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Abstract

Tuberculosis remains a significant global health challenge, with millions of new cases reported annu-

ally. Recent studies suggest that expanding the accessibility of TB intervention programs can lead to a

substantial decrease in both TB incidence and prevalence. This paper initiates by examining a determin-

istic mathematical model for TB transmission, aiming to analyze the underlying dynamics. Subsequently,

an optimal control problem is formulated to enhance TB control measures, encompassing Tuberculosis

Preventive Treatment (TPT) and other initiatives targeting malnutrition and diabetes. Through sim-

ulation studies, the effectiveness of the control program is assessed. The model dynamics allow us to

identify the pseudo-prevalence and incidence. To determine the potential long-term trajectory of TB

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

16
50

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
S]

  2
6 

M
ay

 2
02

4



and to acquire future projections a cost-effectiveness analysis is performed using ACER, AIR, ICER, and

four quadrants to compare competing interventions. In conclusion, this work provides valuable insights

into TB and strategies for its control and cost effectiveness.

keywords: Optimal control; Incidence; Pseudo-prevalence; Hamiltonian;Cost effectiveness;Threshold

1 Introduction

Tuberculosis is caused by tubercle bacilli, a vital and enduring global health disease transferred through the

air. The bacterium is mostly pathogenic in the lung, and its symptom is coughing. When individuals become

infected, they enter a latent stage, the duration of which varies from person to person. For many, this latent

period can span 20 to 30 years, during which they harbor the M. tuberculosis bacterium without developing

active TB. Latently infected individuals with TB are asymptomatic and do not transmit the disease, but

they may transition to active TB through either endogenous reactivation or exogenous reinfection [44].

Even today the global burden of TB remains substantial. According to the World Health Organization’s

Global Tuberculosis Report of 2016, TB ranks among the top 10 causes of mortality worldwide, claiming over

1.7 million lives annually [32]. The worldwide incidence of TB in 2019 numbered approximately 10 million

[33]. Shockingly, this ancient disease continues to afflict millions globally, with an estimated one-third of the

world’s population carrying latent Mycobacterium tuberculosis infections, as highlighted in [4]. The National

TB prevalence survey conducted in India from 2019 to 2021 estimated a crude prevalence of TB infection

(Tl) at 31.3% among individuals aged 15 years and above [32]. According to WHO Global TB report 2022,

the incidence rate in India was 210 (178-244) per 100,000 population, and according to the in-country model,

the incidence rate was 196 (171-228) per 100,000 population. The TB notification rate was 172 per 100,000

population, and TB treatment success rate was 85%, respectively.

The co-infection of tuberculosis and diabetes is a significant concern, with historical recognition dating

back to the late 1883 . The study by Oscarsson [34], underscores the prevalence of this co-infection, in-

dicating that around 50% of individuals with tuberculosis also had diabetes. This finding highlights the

importance of considering diabetes as a comorbidity in the management and treatment of tuberculosis, as

it can influence the course and outcome of the disease. In the study [12], it was found that the median

yearly direct expenditure for managing diabetes among the participants amounted to INR 7540 in india.

Similarly, the relationship between malnutrition and tuberculosis is closely intertwined. Malnutrition weak-

ens the immune system, making individuals more susceptible to tuberculosis infection and hindering their
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ability to fight off the disease. Conversely, tuberculosis can exacerbate malnutrition by causing weight loss,

decreased appetite, and nutrient malabsorption. This vicious cycle of malnutrition and tuberculosis creates

a challenging scenario where addressing both conditions concurrently is essential for successful treatment

outcomes.

In this paper, our initial focus is on a deterministic mathematical model for tuberculosis (TB) trans-

mission. We conduct preliminary analysis to gain insights into the fundamental dynamics of the disease.

The optimal control problem is subsequently formulated and examined, which includes the implementation

of TB control intervention strategies like Tuberculosis Preventive Treatment (TPT), as well as other TB

control programs addressing malnutrition and diabetes. Our objective is to gain insights into the potential

of these programs in mitigating the transmission of tuberculosis and enhancing overall public health. The

pseudo-prevalence and incidence are determined by analyzing model dynamics. By extrapolating these values

to future scenarios, valuable insights can be obtained regarding the long-term trajectory of tuberculosis (TB).

In addition, a cost-effectiveness analysis is conducted to obtain a thorough comprehension of the eco-

nomic consequences associated with the implementation of interventions for tuberculosis (TB) control. This

analysis facilitates the assessment of costs linked to different strategies for tuberculosis (TB) prevention,

diagnosis, and treatment, in comparison to their efficacy in mitigating the burden of TB. The objective

of conducting cost-effectiveness analysis is to provide valuable insights for decision-making processes. This

analysis will help guide the allocation of limited resources in order to optimize the impact on tuberculosis

control efforts and ultimately enhance public health outcomes.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In the next section we frame the initial model and discuss

its positivity & boundedness and later do the stabilty analyis for the same. Further in section 3 we frame an

optimal control problem based on the initial model and the control interventions. We perform the numerical

studies and propose the optimal control strategies. In section 4 we calculate the Pseudo-Prevalence and

Incidence. Further in section 5 we perform the cost-effective analysis and end the work with discussions and

conclusions section.

2 The Initial Model

Mathematical modelling plays a crucial role in understanding the complexities of infectious diseases. They

provide researchers with the ability to model a variety of scenarios and make predictions regarding the spread
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of illnesses, which significantly aids in the development of efficient control techniques. These models help to

make educated decisions regarding public health by providing insights into the progression of diseases and

incorporating data on population dynamics, transmission rates, and other vital aspects.

The present study partitions the population into five distinct compartments, which helps to understand

the population dynamics comprehensively. The symbol U(t) represents the total population susceptible

to tuberculosis. This population comprises a complex blend of individuals at risk of infection, as well as

those with the potential to develop a sick or latent state. TBI(t) are the population with asymptomatic

TB infection, posing no transmission risk. Conversely, individuals actively exhibiting TB symptoms and

capable of transmitting the disease constitute the TBD(t) compartment. Those undergoing TB treatment

are represented by TT (t), which includes active cases receiving medical care. Finally, individuals who have

completed treatment and are TB-free are denoted by the R(t) compartment.

The total population at a time t is given by N(t) = U(t) + TBI(t) + TBD(t) + TT (t) + R(t).The

transmission dynamics of the tuberculosis is presented below. In this flow diagram we also include the

control interventions such as TPT (µTPT (t)), Malnutrition (µMN (t)) and Diabetes (µD(t)) management.

To make the notations simpler the variables are renamed as follows: TBI = Tl, TBD = Td, TT = Tt,

µTPT = µT and µMN = µM respectively.

Figure 1: Disease flow diagram for the transmission dynamics of tuberculosis.

Table 1 outlines key parameters, control variables and initial conditions crucial for modeling the dy-

namics of tuberculosis (TB). These parameters include rates such as λ1 and λ2, denoting the likelihood of

uninfected individuals acquiring TB infection and developing active disease, respectively. Additionally, rates

like λ3 illustrate the progression from latent TB infection to active disease, while λ4 and λ5 signify the rates
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of initiating treatment for TB and recovering from the disease during treatment. Other factors, such as

the default rate from TB treatment λ6 and the recurrence rate of TB in recovered individuals λ7, are also

included. Complementing these rates are variables like the natural birth rate (b), the natural cure rate of

TB (σ), and death rates (µ1−µ5) for various disease compartments. Moreover, initial population counts for

different stages of TB, including uninfected, infected, diseased, under treatment, and recovered individuals,

provide a foundational framework for simulating TB transmission and treatment dynamics.

Following the above descriptions, the differential equations representing the five compartmental deter-

ministic models used in studying the dynamics of TB is represented as

dU

dt
= b− (λ1 + µ1)U − λ2TlU (2.1)

dTl

dt
= λ2TlU − (λ3 + µ2)Tl (2.2)

dTd

dt
= λ1U + λ3Tl − (λ4 + µ3 + σ)Td + λ6Tt + λ7R (2.3)

dTt

dt
= λ4Td − (λ5 + λ6 + µ4)Tt (2.4)

dR

dt
= λ5Tt − (λ7 + µ5)R (2.5)

with the initial conditions U(0)>0, Tl (0) > 0, Td(0) > 0, Tt(0) > 0 and R(0) > 0.

2.1 Positivity and Boundedness of Solutions

To ensure the meaningfulness of the model described by equations (2.1)-(2.5), it is imperative to demon-

strate the system’s positivity and the boundedness of its solutions. This requires proving that when the

initial conditions are positive, the solutions remain positive for all future time intervals. The methodology

for establishing the positivity and boundedness closely resembles that discussed in [6].

Positivity:

dU

dt

∣∣∣∣
U=0

= b > 0,
dTl

dt

∣∣∣∣
Tl=0

= 0 ≥ 0,

dTd

dt

∣∣∣∣
Td=0

= λ1U + λ3Tl + λ6Tt + λ7R ≥ 0,

dTt

dt

∣∣∣∣
Tt=0

= λ4Td ≥ 0,
dR

dt

∣∣∣∣
R=0

= λ5Tt ≥ 0
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Parameter Biological Meaning
U Uninfected Population
Tl Tuberculosis latently infected population
Td Tuberculosis diseased population
Tt Tuberculosis diseased population undergoing treatment
R Recovered tuberculosis diseased population
MN Malnutrition
TPT Tuberculosis preventive treatment.
D Diabetes

λ1,λ2 Rate at which an uninfected individual getting TBI,TBD respectively.
λ3 Rate at which a latently TB infected individual getting TBD.
λ4 Rate at which a TBD individual is put on treatment.
λ5 Rate at which a TBD individual on treatment gets recovered.
λ6 Rate of default of an individual from TBD treatment
λ7 Rate at which a recovered individual getting TBD (Recurrence rate)
b Natural birth rate
σ Natural cure rate of an individual having TBD.

µTPT (t) Rate at which infected population is decreased continuously due to TPT given to TB
infected.

µMN (t) Rate at which infected population is decreased continuously due to mal-nutrition
interventions

µD(t) Rate at which infected population is decreased continuously due diabetic interven-
tions.

µ1, µ2, µ3, µ4, µ5 Death rate of an individual in compartments U, Tl, Td, Tt, R
respectively.

U(0) Uninfected population at the initial time.
Tl(0) TB latently infected population at the initial time.
Td(0) TB diseased population at the initial time.
Tt(0) Population undergoing treatment at the initial time.
R(0) TB disease recover population at the initial time.

Table 1: Description of variables and parameters

Based on the analysis of the rates given by equations (2.1)-(2.5) on the bounding planes within the non-

negative region of the real space, it is evident that all these rates are non-negative. This observation implies

that the direction of the vector field is consistently inward on these bounding planes, as indicated by the

respective inequalities. Consequently, if a solution initiates from the interior of this region, it will remain

confined within it for all time intervals t. This is because the vector field always points inward on the

bounding planes. Therefore, we deduce that all solutions of the system represented by equations (2.1)−(2.5)

maintain positivity for any t >0, provided that the initial conditions are positive.

Boundedness:

To establish the boundedness of the solutions to (2.1)-(2.5) we have, the total population as
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N = U + Tl + Td+ Tt + R . Now,

dN

dt
=

dU

dt
+

dTl

dt
+

dTd

dt
+

Tt

dt
+

dR

dt

≤ b− ω(U + Tl + Td + Tt + R )

≤ b− ωN

where, ω = min{κ, µ1, µ2, µ4, µ5} and κ = min{µ3 + σ}. After we integrate, we have

N(t) =
b

ω
+ Ce−ωt

where, C is constant. Now as t → ∞,

lim sup N(t) ≤ b

ω

It is clear that the system (2.1)-(2.5) is positive and bounded.Therefore, all the solutions of system with

non negative initial values in the space R+
5 are bounded and exist on the interval [0,∞).

Therefore, the biologically feasible region of the model is the following positive invariant set:

Ω =

{
(U(t), Tl(t), Td(t), Tt(t), R(t)) |N(t) ≤ b

ω
, t ≥ 0

}

Based on the above results on positivity and boundedness of the system (2.1)-(2.5), we have the following

theorem.

Theorem 1. The set Ω =
{
(U(t), Tl(t), Td(t), Tt(t), R(t))

∣∣N(t) ≤ b
ω , t ≥ 0

}
is a positive invariant and an

attracting set for system (2.1)–(2.5).

2.2 Disease-Free Equilibrium

The TB-free equilibrium represents a critical state in epidemiological models where the population is entirely

devoid of tuberculosis infection. This equilibrium is attained by setting the right-hand side of the model

(2.1)-(2.5) to zero and nullifying the variables, Tl = 0, Td = 0 and Tt = 0. For the model (2.1)−(2.5), the

disease free equillibrium is given by

E0 =

(
b

λ1 + µ1
, 0, 0, 0, 0

)
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2.3 Infected Equilibrium

The infected equilibrium in a tuberculosis mathematical model is a crucial state where the transmission of

the disease reaches a steady balance between new infections and recoveries. At this equilibrium, the number

of individuals actively infected with tuberculosis remains constant over time. Mathematically, it is identified

by setting the rate of change of all the compartments to zero. Setting the right hand side of (2.1)-(2.5) to

zero we get,

U∗ =
A

λ2
,

Tl
∗ =

bλ2 − (λ1 + µ1)A

Aλ2
,

Td
∗ =

B Tt
∗

λ4
,

Tt
∗ =

x

y
,

R∗ =
λ5 Tt

∗

λ7 + µ5
,

where, A = λ3 + µ2, B = λ5 + λ6 + µ4, C = λ4 + µ3 + σ, D = bλ2 − (λ1 + µ1)A,

x = −
(
λ1A

λ2
+

λ3D

λ2A

)
and y =

(
λ7λ5

λ7 + µ5
− BC

λ4
+ λ6

)
.

2.4 Calculation of R0

A basic reproduction number R0 represents the average number of secondary infections produced by a single

infected individual in a completely susceptible population. If R0 is greater than 1, it suggests that the disease

is likely to spread within the population, leading to an epidemic or outbreak. Conversely, if R0 is less than

1, the disease is likely to die out over time, as each infected individual, on average, infects fewer than one

other person.

We calculate the reproduction number using the next-generation matrix method, as outlined in [7], and

obtain Jacobian matrices for new infection terms F and remaining transfer terms as V .

F =


λ2TlU

λ1U

0

 V =


−(λ3 + µ2)Tl

λ3Tl − (λ4 + µ3 + σ)Td + λ6Tt + λ7R

λ4Td − (λ5 + λ6 + µ4)Tt


The jacobian matrix of F and V matrices with respect to state variables Tl, Td and Tt needs to be found

out. Let the Jacobian matrix of F and V be Fj and Vj respectively.

8



Fj =


λ2U 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

 Vj =


−(λ3 + µ2) 0 0

λ3 −(λ4 + µ3 + σ) λ6

0 λ4 −(λ5 + λ6 + µ4)

 (2.6)

The largest eigenvalue of the matrix, FjV
−1
j at E0 is basic reproduction number and is given by

R0 =
λ2b

(λ1 + µ1)(λ3 + µ2)

2.5 Existence and Uniqueness of Solution

It is very important to establish the existence of solution to the system (2.1)-(2.5) before any further analysis

of the model. In this section, following the approach as in [45], we investigate the existence and uniqueness

of solutions for our system (2.1)-(2.5). We delve into the analysis of a general first-order ordinary differential

equation of the form

ẋ = f(t, x), x(t0) = x0 (2.7)

with f : R× Rn → Rn sufficiently many times differentiable.

The key questions revolve around the conditions under which a solution exists and when it is unique. We

employ a theorem discussed in [45] to establish the existence and uniqueness of solutions for our model.

Theorem 2. Let D be the domain defined as follows:

|t− t0| ≤ a, ∥x− x0∥ ≤ b, x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn), x0 = (x10, x20, . . . , xn0)

Assume f(t, x) satisfies the Lipschitz condition:

∥f(t, x2)− f(t, x1)∥ ≤ k∥x2 − x1∥

for any pairs (t, x1) and (t, x2) in the domain D, where k is a positive constant. Then, there exists a constant

δ > 0 such that a unique continuous vector solution x(t) exists.

It’s important to note that condition (7) is met by ensuring that the partial derivatives ∂fi
∂xj

, for i, j =

1, 2, 3, . . . , n, are continuous and bounded within the domain D.
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Theorem 3. (Existence of Solution) Let D be the domain defined as above, satisfying the conditions. Then,

there exists a unique solution for the system (2.1)-(2.5) within the domain D, which remains bounded..

Proof. Let

f1 = b− (λ1 + µ1)U − λ2TlU (2.8)

f2 = λ2TlU − (λ3 + µ2)Tl (2.9)

f3 = λ1U + λ3Tl − (λ4 + µ3 + σ)Td + λ6Tt + λ7R (2.10)

f4 = λ4Td − (λ5 + λ6 + µ4)Tt (2.11)

f5 = λ5Tt − (λ7 + µ5)R (2.12)

We will show that,

∂fi
∂xj

, i, j=1,2,3,....,n,

is continuous and bounded in the domain D.

Considering (8), we have,
∂f1
∂U

= | − (λ1 + µ1)− λ2Tl| < ∞,
∂f1
∂Tl

= | − λ2U | < ∞,

∂f1
∂Td

= 0 < ∞,
∂f1
∂Tt

= 0 < ∞,
∂f1
∂R

= 0 < ∞,

Considering (9),
∂f2
∂U

= λ2Tl < ∞,
∂f2
∂Tl

= |λ2U − (λ3 + µ2)| < ∞,

∂f2
∂Td

= 0 < ∞,
∂f2
∂Tt

= 0 < ∞,
∂f2
∂R

= 0 < ∞,

Considering (10),
∂f3
∂U

= λ1 < ∞,
∂f3
∂Tl

= λ3 < ∞,

∂f3
∂Td

= | − (λ4 + µ3 + σ)| < ∞,
∂f3
∂Tt

= λ6 < ∞,
∂f3
∂R

= λ7 < ∞,

Considering (11),
∂f4
∂U

= 0 < ∞,
∂f4
∂Tl

= 0 < ∞,

∂f4
∂Td

= λ4 < ∞,
∂f4
∂Tt

= | − (λ5 + λ6 + µ4)| < ∞,
∂f4
∂R

= 0 < ∞,

Considering (12),
∂f5
∂U

= 0 < ∞,
∂f5
∂Tl

= 0 < ∞,

∂f5
∂Td

= 0 < ∞,
∂f5
∂Tt

= λ5 < ∞,
∂f5
∂R

= | − (λ7 + µ5)| < ∞,
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Hence we have shown that all the partial derivatives are continuous and bounded.Thus, with the con-

firmation of the continuity and boundedness of all partial derivatives, the Lipschitz condition is fulfilled.

Consequently, a unique solution to the system (2.1)-(2.5) exists within the region D according to theorem

2.

2.6 Sensitivity Analysis of R0

Sensitivity analysis is an important method used to determine the relationship between the model parame-

ters and a disease dynamics. A Partial Rank Correlation Coefficient (PRCC) is a robust sensitivity analysis

method that combines ranked correlation and partial correlation to measure the correlation between the

input parameter and the output variable. This approach removes any hidden connections between the main

parameter and other factors in the model. It also gets rid of any links between the other factors and the final

result, letting us concentrate only on how the main parameter affects the outcome. We present the PRCC

analysis to study the influence of parameters to basic reproduction number R0.

Similar to method discussed in [24], employing the concept of Partial Rank Correlation, about 1000 latin

hypercube samples were generated using Python where all the parameters were assumed to follow a uniform

distribution. The expression for R0, given by

R0 =
λ2b

(λ1 + µ1)(λ3 + µ2)

is used as output variable to each of the latin hypercube samples.

The output values of R0 corresponding to each of the set of parameters from latin hypercube sample were

further used to perform PRCC analysis of R0. PRCC assigns a parameter a value between -1 to +1 where

its magnitude represents the parameter importance while the signs represents the direction of relationship

between the input and output variables. Negative PRCC implies that when a parameter increases the output

variable decreases and when parameter value decreases, the output variable value increases. Positive PRCC

means that when parameter value increases output variable value also increases and output value decreases

when parameter decreases.

As presented in figure 2, parameters that is positively correlated to R0 are λ2 and b which are transmis-
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Figure 2: PRCC analysis of R0

sion rate to tuberculosis latent compartment from susceptible compartment and natural birth rate. Thus,

the most influential parameter is λ2 marked by highest positive PRCC value such that R0 increases when

λ2 increases .

Parameters that are negatively correlated are transmission rate from uninfected to diseased compart-

ment λ1, transmission rate from latent to diseased compartment λ3, death rate of uninfected compartment

µ1 and death rate of latently infected compartment µ2 respectively. The most influential parameter is λ3

with highest PRCC negative value such that R0 decreases when it increases.

Therefore, it is important that our intervention should target in minimising the parmaeter λ2 and max-

imising the parameters λ1 and λ3 respectively.

3 Optimal Control Studies

Optimal control strategies consists of a range of interventions aimed at reducing TB transmission, improving

treatment outcomes, and addressing risk factors associated with TB progression. Hunger-related malnutri-

tion significantly increases the susceptibility to TB, raising the risk by 6 to 10 times. Additionally, it serves

as a contributing factor to the progression from latent TB infection to active TB [42]. This transition is

often marked by the reactivation of latent TB, frequently observed in individuals with a low Body Mass

Index (BMI). Studies have shown that the risk of TB escalates by 13.8 % [36] with each unit decrease in

BMI. The relationship between TB and malnutrition is two-way. Malnutrition can be caused by TB, due

to inflammation-related issues like cachexia, anorexia, and malabsorption [39]. Similarly, Diabetes Mellitus
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(DM) significantly impacts tuberculosis in several ways, complicating both the management and outcomes

of the disease. Firstly, diabetes weakens the immune system, making individuals more susceptible to TB

infection. Moreover, diabetes alters the immune response to TB, affecting body’s ability to control the TB

bacteria, leading to more severe and prolonged TB infections. Diabetes makes a person’s risk of getting TB

3 times bigger [25].

In the study, we aim to improve the treatment through intervention like TB Preventive Treatment (TPT)

and supplementary interventions for conditions like Diabetes (D) and Malnutrition (MN). Tuberculosis Pre-

ventive Treatment involves providing medication to individuals at high risk of developing active TB disease,

such as close contacts of TB patients or individuals with latent TB infection (TBI). By treating latent in-

fections, TPT reduces the risk of progression to active TB, thereby decreasing transmission and preventing

new cases. Diabetes mellitus (DM) is a known risk factor for TB, as it impairs the immune response and

increases susceptibility to infections. Optimal control of TB involves screening for and managing DM among

TB patients, ensuring timely diagnosis, treatment, and glycemic control. Integration of TB and DM services

facilitates comprehensive care and improves treatment outcomes. Malnutrition weakens the immune sys-

tem and predisposes individuals to TB infection and disease progression. Optimal control strategies include

nutritional supplementation programs aimed at improving the nutritional status of TB patients and at-risk

populations. Adequate nutrition supports immune function, enhances treatment response, and reduces TB-

related morbidity and mortality.

We examine a control problem involving interventions such as TB preventive treatment (TPT) and

additional measures for conditions like diabetes (D) and malnutrition (MN). The dynamic model, including

control variables, is represented by the following system of nonlinear differential equations.

dU

dt
= b− (λ1 + µ1)U − λ2TlU (3.1)

dTl

dt
= λ2TlU − (λ3 + µ1T (t) + µ1M (t) + µ1D(t) + µ2)Tl (3.2)

dTd

dt
= λ1U + λ3Tl − (λ4 + µ2T (t) + µ2M (t) + µ2D(t) + µ3 + σ)Td + λ6Tt + λ7R (3.3)

dTt

dt
= λ4Td − (λ5 + λ6 + µ3T (t) + µ3M (t) + µ3D(t) + µ4)Tt (3.4)

dR

dt
= λ5Tt − (λ7 + µ5)R (3.5)

For simplicity, we define UT ,UM and UD as follows,

13



UT = (µ1T , µ2T , µ3T ), UM = (µ1M , µ2M , µ3M )

UD = (µ1D, µ2D, µ3D)

With this notation, the set of all admissible controls is given by,

Uc =

{
(UT (t), UM (t), UD(t)) : UT (t) ∈ [0, UTmax],

UM (t) ∈ [0, UMmax],

UD(t) ∈ [0, UDmax]

}

Here, all the control variables are measurable and bounded functions, and T is the final time of the applied

control interventions. The upper bounds of control variables are based on the resource limitation and the

limit to which these intervention are assessed. Our main objective of this study is to investigate such optimal

control functions that maximizes the benefits of each of the drug interventions and minimize infection.

Based on the above assumptions, we wish to minimize the objective cost functional given by

J(UT , UM , UD) =

∫ T

0

[
A1
(
µ2
1T + µ2

2T + µ2
3T

)
+ A2

(
µ2
1M + µ2

2M + µ2
3M

)
+ A3

(
µ2
1D + µ2

2D + µ2
3D

)
+ Tl(t) + Td(t) + Tt(t)

]
dt

(3.6)

subject to the system,

dU

dt
= b− (λ1 + µ1)U − λ2TlU (3.7)

dTl

dt
= λ2TlU − (λ3 + µ1T (t) + µ1M (t) + µ1D(t) + µ2)Tl (3.8)

dTd

dt
= λ1U + λ3Tl − (λ4 + µ2T (t) + µ2M (t) + µ2D(t) + µ3 + σ)Td + λ6Tt + λ7R (3.9)

dTt

dt
= λ4Td − (λ5 + λ6 + µ3T (t) + µ3M (t) + µ3D(t) + µ4)Tt (3.10)

dR

dt
= λ5Tt − (λ7 + µ5)R (3.11)

with initial conditions U(0) ≥ 0, TBI(0) ≥ 0, TBD(0) ≥ 0, TT (0) ≥ 0, and R(0) ≥ 0. The inclusion

of quadratic terms in the definition of the objective function reflects the multiple effects that interventions

can have when administered [13]. This approach acknowledges that interventions may not only produce

linear effects but also interact in complex ways, leading to quadratic relationships. Furthermore, defining
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the objective function as a linear combination of quadratic terms of control variables simplifies the problem’s

complexity. Studies [14, 20] have demonstrated its efficacy in addressing optimization challenges while still

accounting for the interactions between interventions. However, it’s worth noting that incorporating higher

orders of control variables in objective functions can introduce complications [15, 17].

The integrand of the cost functional (3.6) is given by:

L(UT , UM , UD,TBI,TBD,TT) = A1
(
µ2
1T + µ2

2T + µ2
3T

)
+A2

(
µ2
1M + µ2

2M + µ2
3M

)
+A3

(
µ2
1D + µ2

2D + µ2
3D

)
+ Tl(t) + Td(t) + Tt(t)

(3.12)

is called as the Lagrangian of the running cost.

The cost functional (3.6), quantifies the advantages gained from implementing interventions, while also

tracking the dynamics of latently infected, diseased, and treated individuals over the observation period.

Our objective is dual: to minimize the counts of latent infections, active diseases, and individuals under

treatment throughout this period, while also minimizing the extent of intervention required. The coefficients

Ai, i = 1, 2, 3, represent positive weight constants linked to the benefits of each intervention. Our aim is to

identify the most effective intervention strategy (represented by(UT , UM , UD)) that minimizes tuberculosis

burden while optimizing resource allocation and maximizing intervention benefits.

The admissible solution set for the optimal control problem (3.1)-(3.5) is given by

Ω = {(UT , UM , UD, U, Tl, Td, Tt, R) |U, Tl, Td, Tt, and R satisfy (3.1)− (3.5),∀Ui ∈ Uc}

All the control variables considered here are measurable and bounded functions. The upper limits of the

control variables depends on the resource constraint.

3.1 Existence of Optimal Controls

It is essential to address a foundational question: does an optimal solution even exist? An existence theorem

certifies that the problem has a solution. To establish the existence of optimal control functions that minimize

the objective function over a finite time interval [0,T], we aim to establish the conditions outlined in theorem
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4 by Fleming and Rishel [9]. The following theorem provides a framework for verifying the existence of

optimal control solutions.

Theorem 4. There exists a 9-tuple of optimal controls,

Ω = {µ∗
1T , µ

∗
2T , µ

∗
3T , µ

∗
1M , µ∗

2M , µ∗
3M , µ∗

1D, µ∗
2D, µ∗

3D}

in the set of admissible controls Uc such that the cost functional (5.6) is minimized corresponding to the

optimal control problem (3.1)-(3.5).

Proof. In order to show the existence of optimal control functions, we will show that the following conditions

are satisfied:

1. The solution set for the system (5.1)-(5.5) along with bounded controls must be non-empty, i.e.,Ω ̸= ∅.

2. Control set Uc is closed and convex, and the system should be expressed linearly in terms of the

control variables with coefficients that are functions of time and state variables.

3. The Lagrangian, i.e., L, is convex on Uc and L(UT , UM , UD, TBI, TBD, TT ) ≥ g(UT , UM , UD)

is a continuous function of control variables such that |(UT , UM , UD)|−1
g(UT , UM , UD) → ∞ whenever

|(UT , UM , UD)| → ∞, where | | is the l2(0, T ) norm.

we will show that each of the conditions are satisfied:

1. From Positivity and boundedness of solutions of the system (2.1)-(2.5), all solutions are bounded for

each bounded control variable in U . Also, the right-hand side of the system (2.1)-(2.5) satisfies Lipschitz

condition with respect to state variables. Hence, using the positivity and boundedness condition and the

existence of solution from Picard-Lindelof Theorem [21], we have satisfied condition 1.

2. Uc is closed and convex by definition. Also, the system (3.1)-(3.5) is clearly linear with respect to

controls such that coefficients are only state variables or functions dependent on time. Hence condition 2 is

satisfied.

3. Choosing g(UT , UM , UD) = κ
(
µ2
1T + µ2

2T + µ2
3T + µ2

1M + µ2
2M + µ2

3M + µ2
1D + µ2

2D + µ2
3D

)
where κ =
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min{A1, A2, A3}, condition 3 is satisfied.

Hence there exists a control 9-tuple, (µ∗
1T , µ

∗
2T , µ

∗
3T , µ

∗
1M , µ∗

2M , µ∗
3M , µ∗

1D, µ∗
2D, µ∗

3D) ∈ Uc that minimizes

the cost function 3.6.

3.2 Characterization of the Optimal Control

It is crucial to derive the essential conditions for optimal control functions. The characterization of optimal

control employs a Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle as detailed in Liberzon’s work [18] from 2011.The Max-

imum Principle, a fundamental concept in the theory of optimal control that involves the Hamiltonian.

The Hamiltonian for this problem is given by

H(U, Tl, Td, Tt, R, λ, µ∗
1T , µ

∗
2T , µ

∗
3T , µ

∗
1M , µ∗

2M , µ∗
3M , µ∗

1D, µ∗
2D, µ∗

3D)

= L(Tl, Td, Tt, µ
∗
1T , µ

∗
2T , µ

∗
3T , µ

∗
1M , µ∗

2M , µ∗
3M , µ∗

1D, µ∗
2D, µ∗

3D)

+ λU
dU

dt
+ λTl

dTl

dt
+ λTd

dTd

dt
+ λTt

dTt

dt
+ λR

dR

dt

where, λc = (λU , λTl
, λTd

, λTt , λR) is called as the co-state vector or the adjoint vector and λU (T ) =

0, λTl
(T ) = 0, λTd

(T ) = 0, λTt
(T ) = 0, λR(T ) = 0. Now the canonical equations that relate the state

variables to the co-state variables are given by

dλU

dt
= −∂H

∂U
(3.13)

dλTl

dt
= −∂H

∂Tl
(3.14)

dλTd

dt
= − ∂H

∂Td
(3.15)

dλTt

dt
= −∂H

∂Tt
(3.16)

dλR

dt
= −∂H

∂R
(3.17)

substituting the value of Hamiltonian, we get
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dλU

dt
= λU (λ1 + µ1 + λ2Tl)− λTl

λ2Tl − λTd
λ1 (3.18)

dλTl

dt
= −{1− λUλ2U + λTl

λ2U − λTl
(λ3 + µ1T + µ1M + µ1D + µ2) + λTd

λ3} (3.19)

dλTd

dt
= −{1− λTd

(λ4 + µ2T + µ2M + µ2D + µ3 + σ) + λTt
λ4} (3.20)

dλTt

dt
= −{1− λTt(λ5 + λ6 + µ3T + µ3M + µ3D + µ4) + λRλ5} (3.21)

dλR

dt
= λR(λ7 + µ5)− λTd

λ7 (3.22)

along with transversality conditions, λU (T ) = 0, λTl
(T ) = 0, λTd

(T ) = 0, λTt
(T ) = 0, λR(T ) = 0.

We will use the Hamiltonian minimization condition to obtain the optimal controls,

∂H
∂ui

= 0 at ui = u∗i , where ui is any component in the the 9-tuple of optimal control.

Differentiating the Hamiltonian and solving the equations, we obtain the optimal controls as

µ∗
1T = min{ max{λTl

Tl

2A1 , 0}, µ1Tmax}

µ∗
2T = min{ max{λTd

Td

2A1 , 0}, µ2Tmax}

µ∗
3T = min{ max{λTt Tt

2A1 , 0}, µ3Tmax}

µ∗
1M = min{ max{λTl

Tl

2A2 , 0}, µ1Mmax}

µ∗
2M = min{ max{λTd

Td

2A2 , 0}, µ2Mmax}

µ∗
3M = min{ max{λTt Tt

2A2 , 0}, µ3Mmax}

µ∗
1D = min{ max{λTl

Tl

2A3 , 0}, µ1Dmax}

µ∗
2D = min{ max{λTd

Td

2A3 , 0}, µ2Dmax}

µ∗
3D = min{ max{λTt Tt

2A3 , 0}, µ3Dmax}

3.3 Numerical Simulations and Studies

A numerical simulations is a method to understand the effectiveness of various interventions incorporated in

the model. Studying the scenarios via simulations allows to pinpoint the combination of interventions that

delivers the best outcomes. This systematic approach enables us to thoroughly evaluate various treatment

strategies and provide well-informed recommendations for clinical practice. We evaluate the efficacy of

various combinations of controls as follows:

1. Single intervention

2. Multiple intervention
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Our goal is to propose the most optimal intervention by examining how different controls impact the dy-

namics of the system described by equations (3.1)-(3.5). The parameter values utilized for simulation are

sourced from existing literature on TB and are detailed in table 2.

To begin, the state system using the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method in Python is solved numeri-

cally. The initial values of the state variables [32] are set as follows: U(0)=75570, Tl(0)=3443, Td(0)=2310,

Tt(0)=1892 and R(0)=1608.2, each being scaled by a factor of 104 to represent the population in each com-

partment. The total duration is set to be sixty months (T = 60) or five years. The initial values of the

control parameters are all set to zero. With these initial values, we simulate the system with controls and

examine the effects of intervention on reducing infected compartments.

To simulate the system with controls, the Forward-Backward Sweep method is employed. At first, the

controls are initialized to zero and state system are solved forward in time. Subsequently, the transversality

constraints are addressed by solving the adjoint state system backward in time. The optimal state variables

and the initial values of the optimal controls, which are also set to zero are utilized.

The values of the adjoint state variables are utilized to update the optimal controls iteratively. This

process is repeated with the updated control variables until the convergence criterion, as outlined in Liberzon

[18], is met. Additionally, assigning weights to the objective function in accordance with the paper [40, 41]

and is based as A1 = 55, A2 = 30, A3 = 100.

3.3.1 Without any Interventions

A simulation without any intervention serves as the benchmark to compare the effects of the various inter-

ventions in the different compartments. Simulation of the model in the absence of intervention over a time

period of 5 years gives an insights to the actual dynamics of the different compartments. As can be seen

from figure 3, the populations of latent TB infection (Tl), active TB disease (Td), individuals undergoing

treatment (Tt), and those who have completed treatment (R) are all increasing over time. This indicates the

progression of individuals through various stages of TB infection and treatment. Meanwhile, the population

of uninfected individuals (U) is decreasing, reflecting the spread of TB within the population. Having seen

the dynamics of each of the compartments, we are ready to perform further analysis of our model with

different interventions .
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Parameter Value References
λ1 0.083 [40]
λ2 0.0053 [29]
λ3 0.2 [30, 38]
λ4 0.241 [28]
λ5 0.10 [26, 27, 40]
λ6 0.0891 [3, 35]
λ7 0.0003 [22, 23, 27]
b 304.17 [26, 10]
σ 0.013 [27]
µ1 0.0008 [29]
µ2 0.001 [29]
µ3 0.001 [29]
µ4 0.001 [29]
µ5 0.0008 [29]
A1 55 [37]
A2 30 [37]
A3 100 [27, 46]
N(0) 1.1× 109 [50]
U(0) 7557× 105 [32]
Tl(0) 3443× 105 [32]
Td(0) 2310× 104 [32]
Tt(0) 1892× 103 [32]
R(0) 1608.2× 102 [32]

Table 2: Parameter values used in the simulation
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Figure 3: Population dynamics without Intervention

3.3.2 Single Intervention

A simulation spanning over 60 months to examine the behavior of different compartments in tuberculosis

dynamics under various interventions applied individually is performed. The compartments include the unin-

fected population (U(t)), latent TB infection (Tl), active TB disease (Td), individuals undergoing treatment

(Tt), and those who have completed treatment (R). The interventions assessed are Tuberculosis Preventive

Treatment (TPT), Malnutrition (MN), and Diabetes management (D).

Figure 4 illustrates the temporal evolution of these compartments with each intervention applied sepa-

rately. Through this analysis, we aim to discern the impact of each intervention on TB dynamics, aiding in

the evaluation of their efficacy in mitigating the spread and burden of tuberculosis within the population.

Interventions aimed at reducing TB infection rates show an increase in the uninfected population, indicating

their preventive efficacy. Furthermore, the dynamics of the recovered population (R(t)) are closely linked

to the infected compartments, showing a decrease corresponding to the decrease in the infected population

when interventions are assessed. The infected compartments namely Tl(t), Td(t), and Tt(t) each show a

significant decrease in population with the implementation of interventions. Remarkably, the intervention

targeting malnutrition (MN) stands out for its significant reduction in the infected population (Tl, Td, Tt),

suggesting its potential effectiveness in curbing the spread and burden of tuberculosis within the population.

3.3.3 Multiple Intervention

A simulation to explore the behavior of various compartments in tuberculosis dynamics under different com-

binations of interventions is performed. As depicted in figure 5, the combination of Tuberculosis Preventive

21



Figure 4: Population dynamics with single intervention over the time period of 5 years.

Treatment (TPT) and addressing malnutrition (MN) notably reduces the infected and recovered populations

while increasing the uninfected population to a greater extent compared to other intervention combinations

involving two interventions. Consequently, this combination emerges as the most effective. Furthermore,

when all the three interventions are administered simultaneously, they collectively prove to be the most

effective in decreasing the infected compartments and boosting the uninfected population. Thus, the combi-

nation of all three interventions is deemed the optimal approach for treating patients undergoing tuberculosis

treatment.

Figure 5: Population dynamics with multiple intervention over the time period of 5 years.

3.4 Optimal Control Strategy

The characterization of an optimal control resulted in the following expression

µ∗
1T = min{ max{λTl

Tl

2A1 , 0}, µ1Tmax}
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µ∗
2T = min{ max{λTd

Td

2A1 , 0}, µ2Tmax}

µ∗
3T = min{ max{λTt Tt

2A1 , 0}, µ3Tmax}

µ∗
1M = min{ max{λTl

Tl

2A2 , 0}, µ1Mmax}

µ∗
2M = min{ max{λTd

Td

2A2 , 0}, µ2Mmax}

µ∗
3M = min{ max{λTt Tt

2A2 , 0}, µ3Mmax}

µ∗
1D = min{ max{λTl

Tl

2A3 , 0}, µ1Dmax}

µ∗
2D = min{ max{λTd

Td

2A3 , 0}, µ2Dmax}

µ∗
3D = min{ max{λTt Tt

2A3 , 0}, µ3Dmax}

From the expression itself, it is difficult to understand how the actual optimal strategy would look like.

Therefore, simulation of the trajectory of optimal controls would give a better insights. The equality

µ∗
T= µ∗

1T + µ∗
2T + µ∗

3T , represents the expression for single intervention TPT.

Similarly,

µ∗
T + µ∗

M= µ∗
1T + µ∗

2T + µ∗
3T + µ∗

1M + µ∗
2M + µ∗

3M , represents the expression for multiple

intervention TPT and MN .

µ∗
T + µ∗

M + = µ∗
1T + µ∗

2T + µ∗
3T + µ∗

1M + µ∗
2M + µ∗

3M + µ∗
1D + µ∗

2D + µ∗
3D, represents

the expression for multiple intervention TPT, MN and D. In the same manner, the expression for various

combination of interventions is obtained.

Figure 6: Single intervention Figure 7: multiple intervention

It can be seen from figure 6 and 7, optimal control strategy for treating tuberculosis demonstrates an

initial peak in effectiveness, with the control variable reaching its maximum value at the onset of treatment.

This aggressive approach allows for swift and intensive intervention, aiming to rapidly suppress the spread of

the disease and mitigate its impact on the population. However, as treatment progresses and the disease is

23



brought under control, the optimal control gradually decreases over time, eventually reaching zero by the end

of the intervention period. This tapering-off reflects a shift in focus from acute management to maintenance

and consolidation, aligning with the natural course of treatment and the decreasing urgency of the disease

burden. By dynamically adjusting the treatment intensity in response to the evolving needs of the patient

population, our optimal control strategy aims to optimize treatment outcomes while minimizing unnecessary

medication exposure and potential side effects.

3.5 Population Dynamics

Analyzing the average population distribution across different compartments representing various stages of

TB progression and treatment response over time for each intervention provide an insights about the effec-

tiveness of interventions. This comparison helps to understand as to which interventions are most successful

in combating tuberculosis.

Table 3 and table 4 presents the population dynamics of tuberculosis over a 5 year period with single and

multiple interventions. Notably, the combined TPT, MN, and D intervention stands out for its effectiveness

in preventing TB transmission, as evidenced by the highest population size among uninfected individuals

(U) and considerable reductions in the population of latent TB infection (Tl), active TB disease (Td), and

individuals undergoing treatment (Tt). This suggests a robust impact on TB transmission rates. Addition-

ally, comprehensive strategies exhibit promise in reducing Tl and Td incidences, underlying the importance

of addressing of malnutrition and diabetes in TB management. While treatment rates vary across interven-

tions, recovery rates remain relatively stable (≈ 164), indicating the overall efficacy of treatment approaches.

4 Pseudo-Prevalence and Incidence

Studying pseudo-prevalence and incidence of tuberculosis at a country level basis involves using mathematical

models. The mathematical model (3.1)-(3.5) is used to approximate the pseudo-prevalence and incidence

where the parameters values are used from table 2. To calculate the pseudo-prevalence and incidence, the

following assumptions are made:

• The population of 2021 in India above the age of 15 years is considered to be the initial population

N(0) .

• N(0) is considered throughout while calculating the pseudo-prevalence and incidence.
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Year Intervention U Tl Td Tt R

2021 None 128.88 109478.87 2688.50 200.03 161.23

TPT 182.64 64589.28 2503.23 198.99 161.23

MN 224.09 53964.97 2412.27 198.23 161.23

D 160.43 74697.17 2565.79 199.42 161.23

2022 None 0.56 109107.82 3167.62 215.38 161.28

TPT 1.54 38397.30 2600.28 211.57 161.28

MN 2.60 27907.27 2397.41 209.41 161.28

D 1.15 50313.20 2757.40 212.94 161.28

2023 None 0.53 108610.73 3640.44 233.30 162.23

TPT 1.93 27703.70 2641.58 224.57 162.23

MN 2.73 18760.12 2355.05 220.58 162.23

D 1.42 38882.60 2880.93 227.31 162.23

2024 None 0.53 108115.91 4106.97 253.75 163.23

TPT 2.37 22962.99 2678.31 237.90 163.23

MN 3.47 15001.46 2332.52 231.84 163.23

D 1.67 33421.05 2983.53 242.32 163.23

2025 None 0.53 107623.37 4567.29 276.68 163.29

TPT 2.64 21315.92 2733.14 251.65 163.29

MN 3.98 13745.99 2346.17 243.44 163.29

D 1.81 31441.81 3090.05 257.97 163.29

Table 3: Average Population in each compartment with Single intervention
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Year variables No Interven-
tion

TPT and MN TPT and D MN and D TPT, MN,
and D

2021 U 128.88 275.85 209.85 252.27 317.87

Tl 109478.87 46465.91 56907.89 49413.81 42504.27

Td 2688.50 2325.52 2440.70 2362.33 2279.57

Tt 200.03 197.38 198.48 197.76 196.92

R 161.17 161.17 161.17 161.17 161.17

2022 U 0.56 4.98 2.17 3.72 7.87

Tl 109107.82 21628.21 30618.20 23991.98 18825.38

Td 3167.62 2221.78 2458.37 2294.58 2134.65

Tt 215.38 207.13 210.11 208.12 205.93

R 161.64 161.63 161.64 161.63 161.63

2023 U 0.53 3.76 2.47 3.27 4.73

Tl 108610.73 13833.51 20987.84 15649.23 11840.95

Td 3640.44 2121.70 2439.00 2217.00 2011.33

Tt 233.30 216.64 221.84 218.33 214.60

R 162.16 162.11 162.13 162.12 162.11

2024 U 0.53 4.63 3.12 4.12 5.43

Tl 108115.91 10795.32 16947.31 12329.28 9187.31

Td 4106.97 2062.77 2432.00 2171.82 1939.15

Tt 253.75 226.16 233.71 228.57 223.29

R 162.71 162.62 162.65 162.63 162.61

2025 U 0.53 5.39 3.54 4.77 6.25

Tl 107623.37 9806.60 15583.38 11237.86 8333.06

Td 4567.29 2053.87 2455.89 2171.18 1922.35

Tt 276.68 236.07 245.93 239.17 232.43

R 163.32 163.15 163.20 163.16 163.13

Table 4: Average Population in each compartment with multiple interventions.
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• pseudo-prevalence is calculated as the ratio of total number of new cases in the compartments Tl, Td

and Tt i.e. (Tl(t) + Td(t) + Tt(t)) at a time t to the population N(0) .

• Incidence is calculated as number of new cases in the infected compartment (Tl(t), Td(t), Tt(t)) over

the period of one year divided by N(0) * 365.

Under the assumptions made above, simualtion of pointwise pseudo-prevalence over five years from 2021

to 2025 with single and multiple interventions is represented by figure 8. Initially, the the pseudo-prevalence

picks up to the maximum value and then gradually drops down with time, indicating the effectiveness of the

control interventions.

As per the Global TB Report 2023 [49], the incidence is 199 per 100,000 population in 2022 and 210

per 100,000 in 2021 respectively. Similarly, as reported in [5], the pooled prevalence for India based on

the community-based cohort studies was estimated as 41% irrespective of the risk of acquiring it, while

the estimation was 36% in 2019-2021. The National Prevalence Survey of India (2019-2021) estimated 31%

tuberculosis infection (TBI) burden among individuals above 15 years of age.

Calculation of the total number of new cases (Tl(t) + Td(t) + Tt(t)) at a time t and divided it by N(0)

gives the incidence for the year 2021, focusing on the age group above 15 years. The incidence was found to

be 183.5 per 100,000 population for the year 2021. This indicates that for every 100,000 individuals in the

population, there were 183.5 new cases of tuberculosis in 2021.

Figure 8: Simulation of pseudo-prevalence with single and multiple interventions over a period of 5 years.

Pseudo-prevalence estimates prevalence based on a fixed population size N(0), often assuming stabil-

ity, whereas actual prevalence accounts for population dynamics N(t), offering insights into how prevalence
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changes with population fluctuations over time. Indeed, given the similarity between the pseudo- prevalence

and the actual prevalence from table 6 for the year 2021, leveraging the pseudo-prevalence to project future

prevalence appears promising.

Table 5 presents the pseudo-prevalence of tuberculosis (TB) across the years 2021 to 2025 with a single

intervention strategy. Without any intervention, the prevalence remains relatively high, ranging from 99.8

% to 99.9% over the five years. However, the implementation of interventions such as TPT, MN and D sig-

nificantly reduces the prevalence of TB. MN emerges as the most effective intervention, consistently yielding

the lowest prevalence rates, ranging from 46.8% to 14.5% across the five years. TPT and D interventions

also contribute to lowering prevalence, though to a lesser extent compared to MN.

Table 6 provides insights into tuberculosis (TB) prevalence rates with multiple interventions. Notably,

a comprehensive strategy combining Tuberculosis Preventive Therapy (TPT), Malnutrition (MN), and Di-

abetes (D) interventions stands out, consistently yielding the lowest prevalence rates ranging from 9.29% to

33.63% over the five-year period.

Year No Intervention (%) TPT (%) MN (%) D (%)

2021 99.9 56.6 46.8 66.1

2022 99.8 35.4 26.0 46.1

2023 99.8 26.6 18.5 36.7

2024 99.8 22.7 15.4 32.3

2025 99.8 21.5 14.5 30.8

Table 5: Pseudo-prevalence with single intervention

In summary, the data highlights the superiority of multiple interventions over single intervention in re-

ducing TB prevalence.

5 Cost-Effectiveness Analysis

Cost-effectiveness analysis (CEA) serves as a vital tool in identifying interventions or strategies that provide

optimal health benefits at minimal costs. It plays a pivotal role in guiding decision-making processes con-

cerning the allocation of resources for public health programs and policies.
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Year No Intervention (%) TPT & MN (%) TPT & D (%) MN & D (%) TPT, MN & D (%)

2021 99.85 37.11 46.66 39.76 33.63

2022 99.84 19.58 46.66 21.64 17.16

2023 99.82 13.68 20.13 15.33 11.89

2024 99.80 11.35 17.06 12.79 9.85

2025 99.78 10.71 16.19 12.08 9.29

Table 6: Pseudo-prevalence with multiple interventions

In our assessment of intervention strategies, we concentrate on three specific population groups: individ-

uals who are latently infected (Tl), those with active disease (Td), and those receiving treatment (Tt). We

evaluate two key aspects: the cost incurred, determined by the area under the cost profile of the intervention

strategy, and the health outcomes achieved. Health outcomes are measured as the number of averted cases,

which reflects the difference between the number of infected individuals without any control intervention

and the number of infected individuals with the implementation of the intervention strategy.

To quantify the cost incurred, we employ the objective cost functional of our optimal control problem,

J(UT , UM , UD,Tl, Td, Tt) =

∫ T

0

[
A1
(
µ2
1T + µ2

2T + µ2
3T

)
+A2

(
µ2
1M + µ2

2M + µ2
3M

)
+A3

(
µ2
1D + µ2

2D + µ2
3D

)
+ Tl(t) + Td(t) + Tt(t)

]
dt

(5.1)

where the expression in the right hand side of (5.1) represents the cost associated with all the interventions

assesed together at once. The last expression in (5.1),

J(Tl, Td, Tt) =

∫ T

0

(
Tl(t) + Td(t) + Tt(t)

)
dt (5.2)

represents the cost incurred due to disease prevalence.

To calculate the cost incurred due to the assessment of TPT alone, we have

J(UT ,Tl, Td, Tt) =

∫ T

0

[
A1
(
µ2
1T + µ2

2T + µ2
3T

)
+ Tl(t) + Td(t) + Tt(t)

]
dt (5.3)

which is the combination of cost incurred due to disease prevalence and intervention, TPT. In a similar

manner, we calculate the cost incurred with different combinations of interventions.
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We have undertaken three different approaches to study cost-effectiveness as described in [1]: the Aver-

age Cost-Effectiveness Ratio (ACER), the Averted Infections Ratio (AIR) and Incremental cost effectiveness

ratio (ICER) using the four quadrants of the cost-effectiveness plane. ACER compares the average cost of

interventions to the average health outcomes achieved, while AIR measures the ratio of averted infections to

the average recovered cases and ICER is an intutive metric to measure the additional cost required to gain

an additional unit of health in comparing two interventions.

Table 7 and 10 presents the total cost incurred and the total number of averted cases with various com-

bination of interventions in 2025. Cost incurred with intervention D is the highest among all interventions,

while intervention MN is associated with the lowest cost. Similarly, the number of averted cases with the

intervention TPT, MN, and D together is greater than any other intervention. In contrast, intervention TPT

alone results in the fewest number of averted cases.

1.ACER (X) = Total Cost Incurred by intervention X
Total Cases averted by intervention X

A lower ACER value indicates better cost-effectiveness, meaning that the intervention achieves health

outcomes at a lower average cost. Conversely, higher ACER values suggest less cost-effectiveness.

As presented in the table 8, interventions combining multiple components, such as ”TPT and MN” and

”MN and D,” demonstrate better cost-effectiveness, indicated by lower ACER values. Conversely, interven-

tions targeting single components, like ”D,” exhibit higher ACER values, suggesting lower cost-effectiveness.

2.AIR (X) = Total Cases Averted by intervention X
Total Cases recovered by intervention X

A higher AIR value indicates greater effectiveness in preventing infections relative to the number of cases

recovered, while a lower AIR suggests lower effectiveness in averting infections compared to recoveries.

It is clear from table 9, interventions combining multiple components, such as ”TPT, MN and D,” ”TPT

and MN,” and ”MN and D,” exhibit higher AIR values, suggesting greater effectiveness in averting infec-

tions relative to the number of cases recovered. Conversely, interventions targeting single components, like

”D,” demonstrate lower AIR values, indicating lower effectiveness in preventing infections compared to the

number of cases recovered.
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Year Intervention Total Cost Total Cases Averted
2021 TPT and MN 9883267.88 32067.47

TPT and D 10254907.52 21019.45
MN and D 10005498.34 28616.82

TPT, MN, and D 9744866.67 35916.55
2022 TPT and MN 17842608.92 70067.58

TPT and D 19654368.23 56117.19
MN and D 18377039.61 66217.41

TPT, MN, and D 17299581.31 74116.69
2023 TPT and MN 23478262.76 87084.20

TPT and D 26119524.66 76221.19
MN and D 24162250.67 84245.54

TPT, MN, and D 22878609.26 90028.79
2024 TPT and MN 29483936.58 95430.95

TPT and D 31597823.35 87257.89
MN and D 29863699.65 93351.83

TPT, MN, and D 29349132.08 97581.45
2025 TPT and MN 37347577.58 100105.45

TPT and D 37415260.88 93801.88
MN and D 36928638.28 98524.16

TPT, MN, and D 38245965.54 101743.50

Table 7: Total costs and cases avertedwith multiple interventions from 2021 to 2025.

Intervention ACER

TPT and MN 379.66

MN and D 380.46

TPT, MN and D 383.62

MN 390.70

TPT and D 402.70

TPT 453.71

D 572.67

Table 8: ACER Values for different Interventions
over five years period

Intervention AIR

D 475.87

TPT 540.12

TPT and D 577.01

MN 588.98

MN and D 605.49

TPT and MN 615.04

TPT, MN and D 624.95

Table 9: AIR Values for different Interventions
over five years period

3.ICER: Incremental cost effectiveness ratio is a method to measure the economic value of a treatment

when compared with the other treatments. It is calculated as a ratio of cost difference between two inter-

ventions to the difference in the number of averted cases . An intervention is arranged in an increasing order

of their averted cases as shown in 11 and the two competing treatments in terms of averted cases are used

in calculating the ICER values as :

ICER(D) = Cost of D/Averted cases with D

ICER(TPT) = (Cost of TPT – Cost of D) /(Averted cases with TPT - Averted cases with D)

ICER(TPT and D) = (Cost of TPT and D – Cost of TPT) /(Averted cases with TPT and D - Averted
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Year Intervention Tota Cost Total Cases Averted
2021 TPT 10439287.17 14856.58

MN 10166410.59 23806.28
D 10604493.83 8877.96

2022 TPT 20809428.73 45579.35
MN 19168838.42 60124.14
D 22065864.52 32103.20

2023 TPT 28266438.83 66782.44
MN 25323765.89 79511.70
D 31041497.18 52602.72

2024 TPT 34137892.46 79635.92
MN 30806969.30 89797.01
D 38113476.50 67095.43

2025 TPT 39565623.05 87686.68
MN 36996362.19 95786.54
D 44051055.14 77056.52

Table 10: Total costs and cases averted with single interventions from 2021 to 2025.

cases with TPT) and so on.

Intervention Cost Averted Cases
D 44051055.14 77056.52

TPT 39565623.05 87686.68
TPT and D 37415260.88 93801.88

MN 36996362.19 95786.54
MN and D 36928638.28 98524.16

TPT and MN 37347577.58 100105.45
TPT, MN, and D 38245965.54 101743.50

Table 11: Costs and Cases averted with different interventions in 2025 in ascending order of Averted cases.

Four Quadrants Of Cost Effective Analysis (CEA) Plane: A CEA plane consists of four quadrants

i.e. North East (NE), North West (NW), South West (SW), and South East (SE) quadrants. It is a tool to

visualise the results of the intervention assessed. It is a graph where the calculated cost of each intervention

with the averted cases is plotted and ICER is the metric used to report the results of CEA plane. Averted

cases can have general units like quality-adjusted life year (QALY) gained) or units averted. Cost-effectiveness

frontier (blue dotted lines) in figure 9 is a line from one intervention to the next in the increasing order of

averted cases. A Cost Effective Threshold (CET) is a red dotted which represents the maximum value one

is willing to pay for the additional one unit health outcome (QALY). The cost-effective threshold serves

as a benchmark or reference point. If the cost-effectiveness ratio (ICER) falls below this threshold, the

intervention is generally considered cost-effective. Conversely, if the ratio is more than the threshold then

the intervention may be less cost-effective or not cost-effective.

A comparison between the CET line and frontier line is another way to visualise the cost effectiveness of
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Intervention Cost Averted Cases
D 1.1928 1

TPT 1.0717 1.1379
TPT and D 1.0131 1.2173

MN 1.0018 1.2430
MN and D 1.0000 1.2786

TPT and MN 1.0113 1.2999
TPT, MN, and D 1.0356 1.3203

Table 12: Scaling Cost column by dividing with 36928638.28 and scaling Averted cases column by dividing
with 77056.52

the interventions. If CET line is steeper than the cost-effectiveness frontier line of an intervention then an

intervention would be considered cost-effective and if intervention with a CEA frontier steeper than the CET

would not be considered cost-effective. A general recommendation by policy makers is that an intervention

with the highest ICER value that is less or equal to the CET would be recommended. Interventions that

will cost more but will be more effective than the current intervention is looked upon by the policy makers.

A hypothetical study in similiar line to [8] is performed to understand the cost effectiveness of different

interventions. Scaling is done in order to make a visualisation simpler for the study. It is done by selecting

the smallest value from each of the columns i.e. Cost and Averted cases and dividing all the entries of each

column by their smallest value. Scaling down a Cost column by dividing with 36928638.28 and scaling down

Averted cases column by dividing with 77056.52 in table 11, we obtain table 13 which also contains the

ICER values of each of the intervention. Since, both the cost and averted cases for each of the intervention

are positive, all the data points will fall on the North East quadrant of CEA plane. Figure 9 demonstrates

the CEA plane with the different interventions plotted using the values from table 12.

Intervention Cost Averted Cases ICER
D 1.1928 1 1.192

TPT 1.0717 1.1379 -0.87
TPT and D 1.0131 1.2173 -0.73

MN 1.0018 1.2430 -0.43
MN and D 1.0000 1.2786 -0.05

TPT and MN 1.0113 1.2999 0.53
TPT, MN, and D 1.0356 1.3203 1.190

Table 13: Intervention with their ICER Values

Hypothetically, we fix the threshold value at 1.190 per QALY. In figure 9, frontier lines from origin

to D is steeper than CET, indicating D is not cost effective which is marked by an ICER value of 1.192

that turn out to be greater than CET. This means that D requires more cost than actually one is willing to

pay. Therefore, intervention D is not favourable choice in terms of cost effectiveness with a threshold at 1.190.
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Figure 9: Cost Effectiveness Analysis Plane.

As presented in figure 10, moving from D to TPT, TPT to TPT and D, TPT and D to MN and D

follow a similar trend where each frontier is shallower than the threshold indicating cost effectiveness. As

we move from MN and D to TPT and MN, TPT and MN to TPT,MN and D the frontiers become steeper

but still remains shallower than CET. This means that they are costlier than previous interventions but

more cost effective.Therefore, except intervention D, all the other interventions are cost effective. Among

these interventions, the highest ICER value that is less or equal to the CET (1.190) is that of a multiple

intervention TPT, MN and D. Therefore, it is the most cost effective as ICER (TPT, MN and D) is same

as threshold.Thus, with this threshold value, one would recommend multiple intervention TPT,MN and D

.If we choose threshold to be lesser than 1.190 then we would get frontier of TPT, MN and D to be steeper

than CET and would reject it and look for another intervention X whose frontier would be shallower than

CET and ICER standing at or below CET.
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Figure 10: Zoomed Cost Effectiveness Analysis Plane.

6 Discussions and Conclusions

In this study, we investigated the efficacy of TPT, MN, and D treatments in treating TB, both when used

independently and in combination. The investigation employs two primary methodologies. We employed a

thorough approach to these therapies as control measures, which included an extensive review of the optimal

control problem. This involves an in-depth understanding of the dynamics of each compartment over the

years. Next, we performed a thorough analysis to determine the effectiveness of various combinations of

therapies in reducing the occurrence of tuberculosis infection. The data demonstrated that the greatest

decrease in the average polluted area was observed when all three interventions were applied simultaneously.

This indicates a promising approach to controlling tuberculosis.

Furthermore, in order to assess the effectiveness of each intervention, a cost-effectiveness analysis was

conducted. The Average Cost-Effectiveness Ratio (ACER) and Additional Incremental Ratio (AIR) values

were calculated for all possible intervention combinations. In order to determine the optimal intervention, a

hypothetical cost-effectiveness analysis was conducted. This analysis utilized the four quadrants of the CEA

(Cost-Effectiveness Analysis) plane, along with the threshold and ICER (Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ra-

tio). The implementation of this rigorous methodology guarantees the dependability and replicability of our
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findings.

Based on the findings of both the optimal control and comparative effectiveness studies, it can be con-

cluded that the administration of all drugs, whether individually or in combination, results in a substantial

decrease in the population of infected compartments and a significant increase in the population of uninfected

compartments. Similarly, when calculating the cost-effectiveness of an intervention using the ICER values

and the four corners of the CEA plane, the intervention with the lowest total cost is totally determined by

the Cost-effectiveness Threshold value.

Some of the studies on tuberculosis where the effectiveness of the control strategies are studied can be

found in the literature [31, 48, 51]. The optimal combination of prevention and treatment for co-infection

of HIV and TB is documented in the literature [2]. Despite the fact that there are studies that have been

conducted to strategize the ideal control for tuberculosis using various interventions, the combination that

was taken into consideration in our study may be one of a kind or extremely uncommon for country-specific

situations. The selection of weight constants linked to control variables can have a substantial impact on the

behavior of the control. The primary goal of this study is to investigate the role and efficacy of combined

control intervention strategy. Therefore, we will not delve into the examination of the effects of different

weight constants.

In conclusion, it is our contention that the most optimal approach involves the simultaneous evaluation

of all three interventions, as this has been demonstrated to be the most efficacious in reducing infection. It is

imperative to acknowledge that the implementation of this integrated methodology may result in potential

adverse effects on various bodily organs. Even though there are risks, this plan makes sense when you

compare it to problems like kidney damage, heart problems, a weakened immune system, and vision issues

that can happen because of diabetes and poor nutrition. In both scenarios, the foremost priority revolves

around the patient’s survival and overall welfare.
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