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Multiscale infectious dynamics
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particular combination of therapies) are chosen to minimize the impact on the
patient and to guarantee the success of the treatment.
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D-CFG model Rated actions (delay, input, output)
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Playing games between the therapist and the disease

What if not just the therapist, but also the pathogen could play its moves?

Step 2 = DiStiI a hYbI"id Semantics The most common case happens when the pathogen develops resistance to one

or more therapies. Here, the therapist plays against an unpredictable, but

somehow observable adversary.
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