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STOCHASTIC EPIDEMIC SIR MODELS WITH HIDDEN STATES
NGUYEN DU, ALEXANDRU HENING, NHU NGUYEN, AND GEORGE YIN

ABSTRACT. This paper focuses on and analyzes realistic SIR models that take stochasticity
into account. The proposed systems are applicable to most incidence rates that are used
in the literature including the bilinear incidence rate, the Beddington-DeAngelis incidence
rate, and a Holling type II functional response. Given that many diseases can lead to
asymptomatic infections, we look at a system of stochastic differential equations that also
includes a class of hidden state individuals, for which the infection status is unknown. We
assume that the direct observation of the percentage of hidden state individuals that are
infected, a(t), is not given and only a noise-corrupted observation process is available. Using
the nonlinear filtering techniques in conjunction with an invasion type analysis (or analysis
using Lyapunov exponents from the dynamical system point of view), this paper proves that
the long-term behavior of the disease is governed by a threshold A € R that depends on
the model parameters. It turns out that if A < 0 the number I(¢) of infected individuals
converges to zero exponentially fast, or the extinction happens. In contrast, if A > 0, the
infection is endemic and the system is permanent. We showcase our results by applying
them in specific illuminating examples. Numerical simulations are also given to illustrate
our results.

1. INTRODUCTION

The SIR epidemic models introduced first by [13, 14] look at the dynamics of susceptible,
infected, and recovered individuals, whose densities at the time ¢ are denoted by S(t), I(t),
and R(t), respectively. In the absence of random effects, the dynamics are described by the
following system of differential equations

dS(t) = a1 — usS(t) — F(S(t), 1(t))]dt,
(1.1) dI(t) = [ = (ur +7)I(t) + F(S(t), I(t)]dt,
dR(t) = [ — prR(t) + rI(t)]dt.

Here a; > 0 is the recruitment rate of the population, ug, 7, pg > 0 are the death rates of
the susceptible, infected, and recovered individuals, » > 0 is the recovery rate of the infected
individuals and F(S(t), I(t)) is the incidence rate. The dynamics of recovered individuals
have no effect on that of the disease transmission. As a result, it is the usual practice
not to consider the recovered individuals as part of the problem formulation. We adopt this
practice throughout this paper. Various types of incidence rates F'(.S, I') have been considered
in the literature, for example, the Holling type II functional response F(S,I) = 231 (see

mi1+S
[10]), the bilinear functional response F(S,I) = SSI (see [2, 33]), the nonlinear functional

response F(S,1) = ’3 S 7 (see [26, 30]), and the Beddington-DeAngelis functional response

F(S,I)= st (see 3, 4]).
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It is by now widely known that in order to have a realistic model, one cannot ignore
random environmental fluctuations (temperature, the climate, the water resources, etc.). In
this paper we consider stochastic epidemic models of the form

dS(t) = [ar = biS(t) — I(t) f(S(t), I(t))]dt + o1.S(t)dBu (1),
dI(t) = [ = boI(t) + I(t) f(S(t), I(t))]dt 4+ o21(t)dBs(t),

where Bj(t) and Bs(t) are independent Brownian motions and 01,09 # 0 are the noise
intensities (standard deviations). Moreover, in the above we have rewritten the coefficients:
by = g, by := puy +r and F(S,I) = If(S,I) (compare this to (1.1)). This system has been
analyzed in a general setting in [5].

It is well-known that there are diseases for which certain infected individuals are asymp-
tomatic. Covid-19 is one such example — there have been many reports of infections where
the infected exhibit no symptoms. We intend to capture this type of behavior in our model.
In order to do this, we assume that the group of infected individuals that has incidence
rate I(t)f(S(t),1(t)) (the rate that describes how the disease spreads from infected groups
to susceptible groups) in the classical setting, now contains 2 sub-groups. The first group
contains individuals who have been confirmed to be infected and with the incidence rate
I(t) f1(S(t),1(t)) (we will still denote this incidence rate by I(t)f(S(t), I(t)) for notational
simplicity). The second group has incidence rate I(t)h(S(t), I(t)) and contains people whose
infection status is unknown or hidden. Let «(t) be a Markov process taking values in
M = [0,1]. We suppose that «(t) represents the percentage of individuals in the hidden-
status class that are infected at time ¢ > 0 and that only noise-corrupted observations of
a(t) are available. More specifically, one can only observe a(t) with additive white noise.

It is natural to assume that the hidden status of potentially infected individuals affects
the spread of the disease. As a result, we let the functions f and h depend on «(t). With
the hidden state dynamics in (1.2), we obtain
(1.3)

dS(t) = [al — b S(t) — I f(alt), S@), I(t)) — a(t) () h(a(t), S(t), J(t))} dt + o1 S(H)dB (t),
dI(t) = [ by I(8) + I() fa(t), S(), I()) + a(t) I(H)h(alt), S(t), 1@))} dt + o1 (t)dBs(t).

(1.2)

Remark 1. One can understand the dynamics by looking at individuals from group S, in
which susceptible individuals are infected at the rate I f(.S,I). We assume that «(t) percent
of the rate of the potentially infected individuals are actually infected. Then we can say that
members of the hidden group infect susceptible individuals at the rate alh(S, I).

Remark 2. We could combine I(t)f(a(t), S(t), I(t))+a(t)I(t)h(a(t), S(t),I(t)) to produce a
new function. However, we choose the current setup to make the formulation and motivation
clear. Moreover, this will also be more convenient for later discussions.

Our results can be summarized as follows. Because the infection status of certain indi-
viduals is hidden, and «(t) is not directly available, the dynamics of (1.3) are difficult to
study. To overcome the difficulty, we apply the nonlinear filtering techniques by considering
the conditional distribution of the process «(t) given the observations. This enables us to
replace the hidden Markov process «(t) in (2.3) by the corresponding conditional distribu-
tion. We start by studying the well-posedness of the equation under consideration together
with the positivity of solutions, the Markov-Feller property, and some moment estimates.
Next, we study the longtime behavior of the system. Under the assumption for ergodicity
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of nonlinear filtering [8, 16] and using ideas from dynamical systems, by considering the
boundary equation and growth rate (see e.g., [2, 5, 9]), we are able to prove that there is
a threshold A such that if A < 0, the number of the infected individuals I(¢) tends to zero
exponentially fast and if A > 0, all invariant probability measures of the system concentrate
on Rio := (0,00)?, and then the systems is permanent. We show that the threshold A also
characterizes the permanence and extinction of the system (1.3). We also study the case
when the process «a(t) is a hidden Markov chain taking values in a finite set. Next, we
demonstrate our results using simple examples and numerical simulations.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We give the mathematical formulation of
our problem in Section 2. Section 3 introduces the threshold A. The sign of A will be used
to characterize the longtime behavior of the underlying system. Section 4 is devoted to the
characterization of the longtime dynamics of our system. Section 5 offers some interpreta-
tions and implications of our results. Finally, Section 6 provides some simple examples and
simulations to illustrate our theoretical results.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Throughout this paper we use Ry := [0,00), RS := (0,00), R := [0,00) x [0,00), and
R%° := (0,00) x (0,00). Let (2, F, {F;}i=0,P) be a complete probability space with filtration
{Fi}i>0 satisfying the usual conditions, and By (t), Ba(t), and W (t) be mutually independent
standard Brownian motions. The process «a(t) (termed a signal process) is assumed to be
an adapted stochastic process taking values in [0, 1] that is independent of Bi(t), Ba(t),
and W (t). Moreover, M will denote the space of probability measures on ([0, 1], B([0, 1]))
endowed with the weak topology, and C|0, 1] the spaces of all real-valued continuous functions
on [0,1]. For any function [ € C0, 1] and u € M, set

u(l) = / (x)ulde).

As discussed above, we consider the setting where the precise values «(t) are not available
and only noisy observations are available. The observation process y(t) of the signal process
a(t) is given by

(2.1) dy(t) = g(a(t))dt +dW(t), y(0) =0,

where ¢ : [0,1] — R is a continuous function. Let F} := o{y(s) : 0 < s < ¢} \/ o(a(0)),
where \/ denotes the smallest o-algebra generated by the union of some c-algebras. Let
II;(-) € M be the conditional distribution of the signal process a(t) given the observation
y(t) and the initial data, i.e.,

II,(A) = Pla(t) € A|F}], A € B([0,1)).

Such {II;(-)} is called nonlinear filtering.

The field of nonlinear filtering has a long history. The main idea stems from replacing
the unknown state by its conditional distributions. The earliest result was the well-known
Kushner’s equation [17]. Subsequently, the Duncan-Mortensen-Zakai equation came into
being [6, 22, 31]. In this paper, we make use of the version of filtering developed by Fujisaki-
Kallianpur-Kunita [7]. We will also make use of the Wonham filter for hidden Markov chains,
which is one of the handful finite-dimensional filters in existence [29].
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To proceed, we detail the results of Fujisaki-Kallianpur-Kunita [7] (see also [12]), which
involve a differential equation for the nonlinear filtering II;(-), next. Define

B(t) = y(t) — / T, (g)ds.

and note that the process §(t) is a one-dimensional Wiener process, see e.g., [18, Theorem
7.2]. Moreover, o{f(t2) — B(ta) : to > t; > t} and F} are independent for all ¢ > 0. If
the signal process «(t) is a Markov process with infinitesimal generator A, then II;(+) is the
solution of

22) T =)+ [ MAds+ [ (0109 - L@ ) 5. v € D(A)

The interested reader is referred to the detailed analysis given in [7, 12].

We will not make use of (2.2) often in our analysis, except for establishing some preliminary
properties. The stochastic differential equation for II;(-) is rather complex and is not the
main concern of the current paper. As will be seen in the next section, we only need to
establish the related ergodicity. Thus, for us, it suffices to consider II;(-) as a stochastic
process taking values in M. In addition, we use continuous measurable modification of
I1;(+); such a modification always exists [16].

Under the premise that one only observes a noisy version of «(t), we proceed to study sys-
tem (1.3) by using the nonlinear filter {II;(-)} with given the information of the observation
process y(t). More precisely, we consider the system

(ds(t) = [a1 —biS(t) — [, 1(t) f(x, S(8), I(0)1L(da)

fo wh(z, S(t), I(t )) (dx )}dmalsu)d&(t),
aI(t) = [—62 )+ Jo 10 2, S(0), 1) (de)

(t) [} wh(z, S(t), I(t)TL,(dx )}dtmgz(t)ng(t),

(2.3)

where

I(A) = Pla(t) € AlFY],VA € B([0,1]),
dy(t) = g(a(t))dt + dW (), y(0) =0.
Denote by P, , » and E,,,, » the probability and expectation corresponding to the initial values

S(0) = u, 1(0) = v, IIy = 7, and the distribution of «(0), respectively. We next make some
assumptions that will be used throughout this paper.

Assumption 2.1. The following conditions hold:
e The function f :[0,1] x R2 — Ry is nonnegative, f(x,0,i) = 0,Va € [0,1], i > 0.
Furthermore, f is Lipschitz continuous, i.e., there exists a positive constant Ly such
that for all x1, x4 € [0, 1], 51, S2,41,92 > 0

|f(z1,81,01) — f(22, S2,92)| < Li(|Jor — 22| + |1 — So| + |i1 — 42|).

o The function h : [0,1] x R — Ry satisfies h(x,0,7) =0, and is Lipschitz continuous
with Lipschitz constant Lo, i.e., for all sy, $2,41,12 > 0,21, 29 € [0, 1],

|h(21, 51,01) — h(22, 82,42)| < Lo(|w1 — 22| + |51 — 52| + |i1 — ia]).

e For each x € [0,1], functions h(x,-,0) and f(x,-,0) are non-decreasing.
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Remark 3. We note that almost all of the incidence rate functions used in the literature
(such as the bilinear incidence rate, the Beddington-DeAngelis incidence rate, the Holling
type II functional response, etc.) satisfy these conditions. Recall that the incidence rate in
our setting is 1 f(S,I) rather than f(S,1).

The third condition is imposed because the incidence rate and the growth rate of the
hidden class should increase when S(¢) and I(t) increase. Since we have rewritten these
rates as [ f(S,I) and Ih(«, S, I), only increasing condition on S is assumed.

Assumption 2.2. The signal process «(t) is a Markov-Feller process that has a unique
nvariant measure pu* and

||P(tax’ ) - /L*(')HTV =0,

where P(t,x,-) is the transition probability and || - || v is the total variation norm.

Remark 4. This assumption is needed to guarantee the ergodicity of the nonlinear filtering
as discussed in Section 3.1 later. Using this, we can then define a threshold that fully
characterizes the longtime behavior of the underlying system; see Section 3.2.

For V(s,4) : R? — R, define the operator LV by

LV [s,1,7] :%—‘: [al —bis —if(s,i) — i/l zh(x,s, z)w(dx)]
0

+ 86_‘2/ [ —boi +if(s,1) + Z/ xh(z, s, z)w(dm)]
0

R
2 0s? 2 0%
In the above, (s,4,m) € R? x M represents the variable of LV rather than that of V.

Discrete state space and Wonham filter. If the Markov process «(t) takes values in a
finite space {my,...,my-} C [0,1] and has generator {g;x }: keq1,...n+}, the formulation will be

-----

simpler and more explicit. We can formulate the problem as follows. Let
er(t) :=Pla(t) = mkl./—‘;y) = E[l{a(t):mkﬂfty], k=1,...,n",
e(t) = (e1(t), ..., enx(t)),

S 1= {=<> eR”*:ekzoyZ‘ffl}’
k=1

g i =g(mg),k=1,...,n", g(e):= ngek,e =(€1,...,6px) € Spr.
k=1

It was shown in [29] that the posterior probability e(t) satisfies the following system of
stochastic differential equations
(2.4)

dex(t) = [Z girei(t) — (gx — g(e(t)))g(e(t))ex(t

ex(0)=¢€V, k=1,...,n"

di+(gr — gle(®))ex(t)dy(t), k=1,....n",
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In this case, instead of considering system (2.3), one can study the following system of
stochastic differential equation

(2.5)
(dS(t) = [an = buS(8) = 1) Xy Fma, S(E), 1(8))ex(t
—1(t) Sy mih(mi, S(), 1®)en(t)| dt + 1S @B (2),
duw:[—@<> 1) X £, S(8), 1(2))en(t)
FI(E) S (i, S0, 1(1)en(t) dt + o21(1)dBa (1),

Moreover, the process
t

W(t) =y(t) — | gle(s))ds

is a one-dimensional Brownian motion adapted to F/; see e.g., [18, Theorem 7.2]. Therefore,
system (2.5) can be rewritten as

(dS(t) = |ar = buS() = 1(6) i Flmas S(E), T(D)er(?)
~I(t) S mwh(m, S(0), 1()ex(t)] dt + o1 (0)dBy (1),

Der(t)
(26) dr(t) = | = baI(t) + 1) 3Ly S Oma, S(0), 1) et

1) S mih(m, S(0), 1(8))ex(t)] dt + 02l (HdBa (1)
[ dex(t) = X1y quei(t) + exlt) (n = G(e())AW (1), k=1,...,n",

This system is easier to analyze than (2.3). However, in this case, we need to assume that
the signal process «(t) representing the portion of the rate of the infection in the group of
individuals with hidden infection status takes only finitely many values. This significantly
limits the setting as well as the possible applications to real world problems.

One may simplify the problem further by assuming that a(t) takes values in {0, 1}. This
would mean that at any given time all individuals in the hidden status group are either
susceptible or infected.

o~

3. ErRcoDpicTY OF NONLINEAR FILTER AND THRESHOLD FOR PERMANENCE AND
EXTINCTION

3.1. Ergodicity of Nonlinear Filter. The study of the asymptotic properties of the non-
linear filter has a long history in the literature. We briefly summarize the developments.
One of the first works is Kunita’s paper [16]. We restate the main result (Theorem 3.3) of
this reference as follows.

Proposition 3.1. (Kunita 1971) Assume that the signal process a(t) taking values in a
compact separable Hausdorff space is a Markov-Feller process with semigroup P, that has a
unique nvariant measure (¥ and

t—o00

lim sup / \PA(x) — i (D|p(de) = 0,¥1 € C([0, 1]).

[ dent) = [0 quesl) = (90— G(e()gle(t)en(t)| dt + (g = gle®en(t)dy(t), k= 1,...
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Then the process I1;(+) is an M-valued Markov-Feller process that has unique invariant mea-
sure ®*. Moreover, u* is the barycenter of ®*, i.e.,

,mn:A/m@umecmu

Unfortunately, it was pointed out in [1] that there was a serious gap in the proof of the
main result in [16]. A key role in the verification of the uniqueness for the invariant measure
of I1;(+) is the following identity

(3.1) ﬂf[%,oo) \/a{a(s) ps > Ut =TFp \/ (Nisoo{a(s) : s > t}),

t>0

where }"[%700) = \/tzo}';y . This identity is indispensable in the proof of the uniqueness of
the invariant measure of nonlinear filtering; see the counterexample given in [1]. Moreover,
the exchange of intersection and supremum is not always permitted in general'. However, in
Kunita’s proof, this identity was not proved. On the other hand, it is important to note that
all the known counterexamples are based on the degeneracy of the observation, i.e., there is
no added noise. Therefore, it was tempting to conjecture that the identity (3.1) still holds
provided the nondegeneracy of the observation.

In 2009, R. Handel [8] has partially solved this open problem in a general setting. In fact,
[8, Theorem 4.2] proved that identity (3.1) does indeed hold under conditions of ergodic-
ity of signal process [8, Assumption 3.1] and nondegeneracy of the observation process [8,
Assumption 3.2], which are only mildly stronger than those in [16]?. Finally, we state the
following theorem on the ergodicity of the filter IT;(-) under our setting and our assumption.

Proposition 3.2. Under Assumption 2.2, the process I1;(-) is an M-valued Markov-Feller
process and has a unique invariant measure ®*. Moreover, u* is the barycenter of ®*, i.e.,

,mnzﬂﬂm@umecmu

Moreover, let Mg+ C M be the support of the invariant measure ®* of the nonlinear filter
IT;(-). In general, one should not expect that Mg« = M. In fact, this does not hold even in
the simple setting of the Wonham filter when the state space has only 3 states [25, Section
4].

3.2. Threshold for Permanence and Extinction. We next use the ergodicity of the
nonlinear filter developed in the previous section in conjunction with a Lyapunov exponent
analysis (sometimes called invasion type analysis in population dynamics) coming from dy-
namical systems [2, 5, 9]. This allows us to introduce a threshold A, which characterizes the
longtime behavior of system (2.3).

Consider the equation on boundary when the infected individuals are absent, i.e.,

(3.2) do(t) = (a1 — bip(t))dt + o10(t)dBi(t), ©(0) =u > 0.

1According to Williams [28], this incorrect identity “...tripped up even Kolmogorov and Wiener”; see [27,
p. 837], and [21, pp. 91-93]

2According to Handel [8], whether Kunita’s condition is already sufficient to guarantee uniqueness of the
invariant measure with barycenter y* remains an open problem.
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By solving the Fokker-Planck equation, equation (3.2) has a unique stationary distribution
it with the density given by
ba
[(a)”
2 2c 2a
021 = —21,6 = —21 and I'(-) is the Gamma function. The main idea
g1 01

is to determine whether I(¢) converges to 0 or not by looking at the Lyapunov exponent
InI(t)

(3.3) ~@t ey gy >0,

where ¢ = by +

when () is small. Using Itd’s formula yields

() Inv crng ) 41 //fo (5))IL; (dx)ds

t
//xth (5))IT. (dx)ds,

In I(t)

lim sup,_,

(3.4)

where ¢o = by + U—. Intuitively, lim sup,_, ., < 0 implies lim;_,o, () = 0. As a result, if

I(t) is small then S(t) is close to ¢(t) provided S(0) = ¢(0). Therefore, when ¢ is sufficiently
large we have

//fo ()T, (d)ds + — //xth (5))T. (dx)ds
//f s(dz)ds + = //xh 0)I1,(dx)ds.

By the strong law of large numbers for ¢(¢) and II; from (3.4), we obtain that the Lyapunov
exponent of 1, ,(t) can be approximated by

—.02+/0w//\4(f(x,y,0)u(dx)) (dv)fi(dy) / / (/ wh(z, Y, )y(d:x)) & (dv)fi(dy).

Since p* is the barycenter of ®*, the Lyapunov exponent of I(¢) is approximated by

_C2+/000/01f(x,y, *(da)i(dy) //xhxy “(dx)1i(y).-

Therefore, we define the threshold A by

(36) A= —c2+/000/01f<x,y, (da)fildy) + / /a:hxy, “(da)i(dy).

In the next section, we prove that the sign of A characterizes the longtime behavior of the
system (2.3). It is also noted that when «(t) is available, so is (1.3), and the permanence or
extinction of (1.3) is also determined by the sign of A defined in (3.6) (see e.g., [24]).

4. CHARACTERIZATION OF LONGTIME PROPERTIES: PERMANENCE AND EXTINCTION

4.1. The existence and uniqueness of the solution and preliminary results. We
begin with the following theorem on the existence and uniqueness of the solution of (2.3)
and then proceed with a complete characterization of its positivity and some other important
properties.
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Theorem 4.1. For any (u,v,7) € R x M, there exists a unique global solution to system
(2.3) with initial value (u,v, 7). The three-component process {(S(t),1(t),1l;),t > 0} is a
Markov process.

Proof. We prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution of (2.3) first. It is noted
that although we have assumed f(s,7) is Lipschitz continuous, the coefficient if(s,4) in
the system (2.3) is not globally Lipschitz in general. Since the coefficients of the equation
are locally Lipschitz continuous, there is a unique solution (S(¢), I(¢)) with the initial value
(u,v,7) € R% x M, defined on maximal interval ¢ € [0,7.), 7. := inf{t > 0: S(t)VI(t) = oo}
with the convention inf () = oo; see e.g., [20, Theorem 3.8 and Remark 3.10]. We need to
show 7. = 0o a.s. If we define

T = inf{t >0:S(t)VI(t) > k}
then 7, = limy_,o, 7. Consider Vi(s,i) = s + 7, then we have from definition of £V} that
LVi(s,1,m) = a; — bys — bei < ag V(s,i,7) € Ri x M.
Hence, by applying It6’s formula and taking expectation, we obtain
Eyv-V1 (S(Tk At), I(Te A t)) < Vi(u,v) + aqt,
which together with Markov’s inequality implies that

Puyr{ms <t} < Pu,m{vl(sw A, I(m A L), alT AE)) > k:}

< Vilu,0) +ait

- k
Therefore, we have P, ,, {7 <t} =0or P,, {7 >t} =1 for all t > 0. As a consequence,
Py {7 = 00} = 1. Hence, system (2.3) has a unique, global, and continuous solution.

We proceed to prove the Markov property. Since II; is a Markov process and is indepen-
dent of B;(t) and Bs(t), the Markov property of the joint process (S(t), I(t),11;) follows by
standard arguments; see for example, [20, Theorem 3.27 and Lemma 3.2] or [7, Lemma 6.1].
To see why the argument in [20] can be applied, note that II; satisfies the stochastic equation
(2.2) driven by ((t) and the o-algebra generated by increments {5(ty) — 5(t1) : to > t1 >t}
is independent of F}. O

—0as k — oo.

Next, using Lyapunov functions, we estimate the moments of S(t) and I(¢), and obtain
some related results. Define 0? := max{o?,03}.

Lemma 4.1. The following assertions hold:
(i) For any 0 <p < i—’; there is a constant Q)1 such that

limsupE,, -(S(t) + I(t))" < Q1 Y(u,v,7) € RZ x M.
t—00

(i) For anye >0, H>1,T >0, there is H = H(e, H,T) such that

Poor {% <S(t)<H, vie [O,T]} >1—c if (wo,n)e[HYH] x[0; H] x M,

Puor{0<S@E), 1)< H, Vte[0,T]} >1—¢ if (u,v,7m)€[0,H] x [0; H] x M.
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Proof. Consider the Lyapunov function Vz(s,4) = (s+14)'™. By directly calculation with the
differential operator £V3 and using Assumption 2.1, we obtain

1
LVi(s,i,m) =(1+ p)(s +)P(a1 — bys — bai) + w@ e (als + 0322>

— (I +p) s+ [ — gaf(s +i)2 —ar(s +14)], V(s,i,m) € R x M.

Let 0 < Cy < @af. By some standard calculations, we get

Cs = sup  {LVa(s,i,m) + CyV3(s,1)} < 0.
(s,i,ﬂ)GRiXM

This implies
(4.1) LV < C5 — CyVs.

Applying [19, Theorem 5.2, p.157] proves part (i) of the lemma. The proof of part (ii) follows
from part (i) and standard arguments; see [5, Lemma 2.1].
([l

Theorem 4.2. The process (S(t), I(t),11;) is a strong Markov and Feller process. Moreover,
we have Py, {S(t) > 0,t >0} =1 and Pyo.{I(t) =0,t >0} =1, Py, .{I(t) > 0,t >0} =
1 provided v > 0.

Proof. 1t is easily seen that the solution of (2.3) is a homogeneous strong Markov and Feller
process provided that the coefficients are globally Lipschitz; see e.g., [19, Theorem 2.9.3] and
[32, Section 2.5]. It is noted that the space M of probability measures in [0, 1] endowed with
the weak topology can be metricized by the bounded Lipschitz metric defined by

wtyeloa] [T — Yl

Im1 = 72 |BL, = sup {Im(l) —m) <1, sup DI 1}.

Therefore, by using the results in Lemma 4.1, we obtain from the local Lipschitz property
of coefficients of (2.3) and a truncation argument that (S(¢),1(t),Il;) is a homogeneous
strong Markov and Feller process. The details of this truncated argument and this result
can be found in [23, Theorem 5.1].

Next, we establish the positivity of solutions. First, suppose that u,v > 0. Let us consider
the Lyapunov function V5 : R — R

Vo(s,i) =(s—1—1Ins)+ (i — 1 —1In3).
By direct calculations, we have

2.2

1
LVy(s,i,m) = (1 — é) (al —bs—if(x,s,i) — z'/o rh(z, S,i)w(dm)) + o
2,2

1
N (1 - %) (_b2i+¢f(3;,3,z') +z‘/0 xh(x,s,i)ﬂ(dx)> ‘72222

It follows from Assumption 2.1 that f(z,s,i) = |f(x,s,i) — f(2,0,7)] < Lys and h(z,s,i) =
|h(x,s,4) — h(z,0,4)] < Lys. Therefore, it is easily seen that

EVg(S,Z’)SCl—i— (s,2)i Zfo xzz 7(dx)

< Cr+ (L + Lo)(s + 1),
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where C} = a; +b; + & + by + 2. As a result, if we let Oy = L1 + Ly +1 and C5 =
Ci1+2C5In Cy + 20, then
LV(s,1,m) — OV (s,1) < Cp —s—i+ Co(lns +Ini) + 2C,

(4.2) < Oy 4205 InCs + 205 = Cs.

For k > 1, denote
n:inf{t >0:S(t)NI(t) < 0}7

. 1
e = 1nf{t >0:S()AI(t) < %}

Then 1 = limy_,o, 7%. Therefore, by using the same argument as above, we obtain from (4.2)

that
Vo(u,v) + Cst

e~ Ct(lnk —1)

As a result, Py, r{ne = 0o} = 1. This implies that

(4.3) Puor{S({t) >0:t>0} =P, {I(t) >0:t>0} =1Vu,v>0.

If u> 0,v =0, the result IP’umﬂr{S(t) >0:1> 0} = 1 can be shown similarly. Moreover, it
is obvious that Pu,o,w{](t> =0:t> O} =1

We are in a position to consider the case u = 0 and v > 0 and prove the positivity of S(t).
Let € > 0 be sufficiently small such that

— 0as k — oo.

Pu,v,ﬂ{nk < t} S

(4.4) ay — byt — b sup (f(x, ,0) + hiz, @, 7)) > =,
z€[0,1] 2

for any (@, v) € R? satisfying @ + |0 — v| < €. Such an ¢ exists due to Assumption 2.1. Set
7 =inf{t > 0:5(t)+ [I(t) —v| > €}
By the continuity of (S(t), (t)) it is clear that Py, {71 > 0} = 1. It follows from (4.4) that

/ F(a, S(), T(0)T,(dz) + () / (e, S IO (de) > 0 £ € (0.7].
0

This and the variation of constants formula (see [19, Chapter 3]) imply that
Pov-{S(t) >0,t € (0,71]} =1,

which combined with (4.3) and the strong Markov property of (S(t), X (¢),11(¢)) yields that
Py {S(t) > 0,t € (0,00)} = 1.

The theorem is therefore proved. O

4.2. Extinction. Consider the case A < 0. We shall show that the number of the infected
individuals I(¢) tends to zero at an exponential rate while the number of the susceptible
individuals S(t) converges to ¢(t).

Theorem 4.3. Assume that A < 0. Then for any initial point (u,v,m) € ]Ri’o x M, the
number of the infected individuals I(t) tends to zero at an exponential rate, i.e.,

In/
Py {lim sup HT(t) = )\} =1

t—o00

and the susceptible class S(t) converges weakly to the solution o(t) on the boundary.
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In order to prove Theorem 4.3, we need the following auxiliary results.
Lemma 4.1. For any T,H > 1, > 0,0 > 0, there is a § = 0(H,T,¢,0) such that
Puvr{mo>T}>1—¢, ¥V (u,v,m) € [0,H] x (0,0] x M,
where Tp = inf{t > 0: I, ,(t) > 6}.

Proof. By the exponential martingale inequality [19, Theorem 7.4, p. 44], we have Py, , »(£21) >

1-— E, where
2
ot 2
Ql = {O-QBQ(t) S % +111— Vit Z 0} .
9

In view of part (ii) Lemma 4.1, there exists a H = H(T, H,¢) such that P, () > 1 —

where

DN ™

Qy={0<S(t),I(t) < H vt [0,7T]}.
Applying 1t6’s formula to equation (2.3) yields that

Inl(t) =Ini—cot + f(x, Suw(s), Luv(s))s(dz)ds
» [ /

// xh(z,S(s), I(s))(dr)ds + 2B (t).

Therefore, for any (s,i,7) € [0, H] x (0, H] x M and w € Q; N Qs we have from (4.5) and
the Lipschitz continuity of f and h that

— — 2
InI(t) <Ini—bT +T(2L1H +2LH) +1n o Ve [0, 7.

Hence, we can choose a sufficiently small § = §(H,T,¢,0) < H such that for all (s,i,7) €
0,H] x (0,6] x Mand 0 <t <T,InI(t) <Inf,Vw € Q; N Qy. The proof is complete. [

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that the assumptions from Theorem 4.3 hold. For any 0 < € <
min{i, -2} and H > 1, there exists 5= 5(5 H) € (0, H™Y) such that

In I(t)

Puor {lim sup

t—o0

_ A} > 1 de, Y(u,0,7) € [HY H] x (053] X Mo,

Proof. Let 0y = 0o(c) < 757 A L1+L be such that
(4.6) a; + 6o(Ly + Ly + L16y + Loby) _ar - €
' bi — (L1 + L2)by bi  Li+ Ly

Consider the following stochastic differential equation
(4.7) dp(t) = (ay — bip(t))dt + o15(t)dBs (1),

where @ = a1 + L1 + Lo + L6y + Lofy, by = by — (L1 + L2)By > 0. A comparison result
shows that ¢(t) < p(t),t > 0 a.s. provided that ¢(0) = $(0). Moreover, the strong law of
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large numbers yields that

hm
t—o0 t

z,p(s s(d:c)ds—l—/t/ xh(z,5(s), 0)Is(dx)ds

//f:mp dxds—//:chxgp 0)I1L,(dx)ds

< hm (L1 + L2)(@(s) — »(s))ds

t—o00 0

(4.8)

a1

Li+ L) =——) as.
el (b1 bl)
Combining (4.6) and (4.8) implies that

t 1

Jim (@.7().0)1,(da)ds + [ oh(e, B(5), O)(da)ds
(4.9)
//f da:ds—//xhxgp 0)IIs(dz)ds| < € a.s.
Therefore, there exists 77 = T’ (¢) such that P(23) > 1 — &, where
{1 [ ez omaes [ [ sbie o om e
——//f s(dx) s——//:r:h II(dx)ds <25Vt>T1}

By definition of A and ergodicity of o(t), I1;, we obtain

Py~ {—02 + lim — / / f(x IIs(dz)ds + lim — / / xh(x 0)II(dx)ds )\} =1,
t—o0 t—oo t

where Py . indicates the initial values of (¢(t), II;). As aresult, there exists To = To(H,e) > 1
such that Py (€24) > 1 — ¢, where

Q4—{—02+ //f s(dx)ds + = //xhxgp Is(dz)ds < X+ ¢, Vt>T2}.

In view of the uniqueness of solutions, we have for all u € [0, H] that ¢,(s) < ¢u(s),s >0
almost surely where the subscript of ¢(s) indicates the initial value ¢(0). This implies that
Py (Q24) > 1 —¢ for all (u,7) € [0, H] X Mg-.

By(t
4 =0 a.s., there is a T3 = T5(¢) > 1 such that P(25) > 1 — ¢ where

Q5 = {02 b Qt(t) } .

Let T = max{T}y,Ty,T3}. By Lemma 4.1, there is a 6 = o(c, H) < f such that for all
(u,v,m) € [0, H] x (0,6] x M, Py () > 1— ¢, where

QG == {T90 2 T}

Since lim
t—o0
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Now, it follows from (4.5) that V(u,v,7) € [0, H] x (0, ] x Mg+ we have in 0?23 €, for
all t € [T, 74, that
(4.10)

In/l(t) =Ilnv — cot —|—/ / f(z,S(s), I(s)) (dx) —|—/ xh(x,S(s),I(s))Hs(dx))ds—1—0232(25)

0

zlnv—02t+/ (/ f(z, S(s), 0)IL,(dz) + /leh(m,S(s),O)Hs(dx)) ds + 03 By(t)

e[ ([ st sto o + / b, S(s), 1)L (da)

_ /1 f(z,S(s),0)IL;(dr) — /leh(x75(8)70)1—[s(d$)) s

<lnv— cot + / ( / fla 1, (dz) + /0 1xh(m,¢(s),0)ﬂs(da:)) ds

+et+ (L + L2)/ I(s)ds

<lnv—cot + / ( / fla 11, (dz) + /0 1xh(x,go(s),0)ﬂs(dx)) ds + 3¢t

<lnv+ (A+4e)t < Iné < Inb.

In the above, we have used the fact of that whenever I(t) < 6y, one has

I(s) /01 xzh(z,S(s),I(s))s(dz) < 0y(h(0,0,0) + Lo + LaS(s) + Lal(s))
S 90(L2 + Lg&o) + LQQOS(S),

so S(s) < @(s) for all t € [0, 79,].

As a result of (4.10), we must have 75, = 0o for w € ﬂ?zg ;. We obtain this claim by a
contradiction argument as follows. If the claim is false then we have a set €2; C ﬂ?zg Q); with
P(€2;) > 0 and 74, < oo for any w € Q7. We already proved that 75, > T for w € °_, Q.
Moreover, in view of (4.10), we have I(t) < § < O for any t € [T, 7,]. Because I(t) is
continuous almost surely, for almost all w € Q7 we have that limy_,., 1 (t) = 1(mp,) < 5 < o,
which is a contradiction. So, 75, = oo for w € ﬂ?zl Q. We deduce from 75, = oo and (4.10)
that lim; ., 1(t) = 0 for almost w € ﬂ?ZB Q;.

Next, because I(t) < 6y for any t > 0 for almost all w € ﬂ?:3 €2;, we have shown that
S(t) < p(t),Vt > 0 almost surely in ﬂ?:3 Q;. Similar to (3.2), since b; > 0, the solution to
(4.7) has a unique invariant measure, say fi. Then we have from the ergodicity of $(¢) that

for some small p > 0,

(4.11)

1 [t s 1 [ N -
lim sup —/ SYP(y)du < lim n 7P (u)du = /prﬂ(dm) < oo almost surely in ﬂ Q.
0 0

t—o00 t—o0 )
J=3



STOCHASTIC EPIDEMIC SIR MODELS WITH HIDDEN STATES 15

Using (4.11), the fact that lim;_, I(¢) = 0, and the compactness of M, the family of random
occupation measures

1 t
Uim():;/o Li(s(s),1(s),11,)e:1dS

is tight for almost all w € ﬂ?zl ;. From [9, Lemma 5.6], with probability 1, any weak limit
of Ut

wonlt) ast — oo (if it exists) is an invariant probability measure, which has support on
[0, oo) {0} x M. Because i x § x ®*, where 9§ is the Dirac measure concentrated at 0, is

an invariant probability measure on [0, 00) x {0} x M, the family Uft vx(+) converges weakly

to py x 0 almost surely in ﬂ?zg 2; as t tends to co. One has from the weak convergence and
the uniform integrability in (4.11) that

}Lr&mi(t):t&%zﬂ—“‘ //f:cs (5))H.(d)ds
//“"’”35 I(s))I (ds)ds}ﬂim Uﬁiz(t)

t—o00

1
= lim —Co +/ flz,y,i)v(de) + / zh(x,y,i)v(d) Uivw(dy,di,dl/)

t—o00 RQ xP(M

ot [ LU s sovtsrn
/ / /xhxy,O)l/(dx)]@*(dy)ﬂ(dy)

=\ <0,

for almost every w € ﬂ?::,) Qj, (u,v,m) € [0, H] x (0,8] x Mg-. The proof is complete by
noting that ]P’(ﬂ?.:3 Q) >1—4e. O

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Let € > 0 be arbitrary. In view of Proposition 4.1, the process
(S(t), I(t)) is transient (see e.g., [15] for definition) in R?°. Thus, the process has no invari-
ant probability measure in Rio. Thus 2 x § x ®* is the unique invariant probability measure
of (S(t),1(t),II;) in RE x Mag-.

Let H be sufficiently large that 1i((0, H)) > 1 —e. Thanks to Lemma 4.1 part (i) and
compactness of M, the process (S(t), I(t),I1;) is tight. Consequently, the occupation measure

Ut ()= / Pour {(S(s), I(5),11,) € -} ds

t

is tight in R% x M. Since any weak limit of U}, . as t — oo must be an invariant probability

measure of (S(t),1(t),11;) (see [9]), we have that U converges weakly to i x § x ®* as

u,v,m

t — 0o. As a result, for any § > 0, there exists a T > 0 such that
UL (0, H) x (0,8) x Mg:) > 1 —e,

u,v,m

or equivalently,

% /0 ' Poo {(S(t), I(t),11,) € (0, H) x (0,8) x Mg-}dt > 1 — .



16 N. DU, A. HENING, N. NGUYEN, AND G. YIN

As a result, we have

Puor{T<T}>1-—c¢,
where 7 = inf{t > 0 : (S(¢),1(t),1I;) € (0,H) x (0,6) x Mg+}. Using the strong Markov
property and Proposition 4.1, we have that

Py, { lim In I(t)
t—o0

§)\+45}21—5,

for any (u,v, ) € Ri’* x M. Therefore, since € > 0 is arbitrary, the assertion in convergence
of I(t) follows. Once we have the exponentially fast convergence to 0 of I(t), the convergence
of S(t) to ¢(t) follows from standard arguments; see, for example, [2, 5]. O

4.3. Permanence. In this section, we deal with the case A > 0 and prove that the system
is permanent in the following sense.

Definition 4.1. We say that system (2.3) is permanent (in mean) if for any initial value
(u,v,7) € RZ® x M

I I
lim inf ;/ Eyvx5(s)ds >0, liminf ;/ Eyo-I(s)ds > 0.
0 0

t—o0 t—o0

Theorem 4.4. Assume that A\ > 0. Then for any initial data (u,v,7) € RY® x M, system
(2.3) is permanent (in mean).

Proof. We first prove that all invariant measures of (S(t), I(t),1I(t) concentrate on R*° x
M. We assume by contradiction that there is no invariant measure on R>° of (S(t), I(t)).
Therefore, there is no invariant measure on Ri’* since the solutions starting in Ri’* will enter
and remain in Ri’o due to Theorem 4.1. As a result, i X § x ®* (the unique invariant on

the boundary R, x {0} x M) is the unique invariant probability measure of the process
{S(t), I(t),1I;} on R% x M. Therefore, by applying [9, Lemma 3.4], we have

lim ]Eum//fmS ()11, (dz)ds
(4.12) - / - / F (2,87 dy)8(di) @ (dv)

-7 sy, O (de) ).

lim Em/ / oh(z, S(s), I(s)T1. (dz)ds

t—oo t

_ / / eh(z,y, i)v(dz)i(dy)8(di)d* (dv)
R2Z xM

and

(4.13) 1
:/R x/vl/o zh(x,y, 0)v(dx)i(dy) " (dv)

- eh(e, g, O (de)fi(dy).
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On the other hand,
InY (¢ 1
B W g, ot Ezy(/ / f (. S(s), I(s))TL,(dz)ds

t
+/0 /0 xh<x7s(3)al(5))ns(dx)ds>_|_]Ex7y‘72W;2(t).

As a result, we have

hmEMWM
t—o00
:—02+hmExy (//fo dxds+//xhx5 I(s)II (dm)d)
——e+ [ / £ (2,9, 0)u (d)i(dy) + / / wh(, y, 0) 1" (dr)(dy)
o Jo o Jo
=\ > 0.
This contradicts the fact that
In7 1
lim E, , nI(t) < lim E, , ,—= ®) =0
t—o00 t t—o0 t
because Iny < y while Lemma 4.1 implies lim;_, EuﬂwM = 0. As a result, all invariant

measures of (S(t), I(t), TI(t)) concentrate on R%°x Mg~ (the existence of an invariant measure
follows from Lemma 4.1).

By the moment boundedness in Lemma 4.1, we obtain that there exists a sequence T}, — oo
as k — oo such that

1 t 1 T
hrninfg/ E,,5(s)ds = lim —/ Eyo5(s)ds,
0 0

t—o0 k—oo 1}

I I
liminf—/ EyorI(s)ds = lim —/ EyorI(s)ds.
t—soo T 0 T k—oo 1k Jo 7

Therefore, by applying [9, Lemma 3.4] and the fact that all invariant measures of (S(t), I(t), I1(t))
concentrate on ]Ri’o X Mg+, we obtain the desired result. 0

4.4. Hidden Markov chain. This section is devoted to the case when the signal process
a(t) takes values in a finite set {my, ..., my+} C [0, 1] and admits a unique invariant measure
(uf, ..., 1) € Sp=. In this case, system (2.3) is replaced by (2.6). We first have the following
well-posedness and other preliminary results.

Theorem 4.5. Consider system (2.6). For any (u,v,e) € R2 x S+, there exists a unique
global solution to system (2.6) with initial data (u,v,e). The three-component process {(S(t), I(t),I1; :
t > 0} is a Markov-Feller process. Moreover, we have P, {S(t) > 0,t > 0} =1 and
Puo{Il(t)=0,t >0} =1, Py, {I(t) >0,t >0} =1 provided v > 0.

Proof. The proof of this Theorem is as same as that of Theorems 4.1 and 4.2, and is thus
omitted. 0
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To proceed, we classify the persistence and extinction of system (2.6) by the following

threshold \:
@) A=t Youp [ ey 00 + Y me [ by 07(dy).
k=1 70 k=1 0

Theorem 4.6. The following results hold.
(i) If X < O then for any initial point (u,v,e) € RY® x S+, the number of the infected
individuals 1(t) tends to zero at an exponential rate, that is,

InTl
Puove {lim sup nl(t) = )\} =1,
t—o00 t

and the susceptible class S(t) converges weakly to the solution ¢(t) on the boundary.
(i) If A > 0, then for any initial point (u,v,e) € RY® X S,«, system (2.6) is permanent
(in mean).
(iii) Moreover, the observable system (2.6) and original system (1.3) share the same
threshold for the persistence and extinction.

Proof. The proofs of part (i) and (ii) in this Theorem are the same as that of Theorems 4.3,
and 4.4 and, therefore are omitted. Part (iii) follows immediately from the formulation of A
given in (4.14) and the threshold for system (1.3) given in [24]. O

Remark 5. Note that in Theorem 4.6, we have collected several results. These results may be
presented in separate theorems. Given that they are all related to the same hidden process
and that we have carried out an extensive analysis in the last section, it seemed reasonable
to collect these results in one theorem.

In Section 6.2, we present numerical examples for Theorem 4.6. The reader can see that
although the observable system (2.6) may not approximate well the original at every point
in time, it preserves the longtime properties (permanence or extinction).

5. DISCUSSION AND INTERPRETATION

When a pandemic arises, there are usually multiple options one can take in order to
control it. If we apply an extreme policy to control the disease transmission (i.e., we try
to reduce the infection rate to be very small or almost 0), we can certainly control the
pandemic. This can be seen by looking at A defined in the previous section and noting that
if f(S,1)~ 0 then A\ = —cy < 0. However, this type of highly restrictive policy may hurt the
economy. It is important to balance public health and the economic issues. In our context,
this is equivalent to ensuring that A < 0, which ensures the pandemic is under control, but
not making A too negative, since in the process of doing this (lockdowns, bankruptcy of
businesses, unemployment) the economy could suffer significantly.

Definition 5.1. We say a proposed threshold A1 is overcautious if it is greater than the exact
threshold, that is \y > X. We say a proposed threshold Ay is incautious if it is less than the
exact threshold, that is \y < X .

Remark 6. We say a threshold A; > A (the exact one) is an overcautious proposed threshold
because if this threshold is implemented, we tend to apply a policy to make A\; < 0. But this
may not be necessary because the exact threshold is A < A;. Conversely, a threshold A\; < A
is an incautious one because reducing A; to be less 0 may not be enough and the pandemic
would still not be controlled.
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Let us consider the case when «(t) takes the finitely many values 0 = m; < my < --- <
my~ = 1. We note that our analysis is still true for the general case when « takes values in
[0,1]. Recall that we assume «(t) has a unique invariant (discrete) measure (u, ..., ).

Since a(t) is not directly available, we have two options. One option is to use filtering
to estimate a(t) and then consider the corresponding system with filtering. It was shown
that this method preserves the longtime behavior of the original system. In particular, from
Section 4.4 the exact threshold for this method is

A=t Yo [ Oy () + Y ma [ By, 0 (dy).
k=1 0 k=1 0

Another possible option is to estimate some prediction for «(t) and give that value for
a(t). Let ko € {1,2,...,n*}. Assume that we estimate a(t) = my, and consider the system

as(t) = a1 — biS(t) = 1(0)f (ms,, S(1), 1(1))
—aol ()h(mu,, S(), J(t))} dt + o1S(t)dB(t),
A1) = | = bl (1) + 1) f (i, S(), 1()
g L) h(myg, S(E), J(t))} dt + o1 (t)dBs(t).

;

(5.1)

\

Using the results from [24], the threshold for persistence and extinction of (5.1) is given by

e = =2+ [ Flomny, y, Ody) + e, [ by, 0/
0 0
The following results tell us when Ay, is an incautious or overcautious threshold.

Proposition 5.1. (i) If

e, / (f (1t . 0) + gy hms. . 0))A(dy)

<2 ui [ o O0td) + 3 [ oy 0)y)
k=1

k=1
then Apre < X. As a result, Apre is an incautious threshold.

(ii) If
MZO /0 (f(mkm Y, 0) + mkoh(mkm Y, O>>ﬁ<dy)
1 n*—1 . 00 R n*—1 . 00 R
> (o [ w00 + 3w [ bt ()

then Apre > X. As a result, A\pre s an overcautious threshold.

It is natural to assume that f(z,y,0) is an increasing function w.r.t. & because the higher
infection rate in the group of potentially infected individuals would make the disease spread
faster. Note that this intuition is natural but not always true because we are examining
functions at the boundary, i.e., there is no infected group.

Assumption 5.1. For each fized y, the functions f(x,y,0) and h(x,y,0) are increasing in
x.
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Under this natural assumption, we will see that assuming that all potentially infected
individuals are infected will lead to an overcautious policy. Conversely, it will be incautious
if we assume that all individuals with hidden infection status are free of the disease. We will
make this analysis clearer in the following two subsections.

5.1. The overcautious case: assuming that all individuals in the hidden group
are infected. Suppose we do not use the filtering to consider the observable problem, make
the assumption «(t) = 1, > 0 and consider the system (5.1) with my, = m,~ = 1. Under
Assumption 5.1, this is an overcautious prediction. The following theorem is consistent with
this intuition.

Proposition 5.2. Under Assumption 5.1,
| (0.0 4 11,y 0)7(ay)
0
(52) n*—1

1_#71 Z / f(my,y,0)i(dy) + kauk/ mk,y,O)ﬁ(dy))

As a result, Apre > X and )\pre 1s an overcautious threshold.

Proof. The estimate (5.2) follows immediately from Assumption 5.1. We omit the details
here. ]

5.2. The incautious case: assuming that all individuals in the hidden group are
not infected. If we make the assumption that a(t) = 0,¢ > 0 and consider the system (5.1)
with mg, = m; = 0, this is an incautious prediction (under Assumption 5.1). The following
result is consistent with this fact.

Proposition 5.3. Under Assumption 5.1,
| 0.0+ h(0.5,0)tan)
0

[ e i) + Y g [ o 07
0 k=2 0

As a result, Apre < X and Apre 15 an incautious threshold.

6. EXAMPLES AND SIMULATIONS

6.1. A Simple Example. In this section, we consider a simple example. Assume that all
the individuals in the hidden class have the same status (susceptible or infected). In other
words, the signal Markov process a(t) has only two possible states, 0 or 1, (corresponding
to the case that all individuals in hidden class are disease-free or infected, respectively).
Assume that «(t) has the generator
_ T Q1
@ { 2 —QJ '
We can only observe «(t) via the observation process y(t) given by

dy(t) = g(a(t))dt +dW(t), y(0) =0,
where g : {0,1} — R and set g1 = g(0), g2 = g(1). Let e(t) = E[lia@=01|F7]-
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The dynamics of this epidemic system under the (Wonham) filter is described by

(dS(t) = |ar = buS() = 1(OF(0, S(8), I()e(t) = I (1, (1), 1(1) (1 — e(t))
~I(OR(L,S(0), 1(t)(1 = () |dt + 1S (B)dB (),

(6.1) df(t)z[—bzl(t)+l(t)f( S(t), I()e(t) + I(0)f (1, S(1), 1(£)(1 = e(t)

FI(R(L,S(0), 1(0)(1 = e(t)|dt + 021 (1)dBs 1),

[ de(t) = [g2 — (a1 + q)e(D))dt + (g1 — g2)e(t)(1 = e())dTV (2).

We will also assume that ¢;,q2 > 0 and g := g; — g2 # 0 since the other cases are trivial.
Consider the equation of the third component

(6.2) de(t) = (g2 — (q1 + qo)e(t)]dt + ge(t)(1 — e())dW (1), (0) € [0,1].

By using the Lyapunov functional method as in Theorem 4.1, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 6.1. For any initial value in [0, 1], the equation (6.2) has a unique solution and
P{e(t) € (0,1),Vt > 0} = 1.

Now, by solving the Fokker-Plank equation, equation (6.2) has a unique invariant measure
supported in [0, 1] with density given by

¢*(z) = C’efldflz(l — x)Q(dl_dQ_l)e_d%x%d?_dl_l), xz € (0,1),

where d; = 2, dy = QQ , and C'is a normalizing constant.
As developed in the main results, the threshold A is defined by

)\:_CQ+

2 [ 10..0/(ay)
/ F(Ly. 0)(dy) + —2 / h(L,y, 0)7(dy).

41+ @2

(6.3)

Q1 + P}
where 11 is the invariant measure with the density given by (3.3).

Theorem 6.2. Consider system (6.1) and X as in (6.3).

o If A\ < 0 then for any initial point (u,v,ey) € Ri’o X 8Ss, the number of the infected
individuals 1(t) tends to zero at an exponential rate, i.e.,

In (¢
Puoveo {limsup - t( ) < )\} =1,

t—o0

and the susceptible class S(t) converges weakly to the solution ¢(t) on the boundary.

e If A > 0, then for any initial point (u,v,ey) € ]Ri’o X Sy, all mvariant probability
measures of the solution (S(t), I(t),e(t)) concentrate on R® x [0,1]. Moreover, the
system (6.1) is permanent.
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6.2. Numerical Examples. In this section, we consider a simple example and provide some
numerical simulations. Consider the equation (6.1) with f(z,s,i) = my(x)s, h(z,s, i) =
me(@)s (1) =z, (x € {0,1}), i.e., consider

145427 g\
dS(t) = [al = 01S(t) =ma(0)S(@B) I (t)e(t) —mi(1)SHI(1)(1 — e(t))
t)I(t

ma(1)(1 — e(t))S()I(¢)7
Csm eI Jdt SWaBi),
)

(6.4) dI(t) = [—bg (t) + ma(0)S) I (t)e(t) + my (1)SEIE)(1 — e(t))

ma(1)(1 — e(t))S(t)1(t)T
S0+ T |dt+ 21 (H)dBs(t),

| de(t) = [ — (@1 + q)e(t)]dt + e(t)(1 — e(t))dW ().

The above is the corresponding system with a filtering of hidden Markov chain «(t), whereas
the following system is one under hidden process a(t)

aS(t) = |ar = biS() = mi(a(D)SOI (1)

a(t)ms(a ()) (OI(D)7]
)
(t

.

(

(6.5)
w@:[—@a>+ma<

a(t)m I1(t)7
\ ( i n g(<)>> (2) ( ) dt + ool (t)dBs(t).
Here «(t) is the Markov chain taking values in {0, 1} with the generator Q.

Suppose one does not use the filtering to consider the corresponding observable system
(6.4), and considers instead the system under some predictions for «(t). If one uses the
incautious prediction and assumes that «(t) = 0 (i.e., considers all individuals in the hidden
group not to be infected), the corresponding system is

dS(t) = [al —bS(t) — ml(O)S(t)I(t)] dt + o1S(t)dB (¢),

S(H)1(t)

(6.6)
dI(t) = [ —boI(t) + mI(O)S(t)J(t)} dt + 021 (t)dBs(t).
If one uses the overcautious prediction and assumes that a(t) = 1 (i.e., considers all
individuals in the hidden group to be infected), the corresponding system is
ma(1)S(8)1(?)
dsS(t) = —bS(t) — 1)S(t)I(t) — dt t)dBy(t
S(t) = | = 0aS(0) = m()SWI0) = 1 gy |+ @SOaB(0)
o0 maUSOI()
T 2
dI(t) = [ bl (1) +m ()SOT) + L 55 (t)}dthJ(t)dBQ(t).

Ezxample 6.1. Consider (6.4) with a; = 0.5,by = 1,00 = 1,by = 2,00 = 0.5,m1(0) =
0.1,my(1) = 4,ms = 0.1,q1 = 5,¢2 = 25. Our computation shows that A = —1.7252, the
(exact) threshold determining the longtime behavior (persistence and extinction) for both
systems (6.4) and (6.5). Similarly, we can compute \g = —2.0750, the threshold for system
(6.6) and A; = 0.0241, the threshold for system (6.7).

Note that Ay > A > )y and as a result \; is an overcautious threshold. In this case, if we
use system (6.7), we may conclude that the disease may not be controlled although it will



STOCHASTIC EPIDEMIC SIR MODELS WITH HIDDEN STATES 23

indeed be controlled. Some unnecessarily restrictive policy might be chosen and this might
lead to economic downturns. Conversely, \g is an incautious threshold which would lead to
overly optimistic expectations.

As our theoretical results show the number of infected () will tend to 0 as t — oo, i.e.,
the infected group goes extinct. We have also shown that systems (6.4) and (6.5) have the
same longtime behavior. We provide the numerical simulations for this example in Figure 1.

Simulator S(t) Simulator I(t)

S(t)

I(t).

FIGURE 1. Left top subfigure: Sample paths of S(¢), in which the red curve
is for system under the hidden «(t) in (6.5), the blue curve corresponding to
the known «(t) in (6.4). Right top subfigure: Sample paths of I(¢), the red
curve is for system (6.5) with hidden state, the blue curve is that of (6.4) with
known «(t). Bottom subfigure: the sample path of the Markov chains, the red
is of the signal process a(t), the blue is its filter e(t).

Ezample 6.2. Consider (6.4) with a; = 10,0y = 1,01 = 1,by = 3,09 = 1,my(0) = 0.1,my(1) =
2,mo(1) = 0.1,¢; = 10,¢2 = 1. Direct computations yield A = 14.8522, the (exact) thresh-
old determining the longtime behavior (persistence and extinction) for both systems (6.4)
and (6.5). Similarly, we can compute Ay = —2.5000, the threshold for system (6.6) and
A1 = 16.5874, the threshold for system (6.7). Because A\; > A > \g, we note that A; is an
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overcautious threshold. Conversely, A\ is an incautious threshold. [It is readily seen that
the system is actually permanent, i.e., the disease will not be controlled but A\g recommends
the disease will be extinct. Conversely, A; is an overcautious threshold which would lead to
overly pessimistic expectations.]

Applying our theoretical results to this example, we get that I(¢) never converges to 0
and the system is permanent. As before, the systems (6.4) and (6.5) have the same longtime
behavior. The numerical simulations of this example are provided in Figures 2 and 3.

el Wl

0.6 |

0.5

0.4 ]

0.3

0.2

017

FIGURE 2. Left top subfigure: Sample path of S(t), the red curve is for the
system under noisy observation of «(t), the blue is the system with precise
known value of a(t). Right top subfigure: Sample path of S(t), the red curve
is for system under noisy observation, the blue curve is for system with precise
known value of «(t). Bottom subfigure: the sample path of the Markov chain,
the red curve is of the signal process, the blue curve is its filter.
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F1GURE 3. Left top and right top subfigures: The density of the invariant
probability measure (the marginal one in the space of (S(t),1(t))) of (6.5)
in 2D and 3D settings, respectively. Bottom subfigure : The density of the
invariant probability measure (the marginal one in the space of (S(t), I(t))) of
(6.6) in 2D and 3D settings, respectively.
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