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Abstract: 

Understanding how epidemics spread within societies is key for establishing adequate infection 

control responses. Dynamical models provide a means to translate surveillance data into 

predictions of future disease spread, yet many epidemic models do not capture empirically 

observed features of socialization. Here, we utilize a connection between sampling processes 

and their macroscopic equations to build an epidemic model that incorporates transmission 

heterogeneity, homophily, and awareness of the risk of infection. Our risk-SIR model captures 

how diseases tend to spread initially within more social subpopulations and sequentially spread 

to less social subpopulations. This dynamic complicates surveillance as many metrics become 

dynamic when comorbidities vary with socialization. We also show fast-growing lineages that 

emerge within highly social subpopulations can be misidentified as potential variants of 

concern, and that these lineages will transiently grow in frequency as they remain distributed 

among more social individuals. Together, we provide a simple framework for analysis of how 

socialization affects disease emergence and spread, and argue that this is necessary to 

contextualize epidemiologic parameters like the basic and time varying reproductive numbers 

based on sampling and stage of the outbreak. 
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Introduction: 

Communicable diseases transmit along networks of hosts that may vary greatly in their risks of 

exposure, for reasons they may or may not be able to control (Newman, 2002; Shirley & 

Rushton, 2005; Bansal et al., 2007). Ignoring this resulting heterogeneity can lead to biased 

estimates of epidemiologically relevant quantities such as the proportion of the population that 

must be immune to control the epidemic or the reproductive number (Kermack and 

McKendrick, 1927; Woolhouse et al., 1997; Hébert-Dufresne et al., 2020). The public health 

impact of such varying risks of transmission within the select populations are illustrated by the 

ongoing outbreak of monkeypox among men who have sex with men (Philpott et al., 2022), 

outbreaks of polio in undervaccinated communities (Link-Gelles et al., 2022), and at the largest 

scale, the filtering of SARS-CoV-2 through populations typically affecting younger individuals at 

low risk of severe illness first, before eventually moving on to older populations (Monod et al., 

2021). Incorporating age structure into models can account for varying transmission risk, 

however at the cost of growing combinatorial complexity in parameterization and analysis 

(Mossong et al., 2008). 

 

We propose a modification of the simplest SIR models to account for varying contact rates and 

risk. For any SIR-like model there are two key events, transmission and recovery, yielding 

infection dynamics: 

  
 

For a simple memoryless recovery process, as in the classic SIR model, we can normalize time 

by the mean infectious period, 1/g, and thus we focus solely on how different sampling 
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processes change transmission dynamics alone, B(S,I,R). First, transmission events require 

aggregation of n individuals and allow transmission to occur between each pair of sampled 

individuals. Figure 1a illustrates this sampling process for the SIR model where n=2 and Figure 

1b illustrates this for the general "group-SIR" model. The transmission rate is the expected 

number of infections whenever a group is formed: 

 
with 

  
and 

 
 

where lower-case s, i, and r denote the integer number of sampled susceptibles, infected, and 

recovered present in a group and uppercase S, I, R denote the continuous densities such that 

S+I+R=N. We sum over all possible group compositions where s+i+r=n while weighting the 

probability of sampling, Pgroup, by a multinomial distribution parametrized by the frequency of 

each category in the overall population. Each susceptible in the group remains so if they avoid 

being infected by each infected individual in the group with a pairwise infection probability of 

pß. If groups of only size 2 are permitted, then this simplifies to the classic SIR model, and as 

groups increase in size transmission becomes increasingly nonlinear with powers that sum to 

the group size. Transmission within groups can also yield multiple infections, i.e., 

superspreading (Lloyd-Smith et al., 2005). 
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Figure 1: Schematic of sampling processes leading to different epidemic models described. A) 

The classic SIR model arises from sampling 2 individuals from a population of susceptible 

(black), infected (red), and recovered (blue). B) Sampling n individuals yields a generalization of 

the SIR model, the group-SIR. Infections occur independently between each S-I pair present in a 

congregation. C) Denoting individuals by the maximum congregation size they are willing to 

attending yields the risk-SIR model. Societies can be defined by a distribution of congregation 

sizes which determine the epidemiological dynamics (Boyer et al., 2022). 
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Increasing the group sizes leads to sharper epidemics for otherwise fixed parameter values 

(figure 2a). However, this is to be expected because increasing group sizes implicitly increases 

the total number of contacts relative to the recovery rate, thus increasing the reproductive 

number. Rescaling the transmission rate by the total number of pairwise interactions,   , 

collapses the group-SIR dynamics onto each other (Figure 2a inset). Increasing group sizes 

ultimately leads to fewer cases at the epidemic peak because multiple infectious individuals can 

infect the same susceptible within a congregation, effectively reducing the number of pairwise 

interactions at this point. In short, congregating in larger groups increases the rate of epidemic 

spread, but has minor impact on the dynamics when correcting for the number of interactions 

except by reducing the cumulative number of infections, in line with prior observations (Volz et 

al., 2011). 
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Figure 2: Generalized SIR dynamics. A) Group-SIR dynamics, where transmission occurs within 

groups with sizes here denoted by the subscript. B) Risk-SIR dynamics, where transmission 

occurs within groups according to a distribution here set with sizes n=2,3, and 4 at equal 

frequency. Subpopulations are denoted by their risk number shown, which specifies the 

maximum gathering size they are willing to attend. C) The sequential peaks of infection cause  

the overall infection fatality ratio (IFR) to be dynamic when it varies between subpopulations. 

Here we compare IFR dynamics when the IFR is positively correlated with risk number (IFR high 

risk) and when the IFR is negatively correlated with risk number (IFR low risk).   
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During infectious disease outbreaks individuals may vary in how much they alter their behavior 

in response to perceived risk. (Perra et al., 2011; Eksin et al., 2017; Chande et al., 2020; Arthur 

et al., 2021; Harris & Mordecai, 2022). This may be voluntary or involuntary, reflecting personal 

choice and agency; for example many low paid workers were unable to avoid gatherings in 

early 2020, and the result was large SARS-CoV-2 superspreading events and substantial 

mortality in settings like meatpacking plants (Waltenburg et al., 2020). To capture this we can 

further generalize the group-SIR dynamics where there is a distribution of group sizes that 

occur and individuals only attend gatherings no larger than their "risk level".  

 

 
with 

 
where risk levels are denoted by subscripts. Here, each transmission term captures new 

infections within a particular focal subpopulation, k, such that only the respective susceptibles, 

Sk, contribute. These focal susceptibles can be infected by any attending infected regardless of 

subpopulation, here denoted by the dummy variable m. Meanwhile, infections among 

susceptibles from other subpopulations do not contribute to new focal infections and thus they 

function similarly to the recovered population. Overall, the transmission term is a weighted 

average over all congregation sizes according to a distribution, Pn, set by society (e.g., by 

lockdowns) (Boyer et al., 2022). The risk-SIR captures transmission heterogeneity as 

subpopulations with higher risk numbers attend a larger fraction of gatherings, homophily as 

subpopulations with higher risk numbers preferentially interact at larger gatherings, and super-

spreading as multiple infections can occur at large gatherings. 

 

The risk-SIR yields single-peaked epidemics like the classical SIR, but with underlying sequential 

peaks among decreasing risk number subpopulations (Figure 2b). Differences in growth rates 

cause these different peaks, namely that susceptibles in higher risk subpopulations attend 

larger gatherings on top of attending the same gatherings at the same rate as those in lower 
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risk subpopulations. Similarly, infections in higher risk numbered subpopulations lead to more 

secondary infections. This leads to a recurrence relation for the basic reproduction number, R0, 

of an infected individual with a specified risk number, k: 

 
 

such that a disproportionate number of secondary infections occur at larger gatherings as 

enumerated by k. The largest fraction of the secondary infections occur within the same risk 

subpopulation or in larger risk subpopulations as these susceptibles can attend all the same 

gathering as the infected, whereas susceptibles in smaller risk subpopulation do not attend the 

larger gatherings. Together, these dynamics cause the initial growth of the epidemic to be 

driven by the largest risk subpopulations, in line with prior work (May and Anderson, 1987). 

 

The sequential epidemic peaks within risk subpopulations have multiple impacts for disease 

surveillance. First, the cases initially accumulate within subpopulations at most risk, highlighting 

the importance of caution when interpreting and designing serosurveys to account for 

differential risk of exposure. Additionally, any underlying surveillance metrics that vary 

between subpopulations will now be dynamic. For example, infection fatality rates (IFR) for an 

emerging outbreak are required to assess the overall threat it poses to society. If virulence 

depends on comorbidities that vary in frequency between each subpopulation then the IFR will 

change over successive peaks driven by outbreaks in different subpopulations. Figure 2c 

illustrates IFR dynamics for two general cases. When individuals with comorbidities choose to 

avoid larger gatherings, i.e., subpopulation IFR negatively correlates with risk number (IFR low 

risk), then the IFR increases over time because at risk populations are infected relatively more 

frequently at later times. This would also reduce case ascertainment at the outset of an 

epidemic, potentially biasing for lower estimates of R0. Conversely, if individuals with 

comorbidities attend larger gatherings, i.e., subpopulation IFR positively correlates with risk 

number, then the IFR decreases over time (IFR high risk). This latter example is particular 

relevant for essential workers during lockdowns and communicable childhood diseases within 
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school settings. IFR dynamics emphasize the danger in reporting aggregate statistics without 

accounting for disproportionate disease spread among subpopulations, such as when tracking 

emerging variants. 

 

An epidemic grows at a rate determined by the socialization of all infected individuals, i.e., it's 

risk distribution. Meanwhile, a variant emerges within a subset of these infected individuals. 

Thus, even a neutral variant with no increased transmissiblity relative to the background it 

emerges is expected to increase in frequency if it is transmitted primarily by individuals more 

social than average across the epidemic. Figure 3a shows the risk distribution of an epidemic 

and a neutral variant emerging within the most social subpopulation at a given time. The 

resulting variant frequency dynamics, shown in Figure 3b, mimic logistic growth--approaching 

an equilibrium frequency prior to sweeping. This dynamic emphasizes the role that social 

context plays in determining the observed growth rate of a variant. For example, a variant of 

concern with increased transmissibility relative to wild type will ultimately grow in frequency, 

but if it emerges within a less social subpopulation then the observed increase in frequency will 

be delayed (figure 3c) increasing its chance to stochastically become extinct. The same plot with 

a logarithmic y-axis shows a clear decreases in frequency of the more transmissible variants 

that emerge in less social subpopulations, which increases the chance for stochastic extinction 

(supplementary figure 1). 
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Figure 3: Variant frequency dynamics depend on which risk subpopulation it emerges within. A) 

Risk distribution of an epidemic (red) and a neutral variant (blue) that emerges within the 

highest risk subpopulation. B) The associated frequency dynamics of the emerging neutral 

variant. C) Frequency dynamics of a variant with 50% greater transmissibility relative to the 

background epidemic emerging in different risk subpopulations 
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Since both increased transmissibility and increased contact opportunities contribute to the 

apparent fitness of a variant, identifying fast growing lineages during genomic surveillance 

imposes a selection bias. To see this, we simulated the individual transmission and recovery 

events of a risk-SIR model using the Gillespie algorithm and tracked all possible lineages 

(Gillespie 1977). Figure 4a shows the frequency dynamics of the fastest growing lineage (having 

reached a given size at a given time - dotted vertical line). This lineage is neutral but appears to 

be growing more rapidly than its peers, and continues to increase in frequency. This occurs 

because the risk distribution of the variant at the point of sampling, shown in Figure 4b, 

contains relatively more social individuals relative to the rest of the epidemic and, in turn, an 

expected increase in frequency relative to the epidemic. Indeed, repeating this simulation 

shows that the fastest growing lineages are on average biased towards an increased growth 

after censusing, as shown in Figure 4c. This means a fast-growing lineage that initially spreads 

among more social individuals may continue to appear to be more transmissible.  
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Figure 4: Identifying fast growing lineages during genomic surveillance preferentially identifies 

those spreading among more social individuals. A) Example frequency dynamics of the fastest 

growing neutral lineage at a censusing time (vertical line). B) Risk distribution of this fast 

growing neutral lineage compared to the rest of the epidemic C) Aggregate statistics of growth 

in frequency of the fastest growing lineage. The darker red line denotes the median across 100 

replicate simulations and lighter red lines demarcate the interquartile range. 
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The amount of assortative mixing, also termed homophily, within a community sets the time 

scale over which such lineages will continue to spuriously increase in frequency. Intuitively, the 

risk distribution will remain skewed as onward infections primarily occur within riskier 

subpopulation. As the risk-SIR model has a fixed social structure and homophily, we can better 

understand the relationship between homophily and skewed risk distribution retention by 

analyzing a simplified SIR type model that disaggregates transmission heterogeneity and 

homophily: 

 

 
 

where H denotes highly social individuals and L denotes less social individuals. This is a minimal 

model including transmission heterogeneity when the subpopulations differ in their basic 

reproduction number, i.e.,    while smaller values of 

cross-transmission, ßHL, correspond to societies with greater homophily. For this model, the risk 

distribution simplifies to the relative fraction of the more social subpopulation . 

We can solve for the equilibrium risk distribution, fH
*, early on in an epidemic during 

exponential growth by fixing the susceptibles (SH and SL) to constants and solving the respective 

dynamics,  . The equilibrium risk distribution depends on the structure of society, with 

increasing homophily reflected as a higher proportion of highly social individuals (see 

supplementary figure 2). 

 
Randomness in individual transmission and recovery events (i.e., demographic stochasticity) 

causes the risk distribution to drift, even when at equilibrium. We can solve for the probability 

distribution of risk distributions over time induced by demographic stochasticity by numerically 

integrating a so-called "master equation" describing the probabilities associated with individual 

events as determined by their average rates (Van Kampen, 1992). Figure 5a shows probability 
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distributions after 500 population changes (transmission or recovery) for epidemics varying in 

homophily and initiated with 20 infected individuals distributed according to their respective 

equilibrium risk distribution. Note, to facilitate comparison across models, we rescale within-

subpopulation transmission terms, ßHH and ßLL such that we vary homophily alone and not 

transmission heterogeneity by maintaining the same subpopulation basic reproduction 

numbers, R0,H and R0,L. The demographic stochasticity induces a spread which eventually 

dissipates over time (supplementary figure 3)). The peak of the probability distribution is biased 

towards increased risk distributions, with an increased bias as homophily increases (i.e., lower 

f2). This further motivates quantifying contact networks and risk distribution over the course of 

an epidemic, . Figure 5b compares the relative probability of increased 

sociality,  , dynamics after initiating the populations at their respective equilibrium value, f2
*, 

for different amounts of homophily. Increased homophily leads to an increased quasi-

equilibrium bias arising from demographic stochasticity. Figure 5c shows the bias in risk 

distribution for epidemics initiating either in the more social (dashed lines) or the less social 

(solid lines) subpopulations. Despite starting in just one subpopulation, the risk distribution bias 

ultimately approaches the same biased quasi-equilibrium value as seen above when started at 

the equilibrium, doing so more quickly with lower homophily. 
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Figure 5: Homophily biases risk distributions a) Smoothed probability distributions of the risk 

distribution of epidemics initiated with 20 individuals at the respective equilibrium distribution 

after 500 population changes (total recovery or transmission events). Vertical dashed lines 

specify respective equilibrium risk distribution. B) Relative probability of a more social risk 

distribution (f2>f2
*) than a less social risk distribution (f2<f2

*) for epidemics initiated with 20 

infected individuals distributed according to the equilibrium risk distribution (f2
*) denoted as 

homophily. C) Relative probability of a more social risk distribution (f2> f2
*) than a less social risk 

distribution (f2<f2
*) for epidemics initiated with 1 infected individuals either in the more social 

subpopulation (dashed lines) or the less social subpopulation (solid lines). 
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This homophily bias arises due to stochastic extinction. Small populations go extinct by chance 

when all infected individuals recover prior to transmitting. All else equal, epidemics with a 

lower risk distribution are more likely to go extinct than those with higher risk distributions 

because more social individuals are more likely to transmit before recovery. Increasing 

homophily increases how long an epidemic remains deviated from the equilibrium risk 

distribution, thus increasing the likelihood for stochastic extinction. The homophily bias 

decreases to 0 as the epidemic gets larger meaning that emerging variants, which are smaller 

populations, are more likely than not to have an apparent increased relative fitness compared 

to the population as a whole. 

  

Discussion: 

These models offer a simple and flexible approach to capture the independent role socialization 

plays in epidemic spread relative to the inherent epidemiologic properties of the pathogen. In 

particular, the distribution of congregation sizes determine rates of epidemic spread with the 

most social subpopulations disproportionately driving growth. Differences in degree of 

socialization, which leads to transmission heterogeneity and may vary over the course of an 

epidemic, bias surveillance in multiple ways that can influence early estimates of key 

epidemiologic parameters and the detection of emerging variants. The extent of these biases 

are also modulated by social structure, with the degree of homophily setting the time scale and 

magnitude over which they change. While we analyze dynamics where socialization rates are 

static, we expect these to change in response to both exogenous factors like non-

pharmaceutical interventions and endogenous factors like individual avoidance when cases are 

high, both of which have been evident over the course of the covid-19 pandemic. Indeed, it is 

all but certain that avoidance leads to a reduction in case counts prior to that expected from 

depletion of susceptibles alone as predicted from a classic SIR model. 
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Exactly how long apparent fitness biasing effects persist depends on both epidemiological and 

social factors. We numerically showed that the bias can be retained for 100s of infectious 

generations which for a pathogen with a generation interval of 3-4 days and R0=3 (as for 

emerging SARS-CoV-2) gives retention times in the order of months (Ganyani et al., 2020). This 

time frame is consistent with the incomplete, logistic growth of certain lineages that was 

observed in populations subjected to intense genomic surveillance (Hodcroft et al 2020), 

although we caution against over-interpreting as other mechanisms can lead to similar 

dynamics. 

 

Repeat introductions during a pandemic complicate variant dynamics. Each introduction can be 

interpreted as a single trajectory sampled from the probability distribution of risk distributions 

with the total variant transmissibility as a weighted average of these distributions over time, as 

repeat introductions happen at different times. Furthermore, any variant fitness bias depends 

strongly on the subpopulation in which it emerges. If individuals willing to travel during a 

pandemic are more likely to engage in behavior that risks exposure in general then we expect 

introductions to preferentially occur in such subpopulations further contributing to an 

increased apparent fitness. Properly interpreting emerging epidemic and variant growth rates 

rely on establishing such social drivers. Indeed, informing epidemiology with sociology is 

imperative for the future of public health, as sustained transmission increasingly becomes more 

likely within unvaccinated communities. 

 

Understanding the dynamics of socialization rates themselves is the next step to better model 

real epidemics and the risk-SIR model provides a framework for these future studies. However, 

identifying empirical proxies for socialization to inform these models is challenging due to the 

limited scope of measurements. Mobility data from tracked cell phones offer one possibility, 

with prior work showing lockdowns reducing socialization during the initial stages of the SARS-

CoV-2 pandemic (Wesolowski et al., 2015; Kishore et al., 2021). However, such data ignore 

individuals without cell phones, which may include key social subpopulations like young 

schoolchildren. Additionally, even inferring interactions from mobility data alone may be 
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fraught as it is agnostic to epidemiological details such as where and when masking may be in 

use, or spurious connections between phones when proximate but between barriers. One 

possible route to estimate varying contact patterns over time is methods from population 

genetics, leveraging the extraordinary amounts of genetic data that are increasingly routinely 

collected (Scarpino et al., 2015). 

 

This work, along with others, illustrates how simple models can capture the way social context 

determines and complicates epidemic dynamics, without explicit consideration of host 

networks (Weitz et al., 2020). To begin to quantify the emergent complexity parameters such as 

the reproduction number R0 can be compared among relevant contexts. Prior work has shown 

the value of these key parameters depends on social context through the distribution of 

secondary contacts (Meyers et al., 2005; Hébert-Dufresne et al., 2020). Nevertheless, secondary 

infection rates and case count growth rates are easily measurable and can be incorporated into 

this modeling framework, allowing us to contextualize discussions within specific social contexts 

instead of a single mean value which can understate the capacity for transmission in certain 

populations. Understanding social contexts associated with rapid growth may allow early 

warning of for future spread in different, neighboring social contexts (Petros et al., 2022), and 

will be a key component of improved epidemic forecasting that accounts for changing behavior. 

Determining these social "routes of transmission" could be key for broad infection control, 

where resources can be prioritized towards mitigating epidemics within and between 

communities with increased growth. 
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Supplementary Information: 

 

Supplementary Figure 1: Dynamics of a variant with increased transmissibility relative to 

wildtype emerging in different risk subpopulations. 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 18, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.15.22282366doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.15.22282366
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Supplementary Figure 2: Equilibrium risk distribution for exponentially growing epidemics in 

societies with transmission heterogeneity as the amount of cross transmission between two 

subpopulation varies. 

 

Supplementary Figure 3: Dynamics of the variance of the probability distribution function over 

risk distributions for a growing epidemic with two subpopulations. It initially increases because 

we initialize the population at a specific risk distribution (delta distribution) and it eventually 

decreases as the risk distribution drifts less for larger populations. 
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