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DYNAMICS OF A DISCRETE ECO-EPIDEMIOLOGICAL MODEL
WITH DISEASE IN THE PREY

LOPO F. DE JESUS, CESAR M. SILVA, AND HELDER VILARINHO

ABSTRACT. Using Mickens nonstandard method, we obtain a discrete family
of nonautonomous eco-epidemiological models that include general functions
corresponding to the predation of the infected and uninfected preys. We obtain
results on the persistence and extinction of the infected preys assuming that
the bi-dimensional predator-prey subsystem that describes the dynamics in
the absence of the infection satisfies some assumptions. Some examples and
simulations are undertaken to illustrate our results.

1. INTRODUCTION

In many situations eco-epidemiological models describe more accurately some
ecological system than classical Lotka-Volterra models where the disease is not
taken into account. It is known that the inclusion of infected classes in predator-
prey models substantially change the dynamics of the original model. In particular,
the inclusion of infected classes in the model can have a considerable impact on the
population size of the predator-prey community [6l 8].

Lately, several works related to eco-epidemiological models have appeared in the
literature. In [2], the authors study the extinction and persistence of the disease
in some eco-epidemiological systems; in [I] the global stability of a delayed eco-
epidemiological model with Holling type III functional response is addressed, and
in [I4] the authors study an eco-epidemiological model with harvesting.

We note that the parameters in the eco-epidemiological models referred above
are constant. On the other hand, to make models more consistent with reality it
is seldom important to consider parameters that vary in time. Recently, several
eco-epidemiological models with time varying parameters, particularly models with
periodic coefficients have been studied [3, 4, 8, @, 20, T0]. In the more general
situation of nonautonomous models that are not necessarily periodic, threshold
conditions for the extinction and persistence of the infected preys are obtained
in [20] for a family of non-autonomous eco-epidemiological models with disease
in the prey and no predation on uninfected preys. The results in that paper are
generalised in [IT] for a class of non-autonomous eco-epidemiological models that
include general functions corresponding to the predation on uninfected prey and
also to the vital dynamics of uninfected prey and predator populations. Note
that already in [2I] a family of models that include predation on uninfected preys
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where considered, assuming that predation on uninfected prey is given by a bilinear
functional response and also some particular form for the vital dynamics associated
with uninfected preys and predators.

The approach in [I1] is very different from the one in [20] and [2I]: in [I1]
the uninfected subsystem corresponding to the dynamics of preys and predators
in the absence of disease is not assumed to follow some special law but instead
the hypothesis are on the stability of the referred uninfected subsystem. This
approach allows the application of the results in [I1] to eco-epidemiological models
constructed from previously studied predator-prey model that satisfies the stability
assumptions made.

In all the previous situations the models involved are continuous. In contrast, in
this paper we consider a discrete version of the model in [11] obtained by applying
Mickens discretization method. For the obtained model we derive a discrete version
of the main result in that paper regarding the threshold dynamics of the model.
We note that in [7] a discrete eco-epidemiological model was already studied. In
contrast with our nonautonomous model, in that paper the model considered is
autonomous and assumes no predation on uninfected preys. Additionally, in that
paper the discretization method is very different from ours, resulting in a very
different form for the equations obtained.

The structure of the present work is the following: in section 2] we derive our
model from the corresponding continuous model using Mickens nonstandard dis-
cretization scheme, establish our setting and some preliminary results; in section
we obtain our main result on extinction and persistence of the infective prey; finally,
in section 4l we consider some particular models that illustrate our results.

2. A GENERAL ECO-EPIDEMIOLOGICAL MODEL WITH DISEASE IN THE PREY

We consider the following non-autonomous eco-epidemiological model:

S' = A(t) — u(t)S — a(t) f(S, I, P)P — B(t)SI
I' = B(t)ST = n(t)g(S, I, P)I — c(t)] LW
P’ = (r(t) — b(t)P)P + v (t)a(t) f(S, I, P)P + 0(t)n(t)g(S, I, P)I

where S, I and P correspond, respectively, to the susceptible prey, infected prey
and predator, A(t) is the birth rate, u(t) is the death rate of susceptible preys,
B(t) is the incidence rate of the disease, n(t) is the predation rate of infected prey,
c(t) is the death rate in the infective class, v(¢) is the rate converting susceptible
prey into predator (biomass transfer), 0(t) is the rate of converting infected prey
into predator, r(t) — b(t)P represent the vital dynamics of the predator popula-
tions, a(t)f(S, I, P) is the predation of susceptible prey and 7(t)g(S, I, P) is the
predation of infected prey. It is assumed that only susceptible preys S are capable
of reproducing, i.e, the infected prey is removed by death (including natural and
disease-related death) or by predation before having the possibility of reproducing.

The aim of this work is to discuss the uniform strong persistence and extinc-
tion of the infectives I of the discrete counterpart of the system (). A possible
discretization of the above model, with stepsize h, derived by applying Mickens’



nonstandard finite difference method [13], leads to the following set of equations:

S(nh+ h) — S(nh) = hA(nh) — hu(nh)S(nh + h)
—ha(nh) f(S(nh+ h),I(nh), P(nh))P(nh)
—hB(nh)S(nh + h)I(nh)
I(nh+ h) — I(nh) = h(nh)S(nh + h)I(nh)
—hn(nh)g(S(nh), I(nh), P(nh))I(nh + h)
—he(nh)I(nh + h)
P(nh+ h) — P(nh) = (r(nh) — b(nh)P(nh + h))P(nh) + hy(nh)a(nh)x
% £(S(nh+ h), 1(nh), P(nh))P(nh)
hO(nh)n(nh)g(S(nh), I(nh), P(nh))I(nh + h)

Using the notation &, = h&(nh) for g = A, p,a, 3,n,¢,r,b and also ¢, = ((nh) for
¢ = 7,0, we obtain the following system of difference equations:

Sn+1 - Sn = An — HUn n+1 anf( n+1; In7 Pn)Pn - ﬁnSn—i-lIn

In—i—l -1, = ann-l-lln - 77n9(5n, I, Pn)In-‘rl - CnIn-l-l

PnJrl - Pn - (Tn - ann+1)Pn + FYnanf(anLl; In; Pn>Pn + onnng(sn; In; Pn)InJrl
(2)

We will assume that

H1) (An), (an), (Bn)s (M), (en), (rn), (bn), (7n) and (6,) are bounded and non-
negative sequences and 0 < p, < ¢p;

H2) (A,), (rn) and (b,) are bounded away from zero;

H3) f,9 : (Ry)®> — R are C' nonnegative; for fixed z,2 > 0, y — f(z,y,2)
and y — g¢g(x,y,z) are nonincreasing; for fixed y,z > 0, x — f(z,y,2) is
nondecreasing and z — ¢(z,y, 2z) is nonincreasing; for fixed z,y > 0, z —
g(z,y, z) is nonincreasing and z — g(z,y, z) is nondecreasing;

H4) there is w € IN such that

It follows from HA) that there are constants K > 0 and 6 €]0, 1] such that

1
klz_!nl—i_”k

< Ko™, 3)

for any m,n € Ny with n > m.

H5) Given p € IN there is a unique solution ((Sy,In, Pn))n>p of system (2) with
initial condition (Sp, Iy, Py) € (R{)>.

H6) Any solution of system (2]) with nonnegative (resp. positive) initial condition,
(Sq, 14, Py) is nonnegative (resp. positive) for all n > q.
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Note that when f(Sni1,In, Pn) = Sny1 and g(Sp, I, P,) = P, in @), the
equation can be rewritten in explicit form:

O,
Sn—i—l = \I/_
Iy = an ) (4)
T U, &, (1+ b Py) "

where ¥,, = 14+ pup+Bnln+an P, ®, =1+n,P,+c, and ©,, = A, +S,. From {),
we conclude that when f(Sp11,In, Pn) = Sny1 system (2]) is well defined and H)
holds. Let us introduce the notation f* = inf f,, and f* = sup f,.
To proceed, we need to consider two auxiliary equations. The first one corre-
sponds to the dynamics of preys in the absence of infected preys and predators:
Sn+1 — Sn = An — UnSn41-
Rearranging terms, the equation above becomes:
A, Sn
T4 pin 1+ py

We have the following lemma that was essentially proved in [12]:

Spn+1 =

Lemma 1. We have the following:

i) The solution of equation () with s, = 0 is the identically null sequence;
i) All solutions (sn) of equation () with initial condition so > 0 are positive for
all n € IN;
iii) Given a solution (sy) of equation (B)) with initial condition so € [A*/u™, A" /]
we have
A* A
E < Sp < ﬁ
for alln € IN;
i) Each fized solution (s,) of (@) with initial condition sy > 0 is bounded and
globally uniformly attractive on [0, +00);
v) There is a constant D > 0 such that if (sp) is a solution of (Bl) and (8,) is a
solution of the system

Ap+5p+ 0n

Spn+1 =

with Sg = sg then

sup |8, — sn| < D sup|enl-
n2=0 n>0

vi) There is a constant E > 0 such that if (sp) is a solution of @) and (8,) is a
solution of the system
A, + s,
1+ pp + Pn
with §g = sg then there is N1 sufficiently large such that

Sn4+1 =

(7)

sup |8, — sn| < E sup [ty
n>Np n=Ny
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Proof. Propertiesl) to®) follow from Lemma 1 in [12]. To prove ), let (s,,) be a
solution of (Bl and (5,) be a solution of (@) with 59 = so. By (&) and (), we have
(§n+1 - Sﬂ+1)(1 + Mn) =5, — Sp — gn§n+1

Therefore, letting w,, = |8, — s,|, we have

wn+1(1 + /Ln) Wp, + |gn|5n+1
and thus
Wnp, |¢n|§n+l
14 pn 1+ pin
Fix € > 0. By [i) and []) we get, for n sufficiently large, say n > Ny,

o ey b 0
SR TNUPRE TP Y

Wn+1 <

and thus, for n > Ny,

S -
e o (1 )
A E n—1
< |———+¢ sup Un| K gn—m
Lt + 9t lad mzo
o
< + € su -
g T T el
Defining E = K6 [A"/(u" + ¢*) + €] /( —0), we get
sup |8, — sn| = sup w, < w, < E sup |y,
n>Np n>Nq n=Ny
and the result follows. O

We also need to consider the equation:

Yn+1 — Yn = (Tn - bnyn-l-l)yn-

Rearranging terms, we get:

_ TnYn T Un
Yn+1 = m
The following lemma holds.

Lemma 2. We have the following:

i) The solution of equation ) with y, = 0 is the identically null sequence;
it) All solutions (yn) of equation () with initial condition yo > 0 are positive for
all n € IN;
i) Given a solution (y,) of equation [8) with initial condition yo € [r*/b%, % /b]
we have

for all n € IN;

i) Each fized solution (yn) of @) with initial condition yo > 0 is bounded and
globally uniformly attractive on |0, +00);
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v) There is a constant E > 0 such that, if (yn) is a solution of @) and (gn) is a
solution of the system

TnYn + Yn

L =0,1,... 9
L+ (bn + gn)yn " ©)

Yn+1 =

with Yo = yo then there is N1 sufficiently large such that

Sup |Gn — yn| < E sup |gn|.

n=Ny n=Ny

vi) There is a constant G > 0 such that, if (yn) is a solution of [®) and (§n) is a
solution of the system

(rn + hn)yn + Yn
1+ buyn

Yni1 = . n=0,1,... (10)

with §o = yo then there is No sufficiently large such that

Sup [fn — yn| <G sup |hy|.

n>No n=Na

Proof. With the change of variable w,, = 1/y,, equation (&) becomes

bn 4 _Wn
Wpt1 = —— ,
i ™m+1 r+1
equation (@) becomes
nh rn +1 '
and equation (I0) becomes
w  wp by
e R,
Using Lemma [, we obtain [ to [dl). Property ) is immediate. O

We must assume the following:

H7) Each solution of (2) with positive initial condition is bounded and there is a
bounded region R that contains the w-limit of all solutions of (2)) with positive
initial conditions.

Notice in particular that condition HT)) implies that there is L > 0 such that, for

each solution (S, I, P,) we have

limsup (S, + I, + P,) < L. (11)
t——+oo
The next lemma shows that, when ¢(S, I, P) = go(S, I)P, there is an invariant
region that attracts all orbits of system (2]).

Lemma 3. Assume that g(S,I,P) = go(S,I)P. Then, there is L > 0 such that,
for any solution (Sp, I, P,) of @), with nonnegative initial conditions, there is
T € N such that

Sn+In+P, <L for n=>T.
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Proof. Let (Sy, I, P,) be a solution of (Z) with nonnegative initial conditions S, =
Sq, Ig = iq and Py = pg. Adding the first two equations in ([2)) and writing N,, =
Sn + I, we get
Nn+1 — N, =A, — MnSn-l-l - CnIn-l-l - anf(sn-i-lu I, Pn)Pn
- anO(SnH, In)PnInJrl
< An - MnNn-i-la
since p, = min{u,,c,}. Thus
A, n Ny,
S

By ) and ) in Lemma [0 we conclude that, for any given ¢ > 0, we have
Sp+1, =N, <s, < A“/ué +¢, where s, is a solution of (Bl with initial condition
54 = Ng, for n sufficiently large, say n > IV;.

By the third equation in (2] we obtain

P, +rPn+ ’Ynanf(sn-i-lu I, Pn)Pn + enanO(Sn—i-lu In)PnIn-‘rl

Npy1 <

P, =
+ 1+0b,P,
< [Tﬂ + 7nanf(Au/ul +¢, Oa O) + 9n77n90(07 Au/:ul + E)(Au/'uf + E)] Pn + Pn
= 1+0b6,P,

for n > N;. Byl[l) and [v]) in Lemma [ we conclude that, for any given § > 0,
there is No > N; such that, for all n > No

P < SWPnsg {Tn + manf (A"/p" +2,0,0) + Oumngo(0, A"/ + e)(A"/p" +€)}

o 4 ytat f(AY b +€,0,0) + 0%ntge(0, A%/t + ) (A% /ut +€) L
~ be .
Thus

AY 4 ytat f(AY b 4 €,0,0) + 0%ngo(0, A%/t 4 ) (A% /ut +€)
SutIntPu < Jptet v

+4,
and the result follows. O

To formulate our next assumption we need to consider the system

{InJrl — Tn = An — UnTn+1 — anf(anrl; 07 Zn)zn (12)

Zn+1 — Zn = (Tn - bnzn—i-l)zn + ’Ynanf(xn—i-la 07 Zn)zn
which corresponds to the dynamics of the susceptible preys and the predators in

the absence of infected preys. We also need to consider the two families of auxiliary
systems:

{$n+1 — = Ay — HnTn41 — anf(InJrlv 0, Zn)zn — ETp (13)

Zn4+1 — Rn = (Tn - bnszrl)Zn + 'Ynanf(anrla g, Zn)zn

and

T+l — Tpn = Ay, — HnTn41 — anf(xn—i-la g, Zn)zn
Zn4+1 — Zn = (Tn - bnzn-i-l)zn + 'Ynanf(xn—i-lu 07 Zn)zn + 9n77n9($n+17 07 Zn)E
(14)
We make the following assumptions concerning systems (I3]) and (I4)).
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H8) There is a family of nonnegative solutions (7 . ,,, 27 . ,,) of system ([I3]), one for
each € > 0 sufficiently small, such that each solution in the family is globally
asymptotically stable in a set containing {(z,y) € (Rg)? : 2,z > 0} and the
function e — (27 ,, 21 . ,,) s continuous.

H9) There is a family of nonegative solutions (3 . ,,, 25 . ,,) of system (4], one for
each € > 0 sufficiently small, such that each solution in the family is globally
asymptotically stable in a set containing {(z,y) € (Rd)? : 2,z > 0} and the
function € — (23 ,,,25 . ,,) is continuous.

We denote the element of the family of solutions in H8) (or H9)) with ¢ = 0, by

*

(xk,z%). For each solution (), ) of (I3]) with e = 0 and initial conditions (xg, yo)

n»~n n»~n

with xg > 0 and zy > 0, and each A\ € IN, define the number

1+ Bray
n— +oo e 1+ cr + ﬁkg(l“;;, 07 Z;)

(15)

and for each solution (s}) of (@) with s > 0, each solution (y) of () with yo >0
and each A € N, define the number

n+A

14 BrsSjia
R*(A) = limsup * " 16
( ) n— +oo kl_[nl—FCk—Fﬁkg(Sk,Ovyk) ( )

These numbers will be useful in obtaining conditions for permanence and extinc-
tion and, in some sense, play the role of upper and lower bounds for the basic
reproductive number in this general context. In the following lemma we prove that
the numbers above are independent of the particular positive solutions of (@), (&)
and (I3) considered.

Lemma 4. The numbers RY(\) and R*(\) are independent of the particular so-
lutions (s%) of @) with so > 0, (v3) of @) with yo > 0 and (x},z}) of ([2) with
xo > 0 and zy > 0.
Proof. Write R*()\, z, 2) for the number in ([5) corresponding to the solution (z,2) =
(xk, 25 nen of (I2) with zp > 0 and z¢ > 0.

Let (27,27) = (2 ., 21 n)nen and (23, 25) = (25 ,, 25 ,)Jnen be distinct solutions
of (M) with 19 > 0,210 > 0,220 > 0 and 22,0 > 0.

Let ¢ > 0 be sufficiently small. By assumptions H8) (or H9)), for k¥ > N (where
N € NN) sufficiently large, we have

T —0< a5, STy +6 and 27, —0 < 25, < 20+ 0
Additionally, by HB3]), there is ¢ > 0 such that, for sufficiently large k,

9(21 1> 0,21 &) — 9(21 1, 0,25 — )| < cfz] p — 25 + 6] < 2¢0
and

|9(23 1, 0,27 ) — (27 1, 0, 217 )| <el2] p — 23| < 0.



Thus, forn > N

ﬁ 1+ B3 jiq
ken, 1+cr+ nkg(x;ka 0, Z;k)
n+A

. H 1+ﬁkx’{7k+1 + 08k
= Pt 1+cr+ 771@9(9037167 0, ka —0)

_ "lif L+ B jyq + 0B L+ cp +mrg(@] 1, 0,27 )
=n

+ ek + g (2] 40 0,27 1) 1+ e +meg(@ 4, 0, 21, — 9)

n+A *
=11 < LA D + oP ) X (17)

pon AL ek T g @l 0,210 L e+ meg (2 1,0, 21 )

x |1+ 3con
1+ cr +mrg(ah 4, 0,25 ), — 0)

<+ ] < Ok e ) + A
k=n

L+ ek +mrg(a] 4. 0,27,

n+A * A+1
1+ Brx A1\ . o
<(1+ (53))‘ H g B 1;’”'10 . ( + >5JC)\+1—]AJ
ke—n Ck +77kg(x17k7 521)]@) =1 J
where
h 2en*

A= L+t +nf(g(x] 1,0, 27 )" B= L+t 4+ nf(g(x] 1,0, 25, — 0))*
and
_ 1+ B*(af)"
L+t +nf(g(a] 1, 0,21 )0
By (@), we conclude that

A1
RN 25, 25) < (1 +6B) [ REON, 27, 27) + Z <A + 1) SICAMI=I A
j=1
By the arbitrariness of § > 0, we conclude that RY(\, x5, z3) < R*(\, #7%, 27) and,
interchanging the roles of (z7, 27) and (z3, 23) it is immediate that R*(\, 23, 23) >
RN, o3, 27). Thus RE(N, o5, 25) = RE(N, %, 2).
Now write R*(\,s,y) for the number in (I6) corresponding to the solutions
s =(sf) of @) with so >0 and y = (y) of @) with yo > 0.
Let again § > 0 be sufficiently small. Additionally, let s7 = (s7,,) and s3 = (s3,,)
be distinct solutions of (@) and yi = (y7,,) and y5 = (y3,,) be distinct solutions
of ®. By ) in Lemma [l and [¥)) in Lemma & we have

S1p— 085, <83 +0 and Y —0< Yy, <Y +0
for k£ > N sufficiently large. There is ¢ > 0 such that
190571 0,97 1) — 9(51 1> 0,925 — O)| < elyi . — W5 + 6] < 20
and
190525, 0,91 &) — 9(81 1, 0,1 1)| < lsy g — sT 4] < 0.
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Therefore
n+A
k=n
n+A

1+ ﬁk5§7k+1
1+ Cr + nkg(sz_]w 07 y;k)

_ H 1+ Brsy jq1 + 05k
St T er +rg(ss 0,97 ), — 0)

P 1 Bst s T 0Bk L+ e+ meg (s ks 0, 97 1)
<]I : ’ ’
k=n

1+ Ck + nkg(sj{_’ka 07 yick) 1+ ¢k + 771@9(33,;67 07 yik - 6)

n+A *
< ﬁ 1+ Brst g1 n 0Bk « (18)
St \ Tt er +g(s 0007 ) 1o+ mg(sT . 0,07 )

3co
X 1+ - *nk *
1+ cr + nkg(SQJw 07 y17k - 6)

n+A *
1+ Brs
g (1 +5B))‘ ﬂk 1;k+1 . +6A
kI:In L+ e+ neg(s] 1 0,97 1)

n+ * A+1
1+ Brs A+1Y\ o
< (1 —|—(5B))‘ H = B 1;k+10 _ ( + )5JC)\+1—JAJ
k—n Ck + nkg(SLka 7y17k) j=1 J
for n > N, where
A 2cent

A

L+t +n8(g(s] 1, 0,97 1)) B=iras n°(9(s5 1, 0,47 ), — )"
and
_ 1+ B(s1)"
1+t + né(Q(S’{,k7 0, yfk))g '
By (I¥), we conclude that

REN, s3,55) < (L+ 0B [ RYA sT,0) + )

Jj=1

A+1
()‘ + 1> SN A

By the arbitrariness of € > 0, we conclude that R(), s3,y3) < RY(\, s7,y7) and,
interchanging the roles of (s}, y}) and (s%,y3) it is immediate that R¢(\, s5,y5) >
RE(A, 53, 57). Thus REQ, s5,43) = REQ, o1, 7).

The result is proved. (I

3. EXTINCTION AND STRONG PERSISTENCE

In this section we establish our main results on extinction and persistence. To

obtain our result on extinction we must make some additional assumptions on the
function g. In spite of this, it is easy to see that the usual growth rates still fulfill
these assumptions.
Theorem 1. Assume that g(S+ I1,0,P) < g(S,I,P). If there is A\ € IN such that
R™“(N) < 1 then the infectives (I,) go to extinction in system (). Furthermore, if
a=0 and g(S,I,P)=go(S,I)P, any disease-free solution (s%,0,y%) of @), where
(sr) is a solution of @) and (y)) is a solution of (), is globally asymptotically
attractive.
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Proof. Since R*(\) < 1, given d; > 0 sufficiently small, there are 6y > 0 and N € IN

such that

A 1+ Br(siy +0)

H 1+Ck +77/€g(81t +5707yz _6))

k=n
for n > N and all positive § < &g. Let N,, = S,, + I,,. Since u, < ¢, by the first
two equations in (2]), we conclude that

<1-6y, (19)

A, n N,
T+ pn 14 py
and thus S,, I, < N, < s,, where (s,) is any solution of (&) with so = Sy. By [v])
in Lemma [Tl we have |s,, — s%| < &g for sufficiently large n, say n > Ny > N. Thus

Snulngsn'i_ln:NngsngS:;'i‘éOa

Nn-i-l - Nn < An - NnNn-i-l < Nn+1 <

for n > Nj.
By the third equation in (@), we conclude that
14 b,P,
and thus P, > y,, where (y,) is any solution of (@) with yo = Py. By [¥) in
Lemma 2] we have |y, — y| < 0o for sufficiently large n, say n > No > N;i. Thus

Pn+1_Pn>(Tn_ann+1)Pn = Pn+1>

Pn>yn>y:;_50;
for n > Ny. Using our hypothesis, by the second equation in ([2) and (19),
ann-i-lln + In
14 099(Sn, In, Pn) + cn
ﬂnSnJrlIn + In

L+ 109(Sn + 15,0, P) + ¢y,

< Bn(s51 +00) +1

T 1+ o+ g (85 + 80, 0,y5 — o)

(1 —=061) In—x—1

<
<< (=o)L o
<d ((1 _ 51)1/(>\+1))n,

for n > Ny, where d = ‘I%ax)\lj. We conclude that I,, —+ 0 as n — +oo and we
7=0,...,
have extinction of the infectives.

Assume now that a = 0 and ¢(S,I,P) = go(S,I)P, let ((Sn,In, Pn)) be any
solution of (2) and consider the sequence ((s%,0,y})), where (s%) is a solution
of @) and (y}) is a solution of (8).

Since I,, — 0 as n — o0, given & > 0 there is T' € IN such that I,, < ¢ for
n > T. Letting U,, = S,, — s, we have, by the first equation in (2,

Un+1 -U,= _ﬂnUn—i-l - ann-l-llna
for n > T. Thus, by [¥]) in Lemma [Il and by Lemma [B] we have
—BYLé < (1+ pin)Upy1 — Up <0

In+1 —

In

for n sufficiently large.
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We get, for § > 0 sufficiently small

B*Lo 1

i Ltpn 1+ pn
B*Lo 1 < BYK6 1 U )
1+un Thpin \ 14 ot g 0

oS ()

m=0 k=m

n—1
) Up— 0B LY Ko™

m=0

(il
(s

BULK®
< 1+um>UO = °

ﬁ”LKﬁ
1-6 0.
Similarly,
n—1
1 1
U1 < —U, < Up.
gt (I )
Since

n—1

1
H —0 as n— +oo,
m:01+ﬂm

given & > 0, we have |Up41| < Md, where M = B“LK6/(1 — 0), for sufficiently
large n. We conclude that |U,,| — 0 as n — +o00 and thus

Sp = 85 as n — 4oo. (20)
By the third equation in (2)), we have, for sufficiently large n,

Pn+1 - P, = (Tn - ann-l-l)Pn + 9n77n90(5n7 In)PnIn-i-l
< (Tn - ann-l-l)Pn + ennngO(Sn + In7 O)Pnln-l-l
< (rn — bnPps1) Py + 0nnngo(s) + 26,0)Pyd

and thus
(rn, = bnPry1)Pn < Poy1 — Po < (rn 4+ 00" go(s) 4+ 26,0)0 — by, Pry1) Py

We conclude that

TnPn + Py (rn 4+ 0"n"go(sk + 26,0)0) P, + P,
— 75 S Pop1 < -
14+ b,P, 1+ b Py
By m) in Lemma [2, we have |P, — y’| — 0 as n — 4o00. The result follows since
(Sn, In, P) — (s%,0,9%) as n = +o0. O

Theorem 2. If there is a constant A € N such that R*(\) > 1 then the infectives
(I,) are strong persistent in system (2)).
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Proof. Assume that there is a constant A > 0 such that R¢(\) > 1. Then, there is
a function 1) such that, for all § > 0 sufficiently small we have

”lif 1+ Br(zfyy — 0o)
1 + Ck + nkg(sz - 607 07 ZZ + 50)

k=n
with ¢(§) > 0 for all § > 0 and ¥(0) — 0 as 6 — 0. Let Ny € N and (Sy,, I, P,,) be
a solution of ([2) with I, > 0 for all n > N;. We will use a contradiction argument
to prove that there is £; > 0 such that

> 14+ 4(6), (21)

limsup I, > €. (22)

n—-+oo
We may assume that ; > 0 is sufficiently small so that H8) and H9) hold for ¢;.
Assuming that ([22)) does not hold, there is No > Nj such that I, < e for all
n > Ns. By the first and third equation in (2], we conclude that
Sn+1 - Sn g An - HnSn+1 - anf(Sn+1751; Pn)Pn
Pn+1 - Pn g (Tn - annJrl)Pn + FYnanf(SnJrla 0; Pn)Pn + ennng(sny 0; Pn)Pnel

for all n > N,. Considering system (I4) with € = €1, we have S,, < %2, and
P, < 22, .n for sufficiently large n. By H9) we also have, for sufficiently large n,

L2,e1,n < xz,sl,n +e1 and Z2,e1,n < Z;,sl,n +e1
and by the continuity properties in HR)) and HA), we have
T2e1n S z;,al,n+€1 < x;,n+xl(51) and Z2e1,n S Z;,€17n+51 < 25,51,n+X2(51)7
with x1(e1), x2(61) = 0 as €1 — 0. Thus, in particular, for sufficiently large n,
Sﬂ < x;,s,n < .’IJ;)" + Xl(gl) a'nd Pﬂ < Z;,s,n < Zék,slm, + X2(‘€1)7 (23)
Again by the first and third equation in (2), we conclude that
Sn+1 —Sn 2 A, — /LnSnJrl - anf(Sn+1a 0, Pn)Pn - ﬂnSnnLlEl
PnJrl - Pn 2 (Tn - annJrl)Pn + F)/nanf(SnJrl; €1, Pn>Pn

for all n > Ns.
Consider system ([3]) with € = ;. We have S, > x1¢,, and P, > 21, n for
sufficiently large n. By H8) we also have, for sufficiently large n,

T1egm = IT,al,n —e1 and  Zien > ZI,El,’ﬂ —€1.

and by the continuity properties in H8) and HA), we have
Tieyn 2 T) ¢ =1 2 2] ,—¢1(61)  and  zie,n =20, —C1 2 2], P2(61),
with ¢1(e1), p2(e1) — 0 as e; — 0. Thus, in particular, for sufficiently large n,

Sp 2 T1en 227, —@1(61) and Py > z1e0 2> 27, — p2(e1). (24)

From the second equation in @), 24)), [23)) and (2II), we conclude that
B BnSni1l, + I,
14 009(Sny In, Po) + cn
ﬁn(.’ﬂislm — 81) +1

14 Mg (*7 o, —€1,0,25 ., +e1) + e
> (1+ (1)) In—x—1
> >(1+ ¢(51))Ln/(k+1ﬂ Ly /(0 1) | (A1) s

In+1

In (25)
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for all n > N3 with N3 > Ny. Therefore, by 2I) and (25), we conclude that
I, — 4o0o0. A contradiction to Lemma 8] We have [22)) and the infectives in
system (2) are weak persistent.

Using again a contradiction argument, we will prove that we have strong persis-
tence of the infectives. We may assume, with no loss of generality, that there are
9,69 > 0 such that

ntA 1+ B2t — )

H 1+Ck +77kg($]t _507052;:;+50)

k=n
for all sufficiently large n € IN. For each zo = (So, Io, Po), denote by ((Sn.z» In,zes Pr,z0))
the solution of @) with (SO,Z()vIO,Zov PO,zo) = (So, I(), P())
Proceeding by contradiction, if the system is not strong persistent, then there is
a sequence of initial values 2o x = (S0, Lok, Po.k), k € IN, such that
€0
< ﬁ

> 1+, (26)

liminf I;, -, , (27)

n—-+oo

From (22) and (24)), for each k € IN there are sequences (S, k) and (¢, ) such that

0<sip <trp<sop <tor < <Smpk <lmp<--, (28)
Sm.k — +00 as m — 400, (29)
€0 €0
I'Sm,lmz(),k > Z’ Itm,kvz(),k < ﬁv (30)
and
€0 €0
e <lnpz, < e for all n € [Sm .k, tm,kx — 1] NIN. (31)

For any n € [$m i, tm.kx — 1] N IN sufficiently large, we have, using (1),
1 + ﬂnSnJrl,zoyk
1+ Cp + nng(Sn,zoyk 5 In,zo,k 5 Pn,zoyk
1
>
1 + c’ﬂ + nng(sn,zo,k ) 07 P’ﬂ,Z[),k)
1
2 [
1+a
where a = ¢ 4+ n"g(0,0, L + ¢) > 0. Therefore, by [B0l), we obtain

tom. k—Sm.k tm,k—Sm,k
o 1 ’ ’ 1 ’ TEp
ﬁ > Itm,k720,k > (1 ¥ CL) ISm,mZo,k > (1 ¥ CL) ?7

and therefore we get

In—i—l,zo,k = )I";ZO,k

Inyzo,k

In,zo,ka

tmk—smk>ﬂ—>+oo as k — +oo.
’ ’ In(1+ a)
We conclude that we can choose k1 € IN such that
tmk — Smk > 11+ A+ 1,

for all & > k;.

Now, for all k > k1 and n € [sp + 1, tm k] N IN, we have

Snt1,z00 = Snzon < An = UnSni1,z0 = @nf (Snt1,20.00 Przos) Prozor

Pn-i-l,zo,,c - Pn,zo,k < (Tn - ann-i-l,zo,k)Pn,zo,k )

+ Ynn f (Snt1,20, 1 Przo ) Przo s + 0010 9(Sn 2o 0 Inyzo s Pz i )€1
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Let (T, 2n) be a solution of (I2) with initial condition Z,,, 41 = Ss,, ,+1 and
Zsp 41 = Ps,, . +1. By H8), for sufficiently large k¥ € IN we have
Sn,z0, — Tl < 1S 20,k — Tn| + [0 — 23] <€0/2+€0/2=¢0
for all n € [Sm.k + 1, tm,x] NIN. In particular
Snz0.k = Ty, — €0, (32)

for all n € [spm ik + 1,tmk] N IN. In a similar way, using H9), we conclude that, for
sufficiently large k € IN we have

Pn,ZO,k: < y;; + €0, (33)

for all n € [Sp,k + 1, tm k] NIN.
Finally, we have

1 + ﬁnSnJrl,zoyk

Ini1 = 1,
nt 170,k 1 + c’n, + nng(s’n,Zo’k 9 I’n,,Z[),k 9 Pn;ZO,k) fE0k (34)
1+ ﬂn(xz - 50)
T 1+ e+ nglal — 0,0,y +20) T
for all n € [k +n1 + 1,tm ] "IN and k& > ng. By 27) and (B4) we get
t7n k

€0 ‘ 1+ Bn(zl —eo) €0
— > 1 > n I > —
g2 7 Ttmokomok Z Shmk = AZ0k n:tl,:[k—k L+ ¢+ mng(ay, —€0,0,y5 +e0) 770" 7 k2

a contradiction. Thus we conclude that the infectives are strong persistent and the
result follow. O

4. EXAMPLES

4.1. A model with no predation of uninfected preys. Letting a = 0 and
g(x,y,z) = z in (2), we obtain the model below that corresponds to the discrete
counterpart of the model in [20].

Sn+1 - Sn = An — HUn n+1 ﬁn n+II
In—i—l - In — ﬁnsn-i-lln - nnPnIn—i-l - CnIn—i-l . (35)
Pn+1 - P, = (Tn - ann-i-l)Pn + ennnPnIn-i-l

For model (B3) we assume conditions HIl), H2) and HH). Notice that HB]) is
trivial, HB)) and HE) follow from the discussion on () with a,, = 0, HT) follows
from Lemma[8 and HE) and HY)) follow from Lemma[ll and Lemma[2 respectively.

For each solution (s) of (@) with sg > 0, each solution (y;) of () with yo > 0
and each A € IN, in this context of no predation (of uninfected preys) we set

n+A *
1+ Bis
R4 p(N) = liminf ﬂ
n— 400 Pt 1+ck+ NkYy,

and

= limsu ﬁ 1+ﬂksk+l
b Pt 1+Ck+77kyk

n— +oo

The next theorems correspond to discrete counterparts of the results in [20].
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FIGURE 2. Strong persistence, when Gy = 0.29.

Theorem 3. If there is A € IN such that R¥ p(\) < 1 then the infectives (I,) go to
extinction in system [BO) and any disease-free solution ((s%,0,y:)) of BB, where
(s¥) is a solution of @) and (y£) is a solution of (), is globally asymptotically
attractive.

Theorem 4. If there is A\ € IN such that R p(A\) > 1 then the infectives (I,) are
strongly persistent in system (B5)).

To do some simulation, we consider the particular solutions s}, = A/p, vy =r/b
and the following particular set of parameters in system @5): A,, = 0.3, p,, = 0.1,
Brn = Bo(1 + 0.7cos(mn/5)), n, = 0.3(1 + 0.7cos(7n/5)), ¢, = 0.18, r, = 0.3,
b, = 0.2, 6, = 0.9. This example is based on a continuous-time example in [I0].

When gy = 0.17 we obtain RY (M) = 0.89 < 1 and we conclude that we have
the extinction (figure ). When By = 0.29 we obtain R4 p(A) &~ 1.24 > 1 and we
conclude that the infectives are strongly persistent (figure [2)).

In extinction and uniform strong persistence scenario we considered, respec-
tively, the following initial conditions: (Sy, lo, Po) = (0.8,0.6,0.1), (So, Io, Py) =
(1.7, 0.2, 03) and (So, Io, Po) = (2.3, 0.4, 07), (SQ, IQ, PO) = (1.5, 0.1, 0.2), (So, IQ, Po) =
(0.7,0.2,0.4) and (So, Iy, Py) = (0.3,0.15,0.9).

4.2. Periodic model. Consider the system (2] and assume that there is w € IN
such that An-i—w = Ana Mntw = MPn, ntw = Gn, ﬁn—i—w = ﬁny "m+w = Mns Cnt+w = Cn,
Trntw = Tny Ontw = Ony Yntw = Yn and 0,4, = Oy, for all n € IN. Conditions HI])
to HB]) and HA) to HE|) are assumed; condition HA) is trivial.

For each solution (s) of (@) with sg > 0, each solution (y) of [) with yo > 0
and for each solution ((x}, z)) of (I3) with € = 0 and initial conditions oy > 0 and

n~n

zg > 0, and each A € IN, we set
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FI1GURE 3. Extinction, when £y = 0.17.

d 1+ ﬂkft*
R%ER = ktl *
]jcl;[l 1 + Ck + nkg(xka 07 Z]g)
and
et 1+ ﬂks*
Ru — k+1 ,
ren kl;[l L+ e +mg(sy, 0,97)

Corollary 1. If R < 1 then the infective (I,) go to extinction in system (2))
and any disease-free solution ((s%,0,y%)) of @), where (s}) is a solution of the
periodic version of [Bl) and (y:) is a solution of the periodic version of (), is

globally asymptotically attractive.

Corollary 2. If RSpp > 1 then the infective (I,) is strongly persistent in sys-
tem (@), where (x¥) and (z}) are the components of the solution ((x%,2%)) in the

n n n~n

periodic version of ([I3). Moreover, there exist a periodic orbit of period w.

To do some simulation, we counsider f(z,y,2) = z, g(z,y,2) = z, the particular
solutions s} = A/, y; = r/b and

K, +VK2+20AK; K 1
(x;,z;)_< 1+ it 2,——1+—\/K12+2AK2+7"/Z7>,

K5 2a  2a

where K1 = p+ 4 and Ky = %; we also considered the following particu-
lar set of parameters, and the exception of § and 1 we assume that they are all
constants: A, = 0.3, p, = 0.1, a, = 04, B, = Bo(1 + 0.7cos(7n/5)), N, =
0.3(1+ 0.7 cos(mn/5)), ¢, = 0.18, r, = 0.3, b, = 0.2, 7, = 0.1 and § = 0.9.

When By = 0.17, we obtain R%z =~ 0.44 < 1 and we conclude that we have
the extinction (figure B)). When 8y = 2.2, we obtain R%5z(A\) ~ 3.013 > 1 and we
conclude that the infectives are uniformly strong persistent (figure [4)).

In extinction and uniform strong persistence scenario we considered, respec-
tively, the following initial conditions: (Sy, lo, Po) = (0.8,0.6,0.1), (So, Io, Py) =
(1.7, 0.2, 03) and (So, Io, Po) = (2.3, 0.4, 07), (SQ, IQ, PQ) = (1.5, 0.1, 0.2), (So, IQ, Po) =
(0.7,0.2,0.4) and (So, Iy, Py) = (0.3,0.15,0.9).

4.3. Autonomous model. Consider the system ([2]), and assume now that f(x,y, z) =
T, 9(x,y,2) =2, Ay = A, pn = 1, an = a, B =B, =0, cn = ¢, 1 =7, by = b
and v, =7, 0, = 0. Then we obtain following the model:
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FIGURE 4. Strong persistence, when Sy = 2.2.

Sn+1 = Sn = A — pSny1 — aSni1 Py — BSni1ln
Lnvt — In = BSni1ln — nlns1 P — ¢l . (36)
Pyy1— P, = (r—0P,41)P, +vaSn+1 Py + 0041 Py
Conditions HI) to HAl) are immediate. Conditions HEl) and HE) follow from the
discussion on ({@)). Condition HI) follows from Lemma [ and HE|) and HO) follow
from Lemma [I] and Lemma 2] respectively.
For each solution (s}) of (@) with so > 0, each solution (yg) of @) with yo >0

and each solution ((z%,2)) of (I3) with ¢ = 0 and initial conditions zo > 0 and
zo > 0, and each A € IN, we set

148 <K1+\/I€%+2AK2)
l+c+n (—% + /K7 20K, + r/b)

w1+ B(A/p
AT 14 c+n(r/b)

where Ky = p+ 9§ and Ko = 2'vba2_

RY =

and

Corollary 3. If RY < 1 then the infective (I,) in system [BE) go to extinction.

Corollary 4. If RY > 1 then the infective (I,,) in system [B8) are strongly persis-
tent.

To do some simulation, we consider the following particular set of parameters:
A=03,4=01,a=04,7=0.3,¢c=0.18,r=0.3,6=0.2,v=0.1 and § = 0.9.

When 8 = 0.17 we obtain RY ~ 0.93 < 1 and we conclude that we have the
extinction. When 8 = 2.2 we obtain R ()\) ~ 1.14 > 1 and we conclude that the
infectives are strongly persistent.

In uniform strong persistence and extinction scenario we considered, respec-
tively, the following initial conditions: (So, Iy, Py) = (0.8,0.6,0.1), (So, lo, Po) =
(1.7, 0.2, 03) and (So, Io, Po) = (2.3, 0.4, 07), (SQ, IQ, PQ) = (1.5, 0.1, 0.2), (So, IQ, Po) =
(0.7,0.2,0.4) and (So, I, Py) = (0.3,0.15,0.9).
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