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Estimating Parameters of Large CTMP from
Single Trajectory with Application to Stochastic

Network Epidemics Models
Seyyed A. Fatemi, Member, IEEE, June Zhang, Member, IEEE

Abstract—Graph dynamical systems (GDS) model dynamic processes on a (static) graph. Stochastic GDS has been used for
network-based epidemics models such as the contact process and the reversible contact process. In this paper, we consider stochastic
GDS that are also continuous-time Markov processes (CTMP), whose transition rates are linear functions of some dynamics
parameters θ of interest (i.e., healing, exogeneous, and endogeneous infection rates). Our goal is to estimate θ from a single,
finite-time, continuously observed trajectory of the CTMP. Parameter estimation of CTMP is challenging when the state space is large;
for GDS, the number of Markov states are exponential in the number of nodes of the graph. We showed that holding classes (i.e.,
Markov states with the same holding time distribution) give efficient partitions of the state space of GDS. We derived an upperbound on
the number of holding classes for the contact process, which is polynomial in the number of nodes. We utilized holding classes to solve
a smaller system of linear equations to find θ. Experimental results show that finding reasonable results can be achieved even for short
trajectories, particularly for the contact process. In fact, trajectory length does not significantly affect estimation error.

Index Terms—graph dynamical system, interacting particle system, CTMP, Markov process, network-based epidemics
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1 INTRODUCTION

Graphs are used to represent dependencies between
variables. There has been a great deal of interest in graph-
based data analysis. Graph/network-based dynamical sys-
tems are less well-studied and used in application. Graph
dynamical systems (GDS) model processes on graphs. The
behavior of these systems are determined by: 1) a graph,
G, which characterizes the dependencies amongst variables
(i.e., nodes), and 2) dynamics rules that describe how the
variable values change over time. Often, the state of a
variable is assumed to be explicitly dependent on the states
of its neighboring nodes in G. In this paper, we will focus
on systems where G has a finite number of nodes and
is static over time. Previously, graph dynamical systems
over infinitely-size graph has been studied as either cellular
automata or interacting particle systems, depending on if
the system has discrete-time or continuous-time dynamics.

In stochastic GDS, the dynamic rules have a random
component. This means that the future state of the system is
characterized by a probability distribution. Stochastic GDS
that are used to model the spread of epidemics over contact
networks are known as stochastic network epidemics models.

The Markov process is a natural mathematical tool for
studying such dynamics. However, they are considered to
be impractical for modeling GDS because the size of the
state space, D, is exponential in the number of variables.
Additionally,D(D−1) parameters are needed to completely
specify the Markov process. When the state space is very
large, obtaining a sufficient number of observations to com-
pute the likelihood for D(D − 1) parameters would require
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an infeasibly long observation window.
However, GDS-Markov processes generally have more

structure than an arbitrary Markov process. In many mod-
els, the pairwise transition probabilities/rates are functions
of only a few variables. For example, the contact process is
one of the most well-known GDS-continuous-time Markov
process model [1]. It models infections between infected
and healthy agents (i.e., nodes) in a known contact net-
work. Only three parameters characterize the continuous-
time dynamics of the model: 1) healing rate µ, 2) exogeneous
infection rate β (i.e., infection from outside the contact net-
work), 3) endogeneous infection rate δ (i.e., infection from
contact with infected neighbor). Furthermore, the pairwise
transition rates of the contact process are linearly dependent
on µ, β, δ. We show that this induces equivalence classes
in the diagonal entries of the transition rate matrix. These
equivalence classes, which we call holding classes, effectively
reduces the dimensionality of the Markov process. This
makes parameter estimation from a moderate-length trajec-
tory possible.

Leveraging the existence of holding classes and efficient
least squares computation, we present an algorithm for
learning the dynamics parameter, θ, of GDS-continuous-
time Markov process (CTMP) models whose transition rates
are linearly dependent on θ. In this paper, we assume that
the system is continuously observable (i.e., no missing ob-
servation) and that the graph G is known. We applied our
algorithm to the contact process and the reversible contact
process.

In Section 4 and 5, we derived upperbounds on the
number of holding classes for the contact process and the
reversible contact process on arbitrary graph G. For the
contact process, can be seen that this upperbound is poly-
nomial, instead of exponential, in the number of variables.
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Therefore, the number of holding classes relative to the
dimension of the state space decreases with increasing G; we
confirm this experimentally by exhaustively counting the
number number of holding classes for small Erdos-Renyi
and Watts-Strongatz graphs in Section 6. Section 7 uses
our algorithm in numerical experiments to estimate µ, β, δ
from synthetically generated trajectories on both 100-node
random graphs and a 100-bus test power grid.

2 RELATED WORKS

We will review some of the current works on graph dynam-
ical systems for the case where the underlaying network is
static. Related works can be found in various areas. Like the
contact process, many such graph dynamical systems mod-
els are meant to model contagion-like behavior. As a result,
there are a lot of overlap between works in epidemiology
and general work on graph dynamical systems. We also re-
view existing literatures on parameter estimation problems
of continuous-time Markov processes; these approaches are
intended for arbitrary Markov process and have not been
applied to GDS due to the prohibitively large state space.

2.1 Network-based Epidemics models and Social Con-
tagion Models

Efforts for mathematical modeling of contagion goes back
to 17th century and Daniel Bernoulli’s seminal work on
smallpox disease spread. Typically, compartmental models
are used, which segment individuals in a population by
status such as susceptible (S, healthy), exposed (E, not
infectious), infected (I , exposed and infectious), removed,
etc. Epidemics models can be deterministic or stochastic [2],
[3], [4].

Deterministic epidemics models predict the num-
ber/fraction of infected individuals in a population at some
future time t whereas stochastic models infer the proba-
bility distribution of the quantity of interest. Deterministic
models are derived using mean-field approximation, which
assume full-mixing (i.e every individual interacts with all
other individuals with the same probability) and analyze
the asymptotic (assuming an infinitely large population)
behavior stochastic models. Classic epidemics models are
time-series based; there are many approaches to learning
the dynamics parameters of classic epidemics models [5],
[6], [7], [8], [9].

One challenge is that the infection process are often
not directly observable, and the likelihood is difficult to
compute. Bayesian methods, which treats the unknown
dynamics parameters and any unobserved quantities as
random variables, are often favored. These approaches can
be combined with with simple simulation models to infer
the parameters that best fit the observed data. Reference [9]
uses approximate Bayesian computing (ABC) to estimate the
dynamics parameter, θ, and the single infection source of for
a discrete-time Susceptible-Infected (SI) epidemics process.

Recently, greater attention has been paid to the inclusion
of a heterogeneous contact networks within the epidemics
models. These models are known as network epidemics
models [10], [11]. Deterministic network-epidemics models
extend mean-field results by incorporating statistics of the

underlying network into the dynamics equations [12]. For
example, the pairwise approximation model characterizes
the dynamic of the number of contacts between an infected
and susceptible individual,

d[SI]

dt
= −τ [SI] + τ [SSI]− τ [ISI] + g[II]− g[SI],

where τ and g are the infection rate and healing rate
respectively [13].

Stochastic network epidemics models are usually
discrete-time (DTMP) or continuous-time (CTMP) Markov
processes. A state in the Markov process is a possible
configuration of the population. In discrete-time Markov
model, the probability that a healthy node will be infected
in the next time step is assumed to depend on how many
infected neighbors it has in G [14], [15]. In continuous-time
Markov model, the probability that a healthy node will be
infected in a time interval τ is dependent on how many
infected neighbors it has in G [16], [17], [18], [19]. Stochastic
network epidemics models have been studied in probability
as interacting particle systems (IPS). The most well-known
IPS model is the contact process [1], [20], [21]. These models
also share many similarities with spin system models in
physics [22].

Research has mostly focused on the analysis of network
epidemics models such as the impact of network topology
on the epidemic threshold [15], [23]. Typically, these ana-
lytical results are derived for t → ∞ and/or for an in-
finitely large network. Fewer work have focused on learning
network epidemics models from data. The inclusion of G
induces a very large (discrete) state space, which makes
parameter estimation difficult even if the infection process
can be directly observed.

2.2 Other Graph Dynamical System Models

In social science, networked-based models of social con-
tagion have been studied [24]. These work differ from
epidemics-based models in the contagion mechanism. For
example, social contagion models often assume a directed
contact network G. The edge direction implies that one per-
son has more impact to affect the behavior/state of the other
individual. Social contagion model also differentiate be-
tween simple and complex contagion. In simple contagion, a
susceptible agent becomes infected with a fixed probability
as a result of a one-time exposure to an infected neighbor.
In complex contagion, a susceptible agent becomes infected
with a probability that scales with the number of exposure
to infected neighbors.

In graph signal processing, the interest is in analyzing
and filtering graph signal (real or complex variables associ-
ated with nodes in a static graph). Graph dynamical systems
can be studied from the perspective of time-vertex graph
signals [25], [26]. Various stationary properties are used to
characterize the covariance between the nodal values in the
graph and over time.

Dynamic graph models have also been studied as (time-
varying) probabilistic graphical models. Reference [27]
and [28] introduced the continuous-time Bayesian network
and continuous-time Markov network for representing dy-
namic directed (Bayesian) or undirected (Markov) proba-
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bilistic graphical model. Similar to works in network epi-
demics/graph dynamical systems, the dynamic of a variable
(node in a network) is only dependent on the state of neigh-
boring nodes. The CTMP model proposed by reference [28],
called continuous-time Markov network (CTMN) studied,
considered reversible CTMPs only. A maximum likelihood
estimator for learning the model parameters was presented
for a binary-state CTMN. However, this was studied on a
4-node network, and the state space is only D = 24.

2.3 Learning Continuous-time Markov Process

Many work in parameter estimation of large-scale
continuous-time Markov processes come from chemistry,
where Markov State Models (MSM) are used to model
molecular dynamics [29], [30]. In these problems, only
discrete-time observations are available. Therefore, a transi-
tion probability matrix, P , is learned from data and the used
to estimate the transition rate matrix, Q. Large state-spaces
are difficult to handle. If the methods do not assume nor
exploit any additional structure in the Markov process, the
runtime is on the order of O(D3) to O(D5), where D is the
number of Markov states. Reference [28] proposed a more
efficient maximum likelihood estimator of the transition rate
matrix by exploiting the additional structure of reversible
continuous-time Markov processes.

3 CONTINUOUS-TIME MARKOV PROCESS

The dynamic of a continuous-time Markov process,
X(t), t ≥ 0, taking values in a countable state space D =
{1, 2, . . . , D}, is completely described by the transition rate
matrix, Q = [q(i, j)], i, j ∈ D (also known as the infinites-
imal generator) [31], [32]. The transition rate from Markov
state i to state j is

q(i, j) = lim
τ→0

P (X(t+ τ) = j|X(t) = i)

τ
, i 6= j.

The diagonal entries of Q, q(i, i), i ∈ D, are such that∑
j∈D

q(i, j) = 0. (1)

Therefore,
q(i, i) = −

∑
j∈D

q(i, j). (2)

The continuous-time Markov process, X(t), remains in state
i for a length of time that is exponentially distributed with
rate |q(i, i)|; this is known as the holding time. To reduce
notation, whenever we refer to a diagonal entry q(i, i), we
mean the absolute value.

Definition 3.1. Two Markov states, i, j ∈ D, i 6= j belongs to
the same holding class,H, if q(i, i) = q(j, j). Then q(H,H) =
q(i, i) = q(j, j).

Equivalently, two Markov states belong to the same
holding class if their holding time has the same distribution.
The state space of X(t) can be partitioned into different
holding classes: D = {H1 ∪H2 ∪ . . . ∪HK |Hi ∩Hj = ∅}.

3.1 Continuous-time Markov Process with Linearly De-
pendent Transition Rates

In this paper, we consider a sub-class of continuous-time
Markov processes whose transition rates are linear functions
depending on some underlying dynamic parameter, θ ∈ Rb,
where b << D. This means that (2) can expressed in vector
form as Fθ, where F is some D × b matrix determined by
how the transitions depend on θ. However, we only need
to be concerned with the unique diagonal values of Q (i.e.,
holding classes), then

Fθ =

 q(H1,H1)
...

q(HK ,HK)

 . (3)

As a result, the matrix F is K × b. Solving this system
of equation is much more efficient when the number of
holding classes is much smaller than the number of Markov
states (i.e,. K << D). We will show that this is the case
for network epidemics models such as the contact process.
However, in order to solve the system of linear equations to
find θ, we need to be able to estimate the holding class rates,
q(Hi,Hi), from observation.

3.2 Estimating Transitions Rates from Trajectory

We assume that the states are continuously observed with-
out noise. This means that 1) we do not miss any observa-
tions, 2) we know both the sampling time ti and the state
of the system at ti. Given a finite duration (T = tM−1 − t0)
trajectory

Σ = {x(t0), x(t1), x(t2), . . . , x(tM−1)},

it is known that the maximum likelihood estimator (MLE)
of transition rate q(i, j) is

q̂(i, j)MLE =
Nij(T )

Ri(T )
, (4)

where Nij(T ) is the number of transitions from state i ∈ D
to state j ∈ D in interval T and

Ri(T ) =

∫ tM−1

t0

1(X(t) = i)dt, i ∈ D

is the total amount of time X(t) was in state i. The function
1(·) is the indicator function. The MLE for the holding time
rate is

|q̂(i, i)MLE| =
∑
i6=j Nij(T )

Ri(T )
. (5)

Instead of considering individual Markov states, we can
consider the holding classes. The MLE estimate of q(Hi,Hi)
is

q̂(Hi,Hi)MLE =

∑
Hi 6=Hj

NHi,Hj
(T )

RHi(T )
, (6)

where NHi,Hj
(T ) is the number of transitions from Markov

states in holding class Hi to states in holding class Hj in T
intervals, andRHi

(T ) is the total amount of time the process
remained in Markov states belonging to holding class Hi.

It is known however, that the MLE of the exponential
distribution is a biased estimate. An alternative to the MLE
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estimate is the uniformly minimum variance unbiased esti-
mator (UMVUE):

q̂(Hi,Hi)UMVUE =

∑
Hi 6=Hj

NHi,Hj
(T )− 1

RHi
(T )

. (7)

Other estimators include the minimum mean squared error
estimator (MMSE). Reference ?? has more reviews of the
different estimators of the exponential distribution.

3.3 Finding θ̂
Depending on the duration of the observed trajec-
tory, not all transitions between pairs of holding
classes will be observed. Therefore, it may be that not
q̂(H1,H1), . . . q̂(HK ,HK) can be estimated. Therefore (3)
may be overdetermined or underdetermined. We can ac-
count for the differences in estimation quality of each term
by using the inverse sample variance. We can estimate θ by
solving either the weighted least squares problem

θ̂ = arg min
θ
||W 1

2 (Fθ − [q̂(H1,H1), . . . , q̂(HK ,HK)]T )||2,
(8)

or the weighted least deviation problem.

θ̂ = arg min
θ
||W 1

2 (Fθ − [q̂(H1,H1), . . . , q̂(HK ,HK)]T )||1.
(9)

The matrix W is a diagonal weight matrix. The weighted
least squares problem has a closed-form solution. The
weighted least deviation problem can be solved numerically.
Algorithm 1 summarizes the approach to estimate θ from a
finite-duration trajectory Σ.

Algorithm 1: Estimate θ from continuous-time tra-
jectory Σ

Result: θ̂
Given continuous-time trajectory
Σ = {x(t0), x(t1), x(t2), . . . , x(tM−1), find the
holding class for each X(ti):
H = {H1,H2, . . .Hm},m ≤ K to form the matrix
F , which would be m× b.

for Hi ∈ H do
Estimate q̂(Hi,Hi) from the given observations
using equation (6). Estimate the corresponding
sample variance var(q̂(Hi,Hi)) to determine
the diagonal entries of W .

end
Estimate θ̂ by solving the weighted least squares (8)
or weighted least deviation (9).

4 CONTACT PROCESS

Interacting particle systems (IPS) models random interac-
tions amongst N particles (this paper assumes that N is
finite). Without interactions, the system would consist of N
independent continuous-time Markov processes. With inter-
actions, the dynamic of dynamics of the particles becomes
coupled and the evolution of the individual particles loses
their Markovian property.

Typically, the structure of interaction is characterized by
an unweighted, undirected graph G(V,E), where |V | = N .

We will call this the contact network. The most well-known
IPS model is the contact process, which models infec-
tion and healing of the particles (i.e., nodes) according
to the network-based susceptible-infected-susceptible (SIS)
epidemics framework. IPS models such as the reversible
contact process and the dynamic bond percolation processes
have also been proposed and studied [33], [34].

A Markov state i ∈ D = {1, 2, . . . D} is a vector whose
components describes the state of each node; we will refer
to the state as a configuration when we wish to emphasize
the graphical nature of the system. The contact process
assumes that each node can be in one of two states, {0, 1},
representing healthy or infected state respectively. At time
t, the network configuration is

x(t) = [x1(t), x2(t), . . . xN (t)]T , where xi(t) = {0, 1}.

We see then that D = 2N . The size of the state space is
exponential in the number of nodes in the contact network.

The contact process assumes that multiple nodes can
not change states simultaneously. There are two types of
transitions: 1) healing of infected agents and 2) infection of
susceptible agents.

1) Consider a configuration

x = [x1, x2, . . . , xj = 1, xj+1, . . . xN ]T .

Let T−j x be the configuration where the jth node
heals:

T−j x = [x1, x2, . . . , xj = 0, xj+1, . . . xN ]T .

The transition rate from state x to T−j x is

q(x, T−j x) = µ, (10)

where µ ≥ 0 is the healing rate (num. of healing
events/unit time). If infected nodes can not heal,
then µ = 0.

2) Consider a configuration

x = [x1, x2, . . . , xk−1, xk = 0, . . . xN ]T .

Let T+
k x be the configuration where the kth node

becomes infected:

T+
k x = [x1, x2, . . . , xk−1, xk = 1, . . . xN ]T .

The transition rate from state x to T+
k x is

q(x, T+
k x) = β + δmk, (11)

where mk is the number of infected neighbors of
node k in configuration x. Let A = [Aik] be the
adjacency matrix of the contact network G(V,E),
then

mk =
N∑
i=1

xiAik. (12)

The parameter β ≥ 0 is the exogeneous infection rate
(num. of infection from outside the network/unit
time) and δ ≥ 0 is the endogeneous infection rate
(num. of contagion from infected neighbors/unit
time). When δ > 0, the infection rate of the contact
process is linearly dependent on the number of
infected neighbors. If susceptible nodes can only be
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infected by neighboring infected nodes (i.e., there
can be no infection from outside the network), then
β = 0.

While the transition rate matrix,Q, of the contact process
is 2N × 2N , we see can see from (10) and (11) that the
transition rates are linear functions of only three parameters:
healing rate, µ, exogeneous infection rate, β, and endoge-
neous infection rate, δ.

4.1 Upperbound on the Number of Holding Classes
Lemma 4.1. Let S(x) ⊂ V denote the set of susceptible
nodes in a configuration x. For the contact process, two dif-
ferent configurations x and x′ belongs to the same holding
class, H, if and only if

|S(x)| = |S(x′)|, and (13)∑
k∈S(x)

mk =
∑

k∈S(x′)

mk, (14)

where mk is the total number of infected neighbors of
node k. For the contact process, the holding classes are
determined by the total number of susceptible nodes and
the sum of infected neighbors of all the susceptible nodes.

Proof. For two Markov states, corresponding to configura-
tions x and x′, the diagonal entries of the transition rate
matrix Q are

q(x,x) = −
∑
x̃∈D

q(x, x̃)

= −

(N − |S(x)|)µ+ (|S(x)|)β +

 ∑
k∈S(x)

mk

 δ


and

q(x′,x′) = −
∑
x̃∈D

q(x′, x̃)

= −

(N − |S(x′)|)µ+ (|S(x′)|)β +

 ∑
k∈S(x′)

mk

 δ
 .

When equations (13) and (14) are true, then q(x,x) =
q(x′,x′). By definition 3.1, Markov states x and x′ belongs
to the same holding class, H.

Using Preposition 4.1, we can partition the 2N -sized state
space of the contact process into holding classes {H1∪H2∪
. . .∪HK}. The total number of holding classes, K , depends
on both the infection/healing rates and the structure of the
contact network G(V,E). It is not easy to find K without
enumerating over all 2N possible configurations. However,
we can derive an upperbound on K to see that it is much
smaller than 2N .

Theorem 4.1. For a contact process with contact network
G(V,E), |V | = N and dynamics parameter θ, the number
of holding class

K ≤ (N + 1)(N2 −N + 6)

6
.

Proof. Consider Lemma 4.1. If the holding class is only
determined by (13), then there would be N + 1 different

holding classes corresponding to |S(x)| = 0, 1, . . . N . It is
intuitive that the number of holding classes should be much
larger than O(N). Therefore, the number of holding classes,
K , is determined by how many possible unique values∑
k∈S(x)mk may take for all x ∈ D.
Assuming that there are |S(x)| susceptible nodes in

a configuration x, this means that there are N − |S(x)|
total number of infected nodes. Without any additional
knowledge of the structure of G(V,E), we can conclude
that that for any node k ∈ S(x), mk can be take on at most
N −|S(x)|+ 1 different values (i.e.,{0, 1, 2, . . . N −|S(x)|}).
Then,

Let |S(x)| = s, summing over all possible values of s
from 0 to N ,

N∑
s=0

s(N − s) + 1 = N
N∑
s=0

s−
N∑
s=0

s2 +
N∑
s=0

1 (15)

= N

(
N(N + 1)

2

)
−
N(N + 1)(2N + 1)

6
+ (N + 1) (16)

=
(N + 1)(N2 −N + 6)

6
. (17)

Therefore

K ≤ (N + 1)(N2 −N + 6)

6
.

Theorem 4.1 shows that the number of holding classes
can not be more than cubic in the number of nodes, N . This
makes K much smaller than D = 2N .

Corollary 4.1. For a contact process with contact network
G(V,E), |V | = N and dynamics parameter θ, if we know
that G(V,E) is a degree-bounded graph such that all the
nodal degrees are less than or equal to dmax, then the
number of holding class

K ≤
N∑
s=0

s(min(N − s, dmax)) + 1 ≤ (N + 1)(N2 −N + 6)

6
.

(18)

Proof. From the proof of Theorem 4.1, for a given number
of susceptible nodes, s, we assumed that the number of
infected neighbors of a susceptible node can range from
0, 1, . . . , N − s. When the contact network has bounded
degree, we know that the number of infected neighbors of a
susceptible node can range from 0, 1, . . . ,min(N − s, dmax).
Therefore, (15) becomes

N∑
s=0

s(min(N − s, dmax)) + 1.

Lemma 4.2. For a contact process with contact network
G(V,E), |V | = N and dynamics parameter θ, if we know
that G(V,E) is a complete graph, then the number of
holding class

K = N + 1.

Proof. Let x and x′ denote any two configurations such that
|S(x)| = |S(x′)|. Then we know that∑

s∈S(x)

ms =
∑

s∈S(x′)

ms = s(N − s),∀x,x′.
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Since |S(x)| can be 0, 1, . . . N , the number of holding classes
is N + 1.

5 REVERSIBLE CONTACT PROCESS

In the contact process, we see that the infection rate of
a susceptible node is linearly dependent on the number
infected neighbors. In [16], a process similar to the contact
process (called scaled SIS process) was analyzed. In this
model, the infection rate is exponentially dependent on
the number of infected neighbors. This modification made
the underlying continuous-time Markov process a reversible
process: a stochastic process that is statistically the same for-
ward and backward in time. Additionally, the equilibrium
distribution of the reversible contact process can be derived
in closed-form.

The transition rates of the reversible contact process are

1)
q(x, T−j x) = µ, (19)

where µ > 0 is the healing rate (# of healing
events/unit time). The reversible contact process
can not have µ = 0, or the reversibility property
would be lost.

2)
q(x, T+

k x) = β(δ)mk , (20)

where mk is the number of infected neighbors of
node k in configuration x. Like in the contact pro-
cess, we can think of β > 0 as the exogeneous
infection rate (# of infected events/unit). Unlike
the contact process, δ is not a rate but a unitless
factor. We see that the number of infected neighbors,
mk, induces a scaling of the infection rate from β.
This scaling has increases the infection rate with
increasing mk if δ > 1 and decreases infection rate
if δ < 1. The reversible contact process can not have
β = 0 or the reversibility property would be lost.

The transition rate matrix, Q, of the reversible contact
process is 2N×2N . We can see from (19) and (20) that unlike
the contact process, the transition rates are not linear func-
tions of µ, β, δ. Instead, the transition rates can be written as
functions of θ = [µ, β, βδ, βδ2, . . . βδdmax]T , where dmax is
the maximum degree ofG(V,E). A simple additional step is
needed after Algorithm 1 to compute δ from βδ, . . . βδdmax,
but this may induce additional errors.

5.1 Upperbound on the Number of Holding Classes
Lemma 5.1. Let S(x) ⊂ V denote the set of susceptible
nodes in a configuration x. For the reversible contact pro-
cess, two different configurations x and x′ belongs to the
same holding class if and only if

|S(x)| = |S(x′)|, and (21)

{mk : k ∈ S(x)} = {mk : k ∈ S(x′)}, (22)

where mk is the number of infected neighbors of node k.
The set {mk : k ∈ S(x)} is the set of the number of
infected neighbors of each susceptible node in configuration

x. Equality in (22) is set equality; the ordering of the values
do not matter.

Proof. For two Markov states, corresponding to configura-
tions x and x′, the diagonal entries of the transition rate
matrix Q are

q(x,x) = −
∑
x̃∈D

q(x, x̃)

= −((N − |S(x)|)µ+ |s ∈ S(x) : ms = 0|(β)+

|{s ∈ S(x) : ms = 1}|(βδ) . . .+ |{s ∈ S(x) : ms = dmax}|(βδdmax )),

and

q(x′,x′) = −
∑
x̃∈D

q(x′, x̃)

= −((N − |S(x′)|)µ+ (|s ∈ S(x′) : ms = 0|)β+

(|{s ∈ S(x′) : ms = 1}|)βδ . . .+ (|{s ∈ S(x′) : ms = dmax}|)βδdmax .

When equations (21) and (22) are true, then q(x,x) =
q(x′,x′). By Definition 3.1, Markov state x and x′ belongs
to the same holding class, H.

In contrast the contact process, the holding classes of the
reversible process is determined by the number of infected
neighbors of each susceptible node instead of simply by
the total number of infected neighbors. Consequently, the
number of holding classes in the reversible process is larger
than the number of holding classes in the contact process.
Reversible contact processes also have a larger number of
values to estimate θ = [µ, β, βδ, βδ2, . . . βδdmax]T . It may
be useful then, to approximate the reversible process by
the contact process to efficiently estimate the healing and
infection rates. Reference ?? gives some insight as to when
the two processes are equivalent.

Theorem 5.1. For a reversible contact process with interac-
tion network G(V,E), |V | = N and dynamics parameter θ,
the number of holding class

K ≤ 2N . (23)

Proof. If the holding class is only determined by (21), then
there would be N + 1 different holding classes correspond-
ing to |S(x)| = 0, 1, . . . N . It is intuitive that the number of
holding classes should be much larger than O(N). There-
fore, the number of holding classes, K , is determined by the
number of unique sets {mk : k ∈ S(x)}.

Assuming that there are |S(x)| susceptible nodes in
a configuration x, this means that there are N − |S(x)|
total number of infected nodes. Without any additional
knowledge of the structure of G(V,E), we can conclude
that that mk can range in value from {0, 1, . . . N − |S(x)|}
for any node k ∈ S(x). The number of possible unique
set {mk : k ∈ S(x)} is a combination with replacement
problem where we want to choose N −|S(x)|+1 values for
|S(x)| entires.

Let |S(x)| = s. The number of possibilities is

(N − s+ 1 + s− 1)!

s!(N − s+ 1− 1)!
=

N !

s!(N − s)!
.

Summing over all possible number of susceptible nodes
results in

N∑
s=0

N !

s!(N − s)!
. (24)



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2015 7

By the binomial theorem, we know that (24) is equal to 2N .

Corollary 5.1. For a reversible contact process with inter-
action network G(V,E), |V | = N and dynamics parameter
θ, if we know that G(V,E) is a degree-bounded graph such
that all the nodal degrees are less than or equal to dmax, then
the number of holding class

K ≤
N−dmax∑
s=0

(dmax + s)!

s!(dmax)!
+

N∑
s=N−dmax+1

N !

s!(N − s)!
.

Proof. From the proof of Theorem 5.1, for a given number
of susceptible nodes, s, we assumed that the number of
infected neighbors of a susceptible node can range from
0, 1, . . . , N − s. When the interaction network has bounded
degree, we know that the number of infected neighbors of a
susceptible node can range from 0, 1, . . . ,min(N − s, dmax).
Therefore, the sum (24) becomes

N∑
s=0

N !

s!(N − s)!

=
N−dmax∑

s=0

(dmax + s)!

s!(dmax)!
+

N∑
N−dmax+1

(N − s+ 1 + s− 1)!

s!(N − s+ 1− 1)!

=
N−dmax∑
s=0

(dmax + s)!

s!(dmax)!
+

N∑
s=N−dmax+1

N !

s!(N − s)!

6 NUMBER OF HOLDING CLASSES AND CONTACT
NETWORK STRUCTURE

The total number of holding classes, K , depends on the
topology of the contact network, G(V,E) and the formula-
tion of the transition rates. For small sized networks, we can
numerically compute the number of holding classes. First,
we generated 50 different Erdős-Rényi (ER) graphs with
the same number of nodes (N ), but randomly chosen edge
probability p ∼ U

(
logN
N , 0.2 logN

N

)
assuming the contact

process dynamics (10, 11) and the reversible contact process
dynamics (19, 20). Then we generated 50 different Watts-
Strogatz (WS) graphs of the same size N , but randomly cho-
sen neighbor size, nei ∼ U

(
3, N2

)
and rewiring probability

p ∼ U(0.2, 0.8).
Figures 1a and 2a show the total number of holding

classes K for different network size N assuming the contact
process and reversible contact process dynamics, respec-
tively. The line shows the theoretical upperbound in (18)
and (23). The actual number of holding classes is much
smaller than the theoretical upperbound for both ER and
WS graphs. Figures 1b and 2b show the ratio of the num-
ber of holding class to the state space dimensionality. For
the contact process, the ratio K

D provably decreases with
increasing N since the upperbound is polynomial instead
of exponential in N . We see that this remains true for the
reversible contact process experimentally.

7 PARAMETER ESTIMATION EXPERIMENTS

We will study the performance of Algorithm 1 for estimating
the dynamics parameters for both the contact process and
the reversible contact process using generated trajectories
on synthetic and real-world graphs. We will look at two
types of error: absolute error and relative error. The mean
absolute error (MAE) is the absolute difference between the
true healing rate, endeogenous infection rate, exogeneous
infection rate (µ, β, δ) and the estimates (µ̂, β̂, δ̂):

µMAE =
1

L

L∑
i=1

|µ̂i − µi|

However, absolute error can be misleading when the true
value is close to zero. Relative error compares the absolute
error to the true and estimated values. We use symmetric
mean absolute percentage error (SMAPE) [35]:

µSMAPE =
100%

L

L∑
i=1

|µ̂i − µi|
|µ̂i|+ |µi|

,

which is bounded between 0% and 100%. A second reason
that we used SMAPE is because an estimated value of 0
when the true value is nonzero will have 100% error. This
is particularly important for learning parameters of graph
dynamical systems because the parameters of interests are
rates, which can be small but is generally nonzero.

7.1 Parameter Estimation Performance for Contact Pro-
cesses
7.1.1 Synthetic Erdős-Rényi (ER) Random Graph
We generated fifty 100-node unweighted, undirected, con-
nected Erdős-Rényi (ER) graphs. The state space of the
contact process is D = 2100 ≈ 1.27e30. Per Theorem 4.1, we
know that the maximum number of holding classes can be
is 166,751. For each graph, a single contact process trajectory
of length M was simulated, Σ = {x(t0), . . .x(tM−1)}.

The initial configuration, x(t0), is randomly generated;
a probability p0 is chosen from Uniform(0,1). The state of
each node is independently assigned as a Bernoulli random
variable with probability p0. The infection and healing rates,
µ, β, δ are chosen independently from Uniform(0,3).

Given Σ = {x(t0), . . .x(tM−1)}, we used Algorithm 1.
We used three different methods to find θ̂: 1) weighted
least squares (WLS), which solves (8); 2) non-negative (con-
strained) weighted least squares (NNLS), which solves (8)
but with the additional constraint that the estimated val-
ues need to be non-negative; 3) weighted least absolute
deviation (LAD), which solves the weighed least absolute
deviation problem (9).

Figure 3 shows the MAE and SMAPE error for the
healing rate, endogeneous infection rate, and exogeneous
infection rate. The black line indicates the standard devia-
tion. The error does not decrease with increasing number of
observations. Partly, this is because successive observations
in the trajectory are not independent. As a result the error is
more influenced by the choice of the initial state and the
topology of the G(V,E).

Looking at the absolute error, we can see that the stan-
dard deviation can sometimes be large be larger than the
mean value. This means that the estimate is overdispersed.
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Fig. 1: Contact Process Num. of Holding Classes (K) and Ratio to State Space Size (K/D)
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Fig. 2: Reversible Contact Process Num. of Holding Classes (K) and Ratio to State Space Size (K/D)

The weighted least squares (WLS) estimator has the largest
error, but generally has the smallest standard deviation.
If we consider relative error, all three estimator perform
similarly. The reason that SMAPE of non-negative least
squares (NNLS) and least absolute deviation (LAD) estima-
tors increased compare to WLS is because both estimators
may give results that are exactly zero. Therefore, they are
penalized by SMAPE, which assigns a 100% error to an
estimate that is exactly zero. From this perspective, the
performance of the WLS estimator is comparable to both
NNLS and LAD.

The estimate of the healing rate always give the lowest
error compared to estimates of infection rates. This is be-
cause there is only one type of healing events so there are
comparatively more observations for estimating the healing
rate. For the contact process, the error for the endogeneous
infection rate, δ is smaller than the error for the exogeneous
infection rate, β. One reason may be that direct observation
of a node becoming infected via exogeneous infection (i.e.,
infection from outside the network) is rarely observed.
Therefore, it can be difficult to disentangle β from δ. If we
consider SMAPE, then NNLS estimator gives the lowest
error for the endogeneous infection rate, while the LAD
estimator gives the lowest error for the exogeneous infection
rate.

7.1.2 118-Bus Power Grid Graph

In this section, we consider a real-world network, the IEEE
118-bus Power Flow Test System from [36]. The nodes (N =
118) of the network correspond to the bus in the power grid,
which is the location where a line or several lines connects
at. The number of edges is 179. The maximum degree of the
network is 9. A node can be in the failed (xi = 1) or working
(xi = 0) state. The graph representation of the system is
shown in Figure 4.

For this graph, fifty independent trajectories of length
M , Σ = {x(t0), . . .x(tM−1)} from the contact process was
simulated. The initial configuration x(t0) and dynamics
parameters, µ, β, δ, are chosen randomly using the same
procedure described previously. Figure 5 shows the MAE
and SMAPE error for µ, β, δ. Again we see that the length
of the observed trajectory do not have much effect on
the error. The error is smaller compared to experiments
involving random graphs. This suggest that the topology
of the network has a large impact on how well parameters
can be learned from data.
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Fig. 3: Contact Process: Error vs. Trajectory Length (M ) for Erdős-Rényi Graphs

Fig. 4: Network Visualization of 118-bus Power Flow Test
System

7.2 Parameter Estimation Performance for Reversible
Contact Processes

7.2.1 Reversible Contact Processes: Synthetic Erdős-
Rényi (ER) Graphs
We used the same ER graphs and generation process as
in the previous section. The contact process dynamic is re-
placed by the reversible contact process. Note that from Sec-
tion 5, the transition rates of the reversible contact process
are not directly a linear function of the healing and infection
rates. Instead, it is linear in higher dimensions. As a results,

there are more parameters, θ = [µ, β, βδ, βδ2, . . . βδdmax ]T

need to be estimated via Algorithm 1 than compared to
the contact process. While we can directly obtain estimates
of µ and β, an additional step is need to find δ from
βδ, βδ2, . . . βδdmax . In contrast to the contact process, the
estimate of the endogenous infection rate δ is poorer than
the exogeneous infection rate β.

Figure 6 shows the the MAE and SMAPE error for the
healing rate, endogeneous infection rate, and exogeneous
infection rate. The estimates for the reversible contact pro-
cess have larger error compared to the contact process. Note
that the absolute error is shown in log scale. The standard
deviation of the estimates can also be very large.

7.2.2 Reversible Contact Processes: 118-bus Power
Grid Graph

Figure 7 shows the mean absolute error and SMAPE from
50 independent trajectories Σ from the reversible contact
process with random initialization and dynamics param-
eters. The errors are much lower for µ, β, δ compared to
experiments using randomly generated ER graphs. This
may be because the 110-bus network has very low average
degree, and the maximum degree is limited to 9. The NNLS
estimator gives slightly lower error than the other estima-
tors. We can also see that the error of the reversible contact
process is in general larger than the contact process.
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Fig. 5: Contact Process: Error vs. Trajectory Length (M ) for 100-Bus Power Grid

8 CONCLUSION

We studied continuous-time Markov processes whose tran-
sition rates are linear functions of a smaller set of dynam-
ics parameters; our goal is to develop a method to esti-
mate these parameters from a single continuously-observed
trajectory (i.e., no missing observations). We defined the
concept of holding classes, which are Markov states in a
continuous-time Markov process that have the same ex-
pected holding time. It can be shown that for network-
based epidemics models, it is more efficient to consider
holding classes than individual Markov states. A much
smaller system of equation can be formulated to estimate the
dynamics parameters via weighted least squares methods.
We showed with numerical experiments on synthetic and
real-world graphs that reasonable estimates of dynamics
parameters can be obtained even the length of the trajectory
is many magnitudes smaller than the dimensionality of the
Markov process. In all criteria, the estimation method works
better for the contact process than the reversible contact
process.

There are several directions for future work. It is not
clear the dependency between network structure and the
number of holding classes. Better upperbound may be
derived, especially the study of asymptotic behavior of K
as N → ∞. There are many more issues to address with
estimation. Realistic observations would have noise and/or
missing values (i.e., discrete-time observations). We believe

that estimation results can be improved using generalized
least squares as the errors for different holding classes are
not (realistically) independent. The challenge is on how to
estimate the (non-diagonal) covariance matrix from a single
trajectory.
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