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Abstract

Random numbers are at the heart of every agent-based model (ABM) of health and
disease. By representing each individual in a synthetic population, agent-based models
enable detailed analysis of intervention impact and parameter sensitivity. Yet
agent-based modeling has a fundamental signal-to-noise problem, in which small changes
between simulations cannot be reliably differentiated from stochastic noise resulting
from misaligned random number realizations. We introduce a novel methodology that
eliminates noise due to misaligned random numbers, a first for agent-based modeling.
Our approach enables meaningful individual-level analysis between ABM scenarios
because all differences are driven by mechanistic effects rather than random number
noise. We demonstrate the benefits of our approach on three disparate examples.
Results consistently show reductions in the number of simulations required to achieve a
given standard error with levels exceeding 10-fold for some applications.

Author summary

We present new computational methodology that addresses a longstanding
signal-to-noise problem in agent-based modeling that arises when comparing simulation
outcomes. With the traditional approach that we and other modelers have used for
decades, random draw misalignment between simulations results in high variance and
implausible differences, complicating impact evaluation, parametric sensitivity, and
scenario analysis. Our new method achieve perfect alignment of random draws between
simulations, thereby preventing stochastic branching entirely. Similar ideas have been
demonstrated for simple cohort models, but those techniques did not work for key
aspects we need in disease modeling like dynamic populations, births and in-migration
specifically, and agent-to-agent interactions, as needed for pathogen transmission. We
tested our new methodology on three use cases and found it has many benefits
including dramatic reductions in the number of simulation replicates required for some
applications. We believe that practitioners both within and beyond the field of
computational epidemiology will benefit considerably from this improved approach to
agent-based modeling.

Introduction

Within the field of computational epidemiology, computer models are used to guide
decision making by predicting the future course of disease burden, assessing data gaps
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and the value of new information, and quantifying the potential impact of a diverse
suite of possible interventions. The structure and level of detail represented within a
disease model should be fit for purpose based on the motivating questions and available
data. To this end, numerous modeling paradigms have been developed and leveraged
ranging from deterministic compartmental models to complex agent-based models
(ABMs), which are inherently stochastic.

Simulation-based analysis quantifying the impact of interventions or the sensitivity
of key outcomes to input parameters comes from evaluating the difference between
simulations across two or more scenarios. These differences are straightforward to
calculate for deterministic models, but significant challenges arise when evaluating
differences between outputs of stochastic models, including agent-based models
specifically.

The fundamental problem is that the difference between two simulations is composed
of real (mechanistic) effects stemming from the change in model configuration plus
stochastic noise. Configuration changes that result in small but meaningful differences
in outcomes can be very challenging to quantify as the stochastic random number noise
dominates the signal. Additionally, purely beneficial interventions and directional
parameter shifts, like introducing a vaccine, can appear to increase disease burden,
challenging scientific communication. While such increases are certainly possible due to
chaos-like mechanisms, traditional agent-based models over-estimate the frequency of
such outcomes due to random number noise.

Several variance reduction techniques have been proposed in the literature to address
this fundamental signal-to-noise problem in agent-based modeling and Monte Carlo
simulation more generally [1]. To understand these approaches, consider a disease model
configured with two different inputs yielding outcomes X and Y. The variance of the
difference, Z, can be expressed as

var[Z] = var[X] + var[Y] — 2cov(X,Y). (1)

To reduce the variance in the difference, it is possible to induce positive correlation
between X and Y through the use of common random number seeds, a classic approach
in simulation methodology [2]. In practice, however, the magnitude of the covariance
term tends to be small relative to the variance terms despite the common random
number seeds. While X and Y may be identical initially, the first difference causes a
significant loss of correlation due to stochastic random number noise.

for example before an intervention takes effect in the counterfactual, the outcomes
quickly lose covariance following the first difference due to stochastic random number
noise.

The noise observed in differences is a result of a model design flaw that is
challenging to overcome. Specifically, most agent-based simulations in epidemiology use
a single centralized pseudo-random number generator (PRNG) for all stochastic
realizations. A PRNG outputs a stream of random numbers that is deterministic and
reproducible given the seed. However, even if two simulations with slightly different
inputs use the same random number seed, as soon as one simulation uses a random
number that the other does not, all subsequent stochastic realizations could be different.
The sequence of random numbers is the same, but the realizations are going to different
purposes within the model. These differences manifest as noise when computing results.
As a consequence, the impact of interventions and parameter changes can only be
evaluated at the population level, even though the model representation is at the
individual agent level.

Overcoming this fundamental limitation for general purpose agent-based simulation
modeling has proven to be challenging; however, one promising approach is to use
common random numbers (CRN) [3]. In a CRN-based approach, random numbers are
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still random, but the draw for each decision, by each agent, at each time is perfectly
matched between simulations. In theory, the random number alignment in CRN
eliminates stochastic noise from the difference of simulations, leaving only real
(mechanistic) effects.

CRN techniques date back to Monte Carlo simulation in the 1950s, often applied to
simple systems for which reusing a common random number seed was sufficient to
achieve “full” common random number coherence [4,/5]. More recent applications of
CRN include modeling of breast cancer |6], health care systems and policy analysis [7,8],
and cost-effectiveness modeling of diarrheal disease control [9).

While modeling applications using CRN consistently demonstrate benefits, no
literature we could find solves CRN in general for agent-based simulation. The
examples above suffer from two major limitations. First, the populations are closed in
the sense that new agents cannot be born or otherwise added to the simulation. Second,
agents are not able to interact with each other.

Common random numbers enable counterfactuals to be matched perfectly to
baseline simulations. Perfectly matched counterfactuals have been demonstrated for
compartmental models in epidemiology [10], but the methods do not apply to
agent-based models.

We introduce new methodology for general purpose agent-based disease modeling
that completely eliminates unwanted stochastic noise due to misaligned random
numbers from the difference between simulations, thereby dramatically revealing the
real signal. Our approach is based on common random numbers, and results in
meaningful reductions in the variance of the difference between simulations. To the best
of our knowledge, this is the first time that perfectly matched counterfactuals have been
achieved in general-purpose agent-based modeling.

Materials and methods

We achieve common random number alignment in an agent-based multi-pathogen
co-transmission framework called Starsim using a number of innovations. This
framework follows design patterns from specific disease-vertical models we have
developed previously, including Covasim [11], FPsim [12], and HPVsim [13], but is
intended to enable rapid composition of one or more health and/or disease modules and
transmission networks. Importantly, Starsim is a fixed time step agent-based
simulation framework that conceptually represents the agent population as a matrix.
The matrix is composed of one row for each agent and has columns representing
properties like age, sex, unique identifier (UID), pathogen-specific infection status, and
much more. The matrix initially has N rows, but will change dynamically over time as
agents are born and die. The Starsim framework is written in Python and available as
open-source software [14]. Here we describe each component of our approach. While a
full implementation is available in Starsim , the approach can be adapted to any
agent-based model.

Separate pseudo-random number streams for each decision

Within agent-based modeling, a decision is any step that requires a random number to
be drawn from a distribution. Typically these decisions address questions like: Does the
agent get infected? How long is the incubation period? Will the infection be severe?
Does the individual receive a vaccine on this time step? Etc. The results of these
decisions govern the evolution of the simulation.

We assign independent PRNG streams to each and every decision, but note that
each stream can be used to sample values for many/all agents. These decision-specific
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PRNGs have a unique name string that is hashed to create an integer offset to the
single user-supplied random number seed. Thus, decisions that are shared between two
simulations will receive the same seed, provided the overall random number seed is
shared.

Within Starsim , each independent PRNG stream is implemented as a NumPy
random generator of type PCG64DXSM [15].

Time step-dependent PRNG stream jumping

PRNG stream “jumping” efficiently advances the state of the generator as if a large
number of draws had been sampled. On each time step, k, we begin by resetting each
PRNG stream to its initial state. Then, each PRNG stream is jumped k times. These
jumps ensure that each decision-specific stream is in a new unique state that depends
only on the initial state and simulation time step.

At most one call to each PRNG per time step

On each time step, k, our approach allows at most one call to each decision-specific
PRNG stream. The call may request a large sample size, for example one realization for
every agent in the simulation. Limiting the number of calls to at most one on each time
step ensures that draws come from a stream that starts from a known state that will be
matched between simulations.

Slot-based assignment of random number draws

Each agent in the population is assigned a “slot” that is used to index into an array of
random numbers drawn from each decision-specific PRNG stream on each time step.
Because the slot is used as an index into an array, it must be a non-negative integer.

During initialization of the population of N agents, a column vector of unique
identifiers (UIDs) is created and forms the index of the agent matrix. Initial UID values
are assigned linearly, 0,1,..., N — 1. The slot vector for this initial population is simply
a copy of the UID vector, so that agent i will receive slot i.

On time step k, let S; be a PRNG stream associated with decision d. The stream Sy
has been initialized and jumped according to the rules described above. If any agents
are faced with decision d on time step k, a vector of M random draws, 7, will be
sampled from the stream. The random draws are assigned to individual agents by
indexing so that the agent with UID 4 receives draw r; = 7[slot;]. We set
M = max(slot;) for ¢ in the set of agent UIDs faced with decision d on this time step.

We make a distinction between UIDs and slots because new agents may be born into
the simulation. While UIDs are assigned sequentially as new agents are added to the
population, slots cannot be assigned sequentially because two simulations for which we
aspire to achieve CRN may have differing numbers of births. Instead, we determine the
slot for newborn agents based on a random number generated by one or both of the
biological parents.

Specifically, one of the decisions for which we allocate a PRNG stream is, “What will
be the slot for agents born on this time step?” Using the slot of the selected parent, we
sample a new slot for each linked newborn from a discrete uniform distribution with a
lower bound equal to the NN, the initial population size, and an upper bound equal to
int(¢N), where ¢ > 1 is a user-configurable scalar multiplier with a typical value in the
range of 2 to 10.

Because slots are drawn from a discrete uniform distribution, there is a chance that
two or more agents could receive the same slot. Two agents with the same slot, facing
the same decision, on the same time step will receive the same random realization. The
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chances of such a collision can be reduced to near-zero by increasing q. However,
increasing the number of available slots comes at the cost of increasingly large draw
sizes because the number of random numbers drawn must be large enough to
accommodate all requested slots.

When creating newborn agents, all properties beyond the slot, such as birth sex and
any other user-configured covariates, are determined using separate decision streams
with stochastic realizations indexed by the slot of the newborn. Thus, two agents born
on the same time step who happen to receive the same slot will receive identical
properties at birth. Some outcomes experienced by these “twin” agents will be identical,
like the timing of demographic events, but other outcomes like network edge formation
and disease acquisition, sequelae, and onward transmission will differ.

Example: Consider a population of N = 10 agents in which agents 0, 5, and 8
(these numbers refer to UIDs) have assigned slots 0, 5, and 21. These agents
are newly infected, and now we seek to determine the prognosis for each from
a Weibull distribution. We draw 22 Weibull-distributed random numbers and
only use the draws at the 15, 6*", and 22" positions, corresponding to the
zero-based slots associated with these agents.

Pairwise random numbers

It is often necessary in disease modeling to have a random draw that acts on a pair of
individuals, rather than for each agent individually, for example to determine whether
one agent infects another. For N agents, there are N(N — 1)/2 possible pairwise
interactions (i.e. edges), although in networks in practice tend to be sparse. Naively,
one would sample an independent random number for each edge in the network.
However, such an approach is not CRN safe because the addition or loss of a single
agent (or interaction) will cause the random numbers for all subsequent pairs to change.
The innovation we make here is to calculate a uniformly distributed random number
u;j, used for each pair of agents ¢ and j, based on random numbers drawn by agents ¢
and j. Specifically, let u; and u; be random 64-bit unsigned integers sampled for agents
i and j using the techniques described above. We then apply a deterministic
transformation, f(u;,u;) to yield a uniformly distributed random realization u;; € [0,1).
After exploring several alternatives and checking for bias, see we

settled on the following transformation,
ug; = xor(u; * uj,u; — u;)/Mea, (2)

where u;, u; ~ U (0, Mgy) are random 64-bit integers and Mgy is the largest 64-bit
integer.

Network edge formation

Pathogen transmission within Starsim occurs on edges of a multi-layer dynamic
transmission network. Nodes in this network represent individual agents and edges
represent contacts. Edges are dynamic and therefore may form and dissolve over time.
The network is multi-layer in the sense that users can group edges into “layers”
representing place (e.g. home, school, work, community), transmission route
(e.g. airborne, sexual, environmental), relationship type (e.g. marital, casual,
commercial), or other factors.

One of the most challenging aspects of achieving CRN in a dynamic transmission
model is maintaining coherence in network connections. Many common network
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algorithms are not “CRN safe” in the sense that the presence or absence of even just
one additional agent can cause all new connections formed on that time step to differ.

We have identified three network algorithms that maintain common random number
coherence despite possible changes in the number of agents (nodes) available for
connections due to birth, death, or other reasons. The three methods we describe here
differ significantly in their capabilities and performance scaling.

Erdés-Rényi Dynamic Random Network

In an Erdés-Rényi graph, each pair of nodes is connected with probability p. Ordinarily,
N(N —1)/2 random numbers would be used in assessing the existence of an undirected
edge between each pair of agents. To create a CRN-safe Erdés-Rényi network, we
instead use one of the pairwise random number methods described in [Pairwise random]|
(other than Modulo, which is biased). With this approach, edges can have a
defined duration or be can recreated on each time step. The loss or addition of agents
will not affect other network edges. We note that this approach could be generalized.
For example, the probability, p, of an edge could depend on agent properties, simulation
time, or other factors.

Dynamic Disk Graph

To create a dynamic disk graph, we initially place each agent randomly on a
two-dimensional unit square using the techniques described above. Edges are created
between agents that are separated by a distance of r or less, where 7 is a scalar radius
to be determined by the user.

Such a network can be made dynamic by moving the agents on each time step. Here,
we have explored two simple approaches. The first is a random walk in which each
agent samples a new position from a normal distribution centered at the current
position, again using the techniques above.

Tt4dt -~ _ Tt
i)~ (= =), ¢

for any 2D covariance matrix ;.
The second approach ascribes a constant velocity, v, and orientation, 6, to each
agent and calculates new positions as a forward step of length v % dt in direction 6,

Tiydr| | T +vcos(By) x dt )
Yitdt | |y +osin(@,) «dt|’

~

where dt is the time step of the model.

With each approach, agents wandering outside of the unit square are reflected back
in. With the constant-velocity method, the orientation is updated so that agents
“bounce” off walls. Other motion updates are possible, each creating different dynamic
disk networks that will not be altered by the addition, loss, or other agent-network
participation changes.

We note that this gerenal concept could be generalized in many ways, while
retaining the CRN-safe property. For example, the user could change away from a
two-dimensional square or use a different distance function.

Topological Embedding

While the previous approaches create simple random networks that are safe for use with
CRN, they lack the capability to create detailed assortative edges, a limitation the
“topological embedding” approach seeks to overcome. Our approach begins by embedding
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agents seeking an additional connection in a d-dimensional normed vector space. Denote
by @; € R? the position of agent i within this space. After embedding, we form a
distance matrix D with entry ¢, 7 computed as the distance between respective agents,

Dij = || — il ()

Pairs are assigned by solving the linear sum assignment problem [16] using D as the
cost matrix. As Starsim is written in Python, we are using the
linear_sum_assignment function from the scipy.optimize library [17].

The process of embedding each agent may be deterministic. For example, each agent
may embed at a position corresponding to their current age, sex, and/or other property
like geolocation. Alternatively, a user may employ a stochastic embedding, for example
each agent could embed at a position determined by a random draw. When the
embedding is stochastic, a purpose-specific pseudo random stream is used in
combination with slotting, as described above, to ensure the resulting draws are
consistent between realizations.

The linear sum assignment forms a maximal pairing that minimizes the sum of the
costs. Here, a maximal pairing ensures that the cardinality of the match is as high as
possible; no agents that could be matched are left unmatched. The cost minimization
means that nearby pairs of agents are more likely to be matched than distant agents.
These properties create an ideal situation for common random number alignment
between two simulations as changes, like the addition or removal of agents seeking
connections on any given time step, will create a perturbation that is not global, but
rather local with respect to the embedding.

Finally, note that bipartite networks can be generated using a distance matrix with
rows representing agents of one type (e.g. women) and columuns representing agents of
the other type (e.g. men). We use this approach in an example below to simulate a
heterosexual HIV transmission network.

The downside of this approach is performance as the linear sum agreement algorithm
is O(N3) in N, the number of agents seeking a new contact.

Static network

Any static network will be safe for use with common random numbers. These networks
are static in the sense that edges between nodes do not change over time, and can
therefore be created in advance of running the simulation. While agents can be removed
from the simulation simply by removing adjacent edges, newborn agents will not be
connected to any other agents and therefore would not acquire new infections.

Complete network

Another CRN-safe option is the complete graph, with edges added and removed as
agents enter and leave the simulation. Again, no random numbers are used in producing
this network.

Pathogen transmission

A second significant challenge in achieving CRN in epidemiological models comes at the
stage of pathogen transmission. Naively, a network consisting of e edges would use 2e
random draws to determine pathogen incidence, one for each possible direction of each
edge. However, this approach is clearly not CRN safe as the loss of any one edge would
shift the random draw realizations for all subsequent edges.

We have identified several solutions to overcome this challenge. We describe an

acquisition-based approach in The primary approach we have
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implemented takes advantage of the pair-specific random numbers, as described in
[Pairwise random numbers] This method works just like the naive approach, but
substitutes a pair-specific random realization instead of a random draw from a
centralized generator.

Results

To identify use cases within computational epidemiology for which common random
numbers provide a meaningful advantage over the traditional centralized approach, we
present results from three examples. First, maternal postpartum hemorrhage prevention
in a model with births and deaths, but no transmission. Second, vaccination in a
susceptible-infected-recovered (SIR) transmission model with a closed population and
static network. Finally, voluntary medical male circumcision (VMMC) impact on
human immunodeficiency virus (HIV), demonstrating the combination of an open
population and dynamic transmission networks.

All results come from Starsim [14] (v1.0), an open-source general-purpose health
and disease modeling framework. The methods to achieve CRN, as described in
[Materials and methods| have been designed into the Starsim framework.
Simultaneously, the framework features the ability to disable CRN, reverting back to a
single centralized random number generator for comparison purposes. We present
results comparing the following two approaches to generating random numbers.

e Centralized: All random numbers used during the simulation come from a single
(centralized) random number generator, as is typical in modern agent-based
simulation modeling in epidemiology. The stream is NumPy’s default Mersenne
Twister. We use the same random number seeds for each scenario to reduce
variance.

e CRN: Random numbers for each decision, by each agent, at each time step use
the techniques presented in this paper to achieve common random number
alignment. The slot scale parameter, ¢, is set to its default value of 5 for the PPH
example and 10 for the SIR and VMMC examples. Transmission is achieved using
the XOR method of pairwise pseudo-random numbers, as described in Table

Maternal & Child Health: Prevention of postpartum hemorrhage

In Sub-Saharan Africa, the maternal mortality ratio is estimated to be around 500
deaths for every 100,000 live births [18]. Postpartum hemorrhage (PPH), defined as
losing at least half a liter of blood within 24 hours of delivery, is a leading cause
accounting for about 25% of maternal deaths in this region [19]. A recent clinical trial
has demonstrated that a package of interventions can reduce a composite measure of
severe outcomes from PPH by 60% [20].

Further, when a mother dies, her newborn baby has a significantly reduced chance of
surviving the first 42 days [21]. Estimates of infant mortality vary, but sources indicate
that roughly half of infants without a mother will die within this period [22].

To explore the potential benefits of averting PPH, we apply our approach to
common random numbers on a synthetic population resembling sub-Saharan Africa.
These results demonstrate the ability of the CRN-based approach to simulate vital
dynamics, births and deaths, as made possible by the “slots” described in
lassignment of random number draws|

Each simulation begins in 2015 and ends in 2030, corresponding to the end-year of
the Sustainable Development Goals. The initial population age structure, age- and
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year-specific fertility rates, and age-, year-, and sex-specific mortality rates are based on
data from UN World Population Prospects [23].

For demonstration purposes, we suppose a 60% effective PPH-prevention
intervention package was delivered at 10% or 90% coverage starting in 2020, 5 years
after the beginning of the simulation. We assume the baseline rate of maternal
mortality due to PPH is 1 per 1,000 live births and that infants who lose their mother
to PPH experience a one-time 50% chance of death that acts in addition to the baseline
mortality rate. Mothers saved by the PPH-prevention package have a knock-on effect of
increasing the survival of their newborn.

Each simulation contains 100,000 synthetic agents and we use 250 replicates by
sweeping the random number seed from 0 to 249. The simulation time step is set to one
year. We compare centralized and CRN approaches to random number generation.

Results displayed in the top row of Fig|l| show time series trends of cumulative
maternal deaths for intervention coverage levels of 10% and 90% in addition to the
reference, which does not contain any PPH-prevention. The results for the two
approaches to random number generation are indistinguishable, suggesting that pseudo
random numbers generated by both centralized and CRN approaches are indeed
random.

The second row of Fig[I] shows the differences between the indicated PPH-prevention
coverage level and the reference for each of the 250 replicates. In computing these
differences over time, we have paired up common random number seeds so that seed s
of each coverage level is compared against seed s of the reference. We observe that
between-simulation differences are significantly less variable using the CRN approach as
compared to the traditional centralized approach. The CRN simulations show a clear
decrease in deaths, with larger magnitude for the higher coverage level. Differences
using the centralized approach are much more variable, and the trend at 10% coverage
is challenging to discern.

In addition to a significant reduction in variance, the CRN approach demonstrates
another advantage. Because differences are realized mechanistically at the individual
level instead of in aggregate the population level, a purely beneficial intervention like
this PPH-prevention package always results in fewer maternal deaths and more live
births, as illunstrated in the bottom row of the results fiture. The same cannot be
observed for the centralized approach because real differences are masked by stochastic
noise.

The variance of the difference between simulation configurations can be reduced by
increasing the covariance term in Eq[I} The third row of Fig [I] shows how the Pearson
correlation coefficient (PCC), a measure of covariance, varies as a function of time for
several output channels; higher values indicate greater correlation. The CRN approach
yields correlation that is significantly higher than the centralized approach at all time
points. The drop in PCC for the centralized approach begins early in the simulation,
following the first random draw difference between baseline and counterfactual scenarios.

Comparing 10% and 90% coverage levels, Pearson correlation with the reference
scenario is higher in the 10% coverage scenario than the 90% coverage scenario with
CRN. In contrast, the centralized approach appears to be insensitive to coverage.
Viewing postpartum hemorrhage as a relatively rare event (1 per 1,000 live births), 10%
coverage of the PPH prevention package with 60% efficacy affects relatively few women
and their children, and therefore simulation results for this low-coverage scenario should
closely resemble the reference scenario. In other words, the mechanistic signal is small
and thus correlation between the 10% and reference coverage scenarios should be high.
In contrast, the 90% coverage level affects many more women and their babies, and thus
correlation between baseline and counterfactual simulations should be lower, as
demonstrated in the CRN results.
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Fig 1. Results from PPH simulations comparing centralized (left) and common random
number (right) approaches. The top row shows the absolute number of maternal deaths
occurring in this synthetic population with the shaded regions corresponding to plus or
minus one standard deviation. The second row shows differences between each of the
two coverage levels and the reference scenario, paired by random number seed. The
third row shows the time-evolution of the Pearson correlation coefficient for three
output channels, as indicated by linetype. Finally, the bottom row shows the
distribution of differences in maternal deaths at the the final time. Colors indicate
coverage of the PPH prevention intervention ranging from 0% (Reference, green) to 10%
(red) and 90% (blue).

The CRN approach shows lower correlation for maternal deaths than births,
especially at 90% coverage. This too makes sense in light of the fact that the
intervention directly averts maternal deaths whereas any change in births are an indirect
consequence of women receiving the PPH prevention package to survive to a subsequent
pregnancy. Over longer periods of time, newborns that survived because their mother
received the PPH intervention could as well contribute new births into the population.

Finally, we can consider the standard error (SE) and the potential number of
simulations saved by CRN in achieving a given SE. When considering maternal deaths
at the final time, we find that the CRN approach yields 6.2- and 1.75-fold reductions in
standard error for 10% and 90% coverage levels, respectively. Due to the square-root
relationship between standard error and the number of simulations, this reduction
amounts to 38- and 3-fold savings in the number of simulations that would need to be
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run to achieve a specified level of standard error. These savings are much more
substantial when considering the number of births that occur. Here we find 14,000~ and
1,800-fold reductions in the number of simulations for a given standard error, again for
10% and 90% coverage levels.

Additional correlation results for this PPH example can be found in

Infectious disease transmission

While simulations using CRN will always have less stochastic pseudo-random number
noise compared to the traditional centralized approach, the actual benefits of CRN may
not be meaningful in situations where in-simulation mixing is large and/or the real
signal is small compared to the between-replicate variation. To investigate the limits of
the advantages of CRN, we present results on a susceptible-infectious-recovered (SIR)
infection process evolving on a static population with static network connections, and
consider the impact of introducing a vaccine.

Simulation results presented in this section use SIR dynamics with an
exponentially-distributed duration of infection with a mean of 30 days. The infection
fatality ratio is set at 5%. We default to a Barabédsi-Albert “power law” network
topology with parameter m = 1. Static networks are CRN-safe, recall
We select a time step of one day and set the default transmissibility parameter, 3, so
that there is a 20% chance of transmission per day between each connected pair of
infected an susceptible agents. The size of the simulated population is varied.
Simulations start on the first day of 2020 and end 6-months later. The simulated
vaccine, which acts to reduce susceptibility to infection acquisition, is distributed on day
five at 5% or 90% coverage and is assumed to have a constant efficacy of 70%.

Results comparing cumulative incidence (attack) of centralized and CRN approaches
for 10, 100, 1,000, and 10,000 agents for the reference scenario are shown in Fig|2| (top
row). As in the PPH example, outputs for both approaches to random number
generation yield similar aggregate results. Cumulative incidence of infection is
characterized by a high level of quantization and variance for 10 agents, with increasing
resolution and decreasing variance as the number of agents is increased, as expected.

The middle row of of Fig [2] show differences between baseline and 90% coverage,
matched by random number seed. The CRN approach appears to have lower variance
differences, and differences shrink with increasing number of agents.

To better understand the impact of the population size on the value of CRN, we
again turn to the time evolution of the Pearson correlation coefficient, see the bottom
row of Fig[2] These panels clearly show the benefits of the CRN approach. At all time
points, the CRN approach results in higher correlation than the traditional centralized
approach. Correlation increases with the number of agents. The benefit of CRN over
centralized, as quantified by the difference in PCC, narrows as the number of agents
increases. But benefits are still apparent at 10,000 agents, especially for the 5%
coverage scenario. As with the PPH example above, correlation is higher at 5%
coverage than 90% coverage, particularly for CRN, due to the smaller overall
perturbation to the system and ability of the CRN approach to avoid loss of correlation
due to stochastic noise.

The use of common random numbers results in variance reduction, as can be
quantified by the fold-reduction in the number of simulations that need to be run to
achieve a given standard error level. Here we find that at 5% coverage, the use of CRN
saves over 10-fold simulations, with nearly 30x savings realized for the smallest
population size. The reduction in the number of simulations is smaller for the 90%
coverage level due to the larger signal produced by the intervention. Here we find a
modest savings of about 20%.
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Fig 2. Timeseries result for the SIR example for population sizes ranging from 10 (red)
to 1,000 (purple) for centralized (left) and CRN (right) approaches to random number
generation. The top row shows the cumulative number of infections as a percentage of
the population whereas the middle row shows the difference in cumulative incidence
between the 90% coverage level and the no-vaccine reference scenario. The final row
shows how the Pearson correlation coefficient against the reference evolves over time for
cumulative incidence with 5% (solid) and 90% (dashed) vaccine coverage.

Additional results generated by varying the topology of the SIR network are
presented in

HIV prevention via voluntary medical male circumcision

Previous results have explored a dynamic population without transmission (PPH) and a
static population with transmission (SIR). We now present results leveraging all aspects
of our CRN solution through a simulation of Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV)
that involves births, natural- and disease-cause deaths, and a dynamic heterosexual
disease transmission network.

A recent study conducted the HIV Modelling Consortium evaluated the cost
effectiveness of a 5-year continuation of voluntary medical male circumcision (VMMC)
as compared to discontinuation of the service over 5-, 20-, and 50-year horizons .
VMMC is estimated to have approximately 60% efficacy in reducing HIV acquisition in
men, but funding for VMMC programming is varied.

Motivated by this real-world scenario analysis, we implemented a simple VMMC
scenario analysis based on a simple HIV module complete with an age-stratified
heterosexual transmission network, mother-to-child transmission, age/sex/year-specific
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demographics, and temporal scale-up of antiretroviral treatment (ART) and VMMC.
HIV prevalence, ART, and VMMC trends were roughly calibrated reflect the
epidemiological context in sub-Saharan Africa. Simulated circumcision typically occurs
around time of sexual debut and coverage increases to 45% linearly from 2007 to 2020.
The baseline scenario discontinues VMMC in year 2020 whereas the intervention
scenario continues VMMC services through 2025. Results come from simulations with
an initial population of 10,000 agents spanning from 1980 to 2070 with a one-month
time step and 500 replicates.

Model outputs showing HIV prevalence, coverage of VMMC, fold reduction in the
number of simulations that would be required to achieve a given standard error, and the
distribution of infections averted at 5, 20, and 50-year time horizons are presented in
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Fig 3. Results from the voluntary medical male circumcision example. The top row
shows HIV prevalence (left) and VMMC coverage in men (right) in the 15-49 age group.
Link color distinguishes scenario between continuing the VMMC program (red) or
discontinuing in 2020 (blue). The middle panel shows the fold reduction in the number
of simulation replicates that would be required to achieve a given standard error at each
point in time during the simulation. Infections averted and deaths averted are displayed
in blue and purple, respectively. Dashed vertical lines mark 5, 20, and 50 year horizons.
Finally, the bottom row shows cumulative distributions of infections averted 5-, 20-, and
50-years after the beginning of the intervention. Results are presented for the
centralized (green) and CRN (pink) generators.
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Fig[3l As with previous examples, absolute outputs like HIV prevalence and the
coverage of VMMC do not differ visually between centralized and CRN approaches, to
the top panels display results from the CRN simulations.

The benefit of the CRN approach is most significant over short time horizons. We
find that the fold reduction in the number of simulation replicates needed to achieve a
given standard error peaks approximately 3-years after the beginning of the intervention.
The peak values are approximately 75- and 125-fold reductions in the number of
simulations required. Benefits of using CRN fall from these peak levels over time as the
impact of the VMMC intervention eventually affects most agents in the system. At 5,
20, and 50-year horizons, the fold reductions are 24, 2.3, and 1.4 for infections averted
and 95, 5.7, and 1.6 for deaths averted.

As a final note, we observe in the bottom row of panels in Fig[3|that a significant
number of replicates generated using the centralized generator have negative infections
averted. This result would suggest that continuation of the VMMC intervention is
somehow resulting in more infections that would have occurred in the scenario where
VMMC is discontinued. Of course, this result is spurious due to random number noise.
Indeed, results from the CRN generator show very few replicates with negative infections
averted. Unlike the PPH example above in which agents did not mix, here it is possible
for the VMMC continuation scenario to result in more infections, even with CRN, due
to chains of events that can occur mechanistically as a result of the intervention.

Discussion

We present a new methodology for agent-based disease modeling that achieves common
random numbers (CRN) to enable precise individual-level comparison between
simulations, a critical step towards eliminating unwanted noise when evaluating
intervention impact and parameter sensitivity. With our CRN-based approach, two
simulations on the same population are comparable at the individual level, and all
differences are due to the mechanistic action of the difference. Results show that our
approach achieves CRN and always outperforms the traditional centralized approach to
random number generation.

The postpartum hemorrhage prevention example demonstrated dramatic increases in
signal to noise in an open, but non-interacting, population. We observed up to a four
order of magnitude reduction in the number of simulations required to achieve a given
standard error as compared to the centralized approach, a huge savings. Results are
also easier to communicate as this purely-beneficial intervention cannot possibly result
in increased deaths when using the CRN approach.

Transmission examples with SIR dynamics on a static population confirmed that the
CRN-based approach is never worse, and revealed that the greatest gains come when
the “signal” (e.g. the effect size of the intervention) is small compared to between-run
“noise” (variance). Gains were more significant for smaller population sizes, but persisted
even in a well-mixed simulation of 10,000 agents, a situation where careful use of
random numbers might not be expected to yield benefits. When exploring different
network topologies with SIR dynamics, we were surprised to see larger gains in Pearson
correlation with the faster-mixing Barab&si—Albert topology compared to three other
network structures. This power-law network produces high-variance outputs as a result
of a the influence of a relatively small number of high-degree nodes. Individual-level
alignment between simulations, as enabled by CRN, ensures better alignment of
infection reaching high-degree nodes, and therefore more significant variance reduction.

For decades, agent-based models have suffered a signal-to-noise problem. It has been
challenging to quantify the impact of interventions reaching select populations and
small parameter changes as used in sensitivity analysis. These challenges may have led
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cost-effective interventions being overlooked. Further, modeling results confused
stakeholders with counter-intuitive results showing purely beneficial interventions
resulting in worse outcomes for some simulations. Negative and near-zero impact results
also complicate cost effectiveness calculations because the incremental impact appears
in the denominator.

Our approach is the first to achieve common-random number alignment in
agent-based health and disease modeling. Our approach fully eliminates stochastic noise
due to misaligned random number realizations. What remains is purely mechanistic
signal that can be audited in the sense that every difference in model outputs can be
traced back to a physical change in process or parameter value.

Our approach has several limitations. First, model re-engineering may be required to
retrofit an existing agent-based model with the methods described in [Materials and |
Second, the resulting model code could be more challenging to use and modify.
In traditional modeling, a user could call the system “rand” function, which accesses a
centralized generator; here additional care must be taken by users when evaluating
stochastic decisions.

While random number generation typically takes a small percentage of overall
simulation time, our slot-based approach to random numbers draws many more random
numbers than are actually used. While this seems wasteful and does reduce model
performance, random number generation is not a significant performance bottleneck in
our experience. Instead, we have found the embedding network has O(N?3) scaling that
dramatically affects performance with large N. Users seeking more performance or
larger population sizes could use the disk or Erdds-Rényi algorithms we described. The
performance of these algorithms is assessed in

Another possible limitation may come from how “slots” are assigned to agents. Slots
are used to map random number realizations to agents, and there is no guarantee that
slots are unique. Agents sharing a slot will receive the same random realizations,
possibly leading to undesirable correlations. Our approach to choosing slots allows users
to trade off the probability of repeated slots with the number of random numbers that
are generated for each decision. Users of these methods should conduct sensitivity and
validity analysis to balance this trade off.

Not all agent-based modeling applications benefit equally from our approach.
Interventions with large effect sizes or large changes to input parameters generate a
large signal for which the benefits of careful random number alignment are less
meaningful in practice. Users should weigh the benefits of CRN against performance
and complexity considerations.

Finally, while we conducted a variety of simulation experiments, our results explore
a relatively small corner of the space of all agent-based modeling applications. We
expect our approach to outperform the traditional centralized approach in all
applications, but acknowledge our results are limited in this regard.

Supporting information

Software and analysis code availability Methods described in this article have
been implemented in Starsim , which is available as open source code on GitHub [14].
Results were generated using v1.0.1 of the framework. Analysis code is available GitHub
repository available online at https://github.com/starsimhub/crn_paper.

S1 Appendix Pairwise random numbers
We explored several transformation functions designed to create a single uniform
random number, u;; from random numbers produced by each agent in a pair, u; and u,;.
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The approaches we considered are summarized in Table |1} Here, Mgs and Mso are the
maximum 64- and 32-bit unsigned integer values.

Table 1. Comparison of functions to create pairwise random numbers
Method Inputs Function (f)
Modulo u;,u; ~ U(0,1) mod(u; + u;, 1)

Middle Square | u;,u; ~ U(0, Mga) (w; % u; >> 32) [Mss

Bitwise XOR | w;,u; ~ U(0, Mgs) | xor(u; * uj,u; — uj)/Mea

The Modulo method computes the modulus of the sum of two uniformly distributed
random numbers with 1, the result of which is uniformly distributed. This simple
function was a natural starting point. The Middle Square method is based on John von
Neumann’s middle-square random number generator , which takes the middle bits
after squaring a “seed” number. Here, instead of squaring a single number, we take the
the middle 32 bits from the product of u; and u;, and normalize by the maximum
possible unsigned 32-bit value. Finally, the Bitwise XOR method computes a bitwise
exclusive-or between the product and the difference of u; and u; before normalizing the
result.

For each algorithm, we created 2-million random graphs on N = 4 and again for
N = 6 nodes. The probability of each edge was set to 50%. We compared the frequency
of resulting graphs against reference frequencies generated using an independent
pseudo-random number per edge, which is not CRN safe, from NumPy’s default
Mersenne Twister implementation. Each resulting random graph was hashed for ease of
comparison. Results are presented in Fig [d]

Already from this bar plot it is clear that the Modulo approach creates a bias. The
transmission tree with hash e3b0c4, corresponding to no transmissions, is
over-represented compared to results generated using non-CRN-safe centralized
pseudo-random number generator.
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Fig 4. Frequencies of random graphs on N = 4 nodes created using each pairwise
approach to random number generation against the “True Random” pseudo-random
reference. Each hash code on the X-axis corresponds to one unique possible graph. Bar
heights show the number of times each graph occurred in two-million replicates. Bar
color indexes the method of random number generation used in creating edges.
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We next employ a statistical test to detect if any of the methods produce biased
results. Specifically, we apply a Chi-Squared test of independence to the contingency
table between the True Random result and each RNG-safe approach. Results presented
in Table [2| show that the Modulo approach can be rejected, but results from the other
approaches cannot be rejected as different from True Random.

Table 2. Results from a Chi-Squared test of independence testing the hypothesis that
each method produces transmission trees with a frequency that is not different from
(pseudo) True Random.

Method p-value (N = 4) | p-value (N = 6)
Modulo 0.0 0.0
Middle Square 0.78 0.22
XOR 0.62 0.65

S2 Appendix Acquisition-based disease transmission

Here, we describe an alternate approach to CRN-safe disease transmission. In this
“acquisition-based” approach, each node first computes the probability of acquiring
infection from any neighbor as,

pi=1- [ (t=p) (6)

JEN;

where p; is the probability of node i acquiring infection from any neighbors, N;, and p;;
is the probability of transmission on the edge between agents ¢ and j. With these
probabilities in hand, we then use a single random number from agent i, applying the
techniques described above, to determine if transmission occurs.

The source of each infection can be determined by inverse cumulative transform
sampling, again using the techniques described above. While this method is effective
and technically sound, we have found it to be slow for some applications, depending on
the density of the network.

S3 Appendix Network performance characterization

A main performance bottleneck in implementing a common random number safe
model is the transmission network. In this article, we have proposed three network
algorithms that maintain random number alignment between simulations. These three
networks vary in their flexibility and performance.

While the “Embedding” network allows for user-specified assortative mixing, the use
of the linear sum assignment algorithm is a potential performance bottleneck. In
comparison, the disk and Erd6s-Rényi implementations should scale better with
increasing number of agents.

To find out, we timed the “update” step of each network algorithm for 9
logarithmically spaced population sizes ranging from 10 to 32,000. For each population
size, we computed the average time per update for 5 sequential updates, and repeated
the experiment with 3 different random number seeds. The experiment was conducted
with CRN enabled, but results were not different when using random numbers from a
single centralized stream.

Results presented in Fig [j| illustrate that the Disk and Erdds-Rényi algorithms have
similar performance and scaling characteristics. Both are an order of magnitude faster
than the Embedding network by 10,000 agents. For comparison, we have included
performance scaling results from the Random network algorithm, which is not CRN safe.
This algorithm is highly performant, primarily relying on an array shuffle operation to
create random pairings. Shuffle-based approaches are not safe for use with common
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Fig 5. Performance scaling of CRN-safe network generation algorithms. We plot the
time to generate a network, measured in seconds, as a function of the number of agents
from 10 to 32,000. Line color indicates the network generation algorithm. Of the
algorithms compared, the Random network is the only one that is not CRN safe. Note
the log10 scale on both X- and Y-axes.

random numbers because the addition or removal of even just one agent would cause all
subsequent pairings to differ.

Finally, please note that in many applications, edges in the network representing
contacts persist for several consecutive time steps, representing lasting relationships,
and therefore it is typical for much fewer than the full population N to be seeking
additional contacts on any one timestep. Also, users can configure the model so that
only some agents are eligible for new network connections on each step. But here, for
performance evaluation, we test the networks by ensuring that all agents are eligible for
edges on each and every network update, in part by discarding any edges created on
previous updates. Thus, this test represents a worst-case scenario as all agents are
seeking new edges on every update.

Results were computed on an M1 Macbook Pro. Absolute times will vary with
computing hardware, but the relative values and scaling trends will be consistent.

S4 Appendix Additional PPH correlation results

To visualize the enhanced correlation due to reduced random number noise, Fig [0]
shows additional results from the PPH example. In this figure, each dot represents one
pair of simulation results at the final time. The value on the X-axis is the number of
births (top) and maternal deaths (bottom) in the reference scenario, which does not
include any PPH prevention, and the value on the Y-axis is the corresponding number
in an intervention simulation generated using the same random number seed.

All results demonstrate a clear correlation, thanks to shared seeds used with the
centralized approach and common random numbers for the CRN approach.. Simulations
that happen to result in high (low) values without PPH prevention also have high (low)
values with PPH prevention. Results generated using the CRN approach (red, “x”
markers) demonstrate higher correlation than those generated with the centralized
approach (black, “4” markers) due to removal of unwanted random number noise.

Correlation is higher with 10% coverage of the PPH intervention (left) because
results are more similar to the reference scenario than with 90% coverage (right).
Finally, results show higher correlation for births than maternal deaths due to the fact
that births are quickly corrupted by random number noise when using the centralized
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approach.

S5 Appendix Varying the SIR network topology

Understanding that network topology affects mixing, we hypothesize networks
inducing slower mixing will favor our approach based on common random numbers.
Here, we test this hypothesis using SIR disease dynamics on four static network
topologies: Barabasi—Albert with m = 1, Erdés-Rényi with p = 0.004, Watts-Strogatz
with parameters kK = 4 and p = 0.2, and a 2D planar grid using 1,000 agents.
Simulations run for two years beginning in 2020.

To ensure comparability of results across differing network topologies, we have
calibrated the transmissibility parameter, (3, for each network to achieve a final attack
of 60% (600 agents) in the reference scenario at the final time.

The Pearson correlation coefficient is higher for CRN than centralized at all time
points for all network topologies considered, see Fig[7] The benefit of CRN over the
traditional centralized approach to agent-based disease modeling, as quantified by the
difference in PCC, is largest for the Barabasi—Albert network. Smaller values are
observed for the Watts-Strogatz and Grid 2D networks, with the Erd6s-Rényi topology
in the middle.

This result is counter to our hypothesis because the largest benefit is observed in the
topology with the fastest mixing. The structure of the Barabasi—Albert “power law”
network results in high variance, so there is more opportunity early in the spread for
common random numbers to reduce variance by eliminating unwanted noise from
misaligned random realizations.

Consistent with previous findings, correlation with the reference scenario is higher
when the system is less perturbed, as is the case with 5% compared to 90% vaccine
coverage.
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