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The ability to actually implement epidemic models is a crucial stake for public institutions, as
they may be overtaken by the increasing complexity of current models and sometimes tend to revert
to less elaborate models such as the SIR. In our work, we study a simple epidemic propagation
model, called SIR-k, which is based on a homogeneous network of degree k, where each individual
has the same number k of neighbors. This model is more refined than the basic SIR which assumes
a completely homogeneous population. We show that nevertheless, analytical expressions, simpler
and richer than the ones existing for the SIR model, can be derived for this SIR-k model. In
particular we obtain an exact implicit analytical solution for any k, from which quantities such as
the epidemic threshold or the total number of agents infected during the epidemic can be obtained.
We furthermore obtain simple exact explicit solutions for small k’s, and in the large k limit we find
a new formulation of the analytical solution of the basic SIR model, which comes with new insights.

Understanding the dynamics of epidemics is of primary
importance to allow public policies to mitigate their neg-
ative impact [1, 2]. Models of epidemic propagation have
therefore been introduced as early as one century ago, in
1927, with in particular the seminal paper of Kermack
and McKendrick [3]. In this paper, they introduce the
SIR model, which, despite its simplicity, is still a ba-
sis of work in many studies [4–6]. This model divides a
population into susceptible, infected and recovered indi-
viduals, and two parameters characterize the evolution:
the transmission rate β and the recovery rate γ. In the
simplest version of the model, β and γ are assumed to
be constant on the epidemic time scale. The time evolu-
tion of the fractions (S, I,R) of susceptible, infected, and
recovered agents is then given [5, 7] by

Ṡ = −βSI

İ = βSI − γI

Ṙ = γI .

(1)

This system of differential equations has been studied in
detail during the past century [5, 7, 8]; in particular, ex-
plicit solutions describing the beginning of epidemics [3],
and complete implicit solutions [9–11], have been derived.

Even though the basic SIR model has been successful,
it can be considered too simplistic. This is why more
accurate variants [12–16] and a number of more com-
plex models [7, 17–20] have been since then introduced.
Among these models, SIR models on networks provide a
good balance between simplicity, physical understanding,
and improved accuracy [16, 21–28]. This approach bene-
fitted both from the wealth of activity in network theory
in the past two decades and from the increased availabil-
ity of large amounts of data [29] about contact networks
(see [30, 31] for a complete review on the subject).

In spite of their success in extending the basic SIR
model to more complex and accurate frameworks, these

network models so far lack one important feature which
is the existence of analytical results for the solution of
the models’ equations. Our goal in this paper is to pro-
vide such analytical results in the case of homogeneous
networks, which are characterized by their constant con-
nectivity k. For any given value of k we obtain ana-
lytic expressions analogous to (and in some circumstances
stronger than) the ones existing for the SIR model (1);
when k = 2 or 3 we obtain simple explicit expressions,
while in the limit k → ∞ we recover the limiting case
of the basic SIR, leading to some new physical insight
as well as some useful approximations of this well-known
model.

SIR model on a homogeneous network with k neighbors
We consider a population of individuals which can be in
one of the three possible states (susceptible, infected, re-
covered). Each agent is in contact with k fixed neighbors
only; the standard SIR model, where everyone is in con-
tact with everyone, corresponds to the large-k limit of our
model. The population can be represented by a homoge-
neous network with fixed connectivity k, where each node
corresponds to an individual and edges connect neighbor-
ing individuals. Associated with each of these edges is a
probability λdt that an infected individual will infect a
(susceptible) neighbor during the time interval [t, t+ dt].
As in the basic SIR model, infected individuals may also
recover from the disease during that time interval with
a probability γdt. The epidemic then spreads through
the network following a standard Markovian process (see
[32] for a detailed procedure), and dynamic quantities
are averaged over realizations of the network and of the
Markovian process.

The time evolution of the average fractions S(t), I(t),
and R(t) of susceptible, infected and recovered individ-
uals requires to take into account correlations between
the states of two neighbors, which are very strong in a
network. For a SIR model on a k-homogeneous network
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we obtain the system of equations

Ṡ = −λkGsiS (2a)

İ = λkGsiS − γI (2b)

Ṙ = γI , (2c)

with S(t) + I(t) + R(t) = 1. Here Gsi(t) corresponds
to the probability that a neighbor of a given susceptible
individual is itself infected; thus kGsi(t) is the average
number of infected individuals in the neighborhood of a
susceptible individual. Introducing Gss(t) and Gsr(t) in
a similar way, with Gss(t)+Gsi(t)+Gsr(t) = 1, the time
dependence of these two-point correlators is given by

˙[SGss] = −2SGss(k − 1)Gsiλ (3a)
˙[SGsi] = SGss(k−1)Gsiλ (3b)

− SGsi
[
(k−1)Gsi + 1

]
λ− γSGsi

˙[SGsr] = γSGsi − SGsr(k − 1)Gsiλ . (3c)

To derive (3) we made the pairwise approximation [33],
that is, we neglected three-point correlations (and be-
yond) which should appear in the evolution of Gsi. This
approximation has been used in [31] to derive equations
for the SI model on a generic network. Furthermore,
in the case of homogeneous networks with a large num-
ber of nodes N → ∞, as we consider here, the fraction
of loops with arbitrary finite size vanishes [34–36], and
therefore the correlations beyond two-point ones can be
neglected. Equations (2)-(3) form what we will call the
“SIR-k model” in the following. In Fig. 1 (left inset), we
demonstrate the accuracy of our approximation by com-
paring a numerical solution of Eqs. (2)-(3) with a Marko-
vian evolution of a population according to the same dy-
namics. The parameters of our problem are S0 the initial
proportion of susceptible agents, k the number of neigh-
bors, β = λk the contagiousness and γ the recovery rate,
which leads to a dimensionless quantity µ = γ/β driving
the epidemic, while β only changes the time scale (see for
example [10]).

Analytical solution of the SIR-k equations From
Eqs (2)-(3), we can obtain an ordinary differential equa-
tion involving only S(t). Inserting Gsi = −Ṡ/(βS),
which we get from Eq. (2a), into Eq. (3a), we have

˙[SGss]

SGss
= 2

k − 1

k

Ṡ

S
. (4)

At t = 0, S(0) = S0 = Gss(0) if we assume that there
are no correlations at time 0 (i.e. the neighborhood of in-
fected and susceptible individuals is the same). Then
Eq. (4) can be integrated as Gss = S

2
k
0 S1− 2

k . Using
Eq. (2a) and this expression for Gss, Eq. (3b) yields

S̈ = λS
1− 2

k
0 S1− 2

k (k − 1)Ṡ +
k − 1

k

Ṡ2

S
− (γ + λ)Ṡ. (5)

This is a second-order differential equation in S that we
need to integrate twice. A first integration is obtained
by dividing (5) by Ṡ and introducing φ(S) = Ṡ, which
verifies

dφ(S)

dS
= λS

2
k
0 S1− 2

k (k−1)+
k − 1

k

φ(S)2

S
− (γ+λ) . (6)

Equation (6) can be integrated as an equation in the
variable S. Changing to the variable z ≡ (S/S0)

1
k , and

using µ = γ/β, this gives

ż = λP (z) , P (z) = S0z
k−1 − (kµ+ 1)z + kµ . (7)

Separating the variables z and t and using the partial
fraction decomposition of 1/P (z) in terms of the roots zj
(j = 0, · · · , k−2) of P (z), the integral of Eq. (7) becomes∫ z

1

dz′

P (z′)
=

k−2∑
j=0

∫ z

1

Aj

z′ − zj
dz′ = λt , (8)

with

Aj =
1

P ′(zj)
=

1∏
l ̸=j(zj − zl)

. (9)

Equation (8) readily gives an explicit expression for t as
a function of S as

t(S) =
1

λ

k−2∑
j=0

Aj log

(
(S/S0)

1/k − zj
1− zj

)
. (10)

Note that the complex roots zj are pairwise complex
conjugate so that the whole sum is real, as it should.
One then gets a parametric solution for the number of
infected individuals under the form (t(S), I(S)) by inte-
grating (2b). We checked, for many different values of the
parameters (S0, µ, k), that the analytical solution (10)
perfectly reproduces the numerical resolution of (2)-(3),
and we illustrate it for one example in Fig. 1. Note that
a similar approach allows to address the SI model, which
corresponds to the limit µ → 0; in that case we get

S(t) = S
− 2

k−2

0

(
1− S0

S0
eλ(k−2)t + 1

)− k
k−2

, (11)

which in the limit k → ∞ coincides with the known so-
lution of the SI model [7].

We now comment on the consequences of Eq. (10).
Polynomials such as P (z) in Eq. (7) have a long his-
tory, dating back to Lambert [37, 38] and Euler [39]. In
particular, one can explicitly express all the roots zj of
P (z) as infinite series in a = S

−1/k
0 kµb(1−k)/(k−2) with

b = (kµ+ 1)S
−2/k
0 [40, 41]. As illustrated in Fig. 2A, for

k > 2 there are two real positive roots, z0 ∈ [0, 1] and
z1 ∈ [1,∞[. Since S/S0 ∈ [0, 1], the only possible diver-
gence of t in (10) corresponds to the root z0, and we thus
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FIG. 1. Main panel: Time delay ∆t = t(S) − tSIR(S) with
tSIR obtained by numerically solving (1). Solid thick dark
blue: analytical expression (22), corresponding to the limit
case SIR-∞. Purple (k = 50) and magenta (k = 20) plots:
numerical resolution of the SIR-k model (2) (solid lines) and
corresponding analytical solution (10) (dots). Solid red, or-
ange, light blue : approximation (23) with m = 2, 3, 4 re-
spectively. Right inset: proportion of susceptible S(t) for
the same configurations (except for the approximations (23)
which are indistinguishable from the exact SIR). The gray
horizontal dotted lines indicate the range of S values taken
for the main panel. Left inset: proportion of infected I(t) for
k = 5. Red dotted line: numerical resolution of the SIR-5
model Eqs. (2)-(3) ; green solid line: average over 100 real-
izations of the Markovian process of an epidemic on a large
homogeneous network of degree k = 5, with N = 3000 nodes
(with random initial infected nodes); black dashed line: ba-
sic SIR model with β = λk . For the parameters, we take
µ = 0.25, S0 = 0.99.

get that S∞ ≡ limt→∞S(t) = S0z
k
0 . A useful quantity

for public agencies in charge of controlling the epidemic
(see [8] for the basic SIR model) is the fraction of the
population which will be infected during the course of
the epidemic; it can be expressed as I(k)

tot = S0 − S∞ =
S0(1− zk0 ). The second positive real root z1 can then be
interpreted as the non-physical limit to which S would
tend if one follows the SIR-k equations for negative times,
S−∞ ≡ limt→−∞S(t) = S0z

k
1 > 1. As illustrated in

Fig. 2C, the associated quantity z(t) = (S(t)/S0)
1/k de-

creases from 1 to z0 for t ∈ [0,+∞[, and from z1 to 1 for
the non-physical part t ∈]−∞, 0].

Whatever the value of µ and k, P (1) = S0 − 1. Thus,
as illustrated in Fig. 2D, z = 1 cannot be a root of P (z)
for S0 < 1, but always is for S0 = 1. In this latter case,
two situations can occur : either z1 = 1 and z0 < 1, in
which case an epidemic starting with S0 = 1 (i.e. with an
infinitesimal fraction of infected individuals) will eventu-
ally propagate into the network and infect a finite frac-
tion of the population ; or z0 = 1 and z1 ≥ 1, and thus
S∞ = 1: an epidemic starting with S0 = 1 does not prop-
agate. The value µ∗

k of the parameter µ corresponding to
the transition between these two regimes is the threshold

FIG. 2. A. Orange squares (resp. black diamonds): location,
in the complex plane, of the roots of the polynomial P (z)
Eq. (7) for k = 50 (resp. k = 20) with S0 = 0.8 and µ = 0.25
B Blow-up showing, in the complex plane, the limit as k → ∞
of the αj defined by zj = 1 + αj/k. C Zoom on the complex
plane close to 1 with z(t) = (S(t)/S0)

1/k traveling the green
line from z1 = z(−∞) to z0 = z(∞) and passing through
z(0) = 1. D Blue line (resp. red line): illustration, for k = 20,
of the variation with µ of the roots z0(µ) (resp. z1(µ)) for
S0 = 0.99 (solid line) and S0 = 1 (dashed line). The value µ∗

k

such that z0(µ
∗
k) = z1(µ

∗
k) = 1 is the epidemic threshold.

beyond which, for S0 = 1, the epidemic does not spread.
At the threshold, z = 1 is a double root of P (z) and thus
µ∗
k = (k − 2)/k. As k → ∞ we get µ∗

k → 1, which coin-
cides with the result of Kermack and McKendrick [3] for
the original SIR model.

Small number of neighbors It is possible to invert the
expression (10) for k = 2 and 3. Consider first the case
k = 2. A connected network then corresponds to a single
loop of size N . There is only one root z0 = 2µ/(I0 + 2µ),
with I0 = 1− S0 the initial fraction of infected individu-
als. We can therefore write (10) as

t(S) =
1

λ
A0 log

(
(S/S0)

1/2 − z0
1− z0

)
, (12)

with A0 = −1/(I0 + 2µ) < 0. Inverting (12) we get an
explicit solution for the SIR-2 model as

S(t) = S0

[
1 +

I0
(
e−t/τ − 1

)
I0 + 2µ

]2
, τ =

1

λ(2µ+ I0)
.

(13)
S(t) thus follows an exponential decay with rate τ and
converges to S∞ = S0z

2
0 , as expected. We get I(2)

tot =
S0

(
1− (1− I0/(2µ))

−2
)
, which varies from S0 for strong

epidemic I0/µ ≫ 1 to 0 with I0/µ ≪ 1. In particular
limS0→1 I(2)

tot = 0 for any positive value of µ, which can
also be seen from the fact that µ∗

2 = (k−2)/k = 0. This is
unique to the k = 2 case because of its essentially 1d ge-
ometry, which implies that the number of infected agents
caused by a single “patient zero” is necessarily finite.

Turning now to the case k = 3, we get P (z) = S0z
2 −
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(3µ+ 1)z + 3µ, which has two (real positive) roots

z0,1 =
1

2S0

[
(3µ+ 1)±

√
(3µ+ 1)2 − 12µS0

]
, (14)

yielding

t(S) =
A0

λ
log

[(
(S/S0)

1/3 − z0
)
(1− z1)(

(S/S0)1/3 − z1
)
(1− z0)

]
, (15)

where we have used that A1 = −A0 = 1/(z1 − z0). We
can invert this formula to get

S(t) = S0

(
z0 − z1Beλ(z0−z1)t

1−Beλ(z0−z1)t

)3

, B =
1− z0
1− z1

. (16)

As expected, this expression verifies that S(0) = S0

and S∞ = S0z
3
0 . The explicit expression for I(3)

tot is

S0− 1
8S2

0

[
(3µ+ 1) +

√
(3µ+ 1)2 − 12µS0

]3
. For S0 = 1,

Eq. (14) simplifies to z0 = min(1, 3µ), z1 = max(1, 3µ),
and we recover µ∗

3 = 1
3 ; for µ < µ∗

3, I
(3)
tot = 1−(3µ)3, while

for µ ≥ µ∗
3 the epidemic does not propagate as S∞ = 1.

Finally, we consider the case k = 4, but limiting our-
selves for simplicity to the limit S0 → 1 and the regime
µ < µ∗

4 = 1/2. In that case P (z) has three roots,
which, introducing κ =

√
1/4 + 4µ, can be written as

z0 = κ − 1
2 , z1 = 1, z2 = −κ − 1

2 with furthermore
A0 = [κ(2κ+ 3)]−1, A1 = [2− 4µ]−1, A2 = [κ(2κ− 3)]−1.
Introducing the time t0 defined by

t0 = − 1

λ

k−2∑
j=0

Aj log |zj − 1| ∼
S0→1

log(1− S0)

λ(2 + k(µ− 1))
,

(17)
we see that limS0→1 t0 = ∞ since in that case z1 goes
to 1. This expresses the fact that the beginning of the
epidemic takes an infinite amount of time as the initial
proportion of infected individuals goes to zero, which is
true for any k > 2. Scaling out this infinity we get

t− t0 =
1

κλ

∑
ϵ=±1

(
1

2κ+ 3ϵ
log

∣∣∣∣∣S1/k + ϵκ+ 1
2

S1/k − 1

∣∣∣∣∣
)

(18)

and I(4)
tot = (−16µ2 − 8µ + 1/2) + (1 + 8µ)

√
4µ+ 1/4

(which is indeed such that I(4)
tot (µ

∗
4) = 0).

Large-k limit of the SIR-k model Another interesting
limit of the SIR-k model is k → ∞, through which we
recover the original SIR model, but with a new point of
view. As illustrated in Fig. 2A, z0 and z1 converge to
1 (from below and from above respectively) and all the
other roots converge to the unit circle in the complex
plane. This can be understood from their series expan-
sion in [40, 41]. Using that zj is a root of P (z) we can
write the factor Aj defined in Eq. (9) as

Aj =

[
(k − 1)kµ

zj − 1

zj
− k(µ− 1)

]−1

. (19)

For most roots of P (z), zj − 1 = O(k0) (we refer to them
as “far from one”) and thus Aj = O(k−2). It is only
for the roots close to one, and more precisely such that
zj − 1 = O(k−1), that Aj = O(k−1). In the same way,
the logarithm factors are O(k−1) for the roots far from
one and O(k0) for the roots close to one. In Eq. (10),
noting that λ−1 = kβ−1, we see that the sum over roots
far from one involves O(k) terms of order O(k−2) and
has therefore a negligible O(k−1) contribution, whereas
each root close to one has an O(k0) contribution. We can
thus write all relevant roots as zj = 1 + αj/k where αj

reaches a constant value as k → ∞. Writing that zj is a
root of P (z) thus reads

S0

(
1 +

αj

k

)k−1

= kµ

[(
1 +

1

kµ

)(
1 +

αj

k

)
− 1

]
(20)

which, taking the limit k → ∞ on both sides (with
αj now corresponding to that limit), gives exp(αj) =
(µ/S0) (1/µ+ αj). Defining now γj = αj + 1/µ and
χ = (S0/µ)e

−1/µ, we get

χ = γj exp(−γj) . (21)

Equation (21) can be rewritten in terms of the Eu-
ler T function (see [38] for mathematical details) as
γj = T (χ). The T function has two real branches T0

and T−1 which correspond to the two positive real roots
of P (z), and an infinite number of complex branches cor-
responding to the complex numbers γj . In particular
we get for the first root limk→∞ S∞ = µT0(χ), which
is equivalent to the well-known self-consistent equation
S∞ = 1 + µ ln(S∞/S0) given for instance in [4]. In the
large-k limit we finally get

t(S) =
1

µβ

+∞∑
j=0

1

αj + 1/µ− 1
log

(
1− log(S/S0)

αj

)
,

αj = T−j(χ)− 1/µ , (22)

In Fig. 1 we check the accuracy of this expression.
An implicit analytical solution t(S) for the SIR model

(1) is known in the literature and takes the form of an
integral (see for instance [9]). Our formula (22) is an al-
ternative expression for t(S) and comes with interesting
new insights, as it depends on quantities αj which have
an explicit expression. In Fig. 2B we show the first terms
of the sequence. We see that α0 < 0 and α1 > 0 are in-
deed the two unique real values, while the subsequent
αj are purely complex; the latter are well approximated
by αj ≃ 2πij for large j as the roots zj converge to the
unit circle exp

(
2πij
k−2

)
. This allows us to give an accurate

approximation for t(S) with the first m terms computed
explicitly and the sum from m to ∞ replaced by an inte-
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gral that we evaluate, giving (for arbitrary m)

t(S) ≃ 1

βµ

m−1∑
j=0

log
(
1− 1

αj
log(S/S0)

)
αj + 1/µ− 1

+
1

m

log(S/S0)

(2π)2βµ
.

(23)
This simple expression of t(S) is shown in Fig. 1 for
m = 2, 3, 4. We see that m = 2, which only involves
the two real roots z0,1, does already better than the
SIR-k model with k = 50 to approximate the origi-
nal SIR model. Furthermore, one can write a useful
approximation in the limit of small µ and S0 close to
1. Indeed, using the Taylor expansion of T0(χ) given
in [38] and Eq. (20), we get α0 ≃ χ + χ2 − 1/µ and
α1 ≃ (1 − S0)/(S0 − µ). We checked that Eq. (23) with
m = 2 and these values for α0,1 is numerically accurate
for S0 > 0.95 and µ < 0.5, providing a compact and ex-
plicit analytical result, in a regime which corresponds to
most of the practical use. Note that the 1/m correction
in the r.h.s. of (23) is in practice fairly small even for low
m.

Conclusion In this work, we have derived Eqs. (2)-
(3) for the SIR-k model, and obtained an exact implicit
expression of t(S) (10), valid for arbitrary k, as a fi-
nite sum over the roots zj of the polynomial P (z) (7).
It turns out that the main qualitative properties of the
epidemic dynamics are governed by its two positive real
roots (z0, z1). In particular the proportion of agents in-
fected during the total duration of the epidemic is given
by I(k)

tot = S0(1 − zk0 ), and the threshold value of µ for
which, even for an infinitely small initial proportion of
infected individuals, a epidemic starts to propagate and
affect a finite proportion of the agents, is given by the
condition z0(µ

∗
k) = z1(µ

∗
k) = 1, leading to µ∗

k = (k−2)/k.
This value is lower than its counterpart for the basic SIR
model µ∗

SIR = µ∗
∞ = 1, which indicates that the propa-

gation of epidemics is more difficult in the SIR-k model
that in the basic SIR one. This is in contrast with het-
erogeneous networks, for which an epidemic spreads more
easily than in the SIR model. Many other quantities of
interest can be accessed via our approach, such as the
time of the epidemic peak t(Imax). In the cases k = 2
and k = 3 we get exact explicit expressions for S(t). In
the limit k → ∞ we obtain new exact expressions for the
original SIR model, together with useful approximate re-
sults that work extremely well numerically.

The SIR-k model on homogeneous networks thus pre-
sumably provides a good balance between increase of
complexity and increase of effectiveness. It is charac-
terized by only three parameters (S0, µ, k) which, com-
pared to the basic SIR, only adds parameter k corre-
sponding to the average number of possible contacts of
individuals, a relatively accessible quantity in practice.
In contrast to heterogeneous networks, which, despite
their more refined description of the contact structure,
are not used systematically because of their complexity,

our SIR-k model is almost as simple as the basic SIR
model. Indeed, it enjoys an exact solution simpler than
the SIR one, while the numerical resolution is still fast
and tractable (6 equations instead of 3). We therefore
hope that our work will encourage institutions to use the
SIR-k model in practice, instead of the basic SIR, all the
more since the two yield significantly different outcomes
when the number of neighbors if low, as shown in Fig. 1
left inset.
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