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ABSTRACT 
Projections of the near future of daily case incidence of COVID-19 in King County are valuable for informing 

public policy. Projections made with the latest data may be better for some purposes than projections based on 
older data freezes of more reliable data. Incidence-count half-life is a better statistic for many purposes than 
reproductive rate (R). Currently, an empirical fit to King County data predicts a half-life of 24.5 days (95% CI: 21.2—
28.8), corresponding to an R of about 0.8. Under this model, the number of cases per day in King County is 
extrapolated to be 40 cases per day on May 24 and 20 cases per day on June 18, 2020. 

INTRODUCTION 
Projections of the near future of daily case incidence of COVID-19 in King County are valuable for informing 

public policy as well as assuaging uncertainty in the minds of residents. Any such projection, to be accurate, 
must account for many hidden variables. These variables change over time. One approach to best capturing the 
information in these variables is to use the most up-to-date, latest data. Although such data may be more 
incomplete and less reliable than an earlier data freeze, it may lead to a more useful model by better capturing 
the latest effects of dynamic changes in hidden variables. Over time, the King County Department of Health 
improves previously reported confirmed case counts by removing duplicates, correcting residency information, 
adding newly received counts from previous dates, improving cause of death information, and other data 
cleaning. This creates a trade-off between using data that includes the last few reported days and using only 
older more reliable data. 

An excellent model developed by the Institute for Disease Modeling (IDM) (Thakkar, Burstein, Klein, and 
Famulare, 2020) correctly recognizes that recent data reported by the King County Department of Health 
(KCDOH) may be updated in subsequent days by adding additional cases as they reach the database, and may 
be revised wholesale on occasion; therefore the IDM model does not include the most recent 10 days of KCDOH 
data. The model I present here is intended to complement the IDM model by incorporating these latest ten days 
of data. Therefore, I expect this model to better capture recent changes in underlying parameters, such as 
changes in population behavior or resolving flares in relatively isolated subpopulations, but at the risk of being 
more sensitive to issues associated with delayed case reporting and database maintenance. As this model 
intends to capture early indicators of outbreak progression, it focuses on reported cases counts, not deaths or 
hospitalizations. Deaths and hospitalizations, although more reliably assayed and reported and so are used in 
models such as that of the IHME (IHME COVID-19 Health Service Utilization Forecasting Team, 2020), are lagging 
indicators compared to incident case reports, but are excellent for predicting peak usage of resources. 

To date, revisions to the KCDOH daily confirmed case reports fall into three categories: (1) additions to the 
last several days as new cases arrive in the database, (2) minor revisions to cases counts up to several weeks 
old, and (3) major revisions to the latest ten days of data. Revisions of the first type tend to have only a minor 
impact on modeling estimates because they typically only have a noticeable magnitude of change for the last 
datapoint. They can also be adjusted statistically to add the expected proportion of delayed cases based on 
historically reported second-day adjustments. Revisions of the second type have negligible impact on modeling 
model estimates, as they seldom alter the counts for a given day by more than one or 2 counts. The third type 
of revision has happened only once, over the weekend, between May 2 and May 3, 2020; on May 3 a total of 
105 cases counts were subtracted from the previous ten days, biased towards more recent dates, with over 20 
counts being subtracted from previously reported counts for April 28, April 29, and April 30. This revision would 
have substantially altered the conclusions of the approach presented here and represent a major caveat to the 
interpretation and use of these results; these results will be substantially misleading if major anomalies occur 
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again. It is possible that this revision could have affected models with data freezes produced on May 2 (Famulare 
and Thakkar, 2020). 

RESULTS 
The model presented here is designed to predict the decrease in reported confirmed case counts using a 

simple mathematical function in order to avoid overfitting. It is intended for only short-term future 
extrapolations, on the order of weeks to a few months. Data before March 26, 2020 is not used in this model. 
The cutoff was selected for two reasons. First, the reproductive rate (R) of SARS-CoV-2 will have changed 
dramatically after physical distancing (aka, “social distancing”) policies were implemented in King County earlier 
in March. The cause of this inflection point – a dramatic change in reproductive rate to intentional changes in 
human behavior – is markedly different in character than the cause of the inflection point in most classical 
models (e.g., SIR), which is due to saturation of susceptible individuals; an unmodified SIR model is not 
appropriate for this situation. Second, inspection of the raw data suggests an inflection point at or around this 
date. Selecting a mathematical model to capture this inflection point would invite overfitting. The highest 
confirmed case count to date occurred on April 1, currently recorded as 215 case counts, but there is sufficient 
variability in the daily reported case counts that one cannot rule out a true peak of the curve occurring either 
several days earlier or later. The analysis is robust to slightly different choices of threshold for data, including 
any date from March 25 to April 3, representing the height of the Spring 2020 COVID-19 outbreak in King County. 

Simple epidemiologic theory predicts an exponential change in viral incidence in a largely susceptible 
population, in which relatively few individuals are immune (e.g., Ross, 1915). A current estimate of cumulative 
infections and therefore likely fraction of immune individuals in King County is 2.1% (Thakkar, Burstein, Klein, 
and Famulare, 2020). Therefore, it would make sense to estimate an exponential model case incidence. 
However, there are many factors in King County that would complicate such a simple model. The reproductive 
rate is changing over time due to differences in population behaviors such as physical distancing. Likewise, the 
population is unlikely to be homogenous, and may include subpopulations such as those in dense living 
situations. Each of these subpopulations may contribute uniquely to a real-world model; there is no guarantee 
that model should fit an exponential. Nevertheless, visual inspection of the raw data after March 26 suggests 
that an exponential fit would be excellent. Therefore, I performed nonlinear regression on the daily confirmed 
case counts (Figure 1), with excellent fit (R2 = 0.83). The equation for the fitted curve is 

 
Daily confirmed cases = 206 e(-0.028 * days after March 26) 

 
The model has a half-life of 24.5 days (95% CI: 21.2—28.8). That is, the number of daily confirmed cases is 

expected to drop by 50% every 25 days. With approximately 80 cases observed on April 29, it predicts about 40 
cases per day on May 24 and 20 cases per day on June 18, 2020. The IDM model (Thakkar, Burstein, Klein, 
Schripsema, and Famulare, 2020b) assumes 4-day latency after infection followed by a period of 8-days of 
uniform infectiousness. With these parameters, the effective reproduction rate (R) predicted by the model is 
0.8 (95% CI: 0.77—0.82). This confidence interval for R falls within all reported confidence intervals from IDM. 
The IDM April 10 analysis reported R=0.73 (95% CI: 0.3 to 1.2) through March 25; the April 21 analysis reported 
R=0.94 (95% CI: 0.55 to 1.33) through April 4; the April 29 analysis reported R=0.64 (95% CI: 0.28 to 1.0) through 
April 15; the May 5 analysis reported R=0.89 (95% CI: 0.47 to 1.31) for April 22 (Thakkar, Burstein, Klein, 
Schripsema, and Famulare, 2020a; Thakkar, Burstein, Klein, Schripsema, and Famulare, 2020b; Thakkar, 
Burstein, Kleinand Famulare, 2020; Thakkar and Famulare, 2020). For comparing the dates between Figure 1 
and the dates of IDM estimates of R, an offset of approximately one week should be used to account for the lag 
between initial infection and case report. One possible explanation for IDM’s lower 0.64 estimate of R through 
April 15 compared to the estimate of 0.80 in this report is the difference between incorporation of the most 
recent ten days of data, which at that time were consistent with a lessening of decline. 
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DISCUSSION 
This empirical model is sufficiently valuable that it should be used to inform public policy. It is important for 

public health that R be less than 1. Public policy should be crafted to keep R less than 1. If R is close to or greater 
than 1, more aggressive public policy measures are warranted. By using fresh data, this model provides guidance 
on how close R is currently to 1. Current guidelines for modifying Washington State public policy (Inslee, 2020) 
include (1) sustained reduction in case counts for two weeks (“COVID-19 Disease Activity), and (2) readiness for 
contact tracing (“Case and Contact Investigations”). If indeed the number of cases declines by half only every 25 
days or possibly longer – much longer if R is very close to 1 or becomes so as behavior changes, it may make 
sense to put less emphasis on waiting for the case count to reach a much lower level and more emphasis on 
increasing contact tracing and other public health measures to meet to the pandemic at a higher level of daily 
cases counts than may have been previously envisioned. 

Use of raw reported confirmed case counts to model the real incidence of COVID19 is subject to many 
caveats. They undercount true case incidence, perhaps by a factor of ten. However, if this factor is relatively 
constant, then the estimate of half-life and R is invariant. Confirmed case counts may not uniformly sample the 
population. The dynamics of the outbreak(s) in King County may be substantially different in different 
subpopulations within the county (e.g., herd immunity may be reached in a subset of long-term care facilities). 
Although they currently produce a good fit to an exponential model, the concurrence of parameters that sums 
to fit an exponential model may not persist. The characteristics of the population that receives tests vary over 
time. The number of tests performed may vary over time. If tests increase, then the true incidence may decline 
without a corresponding decline in confirmed incidence. The model does not currently include testing rate as a 
parameter. Indeed, over the March to May time frame of the model, testing rate per day has not substantially 
altered in King County (UW Virology COVID-19 Dashboard, 2020; KCDOH website, 2020; Washington State DOH 
website, 2020). Positive tests may be delayed by 1-2 weeks after infection. If an additional ten days embargo on 
the data is added, such as for the IDM model, there could be close to a month lag between a policy 
implementation and a statistically observable effect on the model. With extreme psychological, social, medical, 
and economic consequences of policy decisions, there is likely to be value in policy informed on the latest data, 
even if those data are subject to revision. However, policy based on just-in-time data such as the model 
presented here must be nimble enough to alter in the event of major model errors (like would have occurred 
during the week prior to 5/3/20). The data and curve fit in Figure 1 best reflect a relatively smooth and 
continuous decline in cases coupled with a slowly increasing reproductive rate. This is consistent with a society 
that is gradually decreasing effective social distancing, gradually increasing testing throughput, and gradually 
achieving pockets of herd immunity. These data and analyses are slightly inconsistent with an interpretation of 
rapid and substantial changes in reproductive rate that might drive conflicting back-to-back reports from King 
County Public Health such as those of May 4, “COVID-19 transmission has slowed,” and May 8, “COVID-19 
transmission rate could be rising in King County [...] after previous indications the transmission rate had fallen 
below a critical threshold” (King County, 2020). 

Public policy should be to make as much data available to inform these just-in-time models as can reasonably 
be balanced against civil liberties and privacy considerations. In particular an understanding of what 
subpopulations are reporting case counts would considerably improve the value of these models for informing 
policy. It would be valuable for government agencies to produce and make available data including occupation 
and living environment to improve these models in a manner that appropriately protects privacy. 

The “incidence count half-life” metric for post-peak outbreak modeling may be more useful metrics for 
communicating with popular press than Re or R0. Reproductive rate parameters (e.g., Re and R0) depend on so 
many other factors that they are typically incomparable between publications without expert interpretation. 
There is more uncertainty for estimates of R than with half-life. Half-life depends only on the observed data; 
therefore, a good estimate of the uncertainty in half-life can be determined from the observed case-count data. 
This is not true for R, which depends on a number of factors that are neither well observed nor well known for 
SARS-CoV-2. In particular the length of time an individual is infectious and how individual infectiousness varies 
over time and circumstances is not known. Since these factors must be estimated, a large uncertainty for R must 
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be reported. This uncertainty in R overstates the amount of uncertainty relevant to at least some public health 
policy decisions. 

Recent reports by the Seattle Flu Study (Chu et al., 2020) and the Seattle Coronavirus Assessment Network 
(Greater Seattle Coronavirus Assessment Network, 2020) are consistent with the analyses presented here. 
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METHODS AND SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES 
Data. Data was acquired by manual transcription of the daily confirmed case counts daily from February 28 

through May 11, 2020; neither automated download of these data nor copy/paste functionality was available 
on this website (KCDOH website, 2020). These raw daily case counts as reported on May 11 are displayed as 
points in Figure 1. 

Starting Date. This model is robust to choice of initial data date. Choices of start date from March 26 to 
March 31 all result in a half-life between 24 and 25 days. Choices of later start dates produce longer half-lives, 
suggesting that the rate of decline may be slowing, however, uncertainty in these estimates rises as they are 
derived from fewer data points. For example, the half-life estimated from April 10 data and on is 32 days. If one 
ignores the last ten days of data, in an effort to replicate the IDM model, the model predicts a half-life of 23 
days, corresponding to an R = 0.79. This also suggests a slowing of the rate of decline during the month of April 
and early May. 

Exponential regression. There are at least two reasonable methods to fit an exponential curve to data. One 
approach is to first log transform the data and then perform linear regression (e.g., lm(log(Cases)~Date) 
in R). Another approach is to directly perform nonlinear regression (e.g., nls(Cases~a*exp(b*Date)) in 
R). These two methods produce results with the current data that are very similar (R2 = 0.80 and 0.83 
respectively). However, the second approach tends to weight large absolute values of residuals slightly more 
than small absolute values. In this data set, that means that the nls curve fit is slightly better to the earlier part 
of the data and the lm curve fit is slightly better for the more recent data. With the lm fit rather one obtains a 
half-life of 25.6 days compared to a half-life of 24.5 days) for the nls model. This is consistent with a slowing 
of the rate of decline over time. 

Alternative models for regression. For a linear model, R2 = 0.78. For a quadratic model, R2 = 0.80. Either of 
these models would be adequate for most purposes of this paper. The linear model does not capture the 
apparent gradual slowing of the rate of decline. The quadratic model predicts a future inflection point (parabolic 
apex) without an intuitive basis. Neither linear nor quadratic models capture the essence of classic models: viral 
spread through a relatively invariant number of contacts per person per time, multiplied by a relatively invariant 
probability of disease transmission between susceptible and infectious individuals. Capturing this essence is not 
required of an empirical model, but since the current best fit is to an exponential curve, this happenstance 
allows one to capture this essence and more easily relate results to statistics such as R and half-life. 

Utility of R as a public health policy tool when it hovers near unity. The half-life statistic is particularly useful 
for post-peak modeling. R is a more versatile and general statistic that has value in informing policy throughout 
an outbreak. It is particularly useful if the value of R hovers near 1, as there are profound implications for policy 
depending upon which side of unity the statistic lies. If R is less than but near 1, half-life is near infinity and is 
inelegant as a reportable metric. Half-life is much more useful if R is consistently somewhat less than 1, and in 
these circumstances is a key statistic for planning for healthcare demand and tempo of economic and social 
adjustments.  

Estimation of R. A compartmental model was implemented to approximate the SEIR modeling approach of 
IDM (Thakkar, Burstein, Klein, and Famulare, 2020). The transmission rate was varied until the values of the 
compartmental model best fit the daily values predicted by the exponential model. This compartmental model 
is robust for the relationship between half-life and R with respect to most parameters, including population size, 
percent of population initially immune (as long as it is < about 12%), and non-infectious latent period after 
infection. However, this relationship, not surprisingly, it depends almost proportionally on the length of time a 
person is infectious. This is a difficult parameter to estimate or measure precisely, and results in high uncertainty 
for estimates of R. IDM uses 8 days, so to best compare results this parameter value is used here as well. 
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Figure 1. Decrease of Confirmed Daily Cases of COVID-19 in King County during Spring 2020. Each point is the number 
of confirmed initial daily cases of COVID-19 as reported on May 11, 2020 by the King County Department of Health. The 
first reported date is Feb 28, 2020; the last reported date is May 10, 2020. There is less uncertainty to this curve fit than 
for an estimation of reproductive rate (R), because an inference of R requires estimation of additional parameters. The 
half-life for the incident case count is 24.5 days (95% CI: 21.2—28.8). 
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