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10 Abstract
1 In order to evaluate the impact of various intervention strategies on Plasmodium vivaz dynamics,
12 we introduce a simple mathematical model that can be easily adapted to country-specific data. The
13 model includes case management, vector control, mass drug administration and reactive case detection
14 interventions and is implemented in both deterministic and stochastic frameworks. It is available as an
15 R package to enable users to calibrate and simulate it with their own data. By simulating and comparing
16 the impact of various intervention combinations on malaria risk and burden, this model can a useful tool
17 for strategic planning, implementation and resource mobilization.
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» 1 Introduction

2 Plasmodium vivar malaria is a parasitic infection responsible for about 4.9 million cases in 2021 [World Health
» Organization, 2022b]. While generally considered as less severe than Plasmodium falciparum malaria, P.
;3 vivar represents the majority of the remaining cases in many countries where elimination goals have been set
2 for 2025 or 2030, including many countries in Asia (Bhutan, Nepal, Thailand, Republic of Korea, Democratic
s People’s Republic of Korea), the Pacific (Vanuatu) and the Americas (Costa Rica, Ecuador, Guatemala, Hon-
% duras, Mexico, Panama, Suriname) [World Health Organization, 2022b, 2021]. Due to various distinguishing
s biological characteristics such as its capacity to remain dormant in the liver of infected individuals before
s its reactivation or its very early transmissibility potential, P. vivar is particularly difficult to eliminate.
2 Therefore, reaching the elimination targets requires specific strategies that combine the various available
3 interventions. These interventions include anti-malarial treatments, chemoprevention, case detection and
a vector control [World Health Organization et al., 2015a, Bassat et al., 2016] and are described in Table 1,
32 highlighting their specific strengths and weaknesses.

33

3 Because of the advantages and challenges involved with each type of intervention, defining the most
35 appropriate combination of interventions highly depends on context-specific factors, such as the level of
3 transmission, ecological factors, the vulnerability to case importation or the characteristics of the health sys-
s tem [Cohen et al., 2017]. Therefore, the choice and adaptation of the malaria intervention strategy required
s to reach elimination targets needs to be tailored to local context. Mathematical modelling can be used to
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Intervention and Mode of
action

Advantages

Limitations

Treatment/Case manage-
ment:

e Clearance of blood-stage par-
asites responsible for the acute
infection

e Clearance of dormant liver-
stage parasites (radical cure)
with 8-aminoquinolines such as
primaquine (PQ) and tafeno-
quine (TQ)

e Reduces disease burden [Chu and White,
2021]

e Reduces the parasite’s capacity for ongoing
transmission by reducing the number of re-
lapses and the number of infectious days [Chu
and White, 2021]

e 8-aminoquinolines have restricted eligibility criteria,
long treatment scheme and potential adverse effects
[Bassat et al., 2016, Chu and White, 2021, Thriemer
et al., 2021]

e Reaching high effective treatment coverage depends
on various components, including physical accessibility
to diagnostic and treatment, compliance of the health
system or adherence to the treatment scheme [Galac-
tionova et al., 2015, Emerson et al., 2022]

e The effectiveness on transmission is limited given the
high proportion of patients presenting to health facili-
ties with gametocytes [Douglas et al., 2010] indicating
they might already have participated in transmission
before being treated.

MDA: Mass drug administra-
tion or mass chemoprevention

e A potential elimination accelerator permit-
ting a rapid reduction of the parasite reservoir
in the host population

e Deployed in the past in various settings with
various success rates [Poirot et al., 2013]

e The evidence from randomized control trials points
to a positive short term effect that is most likely
not sustained in the longer term if elimination is not
reached or if not complemented with additional inter-
ventions used in combination [Poirot et al., 2013, Shah
et al., 2021].

e Logistical, safety and acceptability challenges, espe-
cially regarding the mass use of 8-aminoquinolines

e Mass use of 8-aminoquinolines not recommended by
the World Health Organization [World Health Orga-
nization et al., 2015a, Alonso, 2020, World Health Or-
ganization, 2022a)]

Reactive case detection:
Typically, investigations are
conducted in the vicinity of
index cases so to enhance the
likelihood of finding additional
infections that would
otherwise have escaped the
health system

e Reduces community transmission by identi-
fying infected individuals that have yet to (and
may not plan to) seek care

e Part of the WHO strategic pillar to ”trans-
form malaria surveillance into a core interven-
tion” [World Health Organization et al., 2015b]
e Credited to contributing to the successful
elimination strategies in China and El Sal-
vador [Perera et al., 2020, Burton et al., 2018,
Balakrishnan, 2021]

e Challenges in the feasibility of this resource intensive
activity which may take resources away from routine
surveillance and diagnosis activities

e Uncertainy in the conditions for its effectiveness and
difficulty to monitor effectiveness [van Eijk et al., 2016,
Perera et al., 2020, Hetzel and Chitnis, 2020]

Vector control: Killing or
repelling the Anopheles
mosquitoes responsible for
parasite transmissions, via
interventions such as
insecticide treated bednets
(ITNs) or indoor residual
spraying (IRS)

e Complementary elimination tool to reduce
the likelihood of transmission when cases are
not treated promptly or correctly

e Key component of the WHO recommended
prevention strategies [World Health Organiza-
tion et al., 2015a]

e ITNs has been one of the most important
drivers of the reductions in malaria burden in
Africa in the beginning of the 21st century
[Bhatt et al., 2015]

e Many eliminations settings outside of Africa
harbour mosquitoes species with different
characteristics, such as early biting behaviours or
different response to insecticides that reduce
intervention effectiveness [Briét et al., 2019, Monroe
et al., 2020].

e Logistical challenges to optimize deployment timing
given the limited duration of effectiveness (especially
IRS)

e Acceptability and logistical challenges to reaching
high coverage/usage of the interventions

e Short term durability of the insecticides and nets,
requiring frequent re-deployment of the interventions

Table 1: Description of the considered interventions

quantify the impact of the considered intervention strategies, identify the most impactful ones in each setting
[Owen et al., 2022]. Various P. vivaz models have recently been developed (e.g. [White et al., 2018, Kim
et al., 2021, Tian et al., 2022]), but they are not always readily operationalized for being used routinely
at country level, either because they don’t include all the above-mentioned interventions, or because their
calibration to routine data is not straightforward to implement.

In order to address these shortcomings, a model was previously developed to represent P. vivar dynamics
at the local level in the presence of case management interventions, including a methodology to infer param-
eter values from available data based on the steady-state assumption [Champagne et al., 2022]. Nonetheless,
this model has some limitations that restrict its use in practice. Firstly, the model assumes that treatment
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w0 acts instantaneously, such that treated patients do not contribute to ongoing disease transmission [Douglas
s et al., 2010]. This assumption is not totally appropriate for P. vivaz, for which treated patients might already
51 have participated in transmission before the effect of their treatment. Secondly, it does not include other
2 interventions such as reactive case detection (RCD) or mass drug administration (MDA), which are part
53 of the malaria elimination toolbox for decision-makers. Finally, it is only implemented in the deterministic
s« framework.

55

56 The present work therefore extends the model by Champagne et al. [2022] by removing these limitations,
s thus increasing its potential applications for country-specific decision making. Such use-cases are illustrated
ss in an example on three fictitious areas of varying endemicity. The extended model is publicly available as
59 an R package (https://swisstph.github.io/VivaxModelR/) that can be applied to the users’ own data.

o 2 Methods

a 2.1 Model of P. vivar dynamics with delayed treatment

62 P. vivar dynamics are represented by a compartmental model where the host population is divided between
s infectious and susceptible individuals who do or do not harbour liver stage parasites [White et al., 2016,
s+ Champagne et al., 2022]. In order to allow the possibility for treated individuals to infect mosquitoes before
s they effectively clear their parasites, the model by Champagne et al. [2022] is modified by adding two
6 compartments representing treated individuals. Let 77, be the proportion of blood-stage infected population
ez with liver-stage infection which received treatment, T that of blood-stage infected population without
6 liver-stage infection which received treatment, Uy that of blood-stage infected population with liver-stage
e infection but which did not received treatment and Uy that of blood-stage infected population without liver-
7o stage infection which did not receive treatment. We define I := Ty, + Ty + Uy, + Uy as the proportion of
n  blood-stage infections. Sy represents the proportion of fully susceptible individuals, and Sy, represents the
7 individuals who have cleared their blood stage parasites but still harbour liver stage parasites and hence have
73 the possibility to experience a relapse. The model can be represented by the following system of equations:

dU
dTL =(1— )M +8)(So+SL) + (M + 86Uy + (1 — ) fSL, —vLUL —rUp
dU,

=~ 0)Us + UL — U

dTy,

— = 0O +8)(So + 1)+ afSu — (o 47 +30)Te + (A +0)Ty "
1

dT
dTO =Ty, — 0Ty — (A + 8)T — rTp
dSy,
W = (1 — ﬁ)JTTL - ()\I + 5)5[, — fSp — v S +rUp +r17y,
dsS,
— = ~(\I +8)So + BoTr + oTo + .51 +rUo + 1T
7 All other parameter notations are indicated in Table 2 and a schematic representation of the model is

7 presented in Figure 1. In this model, case management is thus represented via three parameters. The first
7 parameter is the proportion of individuals receiving effective treatment (), i.e. the proportion of individuals
77 whose blood-stage parasites are effectively cleared due to treatment, if they don’t recover naturally before.
s The second parameter (8) is the proportion of treated individuals who experience radical cure, i.e. the
7 clearance of liver-stage parasites in addition to blood-stage parasites. The third parameter (o) quantifies
s the time during which a treated individual can transmit the disease to mosquitoes (ignoring potential re-
a1 coveries that could happen during this interval, see Appendix A for more details). All three parameters can
@ be informed by data on the health system, following the effective coverage framework [Galactionova et al.,
ss 2015]. A description of the rationale for choosing the formulation in equation (1) is presented in Appendix
& A in the context of perfect radical cure.

85
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Notation Description Unit Definition range
State variables

Ur Untreated individuals with liver and blood stage parasites [0,1]
Uy Untreated individuals with blood stage parasites only [0,1]
St Susceptible individuals with liver stage parasites . [0,1]
So Fully susceptible individuals . [0,1]
Ty, Treated individuals with liver and blood stage parasites [0,1]
To Treated individuals with blood stage parasites only [0,1]
Parameters

A Transmission rate time ! >0
r Blood stage clearance rate time ™! >0
YL Liver stage clearance rate time ! >0
f Relapse frequency time ! >0
) Importation rate time ™! >0
a Proportion of effective treatment . [0,1]
8 Proportion of radical cure . [0,1]
o Duration of infectivity for treated infections time ! >0
P Observation rate . [0,1]
RCD model

lmaz Maximal number of index cases investigated time ™! >0
v Number of individuals investigated per index case . >0
N Proportion of effective care for infections detected by RCD . [0,1]
T Targeting ratio . >0
MDA model

CMDA MDA coverage [0,1]
Brpa Proportion of radical cure for MDA . [0,1]
tMDA Starting date of MDA time >0
PMDA Duration of MDA prophylaxis time >0

Table 2: Description of state variables and model parameters.
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of the model for P. vivax dynamics including delayed access to treatment.

86 The corresponding reproduction numbers in the presence of control interventions (R.) and in the absence
& of control (Ry) are calculated using the next-generation matrix approach [van den Driessche and Watmough,
s 2002] as follows:


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.10.23285652
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.10.23285652; this version posted February 14, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

R — Af+v)r +r)yp +r+0o)(r+o(l - a)) @)
rtr+o) v (f L+ 1)+ 1+ o) +afo[B(r+vL) — L))

89 and
_ A+ )

ryo(f+yL +7) ®)

o As expected, the basic reproduction number R in the absence of control is identical to the one in the model
o where the effect of delay in treatment access was neglected [Champagne et al., 2022], because in this hypo-
e thetical context no individual receives any treatment. Similarly to Champagne et al. [2022], a polynomial
o3 relationship between the transmission rate A and observable quantities can be calculated, as detailed in
o Appendix B. With this relationship, the model can easily be calibrated to reported incidence data.

95

Ry

« 2.2 Including reactive case detection

o Reactive case detection (RCD) can be included in the model based on the framework by Chitnis et al. [2019)].
¢ With this approach, reactive case detection adds the possibility for non-treated cases to be detected and
o treated. The model relies on the assumption that cases are geographically clustered, such that the proba-
w0 bility of finding a case in the vicinity of a reported case is higher than the probability of finding a case in
11 the general population. This increased likeliness of finding cases is modelled via the targeting ratio 7 as in
w2 Chitnis et al. [2019], Das et al. [2022a]. The parameter ¢ indicates the number of index cases investigated per
103 population per unit of time. The parameter v indicates the number of secondary individuals investigated per
e index case. We add the parameter 7 to reflect the effective cure of RCD-detected individuals (including test
05 sensitivity, compliance, adherence and drug efficacy). A schematic representation of the model is presented
s in Figure 2. Cases detected via RCD are assumed to receive effective radical cure with the same probability
w7 as other treated infections.

108
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Figure 2: Models including reactive case detection (RCD). A. Description of the assumptions for modelling
RCD. B. Schematic representation of the model for P. vivaz including delayed treatment and RCD (another
model version in which cases detected via RCD need to be referred to a health facility for treatment and
would experience a delay before being cured is presented in Appendix C.3).

100 The model with delay in treatment and reactive case detection, corresponding to Figure 2B, can be
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uo represented by the following equations:

dau,
TZLL =1—-a) M+ -1+ (1—-a)fSL+ N+ 06Uy —vLUr —rUy
— min(tmae, pP(A 4+ 0)(1 = I) + pfSp)vrUy
dU
—r =~ M +0)Uo+7LUr = rUs = min(tmas, p(A +8)(1 = 1) + pf Sp)vrnUy
dT’
(TtL =a(\+8)(1 = 1)+ afSy + (M +0)To — v Tt — (r+ 0Tk
di
T; = — ()\I+5)T0+’YLTL — (’I’-I—O')To (4)
as
Tf ==\ +6+[)SL+ (1 —B)oTL —vSL +r(TL +UL)
+ (1 = ) min(tmaz, p(A +8)(1 = I) + pfSr)vmnUr
dsS
dTO =— (M +0)So + BoTL + 0Ty +vL.SL + r(To + Uo)
+ min(tmaz, PA + 8)(1 = I) + pfSp)vmn(BUL + Up)
1w The number of index cases investigated is written as ¢ = min(tmaz, (A +)(1 —I) + pfSr) and this

12 formulation ensures that the number of index cases investigated is never higher than the number of cases
u3  detected.

114

115 This model makes the assumption that cases detected by RCD are immediately effectively treated (tran-
us sition from Uy, or Uy to Sy, or Sp). In some situations, the cases detected via RCD need to be referred to
w7 a health facility for treatment, hence they would experience a delay before being cured. Therefore, another
us  version of the model in which infections detected via RCD enter the Ty and 77, compartments instead of Sy
1o and Sy, was also developped and is presented in Appendix C.3 (called ”with referral to health facility”). For
120 completeness, the model with RCD but without delayed access to treatment is also presented in Appendix
121 C.]..

122

123 If wwrn = 0, this model reduces to the model (1) without RCD. If 7 is fixed (or at least bounded), all of
s the 'RCD terms’ are of the order O(I?) for I — 0, so the reproduction number R¢ is equal to R¢ in the
s model without any RCD. This means that RCD as modelled cannot interrupt sustained disease transmis-
126 sion, nor can it overcome the effect of importation as soon as local prevalence is too low. So either with or
127 without importation, RCD can only affect the magnitude of the endemic equilibrium and not the threshold
128 behaviour between endemic and disease-free equilibrium. The intuition behind this phenomenon is that,
129 as prevalence decreases, both the number of detected index cases and the number of cases found in each
130 investigation decrease, such that the number of cases found by RCD is reduced. In practice, it could happen
1 that this effect is compensated by another one, such as an increased clustering of cases around index cases
13 represented with unbounded targeting ratio 7. For example, following Chitnis et al. [2019], 7 could also be
133 a time-varying quantity, which depends on the prevalence in the population and the number of secondary
134 cases investigated, such that the targeting ratio increases as prevalence decreases and as v decreases. A
s parametric function of the prevalence and v fitted to data from Zambia is presented in Chitnis et al. [2019]
us and further used in Reiker et al. [2019] and could be substituted to the fixed values of 7.

1z In all cases, extinction events may also occur when the endemic equilibrium is very low and the model is
s simulated in the stochastic framework (cf. below).

139

uw 2.2.1 Relation between the transmission rate and observable quantities

11 The transmission rate A can be calculated from observable quantities using the model’s equilibrium with a
12 similar methodology to Champagne et al. [2022], where a polynomial equation for X is derived and solved
13 numerically. The extension of this framework to the models with RCD is detailed in Appendix C. Nonethe-
s less, in order to use these polynomial equations in practice for calculating A, additional calculations to derive
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I*, § and * from observable quantities are required. Let us introduce the following additional notations:
e at equilibrium, we note ¢* = min(tmaqe, pP(AL* 4+ 0)(1 — I*) + pfS})
o hy = p(A\* +96)(1 —I*) + pfS; is the incidence of directly-detected infections

o ho = *vTn(Ug + Uj) is the incidence of reactively-detected infections (assuming they are all perfectly
reported).

e h = hi + hg is the total incidence of detected cases

e p is the proportion of imported cases, such that ph = pd(1 — I*)

With these notations, ¢* = min(tmaz, h1), (Uj + U§) = Whl (using (28) in Appendix C),
0= p(lpfhp) and I* can be calculated using (32) in Appendix C. Therefore, one needs hy to back-calculate

the value of \.

Two situations can arise in practice:

1. only the total number of new cases h is known, regardless of whether cases are detected via direct
detection or via reactive detection

2. the numbers of reactively detected and non-reactively detected cases are both known (hy and hs).

2.2.2 Only the total number of new cases is known

In the first situation, we need to calculate the value of hy, and the value of hy will be hg = h — h;.

We need to evaluate separately the two possibilities for ¢.

(1—01)h1
r+imazVTN)

. Hence h = hy + tymagrrn(Us +Ug) = hy + Leerm0ld=c)

If t = tmaw, we have (Uf +U§) = P Gz

and
b = ho(r + tmazvTn)
' pr+LmaxVT77(1 —OZ—FP)'

If 1 = hy, we have (U + Ug) = 52520 Then, from h = hy + havrn(Uy + Ug) = hy + 4822 p2,
we get

_ pvtnh —pr+ /(pvmnh — pr)2 + 4prh(1 — a + p)vTy
B 2(1 —a+pvmy '

Combining these two results, in the case of capped ¢, we find

hy

pvTnh—pr+ \/(pu‘rnh—pr)2+4prh(1—a+p)l/7'77
h = 2(1—a+p)vmy
ho(r+tmazVTn)
pr+imazvTn(l—a+p)

if this is less than ¢,,44

(5)

otherwise.

2.2.3 The numbers of reactively detected and non-reactively detected cases are both known

If we know both i1 and hsy, we can calculate t*, I*, § and therefore A directly. Additionally, we can combine

this information to get an estimate of 7, which is otherwise difficult to find. We will consider only the cases

where hg > 0 (otherwise, there is no effect of RCD and therefore no reason for using hs to calculate 7).
From equation (28) in Appendix C, we can infer

* * 1 —
Wi +05) = L=

which can be used in
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w» 2.3 Including Mass Drug Administration (MDA)

s In order to model the deployment of an MDA campaign, the state variables representing the infectious
s population are depleted at the time of the MDA deployment depending on the MDA coverage. In order
e to model the time during which drug prophylaxis prevents targeted individuals from reinfections following
1w MDA deployment, another model including two additional compartments is used. Finally, at the end of the
1ws  prophylaxis time, the initial model without MDA can be simulated from the newly found initial condition.
w9 The overall framework is presented graphically in Figure 3.

Before MDA During prophylaxis time Some time after MDA
/~ Cured and protected N\
by prophylaxis

Covered
by MDA PO Radical cure

UO] —) E—)

TREATMENT
RECOVERY (a :
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Blood stage
)
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SL S UL ] —)
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—————

DNVEVID 43N

RELAPSE OR
REINFECTION

TREATED
RELAPSE OR
REINFECTION

TREATED
RELAPSE OR
REINFECTION

Continue normal
transmission cycle

Figure 3: Models including MDA (example of the model with delayed treatment).

180

181 We present here the equations of the model with delayed treatment and without RCD (1) as an example.
122 Other model options with RCD or without delayed access to treatment follow the same approach and are
183 detailed in Appendix D.

184

185 The simulation starts with the models defined by (1). The parameters of MDA namely effective coverage
186 CppA, starting time of prophylaxis tp;ypa, duration of prophylaxis paspa and percentage of radical cure
17 Bpmpa, do not come into play in the ODEs. Instead, they affect the state variables of the system at a fixed
188 point in time. At the time of MDA deployment ¢y;p 4, the state variables of the system are modified as
s follows (using the notation f(t),4) for the limit of f(t) as ¢t appproaches tyrpa):

1—cupa)UL(tyrpa)

)
)

1 — CMDA Uo(t MDA
(

~
g
)
kS

~
S
)
b

)

)
1—crupaA)Tt(typa
)

)

1 —cmpa)Se(tyipa)
1—cmpa)So(typa)
mpa(l = Bupa) (Te(taypa) +Unltaypa) +Scltarpa))
= cupaBupa (Te(typa) + Un(typa) +Se(tapa)) + evpa (To(tarpa) + Uo(tapa) + Soltapa)) -
(8)
190 To model the two effects of MDA (treatment and prophylaxis), we include two new compartments in the

11 model. Let P and Py be the proportions of people that are effectively covered by MDA with and without
12 liver-stage infection, respectively. We have the following set of ODEs to describe the dynamics of the system

= (
= (
= (
=1 —cupa)To(typa)
(
(
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13 during the prophylaxis period:

dUuy,
dt
dUy
dt
drry,
dt
% =—NM+0)To+v.TL — (r+0)To

dsr, (9)
=—(M+06+f)Sp+ (1= B)oTy —ySp +r(Tr +Ur)

= (1 — Oz)()\l+5)(1 — I) + (1 — Oé)fSL + ()\I+5)Uo —~v UL —rUp,
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dt
dSo
W = —()J—F 5)50 + BoTy, + 0Ty + ’YLSL —|—7‘(T0 + Uo)
dpy,
Yr_ . p
dt YLEL
dp,
Zo0_ . p
dt YLEL
194 starting with the initial conditions defined in (8).

105 We are assuming constant level of prophylaxis in (9). Each individual either has perfect prophylaxis during
16 the intervention or none at all in which case they go through the usual infection pathway.
197

108 Finally, at time ty;pa + pyprpa, the state variables are updated as follows:

Ur(tmupa +pmpa) =Ur((tmpa+pupa)”)

Uo(tmpa +prpa
1L
To((tmpa +prpa)
St((tmpa +pmpa)” )+ Pr((tmpa+pvpa)”)

So((tmpa +pmpa)” )+ Po((tvpa +pupa)”)
0
0

tMDA +DMDA

(
Uo((tmpa +pmpa)”
Tr(tmpa+pypa (( )~

)
)
)

S

Sp(tvpa + Pupa

So(tmpa +DpPmpa

)
)
)
(tmMpa +DpPMDA)
)
)
)
)

(
Pr(typa+prvpa
(

Po(tmpa +pvpa) =

100 and the initial model (1) is further simulated from these initial conditions.
20 Several MDA rounds can be chained using the same approach.

20 2.4 Including vector control

22 As mentioned in Champagne et al. [2022], vector control can be included in the model as a reduction of the
203 intensity of transmission A, following Briét et al. [2019]. The transmission parameter A becomes wA where
2w w € [0,1] represents the intensity of vector control and can be informed by an external model for vector
25 dynamics [Briét et al., 2019, Golumbeanu et al., 2022]. The absence of vector control corresponds to the
206 case w = 1, and w = 0 represents perfect vector control that completely disables vector-borne transmission.
27 By making w time-varying, one can include a decay in vector control effectiveness, for example due to the
28 waning of insecticide or the attrition of bednets, as in [Briét et al., 2019, Briet et al., 2020, Golumbeanu
00 et al., 2022].

210

a1 2.5 Model implementation

22 The model is implemented in R [R Core Team, 2019] as a publicly available package (https://swisstph.
23 github.io/VivaxModelR/). The package enables the user to calibrate and simulate all the model versions
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ae presented here (with and without delays in treatment, with and without RCD, with and without MDA).
215 The package includes tests to ensure that the back-calculations and simulations with the various models are
a6 correctly implemented, as well as a user tutorial.

217

218 The ordinary differential equations solving relies on the deSolve package [Soetaert et al., 2021] and a
210 stochastic implementation with either Gillespie algorithm or 7-leap methodologies is provided relying on the
20 TiPS package [Danesh et al., 2020, 2021]. Thanks to the convergence of the stochastic version of the model
a1 to its ODE counterpart for infinite population sizes [Kurtz, 1970], the back-calculation of the transmission
2 rate obtained with the ODE steady-state can be used in the stochastic model and the coherence between
23 the two model implementations is guaranteed. Such convergence is empirically verified as part of the set of
24 automated tests included in the R package.

225

226 When simulating future intervention scenarios with the model, all implementations offer the possibility
27 for the importation rate § and the vector control term w to be time-varying, using any empirical function
»s provided by the user as a dataset.

» 3 Application: an illustrative example

20 As an illustrative example, we simulate three fictitious areas with varying reported case numbers, assuming
s perennial P. vivax transmission and values similar to Champagne et al. [2022], as indicated in Table 3. The
22 number of reported cases in each area increases from very low in Area 1 to moderate-high in Area 3. In
23 Area 2, it is assumed that there is no importation and all cases are contracted locally. The three areas are
2 assumed to have the same intervention parameters at baseline for case management, reactive case detection
25 and vector control. MDA being a transient intervention, it is assumed to be absent at baseline.

236

237 When calibrating the model at baseline with the chosen parameter values, malaria is sustained through
28 importation in Area 1 as R. is smaller than 1 (cf. Table 3). On the contrary, Areas 2 and 3 experience
20 sustained local transmission (R. > 1), a result that was expected by construction in Area 2 due to the
20 assumed absence of importation.

241

22 From there, five intervention scenarios are simulated, as detailed in Table 4. The first three interventions
23 are case management strengthening, reactive case detection strengthening and deployment of indoor resid-
24 ual spraying (IRS): the parameters corresponding to these interventions are detailed in Table 4 and their
25 impact on malaria prevalence is presented in Figure 4. In this example, case management strengthening
xus  always leads to a large decrease in malaria prevalence although it is not sufficient to reach elimination.
27 Reactive case detection has a much larger impact in areas with higher endemicity as there are more cases
28 to be detected. In the three examples considered, using the time-varying targeting ratio from Chitnis et al.
20 [2019] leads to stronger prevalence reductions than the fixed value, as the targeting ratio increases with
»0 decreasing prevalence and hence accelerate the decrease in malaria trends. Finally, IRS leads to important
»1 reductions in malaria prevalence, but because its 6-month effectiveness duration, the intervention needs
2 to be redeployed regularly to sustain the gains. In this particular example, improvements in case manage-
3 ments have a greater impact on prevalence compared to the introduction of IRS or the strengthening of RCD.
254

255 The last two scenarios include MDA with and without PQ for radical cure. Because of the high vari-
»6  ability expected when the model reaches low case numbers, the stochastic version of the model is used, with
»7 100 independent simulation replicates. The effect of MDA is transient, and malaria transmission bounces
s back to initial prevalence levels when the intervention is interrupted. As expected, targeting the liver-stage
0  reservoir with PQ increases the prevalence reduction achieved. In the scenario with very low transmission
%0 (Area 1), elimination is not reached within the 7 years simulated because transmission is sustained with
s importation, elimination being defined in this example as a whole year with zero cases (including reported
%2 and unreported). Other definitions of malaria elimination in the presence of importation, distinguishing
»3  local, indigenous and imported cases [Das et al., 2022b] could also be explored but are beyond the scope of
¢ the current work. In the scenario without importation (Area 2) and with PQ MDA, elimination in 7 years

10
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Baseline parameters Areal Area2 Area3
Setting-specific data
Reported cases per year 6 95 540
Imported cases per year 1 0 27
Population size 5000 5000 5000
Setting-specific parameters at baseline
Access to care (a) 0.5 0.5 0.5
Proportion of infections effectively cured for blood stage () axs*xd axsxd axsxd
Radical cure (5) 0.86x¢ 0.86%xe¢ 0.86x%¢
Observation rate (p) o o o]
Average treatment delay (1/0, in days) 10 10 10
Vector control (w, w = 1 corresponds to the absence of control) 1 1 1
RCD: max. index cases investigated (¢, per week per 5000 inh.) 50 50 50
RCD: number of individuals investigated per index case (v) ) ) )
RCD: targeting ratio (1) 5 5 5
RCD: probability to detect and treat a case (n) d d d
MDA: coverage (¢yprpa) 0 0 0
MDA: radical cure treatment (Byrpa) 0 0 0
Fixed parameters
Relapse frequency (f, in days™1) 1/223 [White et al., 2016]
Clearance rate (r, in days™1) 1/60 [White et al., 2016]
PQ efficacy (e) 0.76 [Champagne et al., 2022]
RDT sensitivity (d) 0.95 [Abba et al., 2014]
Symptomatic proportion (s) 0.3 [Cheng et al., 2015]
Estimated reproduction numbers
Ry 0.79 1.38 1.39
R, 0.64 1.11 1.12

Table 3: Model parameters and data at baseline for three fictitious areas.
Scenario Description
Baseline All parameters remain unchanged
Improved case management Access to care is increased to 80% (o = 0.8 * s * d)

Radical cure is increased to 90% (8 = 0.9 x¢€)
Delays in treatment are reduced (1/0 = 5)

Increased RCD The number of investigations per index case is increased (v = 10)
IRS IRS with Bendiocarb is deployed every year with 60% coverage,

for a vector comparable to An. albimanus [Briét et al., 2019]
(w = 0.56 at deployment, reverting gradualy to 1 over a 6-month period,
calculated as in [Briét et al., 2019] with [Golumbeanu et al., 2022])

MDA, no PQ MDA is deployed in 3 rounds spaced by 1 year,
with 30 days prophylaxis duration
reaching 80% coverage ( cprpa = 0.8), without treatment for radical cure (Bypa = 0)

MDA, with PQ MDA is deployed in 3 rounds spaced by 1 year
with 30 days prophylaxis duration
reaching 80% coverage ( cprpa = 0.8), with treatment for radical cure (8ypa = 0.5)

Table 4: Parameter values of the intervention scenarios simulated

11
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Figure 4: Effect of various intervention scenarios on P. vivax prevalence, applied in three artificial settings.
The parameter values corresponding to each scenario can be found in Table 4.

%5 18 reached in 11% of the simulations, highlighting the difficulty of reaching this outcome.
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Figure 5: Effect of MDA scenarios on P. vivax prevalence, applied in three artificial settings. The parameter
values corresponding to each scenario can be found in Table 4. The lines represent the median of 100
independent stochastic simulations, while the shaded area represent the 95% uncertainty intervals.
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« 4 Discussion

%8 In this work, we presented an extended compartmental model for P. vivaz dynamics at the population level
20 that includes four commonly deployed interventions, namely treatments, vector control, reactive case detec-
a0 tion and mass drug administration. It can be calibrated in each setting of interest at the local level using the
on observed incidence at steady-state, thus providing estimates of transmission potential. The setting-specific
oz model can then be used to compare the impact of various intervention strategies and identify the most
a3 promising ones. The model can be simulated in both the deterministic and the stochastic framework and it
o is readily implemented as a publicly available R package.

275

276 Thanks to its stochastic implementation [Danesh et al., 2020, 2021], the model can be used to com-
ar pute elimination probabilities and timelines, which are useful outcomes to compare malaria intervention
as  strategies in low-endemicity settings. Additionally, the inclusion of demographic stochasticity opens the pos-
a0 sibility to use the model for small population sizes, as required to represent P. vivax dynamics at local scales.
280

21 The model incorporates the effect of routine malaria treatment on transmission through three parame-
2 ters: the proportion of blood-stage infections that are treated, the proportion of treated cases that achieve
23 radical cure of the liver-stage parasites and the duration of infectivity for treated cases. These three as-
2 pects are important components of health system strengthening strategies and the possibility to compare
255 improvements in these three dimensions simultaneously or independently can provide useful information for
26 decision-makers. Nonetheless, it is important to note that the model is very sensitive to the value of base-
27 line case management parameters [Champagne et al., 2022] and the modelled impact of case management
28 strategies relies heavily on the availability and quality of data on the health system at the spatial scale of
25 interest.

290

201 The mathematical representation of RCD relies on the definition of a targeting ratio, and thus does not
22 include mechanistically the effect of case clustering as would be the case in spatially-explicit individual-based
23 models [Gerardin et al., 2017]. Therefore, similarly to Chitnis et al. [2019], Reiker et al. [2019], Das et al.
204 [2022a], it is necessary to parameterise the targeting ratio using setting-specific data [Das et al., 2022a] or by
25 choosing appropriate assumptions adapted to the local context. Epidemiological knowledge of infection risk
26 factors to evaluate if such a strategy is suitable in a given setting is therefore considered as a prerequisite
27 before using the model. For example, in countries where P. vivaz infection is mainly driven by occupational
28 exposure (e.g. working in the forest), the investigation of the neighborhood of index cases might be less
20 efficient compared to occupational screening [Mukaka et al., 2021]: this effect could be represented with a
w0 smaller targeting ratio. This appreciation is therefore left to the user when choosing the appropriate value
su for targeting ratio in the setting of interest. Nonetheless, if data on the source of case reporting (via RCD
s or via other detection channels) is available, the value of the targeting ratio can be quantified at baseline
33 using the back-calculation methodology presented here. The objective of the current model is therefore not
ss  to investigate if RCD has the capacity to detect cases in general, but rather to evaluate its impact in relation
s to other interventions and for various implementation designs.

306

307 In line with other modelling work [Robinson et al., 2015, Pemberton-Ross et al., 2017, White et al., 2018,
23 Obadia et al., 2022] and with the available epidemiological evidence [Shah et al., 2021], MDA is represented
0 as an instantaneous shock on the state variables without affecting the model parameters. Therefore, its effect
a0 1S transient by construction and malaria dynamics are expected to revert to their previous equilibrium except
s in the stochastic case if elimination is reached, or if accompanied by sustainable changes such as increased
a1z intervention coverages or environmental modifications. Decay in the effectiveness of prophylaxis is not ex-
sz plicitly modelled, rather the model assumes a constant level of protection during the time of prophylaxis.
sia This simplification should not strongly affect the annual results for drugs with prophylaxis duration of 15 to
a5 30 days. Nonetheless, the model could also be extended to include parametric decay forms.

316

a7 Mosquito dynamics are not directly included in the model and the effect of vector control is represented
as  as a reduction of the human-to-human transmission intensity. This simplifying assumption is chosen because
310 the time scale of vector dynamics is much shorter than the one of human dynamics, such that in a low en-
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0 demicity setting where the proportion of infectious host is small, the parasite dynamics can be approximated
a1 by an SIS-like model [Smith and McKenzie, 2004]. Additionally, using the model by Golumbeanu et al.
sz [2022] enables the user to account for differences in vector control efficacy due to mosquito species biological
w23 characteristics, intervention type or the proportion of time that individuals spend indoors or in bed [Briét
a2¢ et al., 2019], whose importance can be crucial, especially in elimination settings outside of Africa.

325

326 Seasonality is not included in the model, which is suitable for perennial settings or when studying annual
27 data and interventions that do not have seasonal effects. Nonetheless, the R package implementation of
28 the model offers the possibility to include a seasonal forcing into the transmission rate via the time-varying
39 parameter w when simulating disease dynamics over time. Adapting the back-calculation methodology and
s reproduction number definition to the seasonal case [Bacaér, 2007] is however outside the scope of the current
31 work.

332

333 The model is a simplified representation of reality and has therefore a certain number of limitations.
s Firstly, the chosen representation of treatment delays assumes that host infectiousness to mosquitoes is
35 constant over time, which is an important simplification in regard to the complex life cycle of the malaria
16 parasites [Gaspoz and al., in prep] and the relaxation of this assumption will be the object of future work. In
a7 addition, delays in access to treatment were represented with exponential durations via the ODE formalism
s and not fixed durations as would have been the case with delay differential equations [Kim et al., 2021, Tian
10 et al., 2022]. Nonetheless, the chosen formalism of the model presents some similarities with a model based
uo  on delayed-differential equations, as illustrated in Appendix A for a simpler model with perfect radical cure.
341

342 Moreover, because of its emphasis on implementation simplicity, this model makes some additional sim-
a3 plifications in the biological depiction of P. vivar. Importantly, the model does not include any form of
ws  immunity, an assumption which is only acceptable in settings with low to moderate transmission level, as in
us  [Champagne et al., 2022]. Relapses are modelled to occur at a constant rate, based on [White et al., 2016]
ss  which relied on [White et al., 2014], although the underlying mechanism could be represented with increased
s details [Mehra et al., 2022]. This compartmental model also relies on various homogeneity assumptions,
us as differences in infectiousness or susceptibility related to severity levels or age groups are not represented.
uo  Finally, the back-calculation methodology for baseline calibration relies on the steady state of the model,
0 nonetheless other statistical methods could be used instead when temporal data is available [Chatzilena
1 et al., 2019}

352

353 Despite these limitations, this model provides a useful additional tool to support country-specific decision
s making in the choice of interventions to deploy in various areas. Thanks to its analytical foundations and its
s simplicity of implementation, this model can support decision making on malaria strategies in a rapid and
36 transparent manner.
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- A Including delay in treatment access: rationale for the chosen
70 model

s The model without treatment delays [Champagne et al., 2022] is defined by the following system of ordinary
s differential equations:

L,
dt

dl
-2 = (M + Io) +0)Io +yrIr —rlp

= (I =) (ML +Io) +6)(So + Sr) + (AL + Io) + 6)Io + (1 — ) fSp — vl — 1L

ds
ditL =—(1—a(l=08) AL+ 1) + 0+ [)SL +a(l = B)(AMIo + IL) +0)So — v.SL + 111
dsS,
7; = —(1 — aﬁ)()\(IL + Io) + (5)50 + ()\(I() + IL) + 5)(aﬁSL) +affSp + S +rly
581 In this model, the effect of treatment is instantaneous, however, in reality individuals do not get treated

se2  instantaneously. Therefore, we aim to modify the model to include some time delay between infection and
se3 clearance of the parasite for treated individuals. We define I := 1 — Sy, + Sy the proportion of individuals
ss¢  with blood-stage infections and will focus on the case with 8 = 1 (perfect radical cure for treated individuals).
585

586 Following the approach of Arino and Van den Driessche [Arino and van den Driessche, 2006] (vaccination
sev - model), we have the following equation for I:

I(t) =151 (1) + /O (M () +0)(1 — I(w)) + fSr(w)] P(t — u)e” """ du (12)

588 where P(t—w) is the proportion of those who were infected at time u and have not been effectively treated
se0  at time t. Two choices for the function P are explored in the following sections: the first one represents a
s delay with constant duration and the second one a delay with geometric duration.

591

2 A.1 Delay with constant duration: using delay differential equations

If effective treatment is applied to a proportion « after a fixed time o1, the function P is a step function

1 fort <o~ !
P(t){ l—a fort>oc"1

503 Inserting in the equation (12) we obtain the following equation:

I(t) =I%*"(t) + / t [((AL(w) +8)(1 = I(u)) + fSp(u)]e” 9 du

t—o—1
1

+(1- a)/o N (AU (w) +8)(1 = I(w) + fSp(u)]e " du

Differentiation yields the following delay differential equation:

% —(AI(t) +8)(1 — I(£)) + fSL(%)
. ae—r/o [()\I(f _ 0.—1) + 6)(1 — I(t — 0‘_1)) + fSL(t — 0'_1)]
Start
. T[I(t) o IS’tart(t)] + d]'dit(t)
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s« A.2 Delay with exponential waiting time: using ordinary differential equations

595

If effective treatment is applied to a proportion « after a exponentially distributed waiting time with mean
o~ 1, the function P is of the form

Pt)=(1—a)+ae "
If we assume this treatment scheme to apply to those starting being infected, the equation 12 reduces to

I(t) :(1 — a)[(o)e—rt + acorrI(O)e_(T-i_U)t
+ (- a)/o [(A(u) +6)(1 — I(w)) + fSp(u)]e" " du

+a / IO () + 8)(1 = I()) + £S5 (w)] e« 0y,
0

Differentiation yields

dl —rt —(r+4o)t
i (1 —a)I(0)e™™ — (r + o)al(0)e” "+
+ (1= a)[(M(t) +0) (L = I(t)) + fSr(t)] — r(1 — ) /O [(M(u) +8) (1 — I(u) + fSr(u)]e """ du

+a[(AI(t) +0)1 = I(t) + fSL(t)] — (r + 0)a /0 [(AI(u) +0)(1 — I(u)) + fSp(u)]e” "= gy,

We can simplify this by separating those a that get effective treatment from those 1 — o that don’t. If we
consider this separation not at the time the treatment is effective but at the time of infection, this defines
two separate classes U for those that don’t have access to treatment and T for those that have access to
treatment into which « of the newly infected get sorted. Of these, -7~ actually get effective treatment,
after an average waiting time of TJ%U, accounting for the possibility to recover before receiving the effective
treatment. Then, we have a system of integral equations

t

UL(t) + Uo(t) =(UL(0) + Uo(0))e ™" + /0 (1= a)[(M(u) +6)(1 = I(u)) + fSr(w)]e " du

TrL(t) + To(t) =(T1(0) + Tp(0))e~ o)t 4 /O al(AI(u) +6)(1 — I(u)) + £Sr(u)]e” T gy

which when differentiated yield

W@) =(1 = a)[(AI(t) + 8)(1 = I(t) + fSe(t)] = r(UL(t) + Uo(t))
w(t) =a[(AI(t) + 8)(1 — I(£)) + fSL(t)] — (r+ o) (Tp(t) + To(t))
and therefore to
d% = (1= a)MNUL + U + T, + To) + 6)(So + S1.) + (MUL + U + T, + Tp) + 8)Up + (1 — a) f S, — 7.UL — rUL
% = —(A(Ur + Uo + Ty, + Tp) + 0)Up + yr.Ur — rUo
% =(1-8)oT, — ANUo+Ur + T, +Tp) +0)Sr, — fSr, — v.Sr +rUr + 1Ty,
% = —(MUr + Uo + Tr, + Ty) + 0)So + 0Tt + 0Ty +v..SL + rUs + 1T
dd% = a(MUL +Uo + T1, + Tp) + 6)(So + Sp) + af S, — 0Ty, — T, — v T + (ANUL + U + T1, + Tp) + 6) T
% =T — 0To = (\UL + Uo + T, + To) + 0)Tp — Ty

(13)
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seo  which is equivalent to the model with delayed treatment in the case § = 1.

s As a final remark, one can note that taking the limit ¢ — oo we get the initial model with instantantaneous
s treatment (11), while letting o = 0 we get the model (11) without treatment, as is to be expected.

599

600 It is worth noting that the actual probability of getting treated in both scenarios is not « (since some
s infected will already have recovered by the end of the delay), but acerr, = @e™"7 in the model with with
602 constant delay and acorr = a#% in the model with geometrically distributed delay. These numbers are also
603 the proportions by which the average length of infection is reduced by including treatment.

604

605 These results are not easily generalized to the case where 8 < 1, due to the complexity of the integral
s equations. Nonetheless, the model (13) was extended to the case with imperfect radical cure (8 < 1) leading
sor  to model (1) presented in the main text.

608

« B Back-calculation of the transmission rate in the model with
10 delayed treatment

a1 B.1 Model equilibrium

Let 77, Ty, Uy, Uy, Si, S5, and I* be the equilibrium proportions.
At the equilibrium, we have the equations

0=TL — (1 )AL 4 )1~ 1) + (1 - )FS; + (I + O)U; — 3V — 70 (14)
0= % = — (A" + O)Uf +11Uf — U (15)
0= dd% = a(AI* +8)(1 = I*) + af S + (\[* + 8Ty — v Tf — (r + 0) T} (16)
0= Or 4O 4Ty~ (4 0Ty (17)
0= L — (454 1)S]+ (L BT} — e SE (T} +Uf) (18)
0— % = —(A\I* +8)S; + BT} + 0Ty + 1155 +r(Ty +U;) (19)

By adding equations (16) and (17) we obtain the additional equation:
O=a(A"4+0)(1—-I")+afS; — (r+o)(Tf +17)
Likewise, by adding equations (14) and (15) we obtain the further equation:
0=1—-a)MN*"+0)Q1-I")+ (1 —a)fS; —r(U; +U5).

Hence we find the relations

(67

Lt1o r+a((>\ +6)( )+ fS1),
1—
Ui +Us = — (A +0)(1 = 17) + £53),
612 which can be combined to get
r+(1—a)o

=T+ T + U +U; = ((AI* +8)(1 = I*) + fS}) (20)

r(r+o)
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and
ar
T* T*: *
L+ 7o r+(1—a)o
s e A=a)(rto) .,
U +U; =—"———1
L+ r+(1—a)o

o13 We define the observed incidence h := p[(AI* 4 6)(1 — I*) 4+ fS;] as the rate of observed newly arising
sie  blood-stage infections, where p is a reporting rate. Starting from equation (20), we can calculate I* from
615 observed quantities and model parameters as:

s h(r + (1 — «a)o)

pr(r+o)
616 As r > 0 is necessary for the denominator to not be zero and is verified in all biologically plausible cases,
ez we will continue with this assumption throughout the rest of the paper. If on the other hand h = 0, we
eis  have I* = (. Being in the disease-free equilibrium makes it impossible to derive A. Because of this, we will
610 also make the further assumption h > 0. It is worth noting that in this model, as opposed to that without
60 treatment delay, o = 1 is not ruled out.
621 The proportion p of imported cases is defined such that ph := pd(1 — I*) represents the imported cases
ez and (1 —p)h = p[A[*(1 — I*) + fS3] the locally acquired cases. Therefore, § can be derived from observed
63 quantities and model parameters exactly as in the model without delay:

5— ph B phr(r + o)
Cp(1=1*)  pr(r+o) —h(r+(1-a)o)
We then rely on the equilibrium relationships to calculate A based on observed incidence h and the other

model parameters.
We start by solving equation (17) for Tj:

* PYL * *
T: = T: + 1T,
0 )\]*+5+’7L+T+0‘( L+ 1)
YL ar T*

)

TN+ 0+ trtor+(1—a)
from which we arrive at the equation

M+ d+r+o ar
S MF S+ trtor+(1-a)o

*
L

*
9

(neither of the denominators is zero as we assumed r > 0).
Likewise, we solve equation (15) for Ug:

* YL * *
Us = Us+U
0 /\I*+6+~yL+r( 0 +UL)
YL (1-a)(r+o) I+

)

- M40+, +r r+(1—a)o
from which we arrive at the equation

« A+ o4+r (1—a)(r+o)
oA+ 6+ p+7r r+(1—a)o

I*

)

2«  (again, neither of the denominators is zero).

s Solving (18) for S} gives:

rUf 4+ (r+ (1= B8)o)T}
M+6+v,+ f

06 (the denominator cannot be 0, since AI* =0 = f = 0 would imply h = 0).

Si = (21)

23
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Plugging both the equations for T} and U} into (21) yields:

G rl—a)r+o) AN +6+r)MN*+6+v+r+o)[*+(r+ 1 —Bo)ar(\N*+d+r+o)AN*+ 5+ +r)I*
L= A+ 6 +90+ YA +0+9 + 1) M*+0+y, +7+0)(r+ (1 —a)o)

(r+A—ap)o)AN*+o+r) A +d+yL+r+0)+alr+(1 —ﬁ)a)'yLarI*

A+ 0+ + A+ 5+ +r) A4+ 0+v +r+0)(r+ (1 —a)o)

g .

We can simplify further by using the identity acorr = a7

(1= QeorrB)AL*+ 6+ ) A + 5+ v + 7+ 0) + qcorr(r + (1 — B)o)vL Tt

S f—
T 049+ O + 6 +90 + 1) + 6+ + 7+ 0) (1 — eorr)

o B.2 Polynomial equation

s Now, plugging this into (20) and multiplying by (AI* + 5+~ + /YA *+ 5+~ +r) AN 4+ 0+, +r+0)
60 we obtain:

0=A\"+64+vL+ A +64+7L +r) A +5+7L +7+0) ((AI*+6)(1I*) M)
I* I*
+ mf(r—f— I—-aB)o) N +d+r) AN +0+y+r+0)+ 7’+(T17—0<)Ufa(r+ (1—B)o)yLo

(22)

or, equivalently,

I*
0=(AI" + 6+, + YA + 6+, +1)A* + 6+ + 7+ 0) <(>\I* +O(1—TI7) — T)

1- Qcorr

rI* rl*
+ 7]”(1 - acorrﬂ)()‘l* +0+ T‘)()\I* +0+ YL+ 1+ U) + faCDTT(T + (1 - 5)0)7L
1—acorr 1 — acorr
630 Rearranging the terms by powers of A\, we get the equation:

0 =M1"(1-1%

I*
+ AR [(1 — )46 + 3y +2r + f+0) — ’"]

]-_acorr
+ \21+? [(1 I+ +71)BS+3vL +7+2f) + (36 + 3y +2r+ f) + 0(30 + 2y, + 7+ [))

rl*
— ——— (30 4+ 3y + 21 + QeorrBf + 0)

1 — Ocorr

FAL | (1= )6 4+ 30 + 1) [0+ 2+ ) + 7+ 1) + 6(38 + 3y, + 7+ 2)]

+ (L= I [(§+yL + )0+ +7) + (20 + 270 + 7+ f)]

- L [(5 + YL + r)(gé + 37L +r+ 2acorrﬁf) + (1 - acorrﬂ)f'yL]

1 — acorr
rI*
- 70’(25 + 2’7L +r+ acorrﬁf)‘|

1 — acorr

+ (1 =I0 4+ +7) 0+ + )0+ +7+0)

I*
- # |:(6 +7L + T) [(6 +L + 7")(5 + L+ O‘corrﬂf) + (1 - acor'r‘ﬁ)’YLf] - O‘corrf’YL""]
_ %O’[(a + v + T‘)(5 + L + O‘corrﬁf) + (1 — Ofcorr)f’YL]

24
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As long the assumptions r» > 0 and h > 0 are met, multiplication by the denominator of S} is an equivalent
transformation, so any non-negative root of this polynomial is a solution of the system of equilibrium equa-
tions.
It can be noted that the equation in the setting without delay can be derived from this one by dividing by
o and taking the limit 0 — oo (corresponding to a delay decreasing to 0).

We get the same qualitative result as in the setting without delayed treatment:

Theorem B.1. If h > 0 and r > 0, the function

PO =\ 46471 + f)O +6 4+ + 1) +6 4+, +7 +0) ((M* O -1 - M(HU))
+ ﬁf@% (1— aB)o)(AI* + 8+ 1+ o)A + 6+ 71 +7) — ﬁu — Q) + o)

has at most one positive real root.
It has two non-negative real Toots (i.e. one of them is 0) only if aBo = v, = § = 0 (corresponding to an
equilibrium of relapses and recoveries without liver-stage clearance).

Thanks to this result, it is possible to solve the polynomial equation numerically in order to back-calculate
the parameter A required to reproduce the reported data, assuming that the model is at equilibirum.

Proof of Theorem B.1. Before beginning the proof, we point to the fact that A > 0 and r > 0 imply 0 <
I* <1

We start with the case f = 0 like in the model without delay ?.

From the shape of equation 22 one can easily see that the four roots in that case are

yté+r+o oy +d+r 44 and r(r+ o) 14
I* ’ I* ’ I* r+(1—a)ocl—1I* I*’

ordered from smallest to largest. Only the last two of them may be non-negative, and the first of these only
in the case v, = § = 0, and in that case, from A = § = f = 0 it follows h = 0, contradicting our assumption,
so this is no solution.

Now we turn to the case f > 0.

To make the dependence of P on f visible, let us denote it Ps. Then,

Pr(N) = Po(N) + fQ(N)

O
—
>
N
Il

(A*+6+7L + )M+ 6+ 7.+ 7+ 0) <(’\I* o)1 -1) - T<T+G))<71>

r+ (1 -«
r(r+ (1 —ap)o)

r(r+o)
r+(1—ar)o r+(1-a)o

* ) . Ly ofre
A +6+7L+ 1) A" + 6+, +7+0) ((/\I +o)(1-T) r+(1—a)01>

I'A 4+ 64+r4+o) A +d+7L +7) — I"(1—a)yro

R(N)
r(r+o)
r+ (1 —a)o

s (_7‘(7‘ +(1-aB)o)

Iyp (A -
T (a0 YL (A +(5+’7L+r))

I"(1 = a)yro

SOV

It is easily seen that Py 4+ fR is a polynomial of degree 4 with positive leading coefficient and two roots at
A\ = _d+yp+r+to and \o 1= _ dtyr+r

1 -— T 2 - — * .
Let us now first consider the case v > 0. In that case we also see that

1) )
Po(—ﬁ)+fR(—F) <0. (23)
—_—— N———
<0 <0
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06 As limy 00 Po(A) + fR(A) = 00, from the intermediate value theorem it follows that Py 4+ fR has a root A\q

er  to the right of —I%. Since every simple root is accompanied with a sign change, the last root A3 has to be
as  to the left of —I%. In particular, A1, A2 and A3 are all negative.

w0 We will now prove that by adding fS(\) = —fwl*'m()\f* +o+yL+7)— fmf*(l —a), we

r+(1—o) r+(l-a)o
eo  will not get a non-negative root:
es1 It is easily seen that fS(\) < 0 for all A >0, so
P(N) = Po(A) + fR(N) + fS(A) <0 for X € [0, \d], (24)

62 implying that there cannot be a root in that interval.

63 On the other hand, it is a known fact that the inflection points of a polynomial of degree 4 lie between the
e« smallest and the largest root. This implies that Py + fR is strictly convex in the interval |\, co[. Since
s Pr = FPy+ fR+ fS has the same second derivative, it is also strictly convex in that interval. This, combined
s with the fact that Pr(A4) = fS(A4) < 0, implies that there is only one root of Py in that interval. This
7 finishes the proof in the case vz > 0.

es  Now we turn to the case vy, = 0. Then, Py = Py + fR.

oo We again know the two roots —‘”{%, — It” and we see that
5 5 5 afro ..
Pi(=5) = Bo(=p) +fR(=0) = = fr(r + o) ml : (25)
=0 #0
o If this term is 0 (which is the case if and only if afo = 0), we know that —I% is also a root of Py. This

61 root is only non-negative if § = 0, which is the case of endless relapses and recoveries without liver-stage
62 Clearance.
63 Otherwise, the term must be negative. Then again, since every simple root is accompanied with a sign

64 change, we know that there must be exactly one root to the right of f%. O
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« (C Back-calculation of the transmission rate in the models with
666 RCD

e C.1 Model with RCD and without delayed treatment

sss In this section exclusively, we use the notations I = Iy, + Iy and I* = I} + I.

669

670 In the absence of delays in treatment, the model with RCD is described by the following equations:
dlr,
o =1-a)M+6)A -0+ 1 —-a)fSL + N +98)Io — vl —riy
— min(tmag, P +0)(1 = I) + pfSp vl
% =— M+ Iy + I — rly — min(tmag, p(AM + 6)(1 = I) + pfS)vrnly
DL (1= B +6)S — (1 (1~ BN +5+ )5~ Sp + 7Ty (26)
+ (1 = B)min(tmaw, p(A + 0)(1 = 1) + pfSr)vnly
B (1~ B +8)S0 + B + 3+ )Sp + 7055+ 7y
+ min(emaz, P(A +0)(1 = I) + pf Sp)vrn(BIL + Io)
671 In the case of ¢4, 70 = 0, this reduces to the model without treatment delays in Champagne et al. [2022].
:: If there is no importation (§ = 0) and 7 is fixed (or at least bounded), all of the '/RCD terms’ are of the

e order O(I?) for I — 0, so the R value is equal to the Rc without any RCD, similarly to the model with
o5 treatment delays (4).

676

ez C.1.1 Model equilibrium
e At equilibrium, adding the equations for I, and I in (26), we get

_a
Cdt

679 where ¢* = min(tmaq, pPA* +0)(1 — I*) + pfST).
Following the same steps as in the model without RCD [Champagne et al., 2022], we find

0 =1-a)AM"+0)Q-I")+ (1 —a)fS; —rI* — vnI” (27)

AT+ S+ r+ vy

o AM*+ 6+, +r+ vty

gt _ (r+ 1 =3 vr)I; +a(l = B)N*+0)(1 —TI*)
b A48+ 90+ (1 —a(l=B)f

*

Iy

s C.1.2 Polynomial equation
Solving these equations for A gives the following polynomial equation:

0 :PRCD<)\)
=(AI" + 8 +p + [YA" + 6 +3p + 7+ vm) ((/\I* +O)(1—1I") — 7’?_2”%)
4 (4 (1= B)rwrn) fOI* + 6+ 1+ o) + a(1 — g1

=P BED(\y — Bfu*vrn(N\I* 48 +r + tvrn)I*

r+u*rTn

s FOI" + 6+~ +r+ v I*

61 Where PﬁngcT? is the corresponding polynomial in the setting without RCD [Champagne et al., 2022], but

e2 with r replaced by r + ¢*v7n. This equation can be used to back-calculate the transmission rate A from
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63 observable quantities. The same formulae as in section 2.2.1 can be used to calculate (*, I* and d, using
e« I = Iy + Iy and « instead of acopy.
685

The singularity of the solution can be shown similarly to the case without RCD [Champagne et al., 2022].
PREP () = BICP () + fQTP ()

with

PECD(Xy = (A" + 04+ yL)(M\* + 8 + 4L + 7+ wrn) <()\I* +0(1-TI") - W?I*)

l1—«
and

T+ LI/T??I*

QTP (N) = (\[*+5+vyp+r+wTn) ((/\I* +8)(1—TI*) —ap T

- 6w7‘7)[*> —(r+Q=B)wrn)yLI*.

686 As expected, at equilibrium, for 8 = 0, adding the RCD term is equivalent to changing r to r+c*vrn (but
7 note that ¢* depends on the equilibrium states of the model I* and S}). As 8 approaches 1, the difference
e between the two models increases.

689

« C.2 Back-calculation of the transmission rate in the model with delayed treat-
o01 ment and RCD (no referral)

s2 In this section, additional results on the model (4) are provided.

03 C.2.1 Relation to other models

s0¢ First, the model represented by (4) is related to other models in the following way:

695 e In the limit of ¢ — oo, the model is equivalent to the non-delay RCD model (26).

696 e There are some more equivalences if ¢ is fixed instead of capped:

697 — If =0 and o > w7, the model is equivalent to the model with delayed treatment and no RCD
608 (1) with r replaced with r + ww7n and o replaced with o — w7n.

699 — If 8 =0 and o < w7n, the model is instead equivalent to the model with delayed treatment and
700 no RCD (1) with r replaced with r + o, o replaced with w7y — o, a replaced with 1 — « and T},
701 and T, swapped with Uy, and Uy, respectively.

702 — If 8 =0 and 0 = w77, the model is equivalent to the non-delay vivax model [Champagne et al.,
703 2022] with r replaced with r + o, a set to 0 and Ty, and Tj added to U, and Uy, respectively.

704 — If 0 = 0, the model is equivalent to the model with delayed treatment and no RCD (1) with o
705 replaced with (v7n, a replaced with 1 — a and 77, and Ty swapped with Uy, and Uy, respectively.
706 Such correspondences are used in the R package to test the correctness of the model implementation.

o C.2.2 Model equilibrium

w8 At equilibrium, adding the equations for Uy, and Up in (4), we get
O=1-a)N*"+0)1—-I")+ (1 —a)fST — (r+wrn)(U; +Uj) (28)
w0 and similarly by adding the equations for Ty, and Tp in (4),
O=a(A"4+0)(1—I")+afS; — (r+o)(Tf + 1Y) (29)
no  Finally, by adding both of these, we find

AN +0) 1 —=I")+ fS] =(r+0o)T§ +T7) + (r + wr) (U + UY) (30)
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which can be inserted into either (28) or (29) to get

I—a)(r+o)(T5+T7) = alr+wm)(I; + I7) (31)
* * (1 B a)(r + U) *

Up+Uo = r+(1—a)o+ awTr]I (32)

Ty = — orrem) (33)

r+ (1 —a)o + vty
From the equation for Uy in (4), we obtain

1 (Uf +Ug)

Uo = AM* 46+ +r+ 1wy

ol =a)(r+o) I+

CMF O+ Fr+wmnr+ (1 —a)o + vty
Uz:()J*—l—é—!—r—l—un-n)(l—a)(r—!—a) I*

AI* 4+ 8 +~p + 7+ wry r+ (1 —a)o+awrny

From the equation for T in (4), we obtain

. Ty +T7)
O TN+ S+ Hrto
B yro(r + wTn) I*
M4 Styptrdor+ (1 —a)o+ awmy
. I+ d+r+o)a(r+wry) I*
TP =

A+ 5+, +r+o r+(1—a)o+awrny
Inserting these results into the equation for Sy, in (4), yields

(r+ (1 =Bt} + (r+ (1 = B)o)T}

Sy =
L M*+6+vy,+ f

m  C.2.3 Polynomial equation

Plugging this into (30) yields

0 =P()\)

I*
= (\*+ 8470+ YO+ +7L + 7+ wrn)A* + 6+ 91 + 7+ 0) <(1 — I")Y\I* +6) — T(T +wrn)(r+ o) )

+ (1 —a)o+ awrn

N f(rP+ (1 —af)yro+ (1 — (1 —a)B)rwrn+ (1 = B)owrn)(A* + 8 +71+0)(A[* + 0+ + 7+ wrn)I*

r+ (1 —a)o+ ot
fL=a)(r+ (1 = B)wrn)(r + o)y (wrn — o)I*
r 4 (1 — Qeorr )0 + Qv

:P;l:O’I'ig/en,&:O'—Ll/T’r]()\)

—BwrnfANF+5+F) A"+ 5+ +7+6)"

arayrI*

B e

2 This equation can be used to back-calculate the transmission rate A from observable quantities.
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ns C.3 Model with delayed treatment and RCD, including referral to health facil-
714 ity for cases detected via RCD

ns  The model with delay in treatment and referral of reactively detected cases can be formulated as follows
6 (noting I=Ur+Ug+T+ To):

7

oy

% =(1—-a) M +6)A -1+ (1—0a)fSy + (A +38)Uy — v ,Ur —rUL
— min(tmaz, PN +6)(1 = I) + pf S )vrnUL
% =— (A +8)Up + UL — rUp — min(timae, pP(AM +6)(1 — I) + pfSL)vmnU
dd% —a(M +8)(1 = I) + af S + ([ + 8Ty — i Th, — (r + 0)T}
+ min(tmaz, pAL + 0)(1 = I) + pfSp)vrnUy, (34)
Do o (L +0T 4 3uTL — (4 o)
+ min(tmaz; P(A + 6)(1 = 1) + pfSr)rrnUo
% == N4+ f)Sc + (1= B)oTy —vpSp +r(Tp +UL)
dCTS;) =— (M +0)So + BoTp + 0T +~vLSL + r(To + Up)
ey Similarly to model (4), if there is no importation (§ = 0) and 7 is fixed (or at least bounded), all of the

ns  'RCD terms’ are of the order O(I?) for I — 0, so the R¢ values are the same and equal to the R¢o without
719 ANy RCD.

720

= C.3.1 Relation to other models

= Again, we can make some connections to other models:

3 e If .vn = 0, this model is the same as the model with delayed treatment and no RCD (1).

24 e In the limit of ¢ — oo, the model is equivalent to the non-delay RCD vivax model (26).

5 e If 0 = 0, the model is equivalent to the non-delay vivax model without either treatment or RCD
26 [Champagne et al., 2022] with T, and Ty added to Uy, and Uy, respectively.

=z C.3.2 Model equilibrium
28 Adding the equations for Uy, and Uy in (34), we get

0=(1—=a)\"+8)(1—I") + (1 = qcors) fST, — (I + I§) — wrn(If, + 1), (35)

7o and similarly by adding the equations for 77, and Tp in (34),
0=a\*+0)(1 —TI*) + qcorr fS], — (r+ o) (T} +T5) + wrn(I] + I). (36)

70 Finally, by adding both of these, we find
AN +0)1—-I")+ fS] =(r+o)(Ty +T7) +r(I; +I7), (37)
which can be inserted into either (35) or (36) to get

I—a)(r+o)Ty+T7) = (ar +wrn) (I + I7) (38)
TS + T — ar +wTn I+ (40)

r+ (1 —a)o+wrn
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From the equation for Uy in (34), we obtain
o wE )
O " NI* 464y, +7 +wry
Up = (Us +UL) = Us

From the equation for Tj in (34), we obtain

T v (T + T5) + wrnl
O N+ b54+,+r+o0

Tp = (Tg +T1) = Ty

Inserting these results into the equation for S, in (34) yields

o _rlit (rt (=50
L M*+ 65+ + f
(r(r+ (1 —aB)o)+wry(r+ (1 —=B)o))M*+5+7r+0)A*+ 86+ +r+wrn)l*
SN S+ O Sy Frwrn) M0+ +r o)+ (1 — a)o + wTn)
(1—a)(r+ (1= p)wmn)(r+o)yol*
A+ 84+v+ A+ 0 +yp+r+wm) M+ 6+ +r+0)(r+ (1 —a)o +wrn)’

s C.3.3 Polynomial equation

2 Plugging this into (37) yields

0 =P()\)
_ * * * _7* * _ (7""‘“/777)(7""'0)[*
=M+ 5+ + AT+ +yp +r+wmn) (M +6 4+ +7 +0) ((1 I")(AI* +9) Py e s
I*
1-— 1-— I I
—|—T+(1_a)0+wﬂ7f(r(r+( QcorrB)0) +wrn(r + (1= B)o))(AI* + 8+ 7+ 0)(A[* 4+ 8 + L + 7 + wrn)
I*

St (1-a)o+ wmf(l —a)(r+ (1= Bwmn)(r+o)yre

733 This equation can be used to back-calculate the transmission rate A from observable quantities. The
7 same formulae as in section 2.2.1 can be used to calculate ¢*, I* and J.

735

» D Description of the other models including MDA

= D.1 No treatment delays, no RCD
s The model is represented by the following ODE system:

dI
dTL = (1 — )M +8)(Sp, + So) + (A +8)Io + (1 — @) fS1, — v Ip — 71y,
dI

dito = —(/\I+(5)IQ+’)/LIL —7“[0

sy,

=—1—=a(l=B)(AM +0)Sr +a(l = B)(AL +6)So — (1 —a(l = B)) fSL —vLSL +rlL
dt (41)

s,

= (L= aB) AT +0)So + aB(M +8)Sg, + aBfSL +71SL + Iy
apPy,

=L —_~P

dt YLEL

Py

— =7 Pp.

dt YLEL
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0 starting with Pr(0) = Py(0) =0
no At time tprpa, we take the new values

IL(tupa) = (1= crpa)lL(typa)
Io(tmpa) = (1 —cyupa)lo(typa)
Sp(tmpa) = (1 —cupa)Sc(typa) (42)
So(tmpa) = (1= cppa)So(tarpa)
Pr(tmpa) = cupa(l — Bupa)lL(typa) + erpa(l — Bupa)Sr(tyrpa)
Po(tmpa) = MDAﬁMDAIL( wpa) FenpaBupaSt(typa) + evpalo(typa) + crpaSo(typa)
=1 and at time ty;pa + pyppa, we take the values
I(tmpa+pupa) = In((tapa +pupa)”)
Io(tspa +pupa) = Io((tmpa +pupa)”)
=Sr((tmpa +pmpa)” )+ Po((tmpa +pyupa)”) (43)
(

So

Pr(tmMpa+DpMmpa

So

tMpa +PMDA (tmpa+pvpa)” )+ Po((tmpa +pmpa)”)

(
(
Sr(tmpa +pvpa
(
(
(

) =
)
)
)
)
Py(tvpa+pmpa) =

=2 and continue the simulation from there.

» D.2 No treatment delays, with RCD
ns The model is represented by the following ODE system:

dl
7; =(1—a)M+8)1—1)+ (1 —a)fSp+ N + 8Ty — I, — Iy
— min(tmaz, PN +6)(1 = I) + pfSp)vnlL
% =—(A+0)Iy+~Ir — rly — min(tmaz, pP(AL +6)(1 = I) + pfSr)vrnly
ds
TtL = a(l — ﬁ)()\l-i- (5)50 - (1 — a(l - B))()\] + 6+ f)SL — LS + iy
+ (1 = B) min(tmaz, p(AL +0)(1 = I) + pf Sp)vrnlL (44)
dsS,
dTO = —(1—aB)(A +6)So + BN + 6 + )SL +v.SL + 1o
+ min(tmaz, PAM 4 0)(1 = 1) + pfSp)vrn(BIL + Io)
P,
- —vPL
dPy
dt - fYLPLv

745 starting with PL (0) = Po (0) =
ns At time tprpa, we take the new values

In(tapa) = (1 —cupa)lL(typa)

In(tmpa) = (1 —cempa)lo(typa)

Sp(tupa) = (1 —cvupa)St(typa) (45)
So(tmpa) = (1 —cupa)So(typa)

Pr(tmpa) = erpa(l = Bupa)lL(typa) + cupa(l = Bupa)Stypa)

Po(tmpa) = MDAﬁMDAIL( mpa) T empaBupaSc(typa) +erpalo(tapa) + empaSo(tapa)
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=7 and at time ty;pa + parpa, we take the values

I, (tmMpa +DpMmDaA

Io(tmpa +Pprpa
St

It((tmpa+pupa)”)
In(

(tmMpa +pmpa)”)

trpa+pvpa) =Sc((tmupa +pvpa)” )+ Pr((tmpa +pupa)”)

( ) =
( ) =
( )
So(tmpa +pupa)
( )
( ) =

(46)
= SO((tMDA +pvpa)”) + Po((tmpa+pvpa)”)
Pr(tmpa +pypa) =
Po(tmMpa +pumpa
#» 1.3 RCD without referral to health facilities
ne  The model is represented by the following ODE system:
dUy,
7S =1-a)M+0)A -0+ A—-a)fSL+ M+ 00Uy —vUr —rUL
— min(tmaz, pPAL +0)(1 = I) + pfSp)vUL
dU,
d—to =—(A+0)Up +vrUr — rUp — min(tmaz, pP(AM +6)(1 = I) + pf S )vmnUy
dS
=\ + 8+ )S+ (1= B)oT — 81 + (T + Ur)
+ (1 = B) min(tmaz, p(AM +6)(1 = I) + pfSp)vmUL
dT)
TtL = Oé()\I+ 5)(1 — I) + OszL + ()\I + 5)To — ’YLTL — (7" + U)TL (47)
dT;
dTO =M+ 8Ty +vTr — (r+0)Tp
dS,
dTO = —(M+08)So + BoTy, + 0Ty + .St + 7(To + Uy)
+ min(tmaz, pAL + 8)(1 = I) + pf Sp)vmn(BUL + Uy)
dPr,
&L _ . p
dt YLLL
dP,
YO0 _ . p
dt YLEL,

0 starting with Pr,(0) = Py(0) = 0.
1 At time ty;pa, we take the new values

Ur(tmpa) =1 —cupa)UL(tyrpa)

Uo(tmpa) = (1 —empa)Uo(tyrpa)

Tr(tmpa) = (1 —cupa)TL(typa)

To(tmpa) = (1 —cmpa)To(typa)

Sp(tmpa) = (1 —empa)Sr(typa)

So(tmpa) =1 —cmpa)So(typa)

Pr(tapa) = crrpa(l = Bupa) (Te(tapa) + UL(typa) + Seltapa))

Po(trypa) = CMDABMDA (Tr(typa) + UL(thipa) + Scthpa) + cpa (To(tpa) + Uo(tarpa) + So(thina)) -

(48)
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2 At last, at time ty;pa + pyprpa, we take the new values

Ur(tmpa +pmpa) =Ur((tmpa+pyupa)”

( )
Uo(tmpa +pupa) = Uo((tvpa +pupa)”)
(( )7)

)

( )=
( )
Tr(tmpa +pupa) =To((tmpa +pvba
To(tmpa +pupa) =To((tmpa +pvpa)” (49)
Sr(tmpa+pupa) =Sp(tmpa +pyupa)”) + Po((tvpa +pupa)”)
So(tmMpa +prpa) = 50((75MDA +pmpa)”) + Po((tmpa +pvpa)”)
Pr(typa+prvpa) =
Po(tmpa+pmpa) =
= 1.4 RCD with referral to health facilities
4 The model is represented by the following ODE system:
dUy,
- = 1I—a)M+6)A—-D+(1—a)fSL+ (A +8)Uy — v UL —rUL
— min(tmaz, PN +6)(1 = 1) + pf S )vTnUL
dU,
dTO = —(M 46Uy + U — rUo — min(tmaz, p(M + 8)(1 — I) + pfSp)vrnUs
dT’
dTL =a(M +0)(1 = I) + afSp + (M + )Ty — voTr, — (r+ o)1z
+ min(tmag, p(AL +0)(1 —I) + pfSp)vmnUy
dT;
E2 = =ML+ 8Ty + 70T = 7+ 0)To + min(tmas, pOT +0)(1 = 1) + pfSp)vrntiy B0
ds
7; =—(M+6+f)Sp+ (1= B)oTy —ySp +r(Tr +Ur)
dS
dTO = —(M\ +6)So + BoTL + Ty + v.S1 + r(To + Up)
dPy,
&L _ _ . p
dt YLEL
P,
0 _ P
dt YLEL,

s starting with Pr,(0) = Py(0) = 0.
6 At time tprpa, we take the new values

Ur(tmpa) = (1 —empa)Ur(tyrpa)

Uo(tmpa) = (1 —cupa)Uo(typa)

Tr(tmpa) = (1 —cupa)Tr(typa)

To(tmpa) = (1 — empa)To(typa

Sp(tmpa) = (1 —empa)Sr(typa)

So(tmpa) = (1 —cupa)So(tyrpa)

Pr(tmpa) = crupa(l = Bupa) (To(typa) + UL(typa) + Setiipa))

Po(trmpa) = MDABMDA (Tr(tarpa) + UL(tirpa) + Si(tirpa)) +empa (Toltarpa) + Uo(tarpa) + So(thrpa)) -

(51)
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w7 At last, at time ty;pa + pyprpa, we take the new values

Ur(tmpa +pmpa) =Ur((tmpa+pupa)”)
Uo(tmpa +pupa) = Uo((tmpa +pupa)”)
Tr(tmpa +pupa) =Tr((tmpa +pupa)”)

7)

To((tmrpa +prpa)

92)

L(tMpa +DPMDA Sp((tmpa+pvpa)”) +Pr((tmpa +pupa)”)

So((tmrpa +pmpa)” )+ Po((tvipa +pupa)”)
0
0

So(tmpa +DpPmpa

)
)
)
To(tmpa +pupa)
)
)
)
)

(
Pr(typa+prvpa
(

Po(tmpa +pvpa) =
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