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Epidemic spreading over populations networks has been an important subject of research for
several decades, and especially during the Covid-19 pandemic. Most epidemic outbreaks are likely
to create multiple mutations during their spreading over the population. In this paper, we study the
evolution of a pathogen which can mutate continuously during the epidemic spreading. We consider
pathogens whose mutating parameter is the mortality mean-time, and study the evolution of this
parameter over the spreading process. We use analytical methods to compute the dynamic equation
of the epidemic and the conditions for it to spread. We also use numerical simulations to study the
pathogen flow in this case, and to understand the mutation phenomena. We show that the natural
selection leads to less violent pathogens becoming predominant in the population. We discuss a
wide range of network structures and show how different effects are manifested in each case.

I. INTRODUCTION

Epidemic spreading has been studied thoroughly over
several decades. Due to the impact that epidemics have
had on the course of human history, epidemics are a
subject of major interest for mathematicians, biologists,
physicians and historians alike.

Classical mathematical works in the field (during the
20th century) developed some compartmental models to
describe epidemics spread in population. The most com-
mon models are SIR and SIS [1, 2]. The mean-field ver-
sions of these models are based on division of the pop-
ulation to groups based on their epidemic status (Sus-
ceptible/Infected/Recovered and more groups in some
variations of the models) and solving ordinary differen-
tial equations to describe the population groups evolution
over time, during the epidemic spreading process.

Understanding the process in a network can yield sig-
nificant insights above and beyond simple mean-field ap-
proaches. Indeed, many physical, social, and biolog-
ical phenomena can be well modeled by complex net-
works and can be studied using network principles [3–8].
Previous literature on network modeling employs statis-
tical methods in conjunction with algorithmic analysis
to study and model the behavior and characteristics of
many kinds of networks.

Accordingly, in the last two decades epidemic spread-
ing has been intensively studied using models of net-
works theory [9–16]. This trend also intensified during
the Covid-19 pandemic, where network based epidemic
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models were applied and developed, in an attempt to
prevent the spread of the disease [17, 18]. While classi-
cal deterministic models assume a homogeneously-mixed
population, in practice populations are not fully-mixed
and more likely to behave as a complex network [19].
Namely, in a real population diseases spread between in-
dividuals only when they are actually in contact with
one-another. Therefore, when modeling epidemics one
should consider the population structure. Common sim-
plifications like considering a population-wide “contact
rate” do not take this structure into account. Consider-
ing this structure leads to more realistic models of the
epidemic.
The spreading of epidemics in networks has been stud-

ied over different network structures under different con-
ditions and different epidemic models (which differ in the
way the population is divided). Newman [9] studied epi-
demic spreading on a wide variety of networks, based on
the classical SIR model. In this work, he defined a “trans-
missibility” of an epidemic, that is its ability to spread,
as follows:

T := 1−
∫ ∞

0

dr dτ P (r)P (τ)e−rτ , (1)

where P (r) and P (τ) are the probability densities of the
infection rate and infection duration, respectively. New-
man found the critical value to reach an endemic state
as:

Tc =
< k >

< k2 > − < k >
, (2)

where < k > is the expectation of the number of links
of each node in the network. The “transmissibility” can
be also described as a general version of the transmission
coefficient.
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Epidemic thresholds have been studied in a wide range
of cases based on different networks structures and epi-
demic models. For example, Parshani et al. [12] used the
method of percolation theory and the SIS model spread-
ing on a random graph, to calculate the probability of
reinfection. This enables them to compute the R0 pa-
rameter, that is the average expected infections of each
infected node. The R0 used to get the critical values of an
epidemic, when for an epidemic occurrence we demand
R0 > 1.

Another effect of the network’s structure on epidemics
spread, is the impact of the parameters and properties of
the epidemic seeds (first infected nodes) of the network,
on the spreading rate. The impacting parameters include
not only the degree of a seed, but also the degree of its
neighbors and its location in the network [20]. Some
works such as [21] tried to define the main spreaders in
the network and calculate the correlation between the
centrality of a seed and the probability of an epidemic
in the SIR model. Another work [22] studied the subject
using analytical calculations and numerical tools in order
to solve the problem of identifying influential spreaders
in the SIS dynamics on generic networks. It is based on
the QMF framework [23] to get the relevant closed-form
equations.

As we have seen intensely during the Covid-19 pan-
demic, epidemics are likely to create new mutations dur-
ing their spread over the population [24]. As a result, we
may have more than one virus/pathogen spreading in the
same population at the same time, competing for dom-
inance in the networked population. These pathogens
do not have to be similar, when sometimes two differ-
ent epidemics can be spread at the same time. In Ref.
[25] the threshold for one pathogen to block the spread
of another pathogen and reach dominance over the net-
work, i.e. the “co-existence threshold”, was calculated.
In addition, the work showed that between the critical
transmission value of an epidemic spreading and the crit-
ical transmission value for the first pathogen to block the
spread of the second, there are intermediate transmission
values where both pathogens can spread together. While
this work is focused on two pathogens that spread in suc-
cession, the other case where the two pathogens start to
spread at the same time was also studied, and the condi-
tion for one pathogen to reach dominance over the other
was also calculated in this case [26].

In reality, epidemics are more likely to have more than
two mutations, since mutations are created randomly
during the epidemic spreading. Therefore, some works
have also studied cases of multi pathogen spread, or con-
tinuous mutated pathogen.

The mutation of a pathogen can be created by chang-
ing one of its parameters, such as the infection probability
[27]. Anyway, in order to induce a competition based on
a pathogen’s fitness, the changed parameter must affect
the ”transmissibility” of the pathogen.

In this paper we study the continuous-time mutation
of a pathogen, where the mutated parameter is the mor-

tality mean-time of the disease it causes. We derive an-
alytically and solve the epidemic equations for this case.
We also use simulations to confirm our calculations and
describe the pathogens’ flow over different types of net-
works.

II. MUTATING PATHOGENS

In the real world, infectious diseases mutate constantly.
Although newly infected individuals are often contagious
with the same virus as the individual they infected from,
in practice each new infected individual may be infected
with a somewhat different pathogen. Sometimes these
little changes can create a significant difference between
different pathogens that evolved from the same primary
epidemic, spreading together in the same population. In
such cases, one new pathogen, probably the “fittest”
pathogen that exists in the network, may be able to
gain dominance over the population and as a result to
infect more susceptible individuals compared to older
pathogens. A pathogen will be considered as fitter, if it
has higher transmissibility. It can either be a pathogen
with longer lifetime or a pathogen with higher probability
to infect.
Here we assume that each secondary infection differs

slightly from its infection source. For the analytical cal-
culations as well as the numeric, we employ a standard
SIR model with minor adjustment - the recovery pop-
ulation is also divided to recovered nodes who became
healthy and immunized and recovered nodes who died
due to the pandemic. Furthermore, we assume that
immunity following recovery is permanent even to mu-
tated variants, so that individuals who were infected and
recovered can not get infected again even with other
pathogen(unlike recent works such as [28]). This means
that all the pathogens in our studied case are from the
same “family”.
We define three main parameters to describe the

pathogen – the average time to infect a neighbor node
(λ), the average time to recover and get healthy (r), and
the average time for an infected node to die from the
disease (or to get recovered in the SIR model also) (γ).
The γ parameter can also be defined as “mortality mean
time” or “virulence”. The recovery and mortality are
considered to be competing Poisson processes, where the
process that is activated first “wins” (i.e. the competi-
tion between them determines whether the node recovers
or dies). In term of the spreading process, both outcomes
lead to the end of the node’s infectious state.
The mutation process is defined by randomly changing

γ for each newly infected node, where the change can be
in both sides: the new infected node gets a new pathogen
with higher or lower mortality mean time. Therefore, the
mutated parameter (γ, or the mortality mean time) on
new infected node shall be defined as below:

γnew = γoldξ
a, (3)
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where a is randomly chosen as a = ±1 and ξ is the
“mutating parameter”, which determines the mortality
mean time step of mutation and defined specifically for
each pandemic (the mutating parameter shall be bigger
than one but not too big, since big steps will change the
pathogens too fast). Accordingly, every infected node
can be described by the summation of the left and right
“a steps” that occurred during the spread from the ini-
tial pathogen to it. We denote the summation of the “a
steps” by α, i.e. α =

∑
i ai, and thus we characterize

the γ parameter of an infected node dependent on the
specific α value of the node, as:

γ(α) = γ0ξ
α . (4)

III. TREE GRAPHS

We start our analytical and numerical work with the
case of mutated pathogens spreading on a simple binary
rooted tree graphs or a 3-regular Bethe lattice. Binary
trees are trees in which each node has exactly two off-
spring. Binary trees and trees in general have a con-
venient structure for studying epidemic spreading with
multiple pathogens, since each node can be infected by
only one other node, its parent, pathogens have only one
infection path to each node. This structure excludes the
possibility for one pathogen to bypass other pathogens
and infect new nodes via a different path. As a result,
a new infected node always has the same number of sus-
ceptible neighbors (its offspring), unlike other networks
which will be discussed below.

In order to solve the epidemic growth of the tree, we
start by computing the number of infected nodes in each
layer of the tree (where a layer can be described by the
distance from the tree’s root). Since after few infections
along an infection path the initial pathogen is likely to
produce multiple different pathogens, we compute the
number of infected nodes for each pathogen and consider
their sum to get the total infected nodes. Since all the
nodes have a constant number of two offspring (or two
susceptible neighbors) and the probability for a new in-
fected node of having a higher γ or having a lower γ is
1/2, we can write a recursive equation for the mean num-
ber of nodes in a specific layer d that are infected by a
specific pathogen α as:

Idα =
1

2
· 2Pα−1I

d−1
α−1 +

1

2
· 2Pα+1I

d−1
α+1 , (5)

where Pα is the probability for an infected node with
pathogen α to infect one of its offspring and d is the
distance of the specific layer from the tree’s root. Since
the α possible values are: −(d − 1) < α < (d − 1), the
mean total number of infected nodes with distance d from
the root is:

Id =

d−1∑
α=−(d−1)

(
Pα−1I

d−1
α−1 + Pα+1I

d−1
α+1

)
. (6)

The probability of a specific node with a pathogen α
to infect its neighbors, Pα, is also a function of the other
parameters of the epidemics – λ and r. Considering that
an infection occurs when the Poisson process of infection
(with mean time λ) is activated before the first of the re-
covery Poisson process (with mean time r) and the death
Poisson process (with mean time γ(α)) is activated, Pα

is calculated as follows,

Pα =

∫ ∞

0

(
1

γ(α)
+

1

r

)
exp

(
−
(

1

γ(α)
+

1

r

)
t

)
dt ×∫ t

0

1

λ
exp

(
− 1

λ
τ

)
dτ , (7)

The solution of the integral is:

Pα =
rγ(α)

γ(α)(r + λ) + rλ
. (8)

The solution of the integral yields the probability of infec-
tion for each pathogen. Eq. (8) agrees with the intuition,
in that pathogens with a longer mean lifetime are more
likely to infect their susceptible neighbors. Respectively,
as time goes on we expect both the number of mutated
pathogens, and the values of γ(α) of each pathogen to
increase.
We substitute Eq. (8) in Eq. (5) and set the pathogen

population in each layer to be

Idα = rγ0ξ
α

(
Id−1
α−1

rγ0ξα(r + λ) + ξrλ
+

Id−1
α+1

rγ0ξα(r + λ) + 1
ξ rλ

)
.

(9)
A substitution of Eq. (9) in Eq. (6) gives the solution for
the total number of infected nodes in each layer of the
tree.
In addition, the infection probability Pα (Eq. (8)) is

employed to calculate the basic reproduction number,
also known as R0, for each pathogen. Since binary trees
have a constant number of two susceptible neighbors for
each node, the basic reproduction number is independent
of the location of the node in the tree and depends only
on the pathogen, as follows

R0α = 2Pα = 2
rγ0ξ

α

γ0ξα(r + λ) + rλ
, (10)

resulting in the epidemic γ–threshold for mutated
pathogen being γTH = rλ

r−λ . We can also use this calcu-
lation to generalize the equation to tree structures with
different offspring number. The only adjustment required
is to set the number of offspring as a factor in Eq. (10).
We note here that in this work we model the case where

the recovery mean time r is greater than the infection
mean time λ only. This guarantees the existence of the
threshold γTH that is mentioned above, in binary trees,
such that pathogens with transmissibility below the crit-
ical threshold can infect a finite number of nodes only
when spreading in a binary tree [11, 25], while pathogens
above this limit infect an infinite number of nodes (in
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the infinite tree case, or a finite fraction of the nodes in
a finite tree case) with positive probability.

In the case of a mutating pathogen, we can show that
if there is a threshold for the spreading process, then
even with an initial pathogen with parameters far below
the threshold, there is still a positive probability for the
epidemic to infect an infinite number of individuals. Con-
sider a tree with an epidemic threshold γTH = X. The
initial pathogen is described with γ0 = Xξ−m. Now,
we would like to show that with positive probability the
initial pathogen can create a fitter mutation that will
surpass the epidemic threshold. Since every new infected
node has a probability of 1

2 of gaining a longer mortality
mean-time parameter than the infecting node, and the
probability of infection is known for each pathogen (Eq.
(8)), we can compute the probability of surpassing the
epidemic threshold in exactly m steps as follows:

1

2m

m∏
s=1

P−m+s , (11)

where P−m+s is calculated by Eq. (8).
Therefore, since P−m+s ≥ 0 for any m and s, it follows

that the probability of the epidemic to reach an endemic
state is always positive, regardless of the initial mortality
rate.

In fact, the total probability to get the threshold point
is considerably greater than the bound presented above,
since the pathogen can evolve in more than m steps
and with more then one optional path. Therefore, we
can say that the total probability to have a new mu-
tated pathogen above the epidemic threshold during the
spreading process is greater than zero for any initial pa-
rameter value. As a result, we can say with certainty
that for any initial mutated pathogen, there are outcomes
where the epidemic reaches an endemic state, regardless
of the initial parameters’ value.

In order to confirm our calculations we performed nu-
merical simulations of mutating pathogens in trees. The
simulations start with an initial infected node (also de-
scribed as the tree’s root), with the initial pathogen
α = 0, or γ = γ0. The node is also set with the constant
parameters r = r0, λ = λ0. The pathogen parameters are
used to simulate Poisson processes for the pathogen’s life
time and for each infection time to each of its offspring.
If an offspring is infected, we create it as an infected node
with γnew = γ0ξ

±1. In addition, we set to it the constant
parameters – r0 and λ0 – for the spread process. This
is repeated iteratively, step by step, until the end of the
epidemic. We define a stopping condition when there are
no ongoing infection processes.

In order to obtain more interesting results, the simula-
tion should begin when the initial pathogen’s parameters
are around the critical value of the reproduction number
R0 = 1. Accordingly, based on Eq. (10), we set the
initial parameters to be around the conditions below:

γ0(r + λ) = rλ , (12)

FIG. 1. The basic reproduction Number (R0) as a function
of α, using the following parameter values: γ0 = 2.25, λ = 2,
r = 20 and ξ = 1.25, based on simulations results.

where α = 0.
We present our simulations results in tree graphs in

Figs. 1 and 2. Figure 1 shows an excellent fit with the
solution of Eq. (10), where R0 grows as a function of α,
with upper bound in R0 = 2 due the graph’s structure
(since every node has two offspring). This agrees with our
intuition and the epidemiological logic, in that a longer
mean mortality period increases the probability to infect
nearby susceptible nodes, resulting in an increase of R0.
Figure 2 demonstrates how higher values of α (and γ as

a result, since γ is dependent on α, see equation 4) impact
the spread of pathogens in the network, where pathogens
with higher values of α (or γ) gain more and more domi-
nance over the network, when they infect a greater frac-
tion of the new infected offspring. These results are in
good agreement with Eq. (9), where pathogens with a
greater γ (and a greater α respectively) are more likely
to infect new nodes. It should be noted that the right
tail in each scatter diagram in which the proportion of
pathogens with large α seemingly decreases, is due to the
finite time of the simulations which does not enable these
pathogens, appearing in later stages of the simulations,
to infect a significant portion of susceptible nodes. In any
case, the principle of proportional growth with increasing
α is conserved, and as time goes on we are more likely to
see pathogens with higher values of γ(α).

IV. RANDOM NETWORKS

Random networks are networks with randomly gen-
erated edges. Random networks have been thoroughly
studied over several decades and have been used as a
basis for many studies on the field of complex systems
in general and complex networks in particular [29]. The
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FIG. 2. The pathogens distribution on nodes with different
distances from the root node (values on titles). Initial param-
eters are as in Figure 1. The x-axis is α and the y-axis is the
ratio of the number of nodes infected with each pathogen to
the total number of infected nodes in this distance.

most familiar random network model is the Erdős–Rényi
model (G(n, p)) [30].
It has been shown that even in large random networks,

properties of small world networks remain [31], where
the average distance between nodes in the network is
d ∼ ln(N). These structural properties enable epidemics
to spread in the network with only a small number of
steps from any initial infected node to any other node in
the network. As a result, mutating pathogens generally
create only a limited number of mutations.

In order to model the epidemic spreading on random
graphs, we divide the spreading process into two parts –
short and long range spreading. At the beginning of the
epidemic spread, when most of the nodes in the graph are
not yet infected, the random graph can be assumed to be-
have as a tree graph, which means that each new infected
node is free to infect all its neighbors except its source of
infection, and “bypasses” do not yet exist. Therefore, the
equation for the basic reproduction number on the short
time spreading can be written as in the tree section, with
the necessary changes for random graph structure:

R0α =
rγ(α)

rγ(α) + λ(r + λ)
< k > , (13)

where < k > is the expectation of the number of links
of each node in the network. When a significant part
of the nodes in the network have already been infected
(long range spreading part), some of the neighbors of an
infected node are already infected, and the number of

susceptible neighbors no longer behaves exactly like the
graph degree distribution.

For the numerical part of this section, we performed
numerical simulations similar to those in the previous
section. However, in order to simulate the process for
random networks, we first generated random networks
based on Erdős–Rényi model and simulated the spread-
ing process on them. The simulation starts with a ran-
dom initial infected node in the network. The initial
node receives an initial pathogen with properties around
the critical epidemic threshold value based on the graph
structure. The simulation initiates Poisson processes of
the infection process for its neighbors as well as the re-
covery/death of the infected node itself. The Poisson
processes are simulated based on the pathogen’s param-
eters as their average times characteristics. When an-
other node becomes infected, it receives a new pathogen
with the same constant parameters (r, λ) as its source
node, and with a new mutating parameter (γ) accord-
ing to Eq. (4). Afterwards, similar Poisson processes
are initiated for the new infected node, but now with
the new pathogen’s mortality parameter. The simulation
also considers the status of the node’s neighbors, where
possibly only some of them are susceptible and could be
infected based on the Poisson process. The simulation
continues until it stops when most of the network is no
longer susceptible, or until we count several simulated
days with no new infections on the network.

In Fig. 3 we present the distribution of the pathogens
in the network after a long spreading time, when most of
the network nodes are already not susceptible. We ex-
pect the resulting distribution to be similar to the normal
distribution (since we can partly describe the mutation
process as a random walk), with a slight tendency for the
positive side inasmuch as pathogens with positive α (or
larger γ) are likely to have a greater portion of the net-
work nodes (see Eq. (8)). This tendency is affected by
the ξ value, where greater values yield greater mutations
and advantages to the mutated pathogens with greater α
as we can see also in the figure.

We also studied the evolution of the mutated pathogen
during the time it spreads, as presented in Fig. 4. In this
figure, it is shown how pathogens with greater values of γ
appear during the epidemic spread. The figure presents
the average and the greatest value of γ of the infections
in a specific simulated week. The pathogens evolution
can be seen in the bottom figure, where for each week
during the simulations the greatest γ pathogen that ap-
peared during that week is presented. Then, after some
time, the pathogens with the greater values infect more
new nodes, and the average γ value increases respectively
(top figure). At the same time, the great γ pathogens
(as well as the other pathogens) stop infecting nodes, as
a result of the network structure and its finite size, lim-
iting the number of infection steps, which also limits the
pathogen’s mutation.
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FIG. 3. The pathogen distribution when most of the net-
work’s nodes have already been infected. Each sub graph
presents a simulation with a different ξ value (see figures ti-
tles). the x-axis is the α value, and the y-axis is the proportion
of nodes with that pathogen.

V. SCALE FREE AND REAL WORLD
NETWORKS

Scale free networks are networks with a power-law de-
gree distribution. In particular, it means that in this
graph most of the nodes have low degrees, while a small
fraction of nodes get very high degrees. These nodes are
sometimes denoted as “hubs” due to the role they play
in the network.

Over the last decades, the scale free network model
was found to fit well many real world networks, such as
the WWW, the Internet, air travel networks and social
networks [32–35].

Scale free networks have a strong “small world effect”,
since the average distance in these networks is very short
and scales as d ∼ lnlnN [36]. This makes the average
“infection path” (the number of infections needed to in-
fect a far node in the network) extremely short, so the
pathogen does not undergo enough infection steps in or-
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FIG. 4. The evolution of a mutating pathogen during the
epidemic spreading, on a random network with 2M nodes. the
initial parameter is set around the epidemic threshold with
ξ = 1.1. The upper sub figure shows the average value of the
mutating pathogens’ γ in nodes which were infected in each
week, while the lower sub figure shows the largest value of γ
in each week. The x-axis represents the week number on the
simulation, and the y-axis is the γ value (in days).

der to create large mutations.

In this section we focus on numerical simulations.
To generate the simulated networks, we used the
Barabási–Albert model [37, 38]. We also worked with
real-world data, from open sources.

A. Simulated scale free networks

As expected from the network structure, Fig. 5 shows
how scale free networks are infected faster (if we com-
pare to random networks with the same initial condi-
tions as those presented in Fig. 4) and are less likely
to induce large mutating. Since paths between nodes in
scale free networks are likely to be much shorter, there
are not enough infection events along a path to create a
pathogens with a mutated parameter which is consider-
ably larger than the initial pathogen. Indeed, as we can
see in the top figure of Fig. 5, the average pathogen’s
mortality parameter is almost constant (the growth at
the end of the spreading process is only about 12%, sim-
ilar to only one mutating step, since ϵ here is 1.1).
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FIG. 5. The evolution of the mutated pathogen (similar
to Fig. 4) during its spreading in a scale free network, with
ξ = 1.1. The initial pathogen’s parameters are set around
the epidemic threshold (which is determined by the network’s
finite size).

B. Social network

In order to study the mutated pathogen model under
more realistic conditions, we used the network of Deezer
Europe social network [39]. In this network the nodes
are Deezer users from European countries and edges are
mutual follower relationships between them.

As we expected, the results of the simulation using the
Deezer Europe social network are similar to results for
the generated scale free networks, as seen in Figure 6.
The pathogen begins its evolution when a few nodes are
infected with pathogens having higher value of γ, that
after some time get dominance over the network, and
the average pathogen’s value of γ is growing. Since scale
free networks have a very small diameter, which is al-
most independent of the size, the average distance in the
Deezer netwrok is very close to the average on our gen-
erated scale free network even though it is much smaller.
Therefore, the total infection time is pretty similar be-
tween them, while random networks of these sizes will
present a larger difference in the spreading time.

VI. SQUARE GRID GRAPH

Square grid graph is a type of a lattice, or a grid graph,
which is a cyclical graph (considering an infinite graph or
a graph with periodic boundary conditions) in which each
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FIG. 6. The evolution of a mutated pathogen (similar to
Figs. 4,5) during its spreading in the Deezer European social
network, with ξ = 1.2. The initial pathogen’s parameters
are set around the epidemic threshold, based on the network
structure.

node has four neighbors that are identical in structure
(i.e., it is vertex transitive).

Our primary motivation for investigating this kind of
graphs is the large average distance they possess. In addi-
tion, the square grid graph, as small world networks and
unlike tree graphs, can have more than one path between
two nodes. Additionally, unlike random graphs, grids
contain a large number of small cycles. This yields the
effect of competing paths, by which competing pathogens
can “get around” other pathogens and become dominant
in the network. These structural properties allow the mu-
tating effect to be more strongly pronounced, and make
this structure interesting for our study.

Figure 7 shows how the mutating parameter gets
greater over time in a square grid graph, where only the
fittest pathogens survive after a long path. It seems that
at some point most of the low pathogens disappear, which
makes the average parameter grow much faster.

Another advantage of the square grid graph is the abil-
ity to easily visualize the graph’s structure and better un-
derstand the flow of the epidemic in it. Figure 8 displays
the mutation of the pathogen during the epidemic spread-
ing in the network. The α value of each node is presented
as a color in the figure. Dark pixels represent never in-
fected susceptible nodes. The initial infected node is col-
ored in red. It can be seen that close to the initial node
where pathogens are likely to have smaller value of γ,
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FIG. 7. The evolution of the mutated pathogen in a square
grid graph with 500× 500 nodes. The initial parameter is set
around the epidemic threshold, and ξ = 1.1.

more nodes remain susceptible, i.e. the infection proba-
bility is lower. As the distance from the initial node in-
creases, these holes become less and less common. That
is, after the pathogen mutates the infection probability
becomes larger (due to the decreased mortality, leading
to higher transmissibility values) and thus far nodes have
a much lower probability to stay healthy without getting
infected. At the same time, farther from the initial node
we can see much higher variance in the parameter value.
This can be explained by what biologists define as the
“founder affect”, when in each area the infection can be
envisioned as a tree with its founder as a root. The pa-
rameter value for this “founder” node is likely to have a
large effect on the properties of pathogens existing in the
area around it. Thus, one can see that in the figure there
are patches of brighter and darker colors, which are usu-
ally brighter than the vicinity of original infection, but
have a large variation that is due to the exact parameter
value for the pathogens that arrived at this direction.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper we studied the phenomenon of continu-
ous mutating pathogens in networked populations. We

show that mutating pathogens have a large effect on the
way of epidemics spread among populations. We showed
that effect over a wide range of networks and specifically
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FIG. 8. The heat map for α values in a square grid graph
with 500× 500 nodes. In case of a susceptible node, we set a
very low α value (dark point). The initial infected nodes are
colored in red.

we computed the epidemic equations for continuous mu-
tating pathogens on a binary tree graph as well as the
basic reproduction number. We also proved that in the
case of mutated pathogens that spread in random net-
works, there is always a positive probability to reach an
endemic state, regardless of the parameters of the initial
pathogen. Using numerical simulations, we show how the
mutated pathogens spread in many kinds of populated
networks and the differences between different structures
of networks. The numerical simulations also confirmed
the calculations from the analytical parts. The results
are consistent with the known effect of the less violent
variants that become more dominant over time.

The behavior of the mutated pathogen in populated
networks is yet to be fully understood. Future work
can focus on computing the epidemic equations for grid
graphs, as grid graphs are more likely to have large mu-
tation effects on the pathogens. One can also consider
studying the case of a number of well-connected net-
works which are interconnected by a limited number of
links. This case may be the base to model mutations
flows between countries, during the spread of real world
epidemics.
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