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Abstract
When an infectious disease propagates throughout society, the incidence function

may rise at first due to an increase in pathogenicity and then decrease due to inhibitory
effects until it reaches saturation. Effective vaccination and treatment are very helpful
for controlling the effects of such infectious diseases. To analyze the impacts of these
diseases, we proposed a new compartmental model with a generalized non-linear inci-
dence function, vaccination function, and treatment function, along with time delays in
the respective functions, which show how its monotonic features influence the stability
of the model. Fundamental properties of a model, such as positivity, boundedness, and
the existence of equilibria, are examined in this work. The basic reproduction num-
ber has been computed and correlative studies for local stability in view of the basic
reproduction number have been examined at the disease-free and endemic equilibrium
points. A delay-independent global stability result has been established, and to be
more precise, we explicitly derived the result on global stability by restricting delay
parameters within a very specific range. Furthermore, numerical simulations and some
examples based on COVID-19 real-time data are pointed out to emphasize the signif-
icance of how the disease’s dynamical behavior is characterized by various functions
for controlling the spread of disease in a population and to justify the mathematical
conclusions.

Keywords: SIR model, Equilibria, Boundedness, Uniqueness, Time Delays, Basic Repro-
duction Number, Local Stability, Lyapunov Functions, Global Stability, Simulations, and
Numerical Results.
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1 Introduction

Disease outbreaks and dissemination have been questioned and investigated for many
years all around the world. The phrase communicable disease refers to conditions in
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which pathogens transfer from one person to another through a carrier or direct phys-
ical contact. Some infectious diseases like swine flu, chikungunya, dengue, plague, and
malaria are transmitted by a medium such as water, air, or carriers like insects, flies, and
mosquitoes [3, 23, 24]. In recent times, one of the major global problems has been the
infectious disease COVID-19, which emerged due to a virus named SARS-CoV-2. It has
several mutants, such as Beta, Delta, Omicron, etc. Initially, this virus spread very rapidly
among the population of Wuhan, China; after that, it spread worldwide and caused local
epidemics in all countries [2,5]. The main symptoms of the virus are fever, coughing, sneez-
ing, sore throat, loss of taste and smell, etc., and this disease mainly affects people who are
suffering from diseases like diabetes, stomach problems, lung problems, or heart snatching
issues [22, 27]. Still, this virus has a significant effect on the human population. Recently,
it has been noticed that the impact of the virus has been carried forward, and it has led to
heart attacks, brain hemorrhages, and paralysis among the people of society. The afore-
mentioned infectious diseases have caused millions of deaths worldwide. In these situations,
mathematical models are a very important tool for describing the complex processes that
allow infectious diseases to spread and to estimate disease transmission, recovery, fatal-
ities, and other important parameters related to disease transmission in the population.
Modeling techniques are also useful for understanding and predicting the probability and
impact of a disease outbreak, as well as for providing crucial information to public health
policymakers to minimize the effects of infection and how effectively to treat the disease
present in society.

Researchers have studied many infectious disease models that are present in the litera-
ture [6,18,30,31,40]. To analyze the impact of smallpox, Bernoulli suggested a mathemat-
ical modeling approach in 1760 [4]. In addition to this, H. Hamer outlined a mathematical
model to estimate the periodicity of the measles epidemic in 1906 [13]. The most straight-
forward model, which may be described in terms of disease state, is the SI epidemic model,
where S stands for susceptible and I for infected. People in the SI model remain infected
until they die. Additionally, the SI model is sometimes known as the SIS model, in which
a person who has been infected and then healed becomes susceptible once more. In late
1927, W.O. Kermack proposed the first classical epidemic SIR model [17]. The SIR model
comprises three compartments susceptible (S), infected (I), and recovered (R). It is used
to describe diseases in which immunity lasts for only a short period before vanishing [15].
In epidemiology, researchers have widely used SIR models, which help policymakers and
healthcare professionals estimate the population’s susceptibility, infection, and recovery
rates to determine how much medical support is required for a particular disease. Further,
they divided the population into numerous compartments and established several epidemic
models depending on the factors necessary to examine the traits associated with the dis-
ease. The SEIR, MSIR (maternally derived immunity), SEIS, and MSEIR [6,7,12,14,18,31],
among other epidemic models, that have been investigated in the literature.

One of the important aspects in constructing the infectious disease model is the term dis-
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ease incidence rate, which is described as the number of susceptible people who contract
the disease per unit of time. Many infectious disease models operate under the presump-
tion that the incidence rate is exactly proportional to the densities of the susceptible host
along with the infection-carrier population. However, several biological parameters could
cause non-linearity in the rate of disease spread. The incidence rate can also be modeled
using more general functions. It is very crucial to take into account whether the functional
form of the incidence rate can alter the dynamics of an epidemic. Therefore, some authors
have proposed that the bilinear or nonlinear incidence rate be modified into various sorts
of functions [9, 26].

Now, when we used to study contagious disease transmission in epidemiology, coupled dif-
ferential equations are frequently employed to anticipate the transmission of pathogenic
diseases and explore the possible consequences of preventative interventions. More specif-
ically, the study becomes more intriguing when there are unexpected delays in some par-
ticular functions of the model equations. As delay differential equations play a vital role
in disease dynamics, the implementation of such time delays significantly enhances the
complexity of the model [28]. There are several biological factors that may also lead to the
introduction of different delays in epidemic models. The two most frequent causes of a de-
lay in epidemiology are the infection’s latency period in infected people and the infection’s
latency period in carriers. In these situations, it would take some time before the infection
level in the infected host or the carriers approached a level sufficient to spread the virus
in a population. Furthermore, in the early stages of a disease, treatment is an extremely
effective technique for controlling the transmissible disease. Treatment techniques may
proceed in two ways: vaccination procedures or treatment through prescribed medicines.
Hence, it is important to study the impact of vaccination and treatment through medicines
to control the prevalence of the disease. Many existing models incorporate treatment rates
hypothesized to be proportional to the number of infectious agents [16,37]. However, it is
fairly obvious that communities have few medical resources available in the early stages of
infectious disease for treating diseases. Since the delay may also happen to induce recovery
in the infected host from the infectious disease due to boosting the immune system after
treatment and vaccination in the human population.

As a result of the aforementioned considerations, we propose a SIR model, which was in-
troduced in [29], in which the terms were expressed as a coupled delay differential system
that relates the linear, semi-linear, and non-linear terms together by forming a well-defined
system of equations. In this model, authors have figured out the incidence rate along with
the incidence function f which relates susceptible individuals to infected individuals in the
presence of incubation delay. In addition, they have also incorporated v as a vaccination
function and p as a treatment function with a treatment delay. The dynamics of the model
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were given by,

x
′
= a− bf(x, y)− dx− cv(x(t)) + αz ,

y
′
= b1f

(
x(t− τ), y

)
− rp(y)− d1y ,

z
′
= rp

(
y(t− δ)

)
− αz. (1)

Each parameter in this model has its own physical significance, which is going to be dis-
cussed in Section 2. So, in the context of the model, delays discussed in (1), might be an
unavoidable delay in vaccination function, which may arise due to a delay in the production
of a suitable vaccine, a delay in the supply of vaccines, or, most importantly, the fear of
side effects of vaccines in the human population. The influence of all three delays (i.e.,
delays in non-linear incidence function, treatment function, and vaccination function) to-
gether on disease prevalence is hardly studied in the literature. Henceforth, in this paper,
we will examine the effect of vaccination, treatment, and incidence delays on the infected
and recovered numbers. To verify the applicability of the model to the present scenario,
we tried to analyze our model in real-time situations by applying three different real-time
data sets. The first dataset is based on the omicron variant of COVID-19 in the state of
Tamilnadu, India (December 2021–March 2022); the next two are the cumulative dataset
(November 2020) of India COVID-19 and USA COVID-19 data [8, 36].

The primary goal of this research article is as follows: First, construct model equations
with respective delays in vaccination, infection, and treatment functions in Section 2. In
Section 3, we will investigate the core aspects of the solutions, such as positivity, bound-
edness, and the existence-uniqueness of equilibria. The threshold value R0 is determined
for this particular model, and then local stability at endemic and disease-free equilibria is
explored. By building appropriate Lyapunov functions, we analyze both delay-independent
and delay-dependent conditions for global stability at the equilibria of the model in Section
4. In Section 5, numerical simulations of the system based on real-time data are imple-
mented to validate theoretical results, followed by conclusions and future scope.
Based on the above discussion, we are directed toward describing our model.

2 Description of the model

The SIR model is an epidemiological model that predicts the potential prevalence of a
contagious disease in a closed population over time. It is a compartmental model in which
the model is classified into three distinct compartments named susceptible, infected, and
recovered individuals. Because these models incorporate coupled equations that relate the
number of susceptible people x(t), the number of infected people y(t), and the number of
recovered people z(t), they are named SIR models. Usually, these infectious diseases spread
through carriers like mosquitoes, flies, infected people, etc. that are used to transmit the
virus from infected people to susceptible people. As discussed in the above section, we are
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introducing a delay in the vaccination function in the SIR model (1). Then, the following
set of delayed differential equations provides the dynamics of the resulting model:

x
′
= a− bf(x, y)− dx− cv

(
x(t− η)

)
+ αz,

y
′
= b1f

(
x(t− τ), y

)
− rp(y)− d1y,

z
′
= rp

(
y(t− δ)

)
− αz. (2)

The parameters used in the model are listed in Table 1.

Parameter Biological significance
a Evolution rate of the susceptible population
f Infection function or non-linear incidence
b Contact rate of the infected with susceptible individuals in a population
d Natural death rate of the susceptible population
v Vaccination function
c Rate of effective vaccination
b1 Effective rate of conversion of susceptible individuals into infected individuals
p Treatment function
r Rate of treatment
α Rate at which rehabilitated individuals become susceptible again
d1 Death rate of infected individuals beyond the treatment
η Delay in vaccination function
τ Delay in infection function
δ Delay in treatment function

Table 1: Description of model parameter

Figure 1 is a schematic representation of our model (2).
We are making the following assumptions:

• f(x, y) ≥ 0 for all x, y. Since f(x, y) represents infection function, it should be
positive for a well-defined biological system and its dynamical behavior.

• f(0, y) = 0 for all y because if there are nil susceptible cases in the population, then
y does not make sense for infection function.

• f(x, 0) = 0 for all x because if infected individuals are zero, then it will create a
disease-free environment.

• f(x, y) and p(y) are always non-negative, continuously differentiable, and monotoni-
cally increasing for x > 0, y > 0.

• The incidence function, treatment function, and vaccination function can be chosen
from the following classes of functions mentioned in the literature [9,19,26,29,35,39].

5



Figure 1: Block diagram of SIR model (2)

f(x, y) = cxpyq or
xy

1 + bx
or

xy

1 + ay
,

p(y) = k or y or
y

a+ y
or sinhy or tanhy,

v(x) = k or x or
x

a+ x
or sinhx.

• We also assume that the incidence function, vaccination function, and treatment
function satisfy Lipschitz’s condition. So, for positive constants K1,K2,K3,K4,
L1, L2,M1,M2 we have,

K1|x− x|+K2|y − y| ≤ |f(x, y)− f(x, y)| ≤ K3|x− x|+K4|y − y|,
M1|x− x| ≤ |v(x)− v(x)| ≤ M2|x− x|,
L1|y − y| ≤ |p(y)− p(y)| ≤ L2|y − y|, (3)

respectively for x ̸= x, y ̸= y. Under the Lipschitz conditions (3), by the hypothesis
of delay differential equations, the solutions of the system (2) exist.

The model should be well-behaved to be applied to real-life circumstances. Therefore, the
qualitative features of our model will be examined in the following section.

3 Qualitative analysis of the model

In the following section, we shall explore the fundamental characteristics of biological
conditions. The solutions of the system behave adequately, and they should be non-negative
because they express real quantities. Hence, these aspects are addressed in the next result:
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3.1 Positivity and boundedness of solution

First, we will demonstrate the result that the solutions of the system (2) are always non-
negative.

Theorem 3.1. All solution(s) of the system (2) with non-negative initial condition(s) is
non-negative for all t > 0 [1].

Proof. Since, we are assuming f(x, y) ≥ 0, f(0, y) = f(x, 0) = v(0) = p(0) = 0 and initially
there are no delays, i.e η = τ = δ = 0.
From system (2), we get;

At x = 0, x
′
= a+ αz ≥ 0,

At y = 0, y
′
= 0, and

At z = 0, z
′
= rp(y) ≥ 0 . Thus, all the solutions of the system (2) are non-negative for all

t > 0.

Generally, bounded solutions of the system seem to be predictable; hence, we will try
to get a result on the boundedness of the solutions (2).

Theorem 3.2. The solution of the system (2) is bounded provided the functions f, v, p
satisfy (3).

Proof. Consider Φ(t) as,

Φ(t) = |x(t)|+ |y(t)|+ |z(t)| − cM1

∫ t

t−η
|x(s)|ds+ b1K3

∫ t

t−τ
|x(s)|ds+ rL2

∫ t

t−δ
|y(s)|ds,

for all t ≥ 0. Then, the dini derivative along the solution of (2) is,

D+Φ(t) ≤ a− b|f(x, y)| − d|x| − c|v(x(t− η))|+ α|z(t)|+ b1|f(x(t− τ), y)| − d1|y(t)|
− r|p(y(t))|+ r|p(y(t− δ))| − α|z(t)| − cM1|x(t)|+ cM1|x(t− η)|+ b1K3|x(t)|
− b1K3|x(t− τ)|+ rL2|y(t)| − rL2|y(t− δ)|,

Using the conditions given in (3), we will get;

D+Φ(t) ≤ a− bK1|x(t)| − bK2|y(t)| − d|x(t)| − cM1|x(t)|+ b1K3|x(t)|+ b1K4|y(t)|
− d1|y(t)| − rL1|y(t)|+ rL2|y(t)|,
≤ a− (bK1 + d+ cM1 − b1K3)|x(t)| − (bK2 − b1K4 + d1 + rL1 − rL2)|y(t)|,
≤ a− γΦ(t),

where, γ = min
{
bK1 + d+ cM1 − b1K3, bK2 − b1K4 + d1 + rL1 − rL2

}
.

By employing the comparison theorem [20], we get Φ(t) ≤ max
{a
γ
,Φ(0)

}
. Thus, the

solutions of the system (2) are bounded.
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Thus, solutions of the model (2) are positive and bounded. However, it is essential to
understand how the solutions will perform over time. As the concept of the dynamical
behavior of a biological system maintaining equilibrium relates to its attractors, which
characterize its long-term behavior and it is crucial to examine the factors that contribute
to the stability of equilibria. So, in this context, we shall discuss the results of the existence-
uniqueness of equilibria and local as well as global stability in the next sections.

3.2 Equilibria

An equilibrium of a dynamical system is a constant value of the state variables that does
not fluctuate over time [28]. In our model, there will be two types of equilibria: disease-
free equilibria and endemic equilibria. Disease-free equilibria is defined as the point when
there is no disease infection present in the population (x∗, 0, 0), where x∗ > 0. Endemic
equilibria are defined as the point when there is a disease outbreak consistently present in
the population, that is, (x∗, y∗, z∗), where x∗ > 0, y∗ > 0, and z∗ > 0. Throughout the
rest of the study, (x∗, y∗, z∗) signifies either of these equilibria unless otherwise specified.
As discussed above, equilibrium stability is crucial to understanding how the model even-
tually behaves. We first deduce a result that gives the conditions under which a unique
equilibrium point exists for our system (2).

Theorem 3.3. Let the infection function f(x, y), vaccination function v(x), and treatment
function p(y) satisfy the Lipschitz conditions (3). Then the system has a unique equilibrium
solution if the parameters adhere to the following conditions:

A =

(
b1K3

d1
− bK3

d
− cM1

d

)
< 1,

B =

(
b1K4

d1
− bK4

d
+

rL2

α
− rL2

d1

)
< 1,

C =
α

d
< 1. (4)

Proof. Let us consider D = {X ∈ R3||X| < K} ⊆ R3}, where D is invariant in the context
of the delay differential equation.

Define |X| = |x|+ |y|+ |z|,

We can write the system as X
′
= PX, where X = (x, y, z),

P (X) = P (x, y, z) =
(
F (x, y, z), G(x, y, z), H(x, y, z)

)
,

F (x, y, z) =
a− bf(x, y)− cv(x(t− η)) + αz

d
,

G(x, y, z) =
b1f(x(t− τ), y)− rp(y)

d1
,
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H(x, y, z) =
rp(y(t− δ))

α
.

Now, let us assume X, X̄ ∈ D,

|P (X)− P (X̄)| = |(F (x, y, z)− F (x̄, ȳ, z̄)|+ |(G(x, y, z)−G(x̄, ȳ, z̄)|
+ |(H(x, y, z)−H(x̄, ȳ, z̄)|,

≤

(
b1K3

d1
− bK3

d
− cM1

d

)
|x− x̄|+

(
b1K4

d1
− bK4

d
+

rL2

α
− rL2

d1

)
|y − ȳ|

+
α

d
|z − z̄|.

By taking Ā = Max(A,B,C), we get;

|P (X)− P (X̄)| ≤ Ā
[
|x− x̄|+ |y − ȳ|+ |z − z̄|

]
≤ Ā|X − X̄|.

Hence, by the contraction mapping theorem, there exists a unique point (x∗, y∗, z∗) such
that P (x∗, y∗, z∗) = (x∗, y∗, z∗). Thus, the system (2) has a unique solution.

Now, our assumption for the conditions (4) holds, i.e., there exists a unique equilibrium
point (x∗, y∗, z∗) for the system (2).

Next, we are going to derive the basic reproduction number for the model (2), which is
an essential aspect of epidemic models. It is frequently used to assess the severity of
an epidemic outbreak since it measures a disease’s propensity for transmission. Using
a basic reproduction number, we will establish the model’s local stability at disease-free
equilibrium. We also try to establish the local stability of the model at endemic equilibrium
by restricting the parameters.

3.3 Basic Reproduction number (BRN)

In epidemiology, the basic reproduction number is a measurement that is used to calculate
the number of secondary infections induced by an infectious person moving in a susceptible
population. It is denoted by R0. In a disease model, the importance of R0 is depicted by
its values, and it also represents the strength of disease transmission within a community.
If R0 > 1 then each person will transmit the infection to more than one person, and the
disease transmission rate will increase. On the other hand, if R0 < 1, then each infected
individual will transmit the infection to less than one person. As a result, the disease will
disperse throughout the population.

We will employ the next-generation matrix methodology for the calculation of the basic
reproduction number. In the next-generation matrix, there will be terms like F and V,
which are described in [10]. It is usually used as a threshold parameter for contagious
disease and specified as R0 = ρ(FV −1), where ρ is the spectral radius operator.

9



In the model formulation, there is only one infected compartment, as shown in (2). Now
our job is to generate an F and V matrix where F is defined as the rates of flows from
uninfected to infected classes and V is the rates of all other flows to and from the infected
class at disease-free equilibrium [33].
To calculate the threshold R0, we have to estimate the spectral radius of the next-
generation matrix [10] T = FV −1.

Hence, for our model, value of F and V are as follows:

F =

[
∂f1
∂y

]
= b1fy(x

∗, 0) V =

[
∂v1
∂y

]
= rp

′
(0) + d1;

where, f1 =
[
b1fy(x(t− τ), y)

]
and v1 =

[
rp(y) + d1y

]
.

The next-generation matrix is T =

[
b1fy(x

∗, 0)

rp′(0) + d1

]
.

Now, to obtain the reproduction number R0, we have to figure out the largest eigenvalue
of T .

det(λI − T ) =

[
λ− b1fy(x

∗, 0)

rp′(0) + d1

]
,

Then,

R0 = |ρ(FV −1)| = b1fy(x
∗, 0)

rp′(0) + d1
.

Next, we try to establish the local stability of the model (2) at endemic and disease-free
equilibria.

3.3.1 Local stability

The local stability of the system reveals the stability of the system along with the behavior
of the solution around equilibrium points. Now, we shall derive the criteria required for
the local stability of the model at disease-free and endemic equilibrium points.

Theorem 3.4. For R0 > 1, the system (2) will be unstable at disease-free equilibrium. For

R0 < 1, it will be locally stable provided the condition
r

α
e−λδ dp(0)

dyδ
< 1 holds true.

Proof. Characteristic equation of (2) at (x∗, 0, 0) is,∣∣∣∣∣∣
λ− T1 D1 α

0 λ− F1 0
0 0 λ−H1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 0,

where, T1 = −bfx(x
∗, 0)− d− ce−λη v′(x∗), D1 = −bfy(x

∗, 0),
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F1 = b1fy(x
∗, 0)− rp

′
(0)− d1 + b1e

−λτfxτ (x
∗, 0), H1 = −α+ re−λδ dp(0)

dyδ
.

As we know, the system will be unstable even if one of the eigenvalues has a positive real
part.

Let us take an eigenvalue F > 0, we get;(
b1fy(x

∗, 0)− rp
′
(0)− d1 + b1fxτ (x

∗, 0)

)
> 0

Since, b1 > 0, fxτ (x
∗, 0) > 0, =⇒ b1fxτ (x

∗, 0) > 0.

Therefore, b1fy(x
∗, 0)− rp

′
(0)− d1 > 0, =⇒ b1fy(x

∗, 0) > rp
′
(0) + d1,

b1fy(x
∗, 0)

rp′(0) + d1
> 1 =⇒ R0 > 1

Thus, the system is unstable if R0 > 1.

For the system to be stable, all the eigenvalues must be negative.

Clearly, T1 < 0.

By taking F1 < 0, we get b1fy(x
∗, 0)− rp

′
(0)− d1 + b1e

−λτfxτ (x
∗, 0) < 0.

Since, b1e
−λτfxτ (x

∗, 0) > 0 =⇒ b1fy(x
∗, 0)− rp

′
(0)− d1 < −b1e

−λτfxτ (x
∗, 0) < 0.

Therefore, b1fy(x
∗, 0)− rp

′
(0)− d1 < 0 =⇒ R0 < 1.

By H1 < 0, we get re−λδ dp(0)

dyδ
< α.

Thus, the system is stable for R0 < 1 and
r

α
e−λδ dp(0)

dyδ
< 1.

Next, we try to deduce the conditions for local stability at endemic equilibrium.

Theorem 3.5. Endemic equilibrium point (x∗, y∗, z∗) of the system (2) is locally asymp-
totically stable if

b1
rp′(y∗) + d1

(
fy(x

∗, y∗) + e−λτfxτ (x
∗, y∗)

)
< 1 and

r

α
e−λδ dp(y

∗)

dyδ
< 1. (5)

Proof. Characteristics equation of system (2) is given below:∣∣∣∣∣∣
λ− T2 D2 α

0 λ− F2 0
0 0 λ−H2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 0
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where,

T2 = −bfx(x
∗, y∗)− d− ce−λη v′(x∗), D2 = −bfy(x

∗, y∗),

F2 = b1fy(x
∗, y∗)− rp

′
(y∗)− d1 + b1e

−λτfxτ (x
∗, y∗), H2 = −α+ re−λδ p′(y∗).

Eigenvalues are given by; λ1 = T2, λ2 = F2, λ3 = H2.

Next, we know that if all the eigenvalues have negative real parts, then the system will be
locally stable [29].

Clearly, T2 < 0; since, bfx(x
∗, y∗) + d+ ce−λη v′(x∗) > 0.

By taking F2 < 0 and H2 < 0, we get;
b1

rp′(y∗) + d1

(
fy(x

∗, y∗) + e−λτ fxτ (x
∗, y∗)

)
< 1

and
r

α
e−λδ dp(y∗)

dyδ
< 1,

which are our assumptions (5). This completes the proof.

Remark 3.6. The key benefit of Theorem 3.4 is its ability to determine the model’s
instability at disease-free equilibrium solely based on the values R0. On the contrary,
we need to restrict the parameters along with the values of R0 for the model to acquire
stability. Besides, Theorem 3.5 provides parametric constraint to validate local stability
criteria at the endemic equilibrium point. Since our model is more generalized than the
model explored in [29], the basic reproduction number derived here and Theorems 3.4 and
3.5 (results on local stability) can also be applied to the model [29].

One of the key concerns in epidemiology is the exploration of the global stability of
endemic equilibrium in a mathematical model of contagious disease [25]. In addition to
local stability, it is necessary to analyze the global stability of the model as it determines
how the model ultimately behaves regardless of the initial circumstances, whether the
infection eventually disappears, remains under control, or remains at high critical levels.
So, in the following section, we will establish the results on the global stability of the model
in two ways: delay-independent stability and delay-dependent stability.

4 Global stability

The global aspects of systems in the sense of the model’s stability have been quite compli-
cated in disease transmission models. Researchers have proposed a number of techniques to
deal with the stability of equilibrium points, including the use of geometrical approaches,
monotone dynamical systems, along with the Lyapunov functions method [11,21,34]. The
global stability of the endemic equilibrium is particularly interesting whenever describing
the behaviors of epidemic models on complex networks [26]. Here, our approach is to
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show the global stability of the model by generating appropriate Lyapunov functions and
extrapolating some parametric conditions.

Basically, an equilibrium point is a stationary solution of the system; hence, from (2),
we get;

a− bf(x∗, y∗)− dx∗ − cv(x∗) + αz∗ = 0,

b1f(x
∗, y∗)− rp(y∗)− d1y

∗ = 0,

rp(y∗)− αz∗ = 0. (6)

From equations (2) and (6), we get;

(x− x∗)
′
= −b(f(x, y)− f(x∗, y∗))− d(x− x∗)− c(v(x(t− η))− v(x∗)) + α(z − z∗),

(y − y∗)
′
= b1(f(x(t− τ), y)− f(x∗, y∗))− r(p(y)− p(y∗))− d1(y − y∗),

(z − z∗)
′
= r(p(y(t− δ))− p(y∗))− α(z − z∗). (7)

Now, let us discuss the equilibrium solution for global stability by restricting the parame-
ters (delay-independent) and the delays of the model (delay-dependent).

4.1 Delay independent stability

Here, we restrict the parameters of the model under which the solutions of the system
reach equilibria globally.

Theorem 4.1. The positive equilibrium (endemic equilibrium) solution (x∗, y∗, z∗) is glob-
ally asymptotically stable (in the absence of time lags), provided the functions f , v, and
p satisfy the Lipschitz conditions and the parameters of the system satisfy the conditions
bK1 − b1K3 + d+ cM1 > 0 and bK2 − b1K4 + rL1 + rL2 + d1 > 0.

Proof. Let the Lyapunov function be U1 = |x− x∗|+ |y − y∗|+ |z − z∗|.
Now, the dini derivative along the solutions, using (7) and (3) is,

D+U1 ≤ −bK1|x− x∗| − bK2|y − y∗| − d|x− x∗| − cM1|x(t− η)− x∗|+ b1K3|x(t− τ)− x∗|
+ b1K4|y − y∗| − rL1|y − y∗| − d1|y − y∗|+ rL2|y(t− δ)− y∗|. (8)

Let U2 = b1K3

∫ t

t−τ
|x(u)− x∗|du− cM1

∫ t

t−η
|x(u)− x∗|du+ rL2

∫ t

t−δ
|y(u)− y∗|du.

Then,

D+U2 ≤ b1K3|x(t)− x∗| − b1K3|x(t− τ)− x∗| − cM1|x(t)− x∗|+ cM1|x(t− η)− x∗|
+ rL2|y(t)− y∗| − rL2|y(t− δ)− y∗|. (9)
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Let U = U1 + U2,

As a result,

D+U ≤ −

((
bK1 − b1K3 + d+ cM1

)
|x− x∗|+

(
bK2 − b1K4 + rL1 + rL2 + d1

)
|y − y∗|

)
< 0.

(10)

By the standard argument, we can say that x(t) −→ x∗, y −→ y∗ and z −→ z∗ as t −→ ∞.
Therefore, the equilibrium (x∗, y∗, z∗) is globally asymptotically stable.

Next, we will construct a result based on delay-dependent stability, wherein we restrict
the delay parameters for the global stability of the model.

4.2 Delay dependent stability

Here, we impose the parametric conditions on the system to get the delay range in view of
global stability.
For simplicity, we assume,

X = x− x∗, Y = y − y∗, Z = z − z∗,

F (X,Y ) = f(x, y)− f(x∗, y∗), P (Y ) = p(y)− p(y∗), V (X) = v(x)− v(x∗).

Then, the system (2) will be transformed to,

X
′
= a− bF (X,Y )− dX − cV

(
X(t− η)

)
+ αZ,

Y
′
= b1F

(
X(t− τ), Y

)
− rP (Y )− d1Y,

Z
′
= rP

(
Y (t− δ)

)
− αZ. (11)

The Lipschitz conditions (3) can be written as,

K1|X|+K2|Y | ≤ |F (X,Y )| ≤ K3|X|+K4|Y |,
M1|X| ≤ |V (X)| ≤ M2|X|,
L1|Y | ≤ |P (Y )| ≤ L2|Y |. (12)

Theorem 4.2. Suppose the functions of the system (11) satisfy (12) and the parameters
satisfy the conditions,

A1 =
(
bK1 − b1K3 + d1 + cM1

)
> 0, A2 =

(
bK2 − b1K4 + rL1 − rL2 + d1

)
> 0,

B1 =
(
cbM1K1 + cdM1 + c2M1M2

)
, B2 =

(
b1cM1K2

)
, B3 =

(
cM1α

)
> 0,

C1 =
(
b1K

2
3b+ b1dK3 + b1K3cM2

)
, C2 =

(
b1bK3K4

)
, C3 =

(
b1K3α

)
,

D1 =
(
rL2b1K3

)
, D2 =

(
rL2b1K4 + r2L2

2 + rL2d1

)
,
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then, the equilibrium point (x∗, y∗, z∗) of system is globally asymptotically stable for 0 < η <

r, 0 < τ < s and 0 < δ < q, where, r = Min
{A1

B1
,
A2

B2

}
, s = Min

{A1

C1
,
A2

C2
,
A1B3

C3B1
,
A2B3

C3B2

}
and q = Min

{A1

D1
,
A2

D2

}
.

Proof. Let the Lyapunov function be E1 = |X|+ |Y |+ |Z|,

As we know, X(t− η) = X(t)−
∫ t

t−η
X

′
(S)dS, X(t− τ) = X(t)−

∫ t

t−τ
X

′
(S)dS,

Y (t− δ) = Y (t)−
∫ t

t−δ
Y

′
(S)dS. (13)

Furthermore, by taking the dini derivative along with the solutions of (11) by using (12)
and (13) is,

D+E1 ≤ −(bK1 + d+ cM1 − b1K3)|X(t)|+ (−bK2 + b1K4 − rL1 − d1 + rL2)|Y (t)|

− cM1bK1

∫ t

t−η
|X(S)|dS − cM1bK2

∫ t

t−η
|Y (S)|dS − cM1d

∫ t

t−η
|X(S)|dS

− c2M1M2

∫ t

t−η
|X(S − η)|dS − cM1α

∫ t

t−η
|Z(S)|dS + b1bK

2
3

∫ t

t−τ
|X(S)|dS

+ b1bK3K4

∫ t

t−τ
|Y (S)|dS + b1dK3

∫ t

t−τ
|X(S)|dS + b1bK3cM2

∫ t

t−τ
|X(S − η)|dS+

b1K3α

∫ t

t−τ
|Z(S)|dS + b1rL2K3

∫ t

t−δ
|X(S − τ)|dS + b1rL2K4

∫ t

t−δ
|Y (S)|dS

+ r2L2
2

∫ t

t−δ
|Y (S)|dS + d1rL2

∫ t

t−δ
|Y (S)|dS.

Now, let us consider E2 as,

E2 = −cM1bK1

∫ t

t−η
dS

∫ t

s
|X(U)|dU − cM1bK2

∫ t

t−η
dS

∫ t

s
|Y (U)|dU − cM1d

∫ t

t−η
dS

∫ t

s
|X(U)|dU

− cM1α

∫ t

t−η
dS

∫ t

s
|Z(U)|dU − c2M1M2

(∫ t

t−η
dS

∫ t

s
|X(U − η)|dU + η

∫ t

t−η
X(S)dS

)
+ b1bK

2
3

∫ t

t−τ
dS

∫ t

s
|X(U)|+ b1bK3K4

∫ t

t−τ
dS

∫ t

s
|Y (U)|+ b1dK3

∫ t

t−τ
dS

∫ t

s
|X(U)|

+ b1K3α

∫ t

t−τ
dS

∫ t

s
|Z(U)|+ b1K3cM2

(∫ t

tτ
dS

∫ t

s
|X(U − η)|dU + τ

∫ t

t−η
X(S)dS

)
+ rL2b1K3

(∫ t

t−δ
dS

∫ t

s
|X(U − τ)|dU + δ

∫ t

t−τ
X(S)dS

)
+ rb1L2K4

∫ t

t−δ
dS

∫ t

s
|Y (U)|

+ r2L2
2

∫ t

t−δ
dS

∫ t

s
|Y (U)|+ rL2d1

∫ t

t−δ
dS

∫ t

s
|Y (U)|.
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Therefore, we get;

D+E1 +D+E2

≤ −
[
(bK1 − b1K3 + d1 + cM1)− η(cbM1K1 + cdM1 + c2M1M2)− τ(b1K

2
3b+ b1dK3τ

+ b1K3cM2)− δ(rL2b1K3)
]
|X(t)| −

[
(bK2 − b1K4 + rL1 − rL2 + d1) + (b1cM1K2)η

− (b1bK3K4)τ − (rL2b1K4 + r2L2
2 + rL2d1)δ

]
|Y (t)| −

[
(cM1α)η − (b1K3α)τ

]
|Z(t)|

≤ −
[
(A1 − ηB1 − τC1 − δD1)

]∣∣∣X(t)
∣∣∣− [(A2 −B2η − C2η −D2δ)

]∣∣∣Y (t)
∣∣∣− [(B3η − C3τ)

]∣∣∣Z(t)
∣∣∣.

From our presumption, we have, 0 < η < r, 0 < τ < s, 0 < δ < q, and D+E1 +D+E2 < 0.

Hence, the equilibrium (x∗, y∗, z∗) is globally asymptotically stable for 0 < η < r, 0 <

τ < s and 0 < δ < q, where, r = Min
{A1

B1
,
A2

B2

}
, s = Min

{A1

C1
,
A2

C2
,
A1B3

C3B1
,
A2B3

C3B2

}
and

q = Min
{A1

D1
,
A2

D2

}
.

Remark 4.3. In contrast to local stability, which must abide by beginning states, global
stability has been established to be independent of initial conditions. Thus, Theorem 4.1
gives parametric conditions for global stability, and Theorem 4.2 determines the length of
the delay for which the solutions of the model reach equilibria globally. Basically, in this
theorem, the length of the delay signifies the time period in which the contagious disease
remains under control in a population.
The delay-independent result derived for the model in [29] was for a particular case where
f(x, y) = xy (simple interaction function),v(x) = x and p(y) = y (linear functions), whereas
the result Theorem 4.1 derived here is valid for the general case. Thus, it can be imple-
mented for the model in [29]. Calculating the delay range for the global stability of the
model is a new technique for considered infectious disease models. This methodology can
also be applied to the model in [29] by taking η = 0.

Now, let’s look at some numerical examples where we replicate the systems using various
parametric values taken from COVID real-time data and observe their performance in order
to validate our findings.

5 Numerical examples and simulation

COVID-19 is a recent transmissible disease that has had a significant global impact. In
this section, we adopt the parametric values from the real-time datasets of COVID-19 and
examine the applicability of the model. To do so, we took three different sets of real-time
data from COVID-19. The first dataset is the omicron variant of COVID-19 in the state of
Tamilnadu, India (December 2021–March 2022); the second and third are the cumulative
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datasets of India and USA COVID-19 (November 2020), respectively. We shall set the
parametric value from the above dataset and simulate the models by varying the delays to
study their impact on disease prevalence and recovery. Additionally, we will make changes
in the vaccination rates as well as the treatment rates to examine how the disease will
eventually behave. These numerical examples have been simulated with the help of the
MATLAB dde23 solver for systems of equations.

Let us consider examples:

Example 5.1.

x
′
= 5− 0.0012xy − 0.065x− 0.0109

(
x(t− η)

)
+ 0.0017z,

y
′
= 0.0012

(
x(t− τ)y

)
− 0.1087y − 0.0006y,

z
′
= 0.1087

(
y(t− δ)

)
− 0.0017z. (14)

In this example, we incorporate parametric values from the Tamilnadu COVID-19
dataset [8], therefore the parametric values are taken as a = 5, b = 0.0012, c = 0.0109,
d = 0.065, b1 = 0.0012, r = 0.1087, d1 = 0.0006, α = 0.0017 along with the infection
function f(x, y) = xy, vaccination function v(x) = x and treatment function p(y) = y.
The basic reproduction number for this example is R0 = 0.8344 < 1. Therefore, by virtue
of Theorem 3.4, the system can be stable at equilibrium, provided other criteria of Theorem
3.4 must hold true.
Conditions of global stability in the context of the delay-dependent theorem 4.2 with delays
range η ∈ (0, 13.6841), τ ∈ (0, 124.2974), δ ∈ (0, 0.050) are satisfied with initial conditions
(300, 35, 51). The significance of the below Figures 2, 3, and 4 is how the infected population
and recovered population change with respect to variation in delays. Figures 5, 6, and 7
show how the change in the rate of vaccination and rate of treatment influences the infected
and recovered populations.

Observations: From Figures 2, 3, 4, we have noted that as the duration of delays

Figure 2: Solution curve at η =
5, τ = 1.5, δ = 1.2

Figure 3: Solution curve at η =
7.5, τ = 1.9, δ = 5

Figure 4: Solution curve at η =
9, τ = 6, δ = 9
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Figure 5: Solution curve at r =
0.1087, c = 0.0109

Figure 6: Solution curve at r =
0.002087, c = 0.001090

Figure 7: Solution curve at r =
0.1870, c = 0.9

increases, infection increases, and as the duration of delays decreases, infection decreases.
Figures 5, 6, 7 show how the prevalence of disease declines as vaccination as well as recovery
rates increase and rises when these rates are low.

Example 5.2.

x
′
= 0.00004893− 0.4

(
xy

1 + y

)
− 0.00001992x− 0.02

(
x(t− η)

)
+ 0.00017z,

y
′
= 0.32

(
(x− τ)y

(x− τ) + y

)
− 0.0686

(
y

y + 1

)
− 0.00002021y,

z
′
= 0.0686

(
y(t− δ)

(y(t− δ) + 1)

)
− 0.00017z.

For this example, we took India’s COVID-19 real-time parametric values, referred to
as [36] where, a = 0.00004893, b = 0.4, c = 0.02, d = 0.00001992, b1 = 0.32, r = 0.0686,
d1 = 0.00002021, α = 0.00017. Here, we changed the infection function as f(x, y) =

xy

(1 + y)
, treatment function p(y) =

y

y + 1
and vaccination function v(x) = x, as semi-

linear and linear, respectively. We try to put various inputs and tracked the nature of the
solution curve, which is shown in Figures 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13. The basic reproduction
number value for this specific example is R0 = 11.4545 > 1, which reveals that the system
is locally unstable. The delay range for the condition of global stability (delay-dependent)
is given by η ∈ (0, 11.9066), τ ∈ (0, 0.6252), δ ∈ (0, 3.0016) are satisfied with the given
initial conditions (0.994, .0003813, .005569).

Observations: As in the above example, Figures 8, 9, 10 depict the behavior of disease
as the delays vary. After a comparative study of Figures 11, 12, 13, we noticed that if only
the vaccination rate or treatment rate increases, even then there is a chance to control the
effects of the disease in society. It is also observed that the rate of recovery is higher when
there is an increase in the vaccination rate compared to an increase in the treatment rate.
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Figure 8: Solution curve at η =
0.5, τ = 0.5, δ = 0.5

Figure 9: Solution curve at η =
0.5, τ = 5, δ = 7

Figure 10: Solution curve at η =
2, τ = 6, δ = 15

Figure 11: Solution curve at r =
0.0686, c = 0.02

Figure 12: Solution curve at r =
0.1, c = 0.02

Figure 13: Solution curve at r =
0.0686, c = 0.0514

Example 5.3.

x
′
= 0.000031785− 0.5

(
xy

1 + x

)
− 0.00002377x− 0.01

(
x(t− η)

)
+ 0.00017z,

y
′
= 0.462

(
x(t− τ)y

(1 + x(t− τ)

)
− 0.0686

(
y

y + 1

)
− 0.00002585y,

z
′
= 0.0686

(
y(t− δ)

(y(t− δ) + 1)

)
− 0.00017z.

In this particular example, we initiate with US COVID-19 real-time parametric val-
ues taken from source [36] as a = 0.000031785, b = 0.5, c = 0.01, d = 0.00002377,
b1 = 0.462, r = 0.0686, d1 = 0.00002585, α = 0.00017. We set the infection function as

f(x, y) =
xy

(1 + x)
, treatment function p(y) =

y

y + 1
, and vaccination function v(x) = x. In

this particular instance, the basic reproduction number value is R0 = 3.8517 > 1, which
infers that the system is locally unstable. Global stability conditions in the frame of delay-
dependent propositions involving delays ranging from η ∈ (0, 0.8.2307), τ ∈ (0, 0.1646),
δ ∈ (0, 1.0446) are satisfied with the given initial conditions (0.97286, 0.00905, 0.01809).
We observed the importance of Figures 14, 15, 16,17, 18, 19 in view of the epidemic.
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Observations: According to our observation from Figures 14, 15, 16, as the duration of

Figure 14: Solution curve at η =
0.5, τ = 0.5, δ = 0.5

Figure 15: Solution curve at η =
0.7, τ = 7, δ = 10

Figure 16: Solution curve at η =
0.8, τ = 10, δ = 12

Figure 17: Solution curve at r =
0.0686, c = 0.01

Figure 18: Solution curve at r =
0.0686, c = 0

Figure 19: Solution curve at r =
0, c = 0.01

delays rises, infection rises as well, and vice versa as the duration of delays falls. On com-
paring Figure 17, 18, and 19, it is observed in Figure 18 that, in the absence of vaccination,
there will be a spike in the number of infected people, but because of the availability of
treatment, disease prevalence will be under control. Whereas in Figure 19, it is noted that
even when there is the availability of vaccination, if there is no treatment, disease prevails
continuously in the population.

Remark 5.4. In the above-mentioned examples, we have verified our model with real-
time data. In the absence of treatment, vaccination efforts are inadequate to manage the
conditions. Treatment is advised in both the severe and long-term stages of the disease.
Our examples lead us to conclude that an environment free of disease arises when treatment
and vaccination rates are high. On the other hand, if both the treatment and vaccination
rates are low, the disease will predominate.

6 Conclusions and future work

In this article, we explore an extended SIR model that accounts for the time delays in
the functions of infection, vaccination, and treatment. We employed general non-linear

20



infection functions to analyze the dynamics of disease transmission in the human popu-
lation. In addition to other qualitative aspects like non-negativity and boundedness, the
existence-uniqueness of solutions and equilibrium, the basic reproduction number, has been
discussed because of its biological significance, in terms of understanding the dynamics of
a disease in a population. The basic reproduction number plays a significant role in the
model’s local stability. The model that is being provided here is rather unique in the sense
of global stability in terms of delay dependence, where the range of the delays has been
established along with a few parametric constraints under the implications of an appro-
priate Lyapunov function. Another factor that emphasizes the significance of this study is
how treatment and vaccination work together. It has been found that there is a permissi-
ble vaccination threshold rate at which the pathogen is completely eradicated. Numerical
examples and simulations based on various real-time datasets indicate how the behavior
of the solutions changes when vaccination, infection, and treatment functions act together
under the influence of delays.

Even though the fact that there are many SIR models given in the literature. However,
from the perspective of future scope, there is always a chance for modification in those
models. Many researchers introduced model stability modulated by vaccination and treat-
ment function in the absence of delays [32, 38] but in this paper, we have covered these
aspects by introducing the delays in these functions. In our model assumptions, we focused
on the susceptible population’s growth rate, which is assumed to be a fixed constant, and
this presumption is valid when a significant amount of people contributes to the popula-
tion. In the case of a disease like AIDS, each one of these compartments could make a
substantial contribution to the system, so we need to explore the dynamic behavior of the
disease with an adjustable population. In addition to this, discretization techniques and
the stability behavior of dynamical systems under the influence of non-linear functions of
continuous models are also still unpredictable [29]. Real-time data fitting is one of the
major challenges in recent research. The utility of mathematical models is only acceptable
if they pass the test on real-world data, even though they can describe a wide range of
plausible and realistic phenomena. Data fitting will make the model more realistic, along
with parametric values. Further, we can also extend this model into more compartments
for better analysis of an epidemic. Therefore, it would be very interesting to test the out-
comes of this study using more appropriate real-time data so that any enhancements or
modifications might be adequately implemented.
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