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ABSTRACT

This paper presents a mathematical model to understand how rabies spreads among humans,
free-range, and domestic dogs. By analyzing the model, we discovered that there are equilibrium
points representing both disease-free and endemic states. We calculated the basic reproduction
number, R, using the next generation matrix method. When R, < 1, the disease-free
equilibrium is globally stable, whereas when R, > 1, the endemic equilibrium is globally stable.
To identify the most influential parameters in disease transmission, we used the normalized
forward sensitivity index. Our simulations revealed that the contact rates between the infectious
agent and humans, free-range dogs, and domestic dogs have the most significant impact on rabies
transmission. The study also examines how periodic changes in transmission rates affect the
disease dynamics, emphasizing the importance of transmission frequency and amplitude on the
patterns observed in rabies spread. Therefore, the study proposes that to mitigate the factors
most strongly linked to disease sensitivity, effective disease control measures should primarily
prioritize on reducing the population of both free-range and domestic dogs in open environments.

1. Introduction
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individuals [4].

Rabies is a viral disease that affects mammals, including humans, caused by the rabies virus (Rabies lyssavirus)
that travels from the site of infection to the brain, causing inflammation and damage to the nervous system [1, 2].
Although dogs are the primary source of the virus, causing more than 99% of human rabies infections worldwide,
other animals such as bats, raccoons, skunks, and foxes can also carry and transmit the virus through bites or scratches
[1, 2, 3]. The transmission dynamics of rabies are influenced by environmental factors such as changes in habitat, land
use patterns, and wildlife populations which create varied and frequent interactions between infected and susceptible

Symptoms of rabies include fever, headaches, fatigue, restlessness, anxiety, hallucinations, hydrophobia (fear of
water), difficulty swallowing, and paralysis that manifest between 20 days and 3 months after exposure, but may vary
from 1 week to 1 year after exposure, depending on the location of entry of the virus and the viral load. In rare cases, the
incubation period can last up to 7 years, and if left untreated and without appropriate medical care such as vaccination,
the disease progresses into a coma state and ultimately leads to death [5, 6, 7].

Rabies is responsible for 60,000 human deaths every year globally [8], and the effective management of rabies in
low- and middle-income countries (LMICs) in Asia and Africa is often hindered by the lack of timely and accurate
information on rabies cases in both humans and animals [9, 10]. The actual number of fatalities caused by rabies virus
(RABYV) infections in LMICs is believed to be underestimated, and the dynamics of rabid dog populations are poorly
understood [10]. For example, a study conducted by [11] revealed that the mortality rate attributed to human rabies
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in the United Republic of Tanzania was significantly higher than what has been officially reported. By analyzing the
active surveillance data on bite incidence, the researchers estimated an annual mortality rate of 1499 deaths, with a
confidence interval spanning from 891 to 2238 deaths. This indicates an annual incidence of 4.9 deaths per 100,000
population, ranging from 2.9 to 7.2 deaths per 100,000.

The understanding and control of contagious diseases, such as rabies, have been significantly enhanced through the
application of mathematical models. This analytical tool has proven to be instrumental in the prediction and analysis
of various phenomena, enabling medical experts to structure their approach towards disease management. Researchers
in different countries have developed numerous mathematical models to study the transmission dynamics of rabies
in dog populations [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17], as well as interactions between dog and human populations [18, 19, 20],
and even among dog, human, and other animal populations [12, 21, 22]. These studies have identified several factors
that influence the dynamics of rabies within their respective countries, and have addressed various strategies to control
the disease. The results of these studies can help guide public health officials and medical professionals in developing
effective measures to prevent and manage rabies outbreaks.

However, most of these studies have not given enough attention to the impact of environmental factors such as
urbanization, deforestation, and encroachment into wildlife habitats. These factors can result in increased interactions
between humans, domestic animals, and wildlife, which together make up a population of approximately 900 million
worldwide. This, in turn, increases the risk of rabies transmission [7, 23]. The movement of infected animals, whether
domestic or wild, also contributes to the spread of the virus. Infected animals can travel long distances, introducing
the virus to new areas or re-establishing it in regions where it was previously under control. Studies by [24, 25] have
documented how these factors can result in increased contact between humans and domestic animals, further facilitating
the spread of the virus.

This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 outlines a deterministic mathematical model describing the dynamics
of rabies. Section 3 focuses on analyzing the proposed model. Real-world data is then used in Section 4 for model
fitting and parameter estimation, while Section 5 covers the implementation of numerical simulations. Sections 6 and
7 are dedicated to the discussion and conclusion of the study, respectively.

2. Model Formulation and Model Analysis

In this study, we formulate a mathematical model using ordinary differential equations by incorporating the
interactions between susceptible individuals, infectious dogs, and the environment [13, 17, 26, 27]. The model
considers the influence of contact rate which represents the frequency of encounters between susceptible individuals
and infectious dogs. In particular, using mathematical simulations, we examine how rabies spreads and persists under
various contact rate and environmental impact scenarios, which helps us better comprehend and predict how rabies
spreads.

2.1. Model formulation

We divide the model into three settings: the human population, the dog population, and rabies viruses in the
environment. The dog population is divided into two subgroups: free-range dogs, defined as dogs in a public area
and not under direct human control, such as stray dogs, street dogs, feral dogs, village dogs and wild dogs, as well as
domestic dogs, defined as dogs who are under human control.

The free-range dog population, defined by N, was divided into three compartments. First compartment were
susceptible free-range dogs denoted as S, that were group of free-range dogs free of infection but could get infected
after adequate contact with either infected free-range dogs (I F), infected domestic dogs (I D) or the environment
containing rabies virus (M). The second compartment was exposed free-range dogs (E F), which included all the
free-range dogs who had contracted the disease but could not transmit the disease and had no symptoms of rabies
infections. The third compartment were infected free-range dogs (I F) made up of dogs who had contracted the disease
with fully developed rabies symptoms and were infectious.

The domestic dog population, defined by N, was divided into four compartments. First compartment is susceptible
domestic dogs, denoted by S5, who were not infected but could get infected after adequate contact with either infected
free-range dogs, infected domestic dogs or environment that contains rabies virus. The second compartment were
exposed domestic dogs (E D), who had contracted the disease but could not transmit the disease and did not have
disease symptoms. The third compartment is infectious domestic dogs (I D), who had contracted the disease and were
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infectious. The fourth compartment is recovered domestic dogs, denoted by R, who get post-exposure prophylaxis
after contract with rabies infectious agent and develop temporary immunity.

The human population, denoted by N g, was divided into four compartments. First compartment were humans who
had not acquired the rabies infection but could get if they adequately contacted with infectious free-range dogs, domestic
dogs or contaminated environment. The second compartment were exposed human (E H), who had contracted the
disease but could not transmit it and do not have symptoms of infection. The third compartment is the infected human
(I H ) , who had contracted the rabies virus and were showing all the symptoms of rabies and were, therefore, infectious.
The fourth compartment are recovered human beings, denoted by Ry, who get post-exposure prophylaxis after they
contact and developed temporary immunity.

The environment represents the virus causing rabies, that are in the physical object or any other materials in the
environment. These virus containing material are considered as virus transmitting media or the infectious agent denoted
as M(1).

2.1.1. Description of Model Interaction
Susceptible humans are constantly recruited at a rate of §;. When they come into adequate contact with I, I, or
the virus in the environment, individuals in the S category become infected at rates 7, 7,, and 73, respectively:

X1 = (TIIF+72[D+T31(M)) SH

After contracting rabies infections, susceptible humans become exposed individuals, denoted by E, typically for 1 to 3
months. Those in the Ef; category, who receive post-exposure prophylaxis, recover at the rate f,. Since post-exposure
prophylaxis does not confer permanent immunity, individuals in the Ry category can lose immunity and become
susceptible again at the rate f;. The remaining proportion of the exposed class progresses to the infectious state 1 at
arate f;. Infected humans can die due to the disease at a rate ;. All human compartments experience natural death at
arate of y;.

Susceptible free-range dogs are constantly recruited at a rate of 6,. Dogs in the Sy category become infected
when they come into adequate contact with I, Ip, or the rabies virus in the environment, at the rates k, k,, and k3,
respectively:

1= (k1 + K501 + K34 (M) Sp.

After contracting the rabies infections, susceptible free-range dogs progress to Ey for 1 to 3 months. The exposed
free-range dogs then progress to infectious state I at a rate y. The infected free-range dogs can die due to the disease
at arate ¢,. All free-range dog compartments experience natural death at a rate of p,.

Susceptible domestic dogs are recruited constantly at a rate 65; S become infected when they either adequately
contact I, Ip, or the virus in the environment at the rates y, y, and y3, respectively, since domestic dogs are under
human control:

vilp volp V3
B=\7 +
+p1 1+p 1+ps

A (M)) Sh.

After contracting a rabies infection, domestic dogs enter a state E,, where they stay for several months at a rate of ;.
If dogs in the Ep, category receive post-exposure prophylaxis, they move to the Ry, category at a rate of y,. However,
post-exposure prophylaxis does not provide permanent immunity, and dogs in the R, category can lose their immunity
and become susceptible again at a rate of y;. Meanwhile, the remaining proportion of the exposed class progresses to
the infectious state I, at a rate of y,. Infected domestic dogs can die from the disease at a rate of o5. All compartments
of domestic dogs experience natural death at a rate of 5.

The virus causing rabies that are in the environment are recruited through shedding from the infectious free-range
dogs, domestic dogs and humans at the rates v,, v3 and v, respectively:

04= (V]IH+V21F+V3ID)M.

The viruses are removed from the environment at a rate fi4.

Figure 1 provides a concise representation of the interactions among the environment, humans, free-range dogs,
and domestic dogs, which depict the dynamics of the rabies disease.

Based on the description of the model parameters and their connections to the state variables, we formulate a model
in the form of a system of ordinary differential equations, as presented in the model equation (1):
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Figure 1: Flow diagram for rabies transmission among human, free range and domestic dogs with parameters.

Sp =01 +0hRy—mSy—xn
Eﬂ =)(1—(/41+ﬁ1+ﬁ2)EH
Iy =P Ep— (o1 +m) Iy
Ry =PHEy—(f3+m)Ry

S:F =0, — 1» — oSk
EF = (m+7) Ef
Iy =vEp—(m+oy)Ip . (1)

Sp =603-m3Sp—x3+713Rp
Ep =xr—(m3+7+n)Ep
Ip =1Ep—(m+o3)lp
Rp =nEp—(um+r)Rp

M =(VIIH+V2[F+V3ID)—[I4M

subject to non-negative conditions

Sy©0)>0, Ey0)>0, I50)>0, Ry©0) >0, Sp0)>0, Ep0)>0, Ip(0)>0,
Sp0)>0, Ep0)>0, Ip0)>0, Rp©0) >0,
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and where

/1/1 = (TIIF+TZID+T3A(M)) SH’
X = (K]IF+K2[D+K3A(M)) SF’

vilp  wlp w3
= AM)) Sy,
43 <1+p1 1+p2 1+p3 ( )> b
Ay =M
M+ C

2.2. Model analysis

Since the model (1) monitors the human and dog populations, we assume that the model’s state variable and

parameters are non-negative for V¢ > 0.

2.2.1. Model’s invariant region
Theorem 1 gives the invariant region of the rabies model.

Theorem 1. The solution of the rabies model system (1) is uniformly bounded if Q € R1+2 andQ=QypUQpUQEFU

Q) € RY xR3 xRY x R, where

0

3 . 6
Qp = (SF,EF,IF)ER+.OSNF§”— ,
2

4 b5
Qp =1 (Sp.Ep.Ip.Rp) €ER} : 0< Ny < e
3

and Q is the positive invariant region.

Proof. Consider the population of the human from equation (1) as
dNy dSy dEy dly dRpy

= + + + .
dt dt dt dt dt
Then, the sum of the total population in equation (2) implies that
Thus, the equation (3) becomes
dN
d_tI{ 201_(SH+EH+1H+RH)M1
But Ny = Sy + Eg + Iy + Ry and equation (4) is then written as
dNg
—— =60, - Ngyu,.
dt 1 HHM1

From the integrating factor we have

t
St ;
Nyg@) =eo = et

Then, for ¢+ — 0 equation (5) gives

0, 0 0,
Ny <2 +ce® = Ny -~ <c.
H1 H1

@

3)

“

(&)

Q)
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By simplifying equation (6) and performing simple manipulations, we have

4 0
1

Using the same procedures for free-range and domestic dogs, we have

— 3. 92 _ 4 . 93
Q, =12 (Sp.Ep.Ip) €ER} :0<SNp<—= ¢, Qp =1 (Sp.Ep.Ip.Rp) €R} : 0<S Ny < — .
M H3
Regarding the environment that contains the rabies virus, we consider equation (6) in the model system (1) as
M =(V11H+V21F+V3ID)—H4M. (7)
. 0, 0, 05 . 0, 0, 05 .
Since Ny < —, Np £ —, and N, < —, it follows that I; < —, I < —, and I, < —. Thus, equation (7)
M1 H3 H3 H1 Ho H3
becomes
. 0 0
M S<u+ﬂ+ﬂ>_ﬂ4M.
Hy Ha H3
Now, let Y be the unique solution to the initial value problem, such that
. v,0 V0 V40
Y 11+22+33>—ﬂ4M,f0rt>0,
Hy Hy H3 ®)
Y(0) = M(©).
By using the integration factor, equation (8) becomes
v,0 v, 0 v, 0 v, 0 v, 0 v, 0 1
M(z)g<“+“+33>i+<M(0)—<”+“+33>—>. )
M Ha H3 Hy Hi Ha H3 Hy
As t — oo, the expression (M ) - (‘/Li + Viﬁ + %) ”ie’”’ ) in equation (9) goes to zero, and we have
1 2 3 4
vi0 V50 2Y)
Ms<”+“+33>i. (10)
Hy H H3 Hy

Equation (10) gives

0v Orvy,  O3v3
M (t) < Q) = max + + , M (0) ».
HiHs  MoM4  H3H4

Thus, the model system (1) is biologically and mathematically meaningful with its solution relying on the region Q. [

2.2.2. Positivity of the solution
For the model system (1) to be epidemiologically meaningful and well-posed, we need to prove that the state
variables are non-negative for all 7 > 0.

Theorem 2. Let {SH(O), Eg(0),15(0),Rg(0),S£(0), ER(0),1£(0), Sp(0), Ep(0),I5(0),Rp(0), M(O)} € Rf. Then
the set of solutions

{Sg®.Eg®). 151, Ry®),Sp®), Ep®),1p1), Sp@), Ep(1),Ip(1), Rp(1), M(1)}

of the model system (1) is positive V¢ > 0.
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Proof. Consider the human subpopulation of the model system (1). We have
dSy

o =0, + MRy — i, Sy — (1 p + 1ol p + 134(M)) Sy (11)
Then equation (11) is presented as
dSy
7Z_(T11F+T2ID+T3A(M)+[41)SH (12)

which, separating and integrating equation (12) on both sides, gives

t

ds
/S_HZ/_(TIIF+T2ID+T3)”(M)+:“1)ds (13)
H
0

Therefore, from equation (13), we have

'
[ =(zr1Ip+rod p+r3 AM)+py )d's
Sy > Sy 0)e0 > 0. (14)

Thus, S is positive for all f > 0. Using the same procedure from equations (11) to (14), we have
Ey > Eg(0)e™Wththl 5 0, [ > 1,;(0)e~ @11 > 0, Ry > Ry (0)e" M1+ > 0,

Sp > Sp(0)efs W+ lprsdM) s 5 0 > EL(0)e"#4 > 0, [ > [p(0)e 20! 5 0,

t_vilp  wvaip w3
Jo ~(CTE+ 332 + T AM)+us))ds

Sp = Sp0e >0, Ep > Ep(0)e~ s+t 5
Rp > Rp(0)e™ #3473 > 0, I, > Ip(0)e™#593)" > 0, M > M(0)e 4" > 0.

Thus, the set of solutions {SH(I), Eqy(t),Ig@), Rg(t),Sp®), Ep(t), Ir(®),Sp®), Ep(®), Ip(t), Rp(1), M(t)} of the
model system (1) is positive V¢ > 0. ]

2.2.3. Disease free equilibrium point (DFE)
The DFE, denoted as &, is defined as the point at which there is no disease in a given population. To obtain &; in
the model system (1), we consider all infectious compartments to be equal to zero:

A oH e AR D D dt dt — dt  dr  dt  dt  dt

such that
0 =6, —u Sy,
O = 92 - ﬂzSF, (15)
0 =0;—-u3Sp.

Hence, the DFE point & is derived through the mathematical rearrangement of the equation (15) as

0 0 0
— 0 0 70 0 0 0 70 ¢O 0 70 pO0 0\ _ 1 2 3
8()_(SH7EH7IHaRH’SF’EINIFaSlyEDaIDrRH,M )—(M_I,O,O,O,M_Z,O,O,#_S,O,O,O,O>.
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2.2.4. The basic reproduction number R
The R, predicts whether rabies will spread across the community or die out. If R, < 1, it means that every

infectious individual will cause less than one secondary infection, hence the disease will die out in the community.
If Ry > 1, it means that every infectious individual will cause more than one secondary infection, leading to the
persistence of rabies in the entire population. In order to determine R > 1, the next generation operator, as applied
by [28, 29, 30], and the Jacobian Matrix are used:

dx;

- =Fi- (- @),
where 7 is the new infections in the compartment i while Vl.+ and V" are the transfer terms in and out of the
compartment i, respectively. From equation (1) we define 7; and V; by

Ip + 1 lp+13A(M)) S
(aulr + 72 DO A (M) Sy (#1+ B+ p) Eg
o1 +mu) Iy =P Ey
Kilp+x,Ip+K3A(M)) S ( !
(11 p 2fo 55 (M)) Sp (uy+7) Ep
Pzl rwite  wly | ws . V= (42 +02) Ip — 7 Ef (16)
l+p, 1+4p +1+p AM) | Sp (u3+711+12) Ep
! 2 0 3 (#3+63) Ip =1 Ep
0 M4M—(VIIH+V2[F+V3ID)
The Jacobian Matrices F and V' at the disease free equilibrium point &; is given by equation (17):
JdF; (& aV; (&
F= LO)’ = M‘ (17)
ox; 0x;
From equation (16), F at DFE point & is given in equation (18):
000 Do, 2hoy
Hi Hi
0 0O 0 0 0 0
000 N2 o, BLH O
oF; (80) —F= Ha H (18)
ox; -7 71000 0 0 0 0
0 0
000 A5 o BB
(1+p1) 3 (1+p) 13
0 0O 0 0 0 0
0 0O 0 0 0 0

In the linearized system (18), the entry F;; represents the rate at which individuals in the infected state j give rise
to or develop new infections in individuals in the infected state i, with reference to the infected states indexed by i and
jfori,je{1,2,3,4,5,6,7}. As aresult, when a person in an infected condition j does not instantly produce any new
instances in an infected state i, we have F;; = 0. Similarly, V" at DFE point & is given in equation (19):

m+p+p 0 0 0 0 0 0

-p op+u O 0 0 0 0

avi (80) 0 0 125 +vy 0 0 0 0
— =V = 0 0 =Y Hytoy 0 0 0 (19)

0x; 0 0 0 0 i+y+y, 0 0

0 0 0 0 -7 Hz+o3 0

0 -V 0 -V, 0 —V3 Uy
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The inverse of matrix V is easily obtained using Maple software, and its result is given as

1
RV 0 0 0 0 0 0
A ! 0 0 0 0 0

(o1#+u1) (11 +P1+5) o1+
0 0 L 0 0 0 0
Hoty
0 0 v L 0 0 0
vol= () (at) 0y + 0, . (20)
0 0 0 0 ! 0 0
w3+ri+r
0 0 0 0 4 L o
(u3+03) (M3 +7i+7) H3to3

Vi 21 VoY Vo V311 v3 1

(o1+1)) (i +1+82) s (or+u) s (o+r)(pator)ps (Hator) g (u3+o3)(ps+ri+r2)ps (u3+03)ps pa

In the context of computing the basic reproduction number R, in epidemiology, the (V' ~1), ; obtained in equation (20)
represents the generation matrix. The generation matrix describes the expected number of newly infected individuals
that a single infectious individual in each of the different susceptible classes generates. Meanwhile, the diagonal

elements represent the rate of leaving the corresponding susceptible class due to other causes such as recoveries

1 1 and 1

. . . . . Ui+ P +By my+y M3+}/1+72’
respectively, represent the average incubation period for rabies in humans, free-range dogs, and domestic dogs.
1

Ui +oy Hwytoy

caused by administration of post-exposure prophylaxis (PEP). In particular,

and
U3 + 03

free-range dog, and domestic dog in the infectious state, and — is the average time the rabies virus spends in the

Meanwhile,

, respectively, represent the average time spent by an infective human,

environment. The next-generation matrix is then calculated by

00 7101y 710, 7’-2917/ 7,60,
w1 (pa+y)(pa+o2) #1(utos) m (M3 +7,+ 72) (M3 + 63) 1 (u3+os)
00 0 0 0 0 0
00 K16py K16y K10y K16,
o (ua+y)(Ha+oy) Ha(pp+0) Ha(p3+y1+72)(u3+o3) Ha(p3+o3)
Fv='=l90 0 0 0 0 0
v 93 14 w103 I11203 /4 Y03
00 ; ;
(1 + P1) M3 (M2 + 7/) (/42 + 62) (1+p1)u3(ur+02) (l + pz) M3 (/,43 +y, + yz) (/,43 + 53) (1+p2)u3 (w3 +03)
00 0 0 0 0 0
00 0 0 0 0 0
The expression of matrix FV ! can be presented as
0 0 Ry Ry Rys R O
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 R3;3 R34 R3s R3¢ 0
Fv='=l0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (1)
0 0 Ry3 Ryy Rss Ry O
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Ry = 710,y Ry = 7,0, Rys = 750y Ry = 7,0, )
#y (Ha +Kyg (yﬂz +0) "‘(“2:’2 Hy (13 +1 + 72’2 (0M3y+ o3) i (13 +K630)
R = 102 CRy=_— "M% o 102 Ry =%
33 H (/42 + 7) (/429“‘ 02) 34 Hy (/42 + 52) 350 Hy (ﬂ3 tr+ 72) (/43 + 0'3) % 0/42 (/43 + "3)
Y1037 Y103 YrU3y
Rex = . Re = . Rec = ,
> (1+p1)(u02+y) (m+ox)ms 0 (T+p)m(ma+0) > (14p) (ms+71+7) (13 +03)
_ Y,HU3
T (L) s (43 + 03) )
(22)

From equation (21), we obtain the eigenvalues as

(=N eleNe Nl

1 1 1 2 2

1 1 1 2 2
1Rss+ 3Ry — 5\/R33 — 2Ry3Rss + 4Rys Rz + R,

The (i, k) element of the FV'~! of the next generation matrix represents the expected number of secondary infections
in the compartment i caused by individuals in compartment k, assuming that the individual’s environments remain
consistent throughout the infection. It is worth noting that the F¥~! matrix is non-negative, meaning it has a non-
negative eigenvalue. This non-negative eigenvalue corresponds to a non-negative eigenvector that represents the
distribution of infected individuals who generate the highest number of secondary infections per generation, also known
as R. According to [31], the basic reproduction number R is the largest eigenvalue of the next generating matrix,
being given by

Ro=p(FV').

Therefore, the spectral radius of the next generation matrix is

(Rss + Ra3) + \/ Ry3 (R33 = 2Rss) + 4Rys Rss + R,

p(FV™!) = >

(23)

2.2.5. Local sensitivity analysis
Local sensitivity analysis seeks to determine how each parameter P; affects the R, and is determined by
normalizing the sensitivity indices as approached by [32, 33]:

Ry ORo P

= X —, 24
Ip, P, * Ry (24)

where R, is the rabies basic reproduction number. Therefore, utilizing equation (24) and the parameter values from
Table 1,
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Table 1: Model parameters, their description and values.

Parameters Description Value (Year™ ) Source

0, Recruitment rate Sy 2000 (Estimated)
T The rate that .Sy gets infection from I 0.0004 [10]

Ty The rate that Sy gets infection from I, 0.0004 [10]

T3 The rate that Sy gets infection from M [0.0003 0.0100] (Estimated)
N Progression rate out of Ey to Iy é [10, 32]

b Recovery rate of Ey [0.54 1] [12, 32]

b Rate of immunity loss of humans 1 (Estimated)
My Natural death rate of humans 0.0142 [34, 35]

o] Disease induced death rate for I 1 [12, 32]

0, Recruitment rate of free-range dogs 1000 (Estimated)
K| The rate that .S gets infection from I 0.00006 (Estimated)
Ky The rate that S gets infection from I, 0.00005 (Estimated)
K3 The rate that S gets infection from M [0.00001 0.00003] (Estimated)
y The rate that S gets infection from I é [10, 12, 32]
0y Disease induced death rate of 5 0.09 [32, 36]

Hy Natural mortality rate of free-range dogs 0.067 (Estimated)
05 Recruitment rate of domestic dog population 1200 (Estimated)
Yy The rate that .S gets infection from I, 0.0004 [24, 36]

Yy The rate that S, gets infection from I 0.0004 [7]

78 The rate that S, gets infection from M 0.0003 (Estimated)
U3 Natural death rate for domestic dog population 0.067 (Estimated)
o3 Disease induced death rate for I, 0.08 [32]

71 The rate at which E becomes I, é [10, 32]

1) Recovery rate of Ep, 0.09 [32]

73 Rate of loss of temporary immunity for R, 0.05 (Estimasted)
v Environmental virus shedding rate from I 0.001 (Estimated)
Vo Environmental virus shedding rate from I 0.006 (Estimated)
12 Environmental virus shedding rate from I, 0.001 (Estimated)
Hy Natural removal rate of rabies from the environment (.08 (Estimated)
P The deterrent coefficient of domestic dog from Iy 10 [37]

P The deterrent coefficient of domestic dog from I, 8 (Estimated)
23 The deterrent coefficient of domestic dog from M 15 (Estimated)
C Concentration of rabies in the environment 0.003 (PFU)/mL (Estimated)

we calculate the sensitivity indices for each parameter, as indicated in Table 2.

Parameter  Sensitivity Index Parameter Sensitivity Index

71 -0.105552 ] +0.051422
Y2 -0.056998 72 +0.005436
K| +0.897120 Ky +0.051422
Hy -1.616021 P1 -0.046747
M3 -0.105358 2 -0.004832
0y -0.540654 03 -0.05144

0, +0.941420 05 +0.056858

Table 2: Sensitivity indices for R,.
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The findings from the research presented in Table 2 are significant and provide crucial insights. This study
highlights that an increase in the values of the rabies model parameters, including v, y», k;, and «,, results in a
proportional rise in the magnitude of R. This indicates that careful consideration of these parameters is essential in
predicting the transmission dynamics of the disease. Furthermore, the study also reveals that an increase in the values
of parameters such as yy, v2, 4y, U3, P1, P2. 0o, and o3 leads to a decrease in the magnitude of R. This implies that
controlling the spread of the disease can be achieved by adjusting these parameters. It is noteworthy that a 20% increase
in any of the parameters y, y», k|, Or k, corresponds exactly to a 20% increase in the value of R,.

2.3. Existence of the steady state solution

The endemic equilibrium point is the steady state where rabies is present in humans, free-range dogs, and
domestic dogs. To find this point, we set the equations of the model system (1) to zero and solve the resulting system
simultaneously. The state variables for each compartment are represented by

E(Sy. E;. Iy Ry Sy, Exy 15, Sy, Ep, Iy, Ry, M™).

Solving the first and the second equations in the model system (1) we have

_ RyPs—Syu +0,
H+ b+ B,

E (25)

By substituting (25) into the third and fourth equations of the model system (1), and solving for I; and Ry, we obtain
the following results:

. _h (RuBs = Sy +6,)

- (11 + B+ B,) (o +M1)’

B B (=S mi +6;)

BBy By + Bopy + s+ 2

(26)

*
H

Upon substitution of R*H of (26) into (25), the following results are obtained:

. (Sgmi+ B+ Bt —0) (m+6) By (B3 + u3) (Syu = 6,)
. = I = . @7)

E
B3b> (o) +y1)2((ﬂ1 + o+ B3) 11 + 1)

From (25), (26) and (27), it can be derived that

_ Br(01(B5 + pu3)(oy + M1)2 + (B3 + u3)(oy + ﬂl)z(ﬁ1 + By + B3))

R*
" By + 3)(0y + 2 + 2By + By + B3) + i By s
= B1(B5 + u3)(o + M1)2(ﬁ1 + By + B3y + B1hs(oy + M1)2

H (o1 + up*((By + By + B3)uy + 153)
_ b1 (B3 + u3)(oy + M1)2ﬁ3 = 0,(fs + p3)(o + Ml)2
(o1 + u)*((By + By + B)uy + B153)

)

_ (1y + B3)(01(B3 + pu3)(o) + /41)2 + (B3 + pu3)(oy + /41)2(.31 + py + B3)

Ey 2
Hy + By + By + B)uy + P15
+ ps(oq + M1)2 — (B3 + u3)(oy + M1)2ﬂ3
ui + By + By + B3)py + By B3
st = i+ (=B =P = B3 +0,) m + ((Ej; = 1) = By +91)ﬂ3_

M (Hl +ﬁ3)

J
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Rewriting (23) as
Ry*> = (Ry— 1) (Ry3 — Rss) + Rs3 + Rss + RysR
0 0 33 55 33 55 350853,

where R33, Rss, R3s and Rs; are defined in (22),

2 x160py K16pr
(s +73) Ro™=(Ro=1) M2(M2+}’)(M2+‘72)+l+“2(l‘2+7)(”2+‘72) ¥
3 3 0,+0, 1
1% =
D 3 D2 ’
i+ (1 +r+rstos+ Du; +0;
2 _ _ K167y __xby >
¥ _ (43 +03) <(R0 (Ry 1)M2(M2+J’)(ll2+02) +1+ llz(ﬂz"'}')(llz"'”z))(H3 +73) g
b 3t + ( +ra+r3+ 03+ Dus? + (32 + (L +03)r3 + (L +03) (1 + vz + 13(r303 + 71)’
K16y K16py
(R2—(Ry—1) + 14+ —2—)(u3 + 03)03 | 1y
R* = < 0 * T+ + o) Falba)toy) 7S T 3T
D= )
pd+ (i +rtrtos+1) w2+ 0447 (r303+71)
* 2 *
. —Epp® + ((=r1 —r—13) Ejy +03) i3 — 13 (1 Ejy — 63)
D —_ 9’
M3 (#3 + 7/3)
I*_ }/E;; S*_ (—}/—[lz) E;+92 M*_V3I*D+VZI;;+V1[;<'I
F - b F - ) - b
Hy + 0y M Hy
K10y w1y )
Q1 =
py (3 + 71+ 1) (M3 +03) i3 (L+p1) (my +7) (112 +03)
_ wor1 Ry
(1+p2) (3 + 71 +72) (43 + 03)
Yar (
Qz = ’
(14 p2) (43 + 71 +72) (13 +03)
O3 = (7/32 + (L +03)r3 + (1 +063)(r + r2)uz + r3(r303 + 71,
0s=(r3"+(1+03) 13+ (1+03) (11 +712)) h3.

The endemic equilibrium point of the rabies disease persists if E, Ep, Ep > 0and Ry > 1, as summarized in
Theorem 3.

Theorem 3. The system model (1) has a unique endemic equilibrium E* if Ry > 1 and Ef, Ep, Ep > 0.

3. Stability Analysis

We begin by studying the local stability of the disease free equilibrium (DFE) point (Section 3.1). Then, we
investigate its global stability (Section 3.2). The stability of the endemic equilibrium is given in Appendix A.

3.1. Local stability of the disease free equilibrium point
We prove local stability of the disease free equilibrium point with the help of the Routh—Hurwitz criterion.

Theorem 4. The DFE point & is locally asymptotically stable if R, < 1 and all eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix
(J (80)) evaluated at &, have negative real parts.

Proof. We need to show that all the eigenvalues of the matrix J (80) in equation (28) of the model system (1) at the
DFE point have negative real parts. Subsequently, since the endemic equilibrium exists if, and only if, Ry < 1, we
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utilize the Jacobian matrix at the disease-free state J (60), which is expressed as

where

-# 00
0 —al 0
0 p —a
0 p O
0o 0 O
0O 0 O
0O 0 O
0o 0 O
0o 0 O
0O 0 O
0O 0 O
0 0 \/1

0 0
0 0
0 0
—as 0
0 —u
0 O
0 O
0 O
0 0
0 O
0 O
0 0

0

=)

(=)

710,
Hi
7,0,

M

0

0
K10,
Ty
K16y
My

_a5

V103

_M3 (1+py)

ll/193
s (1+p1)

Va

0

0

ar=p+p+p ay=p+op, a3=p3+ps, ay=py +v,
as = Hy + 0y, ag = {3 t Yyt a7 = H3+ 03, ag = 3 +7;3.

_nb
H1

7,0,
Hi
0

0

_kaby
Ho

K0,
Mo

1%

s (1+p2)

w205
s (1+p7)

_a7

4]

—ag

0

—Hy

(28)

The first, fourth, fifth, eighth, and twelfth columns of the matrix (J(£0)) in equation (28) contain the diagonal terms.
It is obvious from the eigenvalues A; = —py, 1y = —az, 3 = —py, Ay = —psz, and A5 = —py, respectively. Thus, the
matrix (J(&)) reduces to

—a; O
b —ay
0 O
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0

_as

v163

0

—a
ws(1+p1) 0 w3(1+01)

0
0

14
72

nh
M
0 0
K0y
12
0 0
L)
—a7 0
O —ag

(29)
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Again, the second and seventh columns of the matrix (J(£0)) in (29) contain the diagonal terms. It is obvious from

the eigenvalues g = —a, and A; = —ag. Thus, the matrix (J(&))) reduces to

—a, 0 Aa% o 2%
1 M1 M1
0 —a, kK0 g Kb
H H
J(&)=l 0 y -as 0 0 (30)
yi63 g y03
uz(1+p1) 6 u3(14+p1)
0 O 0 Y —ay

Again, the first column of the matrix (J (80)) in equation (30) contains the diagonal term, and it is obvious from
eigenvalues Ag = —a,. Thus, the matrix (J (80)) reduces to

K16p 0 K6

4 H2 H2
y —as O 0
4 (80> - w103 woy | 1)

u3(1+p1) —% n3(1+p1)
0 0 Yy —a

Computing the eigenvalues of the given matrix J (&) in equation (31) involves solving the characteristic polynomial
equation

P (A) =det(J(&) — AI) =0,
where [ is the identity matrix and 4 represents the eigenvalues. Thus,
M+ +CA2+Ca+C=0. (32)

Equations (28), (29), and (30) evidence that 4, A,, 43, 44, 45, 46, A7, and Ag exhibit negative real parts. By applying
the Routh—Hurwitz criterion, the other four eigenvalues of the matrix equation (31) will also have negative real parts
if all coefficients in equation (32) are greater than zero. Then,

-
Ci=a;+ag+as+a, >0,
C2 = -y bl -y b4 + asay + aeay + aray + aegas + a-as + a-aq > 0,
P
C; = ((a6 +aj)as —y by + a7a6) a, + (—y by + a7a6) as —y by(ag +a;) > 0,

C= y2b1b4 - yzbzbg - ya4a5b4 - ya6a7b1 + a4a5a6a7 > 0,

S

where
(= k16 b, = _wib
! M2 T2 us(1 +P1)7
by = K20, P V03
(P Y T L+ )

Since all eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix (J (&))) evaluated at &) have negative real parts, the model system (1)
at the & is locally asymptotically stable if R, < 1. [
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3.2. Global stability of the DFE point
We prove the global stability of the DFE point & of the rabies model (1) using the theorem described by [38]. To
apply the theorem, we write the model system (1) as

dyY.

dtb =Gy (Y, - Y (&)) +GY,,
Y Gy

- = GY

where Y is the vector representing the compartments that do not transmit the rabies disease, and Y; symbolizes the
rabies-transmitting vector compartments. In the case of G,, if G, is a Metzler matrix (i.e., the off-diagonal entries of G,
are non-negative), and G, has real negative eigenvalues, the rabies-free equilibrium is globally asymptotically stable.
Based on the model system (1), we have Y, = (Sy , Ry . Sp .Sp . RD)T, Y, =(Ey .1y .Ep . Ip Ep . Ip ,M)T
and

6,
Sy ——
Hi
Ry
0,
Y=Y (&) =| Sp=-~ |
Ho
03
Sp——
H3
Rp
—H b3 0 0 0
0 0 0 —us 73
0 0 0 0 —(u3+73)
The eigenvalues of the matrix Gy are Ay = 3, Ay = py, A3 = py, Ay = — (U3 +73), As = — (B3 + p; ), while
000 28, 2o
M1 My
pr 0 0 0 0 0 0
0
G=[0o oo =2 o 22 o]
H2 Ho
0 0
0 0 0 Y103 0 YoUs3 0
us (1+py) s (14 p7)
0 0 O 0 Y2 0 0
— Yy, — - 716, 7,0,
H 'Bl 'HZ 0 0 Hi 0 H 0
ﬂl —0'1 - /41 0 0 0 O O
_ _ K192 K102
0 0 Hy— Y p 0 o 0
G, = 0 0 Y —py — 0, 0 0 0
v163 o 1)
0 0 0 u3(1+p1) I C RPN (T 0
O O O O Y —H3 — 03 O
0 Vl 0 V2 0 V3 —ﬂ4
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Since the eigenvalues of the G, are negative and the off diagonal of the Metzler matrix G, are non-negative, then the
rabies DFE point is globally asymptotically stable.

4. Model fitting and parameter estimation

After conducting model analysis of the dynamics and qualitative outcomes of the rabies model, it is essential to
accurately determine the model’s parameters for making quantitative predictions within a limited time frame using real-
world data [39]. In this study, we employed the non-linear least squares method (NLSM) to estimate the parameters of
model equation (1). To achieve this, we generated synthetic data that represented the expected disease spread patterns
at various time points, denoted as ¢#; [40]. These patterns were computed by numerically solving equation (1) with a
fifth-order Runge—Kutta method in the MATLAB environment, initializing the parameters with values from literature
denoted as ©; and initial condition for the number of S (0) = 142000, Eg (0) = 40, Iz (0) = 0, Rz (0) = 0,
Sp (0) = 15000, Ep (0) = 25, I (0) = 0, Rp (0) =0, S¢ (0) = 12500, Eg (0) = 20, I (0) = 0, and M (0) = 90.
In order to generate the rabies dataset RD (ti @,») we added random Gaussian noise #; (t,» G)i) measurements to the
data, simulating real-world dynamics where measurement errors are common. Thus the observed/actual dependent
data were given as

Y, =RD (1; ©,)+n, (t; ©;) foreachtime 1, €[1, n].

The parameter values YY of Table | were determined by minimizing the sum of squared residuals expressed as

YY(®) = min Z(Yi —Y)?
k=1

between the model solutions (Y') obtained through solving the rabies (1) model using the real parameters from the
generated data and the synthetic data (Y;) generated by introducing random Gaussian noise to the model output
RD (t; ©;) [39]. The estimated parameter values were then used to fit the data (), and the resulting best fits are
depicted in Figure 2(a)—(d) and the resulting estimated parameters given in Table 1.

5. Numerical Simulations

In this section, we employed the ode45 method available in MATLAB software to numerically solve a model
system (1) using parameters presented in Table 1 along with the initial conditions Sy (0) = 142000, Ey (0) = 40,
15 (0) =0, Ry (0) =0, .S, (0) = 15000, E (0) = 25, I5(0) = 0, Rp(0) = 0, Sg(0) = 12500, E (0) = 20,
I (0) =0, and M (0) = 90. The objective is to illustrate the analytical findings discussed in earlier sections.

5.1. Impact of the periodic infection rate on the occurrence of rabies outbreaks

The periodic effect of rabies on bite incidence describes the cyclic variation in the number of dog bites within a
population due to recurrent outbreaks of rabies in dogs [41]. These outbreaks stem from the viral infection’s influence
on dog behavior, causing increased aggression and a propensity to bite. This cyclic pattern arises as rabies outbreaks
occur intermittently, influenced by factors like seasonal fluctuations, vaccination efforts, and animal movement. To
investigate on the effect of periodic infection for bite incidence, we employed the formula

Bite Incidence(t) = fean (1 + A sin(2zf + ¢)) SI,

where f, .., is the infection rate, A and f are the amplitude and the frequency of the sinusoidal variation, respectively,
¢ is the phase shift, S and [ are susceptible and infections, respectively, and

t t
~ period of control of outbreak T
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Figure 2: Scatter estimated with standard deviation of 0.05 and numerical simulation (solid) with confidence interval of
95%.

Therefore, to incorporate and unify the changing dynamics of rabies, transmission rates 7y, 7,, 73, Y1, ¥, ¥3, K1, K7,
K3, V1, Vo and v, as applied by [42], are considered as

. (2nmt . (2mt
T = T(mean) (1 + A, sin (T +¢)) s Wi = WYimean) (1 + A, sin <T + d))) s

. (2mt . (2mt
K,-:K(mean)(l+A,-sm<%+¢>), v[:v(mean)<l+A[s1n(%+¢>>,

for i=1,2and 3.

The results of bite incidence are presented in Figure 3(a)—(b), Figure 4(a)—(b), Figure 5(a)—(b), and Figure 6(a)—(b).

Figure 3(a)—(b), Figure 4(a)—(b), and Figure 5(a)—(b) illustrate that an increase in bite incidents leads to a rise in
the number of exposed and infected individuals while reducing the number of susceptible individuals in both human
and dog populations. Furthermore, all these figures demonstrate that the rabies outbreak, driven by a higher infection
rate, remains active within the first 20 years and, subsequently, exhibits periodic declines. This decline in the number
of infections is attributed to the decrease in the infection rate in both populations. On the other hand, Figure 6(a)—(b)
shows that an increase in the rate of shedding into the environment results in periodic rises in rabies contamination
within the environment. These scenarios highlight the significance of effective vaccination campaigns, responsible pet
ownership, and timely post-exposure prophylaxis for individuals who have been bitten. These measures are essential
for managing the public health impact of this periodic phenomenon, underscoring the importance of rabies control
strategies.

The results presented in Figure 7(a)—(b) demonstrate that the parameters y, y», k|, and k, have a positive impact
on the basic reproductive number, R,. The study reveals that changes in these parameters generate varying effects
on R, ranging from 1.8 to 2.0 and 1.2 to 2.4, respectively. These findings support the estimates provided by [18]
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Figure 3: The impact of human population bite incidence on the occurrence of periodic rabies outbreaks.
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Figure 4: The impact of free range dogs bite
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incidence on the occurrence of periodic rabies outbreaks.

14000 Domestic dogs with Periodic Infection Rate (Rabies Outbreaks) A %1074 Periodic Infection Rate (Bite I
s, -y
D 1
181 - ~ e
12000 [ Ep | rN S -—t
' 16F 1 \ , \ —
S 1 k Fol | ! ' ] \
.S 10000 1401 o~V -~ R
k] = 0y 1 rN
3 = L4 ’ (WA}
o L | o 12F 7 oy ’ 1
& 8000 £ A 1 v
2 T ' ] (Y ]
I3 c 1 \ 1
o 1 \
S 6000 | 1 £ | % 1! M
£ 8osf \ nd “ A
3 = \ r \ 1
E 06F - W y 4
8 4000 (- 1 . =N A N PSRN W !
’ Yo oy vt Y N
047 Y "o, N A
2000 [ J AT " \ { ’
0.2 s ! \ 4
{ ’ RN "
0 . ! . f . . f 0 . . . N 2 | . . ‘\ \Jl
0 10 20 3 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Time(Years) Time(Years)

(a)

(b)

Figure 5: The impact of domestic dogs bite incidence on the occurrence of periodic rabies outbreaks.

and suggest that intervention strategies can have a significant impact on the incidence of rabies in a given population.
Furthermore, the parameter values outlined in Table 1 indicate that increasing «y, k5, ¥, and y, corresponds to an
increase in R,.

M. Charles et al.: Preprint; final form is published in "Heliyon’ [https: // doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 5. heliyon. 2024 . e32012].
Page 19 of 30


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2024.e32012

1500 Environment with Periodic Infection Rate (Rabies Outbreaks) 00is Periodic shedding Rate (shedding Incidence)
T T T T T T T . T X T T T : 7N T T
7\ -
/i \ P \ 1
00161,y —
1 \
1 \ 1 \ - -
0.014F 4 \ |
1 \
1 1
1 \
1000 ~ 001211 \ 1
X 1 1
= 1 1
Qo \ I 1
T 001 - I - \ ]
i /Ny VRN
= < oo oy )
£ 0008 7 LY L v il
% ! vy [ v B
500 = 0.006 [/ iy 11 v s
Yy [ v !
\ 1 R !
0.004 /'\\ \\‘ " ,4\\ N l'
’ v "o/ S !
0.002 ¢ sy Sow 7
AR MR
0 L L L L L L L L L 0 L L \\ \4‘4 ‘ L L L \\ m;‘ ’
0 10 20 30 40 5 60 70 8 90 100 0 10 20 30 40 5 60 70 80 90 100
Time(Years) Time(Years)
(a) (b)

Figure 6: The impact of environment shedding incidence on the occurrence of periodic rabies outbreaks.

1.98
1.96
1.94

1.92

1.88

1.86

(a) Effect of R, with respect to x; and k. (b) Effect of R, with respect to y; and y,.

Figure 7: Effect of R, with respect to x,, k,, ¥;, and y,.

5.2. Effect of varying the most sensitive parameters
Now we investigate the impact of the contact rate between infectious agent and: (i) susceptible human; (ii) suscep-
tible domestic dogs; and (iii) free range dogs.

5.2.1. Impact of contact rate between infectious agent and susceptible human

The findings presented in Figure 8(a)—(c) demonstrate that the contact rates 7|, 7,, and 73 exert a significant
influence on the transmission dynamics among susceptible humans, infected free-range and domestic dogs, and
the environment. Nevertheless, it is noted that these dynamics ultimately reach a stable state after 80 years. This
underscores the crucial role of education and awareness in mitigating the transmission of rabies among the human
population by reducing contact between susceptible humans and sources carrying the rabies virus.

5.2.2. Impact of contact rate between infectious agent and susceptible domestic dogs
The findings presented in Figure 9(a)-(c) reveal that an increase in contact rates, denoted as yq, y,, and w3,
results in a higher prevalence of rabies in domestic dogs. After approximately 50 years, the number of infected dogs
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Figure 8: Simulation results of model (1) for I, with respect to 7, 7,, and 7;.

reaches a steady state, implying that mitigating the contact between susceptible, infected, and free-range dogs and the
environment carrying the rabies virus is critical to reduce the transmission of the disease.

5.2.3. Impact of contact rate between infectious agent and free range dogs

Figure 10(a) presents the finding that an increase in the contact rate k results in a higher number of susceptible free-
range dogs becoming infected, which suggests an inadequacy of control measures. Conversely, Figure 10(b) portrays
that a rise in the contact rate k, with free-range dogs leads to an increase in carriers and symptomatic infections. In
addition, Figure 10(c) indicates that an increase in the contact rate k5 between free-range dogs and the environment
yields a slight upsurge in the number of infectious individuals or carriers.

6. Discussion

Rabies is a fatal viral disease that can easily spread from an infected animal to a human, making it a significant public
health concern worldwide. Dogs are the primary reservoir and transmitter of rabies to humans, causing most human
cases. To understand the transmission dynamics of rabies and develop effective prevention and control strategies, a
study was conducted. The study aimed to create a deterministic model to investigate how changes in contact rates and
environmental conditions impact the spread of rabies. Mathematical tools such as Jacobian and Metzeler matrices were
used to conduct stability analyses and uncover the underlying dynamics of rabies transmission. The study also aimed
to determine the relationship between contact rates, environmental factors, and the basic reproduction number R,
which is a crucial indicator of disease spread. By gaining insights into the complex dynamics of rabies transmission,
the study hopes to contribute to the development of targeted and sustainable strategies for its prevention and control.
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Figure 10: Simulation results of model (1) for I with respect to 7, 7,, and ;.
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7. Conclusion

The transmission of rabies among humans and dogs is influenced by their contact rate and environmental factors. A
deterministic model was created to investigate how these factors affect the spread of rabies that results from dog bites.
Stability analysis was conducted using Jacobian and Metzelar matrices. The study’s numerical simulations showed that
the transmission of rabies from dog bites has serious consequences for both human and dog populations. Furthermore,
the study found that an increase in the contact rate (such as yq, y,, ¥3, k|, k1, and k3) leads to a rise in basic
reproduction R. By examining the relationship between contact rate, environmental impact, and the transmission
dynamics of rabies, this study provides insights into the complexity of rabies transmission. Ultimately, it contributes
to the development of targeted, sustainable strategies for preventing and controlling the spread of rabies.
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Appendix A. Global Stability of the Endemic Equilibrium E*

Here we prove the global stability of the endemic equilibrium characterized in Section 2.3.

Theorem 5. The endemic equilibrium point E* of the rabies model (1) is globally asymptotically stable when the
disease persists in the short and long term. Any invariant set close to E* in Q converges to the equilibrium point over
an extended period.

Proof. To prove Theorem 5, we adopt the approach of [19, 43, 44] by constructing a Lyapunov function of the form

n k
v
L= ZGi <yi—yf+y;."ln <;’>>,G,~>O for i=1,2,3,...,n,

i=1 i

where G; represents a positive constant that needs to be determined, y; stands for the population variable at
compartment i, and y;‘ denotes the equilibrium point of the rabies model at compartment i for i € {1,2,3,...,12}.
Therefore, we define the Lyapunov L for model system (1) as follows:
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Evaluating equation (33) at the endemic equilibrium point E* gives

L=E*(S} . E; . I} Ry .Sk Ep 15,85 Ep I3 Ry, M*) =0.

Then, using the time derivative of the Lyapunov function L in equation (33) gives

ST\ dS dE dI
L _g (1-28) 228 | g, 1——H — 4 q, 1——H —4q,
dt SH Tdr EH dt Iy) di
ds dE IpN dr
+Gs (1- —L 4G (1- —Ftie(1-L£) =L +ay
SF Tdt EF Tdr Ip) d
dE ITN dr R\ dR
+Go 1—— 246 (1-2)22+6,(1-2)=+:6),
Ep ) dt Ip) di Rp) dt

Consider the endemic equilibrium point (E E P), E* of equation (1) such that

(Tl I;; + Tle*)

- (34)
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Then, by substituting (1) into (34), we have
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Using the endemic equilibrium point (E E P) described in equation (35), we simplify the equation (36) as
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Then, equation (37) can be expressed as follows:
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Equation (38) can be written as
L -0+r,
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and
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To simplify (39), let
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One gets from (39) that
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We express the equation (40) as
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Now we make use of the following basic inequality.
Proposition 6. Ife(y) =1—y+1ny, then e(y) < 0such that 1 —y < —Inyifand only if y > O.
From equation (41), we have
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Using Proposition 6 and the concept of geometric mean, equation (42) can be written as
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Following similar procedures in (43), we get
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From equation (38), the global stability holds only if % < 0.Now, if R < Q, then % will be negative definite, which

implies that dd_f < 0and Z—f = 0 only at the endemic equilibrium point E*. Hence, by LaSalle’s invariance principle

(28], the only invariant set in { (S (1), Eg (1), 15 (1), Ry (1), Sp(0), Ep(t), 1p(1), Sp(t), Ep(t), Ip(t), Ry (1)) € R12} -
{(Sg®), Eg@), I5®), Ry (1), Sp®), Ep(t), Ip(t), Sp), Ep(), Ip(1), Ry (1)) — E*} is the singleton endemic point
E*. Thus, any solution to the rabies model (1) which intersect the interior R f limits to E* is globally asymptotically
stable whatever R, > 1. O
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