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Abstract. As shown recently by the author, constant population SI(R)S models map to
Hethcote’s classic endemic model originally proposed in 1973. This unifies a whole class
of models with up to 10 parameters all being isomorphic to a simple 2-parameter master
model for endemic bifurcation. In this work this procedure is extended to a 14-parameter
SSISS Model, including social behavior parameters, a (diminished) susceptibility of the
R-compartment and unbalanced constant per capita birth and death rates, thus covering
many prominent models in the literature. Under mild conditions, in the dynamics for
fractional variables in this model all vital parameters become redundant at the cost of
possibly negative incidence rates. There is a symmetry group GS acting on parameter
spaceA, such that systems withGS-equivalent parameters are isomorphic and map to the
same normalized system. Using (Xrep, I) as canonical coordinates, Xrep the replacement
number, normalization reduces to parameter space A/GS with 5 parameters only. This
approach reveals unexpected relations between various models in the literature. Part two
of this work will analyze equilibria, stability and backward bifurcation and part three
will further reduce the number of essential parameters from 5 to 3.
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2 SYMMETRIES AND NORMALIZATION IN 3-COMPARTMENT EPIDEMIC MODELS I

1. Introduction

Building mathematical models to describe phenomena in natural sciences one typically
encounters dynamical variables and external parameters. Within the model values for
external parameters are considered to be given from outside, like fundamental natural
constants (speed of light c, Planck’s constant ~), parameters describing material or bi-
ological properties (spring constant κ, birth rate δ, recovery rate γ) or social behavior
(contact rate β). Naturally, reducing the number of essential parameters is always a goal
to detect redundancies within parameter space and to simplify computations by unload-
ing formulas. In the simplest case a pure dimensional scale parameter may without loss
be put equal to one by choosing dimensional units appropriately. For example, putting
c = 1 amounts to measuring spatial distances by light running times and masses in units
of energies, putting ~ = 1 amounts to measuring energies by angular frequencies and
putting γ = 1 amounts to measuring time in units of the recovery time in an epidemic
model.

More generally a normalization program consists of finding appropriate coordinate
transformations in variable+parameter space such that the transformed system only de-
pends on a maximally reduced subset of transformed parameters. Examples are1

Harmonic oscillator Predator-prey model
u̇ = v u̇ = −uv + c1u
v̇ = −u v̇ = uv − v

Classic SIR model Classic endemic model
u̇ = −uv u̇ = −uv − c1u+ c2

v̇ = uv − v v̇ = uv − v

(1.1)

Following this strategy the 6-parameter SI(R)S model (≡ combined SIRS/SIS model)
with standard incidence, constant vaccination and immunity waning rates and a balanced
birth and death rate has recently been shown by the author (Nill 2022) to admit a nor-
malized version looking like the classic endemic model above2.

In this work (including two follow ups to be denoted as parts II and III (Nill n.d.[b],[c]))
this method is extended to the case where immunity after recovery (or vaccination) is
incomplete right from the onset and where also compartment dependent constant per
capita birth and death rates lead to a time varying population size N . In this way
one is naturally lead to replacing the SI(R)S model by a SSISS model, where in place
of the usual S, I and R compartments we have two susceptible compartments S1 and
S2 and one infectious compartment I. Infection transmission from I to S2 is diminished
as compared to transmission to S1. There is a vaccination flow from S1 to S2 and an
immunity waning flow from S2 to S1. The model could also be interpreted by considering

1The variables in these examples are:
- Harmonic oscillator: u = q, v = p/

√
mk, where q, p, κ,m are coordinate, momentum, spring constant

and particle mass and where the oscillation period is normalized to T = 2π by putting m/k = 1.
- Predator-prey model: (u, v) denote appropriately rescaled prey and predator populations, respectively,
and the predator mortality rate is normalized to one.
- SIR model: u = r0S, v = r0I, where r0 is the basic reproduction number, (S, I) are susceptible and
infectious fractions of the population and where the recovery rate is normalized to γ = 1.
- Endemic model: (u, v, r0, γ) as above, c1 = δ/(γ + δ) and c2 = r0c1, where δ is the balanced
birth/mortality rate and where now time scale is normalized to γ + δ = 1.

2Aapart from allowing also values u ∈ R and an enlarged parameter range (c1, c2) ∈ R+ × R ∪ {0, 0}.



SYMMETRIES AND NORMALIZATION IN 3-COMPARTMENT EPIDEMIC MODELS I 3

S2 as the “lock-down” fraction and S1 as the “freedom fraction”. In this picture flows from
S1 to S2 and vice-versa are described by an I-linear (respectively (N − I)-linear) flow with
rate parameters θi, i = 1, 2, modeling social behavior in reaction to published prevalence
data. Combining both interpretations it turns out to be convenient to start with an
abstract version of a SSISS model staying completely symmetric under interchanging S1

and S2, see Fig. 1.

The present part I provides a normalization prescription reducing the number of inde-
pendent parameters in this model from initially fourteen to essentially five (four in the
SI(R)S model sub-case). Based on this approach, part II will give a complete review on
equilibria and stability in the master SSISS model, thereby also recovering an exceptional
scenario which had been overlooked in the literature so far. In part III the scaling sym-
metry for SI(R)S models mentioned above will be generalized to the full SSISS model,
thereby reducing the number of parameters again by two. So, the total reduction from
fourteen to three reveals a great hidden redundancy in parameter space. It also provides
a unifying view on results in the literature concerning equilibrium states, endemic bifur-
cation and stability properties for all kinds of sub-classes of this model. Put differently,
in the presence of a common normalized version presenting basically repeated arguments
for various subsets of non-vanishing parameters becomes obsolete.

Relating this work to the literature, let me focus on deterministic SIR-type 3-compartment
dynamical systems, which conveniently may be classified according to
A) constant vs. time-varying total population size N ,
B) infection transmission only from I to S vs. also from I to R (in which case it makes

sense to rename S ≡ S1 and R ≡ S2).
Also, I will restrict this survey to models with standard bi-linear incidence flows βiSiI/N ,
such that the vector field Ẏ = V(Y), Y = (S1,S2, I), is homogeneous of first order. This
applies to diseases where the number of effective contacts per capita is independent of N .
ad A) Endemic models with constant population have first been constructed by adding
a non-zero balanced birth and death rate to the classic SIR model of (Kermack and
McKendrick 1927). As shown by (Hethcote 1974) (see also (Hethcote 1976, 1989)), in
this way already the simplest model without vaccination and loss of immunity shows
a bifurcation from a stable disease-free equilibrium point (DFE) to a stable endemic
scenario when raising the basic reproduction number R0 above one. Nowadays this is
considered as Hethcote’s classic endemic model. Including linear vaccination and/or loss
of immunity terms and optionally also considering recovery without immunity one ends up
with various types of constant population SI(R)S models without changing this picture,
see for example (Batistela et al. 2021; Chauhan, Misra, and Dhar 2014; Korobeinikov and
Wake 2002; O’Regan et al. 2010). As remarked above (and reviewed in more detail in
Appendix B), the true reason lies in the fact that constant population SI(R)S models with
up to 10 parameters all map to the same normalized 2-parameter version of the classic
endemic model as given in Eq. (1.1).
Models with variable population are mostly studied under the assumption of a constant
(i.e. N -independent) birth flow. Heuristically this may be justified by assuming that
N varies slowly on characteristic epidemic time scales. But truly speaking, as already
pointed out by (Mena-Lorca and Hethcote 1992), this Ansatz rather models a constant
immigration scenario. So in this work I will follow the more natural proposal of modeling
vital dynamics by possibly department dependent constant per capita birth and death



4 SYMMETRIES AND NORMALIZATION IN 3-COMPARTMENT EPIDEMIC MODELS I

rates. Note that, unless fine tuning parameters, this implies that either N(t) → ∞ or
N(t) → 0 as t → ∞. So in this type of models one always analyzes the dynamics of
fractional variables Si := Si/N, I := I/N , which is well known to be independent of N(t).
Apparently, this stream of models has been initiated by (Busenberg and Driessche 1990,
1991; Derrick and Driessche 1993). (Razvan 2001) has studied a SIRS model in this sense
with infection transmission also from outside and a SIS-version with varying population
size has been analyzed by (J. Li and Ma 2002). For generalizations to SEIR models see
e.g. (Greenhalgh 1997; M. Y. Li et al. 1999; G. Lu and Z. Lu 2018; Sun and Hsieh 2010).
ad B) A different approach to modeling partial and/or waning immunity consists of
introducing a diminished incidence flow with rate βR ≡ β2 > 0 directly from R ≡ S2

to I. This has presumably first been proposed in the so-called SIRI model of (Derrick
and Driessche 1993), see above. In addition, the authors also introduced a time varying
population sizeN(t) and an excess mortality ∆µI in compartment I to this model. In turn,
they didn’t use linear vaccination nor immunity waning terms. In this way they identified
a range of parameters in the domain R0 < 1, for which besides the locally asymptotically
stable disease free equilibrium there also coexist two endemic equilibria, one being a
saddle and the other one also being locally asymptotically stable. Later (Hadeler and
Castillo-Chavez 1995) found the same phenomenon in their combined SIS/SIRS core group
model with linear vaccination, constant population and also two incidence rates βi for
S → I and R → I. Meanwhile it is well known that models with infection incidents
from several compartments may show a so-called backward bifurcation from the disease-
free to an endemic scenario (Hadeler and Driessche 1997). This means that two locally
asymptotically stable equilibrium states may coexist for some range below threshold,
causing also hysteresis effects upon varying parameters. Apparently, a varying population
size is not needed for this. In (Kribs-Zaleta and Velasco-Hernandez 2000) the authors have
improved and extended these results by adding also a linear immunity waning rate to the
model of (Hadeler and Driessche 1997).

One may also distinguish vaccinated and recovered people into separate compartments.
This leads to 4-compartment models, where similar results have been obtained by, e.g.
(J. Arino, Mccluskey, and Driessche 2003; Yang, Sun, and Julien Arino 2010).

Backward bifurcation has lately also been observed in SEIRS-type models for Covid-
19 by considering two distinguished susceptible compartments. In (Nadim and Chat-
topadhyay 2020) the less susceptible compartment had been interpreted as an incomplete
lockdown and in (Diagne et al. 2021) as an incomplete vaccination efficacy.

More recently, in (Avram, Adenane, Basnarkov, et al. 2021; Avram, Adenane, Bianchin,
et al. 2022) the authors have given a thorough stability analysis of an eight parameter
SIRS-type model by adding a varying population size to the model of (Kribs-Zaleta and
Velasco-Hernandez 2000) (apparently without being aware of that paper).

Closing this overview I should also remark that backward bifurcation is also observed
when considering I-dependent contact or recovery rates to model reactive behavior or
infection treatment. However the list of papers on this topic over the last 20 years becomes
too huge to be quoted at this place.

This paper extends the normalization algorithm for constant population SI(R)S models to
models as above, i.e. with time varying population size and/or a non-zero incidence rate
βR ≡ β2 from R ≡ S2 to I. As a starting observation, there is an ambiguity in deriving the
dynamics ẏ = F(y) for fractional variables y = (S1, S2, I), see Appendix A. This allows
choosing the vector field F such that all vital dynamics parameters become redundant,
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provided the birth-minus-death rates νi = δi−µi in S1 and S2 coincide, ν1 = ν2 = ν. This
redundancy already reduces the number of parameters in the master SSISS model from
fourteen to eight. More than that, F depends on the incidence rates βi only as a function
of β̃i = βi + νI − ν, where νI = δI − µI is the birth-minus-death rate in I. Assuming for
simplicity compartment independent birth rates gives β̃i = βi −∆µI , where ∆µI denotes
the excess mortality in I. In this way models with variable population, ∆µI > 0, and
absence of a incidence rate from R, β2 = 0, look like models with constant population,
∆µI = 0, and a negative incidence rate β2 = β̃2 < 0. Conversely, models with positive
incidence rates βi > 0 and excess mortality ∆µI < min{β1, β2} behave like models with
constant population size and incidence rates βi = β̃i > 0. So, the above classification
schemes A) and B) become blurred and, instead, it is more expedient to view all models
as if they had constant population size and two distinguished and possibly also negative
incidence rates β̃i ∈ R.

In this way most of the above bench marking 3-compartment models (if necessary after
imposing the constraint ν1 = ν2) become comparable as sub-cases of the master SISS
model, with tilde parameters swallowing all birth and death rates and possibly with
negative incidence rates β̃i ∈ R. As an example, the models of (Hadeler and Castillo-
Chavez 1995) and (Kribs-Zaleta and Velasco-Hernandez 2000) become isomorphic and
they completely cover the sub-case µ1 = µ2 and 0 < min{β̃1, β̃2} in (Avram, Adenane,
Bianchin, et al. 2022). Also, apart from an irrelevant boundary case, the complementary
sub-case µ1 = µ2 and 0 > min{β̃1, β̃2} in (Avram, Adenane, Bianchin, et al. 2022) is
covered by the model of (J. Li and Ma 2002). So, applying the normalization procedure
of this paper, all results in Section 5 and 6 of (Avram, Adenane, Bianchin, et al. 2022)
already follow from the previous literature. A more detailed list of unexpected relations
between the above models is given in Section 2.4.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In Sections 2.1 and 2.2 we pass to fractional com-
partment variables, Si = Si/N and I = I/N , and prove redundancy of all vital dynamics
parameters at the cost of possibly negative incidence rates β̃i. For convenience, time scale
is also normalized by putting the total expected waiting time in compartment I equal to
one. In this way the number of essential parameters is already reduced from fourteen to
seven. Thus, denoting A the space of essential parameters, we have dimA = 7.

Section 2.3 classifies various useful subsets in parameter space like Aphys ⊂ A, guaran-
teeing forward invariance of the physical triangle

Tphys := {(S1, S2, I) ∈ R3
≥0 | S1 + S2 + I = 1},

and Abio ⊂ Aphys, guaranteeing an epidemiological interpretation of parameters by re-
quiring in particular θ1 ≥ 0 ≥ θ2.

Section 2.4 identifies eight examples from the above list of models as sub-cases of the
master SSISS model. In this way we obtain various relations between these models as
indicated above, which apparently have not been recognized before.

In Section 2.5 we adapt methods from (Busenberg and Driessche 1990) to prove ab-
sence of periodic solutions for all parameters non-negative, except βi. The extension to
parameters a ∈ Abio (requiring θ2 ≤ 0) heavily relies on the symmetry results in Section
3 and will be proven in Section 3.3.

Section 3 starts from the observation, that the time-normalized equation of motion for
I takes the generic form İ = (Xrep − 1)I, where Xrep = β1S1 + β2S2 is the replacement
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number (Hethcote 2000), i.e. the expected number of secondary cases produced by a
typical infectious individual during its time of infectiousness (nowadays mostly called
effective reproduction number). A coordinate free formulation of the model naturally
leads to taking (Xrep, I) as independent canonical coordinates3 in the physical triangle
Tphys. In this way, we arrive at formulating the SSISS model as a dynamical system in
(Xrep, I)-space, called the replacement number (RN) dynamics (Section 3.2).

Ẋrep = f(Xrep, I), İ = (Xrep − 1)I. (1.2)

Since f(Xrep, I) turns out to be a 5-parameter quadratic polynomial with no term ∼ X2
rep,

the number of free parameters is now reduced from seven to five.

The main results of this paper are derived in Section 3.3. Denoting D the new parameter
set, dimD = 5, the above approach yields a surjective submersion A 3 a 7→ x(a) ∈ D.
Moreover, A becomes a principal fibre bundle with respect to a group right action / :
A × GS → A such that x(a /g) = x(a) and D ∼= A/GS. Here GS ⊂ GL+(R2) is the
group acting on (S1, S2) ∈ R2 and leaving S1 +S2 invariant. Eq. (1.2) implies that SSISS
dynamical systems at parameter values a, a′ ∈ A are isomorphic whenever a and a′ are
GS-equivalent, i.e. x(a) = x(a′) or equivalently a′ = a /g for some g ∈ GS. In this way
we also get

- Absence of periodic solutions also for parameters a ∈ Abio,
- Conditions under which the social behavior parameters θi can be “gauged to zero”, i.e.

there exists g ∈ GS such that a /g ∈ Aθ=0.

Section 3.4 revisits the examples from the literature within the new formalism and Sec-
tion 4 gives a summary and outlook to parts II and III of this work. Finally, Appen-
dix A provides a normalization prescription for the dynamics of fractional variables in
n-compartment models with linear (i.e. constant per capita) birth and death rates, Ap-
pendix B reviews the scaling symmetry in SI(R)S models introduced in (Nill 2022) and
Appendix C discusses a boundary case in parameter space.

2. The SSISS model

This Section starts with proposing an abstract completely symmetrized SSISS model
consisting of three compartments, S1, S2 and I, with total population N = S1 + S2 + I.
Members of I are infectious, members of S1 are highly susceptible (socially active or not
immune) and members of S2 are less susceptible (partly immune or reducing contacts).
The flow diagram between compartments is depicted in Fig. 1.

The parameters in this model may be given the following interpretations

3Here “canonical” is not meant in the sense of Hamiltonian systems.
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Figure 1. Completely symmetric flow diagram of the SSISS model. All pa-
rameters are nonnegative except θ2 ∈ [−α2, 0]. Also q1 + q2 = 1, γ1 + γ2 > 0
and β1 > β2. Generalizing to compartment dependent birth rates amounts to
replacing δN by δ1S1 + δ2S2 + δI I.

α1 : Vaccination rate of susceptibles moving from S1 → S2 (assuming
θ1 = θ2 = 0, see below).

α2 : Immunity waning rate inducing a flow from S2 → S1 (assuming
θ2 = 0, see below).

βi : Number of effective contacts per unit time of a susceptible from Si.
γi : Recovery rate from I→ Si.
θ1 : Willingness to get vaccinated (alternatively to reduce contacts)

given the actual prevalence I/N . In reality only one of the two
parameters α1 and θ1 should be chosen non-zero.

θ2 : Epidemiologically one should restrict to θ2 = 0 or (θ2 = −α2 < 0
and α1 = 0). In this latter case the meaning of the S2-compartment
is “contact reducing” and α2 = −θ2 parametrizes the readiness to
increase contacts proportional to 1− I/N .

µi : Mortality rate in Si.
µI : Mortality rate in I. One could also consider vertical transmission,

in which case µI would be the mortality rate diminished by the rate
of infected newborns.

∆µI : Mortality excess ∆µI = µI − µ in case µ1 = µ2 = µ, which will be
assumed most of the time.

δ : Rate of not infected newborns. Generalizing to compartment de-
pendent birth rates amounts to replacing δN = δ1S1 + δ2S2 + δII.

qi : Split ratio of newborns between S1 and S2, q1 + q2 = 1. In the
reduced-immunity interpretation q2 would be the portion of vacci-
nated newborns.
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So in total this model counts 15 independent parameters (12 if we require constant total
population, δi = µi, δI = µI). Epidemiologically all parameters except 0 ≥ θ2 ≥ −α2

are assumed non-negative and also β2 < β1. A more technical classification of admissible
parameter ranges will be given below. Here is a list of prominent examples in the literature
- Hethcotes classic 3-parameter endemic model (Hethcote 1974, 1976, 1989) by putting

δ = µi = µI > 0, q1 = 1, β1 > 0, γ2 > 0 and all other parameters vanishing.
- The 7-parameter SIRS model with time varying population size in (Busenberg and

Driessche 1990), adding to Hethcote’s model an immunity waning rate α2 and allowing
different (constant per capita) mortality and birth rates.

- The 6-parameter SIRI model of (Derrick and Driessche 1993), replacing the immunity
waning rate α2 in (Busenberg and Driessche 1990) by the incidence rate β2 > 0 and
also requiring µ1 = µ2.

- An extended 10-parameter constant population SI(R)S (i.e. mixed SIRS/SIS) model
with constant and I-linear vaccination rates α1, θ1, an immunity waning rate α2 and
two recovery flows I ← Si. Hence δi = µi, δI = µI and θ2 = β2 = 04.

- The 6-parameter isolated core system in (Hadeler and Castillo-Chavez 1995), with
two incidence and recovery rates, βi, γi > 0, a vaccination term α1 > 0 and a constant
population with balanced birth and death rates, δ = µi = µI > 0 and q1 = 1.

- The 7-parameter vaccination models of (Kribs-Zaleta and Velasco-Hernandez 2000)
adding an immunity waning rate α2 > 0 to the model of (Hadeler and Castillo-Chavez
1995). As we will see in Eq. (2.24) below, due to a redundancy of parameters the two
models actually stay isomorphic.

- The 8-parameter SIS-model with vaccination and varying population size of (J. Li and
Ma 2002) keeping only θi = γ2 = β2 = 0 and assuming µ1 = µ2 = µ.5 As we will see
in (2.25), after a parameter transformation this model becomes isomorphic to the case
where only θi = 0 and β2 ≤ 0.

- The 8-parameter SIRS-type model analyzed recently by (Avram, Adenane, Bianchin,
et al. 2022), keeping only γ1 = θ1 = θ2 = q2 = 0 and all other parameters positive.
The authors allow a varying population size by first discussing the general case of all
mortality rates being different and then concentrate on µ1 = µ2 6= δ and ∆µI > 0.
Their paper is closest to the present work and in fact initiated it.

In a “zeroth normalization” step I will now show that passing to fractional variables and
requiring δ1 − µ1 = δ2 − µ2 all vital dynamic parameters in the SSISS model become
redundant6. In this way the number of essential parameters reduces from 14 to 8. The
price to pay in the non-constant population case is possibly getting negative incidence
rates βi.

2.1. Constant population. To get a constant population N the birth rates have to obey
δi = µi and δI = µI , or more generally

δ = (µ1S1 + µ2S2 + µII)/N . (2.1)
In case µ1 = µ2 = µ this would read δ = µ+I∆µI . Heuristically this should be understood
as an approximation for ∆µI/µ � 1. Under this assumption, denoting fractions of the

4Here I have chosen enlarge the conventional setting for SI(R)S models by also allowing θ1 > 0.
5Actually the authors let µ be a function of N , which however disappears when passing to fractional

variables.
6Redundancy of constant per capita birth and death rates may in fact be shown under quite general

assumptions in n-compartment models, see Appendix A.
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total population by Si = Si/N and I = I/N and introducing the notations
α̃1 := α1 + q2µ1 , γ̃1 := γ1 + q1µI ,
α̃2 := α2 + q1µ2 , γ̃2 := γ2 + q2µI ,

(2.2)

S =

(
S1

S2

)
, D(β) =

(
β1 0
0 β2

)
, E(α) =

(
α1 −α2

−α1 α2

)
, γ̃ =

(
γ̃1

γ̃2

)
(2.3)

the dynamical system described by the flow diagram Fig. 1 becomes

Ṡ = − [E(α̃) + IE(θ) + ID(β)] S + Iγ̃ , (2.4)
İ = γ̃(Xrep − 1)I , γ̃ = γ̃1 + γ̃2 (2.5)

Xrep := (β1S1 + β2S2)/γ̃ . (2.6)

Note that γ̃−1 ≡ (γ1 + γ2 + µI)
−1 is the expected waiting time in I and hence Xrep is the

replacement number (Hethcote 2000), i.e. the expected number of secondary cases pro-
duced by a typical infectious individual during its time of infectiousness. In conventional
SI(R)S models, i.e. for β2 = θ2 = 0, the replacement number in the limit S1 = 1 would
become the basic reproduction number r0 = β1/γ. This is why nowadays the replacement
number is mostly called effective reproduction number. Later we will also have the notion
of a reduced reproduction number R0 as the value of Xrep at the disease-free equilibrium.
To avoid misunderstandings, I prefer to keep the various notions of “reproduction num-
bers” for parameters, whereas the replacement number Xrep is considered as a dynamical
variable.

Now obviously, by (2.2), all vital dynamics parameters become redundant and may be
absorbed by redefining αi and γi. Note that this observation is independent of the choice
of βi and θi, i.e. it already holds in a combined SI(R)S model.

2.2. Time varying population. To derive the equations of motion in case of a time vary-
ing population keep compartment dependent per capita birth and death rates δi, δI , µi, µI
constant and put Y = (S1,S2, I), y = N−1Y and

ν ≡ (ν1, ν2, νI) := (δ1 − µ1, δ2 − µ2, δI − µI).
Then ẏ = Ẏ/N − yṄ/N and Ṅ/N = 〈ν | y〉. Using S1 + S2 + I = 1 we may rewrite

S1Ṅ/N = S1[ν1 + (ν2 − ν1)S2 + (νI − ν1)I]

S2Ṅ/N = S2[ν2 + (ν1 − ν2)S1 + (νI − ν2)I]

IṄ/N = I[νI + (ν1 − νI)S1 + (ν2 − νI)S2].

So now introduce
α̃1 := α1 + q2δ1 , α̃2 := α2 + q1δ2 ,
γ̃1 := γ1 + q1δI , γ̃2 := γ2 + q2δI ,

β̃1 := β1 + νI − ν1 , β̃2 := β2 + νI − ν2 .
(2.7)

With the same notation as in Eq. (2.3) and e(ν) :=

(
ν1 − ν2

ν2 − ν1

)
we then get

Ṡ = −
[
E(α̃) + IE(θ) + ID(β̃)

]
S + Iγ̃ + S1S2e(ν) , (2.8)

İ = γ̃(Xrep − 1)I , (2.9)

Xrep := (β̃1S1 + β̃2S2)/γ̃ , γ̃ := γ̃1 + γ̃2. (2.10)
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So, imposing the condition ν1 = ν2 =: ν and putting ∆νI := ν−νI we get e(ν) = 0 and the
equations of motion look exactly as in the case of constant population (2.4)-(2.6). Again
all vital dynamics parameters become redundant and may be absorbed by redefining βi,
αi and γi. The difference this time is that β̃i = βi −∆νI may become negative! Thus we
arrive at

Proposition 2.1. Assume ν1 = ν2.
i) If ∆νI ≤ min{β1, β2} the SSISS model with variable population maps to the model with

constant population.
ii) If ∆νI > min{β1, β2} it maps to the model with min{β1, β2} = 0 and variable popula-

tion with ∆̃νI = ∆νI −min{β1, β2}.
iii) If ∆νI = β2 < β1 and θ2 = 0 it becomes the extended SI(R)S model with θ1 ≥ 0 and

two recovery flows I → S1 and I → S2.

Remark 2.2. Note that under the usual assumptions δi = δI = δ and µ1 = µ2 = µ, ∆νI
coincides with the excess mortality in the infectious compartment, ∆νI = µI −µ = ∆µI .

Remark 2.3. The observation that on the level of fractional variables in both scenarios
(constant vs. variable population, the latter provided ν1 = ν2) all vital dynamics param-
eters are redundant seems to be new7. Essential for this is allowing all four parameters
(αi, γi) being positive and βi possibly being negative. The introduction of parameters θi
is not needed to assure this. Redundancy of constant per capita birth and death rates
may in fact be shown under quite general assumptions in n-compartment models, see
Appendix A.

2.3. Classifying parameter space. In this subsection assume ν1 = ν2. Then the re-
formulation in terms of possibly negative incidence rates β̃i leads to a new classification
scheme identifying seven sectors in this model. For θi = 0 these are labeled by the signa-
tures of β̃1 + β̃2 and β̃1β̃2 (in case of a compartment independent birth rate δ equivalently
by the size of the excess mortality ∆µI), see Table 1. For θi 6= 0 this classification will be
refined in Section 3, Table 3.

To simplify notation, in what follows let me drop the tilde above parameters. The case
β1 = β2 will be ignored, since in this case putting S = S1 + S2 one easily checks that
(S, I) obeys the dynamics of a SIS model, which can immediately be solved by separation
of variables. Also, due to the permutation symmetry 1 ↔ 2, there is no loss assuming
β1 > β2. Next, choosing time scale to be measured in units of γ−1, we may without
loss also put γ = 1. Thus, assume γi ∈ [0, 1] and γ1 + γ2 = 1. So, having started from
fourteen, essentially we are now left with seven free parameters (think of all greek symbols
of dimension [time]−1 being divided by γ).

To further classify the space of admissible parameters some formalism will be needed. Put

C := {(αi, γi, θi) ∈ R6 | α1 + α2 > 0 ∧ γ1 + γ2 = 1} (2.11)

C+ := C ∩ {(αi, γi) ∈ R4
≥0} (2.12)

Csplit := C ∩ {θ1 ≥ 0 ≥ θ2} (2.13)
Cphys := C+ ∩ {θi + αi ≥ 0 , i = 1, 2} (2.14)
Cbio := Csplit ∩ Cphys (2.15)

7As communicated privately this had also been realized recently in a talk by Florin Avram.
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Table 1. Seven sectors in the SSISS-model at θi = 0 and for compartment
independent birth rate δ. By Corollary 2.9 Sector I is isomorphic to the models
of (Hadeler and Castillo-Chavez 1995; Kribs-Zaleta and Velasco-Hernandez 2000)
and Sectors III-VII are largely covered by (J. Li and Ma 2002). Sector II is a
mixed SI(R)S model with two recovery flows I → R and I → S.

Sector sign(β̃1 + β̃2) sign(β̃1β̃2) Interval [β̃1, β̃2] Excess mortality ∆µI

I + + 0 < β̃2 < β̃1 ∆µI < β2

II (SIRS) + 0 0 = β̃2 < β̃1 ∆µI = β2

III + − 0 < −β̃2 < β̃1 β2 < ∆µI < (β1 + β2)/2

IV 0 − 0 < −β̃2 = β̃1 ∆µI = (β1 + β2)/2

V − − β̃2 < −β̃1 < 0 (β1 + β2)/2 < ∆µI < β1

VI − 0 β̃2 < β̃1 = 0 β1 = ∆µI

VII − + β̃2 < β̃1 < 0 β1 < ∆µI

Note that for θi = 0 we have C+ = Cphys = Cbio. Denoting

B := {β = (β1, β2) ∈ R2 | β2 < β1}. (2.16)

the full parameter sets are then given by A := C ×B or Ax := Cx×B, respectively. I will
also use obvious notations like Aθ=0 := A ∩ {θi = 0} and Aα≥0 := A ∩ {αi ≥ 0}.

Remark 2.4. In the definition of C in (2.11) the border case α1 = α2 = 0 (i.e. absence of
constant vaccination and waning immunity rates) has been excluded, see Appendix C for
a short discussion. For the body of this paper I will stick with the assumption α1 +α2 > 0.

Next, it is easy to check, that for a ∈ Aphys the physical triangle

Tphys := {(S1, S2, I) ∈ R3
≥0 | S1 + S2 + I = 1} (2.17)

stays forward invariant under the dynamics (2.8)-(2.9), i.e. on Tphys we have I = 0⇒ İ =

0 and Si = 0⇒ Ṡi ≥ 0. Note that θi + αi ≥ 0 in (2.14) is sufficient but not necessary to
assure this.

Lemma 2.5. In the SSISS model (2.8)-(2.9) the physical triangle stays forward invariant
for all parameters (αi, βi, γi, θi) ∈ Aphys, also including the border case α1 = α2 = 0. �

We are now ready to state a main result of this paper. Assuming ν1 = ν2 the normaliza-
tion procedure to be introduced in Section 3 will further reduce the number of essential
parameters from seven to five. This means, SSISS models fall into isomorphy classes map-
ping to the same normalized system. It turns out, that these isomorphy classes coincide
with orbits under a parameter symmetry group GS acting simultaneously on phase P
and parameter space A, such that parameters for the normalized system are naturally
identified as elements of A/GS.

Theorem 2.6. For y = (S1, S2, I)T ∈ R3 and parameter values a = (α,β,γ,θ) ∈ A
denote ẏ = Fa(y) the dynamical system (2.8)-(2.9) with vector field Fa : R3 → R3. Let
GS ⊂ GL+(R2) be the subgroup acting on S ∈ R2 from the left and leaving S1 + S2

invariant.
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i) Then there exists a free right action / : A×GS → A such that A becomes a principal
GS-bundle and

Fa ◦Tg = Tg ◦ Fa/g , Tg :=

 g
0
0

0 0 1

 , ∀(a,g) ∈ A×GS. (2.18)

ii) Put j := ( 0 1
1 0 ) and for g ∈ GS denote ḡ := jgj ∈ GS. Viewing α,γ,θ ∈ R2 as column

vectors and β ∈ B as a row vector and writing a /g = a′ = (α′,β′,γ ′,θ′) we have

α′ = ḡ−1α, θ′ = ḡ−1θ + ϑ

γ ′ = g−1γ, ϑ =
1

β′1 − β′2

(
−(β1 − β′1)(β2 − β′1)
(β1 − β′2)(β2 − β′2)

)
β′ = βg

iii) The GS-right action B × GS 3 (β,g) 7→ βg ∈ B is free and transitive and A ∼=
A/GS × B as trivial principal fiber bundles.

iv) Put S′ = g−1S. Then 〈β|S〉 = 〈β′|S′〉 ≡ Xrep and therefore Ẋrep = fa(Xrep, I) where
fa = fa/g is GS-invariant, i.e. it only depends on A/GS.

v) If θ1 ≥ θ2 or θ1θ2 > 08, then there exists g ∈ GS such that a′ := a /g ∈ Aθ=0, i.e. the
parameters θi may be “gauged to zero”. If in this case a ∈ Abio then also a′ ∈ Abio.

Remark 2.7. As we will see, although the linear transformation Tg preserves the condition
S1 + S2 + I = 1, it does not necessarily leave R3

≥0 (and hence Tphys) invariant.
Remark 2.8. Since dimGS = 2 we have dimA/GS = dimA − 2. So, using (Xrep, I)
as independent coordinates in Tphys, the number of essential parameters of the SSISS
dynamical system reduces from seven to five.

Parts i)-iv) of Theorem 2.6 will be proven in Corollary 3.7 and Lemma 3.8 and part v) in
Lemma 3.18. Before coming to this let me close this Section
- in Subsection 2.4 with shortly revisiting some bench-marking models in the literature

within the present framework,
- in Subsection 2.5 with proving absence of periodic solutions by optimizing the methods

of (Busenberg and Driessche 1990).

2.4. Examples from the literature. For simplicity, in this subsection let me assume a
compartment independent birth rate δ. Formulating the dynamics for fractional variables
y = (S1, S2, I) there always remains an ambiguity by adding a vectorfield vanishing on
Tphys. In Eqs. (2.8)-(2.9) the vector field F ≡ Fa has the special form

F(y) = My + Γ(y ⊗ y), 〈1|M = 〈1|Γ = 0, (2.19)
where M ∈ R3×3, 1 = (1, 1, 1) and Γ ∈ Hom (R3 ⊗ R3,R3). As is shown in Appendix A,
n-compartment models with at most quadratic terms and population size varying only
due to constant per capita birth and death rates may always be normalized in this way.
Using different conventions bears the risk of overlooking redundancies in parameter space.
Moreover, it also makes it tedious to pin down the differences between (or equivalence of)
various models in the literature. Table 2 shows how the examples quoted at the beginning
of this Section9 compare with each other when mapped to the present set of parameters.

8Actually these conditions are sufficient but not necessary. For a weaker condition see Section 3.3.
9Heth = (Hethcote 1974, 1976, 1989); SIRI = (Derrick and Driessche 1993); BuDr = (Busenberg

and Driessche 1990); SI(R)S = 10-parameter mixed SIRS/SIS model with constant population size and
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Table 2. Mapping models in the literature9 expressed in non-normalized vari-
ables (S1,S2, I) to the present choice of parameters. The column # counts the
number of free parameters in the original models. After passing to fractional
variables (S1, S2, I) and tilde parameters, Eq. (2.2) or Eq. (2.7), and resetting
time scale to γ̃ = 1, the column #eff counts the number of effectively independent
parameters as determined in Eqs. (2.20)-(2.26).

α1 α2 β1 β2 γ1 γ2 δ µ1 µ2 µI q1 q2 # #eff

Heth 0 0 X 0 0 X δ = µ1 = µ2 = µI 1 0 3 2
SIRI1 0 0 X X 0 X X µ1 = µ2 X 1 0 6 3
SIRI2 0 0 X X X 0 X µ1 = µ2 X 0 1 6 3
BuDr 0 X X 0 0 X X X X X 1 0 7 5
SI(R)S X X X 0 X X δ = µ1 = µ2 = µI X X 7 4
HaCa X 0 X X X X δ = µ1 = µ2 = µI 1 0 6 5
KZVH X X X X X X δ = µ1 = µ2 = µI 1 0 7 5
LM X X X 0 X 0 X µi = f(N) X X X 8 5
AABH1 X X X X 0 X X µ1 = µ2

10 X 1 0 8 5
AABH2 X X X X X 0 X µ1 = µ2

10 X 0 1 8 5

Applying the transformations (2.2) or (2.7), respectively, maps the above 11-parameter
set to the redundancy-free 6-parameter set (α̃i, β̃i, γ̃i). After resetting time scale to γ̃ ≡
γ̃1 + γ̃2 = 1 the classification of the above models looks as follows:

AHeth = Abio ∩ Aθ=0 ∩ {α̃1 = 0 ∧ γ̃2 > 0 ∧ γ̃1 = α̃2 ∧ β̃2 = 0} (2.20)
ASIRIi = Abio ∩ Aθ=0 ∩ {α̃i = 0 ∧ γ̃j > 0 ∧ γ̃i = α̃j, j 6= i} (2.21)

ABuDr = Abio ∩ Aθ=0 ∩ {α̃1 = 0 ∧ γ̃2 > 0 ∧ β̃2 < 0}11 (2.22)

ASIRS = Abio ∩ Aθ2=0 ∩ {β̃2 = 0} (2.23)

AKZVH = Abio ∩ Aθ=0 ∩ {β̃2 > 0} = AHaCa (2.24)

ALM = Abio ∩ Aθ=0 ∩ {β̃2 < 0 ∧ γ̃1 > 0} (2.25)
AAABHi

= Abio ∩ Aθ=0 ∩ {γ̃j > 0, j 6= i} (2.26)

The dimensions of these parameter spaces are displayed in the last column of Table 211.
To verify Eqs. (2.20)-(2.26) the following explanations should suffice.
• The SIRI model of (Derrick and Driessche 1993) with varying population requires

αi = γ1 = 0. Since for βR > βS the mapping to the SISS model permutes 1 ↔ 2 (i.e.
maps R → S1 and S → S2), if βR < βS we get α̃1 = 0, α̃2 = γ̃1 = δ and γ̃2 = γ2 > 0,
and if βR > βS we get α̃2 = 0, α̃1 = γ̃2 = δ and γ̃1 = γ1 > 0.

• The SIRS model of (Busenberg and Driessche 1990) differs from SIRI by allowing
α2 > 0 and µ1 < µ2, but in turn it requires βS > βR = 0. Thus, we have α̃1 = 0

θ2 = β2 = 0; HaCa = core system in (Hadeler and Castillo-Chavez 1995); KZVH = (Kribs-Zaleta and
Velasco-Hernandez 2000); LM = (J. Li and Ma 2002); AABH = (Avram, Adenane, Bianchin, et al. 2022).
SIRI and AABH come in two versions, the subscript 1 refers to βS > βR and 2 to βS < βR.

10 The bulk of results in Section 5 and 6 of (Avram, Adenane, Bianchin, et al. 2022) assumes µ1 = µ2.
11To be comparable Eq. (2.22) refers to the sub-case µ1 = µ2 in (Busenberg and Driessche 1990), so

dimABuDr = 4. Allowing also an excess mortality µ2 − µ1 > 0 gives #eff = 5 in Table 2.
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and γ̃1 = δ as in SIRI1, but α̃2 = α2 + δ becomes independent. If, for comparison, we
restrict to µ1 = µ2 = µ then β2 = 0 implies β̃2 = −∆µI ≤ 0.

• If q1 > 0 then one of the three parameters (γ1, α2, δ) always becomes redundant.
So the models of (Hadeler and Castillo-Chavez 1995) and (Kribs-Zaleta and Velasco-
Hernandez 2000) are isomorphic, in spite of the latter containing the additional im-
munity waning rate α2. Also, they both satisfy β̃2 = β2 > 0.

• Putting q2 = 1 in the SIS-type model of (J. Li and Ma 2002) the mapping (α1, α2, γ1, δ) 7→
(α̃i, γ̃i) is bijective. Also, the authors have defined µi = f(N) and µI = f(N) + ∆µI .
Hence, the only restrictions in this model are β̃2 = −∆µI < 0 and γ̃1 > 0.

In summary we get the following conclusions, which apparently have not yet been realized
in the literature.

Corollary 2.9. Assume µ1 = µ2 =: µ and put ∆µI := µI − µ.
i) For β1 > β2 = ∆µI the SIRI model of (Derrick and Driessche 1993) is isomorphic to

Hethcote’s classic endemic model.
Moreover, restricting to γ̃1 > 0 and β2 6= ∆µI we have
ii) The SIRS-type model of (Busenberg and Driessche 1990) reduces to a sub-case of the

SIS-type model of (J. Li and Ma 2002), which in turn covers Sectors III-VII of the
SSISS model at θi = 0.

iii) The models of (Hadeler and Castillo-Chavez 1995) and (Kribs-Zaleta and Velasco-
Hernandez 2000) are isomorphic and cover Sector I of the SSISS model at θi = 0.

iv) The models of (J. Li and Ma 2002) and (Hadeler and Castillo-Chavez 1995; Kribs-
Zaleta and Velasco-Hernandez 2000) only differ by the sign of β̃2.

v) Their disjoint union covers the SIRI model of (Derrick and Driessche 1993) and co-
incides with the model of (Avram, Adenane, Bianchin, et al. 2022).

An equivalent formulation of Corollary 2.9 based on normalized parameters and vari-
ables is given in Corollary 3.19 in Section 3.4.

2.5. Absence of periodic solutions. In this subsection I will specify parameter ranges
guaranteeing absence of periodic solutions by optimizing methods from (Busenberg and
Driessche 1990) (see also (Busenberg and Driessche 1991; Derrick and Driessche 1993)) for
the present situation, including θi 6= 0. To start with, the Busenberg-Driessche version of
the classical Bendixson–Dulac Theorem may be given the following alternative formulation

Lemma 2.10. (Busenberg and Driessche 1990) Let F : R3 → R3 be smooth in a neigh-
borhood of Tphys and assume Tphys forward invariant under the flow of ẏ = F(y). Assume
there exists a smooth scalar function u(y) defined in a neighborhood of Tphys such that

Ψ(y) := ∇ · (uF)(y)− (y · ∇)(u
∑
i

Fi)(y) ≤ 0 , ∀y ∈ Tphys (2.27)

and Ψ(y) < 0 for some y ∈ Tphys. Then in Tphys \ ∂Tphys there exist no periodic solutions,
homoclinic loops or oriented phase polygons of the dynamical system ẏ = F(y).

Proof. Put 1 := (1, 1, 1) and g := y× uF. Then g ·F = 0 and 〈1 | ∇ × g〉|Tphys = Ψ|Tphys ,
where the second identity easily follows from 〈1 | F〉|Tphys = 0. Now the claim follows by
Stoke’s Theorem as in the proof of Theorem 4.1 of (Busenberg and Driessche 1990). �

Remark 2.11. In Lemma A.1 in Appendix A it is shown that for models with constant
per capita birth and death rates one may always replace F by F̃ obeying F|Tphys = F̃|Tphys
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and 〈1 | F̃〉 = 0 also outside Tphys. So in this case the second term in (2.27) vanishes and
the condition ∇(uF̃) ≤ 0 looks like in the classical Bendixson-Dulac theorem.

As in (Busenberg and Driessche 1990) putting y = (S1, S2, I) and u = 1/(S1S2I) we now
apply this to the dynamical system Eqs. (2.8)-(2.10). We have uF(y) = uMy + uf(y)
where

M =

−α̃1 α̃2 γ̃1

α̃1 −α̃2 γ̃2

0 0 −1

 , (uf)(y) =

−(β̃1 + θ1)/S2 + θ2/S1 + (ν1 − ν2)/I

−(β̃2 + θ2)/S1 + θ1/S2 + (ν2 − ν1)/I

β̃1/S2 + β̃2/S1

 .

(2.28)
Here the time scale normalization γ̃1 + γ̃2 = 1 is understood.

Theorem 2.12. Under the following conditions there exist no periodic solutions, homo-
clinic loops or oriented phase polygons of the SSISS system (2.8)-(2.10) in Tphys.
i) (α̃i, γ̃i, θi) ∈ R6

≥0.
ii) (α̃i, γ̃i, θi) ∈ Cbio and ν1 = ν2.

Proof. First note that γ̃1 + γ̃2 = 1 implies that the boundary lines {S1 = 0} and {S2 = 0}
cannot both be forward invariant. Hence, ∂Tphys cannot be a phase polygon. Next, the
second term in (2.27) vanishes, because we have 〈1 | F〉 = 0 also outside of Tphys. We are
left to compute ∇·(u(y)My) = −

∑
i 6=jMi,jyj/yi < 0 and ∇· f = −θ2/S

2
1−θ1/S

2
2 . Part i)

follows by Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.10. The proof of part ii) relies on the normalization
formalism of Section 3 and follows from Corollary 3.17. �

Remark 2.13. Note that Theorem 2.12ii) doesn’t follow directly from Theorem 2.6, because
there the equivalence transformation Tg need not preserve Tphys, see also Remark 2.7.

Remark 2.14. Usually in the literature on models with constant per capita birth and death
rates the vector field F appears in the form F = FM + f , where FM = My− 〈1 |My〉y,
the second term being nonzero. This makes computations more involved but still yields
ΨM |Tphys ≡ ∇ · (uFM)|Tphys − (y · ∇)〈1 | uFM〉|Tphys = −

∑
i 6=jMi,jyj/yi, see Eq. (3.8)

in (Derrick and Driessche 1993). The fact that M may be chosen to satisfy 〈1|M = 0
(Lemma A.1 in Appendix A, see also remark 2.11) is rarely noticed in the literature.

3. Normalization

3.1. Phase space. From now on we drop again the tilde above parameters and also
require ν1 = ν2. To proceed one has to choose suitable coordinates (X, Y ) on a phase space
P ⊃ Tphys. Let’s first do some linear algebra. Put V = R2 and consider S ≡ |S〉 =

( S1
S2

)
,

α ≡ |α〉 = ( α1
α2 ), γ ≡ |γ〉 = ( γ1γ2 ), θ ≡ |θ〉 =

(
θ1
θ2

)
as elements of V (“ket-” or “column-”

vectors). Denote
e ≡ 〈e| := (1, 1) , β ≡ 〈β| := (β1, β2) (3.1)

as a basis in the dual space V ∗ (“bra-” or “row-” vectors). Putting L(β,θ) := D(β)+E(θ)
we then have

〈e|E(α) = 0, 〈e|L(β,θ) = 〈β|, 〈e | γ〉 = 1 (3.2)
where 〈· | ·〉 denotes the dual pairing V ∗ ⊗ V → R. Generalizing this setting, pick (e,β)
any oriented12 basis in V ∗ and γ ∈ V satisfying 〈e | γ〉 = 1. Denote E ⊂ EndV the right

12The requirement of being oriented (with respect to a given orientation in V ) is a coordinate free
version of the condition β2 < β1.
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ideal anihilated by 〈e| and L := {L ∈ EndV | 〈e|L = 〈β|}. On V × R = R3 consider the
dynamical system

Ṡ = − [E + IL] S + Iγ, S ∈ V, E ∈ E , L ∈ L, (3.3)

İ = (X − 1)I, I ∈ R, X := 〈β | S〉. (3.4)

Fixing e and varying (β,E,L,γ) under the above constraints defines a 7-parameter dy-
namical system which in fact provides a coordinate free reformulation of the SSISS model
(2.4). Note that the conditions imply 〈e | Ṡ〉 + İ ≡ Ṡ1 + Ṡ2 + İ = 0, so the dynamics
(3.3)-(3.4) leaves the cosets {〈e | S〉 + I = const.} ⊂ R3 invariant. Since I = 0 implies
İ = 0 also the half spaces {I ∈ R±} as well as the plane {I = 0} stay invariant.

Definition 3.1. The dynamical system (3.3)-(3.4) on phase space P = {(S, I) ∈ V ×R≥0 |
〈e | S〉+ I = 1} with parameter space A = C × B is called the extended SSISS model.

Remark 3.2. The extension to negative values of variables Si and parameters a is needed
to construct the symmetry operation of GS in Theorem 2.6.

3.2. Canonical coordinates. Putting I := 1 − 〈e | S〉 and using S as independent
coordinates on P Eq. (3.4) becomes redundant and we end up with a two-dimensional
system. However, based on the coordinate free formulation (3.3)-(3.4), there is another
natural set of canonical coordinates for this system. Put

X := 〈β | S〉, Y := 〈e | S〉, (3.5)

or equivalently choose the basis dual to (3.1) in V

e⊥ ≡ |e⊥〉 :=
1

β1 − β2

(
1
−1

)
, β⊥ ≡ |β⊥〉 :=

1

β1 − β2

(
−β2

β1

)
(3.6)

Hence we have X ≡ Xrep, Y ≡ S1 + S2 and

S = Xe⊥ + Y β⊥. (3.7)

Lemma 3.3. In canonical coordinates the extended SSISS model becomes

Ẋ = (−aX + b) + (−cX + d)I − εI2 , (3.8)
Ẏ = (1−X)I = −İ , (3.9)

where I = 1− Y and where the new parameters are given by

a := α1 + α2 (3.10)
b := α2β1 + α1β2 (3.11)
c := β1 + β2 + θ1 + θ2 (3.12)
d := γ1β1 + γ2β2 − b+ ε (3.13)
ε := β1β2 + β1θ2 + β2θ1 . (3.14)

Proof. In canonical coordinates the matrices E(α) and L(β,θ) := D(β) + E(θ) take the
normal form

E(α) =

(
a −b
0 0

)
, L(β,θ) =

(
c −ε
1 0

)
. (3.15)

Using |γ〉 = (β1γ1 +β2γ2)|e⊥〉+ |β⊥〉 the claim follows by straightforward calculation. �
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The canonical form of the SSISS dynamical system (3.8)-(3.9) will also be called the RN-
dynamical system (RN = replacement number). Beware that unless β2 ≥ 0 the “would-be”
replacement number X may take negative values even for Si ≥ 0. In fact, in canonical
coordinates the physical triangle takes the form

Tphys(β) = {(X, Y ) ∈ R× [0, 1] | β2Y ≤ X ≤ β1Y }
= {(X, I) ∈ R× [0, 1] | β2(1− I) ≤ X ≤ β1(1− I)}. (3.16)

So in (X, I)-space Tphys is given by the corners T< = (β2, 0), T> = (β1, 0) and T∧ = (0, 1).
To stay with epidemiological conventions, from now on I will use X ≡ Xrep and I ≡ 1−Y
as independent variables, in terms of which phase space is now given by

P = {(X, I) ∈ R× R≥0}.

Also note that in canonical coordinates the dynamics is reduced from seven to five pa-
rameters, i.e. the system no longer depends on β. So, the role of β is reduced to fixing
the image of physical triangles Tphys in canonical coordinates. Equivalently this means
that fixing x = (a, b, c, d, ε) and varying β ∈ B we get an equivalence class of isomorphic
dynamical systems, albeit physical triangles are not mapped onto each other under these
isomorphisms.

Proposition 3.4. For a, a′ ∈ A, a = (α,β,γ,θ) and a′ = (α′,β′,γ ′,θ′), assume x(a) =
x(a′). Following Eq. (3.7) put

S := Xe⊥(β) + (1− I)β⊥ , S′ := Xe⊥(β′) + (1− I)β′⊥ . (3.17)

Then S1 + S2 = S ′1 + S ′2 = 1− I and S = gS′ where g ∈ GL+(R2) is uniquely defined by

g = |β⊥〉〈e|+ |e⊥(β)〉〈β′| = 1

β1 − β2

(
β′1 − β2 β′2 − β2

β1 − β′1 β1 − β′2 ,

)
(3.18)

implying det g = (β′1 − β′2)/(β1 − β2) > 0. Moreover, (S, I) satisfies the SSISS dynamics
(3.3)-(3.4) at parameter values a iff (S′, I) satisfies it at parameter values a′.

Proof. Eq. (3.17) implies 〈e|S〉 = 〈e|S′〉 = 1− I and 〈β|S〉 = 〈β′|S′〉 = X. Hence, g must
satisfy 〈e|g = 〈e| and 〈β|g = 〈β′| with unique solution (3.18). �

Remark 3.5. Apparently we have g ∈ GS := {g ∈ GL+(R2) | 〈e|g = 〈e|} and by Eq.
(3.18) β 7→ βg defines a transitive and free right action of GS on B13. In Corollary 3.7
below this action will be transported to a free GS-action on A, thus proving parts i)-iv)
of Theorem 2.6.

3.3. Main results. In this subsection we study the constraints on the new parameters
x := (a, b, c, d, ε) and admissible ranges of β - or equivalently Tphys(β) - for given values
of x, which will finally lead to a proof of Theorems 2.6 and 2.12. Recalling A ≡ C × B
denote

φ : A 3 a 7→ (x(a),β) ∈ D × B, D := R+ × R4 (3.19)

where x(a) is given by (3.10)-(3.14). The proof of the following Lemma is by straight
forward calculation and hence omitted.

13Note that dimGS = 2. The parametrization of g in (3.18) is redundant by invariance under
(β1, β2) 7→ (β1 + λ, β2 + λ) and (β1, β2) 7→ (χβ1, χβ2), (λ, χ) ∈ R× R+.
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Lemma 3.6. The map φ : A → D × B provides a diffeomorphism with φ−1 given by

αi =
b− aβi
βj − βi

, γi =
d+ b− ε− βj

βi − βj
, θi =

β2
i − cβi + ε

βj − βi
, j 6= i (3.20)

�

Corollary 3.7. Consider D×B as a trivial principal GS-bundle with fiber B and GS right
action (x,β) /g := (x,βg), see Remark 3.5. Defining a /g := φ−1(x(a),βg) we get an
isomorphic GS-bundle structure on A. Putting y := (S1, S2, I) and writing the dynamical
system (3.3)-(3.4) with parameters a ∈ A as ẏ = Fa(y), Proposition 3.4 becomes

Fa ◦Tg = Tg ◦ Fa/g , Tg := g ⊕ id , g ∈ GS.

This proves parts i), iii) and iv) of Theorem 2.6. �

The remaining transformation rules in part ii) of Theorem 2.6 now boil down to an exercise
in linear algebra.

Lemma 3.8. Let D(β) and E(α) be given as in Eq. (2.3) and ϑ(β,β′) as in part ii) of
Theorem 2.6. Then for all g ∈ GS, α ∈ R2 and β′ = βg ∈ B

E(ḡα)g = gE(α),

D(β)g = g [D(β′) + E(ϑ(β,β′))]

Applying these identities to the dynamical system (3.3)-(3.4) proves Theorem 2.6ii). �

Remark 3.9. Beware that the transformation matrix g preserves S1+S2 but not necessarily
R2
≥0. Also, if a ∈ Aphys (or Abio) and x(a) = x(a′) then it depends on β′ whether

a′ ∈ Aphys (or Abio), see Proposition 3.15 below. Hence, the above equivalencies may
produce scenarios where a ∈ Aphys and a′ = a /g 6∈ Aphys and T−1

g Tphys 6∈ R3
≥0 but still

T−1
g Tphys is forward invariant under the flow of Fa′ .

Next, on D define the functions

R0(x) := b/a ≡ α2β1 + α1β2

α1 + α2

, (3.21)

R1(x) := d+ b− ε ≡ γ1β1 + γ2β2 . (3.22)

Obviously we may also use x ≡ (a,R0, R1, c, ε) ∈ R+ × R4 as independent parameters in
D. Moreover we clearly have

φ(A+) = {(x,β) ∈ D × B | β2 ≤ Ri ≤ β1 , i = 1, 2} , (3.23)

i.e. on A+ the functions Ri may be interpreted as two kinds of mean values of β1 and β2.
Again beware that for β2 < 0 we may have Ri < 0 even on A+. To explain the meaning
of R0 note that for a > 0 the value of the replacement number X at the disease-free
equilibrium (DFE) of the RN-dynamical system (3.8)-(3.9) is precisely given by X∗0 = R0.
Following results of (Driessche and Watmough 2002) this leads to

Definition 3.10. R0 is called the reduced reproduction number.

Remark 3.11. As has been shown by (Driessche and Watmough 2002, 2008), in models
with just one infectious compartment the more general notion of R0 as the spectral
radius of the next generation matrix ((Diekmann, Heesterbeek, and Metz 1990), see also
(Diekmann and Heesterbeek 2000)) reduces to the above definition. Denoting the values
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of Si at the DFE by S∗i we have R0 = β1S
∗
1 + β2S

∗
2 , which is the usual formula, see e.g.

(Kribs-Zaleta and Velasco-Hernandez 2000) or (Avram, Adenane, Bianchin, et al. 2022).

Remark 3.12. Mostly in the literature R0 is called the basic reproduction number. But in
case β2 = 0 this terminology is already occupied by r0 := β1/γ as the expected number
of secondary cases produced by a typical infectious individual in a totally susceptible
population. So to avoid confusion I prefer to call R0 the reduced reproduction number.

Next put Dx := πD(φ(Ax)), x = phys or x = bio, where πD : D × B → D denotes
the canonical projection. We look for suitable coordinates describing Dx and then derive
additional bounds on β to describe φ(Ax). Consider the following functions on D.

A±(x) :=
1

2

(
a+ c±

√
(a+ c)2 − 4(b+ ε)

)
, (3.24)

B±(x) :=
1

2

(
c±
√
c2 − 4ε

)
. (3.25)

Then by (3.15) and the trace-det formula A± and B± provide the eigenvalues of E + L
and L, respectively. The meaning of these eigenvalues becomes clear by looking at (3.20)

β1 = A+ ⇔ α1 + θ1 = 0 β1 = B+ ⇔ θ1 = 0 (3.26)
β2 = A− ⇔ α2 + θ2 = 0 β2 = B− ⇔ θ2 = 0 (3.27)
βi = R0 ⇔ αi = 0 βi = R1 ⇔ γj = 0, j 6= i (3.28)

More generally from (3.20) we get

θi =
(βi −B−)(βi −B+)

βj − βi
, j 6= i , (3.29)

αi + θi =
(βi − A−)(βi − A+)

βj − βi
, j 6= i . (3.30)

Hence A± will serve to fix the constraints on (x,β) ∈ φ(Aphys) and B± (B ≡ “bio”) to fix
constraints on (x,β) ∈ φ(Abio). First we gather some trivial identities.

c = B+ +B− = A+ + A− − a , ε = B+B− = A+A− − b , (3.31)
a = A+ + A− −B+ −B− , aR0 ≡ b = A+A− −B+B− (3.32)

From these one immediately computes

a(A± −R0) = (A± −B+)(A± −B−) = A2
± − cA± + ε (3.33)

a(R0 −B±) = (B± − A+)(B± − A−) = B2
± − (a+ c)B± + (b+ ε) (3.34)

Now let’s introduce the notation

DA := D ∩ {A± ∈ R} (3.35)
DB := D ∩ {B± ∈ R ∧B− < B+} (3.36)
DAB := DA ∩ DB ∩ {B− ≤ A− ≤ B+ ≤ A+}. (3.37)

Lemma 3.13. The following identities hold

DAB = {x ∈ DA | A− ≤ R0 ≤ A+ ∧ c2 6= 4ε} = {x ∈ DB | B− ≤ R0 ≤ B+} (3.38)

Hence in DAB we always have the additional bound

B− ≤ A− ≤ R0 ≤ B+ ≤ A+ . (3.39)
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Proof. By Eqs. (3.33) and (3.34) on DAB we always have A− ≤ R0 ≤ A+ and B− ≤
R0 ≤ B+. Conversely, if A± ∈ R, c2 6= ε and A− ≤ R0 ≤ A+ then (3.33) implies
A2
− − cA− + ε ≤ 0 ≤ A2

+ − cA+ + ε and therefore c2 > 4ε. Hence B− < B+ ∈ R and again
by (3.33) B− ≤ A− ≤ B+ ≤ A+. The second identity follows analogously. �

Lemma 3.14. Denoting iB : DB 3 x 7→ (x, B+, B−) ∈ DB × B the following identities
hold

φ(Asplit) = {(x,β) ∈ DB × B | B− ≤ β2 < β1 ≤ B+} , (3.40)
φ(Aθ+α≥0) = {(x,β) ∈ DA × B | β2 ≤ A− ≤ β1 ≤ A+} . (3.41)
φ(Aθ=0) = iB(DB) (3.42)

φ(Aθ=0 ∩ Aα≥0) = iB(DAB) (3.43)

Proof. We have B± ∈ R iff there exists β ∈ R such that β2 − cβ + ε ≤ 0. Hence, by
(3.20), if θ1 ≥ 0 and θ2 ≤ 0 then B± ∈ R and B− ≤ β2 < β1 ≤ B+, proving the “⊂”-part
in (3.40). The opposite direction follows from (3.29). Similarly, A± ∈ R iff there exists
β ∈ R such that β2 − (a+ c)β + b+ ε ≤ 0. Hence, by (3.20), if α1 + θ1 ≥ 0 then A± ∈ R
and A− ≤ β1 ≤ A+. If in addition α2 + θ2 ≥ 0 then also β2 ≤ A−, proving the “⊂”-part
in (3.41). The opposite direction follows from (3.30). Eq. (3.42) follows since in Aθ=0 we
have β1 = B+ and β2 = B−. If in addition αi ≥ 0 then (3.30) implies Eq. (3.43).

�

We are now in the position to summarize the constraints describing φ(Aphys) and φ(Abio).

Proposition 3.15. For Ax = Cx × B as defined in (2.14) - (2.15) we have

φ(Aphys) ≡ φ(A+) ∩ φ(Aθ+α≥0)

= (DA × B) ∩ {β2 ≤ {A−, R0, R1} ≤ β1 ≤ A+} , (3.44)
Dphys = DA ∩ {R0,1 ≤ A+} , (3.45)

φ(Abio) ≡ φ(Asplit) ∩ φ(Aphys)

= (DAB × B) ∩ {B− ≤ β2 ≤ A− ≤ R0 ≤ β1 ≤ B+} ∩ {R1 ∈ [β2, β1]} , (3.46)
Dbio = DAB ∩ {R1 ∈ [B−, B+]} ⊂ Dphys . (3.47)

Proof. This is a summary of Eq. (3.23) and Lemmas 3.13 - 3.14. �

Proposition 3.15 motivates the following notation and definition

Definition 3.16. For x ∈ Dbio put

βmax
2 (x) := min{A−, R1}, βmin

1 (x) := max{R0, R1}. (3.48)

Then β ∈ B is called bio-compatible with x if B− ≤ β2 ≤ βmax
2 and βmin

1 ≤ β1 ≤ B+,
equivalently if φ−1(x,β) ∈ Abio. Similarly, β is called compatible if β2 ≤ βmax

2 and
βmin

1 ≤ β1 ≤ A+, equivalently if φ−1(x,β) ∈ Aphys. A physical triangle Tphys(β) is called
(bio)-compatible, if β is (bio)-compatible.

Hence, (bio-)compatible physical triangles are always forward invariant under the RN-
dynamics (3.8)-(3.9) and the smallest one is just Tphys(β

min
1 , βmax

2 ). The following Corollary
also proves part ii) of Theorem 2.12.



SYMMETRIES AND NORMALIZATION IN 3-COMPARTMENT EPIDEMIC MODELS I 21

Corollary 3.17. Let x ∈ Dbio and let β ∈ B be compatible with x. Then there exist
no periodic solutions, homoclinic loops or oriented phase polygons of the RN-dynamical
system (3.8)-(3.9) in Tphys(β).

Proof. Let Z ⊂ Tphys(β) be a solution cycle (image of a periodic solution, a homoclinic
loop or an oriented phase polygon). As argued in the proof of Theorem 2.12, we must
have Z 6= ∂Tphys(β

′) for all β′ ∈ B. Hence, by forward invariance, Z must lie inside the
smallest compatible triangle, Z ⊂ Tphys(β

min
1 , βmax

2 ) ⊂ Tphys(B+, B−). But, by Proposition
3.15 and Eq. (3.43), φ−1(x, B+, B−) ∈ Abio ∩ Aθ=0 and we get a contradiction with
Theorem 2.12i). �

Finally, to prove Theorem 2.6v), note that Lemma 3.14 and Proposition 3.15 in particular
imply (use that GS acts transitively on B)

Aθ=0 /GS = Asplit /GS = φ−1(DB × B) (3.49)

Aθ+α≥0 /GS = φ−1(DA × B) (3.50)

(Aθ=0 ∩ Aα≥0) /GS = φ−1(DAB × B) (3.51)

Aphys /GS = φ−1(Dphys × B) (3.52)

Abio /GS = φ−1(Dbio × B) (3.53)
Aθ=0 ∩ Abio /GS ⊂ Abio (3.54)

where the last equation follows from Aθ=0 = iB(DB) and iB(DB)∩(Dbio×B) = iB(Dbio) ⊂
φ(Abio). Theorem 2.6v) now follows from Eqs. (3.49), (3.54) and Lemma 3.18 below.

Lemma 3.18. Put AB := φ−1(DB × B) = Aθ=0 /GS, then

AB ⊃ A ∩ {θ1 ≥ θ2 ∨ θ1θ2 > 0} ⊃ Asplit ⊃ Abio.

Proof. The second and third inclusions are obvious from the definitions (2.13) and (2.15)
and the first inclusion follows from DB = D ∩ {c2 > 4ε} and

c2 − 4ε = (β1 − β2)2 + (θ1 + θ2)2 + 2(β1 − β2)(θ1 − θ2)

= (β1 − β2 + θ1 − θ2)2 + 4θ1θ2.

�

Table 3. Sector classification in Abio generalizing Table 1.

Sector c = B− +B+ ε = B−B+ Interval [B−, B+]

I + + 0 < B− < B+

II (SIRS) + 0 0 = B− < B+

III + − 0 < −B− < B+

IV 0 − 0 < −B− = B+

V − − B− < −B+ < 0

VI − 0 B− < B+ = 0

VII − + B− < B+ < 0
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Let me close by mentioning that the parametrizations (3.31) can now be used to generalize
the Sector classification of Table 1 from the special case Aθ=0 to all of Abio (more generally
to AB := φ−1(DB × B) ⊃ Abio) as shown in Table 3.

3.4. Examples revisited. For completeness let us revisit the examples in Section 2.4
within the present setting. Eqs. (2.20)-(2.26) translate into14

DHeth = Dbio ∩ {R0 = B+ ∧ a < 1 ∧ d = B− = 0} (3.55)
DSIRI1,2 = Dbio ∩ {R0 = B± ∧ a < 1 ∧ d = B∓(B± + 1− a)} (3.56)

DBuDr = Dbio ∩ {R1 < R0 = B+ ∧ B− < 0}15 (3.57)
DSIRS = Dbio ∩ {B− = 0} (3.58)
DLM = Dbio ∩ {B− < min{0, R1}} (3.59)
DKZVH = Dbio ∩ {B− > 0} = DHaCa (3.60)

DAABH1 = Dbio ∩ {B− ≤ R1 < B+}15 (3.61)

DAABH2 = Dbio ∩ {B− < R1 ≤ B+}15 (3.62)

Note that all models except SI(R)S already satisfy θi = 0 whence β̃1 = B+, β̃2 = B−
by Eqs. (3.26)-(3.28). In the SI(R)S model we have instead 0 = β̃2 = B− < β̃1 ≤ B+.
Corollary 2.9 may now be reformulated as follows
Corollary 3.19. Referring to the sub-cases µ1 = µ2 in (Avram, Adenane, Bianchin, et al.
2022; Busenberg and Driessche 1990) and putting DAABH := DAABH1 ∪ DAABH2 we have

DHeth = DSIRI1 ∩ {B− = 0} (3.63)
= DSIRS ∩ {a < 1 ∧ R0 = c ∧ d = 0} (3.64)

DLM ⊃ DBuDr ∩ {B− 6= R1} (3.65)
DLM = DAABH2 ∩ {B− < 0} (3.66)
DKZVH = DAABH ∩ {B− > 0} (3.67)

Finally, we are now in the position to generalize the scaling symmetry for SI(R)S models
of (Nill 2022) to the present setting. First note that having started from the 10-parameter
extended SI(R)S model we now have arrived at dimDSIRS = 4. Also, dimDHeth = 2 with
independent parameters a ∈ (0, 1) and c = R0 = B+ > 0. In particular, if x ∈ DHeth

then putting (u, v) := (X, cI) the RN-dynamical system (3.8)-(3.9) reduces to the classic
endemic model in Eq. (1.1). In a second normalization step the number of parameters in
the SI(R)S case may now be reduced again by two. In this way, for c > d,16 the normalized
SI(R)S model also looks like the classic endemic model

u̇ = −uv − c1u+ c2 , v̇ = uv − v , (3.68)
the difference being that coming from DHeth we have c1 = a ∈ (0, 1) and c2 = aR0 ≥ 0,
whereas coming from DSIRS gives (c1, c2) ∈ R+ × R17. However, since endemic bifurcation

14Heth = (Hethcote 1974, 1976, 1989); SIRI = (Derrick and Driessche 1993); BuDr = (Busenberg
and Driessche 1990); SIRS = 10-parameter mixed SIRS/SIS model with constant population size and
θ2 = β2 = 0; HaCa = core system in (Hadeler and Castillo-Chavez 1995); KZVH = (Kribs-Zaleta and
Velasco-Hernandez 2000); LM = (J. Li and Ma 2002); AABH = (Avram, Adenane, Bianchin, et al. 2022).
SIRI and AABH come in two versions, the subscript 1 refers to βS > βR and 2 to βS < βR.

15Referring to the sub-case µ1 = µ2 in these models, see Footnotes 10 and 11.
16Note that in DSIRS we have c = B+ ≥ R1 − aR0 = d where equality implies R0 = 0 and R1 = B+.
17In case a = 0 we would get c1 = c2 = 0.
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in the model (3.68) occurs at R0 = c2/c1 = 1, extending this model to the SI(R)S case
by including also values c2 < 0 and c1 ≥ 1 doesn’t change its characteristic behavior.
In particular, various proofs in the literature on variants of constant population SI(R)S
models with standard incidence become obsolete, it’s all contained in Hethcote’s work.

Eq. (3.68) is proven in Appendix B. In principle, the proof relies on the same structure
as in Theorem 2.6, with the symmetry group GS acting on A replaced by a dilatation
group Gdil = R2

+ acting on D. Since these dilatations may blow up physical triangles to
arbitrary size, we also get the following
Lemma 3.20. For x ∈ DSIRS the forward flow of the RN-dynamical system (3.8)-(3.9)
stays bounded for all initial conditions (X0, I0) ∈ R× R≥0.
This result may be used to prove, that SI(R)S models as above are always Hamiltonian
(Nill n.d.[a]). Lemma 3.20 is also proven in Appendix B.

4. Summary and outlook

In summary we have seen, that in canonical coordinates the 14-parameter SSISS model,
constraint by ν1 = ν2, effectively depends on at most five parameters x = (a, b, c, d, ε). De-
pending on natural model restrictions like “phys” or “bio” these parameters obey various
relations which can be encoded by further reparametrizations like x = (a,R0, R1, B+, B−),
see Eqs. (3.21), (3.22), (3.31) and Proposition 3.15. The incidence rates βi have disap-
peared from the equations of motion. Their role is reduced to fixing physical triangles
Tphys(β) in (X, I)-space, see Eq. (3.16). If x ∈ Dbio, then for all compatible values
β = (β1, β2) the triangles Tphys(β) stay forward invariant under the RN-dynamics (3.8)-
(3.9). Independence of β also means that SSISS models at parameter values φ−1(x,β)
for fixed x ∈ D and varying β ∈ B are all isomorphic to each other18 (Proposition 3.4).
The isomorphisms are provided by a parameter symmetry group GS ⊂ GL+(R2) acting
simultaneously on phase space P and parameter space A (Theorem 2.6i-iv). If x ∈ DB
then a representative in A of the equivalence class x may always be chosen by putting
β1 = B+ and β2 = B− and hence θi = 0 (Theorem 2.6v). In combination with methods
from (Busenberg and Driessche 1990) this also leads to a proof of absence of periodic
solutions for all a ∈ Abio (Theorem 2.12).

In part III of this work it will be shown, that the model also admits an additional scaling
symmetry leading to a second normalization step, similar as described for the SI(R)S
model in Appendix B, see also (Nill 2022). In this way the number of essential parameters
will further reduce from five to three (respectively two in Sectors II and VI).

Part II of this work will reanalyze equilibrium points and their stability properties in
all Sectors of Abio, thereby recovering and extending the results of (Avram, Adenane,
Bianchin, et al. 2022; Hadeler and Castillo-Chavez 1995; Kribs-Zaleta and Velasco-Hernandez
2000; J. Li and Ma 2002), which had been obtained for θi = 0 and some more parameter
restrictions, see Table 2 and Corollary 2.9/3.19. This approach will differ from previ-
ous papers by relying on the normalization formalism and sector classification of the
present work. In this way the search for endemic equilibria (X∗, I∗) simplifies consider-
ably, since always X∗ = 1. So one is left with analyzing roots of the quadratic equation
h(I∗) := Ẋ(X∗ = 1, I∗) = 0. This will also uncover an exceptional scenario in Sectors
III-V, which apparently has been overlooked in the literature so far.

18By Remark 3.9, physical triangles are not mapped onto each other under these isomorphisms.
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Appendix A. Normalizing linear vital dynamics

This Appendix gives a normalization prescription for the dynamics of fractional vari-
ables in an n-compartment model with linear vital dynamics. Let the vectorfield V :
Rn → Rn be homogeneous of degree one and assume there exists ν = (ν1, · · · , νn) such
that 〈1|V(Y)〉 ≡

∑
i Vi(Y) = 〈ν|Y〉 for all Y ∈ Rn, where 1 := (1, · · · , 1). Call

N(Y) := 〈1|Y〉 the total population and y := N−1Y the fractional compartment vari-
ables, then the dynamical system Ẏ = V(Y) implies

ẏ = V(y)− 〈ν | y〉y =: F(y).

Denote S := {y ∈ Rn | 〈1|y〉 = 1}, then clearly 〈1|F〉|S = 0. The aim is to substitute F

by F̃ such that F|S = F̃|S and 〈1|F̃〉 = 0 holds as an identity on all of Rn. The following
Lemma holds by straight forward calculation.

Lemma A.1. Put Λijk := (δij − δik)(νk − νj) and Λi(y) :=
∑

j,k Λijkyjyk.

i) For all y ∈ Rn and i = 1, · · · , n we have

1

2
Λi(y) =

∑
k

(νk − νi)yiyk ≡ yi〈ν|y〉 − νiyi〈1|y〉. (A.1)

ii) Put

F̃ := V − diag(ν)− 1

2
Λ. (A.2)

Then F|S = F̃|S and 〈1|F̃〉 = 0 as an identity on Rn.

By this method we also get conditions guaranteeing that constant per capita birth and
death rates become redundant as in Eq. (2.7).

Lemma A.2. Let V(Y) be of the form

Vi(Y) =
∑
j

MijYj +
1

2

∑
j,k

ΓijkYjYk/N +
∑
j

LijYj

where without loss Γijk = Γikj and where
∑

iMij =
∑

i Γijk = 0. Hence, all vital dynamics
parameters are encoded in (Lij) and νj :=

∑
i Lij satisfies 〈1|V = 〈ν|. If in this case

Lij 6= νiδij ⇒ Mij 6= 0 and νj 6= νk ⇒ (Γjjk 6= 0 ∧ Γkkj 6= 0), then for the dynamics of
fractional variables all parameters Lij are redundant.

Proof. Applying (A.2) we have F̃i(y) =
∑

j M̃ijyj+
1
2
Γ̃ijkyjyk, where M̃ij = Mij+Lij−νiδij

and Γ̃ijk = Γijk − Λijk. The claim follows since Λijk = Λikj, Λjjk = −Λkkj and Λijk = 0 if
νj = νk or if j 6= i 6= k, which also yields

∑
i Λijk = 0 . �

Appendix B. Scaling the SI(R)S model

In this appendix we extend the dilatation symmetry as proposed for a 6-parameter
SI(R)S model in (Nill 2022) to the 10-parameter extended SI(R)S model as classified in
this paper. Denote Sector II in DB by DII := DB ∩ {B− = 0} and DSIRS := DII ∩ Dbio.
Recall that in DII we have c = B+ > 0 and in DSIRS we have 0 ≤ Ri ≤ B+ and hence
d − c = R1 − aR0 − B+ ≤ 0, where equality implies R0 = 0 and R1 = B+. Hence the
following Lemma in particular includes Lemma 3.20.
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Lemma B.1. Consider the RN-dynamical system (3.8) - (3.9) on phase space P ≡ R×R≥0

for parameter values x = (a, b, c, d, ε = 0) ∈ DII ∩ {d ≤ c ∧ d = c ⇒ R0 < 1} ⊃ DSIRS.
Let T ⊂ P be a rectangular triangle with corners T/ = (X/, 0), T. = (X., 0) and TM =
(X/, IM), where X/ < X.. Call T compatible with x if

IM = (X. −X/)/c

X/ ≤ min{R0, d/c}
R0 −X/ ≤ IMmin{c, (c− d)/a}

i) Then every x-compatible triangle T is forward invariant.
ii) The forward flow for arbitrary initial conditions (X0, I0) ∈ P stays bounded.

Proof. To prove part i), the upper bounds on X/ imply Ẋ > 0 on the line {X = X/}. We
are left to show Ẋ + cİ ≤ 0 on the hypotenuse X(I) = X/ + c(IM − I), 0 ≤ I ≤ IM.

Ẋ + cİ = a(R0 −X(I)) + (d− c)I
= a(R0 −X/ − c(IM − I)) + (d− c)I
≤ IMmin{ac, c− d} − ac(IM − I) + (d− c)I
≤ 0

Part ii) follows since for d < c we may always choose X/ < X0 and X. large enough,
such T is x-compatible and (X0, I0) ∈ T . For d = c and R0 < 1 x-compatibility requires
X/ = R0. If in this case X0 < R0 glue the rectangle R = [X0, R0]× [0, IM] to the left of T .
Then (X0, I0) ∈ R ∪ T for X. large enough and R ∪ T is forward invariant, since İ < 0
and Ẋ > 0 for (X, I) ∈ R. �

Given x ∈ DII ∩ {d ≤ c ∧ d = c ⇒ R0 < 1} as above and T compatible with x
we now show that the RN-dynamical system (3.8) - (3.9) may always be rescaled to an
isomorphic system with parameters x′ ∈ DSIRS such that T maps to the physical triangle
Tphys(B

′
+, 0) of the SI(R)S system. Following (Nill 2022) the dilatation symmetry group

Gdil ≡ GX ×GI ≡ R2
+ is defined by rescaling (X, I) variables according to

X(ξ,λ)(t)− 1 := ξ(X(ξt)− 1), I(ξ,λ)(t) := λI(ξt), (ξ, λ) ∈ R2
+

The following Lemma is easily verified by straightforward calculation.

Lemma B.2. Let the group action . : Gdil ×D 3 (ξ, λ,x) 7→ (ξ, λ) .x ∈ D be given by

(ξ, λ) . (a,R0 − 1, c, d− c, ε) := (ξa, ξ(R0 − 1), ξc/λ, ξ2(d− c)/λ, ξ2ε/λ2) (B.1)

and for x ∈ D let fx(X, I) denote the vector field of the system (3.8) - (3.9). Then

(Ẋ, İ) = fx(X, I)⇐⇒ (Ẋ(ξ,λ), İ(ξ,λ)) = fx′(X(ξ,λ), I(ξ,λ)), x′ = (ξ, λ) .x.

�
Note that this action leaves all Sectors in DB invariant, but in general not Dbio ⊂ DB. We
now determine Gdil .DSIRS, thereby also providing an alternative proof of Lemma B.1i).

Proposition B.3.
i) Let T be compatible with x ∈ DII ∩{d ≤ c ∧ d = c⇒ R0 < 1} in the sense of Lemma

B.1. Then there exists a unique dilatation transformation (ξ, λ) ∈ Gdil such that
x′ := (ξ, λ) .x ∈ Dbio and such that the rescaled triangle satisfies T(ξ,λ) = Tphys(B

′
+, 0).

ii) Gdil .DSIRS = DII ∩ {d ≤ c ∧ d = c⇒ R0 < 1}.
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Proof. To prove part i) denote transformed quantities by a prime. The requirements
T′/ = (0, 0) and T′M = (0, 1) fix ξ = (1 − X/)

−1 and λ = I−1
M . Hence X. maps to

ξcIM = c′ = B′+ and therefore T(ξ,λ) = Tphys(B
′
+, 0). To show 0 ≤ R′i ≤ B′+ use R′0 =

ξ(R0 − 1) + 1 = ξ(R0 −X/) and therefore

0 ≤ R′0 ≤
ξ

λ
min{c, (c− d)/a} = min{c′, (c′ − d′)/a′} ≤ B′+

By the above we also have R′1 = a′R′0 + d′ ≤ c′ = B′+ and we are left to show R′1 ≥ 0.
Sufficient is d′ ≥ 0 which follows from 1−d′/c′ = ξ(1−d/c) ≤ ξ(1−X/) = 1. This proves
part i) and therefore also the “⊃”-direction of part ii). To prove the “⊂”-direction use that
the action of Gdil on D preserves the sign of d− c and in case d = c we have R0 = 0 and
therefore R′0 = ξ(R0 − 1) + 1 = 1− ξ < 1. �

As in (Nill 2022), the above dilatation symmetry leads to a second normalization step
for the SIRS-Sector, thus further reducing its number of essential parameters from four
to two. Equivalently this means, that equivalence classes of Gdil-isomorphic systems with
parameters in Gdil .DSIRS are naturally parametrized by KSIRS := (Gdil .DSIRS)/Gdil. A
convenient realization of the normalized system on phase space P = {(q, p) ∈ R×R≥0} is
given by putting

q(t) :=
1

a
(X(t/a)− 1) , p(t) :=

c

a
I(t/a) (B.2)

In terms of these variables the RN-dynamical system (3.8) - (3.9) becomes

q̇ = −q(p+ 1) + κ0 − κ1p , ṗ = qp , (B.3)

where the new Gdil-invariant parameters are given by

κ0 :=
R0 − 1

a
, κ1 :=

c− d
ac

. (B.4)

The only remaining constraint on the reduced parameter space says

KSIRS = {(κ0, κ1) ∈ R× R≥0 | κ1 = 0⇒ κ0 < 0} . (B.5)

Thus, after normalization the whole SIRS Sector just looks like Hethcote’s classic endemic
model except for a somewhat less restricted parameter space. In fact, by Eq. (3.55),
DHeth ⊂ DSIRS is already two-dimensional with independent parameters a ∈ (0, 1) and
c = R0 = B+ > 0. These map injectively to KSIRS via κ0 = (c − 1)/a and κ1 = 1/a,
whence

DHeth
∼= KHeth = KSIRS ∩ {κ1 > 1 ∧ κ0 + κ1 > 0} (B.6)

The normalization convention in Eq. (3.68) is obtained under the restriction c > d or
equivalently κ1 > 0. In this case one may alternatively use

u(t)− 1 :=
c

c− d
(X(ct/(c− d))− 1) =

1

κ1

q(t/κ1) , (B.7)

v(t) :=
c2

c− d
I(ct/(c− d)) =

1

κ1

p(t/κ1) . (B.8)

In terms of these variables we recover the normalization convention (1.1), (3.68)

u̇ = −uv − c1u+ c2 , v̇ = uv − v , (B.9)

where c1 = 1/κ1 and c2 = 1/κ1 + κ0/κ
2
1, which is also the version given in (Nill 2022).

In part III of this work the above normalization step will be generalized to all Sectors of
Dbio. In this way the equation for q̇ in (B.3) gets an additional term −κ2p

2, and so our
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initial 14-parameter19 SSISS model boils down to a much simpler 3-parameter dynamical
system.

Appendix C. The case α1 = α2 = 0

This Appendix shortly discusses the border case α1 = α2 = 020. In this case define
parameter spaces C0

x as in Eqs. (2.11)-(2.15) with αi = 0 and A0
x := C0

x×B. In particular,
in A0

bio we have θ1 ≥ 0, θ2 = 0, γi ≥ 0 and γ1 + γ2 = 1. Lemma 3.3 still holds with
a = b = 0 and d = R1 + ε, i.e. the replacement number dynamics becomes

Ẋ = (d− cX)I − εI2 , İ = (X − 1)I . (C.1)
In this case R0 is undefined and there is a continuum of disease free equilibria at I = 0,
which are locally stable for X < 1 and unstable for X > 1. Proposition 3.4 remains
unchanged provided a, a′ ∈ A0. Putting D0 = {(c, d, ε) ∈ R3} Lemma 3.6 still holds with
A replaced by A0 and D replaced by D0. Moreover, in A0

bio we get A+ = B+ = β1 + θ1,
A− = B− = β2, c = β1 + β2 + θ1, ε = β2(β1 + θ1) and putting D0

A = D0
B = D0

AB :=
D0 ∩ {c2 > 4ε} Proposition 3.15 becomes

φ(A0
phys) = (D0

B × B) ∩ {β2 ≤ {B−, R1} ≤ β1 ≤ B+} , (C.2)

D0
phys = D0

B ∩ {R1 ≤ B+} , (C.3)

φ(A0
bio) = (D0

B × B) ∩ {B− = β2 ≤ R1 ≤ β1 ≤ B+} , (C.4)

D0
bio = D0

B ∩ {B− ≤ R1 ≤ B+} ⊂ D0
phys . (C.5)

So, for x ∈ D0
phys physical triangles Tphys(β1, β2) are forward invariant provided (β1, β2)

satisfy the bounds C.2. Finally, Eq. (3.42) becomes φ−1(iB(D0
B)) = φ(Aθ=0 ∩ Aα=0) and

Theorem 2.12, Theorem 2.6 and Corollary 3.17 stay valid also for α = 0.

Acknowledgement I would like to thank Florin Avram for encouraging interest and
useful discussions.
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