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Abstract

Compartmental epidemic models with dynamics that evolve over a graph network have gained considerable importance in
recent years but analysis of these models is in general difficult due to their complexity. In this paper, we develop two positive
feedback frameworks that are applicable to the study of steady-state values in a wide range of compartmental epidemic models,
including both group and networked processes. In the case of a group (resp. networked) model, we show that the convergence
limit of the susceptible proportion of the population (resp. the susceptible proportion in at least one of the subgroups) is
upper bounded by the reciprocal of the basic reproduction number (BRN) of the model. The BRN, when it is greater than
unity, thus demonstrates the level of penetration into a subpopulation by the disease. Both non-strict and strict bounds on the
convergence limits are derived and shown to correspond to substantially distinct scenarios in the epidemic processes, one in
the presence of the endemic state and another without. Formulae for calculating the limits are provided in the latter case. We
apply the developed framework to examining various group and networked epidemic models commonly seen in the literature
to verify the validity of our conclusions.
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1 Introduction

Compartmental models are often applied to the study
of infectious diseases in epidemiology and have enjoyed
various successes [21, 22, 24, 36]. These models may be
used to predict and analyse the spread of the diseases
and potentially form the foundation on which public
health interventional control strategies are based. Epi-
demic models are inherently nonlinear systems, and can
be significantly complex to analyse especially if they
are intended to capture more than a few compartmen-
tal features over directed networks of interacting groups
or agents. Detailed stability analysis of compartmental
models in epidemiology is often restricted to the study
of two or three compartments using mathematical tools
such as fixed-point theorems, Lyapunov methods, and
differential geometry [12,18,20,34].

Numerous uses of the theory of positive systems in the
study of epidemic models have been reported in the lit-
erature. Some of them are targeted at a particular type
of model, such as the networked susceptible-infected-
susceptible (SIS) models in [9,15], the group SIDARTHE
models in [11], and a networked SAIRmodel in [30]. Oth-
ers, including [33], are applicable to general epidemic
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models. In particular, a precise definition of the basic re-
production number (BRN) is presented in [33] for a gen-
eral compartmental disease transmission model, and its
graphical interpretation and computation are provided
in [7, 29].

This paper develops two positive feedback system frame-
works for the steady-state analysis of a broad range of
group (i.e. homogeneous mixing) and networked (i.e.
heterogeneous mixing) epidemic models. Importantly,
we show that the BRN quantifies the ‘level’ of pene-
tration of the disease into at least one subgroup of the
population. To be specific, we consider two considerably
distinct scenarios in epidemiology. The first predicates
on the convergence of the susceptible population to the
same limit for (almost) all initial conditions, and involves
marginally stable closed-loop dynamics that approxi-
mate the steady-state behaviour in the epidemic models,
whereby the existence of the endemic state is covered.
This is applicable, for instance, to susceptible-infected-
recovered (SIR) models with vital birth and death dy-
namics. The main result is a non-strict bound on the
steady-state value of the susceptible proportion of the
population in a subgroup in the network in terms of the
reciprocal of the BRN. We note that in this paper we do
not establish convergence in complicated epidemic mod-
els with unique endemic equilibria — this is an ongoing
investigation in the literature. Instead, for these mod-
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els we assume convergence, and provide bounds on the
steady-state values of certain subpopulations in terms of
the BRNs.

The second positive feedback system framework we de-
velop allows for convergence to a limit that varies with
the initial conditions, and involves exponentially stable
closed-loop dynamics for which there is no endemic state,
as in the case of SIR processes without vital dynamics.
The main results are a strict bound on the steady-state
value of the susceptible proportion of the population in
a subgroup and formulae for computing the steady-state
values of certain compartments in the epidemic models.

The results in this paper are derived based on positive
systems theory [1,32]. The recent decade has seen many
developments of positive systems theory. They include
robust and scalable control of positive systems [3, 6, 13,
16, 17, 27], the Kalman-Yakubovich-Popov lemma [26,
31], as well as optimal control of positive systems [4,5,8].
The rich theory on positive systems has made compart-
mental models in epidemiology, which are intrinsically
positive systems in that all variables stay positively in-
variant over time, amenable to analysis and control via
positive systems methods.

The paper has the following structure. First, the nota-
tion used throughout the paper is defined in the next
section, alongside with the provision of important pre-
liminary results. The problem to be investigated is for-
mulated in Section 3 and the main results on the con-
vergence limit bounds in positive feedback systems are
derived in Section 4. The latter are then applied to
analysing group epidemic models in Section 5 and net-
worked models in Section 6. These sections are furnished
with several numerical examples that serve to affirm the
validity of our main results. We note here that the de-
veloped frameworks are applicable to the study of other,
possibly more complicated, epidemic models, but we
have only included a few of the commonly encountered
ones in these sections for illustration purposes. Finally,
concluding remarks are provided in Section 7.

2 Notation and preliminaries

2.1 Matrix theory

Denote by R,R+, jR,C, C+, C̄−, and C̄+ the reals,
the nonnegative reals, the imaginary axis, the complex
plane, the open right-half complex plane, the closed
left-half complex plane, and the closed right-half com-
plex plane, respectively. Let | · | denote the Euclidean
norm. The real part and imaginary part of s ∈ C are
denoted by Re(s) and Im(s), respectively. The (i, j)th

element of a matrix M ∈ Cm×n is denoted by mij ,
and we write M = [mij ]. Given an M ∈ Cm×n (resp.
Rm×n), M∗ ∈ Cn×m (resp. MT ∈ Rn×m) denotes its
complex conjugate transpose (resp. transpose). When
m = n, denote by λ(M) and ρ(M) the spectrum and

spectral radius of M , respectively. Denote by λi(M),
i = 1, . . . , n the eigenvalues of M . Given a vector
v ∈ Cn, diag(v) ∈ Cn×n denotes the diagonal matrix
whose diagonal entries are v1, . . . , vn. In denotes the
identity matrix of dimensions n × n, and 1n ∈ Rn the
column vector of all ones.

GivenmatricesM,N ∈ Rm×n, we writeM ≥ N ifmij ≥
nij for all i and j, M > N if M ≥ N and M ̸= N ,
and M ≫ N if mij > nij for all i and j. M is called
a nonnegative matrix if M ≥ 0, and positive if M ≫
0. Given v, w ∈ Rn such that v ≫ 0 and w ≫ 0, let
v
w ∈ Rn denote ( v

w )i = vi
wi

and log(v) ∈ Rn be such

that log(v)i = log vi. A square M ∈ Rn×n is said to be
Metzler if mij ≥ 0 for all i ̸= j, i.e. all its off-diagonal
elements are nonnegative. M is said to be Hurwitz if
every eigenvalue ofM has strictly negative real part, i.e.
Re(λi(M)) < 0 for every λi(M) ∈ λ(M).

An M ∈ Rn×n is said to be irreducible if there exists
no permutation matrix P such that PMP−1 = [E F

0 G ] ,
where E and G are nontrivial square matrices, i.e. they
are of dimensions greater than 0. The following result
from [1, Corollary 2.1.5] is important for subsequent de-
velopments.

Lemma 1 (i) If 0 ≤ M ≤ N , then ρ(M) ≤ ρ(N);
(ii) If 0 ≤ M < N and M + N is irreducible, then

ρ(M) < ρ(N).

2.2 Graph theory

A directed graph, or digraph, is a pair G = (V, E), where
V = {1, . . . , J} is the set of nodes and E ⊂ V × V,
E = {e1, . . . , em} is the set of edges such that ek =
(i, j) ∈ E if node i is connected to node j, i.e. node i is a
neighbour of node j. A graph is undirected if (i, j) ∈ E
then (j, i) ∈ E . A (directed) path on G is an ordered set of
distinct vertices {n0, n1, . . . , nN} such that (ni, ni+1) ∈
E for all i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}. A digraph is said to be
strongly connected if there is a path in each direction
between each pair of nodes of the graph. Given a matrix
M ∈ Rn×n, one may associate with it a digraph GM —
the graph has n nodes labeled 1, . . . , n and there is an
edge connecting node i to node j if and only if mji ̸= 0.
Then M is irreducible if and only if its associated graph
GM is strongly connected [1, Theorem 2.2.7].

2.3 Systems theory

Let R denote the set of proper real-rational transfer
functions and RH∞ its subset of elements having no
poles in the closed right-half complex plane C̄+. For a lin-
ear time-invariant (LTI) systemG, we denote its transfer

function representation by Ĝ. For Ĝ ∈ RH∞, let ∥Ĝ∥∞
denote itsH∞ norm, i.e., ∥Ĝ∥∞ = supRe(s)>0 σ̄(Ĝ(s)) <
∞, where σ̄ denotes the largest singular value.

A nonlinear system described by
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ẋ(t) = f(x(t), u(t)), x(0) = x0

y(t) = h(x(t), u(t)),

where f(x, u) and h(x, u) are locally Lipschitz in (x, u),
is said to be internally positive if x(0) ≥ 0 and u(t) ≥ 0
for all t ≥ 0, then x(t) ≥ 0 and y(t) ≥ 0 for all t ≥ 0.
An example of an internally positive system is an LTI
system G with state-space realisation

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) +Bu(t), x(0) = x0

y(t) = Cx(t) +Du(t),
(1)

where A ∈ Rn×n is Metzler, B ∈ Rn×m
+ , C ∈ Rp×n

+ , and

D ∈ Rp×m
+ are nonnegative matrices; see [10]. The pair

(A,B) is said to be stabilisable if there exists F such
that A + BF is Hurwitz. On the other hand, the pair
(C,A) is said to be detectable if there exists L such that
A+LC is Hurwitz; see [35, Chapter 3]. Obviously, when
A is Hurwitz, (A,B,C) is stabilisable and detectable. In
general, when (A,B,C) is stabilisable and detectable,

Ĝ(s) := C(sI − A)−1B +D ∈ RH∞ if and only if A is

Hurwitz. Likewise, the poles of Ĝ lie in C̄− if and only
if λ(A) ⊂ C̄−.

The following important result will be used repeatedly
in subsequent developments.

Lemma 2 Consider an internally positive LTI system
described by (1) with Hurwitz A and D = 0. Given

K ≥ 0, it holds that (I −KĜ)−1 ∈ RH∞ if and only if

ρ(KĜ(0)) < 1.

PROOF. Sufficiency follows from [32, Theorem 3(i)].
For necessity, note that (I − KG)−1 = w 7→ u may be
described by the LTI state-space model

ẋ(t) = (A+BKC)x(t) +Bw(t)

u(t) = KCx(t) + w(t),

which is internally positive. Suppose to the contraposi-
tive that ρ(KĜ(0)) ≥ 1. By [32, Theorem 3(ii) and (iii)],

this then implies that (I −KĜ)−1 /∈ RH∞.

3 Problem formulation

Let the nonlinear system ∆ be an internally positive
system described by

ṡ(t) = f(s(t), v(t)), s(0) = s0
z(t) = M1diag(s(t))M2v(t),

(2)

where f(s, v) is locally Lipschitz in (s, v), s(t) ∈ Rns ,
M1 > 0, and M2 > 0. Next, denote by G an internally
positive LTI system

Figure 1. The feedback system [G,∆]

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) +Bu(t), x(0) = x0

y(t) = Cx(t),
(3)

where A ∈ Rn×n is Metzler and Hurwitz, B > 0 and
C > 0 are nonzero nonnegative matrices. Consider the
positive feedback interconnection ofG and the internally
positive system ∆ in (2) in which

v = y, u = z. (4)

We write the resultant feedback system modeled by (2),
(3), and (4) as [G,∆], which is depicted in Figure 1. In
real applications, one may not initialise the system at
arbitrary initial conditions but only those that are of
significance. Let I denote the set of initial conditions
(s(0), x(0)) of interest.

The objective of this paper is as follows. Suppose for all
(s(0), x(0)) ∈ I , it holds that limt→∞ s(t) exists. Find
the limit or an upper bound on the limit in the case where
s(t) is a scalar, and an upper bound on an entry of s(t)
otherwise. We achieve the objective above in the next
section using mathematical tools from positive systems
theory.

When applied to epidemicmodels, the s(t) above is taken
to denote the proportions of the populations in different
groups that are susceptible to a contagious disease. An
upper bound on an element in limt→∞ s(t) then indicates
the level of penetration of the disease into the population
in the corresponding group.

4 Positive feedback systems

4.1 Non-strict bound on equilibrium

First, a couple of assumptions are stated.

Assumption 3 If f(x̄, ū) = 0, then for sufficiently
small ϵ > 0, it holds that u ̸= ū and |u − ū| < ϵ imply
f(x̄, u) ̸= 0.

Assumption 4 If (s, x) ∈ I , then for all z > 0, there
exists τ > 0 such that (s, τz) ∈ I .

Theorem 5 Consider the feedback system [G,∆] de-
scribed by (2), (3), and (4). Suppose Assumptions 3
and 4 hold, −M2CA−1BM1 is irreducible, and for all
initial conditions (s(0), x(0)) ∈ I , limt→∞ s(t) = s̄.
Then there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , ns} such that

3



s̄i ≤
1

ρ(M2Ĝ(0)M1)
=

1

ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)
.

Moreover, if limt→∞ x(t) = x̄ > 0, then there exists i
such that s̄i <

1
ρ(M2Ĝ(0)M1)

if and only if there exists j ̸= i

such that s̄j > 1
ρ(M2Ĝ(0)M1)

. In other words, if ns = 1,

then s̄ = 1
ρ(M2Ĝ(0)M1)

.

PROOF. As limt→∞ s(t) = s̄, it must hold that
f(s̄, v(t)) = f(s̄, y(t)) → 0 as t → ∞, which implies
by Assumption 3 that y(t) → ȳ for some ȳ, whereby
x(t) → x̄ for some x̄ because (C,A) is detectable.

Since s(t) → s̄, it follows that for sufficiently large T > 0,
by approximating ∆ by the constant gain

∆̃ = v 7→ z : z(t) = M1diag(s̄)M2v(t) =: Kv(t)

for t ≥ T , the closed-loop system [G, ∆̃] described by

ẋ(t) = (A+BKC)x(t) (5)

is a close approximation of the dynamics in [G,∆] for
t ≥ T . The fact that x(t) → x̄ then implies that λ(A +
BKC) ⊂ C̄−.

To see this, suppose λ(A+BKC) ∩ C+ ̸= ∅. Since A+
BKC is Metzler, we can write it as A + BKC = M −
bI for some b > 0 and M ≥ 0. By the Krein-Rutman
theorem for nonnegative matrices [1, Theorem 2.1.1],
there then exists z > 0 such that (A+BKC)z = (M −
bI)z = κz for some κ > 0. Since (s̄, τz) ∈ I for some
τ > 0 by Assumption 4, setting (s(0), x(0)) = (s̄, τz) ∈
I in (2), (3), and (4) then yields that |x(t)| → ∞ in
(5), leading to a contradiction to x(t) → x̄. Therefore,
it must hold that

λ(A+BKC) ⊂ C̄−. (6)

Notice that (6) implies λ(A− αI +BKC) ⊂ C− for all
α > 0. Now consider

ẋ(t) = (A− αI +BKC)x(t) +Bw(t)

u(t) = KCx(t) + w(t),

which describes the closed-loop system (I − ∆̃Gα)
−1 =

w 7→ u, where Ĝα(s) := C(sI−(A−αI))−1B. Evidently,
the LTI system above is internally positive. Since A −
αI+BKC is Hurwitz, it follows that (I− ∆̃Ĝα(s))

−1 ∈
RH∞. From Lemma 2, (I − ∆̃Ĝα(s))

−1 ∈ RH∞ if and
only if

ρ(∆̃Ĝα(0)) < 1. (7)

By continuity, as α → 0, we have ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) ≤ 1, where

Ĝ(s) = C(sI −A)−1B.

Recall from [1, Theorem 6.2.3] [27, Proposition 1] that
the Metzler matrixA is Hurwitz if and only if−A−1 ≥ 0.
Thus, −M2CA−1BM1 ≥ 0. Observe that

ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) = ρ(−M1diag(s̄)M2CA−1B)

= ρ(−diag(s̄)M2CA−1BM1).
(8)

If s̄ = 1
ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)

1ns , then clearly ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) = 1.

By hypothesis, −M2CA−1BM1 ≥ 0 is irreducible. Since
diag(s̄) ≥ 0, it follows that diag(s̄) − M2CA−1BM1

is irreducible [1, Corollary 2.1.10(a)]. Therefore,
by Lemma 1(ii), if s̄ > 1

ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)
1ns

, then

ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) > 1. In other words, ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) ≤ 1 implies
that there exists i such that

s̄i ≤
1

ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)
. (9)

This completes the proof for the first claim. For the sec-
ond claim, note that x(t) → x̄ > 0 in (5) implies that

0 ∈ λ(A + BKC). Since ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) ≤ 1 holds as shown

above, 0 ∈ λ(A + BKC) only if ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) = 1. To

see this, observe that ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) < 1 would imply that

(I − ∆̃Ĝ)−1 ∈ RH∞ by Lemma 2, where (I − ∆̃G)−1 is
the internally positive LTI system described by

ẋ(t) = (A+BKC)x(t) +Bw(t)

u(t) = KCx(t) + w(t).
(10)

This would in turn imply that A+BKC is Hurwitz be-
cause (A+BKC,B,KC) is stabilisable and detectable,
which follows from the fact that A is Hurwitz. This leads
to a contradiction.

By the same reasoning leading to s̄ > 1
ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)

1ns

implies ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) > 1 above, it may be shown similarly

that s̄ < 1
ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)

1ns
implies ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) < 1.

Therefore, since ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) = 1, it holds that there ex-
ists i such that s̄i <

1
ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)

if and only if there

exists j ̸= i such that s̄j >
1

ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)
, as required.

The following result is of independent interest and sig-
nificance. It shows that ρ(diag(s̄)M2Ĝ(0)M1) ≤ 1 in the
proof of Theorem 5 is necessary and sufficient for the
eigenvalues of the state matrix A+BKC of the approx-
imating LTI closed-loop system (I − ∆̃G)−1 = w 7→ u
described by (10) to lie in C̄−.

Theorem 6 Suppose −M2CA−1BM1 is irreducible.
Then

ρ(diag(s̄)M2Ĝ(0)M1)

= ρ(−diag(s̄)M2CA−1BM1) ≤ 1
(11)
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if and only if λ(A + BKC) ⊂ C̄−, where K :=
M1diag(s̄)M2. Furthermore, (11) holds with equality if
and only if λ(A+BKC) ⊂ C̄− and 0 ∈ λ(A+BKC).

PROOF. We only show the first part of the theorem
since the second part may be proven similarly. To be
specific, sufficiency may be established as in the proof of
Theorem 5, starting from (6) and leading to the conclu-
sion in (7). To show necessity, note that by Lemma 2,

ρ(KĜ(0)) ≤ 1 implies that (I−αKĜ)−1 ∈ RH∞ for all
α ∈ [0, 1). It thus follows from continuity that the poles

of (I −KĜ)−1 lie in C̄−. Recall that a state-space reali-
sation of (I−KG)−1 is given by (10). Because A is Hur-
witz, (A+BKC,B) is stabilisable and (KC,A+BKC) is
detectable. Altogether, this means λ(A+BKC) ⊂ C̄−.

Noting that (11) is equivalent to ρ(KĜ(0)) ≤ 1 then
completes the proof.

4.2 Strict bound on equilibrium

The next result, Theorem 9, shows that if Assumption 7
is used in lieu of Assumption 3, and Assumption 4 is
strengthened to Assumption 8 below, then the bound in
Theorem 5 holds with≤ replaced by< even when the ir-
reducibility assumption is dropped and the steady-state
value varies with initial conditions. It is applicable to
general multi-input-multi-output (MIMO) systems and
a generalisation of [11, Proposition 2], which was de-
veloped for a specific single-input-single-output (SISO)
system called the SIDARTHE model.

Assumption 7 If x̄ ̸= 0 and f(x̄, ū) = 0, then ū = 0.

Assumption 8 If (s, x) ∈ I , then for all z > 0,
(s, τz) ∈ I for sufficiently small τ > 0.

Theorem 9 Consider the feedback system [G,∆] de-
scribed by (2), (3), and (4). Suppose Assumptions 7 and 8
hold, and for all initial conditions (s(0), x(0)) ∈ I ,
s̄(s(0), x(0)) := limt→∞ s(t) is well defined and con-
tinuous in x(0). Then x(t) → 0 and there exists
i ∈ {1, . . . , ns} such that

s̄i(s(0), x(0)) <
1

ρ(M2Ĝ(0)M1)

=
1

ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)
.

(12)

PROOF. Given (s(0), x(0)) ∈ I , since s̄(s(0), x(0))
exists, it must hold that

f(s̄(s(0), x(0)), v(t)) = f(s̄(s(0), x(0)), y(t)) → 0

as t → ∞. Moreover, if s̄(s(0), x(0)) > 0, then this im-
plies by Assumption 7 that y(t) → 0. Since (C,A) is de-
tectable, it follows that x(t) → 0. For sufficiently large
T > 0, by approximating ∆ by the constant gain

Figure 2. The feedback system [G, ∆̃]

∆̃ = v 7→ z : z(t) = M1diag(s̄(s(0), x(0)))M2v(t) =: Kv(t)

for t ≥ T , the closed-loop system [G, ∆̃] described by

ẋ(t) = (A+BKC)x(t) (13)

is a close approximation of the dynamics in [G,∆] for
t ≥ T . Note that if s̄(s(0), x(0)) = 0, then triviallyK = 0
and A+BKC = A is Hurwitz, in which case x(t) → 0.

Thus, consider s̄(s(0), x(0)) > 0. Since A + BKC is
Metzler, the fact that x(t) → 0 then implies that A +
BKC is Hurwitz. To see this, suppose λ(A + BKC) ∩
C̄+ ̸= ∅. Write A+BKC = M − bI for some b > 0 and
M ≥ 0. By the Krein-Rutman theorem for nonnegative
matrices [1, Theorem 2.1.1], there then exists z > 0 such
that (A+BKC)z = (M−bI)z = κz for some κ ≥ 0. By
Assumption 8, (s̄, τz) ∈ I for sufficiently small τ > 0.
Setting (s(0), x(0)) = (s̄, τz) ∈ I in (2), (3), and (4) for
a sufficiently small τ > 0 and exploiting continuity of s̄ in
x(0) then yields in (13) a sufficiently small perturbation
on K and either limt→∞ x(t) = τz > 0 (if κ = 0) or
|x(t)| → ∞ (if κ > 0). This leads to a contradiction to
x(t) → 0. As such, A+BKC must be Hurwitz, whereby
x(t) → 0.

Now, define

ẋ(t) = (A+BKC)x(t) +Bw(t)

u(t) = KCx(t) + w(t),
(14)

which is internally positive and describes the closed-loop
system in Figure 2, i.e., (I − ∆̃G)−1 = w 7→ u.

Hurwitzness of A + BKC implies that (I − ∆̃Ĝ)−1 ∈
RH∞, where Ĝ(s) = C(sI−A)−1B. By Lemma 2, (I−
∆̃Ĝ)−1 ∈ RH∞ if and only if ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) < 1.

Recalling (8), if s̄ = 1
ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)

1ns , then clearly

ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) = 1. Furthermore, by Lemma 1(i), if

s̄ ≥ 1
ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)

1ns
, then ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) ≥ 1. Hence,

ρ(∆̃Ĝ(0)) < 1 implies that there exists i such that
s̄i <

1
ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)

, as claimed.

Remark 10 A crucial difference between Theorems 5
and 9 is that the limit s̄ in the former is the same for
all initial conditions in I , whereas in the latter, the
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limit s̄(s(0), x(0)) is dependent on the initial conditions
(s(0), x(0)) ∈ I .

The following result is a counterpart to Theorem 6. It
shows that ρ(diag(s̄)M2Ĝ(0)M1) < 1 in the proof of
Theorem 9 is necessary and sufficient for the internal
stability of the approximating LTI closed-loop system
(I − ∆̃G)−1 described by (14). The result is a MIMO
generalisation of the SISO result in [11, Proposition 1].

Theorem 11 It holds that

ρ(diag(s̄)M2Ĝ(0)M1)

= ρ(−diag(s̄)M2CA−1BM1) < 1
(15)

if and only if A + BKC is Hurwitz, where K :=
M1diag(s̄)M2.

PROOF. Note that because A is Hurwitz, (A +
BKC,B) is stabilisable and (KC,A + BKC) is de-

tectable. As such, (I − ∆̃Ĝ)−1 with state-space re-
alisation given in (14) is an element of RH∞ if and
only if A + BKC is Hurwitz. Since the LTI system in
(14) is internally positive, it follows by Lemma 2 that

(I − KĜ)−1 ∈ RH∞ if and only if ρ(KĜ(0)) < 1.

Noting that (15) is equivalent to ρ(KĜ(0)) < 1 then
completes the proof.

4.3 Equilibria for specific models

The subsequent result shows that if f in (2) takes a
specific form, then a characterisation of the equilibrium
may be obtained. It may be applied to general MIMO
systems and is a generalisation of [11, Proposition 3],
which targets a specific SISO system.

Theorem 12 Consider the feedback system [G,∆] de-
scribed by (2), (3), and (4). Suppose Assumptions 7
and 8 hold, M1 = I, f(s, v) = −diag(s)M2v, and for
(s(0), x(0)) ∈ I , s(0) ≫ 0, it holds s(t) ≫ 0,∀t ≥ 0 and
limt→∞ s(t) = s̄ ≫ 0. Then s̄ satisfies

M2CA−1x(0) = log
(
diag(s(0))−1s̄

)
+M2CA−1B(s̄−s(0)).

Furthermore, if ṙ(t) = Mx(t) for some M > 0 and
lim
t→∞

r(t) = r̄, then r̄ satisfies

−MA−1x(0) = r̄ − r(0)−MA−1B(s̄− s(0)).

PROOF. First, by the same arguments as in the proof
of Theorem 9, the existence of limt→∞ s(t) implies that
x(t) → 0. By hypothesis, ṡ(t) = −diag(s(t))M2v(t),
whereby d

dt log(s(t)) = diag(s(t))−1ṡ(t) = −M2v(t).
Since u(t) = z(t) = diag(s(t))M2v(t), it follows that
u(t) = −ṡ(t). From (2), (3), and (4), we have

∫ ∞

0

ẋ(t) dt = x(∞)− x(0) = −x(0)

= A

∫ ∞

0

x(t) dt+B

∫ ∞

0

u(t) dt

= A

∫ ∞

0

x(t) dt−B

∫ ∞

0

ṡ(t) dt.

(16)

Premultiplying the equation above by−M2CA−1 yields

M2CA−1x(0)

=−M2

∫ ∞

0

v(t)dt+M2CA−1B

∫ ∞

0

ṡ(t)dt

=

∫ ∞

0

d

dt
log(s(t))dt+M2CA−1B

∫ ∞

0

ṡ(t)dt

= log
(
diag(s(0))−1s̄

)
+M2CA−1B(s̄− s(0)).

Consider now ṙ(t) = Mx(t). Premultiplying (16)
by MA−1 yields that −MA−1x(0) =

∫∞
0

ṙ(t) dt −
MA−1B

∫∞
0

ṡ(t) dt = r̄ − r(0) − MA−1B(s̄ − s(0)), as
required.

4.4 Application to epidemic models

The feedback system modeled by (2), (3), and (4) can be
applied to various group and epidemic models by taking
si(t) as the proportion of a susceptible population and
xi(t) the proportion of a population that belongs to dis-
ease compartments, where there are N populations in
total and i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. By substituting the output of
(2) into (3), one obtains

ẋ = Ax+BM1diag(s(t))M2Cx(t).

Linearising the model around the disease-free equilib-
rium s∗ = [1, . . . , 1]T , x∗ = 0 then yields ẋ = Ax +
BM1M2Cx(t). Under certain assumptions, [33, Theo-
rem. 2] shows that with R0 := ρ(BM1M2CA−1), the
disease-free equilibrium of the epidemic model is locally
asymptotically stable if R0 < 1 and unstable if R0 > 1;
see also [2]. Notice that

1

R0
=

1

ρ(BM1M2CA−1)
=

1

ρ(−M2CA−1BM1)
,

which is the derived upper bound on the steady-state
value of s(t) in Theorems 5 and 9. The value R0 is of
significant importance in the study of convergence to
equilibria in epidemic models, and is known as the basic
reproduction number (BRN) R0. It captures the average
spreadability of communicable diseases and is considered
a fundamental threshold in epidemiology. More specif-
ically, it represents the expected number of secondary
infections arising from an infected individual, i.e. the av-
erage number of persons to which an infected person can
pass the disease.
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Of particular interest is the case where R0 > 1, i.e.
the disease-free equilibrium is unstable. Under consid-
erably different circumstances, each of Theorem 5 and
Theorem 9 provides an upper bound on an entry in
limt→∞ s(t) in the form of 1

R0
. This indicates the level of

penetration of the disease into at least one subpopula-
tion. Furthermore, Theorem 5 allows for x(t) to converge
to a nonzero value, which in epidemiology corresponds
to the endemic state. On the contrary, when the sup-
positions of Theorem 9 are satisfied, it must hold that
x(t) → 0, meaning that there is no endemic state, i.e. the
entire population that has caught the disease has either
recovered or succumbed to the disease.

5 Group epidemic models

In this section and the next, we apply the main results
developed in the previous section to the analysis of the
steady-state values of the spread dynamics in epidemic
models. The include both group and networked mod-
els of compartmental form found in the literature. The
present section focuses on group models, whereas the
next section is dedicated to studying networked models.

It is noteworthy that we do not establish convergence
in the epidemic models studied in this and the next sec-
tions. The susceptible populations in some of the models
under study are bound to converge due to the monotone
convergence theorem, while for some others convergence
has been established in the literature. For the more com-
plicated models for which convergence analysis of en-
demic equilibria has not been completed, we simply as-
sume convergence and apply our results to obtain bounds
on the susceptible subpopulation. While convergence in
these models have not been formally established, it has
been observed in simulations, including those provided
in this paper.

5.1 SIS models

The SIS model introduced in [14] is given by:

Ṡ(t) = −βS(t)I(t) + γI(t)

İ(t) = βS(t)I(t)− γI(t),

where S(t) denotes the proportion of the population that
is susceptible to a disease at time t, I the proportion
that is infected, β > 0 the rate of infection, or the con-
tact between susceptible and infected compartments of
the population, and γ > 0 the rate of healing or re-
covery of the infected populace. The entire population
is normalised to 1. Note that if S(0) + I(0) = 1, then

S(t) + I(t) = 1 for all t ≥ 0 because Ṡ(t) + İ(t) = 0,
i.e. the total mass of the population is preserved over
time. Thus, the set of initial conditions of interest is
I := {(S, I) : S ≥ 0, I > 0, S + I = 1}, which satisfies
Assumption 4.

It is well known [14] that the BRN for an SIS model is

R0 = β
γ , i.e. the ratio of the infection rate to recovery

rate. When R0 ≤ 1, the disease-free state (S = 1, I = 0)
is a globally asymptotically stable equilibrium. On the
other hand, when R0 > 1, the endemic state (S = γ

β ,

I = 1− γ
β ) is almost globally asymptotically stable, with

convergence guaranteed for all initial conditions S(0) +
I(0) = 1 except when I(0) = 0. Define LTI system G as
in (3) with x(t) := I(t), A := −γ, B := β, C := 1, and
nonlinear system∆ as in (2) with s(t) := S(t), f(s, v) :=
−βsv + γv, which satisfies Assumption 3, and M1 =
M2 := 1. Suppose S(t) = s(t) → s̄ for all (s(0), x(0)) ∈
I , then Theorem 5 says that s̄ ≤ 1

Ĝ(0)
= γ

β = 1
R0

, which

is aligned with known knowledge on the SIS model. In
particular, when R0 > 1, s̄ ≤ 1

R0
= γ

β < 1, and hence

I(t) → Ī ≥ 1 − γ
β > 0. Thus, by Theorem 5, we have

S(t) → γ
β , which corresponds to the endemic state. A

further inspection reveals that as S(t) = s(t) → s̄, it
holds that s̄ = γ

β or I(t) → 0. In the former case, the

LTI system [G, ∆̃] as described by (10) is given by İ(t) =
βw(t), which is an integrator and has a marginally stable

mode at 0. In the latter case, the LTI system [G, ∆̃] as

described by (10) is given by İ(t) = (A + BKC)I(t) +
βw(t) = (−γ+β)I(t)+βw(t), whereby λ(A+BKC) =
−γ + β ≤ 0. These are consistent with Theorem 6.

5.2 SIR models

The SIR model introduced in [14] is given by

Ṡ(t) = −βS(t)I(t)

İ(t) = βS(t)I(t)− γI(t)

Ṙ(t) = γI(t),

where S(t) denotes the proportion of the population that
is susceptible at time t, I(t) the proportion that is in-
fected, R(t) the proportion that is removed or has re-
covered with immunity, β the infection rate, γ the re-
covery rate, and S(0) + I(0) + R(0) = 1. Define LTI
system G as in (3) with x(t) := I(t), A := −γ, B := 1,
C := 1, and nonlinear system ∆ as in (2) with s(t) :=
S(t), f(s, v) := −βsv, which satisfies Assumption 7, and
M1 := 1, M2 := β. The set of initial conditions of inter-
est is I := {(S, I) : S ≥ 0, I > 0, S + I ≤ 1}, which
satisfies Assumption 8.

Observe that S(t) is monotonically nonincreasing and
bounded from below, so it converges as per the mono-
tone convergence theorem [28]. Suppose S(t) → s̄ > 0,
whose continuity in x(0) follows from Theorem 12, then
Theorem 9 states that s̄ < 1

M2Ĝ(0)
= γ

β = 1
R0

, in which

case R0 := M2Ĝ(0) = β
γ . Moreover, Theorem 12 may

be applied to find s̄ and limt→∞ R(t). This is consistent
with the existing result [12, Theorem 2.1]. It is notewor-
thy that the dynamics in R are not part of the feed-
back loop involving S and I. Also observe that the LTI
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Figure 3. Example of group SIR models: the trajectories of
S(t) under various initial conditions

system [G, ∆̃] as described by (13) is given by İ(t) =
(βs̄ − γ)I(t), where βs̄ − γ < 0 is Hurwitz. This agrees
with Theorem 11.

Example 13 Suppose β = 0.3 and γ = 0.2, and let the
initial conditions be chosen randomly in {(S, I,R) : S ≥
0, I > 0, R ≥ 0, S + I = 1}. It follows that R0 = β

γ =

1.5 > 1. The trajectories for S(t) under different initial
conditions are shown in Figure 3, which shows s̄ < 1

R0
.

The SIRS model with vital dynamics (balanced births
and deaths) [12, Section 2.4] is given by

Ṡ(t) = µ− µS(t)− βS(t)I(t) + δR(t)

İ(t) = βS(t)I(t)− γI(t)− µI(t)

Ṙ(t) = γI(t)− µR(t)− δR(t),

(17)

where δ ≥ 0 is the rate at which immunity recedes follow-
ing recovery and there is an inflow of newborns into the
susceptible compartment at rate µ > 0 and deaths in all
the compartments at rates µS, µI, and µR respectively.
Define LTI system G as in (3) with x(t) := [I(t), R(t)],

A :=
[
−(γ+µ) 0

γ −(δ+µ)

]
, B :=

[
β
0

]
, C := I, and nonlinear

system ∆ as in (2) with s(t) := S(t), f(s, v) := µ−µs+
[−βs δ ] v, which satisfies Assumption 3, and M1 := 1,
M2 := [ 1 0 ]. The set of initial conditions of interest is
I := {(S, I,R) : S ≥ 0, I ≥ 0, R ≥ 0, S + I + R = 1},
which satisfies Assumption 4. Global asymptotic stabil-
ity of the equilibrium of the SIRmodel with vital dynam-
ics (where δ = 0) has been shown in [12, Theorem 2.2]
Suppose S(t) → s̄ for all (s(0), x(0)) ∈ I in (17), The-
orem 5 then states that s̄ ≤ 1

M2Ĝ(0)
= γ+µ

β = 1
R0

, where

R0 := M2Ĝ(0) = β
γ+µ . In particular, when R0 > 1,

s̄ < 1. From (17), this implies that I(t) → Ī > 0. Thus,

by Theorem 5, s̄ = γ+µ
β , whereby Ī = (δ+µ)(β−γ−µ)

β(δ+γ+µ) , cor-

responding to the endemic state. This is consistent with
the existing result [12, Theorem 2.2], where δ is taken to
be 0.

Example 14 Suppose β = 0.3, γ = 0.2, δ = 0.1 and
µ = 0.001, and let the initial conditions be chosen ran-
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Figure 4. Example of group SIR models with vital dynamics:
the trajectories of S(t) and I(t) under various initial condi-
tions

domly in {(S, I,R) : S ≥ 0, I > 0, R ≥ 0, S + I = 1}. It
follows from the above results that s̄ = γ+µ

β = 0.67 and

Ī = (δ+µ)(β−γ−µ)
β(δ+γ+µ) = 0.11. The trajectories for S(t) and

I(t) for different initial conditions are shown in Figure
4. It shows that S(t) converges to the same value, s̄, and
I(t) converges to Ī under various initial conditions.

6 Networked epidemic models

Networked models capture the scenario where numerous
groups or nodes are interconnected via a contact graph
or interconnection network, defined by an adjacency ma-
trix W = [wij ]. Each wij ≥ 0 quantifies the strength
of the connection from node j to node i. Similarly to
the group epidemic models, each group/node in a net-
work is made up of different compartments (susceptible,
infected etc.) in a networked compartmental model. It
is worth noting that convergence analysis of networked
epidemic models has not been completed in the litera-
ture to the authors’ best knowledge, except for the SIS
model and those that are straightforwardly guaranteed
by the monotone convergence theorem.

The basic reproduction number (BRN) R0 is a recurring
threshold of interest in networked models, as is the case
of group models. The difference in this section from the
last is that the BRN is given by the spectral radius of a
nonnegative matrix here.

6.1 SEIR models

Suppose there are N nodes. Let si(t), ei(t), pi(t), and
ri(t) denote the proportions of population that are sus-
ceptible, exposed, infected, and removed, respectively,
at time t and at node i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. The networked
SEIR model [22, Section 3.3] is described by

ṡ(t) = −diag(s(t))[diag(βE)We(t) + diag(βI)Wp(t)]

ė(t) = diag(s(t))[diag(βE)We(t) + diag(βI)Wp(t)]

− diag(σ)e(t)

ṗ(t) = diag(σ)e(t)− diag(γ)p(t)

ṙ(t) = diag(γ)p(t),

where σ denotes the transition rate from exposed to
infected, βE and βI represent the transmission rates

8



Figure 5. A contact graph and its adjacent matrix

between susceptible and exposed, and susceptible and
infected, respectively. Define LTI system G as in (3)

with x(t) := [e(t)T , p(t)T ]T , A :=
[
−diag(σ) 0
diag(σ) −diag(γ)

]
,

B := [ I0 ], C := I, and nonlinear system ∆ as in
(2) with f(s, v) := −diag(s) [ diag(βE)W diag(βI)W ] v,
which satisfies Assumption 7, and M1 = I, M2 =
[ diag(βE)W diag(βI)W ]. The set of initial conditions of in-
terest is I := {(s, e, p) : s ≥ 0, e ≥ 0, p ≥ 0, s+ p+ e ≤
1ns

, e + p > 0}, which satisfies Assumption 8. Observe
that each entry in s(t) is monotonically nonincreasing
and bounded from below, so by the monotone conver-
gence theorem it converges. Suppose s(t) → s̄ ≫ 0,
whose continuity in x(0) follows from Theorem 12, then
Theorem 9 says that there exists i such that

s̄i <
1

ρ(M2Ĝ(0))

=
1

ρ(diag(βE)Wdiag(σ)−1 + diag(βI)Wdiag(γ)−1)

=:
1

R0
.

Theorem 12 is applicable here for evaluating s̄,
limt→∞ p(t) and limt→∞ r(t).

Example 15 Consider a network consisting of 5 nodes
depicted in Figure 5. with βE = [0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.05]T ,
βI = 0.2 · [1 1 1 1 1]T , σ = 0.1 · [1 1 1 1 1]T

and γ = [0.3 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1]T . It follows that
R0 = ρ(diag(βE)Wdiag(σ)−1+diag(βI)Wdiag(γ)−1) =
3.6987 > 1. Suppose the epidemic is initiated by a mi-
nority of the population in Node 5 being exposed to the
disease, and the initial condition is given by s(0) =
[1 1 1 1 0.9999]T , e(0) = [0 0 0 0 0.0001]T , p(0) =
r(0) = 0. The trajectory of each component in s(t) is
shown in Figure 6, all of which converge to some value
below 1

R0
.

The networked SEIR model with vital dynamics is de-
scribed by
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Figure 6. Example of networked SEIR models: the trajectory
of s(t)
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Figure 7. Example of networked SEIR models with vital
dynamics: the trajectory of s(t)

ṡ(t) = µ− diag(µ)(s(t))

− diag(s(t))[diag(βE)We(t) + diag(βI)Wp(t)]

ė(t) = diag(s(t))[diag(βE)We(t) + diag(βI)Wp(t)]

− diag(σ)e(t)− diag(µ)e(t)

ṗ(t) = diag(σ)e(t)− diag(γ)p(t)− diag(µ)p(t)

ṙ(t) = diag(γ)p(t)− diag(µ)r(t).

Define LTI systemG as in (3) with x(t) := [e(t)T , p(t)T ]T ,

A :=
[
−diag(σ+µ) 0

diag(σ) −diag(γ+µ)

]
, B := [ I0 ], C := I, and

nonlinear system ∆ as in (2) with f(s, v) := µ −
diag(µ)s−diag(s) [ diag(βE)W diag(βI)W ] v, which satisfies
Assumption 3, andM1 = I,M2 = [ diag(βE)W diag(βI)W ].
Suppose s(t) → s̄ for all (s(0), x(0)) ∈ I , then
Theorem 5 says that there exists i such that s̄i ≤

1
ρ(M2Ĝ(0))

= 1
R0

, where R0 := ρ(diag(βE)Wdiag(σ +

µ)−1+diag(βI)Wdiag(σ)diag(σ+µ)−1diag(γ+µ)−1).

Example 16 Consider again Example 15 but with
vital dynamics and let µ = 0.001 · [1 1 1 1 1]T .
It follows that R0 = ρ(diag(βE)Wdiag(σ + µ)−1 +
diag(βI)Wdiag(σ)diag(σ + µ)−1diag(γ + µ)−1) =
3.6482 > 1. It can be verified by simulation that all initial
conditions inI will lead to the same s̄. Let the initial con-
dition be given also by s(0) = [1 1 1 1 0.9999]T , e(0) =
[0 0 0 0 0.0001]T , p(0) = r(0) = 0. The trajectory of each
component in s(t) is shown in Figure 7. In particular,
observe that s̄1 < 1

R0
.

6.2 SAIR models

The networked SAIR model [22, Section 3.3] is given by
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ṡ(t) = −diag(βA)diag(s(t))Wa(t)

− diag(βI)diag(s(t))Wp(t)

ȧ(t) = diag(βA)Qdiag(s(t))Wa(t)

+ diag(βI)Qdiag(s(t))Wp(t)− diag(σ + κ)a(t)

ṗ(t) = diag(βA)(I −Q)diag(s(t))Wa(t)

+ diag(βI)(I −Q)diag(s(t))Wp(t)

+ diag(σ)a(t)− diag(γ + ν)p(t)

ṙ(t) = diag(κ)a(t) + diag(γ)p(t)

ḋ(t) = diag(ν)p(t),

where a(t) represents the proportion of the population at
time t that has caught the disease but is asymptomatic,
d(t) the proportion that is deceased, βA and βI the
infection rates between susceptible and asymptomatic-
infected, and susceptible and infected-symptomatic in-
dividuals respectively, and σ the progression rate from
asymptomatic a to symptomatic infected p, κ and γ the
recovery rates for a and p, respectively, ν the progres-
sion rate from infected p to deceased d, and q and 1− q
the probabilities or proportions of susceptible individ-
uals transitioning from s to a and p respectively, and
Q = diag(q).

Define LTI systemG as in (3) with x(t) := [a(t)T , p(t)T ]T ,

A :=
[
−diag(σ+κ) 0

diag(σ) −diag(γ+ν)

]
, B :=

[
Q

I−Q

]
, C := I,

and nonlinear system ∆ as in (2) with f(s, v) :=
−diag(s) [ diag(βA)W diag(βI)W ] v, which satisfies As-
sumption 7, and M1 = I, M2 := [ diag(βA)W diag(βI)W ].
The set of initial conditions of interest isI := {(s, a, p) :
s ≥ 0, a ≥ 0, p ≥ 0, s+a+p ≤ 1ns

, a+p > 0}, which sat-
isfies Assumption 8. Observe that every entry in s(t) is
monotonically nonincreasing and bounded from below,
whereby it converges by the monotone convergence the-
orem. Suppose s(t) → s̄ ≫ 0, whose continuity in x(0)
follows from Theorem 12, Theorem 9 then states that
there exists i such that s̄i <

1
ρ(M2Ĝ(0))

= 1
R0

, in which

R0 := ρ(diag(βA)Wdiag(κ+ σ)−1Q

+ diag(βI)Wdiag(σ)diag(γ + ν)−1diag(κ+ σ)−1Q

+ diag(βI)Wdiag(γ + ν)−1(I −Q)).

Note that Theorem 12 is applicable here for computing
s̄, limt→∞ r(t), and limt→∞ d(t).

Example 17 Consider the same network in Figure 5
with βA = [0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.05]T , βI = 0.1 · [1 1 1 1 1]T ,
q = 0.1 · [1 1 1 1 1]T , σ = 0.3 · [1 1 1 1 1]T , γ = κ =
[0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.05]T and ν = 0.001 · [1 1 1 1 1]T . It
follows from the preceding result that R0 = 1.9488 > 1.
Suppose the epidemic is initiated by aminority of the pop-
ulation in Node 5 being asymptomatic-infected, and the
initial condition is given by s(0) = [1 1 1 1 0.99]T , a(0) =
[0 0 0 0 0.01]T , p(0) = r(0) = d(0) = 0. As shown in
Figure 8, s̄5 is less than 1

R0
.
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Figure 8. Example of networked SAIR models: the trajectory
of s(t)

7 Conclusion

We developed two positive feedback system frameworks
for the steady-state analysis of epidemic models and
showed that the reciprocal of the basic reproduction
number quantifies the level of penetration into at least
one subgroup in a networked epidemic model. Two sig-
nificantly different scenarios involving the existence and
nonexistence of the endemic state were considered, and
they were shown to correspond to distinct dynamics in
the positive feedback system. In the case where there is
no endemic state, formulae for computing the conver-
gence limits in the epidemic models were also provided.
Various illustrative examples on different compartmen-
tal epidemic models were studied and simulated to vali-
date our results.

Interesting future research directions include inves-
tigating with similar approaches the discrete-time
models [23], the control aspects in epidemic mod-
els [21,25,34], and the competitive propagation of more
than one virus [19]. Furthermore, one may investigate
the effects of the changes in the networks and infec-
tion/recovery rates on the BRNs. These changes may
arise from public health policies on quarantine, isolation,
social distancing, mask mandates, and/or vaccinations.
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of the Poincaré–Hopf theorem: Epidemic models and Lotka–
Volterra systems. IEEE Trans. Autom. Contr., 67(4):1609–
1624, 2021.

[35] K. Zhou, J. C. Doyle, and K. Glover. Robust and Optimal
Control. Prentice-Hall, Upper Saddle River, NJ, 1996.

[36] L. Zino and M. Cao. Analysis, prediction, and control of
epidemics: A survey from scalar to dynamic network models.
IEEE Circuits and Systems Magazine, 21(4):4–23, 2021.

11


	Introduction
	Notation and preliminaries
	Matrix theory
	Graph theory
	Systems theory

	Problem formulation
	Positive feedback systems
	Non-strict bound on equilibrium
	Strict bound on equilibrium
	Equilibria for specific models
	Application to epidemic models

	Group epidemic models
	SIS models
	SIR models

	Networked epidemic models
	SEIR models
	SAIR models

	Conclusion
	References

