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Abstract

This paper presents an SVEIRT epidemiological model in the human population with
Chlamydia trachomatis. The model incorporated the vaccination class and investigated
the role played by some control strategies in the dynamics of the disease (Chlamydia tra-
comatis). The reproduction number which helps in determining the rate of spread of the
disease, was calculated using the method proosed by van den Driessche and Watmough.
The local and global stability of the equlibrium points where established, where it was
observed that the model is locally asymptotically stable if the reproduction number is less
than unity, and globally stable if a certain threshold value is greater than unity or the
re-nfection rate is zero. The effect of the re-infection rate on the global stability suggests
the exhibition of the phenomenon of backward bifurcation of the model. The backward
bifurcation of the system was later studied, and it shows that backward bifurcation will
occur if the value of the bifurcation parameter ’a’ is positive. The optimal control of the
model shows the effect of different strategies in the transmission dynamicsof the disease
and the cost effectivenes of each control pair. It was observed that the treatment and

control effort gives the most cost effective combinations and at the same time the highest
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rate of disease avertion when compared to other stratagies. Sensitivity analysis of the
parameters as shown in model, shows parameters that have high impact on the chosen

classes.

1 INTRODUCTION

Mathematical models of Infectious diseases are normallly used to study the transmission dy-
namics, where knowledge of its epidemiology is used to predict what happens as time goes on,
and also investigate the impact of interventions. Such analyses helps to inform policy deci-
sions, especially where there are limited empirical data available for comparative evaluation of
different interventions [9.

Chlamydia infection is seen as one of the most common sexually transmitted disease (STD)
in humans worldwide especially in European countries [12] and the United States [13, [14]
caused by the bacterium Chlamydia trachomatis. It was estimated that around 92 million
Chlamydia infections occurred worldwide in 1999, including 50 million women and 42 million
men [19]. Any sexually active person can be infected with Chlamydia. The risk of infection
varies mostly on the age of the population [I7]. Tt is observed that people in the 20-24 years
age group are at much higher risk of being infected as on average. In 2010, the 20-24 years
age group represented 36% of all reported cases which is the highest proportion among all
age groups. Untreated chlamydia infection can result in pelvic inflammatory disease (PID) in
women, which can lead to ectopic pregnancy and tubal factor infertility. Chlamydia can cause
epididymitis in men [9, [10].

Matheatical models of diseases has been carried by many researchers [34] 135, 36] 5l [6] on
different disease with different goals and objectives. The modelling and analysis of Chlamydia
have been done by many researchers (see,[6], [5, 17, O 19 14, 10]) where they studied the

transmission dynamics of chlamydia from different view points and orientations; Sharma and
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Samanta [5] considered two treatment controls, which gives an optimal control problem relative
to the epidemic model so as to minimize the exposed and infective populations as well as to
minimize the cost of treatment.The basic reproduction number (Ry) is calculated using the
next-generation matrix method. The stability analysis of the model shows that the system
is locally asymptotically stable at the disease-free equilibrium (DFE) Ey when Ry < 1. A
work on new two-group deterministic model for Chlamydia trachomatis was designed and
analyzed by Sharomi and Gumel[6] to gain insights into its transmission dynamics, where the
model is shown to exhibit the phenomenon of backward bifurcation, where a stable disease-free
equilibrium (DFE) co-exists with one or more stable endemic equilibria when the associated
reproduction number is less than unity. The basic model is extended to incorporate the use
of treatment for infectious individuals (including those who show disease symptoms and those
who do not). Bifurcation analysis of some models was also carried in ([11], 8, [§, 27, 28]), which
predicts parameters that causes the re-emergence of the disease. The method presented by
Castillo-Chavez [23] have been widely used in the the investigation of this phenomenon.
Optimal control strategies of models can also be seeen in the following works [3] [7), 311, 4,
32, 33, 34, 35, B7]. This helps to investigate combined control measures and interventions that
can help suggest steps in minimizing the impact of infectious diseases, where The Pontryagins
Maximum Principle was used extensively in this sense. We have identified that till now no
study has been done in investigating the transmission dynamics of Chlamydia tracomatis that
incoporates vaccination as a class, with interest on the optimal control methods and cost-
effectiveness analysis of the applied control strategies. In this work, we assess the impact
of vaccination, prevention effort, treatment effort and control against re-infection in control
and management of Chlamydia tracomatis. To the best of our knowledge this has not been

investigated before.
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Table 1: Parameter values and description

Symbol and Parameters | Description

S(t) The number of susceptible individuals at time t
V(t) The number of vaccinated individuals at time t
E(t) The number of exposed individuals at time t
I(t) The number of infectious individuals at time t
T(t) The number of treated individuals at time t
R(t) The number of recovered individuals at time t
€ Reinfection rate

1 Natural death rate

15} Contact rate

Ro Basic reproduction number

p The fraction of people that failed treatment

7 effectiveness of vaccine

N Total population

10) Fraction of recruited individuals

o The rate at which exposed individuals become infectious
19 Modification parameter

w Waning of vaccine rate

v The rate at which I dies out of the disease

T The rate at which T moves to R

o1 The rate at which I dies out of the disease

09 The rate at which T dies out of the disease

n The rate at which I moves to T

A Recruitment rate

% Treatment failure rate

& The diseases free equilibrium

1.1 Symbols and Parameter Description Used in the Model

2 Mathematical Model Formulation

The total active population at time ¢, denoted by N (¢) is divided into six compartments namely,
the total susceptible population S(t), the total vaccinated population V' (¢), the total population
of the exposed individual E(t), the total infected individual I(t), the total treated individuals
T'(t) and the total recovered individuals R(t) respectively.

[ is the effective contact rate and A is the rate at which new individual are introduced into the
susceptible population whereby a certain fraction is recruited into the vaccinated compartment.

As time goes on the vaccine wanes out at rate w and causes an increase in the susceptible
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population. Due to natural death, the population is reduced at the rate p. The population

of the infectious class is increased through the contact with the infected class and treated

class. Also £ is the modification parameter accounting for the reduced infectiousness of treated

individuals compared to infectious individuals. Where the description of the other parameters

are given in (Table 1).

Thus we have the model depicted below,

%:(1—¢)A—W—u5+wv
av. (1—m)BV (I +£T)
dE. (1-m)BV(I +£&T)  BSU+ET)
i N + I —(p+o)E+ (1 —p)eT +
%zaE—](u+n+7+51)+papT
%zn[—T(ﬂ—i—(p—i—c&—l—T)
dR eI+ ET)R
%—’YI—MR—T—FTT

BT

N

N(t)=S{t)+V(t)+ E(t)+ I(t)+T(t) + R(t)

3 Basic Properties of The Model

3.1 Boundedness and Positivity of Solutions

The model will be analyzed in a biologically feasible region as follows. We first show that the

system is dissipative (that is, all feasible solutions are uniformly-bounded) in a proper subset

D c RY.

Theorem 3.1. Consider the closed set D = {(S,V,E,I,T,R) € RS : S+V+E+I+T+R < %}

18 positively invariant.
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Figure 1: MODEL DIAGRAM
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Proof. Adding all the equations of the model

dN

dN

= A—uN-61—-6T—R
dt

dN

— < A—uN

a = H

It follows that dd%[ <0if N> % Thus a standard comparison theorem can be used to show
that N < N(0) exp™#* +(%)(1 —exp ). In particular, N(t) < % if N(0) < %
Thus, the region D is positively invariant. Also, if N(0) > %, then either the solution enters
D infinite time or N(t) approaches % asymptotically.
Hence, the region D attracts all solutions in RS

Since the region D is positively invariant, it is sufficient to consider the dynamics of the flow
generated by the model in D, where the usual existence, uniqueness, continuation results
hold for the system.

For the model equation to be epidemiologically meaningful, it is important to prove that all
its state variables are non-negative for all time. In other words, solutions of the model system

with positive initial data will remain positive for all time ¢ > 0.

Theorem 3.2. Let the initial data be
S(0) > 0,V(0) > 0,E(0) >0,1I(0) >0,7(0) >, R(0) > 0, Then the solutions

S(t),V(t),E(t),I(t), T(t),R(t)) of the model are positive for all time t > 0.

Proof.

Let ¢, =sup{S(t) >0,V(t) >0,E(t) >0,I(t) >0,T(t)>0,R(t) >0,}

Thus , t, > 0.
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It follows, from the second equation of given as,

%:(1-¢)A-55(H5T>
ds

dt

— S +wV
N (3)

+ AN +ET — p)S =wV — (1 —9)A

(3) is a linear differential equation, hence we shall solve by finding the integrating factor which
is given as;
t
Integrating factor = exp /()\([ +&T') — p)dt
0

= 5 (SO NI +¢D) — ) = [@V -~ (L= oNexp((MT+€D) =] @

Now, if we integrate both sides of from 0 to t1, we shall obtain:

t1

S(t) exp [(AI +&T) — p)] = /(wV — (L=9)A) exp [(AI +£T) — p)] + 5(0)

S(t) = /(wV — (L= @)A)exp [(AI +&T) — p)] exp [(= (A + €T) + )] + 5(0) exp [(=(A([ + £T) + )]

0

Hence, we shall observe that at ¢; = 0, S(0) is always positive since exponential of a number is
always positive. = S(t) > S(t;) > S(0). Since 0 is the sup of S(0) > 0. Then, S(t) is always
positive. Similarly, the same proof shows that: V'(¢) > 0, E(t) > 0,1(t) > 0,7(t) > 0, R(t) > 0.
which concludes that S(t), V(t), E(t), I(t),T(t), R(t)) of the model are all positive for all time

t > 0.

4 Analysis of The Model Without Control

In this section the formulated model will be analysed. We wiil calculate the basic reproduction

number of the model and we also later investigated the existence and asymptotic stability of
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the steady (equilibrium) states.

4.1 Basic Reproduction Number R,

The basic reproduction Ry number is the average number of secondary infection that occur if
a single infected individual is introduced into an entirely susceptible population.

The basic reproduction number R, can also be defined as the effective number of secondary
infections caused by an infected individual during his/her entire period of infectiousness [20].

This definition is given for the models that represent the spread of infection in a population.

Nt)y=St)+V(@t)+ E(t)+I(t)+T(t)+ R(t) (5)

The basic reproduction number R is given by taking the highest eigen value of the spectral

radius F'V~! ([20]).

o(n§BA+ BAG,)

R, =
(Gap(p + v+ 61) + (@ + o + 7)(on + pn) + pne(1 — p)|N

(6)

where, A = (S*4+(1—-m)V*),G1 = p+w,Go=pu+0,Gs=pu+n=~v+0,Gy=p+eo+d+r7

N=S"+V*+FE*+I*"+T"+ R*

4.2 Local Stability of the disease free equilibrium

The local stability of DFE(&) is established by using the next generation operator method on

the model equation (1)

Lemma 4.1. Using Theorem (2) in [20], we established that; For the model equation (1)), the
disease free equilibrium is locally asymptotically stable if the basic reproduction number Ro < 1

and unstable if Ry is greater than unity (i.e., R > 1).
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BS BSe

—now 0 -5 -~ 0
0 -Gy 0 _(1—]\7;)‘/ _ (1*7;\)/55‘/ 0
0 0 _G2 ﬁ((l—;l'\gv-f—S) BE((l_]:‘})V'i‘S) + (1 _ p)w 0
J (&) = (7)
0 0 o —G3 py 0
0 0 0 n -Gy 0
0 0 0 vy T —u

The characteristic equation is given as :

Ao

(/\+u)(>\+G1)</\3+/\2(G4+G3+G2)+>\<G2G4+G2G3+G3G4—( - +pg0n)>+<1—Ro>> (8)

Using the Routh-Hurwitz criterion, the above polynomial will have roots with negative

real part if and only if Ry < 1.

10
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4.2.1 Endemic Equilibria of The Model

Steady state solutions are the solutions of the system of equations when the right-hand side

of a nonlinear system is set to zero. At the steady state, the model equation ([1)) is set to zero.

. ds(t) _ dV(t) _ dE(t) _ dI(t) _ dR(t) __
Thatls, dt  —  dt T~ dt dt —  dt =0

(1= @A +wV*

(A =+ p)
V() =
(t) (1—=m)A* +p+w)
B (1) = [S* + (1 — m)V*]A [—1;(1 — )T + eA™ R
' (9)
- Ko\ (p+ eX™)[S™ + (1 = m)V™]
I (t) =
K,
T (t) =
(t) e
(Ksy +n7) I
R** t —
BUI™ +ET)
A= >t 10
where, K1 =p+o, Ko =p+n+y+0o, K3=pu+p+o+7
Ky = [1P(p+vy+061)(p+ 02 +7) + po(p+v+6) (1 + ¢+ 02+ 7) 4+ pon(p + 0y + 7)
+ e u(p+7+0) (w402 +7) + eXN¥o(pu+ 1) (e + @+ do + 7) + eXFon(p + d2)
+ eX*ump(1 = p) + pPen(l - p)]
Hence from (I0) S** 4+ V** + E* 4+ T* + R* = BI** + BT

The endemic equilibria of corresponds to the positive solutions of above

11
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4.3 Disease Free Equilibrium(DFE) &,

To determine the stability of the model, we first evaluate the equilibrium points or steady
states of the ordinary differential equations . Steady state solutions or equilibrium points
are the roots or solutions of the system of equations when the right-hand side of a nonlinear
system is set to zero. The equilibrium point under consideration in this model is the Disease-
Free (E=I=T=0) Equilibrium point. At the disease free equilibrium, the disease compartments
Ex=I"=T"=0

Hence the disease free equilibrium of is given as;

& = (S*,V* E* I*, T* R

g — ((W+u)(1—¢)A+w¢A7 oA 70’0’070) (12)
p(w + ) W+ p

4.4 Global Asymptotic Stability(GAS) of the disease-free equilib-
rium(DFE) &,

In this section, we list two conditions that if met, also guarantee the global asymptotic

stability of the disease-free state. First, System must be written in the form:

de _ F(X, 1)
dcg (13)
—=G(X.D),  GX,0=0

where x € R™ denotes (its components) the number of uninfected individuals and I € R"
denotes (its components) the number of infected individuals including latent, infectious, etc.
U, = (z*,0) denotes the disease-free equilibrium of this system.

The conditions (H1) and (H2) below must be met to guarantee local asymptotic stability.

12
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(H1) For % = F(z,0), z* is globally asymptotically stable (g.a.s.),

~

(H2) G(x,I) = Al — G(x,I), G(z,I)>0for (z,1) €

where A = D1G(x*,0) is an M-matrix (the off diagonal elements of A are nonnegative) and
n is the region where the model makes biological sense. If system satisfies the above two

conditions then the following theorem holds

Theorem 4.1. Consider the model equation with the DFE @ given by &, the DFE &,

of the model equation s Globally Asymptotically Stable in D whenever Ry < 1.

We use the method presented in [23] to investigate the global stability.

(1—¢)A - LD 54wy

ot _ 1—m)BV (I+€T
FX, 1) = | pA — V(p + w) 4 L=mEET) (14)

vl — pR — PEERE 4 T

where "X’ denotes the number of non-infectious individuals and I’ denotes the number of

infected individuals

(1— @A — puS +wV

F(X,0) A — V(1 +w) (15)

where 'X’ denotes the number of non-infectious compartments and I’ denotes the number of

infectious compartments

dl
a oFE —I(p—n+~y+00)+peT (16)

nl —T(p—¢+0+7)

13
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(o) (=) A
A=D;G(X",0) = o —(n+n+~v+) Py (17)
0 n —(n+eo+d+71)

B(A=m)V*+8°)T
—(p+0)E + (1 — p)pl + =220

Al = OE —I(u+n+v+6)+TPy (18)

nl —T(u+eo+d+T71)

B(1—m)V*+S*)T
—E(p+o0)+I(1—plp+=—F——

~

G(X,I)=Al -G(X,I) = Eo—I(p+n+~v+6&)+TPy

nl —T(p+eo+d+7)

- oE —I(p+n+~y+01)+ppT

nl —T(p+ @+ 02 +7)

B(I + é—T)[S*+(]1V:7T)V* . S+(1]\;7F)V] _ E,B(IJ]rva)R

Since

S*+(1—-mV* >S+(1—7T)V
N+ N

(20)

This implies (I + fT)[S*H]lV:”)V* — S+(1]\77r)V] is positive, hence for the Disese Free Equilib-

rium(DFE) to be Globally Asymptotic Stable (GAS) either e =0 or

This shows the € is a bifurcation parameter, hence this supports the backward bifurcation of

the model. From figure 2 it shows that the re-infection rate which is suspected to be the cause

14
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of backward bifurcation, reduces the population of the recovered when increased, where this in

line with the conclusion drawn above.

4.5 Bifurcation Analysis

In this section we investigate whether changes in some parmeters will result to a shift in the
stability of the solution of the model. Using the Center Manifold Theorem as in [1], the

following result is established.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose a backward bifurcation coeffcient a > 0 (with ‘o’ defined below), when

Ry <1

_ —2vp(wy + Ews) Blry + (1 — 7)wo)(wr + wo + w3 + wy + ws + we)
N 2u30[(ws + Ews) + (1 — mwa(wy + ws) + wee(wy + Ews)]
N*

then model [1] exihibits backward bifurcation at Ry = 1. If a < 0, then the system[1] exhibits a

forward bifurcation at Ry = 1

Proof Suppose &; = (5*, V**, E** "™ T** R*)
represents arbitrary endemic equilibrium of the model, the existences of backward bifurcation
will be studied using the Center Manifold Theory [I].To apply this theory we will make the
following substitutions;
let S=ux1,V =19, FE =23,1 = 24,7 = x5, R = x4,
so that N =39
Further, using vector notation
X = (21,79, T3, T4, T5, Tg) "

The model can be re-written in the form

15
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X = f=(f1, fo, f5, f1, 5, [6) as follows;

dx T1(xy + &
d—;:(l—gb)/\——ﬁ i j\f s 5)—u$1+wx2
dx 1 —m)Bay(xy + Ex
d_;:¢A_x2(N+W)+( >B]2\[(4 65)
drs (1 —m)Bwa(xs +Exs) | Bai(wg + Ews) efB(xy + Exs)xg
T N + N (1 + o)z + (1 — p)pws + N
dlL‘4
—p = 0 — a0+ +0) + pows
dx
d—::ﬁ$4—£€5(ﬂ+§0+5g+7')
dx ef(xy + Exs)x
d—::’YM—WUﬁ— B( 4N§ 5) 6+z57
(22)

Finding the Jacobian of the model at DFE, and using it to get the right eigen vectors is

given below: Let

ws >0

Wy = W5G4 >0
Ui

welt = wyn + wsT > 0
Ll =mmta) (L= mrs ) )
4 - 2 1 - 2 1
wgz(lquJ)( N +w5[ N +(1—p)g0D>0
. 1 LU4(1 —7)51'2 U.)5(1 —7'[')533'2&
w2__(,u+w)< N * N ><O
w1 < 0
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Calculating the left eigen vectors for the values of vy, vy, 13, V4, V5, Vg satisfyimg v - w =1

V1:I/2:V6:0

on
Va —
PTG —plo+n(u+ o +7)+ (u+v+61)G4 (24)
Uy — GoNn
' oBAEn+ N(1 - p)gn + G4NBA
v 1l —m)éxy+x
o= 2 [ALZTER D 4 (1 o)) +uapy
vy > 0,14 > 0,5 >0 since all parameters are positive and (1 — p) > 0 then from
a = zn: v wwo%(() 0)
A kWily @xlax] ) )
k,,j=1
- 0 fi
b= i———(0,0).
kzi::l wig a5 0
The local dynamics of the system around ’0’ is totally determined by the sign of a and b.
—2v3(wy + &ws) Blrr + (1 — 7)wo)(wi + wo + w3 + wy + ws + we)
n 2v38[(wy + Ews) + (1 — mwa(ws + ws) + wee(ws + Ews)]
N*
1+ (1 -7
b=uvs <%> [wa + ws€] (26)

Since the bifurcation coefficient 'b’ is positive, it follows from theorem 4.1 in [1] that the model

, or the transformed model , will undergo backward bifurcation if the bifurcation

coefficient 'a’ given is positive i.e;;

i if a >0 and b > 0. When 3 < 0 with || < 1, 0 is locally asymptotically stable and there
exists a positive unstable equilibrium; when 0 < § < 1, 0 is unstable and there exists a

negative, locally asymptotically stable equilibrium;

ii If a < 0andb > 0. When § changes from negative to positive, 0 changes its stability from
stable to unstable. Correspondingly a negative unstable equilibrium becomes positive and

17
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locally asymptotically stable.
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35— €=0.6

25 =

15— -
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0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

time(years)

Figure 2: The effect of re-infection rate e on the treated class, where the values of the other
parameters are as given in table 3.

5 Optimal Control Analysis

In this section, the optimal control theory is applied to the system of differential equation
modelling the population dynamics of Chlamydia. We shall use the Pontryagin’s Maximum
Principle to determine the control measures that can be put in place to reduce the impact of
Chlamydia tricomatis on the population. The controls include vaccination of a fraction of the
poplation, prevention effort, control against re-infection and treatment effort against Chlamy-

dia. The control model is solved numerically using the fourth order Runge-kutta method.
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The optimaal control model is given as:

ds S(1— I+£&T

0 (1 ugn = BSO D)oy

Vo h— () - A V(L e)

dE 1-— 1—u)V(I +£ET S(1— I+&T

4B _ (Lm0 =)V D) | SO w)UHED) (Lo gy
L BA—us) T +ENR (27)

N

dI

%:JE—I([L+77+U4’Y+51)+I7QDT

%:nI*T(u+w+52+U4T)

% =ugyl — pR — Eﬂ(l - USZ)\EI i ET)R +ugtT

Subject to initial conditions S(0) = S°, V(0) = V° E(0) = E°, I(0) = I°,T(0) = T°, R(0) = R®

The control uy,us,u3 and uy are bounded, Lesbegue integrable functions. wu; represents the
control through vaccination of a section of the population, us is the control that represents
preventive effort against Chlamydia, while uz and u4 represents control parameters accounting

for re-infection and treatment control effort respectively.

Objective funtional

t1 1
= i I T+ = 22
J min )/0 (011 + b T + 5 szuz )dt

(u1,u2,u3,uq

where ¢ is the finaltime. We seek to find an optimal control combinations uj, u3, ui, u}, such

that

J(uy, us, uy, uy) = min{ J(u], ul, ui, uy)|ug, ug, us, ugy € A} (28)

where A = {(u}, uj, ul, u})} such that uj, ud, u3, v} are measurable with 0 < uj < 1,0 < uj <

1,0 <wj < 1,0 <wuj <1, forte0,t] is the control set. Hence, we shall now invetigate the
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existence of such optimal solution which minimizes the objective functional J

Theorem 5.1. Given the objective functional J, defined on the control set A, and subject to
the state system with non-negative tnitial conditions at t = 0 then there exists an optimal
control quadruple u* = (uy,uq, ug, us, uyg) such that J(u*) = min{J (uq, ug, us, ug)|us, ug, us, uy €
A}

Similarly, there exists adjoint functions Ai, Ao, A3, Ay, A5, Ag such that
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¢ _ VX +ET)(m —1)(uz —1)B (L +&T)(uz —1)B ST +ET)(uz —1)p
A= N2 2 (“ N N + N? )
N ((I+ D) (u2 —1)B ST +ET)(uz —1)B  Re(I +&T)(uz —1)8
3 N N2 N2
VI +&T)(m — 1) (u2 — 1)5) _ Reds(I +&T)(us — 1)
N2 N2
Do (LD =Dz = 1)B ST +ET)(uz —1)B | Re(l +ET)(us —1)B VI +ET)(m —1)8
Az = )‘3( N + N2 N2 N2 )
_ /\z(u+w L L+ ;vl)(UQ -1)B VU&T?\([Z - 1)5) (e S(I+§T]\)T(2U2 - 1)6)
. RE/\@(I‘FfT)(Ug - l)ﬂ
N2
Ny = Mo — As (u o S(I+€TJ)\§u2 -8 Re([—|—§7j’\)[(u;; -1)B N V(I+ gT)(7T]\7 1) (ug — 1)g)
_SMUI+ED(u=2-1) | VAL +ET)(m —1)(u2)8 _ Reds( +¢T)(us — 1)B
N N N
Ny = by + At (S(UJQ]; ns ST+ 57]1\)[(2@ - 1)/3) s — )‘3(5(”2]\7 1B n R€(U?}V— 1)8
SUAET)(uz — 1) V(r = D(up —1)B _ Re(I +&T)(us — 1) VI +ET)(m —1)(uz — 1)6)
N2 N2 N2 N2

- )\4((51 + n +U4’7) — )\Q(V(ﬂ- — 1])\21’2 — 1>B _ V(I + gT)(ﬂ'N—z 1)(UQ — l)ﬁ)

R(U3—1)5 REI+£T U3—1B

+ )\G(U4’y —+ N
)‘5—b2—>\5(51 +p+ 9 —pp+Tug) — ( 3G 13\(;62_1”_ V(I+£T)(7TN_2 1)(u2—1)5)
“alptr -+ 2= ST N = D5 Rl D) (s~ )5
V(I +€T)(m— 1)(us — 1) Re(us — 1)8 Séu—2-1)8  SU+€T)(uz — 1)
N2 - Jif ) - Al( N a N2 )
+ (s — Re([+§7];[)2(U3 -1p n Ref(u]gv— 1)5) +Aapo
A = /\3<S(1 +€7]”\)7(2U2 -1 e +£szf(2us -1)B N Re(I + §]TV)2(U3 -1)8
_VUAEDG D08y (L EDMn 105 | RATEET) = 1)
N2 6\H— N2 N2
~SA( +ET) (up — l)ﬂ VXo(I +€T)(m — 1) (ug — 1)8
N2 N2

The state function are positive and the controls are lebesgue measurable, therefore we have

that J(u;) > 0 for all u; € U. Hence, inf,, e J(u;) exists and is finite. Therefore, a minimizing
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sequence of controls u; € U exists such that

lim J(u;) = inf J(u;)

n—o0 u, €U

Let S™, V™ E™ I™,T™ R™ be the associated state trajectories. Since the state sequences are uni-
formly bounded, we have that the derivatives are also uniformly bounded. As a result, the state
sequences are lipschitz continuous with the same constant. Applying the Arzela Ascoli theorem
[25], there exits S*, V*, E* I*,T*, R* such that on a sub-sequence (S™, V" E" ", T" R") — x*
uniformly on [0, ¢;], where x* = (S*, V* E* I*,T* R*) since ||u;||p~ < K for some K > 0, it
follows that u; € L*([0,1]), such that on a sub-sequence u; — ul* weakly in L*([0,#]),n — oo

Applying the lower semi-continuity of L? norm with respect to weak convergence, we have

that

inf J(u;) = lim J(u})

u; €U n—o00
t1

= lim [ (S™(t) + I"(t) + E™(t) + I"(t) + T"(t) + R"(t) + C%(u?)2 + 2w + L) + 2 (up)?)dt

n—oo 0
t1

> lim [ (S*(t) + V*(t) + E*(t) + I*(t) + T(t) + R*(t) + C%(u’{)2 + 2 (w3)? + 2 05)? + )2t

n—oo 0 2

(]

Considering the convergence of the sequence {5}, {V"}0 {E"}2,,{S™}>2,

{Im}o0 {1 oo, {R"}22 | and passing to the limit in the ordinary differential equation system
, we have S* V* E* I*,T* R* are the states corresponding to the control quadruple (u;).
Hence, u; is an optimal control quadruple.

From the Pontryagin’s maximum principle, it transforms into a problem of mini-
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mizing a Hamiltonian H, pointwisely with regards to the control functions; wuy, us, us3, uy

s

as
H = L(I T ul,u2,u3,u4) + )\1— + - )\6 di

dt

— byl +byT + %u% + “;%g + 23u§ + %ui (1 — A = 250 UJQ\;U D _ 54wy
ol — Vit w) — =000 —]\1;2)‘/(1 +£7),
4 ag=ms0 —]\7}62)1/(1 +€T) | BS(1- u;;(l FED) o E (e et
L Bl- u;;?\(f[ LR,
+ M[OE — I(p + 1+ ugy + &) + ppT]
+ A5l —T(p+ @ + 02 + uat)]
+ Nuar ] — pR — B = “3)(] MR | warT]
(30)

Theorem 5.2. For an optimal control set uy,us,us, us that minimizes J over A, there are

o _ o1

adjoint variables A1, Mo, A3, Aa, A5, g satisfying —2 5

and transversality conditions

Ni(ty) =0, wherei =5 <V < E<I<T < R. Furthermore

uy :max{(),mln <1,A )}
e L0 (1.5 I+£T><S Vir—1)

Uy = Ma { mln( Rﬁ€]+£To;(2/]\V N >} (31)
. 3— A6

U3 = max {O, min <1, wsN >}

U {0’ . <17 I’y()u; - )\6);T7'()\5 )\6)>}

Proof
Suppose U* = (uj,ul,uj,u;) is an optimal control and S*, V* E* [* T* R* are the corre-

sponding state solutions.
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Applying the Pontrygin’s Maximum Principle, there exists adjoint variables satisfying

= () = 0,— 2 = B dalty) = 0~ = B Aofty) = 0,-% = ZL Au(1y) =0,

— s = T NS(ty) = 0,—Le = IR \q(ty) = 0, with transversality conditions
A(ty) = Xa(ty) = As(ty) = Aalty) = As(ty) = Ae(ty) =0

We determine the behaviour of the control by differentiating the Hamiltonian H with respect
to the controls (uq,ug,us, uys) at t. On the interior of the control set, where 0 < u; < 1 for all

j=1,2,3,4, we obtain

Oza—H:A)\l—A)\g—wlul

ou1
oM SBUI+TE)  VB(I+Txi)(m—1) SBAL(I4TE) | VBAL(I+TE)(m—1)
O_a_ug_/\3< N N >—w2u2— N + N
RBN3(I+£T RBeNG(I+£T
O:g_z-i: 563]E]+§)_w3u3_ /36615[4-5)

0= = [y\y — X\s (I +T7) — wyuy + TAs7

Ouy

Therefore, we have that

u»{ — A()‘l - )\2)
w1
= MBI ET)(S —V(r —1))
> LLJQN
o RBe(I+ €T — )
s W3N
o Iy = X6) FTT(As — Ag)
uy = .
AA — A
uj] = max {O, min <17 %)}
uy = max {0, min (1, Ao+ ’5TZESN— Vir - 1)))}
2
Uz = Mmax {0, min <17 RBe(l +5T]3[(>‘3 — AG))}
3
uj = max {O, min <1, (A = Ao) : Tr(As — /\6))}
4
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6 Sensitivity Analysis of Model Parameters

The sensitivity analysis of the parameters is carried out in this section , which helps to show
parameters that have effect on the basic reproduction number. Uncertainties which may result
from parameter estimates used in the numerical simulations, a Latin Hyper-cube Sampling
(LHS) [30] is applied on the parameters of the model. The Partial Rank Correlation Coefficient
(PRCC) between values of the parameters in the response function and the values of the
response function was derived from this analysis.

It is observed from the table below that u, 8 and o varies directly with the reproduction
with a significant impact in determining the threshold of the value of the reproduction number,
hence an increase in any of these parameters will result to significant increase in the value of
the reproduction number. 7 varies inversely with the reproduction number, this implies that an
increase in ) will result to a decrease in the value of Ry. This result is reasonable since 7 is the
rate at which the infected becomes treated, hence if increased reduces secondary infection which
defines the reproduction number. This same arguement can be extented to ¢ as it describes
the movement from exposed to infectious class and hence an increase will also increase the
reproduction number.

The effect of the parameters on the other response functions with strong effect on them is
depicted in the table in bold font, where when positive varies directly with it and indirectly

otherwise.
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Table 2: PRCC values for the model parameters using the the associated reproduction number
Ro, E, I, and T as response functions. Paramters which has significant effect on the dynamics
of the model with respect to each of the response functions are shown in bold .

Parameters E I T Ro

1 -0.4257 -1.4605 -0.4359 1

15} 0.1852 0.0630 0.0917 0.8438
© 0.7024 0.7046 -0.1639 0.1451
T 0.0106 0.0988 0.0253 0.0002102
¢ 0.0385 0.0305 0.0228 0.2378

€ 0.0563 -0.0270  -0.0773  0.0023
v -0.0262 -0.3384 -0.3782  -0.3146
w -0.1119  -0.0059  0.0104 -0.2352
T 0.0551 0.0627 -0.0798  -0.1633
01 -0.1447  -0.2811  -0.3107 -0.3728
02 -0.0215  0.0195 -0.0228  -0.1926
o -0.1325  0.1778 0.4119 0.8627
i 0.5393 0.3614 0.8367 -0.4903
p 0.3637 0.5782 0.8492 -0.0230
10} 0.0652 -0.0657  0.0344 -0.3054

7 Numerical Simulations

The optimal control problem is simulated using MATIAB with the following parameter values
by = 25,by = 25,w; = 200,wy = 250, w3 = 350,ws = 150. It is carried out with the initial
conditions S(0) = 5000, V' (0) = 300, £(0) = 200, 1(0) = 200,7(0) = 600, R(0) = 400. The
time interval of the simulation is given as [0,5]. The following strategies are combined to

investigate the combination pairs for effective control;

(i) Strategy A: u; and uz = Vaccination and control against re-infection

(ii) Strategy B: u; and u4 = Vaccination and treatment effort

(iii) Strategy C: uy and uz = Prevention effort and control against re-infection

(iv) Strategy D: us and us = Prevention effort and treatment effort
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Table 3: Parameter values

S/N Parameter Symbol values Reference
1. Natural death rate I 0.01245  estimated.
2. Recruitment rate A 7233.62  estimated
3. waning rate of vaccine w 0.5 [6]

4. Contact rate 6] 3.0 assumed
5. The rate at which the exposed is infected o 0.895 assumed
6. Rate of recovery of infectious n 0.9 assumed
7. Death rate due to disease o 0.01 [6]

8. Effectiveness of vaccine T 0.9 assumed
9. Fraction of recruited individuals 0 2.0 [6]

10. Fraction of treated p 0.7 assumed
10.  Re-infection rate € 0.35 [6]

11. Modification parameter 13 0.9 assumed
15.  Total Population N(t) 1000000  estimated

6000 T T

w1, #0,u,=0,u,#0,u,=0

_”1'u2'“3'”4=0

5000 [—

IS
S
1S]
S
T

Population of
infectious humans
I I

1000 [~

0 0.5 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 4.5 5

Time

Figure 3: Combined effects of optimal controls u; and w3 on the dynamics of the co-infection
optimal control model

7.0.1 A: combination of optimal controls u;(t) and us(t)

This strategy considers the vaccination of a fraction of the population and control effort against
re-infection and its effect to the population of the infectious and treated class respectively. From
figure(2 and 3); it shows that the combination have a positive effect on the population of the
afore mentioned classes, which shows a decrease in their population after applying the above

stratagies.

27


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.09.20191072
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.09.20191072; this version posted September 10, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

5500 T T

—U,.U,U,=0
5000 - 1Y Haty

| +0,u,=0,u,#0,u,=0

4500 —

4000 —

2
——
© ®©
c g ®0or
o =
ES §30007
S5 o0
Q. +=2 2500 -
o ®
o P
+ 2000

1500 [—

1000 [~

500 : ‘
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5

Time

Figure 4: Combined effects of optimal controls u; and us on the dynamics infected class
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Figure 5: Combined effects of optimal controls u; and ug on the dynamics of the optimal
control model
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Figure 6: Combined effects of optimal controls u; and w4 on the dynamics infected class
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Figure 7: Combined effects of optimal controls u; and w4 on the dynamics treated class
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Figure 8: Combined effects of optimal controls u; and uy on the dynamics of the optimal
control model
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7.0.2 B: combination of optimal controls u;(t) and uy(¢)

The vaccination and treatment effort are combined to investigate the effect of the combination
on both the population of the infectious and the treated population. It is observed that from
figure(5 and 6) that this strategy helps in reducing the population of the infectious classes,
hence showing that the combination has a positive impact on the population and in the control

of the infection.
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Figure 9: Combined effects of optimal controls us and us on the dynamics of the infected class
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Figure 10: Combined effects of optimal controls u; and uz on the dynamics of the treated class
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Figure 11: Combined effects of optimal controls us; and w3 on the dynamics of the infected class

7.0.3 C: combination of optimal controls uy(t) and us(t)

The prevention effort (ug) with the use of condom and control against re-infection (us) is
investigated to see their impact on the population. It shows that when these two strategies
are combined, the resultant effect on the population is that which reduces the burden of the

infection in the populatio. This can be seen from figure(8 and 9).
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Figure 12: Combined effects of optimal controls us; and w4 on the dynamics of the infected class
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Figure 13: Combined effects of optimal controls u, and u4 on the dynamics of the treated class
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Figure 14: Combined effects of optimal controls us and uy on the dynamics of the optimal
control model
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Table 4: Increasing order of the total infection averted due to the control strategies

Strategy Total infection averted Total cost ACER ICER

A: strategy ujuz 5,202 511 0.0982314494  0.0982314494
C: strategy usus 8,725 552 0.3544246280 0.0116378087
B: strategy ujuy 8,803 312 0.0632664757 0.0632664757
D: strategy usuy 9,936 352 0.0354267311 0.0354267312

7.0.4 D: combination of optimal controls us(t) and u4(t)

When the preventive effort (us) and treatment effort (u4) are combined the plot shows that
there will be a reduction of the impact of the infection in the general populace as can be seen
from figure(11-12). This strategy highlights the importance of proper treament of patients and
prevention effort (proper use of condom) in reducing the burden of the disease in the total
population. This, as can be seen in later calculations is the most cost effective strategy and at

the same shows a larger disease avertion rate when compared to other strategies.

7.0.5 Cost-Effectiveness Analysis

From the simulations carried out on the optimal control strategies, we then determine the most
cost-effective intervention strategies. We use the methods of ACER (age-cost effectivness ratio)

and ICER (increamental cost-effectiveness ratio),where

ACER — Total cost produced by intervention

32
Total number of infection averted (32)

Which focuses on the single intervention strategy and weighing the intervention against its

baseline option. Where

Change in intervention costs

ICER =

(33)

Change in total number of infection averted

which gives the comparison of differences of two alternative strategies to the change in total

number of infection averted by the two strategies.
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Strategy D: 30%

Strategy A: 16%

Strategy C: 27%
Strategy B: 27%

Figure 15: Percentage of total infection averted by differrent strategies

From the table which is in descending order of total infection averted, we calculate the

ICER of strategy A and strategy C and the ICER of strategy B and strategy D respectively;

511
ICER of A = —— = 0.09823144944
CER o 7902 0.098231449
552 — 511
ICER of C = —————— =0.011632
CER of C S795 — 5202 0.01163278088
ICER of B 312 0.0632664757
of B=——=0.
8803
352 — 312
ICERof D= ———— =0. 4501
CER o 9936 — 8803 0.03530450

Since C and D has the least cost-effectiveness in comparison to A and B respectively, hence

we then compare the ICER of C and D

952
ICER of C = —— = 0.0632664
CER of C S5 0.0632664757
352 — 552
ICER of D = ——————— = —0.165152
CER o 9936 — 3725 0.165152766

This shows that strategy D (prevention and treatment effort) is the most cost-effective strategy,
which also can be seen from the calculation of the AVER. From figure 16, it shows that the

universal strategy is the less cost effective strategy

34


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.09.20191072
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.09.20191072; this version posted September 10, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

Table 5: Increasing order of the total infection averted due to the control strategies

Strategy Total infection averted Total cost ACER ICER

C: strategy usus 8,725 552 0.0632664757 0.0632664757

D: strategy usuys 9,936 352 0.0354267311 -0.165152766
% 400 [~ =

o

0.5 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5

Time

Figure 16: Cost function of the intervention strategies

8 Conclusion

In this work we have considered a vaccination model of Chlamydia. The local and global
stability of the equlibrium points where established, where it was observed that the model
is locally asymptotically stable if the reproduction number is less than unity, and globally
stable if a certain threshold value is greater than unity or the re-nfection rate is zero. We also
established the necessary conditions for the existence of optimal control and the optimality
system for the model was established using the Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle. Sensitivity
analysis was also carried out to determine parameters with the most effect in the model, when
the associated reproduction numbers, exposed infected, and treated populations were used as
response functions . The optimal control of the model shows the effect of different strategies in
the transmission dynamicsof the disease and the cost effectiveness of each control pair where
the importance of treatment and prevention effort of an infectious disease in preventing

transmission within the population.The reproduction number which helps in determining the
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rate of spread of the disease, was calculated using the method proposed by van den Driessche
and Watmough. The effect of the re-infection rate on the global stability suggests the exhibition
of the phenomenon of backward bifurcation of the model. The backward bifurcation of the
system was later studied, and it shows that backward bifurcation will occur if the value of the

bifurcation parameter ’a’ is positive.
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