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Abstract

Epidemiological models are an important tool in coping with epidemics, as
they offer a forecast, even if often simplistic, of the behavior of the dis-
ease in the population. This allows responsible health agencies to organize
themselves and adopt strategies to minimize and postpone the population’s
infection peaks. While during an epidemic outbreak, the available model can
be used to describe the behavior of the disease in order to aim for fast and
efficient forecasts of the epidemiological scenario, once the epidemiological
emergency is over, the objective of the subsequent works is to extend models
by integrating new facts and information, thus providing more efficient tools
to face future epidemics. In this sense, we present an epidemiological model
that takes into account on one hand, the creation of a vaccine during an
epidemic outbreak (as we saw happen in the case of COVID-19) and that, on
the other hand, considers the impact of the cooperative behavioral choices
of individuals.
Keywords: Epidemiological Models; Game Theory; Cooperation Game

Introduction

Epidemiology is an area of science that studies problems related to the evo-
lution of a disease in the population. In biomathematics, these phenomena
can have their dynamics described by mathematical models, which can be
very useful to determine the evolution of a possible epidemic and even to de-
termine strategies that interrupt or reduce the spread of the disease, whether
through vaccination, quarantine, among others.

The most used models to describe the spread of diseases in the popula-
tion are the SIR models and their variations. The SIR model was created
in 1927 by W. O. Kermack and A. G. McKendrick, [7]. In the model, the
authors considered a constant population of size N divided into three classes:
Susceptible, S(t); Infected, I(t); and Removed, R(t). Each of the classes
varies according to time, t, and N = S(t)+I(t)+R(t). The susceptible class
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comprises all individuals who have never acquired the disease. In a popula-
tion where a certain disease has not yet established itself, all individuals are
considered susceptible. The class of infected is composed of individuals who
are contaminated by the disease. And finally, the removed class is composed
of individuals who have already recovered from the disease and acquired per-
manent immunity to it. Individuals who are in the removed class are also
unable to transmit the disease to susceptible individuals. In this model, the
infected individual acquires permanent immunity to the disease. Among the
best known variations of the SIR model are: the SI or SIS model, used to
describe diseases that do not confer any type of immunity to individuals and
the SIRS model, used to describe diseases that confer temporary immunity
to individuals, for more details see [2, 3, 10].

Other variations of the cited models include classes of latent or asymp-
tomatic individuals, as we can see in [5, 8, 12] and classes of vaccinated
individuals, for example in [4].

Some recent works, see [1, 8], admit that the rational behavior of individ-
uals can have a relevant influence, for example, on the infection rate of the
disease, and make use of game theory to couple decision-making by part of
the players (agents) and the epidemiological scenario.

The Game Theory studies situations where two or more players rationally
choose their actions in an attempt to maximize their gains or equivalently,
minimize their losses. It stood out as a branch of mathematics after the
publication of the book Theory of games and economic behavior written by
John von Neumann and Oskar Morgenstern, [11], and initially focused on
solving economic problems. Its results can be applied in different areas, such
as biology, philosophy, political science, with applications that can vary from
simple entertainment games to relevant aspects of life in society. A well-
known example of the application of game theory to social dilemmas is the
Prisoner’s Dilemma [15].

In the area of biology, John Maynard Smith and George R. Price called
society’s attention to the application of game theory to the study of the
evolution of some species, with the publication of the article The logic of
animal conflict, [9]. In Evolutionary Game Theory, whose creation is at-
tributed to John Maynard Smith for formalizing the idea of evolutionarily
stable strategies in [13], it is considered a situation (in this case a game) in
which individuals of a population of infinite size randomly interact with each
other and each interaction generates a “reward” for the individuals involved.
Originally, this theory was developed to study deterministic dynamics in in-
finite populations [6, 14].The system of ODEs that quantifies this dynamic,
introduced by Taylor and Jonker [14] is called the replicator dynamics.

In this work, we propose an epidemiological model that takes into ac-
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count the decision-making power of individuals. Our model is a variation of
the well-known SIRS model, to which we add the possibility of vaccinating
individuals, coupled with a cooperation game with three strategies. Regard-
ing the models proposed by [1, 8], our work is different due to the choices of
classes of individuals contemplated in the model, the number of cooperation
strategies considered in the game and the function responsible for making the
connection between the epidemiological scenario and the choice of strategies.
We also did not create a model thinking about a specific disease like COVID-
19, although the model is suitable for that disease as well. Our goal is to
create a generic model that can be adapted to different scenarios later on.

We started our work by proposing an epidemiological model with vaccina-
tion, but without considering the cooperation attitudes of individuals, that
is, a model not coupled to any cooperation game. Then we define our co-
operation game, not yet coupled to the epidemiological model, to then make
the coupling between the epidemiological model and the game. We finish our
work with a qualitative study of the dynamics of the coupled model and an
application.

The model SIRS with immunization

In this section we will use a model that describes the dynamics of a virus
(like the COVID-19 virus for example) considering the possibility of rein-
fection and the existence of a vaccine against the disease. In our model we
assume that individuals can receive temporary immunity through the vac-
cine and that the disease can also generate some temporary immunity to
the individual. We consider a dimensionless model with constant population
divided into twelve classes: unimmunized susceptible Sn, susceptible immu-
nized by the disease Si, susceptible immunized by vaccine Sv, infected not
immunized In, infected immunized by the disease Ii, infected immunized by
vaccine Iv, recovered not immunized Rn, recovered immunized by the dis-
ease Ri, recovered immunized by vaccine Rv, dead not immunized Dn, dead
immunized by the disease Dn and dead immunized by vaccine Dv, where
1 = Sn + Si + Sv + In + Ii + Iv +Rn +Ri +Rv +Dn +Di +Dv.
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Ṡn = −(βsIs + βiIi + βvIv)Sn − ϕnS + τiSi + τvSv

Ṡi = αnRn + αiRi − ϕiSi − (1− θi)(βnIn + βiIi + βvIv)Si − τiSi

Ṡv = ϕnSn + ϕiSi + αvRv − (1− θv)(βnIn + βiIi + βvIv)Sv − τvSv

İn = (βsIs + βiIi + βvIv)Sn − γnIn − λnIn
İi = (1− θi)(βnIn + βiIi + βvIv)Si − γiIi − λiIi
İv = (1− θv)(βnIn + βiIi + βvIv)Sv − γvIv − λvIv
Ṙn = γnIn − αnRn

Ṙi = γiIi − αiRi

Ṙv = γvIv − αvRv

Ḋn = λnIn
Ḋi = λiIi
Ḋv = λvIv

(1)
In the model above the term β⋆ indicates the infection rate without immu-

nization ⋆ = n, with immunization by disease ⋆ = i and with immunization
by vaccine ⋆ = v. Analogously, γ⋆ indicates the recuperation rate, λ⋆ the
death rate from the disease and α⋆ the rate at which individuals lose the
immunity they have acquired from the disease. The parameter ϕ indicates
the vaccination rate, θ the effectiveness of the immunization and τ the rate
at which individuals lose the immunity they have acquired from the disease
or vaccine.

Let A be the set that contains all the trajectories of the system 1. This
is:

A =

{
y ∈ R12

+ ;
12∑
i=1

yi = 1

}
.

Such a system has infinite equilibrium points in A which can be described
as follows:

y∗(k1, k2, k3) =

(
τv

ϕn + τv
(1− k1 − k2 − k3), 0,

ϕn

ϕn + τv
(1− k1 − k2 − k3), 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, k1, k2, k3

)
.

Where k1, k2, k3 ∈ [0, 1] and k1 + k2 + k3 ≤ 1. Note that all equilibriums of
dynamic are only reached when there is no more disease in the population,
that is, the number of infected with or without immunization is equal to zero.

The model discussed in this section is a variation of the well-known SIRS
model widely used to describe diseases that do not generate permanent im-
munity to the population. These models, however, do not take into account
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the behavior of individuals in an epidemic situation, such as some type of
social isolation, the use of personal protective equipment, among others. We
then want to consider some standard behaviors in an epidemic context and
create a new model from the 1 model incorporating these behaviors. To in-
corporate the behavior of individuals into the epidemiological model, we will
first define what we will call a “cooperation game” to describe the behavior
of individuals, the different types of behavior will be seen as the strategies
adopted in the game. So let’s couple the epidemiological model 1 and the
game so that the dynamics of the epidemiological model depends on the
strategy chosen in the game and the choice of strategy depends on the epi-
demiological scenario. Something similar can be seen in [8] and [1], in the two
cited works, only two types of behaviors were considered in the population
that were described by a game of two strategies. In this work we are going
to include one more type of behavior possible to the model, that is, we are
going to couple to the epidemiological model a game with three strategies
and to study the dynamics of the new model created.

In the next section, we will see the cooperation game that we will use in
this work.

A cooperation game

Let us now assume that the population can rationally assume a certain be-
havior during an epidemic outbreak. Let us consider that individuals in the
population can adopt three types of behavior that we will define as strong co-
operation x1, weak cooperation x2 and non-cooperation (or defection) x3. We
can think of strong cooperation behavior as attitudes that strongly contribute
to containing the spread of some disease, such as, for example, the adoption
of social isolation together with the use of personal protective equipment.
In the weak cooperation behavior, there are actions that have some positive
influence on containing the spread of the disease, but in a less effective way
compared to strong cooperation. An example of weak cooperation can be
the use of personal protective equipment without adopting social isolation.
And we can think of non-cooperative behavior as actions that do not or con-
tribute negatively to disease containment. An example of non-cooperation
can be the normal routine of each individual without adopting any practice
to contain a particular disease.

Next, we propose a game between the agents involved considering the
mentioned behaviors as the pure strategies of the game, where 1 = x1+x2+x3.
The pay-off matrix is
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M =

1 A B
C 1

2
E

F G 0

 . (2)

In the matrix above, the element of row i and column j indicates the
reward that the individual who plays the pure strategy xi receives when
interacting with the individual who plays the pure strategy xj.

Note that we are considering that the reward received by an individual
when interacting with another that adopts the same strategy is fixed. It is
also reasonable to expect that the reward received by an individual, regard-
less of the strategy chosen by him, when interacting with an individual who
adopts the strong cooperation strategy is greater than the reward received
when interacting with an individual who adopts the weak cooperation strat-
egy, which in turn is greater than the reward received when interacting with
an individual who adopts the non-cooperation strategy. For this reason we
will consider that 1 > A > B, C > 1

2
> E and F > G > 0 in the pay-off

matrix 2.
Here we will introduce some useful functions that will highlight the rela-

tionship between the parameters of the payment matrix M. We will use these
functions to define what we will call cooperation scenarios. Let

σx1x2 = 1− C
σx2x1 = 1

2
− A

σx1x3 = 1− F
σx3x1 = −B
σx2x3 = 1

2
−G

σx3x2 = −E.

(3)

Note that for a fixed payoff matrix the σ , defined in 3, are constants.
When σx1x2 > 0, σx2x1 < 0, σx1x3 > 0, σx3x1 < 0, σx2x3 > 0 and σx3x2 <
0 we have what we call a strong cooperation scenario. And we have two
possibilities for a weak cooperation scenario, σx1x2 < 0, σx2x1 > 0, σx2x3 > 0,
σx3x2 < 0, σx1x3 > 0, σx3x1 < 0 and σx1x2 < 0, σx2x1 > 0, σx2x3 > 0, σx3x2 < 0,
σx1x3 < 0, σx3x1 > 0. In the first case non-collaboration is the worst strategy,
in the second case the worst strategy is strong collaboration. When σx1x2 < 0,
σx2x1 > 0, σx1x3 < 0, σx3x1 > 0, σx2x3 < 0 and σx3x2 > 0 we have a scenario
of non-collaboration.

We will study the cooperation game that we defined in this section from
a deterministic point of view. Thus, the dynamics of the game will be given,
as we will see later, by the dynamics of the replicator, introduced by Taylor
and Jonker [14].
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The replicator dynamics

Let’s take a look at the dynamics of what we’re calling a “cooperation game”.
The variation of players who opt for the x1, x2 or x3 strategies can be calcu-
lated by replicator dynamics:

ẋ1 = x1(πx1 − π̄)
ẋ2 = x2(πx2 − π̄)
ẋ3 = x3(πx3 − π̄)

(4)

where,  πx1

πx2

πx3

 = M

 x1

x2

x3

 =

 x1 + Ax2 +Bx3

Cx1 +
1
2
x2 + Ex3

Fx1 +Gx2


and π̄ = x1πx1 +x2πx2 +x3πx3 . The πxi

functions indicate the average payoff
of the xi strategy and π̄ is the total average payoff. Writing in terms of the
σ functions, 3, we have:

πx1 = x1 + (
1

2
− σx2x1)x2 − σx3x1(1− x1 − x2) (5)

πx2 = (1− σx1x2)x1 +
1

2
x2 − σx3x2(1− x1 − x2) (6)

πx3 = (1− σx1x3)x1 + (
1

2
− σx2x3)x2 (7)

π̄ = x2
1 + (1− σx1x3 − σx3x1)x1(1− x1)

+
1

2
x2
2 + (

1

2
− σx2x3 − σx3x2)x2(1− x2)

+(−σx2x1 − σx1x2 + σx3x1 + σx3x2 + σx1x3 + σx2x3)x1x2 (8)

See that the average payoff of one strategy is better or worse than the
average payoff of another strategy depending on the frequency xi of each
strategy and also on the sign of the σ functions.

So far, we have seen how the epidemiological dynamics and the coop-
eration game dynamics given by the replicator dynamics work separately.
Next, we will see how to couple the cooperation game to the epidemiological
dynamics and vice versa.

Coupling the game and the epidemiological model

We can think that during the progression of a given disease, agents can
rationally choose between strong cooperation, weak cooperation and non-

7



cooperation behaviors. So we are assuming that the agents of the epidemi-
ological model are playing the cooperation game simultaneously. Obviously,
data related to the epidemic can influence the choice of a certain behavior
by an agent and the behavior of agents can also influence the dynamics of
the epidemiological model.

Let’s see below how data related to the epidemic can influence the choice
of a certain behavior or cooperation strategy.

Let a, b and c be real numbers such that 0 < c < b < a < 1. And let
w(t) = Sv(t) + Iv(t) + Rv(t) +Dv(t) be the total fraction of the vaccinated
population at time t. We define the functions

Ga(I, Ḋ, w) = (1− hw)I + Ḋ − a

Gb(I, Ḋ, w) = (1− hw)I + Ḋ − b

Gc(I, Ḋ, w) = (1− hw)I + Ḋ − c

(9)

where I = In + Ii + Iv, Ḋ = Ḋn + Ḋi + Ḋv and h ∈ [0, 1] is a parameter that
quantifies the influence of information about the total fraction of vaccinated
people on the population’s concerns with the total amount of infected people.
For example, for h close to 1 and relatively high w(t) the total number of
infected at the instant t, I(t), has less relevance compared to the situation
where w(t) is small because the symptoms of the disease in question in indi-
viduals who have been vaccinated are milder and not of great concern. For
h close to zero, the total fraction of vaccinated individuals has no influence
on the concern of individuals with the total number of infected.

We have already seen that the choice of the best strategy (the one that
maximizes the gains in the game) is associated with the signs of the σ func-
tions. Let’s assume that we initially have a scenario of strong cooperation
(strong cooperation is the best strategy) i.e. σ0

x1x2
> 0, σ0

x2x1
< 0, σ0

x1x3
> 0,

σ0
x3x1

< 0, σ0
x2x3

> 0 and σ0
x3x2

< 0. So we define

σx1x2 = σ0
x1x2

Ga(I, Ḋ, w)

σx2x1 = σ0
x2x1

Ga(I, Ḋ, w)

σx1x3 = σ0
x1x3

Gb(I, Ḋ, w)

σx3x1 = σ0
x3x1

Gb(I, Ḋ, w)

σx2x3 = σ0
x2x3

Gc(I, Ḋ, w)

σx3x2 = σ0
x3x2

Gc(I, Ḋ, w)

(10)

Unlike the σ functions defined in 3, here the σ functions are not constant,
they depend on the functions defined in 9, ie they depend on the epidemio-
logical scenario.

Using 10 and the relations obtained in 5, 6, 7 and 8 we can rewrite 4 as
follows:
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ẋ1 = x1

[
x2((σ

0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

)x1 − σ0
x2x1

)Ga(I, Ḋ, w)

+x3((σ
0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

)x1 − σ0
x3x1

)Gb(I, Ḋ, w)

+x3x2(σ
0
x2x3

+ σ0
x3x2

)Gc(I, Ḋ, w)
]

ẋ2 = x2

[
x1((σ

0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

)x2 − σ0
x1x2

)Ga(I, Ḋ, w)

+x3x1(σ
0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

)Gb(I, Ḋ, w)

+x3((σ
0
x2x3

+ σ0
x3x2

)x2 − σ0
x3x2

)Gc(I, Ḋ, w)
]
.

ẋ3 = x3

[
x1x2(σ

0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

)Ga(I, Ḋ, w)

+x1((σ
0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

)x3 − σ0
x1x3

)Gb(I, Ḋ, w)

+x2((σ
0
x2x3

+ σ0
x3x2

)x3 − σ0
x2x3

)Gc(I, Ḋ, w)
]

(11)

Remembering that x3 = 1− x1 − x2.
As we have seen, the G⋆ functions defined in 9, make the choice of a

strategy in the game depend on the states of the epidemiological model. We
will now define how the choice of a certain strategy in the game can influence
the epidemiological dynamics. This relationship between the game and the
epidemiological model will be made explicit by defining an infection rate that
depends on the game’s strategies as follows:

βn(x1, x2) = βn0(1− e1x1 − e2x2)
βi(x1, x2) = βi0(1− e1x1 − e2x2)
βv(x1, x2) = βv0(1− e1x1 − e2x2)

(12)

where 1 ≥ e1 > e2 ≥ 0 and βn0 , βi0 , βv0 are the infection rates when no
cooperation is considered, i.e. all of the population using the x3 strategy.
See which strong or weak cooperation behaviors can lower the infection rate.
And it is reasonable to think that strong cooperative behavior plays a more
effective role in decreasing the infection rate, so we do e1 > e2.

Next, we will consider the proposed epidemiological model coupled with a
cooperation game and make a quantitative analysis of its equilibrium points.

The model equilibrium points

Adding the replicator dynamics equations to the epidemiological model 1
with the appropriate adjustments that relate to each other, we arrive at the
following model:
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Ṡn = −(βs(x1, x2)Is + βi(x1, x2)Ii + βv(x1, x2)Iv)Sn − ϕnS
+τiSi + τvSv

Ṡi = αnRn + αiRi − ϕiSi − (1− θi)(βn(x1, x2)In
+βi(x1, x2)Ii + βv(x1, x2)Iv)Si − τiSi

Ṡv = ϕnSn + ϕiSi + αvRv − (1− θv)(βn(x1, x2)In
+βi(x1, x2)Ii + βv(x1, x2)Iv)Sv − τvSv

İn = (βs(x1, x2)Is + βi(x1, x2)Ii + βv(x1, x2)Iv)Sn − γnIn
−λnIn

İi = (1− θi)(βn(x1, x2)In + βi(x1, x2)Ii + βv(x1, x2)Iv)Si

−γiIi − λiIi
İv = (1− θv)(βn(x1, x2)In + βi(x1, x2)Ii + βv(x1, x2)Iv)Sv

−γvIv − λvIv
Ṙn = γnIn − αnRn

Ṙi = γiIi − αiRi

Ṙv = γvIv − αvRv

Ḋn = λnIn
Ḋi = λiIi
Ḋv = λvIv

ẋ1 = x1

[
x2((σ

0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

)x1 − σ0
x2x1

)Ga(I, Ḋ, w)

+(1− x1 − x2)((σ
0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

)x1 − σ0
x3x1

)Gb(I, Ḋ, w)

+(1− x1 − x2)x2(σ
0
x2x3

+ σ0
x3x2

)Gc(I, Ḋ, w)
]

ẋ2 = x2

[
x1((σ

0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

)x2 − σ0
x1x2

)Ga(I, Ḋ, w)

+(1− x1 − x2)x1(σ
0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

)Gb(I, Ḋ, w)

+(1− x1 − x2)((σ
0
x2x3

+ σ0
x3x2

)x2 − σ0
x3x2

)Gc(I, Ḋ, w)
]
.

(13)

All trajectories of the 13 system transit in the set

F =

{
y ∈ R14

+ ;
12∑
i=1

y1 = 1, y13 + y14 ≤ 1

}
.

The above system 13 has infinite equilibrium points in F which can be
described as follows:
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y∗1(k1, k2, k3) =

(
τv

ϕn + τv
(1− k1 − k2 − k3), 0,

ϕn

ϕn + τv
(1− k1 − k2 − k3), 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, k1, k2, k3, 1, 0

)
y∗2(k4, k5, k6) =

(
τv

ϕn + τv
(1− k1 − k2 − k3), 0,

ϕn

ϕn + τv
(1− k1 − k2 − k3), 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, k4, k5, k6, 0, 1

)
y∗3(k7, k8, k9) =

(
τv

ϕn + τv
(1− k1 − k2 − k3), 0,

ϕn

ϕn + τv
(1− k1 − k2 − k3), 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, k7, k8, k9, 0, 0

)
.

Where k3i−2, k3i−1, k3i ∈ [0, 1] and k3i−2 + k3i−1 + k3i ≤ 1 for all i = 1, 2, 3.
We are going to study the behavior of equilibrium points and for that we

will analyze the behavior of the trajectories of the 13 system taking initial
points sufficiently close to the equilibrium. The main differences between
the equilibrium points y∗1(k1, k2, k3), y

∗
2(k4, k5, k6) and y∗3(k7, k8, k9) are in the

last two coordinates: in y∗1 equilibrium is reached when the population is
composed only of strongly collaborating individuals, in y∗2 by weakly collab-
orating individuals, and in y∗3 equilibrium is reached when the population is
composed only of non-collaborating individuals. So let’s focus on the behav-
ior of trajectories with respect to these last two coordinates.

All equilibrium points are reached when we have In = Ii = Iv = 0
and Ḋn = Ḋi = Ḋv = 0. We can consider initial conditions close to the
equilibrium points with In, Ii, Iv, Ḋn, Ḋi and Ḋv as close to zero as we want,
so that Gc(I, Ḋ, w) < 0 and consequently Gb(I, Ḋ, w) < 0 and Ga(I, Ḋ, w) <
0 because a > b > c ⇒ Gc > Gb > Ga.

We’ll start by looking at initial conditions close to y∗1(k1, k2, k3). As men-
tioned earlier, at points close enough to the equilibrium points we have
0 > Gc > Gb > Ga. Additionally at points close to y∗1(k1, k2, k3), x1 is
close enough to 1 (with values less than 1) and x2 and x3 are close enough
to zero ( with values greater than zero). Therefore, the terms that exert the
greatest influence on the sign of ẋ1 (see 11) are:

x1[x2((σ
0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

)x1 − σ0
x2x1

)Ga(I, Ḋ, w)]

and
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x1[x3((σ
0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

)x1 − σ0
x3x1

)Gb(I, Ḋ, w)].

The term x1[x3x2(σ
0
x2x3

+σ0
x3x2

)Gc(I, Ḋ, w)] which also appears in ẋ1, is mul-
tiplied by x1 and x2, two factors that are as close to zero as you like. Unlike
the other two terms mentioned that appear multiplied by just a value close
to zero. So this term doesn’t have much influence on the sign of ẋ1. Notice
that,

((σ0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

)x1 − σ0
x2x1

) = (x1σ
0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

(x1 − 1)) > 0

and

((σ0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

)x1 − σ0
x3x1

) = (x1σ
0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

(x1 − 1)) > 0.

So at points close enough to y∗1(k1, k2, k3), ẋ1 < 0.
The term with the greatest influence on the sign of ẋ2 is

x2[x1((σ
0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

)x2 − σ0
x1x2

)Ga(I, Ḋ, w)]

which is positive.
And

x3[x1((σ
0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

)x3 − σ0
x1x3

)Gb(I, Ḋ, w)] > 0

is the term with the greatest influence on the sign of ẋ3. Note that

((σ0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

)x3 − σ0
x1x3

) = (x3σ
0
x3x1

+ σ0
x1x3

(x3 − 1)) < 0.

So, at points close enough to y∗1(k1, k2, k3), ẋ1 < 0, ẋ2 > 0 and ẋ3 > 0.
That is, the orbits are moving away from y∗1(k1, k2, k3) for all k1, k2, k3, which
suggests that these equilibrium are unstable.

Let’s now analyze initial conditions close to y∗2(k4, k5, k6).
At points close to y∗2(k4, k5, k6), x2 is close enough to 1 (with values less

than 1) and x1 and x3 are close enough to zero (with values greater than
zero). Similar to the analysis done in the previous case, let’s look at the
most influential term in each of the derivatives in 11.

For points close enough to y∗2(k4, k5, k6), the term that most influences
the sign of ẋ1 is

x1[x2((σ
0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

)x1 − σ0
x2x1

)Ga(I, Ḋ, w)] < 0.
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The term that most influences the sign of ẋ3 is

x3[x2((σ
0
x2x3

+ σ0
x3x2

)x3 − σ0
x2x3

)Gc(I, Ḋ, w)] > 0.

Then ẋ1 < 0 e ẋ3 > 0.
The sign of ẋ2 is influenced by the terms

x2[x1((σ
0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

)x2 − σ0
x1x2

)Ga(I, Ḋ, w)] > 0

and

x2[x3((σ
0
x2x3

+ σ0
x3x2

)x2 − σ0
x3x2

)Gc(I, Ḋ, w)] < 0.

But we have already seen that at points close to y∗2(k4, k5, k6), ẋ1 < 0 and
ẋ3 > 0, so the term x2[x3((σ

0
x2x3

+σ0
x3x2

)x2−σ0
x3x2

)Gc(I, Ḋ, w)] exerts greater
influence on the sign of ẋ2 compared to the term x2[x1((σ

0
x1x2

+ σ0
x2x1

)x2 −
σ0
x1x2

)Ga(I, Ḋ, w)].
So, at points close enough to y∗2(k4, k5, k6), ẋ1 < 0, ẋ2 < 0 and ẋ3 > 0 for

all k4, k5, k6. Which suggests that these balances are saddle-like.
It now remains to analyze the initial conditions close to y∗3(k7, k8, k9).
At points close to y∗3(k7, k8, k9), x3 is close enough to 1 (with values less

than 1) and x1 and x2 are close enough to zero (with values greater than
zero).

For points close enough to y∗2(k7, k8, k9), the term that most influences
the sign of ẋ1 is

x1[x2((σ
0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

)x1 − σ0
x3x1

)Ga(I, Ḋ, w)] < 0.

The term that most influences the sign of ẋ2 is

x2[x3((σ
0
x2x3

+ σ0
x3x2

)x2 − σ0
x3x2

)Gc(I, Ḋ, w)] < 0.

The sign of ẋ3 is influenced by the terms

x3[x1((σ
0
x1x3

+ σ0
x3x1

)x3 − σ0
x1x3

)Gb(I, Ḋ, w)]

and

x3[x2((σ
0
x2x3

+ σ0
x3x2

)x3 − σ0
x2x3

)Gc(I, Ḋ, w)],
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both positive.
So, at points close enough to y∗3(k7, k8, k9), ẋ1 < 0, ẋ2 < 0 and ẋ3 > 0 for

all k7, k8, k9. Which suggests that these equilibrium are stable.
The result of this analysis is quite interesting, since when the equilibrium

points are reached it means that there are no more infected people in the
population, so it does not make sense to maintain cooperative behaviors,
which is in accordance with the analysis made, where the “stable equilibrium”
are the equilibrium of the type y∗3(k7, k8, k9) where there is no cooperation.

An aplication

In this section we will present a possible application for the proposed model.
We will use the model presented in 13 to describe the dynamics of a virus
in the population, such as Covid-19 for example, taking into account the
behavior of the population, that is, taking into account attitudes of strong
cooperation, weak cooperation and non-cooperation. Note that the model
presented in 13 is dimensionless, that is, we consider the fraction of individ-
uals in each compartment. However, in the simulations that we carried out
and will present below, to reduce computational approximation errors, in-
stead of the fraction of individuals, we considered the number of individuals
in each compartment for a population of any size N. The parameters used
are random, that is, they are not related to any specific disease.

We simulate the arrival of a virus in an entirely susceptible population
and initially without a vaccine for the disease in question. And later, with
the data obtained in the previous simulations, we simulated the dynamics
of the disease in a population already affected by the disease in question
but with a vaccination process in progress. As with Covid-19, we think of a
population capable of creating a vaccine against a given pathogen before the
end of an epidemic caused by that pathogen.

See in 1(a) and 1(b) the total variation of infected over time and the
variation of strong, weak and uncooperative behaviors in the population.
Considering that in this population there is still no vaccine to control the
spread and effects of the disease.

Next, we simulate a scenario with a population already affected by a cer-
tain pathogen but with an ongoing vaccination program against the disease.
For this simulation, we consider that a vaccine against the disease, already
established in the population, has been developed and that a vaccination
program has been started afterwards. We then simulated a scenario without
a vaccine, as in 1(a) and 1(b), for 500 days and used the information obtained
as initial conditions for the scenario with vaccination. See in 2(a) and 2(b)
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Figure 1: Infected and collaboration graph without vaccination process. The
parameter values used in these simulations were: βn0 = 0.29, βi0 = 0.22,
βv0 = 0.22, ϕn = 0, ϕi = 0, θi = 0.01, θv = 0.01, τi = 0.003, τv = 0.003, γn =
1/7, γi = 1/5, γv = 1/5, λn = 0.0028, λi = 0.00000002, λv = 0.00000002,
αn = 1/30, αi = 1/30, αv = 1/30, e1 = 0.95, e2 = 0.7, h = 0.9, a = 0.01,

b = 0.007, c = 0.004, pay-off matrix M =

 1 0.92 0.87
0.59 0.5 0.46
0.1 0.03 0

 and initial

conditions Sn(0) = 0.9999N , Si(0) = 0, Sv(0) = 0, In(0) = 0.0001N , Ii(0) =
0, Iv(0) = 0, Rn(0) = 0, Ri(0) = 0, Rv(0) = 0, Dn(0) = 0, Di(0) = 0,
Dv(0) = 0, x1(0) = 0.5N and x2(0) = 0.1N where N = 1000000.

the total variation of infected over time and the variation of strong, weak
and non-cooperative behaviors in this scenario.

We can observe in 2(b), that the number of individuals who opt for the
strong cooperation strategy decreases considerably in the period from 0 to
2000 days after the start of vaccination and remains very low over time.
This can be justified by the fact that the existence of a vaccine brings peace
of mind to the population, who now see strong cooperation as unnecessary.
The dilemma is between weak cooperation and non-cooperation. Note that
while strong cooperation decreases, weak cooperation increases. This can
be explained by the persistence of contamination peaks in the population as
we can see in 2(a). But over time these peaks decrease and the decrease,
even if slow, in the number of infected people in the population contributes
to the decrease of weak cooperation and the increase in supporters of non-
cooperation, a strategy chosen by the majority of the population. See 2(b).

Close to the equilibrium of the epidemiological model, the orbits of the
cooperative behaviors considered in this work for the scenario described in
2(a) and 2(b) can be seen in 3. Note that all orbits converge to the origin,
the geometric place that describes the absense of cooperation. What was to
be expected from the model as we saw in the previous section on the study
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Figure 2: Infected and collaboration graph with vaccination process. The
parameter values used in these simulations were: βn0 = 0.29, βi0 = 0.22,
βv0 = 0.22, ϕn = 0.0016, ϕi = 0, θi = 0.01, θv = 0.01, τi = 0.003, τv =
0.003, γn = 1/7, γi = 1/5, γv = 1/5, λn = 0.0028, λi = 0.00000002, λv =
0.00000002, αn = 1/30, αi = 1/30, αv = 1/30, e1 = 0.95, e2 = 0.7, h = 0.9,

a = 0.01, b = 0.007, c = 0.004, pay-off matrix M =

 1 0.92 0.87
0.59 0.5 0.46
0.1 0.03 0


and initial conditions Sn(0) = 0.8163N , Si(0) = 0.1689, Sv(0) = 0, In(0) =
0.0018N , Ii(0) = 0.0003, Iv(0) = 0, Rn(0) = 0.0053, Ri(0) = 0.0012, Rv(0) =
0, Dn(0) = 0.0062, Di(0) = 0, Dv(0) = 0, x1(0) = 0.2684N and x2(0) =
0.1632N where N = 1000000.

of equilibrium points.

Conclusion

In this work, we proposed an epidemiological model taking into account the
natural or induced immunization of individuals. Models that consider the
immunization of the population can be very interesting in helping public
policies to prevent and contain the disease, since having a forecast of how a
disease will spread in the population with an ongoing immunization process
can help in planning and choice of the best coping strategy for the disease.
The model we present can be used not only in relapsing diseases, for which
an immunizer already exists, but also for hitherto unknown diseases, as it
considers the immunization acquired when recovering from it. Also, as we
have seen happen in the case of COVID-19, there is the possibility of creating
an immunizer for a hitherto unknown disease during its dissemination, in
which case the model can be applied as described in our study.

The model presented in this work also takes into account the non-linear
behavior of the individuals involved. This behavior was modeled using game
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Figure 3: Flux of types of behavior. Close to the equilibrium of the epidemio-
logical model, the number of infected people is close to zero and the variation
in deaths is also close to zero, so to simulate the behavior of the orbits of
x1 and x2 we use the equations described in 11 with Ga(I, Ḋ, w) = −a,
Gb(I, Ḋ, w) = −b and Gc(I, Ḋ, w) = −c and we use the pay-off matrix

M =

 1 0.92 0.87
0.59 0.5 0.46
0.1 0.03 0

.

theory. We used a game with three strategies to model strong cooperation,
weak cooperation and non-cooperation behaviors in the population during an
epidemic. Coupling the game to the epidemiological model, it was possible
to describe and analyze the influence of social behavior on the spread of the
disease (looking, for example, at the increase and decrease in the infection
rate according to the prevailing social behavior) and also how the scenario
epidemiological (the information we have about the disease) can influence
our choice of behavior.
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