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A Sl-type ecoepidemiological model that incorporates reproduction delay of predator is studied.
Considering delay as parameter, we investigate the effect of delay on the stability of the coexisting
equilibrium. It is observed that there is stability switches, and Hopf bifurcation occurs when the
delay crosses some critical value. By applying the normal form theory and the center manifold
theorem, the explicit formulae which determine the stability and direction of the bifurcating
periodic solutions are determined. Computer simulations have been carried out to illustrate
different analytical findings. Results indicate that the Hopf bifurcation is supercritical and the
bifurcating periodic solution is stable for the considered parameter values. It is also observed
that the quantitative level of abundance of system populations depends crucially on the delay
parameter if the reproduction period of predator exceeds the critical value.

1. Introduction

Ecoepidemiology is a branch in mathematical biology which considers both the ecological
and epidemiological issues simultaneously. After the pioneering work of Anderson and May
[1], literature in the field of ecoepidemiology has grown enormously [2-9]. Chattopadhyay
and Bairagi [3] studied the following ecoepidemiological model with ma = 0:

ds S+1
55 _s(1-51) s,

dt
dl mlIP
& _s- —ul
dt ALS a+1 M
dP  malP
@ _mMer ap
dt a+1 d

(1.1)
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In this model, S, I, and P represent the densities of susceptible prey, infected prey, and the
predator populations, respectively. Both susceptible and infected preys contribute to the
carrying capacity (K), but only susceptible prey can reproduce at the intrinsic growth rate
r. Disease spreads horizontally from infected to susceptible prey at a rate A following the law
of mass action. Predator preys on infected prey only and predation process follows Holling
Type II [10] response function with search rate m and half-saturation constant a. Here, a
is the conversion efficiency of the predator defining the increase in predator’s number per
unit prey consumption. u (= p1 + yp) represents the total death rate of infected prey where
u1 is the natural death rate and p, is the virulence of the disease. Predators consume both
the susceptible and infected preys; however, the predation rate on infected prey may be
very high (31 times) compare to that on susceptible prey [11]. Based on the experimental
observation [11], it is assumed that predator consumes infected prey only. Predators may
have to pay a cost in terms of extra mortality in the tradeoff between the easier predation
and the parasitized prey acquisition, but the benefit is assumed to be greater than the cost
[12, 13]. So it is assumed that consumption of infected prey contributes positive growth to
the predator population. d (= d; + d,) is the total death rate of predator where d; is the
natural death rate and d, is the cost due to parasitized prey acquisition. All parameters are
assumed to be positive.

Reproduction of predator after consuming the prey is not instantaneous, but mediated
by some time lag. Chattopadhyay and Bairagi [3] did not consider this reproduction delay,
defined by the time required for the reproduction of predator after consuming the prey, in
their model system. It is well recognized that introduction of reproduction delay makes the
model biologically more realistic. If 7 (>0) is the time required for the reproduction, the model
(1.1) can be written as

ds S+1
—r5<1— T )—MS,

dt
% =\IS - T—ﬁ —ul, (1.2)
)y
We study the delay-induced system (1.2) with the following initial conditions:
SO)=¢1(0) 20,  1(0)=¢2(0) 20,  P(0)=¢3(0)>20,  0¢€(-7,0]. (1.3)

Hopf bifurcation and its stability in a delay-induced predator-prey system have been
studied by many researchers [14-19]. In this paper, we study the effect of reproduction delay
on an ecoepidemiological system where predator-prey interaction follows Holling Type II
response function, and find the direction and stability of the bifurcating periodic solutions, if
any.

The organization of the paper is as follows. Section 2 deals with the linear stability
analysis of the model system. In Section 3, direction and stability of Hopf bifurcation are
presented. Numerical results to illustrate the analytical findings are presented in Section 4
and, finally, a summary is presented in Section 5.
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2. Stability Analysis and Hopf Bifurcation

In epidemiology, the basic reproductive ratio Ry, the number of new cases acquired directly
from a single infected prey when introduced into a population of susceptible, plays a
significant role in the spread of the disease. In particular, if Ry < 1, the disease dies out,
but if Ry > 1, it remains endemic in the host population [20]. For the system (1.2), the
basic reproductive ratio is given by Ry = AK/pu. In ecology, on the other hand, stress is
given on the stability of coexisting equilibrium point. We, therefore, concentrate on the
study of the stability of the coexisting or endemic equilibrium point of the system (1.2). The
ecoepidemiological system (1.2) has a unique interior equilibrium point E*(5*,I*, P*), where
S5* = K- (ad(r + AK)/r(ma — d)), I" = ad/(ma — d), and P* = (1/m)(a + I*)(AS* — p).
Note that I* exists if m > d/a, S* exists if m > d/a + (ad(r + AK)/rKa) and P* exists if
m> (d/a)+ (adA(r + AK) /ra(AK —p)) = (d/a) + (ad(r + AK) /rKa — (rap /X)) with A > p/ K.
Thus, the conditions for coexisting equilibrium point E* are

(i) A > u/K, thatis, Ry > 1,
(ii) m > (d/a) + (adA(r + AK) /ra(AK — p)).

Let x(t) = S(t) - S*, y(t) = I(t) = I*, and z(t) = P(t) — P* be the perturbed variables. Then, the
system (1.2) can be expressed in the matrix form after linearization as follows:

x(t) x(t) x(t-17)
e yt) | =A| y@) [ +A| y(t-7) |, (2.1)
z(t) z(t) z(t-7)

where

s ~(1+ )8 0

K K
Al = AT* mI*P . _é ,
(a+1I*) a
0 0 -d
(2.2)
0 0 0
A = 0 0 0
0 aamP i
(a+1%)
The characteristic equation of the system (2.1) is given by
|A1’ + Ay et - g1| -0, (2.3)

that is,

D7) =&+ [A + Be-éf]gz + [c + De-éf]g +E+Fe* =0, (2.4)
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where
AT ao P
K (a+1I¥
B =-d,
C:_mdl P2 +drS _ rmS*I P2 +<L+)L>)LS*I*,
(a+1I%) K K(a+1I K
_ mdr'pr - drS* N admP* (24)
(a+I)? K (a+1)?¥
*I*P*
p=-AmSTL (2 \ads'T,

K(a+1%) K

F_drmSIP adrmS*P _<

= + 5= (g +4)adsr.
K(a+1¥) K(a+1¥)

K
Equation (2.4) can be written as
D, T) = & + mad® + 1+ mo + <n2§2 + g + no)e-éf =0, (2.5)

where

my = A, ny = B,

my =C, n =D,

(2.5)'
mp =E, ny =F,
Sn?#0, (i=0,1,2).
For 7 =0, (2.5) becomes
D(,0) = & + (M2 +m2) & + (my +m1)é + (mo + o) 26)
2.6
=8+ XE+YE+Z=0.
Here
rS* mP*I* r di du
X = - - === )5+ . 2.7
2 ¥ 1 K (a+1I*? <K mvc)s +ma @7)
Thus, X > 0if m > dAK/ra. After some algebraic manipulation, Y can be written as
rmaS*P* madP* { U r rAS* }
Y=m+mn = + +S" =+ A (L + =) - . 2.8
T T K@ (a2 K (e g) - (28)
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So the sufficient condition for Y to be positive is

r> rAS* d 2lad(r + LK)
> m< ot ——

-
K v M <A+K o ra(AK —p)

(2.9)

Note that Z = my + ng = adrmS*P*/K(a + I *)2 is always positive. One can write,

r di ] rmaS* P* madP* ruS* r rAS*
XY-Z=|(=-—)5 + + +AS (A + =) -
KK mzx> [{ K(a+1I*)? (a+I*)2} { K ( I<> K

du | madP* du | ruS* - r ArS*?
*m[m]*a[T”SI(**ﬁ X

. dy rmaS*P* _ rmadS*P*
ma K(a+1I1%)? K(a+I*)?

(2.10)
Since all the terms in the third bracket are positive, so the sufficient condition for the positivity
of (XY -E)is
d * % * T*
dp rmaS P2 S rmadS P2 m<t (2.11)
ma K(a+ I*) K(a+1%) a

Hence, by Routh-Hurwitz criterion and using existence conditions, we state the following
theorem for the stability of the interior equilibrium E* of the system (1.2) for 7 = 0.
Theorem 2.1. If
(i) Ro>1or A>pu/K,
(i) m <m <m,
where m = max[dAK/ra,(d/a) + (ad\A(r + AK)/ra(AK - p))] and m =
min[u/a, (d/a) + 2 ad(r + AK) /ra(AK — p))],

then the system (1.2) is locally asymptotically stable without delay around the positive interior
equilibrium E*.

We now reproduce some definitions given by [21, 22].

Definition 2.2. The equilibrium E* is called asymptotically stable if there exists a 6 > 0 such
that

sup [|¢1(0) = S*|, |¢2(0) = I*|, |¢(0) — P*|] <6 (2.12)
-7<0<0
implies that

tlim(S(t),I(t),P(t)) = (51", PY), (2.13)

where (S(t), I(t), P(t)) is the solution of the system (1.2) which satisfies the condition (1.3).
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Definition 2.3. The equilibrium E* is called absolutely stable if it is asymptotically stable for
all delays 7 > 0 and conditionally stable if it is stable for 7 in some finite interval.

Note that the system (1.2) will be stable around the equilibrium E* if all the roots
of the corresponding characteristic equation (2.5) have negative real parts. But (2.5) is a
transcendental equation and has infinite number of roots. It is difficult to determine the sign
of these infinite number of roots. Therefore, we first study the distribution of roots of the
cubic exponential polynomial equation (2.5).

We know that iw (w > 0) is a root of (2.5) if and only if w satisfies

3 2

—iw® — wmy + myiw + my + <—n2w + nyiw + n0> (coswt —isinwrt) = 0. (2.14)

Separating real and imaginary parts, we get

Mow? — My = —Npw? COS WT + Nyw SIN WT + 1y COS WT,

(2.15)
w® — Myw = NHyw? sin WT + Nyw cos Wt — np Sin wT.

This two equations give the positive values of 7 and w for which (2.5) can have purely
imaginary roots.
Squaring and adding, we obtain
w® + pw* + quw* +5 =0, (2.16)
where
p=m§—2m1 —n%,

q =m? - 2momy + 2ngny — 1, (2.16)'
s = <m§ - né)
If we assume h = w?, then (2.16) reduces to
W+ ph* +qgh+s=0. (2.17)
Denote
g(h) =k +ph* + gh +s. (2.18)

Note that g(0) = s and limy, ., +,g(h) = +o0. Thus, if 5 < 0, then (2.18) has at least one positive
root.
From (2.18), we have

g'(h) = 3h* + 2ph +q. (2.19)
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Clearly, if A = p? - 3g < 0, then the function g(h) is monotonically increasing in k € [0, o).
Thus, for s > 0 and A <0, (2.18) has no positive roots for h € [0, o0). On the other hand, when
s >0and A <0, the equation

3h* +2ph+4q=0 (2.20)
has two real roots
—p+VA —p-+vA
I = ng, =P S*F (2.21)

Obviously, g"(h}) = 2v/A > 0 and g"(h3) = —2v/A < 0. It follows that h} and h; are the local
minimum and the local maximum, respectively. Hence we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that s > 0 and A > 0. Then (2.17) has positive roots if and only if hi >
0, g(h7) <0.

Proof. Noticing that s > 0, h} is the local minimum of g(h) and limj ;. g(h) = +o0, we
immediately know that the sufficiency is true. So we have to prove now the necessity. In
contrary, we suppose that either h} < 0 or h] > 0 and g(h]) > 0. Since g(h) is increasing for
h > hj and g(0) = s > 0, it follows that g(h) has no positive real roots for h] < 0 and g(h}) > 0.
If h] > 0 and g(h]) > 0, since h} is the local maximum value, it follows that g(h}) < g(h3).
Thus, g(z) cannot have any positive real roots when h} > 0 and g(h}) > 0. This completes the
proof. O

Summarizing the above discussions, we obtain the following.

Lemma 2.5. One has the following results on the distribution of roots of (2.17).

(i) If s <0, then (2.17) has at least one positive root;
(ii) if s > 0, and A = p* —3g < 0, then (2.17) has no positive root;
(iii) if s > 0, and A = p> — 3q > 0, then (2.17) has positive roots if and only if b} = (-p +
VA)/3 > 0and g(h}) <0, where g(z) = h®+ ph* + gh + s.

Suppose that (2.17) has positive roots. Without loss of generality, we assume that it
has three positive roots, defined by hy, hy, and h3, respectively. Then, (2.16) has three positive

roots wq = \/E, wy = \/}TZ, and w3 = \/E

From (2.15), we have

(ny — nymy)w* + (namg + ngmy — nymy )w? — nomy

COS WK T = , k=1,2,3. (2.22)

2 2 2,2
(naw? —ng)” + njw

Thus, if we denote

Wi 2,2

| (n1 — nymy)wy + (nymg + nomy — nymy )wy, — ngmy :
Tl]c = — < arccos k 5 k +2jo ¢, (2.23)
(nawy —no)” + njw;
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where k =1,2,3; j =0,1,2,..., then +iwy is a pair of purely imaginary roots of (2.5). Define

_ 0 _ : { (0)} _
To=T7, = min {7, t, Wy = Wk, - 2.24
0 ko ke(123) k 0 ko ( )

We reproduce the following result due to Ruan and Wei [23] to analyze (2.5).

Lemma 2.6. Consider the exponential polynomial

Pgetn, ety =g o pPen v pDe e pl)
#ple e pe et (2.25)

o [ pME i et

where T; > 0 (i = 1,2,...,m) and p](.i), (i=012...,mj=1,2,...,n) are constants. As
(T1, T2, ..., Tm) vary, the sum of the order of zeros of P(¢, e, ..., e*™) on the open right half hand
can change only if a zero appears on or crosses the imaginary axis.

Using Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6, we can easily obtain the following results on the
distribution of roots of the transcendental (2.5).

Lemma 2.7. For the third degree exponential polynomial equation (2.5), one has

(i) if s 2 0, and A = p? — 3q < 0, then all roots with positive real parts of (2.5) have the same
sum as those of the polynomial equation (2.6) for all T > 0,

(ii) if either s <0 ors >0, A = p*> =39 > 0, h} = (-p + VA)/3 > 0and g(h}) <0, then all
roots with positive real parts of (2.5) have the same sum as those of the polynomial equation
(2.6) forall T € [0, 79).

Let
&(r) = n(7) +iw(T), (2.26)

where 77 and w are real, be the roots of (2.5) near 7 = T,Ei 4 satisfying

11(7,&”) =0, w(*r,ij)) = w. (2.27)

Then the following transversality condition holds.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that hy = w; and g'(hy) #0, where g(h) is defined by (2.18). Then,

% [Re{@(gﬁ”) }] £0, (2.28)

and the sign of (d/dr)[Re(&(r.")}] is consistent with that of g’ ().
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Proof. Differentiating (2.5) with respect to 7, we obtain

[(3@2 +2mpé + m1> + e‘gT{ané +1— T<n2§2 +me+ n0> }] 4 _ §<n2§2 +mé+ no>e“57.

dr
(2.29)
This gives
<§>1 _ @ Zmiem)el | Zmgrm 7 (230)
dr) = Em@+mi+ng)  E(mE+mi+ng) & '
It follows from (2.15) that
[§ <n2§2 +n1é + n0>]T:T£].) = —nlwi + i(nowk - nzwi>,
[(3§z +2mog + ml)eéT]T:T;f) = [(m1 - Bwi) cos wleij) - 2mowy sin aJleij)] (2.31)

+i[(m1 - Bwi) sin wkréi) + 2Mo Wy COS wkT(j)],

= = n1 + i2nwy.

[2n2¢ + m]

Using (2.31) in (2.30), we get

(382 +2mag + my ) e
&(n28? + nié + ny) 0

L ReléII!, = Re {

2nyé + m } { T }
+R -Req +
¢ { é(n2§2 + nlg + Tl()) T:Tlij) ¢ é T:Tlij)

= % [wk <m1 - 3wi> {—nlwk cos wkT,Ej) +

<n0 - nzwi> sin wkT(j) }

(4

0, <n0 - n2wi> COS Wk Ty, }

+ 2m2wi {nlwk sin Wk Ty
2, 2 2 2
—njw) + 2nywy <n0 - nzwk>]
_1 2 3 2 2
= wi(my — 3wy ) (Miwg — wy ) + 2myw; ( Mmaw; — mg

2,2 2 2
- njwi + 2nwy <n0 - nZaJk>]
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1
= [3(4)2 + 2<m§ - 2my - n%)wi + (m% - 2momy — 13 + 2n0n2>wi]

= %[Bwi +2pw; + qwi]

1.
= thg (hk)/
(2.32)
where A = n?w} + (ng — nyw?)* (> 0). Thus, we have
ion { LR _ sign { LR T g g ) 20 2.33
sign § —— e () T:le)—&gn = e¢(r) T:T,if)_SIgn Xg( %) #0. (2.33)

Since A, hy are positive, we conclude that the sign of {(d/dr) Reg(7)}__ i is determined by
Tk
that of g'(hi). This proves the lemma. O

From (2.5)" and (2.16)’, we have

p=mj;-2m —n; = A*-2C* - B,
q = m? — 2momy + 2ngny — n? = C* - 2AE + 2BF - D?, (2.34)

22 _F2_ 2
s=my—ng=E"—-F~.

Thus, from Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.9. Let m;,n; (i = 0,1,2); p,q,s and 7/ are defined b((2.5)"), (2.34), and (2.23),
respectively. Suppose that conditions of Theorem (2.1) hold. Then the following results hold.

(i) When s > 0, and A = p? — 3q < 0, then all roots of (2.5) have negative real parts for all
T > 0 and the equilibrium E* of the system (1.2) is absolutely stable for all T > 0.

(i) If either s <0ors >0, A =p>-3g >0, ht = (-p++A)/3 > 0and g(h}) < 0 hold,
then g(h) has at least one positive root hi and all roots of (2.5) have negative real parts
forall T € [0, T,EO)), then the equilibrium E* of the system (1.2) is conditionally stable for
T € [0, T,EO)).

(iii) If all the conditions as stated in (ii) and g'(hx) # 0 hold, then the system (1.2) undergoes a
Hopf bifurcation at E* when T = T,?), (j=0,1,2,...).

3. Direction and Stability of the Hopf Bifurcation

In the previous section, we obtained some conditions under which system (1.2) undergoes
Hopf bifurcation at 7 = 7() (j = 0,1,2,...). In this section, we assume that the system (1.2)
undergoes Hopf bifurcation at E* when 7 = 7(7), that is, a family of periodic solutions bifurcate
from the positive equilibrium point E* at the critical value 7 = 1) (j = 0,1,2,...). We will use
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the normal form theory and center manifold presented by Hassard et al. [24] to determine
the direction of Hopf bifurcation, that is, to ensure whether the bifurcating branch of periodic
solution exists locally for 7 > 70) or 7 < 7(), and determine the properties of bifurcating
periodic solutions, for example, stability on the center manifold and period. Throughout
this section, we always assume that system (1.2) undergoes Hopf bifurcation at the positive
equilibrium E*(S*, I*, P*) for 7 = () and then +iwy, is corresponding purely imaginary roots
of the characteristic equation.

Letx; =S—S5* x,=I—-TI*, x3 = P-P*, X;(t) = x;(1t), T = T¥) + v, where 70) is defined
by (2.23) and v € R. Dropping the bars for simplification of notations, system (1.2) can be
written as functional differential equation (FDE) in C = C([-1,0], R®) as

x(t) = Ly(xe) + f (v, xi), (3.1)

where x(t) = (xl,xz,x3)T €eR3 andL,:C — R, f :RxC — Rare given, respectively, by

ij ~(£+1)st 0 /#:0)
L,(¢) = <T(7) + v) T mI*P*  d $2(0)
I*)?
Y A
(3.2)
C e
() -1) |,
+ (0 +v) . $a 1)
(@t $3(-1)
2 (B0 + $10)92(0)) = 191 0)2(0)
(0)3(0)
f(,9) = (9 +v) A1(0)¢(0) - % . (3.3)
amgn(-1)¢s(-1)
a+¢y(-1)

By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a (3 x 3) matrix, 7(6,v) (-1 < 8 < 0) whose
elements are bounded variation functions such that

0
L, = L dn(6,v)¢(6), for ¢ € C. (3.4)
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In fact, we can choose

rS* r
-2 (= * 0 0
= ~(g+1)s 0
1n(0,v) = (T(j) + v) e ml*P* d |5(6) - (T(j) + v) 0
(a+1* @ 0 ———
0 0 -d (a+1I)
where 6 is the Dirac delta function defined by
0, 8#0,
6(0) =
1, 8=0.
For ¢ € C'([-1,0], R%), define the operator A(v) as
dp(6
WO, 0 €[-1,0),
AWPO) =9
f dn(v,s)p(s), 0=0,
-1
0, 9 S [_1/ 0)/
R(»)¢(9) =
f(v,¢), 6=0.
Then system (3.1) is equivalent to
x(t) = A(w)x; + R(v)xy,
where x;(0) = x(t + 0) for 6 € [-1,0].
For ¢ € CY([0,1], (R%)"), define
d
- ‘gf), s€(0,1]
A'p(s) =3

J dn'(t,0)¢(-t), s=0
-1
and a bilinear inner product

0 0
((59©) =090 - [ [ Fe-Oanop@ae

(3.6)

(3.7)

(3.8)

(3.9)

(3.10)
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where 7(0) = 7(6,0). Then A(0) and A* are adjoint operators. By Theorem 2.9, we know
that +it()w, are eigenvalues of A(0). Thus, they are also eigenvalues of A*. We first need to
compute the eigenvalues of A(0) and A* corresponding to +it)wy and —it!)wy, respectively.

Suppose that g(0) = (1,5, y)Teie“’"T(j) is the eigenvector of A(0) corresponding to
itwy. Then A(0)g(0) = iwor"q(0). It follows from the definition of A(0) and (3.2), (3.4),
and (3.5) that

*

. r .
iwo + e <E +/\>S 0 .
I*P* d
Y = o=[o0o]| @n
T 0 (a+1) p q(0) (3.11)
« o 0
_(ocamIP)2 oiwot) iwo+d — de-iwot?
a+1I*
Thus, we can easily obtain
q(0) = (1,8,7)", (3.12)

where

p = _iwgK + 75"

~ (r+AK)S*’
iwort (3.13)
aamP* (la}OK + rS*)e—quT(J)

T (r + AK)S*(iwp + d — de~iwor?) :

Similarly, let g*(s) = D(1, *,y*)"e’*™” be the eigenvector of A* corresponding to —iwor{.
By the definition of A* and (3.2), (3.3), and (3.4), we can compute

) ; —iwyK +rS* d(iwgK — rS*) iseon ()
“(s) = D(1, 8, y*)e*™ = p( 1, 2 ) __ N piswr? (314
q ( ) ( ﬂ Y ) )LKI* 0{(—1.(,()0+d—d€_iw07(])) ( )

In order to assure (q*(s),q(0)) = 1, we need to determine the value of D. From (3.10), we
have

(@'(),a0)) =D(1LF 7)) (LB Y)"

0 0 . . A . .
— B<1/ﬂ ,?*>€4w07(”(§76)d7’l (9) (Lﬂr Y)Telwogr(]) d§
-1J =0
D =* 0 . (3.15)
= D{l + ﬂﬁ + Y?* _ ’[ 1(1,'6 ,?*>961w097(]>d1/l(9) (1,ﬁ,Y)T}

J— — % i P* . )
=D{1+ ,Bﬁ " Y?* " T(])Y* aﬂam ze_lw(ﬂ-(i) .
(a+1I7)
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Thus, we can choose D as

1

D= - |
L+pp +yy +700y" <txﬁamP*/(a + I*)2>e—inT(7>

(3.16)

D= —— ! _
1+ BB +yy* + Ty (aﬂamP*/(a + I*)z)eiwﬂT”)

In the remainder of this section, we use the theory of Hassard et al. [24] to compute the
conditions describing center manifold Cy at v = 0. Let x; be the solution of (3.8) when v = 0.
Define

z(t) = (q°, xt), W (t,0) = x;(0) —2Re{z(t)q(6) }. (3.17)

On the center manifold Cy, we have

W(t,0) =Wi(z(t),z(),0), (3.18)
where
z2 Z z3
W(z,z,0) = Wzo(e)7 + W11 (0)zZ + woz(e)3 + wgo(e))Z Foeee, (3.19)

z and Z are local coordinates for center manifold Cp in the direction of g* and g*. Note that W
is real if x; is real. We only consider real solutions. For solution x; € Cy of (3.8), since v = 0,
we have

2(t) = iworz +§°(0) £ (0,W(2,Z,0) + 2Re{zq(0)}) Ciwor Dz +7°(0) fo(z,2).  (3.20)
We rewrite this equation as
2(t) = iworz(t) + g(2,2), (3.21)

where

. _ z2 _ Z 22z
8(z,2) =q(0) fo(z,2z) = 8205 tENZZ+ g T+ (3.22)
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We have x,(8) = (x14(6), x2:(6), x3:(6)) and g(8) = (1,8,1) e®™”, so from (3.17) and (3.19)
it follows that

x¢(0) = W(t,0) + 2Re{z(t)q(t) }

2 =2 o
= Wan(0) 5 + Win(0)ZZ + Wi (0) 5 + (1B, 1) ez (3.23)

_ \T .
+ <1,ﬂ/7> et 0z 4 ..
and then we have

x1(0) =z+Z+ Wzlo(O) + W (0)zz+ WY (0) =

2

_ 2 =2
x2(0) = pz + fz + W2 (0)‘% + W2 0)zz+ W2 (O)Z— N

2
x3(0) = yz+ 7z + WY (0)% +W(0)zz+ WS (0)— +een,

=2
o 3.24
xi(=1) = ze @™ 4 Zeir” L Wi (-1 )— + W (-1)zz + wg;>(-1)% +oen, (3:24)

xa(-1) = pre !+ prem™ e Wi ()T + WP (D22 W (D)4

x3t(-1) = yze ™™ + yze ™" + W) (- 1)— + W (-D)zZ+ W) (- 1)—

It follows together with (3.3) that

8(z,2) =7 (0)fo(z,2) =4 (0)f(0,x)

—% (x1£2(0) + 211202 (0) ) — Aoey(0) 224 (0)

N—y (0)x3:(0)
= T(])D(Lﬁ ,?*> Ax1¢(0)x2¢(0) — %

amxy(—1)x3:(—1)
a+ xy(-1)

_%2{27<1>D[_<%+/5(T+T)‘K)) ﬂ(ﬁA ﬂY) VM]}

+22{2r0 D= (£ + EE2 Re(p)) + 7 (ARe(p) - 2 Rel(p7))

" Rl |
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2 ] (o) o () e

222{ DDy

+ S - 0 2w 0

T<i>D<r +AK - B*)LK)

< {26W100) +2W D 0) + By (0) + Wi (0)}

-z Dﬁ {ZﬂWﬁ” (0) + 2y W7 (0) + pWS (0)

WL O - 2 (87 + 26r) |

) Dy* L
S rm aY T e W (-1) W (-1}

+ e Bwid (1) + WL (1))

—2p <p7 + ZBy) e‘fww””] } s

(3.25)
Comparing the coefficients with (3.22), we have

g1 = 229D i_<1 N (r + AK) Re{ﬂ}) +B*<ARe{ﬁ} 3 %Re{ﬁ?}) +T*? Re{ﬁ?}],

K K

[ 7 - 2= 21wt
_oriip| (T POHAK)N oo mPY\ | mapye™ T
802 27D <K+ K +ﬂ ﬁ.)t a +Y a ’

7 Dr

o= {aw(} ) +2w) (0)}
T0D(r+ 1K - f 1K)
- K

{28W10 0 +2W D 0) + By (0) + WL (0)}

- TO)D# {2ﬁw§) (0) +2WLD () + WS ) + WS (0) - = (67 + 26y ) }

) Dy*
+ L e {pw D (-1) + yW P (-1)}

e W (1) + W) (1)} - 2p (7 + 2By )e .
(3.26)

Since there are Wy (8) and Wi1(0) in g»1, we still need to compute them.
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From (3.8) and (3.17), we have

o {AW “2Re(F(0)foq(0)},  6€[-1,0),
W=2x-2q-2zq=
AW -2Re{q"(0) foq(0)} + fo, 0=0, (3.27)
©AW + H(z,%,0),
where 2 -
H(Z,E, 9) = H20(6)7 + H11 (G)ZE+ HOZ(G)E 4+, (328)

Substituting the corresponding series into (3.27) and comparing the coefficients, we obtain
(A~ 2iw0r )W (6) = ~Hn(0),  AWn(0) = ~Hn (6). (3.29)
From (3.27), we know that for 6 € [-1,0),
H(z,%,0) = -7(0) foq(8) - 4°(0) f,(6) = ~8(2,2)q(6) - §(2,2)4(6). (3.30)
Comparing the coefficients with (3.28), we get

Hjo(0) = —20q(6) — 1,9(0), (3.31)

Hy1(6) = ~$114(6) - §,3(6). (3.32)
From (3.29) and (3.31) and the definition of A, it follows that
W (0) = 2ot Wao (6) + §209(6) + 1,4 (). (3.33)
Notice that g(8) = (1,8,7)"e ™ ¢, hence

ig20
w07

(0)e ™ 4 —igozgﬁ(o)e-w(”@ + Eqe?r’?, (3.34)

Who(0) = 3wor

where E; = (Eil),EF),E?)) € R is a constant vector. Similarly, from (3.29) and (3.32), we
obtain

1 . . ig . .
Wi (8) = ——81_g(0)eiv™”0 ¢ 81 _Z(g)pmien?0 , (3.35)
wot) wot D)

where E; = (E;l), E;z), Ef)) € R is also a constant vector.
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In what follows, we will seek appropriate E; and E,. From the definition of A and
(3.29), we obtain

fol dn(0)Wa(0) = 2icwo "Wy (0) — Hap(0), (3.36)

0
f AW (©) = ~Hn (0), (3.37)

where 77(6) = 7(0, 0).
By (3.27), we have

ool

Hyo(0) = ~8204(0) -~ §,3(0) + 279 | gy ’“TﬂY , (3.38)

maﬂY e—2iw07(j)
a

()Rl
Hi1(0) = -g119(0) - §,,9(0) + 27 [ ARe{p} - %Re{ﬁ?} : (3.39)

= Re )

Substituting (3.34) and (3.38) into (3.36) and noticing that

0 )
(iwor(f)l - J einT(])edq(9)> g(0) =0,
-1

(3.40)
0 .
<—iwor<f>1 - J’ e-iwof”)@dq(e)>a(0) =0,
-1
we obtain
r r
& A+
0 _ _
<2ion<”I - f ez{“’”(’)edrz(f))> E =2t pA- mTﬁy . (3.41)
-1

maﬁY e_ziwo-,-(/')
a
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This leads to

) r r r r
2 -5 —+1)5* 0 —— B =
sz+K (K+ ) e ﬂ<K+A>
) mlI*P* d mpy
A 2iwg - - = -
iwo (@i I . Ei=2 pr A
3 amaP* p~2iwoT!) Ditwo +d — de2iwor? maﬁy e—Zing(f)
(a+1I)? a
(3.42)
Solving this system for E;, we obtain
r r r .
_E_ﬁ<f+A) <E”‘>S 0
M _ 2 _mpy Dico — LT 4
El = — ﬂ a 1o (a + I*)Z o s
maﬂy e2iwor? amaP* g~2iwot? iwg +d — de2iwor?
a (a+1I*)?
; "o T _p(L
21w0+ES K ﬂ(K +)L> 0
@_2 _p L Py d
B =2 pr-" . , (3.43)
0 —miﬂ Y o-2ir) iwy + d — de2iwor?
. T s r . _r s
2iwg+ =5 (g +4)S <Pz +)
I*p*
EO 2| A 2iwg-————  pA- mpy
17 A (a+1%) a ’
0 _ amalP* o-2iconrV) mapy -2t
(a+I*)? a
where
) T, r .
it + S (f +1)S 0
mlI*P* d
- —AI* 2iwy - —— -
A iy ; (3.44)
) <a"f§P§; e 2™ iy +d — de 2™
a *
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Similarly, substituting (3.35) and (3.39) into (3.37), we get

r r
=S5 (=+1)S* 0
K <1< ) —L—<L+)L>Re{[3}
* K K
@+l a |72 e{nfi'z e{prl
__amaP” 7Re{ﬂ?}
(a+I*)2
and hence
r r r .
—E—<E+A>Re{ﬁ} (Em)s 0
e d
M _ 2| \Re(p) - D Refpy) - &
E2 B {ﬁ} a {ﬁY} (a+I*)2 al’
ma amaP*
— Re{py -— 0
. Relfpr} Gl
e T _ (T
, &5 g (g Relp) Z
@ _ 2y« _m — 4
E; = 35| M ARe{p} aRe{ﬂy} il
0 TR0
ro, [T s
=5 (Em)s = <K+)L>Re{ﬂ}
I*pP* m
®_ 2 - ARe{B) - = Re{py
EY =2 Y ()= Relfr} |,
amaP* ma _
. ZRe
a1V _ Re{fy)
where
r * r *
=5 (Eu)s 0
g e
(a+I*)° «a
0 _amacP2 0
(a+1I%)

(3.45)

(3.46)

(3.47)
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Figure 1: Stable coexistence of prey and predator for 7 = 0. Parameter values are given in the text.

Thus, we can determine Wy (8) and W;;(8) from (3.34) and (3.35). Furthermore, g»;
in (3.26) can be expressed by the parameters and delay. Thus, we can compute the following
values:

2
_ i 2 |g02| Q21
c1(0) = 20y <gzogn -2|gu| - 3 > 5
Re{c1(0)}
Re(g/(70)}’
B2 =2Ref{c1(0)},

~ Im{c1(0)} + v Im (&' (71)}
== wor ’

Vy = —

(3.48)

which determine the qualities of bifurcating periodic solution in the center manifold at the
critical value 7).

Theorem 3.1. v, determines the direction of the Hopf bifurcation. If v, > 0, then the Hopf bifurcation
is supercritical and the bifurcating periodic solutions exist for T > 7. If v, < 0, then the Hopf
bifurcation is subcritical and the bifurcating periodic solutions exist for T < ). B, determines the
stability of the bifurcating periodic solutions: the bifurcating periodic solutions are stable if f, < 0 and
unstable if B, > 0. T, determines the period of the bifurcating periodic solutions: the period increase if
T, > 0 and decrease if T, < 0.
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Figure 2: Time series solutions of the prey and predator populations of the system (1.2): (a) 7 = 1, (b)
T = 25. Parameter values are given in the text. This figure shows that the coexisting equilibrium E* is
absolutely stable for all delay.

4. Numerical Simulations

In this section, we present some numerical simulations to illustrate the analytical results
observed in the previous sections. We consider the following set of parameter values:

r=3, K=40, 1=0.03, m=045 a=15 u=028, a=042, d4=0.09. (41)

For the above parameter set, the system (1.2) has a unique coexistence equilibrium point
E* = (5%, I*,P*) = (20.9091,13.6364,22.0992). When 7 > 0, the system (1.2) satisfies all
conditions of the Theorem 2.9(i). Consequently, the coexistence equilibrium point E* becomes
absolutely stable. Figure 1 shows the behavior of the system (1.2) when 7 = 0, and Figure 2
depicts the same for 7 = 1 and 7 = 25. If we change the value of m from 0.45 to 0.72 in the
given parameter set, then conditions of the Theorem 2.9(ii) are satisfied and the system (1.2)
becomes conditionally stable around the coexistence equilibrium point E* for 7 € [0, 1) (see,
Figure 3(a)) and unstable for 7 > 7y (see, Figure 3(b)).

For the given parameter set with m = 0.72, one can evaluate that 7y = 2.3187 and
g'(hi) = 0.3312#0, so the system (1.2) undergoes a Hopf bifurcation at E* when 7 = 7
following the condition (iii) of Theorem 2.9. We have constructed a bifurcation diagram (see,
Figure 4) to observe the dynamics of the system when 7 varies. For this, we have run the
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Figure 3: Behavior of the system (1.2) for different 7: (a) 7 = 1, (b) 7 = 3. All parameters are as in Figure 2
except m = 0.72. This figure represents the conditional stability of the coexisting equilibrium E*.

system (1.2) for 500 time-steps and have plotted the successive maxima and minima of the
prey and predator populations with T as a variable parameter. This figure shows that the
coexisting equilibrium E* is stable if 7 is less than its critical value 7y = 2.3187 and unstable if
T > 79 and a Hopf bifurcation occurs at 7 = 7.

Using Theorem 3.1, one can determine the values of v, f, and T,. For the given
parameter set with m = 0.72, one can evaluate that v, = 58.4107 (>0), . = -1.3298 (<0),
and T, = 1.9364 (>0). Since v, > 0 and f, < 0, the Hopf bifurcation is supercritical and the
bifurcating periodic solutions exist when 7 crosses 7y from left to right. Also, the bifurcating
periodic solution is stable (as f, < 0) and its period increases with 7 (as T> > 0). From the
bifurcation diagram (Figure 4), it is clear that when the delay, 7, exceeds the critical value 7
(= 2.3187 days approximately), the system (2.4) bifurcates from stable focus to stable limit
cycle. One can also notice that the amplitude of the oscillations increases with increasing 7.

5. Summary

In this paper, we have studied the effects of reproduction delay on an ecoepidemiological
system where predator-prey interaction follows Holling Type II response function. We have
obtained sufficient conditions on the parameters for which the delay-induced system is
asymptotically stable around the positive equilibrium for all values of the delay parameter
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Figure 4: Bifurcation diagram of the susceptible prey, infected prey and predator populations with respect
to the delay 7. Parameters are as in Figure 3(b). This figure shows that the coexisting equilibrium E* is
stable if T < 7y = 2.3187 and unstable if T > 7.

and if the conditions are not satisfied, then there exists a critical value of the delay parameter
below which the system is stable and above which the system is unstable. By applying the
normal form theory and the center manifold theorem, the explicit formulae which determine
the stability and direction of the bifurcating periodic solutions have been determined.
Our analytical and simulation results show that when 7 passes through the critical value
To, the coexisting equilibrium E* losses its stability and a Hopf bifurcation occurs, that
is, a family of periodic solutions bifurcate from E*. Also, the amplitude of oscillations
increases with increasing 7. For the considered parameter values, it is observed that the Hopf
bifurcation is supercritical and the bifurcating periodic solution is stable. The quantitative
level of abundance of system populations depends crucially on the delay parameter if the
reproduction period of predator exceeds the critical value 7.
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