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Abstract

The Middle East Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus (MERS-CoV) is a viral in-
fectious disease that can be transmitted to humans through interaction with infected ani-
mals or humans. The Middle East respiratory syndrome (MERS) is still one of the main
public health concerns in the Gulf region including United Arab Emirates. The fact that
diseases have been imported into other parts of the world show the possibility of has a
MERS pandemic. In this work, we are aiming to study a mathematical model of the
MERS transmission among the UAE population and camels. The goal is to determine
what are the paths of communication and find out the best way to control the disease
spread. We will calculate the basic reproduction number % of the MERS model in the
UAE, and we will compute disease-endemic equilibrium points.The sensitivity analysis
of the basic reproduction number % will be performed. Also, we will perform computer

simulations to investigate the MERS model.

Keywords: MERS-CoV infection in the UAE, basic reproduction number, numerical

analysis, sensitivity analysis.
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Chapter 1: Introduction

The Middle East Respiratory Syndrome (MERS) is a new infection that has
emerged in humans which is related to lineage C Betacoronavirus (B CoV) and the sixth
Coronavirus (CoV). It is a virus transmitted to humans [12]. MERS-CoV is a zoonotic
virus [24]. A series of studies have shown that an animal origin and route of acqui-
sition of MERS-CoV [39, 30]. Generally, there are many types of coronaviruses that
naturally infect only one animal species or a small number of closely related species;
MERS-CoV presence was known at the bats [43]. Furthermore, laboratory confirmed
that from the testing sample of a nasal swab of the first cases of MERS, and they found
that people infected by the same virus as bats and be enzootic in dromedary camels in
Arabian peninsula and horn of Africa [39]. According to Mackay [39] there is animal-
to-human transmission, and the camels are considered a major source of human infection
with the Middle East Respiratory Syndrome, happening by close contact and consuming
their product such as drinking raw camel milk, or camel urine and eating meat that has
not been thoroughly cooked [39]. However, many people get MERS disease without
contact with camels, which illustrates that infected humans can also carry the MERS-
CoV and infect others through the air or close contact; that is called human-to-human

transmission [30].

Once the virus infects a person, it takes an incubation period 2-14 days and the
most common that the symptoms within the first five days to appear [73]. The symptoms
of MERS could range from having no symptoms at all, to having severe illness leading to
death. Early symptoms include fever, cough, chills, sore throat, breathing difficulties and
quickly progresses to pneumonia that transforms to acute respiratory distress syndrome,
mostly it leads to the organs failure [39, 7]. The people who are at the most risks of

MERS are older men who have a weak immune system [39].

The First known case of the Middle East Respiratory Syndrome MERS was in

2012 in Jordon. At that time the most human cases of MERS appeared in the Arabian



Peninsula specifically in Saudi Arabia [39]. The UAE ranked second in the number of
infected cases. MERS-CoV outbreaks have been increasing since 2012 in and around
the Arabian Peninsula. According to the World Health Organization (WHO), 2079 cases
have been reported globally, with 722 cases experiencing death as of September 6th,
2017 [24]. Since the first appearance of the cases of MERS until now, the past two
years have seen outbreaks rapidly increase between humans through human-to-human
transmission. The first cases that were reported outside the Middle East region mostly
are carried a history for visiting the Middle East countries especially the United Arab

Emirates and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia(KSA) [1].

Recently in the Republic of Korea, there has been a healthcare-associated out-
break [1]. The lack of understanding of the dynamics of MERS-CoV transmission may
lead to fatal dramatic outbreaks. Some factors also would assist in the spread of MERS,
such as crowded gatherings of pilgrims in the holy places in the KSA and global events
such as Expo 2020 which will be in the UAE [42]. These events also might be a factor
of increasing the spread of MERS-CoV around the world. In 2015, there was an out-
break in health-care facilities in Republic of Korea [1]. After this incident, the study of
Chowella et al. [14] showed that the MERS-CoV transmission among hospitalized was
higher than its transmission in the community, so the hospitalized cases must receive
more attention by epidemiologists. So far, there is no antivirus for MERS-CoV infection
to prevent its spread. The only precaution taken to limit the spread of the disease is the
isolation and hospitalization of the infected cases. The visitors coming from the Middle
East area must be investigated and isolated if they are suspected of having any contact

with MERS-CoV cases or having the disease symptoms in them [70].
This thesis is organized in the following way:

Firstly, Chapter 2 presents a definition of zoonotic diseases and factors that influ-
ence the emergence of zoonotic diseases then we introduce a group of diseases that have
emerged in the Middle East region. Chapter 3 followed provides a range of zoonotic
diseases that have appeared in this region with some of the mathematical models that are

designed to study their dynamics.



As for the fourth chapter it concentrates on presenting the dynamics of MERS-
CoV with various types of mathematical models to get the perfect understanding around

the nature of transmission of this disease among humans and how we can control it.

Chapter 5, introduces a mathematical model of MERS infection with two patches:
human population and camel population. The human population is modeled with an

SEIHR model and the camels population is modeled with SIS model.

Chapter 6, uses a set of others papers to help us estimate the parameters of our
model. Of course, not all the parameter are available since we have lack of camels data

in the Middle East region.

The main result of this thesis is presented in Chapter 6, where a numerical anal-
ysis for our model is performed starting with presenting our well posed basic mathemat-
ical model by proving boundedness and positivity for two models. We next calculate
the basic reproduction number % using the next generation method. Hence, we find
the relationship between two thresholds(%y; and Z,). Next, we use very well-known
results of the next generation method to give the stability results. Finally, we find the

conditions of existence of possible endemic equilibria which concerning %.

To illustrate the outcomes of our analytical study, we give, in Chapter 7, time
series simulations of the model using parameters estimation. The simulations confirm
the mathematical finding by showing the results of a possible MERS epidemic in the
UAE. These findings are discussed in this chapter in details. Moreover, we also introduce
the sensitivity analysis of the parameters of the model and investigate in their impact on
our variables; particularly on the burden of infection. All the simulations were done
with R software with different open source packages [18, 60]. We finish this work by
a conclusion in which we cover all aspects of our work. We are present some possible
extension for this work. All the definitions which are used in the model are presented in

Appendix 1. All the codes used in this thesis are presented for the reader in Appendix 2.



Chapter 2: Zoonotic Diseases in the Middle East

Recently, the world has seen outbreaks of several diseases that constituted a ma-
jor health crisis resulting from zoonotic diseases. Due to the mortality and injuries
caused by these diseases, public health institutions have been interested in studying these

diseases to reduce the fear of rapid infections in different parts of the world.

2.1 Zoonotic Diseases

This section presents the definition of zoonotic diseases and the importance of

highlighting them.
2.1.1 Definition

The World Health Organization (WHO) noted that zoonotic diseases are diseases
that are transmitted from animals to humans in multiple conditions [49]. The possibility
of transmitting diseases to humans are usually related to the human needs for animals as
food or pets. The most way contributing to the invasion of zoonotic diseases around the
world is mostly through animal importing especially the vertebrates [49] where 71.8%
of them originates in wildlife [29]. Furthermore, these animals acquire the infection
through different types of pathogen agents such as bacteria, parasites, fungi, viruses, and

prions [66].

It is Important to point out that studies have found that animals and humans catch
the same zoonotic diseases. However, the ecology of diseases in animals and humans

are different. Therefore, the method of dealing with the two species is different.

Throughout the ages, zoonotic diseases have been considered a significant threat
to human health, causing many human deaths.Therefore, we need measures to protect
human health and fight infections in livestock and other animals, to avoid the spread of

diseases among them and consequently in humans.



2.1.2 Factors Influencing the Emergence of Zoonotic Diseases

The zoonotic diseases weren’t an example of contemporary diseases, but they
have always existed for decades among a wide range of human diseases. The zoonotic
diseases weren’t an example of contemporary diseases, but they have always existed
for decades among a wide range of human diseases.Recently, those diseases have in-
creased through expansion in the geographical scope of the host or vector. As a result,
the zoonotic diseases in humans have increased significantly over time and reached more
than 70% of human diseases [69]. Global economies and public health have been af-
fected to a large extent by emerging infectious diseases that pose a significant threat for

human future [29].

Despite the development of medical technologies in health, which contributed to
the diagnosis and detection a lot of pathogens but still, there are some of the problems
that face them. For example, some of the pathogens do not cause only a massive out-
break among humans population but also they are high in lethality, where this dilemma
has not been explained yet. There are some Known factors contributing to the emer-
gence of zoonotic diseases such as human practices which lead to climate change and
the destruction of the ecosystem. These excesses are an essential reason to understand
the relationship between hosts and pathogens, including the wildlife, livestock, and hu-
mans. The crisis is continuing when these zoonotic diseases killing many animals and

people, while many unknown factors are still emerging from wildlife reservoir.
1. Trade in Animals and Their Products

The risk of infections transmission increased when humans were interested in
the bushmeat trade which in turn contributed to the transfer of live animals to central
markets to became closely linked to human. Therefore that causing the transmission of

zoonotic diseases between animals then humans [66, 49].
2. Human Movement

The movement of people around the world for tourism, education, commerce, or



the performance of Hajj and Umrah, has been revealed as a way of transmitting diseases

in sizeable human populations [49].
3. Climate Variability and Ecological Change

Also, climate change has played a significant role in the distribution of vector and
restricted pathogens into the geographical range [66]. As populations have expanded,
people have been forced to deforestation, and the exploit natural land happens for agri-
culture, and building dams. The human intervention in the environment has led to the

formation of potential pathogens and effects the vector born diseases [49].
4. Cultural Standards

In some of the Gulf countries such as the UAE, Saudi Arabia, and Oman people
have the habit of dealing with camel products. For example, drinking unpasteurized milk
directly without boiling, drinking camel urine as Arabian people think it has benefits, so
if these cattle are infected may that contribute to the transmission of diseases to human
[39]. In Kenya, their culture allows dogs and hyenas eat human bodies infected with

worms. This habit leads to a continuous cycle of disease transmission in nature [49].
5. Transportation of Virus Infected Mosquitoes

All transportation such as aircraft, ship, train, motor, and other vehicles may con-
tribute to the transport of infected mosquitoes with viruses into new areas, for example

Yellow Fever, Chikungunya Fever, Dengue Fever, etc [49].



2.2 The List of Zoonotic Diseases

There is a wide range of zoonotic diseases identified through modern laboratory
techniques. These techniques have found more than 300 of these zoonoses where each

of them have a classification that distinguishes them [49].

2.2.1 Etiological Factors

The Table 2.1 shows the list of zoonoses that based on etiological factors[49].

e.g. anthrax, brucellosis, plague,
Bacterial zoonoses leptospirosis, salmonellosis,

lyme disease.

e.g. rabies, arbovirus infections,
KFD, yellow fever,influenza.

e.g. murine typhus, tick typhus,
scrub typhus,Q-fever.

e.g. toxoplasmosis, trypanosomiasis,
leishmaniasis.

e.g. echinococcosis (hydatid disease),
Helminthic zoonoses | taeniasis, schistosomiasis,

Viral zoonoses

Rickettsial zoonoses

Protozoal zoonoses

dracunculiasis.
e.g. deep mycosis - histoplasmosis,
Fungal zoonoses cryptococcosis, superficial
dermatophytes.
Ectoparasites e.g. scabies, myiasis.

Table 2.1: Zoonotic diseases caused by ecological factors



2.2.2 Method of Transmission

The Table 2.2 shows the list of zoonoses that based on transmission method [49].

Direct zoonoses

It needs a direct connection to transfer it from

the infected vertebrate host to the sensitive host

as (man). During that time the agent may be remain

it self or undergo to changes and developing in time

of transmission e.g. rabies, anthrax, brucellosis, leptospirosis,
toxoplasmosis.

Cyclozoonoses

It needs more than one vertebrate host species but
at that time there are no invertebrate host to
complete the agent life cycle e.g. echinococcosis, taeniasis.

Metazoonoses

In biological methods transmitted by invertebrates, at that
time the agent multiplies or develops, and has

an external incubation period before birth and moving

to another vertebrate host. e.g. plague,

arbovirus infections, schistosomiasis, leishmaniasis.

Saprozoonoses

It needs to vertebrates in addition a non-animal

development site such as soil, plant material and dove
Projectione. e.g. aspergillosis, coccidioidomycosis,cryptococosis,
histoplasmosis, zygomycosis.

Table 2.2: Zoonotic diseases caused by method of transmission

2.2.3 Reservoir Host

The Table 2.3 shows the list of zoonoses that based on reservoir host [49].

Anthropozoonoses

Infections is in lower vertebrate animals
and was transmitted to man from it, e.g. rabies,
leptospirosis, plague, arboviral infections, brucellosis and Q-fever.

Zooanthroponoses

Infections is in man and was

transmitted to lower vertebrate animals from

it, e.g. streptococci, staphylococci,diphtheria,enterobacteriaceae,
human tuberculosis in cattle and parrots.

Amphixenoses

Infections is in both man and lower vertebrate animals and
was transmitted between them,e.g.salmonellosis, staphylococcosis.

Table 2.3: Zoonotic diseases caused by reservoir host




The flowchart in Figure 2.1 represents the most significant type of zoonoses,

where zoonoses that appeared in the Middle East are colored red.

The

List

of

Zoonotic
Diseases

e.g. anthrax, brucellosis,
plague , leptospirosis,
salmonellosis lyme
disease .

Bacterial zoonoses

e.g. rabies, arbovirus
infections , KFD, yellow
ever,influenza.

Viral zoonoses

e.g. murine typhus, tick
typhus , scrub typhus,Q-
fever.

Rickettsial zoonoses

.
.

e.g. toxoplasmosis,
trypanosomiasis
Jeishmaniasis.

e.g. echinococcosis
(hydatid disease),
taeniasis,
schistosomiasis,
dracunculiasis.

e.g. deep mycosis -
histoplasmosis,
cryptococcosis,
superficial dermatophytes|

Fungal zoonoses

e.g. scabies,
myiasis

Ectoparasites

Etiological factors

Method of tra

Direct zoonoses

e.g. rabies, anthrax,
brucellosis,
leptospirosis,
toxoplasmosis.

nsmission

Metazoonoses

e.g.
plague,arbovirus
infections,
schistosc

leishmaniasis.

Cyclozoonoses

eg.
echinococcosis,
taeniasis.

e.g. aspergillosis,

Saprozoonoses

coccidioidomycosis,
cryptococosis,
histoplasmosis,
zygomycosis .

Reservoir host

Anthropozoonoses

e.g. rabies,
leptospirosis, plague,
arboviral infections,
brucellosis and Q-
fever.

Zooanthroponoses

e.g. streptococci,
staphylococci,
diphtheria,enterobact
eriaceae, human
tuberculosis in cattle
and parrots.

Figure 2.1: The significant type of zoonoses

Amphixenoses

e.g.salmonellosis,
staphylococcosis.
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2.3 The Origin of Zoonotic Diseases in The Middle East

The zoonotic diseases in the middle east have two type of origin, one of them by

bat and the other by vector, wildlife and livestock.

The List of

Zoonotic Diseases

in The Middle East

Zoonotic diseases are those that are spread to humans
through animals .

Other origin
Vectors  wildlife

o\

&
N

_.. | Livestock
.

4, Rabies
5. CHIKV
6. AHF

1. SARS 7. WNV

8. Influenza
2. MERS 9. Brucellosis

10. Anthrax

Humans

Shortcuts RVF: Rift Valley fever, CHIKV: Chikungunya virus, WNV: West Nile virus , AHF: Alkhurma hemorrhagic
Diseases : fever, MERS: The Middle East Raspatory Syndrome, SARS: Sever Acute raspatory syndrome

Figure 2.2: The Origin of Zoonotic Diseases
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2.3.1 Emerging Zoonotic Viruses of Bat Origin

Bats have been discovered as a vast reservoir host for viruses that infect animals
and then transmit to humans causing severe diseases. Bats are considered as the best
reservoir of zoonotic infection due to their ability to live for many years. Also, they
can get flyes on a large scale which allow them to acquire and distribute the pathogens
through this range. In addition, bats are mammalian and contain many species, approx-
imately more than 1,200 species spread around the world. The vast colonies and caves
inhabited by bats for many years constitute the largest gathering of viral pathogens [66].
It is noteworthy that, bats are not affected by these viruses that due to their immune sys-
tem, which is characterized by the interaction with viral pathogens compared to other

animals [53].

According to Ranjan study in the past two decades, the viruses that are present
in the bat are multiple and contribute to the enormous numbers of diseases around the
world. So the risk of zoonotic infections led to alert health institutions to intensifying

studies around them since the studies in this field was scarce [53].
1. Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Virus

In late 2002, severe acute respiratory syndrome appeared in southern China
caused by the SARS virus found in bats of the genus Renolovus as a reservoir host.
Also, the palm civets have been infected with the SARS virus. The Chinese government
exterminated these bats to prevent more SARS outbreaks. At the end of 2003, the cases
of infection reached 8,000 casualties by SARS where approximately killed 800 people
[66, 33]. As reported by WHO, Kuwait is the only Arabic country that have received
an instance of SARS. The Table 2.4 summarizes the cumulative number of SARS cases
reported for the period from 16 November 2002 until 7 August 2003 [15]. The Table

2.4 summarizes the cumulative number of SARS cases.
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2. The Middle East Respiratory Syndrome Virus

The Arabian Peninsula has seen some of the zoonotic diseases, such as the Coronavirus,
which causes the Middle East respiratory syndrome(MERS). Usually, the MERS in-
fection is caused by the direct or indirect contact with the camels that carry the same
coronavirus present in the bat [10]. This is especially because some of these camels
are imported from the Horn of Africa, and usually their health history is often unknown
[39]. The most people who infected by MERS are farmers, herders, fishermen, veteri-
narians, and wildlife workers. The spread of the disease was not confined to the local
population but also spread around the world as a result of human movement and the con-
tact with camels and human who are carrying the disease. For example, Hajj in Saudi
Arabia and the habit of the sacrifice of animals with unknown health history is a threat
to the Arabian Peninsula and will be a major challenge to control the spread of MERS
in this region. Moreover, 1,700 people have been infected with MERS where third of
them have died, the infections by MERS-CoV are still continuous. The Table 2.5 shows
the number of laboratory-confirmed MERS-CoV cases reported by Middle East coun-
tries by year since 2012 [67]. The Table 2.5 shows the number of laboratory-confirmed
MERS-CoV cases.
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Number of laboratory Confirmed MERS-CoV

Country reporting e T—
Algeria 2
Austria 2
Bahrain 1
China 1
Egypt 1
France 2
Germany 3
Greece 1
Iran 6
Italy 1
Jordan 28
Kuwait 4
Lebanon 1
Malaysia 1
Netherlands 2
Oman 7
Philippines 2
Qatar 16
Republic of Korea 185
Saudi Arabia 1482
Thailand 3
Tunisia 3
Turkey 1
United Kingdom 4
United Arab Emirates 79
United States of America 2
Yemen 1
Total 1841

*Data as of 2 December 2016

Table 2.5: The number of confirmed MERS-CoV cases

Because SARS and MERS are two diseases from the same family of the coron-
avirus, we need to compare these diseases to determine the nature of the Coronavirus.
The last studies indicate that both diseases transfer to humans through the intermediate
animals that received the virus from the bats. Furthermore, MERS-CoV targets the older
patients, and they are mostly male, while SARS-CoV focused on younger patients who
were healthy. With regard to SARS outbreak in 2002 which originated from Southern
China and it took eight months to spread SARS with 8,273 cases. In late 2003, there have
been no more cases of SARS disease. On the other hand, MERS Continued to spread
from 2012 until the present day, while the number of infections is still lower than SARS

[38]. However, SARS has been spread very quickly between human in the world com-
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pared to MERS [38]. According to recent researches, the MERS is more fatality than
SARS but appears to be less infectious. Thus The mortality rate in MERS and SARS
was 41%, 10% respectively [20]. Besides that, the incubation period between SARS

and MERS were approximately similar which is 5.5 days and 4.6 days respectively.

The primary cases of infection by MERS reach approximately 61% of all re-
ported cases. This cases of the MERS-CoV, are documented with infected camel [23].
Humans always have been associated with animals to meet their needs for animal pro-
tein and other things but as the population continues to grow, the human needs for will
be greater, as will the risk associated with zoonotic diseases. The Middle East countries
import camels that may be carrying the corona-virus, we need a lot of attention on this
issue. It’s assumed that there are laws governing animals from other environments that
should be subjected to medical tests before they are sent. However, the secondary cases
of MERS which result from contact between infected human with healthy human are a

significant problem that needs consideration.

2.3.2 Emerging Zoonotic Viruses from other Sources

Bats are one of the most common sources of zoonotic diseases. Although, there
are also many zoonotic diseases that threaten health institutions by viruses with other

reservoir hosts.
1. Rabies

Rabies is a severe viral disease caused by the rabies virus (RABV) [63]. The
disease usually spreads due to bites of rabid animal [55]. Dogs are the main reservoirs of
rabies in developing countries, while foxes, raccoons, and coyotes are the main reservoirs
of this disease in developed countries [56]. The infected animals and human with RABV
show encephalitis as a result of infecting the central nervous system which historically
leads to death [63, 55]. In 1992, the first cases of rabies were reported in the United
Arab Emirates specifically in Al Ain [67]. The disease was reported to have been
transmitted from Oman to UAE through red fox bites which considered as a reservoir

host of rabies in these countries, where around 12 dromedaries, five sheep, and four goats
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were infected in Al Ain. After four months, the disease moved to Abu Dhabi and Dubai

and killed 44 animal from four different species. The last rabies case appeared in the

UAE in 2014 [67]. The disease also appeared in Saudi Arabia in 2007, where 48 camel

herders reported infection more than 4,000 animals through bites of wild dogs which is

also considered as a reservoir host of the disease in the KSA and Yemen [67]. The map

in Figure 2.3 shows the risk of Rabies around the world [44].

Endemicity of dog rabies and dog-transmitted human rabies, 2016

Endémicité de la rage canine

10 RUREN

et de la rage humaine a transmission canine, 2016
oo 0 Q=TT % - i o

5%

[
Endemic dog-transmitted human rabies: dog rabies and dog-transmitted human rabies present in the country — Endémie de la
rage humaine transmise par les chiens: la rage canine et laTage humaine a transmission canine sont présentes dans le pays

Endemic dog rabies: dog rabies in the majority of the country, but no dog-transmitted human rabies cases — Endémie de la rage
canine: rage canine présente dans la majeure partie du pays, mais aucun cas de rage humaine transmise par les chiens
Sporadic transmitted rabies: dog rabies in few areas of the country with sporadic human cases — Cas sporadigues de rage
transmise par les chiens: rage caniné présente dans quelques zones du pays, accompagnée de cas humains sporadiques
Controlled dog rabies: few cases of dog rabies in limited areas of the country but no dog-transmitted human rabies cases —
Maitrise de la rage canine: quelques cas de rage canine dans des zones limitées du pays, mais aucun cas de rage humaine
transmise par les chiens

No dog rabies: zero dog rabies and zero dog-transmitted human rabies cases (ex:
fromi ed) — Absence de rage canine: aucun cas de rage canine et aucun cas de rage
humaine transmise par les chieris (sauf cas importés)

No information — Aucune information

Not applicable — Sans objet

Figure 2.3: The risk of Rabies in worldwide
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2. Rift Valley Fever

Rift Valley Fever (RFV) is a viral zoonosis that has had a major impact on live-
stock production, food security and human health over the years in the African continent.
Later, in the Arabian Peninsul,a specifically in Saudi Arabia and Yemen, as a result of
the import of infected animals from the African continent [65]. RVF is found in humans
and animals through mosquito bites, which is considered the viral carrier of the fever.
Also, the diseases transmitted to human through blood exposure that carry the disease
and the other body fluids, in addition to drinks the humans to unpasteurized milk of cat-
tle [8]. In 2001, the Saudi Ministry of Health reported that 882 people were infected
by RVF, including 124 people who died. Studies indicate that the RVF epidemiology
remain unclear. However, it seem that the spread of the disease was associated with the
conditions of the wetlands after heavy rainfall, because of the breeding of mosquitoes
and the suitability of these conditions for sheep gatherings in the pastures. So there
are periods of intensive activity of virus and animal behavior during epidemics that we

should know more about it [8, 65].

Z
s
<

20°N

Figure 2.4: The distribution of Rift Valley fever outbreaks
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The map that shown in Figure 2.4 display the distribution of Rift Valley fever
outbreaks across the African continent and the Arabian Peninsula between 1998 and
2016 as reported by ProMED-mail (blue) and between 2005 and 2016 as reported by
the World Organization for Animal Health (red). Countries affected are highlighted in
salmon and include: Botswana, Burundi, Egypt, Kenya, Madagascar, Mali, Maurita-
nia, Mayotte (France), Namibia, Niger, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, South Africa,

Sudan, Tanzania, Uganda, Yemen [65].

3. Crimean-Congo Haemorrhagic Fever Virus

Crimean-Congo Haemorrhagic Fever(CCHF) is a severe disease carried by ticks
[67]. Ticks are considered as the main vector, and natural reservoir of infection in mam-
mals and they show the symptoms of the disease on them, but it doesn’t appear in the
ticks. The primary method of transmission to humans is through tick bites, also through
human contact with tissues or blood of infected animals [66]. The infection has spread
around 30 countries in Asia, the Middle East, Southeast Europe and Africa since 1944.
The disease causes unspecified mild fever and sometimes becomes severe [66]. There
are a lot of regions that affected with CCHF in Arabian Peninsula such as the United
Arab Emirates, Oman, and Saudi Arabia. Hyalomma ticks formed the main cause of the
CCHF outbreak in these areas with high fatalities [67]. The first appearance of CCHF
was in 1979 in Dubai, which is known as a hospital outbreak. No other cases were
reported in the United Arab Emirates until 1994 when the epidemic occurred between
abattoir workers [9]. Additionally, in the mid of 1990s, the human infection also iden-
tified in Oman, and there was study confirmed that the cattle and ticks are spreading the
virus locally. Besides, some cases of CCHF have recently been reported in Iraq [9]. The

Figure 2.5 shows the total number of reported cases of CCHF by countries in 2013 [9].
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Total Number of
Published Cases

= 1-10 Cases
[l - 11-100 Cases
B - 101-1000 Cases

. = >1000 Cases

Figure 2.5: Total number of reported cases of CCHF

4. Chikungunya Virus

Chikungunya(CHIK) is an infection carried by the Aedes mosquitoes which are
considered as the primary vector. The CHIKYV has appeared in the subtropical regions
of Africa, the Indian Ocean islands, and some parts of Asia [66]. In 1658, the first pos-
sible clinical description of the infection was identified in Cairo, Egypt. Previously, the
incidence of the disease at that time was low in the Middle East region until 2011where
CHIK cases are confirmed in the Middle East and North Africa. Also, more than 15,000
cases are suspected outbreaks in Yemen [28]. Recently, the spread of CHIK disease has
appeared in the Arabian Peninsula, where the outbreaks have reported Kuwait and Saudi
Arabia [28]. The Figure 2.6 shows the geographic distribution of human prevalence
studies and reported outbreaks and cases for Chikungunya virus in the Middle East and

North Africa [28].
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Figure 2.6: The Geographic distribution of CHIK outbreaks

5. West Nile virus

West Nile virus (WNV) is a deadly neurological disease vector born disease.
WNYV has emerged by the cycles of infection between mosquitoes and birds [17]. Birds
and more than 100 species of mammals are considered a natural reservoir host to the
WNV [17, 58]. Bats have also been found to be susceptible to infections, and they
are becoming increasingly dangerous because of their closeness to animals and humans
[58]. The WNYV disease attacks the central nervous system of infected animals and
humans which often causes death [13]. Its symptoms range from mild fever to severe
neurological illness [66]. The WNV has a history of spreading in the countries in Africa,
the Middle East, Europe and parts of southern Europe [58]. Between 1951 and 1954,
Egypt witnessed many significant outbreaks, which contributed to the understanding
epidemiology of WNV. It was observed that about 75% of human infections with West
Nile Fever (WNF) are mostly asymptomatic and less than 1% of infections developed to
severe stages varying from flu-like to severe neurological symptoms [58]. The WNV
also appears in the UAE. In 2007, a serological survey conducted by all the emirates
of the country except Umm Al Quwain revealed the existence of 144 horses carrying
WNV’s antibodies [68]. The Figure 2.7 shows the serological prevalence of WNV

antibodies in horses tested in the UAE[68].



22

Al Fujairah, 11.50%

Ras Al Khaimah, 5.40% Abu Dhabi , 28.60%
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Figure 2.7: The WNV in tested horses in the UAE

6. Alkhurma Hemorrhagic Virus

Alkhurma hemorrhagic fever (AHF) is the zoonotic disease caused by Alkhurma
Hemorrhagic virus (AHV), ticks are considered as the main vector for infection. Humans
get the infection through sheep and camels that carry the virus. The ticks were founded
separated from the camels in some countries such as Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, and Yemen
[67]. Alkhurma Hemorrhagic fever (AHF) first appeared in Saudi Arabia in the mid-
1990s. AHF was found specifically in Jeddah in the blood of some butchers aged 24 to
39 years [6]. Later, the infection was seen in many patients in Saudi Arabia, and there
are also rare cases of infection occurred in Egypt [4]. The Figure 2.8 shows the locations
of Alkhurma hemorrhagic fever virus in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. Red: confirmed

cases, blue: positive serology [4].
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Figure 2.8: The distribution of AHF in the KSA

7. Influenza

The Arabian Peninsula has seen many types of influenza viruses that have emerged
as a result of mutations of influenza virus circulating in birds population. A devastating
outbreak of H5N1 avian flu occurred in Saudi Arabia in 2005 when an infected falcon
returned from a hunting trip in Mongolia [67]. Also, HON2 influenza viruses were iso-
lated in the UAE over the last decade from infected avians such as chicken and bustards.
The number of isolates was (8, 10), respectively. Moreover, there are human cases of
the HINI in the UAE [67]. The Table 2.6 shows Influenza virus strains isolated from

different avian species over the last 10 years in the United Arab Emirates.
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Species Avian influenza virus | Number of isolates
Chicken HON2 8
Falcon H5N1 3
H7N3 2
HON2 1
H7N1 1
Bustard HO9N2 10
H7N1 7
H1 1
H10 1
Quail HI9N2 8
Stone curlew HO9N2 3
Plover HO9N2 1
Dove H11 1
Pheasant HON2 2

Table 2.6: Influenza virus in avian species

8. Brucellosis

Brucellosis is a profound health problem, with more than 500,000 new cases
a year [67]. Brucellosis has several types; however, the most two common types are
Brucella melitensis and Brucella abortus. Brucellosis is one of the most critical animal
bacterial diseases that has been observed in the Arabian Peninsula in recent years. The
transmission of the virus to humans is referred to as lousy fever or Malta fever. In the
Middle East, 15 countries reported Brucella Melitensis cases and another 9 reported
Brucella Abortus. Most dangerous type is the first type which can cause orchitis and
epididymitis in men and pregnancy loss in women. And most human cases are caused

by the consumption of unpasteurized milk.

Saudi Arabia is also a significant reservoir for human Brucellosis due to two
reasons. First, climate change has contributed to the multiplicity of regional endemic
disease, the effects of the grazing activities that followed rainy seasons caused a high
incidence of Brucellosis. Second is the uncontrolled massive importation of wild animals
[51]. Saudi Arabia reported around 4,534 human cases in 2003. Brucellosis’s cases were
also detected in the United Arab Emirates. The Brucellosis cases are often reported in
Dubai because it is a popular international travel destination. However, Abu Dhabi is

the biggest emirate where the families in rural areas are interested in the pastoral life in
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"Al-Ezba." Pastoral life includes mixed herds of Goats, sheep, and camels with people
consume animal products in traditional ways, and that led to contribute the spread of
Brucellosis [3]. A total of 480 cases of brucellosis were reported in UAE. The Table 2.7

display the notifications of human brucellosis cases in Abu Dhabi by year and status.

Also, some countries in the Middle East such as Syria, Turkey, Oman, and Saudi
Arabia recorded the highest rate of infection. According to OIE data, the Brucellosis
cases Syria has estimated around 1603 cases per year per million people. In 2004, Turkey
reported approximately 15,000 cases of Brucellosis concentrated in the poor eastern ar-

eas. The southern region of Oman also has an estimated 1,000 cases per year [51].

Brucellosis Cases

N  Confirmed Probable
year n percentage (%) n percentage (%)
2010 47 37 78.7 10 21.3
2011 75 61 81.3 14 18.7
2012 135 96 71.1 39 28.9
2013 99 69 69.7 30 30.3
2014 49 26 53.1 23 46.9
2015 75 39 52.0 36 48.0
Total 480 328 68.3 152 31.7

Table 2.7: Brucellosis cases in Abu Dhabi

In Kuwait, the yearly incidence was almost 500 cases per million people. The
Iraqi war thus contributed to a significant reduction in the prevalence of Brucellosis
caused by the loss of many animals during the invasion, but Kuwait is still an endemic
region. The annual rate in Jordan exceeded 300 cases per million, but the Ministry of
Health in an ongoing attempt to control the disease. In Palestine, the yearly rate showed
that the number of reported cases was increasing. In recent years, The State of Lebanon
suffers from an increase in the number of brucellosis cases, which is especially endemic
in the Bekaa region. The Ministry of Health said that most cases of infection observed
among females compared to all international cases which recorded among men [51].

The Figure 2.9 shows the brucellosis cases around the world.
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Figure 2.9: Brucellosis cases in the worldwide

9. Anthrax

Anthrax is a threat to livestock in many African and Asian countries. Rare cases
had been identified in the Arabian Peninsula in ruminants, which get infected by contact
with decomposed animals. The only way to control the disease is through vaccination
and by disposing of rid of the animal’s carcasses. Polluted dust can also lead to Anthrax.
Human infections often result by contact with sick animals [67]. The Figure 2.10 shows
the map of the global Anthrax Distribution as defined by the World Health Organization
[26].

In Brief, we introduced the definition of zoonotic diseases, also we distributed the
diseases according to pathogens. We also discussed some of the factors that are con-
sidered the main reasons for having this type of diseases and they pose a major threat
to human health. Even though there are maybe a vaccine, a treatment, for some of this

diseases but still, there are many fears around this diseases.

The Table 2.8 briefly presents the list of zoonotic diseases and countries of

the Middle East region that have been appeared in it.
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Chapter 3: Zoonotic Diseases and their Math Models

Zoonotic diseases are a global concern for public health, accounting for approx-
imately 75% of human infectious diseases. For decades the Middle East region was
adversely impressed by zoonoses where it was threatening wildlife and therefore hu-
mans. Mathematical models played an important role in guiding the development of
the control policies for this diseases. This chapter will review some of these models
that have been developed to study Zoonoses, especially those appeared in the Middle
East region. These models are describing the dynamics of these diseases by interpreting
the various assumptions around these diseases and by using the available data of each

disease to gain a better understanding and get better control strategies.

3.1 Mathematical Models for SARS

After the outbreak of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS) in 2003, many
studies focused on an understanding of a mathematical model which is related to the
SARS [25]. So, Han’s [25] study provided an overview of some mathematical models

of SARS which was published during the epidemic.

First, a compartmental model was designed to simulate the transition of SARS
in Beijing. As well as, the study used the time series and Bayes method to predict the
number of potential SARS cases and deaths at the Beijing hospital. The data of SARS
was only used for simulation. Also, the study was interested in predicting the SARS
epidemic in the short term. The population of the study was classified into only two
groups: infected or suspected of being infected humans. The study concluded that the
description of transmission of SARS model was better in the deployment period com-
pared to the control period [25]. A Second study of Han’s [25] also used the previous
technique, but to simulate and evaluate the effects of prevention and control measures
in SARS transmission. The study concluded that the model contains an anti-epidemic

parameter factor to measure the effects of isolation measures. Also, a theoretical method
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was created to calculate its value from 0-1 using fuzzy mathematics.

Third, a stochastic compartmental model was used for SARS model to define the
relationship between control methods and their effectiveness [25]. The study found that
the factors that determine the effectiveness of SARS control have been identified through
intervention intensity and timing [25]. Fourth, this type of models was also used for the
population of Vietnam, where the study focused on mimicking the SARS epidemic by
Monte Carlo simulation. The simulation showed that super-spreading events played an

essential role in the spread of SARS [25].

3.2 Mathematical Models for Rift Valley Fever

Many modeling tools have been used to determine the risk of Rift Valley fever(RFV)and
the severity of the epidemic. There is a study s [11] that examine the dynamic model
of transmission RVF among ruminants and took into consideration that sick ruminants
may expose to abortion due to RVFV. The model also was based on a system for vector-
borne diseases, by considering ruminants as hosts and mosquitoes as vectors [11]. The
SIR model was divided into the human compartments are the susceptible (S), infectious
(I), and recovered (R) individual, while mosquitoes compartments represent SIS model
which is divided into the susceptible (U) and infectious mosquitoes (V). A diagram in

Figure 3.1 shows the transmission of RVFv between ruminants and mosquitoes [11].

Ruminants

(b—agN)(S+R)
+r(b—qN)! ap SV/N 1
— > S 1 > R

l usS l (u+d)1 luR

(1-p)nM ap, UIN nv

lnu T pIM

Figure 3.1: The compartmental model of RVFV
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The following mathematical model shows the dynamics of RVE.

‘Cll_f = (p—gN)(S+R)+r(p—gN)I —ap, 5 —uS,

Z—f = N —(u+d+y),

Z_f R 3.1)
a;_lt] = (1—-p)VvM—ap,§ — VU,

cjl_‘t/ = va+apm%—vV.

The results of this study shows that a virus exists at low levels amongst ruminant
after outbreaks in endemic areas. There is also a possibility of subsequent outbreaks
when new ruminants come into these areas. The study also indicates that the severity
of RVF outbreaks is due to several factors, including high mortality due to infected
ruminant prevalence, a high ratio of mosquitoes, and short lifespan of ruminant which
can contribute to amplification of outbreaks. According to the study the best solution to
reduce the RVF outbreaks is to use the effective vaccination for animals before the onset

of the disease and attention to treatment after the outbreak [11].

The study of Mpeshe et al. [11], depended on a deterministic model with
hosts of mosquitoes, livestock, and humans to obtain some quantitative ideas about the
mosquitoes dynamics. The model is a system of nonlinear ordinary differential equa-

tions.

A flow diagram in Figure 3.2 shows the transmission of RVF virus from vector

to host, host to host, and host to vector [46].
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Figure 3.2: A flow diagram of RVFV transmission
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The following mathematical model shows the transmission dynamics of RVF

between three populations.

e MOSQUITOES

ds

d_m = Hm_(dm_kllmlzl)sma
t

dl,

d_m = 2flml_[])gm_(gm‘|‘dm)Ema
t

dR,,

7 = ngm_dmIm7

aM,,

7 - Hm_de7

e LIVESTOCK

% = T — (di+ % + 23S0,
% = DS~ (di+ £ +e)Ey,
% = gE —(d+% +w+mh,
% =l —d+ L,
dL

2
7 Hz—dl-i-%—ulll,

(3.2)

(3.3)
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¢ HUMANS
% — Hh—(dh+llh%+/1mh1’ﬁ)5h,
dd% = Mnk+ A28y — (€4 +dy)En,
Cil_lth = &L — (dy+ -+ + W), G
dc% = Wlp — dpRp,
C;_I;I = I —dpH — uply,

The threshold % of the study [46] was used in the model to reaches the local
stability of the equilibrium. The study refers to the importance of arriving a specific
measure of the initial transmission of disease. Also, the research acknowledges the
significance of the endogenous balance which was determined by conducting sensitivity
analysis and finding the most sensitive model parameters [46]. The results of this study
show that the natural mosquito death rate d,, is considered as most sensitive parameters
for both %, and the disease prevalence in mosquitoes. The study also found that the
spread of the disease was more sensitive between cattle and humans. So, the study
suggested that the best preventive strategy for human life from outbreaks is through the

isolation of livestock from humans [46].

Since RVF was a significant threat to the USA with massive economic damage
to livestock and food supplies, there was a model that study the dynamics of the spread
of the pathogen of which depended on the movement of humans, cattle, and mosquitoes
[47]. A schema in in Figure 3.3 shows the spatial and epidemiological structure of RVF

[47].
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Figure 3.3: A flow diagram of the RVF model

This study used a system of ODEs to describe the transmission of RVFV among the

three generic species traveling between patches with includes the effects of space. The

populations of each patch is divided into susceptible, incubating, infectious, or immune

to RVF, see reference [47]. The transition of RVFV was horizontal between two species
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of mosquitoes and one species of livestock and transmission of the virus from mother-
to-offspring in one of the mosquito species. The model is based on the division of
geographical regions into small patches with adding the influence of space. Hence the
model focuses on the movement of these species between patch-to-patch. The benefits of
this study lie in understanding the methodology of RVF between patches and analyzing

the probability of entering a pathogen on others region that free from pathogens [47].

3.3 Mathematical Models for Rabies

The rabies disease has been a prominent example of the development of math-
ematical modeling of the emergence and spread of infectious diseases. The dynamical
models of rabies has taken the fundamental "SEIR" system where the populations is di-
vided into particular classes of a susceptible (S), exposed (E), infectious (I), and recov-
ered/removed individual (R) [50]. The rabies structures range from systems of ordinary
differential equations (ODEs) to based computational simulations to the stochastic agent.
The early construction of rabies model illustrates that the R class of "SEIR" compart-
mental model was transfered to the removed category due to no cases of natural recovery
at that time and the vaccinations also weren’t available [50]. The Figure 3.4 shows the
compartment diagram of basic SEIR framework used in early ODE formulations for

rabies [50].

Susceptible Exposed Infected
(uninfected, healthy) (nontransmitting) (transmitting)
| Bith | —— | S — E | — I
R A - N BSI oE
E(b+7yN)
Sbh+yN)_ ' l(otb+yN)
Death

Figure 3.4: The compartment of the Rabies model
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The following compartment model shows the transmission dynamics of Rabies.

ds

= = rS—ySN—BSI

- rS —ySN — BSI,

dE

— = BSI-(c+b+YN)E,

dt ( ) (3.5)
I

a _ OoE — (X +b+yN)I,

dt

N = S+E+I,

There have been some descriptive studies that investigated the environmental
factors such as habitats and foxes density that can affect the spatial spread of the virus,
when rabies continued to progress towards neighboring areas [50]. These studies es-
tablish the modeling approach that use reaction-diffusion methods to describe the wave
of the propagation behavior of rabies. The studies also contributed to providing a pre-
dictive model on how to implement a barrier in front of the transmissions wave to stop
the epizootic expansion. The system relied on a framework of the reaction-diffusion

formulation with the following coupled partial differential equations (PDEs) [50].

2s
)~ H(1-N)s—BsI,

OE(x,

)~ BSI—(c+b+NE, a6
dl(x, 2

M) = 6E—(X+b+N1+D2L,

N = S+E+I,

Models formed by Anderson et al. (1981) and Murray et al. (1986), which used
the deterministic ODE and PDE frameworks, to understand the essential ideas about the
dynamics of rabies virus in wildlife [50]. These models relied on ideal conditions to un-

derstand the behavior of dynamic systems. Also, these early deterministic models looked
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at the homogeneous landscape with constant rates and the events were continual during
the time. That model led to ask significant questions about the nature of environmental
interactions. Landscape heterogeneity is likely to be an essential factor to understand
the ecological interactions it wasn’t taken consideration in deterministic models [50].
For example, data have indicated that fox rabies movement throughout Europe, has been
characterized by rapid movement in valleys, and the transmission of the virus was slow
in the areas near to these valleys. Later, it was concluded that rivers were practical bar-
riers to the transmission of the disease and contributed to delaying the progress of the
epidemic. Recently, most studies resorted to applying network models to study the en-
vironmental heterogeneity [50]. The diagram in Figure 3.5 shows the network model
that used for rabies. The landscape is subdivided into N populations. The parameters
u; and A; ; are rates for processes that connect populations; here 1; describes the rate at
which long distance trans-location occurs in a particular population 7, and /; ; describes
local movement of the virus from population i to j. The flowchart (a — f) illustrates the

sequence followed for iterating and updating the model over time. [50].
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Figure 3.5: The diagram of the Rabies model

The stochastic impacts were explored in the model behavior by using a variety of tech-
niques with some of the distributions to describe the process rate in an ODE and PDE
approach. The approach was executed algorithmically with processes rates as birth (a) or
death (d). For example, the first equation of model (3.5) the expected number of new sus-
ceptible individual in the interval dt could be implemented using a Poisson distribution

with parameter rate [rS(z)|dt [50].

Panjeti et al. [50], have introduced a system of stochastic SEIR model which
contribute in the approach of simulation of discrete changes in the number of susceptible,
exposed, infectious, and vaccinated individuals produced by births, deaths, infections,
and movement within all subpopulations [50]. This model is more detailed than previ-
ous models, providing a high degree of biological realism depend on current knowledge

about rabies virus infection. In this model, the spatial component is integrated, consider-
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ing that the index i is present in all classes. This compartmental model consists of, S;, E;,
I;, and R; are the number of susceptible, exposed, infectious, and vaccinated individuals
at location i, respectively. And A; is the total number of non-infectious individuals, N; is
the local population size [50]. The flowchart in Figure 3.6 illustrating the interactions

in model of rabies.

The following Compartment model shows the transmission dynamics of Rabies.

ds K
o = aAi—DNiSi— BL:S; — vS; — (P +Prpr)S; + X(PK;j + PrprKi))S),
dE
- = BILS; — bN:E; — 6E; — (® + ®1pr)E;j,
dl 0
Z = OE;,— XI;,— (‘P—I—‘PLDT)I,'-I-Z(‘I’Kij-l-lPLDTKij)Ij
(3.7
dR P
i VS; —bNiR; — (P + @rp7)R; + L(PK;; + Prp7Kij)R),
Ai = Si + Ei +Ri7

N = S;+E +I+R;
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Figure 3.6: Flowchart of rabies model

The flowchart in Figure 3.6 illustrating interactions in the model. A "Movement" is
represented as a class, but simply indicates how the process allows for the rearrangement

of individuals spatially [50].

3.4 Mathematical Models for CHIKV

Mathematical modeling has contributed to the understanding of the biological
history of Chikungunya infection [71]. Therefore, the study of Yakob et al. [71] used
the data of the Chikungunya outbreak in 2006 in Reunion Island were used to construct
a simple and deterministic mathematical model for virus transmission between humans
and mosquitoes [71]. The compartmental model showed the fundamental "SEIR" sys-
tem where the populations were subdivided into particular classes of susceptible hu-
mans (S), exposed to infection (E) before becoming infectious (Ia asymptomatically) or
(I symptomatically) and then recover (R). The populations of mosquitoes subdivided
to Susceptible mosquitoes (X) exposed to infection (Y) before becoming infectious
(Z) [71]. The igure 3.7 shows the compartmental construction of the epidemiological

model for Chikungunya transmission.



42

,/‘N\\
’ \
/ \
(1-@)A, 5 I \V ¥
& e ]
S E | 1 R
b \ 1
A ‘\ l Iy
\ 1
\
\\ ’/ \ et L
.77 o\ i Rateatwhich !
e - Ny symptoms are i
H BOL . ; actually '
= W i experienced |
y Y Pl N eimrs e S sre e
E f ﬁ? Ag
H M 7]

Figure 3.7: The diagram of the CHIKV model

The following Compartment model shows the transmission dynamics of Chikungunya

among human and mosquitoes.

ds
— = SZ
dt Sz,
dE
I SZ—-ME
dt B] 15,
1
D= ouE-m (3.8)
dl,
Z4 = (1—9ME-—1
dt ( ¢) 1 Yaa
dR

E = Y(1+Ia)7
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dX

T u—PRX(I+1,) —uX,

t

dY

il BoX(I+1,) — ALY — uY, (3.9)
dz

2 _ Ly —uz

dt )'2 uz,

The model has contributed to providing an approximation for peaks of the preva-
lence of an epidemic and final epidemic size. The study applied the model with Monte
Carlo simulation for sensitivity analysis which in turn demonstrated the strong influence
of both the latent period of infection in humans and the pre-patent period. The study
also explained the importance of separating variables to obtain a precise and appropriate

model as well as its importance in reporting control [71].

Another study focused on the formation of a dynamic stochastic model of climate-
based mosquitoes population to determine the time periods that may pose epidemiolog-
ical risks and to plan different intervention measures [57]. The Figure 3.8 provide a

graphical representation of the Chikungunya model.
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Figure 3.8: The Compartment model of the CHIKV

The diagram 3.5 shows the graphical representation of the Chikungunya model Squares
and circles represent the dynamic model for humans and mosquitoes, respectively. Hu-
man population is divided into susceptible (S), exposed (E), symptomatic (IS) and asymp-
tomatic (IA) infective, and recovered (R) individuals. The mosquito population is di-
vided into immature eggs (G), larvae (L) and eggs under a diapause (D) state, and mature
susceptible (S), exposed (E) and infected (I) states. Full arrows represent the transition
from one state to the other. Lines with parallel end represent natural mortality. Dotted

lines represent infection dynamics. for more information around the model see [57].

This model was based on temperature data from different locations of Chikun-
gunya cases in the United States to study the geographical sensitivity of the epidemic
potential [57]. The study noted that the season’s changes followed with the risk of the
epidemic sites.This risk was shown in temperature changes and its periods also during
the period when the population of mosquitoes was growing. The way of identifying
those periods contributes to the effectiveness of resorting to a strategy to control the size

of the population of mosquitoes. For other sites that show a yearly change in temper-
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ature where that leads to develop the population size of mosquitoes and pose an active
epidemiological threat. Human proportions had been reduced the likelihood and mag-
nitude of outbreaks of sites that experience different temperatures throughout the year.

This model can apply to other vector-borne diseases [57].

3.5 Mathematical Models for WNV

The study of malik et al. [40], provide a deterministic model which was devel-
oped for studying the dynamics of West Nile virus transmission through mosquitoes be-
tween two groups of domestic and wild birds. During this time, multiple effective com-
munication rates were established between vectors and the two populations of birds [40].
The Figure 3.9 shows the compartmental construction of the epidemiological model for
WNV transmission [40]. The digram in Figure 3.9 shows the compartment model of

WNV among mosquitoes, domestic birds and wild birds.

Domestic Birds=>

Mosquitoes=

Wild Birds=>

Figure 3.9: The compartment model of the WNV
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The following Compartment model shows the transmission dynamics of WNV.

ds,

dt = )L/v - bﬁvwsvlwa
dl,
E = vavaIw + bBVdSVId - (.uv + 6\/)1\/7
as
d_lw = )Lw - bBvava - .uwSWa (3.10)
dl,
E — bBWVSWIV - (.uw + Y + 8W)IW7
dR
d_l‘w = YWIW - .uvaw
as
5 = Aa —bBavSaly, — UaSa,
t
dl
il bBaySaly — (Ua + Ya + 8a)la, (3.11)
R uly— waR
i Yala — Halka,

The analysis of this model was based on the system of ordinary differential equa-
tions. The system indicates that the epidemiological threshold which is known as the
reproduction number was less than one that means the disease is free and stable globally
[40]. Also, the disease uniformly persists and was associated with small variations in
the parameters of the model when the reproduction number was higher than one. Un-
der certain conditions, the model shows that the equilibrium was endemic and unique as
the numerical simulation indicates that this equilibrium was asymmetrically stable. The
study found that the optimal way to control the WNYV in the two populations of birds is

to reduce the density of mosquitoes [40].
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Recently, great efforts have been made to control the Brucellosis disease and reduce its

transmission among pets and then to human [37]. However, the infection persists in

some countries, including in the Middle East. Therefore, a mathematical model was

developed for the dynamics of brucellosis transmission, which includes seasonal effects.

The Figure 3.10 shows the flowchart of brucellosis model [37].

The following system of ordinary differential equations present the model of

transmission dynamics of brucellosis:

as
dt

dH
dt

dE
dt

dl
dt

dB
dt

= OE(t)—(u+o)(1r),

= B3(E+I)—(d+0)B,

= e

= A—Bi[E(t) +1(1)]S(t) — B2B(2)S(t) — (1 +7)S(r) +kH (1),

= ©S(0) = YR [E@) +1()H (1) — YBH (1)B)(1) — (1 +k)H (1),

= BiS@)+YHOIE@) +1(1)] + Ba2[S(r) + YH(1)|B(t) — (6 + W)E(1), (3.12)

A—JS |GIEH]+5B
e
C
K
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—
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Figure 3.10: Flowchart of brucellosis model
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The model in Figure 3.10 provides a clear picture of the transmission of the
underlying disease and searches for the strengths and weaknesses of previous preven-
tion and control strategies. So, the basic reproduction number associated with the time-
periodic for this model was analyzed, and the results were determined from the threshold
dynamics. The system of ODEs shows the dynamics of brucellosis in a time-periodic

environment [37].

O = A BIEW +O]S() — BaB)S() — (1 +T)S() + kH (D),

dH

= TS0~ YBIE®) +HIOHE) ~ YBHW)B() — (1+ HH(D)

W~ Bl + yHWNED +10) + BalS0) + PHOIBO) (04 wEW), (13
L = GE() - (u+ o),

Ccll—]f = B3(E+1)—d(t)+6B(t),

Also, the study conducted an optimal control on the use of animal vaccination
and environmental disinfection as measures to control diseases against brucellosis infec-

tion [37].

Depending on both spatial and seasonal variations, a nonlinear model was con-
structed to investigate the dynamics of brucellosis transmission. The spatial model of
that system was adopted to the structure patches and for the seasonal effects which were
based on the use of time-periodic model parameters [72]. This framework was achieved
by a two-patch model, as well as a detailed analysis of cases with and without sea-
sonal fluctuations, respectively. The following system of ordinary differential equations

(ODEs) describe the brucellosis transmission dynamics [72].
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ds

5 = Ay — (Rl +B1B1)S1 — (0S4 11)S1,

dH

i (X111 +B1B1)S1 — (61 +c1 + )1,

dE

i I —dB 3.14
7 o111 —d By, (3.14)
dl

o = Ay — (b + B2B2)S> — 12 S2 + 6581,

dB

= = (aalr + B2B2)S2 — (M2 +c2) o + 6414,

The basic reproductive numbers contributed to the results of the threshold dy-
namics through different constructed scenarios. The results indicate the importance of
integrating spatial and seasonal heterogeneity in the development of strategies to control

brucellosis [72].

3.7 Mathematical Models for Anthrax

This study presents a deterministic mathematical model that includes migrations,
births, and death from other diseases to trying to study the effects of anthrax transmis-
sion. The study focuses on the consequences of ingestion of carcasses, environmental
pollution resulting from it and the role of migration rates in the persistence and extinc-
tion of animal populations [22]. The epizootic siac anthrax model with animal migration
is described by the following system of four partial differential equations in (x,t) € @

X [0,00] :
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The study also was concerned with the calculation of the basic reproduction num-
ber Ry of the anthrax model taking into account the concentration on the animal migra-
tion Ry(d)and without inclusion it Ry, respectively. The study found that when Ry < 1
that lead to the extinction of epizootic anthrax then the animal population persists with-
out the disease. In contrast when Ry > 1 it is possible to have a catastrophic extinction
for both susceptible animals and infected animals with anthrax [22]. When Ry(d) > 1,
that means the estimation for anthrax region was obtained and some special conditions
of existence of diseases have been found in this region. The study shows that the process
of reducing levels of ingestion of carcasses by removing carcasses from reserves dosen’t
always leads to a reduction in the proportion of infected animals with anthrax. As a
result, the high levels of environmental carcasses caused by anthrax often result in the

catastrophic extinction of animal populations [22].

3.8 Mathematical Models for Chikungunya Fever

The Chikungunya virus, which transmitted to humans by mosquitoes, is a severe
tropical disease that first appeared in 1953. The mathematical models based on differ-
ential equations for the transmission of the Chikungunya virus developed for mosquito
populations and virus transmission to the human population. The first model uses SI
and SIR models while the second model depends on a stage structure model [45].These

models are an essential tool for studying vector-borne infections. The model also takes
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into account the dynamics of the vector when the size of the population not constant as
well as contact rate, which depends on the size of the vector population. Furthermore,
the global analysis of the equilibrium is founded by uses the Lyapunov functions also by

providing results on the theory of competitive systems and periodic stability [45].

In another study, a new model of Chikungunya was developed focusing on time-
varying parameters with three types of control. The conditions for ensuring eradication
or continuation of the disease have been provided in this model either for periodic model
parameters or for changing general parameters. By switched systems theory the study
focuses on using multiple Lyapunov functions in order to demonstrate sufficient results
for removal and destruction of breeding sites and reduced contact rate schemes. The
analytic results found for disease removal by pulse vaccination utilized methods from
Floquet theory. Numerical simulation was used to obtain effective analysis of control

schemes [36].

3.9 Mathematical Models for Influenza

Since its first outbreak in Hong Kong, avian influenza has caused numerous hu-
man infections to spread all over the world. The disease, caused by the transmission of
avian influenza A to humans, is a zoonotic disease such as HSN1 and H7N9. Avian in-
fluenza A H5N1 infected more than 500 people, where the mortality rate reached about
60%of reported cases. Also, the mortality rate from avian influenza A H7N9 reached
about 35% of confirmed cases in China [35]. To understand and analyze the dynamic
behavior of the transmission of avian influenza to humans, a mathematical model of
SI-SIR was constructed with some assumptions. The Model was based on the logistic
growth for the avian population; also another model was built on the Allee effect. More-
over, a study obtained a threshold value for the spread of avian influenza by finding the
equilibrium points of the two systems to examine the local or global asymptotical sta-
bility for each point. The asymptotical stability examination was done by resorting to
use some of the techniques like linear analysis technique, combining Liapunov function

method and Lasalle’s invariance principle [35].
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In 2009, the influenza A / HINI virus swept across the world, spreading to
more than 214 countries. The majority of cases were confirmed by 2010, with 18,449
deaths [31]. During that period, the Republic of Korea was interested in developing
a mathematical model for the dynamics of transmission of influenza A / HIN1. Based
on government strategies, the simulation period was divided into three periods [31].
The first period was using the non-pharmaceutical strategy. In the second period, non-
pharmaceutical and antiviral strategies were implemented. During the third period, the
vaccine strategy is added. Period 1 indicated a significant reduction in the transmission
rate due to government policies applied, such as the difference between the fitted data
and the uncontrolled transmission rate obtained from theZ) basic reproduction number
of the model without intervention [31]. Thus, the rate of decline in transmission is used
as an upper bound in non-pharmaceutical control which is interested in the study of opti-
mal control strategies, as the new approach contributes to the creation of a realistic upper
bound of control. The study also obtained a real-time prediction for injury by referring
to the mathematical modeling of early stages of the epidemic as well as, investigating
the impact of vaccination coverage and timing associated with cumulative events. The
conclusion refers to the importance of early vaccination and its useful role in the preven-

tion of the epidemic [31]. The Figure 3.11 shows the flowchart of the 2009 A / HIN1
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influenza model. Note that the antiviral factor is not included in Period 1 and vaccination

is not considered in Period 1 and Period 2 [31]..

The transmission model of the 2009 A/HINT1 influenza is then governed by non-

linear differential equations as follows:

ds ;
© _ _BSA-vs
dt ﬁN )

dE
= B(x+%+¥%)A—KE,

dl
— = pkE—al—al
dr p al,

dA
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Figure 3.11: Flow chart of A/HIN1 influenza model

This study introduces the SEIR epidemic model with time delay system. By con-
sidering (DDEs) which is a model of delay differential equations to find a more realistic
description of the dynamics of influenza A (HIN1) [32].The study starts with investigat-
ing the positivity and boundedness of the model solution. Depending on the Lyapunov
LaSalle invariance principle of the system to provide sufficient conditions to show the
global stability of both equilibria (disease-free equilibrium and endemic disease equi-
librium). Also, to maintain stability behavior, they estimate the length of delay beside
conducteding the bifurcation analysis.The threshold dynamics is founded in detail by the
basic reproduction number, where %y < 1 shows that the infectious population will dis-
appear, which mean the disease will die out, but if Z > 1 the infectious populations will
persist [32]. Finding the importance of sensitivity analysis by showing which parame-
ter values have a significant impact on the model dynamics of the influenza A (HIN1)
model. Also, numerical simulations with application to HIN1 infection are given to

verify the analytical results [32].
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In conclusion, we have discussed different types of mathematical models for
each disease to monitor and predict outbreaks of zoonotic diseases. In general, epi-
demiological models can be classified into three categories: statistical, mechanical, and
automated. Public health organizations around the world use such models to assess the
development of disease outbreaks and emerging epidemic policies. The Figure 3.12

presents an overview of mathematical models for infectious diseases [59].
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Chapter 4: Mathematical models of MERS-CoV

Between 2012 and 30 June 2018, 2229 laboratory-confirmed cases of MERS-
CoV infection were reported to WHO [48]. The disease takes two methods in transmis-
sion among human either by animal-to-human or human-to-human. The second method
constitutes the majority of cases of infection in the worldwide [39]. So we need to
study different types of mathematical models which is essential to reach the outcomes
that contribute to MERS control. In this chapter, we present various types of mathemati-
cal models that explain the dynamic of transmission of MERS-CoV and optimal control

strategies.

4.1 Models of Controlling MERS-CoV

Since the onset appeared of MERS cases in 2012, researchers have been inter-
ested in designing mathematical models to explain the nature of the disease. According
to Al Asuoad study [2], the MERS model was provided a compartmental structure sim-
ilar to SARS model. Both models consist of combined systems, of nonlinear ordinary
differential equations (ODEs). The model forecasts were equipped with data from Saudi

Arabia outbreaks during 2013-2016 [2].

The study also dealt with a model of the population of one city while neglecting
their spatial spread. They assumed that the populations is large enough to justify the
use of a continuous description based on ordinary differential equations. The study also
indicated that the presence of the geographical distribution of the disease in one city
requires models with partial differential equations, which may complicate the model and
thus making it more difficult to understand the disease [2]. As shown in Figure 4.1, the
study demonstrate the model dynamics by five sub-population groups: susceptible (S),
exposed or asymptomatic (E) (individuals who carry the virus and can infect others but
have no symptoms), infected (I), isolated (J), and recovered (R) individuals. The flow

diagram of the model is depicted [2].
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Figure 4.1: The Compartmental structure MERS model

The following mathematical model shows the dynamics of MERS.
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Where the initial conditions are S(0) = Sy, E(0) = Ey,1(0) = Iy,J (0) = Jo,R(0) =

The predictions of the MERS model are fitted to data from the outbreaks in
Riyadh (Saudi Arabia) during 2013-2016. The model simulation results indicated that
the MERS disease would finally be contained in the city [2]. The study also shows that
the outbreak risk and the containment time depend entirely on first-hand contact coeffi-

cients and the constant rate of the isolation. The previous result was observed through
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simulations after adding the randomness to the coefficients of the model, which is sen-
sitive to the scaled contact rate between people and isolation rate. The analysis of the
model refers that the usage of the stability theory for the ODEs showed that the isolation
was the only way to control the disease [2]. Also, the stability theory illustrates the
endemic steady state which was locally stable. The study highlighted the importance of
the analytical results and the typical behavior demonstrated by the numerical simulation
with the estimated parameters in the city of Riyadh. The estimated parameters indicated
significant implications for the subsequent containment of the disease in the city. Also,
the study points out that the mathematical model emphasizes the importance of isolation
of infected individuals to avoid future MERS outbreaks. Besides that, the model was
generic which can be used to analyze epidemics in different parts of the Middle East and

other countries [2].

The model has been designed to study the dynamics of transmission of two
groups of (MERS-CoV) patients, where the first group consist the residents of Mecca
while the another group pilgrims who are visiting Mecca.Additionally, the model was
used to assess the effect of quarantine on susceptible individuals, as well as to know
the impact of a possible anti-MERS-CoV vaccine during the dynamics of transmission
it among individuals [41]. This study considers quarantine as the temporary removal
of susceptible individuals (those who fear infect with the MERS) from the general pop-
ulation. The study suggested two hypothesis that the quarantine-exposed individuals
are presumed to have no infection during quarantine and the second is that don’t detect

infected cases without the appearance of symptoms during quarantine [41].

The study divided the population into two groups: where the group 1 Include the
total population Ny (r) at time t, it’s divided to seven mutually-exclusive compartments of
un-vaccinated non-quarantined susceptible (S (¢)), un-vaccinated quarantined suscepti-
ble (Sip(t)), vaccinated susceptible (S1y(¢)), non-quarantined exposed (i.e., latently-
infected, and showing no clinical symptoms of MERS-CoV) (E|(¢)), non-quarantined
symptomatic (i.e., infected with clinical symptoms of MERS-CoV) (1 (¢)), non-quarantined

hospitalized (isolated) (H,(¢)) and recovered (R;(¢)) individuals [41].
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Similar to group 2, the total population N,(¢) at time ¢ it is divided into un-

vaccinated non-quarantined susceptible (S>(¢)), un-vaccinated quarantined susceptible

(S20(1)), vaccinated susceptible (Say (7)), exposed (E»(t)), symptomatic (I2(r)), hospi-

talized (H»(¢)) and recovered (R,(¢)) individuals. Thus, the total population at time t,

N(t), is given by N(z) = N1 (1) + N2 (t), [41].

A flow diagram in Figure 4.2 display the model for the transmission dynamics of

MERS-CoV during a mass gathering, in the presence of quarantine and mass vaccination

[41].
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Figure 4.2: Flow diagram of MERS model
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The following mathematical model shows the dynamics of MERS.
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The model is subject to a backward bifurcation, which appears to arise because of the
assumption that the vaccine provides incomplete infection protection. The model can
contain one or more endemic equilibria when the number of reproduction associated
with it exceeds the unity [41]. Uncertainty and sensitivity analyzes are performed to
determine the impact of uncertainty in parameter estimates of the model, as well as to
identify critical milestones that drive the transmission of the disease. The study of malik
el at. [41],reformulated the model and it used as an optimal control problem, also the
resulting model is used to assess the impact of different control strategies [41]. Numer-
ical simulations of the optimal control model indicate that if the cost of implementing
quarantine and vaccination strategies are high, then both strategies can be managed by
using their maximum possible levels for a relatively shorter period (i.e. "hit-hard and
hit-early"), then reduce the coverage gradually in the next few days afterward. More-
over, the global strategy, based on the joint use of quarantine and vaccination strategies,

has proved to be more efficient than applying each of them individually [41].

4.2 Models of Transmission MERS-CoV

4.2.1 Deterministic Model

The year 2015 saw the first and most massive epidemically outbreak of the MERS
outside the Middle East particularly in the Republic of Korea [70]. Subsequently, the
Republic of Korea described the deterministic SEAIHR model among humans popu-
lation only because there are no zoonotic infections of MERS-CoV. The model was
divided into compartments the susceptible (S), exposed (E), asymptomatic(A), symp-
tomatic infected(I), hospitalized (H), and removed (R) individual, the total number of

human population in the Republic of Korea (N) [70].
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A flow diagram in Figure 4.3 shows the compartmental model of MERS in the

Republic of Korea [70].
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Figure 4.3: The model of MERS in the Republic of Korea
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Based on detailed patient data, two dynamic models were designed to simulate

deployments from May 20 to June 8 and from June 9 to July 10, respectively. The model

of Republic of Korea indicates that the basic reproduction number Z0 was 4.422 [70].
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The rapid spread of MERS cases mostly due to the lack of targeted protection and control
measures as was shown by the numerical analysis. The partial correction also determined
by the fact that the parameters 3; and y have strong links with %, which means that the
infection and the proportion of symptomless cases have a significant role in the spread
of the disease [70]. By sensitivity analysis, the study concluded that the most effective
measures to control the disease are strengthening the ability of self-protection against
the risk of infection and the rapid isolation of confirmed cases. In addition, monitoring

the close contacts of a human with infected cases is important as well [70].

4.2.2 Stochastic Model

Most studies have provided a dynamic transmission of the MERS outbreak with a
deterministic model, although it is unrealistic. In order to arrive at a more realistic model,
the stochastic model was used in the study of Chowell el at [14]. This type of model also
contributes to the provision of information that could help evaluate the real progression
of MERS-CoV during the 2013 year, and response to changes in disease surveillance,
control interventions, or viral adaptation. Also, the importance of the stochastic model
lies in helpfully correcting the decisions and strategies of health institutions and explains

policies more than deterministic models [14].

The study was directed by the stochastic model, which contains a transmission
model of SEIR compartmental that includes the main epidemiological characteristics of
the outbreak of MERS-CoV. The model consists of the transition settings between three
stages (first, the transmission of the virus to animals from another unspecified animal
reservoir, as well as the transition from human to human in the community and the
hospital). According to Chowell et al. [14], the importance of the stochastic models is

evident especially when the rate of infection is low.
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Schematic representation in Figure 4.4 shows the transition of MERS cases (in-

dicated by arrows) among the different epidemiological states in model [14].
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Figure 4.4: The stochastic model of MERS
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The study also seeks to understand the difference in values derived from R, ;411
and R;. This difference is sometimes due to secondary cases being less transmissible
than index cases or due to biological differences during the disease transition, and con-
trol measures for index cases may be less efficient than secondary cases [14]. To obtain
a clear result on the disorders caused by the outbreak of the MERS-CoV, the study de-
veloped a stochastic transition model that identifies the transmission of both index and
secondary cases. The model also includes different case reporting scenarios where case-
control has consistently linked disease, with both severe illness conditions being hospi-
talized from those who treated in the community. Using the Markov-Shin-Monte-Carlo
estimation technique to match the MERS data in 2013 with the model, and providing
new estimates for reproduction number with considering previous estimations. There is
also a need to review other gaps in the data, which in turn contributes to the clarification

of the disease transition process for 2014 and beyond [14].

As a result of the significant uncertainty about the nature of the virus and the
severity of human-to-human transmission, the study developed a stochastic transition
model that understands the transmission of disease among index cases (who get infect
from camels ) and secondary cases (who get infect from infected human ) [14]. In
2013, from April to October, the secondary cases of the infected human with MERS
in KSA received strong support from the control authorities compared to primary cases
[14]. The model shows that the percentage of infection in the secondary cases was less
than of the cases of infection on the primary case which didn’t receive such support.
Besides, the study also shows the importance of monitoring viral adaptations that may
have portability to crossing the border as all zoonotic diseases. The study also showed
the role of bias in observation (especially the difficulty of observing asymmetric and less
severe index cases) which leads to distortion of the reasoning and interpretation of the

parameters of transmission [14].
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4.2.3 Spatiotemporal Heterogeneity Model

The cases of the Coronavirus, which causes the respiratory syndrome in the Mid-
dle East, indicate that there have been discrepancies in time and geography since their
inception in the Middle East. So, a range of models was used to estimate case generation
rates along animal and human transport routes and spatiotemporal heterogeneity. And
by using the stochastic model along with the time series of incidence in the region to
estimate the zoonotic and human to human transmission parameters associated with tim
[52]. The model also shows that secondary transmission cannot be determined between
the reported cases. Besides, this approach was linked to the analysis of cases imported
from the region to assess the rate of underreporting. Among all these potential models
with different parameters and scenarios, the most appropriate model is characterized by
significant heterogeneity in time and space and is referred to both the transmission of
animals and humans-humans [52]. By the spring of 2014, the time variance contributed
to an increase the spreading disease 17 times and three times among both humans and
camels, respectively, that made the reproductive rate higher than 1 in all areas under
study. The model shows that the cases of the MERS, which represents the secondary
cases (human to human), reach a high rate around 75% while the cases associated with
an epidemiological link with another case are 34% [52]. Overall, the estimated report-
ing rate was 0.26. The importance of the environmental component and the substantial
impact on the epidemic are evident, with high levels of spatial heterogeneity in the trans-
mission of zoonoses compared to humans. Expectations indicate that the proportion of
interrupted formed a small percentage of reported cases and is responsible for the sec-
ondary transfer. Thus, the ideal solution to reduce the spread of the epidemic requires a
more comprehensive understanding of the source of animal origin and their transmission

path [52].

In this study, the researchers worked on two-step to estimate the porting rate p,
the sporadic generation rate for non-human cases p’p(t) and the reproduction ratio R"(t)
as a function of time 7 in each region r. The first step depended on modeling the time

series of incidence in the Middle East, where this step has been used to import the cases
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and the stochastic data-driven model of the spatial diffusion of the epidemic around the

world [52].
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Figure 4.5: The scheme of MERS with 2-step approach

The scheme in Figure 4.5 contains a 2-step approach which is illustrated by
model A B and C. Model A which is Step 1 depends on the t of 20 imputed epidemic
curves for 17 regions in the Middle East (there is one curve shown for the sake of vi-
sualization corresponding to the region experiencing with the largest number of cases).
It allows model selection and estimation of R'(¢) and g5, () = pp%,(t). Model B which
is Step 2 shows the t of imported cases from Western Europe and North America and
allows estimating p. The scheme (Model B) of the functional forms assumed for R(r)
and g, (1) when temporal heterogeneity (either for one of the parameters or both) is con-
sidered in the model. Parameters g, 1, ¢sp 2, R1, Rz, R3 are estimated. Model C: which

shows the combination of parameters yielding the 32 models for exploration.

According to the transmission scenario, the study was concerned with the cal-

culation of transmissions between each region in view of the possibility of notification
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cases, including those involving s”(¢) the transmission from human-to-human:

P(dp(t) = D' (1)s" (1) &ds (1) = 5"(1))

The d;p(t) are reported cases of intermittent generation. By requiring that D" (¢),

assuming the same reporting rate p for both secondary and primary cases, the d; (¢) was

(t—1)D"(t—1)

binomial with the probability of PR ED) whereas

(dsp(t) = D"(1) — s"(1)&ds(1) = sr(1))

4.5)
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For the partial information on transmissions scenario, we computed
(d5(t) = D(1) — 5" (¢) and dsp(1)s"(1))
(4.6)
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In the end, this chapter shows that all studies of the MERS-CoV models concen-
trate their effort in studying the disease transmission only among the human population
see Table (4.1). We Know that MERS-CoV is coming from an animal source where
it includes bats and camels. Later, the humans got the infection. We don’t know for
certain how is the cycles of the virus in these animals. MERS-CoV has been found in
camels in several countries. It appears that some people became infected after contact
with camels, so more information is needed to Figure out the possible role that camels
and other animals may play in the transmission of MERS-CoV. However, we should
consider the model of the camel population in those countries that showcase infection

by camel-to-human.

# Author Type of model Human Camel
population population

1 The system of nonlinear ordinary J
Al-A: d et al. 2016
suoadeta differential equations (ODEs) x
2 The two-group model for the
Malik et al. 2015 transmission dynamics of MERS- J x
CoV.
3 A deterministic SEAIHR model
Xia et al. 2015 J x
4 A stochastic SEIR-type ,
Chowell et al. 2014 compartmental transmission x
model
5 Poletto et al. 2016 A spatial heterogeneity model / x

Table 4.1: The most models of MERS-CoV
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Chapter 5: Mathematical Model of MERS in the UAE

In this chapter, we study two population model of the MERS-CoV. It is clear
that the cases of infection in the UAE resulted by contact with infected camels or hu-
man, so we investigate on the model contain two patches camels and human. The two
patches will explain the dynamic of MERS-CoV among camel population and human

population.

5.1 Presentation of the Model

In this section we develop and investigate a mathematical model of MERS infec-
tion with two patches: human population and camels population. The human population
is modeled with an SEIHR model which is similar approach to the SARS. The camels
population is modeled with SIS model, where the I compartments in the camels popula-
tion model will be divided into two sub-compartments of the unaware I! and the aware
infected camels 2. The reason we consider SIS model for the camels because there is no
clear definition of the diagnosis process for the camels and we don’t Know if the camel

can have chance to recover but what we know that the camels have tolerant to the virus.

The flowchart (5.1) represents the compartments of my model where the human
population is divided into susceptible Sp, the Ep represents the population of the infected,
and possibly infectious but with no symptoms, the infected and infectious that show
symptoms represented by Ip, the infected hospitalized is Hp, and the recovered Rp. The

total human population is N, = Sp + Ep +Ip + Hp + Rp.

The camels population is divided into susceptible S, unaware infected camels !

and aware infected camels /2, with N, = S, + 1! +I2.

The time frame of the infection starting with infected camels getting in contact
with healthy (susceptible) people and also with health camels (susceptible). There are

several evidence that show that the same strain MERS-CoV exist in bats. For this rea-
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son virus, we assume that the susceptible camels population becomes infected after the
bats transfer the MERS-CoV to them. Then the unaware infected camels became aware

infected camels after symptom appears.

The direct contact between camels and humans lead to infection with some prob-
ability. Moreover, we assume that a portion of the infected people are possible infectious
but does not show symptoms until after an incubation period. Furthermore, we assume
that hospitalized people are also a source of infection, since several cases of the infection

happen in hospitable setting.

Recently, mathematical models have been developed to analyze MERS outbreaks
in an effort to better understand the disease transmission and determine the strength and
weakness of current prevention and control strategies. In particular, we proposed the
following system of differential equations to model the transmission dynamics of MERS:

5o 17

M,S, M,1} M,12

BiSc
Ne

Uz +1

M, H,

MiRp
(B2lp + B3Ep + Bull + BsHp)Sp
N, E 0Ep yIp aHp
P

5Rp

M15p

@

Figure 5.1: Flowchart of the MERS dynamics.

5.1.1 Variables

We define first the variables that describe the dynamic of the Corona-MERS virus,

which are as follows:
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Sc¢/Sp : Camels/Human susceptible populations
1M1 ; : Unaware infected vector/aware infected vector /infected Human, respictivily
E, : Infected populations and possible infectious but does not show symptoms
H, : Hospitalized populations
R, :  Recovered populations

5.1.2 Human Transmission

The equations of human population are given by

ds I E I H,)S

©p Ap—ulSp—(Bz’ﬂLB3 p - Pale + PsHy) L+ 8,R

dt N,

E I E 1! H,)S

d_P _ (ﬁZ p+ﬁ3 p+ﬁ4c+ﬁ5 p) p—(,Ll1+9p)Ep

dt N,

dl 5.1
d_f = 6Ep— (W + %+l 1)
dH

d_tp = Yolp— (0p + 1 +&5)Hp

dR

d_tp = opH, —(6p+ 11)R)

5.1.3 Camels Transmission

The equations of the transmission of the disease among the camel are given below
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das
dlc - Ac_.uZSc_ﬁl °

(I +12) + (811 + &I7)

dr! S,
e [31 P14 2= (& + v+ 1)1, (52)

dI?

o= VI — (& + o+ &)I2

5.2 Human and Camels Parameters Description

We explain in this section the parameters of the human models and the camels

model.

5.2.1 Human Parameters

A, is the human population increase by immigration or new born, L is the death
rate human, f3; is the infection rate of infected people, 3 the infection rate of exposed
people camel, B4 the infection rate of infected unaware camels, 5 the infection rate of
hospitalized people.0, represent the recovery rate of the human. The detection rate of
infected people is represented by 6,,. & I} represents the death rate due to the infection. & 5
represents the death rate due to the hospital. The rate of hospitalization of the infected

human is represented by ¥,. Finally, this population have also recovery rate given by a,.

5.2.2 Camels Parameters

A, is the population increase by immigration or new born, L is the death rate
camel, B; is the infection rate by camel to camel, 6; andd, represent the recovery rate of
the unaware and the aware infected camels, assuming that some camel can recover from
the infection. &; and &, represent the death rate due to the infection of the unaware and

the aware infected camels. Finally y represents the rate of detecting a sick camel.

we conclude that all parameters of the camel population and human population
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reflects natural of disease in this region. So, the model takes into consideration the
lifestyle of people in the UAE by considering the contact between camels and human.
Each parameter has a particular definition in this model contribute to explain the nature
of the disease among human population and camels population and between the two

communities.



77

Chapter 6: Parameters Estimation

In this chapter, we will use a set of papers [41, 70, 14, 34, 5] to estimate the
parameters of our model. Of course, not all the parameter are available since there is a
lack of camels data in the Middle East. For examples, it is very difficult to estimate the
parameters of the death related to the infection, the infection rate among the camels, and
the recovery rate of the camels. However, the best way to have reasonable estimates of

camels parameters is by approximating them and setting their ranges with other zoonatic

diseases.
Table 6.1: Description of the model parameters
Parameters Description Dimension for
the Core Model
A, Birth Rate of human and New Immigration Rate Human x Days™!
A, Birth Rate of camels and New Immigration Rate Camel x Days™!
w1 Death rate of human Human x Days™!
U Death rate of camel Camel x Days™!
B1 Infection rate by camel to camel Days™!
B> Infection rate of infected people Days™!
B3 Infection rate of exposed people Days™!
B4 Infection rate of infected unaware camels Days™!
Bs Infection rate of hospitalized people Days™!
0p Recovery rate of the human Days™!
01 Recovery rate of the unaware infected camels Days™!
0, Recovery rate of the aware infected camels Days™!
o, Recovery rate of hospitalized human Days™!
0, Detection rate of infected people Days™!
¥, rate of hospitalization of the infected human Days™!
Y rate of detecting a sick camel Days™!
g pl Death rate due to the infection Days™!
g pz Death rate due to the hospital Days™!
&, Death rate due to the infection of the unaware infected camels | Days ™!
&, Death rate due to the infection of the aware infected camels Days™!

6.1 Parameters Estimation of Human

My work concerns the MERS-CoV situation in the UAE, and since the collected

data on the disease was insufficient. To estimate the parameters for the human population
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we used studies that contain data focused on patients reported in The Kingdom of Saudi

Arabia done in South Korea and Saudi Arabia. The unit in Model is taken as days~!.

To estimate the birth rate and immigration rate of the UAE, we need to find the
total population which was estimated in 2018 to be about 9,790,857 persons. According
to country matter website, the births and deaths for this year are approximately 83,675
and 11,430, respectively [16]. By using birth rate formula [61], and other equations
to find the desired birth rate (see Appendix). Hence the birth rate A, is 47.97 per day.

Also, the normal death rate of human is y; = 3.198399 x 1076 per day (see Appendix).

The infection rate of infected people f3;, exposed people B3, hospitalized people
Bs are unknown. According to a study be conducted in South Korea by Xia and others,
and by depending on the data of MERS-CoV reported cases. The researchers used the
method of least-squares to estimate the values of these parameters where they found that
B> = 0.7833, B3 = 0.8756 and Bs = 0.4568 [70]. Also, the incubation period which
is the time until exposed people showed the symptoms and became infected, and that
refer to the rate of exposed people to become infected 6, = 0.2. Referred to the rate of

hospitalization of the infected human y, = 0.2 [70].

As for the rate of recovery of the infected human showed by 6, = 0.125 and the
recovery rate of hospitalized human ¢, = 0.2, where this values of parameters refer to
confirmed cases of Saudi Arabia which done by the study of Malik and others [41]. In
addition, The number of death cases due to the infection was 12 from 134 case [15].
Then by using the death rate formula (6.1) I estimated that the death for both infected
and hospitalized individuals would be &) =3.36 x 107, &> = 3.36 x 10~ respectively.

The Table 6.2 provide the values and ranges of the parameters of the human model (5.1).

. __ (number of birth/death)
Birth/Death rate = (total population) (6.1)




79

‘ Parameters Baseline value(per day) Range (per day) Reference ‘
A, 47.97 [7500/365,4000/365] calculated
[N 3.198399 x 1076 [3.198399 x 1073,1/3.198399 x 107 11] calculated
B 0.7833 [0.5925,0.8592] [70]

B3 0.8756 [0.853,0.9324] [70]

Bs 0.4568 [0.3839,0.6751] [70]

Op 0.125 [1/9,1/7] [41]

o 0.2 [1/6,1/4] [41]

0, 0.2 [1/6,1/4] [70]

Yy 0.708 [0.4,0.8] [14]
) 3.36x107° [6x1077,5x 1077 calculated
S 3.36 x10°° [6x1077,5x107°] calculated

Table 6.2: Parameters of the human model

6.2 Parameters Estimation of Camels

Almost all the studies on the MERS-CoV focused on the transmission of the
disease among humans. Fewer studies focused on the disease aspect on the camels. To
my knowledge, there is no study on the camel population which makes estimating of the

parameters of the camel model very challenging.

According to FAO data, the birth rate of camels in the United Arab Emirates has
been increasing during the current period compared to previous years. Indeed, the sta-
tistical year book in Abu Dhabi in 2015 and 2016 shows that the total camel population
was 383887, 394224, respectively. And the death rate of camel population in these two
year was 28269, 34963, respectively [19]. We calculated the birth rate of camels per
day, and found to be A, = 97.1925, and the death rate is tp = 2429813 x 10~ 4 per day

(see Appendix).

The study of Lin el. at, focused on the spread of the disease among camels as the
primary host of the virus, and it is essential to know the nature of transmission among
camels at a lower rate compared to humans. Where the infection rate by camel to camels
show that B; = 0.15 [34]. Also, &; and &, represent the rates at which infected camels

become recovered [34].

Another study conducted on a camel’s farm in Egypt, where it was found that the

percentage of detection MERS-CoV in local camel sick less than those imported (12%
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, 21% respectively). The y = 0.12 refer to the rate of detecting the sick camels [5].
Since we don’t have data of the death camels, we assumed that the death rate due to the
infection of (unaware, aware) infected camels are £ = 0.33 , &, = 0.9, restrictively. The

Table 6.3 provide the values and ranges of the parameters of the camel model (5.2).

‘ Parameters Baseline value(per day) Range (per day) Reference ‘
A 97.1925 [130,54] calculated
J15) 2429813 x 1074 [0.2429813,2429813 x 10~7] calculated
B 0.15 [0.25,0.04] [34]

Ba 0.34 [0.2,0.46] assumed
& 0.25 [1/6,1/2] [34]

& 0.25 [1/6,1/2] [34]

Y 0.12 [1/10,1/5] [5]

& 0.33 [1/5,1/3] assumed
& 0.9 [1/5,1/3] assumed

Table 6.3: Parameters of the human model

The Table 6.4 shows the confirmed MERS-CoV cases in Arabian Peninsula and

Infected rate of camels per country in the Arabian peninsula [27, 21].

Country Camel populations by FAOstat 2015 Confirmed MERS-CoV cases Infected Rate of Camel Unit

Saudi Arabia 301717 977 3.238133748 x 10> Days !
UAE 430372 50 1.161785618 x 1074 Days~!
Qatar 84216 7 8.311959723 x 107> Days™!
Oman 252660 4 1.583155228 x 10~*  Days™!
Kuwait 7718 3 3.887017362 x 10~*  Days™!
Bahrain 1055 0 0 Days™!
total 1077738 1041 9.659119378 x 10™*  Days™!

Table 6.4: Infected rate of camels per country

This chapter concludes how the disease affects the population of camels in the
Arabian Peninsula as shown in Table (6.4). The infection rate by MERS-CoV among
camels is highest in Saudi Arabia followed by UAE. The Food and Agriculture Or-
ganization (FAOstat) shows that the population of camels continuous in increasing so
the probability of infection by MERS among camels may increase. Animal models for
MERS-CoV infection of humans are needed to elucidate MERS pathogenesis and to

develop vaccines and antivirals [27, 21].
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Chapter 7: Mathematical Analysis

In this chapter we discuss qualitative properties of the solution, such as positivity
and boundedness. Then we define the basic reproduction number % from the models
5.1-5.2 in page 74. which is an important parameter in mathematical epidemiology.
The value of % determines the stability of the disease free equilibrium (DFE). Also, we

analyze the endemic equilibria of the model system 5.1-5.2 in page 74.

7.1 Boundedness and Positivity

In this section, we prove the positivity and the Boundedness for the models of

camels and human.

7.1.1 Positivity

Theorem 7.1.1. suppose that initial conditions are all positive that is S,(0) > 0,E,(0) >
0,1,(0) > 0,H,(0) > 0 and R,(0) > 0. The solution (S,(t),E,(t),1,(t),Hy(t),R,(t)) of
the model is positive for all time t > 0, and uniformly bounded.

We use the Theorem 7.1.1 from [62] to prove the positivity of solution of the

human model system.

Here, we suppose that the differential equations of the human population are

equal to the function f,,(S,,E,,I,,H,,R)) as given below .
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s bI, + B3E, + Ball + BsH,)S
-2 = AP_NISP_(B £ B . B BS p) p+6pR:fl(Sp7Epvlvap7Rp)a
dEp (Balp+ B3Ep + Bul! + BsH,)S
= F F : F p_.ulEp_epEp:fZ(SpaEpalpaHpaRp)>
dt N,
ay  _ 0,E, — NI, = f3(8,,E,.1,,H,,R
o Otp (1 + % +Ep) = f3(Sp, Ep, 1y, Hp, Rp),
af, - _ s “H, = f1(S,,Ep.1,,H,, R
dt - YPC+((XP+N1+€1)) P_f4( p»LEpyip,iip, p)>
dﬁ = H,— (0 R, = S,.E,. 1,,H, R
dt - ap p (P+:u1) P_fS( prLpsipstp, p)-

(7.1)

Proof. From equations (7.1) and by applying the Theorem 7.1.1 we obtain that S, (¢) >

A, + 8,R > 0, which is similar to the following equations:

f1(0,Ep,1,,HyR,) = Ap+8,R>0,

(ﬁle + B3Ep + ﬁ4lgﬁ5HP)SP

£(8,,0,1,,Hy,Ry) = N >0,

p
f3(Sp,Ep,0,H, R,) = 6,E,>0, (7.2)
f4(Sp,Ep,1p,0,Ry) = Yl >0,

f5(Sp,Ep, 1y, Hy,0) = a,H, > 0.
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]

We conclude that the remaining equations show that (S,(¢),E,(t),1,(t), Hy(t),R,(1))

they are always positive for all # > 0.

The camels model system, We use the same approach which is firstly start with

this theorem 7.1.2.

Theorem 7.1.2. Let the initial condition satisfy that S.(0) > 0,I!(0) > 0,12(0) > 0.
Then, the solution (Sc(t),1!(),0,12(t)) of model is positive for all time t > 0 and uni-
formly bounded.

Here, we suppose that the differential equations of the camels population are

equal to the function f;,(S.,1!,1?) as given below.

ds S,
= Ao Se— P 2y (1) 4 812 = 1 (511 2)
di, BiSe 11 p 1 1 12 73
dt = N (Ic +Ic) _(61 +’y+“2)[c _611c :gZ(chlc’Ic) (7.3)
C
dic_ 1} 4 (& + )12 — 8212 = g3(Se, I}, 12)
dt - }’c 2T U )i, ¢ — 83W0cydp 1,

Proof. From equations (7.3) and by applying theorem 7.1.2, we obtain that S.(¢) > A, +

(611}, 817) > 0 which is similar to the following equations:
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g1(0, 11 12) = A+ (81,817 >0,

5.
002 = PPz (74)

g3(5671370) — A«I(} > 0.

]

Hence, we conclude that the remaining equations shows that (S.(z),1}(¢),12(t))

are always positive for all # > 0.

7.1.2 Boundedness

Now, the second step shows the boundedness of the solution which depend on

the previous result that shows the positivity of the solution.

The total human population denoted as N,,.

Ny =S,+E,+1,+H,+R,. (7.5)

By adding the five equations of the human model and using (7.5), we get the rate

of change of the total living population N, (z) as:

dN,

7 =Ap—t(Sp+Ep+1p +Hy+Rp) = Ap— tuN.

Thus, we get that the rate of change of the total living population N,,(t)
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dN,
“—P —A,— N
dt P au’l )

which lead to

A
limsupN,,(t) < —Z.
123!

t—roo

That means N),(t) is positive and uniformly bounded.

Also, since N,(¢) > 0 and each one of S, E,,1,, H, and R), is positive, it follows

that they all are uniformly bounded.

We call N, the total camels population, where

Ne=Sc.+1 412 (7.6)

By using the previous approach, we add the three equations of the camels model

with (7.6), we get the rate of change of the total living population N,(t).

dN
1 = Ae— S+ I +17) = Ac— [N,

thus, we get that the rate of change of the living population N,(7),

dN,
dt

:AC_:U“ZN7

which lead to

A
limsupN,(t) < —.
f—3o0 J27)

That means N,(t) is positive and uniformly bounded. Also, since N,(¢) > 0 and

each one of S.,I! and I? is positive, it follows that they all are uniformly bounded.
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7.2 The Basic Reproduction Number

It is obvious to see that the system (7.7) has the disease free equilibria Ey, where

A A.
EO - (_p707070705 _a070)'
23] %)

To calculate the basic reproduction number, we use the Next Generation Method

[64], as follows:

d .
= Fi(xy) — Hixy)i=1,n
dt
dy; .
E:gj('x7y)7]:17 ,m
where
E,
Ip Sp

1! Se

IZ

Indeed, .%; the rate of secondary infections increases the i-th disease compart-

ment and ¥; viewed the rate of disease progression [64]. In matrix form, the dynamical

system (7.7) is written as :

(ﬁle + ﬁ3Ep + ﬁSHp + B4Ic1 )SP

N, (U1 +6p)E),
0 —6pEp + (1 + 1+ &)1
Fi= 0 v TiE | —nlpt (ot m+E))H,
%(13+13) (E'+y+ o+
0 ¥+ (2 + 1+ &)
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dF
The linearizion of the disease compartment x is X' = (F —V)x with F = —(Ep), V =
X
F
Z—Xi(Eo), we get:
Bs B Bs Ps O
0O 0 0 0 O
F=10 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 B B
000 0 0 0|
and
(11 +6p) 0 0 0 0
-0, (w+%+E) 0 0 0
V= 0 Y (0tp+ 11 +&)) 0 0
0 0 0 (&1 +y+u2+6) 0
0 0 0 ~Y (&t 12+ 8) |
let

A=(W+6,), B=m+y%+&, C=a,+m+§&,

E=¢+y+m+06, F=56+w+6

and the next generation matrix is

K=FxV!
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where i )
1
i+ 0 0 0 O
6 1
2 5 0 0 0
-1 0
Vi=l e b 000
0 0 # O
[ 00 0 F 7|
Hence,
[ B8y | Bs6p, Bsv» B |
RGp e B T BB
0 0 0 0 0
K= 0 0 0 0 0
0 o o0 Bybr b
i 0 0 0 0 0
By taking spectral radius of K we find Ry
Ho = p(K) = max (Zo1,%02) ,
where
By = B3 N B26, N Bs0,Yp
(1+6p)  (+6,) (i +7+E5) (i +6p)(t+%+E5)(+u+E))
and
Gy — B By
02 = + .
Ei+y+m+06) (Ei+y+m+06)(E+1m+6)

Proposition 7.2.1. The basic reproduction number X of the System 7.7 is define by the
maximum of %y1 and Xo».

It is easy to see that (7.7) has a unique disease free equilibrium E( defined by
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Ey= (%,0,0,0,0,%,0,0).

Hence, using the result of [64], we have the following result:
Proposition 7.2.2. The disease free equilibrium Eq is locally asymptotically stable if

and only if Zy < 1 and it is unstable if %o > 1.

7.3 Endemic Equilibria

In this section we try to find the possible endemic equilibria of studied model.

ds I E I H,)S
o _ Ap_ulSp_(ﬁ2p+B3 p+ Bal; + BsHp) P 1 §,R,,
dt N,
E I E ! H,)S
d_P _ (ﬁ2p+ﬁ3 p+ﬁ4c+ﬁ5 p) p_(.u1+9p)Ep;
dt Np
dl
d_f = epEp_(.ul“"}/p‘l‘g;)Ipa
dH
d_tp = Vplp_(o‘p‘*‘Nl‘Fgg)Hpv
(7.7)
dR
d_tp = apH, —(0p + W1)Ry,
ds, S,
C o A— S Py s ),
dt N,
dlcl ﬁlSc 1 2
—<¢ = ) - o)1}
dt Nc (c+ c) (51+’}/+.u2+ l)cv
dr?
o= Ve (St &)L,

we assume that I! # 0 and 12 # 0. Then



Ac— 1S+ (B} 4+ 812) = (E1+ 7+ w) I} + 811,

thus, we have S, N,,I? as function of /!

> = «iI!
S, = —+wr!
H2
N, = 4o,
H2
with
N
St +6
1 &y
=—[———-&+r+
H2[§2+I~lz+52 (S 47+ 42)
P=¥Y+K+1.

1

dl
By plugging S, N,,I? in equation a’_tc’ we have :

e
B (= +WI})
0— Uz
A
(= + o1}
[25)

(kI 1) — (& +y+ )1} — 811}

<0,

90

(7.8)

(7.9)
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Since I! # 0, then

A
— 491!
Bl(u )

A (k+1)—=(E1+7+u2)—61=0
(= +@1))
H2

therefore,

Ac A
Bi(==+¥IN(k+1)= (& +y+m+8) (= +oI)
25] U

Bi
(& + 7+ U +deltay)

A A
(k+ 1) (= 4+ =—=<+oI
H2 H2

Ac Ac
%02( + lPICI) =

— — 1 oI
H2 U2

Al

Ry — 1) = (O — B ¥)1!
Ha2

Thus,

A
(R — 1
.Uz( 02 )

= 7.10
¢ D —-YZo (7.10)
After simplifying ® — W%, (see Appendix) we found that
A
—[ %02 — 1]
=_1 (7.11)

W[ - Rp]+Kk+1

1! > 0if and only if :



o %0 > 1and W[l—@oz]—l—K—l—l >0

then, we have
K+ 1> y[Zp—1]

K> (B — 1]

hence,

II>0if 1 < Zp < 5t +1

o Zop < 1and y[l —Zpn]+ x+ 1 <0 which is impossible.

Proposition 7.3.1. The endemic equilibrium I' > 0 if and only if 1 < oy < KTH +1

The third equilibrium point found when I, E,, H,, R, # 0.

We have
Ap — ,ulSp + 6pRp =71

T=(+ Gp)Ep

thus,we have S,,N,,E,,H),,R), as functions of /,

92
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+%+E&}
Ep _ Hi+% gplp,
)
p

(M1 4%+ &) (11 +6))

T = I
0, b
Yp
Hy = — " |,
AR (7.12)
_ (o i/
Ry = (6,;qu1)(ap+uﬁ+§,%)lp’
Sp = %—l—lﬁ[p,
N, = %Jrrczlp,
with
K = i[ 0p0p Yy (1 6) (1 +7'P+§1§)] (7.13)
- (8p+ pi)(ap+ pr +&5) 6y
K = (11 + 6p) (11 ‘H’p"'é;})[ 6,067y )
6, (1 +6p) (1 +7p +E3) (0 + 1) (0 + 1 +63)
(7.14)
since:
9,, YP 5]7 (Xp

1

<1, <1, <1, <
m+6, m+nt+s) pH et 6D

Then, it is easy to show that k1 <0
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2 ‘i‘Yp + 5;}
917

2 = ki + )1 () (2 NP s) (7119)

o+ + &7 p+u1) 0p+ 11+ &5

Now, we investigate the sign of k,. We have

o+ +E) Y o Y
K=K +(——)+1+ + 7.16
2= Kit( 6, ) (ap+u1+§§) (6p+u1)(ap+u1+§§>( )
By simplifying k» , Then we have:
1
W o O (M+%+8) , w+6,
Ky = 1+ —+1)|+ 1— +1
’ (ap+u1+r§,§)[ Sp+ 11 1 ) 6p | 1 |
= i 1 %]_w+1
(p+m+8E)) o

Yp(0tp + 1) _(Ul""}’p"‘é;})_'_

1
pi(op + i +&1) L

= [ = (&) + ]

+
— LI ()] <0

From the equation E), at the equilibria, we have :

_ Sp(ﬁ21p+ﬁ3Ep+ﬁ4Icl +B5Hp) -
NP

0 (W +6,)E

therefore



95

A A
(“_f +xi11p)(Bal, + Baxsl, +ﬁ41c1 + Bskalp) = (‘u_f + Kalp) (11 + 6)) (s1p)

we define the x’s, where

_ % Y
K?) - (5p+u] )(ap+“1+§3)
_ /s
K = ((X,,-H,L]-ﬁ-ég)
+1p+E)
ks = (B Z’; 5,,)

therefore x; <O wheni=1,2 and x; > 0 wheni = 3,4,5.

Then we find quadratic equation as a function of the variable I,,.

as
P(I,) = ALy +BI,+C (7.17)
where
A = —ioks(U+6))+ ki (B2 + B3ks + Bska),
B = xiBull + 32 B+ (B — (6 + 1)) s+ skal. (7.18)
C = LBl

Since I! > 0, then C > 0.

By substituting k4 and k5 in %y, then
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6 ﬁ?)
B, S N, | ot Y . NS ,
01 ( ) 9p) .5[ K5 ﬁZ ﬁ5K4]

by re-arranging the form of A we get

A= (Qp +,u1)1<5(9?01 - Kz) (7.19)

Since k; < 0, then A > 0 and we conclude the following result.

Proposition 7.3.2. There is either two feasible endemic equilibrium or none.

A

Two Non-Feasible Solution Two feasible Solution

No feasible Solution No feasible Solution




7.4 Jacobian Method-Routh-Hurwiz Criteria

7.4.1 Block Matrix

The Jacobian matrix can be written as

The sub-matrices of the Jacobian matrix J are shown below.

_ r - _ -
5, 0 — pﬁ4“(vap)’g> 0 000 a
(N 71(1)
0o 0 S L 0 000 O
B= rhs (Np)? , C= ;and
0 O 0 0 000 O
0 0 0 0 000 O
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AN% + 2r + mwvl

L 0 0
CN) CN) ° (°N)
AMNI ) g2 ?%.TN&.T\(.TQV AwwchvHQ% Cg— ~>\.XN~+ D 190 e
90+ THRG 1S 0
0 (Tl + %9)—
0 0
‘v ) 0 _
(% + 1) — 250 izﬁg +orvg + At + i) | TV
d d o
At sgig— N (% + 17 + E % + (1%) — -

%9+ FA1geg -
0
Gevisim)y-
0 (13 + % + 1) —
('N) _¢pd (“N) dg
g S TS
G 1S~ =y S~

MO[oq UMOTS ¢ PUR Y SOOLIJRW O} ‘OS[e



Sp E, . 1,, H,,

dS
and by (7.7) we assume thatd—;) =0 then I get

Ap —,ulSp + SI’RP =

_ Sc 1
Define s, = N, €p = N, olp = N, Jhp >Se = Noole

Z

i)

(ﬁZIp + .B3Ep + B4Ic1 + BSHP)SP

Np

let (Balp + B3E, + Bal! + BsH,) = O then,
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here we want to reduce the Jacobian matrix J, then by taking the first term of sub-matrix

A and multiplied with ¢
then © x *2 = (S5 —1)(A, — 1S+ 8,R,)

Also for % =0, I get that :

Ac— S+ (S} + &12) = ﬁ -

let * — (A(‘_H2SC+(S5;ICI+521 )Nc)

— e+ 1)

then %% x g = (§¢ — 1) (Ac — maSe + (811! + 8,12))

c

then, the Jacobian matrix J after reduced shows below

B 1
8y 0 —spBa(1—3) 0
1
0 0 s,Bu(l—2) o
B— Pﬁ4( N,,) . C=
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

o o o O

o o o O

o o o O
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AN% + ol + mwvl

(2 —1)g%s (to+ el + L +13) — (72— 1)'g%

e+ (gt —1)1g7%s—
0

(&3 + 1l + “0)—
0
(Ty —1)%g%
(fy —1)%g % —

L

0+ (32— )15
0

ay
({5 + U+ 1l)—
(44— 1)%%
(T2 —1)2g%s—

0 0

(1 — =) (1% + 7179) + *5% —°) 0 .

(1 — =) (1% + 1%¢) + 5% — °y) — el — 0
0 (Tl + %9)—

0 0

‘0 , 0 B
(Yg+ 1) = (T —1)sg%  (1—22)(%% + g1 — %) -V

("0 —1)%g%s— (1 =z ) (%o + ‘gl — 4y) — 1l

MO[9Q UMOTS ¢J PUR Y S9OLIjew 9y} ‘Os[®



with
1
a = —p— (Baiy+Bsep +l3411vcp + Bshp) (1 —sp)
a = —pu—(Ap— Sy +8Ry) (52— 1)
b = —s,B3(1—ep)
¢ = —spPa(l—ip)
d = —s,Bs5(1—hy)

1
e = M- (ﬁzi},+ﬁ3€p+ﬁ411v;+l35hp)(1 —sp)
e = (Ap_ﬂ15p+6PRP)(]SL§_1)

fo= spBs(1—ep)— (11 +6p)
g = sph(l1-ip)

h = spBs(1—hyp)

z =
i = —(op+m+E)
j= o

k = —(8,+m)

I = 8,

m = _Sp54(1—NLp)
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(7.20)

(7.21)

(7.22)

(7.23)

(7.24)

(7.25)

(7.26)

(7.27)

(7.28)

(7.29)

(7.30)

(7.31)

(7.32)

(7.33)

(7.34)

(7.35)



p = —(6p+um)

q = —ta—Pilic+i2)(1—s)

g = —Ho— (5 = 1D)(Ac—pSc+ (&il} + &I7))
s = —sPBi(1—il)+ 8

vo= —sePi(1-i2)+ 8

ro= Piii+i)(1—sc)

ro= (% 1)(Ac— mSe+ (81 + 812))

t = scPi(1—ip) — (&1 +y+u+8)

w = sPi(1—i2)

the matrix(7.4.1) with the coefficients signs:

o o o o o O

o o o o o +

©c o o <o +

o o o +

c o <o +

o o o o o

o o o o o
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(7.36)

(7.37)

(7.38)

(7.39)

(7.40)

(7.41)

(7.42)

(7.43)

(7.44)
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The eigenvalues of the matrix(7.4.1) are the solution of the equation

A
det(J — AI) = det =0. (7.45)

Note that

det(J—AI) = det(A—Al)det(D—AI—C(A—AI)~'B)
= det(A—AI—B(D—AI)~'C)det(D—AI)

where
1
(0 o)
0 x(t—it‘)—wu vu;sx ),v—th—i—sw
(DA =
0 . x(g—1) vr—w(g—A1)
u(g—>) sr—=(g=A)(1=A)
\ 0 2 & —T & /
and

& =u(vr—w(g—A)) —x(sr—(g—=A)(t - 1))
®=u(—w(—A+q)+vr)—x(—(=A+q)(=A +1)+s7)

Then we have

A—AI—B(D—-Al)"'C=
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and

det(A—AI—B(D—AI)"'C) =

= jz[(a—A)h—e( —pi—ﬁ)]+(k—l)[(a—/1)[(i—7t)(f—l) — gzl +ecz—eb(i—1)].

Then the determination is

= AV tart+aAd+azA? +ad +as=0.
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(pqlza — dqyo — dyzbv — fi)lzo + ozdyo + ydz[v + [ynd

(plzo — dgo — qyo — dgxyo — dyzb — dzbv — yzbv — d0zda + 02y + ydzl + yz[v + [y + [yd + [vd + yvd + [3y0d
A.EI&NQI&N@,INmsloww+§mIﬁ\w|QN.?#?Q.T.Qd+.§d+.$§+3mw+.§&+ Jyo + [yd + yod + [od
" (@@ =20 —2f +wy+w+ud+ [y +yv+ [v+yd+ fd+vd
G+y+f+d+o

)
)
)
)
)

— 9p
= Vb
— €p
= ap

QI
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Also
p-A 0 0 0
qg—»A s %
0 g—A s v
det(D — AT) = —pon| T
0 root—A w
0 u x—A7A
0 0 u x—=»A
(7.46)

=(P=M)(g=A)[(t =2A)(x = 2A) —uw] = r[s(x =2 —uv)]]

Then the determination is

= (p - l)[—ls +b17l«2 —boA —b3] =0.

Here

by = (x+t+q)
by = (—uw—sr+tx+qx+qt)

by = (qtx—qwu—srx—+vur)

Hence, the characteristic polynomial is a product of two 4th degree polynomials
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with

det(A— Al —B(D—A1)7'C) = —A° + ajA* + apA® + a3 A? + ay A + as

and

det(D—AI) = (p—A)[-A3 — 1A% — oA — b3].
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Chapter 8: Numerical Simulations

To visualize the dynamics of MERS infection in the UAE population, we run
simulations of the MERS model using R software [54] and the open source packages
[18, 60]. Using parameter values listed in Table (8.1) with initial conditions given in

Table (8.2).

8.1 Time Series Simulation

This section shows the simulation of different values of basic reproduction num-
ber %y, to clarify the results of our model and analytical results. First, we will simulate
the case Z < 1. Then, we will simulate the case % > 1 based on the values of the basic

reproduction numbers for the subgroups of % and %, including the

Ko = p(K) = max (Zo1,%02)

with
By = B3 N B26, N Bs6,7,
(M +6y)  (m+6,)(m+1+E)  (u+6p)(m+v+E)(ap+u+El)

and

Bi n Biy
Si+y+um+6) (Gi+y+u+6)(&+u+d)

Ky =
(
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So we chose our parameters in order to study the epidemic equilibria shown

below:

» Case 1: %y < 1land Zyp < 1

» Case2: Zy1 > 1and Zpp < 1

» Case 3: Zp1 < 1and Zy > 1

» Case 4: %o > 1 and %o > 1

Some of the parameters were calculated to suit with a description of my model

while others were assembled from other papers of MERS-CoV. Where A, is considered

as human populations in UAE which is calculated from [16]. Also A, represent camels

populations in UAE are calculated from [19]. The simulation below shows the outcomes

of our model in the case of % < 1 for the following parameters. The Table 8.1 display

the parameters that used in the simulation at case Disease Free Equilibrium.

The parameters value and unit are presented in Table (8.1).

’ Parameters \ Values \ unit \ References ‘
Ap 47.97 Human x Days~" | calculated
Ac 97.1925 Camel x Days~! | calculated
m 3.198399 x 107 | Human x Days~" | calculated
L 2429813 x 107* | Camel x Days~" | calculated
Bi 0.15 Days™! [34]

B> 0.7833 Days™! [70]
B3 0.8756 Days™! [70]
Ba 0.34 Days™! assumed
Bs 0.4568 Days™! [70]
S5y 0.125 Days™! [41]
5 0.25 Days™! [34]
& 0.48 Days™! [34]
o 0.2 Days™! [41]
6, 0.2 Days™! [70]
Yy 0.708 Days™! [14]
y 0.12 Days™! [5]
) 3.36x107° Days™! calculated
[3 3.36 x 1076 Days™! calculated
& 0.33 Days™! assumed
& 0.9 Days™! assumed

Table 8.1: The parameters values and units
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Parameters \ Value ‘

S, 300000
E, 205

I, 21

R, 31

H, 25

Se 30000
1! 7

I? 0

Table 8.2: Initial conditions

8.2 Simulation of the Disease Equilibrium

8.2.1 Simulation of the Disease Free Equilibrium

To have better understanding of my model in the case of free equilibria, we plot
the figures for the one case per each population as we mentioned previously. The case

are as follow:
» Case 1: %y < 1and Zp < 1

For simplicity, we will give all the parameters without unit since the same pa-

rameters were given in the previous Table with units.
In the case 1, we choose the following parameters:

Ap=47.97;Ac =96.8; 11 =3.198399¢ X 1076; 1 =242 x 10~ 4; f; =0.58; B, =
0.7833; B3 =0.36; B4 = 0.34; 5 = 0.4568; 5, = 0.125; 8, = 0.17; 6, = 0.25; 0, = 0.2; 6, =
0.4;7, =0.708;y = 0.36;&) = 3.36%107%,&7 = 3.36 10§ =0.25:£, = 0.9;

Compartment of humans and camels population when %) < 1: the simulation of
the model of the case 1 when % < 1 shows that the susceptible human population goes
down in the begin of the time course, but gradually converges to the equilibrium point%.
So, the population of susceptible human decreased sharply from 3,500,000 and stood at
506713.4 then it rise slowly to settle between 1000000. Also, the exposed population get
established and rise sharply after 17 days (time) and peak around 793082. The infected

population also increases and peaks around 426939.5 and time series simulation show
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that the disease pick at value 111.9821 infected people within 20 days. The infected
population at final stage reach to the value 0.04357758. The recovered and hospitalized
population appear with super high in increasing, where theses two population take a

more time before to reach a peak. For more illustration see Figure (8.1).

The simulation of the infected camel compartment does not get to established
for the (Aware infectious camels and Unaware infectious camels ) population while the
susceptible camels population is grow. So, compared to the human dynamic there is no

peak occurs in camels population before the human peak.
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Figure 8.1: Case 1: disease free equilibrium ( when Zy < 1)
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we conclude that the Case 1 appears with slight infections to human while there

was a fewer burden to camels.

8.2.2 Simulation of the Endemic Equilibrium

To have better understanding of our model in the case of endemic equilibria, we

plot each Figure of the three cases per each population . The cases are as follow:
» Case2: %o > 1and %y < 1
» Case 3: Zp1 <1 and Zp > 1
» Cased: Zy; >1and Zypp > 1

For simplicity, I will give all the parameters without unit since the same param-

eters were given in the previous Table with units.

In the case 2, I choose the following parameters: A, = 47.97;A, = 96.8; ) =
3.198399¢ x 107 6; 1, =242 x 1074; B, = 0.76; 3, = 0.1; 83 = 0.09; B84 = 0.34; 35 =

0.08;8, =0.125:8; =0.14/2;8, =0.25; a, = 0.2;6, = 0.2; %, = 0.708; y = 0.12/2; &}
3.36%107%&72 =3.36%10 0§ =0.13/2:£, = 0.9/2;

For the case 3, I used these parameters : A, =47.97; A, =96.8; 1 = 3.198399¢ x
1076; up =242 x1074; 81 =0.76; B> = 0.1; 3 = 0.09; B4 = 0.34; s = 0.08; 6, = 0.125; 6 =
0.14;86,=0.25; 0, = 0.2:6, = 0.2;7, = 0.9912; y = 0.12;&) =3.36%10 %, &7 =3.36 %
107%;&; =0.13;&, = 0.9;

Finally, For the case 4 Thave: A, =47.97; A, =96.8; 11} = 3.198399¢ x 1076; r =
242 x 1074; B; = 0.55; B> = 0.5833; B3 = 0.43; B4 = 0.34; B5 = 0.3568; 5, = 0.125; §; =
0.14;8, = 0.25;01, = 0.2:6, = 0.4;7, = 0.708;y = 0.14;§) = 3.36 % 10 %, &2 = 3.36 %
107%:£, =0.1;£, =0.9;
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Figure 8.2: Case 2: disease endemic equilibrium ( when %y > 1)
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Figure 8.3: Case 3: disease endemic equilibrium ( when %y > 1)

200

Ep

R_p

S_c

"

15000 25000

5000

0

10000 20000 30000 40000

0

15000 25000

5000

0

10000

2000 4000 6000 8000

0

Exposed Human

115

50

100 150

time

(b)

Recoved Human

200

50

T T
100 150

time

(d)

Susceptible Camels

200

50

100 150

time

®)

Unaware Infected Camels

200

50

T T
100 150

time

(h)

200



S_p

I_p

H_p

12_c

1500000 2500000

500000

150000 250000 350000

0 50000

0e+00 2e+05 4e+05 6e+05 8e+05

400 600 800

200

Susceptible Human

o -

50 100 150 200

time

(a)

Infected Human

o 4

50 100 150 200

time

(©)

Hospitalized Human

o 4

50 100 150 200

time

(e)

Aware Infected Camels

50 100 150 200

time

€3]

Ep

R_p

S_c

"

2e+05 4e+05 6e+05

0e+00

4e+05 8e+05

0e+00

15000 25000

5000

0

3000 5000 7000

1000

0

116

Exposed Human

50 100 150 200

time

(b)

Recoved Human

'\__

T T T T
50 100 150 200

time

(d)

Susceptible Camels

50 100 150 200

time

®)

Unaware Infected Camels

T T T T
50 100 150 200

time

(h)

Figure 8.4: Case 4: disease endemic equilibrium ( when %y > 1)
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By analyzing the igures corresponding to the cases, the Case 2 when Zy; > 1
shows that the susceptible human population (S),) decreases sharply from 3000000 to
500000 within 40 days then it increasing slowly and settle at 685110. Also, in Case
4 when Z > 1 the S, was decline more sharply compared to case 2 (see cases in
Figure(8.2) and (8.4)). While §), in Case 4 appear with a slight change whereas it mostly
stabilized around 482006.4, that actually because % < 1.The population of E,,, R;,, H,,
presented with the same pattern in Cases 2 and 4, which is increasing rapidly and the
increase in Case 4 was earlier than case 3 withe similar scale time. The same population
in Case 3 shows a little growth on the scale time compared to Case 1 and 3. When
Zo1 > 1, the Case 2 and Case 4 shows a high infection in human population where the
peak of the infection reached to 252529.7,337893.9 respectively, while Case 3 shows the
less infection and peak at value 8170.837 infected case. That means Case 1 and Case 3
are more endemic equilibria when the disease is endemic in the human population. In
fact when Z; < 1 the endemic equilibria lower in the human population compared to
when %, > 1. That shows the protecting the human population from possible camel

infection is beneficial to the overall infection in the UAE.

The analysis of the time series of Case 2 shows that the susceptible population of
camels (S,) displayed an increasing trend when the time increased. Conversely, I! and
I? is decreasing because %, > 1 which means the disease in camels die out. The Case
3 is opposite to the previous case, where that the decrease in S, is very sharply during 40
days at the same time the increase of I! was rapid which reach peak beyond 9798.482
cases of an infected camel. The number of infected camel converged to 431.3864. The
IC2 was rise slowly at that time, and it reaches close 1000 case of an infected camels.
The disease after 50 days shows a scenario of persists disease in a low number of in
cases of infected camels. The last case mostly was similar to case 3, but with less rate of
infectious between camels whereas the value of the peak was 7157.172 of infected cases

and this number converted to 460.5257.
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8.3 Sensitivity Analysis

Here we show the index estimation of % with respect to the parameters and we

do the uncertainty analysis

8.3.1 For Infected Population (/)

We looking at the sensitivity analysis of all parameters of our model with respect
to the variable of infected humans, we find certain parameters have more impact on

human infection population than others. This impact could be either positive or negative.
1. Casel: Zy < land Zp, < 1

In Figure (8.5), we see that parameters A, U, 6, ;, gg, A¢, o have
almost no effect on I,. The variables B, B4, 7, 01, 02, &1, & have slight effect on 1.
More precisely, ¥, 01, &, &1, & have the same negative sign which means the increase
of the parameter will result in a decrease of I,. On the other hand, B, B4 are affecting
positively 7,. That is the increase of these variables will slight increase /,. The remaining
variables are of significance to I,; particularly «,, 6,,y,. These variables have a high
impact on I, and their effects are described as follows: the parameters have the opposite
sign to I,. It is normal because the increase in the recovery rate of hospitalized humans,
the long period of incubation for an exposed individual until becoming infected, and the
increase in the rate of hospitalization of infected humans, means we will not have an

infected population.

The parameters that have positive effect on I, are 3, B3, Bs the infection rates
of infected individuals, infection rate of exposed individual and infection rate of hospi-
talized human, respectively. It make sense that increasing the values of these parameters

will result in more infectious individual.
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2. Case2: %y >1and Zy < 1

The Figure (8.6) encompassed parameters A, [, él}, gg, A¢, W, B, Ba,
Y, 81, 02, &1, & which have almost low effect on ,,. The variables A, iy, Bi, B4, 7, have
slight effect on I,,, while the other remaining parameters have no effect on I,,. Regarding
to other parameters as 3, B3, Bs, &, which have a medium effect on 7, with positive
sign which means the increase of the parameter will result a increase of I,,. The remain
parameters also are significant for I,,; especially 6,, 6,, ¥,. The variable ¥, has a high
negative effect on /,. Contrarily, 8,and J, are affecting /, in positive way. That means

the increase of these variables will sharply increase /,,.

The Figure (8.6) shows the variation of the parameters such as d,, 6, and o, by
10000, while the variation of the other parameters by lower than that. The sensitivity
analysis which is shown in this case refer to the parameters of human such as 3, 3, Bs
with more sensitive in I, than camel parameters such as i, B4. All previous parameters
have a positive effect on I,. 7, is also of the human parameters but with significant
negative effect on [, and its means more recovered people hospitalizes leads to less
infected in human population. Both §, and 6, positively effecting /,,, which explain the

more rate of detecting people who are infected will increase the number of sick people.
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3. Case 3: Zy; <1 and Zy > 1

The parameters A, U, 51}, 53, W, Bi1, 7, &, & almost have a low effect
on I,. Besides, the parameters i, ¥, 0y, & have slight effect on 7,,, while the remain
variables have no effect on /,. Differently, the §,, A¢, B4, 01, & have an average effect
on I,,. Whilst the first three variables have a positive sign which means the increase of
the parameter will result a increase of I,. The last two parameters have a negative effect
on I,. The remain parameters raised major effect to /,,; particularly «,, 6,, ¥, have
the opposite sign to I,,. The effects of theses parameters are described as follows: the
increase in the recovery rate of hospitalized humans, the long period of incubation for an
exposed individual until they become infected the increase in the rate of hospitalization
individual of infected humans, means we will not have an infected population. In this
case, the parameters with high significant effect on /,, are similar to parameters in case
1 when %) < 1, but Figure (8.7) indicates that, the rate of hospitalization individual of
infected humans are less than case 1. That follow as the increasing of infectious between
camels when %, > 1. The parameters that have a positive influential on 7,, are 32, B3, Ps.
The first three parameters are the infection rates of infected individual(which is shows a
low rate), infection rate of exposed individual and infection rate of hospitalized human.

And the increase in the value of these parameters will result more infection.

This case shows that the infection is dominated on camels. By looking at the
camel parameters with highest effect on 7, such as f8; and B4 where 8; which is describe
the infection rate among camels and it show lower infection to human compared to f34
which is show the infection among human. The surprise result is that 8; doesn’t affect /,,.
The disease persists in the camels population but the transmission of the disease among
the human is the most dominate. The sensitivity analysis of our parameters when %, >
1 which mean the disease persists in the camel population shows that the parameter of
transmission of the disease among human lower sensitive to /, and that indicates the

crucial wish out the human transmission, not the camel transmission.
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4. Cased: Zy > 1and Zy > 1

In Figure (8.8), we see that parameters, &1, ég, Ae, W, Y, 01, &, &1, &
have almost low effect on /,. More precisely, the A, 11, Bi, B4 have an average effect
on I,. The A,, Bi, Bshave positive sign which means the increase of the parameter will
result a increase of I, while (11 has a negative sign which the increase of this parameter
will result a decrease of 1,,. The remain of the variables are significance to I,,; particularly
B2. B3, Bs, 6y, 6y, 7. The variable yp has a high negative effect on 7,. On the other hand,
the remain are affecting /,, in positive way. That means the increase of these variables

will sharply increase in I,,.

The Figure (8.8) shows the variation of the parameters such as d,, 6, and o, by
20000, while the variation of the other parameters by lower than that. The sensitivity
analysis which is shown in this case refer to the parameters of human such as 3, 3, Bs
with more sensitive in I, than camel parameters such as i, B4. All previous parameters
have a positive effect on 1,,. In this case only v, effect I, negativity, while the remain
parameters has positive effect. The in the value of ¥, means more recovered people hos-
pitalizes leads to less infected in human population. Both 6, and 6, positively effecting
I,, which explain the more rate of detecting people who are infected will increase the
number of sick people. Also, we should also note the effect of increasing the birth rate
of human A, in the spread of the disease, as any increase in the number of human will

cause in the future increased the likelihood of the spread of the epidemic.

This case shows that the infection persists among the population of camels and
humans, but it is clearly the infection dominance on the human is highest. By looking
to the camel parameters with highest effect on 7, such as f; and B4 where i which is
describe the infection rate among camels and it show higher infection to human com-
pared to B4 which is show the infection among human. So in this case f; will affect
in I, positively and contributes to the spread of the epidemic among humans, but with
small percentage. The disease persists in the camels population but the transmission of
the disease among the human is the most dominate. The sensitivity analysis of our pa-

rameters when %y, > 1 which mean the disease persists in the camel population shows
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that the parameter of transmission of the disease among human lower sensitive to /,, and

that indicates the crucial wish out the human transmission, not the camel transmission.

The Cases 2 and 4 are similar when %; > 1 to some extent.
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8.3.2 For Hospitalized Population (H,)

The sensitivity analysis of hospitalized population was performed in the same
style as for the infected humans population. Figure (8.9) show a general look for the
human sensitivity of parameter with respect to infectious human population. The Figure

shows the different effects of parameters on H), that may be positive or negative.
1. Case 1: c@01 < 1 and %()2 <1

Parameters A, Ui, 0,, pl’ 3, A¢, Uy have no significant sensitive to
the H,. Furthermore, parameters f3;, B4 have an average positive effect on H, and 7,
01, &, &1, & have an average negative effect on H),. These parameters which has an
average effect on H), have a slight ability to change the H), size. This differs for the
rest of the parameters where an increase or decrease will effect the infected H,. The
three parameters 3, B3, Bs are positively sensitive to H,, in descending order where
an increase in one of them would rise number of infection in H),. The remain of the
parameters are of significance to H),; particularly ¢, 6,, ¥,. These variables have a high
impact on H), and its effects are described as follows: the variables have the opposite
sign to H),. This is normal because the increase the recovery rate of hospitalized humans,
the long period of incubation for an exposed individual until they become infected and
the increase in the rate of hospitalization individuals of an infected human, which means
we will not have more infection in H,. So, as we take %1 < 1 and Z» < 1 then there
is no infection so ever until that time. This is practically the case when the diseases
doesn’t increase and the persist in the human. The Figure (8.9) shows the variation of
the parameters such as §,, 6, and o, by 100, while the variation of the other parameters
by lower than that. What happen is the recovery rate, the rate of hospitalization and the

rate of detection actually negatively infect H),.
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2. Case2: %y >1and Zy < 1

The second case of analysis indicates a high infection in hospitalization popu-
lation as shown in Figures (8.10). Whereas, most of parameters contribute an effect on
H), but with different measures. The first Figure (8.10) illustrated that the sensitivity of
parameters are varies in sign where they may have positive or negative effect on H,. Pa-
rameters A, Ui, ¥Vp, B1, B4, Y have a low simple sensitive to the H »- Where the parameter

1}, 53, Ac, lo, 61, &, &1, & are not sensitive at all to H,. Furthermore, parameters f3;,
B3 have an average positive effect on H, which are have a slight ability to change the
H), size. This differs for the rest of the parameters where an increase or decrease will
effect the infected H,. The three parameters Bs, 9, 6, are positively sensitive to H), in
descending order where an increase in one of them would rise the number of infected
population in H,. The remain of the parameter is significance to H),; particularly o,

which has a high negatively effects H),.

If the persistence of the 5,, increased ,that means we will have more individuals
who lose their immunity then more people will getting sick. The remain parameters
particularly have the same rate except the A, offcours is gonna effect everybody else.

B> and B3 are medium sensitive inf),.
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3. Case 3: Zy; <1 and Zy > 1

This case shows that the sensitivity analysis of all parameters has either

1 £2

a positive or negative impact on H,,. In Figure (8.11), I see that variables A, 11, S, G5,

W, Bi, 7. 8, & have almost low effect on H,. The variables By, 7, §,, & have slight
effect on H,, while the remain variables have no effect on H,,. On the other hand, the 0,,
Ac, Ba, 01, &1 have an average effect on H »- Where the first three variables have a positive
sign which means the increase of the parameter will result a increase of H),. The last two
variables have a negative effect on H,. The remain of the variables are of significance
to H); particularly o, ), v,. These variables have a high impact on H, and its have
opposite sign to effects H, . In this case the remain variable have high significant impact
on H,when % < 1. The three parameters f3,, B3, B5 are positively sensitive to H,, in
descending order where an increase in one of them would rise the number of infected H),
population. The remain of the parameters are also significant to H,; particularly o, 6,,

Yp- These variables have a high impact on H),, and they have a opposite sign to H,.

The camel parameters in this case show the same effect as case 1, accepted the
more transmission between human can be responsible around the infection. This case

shows the same situation as when %y < 1 accept the variation is highest in this case.
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4. Cased : Zy >1and Zy > 1

The fourth case of analysis indicates a high infection in hospitalization
population as shown in Figures (8.12). The most of parameters are contribute an effect
on H), but with different measures. The first Figure (8.12) illustrated that the sensitivity
of parameters are varies in sign where they may have positive or negative effect on H,,.
Parameters A, Ui, Yp, Bi1, B4, ¥ have a low simple sensitive to the H,. Where the
parameter &, 5, Ac, Mo, 81, &2, &1, & are not sensitive at all to H,. Furthermore,
parameters f3,, B3 have an average positive effect on H,, which are have a slight ability
to change the H, size. This differs for the rest of the parameters where an increase
or decrease will effect the infected H,. The three parameters 35, 0, 6, are positively
sensitive to H), in descending order where an increase in one of them would rise the
number of infected population in H,. The remain of the parameter is significance to Hp;

particularly o, which has a high negatively effects H,.
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8.3.3 For Unaware Infected Camel Population (1)

The sensitivity analysis of unaware infected camels was performed in the same
style as for the infected humans population. Figure (8.13) show a general look for the
camel sensitivity of parameters with respect to infectious camel population. The previ-

ous figure shows the different effects of parameter on I! that may be positive or negative.
1. Case 1: c@01 < 1 and %()2 <1

The parameters of the camel populations in this case as you see in Figure
(8.13) are slightly effective on I'. The I! may increase as a result of increasing /beta,
which has a slight positive effect on Icl. Other parameters such as ¥, 81, &, &, &, have
a little effect on I! which they contribute to reducing I! whenever they increase since it
shows a high negative effect on /!. The remain parameters A,, i1, B2, B3, Bs, 8y, @,

6y, Vp- 5;, 3, A, W, By doesn’t show any effect on Icl as shown in Figure (8.13).

This case shows that humans have nothing to do with camels when there is no
infectionZy < 1. In this case, it is clear that there is no infection in camel population
where the infection based on the value of 8; which show slight effect on I!. &; and y
have a high role in camels sensitivity, where detecting more infected camels and rising
the died in infected camels will decrease the rate of disease spread between camels then

between camels to humans.

The important thing that we must highlight that the human does not cause in-
fection to the camel in this disease and that illustrated by Figures (8.13-8.14) of camels

sensitivity.
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2. Case 2: %()1 > 1 and :@02 <1

The parameters of the camel populations in this case as you see in Figure
(8.14) are highly effective on I!. The I! may increase as a result of increasing 8; which
has a high positive effect on I!. As for other parameters such as ,&,, that contribute to
the reduction of the height I! since it shows a high negative effect on I!. The parameters
81, &, &1, appears with an medium negative effect on I!.The remain parameters A, 1,
B2, B3, Bs, 6y, 0y, Oy, Vp, I}, 3, A¢, U, By doesn’t show any effect on IC1 as shown in

Figure (8.14).

In this case the disease persists in the camel population where the value of f3
increases double the value compared to case 1. Also, & and y have a high role in camels
sensitivity. In this case the detecting infected camels has a high rate compared to the
deaths of infected camels. These parameters will increase the rate of disease spread
between camels then between camels to humans. The parameters of medium effective
such as 81, &, &;, which are describe the recovery rate of camel and death rate of infected

camel contribute to reduced 1.
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3. Case 3: Zy; <1 and %y > 1

137

This case shows how the parameters as ¥, &; and & control I!. The

previous parameters shows a high negative effect on I! which is lead to decrease the

number of infected camels. However, the parameters i, 8; and delta; shows medium

effect on I} while other parameters doesn’t effect I! at all.

In this case, it is clear that there is an infection in camel population where the

infection based on the value of 8; which show slight effect on I'. £; and y have a high

role in camels sensitivity, where detecting more infected camels and rising the died in

infected camels will decrease the rate of disease spread between camels then between

camels to humans.
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4. Cased: Zy > 1 and Zpp > 1

It is clear that, in this case I! is greatly effected by the parameters with
high positive effect such as A.. Also, the parameters as 0; and 0, has a slight and average
impact on I!. The other parameters such as 31, ¥, &, &, that contribute to the reduction
of the height I since it shows a high negative effect on I!. The remain parameters A,
ui, B2, B3, Bs, 8p. 0, 6y, 7y, 511 élg Ac, U2, B4 dont show any effect on I! as shown in

Figure (8.16).

The case 4 shows the scenario when the disease persists among camel population.
It is surprising in this case is thatbeta; negatively affect I! . The detecting rate of sick

camel has also a negative effect in I
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8.3.4 For Aware Infected Camel Population (162)

The sensitivity analysis of aware infected camels was performed in the same style as
for the infected humans population. Figure (8.17) show a general look for the camel
sensitivity of parameter with respect to infectious camels population. The figure shows

the different effects of parameters on /> that may be positive or negative.
1. Case 1: %y < 1and Zp < 1

It is noticeable that the variable /> have been impacted with parameters a slight
negative impact as result of increase in the value of ¥, 8;, &, &, & would decrease
I?. The parameter 3; has a slight positive impact on IC2 and increasing of this value will
increase the rate of IC2 on camels population. Parameters A, i1, B2, B3, Bs, 6y, @p, 6,

Vps E1ps E2ps Acy o, Ba have no impact on 2.

The pattern of the sensitivity analysis for Case 1 of unaware infected camels is
similar to the pattern of Case 1 for infected aware camels, but the effect of the parameters,

in this case, is decidedly smaller.
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2. Case 2: %y > 1and Zp < 1

Figure (8.18) in case 2 shows a general look of the camel sensitivity by
parameters with respect to ICZ. The first Figure (8.18) shows that the parameters 3;,7,&1,
has the highest impact on I>. The parameter f8; has a positive effect on 1> and usually
increasing in the value of this parameters would increase I>. besides, the parameters
v.E1has the negative effect on 1> which is contribute to decrease I2.The remains param-
eters Ap, U1, B2, B3, Bs. Op, ®p, 0y, Vo, Eips E2ps Ac, Mo, Bs almost have no effect on 2
This case also shows a similar pattern of sensitivity analysis to case 2 of I, but the effect

of the parameters in this case was smaller.
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Figure 8.18: Parameters sensitivity to /2 in case 2

3. Case 3: %()1 < 1 and %()2 >1

This case shows a slight effect of parameters on I> which is shown in
Figures (8.19). The highly sensitive of the parameters on If result from the impact of
Ac, ¥, &1, &. The first two parameters A.,Y contribute in the increase of IC2 because this
parameter has a positive effect. The last two parameters &;,&, have a negative effect on
I, whereas increasing this parameter lead to decrease /2. The remain parameter such as
Ap, ui, B2, B3, Bs, 6p, O, O, Vp, 1, Eps M2, Ba almost have no effect on I2 but the

parameterf3;, 81, 8 are obvious with very slight effect on 2.

The parameters sensitivity of the If in case 3 when % has the same pattern of
case 3 of the unaware infected camels, but the scale of the parameters here are small.
The y shows the positive effect which means increase the rate of detecting a sick camels
will increase the rate of infection in camels and this is contrary to what happened in other

cases.



142

The parameters senstivity with respect to 12,

T T T T
o o o o o
¥ § B ¥

Figure 8.19: Parameters sensitivity to /2 in case 3

4. Cased: Zy > 1 and Zpp > 1

This case shows a higher effect of parameters on /> compared to previous
case. Figure (8.20) shows the highly camel sensitivity in case 4 resulted from the impact
of A, B1, 7. 81, &2, &1, &.. The first two parameters A.,7,6; effect IZ positively which
is increase this parameter will also increase 1. While the parameter B, &1, &, &, shows
negative effect on 13. The remain parameter such as A, i, B2, B3, Bs, 8y, O, 65, Vp,

E1ps E2ps Mo, Ba almost have no effect on 12.

This case shows that when detecting more infected camels that means we will
have more death cases between camels, this is often because the population of camels

does not have the vaccine also the rate of recovery from the disease is usually few.
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8.4 Discussion

The sensitivity analysis of Cases 1 and 3 shows the same pattern when % < 1
where the parameters such as y,, 6,, @, affect negatively on I,,. The parameters of
human infection rate such as 3, 83,5 show the positive sensitivity to /,. Case 1shows
the parameters when there is no disease. However, Case 3, shows the parameter when
disease persist and the main path of transmission of diseases to human population is via
direct infection from camels. The variation of parameters in Case 3 is higher than Case

1, where it increases to more than 30000 time compared to Case 1.

The same thing for the camel population, Case 1 The sensitivity analysis of Cases
1 and 3 shows the same pattern. In Case 2 when the disease persists among camel
population the parameters such as 7y, &; increased as result of an increase in the rate of

infection among camels population.

As well as, Cases 2 and 4 taking a same approach when they show a similar pat-
tern. The variation of the parameters in Cases 2 and 4 show a slight difference between
them approximately. The parameters such as 6, 6,, 0, B2, B3, Bs, all of them effect
positively on I, when Zy; > 1. However, the only parameter with the negative effect

these two Cases are ¥, which is the rate of hospitalization of an infected human.
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Chapter 9: Conclusion

As the MERS-CoV cases are still reported in the Middle East, there are concerns
that this disease will eventually become pandemic the region. The fact there is a long list
of unanswered questions, about the origin of the virus, the transmission pathways from
bat to camels, camels to camels, camel to human and human to human, leave researchers
in a big dilemma in understanding the dynamic of the disease and explaining the possible

impact of the disease on the public health if an outbreak happen.

The similarity between the MERS-CoV and SARS, as the two viruses are from
the same category of Coronaviruses which can be helpful to use the same approaches
where it was successful in controlling the SARS, and may be useful control the MERS-
CoV. In fact, the zoonotic aspect of the MERS-CoV contribute to the complexity of
understanding the dynamic of the disease and hence developing the right controlling
strategy of the diseases. Moreover, sociocultural factor that accompanied the progress of
the disease had contribute to the difficulties ,that authorities are facing and could facing

more, in contain the MERS-CoV.

For example, this complexity is augmented by the fact that there is the event
Hajj, every year, that could cause a large transmission among the pilgrims from around
the world. In addition, there are cases of super-spreaders, which makes the scenarios of

spreading the disease in a big gathering, like Hajj, very concerning.

The UAE had reported cases of MERS-CoV, which makes it among the coun-
tries that is concerned by the possible transmission of this disease it is population. Add
to that, the Arabic culture, that dominate the life style in country, makes the possible
infection from the camels directly . Although the government of the UAE had make
an expectational efforts to protect the population from this disease . There is a need
of more efforts to understand the depth of the dynamic of this virus and pathways of it

transmission.
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In this thesis, we aimed to study a mathematical of the MERS-CoV in the UAE.
This model took in consideration not only the human transmission but also the transmis-
sion among the camels. To our knowledge, this is the first approach that combined these

two populations in one model.

The human population is considered to SEIRS model and camels is modelled by

an SIS. The choice of such models can be explain as follow:

The SEIRS reflect the similarity between the SARS and MERS-CoV. In fact, we
included in this model the hospitalized people as they are responsible of recent trans-
mission in health care facilities in KSA. Moreover, there are cases of recovery from the
infection, which was also carried out this model. We have also considered the death rate

due to the infection as many infected people died because of this infection.

For the camel population, we opted for SIS model because the reports on the
camels tolerance of the infection and reoccurrence. The infected population is divided
two aware and unaware because there is a complete ignorance of symptoms of the disease
in the camels. Moreover, we assume the human populations is infected by the unaware

camels population.

Our mathematical analysis showed the possibility of having three transmission

scenarios in the human population.
1. No infection : this is the case where the basic reproduction number % < 1

2. Low persistence of infection: this is the case where the infection is high among
the camels %y, > 1 but the infection among the human is low %y < 1. In this
case, the main path of transmission of the disease to the human population is via

direct infection from the camel.

3. High persistence of infection: this is the case where the infection is high among
human %y, > 1. Regardless the level of the infection in the camel population. If
the virus can become transmitted from human-to-human then the infection lead to

pandemic.
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In fact, the time series simulations of these cases shows clearly the existence of
these two levels of the infection : The simulation of the low persistence case shows the
number of the infected people reach 6000 individual, whoever in the High persistence
of infection it reach 175000 individual. This huge increase in the number of the cases
(almost 30 times more cases) should give us an idea on the possible burden of the such

case on the public health.

Ro1
Disease Persistence Disease Persistence
high endemicity in high endemicity in
the human population the human population
1

Disease Persistence
Low endemicity in
the human population

Disease extinction

1 Roz

Figure 9.1: Scenarios of MERS transmission among human

The sensitivity analysis of the infected classes with respect to the parameters of

the model showed that :

In the case of no infection, the infected population is mildly sensitive negatively
to the hospitalization rate ¥,, the recovery rate ¢, and the rate of showing symptoms 6,,.

Other hand, the infected population is positively sensitive to the three human infection

rates: 3, B3 and Bs.

In the case of the High persistence of infection, the parameters the infected pop-
ulation is highly sensitive to the hospitalization rate, the recovery rate and the rate of

showing symptoms. The sensitivity ¥, is negative, However, o, and 6, is positive.

In the case of Zy; > 1, the sensitivity analysis show that there are patterns of
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the sensitivity /, when the persistence of infection case is similar to the no infection but

with higher range of the variations of the parameters.

The variable I is not sensitive to the human parameters of transmission of the
disease. This is very well expected as the the model somehow discopled. We also
noticed that when the disease is extinct, the 1> has a very low sensitivity with respect to

all parameters of transmission among the camel population.

When the disease persist in the camel population, we see clear patterns of sim-
ilar sensitivity of I? with respect to the parameters of transmission among the camels

population, with high range of sensitivity when %Zy; > 1 and %, > 1.

The most dominant parameters in this sensitivity are the infection rate among the

camel population f; and the death rate among the aware and unaware camels: &; and &,

As this worked showed the possible scenarios of MERS-CoV the UAE, there are

perspectives of this work that need to be pursued :

e The global stability analysis of the each endemic equilibria seems to achieved as

Ho1 > 1 or Zy, > 1. This need to be proving analytically.

e The bifurcation analysis should perform to find the parameter that could lead to a

switch of stability from low endemicity to high endemicity.

e The investigation of the possible control measures, such as isolation and quaran-
tine, that could reduce the impact of the disease on the public health and among

the animal stocks.

e The investigation of the effect of possible vaccination as the international commu-

nity are initiating efforts to develop it.
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Appendix

In this Appendix,we will introduce some calculation:

Finding Condition of ®

Proof. we need to prove that & < 0 by contradiction try and assume that the statement

is false, proceed from there and at some point you will arrive to a contradiction.

when

14 1 &y
K=——"-"-—7Y¥Y=—|-—"""F5-(CE1+7+ <0,
EaTE ST S A
since K and W are negative.
_ & (Citrim)
Then‘P—EK s
Wit = Rt CLFTH)
25] 12%)

(51+ﬁ’2+u2) > 1then 1 — (E1+7+12) <0.

Since ™

Let’s assume that assume & > 0 then

(§+1)K-> Gity+mp)
H2 H2

hence

(O + o)k > &1+
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which

ity
02 + U

K>

Using the the fact that , we have

S+ + 6

14 - Ei+y
SH++d &Hhtw

, we deduce that

V(&2 +u2) > (&1 +7) (&2 + 12+ 82)

0> &1 (& + Ma + 82) + v&», which is impossible, then by contradiction ® < 0

Find Condition for I! > 0

‘We have that
PO S
S+ U+ 6
Then
_ 1 &Y
¥ = ;72[524_“24_52—(514-7"‘/42)
¥ o= (&K (& +y+m)]
and
_ & _ (Gitrtw)
d = LKt+K 1.“2 2+
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Hence
B Y
o (51+Y+1#2+51) (1+ 52+ﬂ2+52) .
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Next, we simplify ® — W%y,

D — Whop=r (% + 1)+ 1 — S B (14 k) [L[&K — (G + 7+

w)]]
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2 2 _
we need to show that /2 > 0, when I = Y[I—Zo]+x+1

The numerator and de-
nominator of I should have a similar sign to be > 0. It is clear that % (%02 — 1] > 0 that

because Zp; > 1. Now we should prove that y[1 — Zp,] + Kk +1 > 0.
1 > 0 if and only if
Hop > 1and Y[l —Zp]+x+1>0
K+ 1> g% —1] 55 > [Zor — 1] 1 < Bop < S +1

Ry < 1 and Y[l — Zpp] + K+ 1 < 0 which is impossible.
Simplify x» and Finding their Condition

When
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By simplify k> , Then we have:
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The conditions of positivity and negativity of K, :

, 0+
since K, = i[% — (v + 51})]

Then 7, (ap + H1) > (7p+5;§)(0‘p+141 +§;§)
and 0 > &) (0, + 11 +&,) +7,&,. which is Not Possible.

hence x» <0

Finding «3,k4,k5, and their Condition
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by using block matrix, we have

J=
C D
where
a b c d [ 0 m O 0 00y p 00
e h 0 0n O 0 00O 0 s
A= U ,B= ,C= and D= 7
00 i O 00 00O 0 00O 0 r ¢
0 0 j k 00 00O 0 00O 0 0 u
The eigenvalues are the solution of the equation
A—AI B
det =0 “)
C D-Al
note that
A—AI B
det = det(A—Al)det(D—AI—C(A—AI)~'B)
C D-AI

= det(A—AI—B(D—AI)~'C)det(D— AI).
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(¢=2)((¢=1)((=D)-u5)(y=2)=((\=b)m—da)n ((=2)((=1)((=D)-u8)(\=2)=((\=b)m—aa)n  (¢=2)(({=1)((=D)—48)(\~2)=((\~b)m~sa)n

(Y=)(x~b)~as (Y=b)n s
(=A)(x=b)-45)(x=2)=((=B)m—da)n (X =A)(x=b)-45)(x=2)—((=b)m—sa)n (=) (x=b)~a8)(x=2)~((Y~B)m—da)n
(Y=b)m-a (Y-2)(¢-b) (Y-2)¢
(54 (=) (oY) )ty )~ (at (by—)m-)n - (ast(pty) (A=) -)(Ety)-(wat(bry—)ajn - (((=9)((=B)=4s)(Y=2)~((Y=D)}n-a)n
ms+1a—-ay na+s—sy ?l@?lav

0 0 0

o o O

1
—| |
=,

= _(I{-q)
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000 pf—/l
000 O
(D—-AD"'xC= ,
000 O
000 O
_ T
000 =2
| 000 O
Bx(D—AI)" xC= )
000 O
000 O
| a—A»A b c dp=2)-ly |
p—A
e f—A g h

(A=Al —Bx (D—AI)"'xC=
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A—AI B
det = det(A—AI—B(D—AI)~'C)det(D— AI).
C D—-M
a—A b ¢ b
=
—A h
det(A—AI—B(D—AI)~'C) = ¢/ ¢ (5)
0 0 i—A 0
0 0 j k—A

=—A—))(A—k)((a—2A)(A —f)+eb)

which is equal

= [A*+ a3 +bA% + A +d|

let

a=(—a—f—k—i),

b= (af —eb+ak+kf +ai+if +ik),

¢ = (—akf + ekb — aif + eib — aik — ik f),

d = —eikb + aikf.
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det(D— AI) = (6)

= (p=2)(u(w(A —q) +vr) = (sr = (A —=q)(A =1))(x = 1))

which is equal

= [A*+aA’ +bA* + A +d]

let

a=(-p—x—t—gq),

b= (—uw+ px+ pt + pq — sr+tx+qx+qt),

¢ = (puw 4+ uwq — uvr + psr — ptx — pgx — pqt + srx — qtx),

d = puvr — puwq — psrx + pqtx.



Proof.

1> (Tl s

Sttptd SH+m+&

Y+é&+1+0,
Stiotd 14 Stibtd
Y+&+1r+02 S1+y+u2+01

1 _ 1
ot te 52 TH2 = 2 + El+y+un+6

suppose x = (& 4+ Up + &) and ¢ = (& + U + &)

1 1
thenme—Fm

f(x):x—ﬁ+ﬁ,>0

f’(x):1+ﬁ>0

11
x_7+x+c+7_0

L1
T T v

x(y+x)+ 55 -1=0

xz—i—(}/—l—ﬁ)x—i—%—l:O

A = (r- 5P
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(7

®)

€))

(10)
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—(r+ =)+ (r- =
x> (r L+y)2 (V)

Then f(x) >0

2(§2=H2+52)>—(}/+m)+y—$itisn’uey>ﬁ, (11)

S+t S+t
Y+&+u+6 <+ Sitytu+6;

If Not

1 1
2+ e+ 6m+Y)> — s T aTLTs (12)

206+ +&+7y) >0

The Coefficients of the Characteristic Equation Corresponding to Diseases Trans-

mission among Human Matrix

The characteristic equation corresponding to diseases transmission among human matrix

J] 18

P(A) = M+ A+ ad +as

where the coefficients are



F

123

ai
az

as
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M1+ 6p,

t+y,+EL

Op + My + 5,%,

F(1—%n)+FE+F;

BEF (1 —-%01) — BR([(1—%0)] — F3F — 26,

FBFF (1 —Z%01) — 0,[B2F5 + Bs7,)

ajap = (F1)2F2(1 —3?01)2 + ((Fl)z)Fg,(l —%01)2 —F1F2F3(1 —%01)2 — ﬁzepFl(l —%()1)

+H(FB+F)[BFI(1—-%0)+FB+Fi (1 —%01) — F3F> — B6))

aja, —az = (F1)2(1 —%01)2[173 + F] —ﬁzepFl(l —%o1)

+H(F+F)[BF (1 —-%0)|+ FIF3(1 —Z%01) — B3F— B20, + 6,[B2F5 + Bs )

UAEU alyisall d3lac éaiall dyyell Ciljladl dsaly (2)
Libraries Deanship United Arab Emirates University \*f

Digital Library Services Section - d.wd,Jl duiSall Sloasl oeud




	MATHEMATICAL MODELING OF CORONA VIRUS IN THE UNITED ARAB EMIRATES
	tmp.1677135455.pdf.qQ5P6

