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Abstract

The spread of infectious diseases is a major challenge in our contemporary world, especially after the recent outbreak
of Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19). The quarantine strategy is one of the important intervention measures to
control the spread of an epidemic by greatly minimizing the likelihood of contact between infected and susceptible
individuals. In this study, we analyze the impact of various stochastic disturbances on the epidemic dynamics during the
quarantine period. For this purpose, we present an SIQS epidemic model that incorporates the stochastic transmission
and the Lévy noise in order to simulate both small and massive perturbations. Under appropriate conditions, some
interesting asymptotic properties are proved, namely: ergodicity, persistence in the mean, and extinction of the disease.
The theoretical results show that the dynamics of the perturbed model are determined by parameters that are closely
related to the stochastic noises. Our work improves many existing studies in the field of mathematical epidemiology
and provides new techniques to predict and analyze the dynamic behavior of epidemics.
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1. Introduction

The study of infectious diseases has long been a subject where epidemiological issues are combined with financial
and social problems [12, 2, 7, 18, 19]. The rapid spread of COVID-19 these days shows that humanity stills suffer
from epidemics that may lead to the collapse of medical and economic systems. By isolating infected individuals and
quarantining the susceptible population at home, many countries have basically controlled the outbreak of COVID-19
[24, 13]. In order to analyze the impact of this strategy on the spread of epidemics and to predict their future behavior,
we use different mathematical formulations according to their characteristics [20, 23, 21]. In this study, we consider
an SIQS epidemic model in the form of ordinary differential equations (ODEs for short). These ODEs describe the
evolution of susceptible S(t), infected I(t), and isolated @Q(t) individuals as time functions. The rates of change and
the interactions between different population classes in our case are expressed by the following deterministic model
[8]:

dS(t) = (A= S(t) — BSE)I(t) +~vI(t) + kQ(t))dt,
dI(t) = (BI(t)S(t) — (p1 +r2 + 6 +7)I(t))dt, (1)
dQ(t) = (61(t) — (u1 + 73 + k)Q(t))dt,

where the parameters appearing in this system are described as follows:
e A is the recruitment rate of the susceptible individuals corresponding to new births.
w1 is the natural death rate.
¢ is the isolation rate.
ro is the disease-related mortality rate.
r3 is the death rate associated with the disease under isolation intervention. For simplicity, we denote py =
w1+ 12 and ps = py + 73 as a general mortality rates.
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e 7 and k are the rates which individuals recover and return to S from I and @, respectively.
e 3 represents the transmission rate.
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Figure 1 — The transfer diagram for the deterministic SIQS epidemic model (1).

All parameters are usually assumed to be positive. The schematic flow diagram of the model (1) is illustrated in
Figure 1. Herbert et al. [8] proved that the basic reproduction number of the deterministic model (1) is expressed by
Ro = %. This parameter is an essential quantity to predict whether a disease will persist or not. If Ry <1,
the model (1) has only the disease-free equilibrium E© = (A/u1,0,0) which is globally asymptotically stable, and if
Ro > 1, E© becomes unstable and there exists a global asymptotically stable endemic equilibrium E® = (S® 1% Q%),
where
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The spread of infectious diseases can undergo random disturbances and stochastic phenomena due to environmen-
tal fluctuations [1, 16, 10]. Since disturbed models can describe many practical problems very well, many types of
stochastic differential equations have been used to analyze various epidemic models in recent years [9, 11, 26]. There
are two common ways to introduce stochastic factors into epidemic systems. The first one is to assume that the
transmission of the diseases is subject to some small random fluctuations which can be described by the Gaussian
white noise [30, 31, 28]. The other one is to admit that the model parameters are affected by massive environmental
perturbations like the climate changes, earthquakes, hurricanes, floods, etc [33, 37]. For a better explaination to these
phenomena, the use of a compensated Poisson process into the population dynamics provides an appropriate and more
realistic context [32]. Considering these two types of random disturbances, many works have analyzed the asymptotic
behaviors of various epidemic models, including persistence in the mean, extinction, and ergodicity [35, 33, 37, 29, 3].
These interesting researches have served an important role in the stochastic modeling of epidemics. But, all these
models have considered either the standard white Gaussian noise or the Lévy jumps. In this work, we combine these
two perturbations by treating an SIQS epidemic model that simultaneously includes the stochastic transmission and
the discontinuous Lévy process. This original idea extends the studies presented in [3, 32] and gives us a general view
of the disease dynamics under different scenarios of random perturbations.

and Q% =

The threshold analysis of perturbed epidemic systems is very important for understanding and controlling of the
disease spread. In our case, the deterministic model (1) will be perturbed not only by white noise but also by Lévy
jumps, which makes its analysis more complicated and needs some new techniques and methods. During this study,
we aim to develop a mathematical approach to prove the existence of a unique ergodic stationary distribution and
persistence in the mean of the new perturbed model. Without using the classical Lyapunov method presented in [14],
we obtain sufficient conditions for the ergodicity by employing the Feller property and mutually exclusive possibilities
lemma. Under the same conditions, we demonstrate that the persistence in the mean of the disease occurs. To analyze
properly our new model, we study the stochastic extinction case.

The organization of this paper is as follows: in section 2, we present our new stochastic system and some preliminary
results. In section 3, we focus on the stochastic characteristics of the perturbed model. Since the ergodicity is an
important statistical characteristic, the existence of a unique stationary distribution is obtained. Almost sufficient
condition for the persistence is also established. To complete our study, we give sufficient conditions for the disease
extinction. Finally, we support our theoretical results by illustrating some numerical examples.



2. The stochastic SIQS model and some preliminaries

Let (2, F,P) be a complete probability space with a filtration {F;},;>¢ satisfying the usual conditions, and con-
taining all the random variables that will be meted in this paper. We merge the stochastic transmission with a
discontinuous perturbed mortality rates. The random variability in the epidemic transmission 8 and the mortality
rates u; (i = 1,2,3) are presented by a decomposition of usual white noise and the Lévy-Ité process, respectively.
Under these assumptions, the evolution of an epidemic during the quarantine strategy is modeled by the following
system of stochastic differential equations:

dS(t) = (A= S(t) — BS)I(t) +~yI(t) + kQ(t))dt + Py(t),
dI(t) = (BS)I(t) — (u2 + 6 + 7)1 (t))dt + Pa(t), (2)
dQ(t) = (6I(t) — (us + k)Q(t))dt + Ps(t),

where

Pr(t) = o1 S(E)dWh (t) + /Z m (u)S(tf)J\~/'(dt, du) — opS(t)I(t)dWs(t),
Pa(t) = oo (t)dWs(t) + /an(u)l(tf)ﬁ(dt, du) + 0 S(t)I(t)dWs(t),

Pa(t) = 03Q(E)AWs (1) + /Z () QN du).

Here, Ws(t) and W;(t) (i = 1,2,3) are the mutually independent Brownian motions defined on (2, F,{F;}i>0,P)
with the positive intensities og and o; (1 =1,2,3). S(¢t7), I(t7) and Q(¢t7) are the left limits of S(¢), I(¢) and Q(t),
respectively. A is a Poisson counting measure with compensating martingale N and characteristic measure  on a
measurable subset Z of (0,00) satisfying v(Z) < oco. It assumed that v is a Lévy measure such that N (d¢,du) =
N(dt,du) — v(du)dt. We also assume that W;(t) (i = 1,2,3,8) are independent of N. The bounded functions
it ZxQ—R(i=1,2,3) are B(Z) x Fi-measurable and continuous with respect to v.
For the sake of notational simplicity, we define
max{c?,03,0%}.
= max{n (u), n2(u), n3(u)}-
= min{n (u), 12 (u), n3(w)}-
np() = [1+0(w)] ™ =1 = npi(u).
np(U) = [1 + Q(u)]np — 1 —npn(u).
np =z [ﬁn,p(u) v pvn,p(u)} v(du).
To properly study our model (2), we have the following fundamental assumptions on the jump-diffusion coefficients:
e (A1) We assume that the jump coefficients 7;(u) in (2) satisfy [, 77 (u)v(du) < oo, {i =1,2,3}.
e (Ay) For all u € Z, we assume that 14 n;(u) > 0 and [, [9;(u) — In(1 + n;(u))]v(du) < oo, {i = 1,2,3}.
e (Aj3) We suppose that [, [In(1+ m(u))fu(du) < oo, {i=1,2,3}.

e (A,) We suppose that [, [(1+ 77(u))2 - 1}2u(du) < 0.
e (Aj5) We suppose that for each positive integer n there is some real number p > 1 for which

(np2 D~

In view of the biological interpretation, the question of whether the stochastic model is well-posed is the first
concern. Therefore, to analyze the stochastic model (2), it is necessary to verify the existence of a unique global
positive solution, that is, there is no explosion in finite time for any positive initial value (S(0), 1(0),Q(0)) € R3. The
following lemma assures the well-posedness of the stochastic model (2).

Lemma 2.1. Let assumptions (A1) and (Az) hold. For any initial value Y (0) = (S(0),1(0),Q(0)) € R3, there exists
a unique positive solution Y (t) = (S(t),1(t),Q(t)) of system (2) ont > 0, and this solution will stay in R3 almost
surely.
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Fn,p = M1 — - n_pﬂn’p > 0.

The proof is somehow standard and classic (see for example [15, 36]), so we omit it here.

In the following, we always presume that the assumptions (A1) - (As) hold. For reference purposes, we will prepare
several useful lemmas.



Lemma 2.2. Let n be a positive integer and let Y (t) denotes the solution of system (2) that starts from a given point
Y (0) € Ri_. Then, for any p > 1 that satisfies 'y, > 0, we have

"PI;n,pt n 2A
Fnyp'
2A

n,p

o E[N"™(t)] < N™(0) x e~

a.s.

1 t
. limsup—/ E[N"P(s)]ds <
0

t—o00

where A = sup {AN™~1 — Tne N"2Y and N(t) = S(t) + I(t) + Q(t).

N>0

Proof. Making use of Itd’s lemma [5] to N™P(t), we obtain
AN"P(1) = {npN"p_l(t) (4= mN @) = raI(t) = 15Q(0)) + 5 (np = YN""72(t) (075 (1) + 0312(1) + 03Q%(1) )
" St 10 Q0
+/ZN (t)Kler() Nt +1 () ) 1
S I(t

)
N YN Y N
» CRRL RNl
p(mlo) s+ me0 5+ m g ) o far
()
(

+”pN"p1t)(”1S (DD (E) + o2 (AWa(E) + 5 Q()dWA())
an K Jff(if *772(“)]% ))+773( )%) 1}]\7(dt,du).

Then

AN"P(t) < <”PN"p1(t)(AM1N(t)) * gp(npf DN"™(t)o + N"(t

N\

o0V )]l )
+pN™P (¢ )(015( YAWL(E) + oI (£)dWa(t) + o3Q(1)dWs( t))
/ N"P(t 1 + f(w))"P 1)]\7(dt, du). (3)
Rewriting the above inequality, one can see that

(np—1)_ 5 1
2 np

AN"P(t) < np{AN"p1<t> - (m - | lns)v ﬁn,p(uﬂwdu))zv”p(t)}dt

+pN™P (¢ )(018’( YAWL(t) + a2 I () dWa(t) + UgQ(t)de,(t))
/ N"P(t 1 +ij(u))" — 1)/\7(dt,du).

-1 1
We choose neatly p > 1 such that I';, , = p1 — %5’ — / [Pnp(w) V prp(u)]v(du) > 0. Therefore
np

%Nﬂp( )}dt + npN™P= () (olS(t)dV\h (t) + o2 I (£)dWa(t) + 03Q(£)dWs (t))

/ N"P(t 1 + ()" — 1)/\7(dt,du).

AN"P(t) < np{A -

On the other hand, we have

npln,p t npl"nypt

npln, p
AN™ () x e~ 2 '=pl,, N"P(t)xe 2 '+e 2z 'AN"P(t)

npln,p n

< npAe TRt 1 o™ [npN”p1(t)(015(t)dW1(t)+agl(t)dW2(t)+03Q(t)dW3(t))

+ N"”(t_)((l +ij(u))™P — 1)/\~/(dt,du)] .



Then, by taking the integration and the expectations, we get

_nplnp, 2A
2 + _

t
E[N"(t)] < N™(0) x e~ %! + npA / e~ FTnr(t=9)ds < N™(0)e .
0

n,p

Obviously, we obtain

1 t 1 t nplp p 2A 2A
limsup;/o E[N""(s)|ds < N™(0) xlimsup;/o e” 2 Sds+ = .

t—o0 t—00 Pnp  Tup
This completes the proof. O

Remark 2.3. Throughout this remark, X is standing for the sum 7;(u)S + 72 (u)I 4+ 13(u)Q, where u € Z. In the
study of stochastic biological models driven by Lévy jumps (see for example, [37, 36, 5, 4, 6]), the following quantity

/ZN"p {(1 + %)"p 1o npﬂ v(du),

is widely majorazed by

/Z N (14 7)™ = 1 = npn(u) )v(du).

However, the last estimation can be ameliorated by considering the following inequality

/Zan [(1 + %)np —1- np%} v(du) < /Zan [Pnp (W) V () | v(du), (4)
which is established from the observation that the function
gx)=0+2)"" =1 —npz, n,p>1,
is decreasing for x € (—1,0) and increasing for x > 0. Needless to say, this last fact makes necessarily g(a) V g(b) as

the highest value of g on any interval [a,b] C (—1,00). The adoption of the inequality (4) in our calculus, especially
in (3), (6) and (11), will improve many classical results presented in the above mentioned papers.

Remark 2.4. Lemma 2.2 takes into consideration the stochastic transmission and the effect of Lévy jumps, and this
makes it clearly an extended version of Lemma 2.3 presented in [34].

Lemma 2.5. Consider the initial value problem

dX(t) = (A— mX(t))dt + Pi(t) + Pa(t) + Ps(t),
X(0) = N(0) € Ry,

where
Pi(t) = o1 SHAWA (E) + / o (w)S(E VN (dt, du),
Po(t) = oI (E)AWs(t) + / ne () T4 )N(dt, du).

Let us denote by X (t) and Y (t) the positive solutions of systems (2) and (5) respectively. Then

° tlggoXn—(t) =0 as., Vne{l,2,---}.
. tlggo I X(s)Sis)dWl(s) o, tlggofo X(s)]is)dWQ(s) — 0, and tlggo I X(S)QiS)de(S) 0 us
o i do Sz (L R()? ~ )X )N (s, du)

t—o00 t e



Proof. Our approach to demonstrate this lemma is mainly adapted from [36]. The proof falls naturally into three steps.
Step 1. Applying the generalized 1td’s formula [5] to (X)) = X™ where n is a fixed integer number, we derive
dK(X) < LKAt + npX P! (oldel(t) + oo IdWs(t) + 03QdWs (t))
+ /Z Xm2(t) (U 7)™ — 1) N (dt, du), (6)
where

LI < npX"P~2 [AX — (Hl — (infl)(? — nipﬁnﬁp)XQ].

Choose a positive constant p > 1 such that I',, , = p; — ("”2—_1)& — n—lpﬂn,p > (0. Then
dK(X) < (an"P—2 (AX — rn,pX2))dt +npX Pl (oldel(t) + oo IdW (1) + 03QdWs (t))
+ / X (7) (1 + 7)™ 1) N (dt, du). (7)
z
For any constant m satisfying m € (0, npI', ,), one can see that
de™ K (X (5)) < L(e™K(X (1)) + npe™ X"P=1(t) (als(t)dwl (t) + o2 () AWs(t) + 03Q(£)dWs (t))
+emt/ xm2(7) (14 mw)™ — 1) At du).
z
Integrating both sides of the last inequality from 0 to ¢, we get
t t
/ de™ (X (s)) < / (memle(X(s)) + emsz(n(X(s)))ds
0 0
t
+ np/ ™ X P (s) (UlS(s)dV\/l (s) + o2I(s)dWa(s) + UgQ(S)dW3(S))
0
t ~
+ / em/ X"p(s*)(a + ()P — I)N(ds,du).
0 z
Taking expectation on both sides yields that

Ee™ K(X (1)) < K(X(0)) + E{ /O t (memSIC(X(S)) n emsﬁ(IC(X(s)))ds}.

In view of (7), we can see that

me™ (X (t)) + ™ L(K(X)) < npe™H,

where H = sup{X"I’_2 [ — (Fn,p — nﬂp)X2 + AX} + 1}. Then, we have

X>0
Ee™K(X(s)) < K(X(0)) + %emt.
Therefore, we get
limsup E[X"?(t)] < npH a.s.

t—o0 m
Consequently, there exists a positive constant M such that for all t > 0,

E[X"(t)] < M. (8)



Step 2. Integrating from 0 to t after applying the famous Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality [17] to (7), allows
us to conclude that for an arbitrarily small positive constant z, m = 1,2, ...,

E[ sup X”p(t)} <E {X(mz)} np + (zlz + 2927 (npa + /
mz<t<(m+1)z Z

((1+ ()™ = 1)*p(dw)) )

X [ sup X”p(t)} ,
mz<t<(m+1)z

where z; and zo are positive constants. Specially, we select z > 0 such that

N =

z1z+z:2z%(np6+ / ((1+77(U))"”—1)2V(dU)) <

Z

Then

E[  sup X"P(t)] < 2M.
mz<t<(m+1)z

Let € > 0 be arbitrary. By employing Chebyshev’s inequality, we derive

E [ sup X"P(t) _

= mz<t<(m+1)z 2M
]P’{ sup X" (t) > (mz HC} < - < —.
mz<t<(m-+1)z ( ) ( ) (mz)1+€ (mz)1+6

Making use of the Borel-Cantelli lemma gives that for almost all w € Q

sup X"P(t) < (mz) T, (9)
mz<t<(m+1)z

verifies for all but finitely many m. Consequently, there exists a positive constant mg(w) such that my < m and (9)
holds for almost all w € Q. In other words, for almost all w € Q, if mg < m and mz <t < (m+ 1)z,

In X"P(t) - (14 €)In(mz) _

=1 .
Int — In(mz) e
Because € is arbitrarily small, then
) InX"(t) 1
limsup————= < —  a.s.
t—oo Nt D

Therefore, for any small © € (0,1 — 1/p), there is a constant V = V' (w), for which if ¢ > V' then

In X"(t) < (1 +6) Int.

p
Hence
. n( ) . t%ﬂ?
lim sup < limsup =0.
t—o0 t—o0

This together with the positivity of the solution implies

lim Xn(t)

t—o00 t

—0
Step 3. Now, we define
To(t) = % /O X(5)S(s)AWi(s),  To(t) = % /0 X ()1 ()dWs (s),

Is(t) = %/0 X(s)Q(s)dWs(s),  Zu(t) = %/o /ZXQ(sf)((l +7_])2 - 1)./\~/'(ds,du).



N

(10)

s

e[ |X4<s>|ds] ,

2

<Cp

In view of the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality, we find that for p > 2,
t 5 t
/ X*(s)ds E / Xi(s)ds| <Cj
0 0

< GE

E| suwp [L(t)P
m<t<(m+1)
o1 P/2 . )
where C = [2(13_1)5,1] > (. Similarly to the previous case, we find
7 RN I
E| swp |L@)F| <C; / ((1+ﬁ) - 1) v(du) IE/ 1X4(s)|ds
m<t<(m+1) z 0

N

Via (8) and (10), one can see that
E[ sup |Il(t)|’1 < 21+§MCﬁm .

m<t<(m+1)

Ii(m+1)P 5
a ) 21+§MC‘5
< — m=1,2,..

IE{ sup
m<t<(m-+1)
131+e+§ ’

For any arbitrary positive constant €, and by making use of Chebyshev’s inequality, we obtain

p{ swp L) >p ) <
m<t< (m+1)
(1+6+2) _

Using the Borel-Cantelli lemma, one has
Inm

n (L0 _
Int -
Taking the limit superior on both sides of the last inequality and applying the arbitrariness of €, we deduce

il =

[T 1,
-2

I
el Int
1), there exists a constant 7 = T'(w) such that for all ¢ > T,

1_
’ 2 D

That is to say, for any positive constant 7 € (0
1 1 _
In|Zy ()| < (— + = +T) Int.
2 p

Dividing both sides of the last inequality by ¢ and taking the limit superior, we have
t%*’l’%‘i’f

Iy (t
lim supM < lim sup = 0.
t—oo t t—o0
Combining it with lim inf‘L—t(t)| > 0, one has lim Ol — iy IlT(t) =0 a.s.
t—ro0 —00 t—o0
In the same way, we prove that
To(t Is(t Tu(t
Jim 22(0) =0, 1 ﬂ:o, im 20 g s
t—oo t—oo t—oo 1
This completes the proof. O
Remark 2.6. The positivity of the solutions X (¢) and Y (¢) together with the stochastic comparison theorem [17],
leads to the fact that N(¢) < X (t) a.s. which in turn implies that
"t N™(t
Q—():O, and even lim ():0
t—00 t

n In
lim S—(t) =0, lim ﬁ =0, lim
tooo  t t—oo ¢ t—oo T
Remark 2.7. By comparing our findings with those of Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 in [36], one can conclude that the new

result 2.5 presents a modified and generalized version to these lemmas, which will be necessary to prove Lemma 2.11.



Lemma 2.8. Let Y(0) € R3. be a positive given value. If Y (t) denotes the positive solution of system (2) that starts

from Y (0), then

S(s)dw LS (s)dw LI(s)dw: )AWs(
o 1y Jo SE)AWs(s) _ 0, fim 03O g S IEIV) JoQE)aWs(s) _
t—o00 t t— 00 t t—o00 t t—o00 t
o lim fo L, m(u N(ds du) _ fo [, na2(u N(ds du) ~ 0, lim fo [, ns(u N(ds du) 0 us
t—o0 t t—>oo t t—o0 t

Remark 2.9. The last lemma is easily demonstrated by using an analysis similar to that in the proof of Lemma 2.5.

Remark 2.10. In the absence of Lévy noise (see for example [27]), the stationary distribution expression is used to
calculate the time averages of the auxiliary process solution by employing the ergodic theorem [17]. Unfortunately, the
said expression is still unknown in the case of the Lévy jumps. This problem is implicitly mentioned in [35] as an open
question, and the authors presented the threshold analysis of their model with an unknown stationary distribution
formula. In this article, we propose an alternative method to establish the exact expression of the threshold parameter
without having recourse to the use of ergodic theorem. This new idea that we propose is presented in the following

lemma.
Lemma 2.11. Let X (t) € Ry be the solution of the equation (5) with any given initial value X (0) =
Suppose that x = 2p1 — & — [, [77(w) V n?(u)|v(du) > 0, then
t
lim ! X(s)ds = 4 a.s.
t—oo t 0 1
and
t 2
lim E X?(s)ds < 247 a.s.
t=oot Jo Hix
Proof. Integrating from 0 to ¢ on both sides of (5) yields
X(t)—X(0 _
% A— Ml/ X (s)ds +—/ S(s)dWi (s / /771( )S(sT)N(ds,du)
+ — / 5)dWa(s / / n2(u (ds du)
Clearly, we can derive that
A _X(
/X () /S YAW (s //771 (ds du)
Mlt mt
t
+ — dWs( / / ds,du
7 [ 1w o A (ds, du)
)d ds,d
R S S
According to Lemma 2.8, we have
1 A
lim- [ X(s)ds=— as.
t—o0 t 0 l’[’l
Now, applying the generalized It6’s formula to equation (5) leads to
dX?(t) < (2X(t) (A — X (t ) +aX2(t) / X2(t (u)]u(du)) dt
X (1) (als(t)dwl (t) + ool (H)dAWs(t) + 03Q(H) AW (t))
+/ X2(t’)((1 - 7‘;(u))2 - 1)]\7(dt, du).
z

N(0) € R,



Integrating both sides from 0 to t, yields

X2(1) — X2(0) <2A/ X(s ds—(2,“—0——/2[n2(u)vQ2(u)}u(du)) /OtXQ(s)ds

+ 20, / X (5)S(s)dWi (s) + 20 /O X (5)I(s)dWa(s) + 205 /O X (5)Q(s)dWs(s)

+/O /ZX2(57) (14 7(w)* — 1) (ds, du).

Let x = 2p1 — — [, [7%(u) V ?(u)]v(du) > 0. Therefore
%/O X2(s)ds < ﬁ/ X (s)ds + 2 = X7 (0) bSO %/0 X ()S(s)dW (s)

202/ X (s)I(s)dWa(s) + 222 i X(5)Q(s)dWs(s)

+%/0 /ZX2(5) (1+ﬁ(u))2—1)/\7(ds,du).

By Lemma 2.5 and assumptions (A4)-(As), we can easily verify that
I 242

lim - [ X?(s)ds < =— as.
t=ool o p1X

O

Now, we present a lemma which gives mutually exclusive possibilities for the existence of an ergodic stationary
distribution to the system (2).

Lemma 2.12 (Mutually exclusive possibilities lemma, [22]). Let ¢(t) € R™ be a stochastic Feller process, then either
an ergodic probability measure exists, or

tlggosqp // s,x, X)0(dr)ds = 0, (12)

v

for any compact set 3 C R™, where the supremum is taken over all initial distributions 0 on R™ and P(t,x,X) is the
probability for ¢(t) € X with ¢(0) = x € R™.
3. Long-term dynamics of the stochastic system (2)

3.1. Ergodicity and persistence in the mean

In the following, we aim to give the condition for the ergodicity the persistence of the disease. We suppose that
x > 0 and we define the parameter:

o5\ —1 AQO'
Ry = (o +0+7+2) (“ - 772(U)—1n(1+772(U))V(dU)>-

M1 H1X

For simplicity, we introduce the following notations:

= i v+ ) (i 1),
M2:1%§_(M(M2+5+7+—2)(R071)
My = ’gﬂq(u +o4y+ ;)(i—?—FN(O)) (Rg—1).

Theorem 3.1. If R§ > 1, the stochastic system (2) admits a unique stationary distribution and it has the ergodic
property for any initial value Y (0) € R3.

10



Proof. Motivated by the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [25], we briefly verify the Feller property of the stochastic model (2).
The main purpose of the next step is to prove that (12) is impossible. Applying the generalized 1td’s formula to
Inl— %(X —9), we easily derive

<%mﬂﬂﬁcﬁﬂﬂ@}Q%WWM5+w§gﬁﬂﬂlémwmﬂ+m@W@Qﬁt

1 2 2

_ %( i (X(0) — S(1)) + BS()I(1) 7 I(t) ~ KQ(D) )t + radWi (1)

+ /Z In(1 + ()N (dt, du) + 055 (8)dWs(t) — £UBS(t)I(t)dWﬂ(t)
2Pt - Lo

Then

1 2 2

d{mﬂwﬁ(xmsao}z<@w00u+a+w35ﬂw%wéyxwma+nxwwmw)w

B 1)t + oadWa(t) + [ (1 + 1o ()N (dt, du) + oS (E)AWs (1)

H1
B B 5 B
= CeSOIAWs(E) — P2 (t) = = Ps(h). (13)

Integrating from 0 to ¢ on both sides of (13) yields

In % - %(X(t) —S() + %(X(O) - 5(0))
fQ%u (o 4 37) - 5-?9@—/WWFMQHMWWMOM

/S s)ds + oo Wa(t //ln 1+ 7o(u))N (ds, du) +Uﬂ/S JdAWs(s)

ﬂgﬁ/S()()de() 52/ $)dWs (s // N (ds, du)
603/(,2 )dWs (s // N (ds, du).

Hence

/tﬁSsI

< (12 +6+7)— 2 - %%%ﬂ./mmma+mwwmwﬁs
_%1 f((é)) 4 (X( )= 5(0) — (x(0) - 5(0) + —02W2 / /m 1+ 12 ()N (ds, du)
+ﬁ§ﬁ05@mw<www/sm<xmw>f@/ dWi(s L//Uz N (ds, du)

—503/ Q(s)dWs(s //773 N(ds, du). (14)

From Remark 2.6 and Lemma 2.8, one can derive that

lim X() =0, lim S0 _ =0, and lim - / / ne(w)I(s™) +n3(u)Q(s™ )N (ds, du)  a.s.

t—oo t t—oo t—oo t

11



Moreover,

I I I
tlggog ; S(s)dWs(s) =0, ;/O I(s)dWs(s) =0 and tlggog ; Q(s)dWs(s) =0  a.s.
Application of the strong law of large numbers and assumption (As) shows that

4
lim Walt) =0 and lim - / / In(1 + 72(u))N(ds,du) =0  a.s.
t—oo t—oo t

Applying similar arguments to those in the proof of Lemma 2.5, we obtain

liml ; S(s)I(s)dWs(s) =0 a.s.

t—oo t

1)

Since lim supt In T00) < lim supt In %0)) < 0 a.s., one can derive that
t—00

t—o0

t—o00

lim inf— / BS(s

03 95
> Ehmmft / <BX( )= (p2 +6+7v) — 5 —=X*(s) — /an(u) —In(1 +772(u))1/(du)>ds

t—o00 2

2
'uﬂltl—mot/ BX(s)ds — B hm X2( )ds—(,ug—f—é—l—'y—i— %) —/an(u)—1n(1—|—772(u))1/(du).

t—oo t 0

From Lemma 2.11, it follows that

A22 2
1mmf/jm <m>§x<@3‘%@2w+v+%)t/mwmu+mwwmﬁ>
Z

t—00 H1 H1X

:%(u2+5+7+%§)(ng—1)>0 a.s. (15)

To continue our analysis, we need to set the following subsets:
Q1 ={(S,1,Q) €R3| S >¢, and, I > e},
0 = {(S,1,Q) €RL| S < o},
Q3 ={(5,1,Q) e R}| I < ¢},

where € > 0 is a positive constant to be determined later. Therefore, by (15), we get

lipinf% /OtE(ﬁS(s)I(s)lgl)ds

—00

> hggi;}f% /Ot E(ﬂS(s)I(s))ds —lim sup% /Ot E(ﬂS(s)I(s)lgz)ds — lim sup% /Ot E(ﬂS(S)I(S)IQS)ds

t—o0 t—o0

o2 t t
> % (/,LQ +d+v+ ) (’RO — 1) — Belim sup% /0 E[I(s)} ds — ﬂelimsup% /0 E[S(s)} ds.

t—o0 t—o0

Then, one can see that

ligiogf% /OtE(ﬁS(s) ()10, )ds > %(u2+5+7+ 2)(R0—1) 2;‘?9

We can choose ¢ < M7, and then we obtain
o2

nggf% /OtE(ﬁS(s)I(s)lgl)ds > 55 (m ot ) (Rg - 1) > 0. (16)

12



Let ¢ = ag > 1 be a positive integer and 1 < p = a[‘fﬂl such that I's , > 0 and % + % = 1. By utilizing the Young
inequality xy < %) + y?q for all x,y > 0, we get

¢ ¢
hminf%/o IE(BS(S) (s )191)ds < liminf= /0 E(p_l(nBS(s)I(s))p+q_177_q191)ds

t—o0 t—o0

I I

< lim inf— / E(q_ln_qlgzl)ds + p~ 1 (nB)Plim sup— / E {NQP(S)} ds,
t—o00 0 t—o00 t 0

where 7 is a positive constant satisfying n? < Ms. By Lemma 2.2 and (16), we deduce that

ligigf% /OtE[lle]ds > qn? (;LB (Mz +o4+y+ 2) (Ro - 1) _QUPEZFlp)
Zufﬂn ( +6+7+ )(R0—1)>0. (17)

Setting Q4 = {(S,1,Q) € R3| S > (, or, I > (} and & = {(5,1,Q) e R} | e < S < (, and, € < I <} where > € s
a positive constant to be explained in the following. By using the Tchebychev inequality, we can observe that

Efla,] < P(S() > )+ PUI(t) > ¢) < E[S(t) + I(1)] < g(“ N<o>>.

¢ M1

Choosing % < M3n?. We thus obtain

2

’“qnq(u +o+7+2)(Ri-1).

8p

1 t
limsupg/ E[lg,]ds <
0

t—o0

According to (17), one can derive that

1/t I I
1iminf—/ E[lx]ds > liminf—/ E[1q,]ds —hmsup—/ E[1q,]ds
tJo t t Jo t Jo

t—o0 —»00 t—o0
2

> “1q77q(u2+5+7+ Z) (R —1) >o0.

Z 735

Based on the above analysis, we have determined a compact domain ¥ C R3 such that

liminf%/otﬂ”(s,Y(O) 5 )ds > pan’ (no+ 047+ 2)(720—1)>0.

t—o0 Sﬁ
Applying similar arguments to those in Theorem 5.1 of [14], we show the uniqueness of the ergodic stationary distri-
bution of our model (2). This completes the proof. O

Theorem 3.2. If R§ > 1, then for any value Y (0) € Ri, the disease is persistent in the mean. That is to say

1t
liminf—/ I(s)ds >0 a.s.
0

t—o0

Proof. From model (2) it yields

d(S(8) +I(t) +Q(t)) = (A — puS(t) — p2l(t) — psQ(t))dt + Pi(t) + Pa(t) + Ps(t). (18)
Integrating (18) from 0 to ¢, and then dividing ¢ on both sides, we get

L((8) + 1) + Q1)) — (5(0) + 1(0) +Q(0) )

t

-4 /S d—%otl d——/Q d+—/S )W (s //m N (ds, du)

1
+ 22 I(s)dWa(s) + — / n2(u N (ds, du) Jr—/ Q(s)dWs(s / /7}3 N (ds, du).
t 0 tJo Jz

13



Taking the integration for the third equation of model (2) yields

Q(t)Q(O)é/Ot I(s)ds — u3+k/Q ds+03/Q )dWs (s //ng N (ds, du).

Dividing ¢ on both sides of equation (19), we have

1 [t 5§ 1 [t o 1 [t
?/o Q(s)ds = m—/ I(s)ds + (Mik —/ Q(s)dWs(s)

1
M3+k / /773 N (ds, du) — m(@(t)—Q(o))-
Then, one can obtain that
A 1 ops K
/ S (Ml " p1(ps + k)) /0 I(s)ds + 3 (2)
where
_ Oo3k3 1
B i T / QW (s) + L2 / /773 N(ds.du) — = (@) - Q(O)
t
+ E dW1 ,Ltlt/ /7]1 dS du)Jr _t/ ( )dWQ( )

ult//m de“+_/Q )W +_// Nds,
fm(w() 1(t) + Q(1)) - (S(0) + 1(0) + Q(0))).

Applying 1td’s formula to the second equation of (2), we get

dinI(t) = <65(t) —(+5+7) - 2 - 52 - / ne () — In(1 + 772(U))V(dU)>dt

+ oadWa(t) + / (1 + 72 ()N (1, du) + o5 S(E)AWs (8).

Integrating (21) from 0 to ¢ and then dividing ¢ on both sides, we have

L I(1) ~n 1(0 ﬂ/ s = (2 +6-+9) = Z = 30 [ $()ds = [ ma(w) = Ia(1 + ma(w)w(ct)
//1n1+772 N (ds, du) +—/S JdAWs(s).
From (20), we get
1 BA B dps i
HnI(t) ~ 1) = 22 -5 <M1 o k)> /0 I(s)ds + BO1(t) — (s + 6 +7)

_% / " 62(s)ds — / () — In(L + o () (du)

/ / In(1 + 2 () (ds, du) + 22 /O " S(s)AWs(s).

%(1111(15)*1 1(0 ))2%§<_+ Sz )/O I(s)ds + Bé1(t) — (n2 + 6 +7)

Since S(t) < X (t) a.s., we obtain

pi o pa(ps +k)

% / X(s)ds — / () — (1 + o (w))v(du)

/ / In(1 + 2 () (ds, du) + 22 /0 " S(s)AWs(s).

14
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Hence, we further have
BA

B 2 Spu3 ! 1 B
i (I 4 m) /O I(s)ds > =~ (InI(t) — In1(0) + ot Bor(t) — (p2+0+7)

_a ——/ X2 ds—/ 12 1) = In(1 + 72 (u))w(du)
to / /m 1+ 1o () N (ds, du)JrT/OtS(s)de(s).

By assumption (As), Lemmas 2.8 - 2.11, and the large number theorem for martingales, we can easily verify that
1 [ 1 5 B
o H2 H3
hmmf—/[sdsz— —+ — ( +d+v+ )Rfl >0 a.s.
=00 0 ( ) ﬁ(,ul ,U/l(/f/?,‘i‘k/’)) 2 ( 0 )
This shows that the system (2) is persistent in the mean with probability one. This completes the proof. O
3.2. The extinction of the disease
Now, we will give the result on the extinction of the disease. Define
BA 03 A?

R = (2 + 047+ 2) (z‘ =

_ /Zm(u) —In(1 +n2(u))V(dU))-

Theorem 3.3. Let Y (t) be the solution of system (2) with initial value Y (0) € R3..

I
R Mlﬁ
o<1 and oﬁ<7 (22)
or
2 2
2 - ~(pa i+ D) - /Z () — In(1 + s (u))v(du) < 0, (23)

then the disease dies out exponentially with probability one. That is to say,

nl(t)
t

lim sup
t—o0

<0 as. (24)

Proof. By Ito’s formula for all t > 0, we have

dinI(r) = (ﬂS(t) —(u+8+7)— 2 - L) - / () — In(1 + nz(U))V(dU)>dt
+ oadWh(t) + / In(1 + 72 (u))N(dt, du) + o5 S(£)dWs (). (25)

Integrating (25) from 0 to ¢ and then dividing ¢ on both sides, we get

InT(t
t

/3/ S(s)ds — (oo 4647+ 2)—/Zn2(u)—ln(1+772( ))v(du) — /52 )ds +®a(t),  (26)

where

03 ¢ UQWQ lnI(O)
Dy(t) = T/o S(s)dWs(s) — / /ln 1+ ()N (ds, du) — T

Obviously, we know that
1/t 1/t 2
—/ S%(s)ds > (—/ S(s)ds) .
tJo t Jo
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Therefore, from (20), we derive

In I (¢ ﬁ/ ds— /L2+5+’Y+ ) /Zm ~In(1 + 72 (w))v (du)?(%/OtS(s)ds)QJr@g(t)
5(%%<%+ u3+k>/0t1 )ds + ¢ ( )) (u2+6+7+7%) /an(U)*ln(lJrnz(U))V(dU)

2
(A 1
5 (m t(m M3+k>/0 I(s ds+¢1()> + Oy(t).

Hence, one can see that

InI(t A 2 A252
<O (e + F) = [ ) =m0l -
(e, s N[5 A_f’?f)l '
<M1 - pa(ps + k)) (6 pr )t /o T(s)ds
2
_ % (e, oms ' Is)ds
242 ((Nl * Ml(,u3 +k/’)>/0 I( )d ) +q>2(t) +(I)3(t), (27)

where
o2 o2 Ad4 (1) 1 oy i
Ds(t) = B (1) — LB2(t) — L2 4 52D (¢ (—2+73’)/ I(s)ds.
3() = 21 (1) — - 2E (1) st ) )
Based on Lemma 2.8, one has

lim —(I)Q(t) = lim _@3(15)

t— 00 t—oo

=0

Taking the superior limit on both sides of (27), then by condition (22), we arrive at

ni(t)g(ﬂ2+5+7+%%)(1@8_1)<0 a.s.

lim sup
t—o0

Now, from (26), we have

In I 5/ s — (2 + 0+ + 2)/an(U)ln(lJrUz(U))V(dU)g—f/o $2(s)ds + D()

:f (u2+5+7+7)/an(U)1H(1+772(U))V(dU)72%/ (s<s>dsfﬁ)2ds+@2<>

2
93

2
9,2

< 207 (m +o+v+ %2) — /an(u) —In(1 + 9o (w))v(du)) + S (t).

By the large number theorem for martingales, Lemma 2.8 and the condition (23), our desired result (24) holds true.
This completes the proof. O

4. Examples

In this section, we will validate our theoretical results with the help of numerical simulation examples taking
parameters from the theoretical data mentioned in the Table 1. We numerically simulate the solution of system (2)
with the initial values (S(0), 1(0), @(0)) = (0.5,0.3,0.1). The unit of time is one day.
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Figure 2 — Histogram of the probability density function for S, I, and @ population at ¢ = 300 for the stochastic model (2), the smoothed

curves are the probability density functions of S(t), I(t) and Q(t), respectively.

Parameters Description Value
A The recruitment rate 0.1
1 The natural mortality rate 0.05
142 The mortality rate of I 0.09
13 The mortality rate of @ 0.052
15} The transmission rate 0.075
0 The isolation rate 0.03
5 The recovered rate of 1 0.01
k The recovered rate of @ 0.04

Table 1 — Some theoretical parameter values of the model (2).

Example 4.1. We have chosen the stochastic fluctuations intensities o1 = 0.01, 02 = 0.03, 03 = 0.07 and o3 = 0.02.
Furthermore, we assume that 7 (u) = 0.01, n2(u) = 0.02, n3(u) = 0.05, Z = (0,00) and v(Z) = 1. Then, R =
1.1756 > 1. From Figure 2, we show the existence of the unique stationary distributions for S(¢), I(t) and Q(t) of the
model (2) at ¢ = 300, where the smooth curves are the probability density functions of S(t), I(t) and Q(t), respectively.
It can be obviously observed that the solution of the stochastic model (2) persists in the mean (see Figure 3).

Example 4.2. Now, we choose the white noise intensities o = 0.12 and o3 = 0.1 to ensure that the condition (23)

17
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Figure 3 — The paths of S(t), I(t) and Q(¢) for the stochastic model (2) with initial values (S(0), 1(0),Q(0)) = (0.5,0.3,0.1).
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Figure 4 — The numerical simulation of I(t) in the system (2).

of theorem (3.3) is satisfied. We can conclude that for any initial value, I(t) obeys

ﬂgﬁ_(

1
lim sup- 1
et N I(0) T 202

=-0.1374 <0 as.

pa 7+ ) = [ ) = Inl+ m(u)(du)

That is, I(t) will tend to zero exponentially with probability one (see Figure 4 (a)). To verify that the condition (22)
is satisfied, we change o2 to 0.01, og to 0.02 and 8 to 0.05 and keep other parameters unchanged. Then we have

O'_%)_1<ﬁ14 (7'%142

2 2 2p3

Ry = (M2 +0+y+ — / n2(u) —In(1 + 772(U))V(dU)) = 0.7650 < 1,
z

and

o — % = —0.0249 < 0.
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Therefore, the condition (22) of Theorem 3.3 is satisfied. We can conclude that for any initial value, I(t) obeys

1 I() o2\ /s
tim sup n 7 05 < (ug N 72) (RO - 1) — —0.0306 <0 as.

That is, I(t) will tend to zero exponentially with probability one (see Figure 4 (b)).

Conclusion

In this study, we proposed a new version of a perturbed SIS epidemiological model with a quarantine strategy.
This model simultaneously takes into account random transmission and the effects of jumps. We have addressed
possible scenarios of the pandemic spread during unforeseen climate changes or environmental shocks. Compared with
the existing literature, the novelty of our study manifested in new analysis techniques and improvements which are
summarized in the following items:

e Our paper is distinguished from previous works [37, 36, 5, 4, 6] by improving the majorization of the following
quantity

/sznp(t) [(1 + %)"’) 1o np% v(du),

which raises the optimality of our calculus and results.

e QOur results in Lemmas 2.5 and 2.8 provide an extended and generalized version of classical lemmas 3.3 and 3.4
presented in [36] which are widely used in the literature.

e Our study provides an improved threshold

2. 1 A A2 2
Ro = (Mz +6+v+ %) (i—l — Tzﬁ - /2772(“) —1In(1 +772(U))V(du)> )

by taking into consideration the Remark 2.3. This parameter is a sufficient condition for the existence of a
unique ergodic stationary distribution and persistence of the disease under some assumptions. The last two
asymptotic properties are proven in Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, by using a new approach based on Lemma 2.11 and
the mutually exclusive possibilities lemma 2.12.

e Our study offers an alternative method to the gap mentioned in (Theorem 2.2, [35]). Without using the explicit
formula of the distribution stationary p(-) of X (which still up to now unknown), we gave the expression of the
ergodicity and persistence threshold.

e For the case of non-persistence, in Theorem 3.3, we proved that the following parameter

03)71 (BA A%o3

Ry = (u2+6+7+7

po 2pf

[ mw) - maga + 772(U))V(dU)) |

is a sufficient conditions for the disappearance of the disease.

Eventually, we point out that the obtained results extend and generalize many previous works (for example, [30, 31,
28, 32, 3]), by analyzing the dynamics of the SIQS epidemic models with two disturbances. We believe that our article
can be a rich basis for future studies.
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