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Abstract: In this work, we study a capital–labor model by considering the interaction between the
new proposed and the confirmed free jobs, the precariat labor force, and the mature labor force by
introducing Brownian motion and Lévy noise. Moreover, we illustrate the well-posedness of the
solution. In addition, we establish the conditions of the extinction of both the free jobs and labor
force; subsequently, we prove the persistence of only the free jobs, and we also show the conditions
of the persistence of both the free jobs and labor force. Finally, we validate our theoretical finding by
numerical simulation by building a new stochastic Runge–Kutta method.
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1. Introduction

It is widely believed that the world’s income inequality has increased over past
decades [1,2]. Many different theories seek to explain this phenomenon, such as the
evolution of the shares of capital–labor [3], changing returns to human capital and skill-
driven technological change [4–7], and market concentration resulting from corporate
market power and oligopoly [8,9]. Other work has concentrated more on the relationships
between employers and workers and changing institutions [1,10–13]. Still others have
focused on the potential changes to the economic class structure and the importance of
economic class [1,14–16]. The evolution of institutions and the evolution of class structure
can be seen as related rather than concurrent phenomena. The relation of workers to
their work focused on a transformation of an old working class into a new working
class, the precariat. The precariat is different from the old working class by its instability;
they are a source of flexible labor, dependent on money wages due to a loss of labor
rights and a weakened ability to access the welfare state, and without long-term stable
employment [15,17,18]. In [19], Greenstein showed how the precarious class diagram can
be applied empirically to data for the US labor force to help understand the changing nature
of working-class jobs and who occupies those jobs. Moreover, he also explored to what
extent this class structure can explain rising income inequality in the United States. Wage
employment has also been on a downward trend in rich economies [20]. In [21], Breman et
al. suggest that a trend of casualization in the rich world is inevitable due to a stagnant
economy, a dismantled welfare state, and the decline of labor unions, among other causes.

The mathematical modeling of dynamics of capital–labor is an important tool to
understand and study the behavior of interaction between free jobs and the labor force;
for example, in [22], Riad et al. gave a deterministic model with logistic growth rate
to established the condition of the existence and the stability of the equilibrium. More
recently, in a stochastic study of the interaction between the free jobs and the labor force by
introducing the white noise [23], also they found some conditions of the persistence and
the extinction of labor force.

Motivated by the previous studies, we proposed the following capital–labor model
with a Lévy jump:
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du1(t) = (δu2(t)− µ1u1(t)− κu1(t))dt + σ1u1(t)dW1(t) +
∫

U
Π1(u)u1(t−)Ñ(dt, du),

du2(t) =
(

κu1(t)− µ2u2(t)− τ1u2
2(t)−

cu2v2

1 + αu2

)
dt + σ2u2(t)dW2(t)

+
∫

U
Π2(u)u2(t−)Ñ(dt, du),

dv1(t) =
(

cu2v2

1 + αu2
− µ3v1(t)− θv1(t)

)
dt + σ3v1(t)dW3(t)

+
∫

U
Π3(u)v1(t−)Ñ(dt, du),

dv2(t) =
(
θv1(t)− µ4v2(t)− τ2v2

2(t)
)
dt + σ4v2(t)dW4(t) +

∫
U

Π4(u)v2(t−)Ñ(dt, du),

(1)

where u1 represents the new proposed jobs, u2 the confirmed free jobs, v1 the labor force in
the training period and the precariat individuals (or the prematuration labor force), v2 the
maturation labor force, δ is the rate of new proposed free jobs, κ is the rate of confirmed
free jobs, µ1 is the loss rate of new free jobs, µ2 is the loss rate of confirmed free jobs, τ1 is
the competition rate between confirmed free jobs, θ is the maturity rate of the immature
labor force, µ3 is the loss rate of the jobs of the prematuration labor force, µ4 is the loss rate
of the jobs of the mature labor force, τ2 is the competition rate between a mature labor force,
c is the rate that a labor force hunts a free job, and α is the effects of the recruitment rate on
free jobs.

On a complete probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P), we define Wi(t) as the standard
Brownian motion, with the filtration (Ft)t≥0 satisfying the classical conditions. Note that
u1(t−), u2(t−), v1(t−), and v2(t−), respectively, are the left limits of u1(t), u2(t), v1(t),
and v2(t); Ñ(dt, du) = N(dt, du)− ν(du)dt, with N(dt, du) is a Poisson count measurement
with the stationary compensator ν(du)dt, and on a measurable subset U of the positive
half-line we define ν under the assumptions ν(U) < ∞ and the intensity of Wi(t) is σi, qi(u)
represents the jump intensities for i = 1, . . . , 4.

The organization of our study as follows. In the Section 2, we prove the well-posedness
of the solution of the model (1). The extinction of both free jobs and the labor force is shown
in Section 3. In Section 4, we show the persistence of free jobs and the extinction of the
labor force. The stochastic persistence of both the free jobs and the labor force is studied
in Section 5. Section 6 gives some numerical results in order to validate our theoretical
findings.

2. Properties of the Solution
2.1. The Global Positive Solution Existence and Uniqueness

In this subsection, we will prove that the solution of the model in (1) exists and is
unique.

Theorem 1. If the initial value (u1(0), u2(0), v1(0), v2(0)) ∈ R4
+, then the model (1) admits a

unique global solution (u1(t), u2(t), v1(t), v2(t)) ∈ R4
+ for t ≥ 0 a.s.

Proof. The diffusion and the drift are locally Lipschitz, so for any initial data
(u1(0), u2(0), v1(0), v2(0)) ∈ R4

+, for t ∈ [0, τe) the system (1) admits a unique local solution
(u1(t), u2(t), v1(t), v2(t)), where τe represents the explosion time.

For the purpose of proving that this solution is global, we must show that τe = ∞ a.s.
First, we demonstrate that for a finite time, (u1(t), u2(t), v1(t), v2(t)) do not tend to infinity.
Let a sufficiently large number n0 > 0, such that (u1(0), u2(0), v1(0), v2(0)) belong to the

interval [
1
n0

, n0]. For each integer n ≥ n0, the stopping time is defined as follows:

τn = inf{t ∈ [0, τe)/u1(t) /∈
(

1
n

, n
)

or u2(t) /∈
(

1
n

, n
)

or v1(t) /∈
(

1
n

, n
)

or v2(t) /∈
(

1
n

, n
)
},
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with τn, when n ↑ ∞, is an increasing number. Let τ∞ = limn→∞ τn, where τ∞ ≤ τe a.s. If
we prove that τ∞ = ∞ then τe = ∞ and (u1(t), u2(t), v1(t), v2(t)) ∈ R4

+ a.s. Suppose the
contrary case is verified, i.e., τ∞ < ∞ a.s. Therefore, there are two constants T > 0 and
0 < ε < 1 such that P(τ∞ ≤ T) ≥ ε.

Now, consider the functional

V(u1(t), u2(t), v1(t), v2(t)) =
i=2

∑
i=1

(ui − 1− log(ui)) +
i=2

∑
i=1

(vi − 1− log(vi)),

Using ItÔ’s formula, we obtain

dV(x, y, z) =LV dt +
i=2

∑
i=1

σi(ui − 1) dWi +
i=2

∑
i=1

σi+2(vi − 1) dW2 + σ3(z− 1) dWi+2

+
∫

U
[Π1(u)u1 − log(1 + Π1(u))]Ñ(dt, du)

+
∫

U
[Π2(u)u2 − log(1 + Π2(u))]Ñ(dt, du)

+
∫

U
[Π3(u)v1 − log(1 + Π3(u))]Ñ(dt, du)

+
∫

U
[Π4(u)v2 − log(1 + Π4(u))]Ñ(dt, du),

(2)

with

LV =

(
1− 1

u1

)
(δu2(t)− µ1u1(t)− κu1(t)) +

σ2
1

2

+

(
1− 1

u2

)(
κu1(t)− µ2u2(t)− τ1u2

2(t)−
cu2v2

1 + αu2

)
+

σ2
2

2

+

(
1− 1

v1

)(
cu2v2

1 + αu2
− µ3v1(t)− θv1(t)

)
+

σ2
3

2

+

(
1− 1

v2

)(
θv1(t)− µ4v2(t)− τ2v2

2(t)
)
+

σ2
4

2

+
∫

U
[Π1(u)− log(1 + Π1(u))]ν(du)

+
∫

U
[Π2(u)− log(1 + Π2(u))]ν(du)

+
∫

U
[Π3(u)− log(1 + Π3(u))]ν(du)

+
∫

U
[Π4(u)− log(1 + Π4(u))]ν(du),

then, we have

LV ≤− τ1u2
2(t) + (δ + τ1 + c)u2 + p + µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ4 − τ2v2

2 + (c + τ2)v2 + 4C′

LV ≤ (δ + τ1 + c)2

4τ1
+ κ + µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ4 +

(τ2 + c)2

4τ2
+ 4C′

LV ≤C,

with

C′ =max
{ ∫

U
Π1(u)− log(1 + Π1(u))ν(du),

∫
U
(Π2(u)− log(1 + Π2(u)))ν(du),∫

U
(Π3(u)− log(1 + Π3(u)))ν(du),

∫
U
(Π4(u)− log(1 + Π4(u)))ν(du)

}
.



Math. Comput. Appl. 2022, 27, 93 4 of 20

and

C =
(δ + τ1 + c)2

4τ1
+ κ + µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ4 +

(τ2 + c)2

4τ2
+ 4C′.

Then, Equation (2) implies that

0 ≤ E(V(u1(τn ∧ T), u2(τn ∧ T), v1(τn ∧ T), v2(τn ∧ T)))
≤ V(u1(0), u2(0), v1(0), v2(0)) + CT.

For any h > 0, we define

H(h) = inf{V(x1, x2, x3, x4), xi ≥ h or xi ≤
1
h

, i = 1, . . . , 4},

where x1 = u1, x2 = u2, x3 = v1 and x4 = v2. Therefore, we obtain

lim
h→∞

H(h) = ∞.

Then, letting n→ ∞, we find

∞ > V(u1(0), u2(0), v1(0), v2(0)) + CT = ∞,

which is a contradiction with the previous assumption. Therefore τ∞ = ∞. Moreover, our
model admits a unique global solution (u1(t), u2(t), v1(t), v2(t)) a.s.

2.2. Stochastic Ultimately Boundedness

In the previous subsection, we have proven that the solution of the model (1) is positive.
Nevertheless, this non explosion property in a dynamical system is often insufficient.
Therefore, the stochastic ultimate boundedness is more desired.

Theorem 2. If we have the following conditions

σ2
1 +

∫
U

Π2
1(u)ν(du)− 2µ1 − 2κ + 1 < 0,

σ2
2 +

∫
U

Π2
2(u)ν(du)− 2µ2 + 1 < 0,

σ2
3 +

∫
U

Π2
3(u)ν(du)− 2µ3 − 2θ + 1 < 0,

σ2
4 +

∫
U

Π2
4(u)ν(du)− 2µ4 + 1 < 0.

(3)

Then, for an initial data (u1(0), u2(0), v1(0), v2(0)) ∈ R4
+, the solution of model (1) is stochastic

ultimately bounded.

Proof. Define the following function:

V(u1, u2, v1, v2) =
i=2

∑
i=1

u2
i +

i=2

∑
i=1

v2
i

By ItÔ’s formula, we get
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dV(u1, u2, v1, v2) =LV dt + 2σ2
1 u2

1dW1(t) + 2σ2
2 u2

2dW2(t) + 2σ2
3 v2

1dW3(t) + 2σ2
4 v2

2dW4(t) (4)

+
∫

U
(2Π1(u) + Π2

1(u))u
2
1Ñ(dt, du) +

∫
U
(2Π2(u) + Π2

2(u))u
2
2Ñ(dt, du) (5)

+
∫

U
(2Π3(u) + Π2

3(u))v
2
1Ñ(dt, du) +

∫
U
(2Π4(u) + Π2

4(u))v
2
2Ñ(dt, du), (6)

with

LV =2u1(δu2 − µ1u1 − κu1) + 2u2

(
κu1 − µ2u2 − τ1u2

2 −
cu2v2

1 + αu2

)
+ 2v1

(
cu2v2

1 + αu2
− µ3v1 − θv1

)
+ 2v2

(
θv1 − µ4v2 − τ2v2

2

)
+ σ1u2

1 + σ2u2
2 + σ3v2

1 + σ4v2
2 +

∫
U

Π2
1u2

1ν(du)

+
∫

U
Π2

2u2
2ν(du) +

∫
U

Π2
3v2

1ν(du) +
∫

U
Π2

4v2
2ν(du),

so,

LV =− 2τ1u3
2 − 2τ2v3

2 +

(
σ2

1 +
∫

U
Π2

1(u)ν(du)− 2µ1 − 2κ + 1
)

u2
1

+

(
σ2

2 +
∫

U
Π2

2(u)ν(du)− 2µ2 + 1
)

u2
2 +

(
σ2

3 +
∫

U
Π2

3(u)ν(du)− 2µ3 − 2θ + 1
)

v2
1

+

(
σ2

4 +
∫

U
Π2

4(u)ν(du)− 2µ4 + 1
)

v2
1 + 2(a + p)u1u2 + 2θv1v2

+
2cu2v1v2

1 + αu2
−

2cu2
2v2

1 + αu2
−
(

u2
1 + u2

2 + v2
1 + v2

2

)
,

then,

LV ≤
(

σ2
1 +

∫
U

Π2
1(u)ν(du)− 2µ1 − 2κ + 1

)
u2

1 +

(
σ2

2 +
∫

U
Π2

2(u)ν(du)− 2µ2 + 1
)

u2
2

+

(
σ2

3 +
∫

U
Π2

3(u)ν(du)− 2µ3 − 2θ + 1
)

v2
1 +

(
σ2

4 +
∫

U
Π2

4(u)ν(du)− 2µ4 + 1
)

v2
2

+ 2(a + p)u1u2 + 2(h + c)v1v2 −
(

u2
1 + u2

2 + v2
1 + v2

2

)
,

we denote

f (u1, u2, v1, v2) =

(
σ2

1 +
∫

U
Π2

1(u)ν(du)− 2µ1 − 2κ + 1
)

u2
1 +

(
σ2

2 +
∫

U
Π2

2(u)ν(du)− 2µ2 + 1
)

u2
2

+

(
σ2

3 +
∫

U
Π2

3(u)ν(du)− 2µ3 − 2θ + 1
)

v2
1 +

(
σ2

4 +
∫

U
Π2

4(u)ν(du)− 2µ4 + 1
)

v2
2

+ 2(a + p)u1u2 + 2(h + c)v1v2.

Since we have condition (3), we obtain that the function f (u1, u2, v1, v2) admits an
upper bound. We put

M = sup
(u1,u2,v1,v2)∈R4

+

f (u1, u2, v1, v2) and L = M + 1.

Since f (0, 0, 0, 0) = 0, then L > 0. Formula (4) implies that
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dV ≤
[

L− (u2
1 + u2

2 + v2
1 + v2

2)
]
dt + 2σ2

1 u2
1dW1(t) + 2σ2

2 u2
2dW2(t) + 2σ2

3 v2
1dW3(t) + 2σ2

4 v2
2dW4(t)

+
∫

U
(2Π1(u) + Π2

1(u))u
2
1Ñ(dt, du) +

∫
U
(2Π2(u) + Π2

2(u))u
2
2Ñ(dt, du)

+
∫

U
(2Π3(u) + Π2

3(u))v
2
1Ñ(dt, du) +

∫
U
(2Π4(u) + Π2

4(u))v
2
2Ñ(dt, du),

therefore, we use ItÔ’s formula to get

d
[
etV
]
=etV dt + etdV

≤Net dt + 2σ2
1 u2

1dW1(t) + 2σ2
2 u2

2dW2(t) + 2σ2
3 v2

1dW3(t) + 2σ2
2 v2

2dW4(t)

+
∫

U
(2Π1(u) + Π2

1(u))u
2
1Ñ(dt, du) +

∫
U
(2Π2(u) + Π2

2(u))u
2
2Ñ(dt, du)

+
∫

U
(2Π3(u) + Π2

3(u))v
2
1Ñ(dt, du) +

∫
U
(2Π4(u) + Π2

4(u))v
2
2Ñ(dt, du),

(7)

then,

etE[V(X)] ≤V(u1(0), u2(0), v1(0), v2(0)) + Let − L.

with X = (u1, u2, v1, v2).

Therefore

lim sup
t→∞

E[V(X)] ≤L.

We know that V(X) = ∑i=2
i=1 u2

i + ∑i=2
i=1 v2

i , then

lim sup
t→∞

E[|(X)|2] ≤ L.

By Chebyshev’s inequality, for any η > 0, let B =

√
L
√

η
. we get

P(|(X)| > B) ≤ E[|(X)|2]
B2 ≤ L

L
η

= η.

3. Stochastic Extinction of Free Jobs and the Labor Force

Now, we prove that free jobs and the labor force becomes extinct with probability one.
We put

c1 = 2µ1 + p− σ2
1 −

∫
U

Π2
1(u)ν(du),

c2 = 2µ2 − σ2
2 −

∫
U

Π2
2(u)ν(du)− δ− κ,

c3 = 2µ3 + h− σ2
3 −

∫
U

Π2
3(u)ν(du)− c

α
,

c4 = 2µ4 − σ2
4 −

∫
U

Π2
4(u)ν(du)− c

α
− θ.
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Theorem 3. For any initial data (u1(0), u2(0), v1(0), v2(0)) ∈ R4
+, we obtain

lim sup
t→∞

1
t
E
(
+u2

1 + u2
2 + v2

1 + v2
2

)
≤ L1

$
,

when, min{c1, c2, c3, c4} > 0.

Proof. We define

F(u1, u2, v1, v2) =
i=2

∑
i=1

u2
i +

i=2

∑
i=1

v2
i + u1 + u2 + v1,

By ItÔ’s formula, we get

dF =LF dt + σ2
1 (2u2

1 + u1)dW1(t) + σ2
2 (2u2

2 + u2)dW2(t) + σ2
3 (2v2

1 + v1)dW3(t)

+ 2σ2
4 v2

2dW4(t) +
∫

U
(2Π1(u) + Π2

1(u))u
2
1 + Π1u1Ñ(dt, du)

+
∫

U
(2Π2(u) + Π2

2(u))u
2
2 + Π2u2Ñ(dt, du) +

∫
U
(2Π3(u) + Π2

3(u))v
2
1 + Π3v1Ñ(dt, du)

+
∫

U
(2Π4(u) + Π2

4(u))v
2
2Ñ(dt, du),

(8)

where

LF =2u1(δu2 − µ1u1 − κu1) + 2u2

(
κu1 − µ2u2 − τ1u2

2 −
cu2v2

1 + αu2

)
+ 2v1

(
cu2v2

1 + αu2
− µ3v1 − hv1

)
+ 2v2

(
θv1 − µ4v2 − τ2v2

2

)
+ δu2 − τ1u2

2 − µ1u1 − µ2u2 − (µ3 + θ)v1 + σ1u2
1 + σ2u2

2 + σ3v2
1

+ σ4v2
2 +

∫
U

Π2
1u2

1ν(du) +
∫

U
Π2

2u2
2ν(du) +

∫
U

Π2
3v2

1ν(du) +
∫

U
Π2

4v2
2ν(du),

so,

LF =− 2τ1u3
2 − 2τ2v3

2 +

(
σ2

1 +
∫

U
Π2

1(u)ν(du)− 2µ1 − 2κ

)
u2

1

+

(
σ2

2 +
∫

U
Π2

2(u)ν(du)− 2µ2

)
u2

2 +

(
σ2

3 +
∫

U
Π2

3(u)ν(du)− 2µ3 − 2θ

)
v2

1

+

(
σ2

4 +
∫

U
Π2

4(u)ν(du)− 2µ4

)
v2

1 + 2(δ + κ)u1u2 + 2θv1v2 − (µ3 + θ)v1

+
2cu2v1v2

1 + αu2
−

2cu2
2v2

1 + αu2
+ δu2 − τ1u2

2 − µ1u1 − µ2u2,

then,

LF ≤
(

σ2
1 +

∫
U

Π2
1(u)ν(du)− 2µ1 − 2κ

)
u2

1

+

(
σ2

2 +
∫

U
Π2

2(u)ν(du)− 2µ2

)
u2

2 +

(
σ2

3 +
∫

U
Π2

3(u)ν(du)− 2µ3 − 2θ

)
v2

1

+

(
σ2

4 +
∫

U
Π2

4(u)ν(du)− 2µ4

)
v2

1 + (δ + κ)u2
1 + (δ + κ)u2

2 + θv2
1 + θv2

2

+
c
α

v2
1 +

c
α

v2
2 +

a
4τ1

,

this fact implies that,
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LF ≤
(

σ2
1 +

∫
U

Π2
1(u)ν(du)− 2µ1 − κ

)
u2

1

+

(
σ2

2 +
∫

U
Π2

2(u)ν(du) + δ + κ − 2µ2

)
u2

2 +

(
σ2

3 +
∫

U
Π2

3(u)ν(du) +
c
α
− 2µ3 − θ

)
v2

1

+

(
σ2

4 +
∫

U
Π2

4(u)ν(du) +
c
α
+ θ − 2µ4

)
v2

1 + L1,

with L1 =
δ

4τ1
. Then

LF ≤− c1u2
1 − c2u2

2 − c3v2
1 − c4v2

2 + L1,

Equation (8) implies that

0 ≤ E(F(u1(t), u2(t), v1(t), v2(t))) ≤E
{ ∫ t

0

(
−c1u2

1 − c2u2
2 − c3v2

1 − c4v2
2

)}
+ L1t

+ F(u1(0), u2(0), v1(0), v2(0))

let $ = min{c1, c2, c3, c4}, so

E
{ ∫ t

0

(
u2

1 + u2
2 + v2

1 + v2
2

)}
≤ L1

$
t +

(u1(0), u2(0), v1(0), v2(0))
$

.

Then,

lim sup
t→∞

1
t
E
{ ∫ t

0

(
u2

1 + u2
2 + v2

1 + v2
2

)}
≤ L1

$
.

4. Stochastic Extinction of Capital Labor

In this section, we established some conditions to proving the extinction of the labor
force with probability one.

First, we denote

c3 = 2µ3 + θ − σ2
3 −

∫
U

Π2
3(u)ν(du)− c

α
,

c4 = 2µ4 − τ2 − σ2
4 −

∫
U

Π2
4(u)ν(du)− c

α
− h,

N1 =
i=2

∑
i=1

σ2
i

2
+ 2N′1 − (µ1 + κ + µ2),

where

N′1 = min
{ ∫

U
Π1(u)− ln(1 + Π1(u)),

∫
U

Π2(u)− ln(1 + Π2(u))
}

.

Theorem 4. For any initial data (u1(0), u2(0), v1(0), v2(0)) ∈ R4
+, when min{c3, lc4, N1} > 0

and
v2

u1
≤ αp

c
, we obtain

lim sup
t→∞

1
t
E
(

v2
1 + v2

2

)
≤ L2

$1
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then, all the prey persistence in the mean. Moreover, we have

1
t

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη ≥ N1

τ1
a.s.

1
t

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη ≥ δN1

τ1(µ1 + κ)
a.s.

Proof. We consider

F1(v1, v2) =
i=2

∑
i=1

v2
i + v2,

by ItÔ’s formula, we obtain

dF1(v1, v2) =LF1 dt + σ2
3 (2v2

1 + v1)dW3(t) + 2σ2
4 v2

2dW4(t)

+
∫

U
(2Π3(u) + Π2

3(u))v
2
1 + Π3v1Ñ(dt, du) +

∫
U
(2Π4(u) + Π2

4(u))v
2
2Ñ(dt, du),

(9)

with

LF1 =2v1

(
cu2v2

1 + αu2
− µ3v1 − θv1

)
+ 2v2

(
θv1 − µ4v2 − τ2v2

2

)
+

cu2v2

1 + αu2
− (µ3 + h)v2

+ σ3v2
1 + σ4v2

2 +
∫

U
Π2

3v2
1ν(du) +

∫
U

Π2
4v2

2ν(du),

so,

LF1 =− 2τ2v3
2 +

(
σ2

3 +
∫

U
Π2

3(u)ν(du)− 2µ3 − 2θ

)
v2

1

+

(
σ2

4 +
∫

U
Π2

4(u)ν(du)− 2µ4

)
v2

1 + 2θv1v2

+
2cu2v1v2

1 + αu2
− cu2v2

1 + αu2
− (µ3 + θ)v2,

Therefore,

LF1 ≤
(

σ2
3 +

∫
U

Π2
3(u)ν(du)− 2µ3 − 2θ

)
v2

1

+

(
σ2

4 +
∫

U
Π2

4(u)ν(du)− 2µ4

)
v2

1 + hv2
1 + τ2v2

2

+
c
α

v2
1 +

c
α

v2
2 − (µ3 + θ)v2,

then,

LF1 ≤
(

σ2
3 +

∫
U

Π2
3(u)ν(du) +

c
α
− 2µ3 − θ

)
v2

1

+

(
σ2

4 +
∫

U
Π2

4(u)ν(du) + τ2 − 2µ4

)
v2

1 + L2,

with L2 =
α(µ3 + θ − c

α )
2

4c
. Therefore,

LF1 ≤− c3v2
1 − c4v2

2 + L2,



Math. Comput. Appl. 2022, 27, 93 10 of 20

Using Equation (9), we obtain

0 ≤ E(F1(v1(t), v2(t))) ≤ E
{ ∫ t

0

(
−c3v2

1 − c4v2
2

)}
+ L2t + F1(v1(0), v2(0)),

Noting $1 = min{c3, c4}, so

E
{ ∫ t

0

(
v2

1 + v2
2

)}
≤ L2

$1
t +

F1(v1(0), v2(0))
$1

,

then,

lim sup
t→∞

1
t
E
{ ∫ t

0

(
v2

1 + v2
2

)}
≤ L2

$1

Let
G1(u1, u2) = ln(u1u2),

by ItÔ’s formula, we get

dG1 = LG1 dt +
i=2

∑
i=1

(
σi dWi +

∫
U

qi(u)ui − ln(1 + qi(u))Ñ(dt, du)
)

,

with

LG1 =
δu2

u1
− (µ1 + κ) +

κu1

u2
− µ2 − τ1u2 −

cv2

1 + αu2

+
i=2

∑
i=1

(
σ2

i
2

+
∫

U
qi(u)− ln(1 + qi(u))ν(du)

)
.

We know
v2

u1
≤ ακ

c
. Therefore,

LG1 ≥ −τ1u2 − (µ1 + κ + µ2) +
i=2

∑
i=1

σ2
i

2
+ 2N′1

where N′1 = min
{ ∫

U Π1(u)− ln(1 + Π1(u)),
∫

U Π2(u)− ln(1 + Π2(u))
}

, so

LG1 ≥ −τ1u2 + N1

with

N1 =
i=2

∑
i=1

σ2
i

2
+ 2N′1 − (µ1 + κ + µ2).

Therefore,

ln(u1(t)u2(t)) ≥ ln(u1(0)u2(0))− τ1

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη + K1t

+
i=2

∑
i=1

∫ t

0

(
σi dWi(η) +

∫
U

qi(u)ui − ln(1 + qi(u))Ñ(dη, du)
)

.
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Therefore,

ln(u1(t)u2(t))
t

≥ ln(u1(0)u2(0))
t

− τ1
1
t

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη + K1

+
i=2

∑
i=1

1
t

∫ t

0

(
σi dWi(η) +

∫
U

qi(u)ui − ln(1 + qi(u))Ñ(dη, du)
)

.

The strong law of large numbers for local martingales implies that

0 ≥ −τ1
1
t

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη + N1,

then,

1
t

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη ≥ N1

τ1
a.s.

The first equation of system (1) implies that

du1(t) =(δu2(t)− µ1u1(t)− κu1(t))dt + σ1u1(t)dW1(t) +
∫

U
Π1(u)u1(t−)Ñ(dt, du),

so,

u1(t)− u1(0) =δ
∫ t

0
u2(η)dη − (µ1 + κ)

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη +

∫ t

0
σ1u1(η)dW1(η)

+
∫ t

0

∫
U

Π1(u)u1(η−)Ñ(dη, du),

then,

u1(t)− u1(0)
t

=δ
1
t

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη − (µ1 + κ)

1
t

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη +

1
t

∫ t

0
σ1u1(η)dW1(η)

+
1
t

∫ t

0

∫
U

Π1(u)u1(η−)Ñ(dη, du).

Since
1
t
∫ t

0 u2(η)dη ≥ N1

τ1
, so

u1(t)− u1(0)
t

≥ δN1

τ1
− (µ1 + κ)

1
t

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη +

1
t

∫ t

0
σ1u1(η)dW1(η)

+
1
t

∫ t

0

∫
U

Π1(u)u1(η−)Ñ(dη, du),

using the strong law of large numbers for local martingales, we get

0 ≥ δN1

τ1
− (µ1 + κ)

1
t

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη,

then,

1
t

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη ≥ δN1

τ1(µ1 + κ)
a.s.
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5. Stochastic Persistence

In order to prove the stochastic persistence of both the free jobs and the capital labor,
we define the following constant

N1 =
i=2

∑
i=1

σ2
i

2
+ 2N′1 − (µ1 + κ + µ2),

N2 =
i=4

∑
i=3

σ2
i

2
+ 2N′2 − (µ3 + θ + µ4),

with

N′1 = min
{ ∫

U
Π1(u)− ln(1 + Π1(u)),

∫
U

Π2(u)− ln(1 + Π2(u))
}

and

N′2 = min
{ ∫

U
Π3(u)− ln(1 + Π3(u)),

∫
U

Π4(u)− ln(1 + Π4(u))
}

.

Theorem 5. If min{N1, N2} > 0 and
v2

u1
≤ ακ

c
, then, all the free jobs and labor force persistence

in the mean. In addition, we have

1
t

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη ≥ N1

τ1
a.s.

1
t

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη ≥ δN1

τ1(µ1 + κ)
a.s.

1
t

∫ t

0
v2(η)dη ≥ N2

τ2
a.s.

1
t

∫ t

0
v1(η)dη ≥ µ4N2

θτ2
a.s.

Proof. We consider the following function:

G1(u1, u2) = ln(u1u2),

ItÔ’s formula implies that

dG1 = LG1 dt +
i=2

∑
i=1

(
σi dWi +

∫
U

qi(u)ui − ln(1 + qi(u))Ñ(dt, du)
)

,

with

LG1 =
δu2

u1
− (µ1 + κ) +

κu1

u2
− µ2 − τ1u2 −

cv2

1 + αu2

+
i=2

∑
i=1

(
σ2

i
2

+
∫

U
qi(u)− ln(1 + qi(u))ν(du)

)
.

Since
v2

u1
≤ ακ

c
, then,

LG1 ≥ −τ1u2 − (µ1 + κ + µ2) +
i=2

∑
i=1

σ2
i

2
+ 2N′1
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where N′1 = min
{ ∫

U Π1(u)− ln(1 + Π1(u)),
∫

U Π2(u)− ln(1 + Π2(u))
}

, then

LG1 ≥ −τ1u2 + N1

with

N1 =
i=2

∑
i=1

σ2
i

2
+ 2N′1 − (µ1 + κ + µ2).

Then,

ln(u1(t)u2(t)) ≥ ln(u1(0)u2(0))− τ1

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη + N1t

+
i=2

∑
i=1

∫ t

0

(
σi dWi(η) +

∫
U

qi(u)ui − ln(1 + qi(u))Ñ(dη, du)
)

.

Thus fact implies that

ln(u1(t)u2(t))
t

≥ ln(u1(0)u2(0))
t

− τ1
1
t

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη + N1

+
i=2

∑
i=1

1
t

∫ t

0

(
σi dWi(η) +

∫
U

qi(u)ui − ln(1 + qi(u))Ñ(dη, du)
)

Using the strong law of large numbers for local martingales, we get

0 ≥ −τ1
1
t

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη + N1,

therefore,

1
t

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη ≥ N1

τ1
a.s.

Using the first equation of system (1), we get

u1(t)− u1(0) =δ
∫ t

0
u2(η)dη − (µ1 + κ)

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη +

∫ t

0
σ1u1(η)dW1(η)

+
∫ t

0

∫
U

Π1(u)u1(η−)Ñ(dη, du),

then,

u1(t)− u1(0)
t

=δ
1
t

∫ t

0
u2(η)dη − (µ1 + κ)

1
t

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη +

1
t

∫ t

0
σ1u1(η)dW1(η)

+
1
t

∫ t

0

∫
U

Π1(u)u1(η−)Ñ(dη, du),

we know that
1
t
∫ t

0 u2(η)dη ≥ N1

τ1
, so

u1(t)− u1(0)
t

≥ δK1

τ1
− (µ1 + κ)

1
t

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη +

1
t

∫ t

0
σ1u1(η)dW1(η)

+
1
t

∫ t

0

∫
U

Π1(u)u1(η−)Ñ(dη, du),
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The strong law of large numbers for local martingales implies that

0 ≥ δN1

τ1
− (µ1 + κ)

1
t

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη,

then,

1
t

∫ t

0
u1(η)dη ≥ δN1

τ1(µ1 + κ)
a.s.

We use the following function:

G2(v1, v2) = ln(v1v2),

ItÔ’s formula implies that

dG2 = LG2 dt +
i=4

∑
i=3

(
σi dWi +

∫
U

qi(u)yi−2 − ln(1 + qi(u))Ñ(dt, du)
)

,

with

LG2 =
1
v1

cu2v2

1 + αu2
− (µ3 + θ) +

θv1

v2
− µ4 − τ2v2

+
i=4

∑
i=3

(
σ2

i
2

+
∫

U
qi(u)− ln(1 + qi(u))ν(du)

)
.

Therefore,

LG2 ≥ −τ2v2 − (µ3 + θ + µ4) +
i=4

∑
i=3

σ2
i

2
+ 2N′2,

where N′2 = min
{ ∫

U Π3(u)− ln(1 + Π3(u)),
∫

U Π4(u)− ln(1 + Π4(u))
}

, then

LG2 ≥ −τ2v2 + N2

with

N2 =
i=4

∑
i=3

σ2
i

2
+ 2N′2 − (µ3 + θ + µ4).

Therefore,

ln(v1(t)v2(t)) ≥ ln(v1(0)v2(0))− τ2

∫ t

0
v2(η)dη + N2t

+
i=4

∑
i=3

∫ t

0

(
σi dWi(η) +

∫
U

qi(u)yi−2 − ln(1 + qi(u))Ñ(dη, du)
)

.

Thus fact implies that

ln(v1(t)v2(t))
t

≥ ln(v1(0)v2(0))
t

− τ2
1
t

∫ t

0
v2(η)dη + N2

+
i=4

∑
i=3

1
t

∫ t

0

(
σi dWi(η) +

∫
U

qi(u)yi−2 − ln(1 + qi(u))Ñ(dη, du)
)
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Using the strong law of large numbers for local martingales, we have

0 ≥ −τ2
1
t

∫ t

0
v2(η)dη + N2,

then,

1
t

∫ t

0
v2(η)dη ≥ N2

τ2
a.s.

The last equation of system (1) implies that

v2(t)− v2(0) ≤θ
∫ t

0
v1(η)dη − µ4

∫ t

0
v2(η)dη +

∫ t

0
σ4v2(η)dW4(η)

+
∫ t

0

∫
U

Π4(u)v2(η−)Ñ(dη, du),

then,

v2(t)− v2(0)
t

≤θ
1
t

∫ t

0
v1(η)dη − µ4

1
t

∫ t

0
v2(η)dη +

1
t

∫ t

0
σ4v2(η)dW4(η)

+
1
t

∫ t

0

∫
U

Π4(u)v2(η−)Ñ(dη, du),

so,

µ4
1
t

∫ t

0
v2(η)dη +

v2(t)− v2(0)
t

≤θ
1
t

∫ t

0
v1(η)dη +

1
t

∫ t

0
σ4v2(η)dW4(η)

+
1
t

∫ t

0

∫
U

Π4(u)v2(η−)Ñ(dη, du).

Since
1
t
∫ t

0 v2(η)dη ≥ N2

τ2
, then

µ4N2

τ2
+

v2(t)− v2(0)
t

≤θ
1
t

∫ t

0
v1(η)dη +

1
t

∫ t

0
σ4v2(η)dW4(η)

+
1
t

∫ t

0

∫
U

Π4(u)v2(η−)Ñ(dη, du),

Using the strong law of large numbers for local martingales, we have

µ4N2

τ2
≤ θ

1
t

∫ t

0
v1(η)dη,

then,

1
t

∫ t

0
v1(η)dη ≥ µ4K2

θτ2
a.s.
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6. Numerical Simulations

Now, our main objective is to give numerical simulations of the model in (1); further-
more, we consider the equation

dY(t) = h
(
t, Y(t)

)
dt + σ

(
t, Y(t)

)
dWt +

∫
U

Π(t, u) f
(
t−, Y(t−)

)
Ň(dt, du). (10)

Then, the solution of (10) is

Y(t) = Y(0) +
∫ t

0
h
(
s, Y(s)

)
ds +

∫ t

0
σ
(
s, Y(s)

)
dWs︸ ︷︷ ︸

Part I

+ f
(
t−, Y(t−)

) ∫ t

0

∫
U

Π(s, u)Ň(ds, du)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Part II

. (11)

For approximation of part I in (10), we will use the Runge–Kutta method

Yk+1 = Yk +
1
6
(K1 + 2K2 + 2K3 + K4)

where

K1 = h(tk, Yk))∆t + σ(tk, Yk)(Wk+1 −Wk),

K2 = h(tk +
∆t
2

t, Yk +
K1

2
))∆t + σ(tk +

∆t
2

, Yk +
K1

2
)(Wk+1 −Wk),

K3 = h(tk +
∆t
2

, Yk +
K2

2
))∆t + σ(tk +

∆t
2

, Yk +
K2

2
)(Wk+1 −Wk),

K4 = h(tk + ∆t, Yk + K3))∆t + σ(tk + ∆t, Yk + K3)(Wk+1 −Wk).

For part I I, we will have two cases.
Consider any infinitesimal interval [Ti, Ti+1) ⊂ (ti, ti+1).
If there is no jump on this interval:

f
(
t−, Y(t−)

) ∫ Ti+1

Ti

∫
U

Π(s, u)Ň(ds, du) = 0.

If there is only one jump point ti ∈ [Ti, Ti+1), so

f
(
t−, Y(t−)

) ∫ Ti+1

Ti

∫
U

Π(u)Ň(ds, du) = f
(
ti−, Y(ti−)

)
Π
(
ti, ζ(ti)

)
,

then,

f
(
t−, Y(t−)

) ∫ t

0

∫
U

Π(s, u)Ň(ds, du) =
i=n

∑
i=0

f
(
ti−, Y(ti−)

)
Π
(
ti, ζ(ti)

)
.

Consequently, the Runge–Kutta method of problem (10) will be

Yk+1 = Yk +
1
6
(
K′1 + 2K′2 + 2K′3 + K′4

)
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where

K′1 = h(tk, Yk))∆t + σ(tk, Yk)(Wk+1 −Wk)

+ f (tk−, Y(tk))Π(tk, ζ(tk)),

K′2 = h(tk +
∆t
2

t, Yk +
K′1
2
))∆t + σ(tk +

∆t
2

, Yk +
K′1
2
)(Wk+1 −Wk)

+ f (tk +
∆t
2

, Y(tk) +
K′1
2
)Π(tk +

∆t
2

, ζ(tk +
∆t
2
)),

K′3 = h(tk +
∆t
2

, Yk +
K′2
2
))∆t + σ(tk +

∆t
2

, Yk +
K′2
2
)(Wk+1 −Wk)

+ f (tk +
∆t
2

, Y(tk) +
K′2
2
)Π(tk +

∆t
2

, ζ(tk +
∆t
2
)),

K′4 = h(tk + ∆t, Yk + K′3))∆t + σ(tk + ∆t, Yk + K′3)(Wk+1 −Wk)

+ f (tk + ∆t, Y(tk) + K′3)Π(tk + ∆t, ζ(tk + ∆t)).

We use the previous method to solve the system in (1) and the parameters values in
Table 1.

Table 1. The values of the used parameters.

Parameters Figure 1 Figure 2 Figure 3

δ 0.7 0.1785 0.305
τ1 0.92 0.37 0.47
c 0.75 0.17 0.63
κ 0.32 0.19 0.4
θ 0.53 0.048 0.048
α 0.84 0.037 0.037
µ1 0.91 0.0342 0.034
µ2 0.532 0.0401 0.0401
µ3 0.483 0.0481 0.058
µ4 0.489 0.0432 0.0432
σ1 10−5 10−4 10−4

σ2 3× 10−5 3× 10−5 3× 10−5

σ3 3× 10−5 3× 10−5 3× 10−5

σ4 3× 10−5 3× 10−5 3× 10−5

Π1(u) −0.051 −0.051 −0.052
Π2(u) −0.007 −0.007 −0.007
Π3(u) −0.009 −0.006 −0.007
Π4(u) −0.009 0.008 0.007

In Figure 1, we show the dynamics of u1, u2, v1, and v2, and we observe that both free
jobs and the total labor force in the deterministic and the stochastic curves tend to zero;
furthermore, we have the extinction of free jobs and the total labor force.
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Figure 1. The behavior of free jobs and the labor force.

Figure 2 represents the behavior of u1, u2, v1, and v2. We remark that the labor force is
extinct and the free jobs stay non negative; this means that the population of the labor force
will be extinct and the free jobs will persist.

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

Time t

N
e

w
 
p

r
o

p
o

s
e

d
 
jo

b
s

 

 

Deterministic

Lévy noise

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0

2

4

6

8

10

Time t

C
o
n
f
ir
m

e
d
 
f
r
e
e
 
jo

b
s

 

 

Deterministic

Lévy noise

Figure 2. Cont.
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Figure 2. The behavior of free jobs and the labor force.

In Figure 3, we illustrate the interaction between u1, u2, v1, and v2. We show that both
free jobs and and the labor force stay strictly positive in the two cases of stochastic and
deterministic, then we have the persistence of both the free jobs and the labor force.
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Figure 3. The behavior of free jobs and the labor force.

7. Conclusions and Discussion

In this paper, we have studied the interaction between free jobs and the labor force
by decomposing each class into two subclasses. For the free jobs, we have considered the
proposed new free jobs by the recruiting company and the confirmed free jobs. For the
labor force, in order to account for labor force seasonality or internship periods, we divide



Math. Comput. Appl. 2022, 27, 93 20 of 20

the labor force into the precariat population and the mature labor force. Moreover, we have
studied the well-posedness of the solution, by proving the existence, uniqueness, and the
stochastic ultimate boundedness. In addition, we examined the behavior of our model in
three cases. The first of them concerns the extinction of both free jobs and the labor force;
the second concerns the extinction of the labor force and the persistence of free jobs; and
the last concerns the persistence of both free jobs and the labor force. Finally, our study is
supported by a numerical simulations in order to validate our theoretical findings. In a
possible follow-up to our investigation in this article, we can extend problem (1) to different
fractional derivatives, which rely on several fractional derivative operators, such as the
Liouville–Caputo, Riemann–Liouville, and other fractional derivative operators [24,25]. In
addition, we can extend our system to an impulsive problem such as that studied in [26].

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Conflicts of Interest: This work does not have any conflicts of interest.

References
1. Tcherneva, R.P. When a rising tide sinks most boats: Trends in US income inequality. Real World Econ. Rev. 2015, 71, 64–74.
2. Piketty, T.; Saez, E.; Zucman, G. Distributional National Accounts: Methods and Estimates for the United States. Q. J. Econ. 2018,

133, 553–609. [CrossRef]
3. Piketty, T. Capital in the Twenty-First Century; Harvard University Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2013.
4. David, A.; Katz, L.F.; Kearney, M.S. The Polarization of the US Labor Market; NBER Working Paper; National Bureau of Economic

Research: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2006.
5. Kaplan, N.S.; Rau, J. It’s the Market: The Broad-Based Rise in the Return to Top Talent. J. Econ. Perspect. 2013, 27, 35–56. [CrossRef]
6. Acemoglu, D.; Pascual, R. Robots and Jobs: Evidence from US Labor Market; NBER Working Paper; National Bureau of Economic

Research: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2017.
7. David, A.; Salomons, A. Is Automation Labor-Displacing? Productivity Growth, Employment, and the Labor Share; Brookings Papers on

Economic Activity; Brookings Institution: Washington, DC, USA, 2018.
8. Bloom, N. Corporations in the Age of Inequality; Harvard Business Review; 2017. Available online: https://hbr.org/cover-story/2017

/03/corporations-in-the-age-of-inequality (accessed on 1 August 2017).
9. Dorn, D.; Katz, L.F.; Patterson, C.; Van Reenen, J. Concentrating on the Fall of the Labor Share. Am. Econ. Rev. 2017, 107, 180–185.
10. Baker, D. The Upward Redistribution of Income: Are Rents the Story? CEPR Working Paper; Center for Economic and Policy Research:

Washington, DC, USA, 2015.
11. Howell, D.R.; Arne, L.K. Declining Job Quality in the United States: Explanations and Evidence; Washington Center for Equitable

Growth: Washington, DC, USA, 2019.
12. Stiglitz, J.E. The Price of Inequality; W.W. Norton: New York, NY, USA, 2013.
13. Weil, D. The Fissured Workplace; Harvard University Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2014.
14. Naidu, S. A Political Economy Take on W/Y. In After Piketty; Boushey, H., DeLong, J.B., Steinbaum, M., Eds.; Harvard University

Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2017; pp. 99–125.
15. Standing, G. Work after Globalization: Building Occupational Citizenship; Edwin Elgar: Northhampton, MA, USA, 2009.
16. Wolff, N.E.; Zacharias, A. Class structure and economic inequality. Camb. J. Econ. 2013, 37, 1381–1406. [CrossRef]
17. Standing, G. The Precariat; Bloomsbury: New York, NY, USA, 2014.
18. Standing, G. The Precariat and Class Struggle. RCCS Annu. Rev. 2015, 7, 3–16. [CrossRef]
19. Greenstein, J. The Precariat class structure and income inequality among US workers: 1980–2018. Rev. Radic. Political Econ. 2020,

52, 447–469. [CrossRef]
20. International Labor Organization (ILO). Work Employment and Social Outlook: The Changing Nature of Jobs; International Labor

Organization: Geneva, Switzerland, 2015.
21. Breman, J.; van der Linden, M. Informalizing the Economy: The Return of the Social Question at a Global Level. Dev. Chang. 2014,

45, 920–940. [CrossRef]
22. Riad, D.;Hattaf, K.; Yousfi, N. Dynamics of capital-labour model with Hattaf-Yousfi functional response. Br. J. Math. Comput. Sci.

2016, 18, 1–7. [CrossRef]
23. Zine, H.; Danane, J.; Torres, D.F. A Stochastic Capital-Labour Model with Logistic Growth Function. arXiv 2022, arXiv:2202.05348.
24. Danane, J.; Allali, K.; Hammouch, Z. Mathematical analysis of a fractional differential model of HBV infection with antibody

immune response. Chaos Solitons Fractals 2020, 136, 109787. [CrossRef]
25. Danane, J.; Hammouch, Z.; Allali, K.; Rashid, S.; Singh, J. A fractional-order model of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) with

governmental action and individual reaction. Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 2021. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
26. Zhang, T.-W.; Zhou, J.-W.; Liao, Y.-Z. Exponentially stable periodic oscillation and Mittag-Leffler stabilization for fractional-order

impulsive control neural networks with piecewise Caputo derivatives. IEEE Trans. Cybernet. 2021, 52, 9670–9683. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjx043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1257/jep.27.3.35
https://hbr.org/cover-story/2017/03/corporations-in-the-age-of-inequality
https://hbr.org/cover-story/2017/03/corporations-in-the-age-of-inequality
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/cje/bet026
http://dx.doi.org/10.4000/rccsar.585
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0486613420919250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/dech.12115
http://dx.doi.org/10.9734/BJMCS/2016/28640
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chaos.2020.109787
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mma.7759
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34908634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TCYB.2021.3054946
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33661752

	Introduction
	Properties of the Solution
	The Global Positive Solution Existence and Uniqueness
	Stochastic Ultimately Boundedness

	Stochastic Extinction of Free Jobs and the Labor Force
	Stochastic Extinction of Capital Labor
	Stochastic Persistence
	Numerical Simulations
	Conclusions and Discussion
	References

