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Abstract

A very large class of ODE epidemic models (2.2) discussed in this paper enjoys the
property of admitting also an integral renewal formulation, with respect to an “age
of infection kernel” a(t) which has a matrix exponential form (3.2). We observe first
that a very short proof of this fact is available when there is only one susceptible
compartment, and when its associated “new infections” matrix has rank one. In
this case, a(t) normalized to have integral 1, is precisely the probabilistic law which
governs the time spent in all the “infectious states associated to the susceptible
compartment”, and the normalization is precisely the basic replacement number.
The Laplace transform (LT) of a(t) is a generalization of the basic replacement
number, and its structure reflects the laws of the times spent in each infectious
state. Subsequently, we show that these facts admit extensions to processes with
several susceptible classes, provided that all of them have a new infections matrix
of rank one. These results reveal that the ODE epidemic models highlighted below
have also interesting probabilistic properties.

Keywords: stability, basic replacement number, basic reproduction number, age of
infection kernel, several susceptible compartments, Diekmann matrix kernel,
generalized linear chain trick, Erlangization, Coxianization.
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1. Introduction

Motivation. Mathematical epidemiology has one fundamental law, which identi-
fies, under certain conditions [VdDW02], the threshold parameter R0 for the stability
of the disease free equilibrium as the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of the “next gen-
eration matrix” (NGM). Furthermore, explicit R0 formulas are also available when
the next generation matrix has rank one [ABvdD+07, AAB+23]. It may be argued
that this result is not that important, since just computing the eigenvalues of the
next generation matrix with any symbolic CAS will reveal R0. However, epidemi-
ologic models whose NGM has rank one have a further important property which
does not seem to be known well enough: it is the existence of probabilistic renewal
kernels – see [DGM18, AAB+23], which may be associated to the times spent by
infectious individuals in groups of several infectious states. This property is very
important both since it applies to a very large proportion of the models used in
applied studies of Covid-19, influenza, ILI (influenza like illnesses), etc., and since it
suggests new ways of calibration –see below. Note that this result implies easily that
of [ABvdD+07, AAB+23], by integrating the renewal kernel. The lack of awareness
for these two fundamental results motivated us to first review them here for the case
of one susceptible compartment, and to provide extensions to the case of several
susceptible classes. Note especially the formulas (5.8) and (5.7), which seem to be
new.

2



A bird’s eye view of mathematical epidemiology. Mathematical epidemi-
ology may be said to have started with the celebrated paper “A contribution to the
mathematical theory of epidemics” [KM27] on the 1906 plague epidemic in Bom-
bay, which introduced the SIR (susceptible-infected-recovered) model. ¶ Bacaer
shows that better results can be obtained by adding compartments for rats and
fleas [Bac12, (7-11)], whose importance had been overlooked in the first study. In
this spirit, each of the three fundamental compartments S,I,R, could be replaced by
classes of several compartments, specific to each epidemics, to be revealed by further
analyses.
The most fundamental aspect of mathematical epidemiology is the existence of

at least two possible fixed states: the boundary “disease free equilibrium” (DFE),

corresponding to the elimination of all compartments i⃗ involving sickness, which
may be easily found from the system of non-infectious equations with i⃗ = 0, and
the “endemic point” which replaces the DFE when elimination of the sickness is
impossible (without intervention, such as quarantine, vaccination, etc...). Note this
further induces a partition of all the coordinates and the equations into “infectious”
(eliminable), and the others, or “non-infectious”. The non-infectious may further
be divided into recovered (output compartments) and susceptible (input compart-
ments). The latter are very important; for example, older individuals may be more
susceptible than young ones, or viceversa, and therefore differentiating susceptibles
into several groups may be crucial.
The most important result of mathematical epidemiology is the “basic reproduc-

tion number ” R threshold theorem concerning the stability of the DFE, already
encountered in [KM27].
There are two flavors of mathematical epidemiology and two corresponding for-

mulas for the basic reproduction number :

1. One, for ODE models, identifies R, under conditions specified in [DHM90,
VdDW02, VdDW08], via a three-steps “next generation matrix” (NGM) pro-
cedure:

(a) computing a “pre-NGM” matrix which involves only the infectious equa-
tions,

(b) substituting into it the coordinates of the DFE, which is obtained using
only non-infectious equations, and

(c) computing the spectral radius of the resulting NGM matrix.

2. The “non-Markovian/renewal” approach adds one further crucial aspect to
mathematical epidemiology: the change in infectivity as function of age of the

¶Note that this paper considers the renewal equation formulation, and not just the SIR ODE
model.
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infection at the time when transmission took place (which was assumed to be
exponentially distributed under the previous approach). This factor enters the
model via an “age of infection kernel”, and the basic reproduction number is
computed as the integral of this kernel [DHM90, DHR10].

The restriction to SIR models with next generation matrix of rank-one renders the
connection between the two approaches very elementary and yields powerful explicit
formulas – see (5.8) and (5.7) below.
Contents. Section 2 recalls the definition of SIR-PH-FA models. Section 3

computes the age of infection kernel for these models with one susceptible class,
when the “new infections” matrix B is of rank one. Section 4 provides examples.
Section 5 provides an extension to the case of several susceptible compartments.
Section 6 discusses the relation of rank one ODE epidemic models to the generalized
linear chain trick (GLCT) formalism. Conclusions and further work are sketched in
section 7.

2. SIR-PH-FA epidemic models

The SIR-PH (phase-type) epidemic models [Ria20] are a particular case of
the (A,B) Arino-Brauer epidemic models studied in [AAK21, AAB+23], in which
there is only one input class s (and, less importantly, only one output class r).
One may think of this class of models as of processes in which the class I has been
replaced by a transient Markov chain, the time of transition of which models the law
(distribution) of the total infectious period. The modeling of infectious laws more
general than the exponential is an old concern in epidemiology– see for example
[Fen07b, HR21] and references therein. Our concern is not only statistical, but also
in identifying laws (principles) which hold for large classes of models. Assuming
one input class allows decomposing the basic reproduction number R, defined as
the expected number of secondary cases produced by a typical infectious individual
during its time of infectiousness– see [Het00], which serves also as stability threshold
of the DFE, as

R = sdfeR, (2.1)

where sdfe is the number of susceptibles at the DFE. R is called basic replacement
number (of one susceptible individual). These models include a large number of
epidemic models, like for example for COVID and ILI (influenza like illnesses).
After further ignoring certain quadratic terms for the varying population model
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[AAB+23], we arrive at a SIR-PH-FA model, defined by:

i⃗ ′(t) = i⃗ (t) [s(t) B + A−Diag [δ + Λ1]] := i⃗ (t) [s(t)B − V ]

s′(t) = −s(t)⃗i (t)β + Λ− (Λ + γs) s(t) + γrr(t),

β =

β1
...
βn

 , βi = (B1)i =
∑
j

Bi,j, i = 1, ..., n

r′(t) = i⃗ (t)a+ s(t)γs − (γr + Λ)r(t), a = (−A)1. (2.2)

Here,

1. s(t) ∈ R+ represents the set of individuals susceptible to be infected (the
beginning state).

2. r(t) ∈ R+ models recovered individuals (the end state).

3. γr gives the rate at which recovered individuals lose immunity, and γs gives
the rate at which individuals are vaccinated (immunized). These two transfers
connect directly the beginning and end states (or classes).

4. the row vector i⃗ (t) ∈ Rn represents the set of individuals in different disease
states.

5. Λ > 0 is the per individual death rate, and it equals also the global birth rate
(this is due to the fact that this is a model for proportions).

6. A is a n×nMarkovian sub-generator matrix which describes transfers between
the disease classes. Recall that a Markovian sub-generator matrix for which
each off-diagonal entry Ai,j, i ̸= j, satisfies Ai,j ≥ 0, and such that the row-
sums are non-positive, with at least one inequality being strict. §

The fact a Markovian sub-generator appears in our “disease equations” sug-
gests that certain probabilistic concepts intervene in our deterministic model,
and this is indeed the case–see below. Note also that typical epidemic models
satisfy Ai,jAj,i = 0, i ̸= j, and so this matrix may be arranged to be triangular.

7. δ ∈ R+
n is a column vectors giving the death rates caused by the epidemic in

the disease compartments. The matrix −V , which combines A and the birth
and death rates Λ, δ, is also a Markovian sub-generator.

§Alternatively, −A is a non-singular M-matrix [ABvdD+07], i.e. a real matrix V with vij ≤
0,∀i ̸= j, and having eigenvalues whose real parts are nonnegative [Ple77].
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8. B is a n×nmatrix (called sometimes “new infections” matrix). We will denote
by β the vector containing the sum of the entries in each row of B, namely,
β = B1. Its components βi represent the total force of infection of the
disease class i, and s(t)⃗i (t)β represents the total flux which must leave class
s. Finally, each entry Bi,j, multiplied by s, represents the force of infection
from the disease class i onto class j, and our essential assumption below will
be that Bi,j = βiαj, i.e. that all forces of infection are distributed among the
infected classes conforming to the same probability vector α⃗ = (α1, α2, ..., αn).

Remark 1. The matrices B and −V , intervene in the formulas related to the next
generation matrix approach.

Remark 2. 1. Note the factorization of the equation for the diseased compart-
ments i⃗ , which ensures the existence of a fixed point where these compartments
vanish, and implies a representation of i⃗ in terms of s:

i⃗ (t) = i⃗ (0)e−tV+B
´ t
0 s(τ)dτ = i⃗ (0)e[−tId+BV −1

´ t
0 s(τ)dτ]V . (2.3)

In this representation intervenes an essential character of our story, the matrix
BV −1, which is proportional to the next generation matrix sdfeBV −1. A second
representation (3.5) below will allow us to embed our models in the interesting
class of distributed delay/renewal models, in the case when B has rank one.

2. When B = βα⃗, it holds by the Arino-Brauer formula [ABvdD+07] generalized
in [AAB+23] that

R = λPF (sdfeBV −1) = sdfeα⃗V
−1β, (2.4)

where λPF denotes the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue (positive eigenvalue of
maximum modulus). Note the proof is very simple. The eigenvector must
be v = β, and plugging β in sdfeβα⃗V

−1v = Rv yields β(sdfeα⃗V
−1β) = Rβ,

and the result.

3. We added the FA (first approximation of an exact model for proportions) to
the name of these models, following [AAB+23], to differentiate them from their
version with demography.

3. Associated Markovian semi-groups, age of infection kernels, and an R
formula for SIR-PH-FA models with one susceptible class and B of
rank one

We show here that when B has rank one, SIR-PH-FA models have an associated
explicit age of infection kernel, which allows in particular obtaining R0 via an inte-
gral. We may say that rank one SIR-PH-FA epidemic models lie in the intersection

6



of the ODE/Markovian and the non-Markovian/renewal models. Alternatively, they
are precisely the renewal models with a matrix-exponential kernel. The equivalence
of the two approaches in this simple context is proved concisely below; it may also
be read between the lines of the wider scope papers [DGM18, DI22].
Our attention to this subject was drawn by formulas on [BDDG+12, pg. 3] for the

“distributed delay/renewal/age of infection kernels” for particular cases of the SIR
and SEIR models. These authors assign as an exercise to extend their formulas to
other models; it turned out later that determining which models to extend to was
part of the exercise. Six years later the exercise was first solved by Champredon-
Dushoff-Earn [CDE18] for Erlang-Seir models. We provide below a further extension
to the case of SIR-PH-FA models with B of rank one – see also [DGM18, Thm. 2.2],
[DI22] for related results.

Proposition 1. Let ĩ(t) = i⃗ (t)β denote the total force of infection of a SIR-PH-FA
model (2.2) with one susceptible class, without loss of immunity, i.e. γr = 0, so that
r(t) does not affect the rest of the system, and with B = βα⃗ of rank one. Then

1. The solutions of the ODE system (2.2) satisfy also an integro-differential “SI
system” of two scalar equations{

s′(t) = Λ− (Λ + γs) s(t)− s(t)̃i(t)

ĩ(t) = i⃗ (0)e−tV β +
´ t
0
s(τ )̃i(τ)a(t− τ)dτ,

(3.1)

where
a(τ) = α⃗e−τV β, (3.2)

with −V = A − (Diag [δ + Λ1]) (it may be checked that this fits the formula
on page 3 of [BDDG+12] for SEIR when Λ = 0, δ = 0). ‡

2. The basic replacement number R has an integral representation

R =

ˆ ∞

0

a(τ)dτ =

ˆ ∞

0

α⃗e−τV βdτ = α⃗ V −1 β. (3.3)

Proof: 1. The non-homogeneous infectious equations may be transformed into
an integral equation by applying the variation of constants formula. The first step
is the solution of the homogeneous part. Denoting this by Γ(t), it holds that

→
Γ
′
(t) = −

→
Γ(t)V =⇒

→
Γ(t) =

→
Γ(0)et(−V ). (3.4)

‡a(t) is called “age of infection/renewal kernel; see [HD96, Bra05, BDDG+12, DHB13, CDE18,
DGM18, DI22] for expositions of this concept.
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The variation of constants formula implies then that i⃗ (t) satisfies the integral
equation:

i⃗ (t) = i⃗ (0)e−tV +

ˆ t

0

s(τ )⃗i (τ)Be−(t−τ)V dτ. (3.5)

Now in the rank one case B = βα⃗, and (3.5) becomes

i⃗ (t) = i⃗ (0)e−tV +

ˆ t

0

s(τ )⃗i (τ)βα⃗e−(t−τ)V dτ. (3.6)

Finally, multiplying both sides on the right by β yields the result.
2. By the “survival method” ‡ , R may be obtained by integrating Γ(t) with

Γ(0) = α⃗. A direct proof is also possible by noting that all eigenvalues of the next
generation matrix except one are 0 [ABvdD+07, AAB+23]. □

Remark 3. When
→
Γ(0) is a probability vector, (3.4) has the interesting probabilistic

interpretation of the survival probabilities in the various components of the semigroup
generated by the Metzler/Markovian sub-generator matrix −V (which inherits this

property from the phase-type generator A). Practically,
→
Γ(t) will give the expected

fractions of individuals who are still in each compartment at time t.

Remark 4. We may relate (3.6) to the age of infection equation of the distributed
delay/renewal model, by noting that it holds that

i⃗ (t) =

ˆ t

−∞
s(τ )̃i(τ)a(t− τ)dτ, (3.7)

provided that ĩ(τ) on the interval (−∞, 0] is k
s0
δ0(τ), where δ0(τ) denotes the gen-

eralized Dirac function, and that i⃗ (0) = kα⃗. This second equation is related to
[CDE18, (2.7b),(2.8),(2.9)] and [BDDG+12, (1)]. § Equations like (3.7), called
DD (distributed delay) equations appear already in the founding paper [KM27], which
is quite natural. Indeed, if it were known that infections arise precisely τ0 units of
time after a contact, then the second equation of the SI model would involve the
Dirac kernel a(τ) = δτ0(τ). But, since the value of τ0 is never known, it is natural
to replace the Dirac kernel by a continuous one.

‡This is a first-principles method, whose rich history is described in [HD96, DHR10]– see also
[CDE18, (2.3)], [DGM18, (5.9)].

§In fact, these authors work with the related incidence flux between the s and i⃗ variables

Incid := s
→
i b, denoted by i(t) in [CDE18], and by F (t) in [BDDG+12].
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Remark 5. 1. The fact that DD systems can be approximated by ODE systems,
by approximating the delay distribution via one of Erlang, and more generally,
of matrix-exponential type, has long been exploited in the epidemic literature,
under the name of ”linear chain trick” (which has roots in the Erlangization
of queueing theory)– see for example [WRK05, Fen07a, WSFC17, DGM18,
CCH18, HK19, ABG20, DI22] for recent contributions and further references.
The opposite direction however, i.e. the solution of the exercise in [BDDG+12]
of identifying the kernels associated to ODE models, seems not to have been
resolved in this generality, prior to our paper.

2. Finally, for DD models, normalizing the kernel by its integral R yields the
density of the “intrinsic generating interval” for the age of infection [CD15,

CDE18, DI22]: g(t) = a(t)
R =

α⃗e−τVβ
R –see [CDE18, (2.6)].

4. Examples

4.1. The SI2R/SAIR/SEIR-FA epidemic model

We define the SI2R/SAIR/SEIR-FA epidemic model [VdDW08, RS13, AKK+20,
OSS22, AAH22] by:
s′(t) = Λ− s(t) (β2i2(t) + β1i1(t) + γs + Λ) + γrr(t) + δs(t)i2(t)(
i′1(t) i′2(t)

)
=
(
i1(t) i2(t)

)[
s(t)

(
β1 0

β2 0

)
+

(
−(γ1 + Λ) γ1,2

0 − (γ2 + Λ+ δ)

)]
, γ1 = γ1,2 + γ1,r

r′(t) = γss(t) + γ1,ri1(t) + γ2i2(t)− (γr + Λ)r(t).

(4.1)

Remark 6. 1. The classic SEIR model is obtained when γ1,r = 0 = δ. This
model maybe viewed as an “Erlangization” of the SIR model, in the sense
described by the following definition.

Definition 1. a. A (generalized) Erlang row is a matrix row which has one
negative element on the main diagonal, followed by its opposite to the right,
and in which all the other elements are zero.

b. A square matrix obtained by adding Erlang rows above a square matrix A,
while extending the columns of A by 0’s, will be called an Erlangization of A.

c. When the extension above involves rows with one negative element on the
main diagonal, which is followed to the right by a positive element which is
smaller in absolute value, and in which all the other elements are zero, will be
called Coxianization. For example, the SI2R model is a Coxianization of the
SIR model.
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2. Erlangization and Coxianization are particular cases of the generalized linear
chain trick – see [HK19] and the full version of this article. Probabilistically,
they amount to preceding a compartment I by another compartment E, such
that E may transit either to I or outside the infectious/Markovian classes.

This process has been called in previous papers under several names. Besides
SEIR, used usually when β1 = 0, but also with β1 > 0 – see [VdDW08], we have
also SITR [YB08] (when b = δ = γr = γs = 0).
The system (4.1) contains nine parameters, three of which δ, γr and γs do not

change much the essence of the problem, and are often omitted. It is an (A,B)

Arino-Brauer epidemic models with parameters α⃗ =
(
1 0

)
, A =

(
−γ1 γ1,2
0 −γ2

)
,a =

(−A)1 =

(
γ1,r
γ2

)
and

β =

(
β1

β2

)
, so B =

(
β1 0
β2 0

)
, δ =

(
0
δ

)
, V =

(
γ1 + Λ −γ1,2

0 γ2 + Λ+ δ

)
.

The Laplace transform of the age of infection kernel is:

â(s) = α⃗(sI + V )−1β = β1
1

(b+ γ1 + s)
+ β2

γ1,2
(b+ γ2 + δ + s) (b+ γ1 + s)

, (4.2)

and the Arino & al. formula yields R =
´∞
0

a(τ)dτ = β1(b+γ2+δ)+γ1,2β2

(b+γ2+δ)(b+γ1)
.

Remark 7. Probabilistic interpretations of the matrix exponential. (4.2)
confirms that the coefficients of βi in the delay kernel a(t) are the components

Γ⃗1(t), Γ⃗2(t) of the semigroup starting from the first state Γ⃗(t) = (1, 0)e−tV , namely an
exponential with parameter b+γ1, corresponding to surviving in the exposed/asymp-
tomatic period, and a hypoexponential survival function corresponding to surviving
in the infectious state.
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β1 I1 + β2 I2

b

γs

γ1,2

γ1,r

b γ2

b+δ

γr

bb S I1

I2

R

Figure 1: Chart flow of the SAIR model (4.1). The red edge corresponds to the entrance of
susceptibles into the disease classes, the brown edges are the rate of the transition matrix V,
and the cyan dashed lines correspond to the rate of loss of immunity. The remaining black lines
correspond to the inputs and outputs of the birth and natural death rates, respectively, which are
equal in this case.

4.2. A generealized SLAIR epidemic model

The SLAIR epidemic model [YB08, AP20, AAV] is defined by:

s′(t) = Λ− s(t) (β2i2(t) + β3i3(t) + Λ)(
i′1(t) i′2(t) i′3(t)

)
=
(
i1(t) i2(t) i3(t)

)s(t)
 0 0 0

β2 0 0

β3 0 0

+

 −γ1 − Λ γ1,2 γ1,3

0 −γ2 − Λ γ2,3

0 0 −γ3 − Λ




r′(t) = γ2,ri2(t) + γ3i3(t)− Λr(t)

.

(4.3)
This is an (A,B) Arino-Brauer epidemic models with parameters

α⃗ =
(
1 0 0

)
, A =

 −γ1 γ1,2 γ1,3
0 −γ2 γ2,3
0 0 −γ3

 ,a = (−A)1 =

 0
γ2,r
γ3

 ,β =

 0
β2

β3

 , so B =

 0 0 0
β2 0 0
β3 0 0

 .
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The Laplace transform of the age of infection kernel is:

â(s) = β2
γ1,2

(b+γ1+s)(b+γ2+s)
+ β3

(
γ1,3

(b+γ1+s)(b+γ3+s)
+ γ1,2γ2,3

(b+γ1+s)(b+γ2+s)(b+γ3+s)

)
,

and the Arino & al. formula yields R = β3γ1,2γ2,3+bβ2γ1,2+β2γ3γ1,2+bβ3γ1,3+β3γ2γ1,3
(b+γ1)(b+γ2)(b+γ3)

.

β2 I2 + β3 I3

b

γ1,2

γ1,3

b

γ2,3

γ2,r

b

γ3

b

b

b S

I1 I2

I3

R

Figure 2: Chart flow of the SLAIR model (4.3).

5. Extension to several susceptible compartments and time-dependent
inputs

We show here that SIR-PH epidemic models with two or more susceptible com-
partments may also satisfy renewal type integro differential equations.
Consider the ODE model with n infectious classes i⃗ = (i1, i2, ..., in), 2 susceptible

classes with arrivals Λ1(t),Λ1(t), and total arrivals Λ(t) = Λ1(t)+Λ2(t), defined by:

s′1(t) = Λ1(t) + γr,1r(t)− s1(t)
[⃗
i (t)β1 + Λ(t) + γs

]
, β1 = B11,

s′2(t) = Λ2(t) + γr,2r(t)− s2(t)
[⃗
i (t)β2 + Λ(t) + γs

]
, β2 = B21,

i⃗ ′(t) = i⃗ (t) [s1(t) B1 + s2(t) B2 + A−Diag (Λ(t)1+ δ)] := i⃗ (t) F (t)− i⃗ (t)V,

r′(t) = i⃗ (t)a+ (s1(t) + s2(t))γs − (γr + Λ(t))r(t), a = (−A)1, (5.1)

where we put F (t) =
∑

i si(t)Bi, δ =

δ1
δ2
...

 , γr = γr,1 + γr,2. Note that

N(t) = s1(t) + s2(t) + r(t) + i⃗ (t)1 satisfies N ′(t) = Λ(t)(1−N(t))− i⃗ (t)δ.
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Assume further that Bi = βiα⃗i, i = 1, 2, note the factorization

F (t) = β

(
s1(t) 0
0 s2(t)

)
α⃗, where β =

(
β1, β2

)
, α⃗ =

(
α⃗1

α⃗2

)
(5.2)

are n× 2 and 2× n matrices, respectively.
The variation of constants formula applied to (5.1) implies that i⃗ (t) satisfies the

integral equation:

i⃗ (t) = i⃗ (0)e−tV +

ˆ t

0

i⃗ (τ)F (τ)e−(t−τ)V dτ = i⃗ (0)e−tV +

ˆ t

0

i⃗ (t− τ)F (t− τ)e−τV dτ

: = i⃗ (0)e−tV +

ˆ t

0

i⃗ (t− τ)K̃(t, τ)dτ, K̃(t, τ) := F (t− τ)e−τV . (5.3)

We will call K̃(t, τ) implicit kernel, to emphasize the fact that it depends still on
the unknown si(t).

When Bi = βiα⃗i, i = 1, 2, putting ĩi(t) = i⃗ (t)βi, i = 1, 2 (5.3) becomes

i⃗ (t) = i⃗ (0)e−tV +

ˆ t

0

[
2∑

i=1

si(τ )̃ii(τ)α⃗ie
−(t−τ)V

]
dτ. (5.4)

Multiplying further by βk, k = 1, 2 and putting

ai,j(t) = α⃗ie
−tV βj, i, j = 1, 2, (5.5)

yields a system of two equations for ĩk(t) = i⃗ (t)βk, k = 1, 2:ĩ1(t) = i⃗ (0)e−tV β1 +
´ t
0

[
s1(τ )̃i1(τ)a1,1(t− τ) + s2(τ )̃i2(τ)a2,1(t− τ)

]
dτ

ĩ2(t) = i⃗ (0)e−tV β2 +
´ t
0

[
s1(τ )̃i1(τ)a1,2(t− τ) + s2(τ )̃i2(τ)a2,2(t− τ)

]
dτ

(5.6)

We may conclude that proposition 1 extends as follows:

Proposition 2. Consider a SIR-PH-FA model (5.1) with two susceptible classes
with Bi = βiα⃗i, i = 1, 2, with constant input inflows Λ1,Λ2, and which satisfies the
conditions of [VdDW02]. Then, it holds that :

1. The solutions of (5.1) satisfy also an integro-differential system
s′1(t) = Λ1 + γr,1r(t)− s1(t)

[⃗
i (t)β1 + Λ+ γs

]
, β1 = B11,

s′2(t) = Λ2 + γr,2r(t)− s2(t)
[⃗
i (t)β2 + Λ+ γs

]
, β2 = B21,

r′(t) = i⃗ (t)a+ (s1(t) + s2(t))γs − (γr + Λ)r(t), a = (−A)1

ĩ(t) = i⃗ (0)e−tV β +
´ t

0
ĩ(τ)Diag(s(τ))a(t− τ)dτ,

(5.7)

where a(τ) =
(
si(τ)ai,j(τ)

)
i,j=1,2

, s(τ) = (s1(τ), s2(τ)).
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2. There is a unique DFE, given by

sidfe =
Λ+ γs

Λi + γr,irdfe
, i = 1, 2, rdfe =

γs
Λ + γr + γs

=
γs∑

i Λi +
∑

i γr,i + γs
.

3. If β1,β2 are independent, then the basic reproduction number R is the Perron-
Frobenius eigenvalue of the two by two matrix

MD :=

(
s1dfeα⃗1V

−1β1 s1dfeα⃗1V
−1β2

s2dfeα⃗2V
−1β1 s2dfeα⃗2V

−1β2

)
= α⃗

(
s1dfe 0
0 s2dfe

)
V −1β, (5.8)

with an obvious generalization to the case of several compartments.

Proof. 1. This holds by (5.6).
2. This is an elementary computation.
3. One may check that the conditions of [VdDW02] hold, and thus the stability of

the unique DFE is determined by the spectral radius of the next generation matrix

(s1dfeB1 + s2dfeB2)V
−1,

which coincides with the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue.
Note first that when Bi = βiα⃗i, then B := s1dfeB1+ s2dfeB2 has rank 2, and so does

the next generation matrix. Therefore, all its eigenvalues except at most two are 0.
We show now that both the remaining eigenvalues satisfy also a 2× 2 eigenvalue

problem, extending the proof sketched in Remark 1.2. We note first that the corre-
sponding eigenvectors to the right of the next generation matrixmust be of the form
v = κ1β1 + κ2β2. Plugging now this form yields the homogeneous n× 2 system for
κi, i = 1, 2: [

(s1dfeβ1α⃗1 + s2dfeβ2α⃗2)V
−1 −RIn

] (
β1, β2

)(κ1

κ2

)
= 0

For non-zero solutions, the n× 2 matrix multiplying

(
κ1

κ2

)
must have rank one.

Putting further aij = α⃗iV
−1βj, we may rewrite the matrix as(

s1dfeβ1a11 + s2dfeβ2a21, s1dfeβ1a12 + s2dfeβ2a22
)
−R

(
β1, β2

)
=
(
β1, β2

)
(MD−RI2).

Now if deterministic(MD −RI2) = 0, i.e. if (5.8) holds, then this matrix has rank
one, and if β1,β2 are independent, then this condition is also necessary. Finally, we
note that when the matrix MD has two positive eigenvalues, then R will be their
maximum.
One example where this formula applies is the vector–host model in [VdDW02,

Sec. 4.5].
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Remark 8. The formula for the basic reproduction number , in examples with two
susceptible classes, involves sometimes square roots – see for example [HSW05,
HR07], [LB+11, (7,9)], [VdD17, Sec. 6.1]. Other times it is max[R1,R2] where
R1,R2 involve only one susceptible class, and are obtained by the rank one basic re-
production number formulas (this is sometimes referred to as competitive exclusion).
Our formula (5.8) suggests that the difference between the two situations comes from
the reduced next generation matrix (or the Diekmann kernel) being triangular or not.

6. Extending rank one ODE epidemic models via the generalized linear
chain trick (GLCT) formalism, and the associated renewal models

The rank one models discussed in this paper arise often via the so-called gen-
eralized linear chain trick [HK19]. For example, the SIR-PH with one susceptible
class arises by splitting the I individuals into several subcompartments, with in-
between transitions governed by an (α⃗, A) phase type distribution. This model may
be viewed also as a SIR renewal model, for which the time spent in the infectious
class is of type (α⃗, A). The GLCT formalism (GLCTF) is best explained via the
example of the SEIR model.

6.1. The SEIR-PH GLCT model

We recall here a probabilistically interpretable SEIR-PH model, due to [HK19,
HR21], and compute its Diekmann kernel and basic replacement number R. Recall
the classic SEIR model

dS

dt
= − β S I (6.1a)

dE

dt
= β S I − rE E (6.1b)

dI

dt
= rE E − rI I (6.1c)

dR

dt
= rI I, (6.1d)

where we have assumed no demography, which renders the computation of the semi-
group simpler. Assume now the latent period distribution is phase-type with pa-
rameters α⃗E and AE, and the infectious period distribution is also phase-type, but
with parameters α⃗I and AI. Let x⃗ = [E1, . . .] and y⃗ = [I1, . . .] be the row vectors of
the fraction of individuals in each of the exposed and infectious sub-states, respec-
tively, and put E =

∑
Ej and I =

∑
Ii. An associated ODE model, which may be

obtained either by introducing auxiliary unknowns x⃗, y⃗ into the SEIR model (6.1),
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or directly by GLCTF, is:

dS

dt
= − β S I (6.2a)

d x⃗

dt
= β S I α⃗E + x⃗AE (6.2b)

d y⃗

dt
=

(
x⃗aE

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
destruction scalars

· α⃗I + y⃗AI, aE = −AE1 (6.2c)

dR

dt
=
︷︸︸︷
y⃗aI , aI = −AI1. (6.2d)

Remark 9. The first fact to note in (6.2) is that the scalar transfer rates rE, rI have
been replaced by transfer matrices AE,AI, in their “origine equations” (6.1b), (6.1c),
respectively. The second key fact to note that in the “destination equations” (6.1c),
(6.1d), rE, rI have been replaced by the product of “destruction scalars” (ending with
aE,aI) by “rebirth vectors” (α⃗I for the first, and 1 for the second). This is the
matrix expression of the usual balance between out-flows and in-flows, which takes
into account the different dimensionality of the origines and destinations.

This is an (A,B) Arino-Brauer epidemic model with one susceptible class and
parameters

−V = A =

(
AE aEα⃗I

0 AI

)
, α⃗ =

(
α⃗E 0

)
,β =

(
0
β1

)
.

Remark 10. Researchers familiar with the interpretations of aE and α⃗I as death
rates in E states and birth rates in I states will note the intuition behind the formulas,
as well as the fact that by grouping together E, I, in an I class, the SEIR-PH may
be viewed also as a SIR-PH. Finally, note that the generalization to heterogeneous

infectivity rates β =

β1

β2
...

 is immediate.

By the [ABvdD+07] formula, the basic reproduction number is

R =
(
α⃗E 0

)(−AE
−1 AE

−1aEα⃗IAI
−1

0 −AI
−1

)(
0
β1

)
= −βα⃗IAI

−11 = βE[τE + τI ],

(6.3)
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where τE, τI denote the distributions of the total times spent in exposed and infec-
tious classes, respectively, and E denotes mathematical expectation. The semigroup
is quasi-explicit, given by

etA =

(
etAE ILT [(sId−AE)

−1aEα⃗I(sId−AI)
−1]

0 etAI ,

)
(6.4)

where ILT denotes inverse Laplace transform.

Example 1. For example, suppose

AE =

(
−ηE ηE
0 −rE

)
,aE =

(
0
rE

)
,AI =

(
−ηI ηI
0 −rI

)
,aI =

(
0
rI

)
, α⃗I = (1, 0).

Then, A =


−ηE ηE 0 0
0 −rE rE 0
0 0 −ηI ηI
0 0 0 −rI

, reflecting the Erlangization of the E and

I classes.
The semigroup etA is explicit, for example the LT transform in its NE corner is

1

ηi + s

re
re + s

( ηe
ηe+s

ηe
ηe+s

ηi
ri+s

1 ηi
ri+s

)
.

6.2. A seven compartments epidemic model of Covid-19 inspired by [NANT20, DSZ22]

The following seven compartments epidemic model of Covid-19 includes besides
the omnipresent s, i, also additional super-spreaders, hospitalized, recovery and fa-
tality classes denoted by p, h, r, f , respectively. It is given by:



s′(t) = −βis(t)i(t)− βhs(t)h(t)− βps(t)p(t)

(
e′(t) i′(t) p′(t) h′(t)

)
=
(
e(t) i(t) p(t) h(t)

)[
s(t)


0 0 0 0

βi 0 0 0

βp 0 0 0

βh 0 0 0

+


−γe − er ei ep 0

0 −ih − ir − δi 0 ih

0 0 −ph − ir − δp ph

0 0 0 −γh − δh


]

(
r′(t) f ′(t)

)
=
(
e(t) i(t) p(t) h(t)

)( er ir pr γh

0 δi δp δh

)t

.

(6.5)
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Remark 11. We have removed from the original model a class called asymptomatic,
because that class was not allowed to produce new infections [NANT20, Fig 1],
as it should have under the usual definition of asymptomatics – see for example
[AKK+20], and also did not allow recovery, which was probably a typo.

This is an (A,B) Arino-Brauer epidemic models with parameters

V =


γe −ei −ep 0
0 ih + ir + δi 0 −ih
0 0 ph + pr + δp −ph
0 0 0 γh + δh

 , α⃗ =
(
1 0 0 0

)
,β =


0
βi

βp

βh

 .

The Arino & al. formula yields R = ep
βhph+βp(δh+γh)

γe(ph+δp+pr)(δh+γh)
+ ei

βhih+βi(δh+γh)
γe(ih+δi+ir)(δh+γh)

.
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Figure 3: Chart flow of the Covid-19 model (6.5).

Remark 12. [DSZ22] argue that the transitions from i and p to h should be mod-
eled via DD equations, obtained by replacing i, p by convolutions with exponential
densities, and obtain associated ODE’s with two extra unknowns. We note here that
their system loses the conservation of mass of the [NANT20] system, but that this
may be maintained by applying GLCT, as follows.
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1. Start by introducing new auxiliary variables

ĩ(t) =

ˆ t

0

ηie
−ηi(t−τ) i(τ)dτ, p̃(t) =

ˆ t

0

ηpe
−ηp(t−τ) p(τ)dτ,

(note that these converge to e(t), p(t) when ηp, ηi → ∞).

2. Replace i, p in the equation for h by ĩ, p̃.

3. Add the differential equations d̃i
dt

= ηi i − ηi ĩ
dp̃
dt

= ηp p − ηp p̃ to the ODE
system.

Finally, we arrive, for the 6 extended disease equations, to:

e′(t) = βis(t)i(t) + βps(t)p(t) + βhs(t)h(t)− γe e(t),

i′(t) = ei e(t)− (ih + ir + δi)i(t),

ĩ′(t) = ηii(t)− ηĩi(t),

p′(t) = ep e(t)− (ph + pr + δp)p(t),

p̃′(t) = ηpp(t)− ηpp̃(t),

h′(t) = ih̃i(t) + php̃(t)− (γh + δh)h(t)

This is an (A,B) Arino-Brauer epidemic models with disease variables(
e(t) i(t) ĩ(t) p(t) p̃(t) h(t)

)
and parameters α⃗ =

(
1 0 0 0 0 0

)
,

V =


γe −ei 0 −ep 0 0
0 ih + ir + δi −ηi 0 0 0
0 0 ηi 0 0 −ih
0 0 0 ph + pr + δp −ηp 0
0 0 0 0 ηp −ph
0 0 0 0 0 γh + δh

 ,β =


0
βi

0
βp

0
βh

 .

We must assume that ih < ηi, ph < ηp, so that A is a sub-generator. It follows
than by the formula of Arino & al. that:

R = ep
βhph + βp (δh + γh)

γe (δh + γh) (δp + ph + pr)
+ ei

βhih + βi (δh + γh)

γe (δh + γh) (δi + ih + ir)
,

which is precisely the same R as before the extension.

Remark 13. There does not seem to be much practical estimation work of phase-
type distributions fitting real epidemic data – see though [HK19, KBJ19].

In the following subsection we present one example for which we plan to undertake
such work in the future.
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7. Conclusions and further work

Solving the exercise of [BDDG+12] revealed that the (A,B) Arino-Brauer epi-
demic models with B of rank one have the remarkable property of having a natural
associated “age of infection kernel” which implies a very simple formula for R. §

This continues to be true for models with several susceptible classes, and is of con-
siderable interest for epidemic models structured by the age of the individuals.
We prove now that (5.7) has a stationary point with ĩ ̸= (0, 0) iff R defined in

(5.8) is bigger than 1, that this stationary point is locally stable.
This proof reveals also that R may also be obtained as the spectral radius of the

integral of the matrix kernel K(τ) = Diag(sdfe)a(τ), sdfe = (s1dfe, s
2
dfe). We will call

the matrix K(τ) above Diekmann matrix kernel, in reference to [DGM18, (5.9)],
where such matrices seem to have appeared for the first time. Note that in our
situation K(τ) is explicit.
Another question worth further research is whether an age of infection kernel may

be associated to (A,B) Arino-Brauer epidemic models with one susceptible class,
but with a matrix B of rank bigger than 1.
The results of this paper suggest an interesting alternative to the classical statisti-

cal approaches to mathematical epidemiology, which usually start by postulating an
epidemiologic model, and then estimate its parameters. The alternative consists in
accepting that the model is not fully known. and estimate instead an age of infection
kernel. Subsequently, a good matrix exponential approximation of the kernel will
translate directly into an epidemiologic model, to be confronted with the currently
accepted ones.
Aknowledgements. We thank Tyler Cassidy, Odo Diekmann, and James Wat-

mough for useful remarks.
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