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In discrete-time dynamics, it is frequently assumed that the transition probabilities (e.g., the re-
covery probability) are independent of the network structure. However, there is a lack of empirical
evidence to support this claim in large time intervals. This paper presents the nonlinear rela-
tions between the rates (in continuous-time dynamics) and probabilities of the susceptible-infected-
susceptible model on annealed and static networks. It is shown that the transition probabilities
are affected not only by the rates and the time interval, but also by the network structure. The
correctness of the nonlinear relations on networks is verified based on theoretical calculation and
Monte Carlo simulation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dynamical model as a common tool in the natural
and social sciences is employed to explore the charac-
teristics of systems, predict their behavior, and ana-
lyze empirical data [1–4]. Two distinct approaches to
modelling [5, 6], namely continuous-time and discrete-
time dynamics, have been developed and each has its
own set of advantages. Continuous-time versions con-
sider asynchronous updates with variable time steps [3],
where events (such as the infection of susceptible indi-
viduals in disease dynamics [7]) occur at certain rates.
These versions encompass the entire process of system
evolution, thereby facilitating the identification of phys-
ical mechanisms and comprehension of associated phe-
nomena. Discrete-time versions are performed with syn-
chronous updates at fixed time steps [8, 9], wherein
events occur with the state transition probabilities rather
than rates, which is more straightforward to implement
on a computer [10]. The manner in which data is col-
lected in the real world, including the actual epidemic
processes [11, 12], provides a rationale for the use of
discrete-time version. Integrating these two approaches
can be challenging, particularly when maintaining coher-
ence across different time intervals [6].

The discrete-time dynamic models provide a coarse-
grained evolution process by neglecting the number of
state transitions within a given time interval [13], which
allows for the emergence of complex behaviours such as
periodic trajectories and chaos [14–17]. Some researchers
have conducted comparative studies on continuous- and
discrete-time dynamics [10, 16, 18], revealing the equiv-
alence of the two dynamics when the time interval tends
to zero and the limitation of linear discretization of the
continuous-time dynamics. In the susceptible-infected-
susceptible (SIS) model, Chang and Cai clearly indicated
that the parameter mapping region between the two
versions of dynamics was incomplete [13], based on an
anomaly that susceptible individuals exhibited a greater
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number of infected neighbours than infected individuals.
In order to circumvent this drawback, Zhang and co-
workers proposed a nonlinear relation between rates and
probabilities [5], which was achieved through an analysis
of the dynamic coupling effect of multiple events. How-
ever, the homogeneity of nodes is not a valid assumption
in network dynamics, as the network structure, including
the degree distribution [19] and dynamic correlation [20],
can give rise to significant discrepancies between nodes.
Therefore, it remains uncertain whether this relation can
be effectively applied to network dynamics.
The SIS model is a fundamental model for the study

of transmission phenomena [7, 21]. It divides the pop-
ulation into two categories: susceptible (S) and infected
(I). The link between S and I spreads the disease with
a probability β′ (or rate β), and the infected individual
becomes susceptible again with a probability µ′ (or rate
µ). However, in the context of epidemiological processes
on networks, it is common practice to assume that the in-
fection probability (β′) and the recovery probability (µ′)
are identical for each individual. This is despite the fact
that the structural properties of the network, such as the
degree distribution, give rise to significant individual het-
erogeneity. The relation between transition probabilities
and network structure remains unclear.
In recent years, there have been a notable advance-

ment in the theoretical development of the SIS model
on networks [7], largely due to the emergence of sev-
eral innovative physical concepts, including heteroge-
neous mean-field theory [19, 22], quenched mean-field
theory [8, 23, 24], effective degree approach [9, 25, 26],
and pair quenched mean-field theory [27–29]. The
same physical idea is invariably accompanied by both
continuous- and discrete-time versions of the theoretical
approach. However, the equivalence of these two versions
remains undetermined, particularly when they appear to
be markedly disparate.
In this paper, we examine the equivalence of

continuous- and discrete-time SIS model on networks for
heterogeneous mean-field theory and effective degree ap-
proach. These expand the application of nonlinear map-
ping relation in Ref. [5] to annealed and static networks.
Moreover, it is observed that the nonlinear relation be-
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tween the rate and probability of each node is distinct,
with the specific relation contingent upon the network
structure.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we undertake a review of the linear and nonlin-
ear mapping relations between rates and probabilities. In
Sec. III, we present the nonlinear relations between rates
and probabilities on the annealed networks and the static
networks. And then, we verify them using the heteroge-
neous mean-field theory, the effective degree approach,
and the Monte Carlo simulations. In Sec. IV, we sum-
marize our results.

II. REVIEW OF MAPPING BETWEEN RATES
AND PROBABILITIES FOR SIS MODEL

A. Linear mapping relation

For continuous-time SIS dynamics, susceptible individ-
uals become infected through each of their infected neigh-
bours at a rate β per infected neighbor, while infected
individuals recover at a rate µ. The “rate” here refers
to the number of transitions (events) that occur per unit
time and is an instantaneous quantity. For discrete-time
SIS dynamics, time is no longer viewed as a continuous
variable but as a discrete variable, which advances in time
intervals of length ∆t. In a single time interval, suscepti-
ble individuals become infected through each of infected
neighbors with probability β′ per infected neighbor, while
infected individuals recover with probability µ′.

The assumption of linear mapping is that the proba-
bility is equal to the product of the corresponding rate
and time interval [22],

β′ = β∆t,

µ′ = µ∆t.
(1)

This mapping relation is generally true when ∆t → 0.

B. Nonlinear mapping relation

When the time interval ∆t is of a considerable length,
individuals may undergo a number of state transitions
within that interval. These transformations do not occur
in isolation; rather, they occur in a sequential and alter-
nating manner, thereby creating coupling effects [5]. For
the SIS model, the nonlinear mapping relation between
probabilities and rates is written as follows [5]

F ′(t,∆t) =
⟨F ⟩

⟨F ⟩+ µ

[
1− e−(⟨F ⟩+µ)∆t

]
,

µ′ =
µ

⟨F ⟩+ µ

[
1− e−(⟨F ⟩+µ)∆t

]
,

(2)

where F ′(t,∆t) = 1 −
∏

j∈Ω[1 − β′Θj(t)] is the prob-
ability that a susceptible individual at time t trans-
forms into infected individual at time t +∆t and ⟨F ⟩ =

1
∆t

∫ t+∆t

t
β
∑

j∈Ω Θj(τ)dτ is the average infection rate

within the time interval [t, t+∆t]. Here, Ω is the set of
neighbors of the selected individual and Θj is the proba-
bility that the neighbor j is an infected individual.
Once the population has reached its steady state, we

have Θj(t) = Θj , Eq. (2) can be rewritten as

1−
∏
j∈Ω

(1− β′Θj) =
β
∑

j∈Ω Θj

[
1− e−(β

∑
j∈Ω Θj+µ)∆t

]
β
∑

j∈Ω Θj + µ
,

µ′ =
µ
[
1− e−(β

∑
j∈Ω Θj+µ)∆t

]
β
∑

j∈Ω Θj + µ
.

(3)
For fully connected networks, Θj = I/N , the relation of
Eq. (3) has been observed to function optimally for large
∆t.

III. NONLINEAR MAPPING RELATIONS FOR
ANNEALED AND STATIC NETWORKS

A. Annealed networks

Annealed networks are defined as a situation where the
network is constantly rewired at a timescale that is signif-
icantly shorter (faster) than the characteristic timescale
of the disease dynamics, which may be considered the
limit of rapid change. The annealed network structure is
characterised by a degree distribution P (k), as the neigh-
bours of individuals can be considered to be randomly
distributed.
For the continuous-time SIS model on annealed net-

works, the heterogeneous mean-field theory is capable of
providing a robust theoretical prediction [19]. Consider-
ing that the rates are related to the network structure,
the dynamical equations are as follows:

dIk(t)

dt
= βkkSk(t)Θ(t)− µkIk(t). (4)

Here, βk (µk) is the infection (recovery) rate for individu-
als of degree k, Ik (Sk) represents the number of infected
(susceptible) individuals with degree k, Θ = 1

N⟨k⟩
∑

k kIk
represents the probability that any individual is con-
nected to an infected individual, and Ik + Sk = NP (k).
For the discrete-time version, the difference equation can
be written as

Ik(t+∆t) = Ik(t)(1−µ′
k)+Sk(t)

[
1− (1− β′

kΘ)
k
]
, (5)

where β′
k (µ′

k) is the infection (recovery) probability for
individuals of degree k.
If one assumes that state transitions are independent

of the network structure, then it can be concluded that

β1 = β2 = · · · = β, µ1 = µ2 = · · · = µ, (6a)

β′
1 = β′

2 = · · · = β′, µ′
1 = µ′

2 = · · · = µ′. (6b)



3

To establish the one-to-one mapping relation between
rates and probabilities, the nonlinear mapping relation
of Eq. (3) can be approximately simplified

1− (1− β′Θ)
⟨k⟩

=
β⟨k⟩Θ

β⟨k⟩Θ+ µ

[
1− e−(β⟨k⟩Θ+µ)∆t

]
,

µ′ =
µ

β⟨k⟩Θ+ µ

[
1− e−(β⟨k⟩Θ+µ)∆t

]
.

(7)
Eliminating the restriction of Eq. (6a) and Eq. (6b),

the nonlinear mapping of Eq. (3) can be simplified as

1− (1− β′
kΘ)

k
=

βkkΘ

βkkΘ+ µk

[
1− e−(βkkΘ+µk)∆t

]
,

µ′
k =

µk

βkkΘ+ µk

[
1− e−(βkkΘ+µk)∆t

]
.
(8)

In the event that a pair of rates (β, µ) is provided,
Eq. (6a) and Eq. (8) can be used to obtain

dµ′
k

dk

∣∣∣
(β,µ)

< 0,
d

dk

[
1− (1− β′

kΘ)
k
] ∣∣∣

(β,µ)
> 0. (9)

As illustrated in Eq. (9), the recovery probability of an in-
dividual decreases with the increase of degree k, whereas
the total infection probability increases with the increase
of degree k. Similarly, if a pair of probabilities (β′, µ′) is
provided, Eq. (6b) and Eq. (8) can be used to obtain

dµk

dk

∣∣∣
(β′,µ′)

> 0,
d (βkkΘ)

dk

∣∣∣
(β′,µ′)

> 0. (10)

Equation (10) indicates that both the recovery rate and
the total infection rate increase with the degree k. More-
over, Eq. (8) can also derive the inequality

µ′
k <

(
1− β′

kΘ̃
)k

, (11)

which constrains the applicability of the mapping re-

lations between probabilities and rates. Here, Θ̃ =
max{Θ(t = 0),Θ(t = ∞)}. Any pair of probabilities
that do not satisfy Eq. (11) is not accompanied by corre-
sponding rates. Meanwhile, Eq. (11) shows that at least
one of the probabilities µ′

k and β′
k is very small for a

large k. The derivation of Eqs. (9)-(11) is presented in
the Appendix A.

In Fig. 1, we assess the consistency of the discrete-
time SIS model with the continuous-time version by em-
ploying various mapping relations between probabilities
and rates over a large time interval. The initial step in-
volve an examination of the prevalence ρ of various infec-
tion rates on homogeneous and heterogeneous networks,
where ρ = ρ(t = ∞) = (1/N)

∑
k Ik(t = ∞). The results

yielded by the nonlinear relation of Eq. (7) are consistent
with the data of continuous-time dynamics in Fig. 1(a),
but a minor discrepancy is observed in Fig. 1(b). It is
encouraging to note that Eq. (8) performs well in both
Fig. 1(a) and (b), where it is a nonlinear relation without
the constraint of one-to-one mapping.
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FIG. 1. Mapping from continuous-time SIS model to discrete-
time SIS model on annealed networks. (a)-(b) Epidemic
prevalence ρ as a function of infection rate β. (c) Distribution
of infected individuals by degree k. The degree distribution
P (k) adopts a Poisson distribution with ⟨k⟩ = 6 in (a) and
a scale-free distribution with kmin = 5 and γ = 2.5 in (b)
and (c), as illustrated in the inset panels. The yellow lines
represent the results of continuous-time dynamics, while the
other lines represent the results of discrete-time dynamics us-
ing nonlinear relations. Parameters: µ = 1, the fraction of
individuals initially infected ρ0 = 0.01, ∆t = 1 in discrete-
time dynamics, β = 0.1 in (c), N = 106 in (a) and N = 105

in (b)-(c). The dash and dot lines are used to enhance the
intuitiveness of overlapping data.
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FIG. 2. (a) The probabilities µ′
k, 1 − (1− β′

kΘ)
k
, and β′

k as
a function of degree k when the system reaches steady state.
(b) The fraction of infected individuals as a function of the
time for discrete-time SIS model on annealed networks. The
results in (a) are obtained from Eq. (5) and Eq. (8), and
the results in (b) are obtained from Eq. (5) and Eq. (1) (the
linear relations). The degree distribution P (k) is consistent
with Fig. 1(b). Parameters: µ = 1, ∆t = 1.

To gain further insight into the sources of differences,
we conduct a detailed analysis of the distribution of in-
fected individuals on heterogeneous networks in Fig. 1(c).
The results obtained from Eq. (7) exhibit a significant
discrepancy in the region of high degrees, whereas the re-
sults yielded by Eq. (8) demonstrate a remarkable consis-
tency for all k. Thus, the infection and recovery probabil-
ities are related to the network structure of the annealed
network, even if those rates are set to be independent of
the network.

Figure 2(a) depicts the infection and recovery probabil-
ities of varying degrees when the system reaches steady
state for a specific pair of rates (β = 0.1, µ = 1). As
the degree k increases, the recovery probability declines,
while the total infection probability rises. This is consis-
tent with the prediction of inequality in Eq. (9).

Finally, Fig. 2(b) shows that the linear relation from
Eq. (1) is not adequate. In such cases, a stable trajec-

tory of period-2 emerges instead of the steady state. In
the case where µ = 1 and ∆t = 1, the transition prob-
abilities obtained from Eq. (1) are inconsistent with the
constraints of Eq. (11).

B. Static network

A static network is defined as a network on a time scale
significantly longer (slower) than the time scale charac-
teristic of disease dynamics, it is a network with fixed
edges and can also be thought of as a slowly changing
boundary. The static network structure is characterized
by an adjacency matrix, which includes degree distribu-
tion and fixed edges, the latter producing dynamic cor-
relation [20, 30, 31].

For the continuous SIS model on a static network with-
out degree-degree correlations, the effective degree ap-
proach can provide a good theoretical prediction [9, 25,
26]. The effective degree approach considers not only the
state transitions of the individuals themselves but also
those of their neighbors. Considering that the rates are
contingent upon the network structure, the dynamical
equations are as follows:

dSsi

dt
=− βsiiSsi + µsiIsi +MS [(i+ 1)Ss−1,i+1 − iSsi]

+BS [(s+ 1)Ss+1,i−1 − sSsi] ,

dIsi
dt

=βsiiSsi − µsiIsi +MI [(i+ 1)Is−1,i+1 − iIsi]

+BI [(s+ 1)Is+1,i−1 − sIsi] .
(12)

Here,
∑

s+i=k(Isi + Ssi) = NP (k). βsi (µsi) is the infec-
tion (recovery) rate of an individual with s susceptible
neighbors and i infected neighbors. Isi (Ssi) represents
the number of infected (susceptible) individuals with s
susceptible neighbors and i infected neighbors. The aver-
age infection and recovery rates for neighbors of suscep-
tible (infected) individuals are represented by BS (BI)
and MS (MI), respectively, with

MS =

∑
k

∑
j+l=k jµjlIjl∑

k

∑
j+l=k lSjl

, BS =

∑
k

∑
j+l=k jβjllSjl∑

k

∑
j+l=k jSjl

,

MI =

∑
k

∑
j+l=k lµjlIjl∑

k

∑
j+l=k lIjl

, BI =

∑
k

∑
j+l=k βjll

2Sjl∑
k

∑
j+l=k jIjl

.

(13)
The concept of mean field is employed when assessing the
transition rates of the neighbors in Eq. (13).

For the discrete-time version, combined with the ef-
fective degree Markov-chain approach in Ref. [9] and the
probabilities depending on the network structure, the dif-
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ference equation can be written as

Ssi(t+∆t) =
∑

j+l=s+i

{
Sjl(t)(1− β′

jl)
lGjl→si

+Ijl(t)µ
′
jlFjl→si

}
,

Isi(t+∆t) =
∑

j+l=s+i

{
Sjl(t)

[
1− (1− β′

jl)
l
]
Gjl→si

+ Ijl(t)(1− µ′
jl)Fjl→si

}
,

(14)
where β′

jl (µ′
jl) is the infection (recovery) probability

of an individual with j susceptible neighbors and l in-
fected neighbors. Here, the nonlinear relation expressed
by Eq. (3) can be succinctly represented as

1− (1− β′
jl)

l =
βjll

βjll + µjl

[
1− e−(βjll+µjl)∆t

]
,

µ′
jl =

µjl

βjll + µjl

[
1− e−(βjll+µjl)∆t

]
.

(15)

Gjl→si and Fjl→si are the probabilities of the subscript
transformations for Sjl and Ijl, respectively, and their
specific forms are as follows

Gjl→si =
∑
p

[(
l

p

)
(M ′

S)
p(1−M ′

S)
l−p

(
j

p+ j − s

)
(B′

S)
p+j−s(1−B′

S)
s−p

]
,

Fjl→si =
∑
p

[(
l

p

)
(M ′

I)
p(1−M ′

I)
l−p

(
j

p+ j − s

)
(B′

I)
p+j−s(1−B′

I)
s−p

]
,

(16)
where p is the number of infected neighbors who have
recovered and is constrained by the condition max{0, s−
j} ≤ p ≤ min{s, l}. The average infection and recov-
ery probabilities for neighbors of susceptible (infected)
individuals are represented by B′

S (B′
I) and M ′

S (M ′
I),

respectively.

The four subscript transition probabilities can be cal-
culated in two ways. One method is to combine the prob-
abilities in Eq. (15) with the concept of mean field to
derive

B′
S =

∑
k

∑
j+l=k jSjl

[
1− (1− β′

jl)
l
]

∑
k

∑
j+l=k jSjl

,

M ′
S =

∑
k

∑
j+l=k jIjlµ

′
jl∑

k

∑
j+l=k lSjl

,

B′
I =

∑
k

∑
j+l=k lSjl

[
1− (1− β′

jl)
l
]

∑
k

∑
j+l=k jIjl

,

M ′
I =

∑
k

∑
j+l=k lIjlµ

′
jl∑

k

∑
j+l=k lIjl

.

(17)

The other method is to combine Eqs. (3) and (13) to
obtain

B′
S = BS

1− e−(BS+MS)∆t

BS +MS
,

M ′
S = MS

1− e−(BS+MS)∆t

BS +MS
,

B′
I = BI

1− e−(BI+MI)∆t

BI +MI
,

M ′
I = MI

1− e−(BI+MI)∆t

BI +MI
.

(18)

It is straightforward to demonstrate that Eq. (17) and
Eq. (18) are equivalent as ∆t approaches zero. Further-
more, as will be shown subsequently in Fig. 3(a), they are
also approximately equivalent for large ∆t. Finally, the
following constraint relation between probabilities exists
in the static network,

µ′
jl < (1− β′

jl)
l, (19)

which is derived from Eq. (15).
To reinforce the comparative effect, we set the rates in-

dependently of the static network in Fig. 3. Figure 3(a)
serves to verify the validity of nonlinear mapping rela-
tions on static networks for large ∆t. Meanwhile, it is
elucidated that the infection and recovery probabilities
are contingent upon the network structure of the static
network. Figure 3(b) shows a stable trajectory of period-
2 again for µ = 1 and ∆t = 1, indicating the limitation
of the linear relations.

C. Results from Monte Carlo simulations

Next, we verify the validity of the nonlinear mapping
relations from Monte Carlo simulations, ensuring that
no approximation processing is involved. For the sake of
simplicity, Fig. 4 makes the assumption that the infec-
tion rate of all edges and the recovery rate of all nodes
are identical, which is consistent with the configuration
depicted in Figs. 1-3. Figures 4(a) and 4(b) show the ef-
ficacy of Eq. (15) and Eq. (8) in static and annealed net-
works, respectively. This further corroborates the asser-
tion that infection probability and recovery probability
are contingent upon network structure. More precisely,
these probabilities are related to the number or expected
number of infected immediate neighbors, which is repre-
sented by l in Eq. (15) or kΘ in Eq. (8). Subsequently, we
present the detailed Monte Carlo simulation procedures.

For the yellow triangles in Fig. 4(a), continuous-
time stochastic simulations on static networks are im-
plemented using the optimized Gillespie algorithm [33],
which is an asynchronous update algorithm. The simu-
lation procedure works as follows:
Step 1: Construct a list ν of individuals that have been

infected.
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FIG. 3. Mapping from continuous-time SIS model to discrete-
time SIS model on static networks. (a) Epidemic prevalence
ρ as a function of infection rate β. (b) The fraction of in-
fected individuals as a function of the time for discrete-time
SIS model on static networks. The results in (b) are obtained
from Eq. (14), Eq. (16), Eq. (17), and Eq. (1) (the linear
relations). The static scale-free networks is generated from
the uncorrelated configuration model [32] with power-law de-
gree distributions P (k) ∼ k−γ where γ = 2.5 and kmin = 5.
Parameters: µ = 1, ρ0 = 0.001, ∆t = 1 in discrete-time dy-
namics, N = 105.

Step 2: At any time t, calculate the total rate ω(t) =∑
i∈I(t)(µ + βki), where ki is the degree of node i. And

then, Step 2a should be performed with probability µI(t)
ω(t) ,

otherwise Step 2b should be performed with probability

1− µI(t)
ω(t) .

• Step 2a: An infected individual i is chosen with
equal probability from ν and cured.

• Step 2b: An infected individual i is chosen from ν
at random and accepted with probability ki/kmax,
which is repeated until one choice is accepted. And
then, a neighbor of i is chosen randomly. If the
neighbor is susceptible, it becomes infected.
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FIG. 4. Monte Carlo simulations for SIS model on annealed
and static networks. Epidemic prevalence ρ as a function of
infection rate β for different update mode and mapping rela-
tions. The static network and annealed network are consistent
with Fig. 3 and Fig. 1(b), respectively. Parameters: µ = 1,
N = 105, ρ0 = 0.001, ∆t = 1 in synchronous update.

Step 3: The time is incremented by dt = 1
ω(t) . The list

ν is updated.
Step 4: Repeat Steps 2-3 until the predetermined time

period is reached.
For the blue inverse triangles in Fig. 4(a), discrete-time

stochastic simulations on static networks are performed
using the synchronous update algorithm mentioned in
Refs. [9, 10, 13]. Note that β′

jl and µ′
jl mentioned later

must be calculated according to Eq. (15). The simulation
procedure works as follows:
Step 1: At any time step t, calculate each individ-

ual’s transition probability. The infection probability for
a susceptible individual is 1 − (1 − β′

jl)
l. The recovery

probability for a infected individual is µ′
jl. Here, the sub-

scripts j and l represent that the individual in question
has j susceptible neighbors and l infected neighbors.
Step 2: At time step t+∆t, all individuals update their

states in a synchronous way according to the probabilities
of Step 1.
Step 3: Repeat Steps 1-2 until the predetermined time
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period is reached.
For the yellow triangles in Fig. 4(b), continuous-time

stochastic simulations on annealed networks are imple-
mented using the asynchronous update algorithm men-
tioned in Ref. [20]. The simulation procedure works as
follows:

Step 1: Construct a list ν of individuals that have been
infected.

Step 2: At any time t, calculate the selected rate of
each infected individual i, ηi(t) = µ+βki, where ki is the
degree of node i. The total rate is ω(t) =

∑
i∈I(t) ηi(t).

The infected individual j who is selected is sampled with
a probability proportional to ηj(t). And then, Step 2a
should be performed with probability µ

ηj(t)
, otherwise

Step 2b should be performed with probability 1− µ
ηj(t)

.

• Step 2a: The selected individual j is cured.

• Step 2b: Another individual j′ who will be con-
tacted by j is selected with probability proportional
to its degree. If the individual j′ is susceptible, it
becomes infected.

Step 3: The time is incremented by dt = 1
ω(t) . The list

ν is updated.
Step 4: Repeat Steps 2-3 until the predetermined time

period is reached.
For the blue inverse triangles and the red circles in

Fig. 4(b), discrete-time stochastic simulations on an-
nealed networks are performed using the following syn-
chronous update algorithm. The simulation procedure
works as follows:

Step 1: At any time step t, calculate each individual’s
transition probability. For any given individual j, the
neighbors that it contacts are selected, and the probabil-
ity of each selection is proportional to the degree of the
selected individual. In the event that individual j is sus-
ceptible, the infection probability is 1−(1−β′

k)
kinf , where

kinf is the number of infected neighbors. Conversely, if
individual j is infected, the recovery probability is µ′

k.
Step 2: At time step t+∆t, all individuals update their

states in a synchronous way according to the probabilities
of Step 1.

Step 3: Repeat Steps 1-2 until the predetermined time
period is reached.

Note that β′
k and µ′

k are calculated according to Eq. (8)
for blue inverse triangles or Eq. (7) for red circles.

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we investigate the nonlinear mapping re-
lations between probabilities and the rates of SIS model
on annealed and static networks, with particular at-
tention to the large time intervals and the heterogene-
ity of degree distribution. The nonlinear mapping rela-
tions consider the coupling effect of multiple events oc-
curring within a time interval to address the informa-

tion loss resulting from discretization, which is the phe-
nomenon of several changes of state. The equivalence of
continuous- and discrete-time SIS model on networks is
verified through the use of nonlinear relations in three as-
pects: the heterogeneous mean-field theory, the effective
degree approach, and the Monte Carlo simulations. The
nonlinear relations, as described by Eq. (8) in annealed
networks and Eq. (15) in static networks, suggests a nat-
ural correlation between the state transition probabilities
and the network structure.
In addition, quantitative criteria are provided to as-

certain the applicable range of nonlinear relations. To
test a set of parameters that do not satisfy the aforemen-
tioned quantitative criteria, we employ linear mapping
relations, which finds that a stable trajectory of period-
2, rather than the steady state.
It is anticipated that this methodology will be appli-

cable to more realistic temporal networks [34, 35] and
higher-order networks [36, 37] in the future. This re-
search line contribute to a more comprehensive under-
standing of the dynamic behavior of complex networks.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Eq. (9)-(11)

When specific rates (β, µ) is employed, substituting
Eq. (6a) and x = (βkΘ+ µ)∆t into Eq. (8) yields

µ′
k = µ∆t(1− e−x)x−1,

1− (1− β′
kΘ)

k
+ µ′

k = 1− e−x.
(A1)

Therefore, one can get the following relations

dµ′
k

dk
= −βµΘ

(
1− e−x − xe−x

)(∆t

x

)2

< 0,

d

dk

[
1− (1− β′

kΘ)
k
]
= βΘ∆t

(
e−x − dµ′

k

dx

)
> 0.

(A2)

Here, the inequality 1− xe−x > e−x is employed for the
analysis of Eq. (A2).
For the case of using specific probabilities (β′, µ′), sub-

stituting Eq. (6b) and y = 1 − (1− β′Θ)
k
into Eq. (8)

yields

βkkΘ = − ln (1− y − µ′)

y + µ′
y

∆t

µk = − ln (1− y − µ′)

y + µ′
µ′

∆t

(A3)
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Notice that the term ln (1− y − µ′) is less than zero. Let
z = 1− y − µ′, get

d(βkkΘ)

dk
=

dy

dk

µ′

∆t(1− z)2

[(
1

z
− 1

)
y

µ′ − ln z

]
> 0,

dµk

dk
=

dy

dk

µ′

∆t(1− z)2

(
1

z
− 1 + ln z

)
> 0.

(A4)
Here, the inequalities ln z > 1 − 1/z and dy/dk > 0 is
used for the analysis of Eq. (A4).

According to Eq. (A1), we have

µ′
k = (1− β′

kΘ)
k − e−x < (1− β′

kΘ)
k
, (A5)

From the monotonicity of Θ, it can be inferred that

(1− β′
kΘ)

k ≥
(
1− β′

kΘ̃
)k

, (A6)

where Θ̃ = max{Θ(t = 0),Θ(t = ∞)}. Combining
Eq. (A5) and Eq. (A6), gives Eq. (11).
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