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1 Time respecting path equivalence

The equivalence is shown by the following steps: (i) definition of the general
stochastic SIR spreading kinetics; (ii) reduction to process where the random out-
comes only depend on the edge weights and (iii) finally reduce the outcome of the
process with graph shortest paths.

SIR spreading process:
At the beginning, all nodes are in susceptible state except the source node i(0).
Let us denote the indices of nodes that got infected as: {i(1), i(2), ..., i(k)}, where
i(1) denotes the index of node that got infected first, i(2) the index of node that
got infected second and i(k) as the index of node with k-th infection in the process.
Their corresponding times of infection are denoted by t(1), t(2), ..., t(k), where t(k)
denotes the time when infection of node with index i(k) occurred. Set of susceptible
nodes at time t(k) is denoted by set S(t(k)). The possible time of infection for some
susceptible node j ∈ S(t(k)) from previous infected neighbouring node t(k−1) is

ti(k−1),j = t(k−1) + ρi(k−1),j , (1)

where we assign time delay ρi(k−1),j from conditional distribution ψ(t|τ) of trans-
mission on recovery time of node i(k−1) . Each node has it’s own recovery time τ
which is sampled from φ distribution.

After k infections, the next infection occurs at [9],[10]

t(k+1) = min
j∈S(t(k))

min(ti(0),j , ti(1),j , ..., ti(k),j), (2)

the minimum transmission time from the infected nodes to the all susceptible node
at time t(k) .

Reduction to shortest paths:
The transmission time delays ρm,n on edges are conditionally independent random
variables given recovery times τm. In that case, we can generate the transmission
time delays ρm,n by preserving the conditional dependence in advance and write
them as weights on edges, so process distributions remain unchanged.

When tk+1 = T it implies then the shortest path d(i(0), i(k+1)) = T . To see
this, we will assume that infection time of source node is t(0) = 0. From tk+1 = T
we conclude that min(ti(0),ik+1

, ti(1),ik+1
, ..., ti(k),ik+1

) = T , where each term can
be written as a sum over weights (ρm1,n1 , ρm2,n2 , ..., ρmp,np) with m1 = i(0), np =
i(k+1). This is done by iterating the recursive relation (1) until we come to the
source node where t(0) = 0. Now, we interpret the infection times tk as distances
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from the source node i(0) to node i(k) and the distance from the source node to
itself is zero. From this, we conclude that

min(ti(0),ik+1
, ti(1),ik+1

, ..., ti(k),ik+1
) = T =

min
{
d(i(0), i(0)) + ρi(0),ik+1

, d(i(0), i(1)) + ρi(1),ik+1
, ..., d(i(0), i(k)) + ρi(k),ik+1

}
,

and there exists no path from i(0) to node i(k+1), which has the total sum along
the path less then T . Vice versa, if the shortest path d(i(o), ik+1) = T it implies
that tk+1 = T .

2 Bond percolation limit equivalence

In this section, we prove that for mean-field mapping by letting t go to infinity,
we obtain a realization equivalent to the normal bond percolation realization, to
which we refer as bond percolation limit equivalence:

|Sp(vi)| = lim
t→∞
|{d(vi, vk) < t}| (3)

|Sp(vi)| denotes the size of the set of nodes vk that are reachable by any finite
shortest path length from the source node vi. The term |Sp(vi)| denotes the size
of the connected bond percolation component with transmissibility p parameter
from a source vi [14].

Next, we show that our mapping establishes links with finite length ρi,j < ∞
with the probability which is equal to the transmissibility p [14]:

p =

∫ ∞
0

φ(τ)dτ

∫ τ

0
ψ(t)dt =

∫ ∞
0

γe−γτdt

∫ τ

0
βe−βtdt =

β

β + γ
. (4)

In our mapping, the link with finite length ρi,j <∞ is formed when−ln(x)/β ≤
−ln(y)/γ, for x and y as uniform random numbers ∈ [0, 1].

P (−ln(x)/β ≤ −ln(y)/γ) = P (ln(x) ≥ β

γ
ln(y)) = P (x ≥ y

β
γ ) (5)

P (x ≥ y
β
γ ) =

∫ −∞
−∞

(∫ ∞
y
β
γ

fx,y(x, y)dx

)
dy, (6)
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where fx,y(x, y) is joint density function of variables x and y. As they are inde-
pendent, fx,y(x, y) = fx(x)fy(y). As both x and y are uniform random numbers
∈ [0, 1], their densities are fx(x) = 1[0,1] and fy(y) = 1[0,1].

P (x ≥ y
β
γ ) =

∫ −∞
−∞

1[0,1](y)

(∫ ∞
y
β
γ

1[0,1](x)dx

)
dy =

∫ 1

0

(∫ 1

y
β
γ

dx

)
dy =

β

β + γ
(7)

which is equal to transmissibility parameter p [14]. Therefore, we conclude that
both bond percolation and time augmented bond percolation are the equivalent
stochastic processes for the formation of edges when the finite edge weights are
taken into account.

3 Markov Chain correctness

We are interested in Markov Chain with state space: Ω = {G1,G2, ...,Gi, ...}, with
transitions P (Gi → Gj) between weighted graphs.

Note that graphs G have continuous non-negative real weights and that the
density function for weight ρ of a specific link is

∫∞
0 f(τ, ρ)dτ , where f(τ, ρ) is the

joint density for recovery time τ and transmission time ρ:

f(τ, ρ) = φ(τ)

(
ψ(ρ)1[0,τ〉(ρ) + δ(ρ−∞)

∫ ∞
τ

dρψ(ρ)

)
,

where 1[0,τ〉(ρ) is the identity function which is equal to one on a range [0, τ〉 and
δ(t−∞) is the Dirac delta distribution. Before proceeding, we will use the discrete
approximation of the non-negative weights i.e. density functions φ(τ), ψ(ρ), f(τ, ρ)
become probability mass functions gφ(τ), gψ(ρ), gφ,ψ(τ, ρ). This approximation
essentially tells us that we use the finite number of possible non-negative weights
to approximate density distributions, which is the case for all numeric simulations
of continuous functions. This enables us to use the formalism of Markov Chain for
discrete state space.

By design, the Markov Chain has stationary distribution P(G), which is equal
to the probability that this graph is generated by our mapping:

P (G) =
∏

Ai,j=1

gψ|φ(ρi,j |τi,j)gφ(τi,j). (8)

The probability of a particular instance weighted graph due to the independence
is a product of probabilities over weights on edges generated by our mapping. The
probability of having a weight τi,j is gφ(τi,j) and probability of having a weight
ρi,j for a given τi,j is gψ|φ(ρi,j |τi,j).
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Convergence to stationary state

The existence of stationary distribution of the Markov Chain in discrete time and
discrete states is guaranteed by detailed balance property and the uniqueness by
ergodicity.

First, we show that the detailed balance and ergodicity property holds for
mean-field mapping and later generalize for exact mapping.

We show why the detailed balance holds if we choose the transition P (Gi →
Gj) such that the weight of the randomly selected edge (i∗, j∗) is changed by
generating new weight with our mapping.

We write the detailed balance condition:

P (Gi)P (Gi → Gj) = P (Gj)P (Gj → Gi). (9)

The probability of generating the particular graph Gi is:

P (Gi) =
∏

Ak,l=1

gψ|φ(ρk,l|τk,l)gφ(τk,l), (10)

where ρik,l denotes the transmission weight on edge (k, l) in Gi and τ ik,l denotes
the recovery time for edge (k, l) in Gi. Similarly, for graph Gj we can write the
probability P (Gj). Now, the transition between Gi and Gj happens by selecting
the random edge (m∗, n∗) with uniform probability c and changing the weight on
it.

P (Gi → Gj) = cgφ(τ jm∗,n∗)gψ|φ(ρjm∗,n∗ |τ
j
m∗,n∗). (11)

We can extract the edge (m∗, n∗) in Gi from equation (10):

P (Gi) = gφ(τ im∗,n∗)gψ|φ(ρim∗,n∗ |τ im∗,n∗)
∏

Aik,l=1:(k,l)6=(m∗,n∗)

gψ|φ(ρik,l|τ ik,l)gφ(τ ik,l)

(12)
and similarly for graph Gj :

P (Gj) = gφ(τ jm∗,n∗)gψ|φ(ρjm∗,n∗ |τ
j
m∗,n∗)

∏
Ajk,l=1:(k,l)6=(m∗,n∗)

gψ|φ(ρjk,l|τ
i
k,l)gφ(τ jk,l).

(13)

Now, the ratio P (Gi)
P (Gj) is

gφ(τ im∗,n∗)gψ|φ(ρim∗,n∗ |τ im∗,n∗)
∏
Aik,l=1:(k,l)6=(m∗,n∗) gψ|φ(ρik,l|τ ik,l)gφ(τ ik,l)

gφ(τ jm∗,n∗)gψ|φ(ρjm∗,n∗ |τ
j
m∗,n∗)

∏
Ajk,l=1:(k,l)6=(m∗,n∗)

gψ|φ(ρjk,l|τ ik,l)gφ(τ jk,l)
= (14)
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=
gφ(τ im∗,n∗)gψ|φ(ρim∗,n∗ |τ im∗,n∗)
gφ(τ jm∗)gψ|φ(ρjm∗,n∗ |τ

j
m∗)

since the graphs Gi and Gj share all the weights except on the randomly selected
edge (m∗, n∗). Next, we see that this ratio is equal to the ratio of transitions rates:

gφ(τ im∗,n∗)gψ|φ(ρim∗,n∗ |τ im∗,n∗)
gφ(τ jm∗,n∗)gψ|φ(ρjm∗,n∗ |τ

j
m∗,n∗)

=
P (Gj → Gi)
P (Gi → Gj)

(15)

and we conclude that the detailed balance holds.
The second thing that needs to be proved is ergodicity. We know, that

Markov Chain is ergodic if it is irreducible, aperiodic and positive recurrent. A
finite state Markov chain is irreducible and positive recurrent if there’s a finite
number N such that any state can be reached from any other state in exactly
N steps. To prove this, we consider two generic states Gi and Gj and show that
there is a positive probability for reaching state Gj from state Gi in finite num-
ber of steps. Any state Gj can be reached from state Gi with the transition path
G0 → G1 → ...→ GN , where G0 = Gi and GN = Gj , where weights are changed link
by link. Since number of distinct link in network is finite so it is the number of tran-
sitions N . As the transitions are independent the probability P (Gi → Gj) is equal

to the product
∏N−1
k=0 P (Gk → Gk+1), which is positive since every P (Gk → Gk+1) is

positive. Every product is positive as the weights in G come from the distributions
ψ and φ. As the probability P (Gi → Gi) > 0 that means that the Markov Chain
is also aperiodic.

Next, we show minimum changes that are needed so that the proofs hold for
the exact mapping. The transitions in the exact mapping are done by updating
the weights of the first neighbourhood of a randomly selected node by re-sampling
ψ(·) and φ(·) functions.

Lets denote the randomly selected node with index m∗. Then the transition
is written as:

P (Gi → Gj) = c
∏

Am∗,l=1

gψ|φ(ρjm∗,l|τ
j
m∗,l)gφ(τ jm∗,l). (16)

Then, by analogy to the initial proof, we see that this ratio

P (Gi)
P (Gj)

=

∏
Am∗,l=1 gψ|φ(ρim∗,l|τ im∗,l)gφ(τ im∗,l)∏
Am∗,l=1 gψ|φ(ρjm∗,l|τ

j
m∗,l)gφ(τ jm∗,l)

=
P (Gj → Gi)
P (Gi → Gj)

(17)

which implies that the detailed balance holds.
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Similarly, like in the proof for the ergodicity for the mean-field mapping, the
ergodicity holds for the exact mapping. The only difference is that the weights
are changed neighbourhood by neighbourhood. Since number of distinct neigh-
bourhoods is equal to the number of nodes in the network the number of tran-
sitions N is always finite. And by analogy P (Gi → Gj) is equal to the product∏N−1
k=0 P (Gk → Gk+1), which is positive since every P (Gk → Gk+1) is positive.

Relation to Gibbs sampling

First, we consider more general Metropolis-Hastings sampling and then show why
we have a rejection free algorithm. Metropolis-Hestings method separate the tran-
sition

P (Gi → Gj) = g(Gi → Gj)A(Gi → Gj), (18)

in two sub-steps: the proposal g(Gi → Gj) of next move and the acceptance-
rejection A(Gi → Gj). The acceptance-rejection rule is derived by inserting the
acceptance-rejection (18) into detailed balance (9):

A(Gi → Gj)
A(Gj → Gi)

=
P (Gj)g(Gj → Gi)
P (Gi)g(Gi → Gj)

(19)

and the acceptance rule that meets the condition above is the following:

A(Gi → Gj) = min

(
1,
P (Gj)g(Gj → Gi)
P (Gi)g(Gi → Gj)

)
, (20)

this can be verified quickly with two possibilities only either the P (Gj)g(Gj → Gi)
is grater or lower than P (Gj)g(Gj → Gi).

If the proposal rule for transitions g(Gi → Gj) = g(Gj → Gi) is symmetric we get
the Metropolis algorithm with acceptance rule: A(Gi → Gj) = min(1, P (Gj)/P (Gi)).

If the proposal rule for transitions g(Gi → Gj) = P (Gi → Gj) is conditional
probability then we get the A(Gi → Gj) = 1 rejection-free sampler (Gibbs sampler).

A(Gi → Gj) = min

(
1,
P (Gj)P (Gj → Gi)
P (Gi)P (Gi → Gj)

)
= min

(
1,
P (Gj ,Gi)
P (Gi,Gj)

)
= 1 (21)

In our case, the transitions between weighted graphs P (Gi → Gj) are con-
structed by changing the weights on the randomly selected edge and by re-sampling
them from ψ and φ. In principle, we could also do the Metropolis-Hastings update
by selecting other proposal functions g(Gi → Gj), but the Gibbs sampling gives
us the advantage that we do not need to evaluate the probability of a graph (10)
explicitly, we get the rejection free sampler and we just need to resample the new
time delays directly form φ, ψ.
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The existence of stationary distribution of this Markov Chain is guaranteed
by detailed balance property and the uniqueness by ergodicity. And finally, from
each sampled graph the dynamics is obtained when we choose the initial conditions
(source nodes) and is governed by the network paths.

In Figure 1, we compare the accuracy of the estimated expected outbreak
size for the SIR dynamics on the regular lattice network. As a ground truth,
we use the kinetic Monte Carlo simulation [5] and compare the accuracy with
our time augmented bond percolation mapping estimations. As the number of
simulations increases, we obtain results more accurate than the Dynamic Message
Passing algorithm [11], which makes large errors due to the existence of loops in
the network.
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Figure 1: Final outbreak size averaged over different number of simulations
for the SIR dynamics transmission rate β = 0.3, recovery rate γ = 0.001
and snapshot time T = 20 (discrete time) on a 4-connected two dimensional
regular lattice (103 nodes). Comparison of different models: (i) red line is
a kinetic Monte Carlo estimation (ground truth) with 104 simulations [5],
(ii) black doted line is a Dynamic Message Passing (Belief propagation) es-
timation [11], (iii) blue circle markers is our proposed mapping with direct
sampling estimation and (iv) black star markers is our proposed mapping es-
timation with Markov Chain. Our estimations outperform Dynamic Message
Passing estimations due to the existence of loops in a network.
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4 Inference via sampling

Now we state the following theorem from Markov Chain theory [13].
Theorem Let {G1, ...,Gn} be random variables distributed according to the Markov
Chain that satisfies the detailed balance and ergodic property with initial condition
G0 and let f(G) be any real valued scalar function, then the following holds:

• The probability distribution Gn converges to the stationary distribution:

lim
n→∞

P (Gn = G) = P (G)

• Time average converges to the average over stationary distribution almost
surely

〈f(G)〉 = lim
n→∞

1

n

n∑
i=1

f(Gi) =
∑
G
P (G)f(G),

where f(G) function is used for estimation of different properties over graph
G.

We list different estimation functions that can be used with time augmented
bond percolation mapping:

• Expected total outbreak size from node vi can be estimated with the follow-
ing function:

f(G, vi) =
∑
j

Θ
′
(∞− d(vi, vj)),

where Θ
′
(x) is the Heaviside step function, which equals to 1 when x > 0

i.e. d(vi, vj) <∞ and 0 otherwise.

• Expected evolution of number of infected nodes at time t from node vi can
be estimated with the following function:

f(G, vi, t) =
∑
j

Θ(t− d(vi, vj)).

where Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function, which equals to 1 when x ≥ 0 i.e.
t ≥ d(vi, vj) and 0 otherwise.
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• The expected distance time for the spreading to propagate from node vi to
node vj can be estimated with the following function:

f(G, vi, vj) = dG(vi, vj)

• The estimation of microscopic configuration e.g. probability of specific real-
ization described by the set of infected nodes R∗ (observation) from specific
source node vi can be estimated with kernel density estimator [2, 12]:

f(G, R∗) = e
−(ϕ(G,R∗)−1)2

a2 ,

where ϕ(G, R∗) is the similarity function between specific realization R∗ and
estimated realization from weighted graph G from source node vi and a is
the kernel width parameter.

ϕ(G, R∗) =
1

N

∑
j∈R∗

Θ(t− d(vi, vj)) +
1

N

∑
j∈Rc∗

Θ
′
(d(vi, vj)− t),

where Rc∗ denotes the complement i.e. set of non-infected nodes and N is the
normalization constant i.e. total number of nodes in a network. Function
Θ(x) equals to 1 when t ≥ d(vi, vj) and 0 otherwise. Function Θ

′
(x) equals

to 1 when d(vi, vj) > t and 0 otherwise.

• Estimations based on averages of i.i.d. samples have convergence rateO(n−1/2),
where the Berry-Esseen theorem gives bounds on the constants for conver-
gence. Main advantage of using the kernel estimators [12] is that they have
a faster convergence rate. They have physical analogy to using the infor-
mation potential field to non-parametrically estimate realization probability
densities.

• Finally, we do not need to set the Kernel width parameter a in advance.
We can choose the parameter a as the infimum of the set of parameters for
which the estimations have converged [2].
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5 Approximation details

Let us recall the mapping from the main paper. In particular, a time-respecting
weighted network instance Gk is created by taking the input network G and as-
signing weights to the edges with the Inverse Smirnov transform:

ρi,j =

{
Ψ−1(x) : Ψ−1(x) ≤ Φ−1(y),

∞ : Ψ−1(x) > Φ−1(y),
(22)

where x and y are uniform random numbers ∈ [0, 1], Φ−1(x) and Ψ−1(y) are
inverse functions of the cumulative inter-event distributions: Φ(t) =

∫ t
0 dt

′φ(t′) and

Ψ(t) =
∫ t
0 dt

′ψ(t′). The quantities Ψ−1(y) and Φ−1(x) respectively represent the
samples of the transmission and recovery time obtained with the Inverse Smirnov
transform of inter-event distributions.

The mapping can be done in two ways:

• (a) exact mapping is obtained by generating a random variable y for each
node and variable x for each edge. This takes correlation among neighbours
into the account and generates the ensemble of directed weighted net-
works. In a limit of time this leads to the semi-directed bond percolation
networks [10].

• (b) mean-field mapping is obtained by generating random variables x
and y per each edge. This assumes the independence i.e. mean-field ap-
proximation, which is accurate when β >> γ and generates the ensemble of
undirected weighted networks. In a limit of time this leads to the bond
percolation networks.

Under the assumption that the transmission rate is much larger than recovery
rate (β/γ � 1), the transmission time delays ρm,n on edges are independent vari-
ables and the simplified mapping is exact. In Figure 2 of this response letter, we
show the accuracy of the mapping for different values of β/γ. When β ≈ γ, the
transmission time delays ρm,n on edges are conditionally independent of recovery
time and no exact bond percolation mapping exists. Contrary to simple mean-field
mapping, the exact mapping makes statistically small errors in estimating the out-
break size. In order to provide experimental evidence that the exact mapping is
exact, we show that the estimation errors converge to zeros as number of samples
are increased. The relative error is measured towards the outbreak size estimated
with the Kinetic Monte Carlo simulation. In the next answer, we show more formal
theoretical evidences for capturing dynamical correlations among neighbours.
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Figure 2: Approximation errors for mean-field mapping and exact mapping
for different parameters β/γ for SIR (β, γ) discrete time process. Left: Cu-
mulative density function φ(t) =

∑∞
T=1 δ(t − T )γ(1 − γ)T−1 for recovery

events with different γ rates. The transmission density distribution function
ψ(t) =

∑∞
T=1 δ(t−T )β(1−β)T−1 has fixed transmission rate β = 0.1. Right:

Relative error of estimating the total outbreak size with our method versus
the kinetic Monte Carlo (”ground truth”), which is a statistical exact repre-
sentation of the process [4, 3]. Results were obtained on a 4-connected two
dimensional regular lattice (102 nodes) .
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Next, we demonstrate that our mapping is taking all possible paths between
source and destination nodes into the account. Consider a simple network model
of nc chains of length l, such that the source node s is connected to the starting
node of every chain and the destination node d is connected to the end of every
chain.

...

a) b)

Figure 3: (a) Sketch of simple Network model of nc chains with l nodes.
(b) Experiment on network model with n = 20, l = 3 with Poisson SIR
(β = 1, γ = 1). The blue curve represents the estimations with the exact
mapping (c.i.d. case) and the red curve with the mean-field mapping i.i.d.
case)

The probability that a node s infects node d with the SIR dynamics (φ(t), ψ(t))
is:

P (s→ d) = 1−
nc∑
j=0

pn,j ·
(

1− pl1,1
)j

(23)

where pn,k denotes the probability that node with n neighbours infects k of them.
The term

(
1− pl1,1

)
denotes the probability that infection does not spread though

a chain with l nodes to the destination node. Then term
(
1− pl1,1

)j
denotes the

probability that the infection does not spread though any of j chains. Finally,
the term

∑n
j=0(·) sums all possible contributions of how many chains have been

infected from source node s.

pn,k =

∫ ∞
0

φ(τ)dτ

(
n

k

)
(1−Ψ(τ))(n−k) Ψ(τ)k, (24)
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where Ψ(τ) =
∫ τ
0 ψ(t)dt. For Poissionan process this becomes

pn,k =

(
n

k

)
γ

β

Γ(k + 1)Γ(γ+β(n−k)β )

Γ(k + 1 + γ+β(n−k)
β )

. (25)

The estimations with the mappings are done by generating n weighted graphs
{G1, ...,Gn} and obtaining the following estimate:

P̂ (s→ d) =
1

n

n∑
i=1

1(dGi(s, d) <∞). (26)

The convergence rate of estimation P̂ (s → d) based on n independent samples is
bounded with the BerryEsseen inequality as O(n−1/2). In Fig. 3, we demonstrate
that the estimations converge to the analytical solution on a toy network model.
This confirms that the shortest paths in the ensemble of weighted networks are
taking into the account stochastic spreading along all possible paths in the original
unweighted network. Next in Fig. 4, we show that the exact mapping converges to
the analytical solution even on a large networks, constructed with the procedure
from Fig. 3 with nc = 62500 chains of length l = 16, such that we obtain total of
N = 106 nodes.

exact
mean-field

100 101 102 103
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

Number of samples

P
(s

→
d
)

Figure 4: Convergence of exact mapping to the analytical solution on a
network with N = 106 nodes, nc = 62500 chains with length l = 16.
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6 Semi-directed bond percolation

Previously, the SIR dynamics without memory has been mapped [10] to the semi-
directed bond percolation networks. However, still this mapping was only describ-
ing the asymptotic dynamics (t =∞). In this section, we formalize this mapping
with generalization of transmissibility from the link level to the neighbourhood
level in order to make connection with the semi-directed bond percolation. Fur-
thermore, we show that in our mapping we only need to change small adjustments
so that it becomes exact mapping with weights.

Newman transmissibility for the link

Let us look at the continuous time SIR model, where infected node transmits the
disease to susceptible node at an average rate β and infected nodes recover at the
constant rate γ. So the probability of recovering in any short time interval dt is
γdt and the probability of transmitting the disease in any short time interval dt is
βdt.

The probability of recovering in any short time interval dt is γdt and the
probability that the node is still infected after a τ time is:

lim
dt→0

(1− γdt)
τ
dt = lim

τ
dt
→∞

(1 +
−γτ
τ
dt

)
τ
dt = e−γτ , (27)

and the probability that the node remains infected this long and then recovers in
the interval τ + dτ is: e−γτγdτ , which is a standard formulation waiting times is
probability density function φ(τ) = γe−γτ for the exponential distribution with
parameter γ. Now, we can use the same analogy and say that the waiting time
for transmission when there is no recovery to stop it is the probability density
function ψ(t) = βe−βt. Note, that the transmission through edge can happen only
prior to the recovery of node at time τ which is described by the pdf φ(τ),. Then
the total probability of transmission through edge is:

T =

∫ ∞
0

φ(τ)dτ

∫ τ

0
ψ(t)dt =

∫ ∞
0

γe−γτdt

∫ τ

0
βe−βtdt = 1− γ

β + γ
. (28)

Exact transmissibility for the neighbourhood

Consider the focal node with n neighbours, the transmissibility for the first neigh-
bourhood (with all correlations) or more precisely the probability Tn,k that k out
of n nodes get infected prior to the recovery time of central node is:

Tn,k =

(
n

k

)
γ

β

Γ(k + 1)Γ(γ+β(n−k)β )

Γ(k + 1 + γ+β(n−k)
β )

. (29)
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Proof
If we know the recovery time τ of central node, the conditional probability of
transmission through any edge is

∫ τ
0 ψ(t)dt = 1− e−βt.

Now, as we have n nodes the probability that k nodes gets infected if the
recovery time of central node is τ is:

P(n,k)|τ =

(
n

k

)
e(−βt)(n−k)(1− e−βt)k, (30)

where (1− e−βt)k describes that through k transmission passes and through n− k
does not passes e(−βt)(n−k) and there are

(
n
k

)
different combinations of k nodes.

Then, we need to to get the joint distribution P(n,k),τ = P(n,k)|τPτ :

P(n,k),τ = γe−γτ
(
n

k

)
e(−βt)(n−k)(1− e−βt)k. (31)

And finally, we integrate over recovery time
∫ +∞
0 P(n,k),τdτ to loose dependence

on τ :

Pn,k =

∫ +∞

0
γe−γτ

(
n

k

)
e(−βt)(n−k)(1− e−βt)kdτ. (32)

After integration we get the following expression:

Tn,k =

(
n

k

)
γ

β

Γ(k + 1)Γ(γ+β(n−k)β )

Γ(k + 1 + γ+β(n−k)
β )

. (33)

The Tn.k is a valid distribution: (1)
∑

k Tn.k = 1 and (2) Tn.k ≥ 0 (all argu-
ments to the gamma functions are real and non-negative).

Relation to Newman transmissibility and bond perco-
lation

Now, we show that neighbourhood transmissibility Tn,k is equal to Newman trans-
missibility [14] only for Tn=1,k=1. But, first let us calculate Tn,0:

Tn,0 =
γ

β

Γ(γ+nββ )

Γ(1 + γ+nβ
β )

=
γ

β

Γ( γβ + n)

Γ( γβ + n+ 1)
, (34)

now by the property of Gamma function Γ(t+ 1) = tΓ(t) we obtain the following:

Tn,0 =
γ

β

Γ( γβ + n)

( γβ + n)Γ( γβ + n)
=

γ

γ + nβ
. (35)
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Note, that thus Tn=1,k=1 + Tn=1,k=0 = 1 (transmission either happens or does not
happens) and therefore Tn=1,k=1 = 1− Tn,0 = 1− γ

γ+β = T .

For general distributions φ(·) and ψ(·), the generalized transmissibility for the
neighbourhood is:

Tn,k =

∫ ∞
0

φ(τ)dτ

(
n

k

)
(1−Ψ(τ))(n−k) Ψ(τ)k, (36)

where Ψ(τ) =
∫ τ
0 ψ(t)dt. For n = k = 1, we get the standard transmissibility

Tn=1,k=1 =

∫ ∞
0

φ(τ)dτΨ(τ) =

∫ ∞
0

φ(τ)dτ

∫ τ

0
ψ(t)dt = T. (37)
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7 Airport network spreading

In order to generate the effective distance matrix on the world airport transporta-
tion network, we use the world airport transportation system data 1 [19, 6]. Model
of spreading is a simple model of diffusion of the infected agents along the airport
transportation network. Each node represents an airport and each edge represents
a connection where the diffusion of infected and susceptible travellers happen.
From the flux data between nodes, we estimate the corresponding transmission
rate per flight βi,j for every link in the network. The rate is now the estimated
ratio of number of passengers traveling from node vi to node vj and the total out-
going traffic i.e. βi,j = Fij/

∑
k Fi,k. Here, we model a discrete time SIR spreading

process, where βi,j is estimated from flux travel data. The recovery rate γ ≈ 0,
which describes rapid pandemic spreading, where infected airport can not fully
get recovered in short time scale. Then the corresponding transmission inter-event
density distribution is ψ(t) =

∑∞
T=1 δ(t − T )β(1 − β)T−1 i.e. geometric distri-

bution – discrete analog of exponential distribution and φ(t) = δ(t −∞), where
δ(t) denotes the Dirac delta distribution. Essentially, the weights on the edges are
samples of geometric distribution, whose rate parameter is estimated from data.

8 Note on complexity

The running time of the mapping algorithm estimations from single source scales
as O(E+N logN), where N is the number of nodes and E is the number of edges
in a network. In Fig. 5 and Fig. 6, we explicitly show the running time for the
networks up to 106 nodes. As shown in the figure, the running time from one
source to all nodes is only a few seconds for 106 nodes.

However, in case that we need to make estimations from all posible sources,
one can use dynamic shortest paths algorithms [8] and the weights are changed
with the proposed Markov Chain transitions. The sampling of edge weight has
constant time complexity and the dynamically recalculation of shortest paths has
complexity of O(N2log3(N)) [7]. Note, that state-of-the-art algorithms can even
improve the complexity of updating all–to–all shortest paths after each edge weight
update. Dynamically recalculation of the shortest paths for dense networks with N
nodes and E edges can be done in O

(
N2(logN+log2((N+E)/N))

)
[16] amortized

time. For sparse networks with N nodes and E edges the dynamically recalculation
of the shortest paths can be done in O

(
N2 log logN +NE

)
[15]. Furthermore, for

efficient approximation techniques for computation of shortest paths see [18, 17, 1].

1Official Airline Guide, http://www.oag.com
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Figure 5: Run-time experiment of the single source mapping algorithm for
Erdos–Renyi (ER) network model with sizes from 210 ≈ 103 to 220 ≈ 106.
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Figure 6: Run-time experiment of the single source mapping algorithm for
BarabsiAlbert (BA) model network with sizes from 210 ≈ 103 to 220 ≈ 106.
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