arXiv:2405.09982v2 [math.PR] 17 May 2024

Received: Added at production Revised: Added at production Accepted: Added at production

DOI: xxx/XXXX

RESEARCH ARTICLE

Dynamical behavior and optimal control of a stochastic SAIRS
epidemic model with two saturated incidences

Xiaohui Zhang | Zhiming Li

College of Mathematics and System
Science, Xinjiang University, Urumgqi, China

Correspondence
Email: zmli @xju.edu.cn.

Funding information

Natural Science Foundation, China, Grant
Number: 12061070, Xinjiang Uygur
Autonomous Region Natural Science
Foundation, China, Grant Number:
2021DO01E13, Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous
Region Postgraduates Research Innovation
Program Foundation, China, Grant Number:
XJ2023G016, XJ2023G017, 2023 Annual
Planning Project of Commerce Statistical
Society of China, Grant Number:
2023STY61, Innovation Project of Excellent
Doctoral Students of Xinjiang University,
China, Grant Number: XJU2023BS017.

1 | INTRODUCTION

| Shenglong Chen | Jikai Yang

Stochastic models are widely used to investigate the spread of epidemics in a complex
environment. This paper extends a deterministic SAIRS epidemic model (Ottaviano
et al. 2022) to a stochastic case with limited patient capacity and exposure. We first
study the dynamical properties of the model under certain conditions, including per-
sistence, extinction, and ergodic. Then, we introduce vaccination and isolation into
the model as control variables. The optimal control strategies are obtained based on
Pontryagin’s minimum principle. Finally, numerical simulations are given to illus-

trate our theoretical results.

KEYWORDS:
Stochastic SAIRS model, asymptotic property, optimal control strategy.

Infectious diseases are one of the significant factors which threaten people’s health. How to effectively prevent and control
the spread of an epidemic has been one of the hottest topics worldwide. Mathematical modeling often plays a vital role in the
dynamics of various infectious diseases, such as the deterministic SIR model and extended versions (Liu and Chen 2016; Gao
and Zhang et al. 2019; Acemoglu et al. 2021; Basnarkov et al. 2022; Li and Eskandari 2023; Khan et al. 2024; Khan and Khan
2024). Due to environmental noise or other factors, many scholars have made an in-depth study and research of stochastic models
(Gray et al. 2011; Zhang and Wang 2014; Cai et al. 2015; Lei and Yang 2017; Liu et al. 2017; Tain et al. 2020; Din et al. 2022;
Din and Li 2022; Wang et al. 2023). Recently, Ottaviano et al. (2022) proposed a deterministic SAIRS model with asymptomatic
individuals. Suppose that the total population N is divided into four compartments: susceptible (S), asymptomatic (A), infected
(D), and recovered (R) individuals. Let S(¥), A(¢), 1(t), and R(¢) be the numbers of the susceptible, asymptomatic, infected, and
recovered individuals, respectively. The SAIRS model with two bilinear incidences is defined by

dS(1) = [A= (oA + fIM)S@) — (u +Vv)SO) + yR(1)]dt,

dA@) = [(BAAQ) + B I())SW) — (a + 5,4 + ) A@)]dt,
dI(t) = [aA@) — (8, + u) 1(D)]d1,

ey

dR(t) = [6,A(t) + 6,1(t) + vS(1) — (v + w)RD)d1,
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where A is the migration rate of the susceptible individuals, §, and f; are the infection rates of asymptomatic and symptomatic
patients, u is the natural birth rate, v is the rate of acquisition of immunity after vaccination, 6, and &, represent natural recov-
ery rates of asymptomatic and infected individuals, « is the transformation rate from asymptomatic to patient, and y is the
transformation rate from recovered to susceptible. Here, all parameters are positive in the model (1).

For the SAIRS model (1), one of the advantages is based on the fact that both asymptomatic and infectious individuals can
infect susceptible ones. However, there are also some limitations: (i) It ignores the effect of an upper bound on the number
of person-to-person contacts during epidemic transmission. In the model (1), the bilinear incidence relatively depends on the
number of susceptible individuals to the infection. This is because a higher number of susceptible individuals increases the
likelihood of asymptomatic or severely infected people coming into contact with them, leading to an increased incidence (Wang
et al. 2010; Feng et al. 2022). When the number of susceptible individuals to the infection is substantial, a patient’s capacity to
interact with others is inevitably limited (Idoon et al. 2022). The incidence will reach the upper bound because of the limited
exposure of those with the disease to the susceptible population. Thus, it is not reasonable that the incidence is proportional
to the number of susceptible people. The saturated incidence rate considers the infected population’s behavioral changes and
crowding effects. It prevents the unboundedness of the exposure rate by choosing appropriate parameters, thus making the model
(1) more reasonable (Loyinmi et al. 2021). (ii) The influence of the diseased death rate should not be neglected. Without the
diseased death rate, the model (1) is only feasible to study the spread of an epidemic in a short time, but not a long time (Sempe
et al. 2021). Based on this point, a modified SAIRS model with two saturated incidences is established as follows

a5 = [A - (LD 4 LAO) 51y~ S + 7R dr,

dA®D = | (LD + L2D) (1) - (a+ 5, + ) AD)| d, @
dI(t) = [aA@) — (6, + p+d) 1(1)]d1,

dR(t) = [6,AM) +8,1(t) = (v + w)R(D]dr,

where d(> 0) is the diseased death rate, and b(> 0) is a coefficient of saturation incidence. If d = b = 0, then the model (2) is
equivalent to the model (1) without vaccination.
In practice, there are various stochastic environmental factors, such as climate and politics, during the spread of an epidemic.
Through the analysis above, it is necessary to consider the stochastic version of the deterministic model (2) as follows
_ (A _(BI0 | BsAQ) _
ds) = |A ( L0,y Lt ) S(1) — uS(t) + yR(t)] dt +6,S1)d B, (1),
_ B 1) BsAQ) _
dA(t) = ( L0, 4 D m) S@) = (a+06,+p) A(t)] dt + o, A(t)d By(0), 3)
dI(t) = [aA@) — (6; + p+d) 1(1)]dt + o31(1)d B5(1),
dR(t) = [6,A®)+6,1(t) — (v + W R()]dt + 6, R(t)d B,(1),

where B;(1)(i = 1,2,3,4) are independent Brownian motion and o,(i = 1,2,3,4) denote the intensity of the white noise.
Although vaccination has been considered in the model (1), the mutations of some infectious diseases often make it invalid.
Given the immense power of modern biotechnology, new vaccines become possible as an effective control strategy (Makinde
et al. 2007; Din and Li 2021; Din. 2021; Din and Qura 2022; Dwivedi et al. 2022; Mondal et al. 2022; Bentaleb et al. 2023;
Silver et al. 2023; Zhang et al. 2024). Based on this, two control variables will be introduced in the stochastic model, such as
vaccination and isolation of infected and asymptomatic patients, into the model (3). Therefore, the novelties of this paper are
outlined as follows: (i) the stochastic SAIR model (3) is more suitable than the deterministic model (2) in a complex environment.
(ii) Unlike the bilinear incidence, saturated incidences consider the effect of the population, not just the susceptible individuals.
(iii) Optimal control strategies are given to prevent the spread of the epidemic.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the basic concepts and useful lemmas needed in work.
In Section 3, we study the persistence, extinction, and stationary distribution of the stochastic SAIRS model (3). In Section 4,
we establish a stochastic control system and obtain optimal strategies. To illustrate our theoretical results, numerical simulation
is provided in Section 5. Finally, we provide a summary in Section 6.

2 | PRELIMINARIES

Let X(t) = (X,(®), ..., X, (1)) be an n-dimensional stochastic process, satisfing the following stochastic differential equation

dX(t) = f(X@),t)dt + g(X(1),)dB(t), t >t @)
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with initial value X(0) = X, € R”", where B(¢) represents an n-dimensional standard Brownian motion. Denote by
c2! ( R” x [IO, +oo) ;R +) the family of all nonnegative functions V' (X, ) defined on R" X [to + oo) such that they are twice
continuously differentiable for X, and once in ¢. The operator L for the system (4) is defined as follows

_9.,5 9 T
‘aﬁ;ff(x’”a +5 Z[g (X, Dg(X, )], aan

If L acts on the function V' € C?! (R" X [to, +oo) ; R+), then

LV (X,) = V(X)) + Vy(X, ) f(X,0) + %trace [6" (X .V x (X, Dg(X,1)],

oV oV IV 4 *V
Vi=—Vx=\=>5v>3v | Vxx =
ot 0X, dX, 0X, 0X;0X; )

dV(X(@),t) = LV(X(@),)dt + Vx (X (1), )g(X(®),dB(), X() € R".

where

According to Ito’s formula,

For convenience, this article presents the following two theorems that will be used in later sections.
Lemma 1. Let (S(¢), A(?), 1(¢), R(2)) be the solution of model (3) with initial value (.5(0), A(0), 1(0), R(0)) € Ri . Then,
lim sup(S(t) + A(t) + I(¢#) + R(?)) < +00 a.s.

t—>+o0

and

. i S(dBy(r) . [iAWdBy(r) | [{I(dBy(r) [ R(IdB,(r)
lim ———= lim ——=lim —— = lim —8M

t—+00 t t—>+o00 t t—00 t t—+o00 t

The proof is similar to that of Taki et al. (2022), so it’s omitted here.

=0, as. (®)]

Lemma 2. (Khasminskii Theorem (Khasminskii 2012)). The Markov process X (¢) has a unique stationary distribution z(-) if
a bounded domain U, C R4 with regular boundary I' exists and

(1) there exists a constant M > 0 satisfying Z, 1 a4 (0)6E > MIE%, X(0)=x€eU,¢e IR‘J‘r .

(ii) there is a C? -function ¥ > 0 such that LV is negative for any IRI\UE Then

P l1m —/f(X(t))dt /f(x)ﬂ(dx) =1

R4

forall X € Ri , where f(-) is an integrable function with respect to the measure 7 .

3 | DYNAMICAL PROPERTIES

In this section, this article mainly studies the dynamic properties of the model (3), including the solution’s persistence, extinction,
and stationary distribution.

3.1 | Stochastic persistence

In this subsection, we focus on the persistence of the solution in the model (3). Let f(¢) be a continuous integrable function. The
function f(¢) is called stochastic persistence if lim,_, ., % fot f(s)ds > 0.Denotem =4u+a+6,+6,+d+y+ % Z; aiz, and

3.

RS.

0 VAap.
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Theorem 1. If Ry > 1, for any initial value (S(0), A(0), 1(0), R(0)) € Ri, the solution of system (3) satisfies the following
inequalities
t

1 mb(p +a+38,)(u+d+6)(Ry—1)
lim — [ S(s)ds >

t—oo f ) Ba+ B ap; + (By+ ba)(5, +/4+d))
t
1) d)(R: -1
lim — 1 A(s)ds > O +u+ R, ~ D >0,
1o f s af;+ Py +ba)(6;+pu+d)
: ma(R 1)

lim 1 / I(s)ds > >0,
t—oo t af;+ Py +ba)(6;+pu+d)
0
t

1 m(,(u+d+06p)+ad)(Ry—1)
lim = [/ R(s)ds >

oo f ) (r + w(ap; + By + ba)(o; + pu + d))

That is, the solution of the system is persistent.

Proof. Construct a function V(S,A,I,R)=—1InS —InA — In I — In R. Using Ito’s formula (Mao 2007), it follows that
dV,(t) = LV (t)dt — o, dB,(t) — 0, dB,(t) — 05 dB;(t) — 0, dB,(?),

where | B | AW
1 A
LV,(1) = - % (A—(1 S TR bA(t))Sa)—uS(t)wRa))
(1) BAAQ)
- M((l TR Ty TAtalCas (a+6,+u) AD)
- m (@A) = (6, +u+d) I(0) + % (67 +0;+05+07)
Ri S (8440 + 8,10 = (0 + WRW)
A R®)  BHIOSOH SO A(t) AW IO
SO TS@ T A+bIaNAG) (1 +bAG)  CT10 ARG~ IR
B BAAQR)
T T T 1+ 040
<A _p WSO SO A®_ RO _, AO 10
Y03 (1 +bI@)AG®) (1 +bA®)) 10 "s@o " "ARo R
B0 BAA(D)
T T T 1+ 540
A BI[®)S () A+ bI(@)) Br1(1) BAA()
TS0 T asblAn YT 1w M heAO+ Tor s Y T baw
where f = min { br. B A}. Because of the inequality a + b + ¢ > 31/abc, combining the above inequalities yields
LVi(1) < =3V/RaB + B, 1(1) + BoAQ) +m = —m(R} = 1) + B 1(1) + (B4 + ba) A(D), ©)

Integrate both sides of the above equation (6) and divide by ¢. As ¢ tend to infinity, it leads that
t t

By 4+ ba
0 < -m(R)—1)+ hm n-— / I(s)ds + hm /A(s)ds

0 0
t t t t

0 0 0 0
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According to Lemma 1, we can derive
t t t t
.1 1 1 .1
}i[?o A dB(s) = tllglo T/ dB,(s) = tlgg P S dBs(s) = tlir?o 7] o dB,(s) = 0.
0 0 0 0

So (7) becomes
t t

lim % / I(s)ds + lim ba J;ﬂ : / A(s)ds > m(RS — 1). (8)

0 0
By the third equation of the system (3), integrating both sides of the equation. Thus,

t

t
I(t)—1(0) = /[aA(s) —(u+d+6,)I(s)lds + / o31(s)dB;(s).
0 0
Both sides are simultaneously divided by ¢ and take the limit. It is obvious that

t t

t
+d+6
lim % / I(s)ds = tlim % / A(s)ds + tlim %/63I(S)dB(S). )
0

t—00
0

0

Based on the strong law of large numbers for martingales’ , the equation (9) becomes
t

t
6;+d+
lim If# / I(s)ds = tlim% / A(s)ds.
0

t—o0

0

Thus,
t t
o;+u+d
lim 1 / A(s)ds = lim L TE % / I(s)ds. (10)
—00 —00 (04
0 0
According to (10) and (8), the following inequality hold:
t 1
! am(Rf)—l) 1 (61+,u+d)m(R8—1)
lim = [ I(s)ds > , lim — [ A(s)ds > .
t—co t af;+ Py +ba) o, +pu+d) oot af;+ Py +ba) 6, +pu+d)
0 0

By the second equation of the system (3), it follows that

dA < (@S(o — (4 + a+ 8,)AW))dt + o, A(t) dBy(0),

dR =6,A(1) +6,1(1) — (u + r)R(N))dt + 6, R(1) dB4(1).

Integrate the above equations from O to ¢ and divide 7 on both sides. Thus, the following results are obtained

t

b(u+a+38,)(u+d+3s)m(Ry— 1)
/S(s)ds > s
(Ba+ B)(af + (By+ ba)(6; + p + d))

.1
lim —
t—o0

0
t

o1 (Oap+d+6p)+as)m(R;— 1)
lim — [ R(s)ds > .
oo f (r + w(ap; + By +ba)(6; + pu+d))

The proof is complete. O

3.2 | Extinction of infectious disease

0'2 O'z
Theorem 2. If f = max {ﬁl,ﬂA}, h = min{y+5A+ 72’(#"‘51 +d)+ 7’}, and ﬁ% - g < 0, for any initial value
(S(0), A(0), 1(0), R(0)) € [R{i, then

lim S(¥) = é, lim A(t = lim I(t) = lim R(¢) = 0.
t—o00 /’l t—o0 t— o0 t—o0
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Proof. Define a function V; = In(A(¢) + I(¢)). According to Ito’s formula, the

Vi) = LV (dr + 22 aB, o + 21 4B, (11)
TS A+1 A+1 7
where
2 42 272
1 B ST BuSA ‘72’4 +a3I
LV, = — U+, + A+ aA—(u+6,+d)I| - —F3—
3 A+I[1+b1 T+pa  HtoatoATad=(uto,+d) 2A+ 1)
2 2
p; ST PuSA o _ 6_2 2 _ _ 6_3 2 _
s ( P . )A +[ (4 +6, +d) 2]1 Qu+d+5,+5)AI
A+1 (A+1)?
O.Z 02
(-n-6,-Z)a+ [—(,u+6,+d)—73] I
< pS+
A+ 1)
0'2 0-2
(h+ou+Z) A+ o +ar+ 3|1
< BS -
2(A2+17)
< pS—h)2. (12)
Combine (12) and (11), integrate from O to # and divide ¢ on both sides, then take the limit. Thus,
t
In(A + I
lim 2AFD P / S(syds — 2. (13)
t—o0 t t—oo [ 2
0

On the other hand, the four equations for the system (3) are added together. Hence,
diS+A+I+R)=[A—pu(S+A+I1+R)—-dI|dt+0,SdB, +0,AdB, + 031 dB; + 0,1 dB,. 14

Integrate the equation (14) and divide by ¢. By applying the strong law of large numbers, it is obvious that

t t t t

tlim% / 51 S()4B(s) = lim % / 5 A()AB(s) = lim % / o3 1(s)dB(s) = tlim% / 6, R(s)dB(s) = 0.
0 0 0 0

Hence, )
0<A-lim % / (S(s) + A(s) + I(s) + R(s)) — dI(s)ds.
0

That is to say,

t t

lim 1 / S(s)ds < tlim % /(S(s) + A(s) + I(s) + R(s)) —dI(s)ds <
0

5)

t—oo t
0
Combining (15) and (13) leads to
lim A+ D A _h
t—o00 t U 2
A(s) = lim,_, I(s) = 0. Through the fourth equation in the system (3), lim,_,  R(s) = 0. Moreover, according to

Bl BAAQ)
I + YT < gfort>T. Thus,

B 1) BAA(D)
ds() > <A— <1 +010) + N +bA(t)> S(1) —,uS(t)) dt +0,S()d B,(t)

> (A — uS@t) — eS(1) dt + 6, S(t)d B, ().

So, lim,_,
system (3), for any small € > 0, there exists a positive constant 7'(> 0) such that

Integrating both sides of the above equation and dividing by ¢, one has liminf, S() > ﬁ For any sufficiently small and
positive number &, liminf,_, . S() > A/u. Integrate both sides of (14) from O to 7. By the strong law of large numbers, it follows
that

limsup(S(t) + A®) + I(t) + R(t) — dI(t)) < A/u.

t—o0

It can be deduced that lim,_, , ., S(t) = A/p. The proof is complete. O
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3.3 | Stationary distribution and ergodic

The stationary distribution plays a crucial role in research on stochastic epidemic models. By analyzing the ergodic property,
the characteristics of the epidemic can be more effectively comprehended. Denote a V b = max{a, b}.

Theorem 3. If R(S) > 1, for any initial value (5(0), A(0), I1(0), R(0)) € Ri, then system (3) has a unique stationary distribution,
and this distribution is ergodic.

Proof. Define a function
W =W, +W,+W,+W,,

where W, = ﬁ(S+A+I + R W, =-InS—InA—Inl,W;=—-AI,W,=—InS —InI — InR. Here, A is a pending
2u
0IVoIVoIVGL

W=W- W,. Denote H = SUp,¢ (g ) A(S+A+1+R)’ - g(S+A+ I+R)'" B=py— g(af Vo, Vo3 Voy). By Ito’s formula,

positive number, and 0 < 6 < . Through calculation, W has a minimum value of W,. Define a Lyapunov function

LW, =(S+A+I+R)9[A—;4(S+A+I+R)—dl]+g(S+A+I+R)9‘1afS2
+ g(S+A+1+R)9—la§A2+g(S+A+1+R)"—la§12
+ g(S +A+I+R"'6IR?
SA(S+A+I+R)“’—y(S+A+I+R)'+“’+g(S+A+I+R)‘+“’ (67 Vo3 Vo;Voy)
=A(S+A+1+R)9—<,4—§(alzv(;gwgv(;j))(S+A+1+R)1+"
<H - g(s”“’ + A0 4 1140 4 RO,
I ( Ao (IO paAD)

L0 =355 T+6I0) | 1+bA0)
B L(( B 1) + B4 AQD)
At) 1+bI(t) 1+ bAGQ)

1

)S (@) = uS() + J/R(t)>

)S(®) = (a+ 6,4 + u) A@)I(1))

(@A) = (6; +u+d) I(0) + 1 (a1 +0;+0;+0;)

" 10

R(t) (4AW® +5,1(1) = (7 + WRQ))
_ R BlS PasS A A T
__(_”_ A+oDA T a+om o7 TR TR

ﬂll(t) + B4 A®D)
1+bI(t) 1+bA>Y)
Y Afa+ pI1) + (B, + ba)A(D)

+m+

+(4,u+a+5A+5I+d+y)+%(612+6§+6 +07)

=-m(Ry— 1)+ B 1(1) + (B4 + ba) A(D),
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Similarly, it can be derived that
LWy =—A)(a@A—(u+d+o6p)]),

LW, = 1 (A—( B BAAQ)

)S@) — pS() + }’R(t)>

0) T+ 6I0) T T+ bAQ)
! 1
— Tt) ((XA(t) - (d +6,+ H) I(I)) - m@AA(I) +6,1(1)
1 1 1
— (u+7)R(@) + zaf + Eag + Eaj

_A B BAA®D) _ R  aAQ@) 04 A1)
STT+ol0)  1+bA0) SO 10 RO
_5,10)

R()

+(d+5,+3u+}')+%612+%0'§+%0'Z.

Let A = ”Aaﬂ Thus,

+ba)d+pu+o
W < H - g(SHa+A1+0+II+G+R'+9)+(—m(R8— D+, + (Ba +ba)(d + p I))I

A B BaA®) R() aA() 6,AQ1)

ST T+bln)  T+bA®n) 'S 1) RGO
6;1(1) 1o, 1,5 1,
~R® +w+6ﬁdy+ﬂ+§q+§%+§%.

Following Lemma 2, a compact set U, is described as
U, = {(S(t), A@, 1), RO) € R | e < S() < é,e < AM) < é,ez <1< 6—12,€3 < R() < %} ,
where € > 0 is a sufficiently small constant and satisfies the following inequality:
- % + F, £ -1,

—al+F2§—l,
€

2(6+1)
) +F <1,

I® P~~~ w

11\ 30+D
(3) +R=<-L

4 \e

where F;(i = 1,2, ..., 8) are determined by formula (16). Further, the domain Ri\Ue is divided into eight domains:

U, = {(S®). A, I(), R1) € RY|S() < €},
U, = {(S®), A®), I(t), R()) € RY |1 (1) < €%, A(t) > €},
Us = {(S(), A0, (), R()) € R |R(1) < €3, A(1) > €},

U, = {(S®), A®), I(t), R() € RY|R(1) < €3, 1(1) > €},
Us = { (S, A, 1(1), R(1)) € R} [S(1) > 1} Ug = {(S(t), A1), 1(1), R(1)) € RY|AQ) > 1}
U, = { (S@), AQ@), I(1), R(1)) € Ry |1 (1) > :—2},Ug = {(S(t),A(t), 1(1), R(t)) € RY|R(1) > i} :

Next, we will prove LW < —1 on each region U,;(i = 1,2, ..., 7).

(16)

a7
(18)
19)
(20)
@D
(22)
(23)

(24)
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Case 1. When (S, A, I, R) € U}, according to (16) and (17), it follows that

+ba)d+pu+o
LW<—%+H—g(Sl+9+Al+9+Il+9+R1+9)+(—m(R(’]—1)+(ﬁ1+(‘BA “)(a HEOD,

B L) N PrA(D) R aA()  8,A0) 510D
T+bI() " 1+bAG0) 'S0 10) R(1) R(1)

+(d+6,+3u+y)

1 52 1, 1 A
+§ 1+§ 2+§ 4<——+F1_—1,
where
+
F, = sup  (H=Bso g g1y gy Pt P
(S,AW).1(1),R(1))ERY 2 b
+ By +ba)d+u+6
~ m(RS — 1)_(519_ af+ (Py+ba)d+pu+6;) I R(t) aA(t)
2 a S(t) I(1)
04 A(1) 5,1(1) 1 I
-t - d+6,+3u+y)+ - T+ +
RG)  RG) +(d+6;+3u+y) + 507 + 307+ 707).
Case 2. When (S, A, I, R) € U,, based on (16) and (18), one has
+ba)d+u+o
LW < — aﬁg) +H - g(S”"’ + A0 4 10 4 ROy 4 (8, + (Pat b)d + 1 ’))I
a
I(t A(t R(t 0,4 A(t o, 1(t
St 1+bI(H)  1+bAG) 'SGt) RG®)  R@)
+;61+;62+;4<——+Fz -1,
where ﬁ ny
F2 — Sup {H _ E(S1+9 +A1+9 R1+9) A I A
(S(O.AQ)I(1),RM)ER? S G ) b
+ +ba)d+u+6 6,4 A(t o, 1(t
_m(RB_l)_(EIg_aﬂ[ (Ba a)( Hu I))I @_ A ()_ 1)
2 a S0~ RO R(1)
1 1, 1,
+(d+5,+3,u+y)+§61 302+ 50.)-
Case 3. When (S, A, I, R) € Uj, according to (16) and (19), it follows that
6, A(t +ba)d+u+o
LW < — A—() _ E(SI-HQ +A1+9 +Il+9 +Rl+0)+ (ﬂ] + (ﬁA a)( H I))I
R(@) 2 a
I(t A(t A(t R(t o, 1(t
LA B0 DAD  ah®) RO SO
S 1+bI()  1+bAG) I() 'St RG)
1 1 1 < 2 <-1
+20'1+20'2+20' —§+F3_—,
where 5+ p
F, = sup (H - E(Sl+9+A1+e RI*0) — A L Pt Pa
(S().AW.I(1).R()ER 2 KO) b
+ +ba)d+u+6 6, 1(t
—m(R3—1)_(§19_aﬁ1 (Ba + ba)d + 1))1_,,@_@_1_()
2 a S@® 1@ R(1)
1 1 1,
(d+51+3/4+7)+261+262+20'4}
Case 4. When (S, A, I, R) € U,, combining (16) and (20) yields
S, 1(t +ba)d+u+6
LW < — ;{(f)) +H- g(s”ﬁ + A0+ 10 4 R 4 (—m(RS — 1) + (B, + (Pa+ba)d + 4 ’))I
a

A B PsAQ)  aA®) R(t) 54 A(1)
SO T T+bl0) T 1+bAG) 1) 'S@  R@)
1, 1, 1

5[
+§1+2O'2+§ S—?+F4S—1,

+(d+6,+3u+7)
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where

+
F4 — Sup {H _ E(S1+0 + Al+n9 + R1+0) _ A + ﬂA—ﬂl
(S(0). A1), R(t) R 2 S b

+ +ba)d+pu+o6 R A 0, A(t
—m(Rg—1)_(§[9_aﬂ’ (Bp + ba)(d + p I)I_yﬁ_“_(t)_/*_()
2 a S I R®@)
1 1 1
+(d+6,+3y+y)+§af+§a§+za§}.
Case 5. When (S, A, I, R) € Us, (16) and (21) imply that

+ba)d+u+6
LW < - gs”" + H - g(A”‘9 + 10 + RO + (=m(RS — 1) + (B, + s+ ba)d + 4 ’))1

a
A B0 AW aA®) RO 5.AW) 6,10
S 1+4+bI(1) 14+ DbA() 1) J/S(t) R() R(1)

L ,, 15, 1, B 1,94
+(d+51+3,u+y)+50'1+562+504S—Z(;)++F5£—1,

where

+
F = sup (B0 By greey o A Path
(S().A0).I(1). R@)ER 2 NO) b

s B,y ab;+(By+ba)d+pu+d;) R(t) aA@l) 6,4A@®) 8,1(1)
-m(Ry—1) = (1" - M—y—=— - -
2 a S() I(t) R(?) R(t)
1 ,, 1, 1,
+(d+6,+3u+y) + 501+ 30,4 50,).
When (S, A, I, R) € Ug, based on(16) and (22), it follows that

+ba)d+u+6
LW <— §A1+9+H—g(51+9+Il+9+R1+0)+(—m(R(S)— D+, + (By+ba)d + p+6))

Case 6.

)4
a

A + 1) N PsA(D) @A) R 6,AW0) 5,11

SO T+l 1+bA0) 1) 'S@ RO R(1)

1 2 (l)9+1 +F6 < _1’
€

1, 1, B
+(d+5,+3;4+y)+§6|+§62+§64S—Z
where

+
F, = sup {—£A1+9+H—£(Sl+9+Rl+9)— A+M
(SO,AWI(1),R1)ERE 2 S b

s B af; + By +ba)d+ pu+6;p) R aA@) 6,A0) 6;1()
—m(RO—l)—(—I‘Q— 1 A I)I_yﬁ_ (1) 04 9
2 a S(t) I(r) R(1) R(t)
+(d+6,+3u+7) +%af+%a;+%a§}.
Case 7. When (S, A, I, R) € U,, (16) and (23) imply that

+ba)(d+u+6
LW <— glwe Y H- g(swe + A 4 R 4 (cm(RS — 1)+ () + (By+ba)d + p+6p)

)

(04
_A P11 N PsA(D) @A) R 6,AM) 5,11
SO T 1+bI(n) " 1+0AG0) I 'S0 R R(t)

1 2 1 2 1 2 B 1 2(0+1
+(d+51+3,u+y)+§al+562+§64S—Z(g)(+)+F7S—1,

where

afy + +ba)d+pu+6
F7= sup {_(EIG_ ‘BI (ﬂA )( H I))I_E(SI+G+A1+9+R1+0)
(SO,AWI(1),RN)ERS 4 o 2

A L Path LR — 1) — R aA@)  8,A®) 8,100

SO b 0 SO 10 R(t) R®)

1 1 1
+(d+51+3/4+7/)+§df+§o§+§a§}.

Zhang ET AL.
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Case 8. When (S, A, I, R) € Ug, from (16) and (24), one has

+ba)d+pu+6
LW < — §R1+9 +H - g(s”‘9 + A"+ IO 4 (—m(RS - 1) + (B, + s+ ba)d + 4 ’))1

o
A B 1) 4 BAA()  aA(t)  R(t) 6,A1) 5,11

TS0 T+6l0) C1+bA0) 10 'S@® RO RO

1 1, 1, B 1. 3041
+(d+5,+3y+y)+261+22+24s Z(Z)(+)+FBS_1’
where B, +p
Fy = sup (-Brivoy g Bgo g qrvey A Pt H
(S(t),A(t),I(r),R(t))e[Ri 2 S(t) b
+ P, +ba)d+u+6 04A@M)  6,1(¢
_m(Rg_l)_(glg_aﬁz (By+ba)d + p 1))I_yR(t)_aA(t)_ AA@) 61
2 a S@® 10 R(?) R()
1 1 1
+(d+5,+3/4+y)+§af+§a§+§a§}.

In conclusion, LW < —1 always holds in the eight regions of the set U. Moreover, the diffusion matrix of system (3) is
expressed by
628?
1
0 2A2
Cisq = 0 212

0 2R2

Let My := ming 4 ; pesr,crt {a 52, 2A2 212 2R2} forany k > 1, %, := [1/k, k] x [1/k, k] x [1/k* k*] x [1/k>, K*].

Then
4

ij=1
2 9 2. 2 2. 2 2 2 2
= (0'15) n+ (0'2A) mn"+ (0'31) 13~ + (0'4R) e =M, ||'1 ||
forall (S,A,I,R) € #, andn = (’71’ 1y, 13, 114) e R*. In summary, system (3) has a unique ergodic stationary distribution. []

4 | STOCHASTIC OPTIMAL CONTROL

After investigating the dynamical properties, we will study stochastic optimal control of the SAIRS epidemic model. The study is
carried out with vaccination of susceptible individuals and isolation of asymptomatic infected ones as control variables, denoted
by u, (t) and u,(¢), in the SAIRS model (3). The effect of the control variable u,(¥) is a reduction in the number of susceptible
people, and that of the variable u,(¢) is to decrease the transmission rate. Thus, we establish the following stochastic controlled
system

dS0 = [A= (L2 + LAY (1 - 1y)SW) = (0 +u)SO + yRO| di + 0, SO B, 1),

dA(t) = ( lﬂ[sz) + 1’1;‘;2)) S = uy(1))S(t) — (@ + 64 + ) A(t)] dt + o, A(H)d B,(t), 25)
dI(t) = [aA(t) = (6; + u+d) I()]dt + o31(1)d B5(1),
dR(1) = [6 ,A(t) + 6, 1(1) + u;()S(1) — (v + w)R®)]dt + 6, R()d B,(1),
where initial values S(0) > 0, A(0) > 0, I(0) > 0, R(0) > 0. For convenience, denote u(?)=(u,(t), u,(®))’, x(t) = (x,(t), x,(1),
x3(1), x4()) = (S@), A@®), I (1), R(?))', and
1) + B4 AQD)
1+bI(t)  1+DbA®)

_ P10 B4AQ)
Fo(x(0), u(t)) = [( TR bA(t)> (1= uy))S®) — (@ + 64 + n) A(I)] dt

f3(x(®), u() =[aA@) = (6; + u +d) I(D)]d1,
Sa(x@),u(®)) =[6,A() + 6, 1(1) + u; ()S() — (¥ + pR(@)]d1,
and g, (x(1)) = 6,S(), g,(x(1)) = 6, A(t), g3(x(1)) = 031 (1), g4(x(t)) = 6, R(¢). Then, the model (25) is equivalent to

dx(t) = f(x(@), u(t))dt + g(x(1))d B(r)

F1(x(@), u(0) = [A - < > (I = u,)S(@O) — (u + u, (1) S @) + VR(I)] dt
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with initial value x(0) = (x;(0), x,(0), x3(0), x4,(0))’ = x(0), where f = (fi, f2, f3.f4)'s & = (81,82 83.8), and B(t) =
(B, (1), By(t), B5(2), B4(2))'. We are interested in the objective function as
T
E

le Q22 ki 2 k22 k32 k42
J(u) =5 /(P]S+P2A+P31+Tul(t)+7u2(t) dl+?S +?A +?I +7R ,

where P,(i = 1,2,3),0,(i = 1,2),k;(i = 1,2,3,4) are non-negative constants. We aim to obtain an optimal strategy u*(t) =
(u}(2), u5(1)) such that J(u) > J (u*) for any u € U, where U is a controlling admissible set and
U :={(uy,u,) |0 < u; < 1,u; is Lebesgue measurable on [0, T],i = 1,2}.
Theorem 4. The controlled system (25) has an optimal control u*(r) = (uj(?), u5(1)) satistying J(u) > J (u*) forany u € U.
Proof. Through the Pontryagin’s Minimum Principle (Yong et al. 1999), the Hamiltonian function H (x, u, m, n) is formed by
H(x,u,m,n) = (f(x,u),m) + I(x,u) + (g(x), n),

where (., .) means the Euclidean inner product and m = (m,, m,, my, m,)’ and n = (ny, ny, ns, n,)" are two adjoint vectors. Based

on the minimum principle, we obtain

0H (x*(t),u*(t), m, n)
om

_OH (@, @), m,m)

dx*(t) =
x*(1) o

dt+g(x*(1))dB(t), dm*(t)=

dt + n(t)d B(1),

and
H, (x*(t),u*(t), m,n) = l’l’élél H, (x*(t),u*(t),m,n), (26)

where x*(¢) = (S*(1), A*(?), I'*(t), R*(¢))’ is the path of optimality of x(¢). The initial states satisfy x, = x*(0) and termination
satisfy o) m(t;), where h(S, A, I, R) = %Sz + %AZ + %12 + %Rz are terminal conditions. Since (4) shows that the
optimal variable x*(¢) is a vector consisting of n(¢), m(t) and x*(¢), this implies that u*(¢) = ¢ (m, n, x*) . u*(¢) can be calculated
by equation (26). Thus, the Hamiltonian function is

) ) k k k k
H=PS+PA+P]I+ uf% + ugf + S2?1 + AZ?3 + 1272 + RZE4
+ my f1(x(0), u(®)) + my fr,(x(0), u(®)) + my f3(x(0), u(®)) + my [y (x(@), u(t))
+0,Sn,(t) + 0,Any(t) + o51n5(t) + 6, Rn,(1).

Using the Pontryagin’s Minimum Principle, we have

pi1*(1) B4A* (1) .
+Ib1*(t) 7 f parn 7O
+ my () (u + uj (1) — my(Oui(t) — oyny () }dt + ny()d B (1),
B4S*(0)
(14 bA())?
+ my ()6, — 0,0, }dt + ny()d B, (1),
dm3(t) ={_P3 - 53 + (ml(t) - mz)(’)[ﬂ
: (1+bI(2))?
+ my(1)6; — o3n5(t) }dt + ny(t)d B4 (1),
dmy(t) ={—-m, @)y + my@)(y + u) — o,4n,(2) }dt + ny(t)d B,(2),
where $*(0) = S, A*(0) = A, B*(0) = I, R*(0) = R, and m, (T) = —k,.S, m, (T) = —Ak,, my (T) = —Iky, my (T) = —Rk,.
The partial derivatives of u; and u, are calculated by the Hamiltonian function; we obtain the optimal control u} and u} as follows

* : 1 * * H (m—m)A*"+(m—m)I*
ul—max{mln{Q—l(ml—m4)S,1},0},u2—max{mln{l, SR o 2 },O}.

dm1(t) ={_P1 - 51 + (m1(t) - mz(t))[(l
dmz(t) ={_P2 - 52 + (m1(t) - mz(t))[

(A =5+ my() (64 + p+ @)

(1 = )]+ my(1)(6; + u + d)
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S | NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

To illustrate the theoretical results, we perform numerical simulations of the stochastic epidemic system (3). These simulations
can be obtained by using the stochastic Runge-Kutta method (Tocino and Ardanuy 2002) as follows

ﬁAAi + ﬂ[Ii
1+bA, 1+ b,

2
il

2

S, =S + [A - ( ) S, — uS;, +yR,| At + 0, S,VAIZ + LS, (gfi - 1) A,

A 1.
Ai+1=Ai+[< Pa; + bl )Si—(a+6A+/«t)A,»

2
O,
At + 0, A\ At -+—2A-(2.—1>At,
1+bA,  1+bI, O A VAL + = A (&

2
Ly =1, + [€A@) = (8, + u+d) ()] At + o3I, V/AI,, + %31,. (cjii - 1) At,

2
c
Ry =R, + [8,40) +6,15) = (v + WR®)| At + 0, R VAL, + SR (gii - 1) At,
where ¢, ;(k = 1,2,3,4) are four independent Gaussian random variables with N (0, 1) and the time increment A7 > 0.

Example 1. Let the initial values S(0) = 1500, A(0) =5, I(0) = 6, R(0) = 25, At = 0.002, and the parameter values A = 30,
b=02p,=001,4 =001,y =05u=2x1073,6, =02, a = 05,5, = 02,d = 00027, 6, = 0.05, 6, = 0.05,
o3 = 0.05, 6, = 0.05 . Through a simple calculation, R(S) = 1.132 > 1, satisfying the conditions of Theorem 1. Thus, the disease
will persist. FIGURE 1 shows the effects of b from 0.1 and 0.3 on the epidemic system. It reveals that the spread of the disease
decreases as the saturation incidence coefficient increases.

S(b=0.3) A(b=0.3)
S(b=0.2) 200 A(b=0.2)
2500 S(=0.1) A(b=0.1)

700
2000 .
#= 600 [
e A%
¥& 1500 - 5 s00 |
plex a2
oR 400 +

200
500
. {/—/_"NJ\M

TR EF AT

o 20 40 60 80 100 o 20 40 60 80 100
F 1] (R) B 1E] (GR)
(a) (b)
1000 1000
1(6=0.3) R(b=0.3)
900 I(b-0.2) 900 R(b=0.2)
I(b=0.1) R(b=0.1)
800 800
700 700
#= 600 #6600
= =
I 500 { A 500
L= 1y
¢ 400 # 400
300 300 ]
200 200
100 100
0 0
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
W i) (SK) LRES]

(©) (Y]

FIGURE 1 The effect of saturation incidence coefficient b and the persistence of the epidemic system (3).

Example 2. Take b = 0.2andd = 0, 0.1, 0.2. Other parameter settings are the same as Example 1. FIGURE 2 reflects the impact
of fatality rate d on the epidemic system. The number of infected people decreases as the disease-death rate d increases. The
system’s various solutions change over time due to differences in fatality rates. From FIGURE 2, the greater the diseased-death
rate d, the smaller the number of people in each compartment.

Example 3. Take b = 0.2 and ¢, = 0,0.02,0.05(i = 1,2, 3, 4). Other parameter settings are the same as Example 1. FIGURE
3 shows the effect of white noise o; on the epidemic models (2) and (3). Under the influence of white noise, the stochastic
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FIGURE 2 The effect of diseased-death d on the epidemic system (3).
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FIGURE 3 The effect of white noise o,(i = 1,2, 3, 4) on the epidemic system (3).

epidemic model (3) fluctuates around the deterministic model (2), and the magnitude of the fluctuation is related to the degree
of 6,(i = 1,2,3,4). The size of the fluctuation increases with the value of 6,(i = 1,2, 3, 4).

Example 4. Take the initial values .S(0) = 627000, A(0) = 500, I1(0) = 600, R(0) = 250000, and the parameter values A = 12,
b=31124x 1077, 8, = 5.0936 x 1077, f; = 5.0725x 1077,y = 0.2, u = 2 x 107*, 5, = 0.4722, « = 0.01, §; = 0.9259,
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d =0.0027, 0, = 0.02, 6, = 0.7, 65 = 0.8, 6, = 0.3, and At = 0.002. Thus, ﬂ% - % = —0.6868384 < 0, which fulfills the
conditions of Theorem 2. FIGURE 4 shows that the disease will eventually disappear according to Theorem 2.

iR d

5B AT
c - N w kS o o ~ @ [

o 50 100 150 200 o 50 100 150 200

HFIE] () BT 1A (K)

(a) (b)

a o N @ ©

REANE

o = N w B

o 50 100 150 200 o 50 100 150 200

N ES) W) (GR)
(© (@
FIGURE 4 Extinction of the epidemic system (3).

Example 5. Take the initial value S(0) = 1500, A(0) = 5, I(0) = 6, R(0) = 25, and the parameter values A = 20, b = 0.2,
Bya=2x10"2, 6, =2x1072,y =0.5, 4 =2x1075,6, =02, = 0.5,5, = 0.2, d = 0.0027, o, = 0.05, 6, = 0.05, 65 = 0.05,
o, = 0.05, and Ar = 0.002. Through calcualtion, Rf) = 1.16 > 1. Based on Theorem 3, the solution of the model (3) has a
unique stationary distribution. FIGURE 5 shows the curve and histogram of the stationary distribution for given parameters.

Example 6. Take the initial value S(0) = 624964, A(0) = 5,1(0) = 6, R(0) = 25, and the parameter values A = 12,b =
43x1075,8, =3x 10,6, =3x 107,y = 0.5, u = 7.37x 1073,6, = 0.92,a = 0.072,5, = 0.92,d = 0.0727,0, =
0.1,0, = 0.1,05 = 0.1,0, = 0.1, and At = 0.002. FIGURE 6 (a) - (d) shows the dynamics of susceptible, asymptomatic,
infected, and recovered individuals with and without controls. From FIGURE 6 (b) and (c), it is evident that control measures
lead to a significant reduction in asymptomatic and infected individuals.

6 | CONCLUSION

Based on the deterministic SAIRS model (1) proposed by Ottaviano et al. (2022), this paper extends it to a stochastic SAIRS
model with saturation incidences and diseased death rate. It proposes a stochastic control system with vaccination and isolation
strategies. Without environmental noise, the stochastic model is equivalent to the deterministic one. That is to say, the model (1)
is a special case of the model (3) under certain conditions. In the work, we focus on the dynamic properties and optimal control
strategies of the model (3). Using Lyapunov functions and Ito’s formula, the infectious disease is stochastic persistence if R > 1.
If /3% - g < 0, the disease tends to extinction. Further, the system (3) has a stationary distribution for R) > 1. Additionally, we
introduce two control variables into the model (3) to determine the optimal control strategy based on Pontryagin’s principle of
minimization.

Numerical simulation shows the following results: (i) When the saturation coefficient b increases, the susceptible size
increases, while asymptomatic, infected, recovered individuals decrease. This means that the behavioral changes and crowing
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FIGURE 5 Stationary distribution of system (3).

effects of the infected and asymptomatic people can impact the spread of the epidemic. (ii) The diseased death rate d is related
to the size of each compartment, especially the infected class. When d = 0,0.1, 0.2, the numbers of S, A, I, R become smaller.
It reflects that we need to improve the recovery rate. (iii) The effect of white noises plays a vital role between the models (1)
and (3). If these noises are small, the dynamic properties of (3) may be similar to or fluctuate around those of the model (1).
When these noises are significant, it may lead to some different results. (iv) With or without control variables, the model (3) has
different characters. Under an optimal control strategy, the epidemic may be extinct.

Although we extend the existing model to a stochastic form and study its dynamic properties and control strategies, some
problems remain unresolved, including applying or incorporating more complex real-world models. For example, some scholars
have studied the impact of media awareness and global information campaigns (Das et al. 2020; Taki et al. 2022). These open

topics are worth further exploration in the future.
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