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The presence of erratic or unstable paths in standard kinetic Monte Carlo simulations significantly
undermines the accurate simulation and sampling of transition pathways. While typically reliable
methods, such as the Gillespie algorithm, are employed to simulate such paths, they encounter chal-
lenges in efficiently identifying rare events due to their sequential nature and reliance on exact Monte
Carlo sampling. In contrast, the weighted ensemble method effectively samples rare events and accel-
erates the exploration of complex reaction pathways by distributing computational resources among
multiple replicas, where each replica is assigned a weight reflecting its importance, and evolves in-
dependently from the others. Here, we implement the highly efficient and robust weighted ensemble
method to model susceptible-infected-susceptible (SIS) dynamics on large heterogeneous population
networks. In particular, we explore the interplay between stochasticity and contact heterogeneity
which gives rise to large fluctuations, leading to extinction (spontaneous clearance of infection). By
studying a wide variety of networks characterized by fat-tailed degree distributions, we are able to
compute the mean time to extinction as function of the various network and epidemic parameters.
Importantly, this method allows exploring previously-inaccessible parameter regimes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Compartmental models are widely used in epidemiol-
ogy for understanding the dynamics of infectious diseases
within populations, aiding in the analysis of transmis-
sion patterns, disease prevalence, and the effectiveness of
intervention strategies [1–8]. The crux of these models
is to provide a structured framework to analyze com-
plex interactions between various compartments repre-
senting different disease states, such as susceptible and
infected individuals. Recently, compartmental models
have played a key role in understanding the transmission
of SARS-CoV-2 and informing public health strategies
like vaccination, social distancing, and travel restrictions
to mitigate the COVID-19 pandemic [9, 10]. Apart from
epidemiology, such models have broad applications, e.g.,
in reliability engineering, election result forecasting, and
the spread of computer viruses [11–13]. One of the sim-
plest compartmental models is the Susceptible-Infected-
Susceptible (SIS) model, which is widely used for model-
ing endemic states, where the disease persists beyond the
initial number of infected individuals for an extended pe-
riod, see e.g. [2, 3, 5–7, 14–16]. Amongst others, the SIS
model effectively describes the dynamics of diseases such
as influenza, the common cold, tuberculosis, and sexually
transmitted infections like chlamydia and syphilis [5].

In the SIS model, a population is divided into two dis-
tinct groups, where individuals are either susceptible (S)
to the infection or currently infected (I). Infected individ-
uals may recover and revert to a susceptible state through
treatment or natural recovery, while susceptible individ-
uals can contract the disease upon contact with infected
individuals. As long as the basic reproduction number
R0 is larger than 1 (see below), the model exhibits a sta-
ble endemic solution in which the disease persists within
the population, as well as an unstable absorbing solu-

tion leading to disease extinction [1, 8]. However, demo-
graphic stochasticity, inherent in finite-size populations,
ultimately drives the system from the stable to the unsta-
ble states via a rare large deviation [17–20]. Notably, de-
spite their key role in determining the clearance probabil-
ity, these large deviations are composed of a large number
of sequential recovery events, rendering them challenging
to observe using standard numerical methods.

In simple scenarios, there exists accurate analytical ap-
proaches that allow calculating the transition rates of
such rare events, using semi-classical approximations of
the pertinent master equations [21, 22]. These scenar-
ios include a well-mixed, or homogeneous setting, where
each individual interacts with an equal number of neigh-
bors [18–20]. Recently, more realistic, heterogeneous sce-
narios were analytically studied; yet, analytical closed-
form solutions are constrained to regimes where hetero-
geneity is weak or specific [23–26], or to regimes close to
the bifurcation limit of the SIS model [27].

To overcome the analytical challenges, numerical
methods are often employed to study rare events, with
kinetic Monte Carlo (KMC) being the most common [28–
31]. KMC simulations are powerful tools for studying
the dynamics of complex systems across diverse scientific
domains, spanning from semiconductor materials to epi-
demiology [8, 32]. The method employs stochastic sam-
pling to model the time evolution of systems character-
ized by discrete events and transitions [28, 29]. Yet, the
stochastic nature of KMC simulations requires perform-
ing a large number of realizations, each comprising nu-
merous simulation steps, to achieve adequate statistics,
leading to high computational costs [33]. KMC simula-
tions may also encounter sampling inefficiency, thus fac-
ing challenges in effectively exploring high-dimensional
phase spaces in heterogeneous environments [34].

As an alternative approach, a numerical solution to
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the underlying set of time-dependent master equations
can be found, which yields the probability distribution
of finding a specific number of individuals in each state
(susceptible or infectious) [35]. However, the computa-
tional efficiency of this method surpasses that of KMC
only for low-dimensional systems [26, 35]. To overcome
the exponential surge in runtime, as the system’s dimen-
sion increases, in the limit of large population sizes, one
can use semi-classical approximation schemes to trans-
form the set of master equations to a set of Hamilton’s
equations, whose number increases linearly with the sys-
tem’s dimensions [19–21]. Nevertheless, these numerical
schemes provide only limited accuracy, and are extremely
sensitive to the initial conditions, rendering them as less
practical in realistic, multi-dimensional cases.

In contrast, the weighted ensemble (WE) method of-
fers an efficient approach for identifying and sampling
rare events. By distributing computational resources
among multiple replicas and adjusting weights dynami-
cally, the WE method accelerates the exploration of com-
plex reaction pathways, making it particularly suitable
for studying rare events in dynamical systems [36]. Pre-
viously, this method was successfully applied for ecologi-
cal, biological and chemical models with substantial com-
putational benefit over ”brute-force” methods [37–39].
Here we implement the WE method on large-population
networks obeying the dynamics of the SIS model, and
show that the method is highly effective in identifying
extremely rare transitions from the endemic to the ex-
tinction states, for very large populations. Importantly,
exploring large networks allows to accurately study a
wide variety of real-world network toplogies with vary-
ing heterogeneity strength, exhibiting fat-tailed distribu-
tion patterns, such as observed, e.g., in social networks,
citation networks, and biological networks [2, 3, 40–44].

In this work we demonstrate the applicability and com-
putational advantages of the WE method compared to
”brute force” methods in studying rare events on popu-
lation networks. We do so by exploring large networks
with fat-tailed degree distributions, previously inacces-
sible due to the computational resources required. The
WE method is shown to be vastly superior over previous
methods, enabling the exploration of the SIS model in
large population networks. In particular, we find that fat-
tailed degree distributions significantly impact the mean
time to extinction (MTE), and disease lifetime.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we present
the theoretical model and known results for the MTE for
simple network topologies, weak heterogeneity, and close
to the bifurcation. In Sec. III we present the numerical
algorithm we used and the obtained results. Finally in
Sec. IV we conclude and present future directions.

II. THEORETICAL FORMULATION

We formulate the SIS model in a topologically hetero-
geneous network, where nodes represent individuals of

an isolated population of size N , each capable of being
in either a susceptible (S) or infected (I) state [45, 46].
The network’s topology is represented by an adjacency
matrix A, in which the elements indicate links between
nodes, such that Aij = 1 if nodes i and j are connected
and 0 otherwise. Individuals can transition from being
susceptible to infected only through links, representing
potential interactions between individuals, and from in-
fected to susceptible via spontaneous recovery. We define
β as the infection rate, attributed to each link, and γ as
the recovery rate, associated with each node.
In order to describe the dynamics in a rigorously

amenable manner, we work under the annealed network
approximation [8], which is basically a mean-field approx-
imation over an ensemble of networks. For convenience,
we partition nodes into groups based on their degree k,
with each group having rates

Ik
W+

k (I)
−−−−→ Ik + 1, Ik

W−
k (I)

−−−−→ Ik − 1. (1)

Here, W+
k (I) and W−

k (I) denote the infection and recov-
ery rates, respectively, while Ik is the number of infected
individuals in group k, having degree k. While the re-
covery rate satisfies W−

k (I) = γIk, the node’s infection
rate depends on interactions with its neighbors. Under
the annealed network approximation one may replace the
adjacency matrix A with its expectation value ⟨A⟩ of
an ensemble of networks [8], which for uncorrelated net-
works, satisfies: ⟨Aij⟩ = kikj/(N⟨k⟩). Here ki and kj are
the degrees of nodes i and j while ⟨k⟩ is the average de-
gree. Let us assume that the network degree distribution
is given by p(k) and that there are Nk nodes of degree
k, such that

∑
k Nk = N , and Nk = Np(k). As a result,

the infection rate satisfies

W+
k (I) = βk(Nk − Ik)

∑
k′

k′Ik′

N⟨k⟩
, (2)

where 1 ≤ k ≤ kmax and kmax is the maximal degree.
Given the network’s degree distribution, p(k), one can

define the so-called basic reproduction number as

R0 =
β⟨k⟩
γ⟨k2⟩

, (3)

where here and henceforth
〈
ki
〉
is the i-th moment of

the distribution p(k). As long as R0 > 1, a nontrivial
endemic state I∗ > 0 prevails [2, 3] . In the determin-
istic limit, i.e. in the limit of an infinite population size
and in the absence of noise, this endemic state is a sta-
ble fixed point, and the system remain there forever. As
R0 decreases and crosses the value of 1, a bifurcation oc-
curs such that the endemic fixed point disappears. Thus,
for R0 ≤ 1, disease extinction occurs deterministically.
Yet, even for R0 > 1 disease extinction can occur, but
in this case it is driven by demographic noise. In order
to take this noise into account, instead of dealing with
a set of differential equations for the number of infected
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individuals on degree-k nodes, we write down a set of cou-
pled master equations for the joint probability, P (I, t), to
find I = {I1, ..., Ikmax

} infected individuals on the differ-
ent node degrees. Using the infection and recovery rates
from above, the evolution equation for P (I, t) reads:

∂P (I, t)

∂t
=

kmax∑
k=1

[
W−

k (Ik + 1)P (I+ 1k, t)−W−
k (Ik)P (I, t)

+W+
k (Ik − 1)P (I− 1k, t)−W+

k (Ik)P (I, t)
]
. (4)

Here, I → I± 1j denotes an increase or decrease by one
of group Ij [21].

While this master equation set is generally unsolvable
for arbitrary degree distributions, one can proceed ana-
lytically in the limit of large population networks, N ≫ 1.
Here, the system enters a long lived metastable endemic
state prior to disease extinction. This probability of be-
ing in this long-lived state slowly decays in time while
simultaneously the extinction probability grows. To com-
pute the MTE within exponential accuracy one can use
the Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin (WKB) approximation,
which allows transferring Eq. (4) into a set of Hamil-
ton’s equations, whose solution provides the MTE up to
exponential accuracy, in the form Text ∼ eNS , where S
is called the action barrier to extinction [19–22, 27].

While the analytical treatment for general degree dis-
tributions can be found in [27], for completeness we pro-
vide the calculation in the simplest setting of a homoge-
neous population network, called a random regular net-
work, where each node has degree ⟨k⟩ = k0. Here, the
network’s degree distribution satisfies p(k) = δk,k0

, and
as a result, the sum in Eq. (4) contains a single term,
where the infection and recovery rates are, respectively:
W+(I) = (βk0/N) I(N − I) and W− = γI. Using the
WKB method or other asymptotic expansions, the MTE
has been shown to satisfy in the leading order [20, 47]:

Text ∼ eNS , S = ln(R0) + 1/R0 − 1, (5)

where here R0 = βk0/γ.

The action barrier has also been computed for hetero-
geneous networks, but only in various parameter regimes,
which give rise to an additional small parameter allowing
to significantly reduce the dimensionality of the master
equation set (4). Such is the scenario close to bifurcation,
characterized by R0−1 ≪ 1. Here, the action barrier was
analaytically found to satisfy [27]

S =

〈
k2
〉3

2 ⟨k3⟩2
(R0 − 1)

2
+O (R0 − 1)

3
. (6)

Notably, in the limit of R0− 1 ≪ 1, the action in Eq. (5)
becomes S ≃ (1/2)(R0−1)2, which coincides with Eq. (6)
for a homogeneous network.

More recently, the action barrier for heterogeneous net-
works with weak heterogeneity, and for arbitrary R0, has

been shown to satisfy [25]:

S = S0 − f(R0)ϵ
2 +O (ϵ)

3

f(R0) =
(R0 − 1)(1− 12R0 + 3R2

0) + 8R2
0 ln(R0)

4R3
0

.(7)

Here, S0 is the result for homogeneous network [Eq. (5)],
and ϵ = σ/⟨k⟩ is the distribution’s coefficient of variation
(“strength” of the network heterogeneity), with σ being
the distribution’s standard deviation. Notably, Eq. (7)
holds for weak heterogeneity, i.e., ϵ ≪ 1 [25].
However, computing the MTE for networks with an

arbitrary topology, far from bifurcation, is analytically
unfeasible. Thus, dealing with realistic scenarios necessi-
tates using numerical schemes for determining the action
barrier. In the next section we detail the numerical al-
gorithm we have used to implement the KMC and WE
simulations on population networks.

III. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

A. Methodology

To generate the network’s topology we employ the con-
figuration model that ensures no correlations between
node degrees [48]. The random networks are character-
ized by their degree distribution p(k), whose average and
coefficient of variation, are given by ⟨k⟩ and ϵ, respec-
tively. However, even among networks with an identical
degree distribution, the adjacency materic A may vary.
To address this variability, we generate multiple network
realizations, compute the MTE for each realization, and
average the results across all networks (see below). Fur-
thermore, in all our comparisons between different net-
works, we kept the distance from the threshold R0 con-
stant, ensuring that the stability of the disease-free (ex-
tinct) state remains unchanged. However, as the network
topology varies, the distance from the threshold changes
as well. Thus, to maintain the same basic reproduction
number across different networks, see Eq. (3), we adjust
the ratio β/γ such that β/γ = R0/

(
1 + ϵ2

)
.

To demonstrate the efficiency and usefulness of our
algorithm, we took four different degree distributions,
based on the gamma, beta, inverse Gaussian, and log-
normal distributions, see Appendix for a detailed descrip-
tion. For ϵ ≪ 1, i.e., when the standard deviation is
much smaller than the mean, these distributions exhibit
a narrow peak and low variability, with a rapidly de-
caying tail. Conversely, when ϵ = O(1), the variability
increases and a fat tail on the right-hand side emerges.
Here, accurate representation of these distributions re-
quires large sample sizes due to the presence of numer-
ous high-degree nodes in these networks. Therefore, sim-
ulations were conducted on networks comprising a large
number of nodes to ensure a satisfactory degree distribu-
tion, as illustrated in Fig. 1 (see also Fig. S1).

The conventional method to simulate SIS dynamics in-
volves the KMC approach, such as the Gillespie algo-
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FIG. 1. Log-Log plot of the gamma degree distribution.
Shown is p(k) versus the degree k, for networks of size
N = 104 with ⟨k⟩ = 20. Circles and triangles denote net-
works with ϵ = 0.2 and ϵ = 3.0, respectively.

rithm [28–31]. Here, initially, a subset of nodes is ran-
domly designated as infected, while the rest are labeled
as susceptible. Transitions between states occur at expo-
nentially distributed waiting times, where the time until
the next reaction is stochastically determined based on
the infection and recovery rates. We define the stochas-
tic Gillespie time step between reactions as τG, and it-
eratively simulate these steps until the network reaches
extinction. Due to the stochastic nature of the transi-
tion events, the network extinction times follow an expo-
nential distribution. Hence, the network’s MTE and its
confidence bounds are derived from fitting simulated ex-
tinction times to an exponential distribution. The overall
MTE is obtained by averaging across several networks,
while the standard deviation of the confidence bounds
provides the MTE’s error bars. However, this simulation
method is inherently slow, since accurately fitting the
simulated extinction times to an exponential distribution
necessitates a substantial number of realizations to cap-
ture the statistical properties. Furthermore, the method
samples the phase space with computational time that is
inversely proportional to the probability to be in a given
state, resulting in a significant computational effort that
is not necessarily concentrated on the rare event regions.

In contrast, the WE method involves simulating mul-
tiple realizations of the system simultaneously, each as-
signed weights contingent on their current state [36, 38,
49]. These weights are dynamically pruned to facilitate
efficient exploration of the phase space by channeling
computational resources towards the most relevant re-
alizations. To determine the latter, the phase space is
partitioned into bins, designating distinct regions of the
system’s potential states. Bins are interactively chosen
(on the fly), where regions close to extinction are set to
include more instances, as detailed below (see also [50]).

We begin by initially dividing the phase space into
two bins: one for states where the overall infected den-
sity exceeds I∗ and one for those states with a lower
density, where I∗ = 1 − 1/R0 is the endemic state in
a well-mixed setting. Within each bin, m copies of a
network are generated, with a fraction of randomly se-

lected infected nodes (seeds). Each realization is assigned
a weight, representing its relative importance; initially,
all realizations are assigned a weight of 1/(2m). Subse-
quently, the dynamics of each realization are simulated
by Gillespie time steps until time τWE , which satisfies:
τG ≪ τWE ≪ Text. At each WE step, i.e., upon reach-
ing time τWE , the weight of those simulations that have
undergone extinction, referred to as the extinction flux,
is recorded. The surviving simulations undergo a resam-
pling process, which entails the following: if a realization
explores a new state with fewer infected individuals than
previously recorded during each WE step, the bin clos-
est to the extinction state is split at the new state, and
the realization is replicated in the new (lowest) bin m
times. For the remaining bins, for those with fewer than
m realizations, the bin’s highest-weight realizations are
iteratively split, until the bin contains m realizations.
This splitting involves replicating the realization and di-
viding its weight equally. For bins with more than m
realizations, randomly chosen subset(s) of low-weight re-
alizations are combined such that m realizations remain
in the bin. The combination of a subset includes choos-
ing a single realization with probability proportional to
its weight, and assigning the chosen realization’s weight
as that of the total subset. The resampling process ends
with each bin containing m weighted realizations. This
WE step is performed M times, and the MTE satisfies:

Text =
τWE

1
M

∑M
j=1 ϕj

, (8)

where ϕj represents the extinction flux at WE step j.
Two sources of uncertainty contribute in determining

the overall error in the MTE: (i) stochastic nature of
the WE method, which produces different results for the
same network, and (ii) variability due to different net-
work realizations. To assess the former, we ran WE sim-
ulation with a varying number of bins, realizations per
bin, and resampling times. The standard deviation of
these results served as the network confidence bounds.
To assess the latter, we applied the WE method on mul-
tiple network realizations. The mean over all networks
provided the overall MTE, while the standard deviation
of the confidence bounds provided the MTE’s error bars.
In Fig. 2 we compare the runtimes of the KMC andWE

methods. Here and in all other figures, the symbol size
represents the maximal error bar. One can see that while
the KMC scales exponentially with N , the WE method
is significantly faster, scaling linearly with N ; e.g., if for
N = 103 the runtimes were equal, for N = 104, the WE
method out-competes the KMC by a factor of ∼ 104. In
Fig. 2 inset we also compare the MTE results of the two
methods, confirming the WE method’s accuracy.

B. Results

We employed the WE method to compute the MTE for
four different networks, each with a different degree dis-
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FIG. 2. A log-log plot of the runtime to obtain the MTE
for each of the methods, versus the population size, N , nor-
malized by the runtime at N = 103, for a gamma-distributed
network. Here ⟨k⟩ = 10, ϵ = 3.0, and R0 = 1.3. The triangles
and circles represent the KMC andWEmethods, respectively.
The KMC scales exponentially with N (blue line – exponen-
tial fit), while the WE method scales linearly with N (red line
– linear fit). The inset displays the logarithm of the MTE as
a function of N , with circles and triangles representing the
results of the KMC and WE methods, respectively, for the
same parameters as in the main figure. Circles denote WE
simulations results, while triangles denote KMC results.

tribution. Results for the gamma distribution are shown
in Fig. 2, while results for the inverse-Gaussian, beta and
log-normal distributions as a function of population size
are shown in Fig. 3. Since we expect the MTE to have
the following scaling: Texp ≃ ANα eNS [19, 27], we have
fitted the logarithm of the MTE to a linear function of
N with logarithmic corrections. First of all, the WE
method allows simulating huge networks of size N = 105

and more, which is well beyond the capabilities of the
KMC method. Second, the scaling of the MTE with N
holds for heterogeneous networks as well – here we have
taken the COV ϵ to be very high, and still the simple
formula, which was developed for the well-mixed case,
qualitatively holds. Third, even though there is an off-
set between networks, one can see that the logarithmic
slopes are similar across networks with similar degree dis-
tributions: identical mean and COV.

The impact of the coefficient of variation on the MTE
is shown in Fig. 4, where the MTE is plotted against the
square of the coefficient of variation. Notably, and as also
seen in Fig. 3, the WE method allows us to obtain very
long extinction times (here, up to 10130), well beyond
the capabilities of the KMC method. Our results indi-
cate that the MTE strongly decreases with increasing ϵ;
namely, as heterogeneity increases, disease clearance be-
comes more and more likely, even for huge networks. For
ϵ2 = 8 (highly skewed networks, see inset), the MTE
drops dramatically. One can conjecture that the action
barrier multiplying N in the exponent, see Eq. (5), van-
ishes as ϵ increases. This can be explained in a straight-

FIG. 3. Log-Log plot of the logarithm of MTE versus the
population size, N , for networks with inverse-Gaussian (tri-
angles), beta (squares) and log-normal (diamonds) degree dis-
tributions. Here, ⟨k⟩ = 10, ϵ = 3.0, and R0 = 1.3. Solid lines
depict linear fits with logarithmic corrections, see text.

forward manner: as the COV increases, there are more
and more high-degree hubs. Once these recover, their
neighbors’ infection rate decreases which effectively de-
creases R0, making extinction more likely.

For weak heterogeneity we also compared our numeri-
cal results in Fig. 4 to previous analytical results obtained
for heterogeneous networks with weak heterogeneity, see
Eq. (7) [25]. Notably, the WE method allows to simulate
huge networks with varying heterogeneity, and allows to
plot the dependence of the MTE on ϵ for a wide range of
COVs, which was inaccessible using the KMC method.
Interestingly, given a network size, when heterogeneity is
weak, the results for the MTE depend only on the mean
and COV of the degree distribution, and are independent
on its higher moments, as predicted by [25]. However, as
ϵ increases, the different network results depart from each
other, as they are no longer independent on the higher
moments of the degree distribution, see inset of Fig. 4.

While the network size and COV play a crucial role
in determining the MTE, other parameters may also be
key in determining the extinction dynamics. Such is the
basic reproduction number R0. In Fig. 5, the natural
logarithm of the MTE is plotted as a function of R0 for
networks with different degree distributions but with the
same mean degree and COV. First of all, as expected, the
figure shows a dramatic increase in the MTE as R0 in-
creases, with a huge variability across networks for larger
values of R0. Since we demand that the first two mo-
ments of the networks be identical, the variability here
probably originates from the difference in the skewness
of the networks, which strongly impacts rare events. The
inset of Fig. 5 shows the MTEs close to bifurcation, where
R0− 1 ≪ 1. Here we find a good agreement between our
numerical results and results found for arbitrary hetero-
geneous networks close to bifurcation, see Eq. (6) [27].
Notably, the significant differences across networks with
the same mean and COV, emphasize the need for reliable
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FIG. 4. The MTE versus COV squared, ϵ2, for networks with
gamma (circles), inverse-Gaussian (triangles), beta (squares)
and log-normal (diamonds) degree distributions. Here, N =
104, ⟨k⟩ = 20, and R0 = 1.3. The star denotes the MTE for
a network with exponential degree distribution, with ϵ = 1,
while the solid line represents the analytical prediction for
weak heterogeneity [Eq. (7)]. Inset shows the large-ϵ regime
where the results for the various networks depart.

and fast numerical schemes, such as the WE method, to
account for the complex interplay between topological
and dynamical features.

IV. DISCUSSION

We have studied the long-time dynamics and disease
extinction in the realm of the SIS model of epidemics
using the so-called weighted-ensemble (WE) method. In
most previous works, the SIS dynamics on population
networks has been analyzed using the “brute-force” Gille-
spie kinetic Monte-Carlo (KMC) algorithm. This algo-
rithm is excellent, when one is interested in simulating
short time scales related to the emergence of the endemic
state and its relaxation dynamics, or to compute the ex-
tinction dynamics on small networks. However, the algo-
rithm becomes infeasible computationally for large het-
erogeneous networks. Naturally, the sequential nature of
the KMC prevents the study of rare events such as disease
extinction, as the computational time required grows ex-
ponentially with the system size. Furthermore, when het-
erogeneity increases, the huge variability between node
degrees makes standard KMC algorithms less efficient,
as time steps may become vanishingly small.

The WE method, which we have introduced here to
study rare events on population networks, efficiently ex-
plores reaction pathways by generating multiple replicas.
As the simulation progresses, replicas that are close to
extinction are allocated more computational resources,
while others are discarded, thereby enabling us to study
large heterogeneous population networks that were pre-
viously inaccessible with KMC methods. After demon-
strating an equivalence between the KMC and WE meth-

FIG. 5. The MTE versus the basic reproduction number, R0,
for networks with gamma (circles), inverse-Gaussian (trian-
gles), beta (squares) and log-normal (diamonds) degree dis-
tributions. Here N = 104, ⟨k⟩ = 20, and ϵ = 1.5. Inset shows
a log-log plot of lnText versus R0 − 1 for gamma- (circles)
and inverse-Gaussian-distributed (triangles) networks. Here,
the solid and dashed lines depict the analytical prediction,
Eq. (6), for these networks.

ods and showing that the runtime of the latter scales lin-
early with the system’s size, we studied the dependence
of the mean time to extinction (MTE) on three main fea-
tures: the network’s size N , its coefficient of variation ϵ,
and the basic reproduction number R0. We have found
that the dependence on N in strongly heterogeneous net-
works is qualitatively similar to that of well-mixed sys-
tems. We have also found that increasing heterogene-
ity drastically decreases the disease lifetime. Finally, we
have shown that increasing R0 causes a surge in the MTE
and span across networks with similar characteristics. In
addition, we have managed to asymptotically corrobo-
rate our results against known analytical results in the
limits of weak heterogeneity and close to bifurcation.

While we have focused on random networks, with no
degree correlations between nearest neighbors, the WE
method can also be used to study assortative networks.
These are characterized by the tendency of high-degree
nodes to be connected to other high-degree nodes, and
vice versa; as a result they tend to percolate more eas-
ily, forming a giant component that contains a signifi-
cant fraction of the entire network’s nodes [51, 52]. It
has been recently shown that correlation between neigh-
boring nodes can alter the outbreak threshold [46, 53]
and change the outbreak size distribution’s characteris-
tics [54]. Yet, the study of rare events on assortative
networks requires large populations sizes, to overcome fi-
nite size effects. Thus, the WE method implemented here
is ideal for studying the interplay between network het-
erogeneity and assortativity. Since the latter is prevalent
in many types of networks such as social, technological,
and biological networks [8, 51, 52], the WE method can
play a key role in future studies of complex networks.



7

V. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

EK and MA acknowledge support from ISF grant 531/20.

APPENDIX: DEGREE DISTRIBUTIONS

Here, we outline the definitions of the degree distri-
butions employed in generating networks via the config-
uration model: gamma, beta, inverse-Gaussian (Wald),
and log-normal distribution; see Figs. 1 and S1. For each
we specify the probability density function (PDF) along
with its defining parameters, which are then tied to the
mean degree, ⟨k⟩, and coefficient of variation, ϵ.

A. Gamma-distribution

The PDF of a gamma distribution with a shape pa-
rameter κ > 0 and scale parameter θ > 0 is given by,

p(x;κ, θ) =
1

Γ(κ)θκ
xκ−1e−

x
θ , x ≥ 0, (A1)

where Γ(κ) is the gamma function. Demanding that the
mean and standard deviation of the gamma distribution
are ⟨k⟩ and ϵ⟨k⟩, respectively, one has:

θ = ϵ2 ⟨k⟩ , κ =
1

ϵ2
⇐⇒ ⟨k⟩ = κθ, ϵ =

1√
κ
. (A2)

Here, to obtain a fat-tailed distribution, one must have
κ ≲ 1. If one is interested in having both large mean and
large COV, one has to choose θ−1 ≪ κ ≲ 1, which yields
distributions such as shown in blue in Fig. S1.

B. Beta-distribution

The beta distribution’s PDF is represented as follows:

p(x;α, β) =
1

B(α, β)
xα−1(1− x)β−1, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1 (A3)

Here, α and β denote the shape parameters, and B(α, β)
is the beta function. Since the beta distribution has com-
pact support, we demand that the mean and standard
deviation of the beta distribution are ⟨k⟩/N and ϵ⟨k⟩,
respectively. In the limit of N ≫ ⟨k⟩ we find:

α ≃ 1

ϵ2
, β ≃ N

⟨k⟩ ϵ2
⇐⇒ ⟨k⟩ ≃ Nα

β
, ϵ ≃ 1√

α
. (A4)

Here, to obtain a fat-tailed distribution, one must have
α ≲ 1. If one is interested in having both large mean
and large COV, one has to choose β/N ≪ α ≲ 1, which
yields distributions such as shown in blue in Fig. S1.

FIG. S1. Log-Log plot of the various degree distributions we
have used, for networks of size N = 104 and an average degree
of ⟨k⟩ = 20. The distributions are Gamma (Panel a), Beta
(panel b), log-normal (panel c), and inverse-Gaussian (panel
d). In each panel circles denote networks with ϵ = 0.2, while
triangles denote networks with ϵ = 3.0.

C. Wald distribution

The inverse Gaussian distribution, also known as the
Wald distribution, has a PDF given by:

p(x;µ, λ) =

√
λ

2πx3
exp

[
−λ(x− µ)2

2µ2x

]
, x > 0. (A5)

Here µ>0 is the mean and λ>0 is the shape parameter.
This distribution gives the time distribution of a Brow-
nian particle with positive drift to reach a fixed positive
level. Comparing with the network distribution, we find:

µ = ⟨k⟩ , λ =
⟨k⟩
ϵ2

⇐⇒ ⟨k⟩ = µ, ϵ =

√
µ

λ
. (A6)

Here, to obtain a fat-tailed distribution and a large mean,
one has to take a large µ value and λ ≲ µ, which yields
distributions such as shown in blue in Fig. S1.

D. Log-normal distribution

Lastly, the log-normal distribution PDF reads,

p(x;µ, σ) =
1

xσ
√
2π

exp

[
− (lnx−µ)

2

2σ2

]
, x > 0, (A7)

where µ represents the mean of the natural logarithm of
the random variable x and σ is its standard deviation.
Comparing with the network distribution, we find:

µ = −1

2
ln

(
1 + ϵ2

⟨k⟩2

)
, σ2 = ln(1 + ϵ2) ⇐⇒

⟨k⟩ = eµ+
σ2

2 , ϵ =
√
eσ2 − 1. (A8)

Here, to obtain a fat-tailed distribution with a large
mean, one must have σ ≳ 1 and a large enough µ, such
that µ + σ2/2 ≫ 1, which yields distributions such as
shown in blue in Fig. S1.
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