs. 3C, D, we show an example of this noise-induced transition
for R0 = 1.7.

• Type 3: For R0 > 2, PDF peak drift phenomenon has the opposite trend;
by increasing σ2/λ̄, the PDF peak drifts towards higher values. When
σ2/λ̄ crosses the blue curve level, an additional PDF mode appears at
zero, whose magnitude increases by further increase of σ2/λ̄. In Figs. 3E,
F, we show an example of this noise-induced transition for R0 = 2.2.

Remark 1 (Disease severity predictions under white noise in contact rate) We
observe that, by increasing noise levels, a PDF peak at zero appears eventually,
making the eradication of disease more likely. However, for diseases with R0 < 2
(corresponding to noise-induced transitions of types 1 and 2), the most likely final
size of disease in the population, i.e., the non-zero mode at xm, drifts towards zero,
even for low white noise levels, for which no PDF peak at zero has appeared yet. This
means that, for R0 < 2, white noise in contact rate always results in less severe pre-
dictions for disease spread. Note that, many SIS-modeled diseases lie in the range
of 1 < R0 < 2, such as gonorrhea, R0 = 1.4 [49], syphilis, R0 = 1.32 − 1.50 [62],
streptococcus pneumoniae (pneumococcus), R0 = 1.4 [63], tuberculosis, R0 = 1.78
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[64, 65]. On the other hand, for highly contagious diseases with R0 > 2 (e.g. per-
tussis, R0 = 5.5 [66]) increase in noise levels results in more spread of the disease,
since, in this case, the most likely endemic point xm drifts towards larger values.

We note that bifurcation diagrams were also analyzed by Méndez et al. [43]
for a stochastic SIS model slightly different than Eq. (13). However, in [43],
only the Stratonovich solution was considered, the peak drift phenomenon
was not studied, and a dimensionless parameter involving noise intensity σ
and curing rate γ was chosen, instead of the more easily interpretable relative
variance σ2/λ̄.

3.2 SIS model under Ornstein–Uhlenbeck noise

In this section, we let the stochastic perturbation ξ(t) to be the standard OU
process ξOU(t) with zero mean and autocorrelation (10). Recall that τ > 0
is the correlation time of the OU noise. For an SDE under OU excitation,
we can approximate its stationary PDF by the equilibrium solution of a non-
linear Fokker–Planck equation which was only recently formulated [51, 60].
For the case of stochastic SIS model (13) under OU noise, we are able to
derive an approximate stationary PDF for the infected population fraction (see
Appendix A). This stationary PDF is available in the explicit closed form,

p0(x) = CxQ1(1− x)(Gx2 −Dx+ F )Q2 exp

[
Q3 arctan

(
2Gx−D√

|∆|

)]
, (17)

where C is the normalization factor, and

Q1 =
P

F
− 1, Q2 = − P

2F
− 1, Q3 =

P (D − 2BF )

F
√

|∆|
, (18a)

G = A2B2 +AB + 1, D = A+AB + 2A2B + 2, F = A2 +A+ 1, (18b)

with |∆| = 4GF −D2 > 0, and

P =
2(1 + a)

B(σ2/λ̄)
, B =

R0

R0 − 1
, A =

a

1 + a
, a = τ(λ̄− γ). (19)

Despite its convoluted form, stationary PDF (17) depends on three dimension-
less parameters only. Two of them, R0 and σ2/λ̄, are the same as in the white
noise case. The additional parameter a = τ/η is the relative correlation time
of the OU noise, defined as the ratio of the correlation time τ of the noise and
the Lyapunov characteristic time scale η = (λ̄− γ)−1 of the underlying deter-
ministic model (12). As discussed in Appendix A, for the white noise limit
τ → 0, PDF (17) results in the Stratonovich stationary PDF (15) with ϖ = 1.
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Fig. 4 Bifurcation diagrams for the shape of stationary PDF of infected population frac-
tion of stochastic SIS model (13) under Ornstein–Uhlenbeck noise, for increasing relative
correlation time a = τ/η. We define the depicted curves in Appendix B. Regions and pseu-
docolor plot are the same as in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 5 Stationary PDFs of infected population fraction of stochastic SIS model (13) under
Ornstein–Uhlenbeck noise with relative correlation time a = 0.5, for R0 = 1.4 (panel A), and
R0 = 1.7 (panel B). In both figures, the deterministic equilibrium is denoted by a dash-dotted
line, the open circles correspond to PDFs obtained from 50,000 samples of direct Monte
Carlo simulations, while solid lines mark the PDFs obtained from the analytic solution (17).

Using PDF (17), we formulate the bifurcation diagrams shown in Fig. 4,
which depend on the dimensionless parameters R0, σ

2/λ̄ and a. To the best
of our knowledge, such bifurcation diagrams for the correlated noise case are
considered here for the first time.

As shown in Fig. 5, although PDF (17) is approximate, it is in excel-
lent agreement with the stationary PDFs obtained from direct Monte Carlo
simulations of SDE (13).

Bifurcation diagrams in Fig. 4 corresponding to the correlated OU process
are similar to those in Fig. 2 for the uncorrelated white noise. In addition, the
types of noise-induced transitions are similar to those in the white noise case.
However, there are some important quantitative differences:

• Region III, where disease eradication is most likely, is smaller when
using correlated OU process. Moreover, as the relative correlation time a
increases, this region shrinks further.

• As the relative correlation time a increases, the range of R0 values corre-
sponding to transitions of types 1 and 2 reduces. Furthermore, transitions
of type 3 occur for R0 that are significantly less than 2 (vertical dashed
line).

• PDF peak drift towards zero, that occurs in transitions of types 1 and 2,
becomes less pronounced, as a increases.

To summarize, correlations in contact rate suppress the drift of the PDF mode
towards zero and delay the emergence of a PDF mode at zero. This results in
stationary PDFs whose probability mass is mainly located around the equilib-
rium of the deterministic SIS model. We can also observe the stabilizing effect
of correlated noise by comparing Figs. 5A, B for OU noise with a = 0.5, to
the respective Figs. 3B, D for white noise (Stratonovich interpretation). We
also observe the change in type of noise-induced transitions due to correlated
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noise: for R0 = 1.4 (resp., R0 = 1.7), stationary PDF exhibits a type 1 (resp.,
type 2) noise-induced transition under white noise, while it exhibits a type 2
(resp., type 3) transition under OU noise with a = 0.5.

4 SEIR model

In this section, we consider the Susceptibles-Exposed-Infected-Removed
(SEIR) model,

dS(t)

dt
= − λ

N
S(t)I(t), (20a)

dE(t)

dt
=

λ

N
S(t)I(t)− αE(t), (20b)

dI(t)

dt
= αE(t)− γI(t), (20c)

dR(t)

dt
= γI(t). (20d)

Compared to the SIS model, the SEIR model has two additional compartments:
the exposed E(t) containing the individuals that have contracted the disease
but are not infectious yet, and R(t) containing the individuals that have been
removed from the population, comprising the deceased and the immune due
to vaccination or prior infection. The additional model parameter α is the
average incubation rate, defined as the inverse of the average incubation (or
latency) period during which the individual has contracted the disease but
is not infectious yet. SEIR models are suitable for describing the spread of
airborne diseases such as flu and COVID-19, whose infection follows after a
latency period, and also confers immunity after recovery, albeit temporarily
[22, 35, 67–70].

In our study, we use SEIR model (20) to model the Omicron wave of
COVID-19 pandemic in the US, i.e., the period between December 3, 2021 and
April 22, 2022. We use the data for cumulative infections from the COVID-
19 Dashboard by the Center for Systems Science and Engineering (CSSE) at
Johns Hopkins University [71, 72]. The total population N is considered con-
stant and equal to the US population of 329.5 million, and the initial values of
the exposed E(t0), the infected I(t0), and the removed R(t0) at the beginning
of the Omicron wave were chosen consistent with the Johns Hopkins data base
to be 0.14%, 0.18% and 14.88% of the total population, respectively. Then,
SEIR model parameters R0 = λ/γ, α and γ are determined by least square fit-
ting so that the cumulative number of COVID-19 cases during Omicron wave,
as predicted by the model, agrees with the Johns Hopkins data. To determine
the cumulative number of COVID-19 cases from the SEIR model, we use the
relation ∫ t

t0

I(s)ds =
1

γ
(R(t)−R(t0)), (21)

which is derived from Eq. (20d). By this process, we obtain the values R0 =
1.85, α = 1/3.5 days−1, γ = 1/1.2 days−1.
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After fitting the deterministic SEIR model to data, we add noise fluctu-
ations to the average contact rate. We consider both cases of white and OU
noise, for noise levels 0.5 ≤ σ2/λ̄ ≤ 3.0. We note that, in prior studies which
use stochastic compartmental models for COVID-19, the parameter σ/λ̄ is
chosen to model the noise level [16, 22, 36, 73]. However, here we use σ2/λ̄,
since this is a dimensionless parameter.

Contrary to the stochastic SIS model of Sec. 3, a stationary PDF for the
stochastic SEIR model is not available in analytic form. Thus, we perform
Monte Carlo simulations of SEIR model (20) with sample size 50,000 and
stochastically perturbed contact rate λ(t) = λ̄+σξ(t). In the white noise case,
ξ(t) = ξWN(t), the system of SDEs of SEIR model is numerically solved under
the Stratonovich interpretation, using the predictor-corrector scheme of Cao
et al. [74]. In the case of OU noise, ξ(t) = ξOU(t), stochastic SEIR model is
augmented by the linear SDE,

dξOU(t)

dt
= −1

τ
ξOU(t) +

1

τ
ξWN(t), (22)

that generates the standard OU process ξOU(t). The resulting coupled system
is again solved using a predictor-corrector scheme [74]. The time series of the
mean cumulative COVID cases obtained from the Monte Carlo simulations are
shown in Fig. 6. These simulations are also used to determine the stationary
PDFs of COVID cases shown in Fig. 7.

As we show in Fig. 6, the choice between white or OU noise for modeling
uncertainties in the contact rate is consequential since they lead to very dif-
ferent forecasts for the spread of the pandemic. For increasing levels of white
noise intensity, SEIR model significantly underestimates the severity of the
pandemic on average. On the other hand, OU noise leads to forecasts whose
mean trajectory of COVID cases stays always close to the actual data. The
best fit is obtained for OU noise with correlation time of 1 week, which is in
agreement with the weekly social patterns observed in human behavior [75–78].
Note however that, despite the abundance of data collected from the COVID-
19 pandemic, the correlation time of the contact rate has not been quantified
yet [79].

The reason the SEIR model under white noise underestimates the pan-
demic spread is that it undergoes a noise-induced transition similar to type
2 transition of the stochastic SIS model, see Fig. 7. As the white noise inten-
sity increases, the PDF peak drifts from the deterministic equilibrium towards
lower values. Due to this peak drift, the mean trajectories of cumulative
COVID cases for σ2/λ̄ = 0.5 and σ2/λ̄ = 1 lie below the actual data. For the
noise level σ2/λ̄ = 2, an additional peak emerges in the regime of low num-
ber of cases (≈ 5 × 107). Further increase of white noise intensity makes the
additional peak more pronounced. This results in stochastic SEIR model to
greatly underestimate the pandemic severity for σ2/λ̄ = 3.

In contrast, when the contact rate is perturbed by the OU noise, the sta-
tionary PDF of COVID cases remains unimodal for a wider range of noise
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Fig. 6 Predictions (mean trajectories with 50% errorbars) of stochastic SEIR models for
the cumulative number of COVID cases in the US during omicron wave, for increasing noise
intensity. A: white noise in contact rate. B-E: Ornstein-Uhlenbeck noise in contact rate
with correlation time ranging from 1 day to 1 month.

levels. The presence of correlations in OU noise hinders the emergence of the
additional peak at lower case values; only for the combination of small corre-
lation time (τ = 1 day) and high intensity (σ2/λ̄ = 3) of the OU noise does an
additional peak start forming around 5×107 cases (see Fig. 7B). Also, the sta-
tionary PDF for OU noise exhibits the opposite trend in peak drift compared
to the PDFs for white noise; increasing the noise intensity makes the peak to
drift towards higher values. Thus, presence of temporal correlation in the noise
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Fig. 7 PDF of the asymptotic cumulative number of COVID cases in the US during omicron
wave, for increasing noise intensity.A: SEIR with white noise in contact rate.B-E:Ornstein–
Uhlenbeck noise in contact rate with correlation time ranging from 1 day to 1 month.

changes the type of the noise-induced transitions the SEIR model undergoes.
This is similar to our results for correlated noise in the stochastic SIS model.

In Figs. 7C-E, we also see that larger correlation times make the PDFs less
diffusive, and the peak drift less pronounced. This is the expected sharpening
effect of correlated noise [46, 51] as a result of the mean-reverting property of
the OU process [32], which becomes stronger as the correlation time increases.
The effect of mean-reverting property of OU noise is also shown in Fig. 8, where
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Fig. 8 Envelope of 1,000 trajectories of the contact rate for COVID-19 perturbed around
its mean value λ̄ = 10.8 weeks−1 (shown by black line) by noise of intensity σ2 = 2λ̄. The
mean of the 1,000 trajectories is shown by the blue curve. A: white noise perturbation B:
OU perturbation, with correlation time τ = 1 week.

the OU noise is more concentrated around its mean value, compared to the
white noise with the same intensity. This also means that the OU noise becomes
negative less frequently than the respective white noise. Nonetheless, since OU
noise is Gaussian and thus unbounded, it can always attain negative values,
which is unrealistic for the contact rate. Prior work on stochastic oncology
remedies these unwanted negative values by considering bounded noise [80–
82]. Noise-induced transitions in compartmental models under bounded noise
have not been studied extensively yet (see, e.g., [83]), thus constituting an
interesting direction for future work.

5 Conclusions

It was shown recently that time correlations are essential for modeling uncer-
tainties in the contact rate of an infectious disease [16]. Using standard results
from the theory of stochastic processes, Mamis and Farazmand [16] showed
that the only feasible process for modeling such uncertainties is the Ornstein–
Uhlenbeck (OU) process. However, to arrive at this conclusion, the authors
assumed that the autocorrelation function of the contact rate has an exponen-
tially decreasing form. In the present work, we proved the same result without
making such onerous assumptions. Modeling the contacts of each individual
as a Markov process, assuming a reasonable conditional probability for such
contacts, and using the central limit theorem, we proved that the contact rate
averaged over the population satisfies the Langevin equation corresponding to
the OU process.

We studied the implications of this result on two typical examples of
stochastic compartmental models in epidemiology; the SIS model which
describes bacterial and sexually transmitted diseases, and the SEIR model
which describes airborne diseases such as COVID-19. Stochasticity enters into
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the compartmental models by considering stochastic fluctuations in the con-
tact rate, to account for uncertainties in social behavior of individuals in the
population.

For the stochastic SIS model, we derived the exact stationary PDF of the
infected population fraction for both cases of white and Ornstein–Uhlenbeck
noise fluctuations in contact rate. As a result, we were able to determine the
noise-induced transitions that a stochastic SIS model undergoes, as well as
the effect of temporal correlations in contact rate. Our main result is that, for
a range of R0 corresponding to many SIS-modeled diseases (see Remark 1)
white noise in contact rate makes the eradication of the disease more likely.
This is an unrealistic behavior since greater uncertainty in measuring a model
parameter should not lead to the eradication of the disease. On the other hand,
the inclusion of correlations has a stabilizing effect on the stationary PDF of
the infected population fraction, mitigating the unrealistic transitions towards
zero infected population.

The results for noise-induced transitions of stochastic SEIR models are
similar to those for SIS models. By performing Monte Carlo simulations of a
SEIR model fitted to data from the Omicron wave of COVID-19 pandemic
in the US, we observed that white noise models of the contact rate lead to
systematic underestimation of the pandemic severity. On the other hand, when
the contact rate is modeled as an OU process, the predicted number of COVID
cases is always close to the actual data. An important direction for future work
is to develop analytic tools for stochastic SEIR models, similar to those that
we have already developed for SIS models.

Our work demonstrates that the inclusion of correlated uncertainties in
compartmental models is a central component for a realistic stochastic model
of disease spread. If overlooked, this would lead to unrealistic, less severe fore-
casts. However, despite the abundance of data collected, especially during the
COVID-19 pandemic, the intensity and temporal correlations of noise in com-
partmental model parameters have not been determined with precision. This
calls for more empirical studies that would systematically quantify the nature
of uncertainties, and especially their correlation time, in the parameters of
compartmental epidemiological models.
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Appendix A Calculation of stationary PDFs

Consider the general form of the scalar SDE

dX(t)

dt
= h(X(t)) + σ(X(t))ξ(t), (A1)

where X(t) and ξ(t) are the stochastic processes of the response and excitation
respectively, h(x) is the continuous drift function, and σ(x) is the differentiable
function of the noise intensity.

In the case where excitation ξ(t) is Gaussian white noise (see Eq. (14)), the
evolution of the PDF p(x, t) of the response X(t) is governed by the classical
Fokker–Planck equation (see, e.g., [52, Ch. 5]):

∂p(x, t)

∂t
+

∂

∂x

[(
h(x) +

ϖ

2
σ′(x)σ(x)

)
p(x, t)

]
=

1

2

∂2

∂x2

[
σ2(x)p(x, t)

]
. (A2)

In Eq. (A2), the drift term h(x) is augmented by (1/2)σ′(x)σ(x) which is
the Wong-Zakai correction (see [84, 85]) modeling the difference between Itō
(ϖ = 0) and Stratonovich (ϖ = 1) interpretations of SDEs under multiplica-
tive white noise excitation. The stationary solution p0(x) = limt→∞ p(x, t) of
Fokker–Planck Eq. (A2) is given in the closed form [52, Sec. 5.3.3]:

p0(x) =
C

σ2−ϖ(x)
exp

(
2

∫ x h(y)

σ2(y)
dy

)
, (A3)

where
∫ x

dy denotes the antiderivative, and C is the normalization factor.
In our recent papers [51, 60], we derived an approximate nonlinear Fokker–

Planck equation corresponding to SDE (A1) under correlated excitation:

∂p(x, t)

∂t
+

∂

∂x
{[h(x) + σ′(x)σ(x)A(x, t; p)] p(x, t)} =

=
∂2

∂x2

[
σ2(x)A(x, t; p)p(x, t)

]
, (A4)
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where

A(x, t; p) =

2∑
m=0

Dm(t; p)

m!
{ζ(x)− E[ζ(X(t))]}m , (A5)

with

ζ(x) = σ(x)

(
h(x)

σ(x)

)′

, (A6)

and

Dm(t; p) =

∫ t

t0

Cξ(t, s) exp

(∫ t

s

E[ζ(X(u))]du

)
(t− s)mds. (A7)

where Cξ(t, s) is the autocorrelation function of noise excitation ξ(t). Fokker–
Planck equation (A4) is nonlinear, due to the dependence of coefficient
A(x, t; p) on the response moment E[ζ(X(t))], which in turn depends on the
unknown PDF p(x, t). As we have proven in [51], for diminishing correlation
time of ξ(t), τ → 0, coefficient A in Eq. (A4) becomes 1/2. Thus, in the
white noise limit, nonlinear Fokker–Planck Eq. (A4) becomes the Stratonovich
Fokker–Planck Eq. (A2) for ϖ = 1. Also, note that, by keeping only the
zeroth-order term in the sum of Eq. (A5), we obtain the widely-used Hänggi’s
approximate Fokker–Planck equation [46, 54].

For ξ(t) being the standard OU process (see Eq. (10)), the stationary
solution of the nonlinear Fokker–Planck Eq. (A4) reads

p0(x,M) =
C

σ(x)A(x,M)
exp

(∫ x h(y)

σ2(y)A(y,M)
dy

)
, (A8)

where A(x,M) is the stationary value of coefficient A(x, t; p), given by

A(x,M) =
1

2

2∑
m=0

[τ(ζ(x)−M)]m

(1− τM)m+1
, (A9)

and M is the stationary value of response moment E[ζ(X(t))]:

M =

∫
R
ζ(x)p0(x,R)dx. (A10)

As derived in [51], solution (A8) is valid under the condition M < τ−1.
Due to the presence of the unknown response moment M , Eq. (A8) is an

implicit stationary solution of the nonlinear Fokker–Planck Eq. (A4). In [51],
we proposed an iteration scheme for the calculation of M , by substituting the
implicit form (A8) for p0(x,M) into the definition relation (A10) for M . The
initial value of momentM for the iteration scheme is calculated from the corre-
sponding Stratonovich Fokker–Planck equation. Implicit closed-form solution
(A8), supplemented by the iteration scheme for M , constitutes a semi-analytic
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form for the stationary response PDF for SDE (A1) under OU stochastic
excitation.

However, for the special case of stochastic SIS model (13), we are able to
calculate moment M analytically. Note that the calculation of moment M in
explicit closed form is, in general, not possible.

Lemma 1 (Calculation of stationary response moment M) For stochastic SIS model
(13), moment M defined by Eq. (A10), is

M = −(λ̄− γ). (A11)

Proof For stochastic SIS model, (13), and by substituting Eq. (A8) into Eq. (A10),
the definition relation for M is specified as

M = C

∫
R

ζ(x)

σ(x)A(x,M)
exp

(∫ x h(y)

σ2(y)A(y,M)
dy

)
dx, (A12)

where h(x) = λ̄x(1 − x) − γx, σ(x) = σx(1 − x) and ζ(x) = −γx/(1 − x). By
performing integration by parts, we obtain

M = C

∫
R

ζ(x)σ(x)

h(x)

[
exp

(∫ x h(y)

σ2(y)A(y,M)
dy

)]′
dx =

= −C

∫
R

(
ζ(x)σ(x)

h(x)

)′
exp

(∫ x h(y)

σ2(y)A(y,M)
dy

)
dx =

= Cσγ(λ̄− γ)

∫
R

1

[λ̄(1− x)− γ]2
exp

(∫ x h(y)

σ2(y)A(y,M)
dy

)
dx. (A13)

On the other hand, normalization factor C of p0 is defined as

C−1 =

∫
R

1

σ(x)A(x,M)
exp

(∫ x h(y)

σ2(y)A(y,M)
dy

)
dx, (A14)

and after integration by parts:

C−1 =

∫
R

σ(x)

h(x)

[
exp

(∫ x h(y)

σ2(y)A(y,M)
dy

)]′
dx =

= −
∫
R

(
σ(x)

h(x)

)′
exp

(∫ x h(y)

σ2(y)A(y,M)
dy

)
dx =

= −σγ

∫
R

1

[λ̄(1− x)− γ]2
exp

(∫ x h(y)

σ2(y)A(y,M)
dy

)
dx. (A15)

By substituting Eq. (A15) into Eq. (A13), we obtain Eq. (A11). □

Using Eq. (A11), we calculate coefficient A to

A(x) =
1

2(1 + a)

2∑
m=0

(
a

1 + a

)m

(1− x)−m

(
1− R0x

R0 − 1

)m

, (A16)

where a = τ(λ̄ − γ) > 0. By having coefficient A(x) in explicit form, we can
perform the integration in Eq. (A8) analytically, obtaining thus the expression
(17) for the stationary response PDF for SIS model (13) under OU noise.
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Appendix B Analysis of stationary PDFs for
SIS models

B.1 White noise model - Itō solution

In the vicinity of zero, response PDF (15) for ϖ = 0 is p0(x) ∼ x

2(1−R
−1
0 )

(σ2/λ̄)
−2

.
For

2
(
1−R−1

0

)(
σ2/λ̄

) − 2 < −1 ⇒ (σ2/λ̄) > 2
(
1−R−1

0

)
, (B17)

p0(x) is not integrable, and p0(0) = +∞. Thus, under condition (B17), p0(x)
is a delta function at zero. Eq. (B17) always holds true for R0 < 1, resulting in
disease eradication, as in the deterministic case. This is the reason for choosing
R0 ∈ [1,+∞) in our analysis. The green curve in Fig. 2A corresponds to
(σ2/λ̄) = 2(1− 1/R0). For

−1 <
2
(
1−R−1

0

)(
σ2/λ̄

) − 2 < 0 ⇒ 1−R−1
0 < (σ2/λ̄) < 2

(
1−R−1

0

)
, (B18)

p0(x) is integrable, and has a peak at zero. The blue curve in Fig. 2A
corresponds to (σ2/λ̄) = 1− 1/R0. For

2
(
1−R−1

0

)(
σ2/λ̄

) − 2 > 0 ⇒ (σ2/λ̄) < 1−R−1
0 , (B19)

p0(x) is integrable, and p0(0) = 0. For the case (σ2/λ̄) < 2 (1− 1/R0), where
p0(x) is integrable, its local extrema points for x ∈ (0, 1) are specified, by the
first derivative test, as the roots of quadtratic equation

2
(
σ2/λ̄

)
x2 +

[
1− 3

(
σ2/λ̄

)]
x+

(
σ2/λ̄

)
+R−1

0 − 1 = 0. (B20)

The requirement of nonnegative discriminant results in the condition

R0 ≥ 8
(
σ2/λ̄

)[
1 +

(
σ2/λ̄

)]2 . (B21)

Eq. (B21), for the case of equality, is the magenta curve in Fig. 2A. The two
roots of Eq. (B21) are

x± =
3
(
σ2/λ̄

)
− 1±

√[
1 +

(
σ2/λ̄

)]2 − 8
(
σ2/λ̄

)
R−1

0

4
(
σ2/λ̄

) . (B22)
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By the additional requirement of x± ∈ (0, 1), we summarize the conditions for
roots x± to be extrema points of p0(x).

x+ is extremum point for

(σ2/λ̄) < 1/3
∧
(σ2/λ̄) < 1− 1/R0,

(σ2/λ̄) > 1/3
∧

R0 ≥ 8(σ2/λ̄)
[1+(σ2/λ̄)]

2 .

x− is extremum point for (σ2/λ̄) > 1/3
∧
(σ2/λ̄) > 1−1/R0

∧
R0 ≥ 8(σ2/λ̄)

[1+(σ2/λ̄)]
2 .

Furthermore, we determine that x+ is a maximum point, and x− is a minimum
point. Thus, we identify x+ as the non-zero mode coordinate xm. By using de
l’Hôpital rule, we calculate limσ→0 xm = (λ̄−γ)/λ̄, which is the expected result
that, in the deterministic limit, PDF mode xm coincides with the deterministic
equilibrium.

Last, in order to capture the peak drift phenomenon, we calculate the first
derivative of xm with respect to (σ2/λ̄). After algebraic manipulations, we
obtain that

x′
m(σ2/λ̄) ≥ 0 ⇒ R0 ≥ 2. (B23)

The dashed line in Fig. 2A is R0 = 2.

B.2 White noise model - Stratonovich solution

We repeat the procedure we followed in Sec. B.1, for Stratonovich solution,
Eq. (15) for ϖ = 1. The results we obtain are the following: Stratonovich
solution is a delta function at zero only for R0 < 1; for R0 > 1, it is always
integrable. For

(σ2/λ̄) > 2(1− 1/R0), (B24)

p0(x) has a peak at zero. The blue curve in Fig. 2B corresponds to (σ2/λ̄) =
2(1− 1/R0). For x ∈ (0, 1), the local extrema are roots of the equation

2
(
σ2/λ̄

)
x2 +

[
2− 3

(
σ2/λ̄

)]
x+

(
σ2/λ̄

)
+ 2(R−1

0 − 1) = 0. (B25)

Thus, the possible extrema points in (0, 1) are

x± =
3
(
σ2/λ̄

)
− 2±

√[
2 +

(
σ2/λ̄

)]2 − 16
(
σ2/λ̄

)
R−1

0

4
(
σ2/λ̄

) , (B26)

under the condition for nonnegative discriminant of Eq. (B25)

R0 ≥ 16
(
σ2/λ̄

)[
2 +

(
σ2/λ̄

)]2 . (B27)



Correlated uncertainties in epidemiological models 27

Eq. (B27) for the case of equality is the magenta curve in Fig. 2B. We further
determine that

x+ is maximum point for

(σ2/λ̄) < 2/3
∧
(σ2/λ̄) < 2(1− 1/R0),

(σ2/λ̄) > 2/3
∧

R0 ≥ 16(σ2/λ̄)
[2+(σ2/λ̄)]

2 .

x− is minimum point for (σ2/λ̄) > 2/3
∧
(σ2/λ̄) > 2(1−1/R0)

∧
R0 ≥ 16(σ2/λ̄)

[2+(σ2/λ̄)]
2 .

Also, we calculate that condition (B23) is true for Stratonovich solution too.

B.3 Ornstein–Uhlenbeck noise model

In the vicinity of zero, response PDF (17) is p0(x) ∼ xP/F−1. We calculate
that, for R0 < 1, solution (17) is a delta function at zero, similarly to the
Stratonovich solution. For

(
σ2/λ̄

)
>

2(1 + a)

F
(1−R−1

0 ), (B28)

PDF (17) exhibits a peak at zero. The blue curve in Fig. 4 corresponds to(
σ2/λ̄

)
= 2(1 + a)(1 − R−1

0 )/F . For x ∈ (0, 1), the local extrema are roots of
the cubic equation f(x) = 0, with

f(x) = 2G
(
σ2/λ̄

)
x3 +

[
2(1 + a)− (3G+D)

(
σ2/λ̄

)]
x2+[

2D
(
σ2/λ̄

)
− 2(1 + a)(2−R−1

0 )
]
x+ 2(1 + a)(1−R−1

0 )− F
(
σ2/λ̄

)
. (B29)

The calculation of the exact roots of a cubic equation is cumbersome. However,
f(1) = −

(
σ2/λ̄

)
A2(B − 1)2 < 0, f(+∞) = +∞, and thus, by intermediate

value theorem, cubic polynomial f(x) has always a real root that is greater
than 1, which is not admissible as extremum point of p0(x). Thus, the regions
III in Fig. 4 correspond to ∆3 < 0, where ∆3 is the discriminant of the cubic
polynomial f(x).

Note also that f(−∞) = −∞, and f(0) > 0 under the condition

(
σ2/λ̄

)
<

2(1 + a)

F
(1−R−1

0 ). (B30)

Using the intermediate value theorem again, we deduce that, under condition
(B30), polynomial f(x) has three distinct real roots, with only one of them
in (0, 1). By combining this result to the behavior of PDF (17) at zero (see
Eq. (B28)), we conclude that, under condition (B30), PDF (17) is unimodal,
with its mode at a non-zero xm.

Last, we observe that, for a = 0, condition (B28) is identical to condition
(B24), and the cubic polynomial f(x) is factorized to

f(x) =
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(x− 1)
{
2
(
σ2/λ̄

)
x2 +

[
2− 3

(
σ2/λ̄

)]
x+

(
σ2/λ̄

)
+ 2(R−1

0 − 1)
}
. (B31)

We identify the second factor in the right-hand side of Eq. (B31) as the
quadratic polynomial, whose roots detetermine the PDF extrema points
in (0, 1) of the white noise case, under Stratonovich interpretation (see
Eq. (B25)). This finding shows the compatibility between results under OU
noise with a = 0 and the Stratonovich solution for the white noise case.

References

[1] Kermack, W.O., McKendrick, A.G.: A contribution to the mathematical
theory of epidemics. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series
A 115(772), 700–721 (1927). https://doi.org/10.1098/RSPA.1927.0118

[2] Capasso, V., Serio, G.: A generalization of the Kermack-McKendrick
deterministic epidemic model. Mathematical Biosciences 42(1-2), 43–61
(1978). https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-5564(78)90006-8

[3] Hethcote, H.W.: A thousand and one epidemic models. In: Levin, S.A.
(ed.) Frontiers in Mathematical Biology, pp. 504–515. Springer, Berlin,
Heidelberg, New York (1994)

[4] Brauer, F.: Compartmental Models in Epidemiology. In: Brauer, F.,
van den Driessche, P., Wu, J. (eds.) Mathematical Epidemiology. Lecture
Notes in Mathematics vol. 1945, pp. 19–79. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg
(2008). https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-78911-6 2

[5] Capasso, V.: Mathematical Structures of Epidemic Systems, 2nd edn.
Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, New York (2008)

[6] Diekmann, O., Othmer, H.G., Planqué, R., Bootsma, M.C.J.: The
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