
Article Summary Line:This article reviewed the COVID-19 studies involving 

incubation period  and provided pooled estimation based on available data from 

these studies.The result showed that our estimated median incubation period is 

consistent with the estimates of formal studies but the 97.5 percentile is larger than 

ever on account of including a number of asymptomatic and presymptomatic 

patients.These finds suggested that we should properly prolong the isolation or 

quarantine period in order to identify more patients with longer incubation period 

and those without any symptoms. 
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Abstract  

While the novel coronavirus continues to spread worldwide, the reported 

incubation period has varied between studies and is imprecise due to limited data. A 

literature search with certain selection criteria was conducted on May 30, 2020. In 

total, sixty-four articles were included, and 854 individual-level data were extracted 

from 30 studies for pooled analysis. Of these studies, 72% of them reported a median 

or mean incubation period of 4-7 days, while our estimated median was 4.9 days (95% 

confidence interval [CI]: 4.6-5.2). However, the inclusion of 81 asymptomatic and 

presymptomatic patients, as well as 31 cases with incubation periods exceeding 14 

days, led to our estimation of 97.5 th percentile with 19.3 days (95% CI: 17.4-21.4), 

beyond the currently suggested 14-day quarantine period. Therefore, we appeal to 

prolong the quarantine duration, especially for areas that have insufficient testing 

resources, to protect susceptible populations from being infected. 
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Text 

Since 4 initial cases were reported on December 29, 2019 in Wuhan, Hubei 

Province, China (1), the world still suffers from COVID-19. It has caused 10 million 

infections and more than 500,000 fatalities, and continues to spread globally with 

90,000 new cases each day (2). As one of the non-pharmacological interventions 

(NPI) to control transmission, quarantine policies are mainly based on estimates of 

the incubation period, namely the time between infection and symptom onset (3). 

These have already proved effective (4) and are conducted by most countries, 

including China and the United States (5-6).  

However, sporadic cases seem to be inevitable, even though outbreaks can 

generally be controlled. Asymptomatic patients who do not have any clinical 

symptoms but tested positive for COVID-19 by reverse transcription polymerase 

chain reaction (RT-PCR) or for antibodies (5,7) can be divided into two types based 

on current evidence: truly asymptomatic individuals without symptoms throughout 

the course of the disease and presymptomatic individuals who eventually develop 

symptoms (8). The incubation period for the latter type usually exceeds 14 days. 

However, both are still infectious (9) after the currently recommended 14-day 

isolation period suggested by the 95th or 97.5th percentiles of previous studies (10), 

meaning that this strategy fails to completely separate susceptible populations from 

infected people. 
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The incubation period not only contributes to infectious disease control 

policymaking, but also plays a fundamental role in estimating other epidemiological 

parameters and statistical prediction modeling, and even helps trace potential index 

cases (11). Unfortunately, formal research estimating the COVID-19 incubation 

period has limitations due to insufficient and lowly representative samples and the 

exclusion of cases with missing data. In addition, patients with a short incubation 

period and severe symptoms tended to be included more frequently than others in the 

early stage of the outbreak (12,13). 

Policies and other parameters based on an imprecise incubation period will 

bring less reliability. Thus, we performed a systematic review of studies describing 

the COVID-19 incubation period and performed a pooled analysis of available 

individual-level data extracted from studies to intuitively show the consistency and 

differences between studies and deliver solid estimations of the incubation period 

distribution based on more comprehensive data. 

 

Methods 

Search strategy and selection criteria 

We searched “incubation period”, “COVID-19”, and their common variations 

(Appendix) in PubMed and Google Scholar. We also searched these terms in Chinese 

databases, including CNKI and Wanfang, since there were a number of studies 

published exclusively in Chinese. We did not include preprint platforms such as 
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bioRxiv and medRxiv in our search plan due to their uncertainty of reliability (14), 

while instructive preprints were usually also published in regular journals later. 

Searches were completed on May 30, 2020 and citations inside each article were also 

identified as supplements.  

First, we removed duplicates, and then excluded irrelevant, non-English, and 

non-Chinese research after checking titles and abstracts. Second, we reviewed the 

full text of each study and included studies according to whether they contained 

information on incubation period estimates and if not all incubation period estimates 

described were from citations.   

Literature and data classification 

All included studies were generally divided into four categories: 1) providing 

only incubation period estimates without sources or citations, 2) providing only 

incubation period estimates from original data, 3) incubation period estimates based 

on original data and individual-level data, or 4) providing only individual-level data. 

For studies in the last two categories, the time of exposure and symptom onset for 

each patient as well as sex, age, and location were extracted from articles, figures, 

and tables by two reviewers independently. Discussions and cross-checking were 

performed if there were disagreements and consensus results were used to ensure 

consistency and precision.  

Due to different measurement methods and the specific situations of each study, 

the collected individual-level data appeared in different forms, including single- and 
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double-interval censored data as well as exactly observed data. Moreover, there were 

cases without times of exposure or symptom onset due to missing relevant details 

and cases that remained asymptomatic throughout the survey. Such missing data also 

had too little information on covariates to impute with the usual methods, including 

multiple imputations. Therefore, we conducted data classification and used a 

corresponding imputation strategy (Figure 1) and transformed all data into 

double-interval censored data as the optimal form to obtain the most precise 

estimates (15). Each patient eventually had lower and upper limits of possible 

exposure times and symptom onset (i.e., EL, EU, SL, and SR). Although there were 

patients who developed symptoms within the possible time interval of exposure, we 

assumed that the exposure must precede the symptoms. Thus, cases whose SU≤EU 

or SL≤EL were excluded and the rest of the data proceeded to further analysis. 

Statistical analysis 

Not all searched and collected documents had information on variation 

parameters, including standard deviations and variances (16). To ensure that all 

eligible studies were included and analyzed, we chose to intuitively show parameters, 

including ranges, confidence intervals (CIs), and central tendencies (medians or 

means) of studies in categories 1-3 rather than standard meta-analysis. 

We performed pooled analysis with individual-level data extracted from studies 

in categories 3-4. We applied an accelerated failure time model to estimate the 

incubation period and its five important percentiles (2.5%, 25%, 50%, 75%, and 
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97.5%, respectively) with three distributions (log-normal, Weibull, and gamma) 

(17,18) and CIs by using bootstrapped and Markov chain Monte Carlo methods.  

To examine the effect of our imputation strategy, we estimated the incubation 

period of merely non-missing data for sensitivity analysis. For the two types of 

asymptomatic patients, we considered all patients without symptoms in each study as 

truly asymptomatic and estimated the distribution of the time from exposure to the 

positive test. Between-study heterogeneity was also tested by using hierarchical 

models (16), which produced nearly identical results to the pooled analysis (not 

shown). All analyses were conducted using R software (v4.0.2, R Foundation; 

Vienna, Austria) with coarseDataTools, tidyverse, and lubridate packages. 

 

Results 

We initially acquired 1071 studies from English and Chinese databases. After 

ruling out 190 duplicates, we screened titles and abstracts to exclude non-English, 

non-Chinese, and irrelevant studies. Finally, sixty-four articles from mainland China, 

Taiwan, and 8 other countries or regions were identified by 2 reviewers after reading 

full texts to determine whether they met the selection criteria (Figure 2). There were 

30 studies with individual-level data from 945 cases, including 31 patients with 

incubation periods exceeding 14 days and 81 asymptomatic cases. Of these cases,  

62% needed imputations (Table 1)and 854 cases were used for pooled analysis after 

excluding samples whose symptom onset preceded exposure (Table 2).  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 4, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.01.20164335doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.01.20164335


There were 58 central tendencies from 49 articles, including 6 articles with 

more than 1 central tendency. Of these 49 articles, 72% of their means and medians 

were distributed across 4-7 days and 26% of upper range limits and CIs exceeded 14 

days (Figure 3). In the pooled analysis of 854 cases, we not only estimated the full 

distribution of incubation periods fitted in a log-normal distribution (Figure 4A), but 

also provided 5 important percentiles of all 3 distributions (Table 2). The estimated 

median incubation period from the log-normal distribution was 4.9 days (95% CI: 

4.6-5.2 days) and the 97.5th percentile was 19.3 days (17.4-21.4 days). 

Approximately 6% of all cases had symptoms after 14 days. 

To demonstrate the effectiveness of our imputation strategy, we estimated the 

distribution of incubation periods based on 310 cases with non-missing data in which 

the median was 4.7 days (95% CI: 4.3-5.2 days) and the 97.5th percentile was 18.1 

days (16.0-20.8 days) (Figure 4B). Additionally, the distribution of time from 

exposure to a positive test was also provided, for which the median and 97.5th 

percentile were 10.8 days (95% CI: 9.4-12.2 days) and 31.3 days (18.7-44.1 days), 

respectively (Figure 4C). 

 

Discussion 

In this study, we present both an intuitive visualization of complete incubation 

period-related studies and full distributions of time from exposure to symptom onset 

based on pooled analysis. Our estimated median incubation period was 4.9 days, 
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which is generally consistent with the results of formal published studies (18), and 

close to the estimates for severe acute respiratory syndrome (SARS) and Middle East 

respiratory syndrome (MERS) (4.6 days and 5.2 days, respectively) (19). The 97.5th 

percentile was 19.3 days in our study, as we included more asymptomatic and 

presymptomatic patients extracted from studies without the tendency to bring in 

more patients with severe symptoms and a short incubation period.  

  When we imputed missing data cases, excluding Wuhan-related cases, we 

used the date of the first locally reported patient as EL, while the actual exposure 

might have been earlier than this. Thus, we imputed EL as December 1, 2019, the 

date of symptom onset of the first known case (1) for all exposure-missing cases, 

and there were no obvious differences compared to our original imputation method 

(4). A sensitivity analysis that estimated the incubation period based on mere 

non-missing data was performed to examine our entire imputation strategy, and the 

results were consistent with our estimates based on total data. Since the 

heterogeneity between studies can be misleadingly large when quantified by I² of 

observational studies (20,21), we used hierarchical models instead which showed 

similar results to pooled analysis (not shown). 

To ensure the comprehensiveness of our included studies, we did not use the 

standard meta-analysis method that acquires variation parameters; thus, we 

abandoned generating combined results from different studies. In addition, like those 

from Chinese researchers, there were a number of studies published only in 

languages other than English or Chinese, but these articles were not included 
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because of the limits of languages. Moreover, compared to the incubation period 

estimates based on the data that imputed the positive test date as the date of 

symptom onset, we believe that the actual incubation period probably exceeds this 

because the presymptomatic patients included will eventually develop symptoms.  

 The current 14-day isolation period is mainly based on previous COVID-19 

studies conducted in the early stage of the outbreak. Along with the global spread of 

the virus, cases of both types of asymptomatic COVID-19 cases gradually increased. 

On the contrary, we were not aware of any reviews or pooled analyses of incubation 

period estimates based on all kinds of infections. According to our research and that 

of Kimball et al. (7), Wu et al. (8), and Borras et al. (22), only 94% of cases will 

have symptoms during isolation if the current 14-day quarantine strategy is 

maintained, and >10% of total patients are asymptomatic, which can infect other 

healthy individuals if the rules of quarantine are such that cases are released from 

isolation based merely on whether they have symptoms.    

In China, the government ruled that patients without symptoms can only be 

released after they have tested negative twice (23). Such policies require abundant 

resources for both medical and public health. In addition, trying to trace and identify 

asymptomatic individuals can be costly to countries still in an outbreak, especially in 

underdeveloped areas. Since testing each individual is still unachievable for now, in 

addition to imperfections of detection tools like false-negative results, properly 

prolonging the isolation or quarantine period would contribute to identifying patients 

with longer incubation periods and those without any symptoms. Thus, we can 
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separate more susceptible populations from infected ones, which will not only help 

control the outbreak, but will also further reduce sporadic cases. 
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Table 1:Studies included in pooled analysis* 

  

Research Location Available 
sample 

size 

Population Date collected time 

interval 

Estimated 
incubation 
period>14 

Asymptomatic or 

presymptomatic 

Imputed  ER>SR 
or 

SL<EL 

Bae et al Korea 1 woman aged 51 year 2020.1.24-2020.1.25 0 0 1 1 

Gao et al Wuxi, 
China 

15 men and women aged 
9-74 years 

NA 0 6 6 1 

Chan et al Shenzhen, 
China 

6 men and women aged 
10-66 years 

2019.12.26-2020.1.15 
0 1 1 4 

Tian et al Beijing, 
China 

1 man aged 50 year 2020.1.20-2020.2.10 0 0 0 0 

Song et al Beijing, 
China 

13 men and women aged 
2-60 years 

2020.1.16-2020.1.29 0 0 3 0 

Hu et al Nanjing, 
China 

8 women aged 10-75 
years 

2020.1.28-2020.2.9 0 0 0 0 
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Lei et al Wuhan, 
China 

7 men and women aged 
34-83 years 

2020.1.1-2020.2.5 0 0 7 0 

Liu et al Taiwan 9 men and women aged 
20-80 years 

2020.1.21-2020.3.16 0 0 4 0 

Li et al Wuhan, 
China 

16 NA 2019.12.10-2020.1.12 0 0 16 3 

Ki et al Korea 28 men and women aged 
20-73 years 

20201.20-2020.2.10 3 3 7 9 

Pan et al mainland 
China 

2 men and women aged 
2-80 years 

NA 0 0 0 0 

Xia et al Chongqing
, China 

10 men and women aged 
43-71 years 

2020.1.23-2020.2.18 1 0 0 0 

Guan et al BeiJing, 
China 

8 men and women aged 
21-79 years 

2020.1.22-2020.2.18 4 0 0 0 

Sanche et al mainland 
China 

106 men and women aged 
21-79 years 

2020.1.15-2020.1.30 1 2 82 6 

Linton et al mainland 
China 

265 NA -2020.1.31 2 47 220 25 

Backer et al mainland 88 men and women aged 2020.1.20-2020.1.28 1 2 63 6 
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China 2-72 years 

Cai et al Wenzhou, 
China 

33 NA 2020.1.19-2020.2.9 4 0 8 0 

Böhmer et al Germany 17 men and women aged 
2-58 years 

2020.1.16-2020.2.11 0 1 4 0 

Pung et al Singapore 25 men and women aged 
36-51 years 

2020.1.18-2020.2.10 2 0 5 0 

Liu et al Taiwan 13 NA 2020.1.21-2020.3.16 1 5 10 0 

Li et al Wuxi, 
China 

5 men and women aged 
7-66 years 

2020.1.26-2020.2.11 0 2 1 1 

Bai et al Gansu, 
China 

4 men and women aged 
2-82 years 

2020.2 0 1 3 0 

Ning et al Shaanxi, 
China 

20 NA -2020.2.24 3 0 0 8 

Xiao et al Shanghai, 
China 

5 men and women aged 
24-59 years 

2020.1 0 0 5 0 

Wu et al Tianjin, 
China 

6 men and women aged 
10-76 years 

-2020.2.18 0 0 4 0 

Yang et al mainland 7 men and women aged 2020.1.1-2020.2.20 1 0 0 0 
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*All citations were listed in appendix. 

China 8 months-90years 

Zhang et al Tianjin, 
China 

17 men and women aged 
19-79years 

2020.1.15-2020.1.24 0 0 0 2 

Qiu et al Zhengzhou
, China 

8 men and women aged 
4-53years 

2020.2.3-2.11 0 0 0 5 

Zhao et al Chongqing
, China 

20 The ratio of men to 
women is 1.2:1; one 
aged below 30 years, 
13 aged 13-59 years, 
6 aged above 60 
years. 

2020.1.20-2020.2.11 0 11 11 2 

Lauer et al worldwide 182 The median age is 
44.5 years 
(interquartile range, 
34.0 to 55.5 years) 

 

-2020.2.24 8 0 128 18 

total  945   31 81 589 91 
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Table 2:Five parameter estimates for three distributions based on total and part of 854 cases 

 

Analysis Distribution Incubation / exposure to confirmed period (95% CI), d 

2.5 25 50 75 97.5 

total 

(n=854) 

Log-normal 1.2(1.1-1.4) 3.0(2.8-3.3) 4.9(4.6-5.2) 7.8(7.3-8.3) 19.3(17.4-21.4) 

Gamma 0.9(0.7-1.0) 3.1(2.9-3.3) 5.2(4.9-5.6) 8.2(7.7-8.8) 16.5(15.0-18.1) 

 Weibull 0.6(0.5-0.7) 3.0(2.7-3.2) 5.4(5.0-5.7) 8.5(7.9-9.1) 16.5(14.8-18.3) 

non-missing data 

(n=310) 

Log-normal 1.2(1.0-1.5) 3.0(2.7-3.3) 4.7(4.3-5.2) 7.5(6.9-8.2) 18.1(15.9-20.8) 

Gamma 0.8(0.7-1.1) 3.0(2.7-3.3) 5.1(4.7-5.5) 7.9(7.3-8.6) 15.9(14.2-17.8) 
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 Weibull 0.5(0.4-0.7) 2.8(2.5-3.2) 5.1(4.7-5.6) 8.2(7.5-8.9) 15.9(14.0-17.8) 

asymptomatic or 
presymptomatic 

(n=79) 

Log-normal 3.7(2.4-6.6) 7.5(5.9-9.4) 10.8(9.4-12.2) 15.6(12.8-17.8) 31.3(18.7-44.1) 

Gamma 3.7(2.1-6.4) 7.9(6.4-9.7) 11.0(9.7-12.4) 15.0(12.6-17.3) 24.7(18.0-32.0) 

Weibull 3.7(2.3-5.7) 8.5(6.9-10.1) 11.4(9.9-13.0) 14.5(12.0-16.4) 20.3(15.0-24.8) 
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Figure 1:Data classification and imputing strategy.All types can be generally divided 

to three categories: non-missing data, exposure missed data and symptom onset 

missed data. 

  

Figure 2:Literature search and selection 

  

Figure 3:Visualization of 49 studies with central tendencies,ranges or confidential 

intervals.Studies that provided more than one estimates were performed with  

numbered clusters .All citations were listed in appendix. 

  

Figure 4:Estimating distributions of the incubation period and the time between 

exposure to tested positive.Using 854 cases (A),310cases(B) and 81cases(C) 

respectively.  
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