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Abstract

Dengue and Zika incidence data and the latest research have raised questions about how dengue
vaccine strategies might be impacted by the emergence of Zika virus. Existing antibodies to one virus
might temporarily protect or promote infection by the other through antibody-dependent enhancement
(ADE). With this condition, understanding the dynamics of propagation of these two viruses is of great
importance when implementing vaccines. In this work, we analyze the effect of vaccination against one
strain, in a two-strain model that accounts for cross-immunity and ADE. Using basic and invasion repro-
ductive numbers, we examined the dynamics of the model and provide conditions to ensure the stability
of the disease-free equilibrium. We provide conditions on cross-immunity, ADE and vaccination rate
under which the vaccination could ensure the global stability of the disease-free equilibrium. The results
indicate scenarios in which vaccination against one strain may improve or worsen the control of the other,
as well as contribute to the eradication or persistence of one or both viruses in the population.

Keywords: Vaccine, cross-immunity, antibody-dependent enhancement, two-strain model, dengue virus,
Zika virus.

1 Introduction

Dengue and Zika are two important arbovirus affecting humans. Global dengue incidence has increased
dramatically, putting about half the world’s population at risk. According to one estimate, around 100
to 400 million cases of dengue occur worldwide each year, resulting in around 20,000 deaths [6, 10, 18].
Zika virus (ZIKV) became better known in 2016, when pregnant women pre-exposed to ZIKV infection
caused disabilities and microcephaly in newborns. ZIKV has been detected in 89 countries, posing infected
individuals at a higher risk for severe neurologic sequelae. Its infections cause symptoms similar to dengue
disease, leading to massive misdiagnosis in co-spreading countries [21, 22].

Planning prevention and control strategies to reduce the burden of dengue virus (DENV) and ZIKV is
no easy task. Both viruses are mainly transmitted by the Aedes Aegypti mosquito, which is abundant in
settings with environmental conditions favorable to its development and proliferation. In addition, DENV
transmission is strongly influenced by the dynamic spread of its four serotypes, and it have been affected by
the emergence of ZIKV [20]. The level of antibodies against one dengue serotype can cause different body
reactions in the case of a secondary infection [13]. Recovery from infection by a dengue serotype provides
lifelong immunity to that sorotype. However, individuals who later become infected with a different serotype
may experience antibody-dependent enhancement (ADE), where antibodies from a previous infection do not
protect (in a long term) against a new infection, but increase the individual susceptibility and the risk of
severe outcomes [32]. DENV and ZIKV both come from the flavivirus family and are genetically similar.
Therefore, the interactions between these viruses could be similar to those between two different dengue
virus serotypes [24, 26].

The issues surrounding the interactions between Zika and dengue fever have potential implications for
case surveillance and vaccine development [7, 16, 23, 31]. As researchers continue to analyze the data and
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the biological basis of their findings, mathematical models provide a tool that can contribute to understand
vaccination strategies and its implications on the dynamics of multi-strain circulation [4, 19, 35]. By assuming
that the vaccine would be less effective against the serotype with the highest transmission intensity, the
authors in [19] found that vaccine may be effective against the weaker strain but contribute to an increase in
incidence of secondary infections of the stronger one. However, in the long term, vaccination strategies could
reduce the overall proportion of infections, but still with periodic yearly outbreaks of the strong strain.

In [4], ADE effect was studied in a two-sorotype dengue model with vaccination against one and both
strains. They concluded that if vaccination is against only one strain, eradication of the other will not
be achieved if it was currently in an endemic state. If the population is vaccinated against both strains
separately, there are conditions on vaccination rates to ensure the eradication of both diseases. But using
dengue parameters, this strategy might not work if a person cannot receive both vaccines. Zika and dengue
interaction was investigated in [35]. The authors constructed a vaccination model considering the ADE effect
and the possibility of co-infection by both viruses. They analyzed the dynamics of the model through basic
and invasion numbers. Their results show a positive vaccination effect in controlling dengue. However, their
simulations indicate an increase in Zika incidence due to ADE.

Few works in the literature examine the full specificities of the interaction of dengue and Zika. In this
work, we develop a more general approach by modelling the effect of dengue vaccination in a two-strain model,
considering both temporary cross-immunity and the ADE effect between strains. After model formulation,
we calculate the main equilibria and the basic and invasion reproductive numbers of both viruses. We study
the dynamics of the model and provided conditions for the local and global stability of the main equilibria
and the persistence of one or both diseases. Finally, the effect of the ADE factor and temporary cross-
immunity are examined. Vaccination criteria are established and simulations are performed to illustrate the
possible outcomes of vaccination strategies.

2 Model formulation

The model describes the circulation of two strains, denoted 1 and 2, with a vaccination against strain 1. Note
that in the Dengue and Zika transmission scenario, the strains can represent the Dengue and Zika viruses.
To simplify the model, the mosquito population is not taken into account.

The population is divided into groups: susceptible individuals to both strains, S; vaccinated individuals
against strain 1, V; infected individuals with strain ¢ but still susceptible to strain j, I;, for ¢,5 = 1,2 and
i # j; immune individuals to strain j and with temporary immunity to strain ¢, C;, for 4,7 = 1,2 and i # j;
immune individuals to strain 1 and still susceptible to strain 2, vaccinated and unvaccinated, R,; and Ry,
respectively; immune individuals to strain 2 and still susceptible to strain 1, Rs; immune individuals to
strain j and infected with strain 4, Y;, for 4,5 = 1,2 and i # j; and immune individuals to all the strain,
Ry5. The total population infected by strain i is denoted J;:

Ji=L+Y;, 1=12.
Thus, the total population is given by:
N@)=S@)+ V() + Ji(t) + J2(t) + Ci(t) + Ca(t) + Ri(t) + Ra(t) + Ry (t) + Ria(t).

The flowchart of the model can be seen in Figure 1.

The population is born and dies at a constant rate of A and p, respectively. Part of the population is
vaccinated against the virus infection 1 at birth, at a per capita rate v, 0 < v < 1. The remaining unvaccinated
susceptible population becomes infected by the virus i at a per capita rate 8;J;/N. Infected individuals with
virus i recover at a rate of ;. Individuals who recover from infection with virus ¢ become immune to this
virus and have temporary immunity to virus j, for 4,7 = 1,2 and i # j. This cross-immunity against the
virus ¢ wanes at a per capita rate #;. The vaccine’s immune response is assumed to also confer ttemporary
immunity to the virus 2, and this cross-immunity wanes at the rate per capita 6,,. We assume that after loss
of cross-immunity to virus j, individuals who are immune to the virus ¢ may be more or less susceptible to
secondary infection by virus j due to antibody-dependent enhancement. Thus, the unvaccinated individuals
are infected at a per capita rate a;3;J;/N, for j = 1,2, while the vaccinated individuals are infected with
the virus 2 at a per capita rate a,202J2/N. The parameters ay, for k = 1,2, v2 represent the fraction that
decreases (0 < oy, < 1) or increases (o > 1) the susceptibility to secondary infections. If there is no effect
from the antibodies, then oy = 1. After recovery from both infections, individuals can no longer become
infected. Table 1 summarizes the parameters and compartments of the model.

The following equations, with appropriate initial conditions, represent the disease dynamics model:
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of the infection status due to the concomitant transmission of viruses 1 and 2,
considering that the population is vaccinated against the virus 1.

Table 1: Parameters and compartments of the model.

Parameter Description (for i,j = 1,2)

A Birth rate

I3 Per capita death rate

Bi Transmission rate of virus ¢

i Per capita recovery rate of infected people with virus ¢

0; Per capita loss rate of cross-immunity to virus i after previous infection with virus j
02 Per capita loss rate of cross-immunity to virus 2 obtained by vaccination

; ADE factor that can alter the susceptibility of unvaccinated individuals to the virus ¢
Q2 ADE factor that can alter the susceptibility of vaccinated individuals to virus 2

v Per capita vaccination rate

Compartments | Description

S Susceptible individuals to both virus

1% Vaccinated individuals against the virus 1

I; Individuals with primary infection by the virus ¢

Ci Individuals recovered from infection with virus ¢ and have cross-immunity to virus j
R; Unvaccinated individuals immune to virus ¢ and susceptible to virus j
R Vaccinated individuals to virus 1 and susceptible to virus 2

Y: Individuals infected by virus ¢ and immune to virus j

Ri2 Individuals immune to both virus
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It follows from the equations that

dN (t)
=A—uN(t).
o pN (t)
Therefore,
. A
lim N(t)=—.
t——+o0 /,(,

Then, without loss of generality, we assume that N(t) = A/u, for t > 0.
Since the system variables represent populations, it is necessary that their values are non-negative and
that the system solution is bounded. Proposition 2.1 shows the limitation and positivity of solutions.

Proposition 2.1. Consider the system of equations (1). Given an initial condition in Rf, then the following
conditions hold:

1. There exist a unique bounded solution in Rf for the system (1), for allt > 0;
2. R? is positively invariant under the flow of (1);
3. If 5(0) is strictly positive, then S(t), V(t) and R,1(t) are strictly positive for all t > 0.

The proof of Proposition 2.1 can be found in Appendix A.
In the remaining of the work, we consider S(0) > 0. It follows from the previous Proposition that the
model is well-posedness in the set

r = {(SaVvﬁ117[27Cl?CQ7R17R27RU17Y171/2aR12)ER}E;
S+V+L+L+C+Co+R +Ry+ R +Y1+Yo+ Rio=A/u}.

3 Relevant equilibria and reproduction numbers

In this section, we will find the relevant equilibria of the system from an epidemiological point of view, and
calculate the basic and invasion reproduction numbers, which are threshold parameters for the stability of
the equilibria.

8.1 Disease-free equilibrium and the basic reproductive number

The disease-free equilibrium (DFE), E°, is the equilibrium point where there is no infections in the pop-
ulation, that is, when I} = I = Y; = Y3 = 0. Thus, E° = (5°,V°,0,0,C?,CS, R}, R, RY,,0,0, RY,) has
coordinates A A 9 A
$° = (1—v)=, V0= —E_Z RO =20 = (2)
% Ov2 + p 1 Ov2 + p o

and CY = C9 = R = RY = RY, = 0.

The basic reproduction number, Ry, is defined as the average number of secondary infections produced
when a infectious individual is introduced into a fully susceptible population. Its importance lies in the fact
that it is a threshold parameter for the stability of disease-free equilibrium. In the following, applying the
next generation matrix method [33], we will define the basic reproduction number for the system (1).

The vector referring to the compartments with infected individuals, z = (Jy, Ja), satisfies

&= f(z) —v(x),

where f represents the rate of new infections and v represents the transfer rate of individuals by other means:
f- ﬁl]{]ls + 0151]\}71132 and v — (71 + ,U)Jl -
52]\7]25 + B2J2(042R]1V+O¢U2Rul) (72 + N)JQ

The matrices F and V are the Jacobian matrices of f(z) and v(x), respectively, evaluated in the E°:

B1S°
F = N 5,50 %a RO andV=(71+u 0 )
0 Bal | Paceafle 0 Yo +

We define the basic reproductive number as the spectral radius of the next generation matrix FV ~!:

Ro = p(FV™1) = max {R1, Ra}, (3)
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The expression (4) for R, is given by the product of the transmissibility of the strain 1, 81, the average
time an individual spends in the infectious compartment, 1/(~; + u), and the fraction of susceptible indi-
viduals to this strain (unvaccinated) in the disease-free equilibrium, S°/N. Thus, R; represents the average
number of new infections caused by an infected individual by the strain 1, in his infectious period, when
there is no other infectious individual in the population.

The expression (5) for Ry is given by the sum of two components. The first of them is the product of
the transmissibility of the strain 2, 35, the average time an individual spends in the infectious compartment,
1/(72 + p), and the fraction of unvaccinated susceptible individuals in the disease-free equilibrium, S°/N.
The second term is the product of the transmissibility of the strain 2, §,, the average time an individual
spends in the infectious compartment, 1/(y2 + p), the fraction of vaccinated susceptible individuals in the
disease-free equilibrium, R, /N, and the factor of increase or not of susceptibility a,s. Just like Ry, the
value Ro represents the average number of new infections caused by an infected individual by the strain 2,
in his infectious period, when there is no other infectious individual in the population.

R1 =

(1—-v) (4)
and
Ry =

Remark 3.1. In the model without vaccination (v = 0), the basic reproductive number is the mazimum
between the reproductive numbers of each strain,

Ry = Py = P

Y+ p Yo+ p

(6)

Remark 3.2. The vaccination decreases the value of RY?, reducing the number of new infections by the
strain 1. The effect of the vaccination over strain 2 depends on the parameters of the vaccine, cue and 0,3,
referents to ADE and loss of cross-immunity against strain 2.

3.2 Endemic boundary equilibria

In addition to disease-free equilibrium, we look for more two relevant equilibriums on the boundary: the
endemic equilibrium where there are only infections by the strain 1, E', and the endemic equilibrium where
there are only infections by the strain 2, E2.

At the equilibrium E?!, the values of I, Cs, R, Y1, Y5 and Ry are zero. Then

E' = (S*,V*,I},0,C7,0, R}, 0, R:,,0,0,0), (7)
where

Pip Oo+p’ 1 mtu Ry
* Y1 * * 02 * * 01}2 *
Cl = 92 T //[/Il, Rl = ;Cl and va = 7‘/ .

The expression of R; is given in (4). Note that the endemic equilibrium E! exists if and only if Ry > 1.
At the equilibrium EZ2, the values of I;,Cy, R and Y] are zero. Then

E2:(S*,V*,O,I;,O,C;,O,R;, :17()’}/2*’RT2)3 (8)
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and x is solution of the quadratic equation
az® +bx+c=0, 9)

with coefficients a, b and ¢ given by

a = Q2
Bg(l — 1)):| |: IBQQUQGUQ'U
b = oy |1l ———-~ 1 —
g [ Y2+ i (v2 + 1) (B2 + 1)
c = p*(1-Ry).

If R, < 1, the fractions in the expression of b must be smaller than one or equal to one, and it is not
possible for both to be one. Therefore, b > 0. We also have ¢ > 0. Since that a > 0, the equation (9) does
not have roots with positive real parts. This implies that there is no endemic equilibrium like E2. Thus, for
an equilibrium E? to exist, we must have R, > 1. In this case, ¢ < 0. Since the coefficient a is positive, the
equation (9) has two real roots and only one of them is positive. In resume, if Ry > 1, there is a unique
endemic equilibrium where there are infections only by the strain 2. The value of I35 + Y5 at the equilibrium
is calculated through the positive solution of the equation (9).

The results above give us the following Theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let Ry and Ry be given in (4) and (5), respectively. The system (1) has an endemic
equilibrium with infections caused only by the strain 1 if and only if Ry > 1. The system (1) has an endemic
equilibrium with infections caused only by the strain 2 if and only if Ry > 1. In both cases the equilibria are
unique.

8.8 Invasion reproduction numbers

Like the basic reproduction number, the invasion reproduction number is a relevant threshold parameter for
the analysis of equilibrium stability. It means the average number of new infections caused by an individual
infected by a strain during his infectious period, in a population that is susceptible to this strain, but is at
the endemic equilibrium of another strain. This concept is explained, for example, in [8, 33]. The invasion
numbers, as the basic reproduction number, were calculated using the next generation matrix [33].

To define the invasion reproduction number of strain 2 at the equilibrium of strain 1, R?, we consider
x = Jy and proceed building the matrices f(z) and v(z) (which are scalars) of the new infections (caused
by the strain 2) and the remaining transfer terms, respectively. The next generation matrix is the matrix
F2V2_1, where Fy and V, are the Jacobian of the matrices f and v, evaluated at the equilibrium E'. Thus,

B25* Ba(aa Ry + ao Ry)
(v2+ p)N (y2 + p)N

Ry =p(FV5 ') = : (10)
where S*, R} and R}, are given in the expression of E* (7).

For interpretation of the R?, remember that at the equilibrium E*, an individual infected by strain 2 can
infect the unvaccinated susceptible individuals (susceptible to all strains), S*, and the individuals immune
to strain 1 and susceptible to strain 2. In the last case we have two options: the individuals that had an
infection by the strain 1, recovered and, after of a period, lost the cross-immunity against strain 2, R7;
or the individuals that received the vaccine and, after of a period, lost the cross-immunity offered by the
vaccine against strain 2, R};. The parameter [z is the transmissibility of the strain 2, and 1/(y2 + ) is the
duration of the infectious period of an individual infected by the strain 2. The parameters as and «,,5 are the
factors of ADE that can appear after recuperation from an infection by the strain 1 or after a vaccination,
respectively.

Analogously, we calculated the invasion reproduction number of the strain 1 at the equilibrium of the

strain 2: 5,5* 5 Ry
— 101109
Ry =p(F V) = + : 1
? (V) m+wN — (n+wN (1)
where S* and R} are given in the expression of E? (8).

At the equilibrium F?, an individual infected by strain 1 can infect the unvaccinated susceptible individ-
uals (susceptible to all strains), S*, and the individuals immune to strain 2 and susceptible to strain 1, Rj.
The last, had an infection by strain 2, recovered and, after of a period, lost the cross-immunity against strain
1. The parameter 3; is the transmissibility of the strain 1, and 1/(vy; + p) is the duration of the infectious
period of an individual infected by the strain 1. The parameter «; is the factor of ADE that can appear
after recuperation from an infection by the strain 2.




4 Stability analysis

In this section, we will give results about the stability of the disease-free and endemic equilibria. Before
starting this analysis, we will comment about the stability of the DFE in the model without vaccination.

4.1  The DFE in the model without vaccination

The model without vaccination [1, 30] describes the dynamics of population with the circulation of two strains
of a virus. In this model v = 0 and the states V and R,; are not considered. The model is well-posedness in
the set

va = {(5711312;Ola027R17R2aY131/2;R12) GR}}-Oa
S+L+L+C+Co+Ri+Ra+Y1+Ya+ Rio=A/u}.
The DFE is the point
A
EyY = <M,O,O,O,O,O,O,0,U,O> .

In [30], we can find the following Theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let RYY and RYY be as given in (6). If RYY = max{RY{",R¥"} < 1, then the DFE, Ey",
is locally asymptotically stable. If R§Y > 1, then the DFE is unstable.

Proof. (Sketch) The proof is obtained linearizing the system and evaluating at EY’V. In the Jacobian matrix,
eight eigenvalues are negative and the others two have the signal determined by R{"¥ and RY¥V. If Ry¥ < 1,
the eigenvalues are all negative. If Ry > 1, at least one of them is positive. O

Next, we will analyze the dynamics of the model with vaccination, given by the system of equations (1).

4.2 Local stability
With the definition of R(, we proved the first result about the local stability of the disease-free equilibrium.

Theorem 4.2. Let Ro be as defined in (3). The disease-free equilibrium of the model (1), E, is locally
asymptotically stable if Ro < 1, and unstable if Ry > 1.

Proof. Linearizing the system (1) at the equilibrium point E° and calculating the characteristic polynomial,
we obtained:

P = M40+ )N+ 02+ )M+ 01+ )M+ 1)’ A+ 71 + ) A+ 72 + 1)
(1 + 1) (R = 1) = A[(h2 + p)(R2 = 1) = A]
Here, if Ry = max{R1,Ra2} < 1, then all the eigenvalues are negative real numbers and the equilibrium is

locally asymptotically stable. If Rg > 1, at least one of the eigenvalues is positive and the equilibrium is
unstable. O

With the definition of the invasion reproduction numbers, we proved the following results about the local
stability of the endemic boundary equilibria.

Theorem 4.3. Let Ry and R? be as defined in (4) and (10), respectively. Suppose Ry > 1. The endemic
boundary equilibrium of the model (1), E*, is locally asymptotically stable if R? < 1, and unstable if RT > 1.

Proof. Linearizing the system (1) at the equilibrium point E' and calculating the characteristic polynomial,
we obtained:

PO) = (= N[0+ ) = N0 + ) = N[00+ ) = NI~ + ) = N~z + ) — A
(MR ) o 10m (RS - 1) - Q.
where

Q\) = A\ +bX +c,



and the coefficients b and ¢ are

B Buli  BS*
b=(m+2u) + = N
Ii(m + 5"

Substituting the expressions of the S* and I}, given in (7), in the expressions for b and ¢, we have

51#(10)( 1)
b = p+—mm2(1—-—],
: Mt R1

¢ = 51#(1—11)(1—7;1).

As Ry > 1, then b > 0 and ¢ > 0. Therefore, the two roots of the polynomial Q()\) have negative real
parts. It follows that if R? < 1, then all roots of P()\) have negative real parts and the point E! is locally
asymptotically stable, while if R? > 1, P()) has one positive real root and the point E! is unstable. O

Theorem 4.4. Let Ry and Ry be as defined in (5) and (11), respectively. Suppose Ro > 1. The endemic
boundary equilibrium of the model (1), E?, is locally asymptotically stable if R3 < 1, and unstable if R} > 1.

Proof. To simplify the calculations, we will consider the system (1) with the variables
J17 }/17 J2a 1/27 S7 Va Cly 027 R17 R27 R'Ula R12'

Linearizing the system at the equilibrium E?, we have the characteristic polynomial

PN = —(=p=A)?[=(0uz + p) = N[ (02 + ) = N|[=(01 + p) = N[=(n1 + 1) = A[—(r2 + ) = Al
- () <t RE - 1) = O,
Using that

B2S" /N + awaffa Ry [N — (72 + ) = 0,
Q()) is the polynomial Q()\) = A3+ bA% + e\ +d, with positive coefficients given in Appendix C. The signals
of the real parts of roots of @ can be studied by the Routh-Hurwitz criterion [2]. The table of the method
is

1 ¢ 00
b d 0 0
beed 000
d 000

More calculations shows that the first column is positive. As there is no change of signal in this column, by
the Routh criterion, the real parts of the roots of () are negative.
It follows that the equilibrium FE? is stable if R} < 1, and unstable if R} > 1. O

Remark 4.5. Note that in the case oy < 1, it is valid that R} < Ry (see Appendiz B). That is, if R1 < 1,
the strain 1 can not invade the endemic equilibrium of the strain 2. If oy > 1, even with Ry < 1, the strain
1 may or may not persist. The analogous is valid for the case as <1 and as > 1.

4.8  Analysis of the subsystems

In this section, we will study the dynamics of two following subsystems, where there are infections by only
one of the strains:

% = (1-v)A- 511{;5 — uS

O = oA (Bt )V

i _ BhS

% = 7l — (02 +p)Cy

% = 0,Cy — uRy
Tt = 9V — R (12)



and

ds B2J2S
S 1A — _
7 (1-0) N M
1%
E = oA - (9112 + ,U)V
dl> BoJaS
af2 _ I
o N (72 + )12
dC
cTtQ = by — (01 + p)Co
dR
7: = 9102 — MRQ
dR, Ay Jo R,
dt ! = 91}2‘/ - % - ﬂva
dYs B JaRy
T N — (12 + )Y
dR
dt12 = 7YYy — uRyo, (13)

defined in the sets

A
I = {(57‘/7[1aclvR1>Rv1) ER?HS“V‘V‘FIl-FCl-FRl + R,1 :’u}

and
A
Iy = {(S,V,IQ,O%R%Rm,Yz,Rlz) ERY;S+V+I+Co+Ro+ Ryy + Yo+ Rpp = M}’

respectively. The dynamics of the systems (12) and (13) are the dynamics of the full system (1) when the
strain 2 is extinct and when the strain 1 is extinct, respectively. From the Proposition (2.1), the systems
(12) and (13) are well-defined in the sets I'; and T's, respectively. The disease-free equilibria EY and EY,
of the subsystems (12) and (13), respectively, correspond to the disease-free equilibrium of the full system,
E°. That is, they have coordinates S, V and R, equal to S°, V° and RY,, respectively, given in (2),
and the others coordinates are null. The interior equilibrium of each system can also be directly deduced
from the endemic boundary equilibria of the full system. The interior equilibrium of the system (12) is
E{ = (8*,V*, I;,C;, Rt, R,), where the coordinates of E} are the positive coordinates given in (7) for E*.
The interior equilibrium of the system (13) is E2 = (S*,V*, I3, C5, Rs, R}1, Y5, R}5). On the same way, the
coordinates of EZ are the positive coordinates given in (8) for E?.

Next, we prove the global stability of the disease-free and endemic equilibria in the subsystems (12) and
(13). A version (see [29], Chap. 2, page 29) of the LaSalle’s Invariance Principle [27] is the main tool used
in the proofs. During the process, Lyapunov functions are constructed using combinations of the classical
Lyapunov function L = z — z* Inz, used since 1980’s in ecological models [11], quadratic functions [34] and
the methods described in [14].

Theorem 4.6. If Ry < 1, then the disease-free equilibrium, EY, is globally asymptotically stable for system

Proof. Tt is clear that the set I'y is invariant by the solution of the system.
At the equilibrium EY, it is valid that

(1—v)A —puS®=0. (14)
Let L be the Lyapunov function
S
L(t) = (s ~ 8% 5% 50) + 1 (15)

inG= {(S, V, Il,Cl,Rl,RU1) ely; S > O}
Differentiating L with respect to ¢, along solutions of (12), and using equation (14), gives

v = 5-5) S50 - B2 ]+ B v (16)
0
(1= oA - ) (g - g ) + P - ur
0
= (1 — ’U)A (2 — % — AS;) +Il(")/1 +‘UJ)(R1 - 1)



We have that 2 — §/S% — S°/S < 0 and the equality is valid only if S = S°. Since that Ry < 1, we have
L'(t) <0in G.

If Ry < 1, then L'(t) = 0 if and only if I; = 0 and S = S°. If R; = 1, then L/(t) = 0 if and only if
S = S%. Note that V tends to V%, when t tends to infinity. Also, if V = V?, integrating the equation for
dR,1/dt, we have that R,; tends to RY; when t tends to infinity. Since that S° + VO + RY, = A/u, the
largest invariant set by (12) contained in E = {(S,V,I1,C1, R1, Ry1) € G; L'(t) = 0} is the singleton {E?}.
Thus, the endemic equilibrium EY is globally asymptotically stable in G, by LaSalle’s Invariable Principle
[29]. All orbit of the system (12) starting at a point in I'y, belongs to G for ¢ > 0. Thus, the equilibrium EY
is globally asymptotically stable in I'y. O

Theorem 4.7. If Ry < 1, then the disease-free equilibrium EY is globally asymptotically stable for system
(13) in T'y.

Proof. In this proof, we will use the method in [14].
At the equilibrium EY, it is valid that

(1—v)A—puS®=0

VA — (0o + )V =0

0,2V — uR%, = 0. (17)
Let L be the Lyapunov function

va

0
va

L(t) = (S— S0 —S%In S) + (V A lnv> + <va — Ry — Ryl

s 14 )onon

defined in G = {(S, V,15,Cs, Ro, Ry1, YYQ,R12> €ly; >0,V >0,Ry > O}
Differentiating L(t), with respect to ¢, along solutions of (13), and using the equations in (17), we have

%762}2 4 F(V -V |:1;/}(9v2+,u'):|

Ou2V  2fads L Ba2J2S n 02 B2 Ja Ryt
Ro1 N K N N

) = (S-S [

+(Ry1 — R))) ( — (y2 +p)J2

o _eoy (L1 vy (Lo b o (Vo VY

— (1-v)A(S S)(S g ) HOMV V) (= )+ O — R (
+Jo(v2 + 1) (R2 — 1)

= F(S,V,Ry1)+ Jo(v2 + p1)(R2 — 1),

where

1 1 1 1 14 Vo
F(S,V,Ry) = (1 —v)A(S — 89) (S _ SO) + oAV = V) (V _ Vo) 4+ 042(Ry1 — RY)) (R SR ) .
v vl

We will show that F(S,V, R,1) < 0, and the equality is valid only if S = S V = V% and R,; = R?,.

For this denote z = %, Y= %, z= ggl. Rewriting F(S,V, Ry1) := F(x,y, 2), we have
vl

Flz,y,2) = (1—v)A(z—1) (313 - 1) oAy —1) (; - 1) F0,V0(z — 1) (g - 1)

2(1 — v)A +20A + 0,5V — (1 —v)Az — (1 — 11)Al + (—vA + 0,V Oy — UA1
€ Y
—0,5V0z — 0,5V
z
Using the method in [14], we rewrite F(z,y, z) as
1 o 1 o 1
Flr,y,z)=1—-0)A(2—2—— )|+ (0A=0,V°) [2—y—— | +0,V (3—2—-—2=].
€z Yy

Lastly, using the two first equations in (17), F'(z,y, z) can be rewritten as
1 1 1
F(z,y,2) = pS° <2:v> + pV° (2y> + nRY, <3z - y)
x Yy

10



Since that the arithmetic average is greater or equal than geometric average, F'(z,y,z) < 0 and the
equality is valid if and only if x =y =z = 1.

Thus, since that R < 1, we have L'(¢t) < 0. If Ry < 1, then L'(t) = 0 if and only if J» = 0 and
F(S,V,R,1) = 0. If Ry = 1, then L'(t) = 0 if and only F(S,V, R,1) = 0. Note that S = S° for all ¢ implies
Ja = 0. Thus, the largest invariant set of (13) contained in

E = {(57VaI27027R2aRv1;}/2>R12) EG;L/(t):O}
{(S7 Va I27 027 R27 R'Ula 1/27 R12) S G7 S = SO, V= VO, va = Rgl}
is the singleton {ES}. It follows from the LaSalle’s Invariance Principle [29] that the equilibrium EY is

globally asymptotically stable in G. From the similar calculations to those in Proposition 2.1, all orbit of
(13) belongs to G for all t > 0. Therefore, EY is globally asymptotically stable in I'y. O

The following theorems give us information about the stability of the interior equilibrium of each sub-
system.

Theorem 4.8. Consider Ry > 1. The equilibrium Ei is globally asymptotically stable for system (12) in
{(57 VallaCl,RhRm) el I > 0}.

Proof. We will use the Lyapunov function described in [34].
At the equilibrium EY, it is valid that

8117 S*
1— o)A = 2022 e
(I-v) N pS* =0
I s*
PHE oyt i =0, (18)
Let L be the Lyapunov function
1 * *\12 * * Il
L(t) = 5[(5—5 )+ (L =-ID)"+k L -17 -1 lnI—* ,
1
where k = 21t m é, defined in
M
G ={(S,V,11,C1, Ry, Ry1) € I'1; 11 > 0}.
Differentiating L with respect to t, along solutions of (12) gives
L0 = [(5=5)+ (0= R0 - 08— = -+ ]+ 50— 1) [ 22— ).
Using the equations in (18), we have
L) = ~[(5=8)+ @ =l +m I = 1) + (S = 8] + 7 (I = [{)(S — 57)

= —u(S—5) —(m+wh - 1)
Thus, L'(t) < 0 and the equality is valid if and only if S = S* and I = I.
Lastly, since that {E7} is the maximum invariant set of (12) contained in
{(S,V,11,C1, Ry, Ry1) € G5 L' (t) = 0} = {(S,V, [1,C1, R1, Rin) € G; S = S*, [, = I},

by the LaSalle’s Invariance Principle [29], the equilibrium E7 is globally asymptotically stable in G. O
Theorem 4.9. Consider Ry > 1. The equilibrium E3 is globally asymptotically stable for system (13) in
{(S? ‘/7 127 OQa R27 RU17 }/25 R12) S F2a 12 + }/2 > 0}
Proof. Remember that Jo = I + Y. At the equilibrium EZ, it is valid that

P2 J3 5" . _
(I1-v)A N uS* =0
v — (91}2 + M)V* =0
P23 5™ + Qy2P2J3 Ry

N N

Qs BaJi R
0.,V — 252Nz 1

—(2+wJ; =0

— uRy, =0. (19)
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Define the Lyapunov function

* * S * * V * * J2 * * RU]-
L(t):(S—S -8 lnS*>+<V—V —-V 1nV*)+(J2—J2—J21nJ;>+<R,,l— vl—valnR:I)

inG= {(S, V, I27CQ,R2,R1;1,}/2,R12) c FQ;S > O,V > O,JQ >0,R,1 > 0}
Differentiating L along of the solution of (13) and using the equations (19), we have

o = - ()-S5 (3
= ) | 2E ) ol = )]

(R~ R}y) [e( v_¥ ) . W—M}

Ry Ry, N
oL 1 N (Y
- (1_U)A(S—S)(S—S*>+UA(V—V)(V V*>+9v2(va M)(va R:il)@o)

After some calculations, as in Theorem 4.7, we concluded that the expression in (20), obtained for L’(t),
is non-positive. Furthermore, L'(t) = 0 if and only if S = S*, V =V* and R,; = R};. Thus,
E = {(S?‘/?IQ)CQaRQ?RUlaYQaRIQ) €G7L/(t) :0}
= {(8,V,13,Cq, Ry, Ry1, Y2, R12) € G;S = S*,V =V" R,y = Ry }.

The maximum invariant set of (13) contained on the set E is the singleton { EZ}, then the endemic equilibrium
E2 is globally asymptotically stable in G, by LaSalle’s Invariable Principle [29]. From the Proposition 2.1,
all orbit of the system (13) starting at a point in I's, with J = I+ Y3 > 0, belongs to G for ¢ > 0. Thus, the
equilibrium E3 is globally asymptotically stable in {(S,V, Is,Ca, Ra, Ry1, Ya, R12) € T'a; Is + Y2 > 0}. O

4.4 Global stability
Next, we will establish conditions for global stability of the DFE.

Lemma 4.10. Suppose J1(0) > 0. Denote x = (S,V, I, 15,C1,Cs, Ry, Ra, Ry1,Y1,Ya, R12) € T'. Denote
X(t) =S(t) + I1(t) + I2(t) + Cao(t) + Yi(t) + Ra(t) for t > 0. Every orbit of (1) in T enters in

H:{xEP;Eg(l_ﬂU)A}, (21)

and H 1is positively invariant under the flow of (1).

Proof. From the equations of the system, we have

() = (1—v)A—pE(t) —mnd).
. . (1—-v)A .
Using the Comparison Theorem (Theorem B.1, [29]), X(t) < T for all t > 0, if
(1-v)A
£(0) = S(0) + 11(0) + 12(0) + C2(0) 4+ Y1(0) + R2(0) < T
Which implies that H is positively invariant under the flow of (1).
1—-v)A
If J1(0) > 0, it follows from the equations (1) that Jy(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. If J; > 0 and ¥ > ﬂ,
1
then ¥ < 0. Thus, every forward orbit enters into H after a certain time. O

With this lemma, we will show the asymptotic stability of the DFE in H.

1

Theorem 4.11. Suppose Ry < 1 and a; < = Let H be as defined in (21). The DFE, E°, is globally
1

asymptotically stable in H.

12



Proof. Let L be the Lyapunov function, defined in H, by L = J;. Differentiating L, with respect to ¢, along
of solutions of the model, we have

L'(t) = Ji(t)

815 o181 Ry
J -1
1o+ ) (m + )N * (71 +u)N

Suppose that a; < 1. In this case,

p1S apiRy < eIt} n Ple Ry S +OR2 1 (22)
(m+uwN  (n+p)N (m+wN  (n+p)N S
Suppose that a; > 1. In this case,
B1S a1 1Ry a1 55 a1 1Ry S+ Ry
—-1< + —1=ayR1——— — 1. 23
it N TN T S G N T kN R0 (38)

In the set H is valid S+ I; + I + Cy + Y1 + Ry < U=2% = §° Note that, if J; = I; + Y3 > 0, then
S+ Ry < SY. Thus, using the hypothesis, in both cases, if J; > 0, the expressions (22) and (23) are negative.
It follows that L'(¢) < 0, and L'(t) = 0 if and only if J; = 0.
Denote M the largest invariant set contained in
E = {(S,V,11,15,C1,Cy, Ry, Ro, Ry1, Y1, Y2, Riz) € H; L'(t) = 0}
{(57 Va I17]27Clv027R17R27Rv17Y17}/23R12) S Hv Jl = 0}

It is easy to see that if J; = 0, then C; and R, tend to zero, when ¢ tends to infinity. Thus,
M g {(57‘/711)12701702aR17R2)R’U17YI7Y23R12) S F7II = Cl = Rl - Yl - O}

It follows, from the Theorem 4.7, that M = {E°}. Thus, from the LaSalle’s Invariance Principle [27], the
DFE is asymptotically stable. O

Next, we will give other conditions for the global stability of the DFE.
From the equation, V' = vA — (0,2 + )V, we have

It is clear that if V/(0) = VO, then V(¢) = VO for all ¢ > 0.

Lemma 4.12. Suppose J2(0) > 0 and V(0) = V. Denote x = (S,V, Iy, I5,C1,Co, Ry, Ry, Ry1, Y1, Y, Ri2) €
T. Denote (t) = S(t) + I1(t) + I2(t) + C1(t) + Ry1(t) for t > 0. Every orbit of (1) in T enters in

0,20\ and S < (1- ’U)A} 7

w(0v2 + 1) Iz 24

H= {JSEF;Rm <

and H is positively invariant under the flow of (1).

Proof. Supposing the initial condition V' (0) = V° for the variable V,

R'Ul

N

If J5(0) > 0, it follows from the equations (1) for dIs/dt and dY3/dt that Jo > 0 for ¢t > 0. If J» > 0 and
Ry1 > 0p2vA /(02 + 1), then R, < 0 and R, decreases until a value smaller than 6,00A/p(0y2 + 1).
From the equations of the system, we have

R;;l = 9v2V0 — ayp2f2J2

- Mva .

JoR
(1) = (1) () -l - 202
i (1—-v)A , .
If J5(0) > 0, then I > 0 for ¢t > 0. Thus, if J > 0 and ¥ > ~———— then ¥/ < 0 and ¥ decreases until
L

(1 -v)A

a value smaller than

u
Therefore, every forward orbit of (1) enters into H after a certain time.
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QUQ'UA

Using the Comparison Theorem, R,1(t) < 6y0vA/pu(0y2 + 1) for all ¢ > 0, if R,1(0) < st 1) In the
HUv2 2
1—v)A
same way, 2(t) < d-vh for all ¢ > 0, if
1—v)A
2(0) = S(0) + I1(0) 4+ I2(0) + C1(0) + R1(0) < (MU)
Thus, H is positively invariant under the flow of (1). O

Next, we will show the global stability of the DFE in the set H, defined in the previous Lemma.
1
Theorem 4.13. Suppose Ry < 1 and ag < = Suppose also V(0) = VO and H as defined in (24). The
2
orbits of (1) in H converge for the DFE, E°.

Proof. Let L be the Lyapunov function, defined in H, by L = Js. Differentiating L, with respect to ¢, along
of solutions of the model, we have

L'ty = Js(t)
B25 a3y Ry Q22 Ry
= J(ra+ + + ~1
272+ 1) (2 +mw)N  (2+p)N  (v2+p)N
If ag <1, then
B2S 3Pz Ry el PaS P2 Ry ap2f2Rur
(2+w)N  (2+u)N  (y2+p)N T (etu)N (e+p)N o (et p)N
Bo(S+ Ry — 5% ayefa(Ry1 — RY)
v+ Ry —1. (25
(Y2 + )N (2 + )N 2~ 1 ()
If ap > 1, then
B2S asfo Ry a2 B2 Rt 1 < 2328 asfa Ry a2 B2 Rt .
(2 + )N (2 + )N (2 + )N T (etp)N (et+p)N o (e+p)N
@sB2(S+ Ry — 5% ayefa(Ry1 — RY)
+ asRo — 126
(v2 + )N (y2 + )N 2Rz~ 126)

Using the hypothesis, we have Ro — 1 <0 and asRs — 1 < 0.
In the set H it is valid R,; < RY;, then

041)262(va - Rgl) <0
(2+wWN T

Furthermore, it is valid that & = S + I + I + C1 + Ry < SC. If J, > 0, if follows from the equation of
the system for dIy/dt, that I5(t) > 0, and, therefore, S+ Ry < ¥. Thus, if Jo > 0, then S + Ry < S°.
In both cases, we concluded that if Jo > 0, the expressions (25) and (26) are negative. It follows that
L'(t) <0, and L'(t) = 0 if and only if J, = 0.
Denote M the largest invariant set contained in
E = {(SaVa11712a017027R1aR27Rv17Yia}67R12)EH;LI(t>:O}
{(S7 Va I17]27017CQleszvthYlv}/ZaRlQ) S H7 J2 = 0}

It is easy to see that if J, = 0, then Cs, Rs, Y7 and Rps tend to zero, when ¢ tends to infinity. Thus,
M C{(S,V,I,,15,C1,Ca, Ry, Ra, Ry1, Y1, Y2, Ri2) €T5Is = Oy = Ry = Y1 = Yy = Ryp = 0}.

It follows, from Theorem 4.6, that M = {E°}. From the LaSalle’s Invariance Principle [27], the DFE is
asymptotically stable. O

In resume, we obtained the following theorem about the global stability of the DFE:

1 1

Theorem 4.14. Suppose Rg < 1. Suppose also a; < = or ag < =y The DFE, E°, is globally asymptot-
1 2

ically stable in T'.
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Proof. f Ryp <1 and a; < 1/Rq, the result follows from the Lemma 4.10 and Theorem 4.11. If Ry < 1 and
as < 1/Ry, it follows from the Lemma 4.12 and Theorem 4.13. Note that, in Theorem 4.13, the omega limit
set was assumed to lie in a restricted set (where V = V), and the equations were analyzed on that set.
Here, since that E° is globally asymptotically stable in this set, we conclude that the asymptotic behavior
of the original system is the same (see, for example, Appendix F [29] about this topic). O

Next, we obtain conditions for the global stability of the boundary endemic equilibria.

Theorem 4.15. Let J1(0) > 0. Suppose Ry < 1, aaR2 < 1 and Ry > 1. Then, the solution tends to
endemic equilibrium E'.

Proof. Suppose Ro < 1 and aaRo < 1. Taking the Lyapunov function L = J; and following the same ideas in
Theorem 4.13, the solution of system tends to the invariant set M, where Iy = Cy = Ry =Y; =Yy = R = 0.
Since Ry > 1, it follows from Theorem 4.8 that M = {E'}. Thus, from the LaSalle’s Invariance Principle,
the solution tends to E'. O]

Theorem 4.16. Let J2(0) > 0. Suppose R1 < 1, ayR1 < 1 and Ry > 1. Then, the solution tends to
endemic equilibrium E2.

Proof. This proof is analogous to previous theorem. Just follow initially the ideas of Theorem 4.11 and,
then, use Theorem 4.9. O

Remark 4.17. Remember that we saw in Theorem 4.3 that if Ro < 1, Ry > 1 and R? < 1, then the
equilibrium E*' is locally asymptotically stable. It is important to note that the conditions Ry < 1 and
asRy < 1 imply R? < 1. In the same way, by Theorem 4.4, if R1 < 1, Ry > 1 and R} < 1, then the
equilibrium E? is locally asymptotically stable. The conditions Ry < 1 and a1Ry < 1 imply RE < 1. The
calculations are showed in Appendiz B.

4.5 Uniform persistence

Here, based on previous results, we will find conditions to ensure the uniform persistence of the system. We
will use the classical Theorem of persistence (Theorem 4.3 in [9]), also used in [15, 35].
In the following, denote the boundary and the interior of I' as " and I', respectively.

Definition 4.18. The system x’ = f(t,x) is uniformly persistent, if there is a positive constant €, such as

liminfx;(t) > € i=1,...,n,
t—o0

for all trajectory with positive initial conditions, that is, x;(0) > 0,i =1,...,n.

Theorem 4.19. Suppose Rq >1, Ry > 1, R2 > 1 and R3 > 1. The system (1) is uniformly persistent in
.

To prove the Theorem, we will use the next Lemmas.

Lemma 4.20. Suppose R1 > 1 and Ro > 1. The largest positively invariant set under the flow of (1),
contained in OT', is {E°} U{E'} U {E?}.

Proof. Let My, Myg, My, and Mys be the sets

My = {z(0);z(t) € OT ¥t > 0},

Mo = {(S,V,1,,13,C1,C2, Ry, Ry, Ry1, Y1, Y2, Rig) €Iy Jp = Jp = 0},

Mo = {(S,V,I1,15,C1,C2, R1, Ry, Ry1,Y1,Ys, R12) € T;J1 > 0 and Jy = 0},
My = {(S,V,I1,I5,C1,Co, Ry, Ry, Ry1,Y1, Y2, Ri2) € T;J; = 0 and J; > 0}.

It follows from the system (1) that

J1 (t) = 5 (0)6—(71+M)tef0t[51(5(5)+a132(5))/N]d5
Jz(t) — J2(0)6—(72+M)tef0t[51(S+a2R1+av2Rv1)/N]dS.
For i = 1,2, it is clear that if J;(0) = 0, then J;(t) = 0 for all ¢ > 0. In the same way, if J;(0) > 0, then

Ji(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. Thus, Myg, Mp1 and Mpye are invariant under the flow of (1).
Here, it is clear that Mgg U Mgy U Mg C My. We will show now that My C Mgg U Mgy U Mys.
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Suppose x(0) € My. If 2(0) has coordinates satisfying J;(0) = J5(0) = 0, then x(0) € Myg. If x(0) has
coordinates satisfying J1(0) > 0 and J2(0) = 0, then x(0) € My;. If 2(0) has coordinates satisfying J;(0) = 0
and J2(0) > 0, then z(0) € Mas.

Finally, suppose z(0) € My with coordinates satisfying J;(0) > 0 and J2(0) > 0. From Proposition 2.1,
S(t) >0, V(t) >0 and R, (t) > 0 for ¢ > 0. Note that, for i =1, 2,

t . .

Since that J;(0) > 0, then J;(¢) > 0 for ¢ > 0. As S(¢) > 0 for all ¢, then I;(t) > 0 for ¢ > 0. Now, we will
observe the equations for C;(t) and R;(t):

¢
Ci(t) = C’i(O)e_(eﬁ“)t—&-/O yili(s)e Citmt=s)gg

t[aBid; t e85 "
Ri(t) = Ri(0)e [ w]os | 0;Ci(s)e 2 [ man g

)

foré,5 € {1,2}, 4 # j. As I;(¢t) > 0 for ¢ > 0, then C;(¢) > 0 for ¢t > 0. As C;(¢t) > 0 for ¢ > 0, then R;(¢) >0
for t > 0.
Lastly, we have

t
Yi(t) = Y1(O)e*('“+“)t+/ Me’(“*“)(t*s)d:y
0
t
Ya(t) = }/’2(0)6—(72+u)t+/ (azﬁQJz(s)Rl(S)+av252JQ(S)R”1(s)>e‘(72+ﬂ)(t—8)ds
0 N N
t
Riat) = Rial0)e ™+ [ (ni(s) +¥a(s)) e,
0

Since that Jy, Ja, R1, Ra, Ry > 0 for ¢ > 0, then it follows from above equations that Y7,Ys > 0 for ¢ > 0,
and, therefore, Ri5 > 0 for ¢t > 0.

We concluded that if x(0) € Mp satisfies J1(0) > 0 and J2(0) > 0, then all coordinates x;(t) are positive
for ¢ > 0. This implies that z(t) ¢ OI for ¢ > 0. Which is a contradiction, since that x(0) was assumed in
M.

Thus, we proved that My C Myg U My, U Mgo. What implies My = Mgg U Mg, U Mys.

Now, note that E° is globally asymptotically stable in Mpg. From Theorems 4.8 and 4.9, since that
Ry > 1and Ry > 1, then E! is globally asymptotically stable in My;, and E? is globally asymptotically
stable in Mao. Thus, the largest positively invariant set in 9T is {E} U {E*} U {E?}. O

Lemma 4.21. Suppose R > 1, Ro > 1, R? > 1 and R3 > 1. Then,
(i) there is a neighborhood Vy of E® such that J| >0 and Jj >0 for all z € Vo \ {E°} N T,
(i) there is a neighborhood Vi of E* such that Jy > 0 for all x € Vi \ {E'} NT,

(iii) there is a neighborhood Va of E® such that J; > 0 for allz € Vo \ {E?} NT.

Proof. (i) Suppose Ry > 1. Let &} be

Ri—1)(y1 +u)N

Briltar)

5y =

Consider a neighborhood Vj of E°, contained in T, such that for all z € Vj, ||z — E°|| < &§. Thus, we
have |S — SO < 6§ and |Ra| = |R2 — RY| < &4.

We have
B1(S — S% + a1 Ry) }
J = J —14+R
1 1(71 +/’L)|: (71+M)N + 1
—00B1(1+ o) ]
> J — 2 1+R
1(n -HU[ N +R1

ntn+) (B2
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Thus, for z € Vo \ {E°} N T, we have J| > 0, since that R > 1 and J; > 0 in I.
If Ry > 1, then let 62 be a constant

Ra —1)(72 + WN
52 = (R > 0.
07 2B5(1 + ag + o)

By the same reasoning, for z € Vo \ {E°} NT', we have J} > 0.
Thus, just take o = min{4d}, 03 }.
(ii) Let §; be
R? -1 N
5 = (RY D2+ wN _
282(1 + g + u2)
Consider a neighborhood V; of E!, contained in T', such that for all x € Vi, ||x — E|| < §;. Thus, we have
|S— S*| < (517 |R1 — Rﬂ < 41 and |RU1 — R;1| < 01.
We have

52(5 — 5* + QQ(Rl — RT) + aUQ(va - R:l))
(2 + )N

i "
o [ e

= Ja(v2 +p) (R% — 1) :

—1+7R;

Jy = J2(72+u)[

-1+7R}

V

2

Thus, for z € V; \ {E'} N T, we have J} > 0, since that R? > 1 and J, > 0 in I.
(iii) Let d2 be

(R3 —D(n +pN
261 (1 + 1)

Consider a neighborhood V, of E?; contained in T', such that for all x € V3, ||x — E°|| < §2. Thus, we have
|S— S*| < 09 and ‘RQ — R§| < bs.

> 0.

5y =

We have
B1(S — 8"+ ai(R2 — R3)) 1
J = Jiln+ [ -1+R
1 1(71 l’(‘) (71+/$)N 2
—0281 (1 4 1) 1]
> J + ————~ —14R
tn M)[ (11 + )N ?
RI—1
= J1(71+u)( % )
Thus, for z € Vo \ {E2} N T, we have J| > 0, since that R} > 1 and J; >0 in I". O

Proof. (Theorem 4.19) We will show that the system (1) satisfies Theorem D.2 in [29] or Theorem 4.3 in [9].
We already know that I is positively invariant under the flow of (1).

From Lemma 4.20, the largest invariant set in OT' is M = {E°} U {E'} U {E?}. Assume that M is its
own cover. From the proofs of previous Lemmas, each singleton in M is isolated and M is acyclic. Thus, the
Hypothesis H of Theorem is satisfied.

From Lemma 4.21, there is a neighborhood of E°, contained in T', such that J{ > 0 and Jj > 0 for all
x € Vo \ {E°}. Since that J; + J5 > 0, one among the coordinates Iy, Y1, I, Y2 will increase, then a solution
with initial condition in V5 \ {E°} N r goes away from E. In Lemma 4.21, Vj is the ball B(E°,dy). Let By
be the open ball By = B(E°, §y/2). Of the same way, a solution with initial condition in Vi \ {E'} NT" goes
away from E'! and a solution with initial condition in V5 \ {E?} N I’ goes away from E2. Also analogously,
construct the balls By = B(E!,d,/2) and By = B(E?,62/2).

Let & be the constant § = min{dy, 81, d2}. A solution with initial condition in y € S[8T, ] N T remains
in the interior of the compact I\ (By U By U By), from some t(y) > 0. Thus, the flow is point dissipative in
S[or, 8| Nr.

It follows that any solution of (1), with initial condition in I, get away from the boundary equilibria.

The prove is concluded by observing that the necessary and sufficient condition for uniform persistence
in Theorem D.2 is equivalent to instability of E°, E' and E2. O

Following the steps of the previous theorem, it is possible to find other conditions for the uniform
persistence of the system. Here, we will just state the following theorem:
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Theorem 4.22. Assume that one of the following assumptions is valid:
(i) R1 >1, Ra <1 and R? > 1, or
(ii)) R1 <1, Re > 1 and RY > 1.

Then, the system (1) is uniformly persistent in T

Note that, if hypothesis (i) is valid, then there are only two boundary equilibria, E° and E*. If hypothesis
(i) is valid, then there are only two boundary equilibria, E° and E?. As before, the hypothesis imply the
instability of these equilibria.

Theorem 4.23. In the hypothesis of the Theorem 4.19 or 4.22, the system (1), with initial condition in f,
s uniformly persistent, and there is an endemic equilibrium in T'.

Proof. We will observe that the hypothesis of Theorem 2.8.6 in [3] are satisfied. We already prove that the
system is uniformly persistent in I'. From this and from the uniform limitation of the solutions, there is a
compact set, A C f‘, which is an attractor for the flow of (1). Namely, for all point € A, e < x; < N —e.
The attraction region of A is I. Thus, from the Theorem 2.8.6 [3], A contains an equilibrium point. Since
that A C f, this point is an endemic equilibrium. O

In resume, we concluded that the local dynamics is determined by the thresholds R;, Ro, R? and Ri.
The local stability of the disease-free equilibrium (DFE) and endemic equilibria was determined by the basic
and invasion reproductive numbers. For ¢ = 1,2, we denoted R"”, the basic reproductive number of strain
i, in a model without vaccination; and denoted it R;, in our model, with vaccination. In addition to basic
reproductive number, we used the invasion reproductive numbers R, 7,5 € {1,2},7 # j. We show that if
Ri1 < 1 and Ry < 1, then DFE is stable. Otherwise, it is unstable. For 4,5 € {1,2}, i # j, if R; > 1,
R; < 1and R} < 1, then the endemic equilibrium E?, which has infections only by the strain i, is stable.
Otherwise, it is unstable. The proofs of global stability were obtained with stronger conditions. Assuming
R; < 1 and oyR; < 1, for i € {1,2}, we proved that the solution tends to a set where the strain i is
eradicated, that is, J; = 0. We emphasize the fact that this hypothesis implies R; < 1 and R;- < 1, for
Jj € {1,2}, j # 4. If in addition we have R; < 1, we concluded that the DFE is globally asymptotically
stable; and if R; > 1, the endemic equilibrium EJ is globally asymptotically stable. Lastly, we show that
the system is uniformly persistent if R; > 1, R; < 1 and Rz > 1, for i,j € {1,2},7 # j; or if R; > 1 and
RI > 1, fori,j € {1,2},i #j.

5 Vaccination rate, temporary cross-immunity and ADE effect

We know that the objective in the vaccination strategy is reducing the basic reproductive number until a
value less than one, so that the number of new infections decreases and the diseases eventually disappear
from the population. Depending on the parameters related to the diseases and to vaccine, the vaccination
strategy may or may not eradicate one or both diseases. In the following, we consider R{"¥ > 1.

5.1 Vaccination strategies

The basic reproductive numbers of the model with and without vaccination are related as

1
R1=R’f’”(1—v)<1<:>v>1—7€wv (27)
1
1
Ro=Ry'[I4+v(K-1]<l<=vK-1)< Ruv 1, (28)
2
v 0’0 . . . . .
where K = 53427—‘_2. Thus, the vaccination is always beneficial on the control of strain 1. On the control of
v2 H

strain 2, it may or may not be beneficial, depending on the value of K = K (ayz2,0,2).
Remark 5.1. For any vaccination rate v > 0,

dR RYVO dR RY”
2 U “2 >0 and 2 Vaw 2M2<0.
dovyy 02 + Hw d(1/902) (1 + .u/0112)
Thus, the greater the parameter sz, the greater the basic reproductive number for strain 2, Ro; the greater
the cross-immunity period 1/0,9, the smaller Ro.
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Remark 5.2, If auo < 1+ p1/0y2 (K < 1), the vaccination is beneficial on the control of strain 2, but if
pa > 14 (/02 (K > 1), the vaccination worsens the control of the strain 2.

Consider RY? < 1. If K < 1/RY¥Y <= ay2 < (14 p/0y2)(1/RY?), from the equation (28), Ry < 1 for
any vaccination rate. On the other side, if K > 1/RY¥?, the vaccination rate v must satisfy v < % to
ensure the stability of DFE. In this case, combining this inequality with the equation (27), v has a lower
and upper bound:

1/RYY —1
<v< ——m.

1—
Ry K—1

Furthermore, we must have

1 1Ry -1 " 1/RYY — 1
1— < = oapm < (14— ) (1422 ).
Rev ST K 1 o2 ( +9U2>( MV TT

Consider RYY > 1. If K < 1/R¥?, in addition to equation (27), the vaccination rate v must satisfy
v > % Otherwise, Ry > 1 for any value of v.

In resume, we have the following Theorem.

1 020y 1/R¥Y -1
Theorem 5.3. Consider RY” > 1 and denote vi = 1 — Rwv’ = 90222_’_;, vy = /1(27_1, o] =
1 1/Ryv —1

1 u o
1+ — )= andad =1+ — ——=—— + 1. About the stability of the DFE, we have:
( 9112) Ry 2 < 9112) (1 - 1/73111;1) ) vel

1. Suppose RYY < 1.
(i) If aya < f, the DFE is stable if the vaccination rate v satisfies v > vy.
(ii) If of < ape < a3, a vaccination rate v satisfying v < v < vy ensures the stability of the DFE.
1) If oo > ab, then the DFFE is unstable regardless of vaccination rate v.
2
2. Suppose RYY > 1.
(i) If aya < af, a vaccination rate v satisfying v > max {v},v3}, ensures stability of the DFE.
1) If ao > af, the DFFE is unstable regardless of vaccination rate v.
1

In the previous Theorem, we show conditions in «, € and v to ensure Ry < 1. In the stability analysis,
we saw that the local stability of endemic equilibria depends on the invasion numbers, as well as the system
persistence conditions. These numbers, in turn, also depends on parameters «, 6 and v. The analogous fact
was observed in [35], in a model with only the factor «. Next, we performed simulations to illustrate our
results as a function of these parameters.

5.2  Numerical simulations

The parameter values were chosen to represent the infections by the Zika and dengue viruses and can be
seen in Table 2. The transmission rates were calculated to obtain the referenced basic reproductive numbers,
from the literature. There are not many estimates for the basic reproductive number of Zika. Based on
the references, we chose two values (less and greater than one) to run the simulations. It was assumed
a1 = g = Qp = a and 0 = 0y = 0,2 = 6. We also assume R}?” = 1.3996 > 1. The simulations illustrate
the results of Theorems 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.19, 4.22 and 5.3.

5.2.1 Scenario 1

In this scenario, we assume RYY = 0.8569 < 1. The period of cross-immunity 1/6 is assumed 2 years. Figure
2 shows the regions where the invasion and basic reproductive number are greater or less than one, as a
function of parameters o and v. The curves can see obtained (implicitly or explicitly) from the expressions
for R1(v), Ra(a,v), R(a,v) and R3(a, ).

In accordance with Theorem 5.3 and comments previous to the theorem, for values below a7 is possible
to obtain Rg < 1 if v > v7; for values of « between af and a3, if v satisfies v} < v < vj(a), we have Ry < 1.
Lastly, if o > a3, it is not possible to obtain Ry < 1 and, therefore, Rg > 1 for any value of v.

From the theoretical results, in the region I, the DFE EY is stable; in the region I, the endemic
equilibrium E! is stable; in the region IV, the endemic equilibrium E? is stable. In the others regions, 111,
V and VI, we proved that the strains coexist. Next, we will illustrate this analysis with some examples.
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First, suppose o« = 1.5. Note that af < a < aj. We will vary the values of v. Figure 3 shows the solution
tending to equilibrium E! for v = 0.2 (v < v}). In this case, Ry = 1.1197 > 1 and R? = 0.9697 < 1. Figure
4 shows the solution tending to equilibrium E° for v = 0.35 (v; < v < v}). In this case, Ry = 0.9098 < 1
and Ro = 0.9952 < 1. The Figure 5 shows the solution tending to equilibrium E? for v = 0.5 (v > v3). In
this case, Ro = 1.0545 > 1 and R} = 0.7128 < 1. The values of v = 0.2, v = 0.35 and v = 0.5 correspond to

Table 2:

Parameters used in the simulations.

Parameter Range Assumed Dimension Reference
N - 2.1 x 108 Dimensionless [12]
8 1 -1
A — 2.1 x 101 X mees week } Calculated
U - =55 weak [12]
51 1-38 1.4 week ™! [17]
B2 1-5 1.0 or 1.3 week ™! [35, 36, 5]
" - % weak ™1 [6]
Yo - & weak ™! [28]
o 0-5 - Dimensionless [37]
1 1 -1
0 T5F5 — 3 - weak [25]
o] R S e 3
[ [ 1
- / :
1 [ 4 1
= / :
afy g / '
[/ ) r 1
E f Vi v ’:" 1
[ Vi 1 R < LRy <1
abe Vi . Ri>1, Ry < LR} <1
[} 3 L |
o E ‘1‘ i | PR LRy < LR
E mo // 1 Ry < LR = LR <
2. f/ 1 M R<LR > LR >
b Y ] R > LRy > 1
ik ]
i : E
ot - = - S
L] 0.z 0.4 0.6 1R=) 1.0
v (1/week)

regions I, I and IV, respectively.

3000

4625
T 4500
4575
4550 1

4525

Iy + ¥ + Ya
]
(=}
[ =}

00 T T T T T T T
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5

()

+1.5x 107

Figure 2: Basic and invasion reproductive numbers as a function of parameters o and v.
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Figure 3: Stability of E*. Ry > 1 and R? < 1. (a) S and I tend to their values at E'. (b) I>,Y1,Y> tend to zero.

In accordance with Theorem 5.3, these simulations show that the DFE is stable for an intermediary
vaccination rate. Now, observe the effect of the parameter related to ADE, «, for a fixed vaccination rate,
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Figure 4: Stability of E° Ri<1and R < 1. (a) S tends to its value at E° and I, tends to zero. (b) I5,Y1,Y>
tend to zero.
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Figure 5: Stability of E*. Re > 1 and R} < 1. (a) I, R1, Y1 tend to zero. (b),(c) S,I2, Rz, Ya tend to their values
at B2,

v = 0.5. We know that if v = 0.5 then Ry < 1. From Figure 2, for small values of «, we have Ry < 1
(region T). However, as seen, for « = 1.5 we have R2 > 1 and strain 2 persists (Figure 5, region IV'). In this
case R3 < 1. Suppose now o = 3 (region V). Figure 6 shows the persistence of both strains. In this case,
R1 =0.6998 < 1, Ry = 1.6805 > 1 and R% = 1.0031 > 1. Here, it is possible to see that although the basic
reproductive number of strain 1 is less than one, its invasion reproductive number is greater than one and
it can persist in the population. Note that, according to Theorem 4.6, in the absence of strain 2, strain 1
would be eradicated. The high value of a cause a synergy between the strains, what allows the coexistence
of them.
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Figure 6: Persistence of both strains. (a) Infections by strain 1. (b) Infections by strain 2.

5.2.2 Scenario 2

Suppose RY? = 1.1140 > 1. The parameter related to ADE was assumed « = 1.0. That is, primary infections
do not enhance, nor protect against secondary infections. Figure 7a shows the regions where the invasion
and basic reproductive number are greater or less than one, as a function of the parameters 1/6 and v. The
blue region corresponds to R1 < 1, that is v > »]. In all this region, we have Ry > 1; the invasion and
reproductive numbers indicate the persistence of strain 2. This suggests the persistence of strain 2 regardless
of vaccination rate. Nonetheless, from Remark 5.2, with the vaccination, we expected a decrease on the
number of new infections by strain 2. ’ ’

As said in Remark 5.1, dc(@’;‘)) = —U(Ol‘ff/%;“ < 0. Nonetheless, since that \%\ < R¥p = 77525;2,
the derivative is negative, but its absolute value is very small, what justifies the variation in the period of
cross-immunity has no effect.

5.2.3 Scenario 3

In this last scenario, as before, RYY = 1.1140 > 1. Assume v = 0.5. This vaccination rate is enough to
obtain R; < 1. We will analyze if there are values of o and 1/6 such that both diseases can be eradicated.
Figure 7b shows the invasion and basic reproductive numbers as a function of @ and 1/6. It is possible to see
that the variation in 6 does not have effect in these reproductive numbers. On the other hand, it is possible
to achieve Ry < 1 for a below one. Intermediary values of « cause permanence of strain 2. High values
of o cause synergy between the strains. The low vaccination rate allows infections by strain 1, leading to
permanence of both in the population despite R < 1.

From Theorem 5.3—2, to obtain Re < 1 with some vaccination strategy (for some rate v), we must have
a<af = (14 p/6)(1/RY7). For the considered values, (1 + p/6) =~ 1. If (1/RY¥?) < 1, aF is less than one
or approximately one.

6 Discussion

Based on the last findings concerning Zika and dengue viruses, we analyzed the possible results of a vaccina-
tion strategy against one strain in a two-strain model that takes into account temporary cross-immunity and
antibody-dependent enhancement (ADE). When we study vaccination strategies, look for a strategy that
reduces the basic reproductive number, Ry = max{R1,R2}, to a value less than one, expecting that the
number of new infections decreases until eventually, the disease disappears from the population. Supposing
the vaccination against strain 1, it is important to note that Rs is increasing as a function of the factor
related to ADE («), and decreasing as a function of the period of cross-immunity (1/6). As we have two
strains with some competition and some synergy between them, we expected to reduce R, and, if possible,
to reduce also Ro.

In the first moment, we studied the dynamics of the model through the basic and invasion reproductive
numbers. It was shown, for example, the local stability of DFE when Ry < 1. The asymptotic global stability
was proved supposing also a;R; < 1, for ¢ = 1 or 2. Note that if there is no ADE («a < 1), Ry < 1 ensures
the global stability. We also provide conditions for the stability of the endemic equilibria and the coexistence
of strains.
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Figure 7: Basic and invasion reproductive numbers as a function of the parameters (a) 1/0 and v; (b) o and 1/6.

Then, in Theorem 5.3, we exhibited the needed vaccination rates to obtain R; < 1 and, when possible,
Ro < 1, as a function of awe and 60,5, parameters referring to cross-immunity and ADE, from the vaccination.
First, it was assumed RY¥? (model without vaccination) is less than one. For small values of aye (a2 <
a3 (0y2)), we found a minimum vaccination rate, vy, to ensure the stability of DFE. For intermediary values
of ayy (af(Or2) < a2 < ad(fy2)), a vaccination rate v, vi < v < v3(u2,0,2), ensures the stability of
DFE. Lastly, for high values of a,o (ay2 > ad (a2, 0y2)), it is not possible to eradicate both diseases. In the
worst case, with Ry > 1, for small values of o (a2 < @f(6,2)), a minimum vaccination rate is required,
v > max{v}, v5(ay2, Oy2)}. For greater values of aie (ap2 > af (e, 0y2)), it is not possible to eradicate both
diseases.

Simulations were done supposing that the period of cross-immunity and the level of cross-susceptibility
are the same for both strains, and the vaccine has the same effect as an infection. The basic and invasion
reproductive numbers were analyzed as a function of «, 6 and v.

We simulated a case where RYY < 1. The results of vaccination strategies can be the persistence of only
one of the strains, the coexistence, or the eradication of both. We fixed the period of cross-immunity (1/6)
equal to 2 years. With the assumed parameters, for o < a3(#) = 1.6, there is a vaccination strategy such
that it is possible to ensure the stability of the DFE. Above this value, we have Ry > 1, indicating the
persistence of strain 2 or both strains.

We also analyzed a case where RYY > 1. We assume o = 1, that is, there is no enhancement nor
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protection from primary infections, and observe if temporary cross-immunity allows eradication of strain 2.
For a period of cross-immunity as expected (1 to 3 years), it is not possible to obtain Rs < 1. This suggests
the persistence of strain 2, regardless of vaccination rate.

Lastly, with the same RYY > 1, we fixed the vaccination rate v = 0.5. This vaccination rate ensures
the eradication of strain 1. We observed if there are values of a and 6 such that the DFE is stable. The
results does not vary much with 6. The values of « determine if Ry < 1 or Rg > 1. Intermediary values
of a keep Ro > 1. High values of « can cause synergy between the strains with the persistence of strain 1,
despite vaccination ensuring Rq < 1. For the considered values, the threshold for «, which allows Ro < 1,
(a < (1+ p/0) x 1/RY"), is below one. Note that if the average life expectancy is much greater than the
period of cross-immunity (1/p >> 1/6), then 1+ p/6 ~ 1.

In the case Ry” > 1, even when it is not possible to obtain Ry < 1, with the vaccination, we can expect
a decrease on the number of new infections by the strain 2. For this, we must have o < (1 + p/0). With the
parameters used, this bound is greater than one, but very close to one. For example, for cross-immunity of
2 years and average life expectation of 75 years, this bound is 1.03.

These results indicate that the vaccination may or may not be beneficial on the control of strain 2. If
strain 2 has basic reproductive number less than one, the cross-immunity can contribute to eradication of
both strains. If, on the other hand, the reproductive basic number is greater than one, the existence or not
of antibody-dependent enhancement can determine the eradication of strain 2.
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A Proof of Proposition 2.1

Proof. Consider x = (S,V,I,1I,C1,Cs, R1, Ra, Ry1, Y1, Ys, Ri2) and suppose that x(0) > 0. Then for any
t > 0, we have

t
St) = S(0)e” J3(B1T1(8)/N+B2J2(s)/N+p)ds +(1- v)A/ e~ f;(ﬁlJl(u)/N+52J2(u)/N+,u)dudS >0
0
Av Av
V() = |[V(0)+——|e tmty — >
®) [ © 9v2+u}e Op2 + 10—
t
Ror(t) = Ryy(0)e~Jo(ewoBala(e)/N+myds | g / V(s)e S @uaala(u)/N+mdugg >
0
Jl(t) — Jl(0)6—(’71+u)tefot[51(S(S)+0¢132(S))]/Nd520
Jo(t) = J2(0)6—(’72+H)tefot[ﬁl(S+a2R1+aU2va)/Nds] > 0.
b Bi(s)Ji(s)S ,
L) = [i(o)e—(’vﬁu)t_’_/ We_(%"'“)(t_é)dszo, ie{1,2}
0
t
Ci(t) = Ci(0)e™ it 4 / Yili(s)e™Ortm=ds > 0, i, j € {1,2},i # j
0
t
Ri(t) = Ri(O)e—fJ(O‘fﬁjJJ'(S)/NWdS+9]-/ Ci(s)e™ Js@ibss(/N+mduge > 0 5 e {1,2},0 # j
0
"1 B1J1(s)Ra(s)
Yi(t) = Yi(0)e~Ontmt 4 / #((wm(m%zo
0
t
Ya(t) = Y2(0)e—(vz+u)t+/ (az»@sz](\f)Rl(S) n av252J2Z(\«79)Rv1($)> e (et (t=9) g5 >
0
t
Ria(t) = Ryz(0)e ™™ + / (1 Y1(s) 4+ 72Ya(s)) e =9 ds > 0.
0

In particular, if S(0) > 0, then S(t), V(t) and R,i(t) are strictly positive for all ¢+ > 0. Thus, the
invariance of R}? under the flow follows directly from the equations in (1).
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Since we supposed that the total population is constant and equal to A/pu, together with the invariance
of Rf, we can conclude that solutions are limited.

Lastly, given an initial condition in R}?, the existence and uniqueness of solutions follows from the fact
that vector field is a continuous and Lipschitz function in R1?. O

B Calculations of Remark 4.5

B25* Ba(aaRY + oY) B2 S* 4 R + aa Ry
(72 + )N (2 +wN  ytp N '
If ap < 1, the above expression is less or equal to

B2 S*+ Ry + auaRyy
Y2+ p N .
If ap > 1, the above expression is less or equal to

agﬂz S* + RT + Olng:I

R? =

Y2+ N
We have that
S*+RT mtp O2y1 (1 —v) <11>
N A (02 + p) (1 + 1) Ri
_ 021 1—v)— Y1+ p (1 _ 021 )
(02 4+ p) (1 + 1) b1 (02 + p) (1 + 1)
b (I1-v)<1—w. (29)

(02 + 1) (71 + 1)
av2R;1 . 0&11291,21}

We also h = .
e also have — fo + 11

Thus,

ﬂQ S* + RT + OévQRZl < 52 |: v Ua1)201)2
Y2 + p N T2 tu Op2 + 1
In resume, if ay < 1, then R? < Ry; if ap > 1, then R} < asRo.
In the same way, we have
R _ B1S* apRy B ST+ 041R§.
m+uw)N  (m+p)N  m+p N

| =R

If a; <1, then the above expression is less or equal to “miu S*;RS . If a; > 1, then the above expression
. a8 S*+R5
is less or equal to ﬁ#
We have that
S* + R3 ] 201 ] [ 1 x
—==(1-w + <(1-w + 1—w
N (=) zp o (@4 p)(y2+ )0+ p) == ctp o (@4 p)
Thus,
/81 S +R2 g ﬁl (1_U):R1
nt+p N Y1+ p
In resume, if a; < 1, then RY < Ry;if g > 1, then R < a1 R;.
C Coefficients of Q
The coefficients b, ¢ and d of Q()\) are given by
Bada  uafae
b = ——== 42
R
_ B2z Q222 aisf3RuJa | B35
c = < N +p N +u)+ N2 + N2
2 2 2
_ oz Bs Ry e [ Bado B35S [ ayaB2Ja
d = N2 ( N +up )+ N2 N + ).
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