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Abstract

We propose a new mathematical model to study the coinfection dynamics of COVID-19 and
bacterial pneumonia. Our model includes two infection ways for pneumonia, corresponding to
community-acquired and hospital-acquired infections. We show that the existence and local
stability of equilibria depend on three different parameters, which are interpreted as the basic
reproduction numbers of COVID-19, bacterial pneumonia, and bacterial population. Numerical
simulations are performed to complement our theoretical analysis, and we show that both diseases
can persist if the basic reproduction number of COVID-19 is greater than one.

1 Introduction

The Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) has been a major public health concern across the
nations of the world since its declaration as a global pandemic due to its rapid infectivity and
high death toll. Trend analysis reveals that one major cause of death due to Coronavirus has
been secondary causes due to bacterial and viral infections, which lead to the eventual death. In
the current realities from COVID-19, many studies have shown that Respiratory Tract Infections
(RTIs) predispose patients to coinfections, which result in increased disease severity and death.
RTIs are infections of the parts of the body involved in breathing, such as sinuses, throat, airways
or lungs, caused by a variety of bacteria and virues such as Influenza (flu). Typical infections of the
upper respiratory tract include tonsillitis, pharyngitis, sinusitis and certain types of influenza (such
as H1N1). Symptoms of RTIs include cough, soar throat, running nose, nasal congestion, headache,
low-grade fever, facial pressure and sneezing.

As reported in [19], most of the fatalities in the 1918 Influenza pandemic were due to sub-
sequent bacterial infection, particularly with Streptococcus pneumoniae. Data evidence from few
studies has it that poor outcomes in the Influenza (H1N1) pandemic were associated with coin-
fections [17]. So far, coinfections are increasingly recognised in respiratory tract infections such
as MERS, SARS-CoV2, Influenza (H1N1) with the discovery of highly sensitive techniques for mi-
croorganism detection and identification (MALDI-TOF, Multiplex PCR). The study of coinfections
in a pandemic situation such as COVID-19 has become imperative due to the clinical, diagnostic
and therapeutic challenges it poses [14]. To further buttress the aforestated, Lansbury et al. [15]
highlighted some important aspects of bacterial and viral infections in COVID-19 and antimicrobial
prescription.

Despite proven epidemiological significance of coinfections in the severity of respiratory diseases,
they are largely understudied during a large outbreak of respiratory infections like SARS-CoV-2 [5].
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Zhou et al. [32] showed that 50% of the mortalities due to COVID-19 result from secondary bacterial
infections. Chen et al. [4] in this vein reported both bacterial and fungal infection. Clinical evidences
shows that diagnosing coinfections is a complex process, because the organism itself might have been
resident in the host before the viral infection as part of an underlying chronic infection or might
have been contacted nosocomially [5]. Hence, early diagnosis of coinfections is required, preferably
using a broad potential pathogens and antimicrobial resistances with subsequent monitoring for
infection development. Therefore, to accurately diagnose and study coinfections in COVID-19, it is
highly recommended that patients must be recruited on admission to intensive care units (ICU) and
sampled longitudinally throughout the disease course using culture-independent techniques capable
of identifying complex mixed infections without previous target selections such as whole-genome
metagenomics to help identify the pathogens and make informed antibiotics prescription. As rapid
extension of coinfection is necessary in the management and treatment of most severe COVID-19
cases, which could help save lives and improve antimicrobial stewardship. It has been reported that
some patients presenting to the hospital with SARS-CoV-2 infection have a clinical phenotype that
is not dissimilar from atypical bacterial pneumonia [23].

Recent studies have established clinical evidences of coinfections of SARS-CoV-2 (COVID-19)
with other diseases such as tuberculosis [14, 18, 27, 31, 13, 22, 27], influenza A (H1N1) [16, 12, 9,
30, 2] and Middle East Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus (MERS-CoV) [8], as well as bacterial
coinfections [10]. Due to this, some authors have developed mathematical models to study the
dynamics of COVID-19 and its coinfection with influenza [26], malaria [28], tuberculosis [3, 24],
dengue [20] and diabetes [21]. However, no model has been proposed to study the coinfection
dynamics of COVID-19 with bacterial pneumonia.

Bacterial pneumonia is an inflammation of the lungs caused by infection with certain bacteria.
Depending on the location where a person acquires the infection, it can be classified as either
community-acquired pneumonia or hospital-acquired pneumonia. Community-acquired pneumonia
is by far the most common type [6]. On the other hand, hospital-acquired pneumonia is usually
more severe because the infecting organisms tend to be more aggressive; they are also less likely
to respond to antibiotics and are, therefore, harder to treat [25]. Clinical studies have shown that
critically ill COVID-19 patients admitted to the hospital suffer more frequent bacterial or fungal
nosocomial infections, and patients with underlying risk factors such as advanced age, mechanical
ventilation or prolonged hospital stay are more prone to these complications [1, 11, 29]. Bacterial
or fungal coinfections are unlikely to be common in patients with mild COVID-19 when compared
with those with more severe disease upon admission to the hospital [1].

The present study is motivated by the need to mathematically study the dynamics of coinfection
of COVID-19 with bacterial pneumonia, including the cases when bacterial infection is acquired in
the community or in the hospital. This paper is structured as follows: in Section 2, we introduce
three models: a sub-model for COVID-19 infection, a sub-model for bacterial pneumonia, and
coinfection model that includes the dynamics of both diseases. In Section 3, we determine some
basic properties for the two sub-models. In Section 4, we provide an analysis for the coinfection
model. In Section 5, we perform some numerical simulations to illustrate the dynamics of the
coinfection model. Finally, in Section 6, we provide some concluding remarks.

2 Description of the models

2.1 COVID-19 infection model

The COVID-19 infection model subdivides the human population into four compartments: suscep-
tible (S), infected but not hospitalised (I), hospitalised (H), and recovered (R). This model can be
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described by the following system of equations:

S′ = Λ + σR− µS − αSI,
I ′ = αSI − (γ + η + µ)I,

H ′ = ηI − (θ + δ + µ)H,

R′ = γI + θH − µR− σR.

(1)

The interpretation of parameters is as follows:

• Λ: recruitment rate of susceptible population.

• µ: natural death rate.

• α: transmission rate of COVID-19.

• γ: recovery rate of people infected with COVID-19 but not hospitalised.

• θ: recovery rate of hospitalised people.

• η: hospitalisation rate.

• δ: COVID-19-induced death rate of hospitalised people.

• σ: rate of loss of immunity against COVID-19 infection.

2.2 Bacterial pneumonia infection model

The model for bacterial pneumonia subdivides the human population into three compartments:
susceptible (S), infected (I), and recovered (R). We also consider a compartment B representing
the population of bacteria in the environment. The model is given by the following system:

S′ = Λ− µS − bSI − b1SB,
I ′ = bSI + b1SB − φI − µI − δI,
R′ = φI − µR,

B′ = pI + rB

(
1− B

κ

)
−mB.

(2)

The parameters of this model can be interpreted as follows:

• Λ: recruitment rate of susceptible population.

• µ: natural death rate.

• b: transmission rate of community-acquired bacterial pneumonia.

• b1: transmission rate of hospital-acquired bacterial pneumonia.

• δ: disease-induced death rate of infected population.

• φ: recovery rate of people with bacterial infection.

• p: rate of excretion of bacteria in the environment by infected people.

• r: maximal per capita growth rate of bacteria in the environment.

• κ: carrying capacity of bacterial population.

• m: clearance rate of bacterial population.
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2.3 Coinfection model

Based on models (1) and (2), we propose a combined COVID-19–bacterial pneumonia coinfection
model. We will consider three stages for COVID-19 infection and four for bacterial infection, which
gives twelve mutually exclusive compartments: bacterial pneumonia susceptible and COVID-19
susceptible (XSS); bacterial pneumonia susceptible and COVID-19 mildly infected (XSI); bacte-
rial pneumonia susceptible and COVID-19 hospitalised (XSH); bacterial pneumonia susceptible
and COVID-19 recovered (XSR); bacterial pneumonia infected and COVID-19 susceptible (XIS);
bacterial pneumonia infected and COVID-19 mildly infected (XII); bacterial pneumonia infected
and COVID-19 hospitalised (XIH); bacterial pneumonia infected and COVID-19 recovered (XIR);
bacterial pneumonia recovered and COVID-19 susceptible (XRS); bacterial pneumonia recovered
and COVID-19 mildly infected (XRI); bacterial pneumonia recovered and COVID-19 hospitalised
(XRH); and bacterial pneumonia recovered and COVID-19 recovered (XRR). Additionally, we con-
sider a compartment B representing concentration of bacteria in the hospital environment. We
make the following assumptions:

1. COVID-19 is transmitted by contact with people in the XSI , XII and XRI compartments.

2. The population susceptible to COVID-19 are infected by this disease at a rate α1 if they have
bacterial pneumonia, and at a rate α otherwise.

3. The hospitalisation rate for people coinfected with COVID-19 and community-acquired pneu-
monia increases by an amount η1 with respect to people with only COVID-19.

4. The COVID-19 recovery rate for hospitalised people is θ1 if they are coinfected, and θ other-
wise.

5. Non-hospitalised people get community-acquired pneumonia by contact with people in the
XIS , XII and XIR compartments.

6. Non-hospitalised people are infected with pneumonia at a rate b1 if they have COVID-19, and
at a rate b otherwise.

7. People hospitalised due to COVID-19 get hospital-acquired pneumonia at a rate proportional
to the concentration of bacteria in the environment.

8. The disease-induced death rate for coinfected hospitalised patients is increased by an amount
δ2 with respect to those with only COVID-19.

9. The pneumonia-induced death rate for non-hospitalised people is δ0 if they have COVID-19,
and δ otherwise.

10. The pneumonia recovery rate is φ1 for people in the XII compartment, φ2 for the XIH

compartment, and φ for the XIS and XIR compartments.

The above assumptions yield a coinfection model given by the following system of 13 differential
equations:
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XSS XSI XSH XSR 

XIS XII XIH XIR 

XRS XRI XRH XRR 

Λ 

𝛼𝑋𝑆𝑆𝑋∗𝐼 𝜂𝑋𝑆𝐼  

𝛾𝑋𝑆𝐼 

𝜇𝑋𝑆𝑆 𝜇𝑋𝑆𝐼 (𝜇 + 𝛿1)𝑋𝑆𝐻 𝜇𝑋𝑆𝑅 

𝑏𝑋𝑆𝑆𝑋𝐼∗ 𝑏1𝑋𝑆𝐼𝑋𝐼∗ 𝑏2𝑋𝑆𝐻𝐵 𝑏𝑋𝑆𝑅𝑋𝐼∗ 𝛾1𝑋𝐼𝐼  

𝛼1𝑋𝐼𝑆𝑋∗𝐼 

(𝜇 + 𝛿)𝑋𝐼𝑆 (𝜇 + 𝛿0)𝑋𝐼𝐼 (𝜇 + 𝛿1 + 𝛿2)𝑋𝐼𝐻 (𝜇 + 𝛿)𝑋𝐼𝑅 

𝜙𝑋𝐼𝑆 𝜙1𝑋𝐼𝐼  𝜙2𝑋𝐼𝐻 𝜙𝑋𝐼𝑅  

𝛼𝑋𝑅𝑆𝑋∗𝐼 𝜂𝑋𝑅𝐼  

𝜇𝑋𝑅𝑆 𝜇𝑋𝑅𝐼 
(𝜇 + 𝛿1)𝑋𝑅𝐻 𝜇𝑋𝑅𝑅 

𝛾𝑋𝑅𝐼 

𝜃𝑋𝑆𝐻 

(𝜂 + 𝜂1)𝑋𝐼𝐼 𝜃1𝑋𝐼𝐻 

𝜃𝑋𝑅𝐻 

XSS 

XIS 

XRS 

𝜎𝑋𝑆𝑅 

𝜎𝑋𝐼𝑅  

𝜎𝑋𝑅𝑅 
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Figure 1: Schematic diagram of the coinfection model. Solid lines represent transition between
compartments. Dashed lines represent proliferation of bacteria. X∗I denotes XSI +XII +XRI and
XI∗ denotes XIS +XII +XIR.
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X ′SS = Λ + σXSR − µXSS − αXSS (XSI +XII +XRI)− bXSS (XIS +XII +XIR) ,

X ′SI = αXSS (XSI +XII +XRI)− (γ + η + µ)XSI − b1XSI (XIS +XII +XIR) ,

X ′SH = ηXSI − θXSH − (µ+ δ1)XSH − b2XSHB,

X ′SR = γXSI + θXSH − µXSR − σXSR − bXSR (XIS +XII +XIR) ,

X ′IS = σXIR + bXSS (XIS +XII +XIR)− α1XIS (XSI +XII +XRI)− (µ+ δ)XIS − φXIS ,

X ′II = b1XSI (XIS +XII +XIR) + α1XIS (XSI +XII +XRI)− (γ1 + η + η1 + µ+ δ0 + φ1)XII ,

X ′IH = (η + η1)XII + b2XSHB − θ1XIH − (µ+ δ1 + δ2)XIH − φ2XIH ,

X ′IR = bXSR (XIS +XII +XIR) + γ1XII + θ1XIH − (µ+ δ)XIR − φXIR − σXIR,

X ′RS = σXRR + φXIS − µXRS − αXRS (XSI +XII +XRI) ,

X ′RI = φ1XII + αXRS (XSI +XII +XRI)− (γ + η + µ)XRI ,

X ′RH = ηXRI + φ2XIH − θXRH − (µ+ δ1)XRH ,

X ′RR = φXIR + γXRI + θXRH − µXRR − σXRR,

B′ = pXIH + rB

(
1− B

κ

)
−mB.

(3)
The schematic diagram of model (3) can be seen in Figure 1. All parameters are assumed to be

positive.

3 Analysis of sub-models

Before studying the dynamics of the coinfection model (3), we will analyse the two sub-models
(COVID-19 only and bacterial pneumonia only).

3.1 Analysis of the COVID-19 infection model

The COVID-19-only model (1) has a disease-free equilibrium (DFE) given by

EC0 = (S, I,H,R) =

(
Λ

µ
, 0, 0, 0

)
.

The stability of EC0 depends on the basic reproduction number of model (1). Using the notation
in [7], we define the matrices F and V given by

F =

[αΛ
µ 0

0 0

]
, V =

[
γ + η + µ 0
−η θ + δ + µ

]
.

Then, the basic reproduction number RC of the COVID-19-only model is given by the spectral
radius of FV −1. From this, we obtain

RC =
αΛ

µ(γ + η + µ)
. (4)

By [7, Theorem 2], we obtain the following result.

Theorem 1. The disease-free equilibrium EC0 of model (1) is locally asymptotically stable if RC < 1,
but unstable if RC > 1.
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3.2 Analysis of the bacterial pneumonia infection model

The bacterial pneumonia model (2) has a DFE given by

EP0 = (S, I,R,B) =

(
Λ

µ
, 0, 0, 0

)
.

To apply the next-generation matrix method, we will compute the matrix of new infections F
and the transition matrix V , which are given by

F =
[
bΛ
µ

]
, V =

[
φ+ µ+ δ

]
.

Using the same method as before, we obtain the basic reproduction number RP of the bacterial
pneumonia-only model, which is

RP =
bΛ

µ(φ+ µ+ δ)
. (5)

Using [7, Theorem 2] again, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 2. The disease-free equilibrium EP0 of model (2) is locally asymptotically stable if RP < 1,
but unstable if RP > 1.

4 Analysis of the COVID-19–bacterial pneumonia coinfection model

Next, we consider the dynamics of the coinfection model (3). The existence and stability of equilibria
for model (3) will depend on three parameters, which are defined as follows:

RC :=
αΛ

µ(γ + η + µ)
, RP :=

bΛ

µ(φ+ µ+ δ)
, RB :=

r

m
.

As we saw in the previous section, the parameters RC and RP represent the basic reproduction
numbers of COVID-19 and bacterial pneumonia, respectively. On the other hand, RB can be
interpreted as the reproduction number of bacterial population in the hospital.

4.1 Equilibria of the model

By direct computation, we obtain the following result about the equilibria of model (3).

Theorem 3. The coinfection model (3) has the following steady states:

1. The disease-free, bacterial population-free equilibrium:

E0 =
(
X

(0)
SS , 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0

)
,

where

X
(0)
SS =

Λ

µ
.

2. The disease-free, bacterial population-present equilibrium:

E1 =
(
X

(1)
SS , 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, B

(1)
)
,

where

X
(1)
SS =

Λ

µ
, B(1) =

κ

r
(r −m).

This equilibrium exists if and only if RB > 1.
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3. The COVID-19-free, pneumonia-present, bacterial population-free equilibrium:

E2 =
(
X

(2)
SS , 0, 0, 0, X

(2)
IS , 0, 0, 0, X

(2)
RS , 0, 0, 0, 0

)
,

where

X
(2)
SS =

µ+ δ + φ

b
, X

(2)
IS =

Λ

µ+ δ + φ
− µ

b
, X

(2)
RS =

φ

µ
X

(2)
IS .

This equilibrium exists if and only if RP > 1.

4. The COVID-19-free, pneumonia-present, bacterial population-present equilibrium:

E3 =
(
X

(3)
SS , 0, 0, 0, X

(3)
IS , 0, 0, 0, X

(3)
RS , 0, 0, 0, B

(3)
)
,

where

X
(3)
SS =

µ+ δ + φ

b
, X

(3)
IS =

Λ

µ+ δ + φ
− µ

b
, X

(3)
RS =

φ

µ
X

(3)
IS ,

B(3) =
κ

r
(r −m).

This equilibrium exists if and only if

RB > 1 and RP > 1.

5. The COVID-19-present, pneumonia-free, bacterial population-free equilibrium:

E4 =
(
X

(4)
SS , X

(4)
SI , X

(4)
SH , X

(4)
SR, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0

)
,

where

X
(4)
SS =

γ + η + µ

α
, X

(4)
SI =

(µ+ σ)(θ + µ+ δ1)
[
αΛ− µ(γ + η + µ)

]
α
[
µ(θ + µ+ δ1)(γ + η + µ+ σ) + ησ(µ+ δ1)

] ,
X

(4)
SH =

η

θ + µ+ δ1
X

(4)
SI , X

(4)
SR =

(
γ

µ+ σ
+

ηθ

(µ+ σ)(θ + µ+ δ1)

)
X

(4)
SI .

This equilibrium exists if and only if
RC > 1.

Proof. Equilibria E0, E1, E2 and E3 are obtained by assuming that XSI = 0 in the system at
equilibrium and solving the resulting algebraic equations. This yields four different cases: one for
each equilibrium.

On the other hand, assuming XSI > 0 and XIS = 0 results in only one case, corresponding to
the equilibrium E4.

The case when XSI > 0 and XIS > 0 will be discussed below.

Theorem 3 shows that, under certain conditions, the coinfection model has five different steady
states. Moreover, we conjecture that a sixth equilibrium, with positive values for all variables, may
exist. We will denote this interior equilibrium by E5. Since the theoretical analysis becomes too
cumbersome in this case, we will resort to numerical simulations to investigate the dynamics of
equilibrium E5 (see Section 5).
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4.2 Stability analysis

We will now analyse the local stability for the equilibria of system (3). Our results focus only on
the disease-free equilibria E0 and E1.

Theorem 4.

(i) The disease-free, bacterial population-free equilibrium E0 is locally asymptotically stable if and
only if

RC < 1, RP < 1 and RB < 1. (6)

(ii) The disease-free, bacterial population-present equilibrium E1 is locally asymptotically stable if
and only if

RC < 1, RP < 1 and RB > 1. (7)

Proof. The Jacobian of system (3) evaluated at E0 is given by

J0 =



−µ −αΛ
µ 0 σ − bΛµ − (α+b)Λ

µ 0 − bΛµ 0 −αΛ
µ 0 0 0

0 αΛ
µ − k1 0 0 0 αΛ

µ 0 0 0 αΛ
µ 0 0 0

0 η −k2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 γ θ −k3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 bΛ

µ − k4
bΛ
µ 0 bΛ

µ + σ 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 −k5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 η + η1 −θ1 − k6 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 γ1 θ1 −k7 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 φ 0 0 0 −µ 0 0 σ 0
0 0 0 0 0 φ1 0 0 0 −k1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 φ2 0 0 η −k2 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 φ 0 γ θ −k3 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 p 0 0 0 0 0 r −m


where

k1 = γ + η + µ, k2 = θ + µ+ δ1, k3 = µ+ σ, k4 = µ+ δ + φ,

k5 = γ1 + η + η1 + µ+ δ0 + φ1, k6 = µ+ δ1 + δ2 + φ2, k7 = µ+ δ + φ+ σ.

From this, we obtain the characteristic polynomial

(λ+ µ)2 (λ+ k1) (λ+ k2)2 (λ+ k3)2 (λ+ k5) (λ+ θ1 + k6) (λ+ k7)

×
(
λ+ k1 −

αΛ

µ

)(
λ+ k4 −

bΛ

µ

)
(λ+m− r) = 0.

Due to positivity of parameters, it is clear that all eigenvalues have negative real part if and
only if

γ + η + µ− αΛ

µ
> 0, µ+ δ + φ− bΛ

µ
> 0 and m− r > 0,

which is equivalent to the condition (6). This proves part (i) of the theorem.
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Next, we compute the Jacobian at E1, which is given by

J1 =



−µ −αΛ
µ 0 σ − bΛµ − (α+b)Λ

µ 0 − bΛµ 0 −αΛ
µ 0 0 0

0 αΛ
µ − k1 0 0 0 αΛ

µ 0 0 0 αΛ
µ 0 0 0

0 η −k0 − k2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 γ θ −k3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 bΛ

µ − k4
bΛ
µ 0 bΛ

µ + σ 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 −k5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 k0 0 0 η + η1 −θ1 − k6 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 γ1 θ1 −k7 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 φ 0 0 0 −µ 0 0 σ 0
0 0 0 0 0 φ1 0 0 0 −k1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 φ2 0 0 η −k2 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 φ 0 γ θ −k3 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 p 0 0 0 0 0 m− r



,

where k0 = b2κ
(
1− m

r

)
, and k1, . . . , k7 are as defined above. Notice that k0 > 0 if and only if

RB > 1.
The characteristic polynomial at E1 is

(λ+ µ)2 (λ+ k1) (λ+ k2) (λ+ k3)2 (λ+ k5) (λ+ θ1 + k6) (λ+ k7)

× (λ+ k0 + k2)

(
λ+ k1 −

αΛ

µ

)(
λ+ k4 −

bΛ

µ

)
(λ+ r −m) = 0.

Then, all eigenvalues have negative real part if and only if

k0 + k2 > 0, γ + η + µ− αΛ

µ
> 0, µ+ δ + φ− bΛ

µ
> 0 and r −m > 0.

The first of these inequalities holds automatically when RB > 1. Hence, we can conclude that E1

is locally asymptotically stable if and only if the last three inequalities hold, which is equivalent to
condition (7). Thus, the proof of (ii) is complete.

5 Numerical analysis

In this section, we perform some simulations for system (3) to illustrate the dynamics of the coin-
fection model in some cases that are not covered by the analysis in Section 4. We will consider the
initial conditions

XSS(0) = 8.33× 107, XSI(0) = 105, XSH(0) = 103, XSR(0) = 105, XIS(0) = 103,

B(0) = 0.8, XII(0) = XIH(0) = XIR(0) = XRS(0) = XRI(0) = XRH(0) = XRR(0) = 0.

Throughout this section, we will use the parameter values shown in Table 1. These are based
on the values used in other models for COVID-19, although they do not necessarily correspond to
the dynamics in any specific country. Thus, we obtain a fixed value for RC , which is greater than
one (RC = 1.2294), while RP and RB will vary as the parameters b and r take different values.

Case 1. When b = 10−10 and r = 0.004, we have RP = 0.1150 < 1 and RB = 0.4 < 1. The
time plots of the solutions for this case are shown in Figure 2. The solutions converge to a positive
equilibrium

E5 ≈
(
6.3418× 107, 5684, 3153, 69716, 191.8, 0.0735, 1537, 776.8,

4.368× 106, 391.5, 1048, 16263, 1.3487
)
.
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Table 1: Parameter values used for the coinfection model.

Parameter Value Unit

Λ 2000 people/day
µ 2.4× 10−5 (people · day)−1

σ 1/100 day−1

γ 1/12 day−1

γ1 1/20 day−1

θ 1/14 day−1

θ1 1/24 day−1

b1 2× 10−9 (people · day)−1

b2 0.1 day−1

δ 0.001 day−1

δ0 0.005 day−1

δ1 0.01 day−1

δ2 0.2 day−1

η 0.12 day−1

η1 0.1 day−1

φ 1/14 day−1

φ1 1/30 day−1

φ2 1/40 day−1

p 10−5 (people · day)−1

κ 1
m 0.01 day−1

α 3× 10−9 (people · day)−1

α1 10−8 (people · day)−1

b variable (people · day)−1

r variable day−1
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Figure 2: Dynamics of the coinfection model when RC > 1, RP < 1 and RB < 1.
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Figure 3: Dynamics of the coinfection model when RC > 1, RP > 1 and RB < 1.

Case 2. When b = 9 × 10−10 and r = 0.004, we have RP = 1.0352 > 1 and RB = 0.4 < 1.
The time plots of the solutions are depicted in Figure 3; we can see that they converge to a positive
equilibrium

E5 ≈
(
5.711× 107, 5602, 3130, 6.89× 104, 2229, 0.59, 1509, 765,

1.066× 107, 1046, 2005, 2.85× 104, 1.33
)
.

Case 3. When b = 10−10 and r = 0.08, we have RP = 0.1150 < 1 and RB = 8 > 1. The
time plots of the solutions are depicted in Figure 4. We can see that they converge to the positive
equilibrium

E5 ≈
(
6.353× 107, 6206, 3984, 8.0× 104, 189.8, 0.0793, 1519, 768,

4.251× 106, 415.3, 1078, 16605, 1.055
)
.

Case 4. When b = 9 × 10−10 and r = 0.08, we have RP = 1.0352 > 1 and RB = 8 > 1. The
time plots of the solutions are shown in Figure 5. We can see that the solutions converge to the
positive equilibrium

E5 ≈
(
5.728× 107, 6007, 3867, 7.747× 104, 2186, 0.618, 1467, 744.4,

1.050× 107, 1102, 2074, 2.92× 104, 1.0497
)
.

13



0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
time

0

2

4

6

8

po
pu

la
tio

n

1e6 Susceptible to bacterial pneumonia

XSS/10
XSI
XSH
XSR

10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000
0

20000

40000

60000

80000

0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000
time

0

100000

200000

300000

400000

500000

600000

700000

po
pu

la
tio

n

Infected by bacterial pneumonia
XIS
XII
XIH
XIR

10000 20000 30000 40000
0

250

500

750

1000

1250

1500

1750

2000

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
time

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

po
pu

la
tio

n

1e6 Recovered from bacterial pneumonia
XRS/10
XRI
XRH
XRR

5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000
0

5000

10000

15000

20000

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
time

2

4

6

8

10

po
pu

la
tio

n

Concentration of bacteria in environment
B

Figure 4: Dynamics of the coinfection model when RC > 1, RP < 1 and RB > 1.

14



0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
time

0

2

4

6

8

po
pu

la
tio

n

1e6 Susceptible to bacterial pneumonia
XSS/10
XSI
XSH
XSR

10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000
0

20000

40000

60000

80000

0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000
time

0

100000

200000

300000

400000

500000

600000

700000

po
pu

la
tio

n

Infected by bacterial pneumonia
XIS/10
XII
XIH
XIR

10000 20000 30000 40000
0

250

500

750

1000

1250

1500

1750

2000

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
time

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

po
pu

la
tio

n

1e6 Recovered from bacterial pneumonia
XRS/10
XRI
XRH
XRR

5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000
0

10000

20000

30000

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
time

2

4

6

8

10

po
pu

la
tio

n

Concentration of bacteria in environment
B

Figure 5: Dynamics of the coinfection model when RC > 1, RP > 1 and RB > 1.

15



6 Conclusions

We proposed a novel mathematical model to study the coinfection dynamics of COVID-19 and
bacterial pneumonia. We established some basic properties of the sub-models (COVID-19 only and
bacterial pneumonia only) and computed their basic reproduction numbers.

We obtained some analytical results for the coinfection model and showed that its dynamics
depends on three parameters: RC , RP and RB. We determined conditions for the existence of
five equilibrium points. Furthermore, by means of numerical simulations, we showed that a sixth
equilibrium may exist. Based on the simulations on Section 5, we conjecture that the COVID-19-
present, pneumonia-present, bacterial population-present equilibrium E5 exists and locally stable
wheneverRC > 1. This implies that both diseases can coexist in the population even if reproduction
numbers of bacterial pneumonia (RP ) and bacterial population (RB) are reduced below unity.
Hence, epidemic policies should focus on reducing the basic reproduction number of COVID-19 in
order to control the pandemic.

The stability conditions for the equilibria E0 and E1 were determined in terms of the reproduction
numbers. Due to the complexity of our model, we did not include a stability analysis for all
equilibria. On the other hand, the coinfection model could be expanded to include vaccination or
multiple COVID-19 variants. We expect to carry out a more thorough analysis in future works.

Code availability

The code used in this paper was written in Python and can be downloaded from https://github.

com/agcp26/COVID19-pneumonia.
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