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Abstract

This article conducts an in-depth investigation of a new spatio-temporal model for the cocaine-
heroin epidemiological model with vital dynamics, incorporating the Laplacian operator. The study
rigorously establishes the existence, uniqueness, non-negativity, and boundedness of solutions for
the proposed model. In addition, the local stability of both a drug-free equilibrium and a drug-
addiction equilibrium are analyzed by studying the corresponding characteristic equations. The
research provides conclusive evidence that when the basic reproductive number R0 exceeds 1,
the drug-addiction equilibrium is globally asymptotically stable. Conversely, using comparative
arguments, it is shown that if R0 is less than 1, the drug-free equilibrium is globally asymptotically
stable. Furthermore, the article includes a series of numerical simulations to visually convey and
support the analytical results.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, reports, e.g. from UN [25] or EU [8] have consistently highlighted the continued
and persistent nature of cocaine and heroin use on a global scale. Cocaine and heroin are both
potent psychoactive substances with complex histories, each originating from different sources and
cultures [4, 9, 17, 24]. Cocaine, derived from the leaves of the coca plant, has a rich history in
South America, particularly among indigenous populations in regions such as the Andes. The use
of coca leaves for medicinal and stimulant purposes dates back thousands of years among these
communities. The indigenous people of the Andes chewed coca leaves to relieve fatigue and increase
stamina, and the plant had cultural and religious significance. The earliest recorded use of coca
leaves can be traced back to the ancient Inca civilizations [9, 24].

Heroin, on the other hand, is a semi-synthetic opioid derived from Morphine, which in turn is
derived from the opium poppy. The history of opium, and by extension heroin, is deeply rooted
in ancient civilizations. The opium poppy was cultivated and used for its medicinal properties in
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ancient Mesopotamia, and the knowledge spread to various cultures, including ancient Greece and
Rome. However, the synthesis of heroin itself is a more recent development, dating back to the late
19th century. Heroin was first synthesized by C.R. Alder Wright in 1874 and later re-synthesized
by Heinrich Dreser at Bayer Laboratories in 1897. Its early use was as a potential substitute for
morphine, which was widely used but also associated with addiction [4, 17].

In recent decades, mathematical modeling has proven to be a valuable tool for studying infec-
tious diseases that pose significant health threats to humanity. However, the societal impact of
illicit drug abuse, including substances such as cocaine and heroin, demands increased attention
from public health agencies. While mathematical models traditionally used for infectious diseases
have been successfully applied to the study of drug-addiction, it is critical to extend this application
to address the unique challenges posed by drug abuse.

Mackintosh and Stewart [16], demonstrated the applicability of classical epidemic models in
understanding the dynamics of drug-addiction and formulating effective control strategies. Build-
ing on this work, White and Comiskey [28] proposed an ODE mathematical model that categorizes
the population into susceptible individuals (S), drug users not in treatment (D1), and drug users
in treatment (D2). The researchers defined the basic reproduction number R0 and performed
sensitivity analyses. In addition, they investigated the existence of backward bifurcation at the
drug-addiction equilibrium whenR0 = 1 and concluded that preventive measures are more effective
than curative interventions in combating drug abuse. In addition, several delay differential equa-
tions (DDEs) and fractional differential equations (FDEs) models have been proposed and studied
in [14, 32, 34, 35], with a focus on global dynamics and Hopf bifurcation within these models.
This approach not only expands the application of mathematical modeling to drug-addiction, but
also underscores the importance of tailored interventions and prevention strategies to mitigate the
societal impact of drug abuse.

However, the models discussed above predominantly operate in a homogeneous environment.
Recognizing the importance of host population mobility and spatial heterogeneity in disease spread
modeling, it becomes imperative to consider these factors for a more complete understanding. A
notable example is the work of [21], who introduced a diffusive SIR epidemic model and explored
the effects of spatial heterogeneity and vaccination strategies on disease persistence and extinction.
Similarly, [23] explored a SEIRS model in a heterogeneous environment, highlighting the substantial
influence of movement and spatial heterogeneity among exposed and recovered individuals on
disease dynamics. Additional insights into such models can be found in the literature [26, 30].

In this paper, we propose and analyze a cocaine-heroin model with spatial distributions, based
on reaction-diffusion equations that describe how substances (such as drugs) spread and interact
in space. Here, we describe the dynamics of cocaine and heroin concentrations in a population,
and the spatial distributions refer to how these concentrations vary across locations (e.g., neigh-
borhoods, cities). The reaction terms capture interactions such as drug use, relapse, and potential
immunization effects, and the diffusion coefficients determine how quickly the drugs spread through
space. Such models are used to study drug epidemics, predict the spread of addiction, and the
impact of public health interventions in specific areas. By analyzing the stability and behavior of
drug-free equilibria, they can assess the effectiveness of control measures.

Given the recognized importance of spatial heterogeneity in disease spread modeling, its inclu-
sion is considered essential. To address the nuances of heroin spread in the context of spatial het-
erogeneity, inspired by the model proposed by [28], [7] introduced and examined an age-structured
heroin epidemic model incorporating reaction-diffusion dynamics. The threshold dynamics of this
model were examined in terms of the basic reproduction number R0. Another paper by [26] pre-
sented a heroin epidemic model incorporating reaction-diffusion dynamics. Using next-generation
operator theory, they defined the basic reproduction number R0 as a critical threshold that de-
termines the extinction or persistence of the heroin epidemic. Further insights into the dynamics,
especially for the critical case where R0 equals 1, were refined by [29].

Previous research on dynamic models of drug abuse has focused primarily on single substances,
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particularly heroin. However, it is important to recognize that cocaine and heroin users represent
overlapping populations, with many individuals using both substances simultaneously [10]. These
significant bidirectional influences were also observed in a study in Baltimore, Maryland [3] that
demonstrated the need for joint modeling of cocaine and heroin addiction. The follow-up study
[20] underlined the importance of spatio-temporal modeling. It is worth mentioning that Benneyan
et al. [2] proposed an ODE model for the opioid and heroin co-epidemic crisis. In examining the
interplay between the cocaine and heroin epidemics, [5] introduced and analyzed an age-structured
model that included both drugs. The study explored threshold dynamics in relation to the basic
reproduction number. Notably, spatial heterogeneity and host population movement were not
considered in [5]. To our knowledge, there is a notable gap in the literature regarding models of
cocaine-heroin coinfection that incorporate population density variation over both time and spatial
variables. Addressing this gap is critical for a more nuanced understanding of the complex dynamics
of cocaine-heroin co-epidemics, and highlights the need for comprehensive models that account for
both substance interactions and the spatio-temporal distribution of the affected population.

The incorporation of the Laplacian operator into the cocaine-heroin mathematical model serves
as a crucial motivation to capture the spatial diffusion dynamics inherent in the spread of the
cocaine-heroin epidemic. In this model, the random movement of individuals through space is
a significant factor contributing to the spread of the epidemic. The diffusion coefficient (d >
0) assigned to each compartment S (susceptible), C (cocaine users), H (heroin users), and R
(recovered) reflects the different rates at which individuals move within the spatial domain. This
operator provides a mathematical representation of how the concentration of each compartment
changes across space, incorporating the spatial interactions that influence the spread of the cocaine-
heroin epidemic. This model allows for a holistic examination of the complex dynamics involved in
the spatial spread of the epidemic. By considering spatial interactions and individual movements,
the model provides valuable insights into the spatial aspects of disease transmission. As a result,
the enhanced cocaine-heroin model contributes to a more thorough understanding of the spatial
spread of the epidemic. This understanding is essential for informed decision-making and the
development of proactive measures in public health planning and response. The incorporation of
the Laplacian operator enriches the mathematical representation of the cocaine-heroin epidemic,
making the model a powerful tool for exploring and addressing the spatial dimensions of this public
health challenge.

This study is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce a cocaine-heroin SCHR model
that incorporates essential concepts related to the Laplacian operator. This section lays the foun-
dation for the analyses that follow. In addition, Section 3 systematically establishes the existence,
uniqueness, and boundedness of a globally non-negative solution to our epidemiological problem,
thus strengthening the theoretical framework of the investigation. Sections 4, 5, and 6 are de-
voted to a qualitative evaluation of the spatial model, emphasizing the determination of stability
properties at both local and global scales. In Section 7, we extend the proposed cocaine-heroin
model by including two compartments for cocaine and heroin users in treatment. A corresponding
analysis of the extended model is presented. The paper includes a series of compelling numerical
experiments in Section 8. Finally, Section 9 summarizes this work with a comprehensive summary
of the main results.

2. Mathematical model

Let U ⊂ R2 be a bounded domain with a smooth boundary denoted by ∂U . Let b ∈ R∗
+. The

transmission coefficients of the cocaine-heroin model are given in Table 1. In contrast, Figure 1
contains the transfer diagram for the proposed model.

Given the assumptions outlined above, the reaction-diffusion cocaine-heroin model can be for-
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Table 1: Transmission coefficients for the SCHR model.

Symbol Description

ηi Death rates of S,H,C, and R

d Diffusion rate of S,H,C, and R

γj Natural recovery rates of H and C

σ Recovery rate of C to H

Λ Recruitment rate of the population

β Transmission rate

S C H R
Λ

βSC σC γ2H

γ1C

η1S η2C η3H η4R

Figure 1: Transfer diagram for the proposed SCHR model.

mulated as follows
∂tS − d∆S = Λ− βSC − η1S,

∂tC − d∆C = βSC − (η2 + σ + γ1)C,

∂tH − d∆H = −(η3 + γ2)H + σC,

∂tR− d∆R = γ1C + γ2H − η4R,

in Ωb = [0, b]× U , (1)

with the no-flux boundary conditions (ν denote the outer unit normal) and the initial conditions
∂S

∂ν
=
∂C

∂ν
=
∂H

∂ν
=
∂R

∂ν
= 0, on Σb = [0, b]× ∂U ,

S(0, x) = S0, C(0, x) = C0, H(0, x) = H0, R(0, x) = R0, in U .
(2)

Let ψ = (ψ1, ψ2, ψ3, ψ4) = (S,C,H,R), ψ0 = (ψ0
1, ψ

0
2, ψ

0
3, ψ

0
4) = (S0, C0, H0, R0), X(U) =(

L2(U)
)4
, and B defined as follows

B :
DB =

{
υ ∈

(
H2(U)

)4 | ∂υi
∂ν

= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4
}
⊂ X(U) −→ X(U),

υ −→ −d∆υ = (−d∆υi)i=1,2,3,4.
(3)

We introduce the function ξ, which is defined by

ξ(ψ(t)) =
(
ξ1(ψ(t)), ξ2(ψ(t)), ξ3(ψ(t)), ξ4(ψ(t))

)
, t ∈ [0, b],

with ψ(t)(·) = ψ(t, ·), and 
ξ1(ψ(t)) = Λ− βψ1ψ2 − η1ψ1,

ξ2(ψ(t)) = βψ1ψ2 − (η2 + σ + γ1)ψ2,

ξ3(ψ(t)) = −(η3 + γ2)ψ3 + σψ2,

ξ4(ψ(t)) = γ1ψ2 + γ2ψ3 − η4ψ4.

Subsequently, (1)–(2) can be reformulated in X(U) as follows{
∂tψ(t) + Bψ(t) = ξ(ψ(t)),

ψ(0) = ψ0.
t ∈ [0, b], (4)
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3. Existence of the strong solution

Let (t, x) ∈ Ωb. The function ξ exhibits Lipschitz continuity in ψ uniformly with respect to
t ∈ [0, b]. Since −∆ is obviously strongly elliptic ([19]), according to [1, 19], the system (4) admits
a unique strong solution ψ ∈W 1,2(0, T ;X(U)) with

ψi ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(U)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;H1(U)), ∀i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}.

This result allows us to establish the following theorem.

Theorem 1. The problem (1)–(2) admits a unique non-negative global solution ψ ∈W 1,2(0, T ;X(U)).
Furthermore, for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} we get

ψi ∈ L2(0, T ;H2(U)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;H1(U)) ∩ L∞(Ωb).

Proof. We want to show the boundedness of ψ in the setting of Ωb. Let {S1(t), t ≥ 0} be the C0

semigroup generated by the operator component B1, where B1ψ = d∆ψ1, and

δ1 = max
{∥∥ξ1∥∥L∞(Ωb))

,
∥∥ψ0

1

∥∥
L∞(U)

}
.

It is apparent that the function

ϕ1(t, x) = ψ1 − δ1t−
∥∥ψ0

1

∥∥
L∞(U)

,

satisfies the Cauchy problem{
∂tϕ1(t, x) = d∆ϕ1 + ξ1(ψ(t))− δ1,

ϕ1(0, x) = ψ0
1 −

∥∥ψ0
1

∥∥
L∞(U)

,
t ∈ [0, b]. (5)

The strong solution of (5) is given by

ϕ1(t) = S1(t)
(
ψ0
1 −

∥∥ψ0
1

∥∥
L∞(U)

)
+

∫ t

0
S1(t− s)

(
ξ1(ψ(t))− δ1

)
ds,

Since ψ0
1−

∥∥ψ0
1

∥∥
L∞(U)

≤ 0 and ξ1(ψ(t))−δ1 ≤ 0, it follows that ϕ1(t, x) ≤ 0. Similarly, the function

ϕ̃1(t, x) = ψ1 + δ1t+
∥∥ψ0

1

∥∥
L∞(U)

,

satisfies the Cauchy problem{
∂tϕ̃1(t, x) = d∆ϕ̃1 + ξ1(ψ(t)) + δ1,

ϕ̃1(0, x) = ψ0
1 +

∥∥ψ0
1

∥∥
L∞(U)

.
t ∈ [0, b], (6)

The strong solution of (6) is expressed as

ϕ̃1(t) = S1(t)
(
ψ0
1 −

∥∥ψ0
1

∥∥
L∞(U)

)
+

∫ t

0
S1(t− s)

(
ξ1(ψ(t)) + δ1

)
ds.

Since ψ0
1 +

∥∥ψ0
1

∥∥
L∞(U)

≥ 0 and ξ1(y(t)) + δ1 ≥ 0, it follows that ϕ̃1(t, x) ≥ 0. Consequently,∣∣ψ1(t, x)
∣∣ ≤ δ1t+

∥∥ψ0
1

∥∥
L∞(U)

,

and analogously ∣∣ψj(t, x)
∣∣ ≤ δ1t+

∥∥ψ0
j

∥∥
L∞(U)

, for j = 2, 3, 4.
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Thus, we have established that ψi ∈ L∞(Ωb).
Let’s establish the non-negativity of ψ. Starting with ψ4, by expressing ψ4 = ψ+

4 − ψ−
4 , where

ψ+
4 (t, x) = sup{ψ2(t, x), 0} and ψ−

4 (t, x) = sup{−ψ4(t, x), 0}.

If we multiply the equation corresponding to i = 2 in (4) with ψ−
4 , we get

−1

2

d

dt

∥∥ψ−
4

∥∥2
L2(U)

= d

∫
U

∣∣∇ψ−
4

∣∣2 dx− γ1

∫
U
ψ2ψ

−
4 dx− γ2

∫
U
ψ3ψ

−
4 dx+ η4

∫
U
(ψ−

4 )
2 dx,

which can be rewritten as

1

2

d

dt

∥∥ψ−
4

∥∥2
L2(U)

≤ γ1

∫
U
ψ2ψ

−
4 dx+ γ2

∫
U
ψ3ψ

−
4 dx.

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

d

dt

∥∥ψ−
4

∥∥2
L2(U)

≤ C(
∥∥ψ2

∥∥2
L2(U)

+
∥∥ψ3

∥∥2
L2(U)

)
∥∥ψ−

4

∥∥2
L2(U)

.

Recall that ψi ∈ L∞(Ωb), applying Gronwall’s inequality, we get∥∥ψ−
4

∥∥2
L2(U)

≤ 0,

leading to the conclusion that ψ−
4 = 0. Consequently, ψ4 ≥ 0 in Ωb.

Using a similar methodology applied to ψ2, we derive the following expression

−1

2

d

dt

∥∥ψ−
2

∥∥2
L2(U)

= d

∫
U

∣∣∇ψ−
2

∣∣2 dx− β

∫
U
ψ1(ψ

−
2 )

2 dx+ (η2 + σ + γ1)

∫
U
(ψ−

2 )
2 dx,

which can be expressed as

1

2

d

dt

∥∥ψ−
2

∥∥2
L2(U)

≤ β

∫
U
ψ1(ψ

−
2 )

2 dx ≤ βN
∥∥ψ−

2

∥∥2
L2(U)

.

Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain∥∥ψ−
2

∥∥2
L2(U)

≤ 0,

which implies ψ−
2 = 0. Then ψ2 ≥ 0.

Let

G1(ψ1, ψ3) = Λ− βψ1ψ2 − η1ψ1,

G3(ψ1, ψ3) = −(η3 + γ2)ψ3 + σψ2.

To move to the next step in our argument, we turn our attention to the system∂tψj = d∆ψj +Gj(ψ1, ψ3),

ψj(0) = ψ0
j ,

j = 1, 3. (7)

It is obvious that these functions are continuously differentiable, withG1(0, ψ3) = Λ andG3(ψ1, 0) =
σ1ψ2 for all ψ1, ψ3. Given the non-negativity of the initial conditions of (7), and in accordance
with [22], we establish the non-negativity of ψ1 and ψ3 in Ωb.

Theorem 2. Let ψ be the solution of (1)–(2). Then∥∥∥∂ψi

∂t

∥∥∥
L2(Ωb)

+
∥∥ψi

∥∥
L2(0,T ;H2(U))

+
∥∥ψi

∥∥
H1(U)

+
∥∥ψi

∥∥
L∞(Ωb)

<∞.
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Proof. The first equation of (4) gives∫ t

0

∫
U

∣∣∣∂ψ1

∂τ

∣∣∣2 dτdx− 2d

∫ t

0

∫
U

∂ψ1

∂τ
∆ψ1 dτdx+ d2

∫ t

0

∫
U
|∆ψ1|2 dτdx

=

∫ t

0

∫
U
(Λ− βψ1ψ2 − ηψ1)

2 dτdx.

Because of ∫ t

0

∫
U

∂ψ1

∂τ
∆ψ1 dτdx =

∫
U

(
−
∣∣∇ψ1

∣∣2 + ∣∣∇ψ0
1

∣∣2) dx,
we have ∫ t

0

∫
U

∣∣∣∂ψ1

∂τ

∣∣∣2 dτdx+ d2
∫ t

0

∫
U

∣∣∆ψ1

∣∣2 dτdx+ 2d

∫
U

∣∣∇ψ1

∣∣2 dx− 2d

∫
U

∣∣∇ψ0
1

∣∣2 dx
=

∫ t

0

∫
U
(Λ− βψ1ψ2 − ηψ1)

2 dτdx.

Due to the boundedness of ψ0
1 ∈ H2(U) and ∥ψi∥L∞(Q), the result holds for i = 1. Analogous

reasoning can be applied to the remaining scenarios.

4. Equilibria of the proposed cocaine-heroin model

To identify the equilibrium points, we set the right side of the system (1) equal to zero. This re-
sults in two equilibria in the coordinate space (S,C,H,R). More precisely, Ef = ( Λ

η1
, 0, 0, 0) denotes

the drug-free equilibrium, while E∗ = (S∗, C∗, H∗, R∗) denotes the drug-addiction equilibrium.
The Jacobian matrix of (1) at the point (S,C,H,R), excluding diffusion effects, is expressed

as follows

J =


−η1 − βC −βS 0 0

βC βS − (η2 + σ + γ1) 0 0
0 σ −(η3 + γ2) 0
0 γ1 γ2 −η4

 .

This matrix J is decomposed into a sum of two matrices; the transmission matrix T and the
transition matrix K1, where

T =


−βC −βS 0 0
βC βS 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 ,

and

K =


−η1 0 0 0
0 −(η2 + σ + γ1) 0 0
0 σ −(η3 + γ2) 0
0 γ1 γ2 −η4

 .

Therefore, at the drug-free equilibrium point Ef , the basic reproduction number of (1) is given by

R0 = trace(−T K−1) =
βΛ

η1(η2 + σ + γ1)
.

In this case, we have

S∗ =
Λ

η1R0
, C∗ =

η1
β
(R0 − 1), H∗ =

η1σ

β(η3 + γ2)
(R0 − 1), R∗ =

η1
βη4

(
γ1 +

σγ2
η3 + γ2

)
(R0 − 1).

1T accounts for the number of new infections, while K is used to characterize movement between compartments.
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It is noteworthy that the variable R is absent from the first three equations in (1). This allows us
to focus our analysis on the following reduced model

∂tS − d∆S = Λ− βSC − η1S,

∂tC − d∆C = βSC − (η2 + σ + γ1)C,

∂tH − d∆H = −(η3 + γ2)H + σC,

in Ωb,

∂S

∂ν
=
∂C

∂ν
=
∂H

∂ν
= 0, on Σb,(

S(0, x), C(0, x), H(0, x)
)
=

(
S0, C0, H0

)
, in U .

(8)

5. Local stability of the equilibria

Using the conventional approach of [18], consider 0 = λ1 < λ2 < λ3 < . . . as the eigenvalues of
the operator −∆ on U , subject to homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions.

Let H(U) =
{
y = (S,C,H) ∈ [C(Ū)]3 | ∂S

∂ν = ∂C
∂ν = ∂H

∂ν = 0, on ∂U
}
, and let Hj represent

the invariant subspace of H(U) associated with a given eigenvalue λj . This forms a direct sum
⊕∞

j=1Hj . The Jacobian matrix of (8) at (S,C,H), without diffusion, is given by

J =

−η1 − βC −βS 0
βC βS − (η2 + σ + γ1) 0
0 σ −(η3 + γ2)

 .

The linearization of (8) is described by ∂ty = N y, where

N =

−dλj 0 0
0 −dλj 0
0 0 −dλj

+

−η1 − βC −βS 0
βC βS − (η2 + σ + γ1) 0
0 σ −(η3 + γ2)

 .

Then, the characteristic equation is given by

(X + dλj + η3 + γ2)
[
(X + dλj + η1 + βC)

(
X + dλj + (η2 + σ + γ1)− βS

)
+ β2SC

]
= 0. (9)

The local stability analysis of the drug-free equilibrium Ef and the drug-addiction equilibrium E∗

can be established through the following theorem

Theorem 3. The drug-free equilibrium Ef is locally asymptotically stable if R0 < 1 and unstable
if R0 > 1. While the drug-addiction equilibrium E∗ is locally asymptotically stable if R0 > 1.

Proof. Evaluating (9) at Ef , the equation becomes

(X + dλj + η3 + γ2)(X + dλj + η1)
(
X + dλj + (η2 + σ + γ1)− β

Λ

η1

)
= 0. (10)

The roots of the equation (10) are identified as X1 = −dλj−η1, X2 = −dλj− (η2+σ+γ1)+β
Λ
η1

=
−dλj − (η2 + σ + γ1)(1 − R0), and X3 = −dλj − (η3 + γ2). Therefore, the drug-free equilibrium
Ef is locally asymptotically stable if R0 < 1 and unstable if R0 > 1.

After evaluating (9) at E∗, the characteristic equation can be expressed as

(X + dλj)
2 + α1(X + dλj) + α2 = 0, (11)

with

α1 = η1 + (η2 + σ + γ1) + β(C∗ − S∗) and α2 = (η1 + βC∗)(η2 + σ + γ1)− η1βS
∗.

In the scenario where R0 > 1, it can be deduced that α1 > 0 and α2 > 0. This implies that
all roots of the characteristic equation (11) have negative real parts, cf. [12]. Thus, E∗ is locally
asymptotically stable.
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6. Global stability of the equilibria

We turn our attention to the global stability analysis of the reaction-diffusion equations (1)–(2),
by following the approach outlined in [11]. We note that a global stability analysis for a pure heroin
model was done by Zhang and Xing [31].

Considering the solution ψ of (1)–(2), we define a Lyapunov functional at Ef for the associated
ODE system as F1(ψ) = C. The time derivative of F1 is given by

dF1

dt
= ∇F1(ψ) · ξ(ψ)

= βSC − (η2 + σ + γ1)C =
(
βS − (η2 + σ + γ1)

)
C

≤
(
β
Λ

η1
− (η2 + σ + γ1)

)
C

= (η2 + σ + γ1)
(
β

Λ

η1(η2 + σ + γ1)
− 1

)
C

= (η2 + σ + γ1)(R0 − 1)C

Following the methodology outlined in [11], we establish a Lyapunov functional for the system
(1)–(2) at the drug-free equilibrium Ef as

G1 =

∫
U
F1(ψ(t, x))dx.

By computing the time derivative of G1 along the non-negative solution of (1)–(2), we obtain

dG1

dt
≤

∫
U
(η2 + σ + γ1)(R0 − 1)C dx.

We introduce a nonlinear Lyapunov function at E∗ of the associated ODE of (1)–(2), as

F2(ψ) =
(
S − S∗ − S∗ ln

S

S∗

)
+

(
C − C∗ − C∗ ln

C

C∗

)
.

The time derivative of this function can be expressed as

dF2

dt
=

(
(Λ− βSC − η1S)−

S∗(Λ− βSC − η1S)

S

)
q +

(
(βSC − (η2 + σ + γ1)C)−

C∗(βSC − (η2 + σ + γ1)C)

C

)
.

(12)

Because of
Λ = βS∗C∗ + η1S

∗ and η2 + σ + γ1 = βS∗. (13)

Then, substituting (13) from (12), we obtain the following expression

dF2

dt
= −η1

S
(S − S∗)2 − βC∗

S
(S − S∗)2.

Using similar techniques outlined in [11], we construct a Lyapunov functional for the system (1)–(2)
at the epidemic equilibrium E∗, defined as

G2 =

∫
U
F2(ψ(t, x)) dx.

By computing the time derivative of G2 along the non-negative solution of the model (1)–(2), we
obtain

dG2

dt
=

∫
U

(
− η

S
(S − S∗)2 − βC∗

S
(S − S∗)2

)
dx− d

(
S∗

∫
U

|∇S|2

S2
dx+ C∗

∫
U

|∇C|2

C2
dx

)
.

According to the LaSalle’s Invariance Principle [15], we can summarize the results of global
stability in the following theorem

9



Theorem 4. The drug-free equilibrium Ef is globally asymptotically stable if R0 < 1. While the
drug-addiction equilibrium E∗ is globally asymptotically stable if R0 > 1.

7. Extended cocaine-heroin SCHR model

The main objective of this section is to present an extension of the proposed cocaine-heroin
SCHR model (1), cf. Figure 1, and to derive the main results associated with it. Based on the
parameters mentioned in Table 1, Table 2 lists the additional parameters for the new model,
detailing their respective roles and significance.

Table 2: Additional transmission coefficients for the extended cocaine-heroin SCHR model.

Symbol Description

η5 and η6 Death rates of Uc and Uh respectively

d Diffusion rate of S, C, Uc, H, Uh, and R

γ3 and γ4 Natural recovery rates of Uc and Uh respectively

µ1 Progression rate to Uc from C

κ1 Progression rate to Uh from H

µ2 Progression rate to C from Uc

κ2 Progression rate to H from Uh

Figure 2 provides a summary of how the epidemic spreads from one compartment to another,
where Uc and Uh are the number of cocaine and heroin users undergoing treatment, respectively.

S C

Uc

H

Uh

R
Λ βSC σC γ2H

γ1C

µ1C µ2Uc

γ3Uc

κ1H κ2Uh

γ4Uh

η1S η2C η3H η4R

η5Uc η6Uh

Figure 2: Transfer diagram for the extended cocaine-heroin SCHR model.

Given the assumptions outlined above, the extended reaction-diffusion cocaine-heroin SCHR
model can be formulated as follows

∂tS − d∆S = Λ− βSC − η1S,

∂tC − d∆C = βSC − (η2 + σ + γ1)C + µ2Uc − µ1C,

∂tUc − d∆Uc = µ1C − (µ2 + η5 + γ3)Uc,

∂tH − d∆H = −(η3 + γ2)H + σC + κ2Uh − κ1H,

∂tUh − d∆Uh = κ1H − (κ2 + η6 + γ4)Uh,

∂tR− d∆R = γ1C + γ2H − η4R+ γ3Uc + γ4Uh,

in Ωb, (14)

with the no-flux boundary conditions

∂S

∂ν
=
∂C

∂ν
=
∂Uc

∂ν
=
∂H

∂ν
=
∂Uh

∂ν
=
∂R

∂ν
= 0, on Σb, (15)
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and the initial conditions

S(0, x) = S0, C(0, x) = C0, Uc(0, x) = U0
c ,

H(0, x) = H0, Uh(0, x) = U0
h , R(0, x) = R0,

in U . (16)

7.1. Existence of the strong solution

Let ϑ = (ϑ1, ϑ2, ϑ3, ϑ4, ϑ5, ϑ6) = (S,C,Uc, H, Uh, R), ϑ
0 = (ϑ01, ϑ

0
2, ϑ

0
3, ϑ

0
4, ϑ

0
5, ϑ

0
6), and W(U) =(

L2(U)
)6
. The extended problem (14)–(16) can be reformulated in W(U) as follows{

∂tϑ(t) +Aϑ(t) = ξ̃(ϑ(t)),

ϑ(0) = ϑ0,
t ∈ [0, b],

where

A :
DA =

{
ϑ ∈

(
H2(U)

)6 | ∂ϑi
∂ν

= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ 6
}
⊂ W(U) −→ W(U),

ϑ −→ −d∆ϑ = (−d∆ϑi)i=1,...,6,

and

ξ̃(ϑ(t)) =



Λ− βϑ1ϑ2 − η1ϑ1
βϑ1ϑ2 + µ2ϑ3 − (η2 + σ + γ1 + µ1)ϑ2

µ1ϑ2 − (η5 + γ3 + µ2)ϑ3
σϑ2 + κ2ϑ5 − (η3 + γ2 + κ1)ϑ4

κ1ϑ4 − (η6 + γ4 + κ2)ϑ5
γ1ϑ2 + γ2ϑ4 + γ3ϑ3 + γ4ϑ5 − η4ϑ6

 , t ∈ [0, b].

Using the same techniques described in Section 3, we can conclude the following theorem.

Theorem 5. The system (14)–(16) has a unique positive bounded strong solution ϑ ∈W 1,2(0, T ;W(U)).
Furthermore, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , 6} we get

ϑi ∈ L2
(
0, T ;H2(U)

)
∩ L∞(

0, T ;H1(U)
)
∩ L∞(

Ωb

)
.

7.2. Stability analysis

The drug-free equilibrium for the given system (14) is obtained by setting the right-hand sides
of the equations to zero and solving for the state variables when there are no drugs present in the
system. This means that the concentrations of drug users (C, Uc, H, Uh) are zero. Thus, the
drug-free equilibrium Ef is

Ef =
( Λ

η1
, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0

)
.

Following the same steps as in Section 4, using the transition matrix K̃ and the transmission matrix
T̃ at point Ef , the basic reproduction number for the system (14) is given by

R0 = trace(−T̃ K̃−1) =
βΛ

η1(η2 + σ + γ1 + µ1)
.

To find the drug-addiction equilibrium of the given system, we must set the time derivatives to
zero and solve the resulting algebraic equations for the equilibrium values S∗, C∗, U∗

c , H
∗, U∗

h , R
∗.

Therefore, the drug-addiction equilibrium E∗ is

E∗ = (S∗, C∗, U∗
c , H

∗, U∗
h , R

∗),

11



where

S∗ =
Λ

η1R0
− µ1µ2
β(µ2 + η5 + γ3)

,

C∗ =
Λ− η1S

∗

βS∗ ,

U∗
c =

µ1C
∗

µ2 + η5 + γ3
,

H∗ =
σ(κ2 + η6 + γ4)C

∗

(κ1 + η3 + γ2)(κ2 + η6 + γ4)− κ1κ2
,

U∗
h =

κ1H
∗

κ2 + η6 + γ4
,

R∗ =
γ1C

∗ + γ2H
∗ + γ3U

∗
c + γ4U

∗
h

η4
.

An important observation is that the variable R does not appear in the first five equations of (14).
This allows us to focus our analysis on the following subsystem

∂tS − d∆S = Λ− βSC − η1S,

∂tC − d∆C = βSC − (η2 + σ + γ1)C + µ2Uc − µ1C,

∂tUc − d∆Uc = µ1C − (µ2 + η5 + γ3)Uc,

∂tH − d∆H = −(η3 + γ2)H + σC + κ2Uh − κ1H,

∂tUh − d∆Uh = κ1H − (κ2 + η6 + γ4)Uh,

in Ωb,

∂S

∂ν
=
∂C

∂ν
=
∂Uc

∂ν
=
∂H

∂ν
=
∂Uh

∂ν
= 0, on Σb,(

S(0, x), C(0, x), Uc(0, x), H(0, x), Uh(0, x)
)
=

(
S0, C0, U0

c , H
0, U0

h

)
, in U .

(17)

7.2.1. Global stability of the drug-free equilibrium

Consider the Lyapunov function

F̃(ϑ) = C + α1Uc + α2H + α3Uh,

where α1, α2, α3 are positive constants to be determined. By computing the time derivative of F̃
along the trajectories of the system, we get

dF̃
dt

= ∇F̃(ϑ) · ξ̃(ϑ)

= βSC − (η2 + σ + γ1)C + µ2Uc − µ1C + α1

(
µ1C − (µ2 + η5 + γ3)Uc

)
+ α2

(
−(η3 + γ2)H + σC + κ2Uh − κ1H

)
+ α3

(
κ1H − (κ2 + η6 + γ4)Uh

)
.

Afterwards,

dF̃
dt

=
(
βS − (η2 + σ + γ1 + µ1)

)
C +

(
µ2 − α1(µ2 + η5 + γ3)

)
Uc

+
(
σ − α2(η3 + γ2) + α2κ2

)
C +

(
α2κ2 − α3(κ2 + η6 + γ4)

)
Uh.

Then, a Lyapunov functional associated with (17) at the drug-free equilibrium Ef is defined by

G̃ =

∫
U
F̃(ϑ(t, x)) dx.

12



Then, using similar techniques outlined in [11], we have

dG̃
dt

=

∫
U

[(
βS − (η2 + σ + γ1 + µ1)

)
C +

(
µ2 − α1(µ2 + η5 + γ3)

)
Uc

+
(
σ − α2(η3 + γ2) + α2κ2

)
C +

(
α2κ2 − α3(κ2 + η6 + γ4)

)
Uh

]
dx

− dSf

∫
U

|∇S|2

S2
dx,

where Sf = Λ
η1
. We can now choose α1, α2, α3 so that all coefficients of C, Uc, H and Uh are

negative. Thus, dG̃
dt < 0. By LaSalle’s Invariance Principle, Ef is globally asymptotically stable if

R0 < 1.

7.2.2. Global stability of the drug-addiction equilibrium

To show that the drug-addiction equilibrium E∗ is globally asymptotically stable when R0 > 1,
we use the Lyapunov function

F̂(ϑ) = (S − S∗)2 + (C − C∗)2 + (Uc − U∗
c )

2 + (H −H∗)2 + (Uh − U∗
h)

2.

Then,

dF̂
dt

= 2(S − S∗)
∂S

∂t
+ 2(C − C∗)

∂C

∂t
+ 2(Uc − U∗

c )
∂Uc

∂t
+ 2(H −H∗)

∂H

∂t
+ 2(Uh − U∗

h)
∂Uh

∂t
.

The associated ODE system of (17), yields

dF̂
dt

= 2(S − S∗)(Λ− βSC − η1S) + 2(C − C∗)
(
βSC − (η2 + σ + γ1 + µ1)C + µ2Uc

)
+ 2(Uc − U∗

c )
(
µ1C − (µ2 + η5 + γ3)Uc

)
+ 2(H −H∗)

(
σC + κ2Uh − (η3 + γ2 + κ1)H

)
+ 2(Uh − U∗

h) (κ1H − (κ2 + η6 + γ4)Uh) .

Since

Λ = βS∗C∗ + η1S
∗,

βS∗C∗ = (η2 + σ + γ1 + µ1)C
∗ − µ2U

∗
c ,

µ1C
∗ = (µ2 + η5 + γ3)U

∗
c ,

σC∗ + κ2U
∗
h = (η3 + γ2 + κ1)H

∗,

κ1H
∗ = (κ2 + η6 + γ4)U

∗
h ,

we obtain

dF̂
dt

= −2(S − S∗)
(
β(SC − S∗C∗) + η1(S − S∗)

)
+ 2(C − C∗)

(
β(SC − S∗C∗) + µ2(Uc − U∗

c )− (η2 + σ + γ1 + µ1)(C − C∗)
)

+ 2(Uc − U∗
c )
(
µ1(C − C∗)− (µ2 + η5 + γ3)(Uc − U∗

c )
)

+ 2(H −H∗)
(
σ(C − C∗) + κ2(Uh − U∗

h)− (η3 + γ2 + κ1)(H −H∗)
)

+ 2(Uh − U∗
h)
(
κ1(H −H∗)− (κ2 + η6 + γ4)(Uh − U∗

h)
)
.

So,

Ĝ =

∫
U
F̂
(
ϑ(t, x)

)
dx.
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is a Lyapunov functional associated with (17) at the drug-addiction equilibrium E∗. Then we have,

dĜ
dt

=

∫
U

[
− 2(S − S∗)

(
β(SC − S∗C∗) + η1(S − S∗)

)
+ 2(C − C∗)

(
β(SC − S∗C∗) + µ2(Uc − U∗

c )− (η2 + σ + γ1 + µ1)(C − C∗)
)

+ 2(Uc − U∗
c )
(
µ1(C − C∗)− (µ2 + η5 + γ3)(Uc − U∗

c )
)

+ 2(H −H∗)
(
σ(C − C∗) + κ2(Uh − U∗

h)− (η3 + γ2 + κ1)(H −H∗)
)

+ 2(Uh − U∗
h)
(
κ1(H −H∗)− (κ2 + η6 + γ4)(Uh − U∗

h)
)]
dx

− dS∗
∫
U

|∇S|2

S2
dx− dC∗

∫
U

|∇C|2

C2
dx− dU∗

c

∫
U

|∇Uc|2

U2
c

dx

− dH∗
∫
U

|∇H|2

H2
dx− dU∗

h

∫
U

|∇Uh|2

U2
h

dx.

We can see that each term involving deviations from the equilibrium values is either negative or

zero, which guarantees that dĜ
dt ≤ 0. Therefore, E∗ is globally asymptotically stable if R0 > 1.

8. Numerical results

The main objective of this section is to present approximate and numerical results derived from
the proposed epidemiological models (1)–(2) and (14)–(16). The provided mathematical model (1)
(or the extended one (14)) was solved numerically using a finite difference method implemented in
MatLab with a single spatial variable x and time t. On the first day of drug use, we assume that
susceptible individuals are evenly distributed over the studied area. Our numerical simulations
used some specific parameter values and initial data from [6, 7, 27, 31, 34], as detailed in Tables 3
and 4.

Table 3: Initial conditions and parameter values of the proposed cocaine-heroin model (1)–(2).

Symbol Description Value

S0 Initial susceptible individuals 30

C0 Initial cocaine users 10

H0 Initial heroin users 5

R0 Initial recovered individuals 0

η1 = η2 = η3 = η4 Natural death rates 0.01 (for R0 > 1)
0.03 (for R0 < 1)

σ Recovery rate of cocaine to heroin users 0.2 (for R0 > 1)
0.001 (for R0 < 1)

β Transmission rate 0.002 (for R0 > 1)
0.001 (for R0 < 1)

d Diffusion coefficient 0.1

T Final time 500

γ1 = γ2 Natural recovery rates of C and H users 0.05

Λ Recruitment rate of the population 2.15

In addition to the parameter values and initial data shown in Table 3, Table 4 contains other
parameters and initial conditions used to determine the numerical results for our extended model.

The spatial variable 0 ≤ x ≤ 2 is discretized into a grid of Mx + 1 equidistant points xj = kδx
for j = 0, 1, . . . ,Mx, where δx = 2

Mx
represents the uniform spatial grid spacing. Additionally, the
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Table 4: Initial conditions and parameter values of the extended cocaine-heroin model (14)–(16).

Symbol Description Value

U0
c Initial cocaine users undergoing treatment 3

U0
h Initial heroin users undergoing treatment 3

η5 = η6 Natural death rates 0.01

γ3 = γ4 Natural recovery rates of Uc and Uh 0.03

µ1 = µ2 Progression rates of C and Uc 0.01 (for R0 > 1)
0.05 (for R0 < 1)

κ1 = κ2 Progression rates of H and Uh 0.01

diffusion term has been discretized using the standard second-order difference quotient

∆ϕ ≈ ϕj+1 − 2ϕj + ϕj−1

δ2x
,

with d = 0.1. The solution of the proposed system is computed until reaching a steady state (i.e.,
T = 500). The grid spacing is defined as δt = 10−2.

8.1. Drug-free equilibrium

Figures 3 and 4 show the time series of the model solution for the scenario where R0 ≤ 1,
indicating the global asymptotic stability of the drug-free equilibrium Ef for both (1)–(2) and
(14)–(16), respectively.

Figure 3: Numerical results of (1)–(2) when η1 = η2 = 3× 10−2 and σ = β = 10−3 (R0 < 1).

8.2. Drug-addiction equilibrium

Figures 5 and 6 show the time series of the solution for the case where R0 ≥ 1, illustrating
the global asymptotic stability of the drug-addiction equilibrium E∗ for both systems (1)–(2) and
(14)–(16).
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Figure 4: Numerical results of (14)–(16) when η1 = η2 = 3× 10−2, µ1 = 0.05 and σ = β = 10−3 (R0 < 1).

Figure 5: Numerical results of (1)–(2) when η1 = η2 = 10−2, σ = 0.2, and β = 2× 10−3 (R0 > 1).
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Figure 6: Numerical results of (14)–(16) when η1 = η2 = 10−2, σ = 0.2, µ1 = 0.01 and β = 2× 10−3 (R0 > 1).

9. Conclusion

This study contributes to the ongoing advances in understanding the spatial diffusion dynamics
of epidemiological models. Our approach involves the use of a set of PDEs to model the complex
interactions within the four compartments. To ensure the robustness of our results, we system-
atically establish the existence, uniqueness, and boundedness of a strong non-negative solution to
the given problem. We also provide a comprehensive analysis of the local and global stability of
the equilibria. Moreover, we introduce and analyze an extended cocaine-heroin model related to
the proposed one. Additionally, we present a practical application of our methodology through a
numerical study focusing on the global stability assessment of a reaction-diffusion SCHR model.

Future research directions will be twofold. First, we will study further extensions of our model,
e.g. nonlinear incidence functions, time-distributed delay, time- or space-fractional models [34, 35],
age-multi-group model for heterogeneous population including treatment age, stochastic model
[33], or optimal control [21, 34, 35]. Secondly, we will design a nonstandard scheme [13, Section 4]
for the numerical solution of our proposed models which guarantees the positivity of the solution,
the correct asymptotic behavior and (discrete) equilibrium points. In this respect, our goal will be
to calibrate our model with real-world data to obtain realistic solutions.
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