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Abstract

We analyze the Bass and SI models for the spreading of innovations and epidemics, re-
spectively, on homogeneous complete networks, circular networks, and heterogeneous complete
networks with two homogeneous groups. We allow the network parameters to be time dependent,
which is a prerequisite for the analysis of optimal strategies on networks. Using a novel top-
down analysis of the master equations, we present a simple proof for the monotone convergence
of these models to their respective infinite-population limits. This leads to explicit expressions
for the expected adoption or infection level in the Bass and SI models, respectively, on infinite
homogeneous complete and circular networks, and on heterogeneous complete networks with
two homogeneous groups with time-dependent parameters.

1 Introduction

Spreading processes on networks have attracted the attention of researchers in physics, mathemat-
ics, biology, computer science, social sciences, economics, and management science, as it concerns
the spreading of “items” ranging from diseases and computer viruses to rumors, information, opin-
ions, technologies, and innovations [1, 2 1], 14, 15]. In this study, we focus on two prominent
network models: The Bass model for the adoption of innovations [4], and the Susceptible-Infected
(SI) model for the spread of epidemics [I2]. These models were originally formulated as com-
partmental models, in which the population is divided into two compartments: adopters/infected
and nonadopters/susceptibles. In recent years, research has shifted to studying these models on
networks.

In the Bass and SI models on networks, the adoption/infection event by each node is stochastic.
Since a direct analysis of stochastic particle models is hard, there has been a considerable research
effort to derive a deterministic ODE for the macroscopic behavior of the expected adoption/infection
level as a function of time. Niu [I3] derived the ODE for the infinite-population limit of the Bass
model on homogeneous complete networks. The approach in [I3], however, does not extend to other
types of networks. Fibich and Gibori obtained an explicit expression for the expected adoption level
in the Bass model on infinite circles [7]. They did not prove rigorously, however, that this expression
is the limit of the Bass model on circles with M nodes as M — oo. In [I0], Fibich et al. rigorously
derived the infinite-population limit of the Bass model on homogeneous complete networks, on
heterogeneous complete networks with K groups, and on circular networks, and also the rate of
convergence for these three cases. We are not aware of similar convergence results for the SI model
on networks.

The common theme of the above studies has been to predict the expected adoption/infection
level as a function of time, and to analyze how it is affected by the network structure and parameters.
We note, however, that another important application of the (compartmental) Bass and SI models
has been to compute optimal strategies that influence the spreading process im a desired fashion.
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For example, one can use the Bass model to compute optimal promotional campaigns that maximize
the profits [§]. Similarly, the SI model can be used to compute optimal government restrictions
that minimize disease spread while keeping the economy healthy [3]. So far, these optimal-control
problems have only been studied in the context of compartmental Bass and SI models, which
implicitly assume that the social network is a complete homogeneous network.

In order to apply the machinery of optimal-control theory to spreading on networks, one first
needs to derive a single ODE, or a small system of ODEs, for the macroscopic dynamics. Moreover,
if one want to allow for time-dependent optimal strategies, the network parameters should be
allowed to be time-dependent. In this paper, we present the first rigorous derivation of a single
ODE for the expected adoption/infection level in the Bass and SI models on networks with time-
varying parameters. These ODEs, in turn, are used in a companion study [§] to compute and
analyze optimal promotional strategies in the Bass model on networks.

To the best of our knowledge, this paper presents first derivation of infinite-population limit of
the Bass model on networks with time-varying parameters, and also the first derivation of infinite-
population limit of the SI model on networks, with and without time-varying parameters. From
a methodological point of view, this paper presents the first unified treatment of the Bass and
ST models on networks. In addition, it introduces a novel “top-down” analysis of the (bottom-up)
master equations, where one proves the desired property (e.g., monotonicity) at the “top” level
of the master equation for the whole population, and then proves that the property remains valid
as the number of nodes is reduced one at a time, until reaching the desired “bottom” level of the
master equation for a single node. Finally, proving the convergence of the model as the population
becomes infinite using the monotonicity property is much simpler than the approach used in [10].
Since this monotonicity-based proof also applies to networks with time-varying parameters, it is
potentially applicable to a wider variety of networks. In particular, this is a prerequisite for optimal
control applications on networks.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section [2[ we introduce the unified Bass/SI model on
networks. In section |3, we analyze the Bass/SI model on complete homogeneous networks with
time-varying parameters. We first show that the expected adoption/infection level is monotonically
increases in M. We then show that the expected adoption/infection level converges monotonically
as M — oo, and compute this limit explicitly. In sections 4] and [5] we obtain similar results for the
Bass/SI model on homogeneous circular networks and on heterogeneous complete networks with
two homogeneous groups, respectively.

Finally, we note that the methodology and results of this study have the potential to be extended
to other types of networks (Cartesian, random, ...), to hypernetworks, and to other types of
spreading models (SIS, SIR, Bass-SIR, etc.) [12], 5] [©].

2 Bass/SI model on networks

The Bass model describes the adoption of new products or innovations within a population. In this
framework, all individuals start as non-adopters and can transition to becoming adopters due to two
types of influences: external factors, such as exposure to mass media, and internal factors where
individuals are influenced by their peers who have already adopted the product. The SI model
is used to study the spreading of infectious diseases within a population. In this model, some
individuals are initially infected (the “patient zero” cases), all subsequent infections occur through
internal influences, whereby infected individuals transmit the disease to their susceptible peers, and
infected individuals remain contagious indefinitely. In both models, once an individual becomes
an adopter /infected, it remains so at all later times. In particular, she or he remain “contagious”
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forever. The difference between the SI model and the Bass model is the lack of external influences
in the former, and the lack of initial adopters in the latter.

It is convenient to unify these two models into a single model, the Bass/SI model on networks,
as follows. Consider M individuals, denoted by M := {1,..., M}. We denote by X;(t) the state
of individual j at time ¢, so that

X;(t) = 1, if 7is E.Ldopter/infected at time ¢, ieM.
0, otherwise,
The initial conditions at t = 0 are stochastic, so that
X;(0)=X) €{0,1}, jeM, (1a)
where
PX;)=1)=1I), PX)=0)=1-1;, IJe0,1], jeM, (1b)
and
the random variables {XJQ} jem are independent. (1c)

Deterministic initial conditions are a special case where IJQ € {0,1}.
So long that j is a nonadopter/susceptible, its adoption/infection rate at time ¢ is

N = i) + D ar(OXk(t),  jeEM. (1d)
keM

Here, pj(t) is the rate of external influences on j, and gy ;(¢) is the rate of internal influences by &
on j at time ¢, provided that & is already an adopter/infected. Once j becomes an adopter/infected,
it remains so at all later times.lﬂ Hence, as At — 0,

\i(t) At, if X,;(t) =0 .
PX:(t+At)=1|X(t)=<"" ’ J ’ €M, le
(X, + 21 ro>{L it (10)
where X(t) := {X(t)}jem is the state of the network at time ¢, and
the random variables {X;(t + At) | X(¢)}jeam are independent. (1f)

In the Bass model there are no adopters when the product is first introduced into the market, and
SO IJQ = 0. In the SI model there are only internal influences for ¢t > 0, and so p;(t) = 0.
The quantity of most interest is the expected adoption (infection) level

1 M
1) = 37 2 550, @

where f; := E[X}] in the adoption/infection probability of node j.

!i.e., the only admissible transition is X; =0 — X; = 1.
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2.1 Master equations

The key tool in the analysis of the Bass/SI model are the master equations. Let ) # Q ¢ M
be a nontrivial subset of the nodes, let Q¢ := M\ Q, and let

SQ(t) = {Xm(t) =0, Vm e Q}> [SQ](t) = P(SQ(t))a (3)

denote the event that all nodes in {2 are nonadopters at time ¢, and the probability of this event,
respectively. To simplify the notations, we introduce the notation

SQ1792 = SQ1U927 Ql) QZ c M.

Thus, for example, Sq i := Squir). We also denote the sum of the external influences on the nodes
in Q and the sum of the internal influences by node k£ on the nodes in 2 by

= (), aalt) = qrm(t)
mel mes2
respectively.
Theorem 2.1 ([9]). The master equations for the Bass/SI model are

d[ig]z < + > aealt >SQ+Z%Q ) [So.kl, (4a)

keqe keQe

subject to the initial conditions

[Sel(0) =[S¢].  [s&]:= [ —1)). (4b)

me)
for all ) # Q C M.
If we can solve these 2™ — 1 equations, then we have f(t) from and f; =1 —[9;].

Corollary 2.2. Consider the Bass/SI model (I)). Let 0 #Q C M. Then
[Sal(t) < [s§le”lore, >0 (5)

Proof. Since g o > 0 and [Sq] — [Sq.x] > 0, the result follows from equation (4] for [Sq], together

with the fact that fl—f —p(t)x <0, z(0) = o implies that z(t) < y(t), where y(¢) is the solution of
dy
dt

Corollary 2.3. Consider the Bass/SI model . Let M =1. Then

—p(t)y =0, y(0) = 0, which can be proven similarly to Lemma@ below. O

[SI(tp(t), IO M = 1) = (1 — ") hor,  t>0. (6)

Proof. This follows from eq. . O
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3 Bass and SI models on complete networks

Consider a complete homogeneous network where everyone is connected to each other, all the nodes
have the same initial condition, and all the nodes and all the edges have the same weights. Thus,E]

=1 p;(t) =p(t), %ﬂﬂzﬁ@l

Hence, the adoption rate of each of the nonadopting nodes is, see ,

T+, k,j € M. (7a)

Acomplete 4y . — () 4 N(t), N:=> X (7b)

where N(t) is the number of adopters/infected in the network. Note that we allow the weights to
be time-dependent, which is essential for the analysis of time-dependent promotional strategies on
networks [§]. We assume that the parameters satisfy

0<I1%<1,  q(t)>0, p(t)>0, t>0, (7c)

and
>0 or p(t)>0, t>0. (7d)

Furthermore, we assume that p(¢) and ¢(t) are piecewise continuous.
We denote the expected adoption/infection level in the Bass/SI model on the complete net-
work by feomplete - Qpecifically, in the case of the Bass model,

1°=0, q(t)>0, p(t)>0, t>0, (8)
and the expected adoption level is fg‘;z;plete ;= feomplete(. 10 — (). In the case of the ST model,
0<I%<1, q(t)>0, pt)=0, t>0, (9)
and expected infection level is f§] mplete . peomplete(. ), — (). Note that on the complete net-
work , fg;rsr;plete and fg? mplete e directly related, as

S (b 9(0), 10 0M) = 104 (1= 1°) f5 (1:5(0), 7(0), 07
where p(t) := ]]\\/l/l—ﬂq(t), q(t) :== %q(zﬁ), and M = M (1 — I°) which follows from the fact that
the internal influence of the initial infected individuals on the remaining individuals can be viewed
equivalently as an external influence on the smaller network from which the initial infected indi-
viduals are excluded.

3.1 Monotone convergence of feomplete

Consider the Bass/SI model (1}j7)) on a complete network. As the network size M increases, each

nonadopter can be influenced by more and more adopters, but the influence rate g ; = % of

each adopter decays. Therefore, a priori, it is not clear whether feomplete

decreasing or increasing in M. The following lemma settles this issue:

should be monotonically

*The internal influences have been normalized, so that the maximal internal influence Y, _ ; qx.;(t) is independent
of the network size M.
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Lemma 3.1. Let t > 0. Then femPlete(t. p(t), q(t), I°, M) is monotonically increasing in M.
Proof. See Section [3.3.2 O

Using the monotonicity in M, we can prove the convergence of fe°mPlete a5 M — 0o and compute
its limit:

Theorem 3.2. Consider the Bass/SI model (LI7)) on a complete network. Then

i O (1), ), 1°, M) = FOTP (8 (), (1), 1), (10)
where fCOMPA s the solution of the equation
d
T a-now+aws. o) =1 1)
Proof. See Section [3.3.3 O

From Lemma B.3] and Theorem [3.2] we have
Corollary 3.3. The convergence of feomplete ¢o feompart- yo ymonotone in M.
We can also use the monotonicity to obtain lower and upper bounds for feomplete.

Corollary 3.4. Consider the Bass/SI model (1{7)) on a complete network. Then

—(1=10)e Jop < peomPlete (g p(h) q(t), 10, M) < Ot p(t), q(t), 1), t>0, M =23
(

Proof. This follows from Lemma eq. @, and Theorem ]

3.2 Time-independent parameters

When p and ¢ are independent of time and I = 0, we obtain from Theorem the well-known
compartmental limit

lim fcomplete(t. ) fcompart.(t' ) fcompart. — 1— e_(P+q)t (13)
M—soo * Bass Dy 95 Bass Py 4)s Bass Tl 4+ Ee*(P+q)t’
where fg;g;part' is the solution of the compartmental Bass model [4]
fy=0Q-fip+af),  fO)=0.
The monotone convergence of fgzg;plete to feomPM g illustrated in Figure
Similarly, when p = 0 and ¢ is independent of time, we obtain
complete 0 compart. 0 compart. 1
t;q, 1", t;q, 1), , 14
m fo UG I M) = [ (e 1) Sy EEENER (14)
compart.

where fg; is the solution of the compartmental SI model

f't)y=al=f)f,  f(0)=1°

The limit was proved in [10, 13]. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first rigorous
derivation of the limit (14)). Furthermore, this is the first proof that fg;g;plete nd fcomplete converge
monotonically to their respective limits.
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M=2 M=10
1 1 =
/
£/, f
/ foompart.
f ass
_ _ _ qcomplete
Bass
0 0
0 15 0 15
qt qt
M =30 M = 200
1 1
f f
0 0
0 15 0 15
qt qt

Figure 1: Monotone convergence of 2P (dashes) to fio™*™* (solid). Here =101 0 =0, and
M = 2,10, 30, 200.

3.3 Proof of Lemma [3.1] and Theorem [3.2]

3.3.1 Reduced master equations

As noted, there are 2 — 1 master equations for {[Sq]}ocum, see Theorem Because of the
symmetry of the complete network , however, [Sq] only depends on the number of nodes in £2,
and not on the identity of the nodes in ). Therefore, we can denote by

[87] =[S | |92 = n] (15)

the probability that for any given subset of n nodes, all its nodes are nonadopters at time ¢. This
substitution replaces the 2 — 1 master equations for {[Sal}acm with a reduced system of
M equations for {[S?]}M ;.

Lemma 3.5. The reduced master equations for the Bass/SI model (L7)) on a complete network are

da[s"] _ M —n n M =1 ni1 _
TR H(P(t)+Q(t)M_1>[S ]‘i‘WJ(t)m[S ], n=1,...,M -1, (16a)
d[sM
S = (s (16b)
subject to the initial conditions
[S™)(0) = (1 — I°)", n e M. (16¢)
Proof. This follows from the substitution of @ and in the master equations . O

3.3.2 Monotonicity of {[S"]|} in M

Let us recall the following auxiliary result:



8 Fibich, Golan, Schochet: Monotone convergence of spreading processes on networks

Lemma 3.6. Let a(t) : R — R be piecewise continuous, and let y(t) satisfy the differential inequal-
ity
dy

pr alt)y >0, t>0, y(0) = 0.

Then y(t) > 0 fort > 0.

Proof. Multiplying the differential inequality by the integrating factor eJo als)ds gives

% (efot o(s) dsy) > 0.

Integrating between zero and ¢ and using the initial condition gives the result. O
We are now ready to prove Lemma (3.1
Proof of Lemma 3.1 Let
yn(t) == [S"](t; M) — [S™](t; M + 1), n=1,...,M, (17)

where [S"](¢; M) is the solution of the master equations (L6]). Then

d
% + Mpynm = z2m (), ym(0) =0, (18a)

where

oap = q([sM](t;M+ 1) — [SMHY (& M + 1)). (18b)

Note that [SM](t; M +1) — [SMH)(t; M +1) = [ISM](t; M +1) > 0, where [ISM](t, M +1) denotes

the probability that exactly one of M + 1 nodes is an adopter/infected. Hence zp/(¢) > 0 for ¢ > 0.
Therefore, applying Lemma to (18]) shows that

ym(t) >0, t>0. (19)

We can rewrite the master equations (16)) forn =1,..., M — 1 as

Cﬂjﬂ(t; M) = —n(p+q%) [S"](t; M) + ng [S™T(t; M), [S™(0; M) =1, q7y = qxivll
Similarly,
d[jtn] (M +1) = =n (p+dirpr) [S")6M + 1)+ ngi [S™)(EM + 1), (S0 M +1) =1.

Taking the difference of these two equations gives

dyn
% + 1 (p+ diri1) Yn = @1 Une1 + Zn(t),  yn(0) =0, n=1,...,M—1, (20a)
where
zn = n(qir — qirer) (= [5™](t; M) + [S™H (8 M)). (20b)
Since
M—n_ M+1-n 1—n

v = A1 =93 — — 4 M q(M—l)M_’
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and
—[S"] + [S"TY = —[IS"] <0, t>0,

we have that z, > 0 for ¢t > 0. Therefore, applying Lemma to (20]) shows that
Yns1(t) >0, t>0 = yn(t) >0, t>0, n=1,...,M—1. (21)
From relations and we get by reverse induction on n that
yn(t) > 0, neM, (22)
i.e., that {[S™](t; M)}nem are monotonically decreasing in M. In particular,

0 <y (t) = [SI(t; M) — [S](t; M + 1) = feomPIte(t; M + 1) — feomPlete(t; M).

3.3.3 C()nvergence of fcomplete

Next, we utilize the monotonicity of {[S?]} in M to prove the convergence of feomplete,

Proof of Theorem [3.2. Consider the master equations . If we formally fix n and let M — oo,
we get the ODE

d[S5]
dt

= —n(p+q)[S&] + g[S, [SL]0)=(1-1I)", neN (23)

This does not immediately imply that limps_o[S"] = [SZ]. Indeed, this limit does not follow from
the standard theorems for continuous dependence of solutions of ODEs on parameters, because the
number of ODEs in increases with M, and becomes infinite in the limit, and also because of
the presence of the unbounded factor n on the right-hand sides of and . In Lemma
below, however, we will rigorously prove that

lim [S")(t; M) = [S™)(t),  neN. (24)

M—o0

Therefore, we can proceed to solve the infinite system (23)). The ansatz

[S%] = [Sx]"s  m €N (25)
transforms the system into
Soo
gl ) = g s nglsl ™ Sl =1 1

Dividing by n[S.o]" !, we find that the infinite system reduces to the single ODE
4
dt

Let feompart- — 1 —[S]. Then feompart- satisfies (11). The limit follows from and
with n = 1. O

[Sec] = = (P +0) [Ssc] + alS]?,  [Ssc](0) =1 - 1°. (26)

In the proof of Theorem we used the following convergence result:
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Lemma 3.7. For any n € N and t > 0, the solution [S™|(t; M) of equations converges
monotonically as M — oo to the solution [S™](t) of (23).

Proof. Let n € N and let M > n. Taking the integral of ODE (|16a]) for [S™] from zero to ¢ and
using the initial condition (16¢)) gives

M —n
M—-1

>[S”](5;M) ds+n]\]\§:71l /0 q(s)[S™ 1) (s; M) ds. (27)

t

A (R
Let us consider the limit of as M — oo. Since [S™|(t; M) is monotonically decreasing in M,
see (17) and , and since [S"] > 0 as a probability, this implies that [S™](t; M) converges
pointwise as M — oo to some limit [SZ](¢). Therefore, as M — oo, the left-hand side of
converges to [STL] — 1. In addition, since [S™] is a probability, 0 < [S™](t; M) < 1, and so by the
dominated convergence theorem, the integrals of [S™] and [S™*!] on the right-hand side of
converge to the integrals of the limits. Since the coefficients also converge, the limit of as
M — o is

[SSI() — 1= —n/o (p(s) + q(s)) [SEl(s) ds + n/o q(s)[S5"](s) ds. (28)

Since [S](t) is the pointwise limit of a sequence of measurable functions, it is also measurable.
Therefore, it follows from that it is continuous, hence differentiable. Differentiating , we
conclude that [S7] satisfies the limit ODE (23). O

4 Bass and SI models on circles

Consider now the Bass and SI models on the circle, where each node can only be influenced by its
left and right neighbors. We can allow peer effects to be anisotropic, so that the influence rates of
the left and right neighbors are ¢ and ¢, respectively. Thus,

=1 pi=p®t), a;=d"() Lj—kymoarr=1 + () Lj—kymodri——1,  k.j € M. (29a)
Hence, the adoption rate of j is
/\jirde(t) =p+q- (t)X;-1(t) + qR(t)Xj+1(t), (29b)
where X := Xy and Xjps41 := X1. The model parameters satisfy
0<1°<1,  ¢*),q" ) >0, ¢“()+¢"(t)>0, p(t)>0, t>0, (29¢)

and
>0 or pt)>0, t>0. (29d)

Furthermore, we assume that p(t), ¢“(t), and ¢%(t) are piecewise continuous. We denote the
expected adoption/infection level in the Bass/SI model ((129) on the circle by f¢'®®. Specifically,
we denote the expected adoption level in the Bass model by fércle .— fC‘rde(~,I 0 = 0), and the

Bass

expected infection level in the SI model by f&rele .= feirele(. 1y, = ).
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4.1 Monotone convergence of ferle

Consider the Bass/SI model (1}29) on a circle. In this case, we see similar results to the complete
network.

Lemma 4.1. Let t > 0. Then f9(t;p,q, 1%, M) is monotonically increasing in M.

Using the monotonicity in M, we can prove the convergence of £ as M — oo and compute
its limit:

Theorem 4.2. Consider the Bass/SI model (129) on the circle. Then

Jim FEEE(E p(t), q (), 1 M) = f1P(8: (1), (1), 1°), (30a)

where f'P the expected level of adoption/infection for the Bass/SI model on the one-dimensional
lattice with nearest-neighbor interactions, is the solution of

Ve Do + a1 - = e Br)), p0) =10, (30b)

From Lemma L] and Theorem [£.2] we have
Corollary 4.3. The convergence of f*® to f1P is monotone in M.
Proof. This follows from Lemma [£.1] and Theorem [4.2 O

We can also use the monotonicity to obtain lower and upper bounds for feircle:

Corollary 4.4. Consider the Bass/SI model (L29)) on the circle. Then

1= (1= 1%e P < et p(t), q(t), 1, M) < fP(:p(8), q(), 1), t>0, M=23,...,

(31)
where f'P is the solution of (30D]).
Proof. This follows from Lemma eq. @, and Theorem O

4.2 Time-independent parameters

When p and ¢ are independent of time, we obtain from Theorem the explicit limits

1—e Pt
Jim R (g, M) = fBR(tpg),  fhR =1 e TR

Bass Bass

and
lim Jgirde(t;%lO?iu) Jsll (t;%lo)a fSllD =1 (1 0) *qIOt.
M—o00 I")e

The former limit was first derived in [7] and rigorously justified in [I0], the latter limit is new. The
monotone convergence of for to f1P ig illustrated in Figure
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M=2 M=4
1 — 1 —
f f /
//
/ 1D
— — —firdle
0 0
0 15 0 15
qt qt
M=6 M=8
1 1
f f
0 0
0 15 0 15
qat at

Figure 2: Monotone convergence of fSrle (dashes) to fgD = (solid). Here % = 10, I° = 0, and

Bass
M =2,4,6,8.

4.3 Proof of Lemma [4.1] and Theorem [4.2|

Let
St = J+1,...,04+n ne M7

denote the event that the k adjacent nodes {j + 1,...,j + n} are nonadopters at time ¢, and
let [S™] denote the probability of this event. Note that the probabilities {[S™]} are independent
of j, because of translation invariance. Then we have

Lemma 4.5 ([7]). The reduced master equations for the Bass/SI model (LJ29)) on the circle are
d[S™]

5] lop(t) + a0)S) 4 g[S, =1 ML (320)
d[SM] \ v
g~ ML (32b)

where q(t) = ¢ (t) + ¢"(t), subject to the initial conditions
[S™](0) = (1 — I°)™, n=1,...,M. (32¢)
4.3.1 Monotonicity of {[S"]} in M
Proof of Lemmal[{.1]. Let
yalt) == [S7](6 M) = [S"(EM 1), neM.
By the master equations ,

dyn

o T Mpyn = qzm(t), ym(0) =0,

where
o 1= [SV)(6 M 4 1) — [SMHY (6 M + 1) = [1SM](6: M + 1),
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where [ISM](t; M + 1) is the probability that the nodes {1,..., M} are nonadopters and the re-
maining node is an adopter. Since zps(¢) > 0 for ¢ > 0, we have from Lemma that

ym(t) >0, t>0. (33a)

Similarly, by ,

d
%+(np+qwn=qyn+1(t), y(0)=0,  n=1...M~-1

Therefore, by Lemma (3.6
Ynt1(t) >0, t>0 = yn(t) > 0, t > 0. (33b)
From relations , we get by reverse induction on n that
yn(t) > 0, ne M, (34)
i.e., that {[S"](t; M) }nem are monotonically decreasing in M. In particular,
0 < yi(t) = [S](t; M) = [S)(t; M + 1) = [t M + 1) — fele(t; M).
O]

The result and proof of Lemma are similar to those in Lemma for a complete network.
Note, however, that while the addition of nodes is accompanied by a reduction of the weight of the
edges in a complete network, this is not the case on the circle.

We can motivate the result of Lemma as follows. Any node j € M adopts either externally
or internally. In the latter case, the adoption of j can be traced back to an adoption path that starts
from another node ¢ that adopted externally, and progresses through a series of internal adoptions
that ultimately reach node j. The probability of j to adopt either externally or internally due to
some adoption path of length < M — 1, is the same on circles with M and with M + 1 nodes.
On the circle with M + 1 nodes, however, j can also adopt due to adoption paths of length M.
Therefore, its overall adoption probability on the larger circle is higher.

4.3.2 Convergence of feircle

Proof of Theorem [{.2. The proof is similar to that for complete networks (Theorem [3.2). Our
starting point are the master equations . If we formally fix n and let M — oo in , we get
the limiting system

d[S5]

Sl o ol v SMO =017, weN (@)
This does not immediately imply that limp; o [S"] = [SZ]. Indeed, this limit does not follow from

the standard theorems on continuous dependence of solutions of ODEs on parameters, because the
number of ODEs in increases with M, and becomes infinite in the limit, and because of the
presence of the unbounded factor n on the right-hand sides of and . In Lemma below,
however, we will rigorously prove that for any n € N,

lim [S"](t; M) = [SE](2). (36)

M—o0
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Therefore, we can proceed to solve the infinite system . To do that, we note that the ansatz
t n—1
[S) = (1= 10)e™ Jort) ™ [51P) (37)

reduces the infinite system to the single ODE

B2 (ot gt = (1= 1) BH))(s10], [sP)0) =11 39

o = (pta e , = :
Since ferele =1 —[S1] and f1P =1 — [SP], the result follows from relation with n = 1. The
monotonicity in M follows from Lemma O

The proof of Theorem [£.2] makes use of

Lemma 4.6. For any n € N and t > 0, the solution [S™|(t; M) of the master equations
converges monotonically as M — oo to the solution [S](t) of equation (35)).

Proof. The proof is nearly identical to that of Lemma Let n € N and M > n. Integrating the
ODE (32a]) for [S™](t; M) from zero to t and using the initial condition (32c) gives

[S™)(t; M) = (1= 1%)" = —/O (np(s) + q(s)) [S"](s; M) ds +/O q(s)[S" ) (s; M)ds.  (39)

Let us consider the limit of as M — oo. Since [S™](t; M) is monotonically decreasing in M,
see , and since [S™] > 0 as a probability, this implies that [S™](¢; M) converges pointwise as
M — oo to some limit [ST](¢). Therefore, as M — oo, the left-hand side of converges to
[S2] — (1 — I°)™. In addition, since [S"] is a probability, 0 < [S™](t; M) < 1, and so, by the
dominated convergence theorem, the integrals of [S™] and [S™*!] on the right-hand side of
converge to the integrals of the limits. Hence, the limit of as M — oo is

[S%I(t) — (1= 1%)" = —/0 (np(s) + q(s)) [S5](s) ds +/0 a(s)[S5"](s) ds. (40)

Since a pointwise limit of a sequence of measurable functions is also measurable, [ST](¢) is mea-
surable. Hence, it follows from that it is continuous, hence differentiable. Differentiating ,
we conclude that [S7.] satisfies the limit ODE (35)). O

5 Heterogeneous complete networks with two groups

Consider now the Bass/SI model on a heterogeneous complete network with two groups, each of
size M. The parameters for node k,, in group k areE|
ax(t)

W’ mEM, n:1,...,M, k:1,2,

Ik:n = Il?? Pk, (t) =Pk (t)’ dmkn (t)

where M :={1,...,2M}. Hence, the adoption rate of a node in group k is

Me(t) = pi(t) + 527 D Xi(t), k=12, (41a)
=1

3In this case, there is no normalization for which the maximal internal influence >om e mokn (t) is independent
of the network size M.
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The model parameters satisfy
0<I)<1, qu(t)>0, pp(t)>0, t>0, k=1,2. (41b)
and
I +pt) >0, t>0 k=12 (41c)

Furthermore, we assume that py(¢) and gx(t) are piecewise continuous. We denote the expected
adoption/infection level in the Bass/SI model (1J41)) on a complete network with two groups
by f2-&oups Specifically, we denote the expected adoption level in the Bass model by f2 8PS .—

Bass
frreows( 19 = J§ = 0), and the expected infection level in the SI model by fSQI_ sroups . —

JPTEOS (L py = py = 0).

5.1 Monotone convergence of f2-8oups

We can show the monotone convergence of the Bass/SI model on a complete network with
two groups:

Lemma 5.1. Let t > 0. Then f278°US(t; py(t), pa(t), q1(t), q2(t), 1Y, 1S, 2M) is monotonically in-
creasing in M.

Using the monotonicity in M, we can prove the convergence of f278°UPS ag M — oo and
compute its limit:

Theorem 5.2. Consider the Bass/SI model (1J}41)) on a complete network with two groups. Then

lim 2785 (8 py (1), p2(t), a1 (t), g2 (t), I, 13, 2M) = foT8°UP%(2), (42a)

M—o0

where f58°"S .— £ + fo. and fi, fo are the solutions of

() (pl(t) raloin +f2>>7 HOEES

» X 10 (42Db)
2
—— =15 f2) | p2() + () (fr+ f2) | f2(0) = 2.
dt 2 2
Here 0 < f; < % denotes the fraction of adopters from group i in the population.
From Lemma [5.1] and Theorem [5.2] we have
Corollary 5.3. The convergence of f278UPs to f278UPS o onotone in M.
Proof. This follows from Lemma and Theorem O
The monotone convergence of f27810UPS to f2-8MOUPS i¢ illyistrated in Figure

5.2 Proof of Lemma [5.1] and Theorem [5.2]

Let
Ay ={0,...,M}?\ (0,0),

and let [S*1/#2](t; 2M) denote the probability that ki nodes in group 1 and ky nodes in group 2 are
non-adopters at time ¢. Then

FrE = it fy =1 2 (18] 4 [5™).
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M=2 M=8
1 —] 1 —
/
f // f )
: f2-groups
— — —gouws
0 0
0 150 0 150
t t
M =20 M =80
1 ~ 1
4
f f
0 0
0 150 0 150
t t
. _ 2— .
Figure 3: Monotone convergence of f278°UPS (dashes) to f5 °°""° (solid). Here 1% = 1% = 10,

po = 2p1, I° =0, and M = 2,8, 20, 80.

Lemma 5.4 ([I0]). The reduced master equations for the Bass/SI model (1}41) on a complete
network with two groups are

d[SFi-kz2 2M — k1 — k
[dt] =— (lﬁpl (t) + kapa(t) + % (k1qa(t) + /€2Q2(t))> Bl
M -k k1+41,k2 M — ks k1,k2+1
—_— ’ — 5" k1q1(t) + kaga(t k1, k A
+ (Vg st AR ) (i 0) +Raa(®). () € Au,
(43a)
subject to the initial conditions
[§442)(0) = (1= 1)) (1 = 13)*, (k1,k2) € Apr. (43b)
5.2.1 Monotonicity of [S*1+2](¢;2M)
Proof of Lemmal5.1 We proceed by reverse induction on n = ky + k2. Let
Yk ko () = [SR2] (85 2M) — [SMR2](62(M + 1)), (ki ke) € A, (44)

where [S*1/52](¢;2M) is the solution of the master equations (#3). We begin with the induction
base n = 2M. Then

dyn,m

TR M (p1(t) +p2(t) ymrmr = 2,0 (1), yar,m(0) =0, (45a)
where
_ Mg +q) M1y, M1y
MM = ﬁ ( (IS™M)(t;2(M + 1)) — [SMTEM](1;2(M + 1)) o
+ ([SMM](t;2(M + 1)) — [SMMH(2(M +1))) )
Since

[SMM](#2(M + 1)) — [SMHEM] (6 2(M + 1)) = [0S 2(M + 1)) > 0,
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and
[SYMY(;2(M + 1)) — [SYAH(12(M + 1)) = [0S M) (5 2(M + 1)) > 0,

where [Ijl’j25k1’k2] denotes the probability that there are j,, adopters and k,, nonadopters in
group m for m = 1,2, then zp75/(t) > 0 for ¢t > 0. Therefore, applying Lemma to shows
that

yM7M(t) > 0, t>0. (46)

Let n € {1,...,2M — 1}. Then

d[ Sk 2M —ky — k
[dt](t; 2M) = — <k1p1 + kop2 + # (k1q1 + szz)) [S*1R2] (¢ 2M)
M—k M —k
+ (s 2 + RS20 ) (s + o).
subject to
(SR (8 2M)(0) = (1 — ID)* (1 — 19)*=.
Similarly,
d[skik:
5 a0 1 1)) =
2M +2 — k1 — k
= (b 2RI g o) ) [850(6200 + 1)
M+1—k MA+1—k
(W[Sklﬂ’b](t; 2(M +1)) + W[skl’kﬁl](t; 2(M + 1))) (k1q1 + k2q2)
subject to

[Skl’kz](t; 2(M 4 1))(0) = (1 — [10)k1<1 — Ig)kz.

Taking the difference of these two equations gives

dyk1k2 2M+2_k1_k2
—r k k k k
g T Fapr o kope + S (kiq1 + k242) ) Yy ks
M+1—-k M+1—-k
= (kiq1 + k2q2) <2M+21yk1+1,k2 2M+22yk:1,k2+1> + 2y ko (B)s YUkt ke (0) =0,
(47a)
where
—k1 k1 k ki41,k
= (k k —_— [ = [S"2 (¢t 2 M SritLr2y 9 n g
Zk:1,k2 ( 1(11+ 2(]2) (M( M+2) < [ ](a )+[ ](7 ))
) (47D)
_ 7 h o rakik2(. ki,ka+17/4.
+M(2M+2>( [S*2) (15 20) + [S ](t,2M)>>.
Since L L
—ky —ko
- - <0 — - <0
M@2M+2) — 7 M@2M+2) — 7
and

_[Skl,kz] _|_ [Sk1+1,k2] — _[II,OSkl,kQ] < 07 _[Skl,kQ] _|_ [Sk1:k2+1} — _[IO,lskl,kQ] < O t > 0,
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we have that zy, r, > 0 for ¢ > 0.
Therefore, applying Lemma to shows that for any (k1,k2) € Ay \ (M, M),

{ykr‘rl,kz (t) and yk1,k2+1(t) >0, t> 0} = Yk1 ks (t) >0, t>0. (48)
From relations and we get by reverse induction on n that
Yk1 ko (t) > 0, (kjl, k‘g) (S AM, (49)

i.e., that {[S¥1'#2](t;2M)} are monotonically decreasing in M. O

5.2.2 Convergence of f278oups

Proof of Theorem[5.3. Let M — oco. Then the master equations (43a)) converge to

:lit[slgé’kZ] = — (k1 (1 + q1) + k2 (p2 + @) [SEF] + % (k1q1 + koga) <[S§é+l’k2] n [Sécol,kzﬁ-l]) ’
(50a)
with the initial condition
[S5™1(0) = (L= 1) (1= I3)*, (kv ko) € An. (50b)
We will prove in lemma [5.5 below that limys_,[S¥152] = [S5¥2] Substituting the ansatz
[skute] = 5K s
in gives
(5% S IS0] + kol 1% = — (a (pa + 1) + Ko (2 + 2)) [SK) S o
+ 5 (b + ko) ([SKPIS%] + [SAYISUT)
Let [S2] and [S%'] be the solutions of
jt[s;;)] “e S G (SRS, S0 -
D150 = — (p2 + ) [S2] + 2 (S + [SSL), [529(0) =1~ 8.

Then [S2] and [S%'] satisfy (51). Substituting f1 := (1 S ]) and fo == 3 (1 — [Sgél]) in

gives
IO
Cg;:(;—fl) <p1+Q1(f1—|—f2)>, fl(o)zfl’

df 1 IO (53)
ditQZ (2—f2) <p2+Q2(f1+f2)>, fg(()):??_

Since f3% 5" := fi + fa, the result follows. -

Lemma 5.5. For any t > 0, (k1,k2) € Ay, the solution [S¥1*2](t;2M) of the master equa-
tions (43a)) converges monotonically as M — oo to the solution [Skl’kQ]( t) of equation (42D
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Proof. The proof is nearly identical to that of Lemma Integrating the ODE (43a)) for [S*1k2](t; 2M)
from zero to t gives

[Skl,kQ](t; 2M) — (1 — I?)kl(l — Ig)kz =
_ /0 <k1p1<s> + kapa(s) + W (kiq1(s) + szz(S))) [S%+2)(s; 2M) ds

M —ky (54)

# [ (o) + o) (Mot ) as

# [ ) + ka9 (Vg 218200 ) s

Let us consider the limit of as a — oo. Since [S*1#2](t;2M) is monotonically decreasing
in M, see , and since [S¥1'#2] > 0 as a probability, this implies that [S*1/#2](¢;2M) converges
pointwise as M — oo to some limit [S5*2](¢). Therefore, as M — oo, the left-hand side of
converges to [S5*?] — 1. In addition, since [S¥1#2] is a probability, 0 < [S¥*2](t;2M) < 1, and
so, by the dominated convergence theorem, the integrals of [S¥1*2] [SFi+Lk2] and [Skrk2+1] on the
right-hand side of converge to the integrals of the limits. Hence, the limit of as M — oo
is

[SE1k2) (8, M) — (1 — I9)*1 (1 — I9)k2 =

—/0 (F1p1(s) + kapa(s) + (k1q1(s) + kaga(s))) [ 7] (s) ds (55)
3 [ (o) + Raan(s)) 185000 s+ 5 [ (o) + b)) 185515 s

Since a pointwise limit of a sequence of measurable functions is also measurable, [Sgé’kQ](t) is

measurable. Hence, it follows from that it is continuous, hence differentiable. Differentiat-

ing (55)), we conclude that [S5152] satisfies the limit ODE (2D). O
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