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Abstract

The effective reproduction number R is a predominant statistic for tracking the transmissibility
of infectious diseases and informing public health policies. An estimated R=17 is universally
interpreted as indicating epidemic stability and is a critical threshold for deciding whether new
infections will grow (R>1) or fall (R<1). We demonstrate that this threshold, which is typically
computed over coarse spatial scales, rarely signifies stability because those scales integrate
infections from heterogeneous groups. Groups with falling and rising infections counteract and
early-warning signals from resurging groups are lost in noisy fluctuations from stable groups
with large infection counts. We prove that an estimated R=1 is consistent with a vast space of
epidemiologically diverse scenarios, diminishing its predictive power and policymaking value.
We show that a recent statistic, E, derived from R via experimental design theory provides a

more meaningful stability threshold (E=1) by rigorously constraining this space of scenarios.

Main

Accurately tracking the transmissibility of infectious diseases over time is a longstanding and
important problem. Timely indicators of the growth or decline of epidemics contribute valuable
evidence for informing public health policy, assessing interventions and improving epidemic
response and pandemic preparedness [1]. The effective reproduction number, R, is the most
commonly-used statistic for describing transmissibility and estimates the ratio of expected new
infections to actively circulating (past) infections [2]. Although there are many approaches for
computing R [3], its role as a threshold statistic is a fixture across epidemiology. An estimated
R=1 indicates that the incidence of new infections will remain roughly constant, while values

above or below this threshold foretell of rising or falling incidence.

This interpretation is ubiquitous and its simplicity underlies why R is prominent as a predictive
statistic for guiding public health responses and communicating the state of an epidemic [4].
However, as R is typically estimated from incidence data at a coarse spatial scale (usually
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Consequently, finer scale variations containing critical signals for prediction and control are
neglected. Group heterogeneities emerge from differences in behaviour, sociodemographic
factors, immunity levels, location and other features [5,6]. Here we highlight how averaging
over groups means that, even under the mildest assumptions, R=1 seldom signifies epidemic
stability. As a result, R may have substantial disadvantages as a prospective or retrospective

statistic [7], especially at the large scales over which it is commonly inferred and reported.

To demonstrate these claims, consider p>1 heterogeneous (but well-mixed) groups, with R;
as the reproduction number of group j and /; as the infectious force in that group. The R that

is frequently computed at regional or national scales is equivalent to a weighted mean:

P A
R = z w;R;, with weights w; = p—j/l' (D
Jj=1 i=144

The Aj are obtained by convolving past incident infections with the generation time distribution
of the disease [2]. See the Supplement for more details on the equivalence between Eq. (1)
and conventional formulae. Manipulating Eq. (1), we find that any of the infinite solutions to

?=1Aj(Rj — 1) = 0 satisfies the R=1 threshold condition.

A vast space of epidemiologically diverse scenarios can yield R=1. At the simplest p=2 setting,

even if the mean p~! 5.’=1 R; is 1 (the constraint in Fig. 1), these scenarios include numerous

solutions with R1>1. This discordance between the interpretation of R=7 and underlying group
dynamics becomes harder to diagnose as p increases. Fig. 1C confirms this, exemplifying
scenarios (with uncertainty) where multiple R>7 (and often no Rj=1) yet R still confidently
signals epidemic stability. Such heterogeneity-driven discrepancies were frequently observed

during the COVID-19 pandemic and Ebola virus epidemics [6,8—10].

How can we minimise this issue? A sensible approach might leverage information from the R;
to derive a global statistic X such that X=1 does not conceal local or group-level signals of

rising infections. One solution, X = max R;, guarantees this but is maximally conservative and

sensitive to R; estimate uncertainties. We generalise this solution by defining:

RY

14
X(p) =z @Ry, with weights w;() =525, ()
= i=1""i

As y increases, Eq. (2) interpolates between the group average X(0) = p~? 5-’=1Rj and

X(o0) = maxR;. If we can optimise y, we should be able to balance between vulnerability to
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false indication of stability, stemming from over-averaging, and overly conservative signalling.
Experimental design theory was used in [10] to compute the weighting of R; that minimises
the maximum uncertainty across the R; estimates. This yields the risk-averse reproduction

number E, which within our framework of Eq. (2) satisfies E = X(1).
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Fig 1: Space of R = 1 and E = 1 solutions for varying group reproduction numbers R;.

A: for p = 2 groups, we consider R, (x-axis) and its weight w; (y-axis). Weights sum to 1 so
w, = 1 — wj;. There are an infinite number of solutions yielding R = 1. We sketch the subset

of those solutions (blue lines with dots at end) satisfying the constraint Z]- i = p, Which means

the R; have an arithmetic mean of 1. One solution line sets R; = R, = 1 for all weights and
the other sets w; = w, = %for all values of 0 < R; < 2. This line includes many scenarios in

which R = 1 hides a resurging group (R; > 1). In contrast, E = 1 has a unique solution (red

dot) guaranteeing R; = R, = 1. B: we plot global statistics X (y-axis) for the subsection of the
w; = w,, solution line from A over which R; is resurgent (x-axis). R (blue) is unresponsive to

the rising R, E (red) indicates resurgence and max R; (black dashed) is the most sensitive.
C: for p = 5 groups we sample many possible R; values (green histograms) from gamma

distributions Gam(lj, /1]-_1) with 1]- as the new infections at time t and Aj as the infectious force.
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These use past incidence data from times 1 to t, denoted as If. The mean of the samples is

E[R;] (green dashed with the maximum E[R;] in black) and we constrain the sum over groups
to be 5 (ensuring the arithmetic mean of all E[R;] is 1). The subplots, from top left to bottom
right, show scenarios with increasing R; heterogeneity among the 5 groups. We construct
histograms for global statistics X from the R; samples (value of reproduction numbers or X

are on the x-axis). Across all subplots, we find that an overall R = 1 (blue) conceals several
resurging groups, while E (red) exposes these dynamics. The methods for these simulations

follows from [2,11] with more details given in the Supplement.

Here we test if group-responsive thresholds such as E=1, can offer more meaningful stability
indicators than R=1. Fig. 1A shows that at p=2, E=1 implies R1=R2=1, collapsing the solution
space to a point. Fig. 1B plots how a resurgent group R+>17 yields R=1 but E>1. Fig. 1C and
supplement Fig. 81 validate the generality of these observations. At larger p, we see that E— 1
only if all R —1 i.e., widescale (global) and group (local) stability agree when group dynamics
become similar. Fig. 1C also underscores that neither X(0) (constrained to 1) nor X (o) yield
representative thresholds. Importantly, unlike R, which signals stability confidently, E more

accurately reflects group uncertainties and only agrees with R if all Rj=1.

While the inadequacy of the R=1 threshold is known for certain network models [7,12], we
reveal that its limitations extend to simpler, widely-used models (Eq. (1)). Even when total
infections are roughly constant, R in heterogeneous settings may cause biased projections of
growth and misrepresent overall epidemic risk (Fig. 2). We find two consequential scenarios
where R=1 can conceal growth: if the resurgent group (i) is masked by infections from a stable
group (Fig. 2B) or (ii) counteracts a group with declining infections (Fig. 2C). Such scenarios
are common in practice [6—8] and make R a lagging indicator of exponential growth. Hence,

policy decisions informed by R=1 are at risk of being mistimed and inefficient [13].

Crucially, group-responsive reproduction numbers like E may better forecast the qualitative
impact of time-varying, resurging groups as in Fig 2B-C. Moreover, if the epidemic is genuinely
stable (Fig. 2A), we recover E=R=1. Consequently, experimentally designed statistics provide
more meaningful stability thresholds, exposing dynamics that are obscured by R. However,
these benefits require identifying the key heterogeneous groups. While grouping by spatial or
location-based features is possible (provided data are collected at those scales), it is hard to

disaggregate groups by immunity levels, behaviour or other less conspicuous heterogeneities.
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Fig 2: Growth projections from diverse scenarios with R = 1. We simulate Ebola virus
epidemics using renewal models [2] with generation times from [14] for p = 2 groups. In
scenarios A-C, we plot incidence values on the left panels (dots with solid lines as smoothed
means) for each group (green) and their sum (blue). Total incidence is approximately stable
in all scenarios, but groups display diverse infection patterns. We compute posterior estimates
given the past incidence data up to endpoints 7, denoted I (central panels) for the group

reproduction numbers R; (green) and resulting global statistics X of the overall (blue) R and

risk-averse (red) E reproduction numbers. For all scenarios the posterior of R is approximately
1 (dashed black), concealing salient group resurgences. In the right panels we explore the
ramifications of these posterior estimates by computing the growth probabilities that incidence
projections over a horizon h, 1., will be larger than past incidence (averaged across the last

half-week from 7). Group-based projections (green), obtained by summing the local incidence
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projected from each group due to their R; control the expected epidemic dynamics. These

dynamics are more reliably signalled at coarse scales by projections from E (red) than from R
(blue) (these both use total incidence (blue) from the left panels). We derive all estimates from
the EpiFilter package [15] with ribbons representing 95% credible intervals. Full computational

details are in the Supplement, including time-series of the posterior X estimates in Fig. S2.

Stability thresholds are fundamental benchmarks for implementing or relaxing interventions
and pinpointing epidemiologically important shifts. Since these shifts often emerge at group
levels, we recommend that response efforts prioritise (a) robustly detecting heterogeneous
subgroups within a population (b) estimating transmissibility within those well-mixed groups
(to obtain Rj) and (c) merging those estimates into balanced global statistics like E. An E=1
more reliably indicates overall epidemic stability and practically achieves what R=17, commonly

and overconfidently, only estimates theoretically.
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Code and Data Availability

We provide MATLAB code to reconstruct the figures at https://github.com/kpzoo/stabilityR.
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