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1 | INTRODUCTION

Problems connected with pests have become evident around the world as cultivation began. World’s food supply is being wasted due to the
cause of pests in agriculture. On the other hand, major side-effects of synthetic pesticides on the environment, human health, and biodiversity, are
generating widespread concerns. Thus, farmers’ awareness of the risk of synthetic pesticides uses is one of the important factors to consider. The
use of biological contents to protect crops against pests needs indigenous knowledge to implement such contents in pest management12,

There are several good modeling studies on pest control. For example, Chowdhury et al.2# have proposed and analyzed mathematical models for
biological pest control using the virus as a controlling agent. In fact, all eco-epidemic models with susceptible prey, infected prey, and predators, can
be used to discuss the nature of the susceptible pest, infected pest, and their predators®. Zhang et al.€ used a delayed stage-structured epidemic
model for pest management strategy. Wang and Song”Z used mathematical models to control a pest population by infected pests. However, they
did not use the influence of the predator populations on their works.

Many researchers utilize mathematical models for pest control in order to study different aspects of pest management policies with probable
outcomes for improved applications, using system’s analysis within the mathematical paradigm. Most of them suggest using chemical pesticides®?.
However, it is recorded that chemical pesticides have resulted in pest resurgence, acute and chronic health problems, and environmental pollution2,
Thus, to resolve this type of problem, the concept of IPM is becoming more popular among researchers with increasing application in the field by
marginal farmers.

OAbbreviations: IPM, Integrated Pest Management; PMP, Pontryagin Minimum Principle; NPV, Nuclear Polyhedrosis Virus
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In this paper, we formulate a mathematical model, incorporating the farming awareness based integrated approach. The main focus is to compare
the basic advantage of favoring the biological and combined strategy to minimize the pest problem and predict new insights on the pest manage-
ment, in general. In order to reduce the negative effects of pesticides, we apply an optimal control approach. The dynamic of the system, without
application of control, is analyzed through stability and bifurcation theory. Then, we formulate a three control parameter optimal control problem
and solve it by applying PMP to find out the optimal level of both pesticide and the advertisement cost for cost effectiveness and minimizing the
negative effect due to pesticides. Numerical simulations illustrate the analytical results. Finally, we discuss the outcomes with a conclusion.

2 | DESCRIPTION AND MODEL FORMULATION

We consider four populations into our mathematical model, namely plants biomass X(t), susceptible pest S(t), infected pest I(t), and level of
awareness A(t). The following assumptions are made to formulate the mathematical model:

e Under influence of bio-pesticides, healthy pest population becomes infected. Infected pest can attack the plant but the rate is very lesser
than susceptible pest. We assume that infected pest can consume the plant biomass following a Holling type Il response, whereas susceptible

pest consume following a Holling type | response function.
o Due to the finite size of crop field, we assume logistic growth for the density of crop biomass, with net growth rate r and carrying capacity K.

e Susceptible attacks the crop, thereby causing considerable crop reduction. If we infect the susceptible pest by pesticides, then the attack
by pest can be controlled. Here we assume that aware farmers will adopt biological pesticides for the control of the crop pest, as it has less
side effects and is also environment friendly. Biopesticides are used to infect the healthy pest. Infected pest has an additional mortality due
to infection.

e Let o be the consumption rate of pests. There is a pest infection rate, A, because of aware human interactions and activity such as use
of biopesticides (e.g., NPV), modeled via the usual mass action term AAS. We denote by d the natural mortality rate of pest and by § the

additional mortality rate of infected pest due to aware people activity.

e It is assumed that the level of awareness will increase at a rate w, proportional to the number of pests per plant noticed in the farming

system. There could be fading of interest in this exploitation. We let n be the rate of fading of interest of aware people.

e To speed up the pest control process, chemical synthetic pesticides are introduced. It causes additional death to both susceptible and

infected pest populations. FollowingL, we model the situation by the terms % and ﬂ%, respectively.

Based on the above assumptions, we have the following mathematical model:

X _x(1-2) —axs - 2oXL
dt K

a+ X
95 miaxs — AAS —ds — A
dt 1+A (1)
dl mapaXIl ~yIA
— = 2 L MAS — (d+8)l — ——,
dt a+X + (d+9) 1+A
dA
e =w+0o(S+1)—nA,
subject to the initial conditions
X(0)>0, S(0)>0, I(0)>0, A()>0. (2)

Here « is the attack rate of pests on crop. Infected pests can also attack the crop but with a lower rate, ¢a, with ¢ < 1; a is the half saturation
constant, m; and m» are the “conversion efficiency” of susceptible and infected pests, respectively, i.e., they measure how efficiently can the
pests utilize plant resource. Since pesticide affected pests have lowered efficiency, m; > mjy, and ~ denotes the increase of level from global

advertisement by radio, TV, etc. It is natural to assume that all the parameters of model (1) are positive.

3 | POSITIVITY OF SOLUTIONS AND THE INVARIANT REGION

Existence and positivity of the solutions are the main properties that system (1) must satisfy for the model to be well-posed. Such properties are

proved in this section. They describe the range in which the solution of the equations is biologically important.
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The feasible region is given by
Q={(X,51,A)€R}y: X >0,8>0,1>0,4>0}.
To show that the first two equations of the system (1) are positive, we use the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Any solution of the differential equation % = X¢(X,Y) is always positive.

Proof. A differential equation of the form % = X¢(X,Y) can be written as % = Xt(X,Y)dt. Integrating, we can write that InX = Cop +

S (X, Y)dt, i.e, we have X = Cye/ #C5Y)dt > o for C; > 0. O

Theorem 1 (non-negativeness of the solutions). The solutions of system (1) subject to given non-negative initial conditions {2) remain non-negative
forallt > 0.

Proof. Let (X(t),S(t), (t), A(t)) be a solution of system{T) with its initial conditions (2). We use Lemmato prove the positivity of the equations
in the system. Let us consider X(t) for t € [0, T]. We obtain, from the first equation of system (T), that

X _ 5 [,, (1_§>_a5_ Wl}ﬁdix:[r (1_5)_M]dt_
dt K a+ X X K c+ X

t
X I
1nX:D0+/ r(1-X) —as— 2oL ] 4
K a+ X
0

LX)\ bl T
X(t) = Dyelo [P O-R) eSSk ]an o o (. p) — Do),

Hence,

so that

From the second equation of system , we have

d A d A
B glmax —aa—d- A 5B ax —aa—a- A |a
dt 1+ A S 1+ A
Hence,
h A
1nS:K0+/ (mlaX—)\A—d— 11[4) du,
0
so that
A
S(t) = Kyeld (meXAM—d-gg)au o
To show that | and A are non-negative, consider the following sub-system of (T):
dl Xl 1A
db_ madaXl | as — (d 4oy — A
dt a+X 1+A 3)
dA

E:w—i—a(S—H)—nA.

To show the positivity of I(t), we do the proof by contradiction. Suppose there exists to € (0, T) such that I(tg) = 0, I’(tg) < 0, and I(t) > 0 for
t € [0,t0). Then, Ag > 0 fort € [0, to). If this is not to be the case, then there exists t; € [0,to) such that A(t;) = 0, A’(t1) < 0and A(t) > 0 for
t € [0, tp). Integrating the third equation of the system (1) gives

I(t) = 1(0) exp (/ <m2¢aX(7) - A(T))) dr — (d+6)t>
0

a+ X(7) 14+ A(r
; m2 ¢ a X(T) v A(T)
+|:exp<o/< 2 EX(r) —1+A(T))d7'—(d+5)t>:|

; : ma ¢ a X(7) ~ A(T)
x L/AA(T)S(T)dT exp ((d+5)t0/( Sl HA(T))dT)] >0, for telot].

Then, A’(t1) = v + o(S(t1) + I(t1)) > 0. This is a contradiction. Hence, I(t) > 0 for all t € [0, to). Finally, from the second equation of subsystem
(3), we have

A
C(l]l—t:w—l—a(s—ﬁ—l)—nA.

Integration gives
t
A(t) = A(0) e + €™ /(w +o(S(1) + I(T)))e”Tdt > 0,
0

thatis, A(t) > Oforallt € (0, T). O
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Theorem 2 (boundedness of solutions). Every solution of system (1) that start in Ri is uniformly bounded in the region V defined by

wd+ oL

K(r +d)?
nd '

L
_ 4,
Vf{(X,S,I,A)eR+.O<X+S+I§E,O<A§ =

} , with L=
Proof. We choose m = max {m1, ma} = my, because in our assumptions we assume that m; > my. Now, at any time t, let W = X + mils + m%l'
Then the time derivative of W along the solution of system (1) is given by

dW(t) [ X7 paXl A A

=X|l—-—|—-aXS— —— 4+aXS—-— —AS+ —AS
dt L K a+X m1 my

X d d+6 A
4 T2 g ,75,( i )|7(5+|)17
m;a+ X mj

— X 1_5 _(ml—m2> paXl

L K] m1 a+X
d+6 d v A
- |l——S—-—(S+1)——
(m1> m; ( Jr)m11-i-A
cx[ X s 4
K mi mi

X
= X=Xy — s 1) —dxX 4+ dX
K m1

=rX (1—5) - (i5+il+dx) +dX.

K my my

Then, we have from the above that

dw X
o<rx(1- 2 ) —dW +dX,
dt K

that is,

aw

X rX?
—+dW <rX|(1—-— dX = d)X —
pm + <r ( K)+ (r+ad)

=: &(X).
Now, ®(X) is a concave parabola for which its maximum value is attained at the vertex whose abscissa is X, = w Therefore, it follows
1
P(X) < (Xy) = 4—K(r +d)? = 3",
T

2
Thus, we have a constant L = W such that
dw
— +dW < L.
dt

To solve this, we apply the differential inequality

dw d
dt < ot dt) o gt
e (—dt +dW)7e L:>—dt (We )7e L

= Wedt < /(Led‘)dt +C

= W(X,S,1) < e [dLedt] 4 Ce

= W(X(0),5(0),1(0)) < g +C

L
LW < o (1 - e*dt) + W(X(0), 5(0), 1(0))e .
Hence, we get
L
0 < W(X,8,1) < —(1 - e~ %) + W(X(0), 5(0), I(0))e”%
and, for t — oo, we have

0<X4+S+1<

&l

From the fourth equation of system , we have

dA

& = @S+ —nA
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Again, applying the method of differential inequality, we have

d

dA d L d
ent(a+7]A>§ent(w+a) A'r]t

- (57)

= Ae™ < ( ) edt 4+ C
d L
= At) < ( wto )+Ce*m
nd
d+L
= A(0) < % e
This results in
d L
0<A< @t | e,
nd
Thus, for t — oo, we obtain that p
L
0<AL u.
nd
Hence, all solutions of (1) originating in Ri are confined to the region

V:{(X,S,I,A)GR 0<X+S+]<

for any e > 0 and for t — oo. Thus, the system (1) is always uniformly bounded

EQUILIBRIA ASSESSMENT

nd

To get the fixed points of our system, we put the right hand sides of system . equal to zero

X (1- %) —axs— 2% o,

a+X

vSA

mpaXS — AAS —dS — iTA
mopaXl

=0,

1A
255 T AAS — (d+9)l - 7 =0,

w+o(S+1)—nA=0.
We conclude that system (1) has five possible equilibrium points, denoted by E;, i =

(i) The axial equilibrium point Eq = <O, 0,0, %) which always exists

(i) The pest free equilibrium point E; = (K, 0,0, %) which, again, always exists

(iii) The boundary equilibrium point E; = (0, S1, 11, A1), where

=0,1,2,3,and E*:

o ([d+5+7)A+d+08) (14— w)
.

(A2X+(d+6+7+NA+d+6)o’

I = (An —w)AA(1+ A)
YT AT (d 457+ NA+d+ o)

and A; is the positive root of the equation AA? 4 (v 4+ d 4+ A)A + d = 0. Unfortunately, this quadratic equation has no positive roots and
hence, such an equilibrium does not occur.

(iv) The healthy pest free equilibrium point E3

X paxl _
rX [1 — R] — aiX 0,
paxXI
moeXl — (d+ 5+ )1 =0,
w+ol—nA=0.
From the first equation of the nonlinear system we have

r|:17§:|7 ool —0= ool

r(K —X)

K| a+x i+ X K

:>¢Oé]:r(a+X)(KfX) _
K baK
and, from the third equation of system (5), we get

- I
erUIanzO:>nA=o.;+aI:>A:W—H7 =

r(a+ X)(K — X)

(X,0,T,A), where X, Tand A are computed as follows. If we set S = 0 in system ), then

r(a+ X)(K — X)o + wKad

n

Kang

(5)

(4)
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Finally, solving for X from the second equation of system , we see that X is the positive root of equation

)(Vg—l—al)(a-i-az)(-‘y-a:;:O7 (6)
where
ay = (oequg—d—(i—'y)K—a(aqug—2d—26—2fy)7
—a¢pmy+d+0+7
2y = ((agmy —2d =26 —29)K+a(d+d+v))a K((-agme+d+d+y)w+n(-a¢me+d+4))da
—apmy+d+d+7y ro (—a¢mo+d+3d+7) ’
33:_Kazr(d+5+'y)a+K¢aa ((d+6+7)w+n(d+5)).

ro (—a¢dma+d+3d+7)
The model system may have one or more healthy pest free equilibrium points E3, depending on the positive solutions of equation@.

The healthy pest free equilibrium point E3 exists only if the equation @ has a positive root X and K — X > 0.

Our model system has an equilibrium point in the presence of pest, X(t) > 0, S(t) > 0, I(t) > 0, A(t) > 0, called the interior or
coexistence or endemic equilibrium point, which is denoted by E* = (X*,S*,I*, A*) # 0. Note that E* is the steady state solution where
pest persist in the crop biomass population. It is obtained by setting each equation of system (1) equal to zero, that is,

dX dS _dI _dA

dt dt dt dt
From the second equation of system , we get <m1aX — M —-d-— ffTAA) S = 0,thatis, mjaX - A—d— % = 0, from which we obtain
A2+ (d+A+Y)A+d

X*
mia(l+ A)

From the first equation of system , we have
r(17§> —aS — ¢ol =0=aS+ ol :r(lfﬁ) :M

a+ X a+ X K K
Sasy o _rK=X) 7)
a+ X K
K—-X X
= a(a+X)S + ¢al = %
and from the last equation of system (4) we get
K—-X X
a(a + X)S + pal = % (8)
Solving equations (/) and (8) simultaneously, one obtains
o — r@+X)(K=X)o-—Kpa (nA—w)
N Kao (X+a—¢) ’
" (a+ X) (AKan — Kaw — Kro + o rX)
N Kao (X+a—¢)
Therefore, E* = (X*,S*, 1*, A*) is the coexistence steady state with
X+ — AAZ 4 (d+A+7) A+d
N mi;a(l+A) ’
o _ r(a+ X)(K = X)o — K¢pa(An — w)
N Koa(X+a—¢) ’
- (a+ X)(((An — w)a — or)K + arX)
N Koa(X +a — ¢)
and A* a positive root of equation
F(A) = AS + a1 A% + aA* 4+ a3 A3 + a4 A% + a5 A + ag = 0, 9)

whose coefficients are given by
_3Xro—ro (K—a)mi + mag)ar—3d — 6 —37) A n min (¢ (M —mp)a+d+3+7)a?

a A2ro A2ro ’
30X r —30r(((K—a)mg+mpp)a—3d—38—27) )\
ar» =
2 o \3r
~ miK (¢ (m1 —mp) (w—3n)a+tw (d+6+7)+(=3d—35—279)n+or(ma —myg)) a?
A2ro
L (F2(K=a)(d+5/2+5)mi = 2ma¢ (d+9)a+3 (d+9)(d+2/35+7)
22

L Ko (a(d+6+v)m1 —mag (d+7)a+ (d+7) (d+68+7) ma?
o A3r ’
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3 mi’Ka® (¢ (w—n)A+1/3a(wU(s3:r5+v) —3n(d+6+2/37)))

miKad¢ (A +d/34+v/3)w — (A +d+2/37)n)ma

m1K (o ar (A+d/3+6/§frw/3)m1 - (A—i;d/3+’y/3)¢m2ra+ (w/3—=n/3)7?) o?

_ 3 mK({((2/3w—4/3n)d + (2/3w—n/:£;\t+r 1/368 (w—2n))v + (w/3—n)d)a?

—(K—a) (d®2+ (6+27+6XN)d+~v (+37+4A)m1—¢ (d>+6Ad+3X2) m;

N A+ (9d+35+37)M2+ (372+(12d3—&/-\3;lr35)~/+9d2+6d5)>\+(d+7)2(d+5+~/)7

(aw=md+¢ (w—n/3)A+ay+6 (w—n)m — (w—n/3+X1+2/3wy) pms)Ka?

g miK (car(A+d+3d)m; — (>\+d+2é)';y\3ir¢mzro+5 (w—7n)+3 (w—1n/3)N)a?

(K=a)(6A+36+47)d+ (AN +(B5+27)A+267+7)m1+¢ 3d2+ (6XA+47)d)m)

3

o (d3+(3>\+5+2~,)d2+ ()\2+(26+2'y))\ir4/36'y+'y2)d+1/36 (/\+v)2)

KMo +3[d+6+7/3)a)w—an (d+(;\)3)m1 —m2 (A+3d+y)w—dn)¢)a’m

my (oar (A +33 +v) m; — marg (/\+3Z)/\§r+ (6 Bw—n)+w(\+27))d) Ka?

(K—a) (3/2d2+(A+3/25+w)d?13/r25 (A+7)) m1 +mapd (A +3/2d +7))
33

az = —

+3

+3

+

ag =

-3

-9

a5 =

-2

L (@ +O+5+7)d+2/36 A +7))d
3 ’
moda (Kazw mi + Karomy — dra) ¢ ((admi+admi)a+d(d+9)) (Ka2w mi + Karomy — dra)

ag = —
o M\3r o A\3r

The coexistence equilibrium point E* exists only if the characteristic equation (9) has a positive root in A with A > %t}”’

5 | STABILITY OF THE EQUILIBRIA

The stability analysis is done by linearization of the non-linear system (I). We write the Jacobian matrix J at the fixed points of the system and
compute the characteristic equation. Then, the stability of the equilibrium point is studied depending on the eigenvalues of the corresponding
Jacobian, which are functions of the model parameters. The Jacobian matrix for system , at a steady state (X, S, |, A), is given by

-r< 7%>7°‘S’<ﬁxa)lz —aX —45% 0 ]
miaS miaX —AA — f&—AA 0 ,/\S,ﬁ
J(X,S,I,A) = . (10)
T AA MESF —d =6 - I NS i
L 0 o o —n ]

Theorem 3 (stability of the crop-pest free equilibrium). The system is always unstable around the crop-pest free equilibrium point Eg.

Proof. The Jacobian matrix at the crop-pest free equilibrium Ey is given by

r 0 0 0
0 —22 _d— 2e 0 0
J(o,o,o,f) ! e :
n 0 Aw —d—6— 22 o0
n n+w

0 o o —n
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whose characteristic equation is

p—r 0 0 0
A
0 p+(224d+22) 0 0
lp — J(Eo)| = N =0,
_Aw yw
0 < pt(d+o+2%) o
0 —0 —o p+n

that is,
Yw

A
(p—r) <P+fw+d+
n n+w

w
) (p+d+6+7—) (p+m) =0.
n+w
The corresponding eigenvalues are:

Aw w w
p1=r>0, ps=-n<0, p3:—<—+d+L><0, p4=—(d+5+L><0.
n n+w n+w

Since one eigenvalue is positive, p; = r > 0, the axial equilibrium Ej is always unstable. O

Theorem 4 (stability of the pest free equilibrium). The pest free steady state E; is locally asymptotically stable if the two critical parameters Rq
and Ry,

miaKn (n+ w)

Rp := ,
0 Aw(m+w)+nyw+dn(n+w) (11)
R, - ma¢ a K (n + w)
1:= s
(@a+K)(d+90) (n+w)+@+K)yw
satisfy Rg < 1 and Ry < 1. Otherwise, E; is unstable.
Proof. The Jacobian matrix J(E;), at the pest free equilibrium point E; = <K, 0,0, %) is given by
b aK
—r —Ka — ai‘K 0
0 maK—2w 4 7 0 0
J(K,0,0,g): n ntw
n Aw moaK 4 & yw
0 n a+K d n+w 0
0 o o —n
The characteristic equation in p at E; is
p+r Ka (Z-(ilf 0
0 p—miaK+2¥ 4 d4 2 0 0
n n+w
ol = J(E)| = A o ~0,
_Aw _ m¢a aw
0 n P a+K +d+o+ n+w 0
0 -0 —o p+n
which gives
Aw yw maopa K Yw
+r)(p—miaK+ "= +d+ )(—7+d+6+— +n) = 0.
(o )(p 1 ; Trw) T Tar K Tt (p+m)
Thus, the eigenvalues are A\; = —r, A2 = miaK — AT“’ —d— 77;;, A3 = % —d—-4— 7}1";, and A4 = —n. We have that (E;) is locally
asymptotically stable if all the four eigenvalues A1, A2, A3 and A4 are negative. It is clearly seen that \; = —r < 0, \ys = —n < 0, since r > 0 and
n > 0. So, for the stability existence of E;, we should have A, < 0 and A3 < 0, that is,
A K
maK— 29 g 09 g ang MoKy 5 %
n n+w a+K n+w
Aw Yw ma¢ a K Yw
=>maK< —+4+d+ —— —— <d+d+
U] n+w +K n+w
A d K d+ 46
- maK < whtw +nywtdnntw) . mgaK (d+0) (n+w)+yw
n (n+w) a+K n+w
=>maKn (n+w) <Awm+w)+nywt+dn(n+w) and mepaK(n+w)<(@a+K) (d+6) (m+w)+ (a+K)yw
K K
N miaKn (1 +w) <1 and m2¢ a K (n +w) <1
Awn+w)+nyw+dn(n+w) (@+K) (d+0) (n+w)+(@+K)vw
or, equivalently, Ry < 1 and R; < 1 with the critical parameters Ry and R; given by . O

The conditions for stability of the pest free equilibrium point E; indicate that if the attack rate of the pest population « is low, then the system
may stabilize to the pest free steady state.
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Theorem 5 (stability of the healthy pest free equilibrium). The healthy pest free equilibrium E3 = ()_(, 0,1, A) is locally asymptotically stable if, and
only if,

AAZ 4 (A +d+7)A+d

i X< mya (14 A)

(i) GG>0,i=1,3,

(iii) C1Co—C3 >0,

where
Ci=—Fu1 —Fsz3+n,
yo (X +3%%+3a) + mpg?a? (1+A)°)T
Co = (F11 —n)Fs3 — Fun + - —— ; (12)
(X3+a) (1+A)
TXaa2n ¢?m; (1+A)> ol X)*F
Cs = nFuFas + —— ne m2_( A 0_72(a+ ) =,
(X3+a) (1+A)
with
2X daal
Fii=r({l—-— ) - ———,
" ( K) (a +X)°
Fao = maX —AA—d— A (13)
1+A
Fa = M20OX 5 DA
a+X 1+A

Proof. At the healthy pest free fixed point Ez = (X, 0,1, A), the Jacobian matrix is given by

[ P —aX 22X o ]
0 Fao 0 0
J(E3) = _
my¢ aal n _ ol
(a+>*()2 AA F33 (1+A)2
L O o o -n |

with F;,i =1,2,3,asin . The characteristic equation in p is then given by
(p— Fa2) [p* + C1p? + Cap+ C3] =0, (14)
where the C;, i = 1,2, 3, are defined by . The equilibrium Ej3 is locally asymptotically stable if and only if all roots of the polynomial have
negative real parts. Equation has one root p = Fy; and the other three roots are solution of
p*+C1p? +Cap+Cs = 0. (15)

To conclude about the stability behavior of E3, we analyze the (three) roots of the cubic polynomial . The Routh-Hurwitz criteria applied to the
third degree polynomial tell us that a necessary and sufficient condition for the local stability of the system is that all eigenvalues must have
negative real part, that is, C; > 0, C; > 0, C3 > 0, and C; C; — C3 > 0 must hold. Hence, Ej is locally asymptotically stable if, and only if, the
following conditions hold:

i - X \A_d_ A % < AR+ +dt+y)A+d,
(I) F227m1aX AA 1A <0= X< mla(lJr/&) 5

(i) C1 > 0,C3 > 0;
(iii) C1Co —C3>0.
The proof is complete. O

Theorem 6 (stability of the interior equilibrium point). System (1) at the interior equilibrium point E* = (X*,S*,1*, A*) is locally asymptotically
stable if, and only if,
ys >0,

yi1y2 —y3 >0, (16)

y1y2y3 —ya? —yi’ys > 0,
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where

y1 = — (Fu1 + Fa2 + F33) + 1,

vy (I*4+S*)o _ mog2alal* X*
(14 A*)2(X* +a) (X* +a)3

1* +S* . 1* m 2 2a|*X*
ys—((—F33+77)F22+nF33+7( )U> F11+<nF33+<—>\S +( T >J+ 2070 Fa2

y2 = (Fo2 + F33 — ) F11 + (F33 — ) F22 — nFa3 + S*X*a’my —

)

(1+ A*)? 14 A*)? (X* 4 a)3
* A* )\ * 2 2 1* X*
+(—sxatmi o (A5t T2 ) ) Fas 4 502 (H ¢ ) Xemy — A (a5t 4 25T ) 5y madteral Xy
(1+A*) X* +a (14 Ax) (X* +a) (17)
"/l* 'YS* ’YS*
= AS* — ————~ |o—nF Fo—0 | AS "+ ——— 5 |F33+A* | AS" "+ ———— | 0 A\F
Y4 << (1+A*)2> n 33> 22 < 1+ A2 33 1+ A2 11
0262 X* Fyymaal . (X" +a = g)mal*gan? (X (L+A")? +7) 6X°S
— 73— — S"X*a"nmiF3; — 5 3
(X* +a) (1+A*)*(X* +a)
((s* (X*+a—¢)o+Ane) (1+A)2A—yo (X*+a— ¢)) S*X*a2my
+ )
(1+ A% (X" +a)
with 2%+ *
F11:r(1— )—ag—&z,
K (a+X")
A*
Fao = maX* — AA* —d— 1~ (18)
1+ A*
X* A*
Fog = M20OXT g5 IAT
a+ X* 1+ A*
Proof. The Jacobian matrix at the coexistence equilibrium point E* is given by
[ Fn —axr -2 0 ]
mix S* F22 0 —AS* — %
J(E*) = )
myop al* * « _ _*
(i+x*)2 AA F33 AS (1+A*)2
L 0 o o —n i
where F;;, i = 1,2, 3, are given by . The characteristic equation in p for the Jacobian matrix J(E*) is given by
p—Fu  axr 2250 0
* * v S*
X —mia S p—Fa 0 AS +7(1+A*)2
ol —aE =] T l=o
mypaal® Ay Ax St 4l
- (a+X*)2 AA P F33 AS* + (1+A*)2
0 —o —o p+n
which gives
p* +y1p® +y2p” +ysp+ya =0 (19)
withy;,i=1,...,4,defined by . Then, noting that y; > 0, it follows from the Routh-Hurwitz criterion that the interior equilibrium E* is locally
asymptotically stable if hold and unstable otherwise. O

Next, we shall find out conditions for which the system enters into Hopf bifurcation around the interior equilibrium E*. We focus on the pest
consumption rate o, which is considered as the most biologically significant parameter.

6 | HOPF-BIFURCATION

Let us define the continuously differentiable function W : (0, c0) — R of « as follows:

() == y1 () y2 (o) ys(o) — y3® (@) — yale)y1®(a), (20)

where we look to expressions as functions of a. The conditions for occurrence of a Hopf-bifurcation tell us that the spectrum o(«) of the
characteristic equation should satisfy the following conditions:
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(i) there exists a* € (0, co) at which a pair of complex eigenvalues p(a*), p(a*) € o(a) are such that
Rep(a™) =0, Imp(a™)=wo >0

with transversality condition
dRe[p(c)]

0.
do # )

a*

(i) all other elements of o () have negative real parts.

We obtain the following result.

Theorem 7 (Hopf bifurcation around the interior equilibrium with respect to the pest consumption rate a). Let W(«a) be given as in and
let a* € (0,00) be such that W(a*) = 0. System (1) enters into a Hopf bifurcation around the coexistence equilibrium E* at o* if and only if
A(a*)C(a*) + B(a*)D(a*) # 0, where

>

(@) = — 1261822 + 3y1 (B1% — B22) + 2y251 + 3,
B(ar) = 12512 B2 + 6y18182 — 4 82> + 2y2/3,,

Cla) = (B1® = 3B1822) vi + (81% — B2%) v + Buys + ¥4,
D(a) = (31262 — £2°) y1 + 2 B1Bay; + Bays,

with p1 = 81 + 182 and pp = 1 — B2 the pair of conjugate complex eigenvalues, solutions of the characteristic equation , with p;(a) purely

(21)

imaginary at « = o*, i = 1, 2, and where the other eigenvalues p3 and p4, solutions of , have negative real parts.

Proof. The critical value o* is obtained from the equation W(«) = 0. For a = o*, we have
V(a) = 0= yi(a) y2(a) ys(@) - y3*(@) = ya(@) yi(a) = 0
= y1(a) ya(@) y3(a) = y3*(a) + ya(@) yi(a) =0
= y1y2y3 =y3* +yay1’

from which we get
Y3 + Yay1
Y1 Y3

Y2 =
Then, the characteristic equation {I9) becomes

Yiya
y3

1Y4
)p +y3p+ya=0=p*+y1p +y Y

3
= p? (p +yip+ y1y4) +2 <p2+y1p+ y1y4) =0,
y3 Y1 y3

p* +y1p° +< + P+ fysptya=0
y1 y1

that is,
(p +y3) (p + 11 p+y1y4):0- (22)
Y1 Y3

We suppose equation has four roots p;, i = 1,2, 3, 4, with the pair of purely imaginary roots p; and p; at & = a*: p1 = p2. We get

p3+ pa = —y1,

w% + p3ps =y2,

(23)

wi(ps + pa) = —ys,

W§P3p4 = VY4,
where wg = Impy(a*). From these relations, we obtain that we? = % Now, if p3 and p4 are complex conjugate, then from the first part of ,
it follows that 2 Reps = —y;. If they are real roots, then by the first and last parts of , p3 < 0and pg < 0. Further, as ¢ (a*) is a continuous
function of all its roots, there exists an open interval a € (a* — €, a* + €) such that p; and p» are complex conjugate for «. Suppose their general
forms in this neighborhood are
pi(e) = Br(a) +iB2(e),
p2(a) = Bi(e) —if2(a).

elps @) Loy (24)

da a—a*

Substituting pj(a) = B1(a) £ iB2(c) into (19), we get the following equation:

Now, we verify the transversality condition

(Bu(@) +B2(a)* + 1 (Br(@) + i B2())* + y2 (Bi(@) + i B2())” + ys (Bi(a) +B2(a)) +ya = 0.
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Differentiating with respect to a, we have
4 (Bi(a) +iB2(a))® (B () +1B2 (@) +y1’ (Bi(e@) +iB2(a)) + 3y1 (Br(a) +iB2(a))? (81 (@) + 182 ()
+y2' (B1(@) +iB2(a))? + 2y2 (B1(a) +i82()) (81 () + 182" () +y3' (B1(a) +iBa(e)) +y3 (61 (a) +i 52" () +ya’ =0,
that is,

4iB13B + 12iB1% B8] + 3iB12Bay] + 3iB1° Boyr — 1218182255 + 61B1B281y1

—4iB3,387 — 18237 — 31822Bby1 + 2iB1Bayh + 2iB185y2 + 2iBaB1y2

+4 81387 + B13y] — 12 8128285 + 3 B12Biy1 — 12 B1822B81 — 3 B1B2%y] — 6 B1B2Bhy1 + 4 8235}

—3B2%Biy1 + iBayh + iBhys + Br2yh + 2 BiBly2 — B22yh — 2 B2Bhya + By + Biys +ys = 0.
Comparing the real and imaginary parts, we get
(4581% —128182° +3y1 (812 — B22) +2B1y2 +vy3) By + (=12 81262 — 6 B1Bay1 + 482> — 2 Bay2) B}
+ (B2 —3B132%) yi + (B2 — B22) vo + Bys +y, =0 (25)
and
(1281282 + 6 B1Boy1 — 4 52° + 2 Bay) BL + (4 81° — 1281822 + 3y1 (B1® — B2%) +2B1y2 +y3) Bb
+ (3B81°B2 — B2°) yi + 2 B1Bays + Bay; = 0. (26)
Equivalently, we can write (25) and (28), in a compact form, as
A(@)B1(a) — B(a)By(e) + C(a) =0,

(27)
B(e)B1(a) + Aa)B3(ex) + D(a) = 0,
where A(a), B(«), C(«) and D(a) are defined by (21). Hence, solving system for 8] (a*), we get
dRe[p;(a)] / A(a)C(a*) + B(a™)D(a")
= = — 0.
da |._..=H (@) amar A2(a*) + B2(a*) 7
Thus, the transversality conditions hold if and only if A(a*)C(a*) + B(a*)D(a*) # 0, in which case a Hopf bifurcation occurs at o = o*. O

We have restricted ourselves here to study the Hopf bifurcation around the interior equilibrium point with respect to the pest consumption rate
«, because it is the most biologically significant parameter. However, by replacing « by other model parameters, such as ), v or o, one can also

study the Hopf bifurcation around the interior equilibrium point with respect to such parameters of the model.

7 | THE OPTIMAL CONTROL PROBLEM

In this section, we introduce an optimal control problem that consists to minimize the negative effects of chemical pesticides and to minimize the
cost of pest management. We extend the model system (1) by incorporating three time-dependent controls: uj (t), u2(t) and uz(t), where the first
control uj is for controlling the use of chemical pesticides, the second control u; is for bio-pesticides, and the third control us is for advertisement.
The objective is to reduce the price of announcement for farming awareness via radio, TV, telephony and other social media, while taking into
account the price regarding the control measures. Our target is to find optimal functions u1 *(t), u2* (t) and us* (t) using the PMP12, In agreement,

our system (1) is modified into the induced nonlinear dynamic control system given by

%:rX(l—é)—aXS—(‘bo‘XI

dt a+X"

ds u;vSA

S = m1aXS — upAAS —dS — ilA , (28)
dl _ magpaXl uvIA

4 = m20Xl 4 1pNAS — (d+ ) — L2R,

‘i—": =usw+o(S+1)—nA,
with given initial conditions
X(0) = Xo, S(0)=So, I(0)=1y and A(0)= Ap. (29)
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We need to reduce the number of pests and also the price of pest administration by reducing the cost of pesticides and exploiting the stage of

awareness. The objective cost functional for the minimization problem is denoted by J(u1, uz, u3) and defined as follows:

“ “ 2 2 2
T (), uz (), us () = / ot B(t), u(t))dt = / [Pl wl) Pt PO G52 - ma()| at, (30)
0 0

where &(t) = (X(t),S(t),I(t), A(t)) is the solution to the induced control system (28)-(29), t € [0,t¢], for the specific control u(t) =
(u1(t), u2(t), uz(t)); the amounts %, % and '32—3 are the positive weight constants on the benefit of the cost; and the terms Q and R are the penalty
multipliers. We prefer a quadratic cost functional on the controls, as an approximation for the nonlinear function depending on the assumption
that the cost takes a nonlinear form, and also to prevent the bang-bang or singular optimal control cases. The control set is defined on [to, t¢] sub-

ject to the constraints 0 < u;(t) < 1,i = 1,2, 3, where tp and t¢ are the starting and final times of the optimal control problem, respectively. The
aim is to find the optimal profile of uy (t), uz(t) and uz(t), denoted by u;*(t), i = 1, 2, 3, so that the cost functional J has a minimum value, that is,
J(ul,u3,u3) = min(J (u1, u2,u3z) : (u1,uz,uz) €Y) (31)

subject to (28)-(29), where
U={u=(ur,ug,u3) € L' |0 <ur(t) <1, 0<ua(t) <1, 0 <ug(t) <1, t € [0, 4]} (32)

is the admissible control set with L! the class of Lebesgue measurable functions. The PMPL3 js used to find the optimal control triplet u* =

(uf, u3, u3). For that the Hamiltonian function is defined as

2 Piu?  Pou +Psul
2 2 2

4
+QS2—RA2]+z)\ifi(X757[7A)v (33)
i=1

where \;,i = 1,2,...,4, are the adjoint variables and f;, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, are the right-hand sides of system at the ith state. Before trying to find

the solution of the optimal control problem through the PMP, one first needs to prove that the problem has a solution.

7.1 | Existence of solution

The existence of an optimal control triple can be guaranteed by using well-known results2. Since all the state variables involved in the model are
continuously differentiable, existence of solution is guaranteed under the following conditions1213114%

(i) The set of trajectories to system (28)-(29) on the admissible class of controls is non-empty.
(i) The set where the controls take values is convex and closed.

(iii) Each right hand side of the state system is continuous, is bounded above by a sum of the bounded control and the state, and can be

written as a linear function of u with coefficients depending on time and the state variables.
(iv) Theintegrand g(t, @, u) of the objective functional is convex with respect to the control variables.
(v) There exist positive numbers ¢1, ¢, £3, ¢4 and a constant £ > 1 such that
gt D, u) > —01 + Lo|ur | + £3ua|” + Lalus|“.

We obtain the following existence result.

Theorem 8. Consider the optimal control problem defined by: the objective functional on (32); the control system (28); and nonnegative initial
conditions (29). Then there exists an optimal control triple u* = (uf,u3,u3) and corresponding state trajectory &* = (X*,S*,1*, A*) such that
J(ui,u3,u3) = n}}nJ (u1, u2,u3) subject to —.

Proof. The proof is done verifying each of the five items (i)-(v) stated above.

(i) Sincel isanonempty set of real valued measurable functions on the finite time interval 0 < t < t¢, the system has bounded coefficients
and hence any solutions are bounded on [0, t¢] (see Theorem[2). It follows that the corresponding solutions for system (28)-29) exist 5.

(i) In our case, the set Q where the admissible controls take values is Q@ = {u € R3: ||u|| < 1}, which is clearly a convex and closed set.

(iii) The right-hand sides of equations of system are continuous. All variables X, S, I, A and u are bounded on [0, t¢] and can be written as a
linear function of uy, uz, and us with coefficients depending on time and state variables.
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(iv) The integrand g(t, @, u) of is quadratic with respect to the control variables, so it is trivially convex.

(v) Finally, it remains to show that there exists a constant £* > 1 and positive constants ¢1, £», £3 and ¢4 such that

Py uy? P5 us? Pyuz?

5 ot TRST-RAT> —li 4 Lo + bfuz| + lafus|”.
In Section we already showed that the state variables are bounded. Let ¢; = sup (QS? — RA?), 6, = P1, 03 = P3, ¢4 =Psand £ = 2.1t
follows that ) ) )
Pru Pu Psu
121 222 323 + Q8% —RA%Z> —t1 + Lolur|® + L3|ua|® + Lalus|®.
We conclude that there exists an optimal control triple2, O

7.2 | Characterization of the solution

Since we know that there exists an optimal control triple for minimizing the functional

ty
P 2(¢ P 2(4 Paua2(t
J(ul,ug,ug,):/[ 1u21 ()+ 2u22 ()+ Su; (*)

+QS2(t) — RA%(t)| dt

subject to the controlled system and initial conditions , we now derive, using the PMP, necessary conditions to characterize and find the

optimal control triple213, The necessary conditions include: the minimality condition, the adjoint system, and the transversality conditions, which

come from the PMP13, Roughly speaking, the PMP reduces the optimal control problem, a dynamic optimization problem, into a static optimization

problem that consists of minimizing point-wise the Hamiltonian function H. The Hamiltonian associated to our problem is explicitly given by
Prui? | Paup?  Pzus?

H(t, P, u,\) = >t T +QS2—RA?

X XI
+ (rX (1— 7) —axs_ 2 )
K a+ X
u1ySA
X (mlaXS — UAAS — dS — 111 A )
mapaXl upylA
A3 (| —— AAS — (d + )1 —
+3(a+X+u2 (d+9) 1A
+ X (usw+o(S+1)—nA).
The PMP asserts that if the control u* = (uj, u2*, u3*) and the corresponding state * = (X*, S*,1*, A*) form an optimal couple, then, necessarily,
there exists a non-trivial adjoint vector A = (A1, A2, A3, \g) satisfying the following Hamiltonian system'1¢:

b _ OH(tPN)
dt O ’

d\ _ _ OH(t,P,u,N)
dat T oD )
subject to initial conditions @ and transversality conditions A(tf) = 0. Moreover, at each point of time t, the optimal controls are characterized by

ur =1, if §2% <o,

(34)
u* =0, if 2% > 0.

Theorem 9. If the controls (u1*, uz*, u3*) and the corresponding trajectories (H*, S*, I*, A*) are optimal, then there exist adjoint variables A1, X2,
A3 and )\, satisfying the system of equations

1 = n (oS + 28 - r (1= %)) — damias — A3 720

@2 (a+x)2?

2 =—2Qs+Alax+A2(“lljﬁ+u2AA+d—m1aX)—A3uzAA—Aw, (35)
bS] :,\1%+,\3(“;QAA+d+6—’"§f§X)wa,

Be —2RA+ N (35 +uAS) +hs (2 — w2 AS) + e,

with transversality conditions

)\i(tf) =0, ©1=1,2,3,4. (36)
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Furthermore, for t € [0, t¢], the optimal controls uj, u; and uj are characterized by

' . (A2(t) S(t) + As(t) 1(1))7A(t)
ur*(t) 7max{0,m1n{1, Pr(IT A(D) }},
uz* (t) = max {0, min {1, (a(t) = ’\3§2))AA(t)S(t) }} , (37)

u3* (t) = max {0, min {1, 7/\4|£t3)w }} .

Proof. The result is a direct consequence of the PMP. O

In order to confirm the nature of the Pontryagin extremals given by Theorem [9] we check the Hessian matrix of the Hamiltonian . Because

the Hessian matrix of H with respect to the control variables is given by
M _9*H  _9*H

5 Bu% Ou10uy  Oupdug Py 0 O
O°H _ | % o?n  ou | _ 0P, 0
ou2 - Oupdug 8“% Oupduz - 2 ’

PH_ _PH PN 0 0 P;

Ouzdu;  Ouzduyp 6u%
which is a positive definite matrix as a consequence of the positive weights Py, P», P3, the Hamiltonian # is convex with respect to the control

variables and, as a result, the Pontryagin extremals will be minimizers and not maximizers.

7.3 | The method to solve the optimal control problem

The optimal controls and the corresponding state functions are found by solving a system of dynamics called the optimality system, and consisting of
(i) the state system (28) together with their initial conditions(29);
(i) the adjoint system (35);
(iii) the terminal conditions ;
(iv) and the characterization of the optimal controls .

In combination, the method consists to solve the system

=X (1- %) —axs - 22X

& atx
% = m1aXS — upAAS — dS — uijriA’

i IA
8 me y as — s g1

%ZU3W+U(S+|)7’I7A,
d\; _ paal 2X my ¢ al
Ttl_/\l (aSJrﬁfr( *?>>7)\2m1a57/\3(§+7x)2,

82 = —2QS+ M aX+ Az (4} +u2 AA+d = miaX) = A uzMA — Mo,

=M EE e (S A0 TIRE) — e

Da — 2RA + X, (%+U2As)+,\3 (%—uz)\S)—&-)\m,

A1(te) = Aa(tr) = As(ts) = Aa(tf) =0,

where u1, u and u3 are given as in (37). It is important to note that the adjoint system is also linear in \; for i = 1,2, 3,4 with bounded
coefficients. Thus, there exists a positive real number M such that || < M ont € [0,t¢]. Hence, for a sufficiently small time t¢, the solution
to the optimality system @ is unique. The need for a small time interval in order to guarantee uniqueness of solution is due to the opposite
time direction/orientations of the optimality system: the state system has initial values while the adjoint system has terminal values. Solving
analytically is not possible. Consequently, we use a numerical method to find the approximate optimal solutions &* and u*.

In Section we solve the optimal control problem numerically and observe the behavior of some solutions as time varies.

(38)
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8 | NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

Since the analytical solution of system (1) is not practical to analyze, the numerical results play a great role in characterizing the dynamics. Our
numerical simulations show how realistic our results are and illustrate well the predicted analytical behavior. We begin by analyzing system
without controls, then our control system subject to the optimal controls, as characterized by the PMP. Our numerical simulations are acquired

with a set of parameter values as given in Table[I] For our numerical experiments of the uncontrolled system, we take t; = 600 days; while for

TABLE 1 Parameter values used in our numerical simulations.

Parameters | Description Value Source

r Growth rate of crop biomass 0.05 per day 17

K Maximum density of crop biomass 1m—2 1

A Aware people activity rate 0.025 per day 5

d Natural mortality of pest 0.01 day—! 1
mi Conversion efficacy of susceptible pests 0.8 &
my Conversion efficiency of infected pest 0.6 B

19 Disease related mortality rate 0.1 per day 1

a Half saturation constant 0.2 1z

@ Attack rate of pest 0.025 pest—lper day | 2

o Local rate of increase of awareness 0.015 per day Assumed
5 The increase of level from global advertisement | 0.025 4

n Fading of memory of aware people 0.015 day—! 17

w Rate of global awareness (via TV, radio) 0.003 day—! Assumed

the numerical simulations of the optimal control problem we fix t = 60 days. The values of the weight function are taken as P; = 0.8, P, = 0.5,
P3 =0.5Q = 10,and R = 10, and the initial state variables as X(0) = 0.2, $(0) = 0.07, 1(0) = 0.05, A(0) = 0.5. In Figures[T]and[2} the time series
solution of model system (1) are sketched with different values of the parameters « and ~. It is observed that our model variables X(t), S(t), I(t)
and A(t) become oscillating as the values of the rates (i.e., o and ) get larger and finally become stable. Also, the steady state value of both pest
population (when they exist) are decreased as a and ~ rise. A bifurcation illustration is shown in Figure taking o as the main parameter.

Critical values depend on many parameters, such as the conversion rates m; and my, the rate of the awareness program o, the recruitment rate
of global awareness w, the chemical pesticide control u;, etc. We examine the impact of optimal control profiles by implementing a Runge-Kutta
fourth-order scheme on the optimality system . The dynamical behavior of the model, in relation to the controls, is presented. The optimal
policy is achieved by finding a solution to the state system (I) and costate system (28). To find the optimal controls and respective states, we use
the Runge-Kutta numerical method and the technical computing program MATLAB. As already discussed, one needs to solve four-state equations
and four adjoint equations. For that, first we solve system with an initial guess for the controls forward in time and then, using the transversality
conditions as initial values, the adjoint system is solved backwards in time using the current iteration solution of the state system. The controls
are updated by using a convex combination of the previous controls and the values from . The process continues until the solution of the state

equations at the present is very close to the previous iteration values. Precisely, in our numerical computations we use Algorithm[T] This algorithm

Algorithm 1 Forward-Backward Sweep Method

1: Make an initial guess for u over the time interval (we took u = 0).

2: Using the initial condition #; = ®(0) and the values for u, solve & forward in time in compliance with its differential equation in the optimality
system (we used RK4).

3: Using the transversality condition Ax11 = A(tf) and the values for u and &, solve A backward in time according to its differential equation in
the optimality system (we used RK4).

4: Update u using the new values for & and X into the characterization of the optimal control.

5: Check convergence: if the variables are sufficiently close to the corresponding ones in the previous iteration, then output the current values

as solutions; else return to Step 2.
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FIGURE 1 Numerical solution of system (1) for different values of the rate o of pest: @ = 0.12 (blue line), o = 0.16 (red line), = 0.18 (black line).
Other parameter values as in TabIeE}
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FIGURE 2 Numerical solution of system (1) for different values of the rate v of pest: v = 0.01 (blue line), v = 0.0.04 (red line), v = 0.07 (black line).
Other parameter values as in TableEl
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FIGURE 3 Bifurcation diagram of the coexisting equilibrium E* (when exists) of system with respect to the attack rate o of pest. Solid line
indicates stable endemic equilibrium.

solves a two point boundary-value problem, with divided boundary conditions at tg = 0 and t = t;. The numerical solution of the optimal control
problem is given in FigureEl showing the impact of optimal control theory. We apply the control through chemical pesticide effects, bio-pesticides,
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FIGURE 4 Numerical solutions of the optimal control problem taking parameters as in Table
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and cost of advertisements for a time period of 60 days. In FigureE] we note that, due to the effort of optimal controls uj, u3, u}, crop biomass
population obtains its maximum value in 60 days, susceptible pest minimizes and infected pest is also minimized and reduced to 0 in the first 20
days. The population of pest is reduced radically with an influence of the best frameworks of universal awareness (i.e., u3 A) and chemical pesticides
control movement, uj+y. It is also seen that the susceptible pest population goes to devastation inside the earliest 50 days, due to the effort of the

extremal controls, which are shown in Figure [5] Thus, the optimal control policy, by means of chemical pesticides, biological control, and global
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FIGURE 5 Pontryagin extremal controls uf,u3 and u3 plotted as functions of time.

farming awareness, has a great influence in making the system free of pest and maintaining the stable nature in the remaining time period. Figure[5]
shows that optimal chemical pesticides and biological control are needed to control the environmental crop biomass and to minimize the cost of

cultivation with optimal awareness through global media.

9 | CONCLUSIONS

In this article, a mathematical model, described by a system of ordinary differential equations, has been developed and analyzed to plan the control
of pests in a farming environment. Our model contains four concentrations, specifically, concentration of crop-biomass, density of susceptible
pests, infected pests, and population awareness. The model under consideration exhibits four feasible steady state points: the crop-pest free
equilibrium point, which is unstable for all parameter values; the pest free equilibrium point; the susceptible pest free equilibrium point, which may
exist when the carrying capacity K is greater than the crop biomass X; and the interior equilibrium point. Local stability of the positive interior
equilibrium point E* and local Hopf-bifurcation around it have been studied. We have shown how the dynamics changes with the parameter value
« (the consumption rate of pest to crops). The dynamical behavior of the system was investigated using stability theory, optimal control theory, and
numerical simulations. We assumed that responsive groups take on bio-control, such as the included pest managing, as it is eco-friendly and is fewer
injurious to individual health and surroundings. Neighboring awareness movements may be full as comparative to the concentration of susceptible
pest available in the crop biomass. We expect that the international issues, disseminated by radio, TV, telephone, internet, etc., enlarge the stage
of consciousness. Moreover, we have used optimal control theory to provide the price effective outline of bio-pesticides, chemical pesticide costs
and a universal alertness movement. We observed the dynamical behavior of the controlled system and the effects of the three controls. This work

can be extended in several ways, for example by introducing time delays in the awareness level of farmers attitude towards observation of fields
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and in becoming aware of their farm after campaigns made. Consideration of the crop population as infected and uninfected cases is also another

possible extension to the present paper, in order to enrich the proposed mathematical model for pest control.
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