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Abstract

The ongoing epidemic of COVID-19 originated in China has reinforced
the need to develop epidemiological models capable of describing the pro-
gression of the disease to be of use in the formulation of mitigation policies.
Here, this problem is addressed using a metapopulation approach to show
that the delay in the transmission of the spread between different subsets
of the total population, can be incorporated into a SIR framework through
a time-dependent transmission rate. Thus, the reproduction number de-
creases with time despite the population dynamics remains uniform and
the depletion of susceptible individuals is small. The obtained results are
consistent with the early subexponential growth observed in the cumu-
lated number of confirmed cases even in the absence of containment mea-
sures. We validate our model by describing the evolution of the COVID-19
using real data from different countries with an emphasis in the case of
Mexico and show that it describes correctly also the long-time dynamics of
the spread. The proposed model yet simple is successful at describing the
onset and progression of the outbreak and considerably improves accuracy
of predictions over traditional compartmental models. The insights given
here may probe be useful to forecast the extent of the public health risks
of epidemics and thus improving public policy-making aimed at reducing
such risks.

Introduction
First detected in December 2019 in the city of Wuhan in Hubei province, China,
the COVID-19 outbreak, caused by the newly identified coronavirus SARS-CoV-
2 has spread around the globe and reached the status of pandemic on March
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11th, 2020. Due to the severity of the damages to health it may cause and its
ease of transmission, a number of different strategies have been implemented by
the authorities of different countries to block or reduce the spread of the virus.
In some cases like China, Italy or Spain, strict quarantine measures have been
adopted [1], [2]. However, strict lockdown is in many cases impossible due to
prevailing economical and social factors. In such cases, the authorities aimed for
less strict mitigation policies [3] including social distancing and individual non-
pharmaceutical interventions [4]. Nonetheless, an accurate description of the
progression of an epidemics is of fundamental importance in helping to decide
public policies to reduce its impact, specially to stay below a fixed healthcare
capacity and delaying the peak of the epidemic so that healthcare capacity can
be expanded to support patients.

In Mexico the first detected case of COVID-19 was registered on February
27th, 2020 and corresponded to an imported case from Italy. This marks the
start of what was called phase 1 of the epidemics, characterized by imported
cases only, with no local contagion. Mexican health authorities identified a total
of three epidemiological phases, according to the degree of transmission of the
disease. Phase 2 of the coronavirus pandemic, was characterized by cases of
local contagion between people who have not had contact with foreigners. It
was declared on March 24th and actions comprised primarily the suspension of
certain economic activities, the suspension of lessons at schools, the restriction
of mass congregations and the recommendation of domiciliary protection for the
general population. As a consequence of the evolution of confirmed cases and
deaths from the disease in the country, on March 30th, a "health emergency
due to force majeure" was declared, which led to the execution of additional
actions for its prevention and control, the most conspicuous was the generalized
voluntary quarantine of the population (the so called, “Jornada Nacional de Sana
Distancia”). Eventually, on April 21th, the phase 3, characterized by thousands
of cases disseminated in all the country, was declared.

Intervention measures adopted with the intention to mitigate the spread, are
normally based in estimates of the progression of the outbreak. Mathematical
models of infectious diseases are important tools for assessing the threat of a
novel pathogen and offer the best information for mitigating an outbreak [5],
[6]. Hence the need for epidemiological models that are able to estimate with
some degree of accuracy the evolution of the outbreak to help to evaluate the
impact of interventions [7], [8], [9]. The paradigmatical approach traditionally
used to model the dynamics of an epidemics is the well known SIR (Susceptible,
Infectious, Removed) compartmental model [10], [11]. In this model, the group
S represents individuals who are susceptible to the disease and can become
infected, the group I represents individuals that are infectious and can infect
susceptible individuals, and the group R represents removed individuals that
either, gained life-long immunity at recovery or die; in either case, removed
individuals can not infect or be infected anymore. Although successfully applied
to describe the spread of an infectious agent in a well-mixed population [12],
this same simplifying assumption prevents its successful application in many
other cases [13] such as the recent outbreak of COVID-19 which shows early
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subexponential growth [14], [15]. In a well-mixed population, it is assumed an
homogeneous distribution of the susceptible-infectious contacts such that any
susceptible individual may be infected by any infectious individual in the whole
population. However, there are many heterogeneities in human populations that
influence virus transmission [16], thus, any realistic epidemics model should take
them into account.

Given that the subexponential growth seems to be a generic characteristic
of the COVID-19 outbreak, independently of the suppression strategies imple-
mented to mitigate the temporal evolution of the epidemic process, it is sug-
gested the existence of an underlying mechanism responsible for this temporal
behavior. The purpose of the present study is to show that the asynchronic-
ity of the epidemics of component subpopulations may be at the source of this
behavior. It is also shown that the standard SIR model can be extended to
include the above mentioned asynchronicity and that the resulting model cap-
tures correctly not only the short-time but also the long-time dynamics of the
COVID-19 outbreaks.

Incorporating asynchronic transmission in a SIR
framework
A natural way to incorporate population heterogeneities or spatial structure
into an infectious disease model is by means of metapopulation models [5],
[17], [18]. Let us assume a metapopulation approach [18] in which the total
population is considered as if it were formed by n identical subpopulations or
patches connected to each other with transmission lines due to movements of
individuals. In each subpopulation, an infectious agent spread is described by
a standard SIR model with coupling terms

dsi
dt

= −si (t)
1

n

n∑
j=1

βijij (t) (1)

dii
dt

= si (t)
1

n

n∑
j=1

βijij (t)− γii (t) , (2)

dri
dt

= γii (t) (3)

where si(t) = Si(t)/Ni, ii(t) = Ii(t)/Ni, and ri(t) = Ri(t)/Ni are the fractional
susceptible, infectious and removed individuals of subpopulation i that has Ni
individuals. Since the population of each patch is assumed to be constant, then
the fractional quantities satisfy the relationship si(t) + ii(t) + ri(t) = 1. In Eqs.
(1)-(3), βij represents the elements of a matrix that describes the transmission
between and within patches, the recovery rate γ is common to all subpopula-
tions and, as in traditional SIR, all these quantities are time independent. The
transmission rates βij captures the rate of flow from group Si to group Ij while
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the recovering rate γ indicates that infectious individuals get recovered of die
at a fixed average rate γ. If subpopulations are independent from each other,
then βij = β0δij , with δij the Kronecker delta function. The basic reproduction
number R0 = β0/γ, captures the average number of secondary infections an
infected will cause before he or she recovers or is effectively removed from the
population. However, as the number of susceptible individuals in the popula-
tion declines due to a growing number of infections, the effective reproduction
number over time, Ri,t, is given by the product of R0 and the fraction of sus-
ceptible individuals in the subpopulation i, Ri,t = R0si(t). During the first few
generations of disease transmission, in the absence of control interventions or
reactive population behavior changes, the SIR model support a reproduction
number that is essentially invariant, e.g., Ri,t ' R0. Thus, in the classical SIR
model with constant transmission rate β0, in a completely susceptible popula-
tion, si(0) ' 1 , ii(t) grows exponentially during the early epidemic phase [19],
e.g., ii(t) = i0e

(β0−γ)t .
It is unusual for a naturally occurring disease emergence to occur simulta-

neously at many locations. This means that at least during the initial phase
of transmission, infectious individuals are clustered [7]. The presence of the
subpopulations can be thought as clustered regions in space where a given in-
dividual spent most of his time. Clusters exchange pathogens with each other
through infected or susceptible individuals traveling between them during the
period of infectiousness. Thus, spatial inhomogeneities lead naturally to out-
breaks that do not occur simultaneously in all subpopulations. Even if they are
governed by the same dynamical equations, they are asynchronic, which means
that the onset of the outbreaks in the subpopulations are not necessarily simul-
taneous [20], [21], [22]. Adding the corresponding differential equations of all
subpopulations one gets

ds

dt
= − 1

n

n∑
i=1

si (t)
1

n

n∑
j=1

βijij (t)

= −β (t) s (t) i (t) (4)

di

dt
=

1

n

n∑
i=1

si (t)
1

n

n∑
j=1

βijij (t)− γ

n

n∑
i=1

ii (t)

= β (t) s (t) i (t)− γi (t) (5)

dr

dt
=
γ

n

n∑
i=1

ii (t)

= γi (t) , (6)

where s(t) ≡ S(t)/N =
∑
si(t)/n, i(t) ≡ I(t)/N =

∑
ii(t)/n, r(t) ≡ R(t)/N =∑

ri(t)/n, are the fractional susceptible, infectious and removed individuals of
the total population with N individuals and N = nNi relates the total popu-
lation with that of each subpopulation. To obtain the final relations (4)-(6) we
have defined a time-dependent transmission rate
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β(t) = β0
seff (t)

s(t)
, (7)

with

seff (t) ≡
n∑
i=1

si (t− ti)

[
1
n

∑n
j=1 βij (ti, tj) ij (t− tj)

nβ0i(t)

]
, (8)

where we have considered that the difference between subpopulations is due to
different onset times ti. If all the subpopulations were identical and synchronic
then βij = β0 and we recover the standard SIR result β (t) = β0. However, in
general, β (t) < β0 when subpopulation onset times do not coincide. Thus, asyn-
chronicity has been incorporated in a SIR framework through a time dependent
transmission rate β (t). As we will show below, a time-dependent transmission
rate may be used to explain the early subexponential growth of the spread, even
in the absence of susceptible depletion or intervention measures. Let us stress
that other SIR models also consider time-dependent transmission rates but in
those cases it is introduced externally and mainly to model the reactive behav-
ior of the population in response to containment measures [12], [23], [24]. In
contrast, in the present model β (t) is obtained as part of the solution of the dy-
namic equations and its time dependence appears even if the population contact
dynamics is uniform and the depletion of susceptible individuals is negligible.

A time-dependent transmission rate that describes
correctly the spread of COVID-19 and leads to
early algebraic growth
The calculation of seff (t) in Eq. (7) would depend on the distribution of subpop-
ulation onset times and is affected by fluctuations originated in the exchange of
individuals between them. The effective fractional susceptibility seff (t) can be
thought as a weighted average over subpopulations, with the quantity in square
brackets in Eq. (8) playing the role of a weight factor. Assuming that we can
transform the average over subpopulations into a time average and making a
continuous approximation we propose to write

seff (t) =

∫∞
−∞ si(t

′)ρ(t, t′)dt′∫∞
−∞ ρ(t, t′)dt′

, (9)

with ρ(t, t′) a weight function that depends on the time t, when the average is
calculated, and the time t′ measured from the time the first case appeared in a
given subpopulation. Lacking additional information about the distribution of
onset times, population sizes, or mixture rules, here we make the parsimonious
assumption that ρ (t− t′) = Θ (at− t′) Θ (t′ − at0), with Θ (x) the Heaviside
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step function. In other words, the average given by Eq. (9) has been approx-
imated by a set of local outbreaks with a uniform distribution of onset times,
between an initial time at0 and a final time at,

seff (t) ' 1

at− at0

∫ at

at0

si(t
′)dt′. (10)

This approximation pretends to describe the effects on the transmission rate, of
the individual asynchronic subpopulations that form the original inhomogeneous
system by an equivalent effective system in which the number of susceptible
individuals is the mean of local outbreaks with a uniform distribution of onset
times. The value of the parameters t0 and a are obtained from the fitting to
the data points of the epidemic curve for a given population. Negative values of
t0 incorporate the contributions of the subpopulations that started their local
outbreaks before time t = 0 (see Materials and Methods for the definition of the
initial time) and their contribution to the average decreases as time t increases.
The parameter a is a measure of the strength of the asynchronicity of the onset
times due to a exchange of individuals between subpopulations. A small value
of a means a diminished dispersion of the onset times of the local outbreaks and
conversely, larger values of a means a larger dispersion of starting times. This
quantity is related to the rate of propagation of the infectious agent between
different subpopulations, the larger the delay of the transmission, the larger the
parameter a. The fact that the upper limit in the integral of Eq. (10) depends on
t means that as the time goes by, the dispersion of the local outbreaks increases.
When at→ at0 essentially all the local outbreaks are at the same stage and thus
initially, the global outbreak has an standard SIR character and we expect an
initial exponential growth.

To examine the validity of the proposed approximation, we apply it to the
COVID-19 epidemics in different countries starting with the case of Mexico.
Figure 1 (top panel) shows a semi logarithmic plot of s (t) and i (t), as obtained
from Eqs. (4)-(5), and compare with the observed data (by confirmation date)
[25] for both, the total number of infected (cumulative cases), 1−s (t), and infec-
tious individuals (active cases), i (t), for the case of Mexico. In practice, active
cases correspond to individuals whose symptoms started within the previous 14
days from the day a given data point was released. An initial basic reproduction
number R0 = 2.2 and recovery rate γ = 1/6 were used as parameters for phase
1, that is, before containment measures were adopted. After t = 20 days, once
containment measures were adopted and their effects started to be noticeable,
the initial reproduction number was changed to R0 = 1.7. The data have been
plotted from March 9th, which corresponds to t = 0, where the data points show
the beginning of a regular behavior (see Materials and Methods). The bottom
panel shows the empirical new daily cases and the model fit. Remarkably, the
model is able to reproduce correctly the empirical infectious cases (yellow line)
and the new daily cases data, considering that the fitting was performed only
for the total number of infected (blue line), no independent fittings for each
curve were required. Figure 2 shows the early growth of the total number of
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cases. After a first short exponential growth, an algebraic dependence with
scaling law ' t3.4 follows. Let us stress that, in contrast to other approaches
[14], [15], this scaling law appears exclusively due to the time dependence of the
transmission rate β (t) arising from the assumption of asynchronic transmission
of the local outbreaks even without reactive population behavioral changes and
before susceptible depletion sets in. Figure 3 shows with lines the behavior of
β(t) as obtained from the model, Eq. (7) with the approximation given by Eq.
(10). The first section of this curve (blue line) corresponds to the beginning of
the outbreak, when propagation was free, without containment measures. The
second section of the curve (yellow line) corresponds to days after containment
measures were implemented. In both cases, the transmission rate decreases
with time. The data points are obtained from Eq. (4) employing real data for
Mexico [25]. We used the fact that new daily cases equals −ds/dt. The grey
vertical line signals the end of the generalized voluntary quarantine (“Jornada
Nacional de Sana Distancia”) and mitigation measures started to be released
locally, depending on the strength of the epidemic in each state of the country.
Accordingly, rebounds are possible after this date. Other approaches [12], [24],
[26], attribute the time-dependence of β(t) to the reactive behavior of the popu-
lation in response to non-pharmaceutical mitigation measures and is introduced
externally to the model. In contrast, in the present model, the temporal varia-
tion of β(t) is attributed to the asynchronicity of the outbreaks due to a delay
in the exposure to the pathogen, of individuals in different subpopulations even
if the behavior of the population remains unaltered and is obtained from the
model dynamical equations. The right axis shows the corresponding values of
the basic reproduction number [23], R0 (t) = β (t) /γ.

Since the first outbreak of COVID-19 in Mexico remains in progress, it is
interesting to evaluate the performance of the model in countries where the first
outbreak has nearly ended. We have chosen the eight European countries with
the largest number of COVID-19 cases to further validate the model [27]. Figure
4 shows the epidemic curves for Belgium, Italy, France, Germany, Netherlands,
Spain, Sweden, and United Kingdom. The model-fits capture surprisingly well
the epidemic progression in all cases in spite of the different mitigation strategies
applied by each country [28], [29].

Table 1 shows the parameters used to fit the model in Fig. 4. In most of
these countries, containment measures were taken at about 20 − 40 days after
time t = 0 days, and thus the epidemic curve can be divided in two sections,
one before and one after the containment measures were adopted. The positive
values of t0 approximately reflects the time where mitigation measures were
adopted. In contrast, the case of Mexico shows a negative value of t0 after the
containment measures were adopted, reflecting the fact that the measures were
taken very soon in the epidemic progression. This is also consistent with the
fact that the evolution of the outbreak is taking considerably longer in Mexico
than in most of the other countries analyzed.
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Discussion and conclusion
Summarizing, it has been shown that the spread of the local outbreak onset
times can be incorporated in a SIR formulation through the use of a time depen-
dent basic reproduction number. This quantity is obtained as a solution of the
dynamical equations and not introduced externally. Thus, its time dependence
does not arise as a result of changes in social behavior in response to contain-
ment measures or of the depletion of susceptible individuals. We have shown
that a simple assumption for the distribution of onset times on the calculation
of the transmission rate can be at the origin of the algebraic growth observed
at the early stages of the COVID-19 outbreak. This contradicts the common
assumption that the early growth phase should be exponential in the absence
of susceptible depletion or interventions measures. In the present model, con-
tainment measures contribute by decreasing the initial reproduction number or
equivalently, the initial transmission rate. Other epidemic outbreaks also show
early subexponential growth and a number of potential mechanisms have been
proposed to explain it. Among them are the spatial heterogeneity and cluster-
ing of contacts arising from the fact that the number of non-infected individuals
in the immediate neighborhood of infecting agents is strongly constrained [31],
[32]. Reactive population behavior has also been proposed to explain changes
that can gradually mitigate the transmission rate [14], [19], [24], [33]. Related
to these mechanisms, a range of mechanistic models have been proposed that
can reproduce subexponential growth dynamics before susceptible depletion sets
in. These includes models with gradually declining contact rate over time [12]
and spatially structured models such as household-community networks [19],
among others. However, for real epidemics, the underlying mechanisms govern-
ing subexponential growth has be difficult to disentangle and the matter remains
debated [19], [30], [31].

The model predicts a final number of cumulated cases that is substantially
smaller than that predicted for homogenous well-mixed populations in agree-
ment with models that predict smaller disease-induced herd immunity when
population heterogeneity is taken into account [16].

The present model was validated using the case of the COVID-19 outbreak
in different countries with an emphasis in the case of Mexico. As of the origin of
the asynchronicity one can propose different underlying mechanisms, including
the transmission between geographical dispersal subpopulations as individuals
travel among them [5] [7], [13]. Also, the existence of social structures that allow
to divide the community in different social cohorts with transmission between
them due to contact patterns that are lower than that between individuals of
the same cohort [16], [34]. In general, the overall connectivity between subpop-
ulations will determine to a large extent the rate of propagation of the viral
agent and the final number of cases. Subpopulations more efficiently connected
between them will have smaller dispersion of onset times. The effect of the
strength of the asynchronicity is shown in Fig. 5 which shows the evolution of
the total number of infected, considering different values for the parameter a, for
a given R0. We observe that the long-time total number of infected individuals
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will be highly dependent on a. The blue line corresponds to the fitted value of
a for the case of Mexico while the yellow and green lines are the predictions for
a smaller (smaller a) or a larger (larger a) asynchronicity.

By reducing the number of infectious individuals traveling between subpop-
ulations, the probability of a susceptible individual to get infected is reduced.
Analogously, an infectious individual that takes more time to travel from one
subpopulation to another (increasing asynchronicity), will have more time to re-
cover before infecting a susceptible individual in the destination subpopulation.
In this sense, this work is consistent with mitigation strategies consisting in
the design of containment mechanisms oriented to increase asynchronicity (or,
relatedly, reducing connectivity), for example, imposing travel restrictions for
long-distance routes, partially isolating subpopulations from each other or by
increasing the time an individual takes to move from one subpopulation to the
other. Furthermore, travel restrictions could be targeted to highly-connected
individuals that travel to several subpopulations. For countries where an strict
quarantine is impracticable, this could be a more realistic alternative. We be-
lieve that the insight obtained from the present model may be useful for planning
non-pharmaceutical responses to better mitigate or block the overall spread of
an epidemic outbreak.

Materials and Methods
Identifying the first infectious case is a difficult task so that considering t = 0
days as the day the first case was reported does not seem to be appropriate. For
this reason, before trying to fit the original data points, we first shifted them in
time so that the time t = 0 days corresponds to the point where a discernible
regular behavior starts to appear. This is shown in Fig. 6 where the data for
Mexico that were disregarded for fitting purposes correspond to dates ranging
from February 27th, the day of the first detected case, until March 9th. Those
data show an irregular behavior probably due to the few number of cases and
large relative fluctuations.

The exact solution for si (t) used in Eq. (10) should be obtained from Eqs.
(1)-(2) but the quantities βij are unknown. Here we approximate βij ' β0δij ,
with δij the Kronecker delta function such that si (t) would be the solution of a
standard SIR model. Then, the obtained si (t) could be directly substituted into
Eq. (10). From a practical point of view, it is numerically easier to approximate
si (t) by the function

si (t) ' 1− 1(
c+ qe−t/τ

)1/ν , (11)

where the parameters c, q, ν, and τ are obtained from the fitting to the exact
form for si (t) once β0 and γ are known. The common initial conditions si(0) =
1−1/Ni, ii(0) = 1/Ni, and ri(0) = 0 were assumed. Figure 7 shows an example
for si (t) as obtained from standard SIR model (solid line) and its approximation
Eq. (11) (dashed line). By incorporating Eq. (11) into Eq. (10) and this last
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result into Eqs. (4) to (7), the evolution of s (t), i (t), and r (t) for the whole
population is finally obtained.

The fitting of the model to the data, before containment measures were
taken, was done choosing as initial conditions the value of a spline function that
softens the data taken arbitrarily at time t = 4 days, as shown in Fig. 8. In
this way, possible misfitting due to fluctuations of the data at the very first data
points is minimized. The fitting of the second section of the model, that is, once
containment measures were taken at day 20 in the case of Mexico, considered
as initial values the model values of the first section taken at day 20.

For the case of Mexico, the parameters used were R0 = 2.2 and γ = 1/6,
values generally accepted for the initial regime without containment measures
and R0 = 1.7 for the second regime after containment measures were adopted.
The first fitting process considered the first data points up to t = 20 days with
obtained fitting parameters t0 ' −15 days and a ' 8.7. Analogously, the fitting
for the second regime consisting in taking data from t = 21 days to the last
data point available. For this second regime the obtained fitting values were
t0 ' −64 days and a ' 10. The model is robust to minor changes in other
parameters used for the fitting, in particular, the results were largely insensitive
to variations in the exact day of transition between the two regimes.

Acknowledgements
The author thanks Oleg Kogan, David Reguera and Juan Adrián Reyes for

fruitful discussions and helpful comments. Partial financial support provided by
DGAPA-UNAM through grant DGAPA IN-103419.

References
[1] H. Tian, et. al., An investigation of transmission control measures during

the first 50 days of the COVID-19 epidemic in China, Science 368, 638
(2020).

[2] G. Giordano, F. Blanchini, R. Bruno, P. Colaneri, A. Di Filippo, A.
Di Matteo and M. Colaneri, Modelling the COVID-19 epidemic and im-
plementation of population-wide interventions in Italy, Nature Medicine.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-020-0883-7 (2020).

[3] P. G. T. Walker, et. al., The impact of COVID-19 and strategies for mitiga-
tion and suppression in low- and middle-income countries, Science (2020).

[4] L. López and X. Rodó, The end of social confinement
and COVID-19 re-emergence risk, Nature Human Behaviour.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-020-0908-8 (2020).

[5] L. Danon, T. House, M. J. Keeling, The role of routine versus random
movements on the spread of disease in Great Britain, Epidemics 1, 250
(2009).

10

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 6, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.04.20168443doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.04.20168443
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


[6] M. C. Fitzpatrick, C. T. Bauch, J. P. Townsend, and A. P. Galvani, Mod-
elling microbial infection to address global health challenges, Nature Mi-
crobiology 4, 1612 (2019).

[7] S. Riley, Large-Scale Spatial-Transmission Models of Infectious Disease,
Science 316, 1298 (2007).

[8] M. Chinazzi, et. al., The effect of travel restrictions on the spread of the
2019 novel coronavirus (COVID-19) outbreak, Science 368, 395 (2020).

[9] J.R. Koo, et. al., Interventions to mitigate early spread of SARS-CoV-2 in
Singapore: a modeling study, Lancet Infectious Diseases (2020).

[10] W.O. Kermack and A.G. McKendrick, Contributions to the mathematical
theory of epidemics--I. 1927. Bull Math Biol. 53, 33 (1991).

[11] C. I. Siettos and L. Russo, Mathematical modeling of infectious disease
dynamics, Virulence 4, 295 (2013).

[12] G. Chowell, L. Sattenspiel, S. Bansal, and C. Viboud, Mathematical models
to characterize early epidemic growth: A Review, Physics Life Reviews 18,
66 (2016).

[13] L. Hufnagel, D. Brockmann, and T. Geisel, Forecast and control of epi-
demics in a globalized world, PNAS 101, 15124 (2004).

[14] B.F. Maier and D. Brockmann, Effective containment explains subexpo-
nential growth in recent confirmed COVID-19 cases in China, Science
10.1126/science.abb4557 (2020).

[15] B. Blasius, Power-law distribution in the number of confirmed COVID-19
cases, arXiv:2004.00940v2 (2020).

[16] T. Britton, F. Ball, and P. Trapman, A mathematical model reveals the
influence of population heterogeneity on herd immunity to SARS-CoV-2,
Science (2020).

[17] M. Ajelli, L. Fumanelli, P. Manfredi, S. Merler, Spatiotemporal dynamics
of viral hepatitis A in Italy, Theoretical Population Biology 79, 1 (2011).

[18] F. Ball, et. al., Seven challenges for metapopulation models of epidemics,
includinghouseholds models, Epidemics 10, 63 (2015).

[19] G. Chowell, C. Viboud, L. Simonsen, and S.M. Moghadas, Characterizing
the reproduction number of epidemics with early subexponential growth
dynamics, J. R. Soc. Interface 13, 20160659 (2016).

[20] A. L. Lloyd and R. M. May, Spatial Heterogeneity in Epidemic Models,
Journal of Theoretical Biology 179,1 (1996).

11

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 6, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.04.20168443doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.04.20168443
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


[21] M. J. Keeling and P. Rohani, Estimating spatial coupling in epidemiological
systems: a mechanistic approach, Ecology Letters 5, 20 (2002).

[22] A. L. Lloyd and V. A. A. Jansen, Spatiotemporal dynamics of epidemics:
synchrony in metapopulation models, Mathematical Biosciences 188, 1
(2004).

[23] Y-C. Chen, P-E. Lu, C-S. Chang, and Tzu-Hsuan Liu, A Time-
dependent SIR model for COVID-19 with Undetectable Infected Persons,
arXiv:2003.00122v5 (2020).

[24] D. Caccavo, Chinese and Italian COVID-19 outbreaks can be cor-
rectly described by a modified SIRD model, medRxiv preprint doi:
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.19.20039388

[25] Mexican Government data files. https://covid19.sinave.gob.mx

[26] M. L. Li, Overview of DELPHI Model V2.0.
https://www.covidanalytics.io/DELPHI_documentation_pdf

[27] Our World in Data. https://ourworldindata.org/coronavirus

[28] S. Flaxman, et. al., Estimating the effects of non-pharmaceutical interven-
tions on COVID-19 in Europe, Nature. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-
020-2405-7 (2020).

[29] C. Cheng, J. Barceló, A. S. Hartnett, R. Kubinec and L. Messerschmidt,
COVID-19 Government Response Event Dataset (CoronaNet v.1.0), Na-
ture Human Behaviour. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-020-0909-7 (2020).

[30] G. Chowell, C. Viboud, J. M. Hyman, and L. Simonsen, The Western
Africa Ebola Virus Disease Epidemic Exhibits Both Global Exponential
and Local Polynomial Growth Rates, PLoS Currents Outbreaks Jan 21,
Edition 1 (2015).

[31] M. Kiskowski and G. Chowell, Modeling household and community trans-
mission of Ebola virus disease: Epidemic growth, spatial dynamics and
insights for epidemic control, Virulence 7, 163 (2016).

[32] B. Szendrói and G. Csányi, Polynomial epidemics and clustering in contact
networks, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. B (Suppl.) 271, S364 (2004).

[33] C. Viboud, L. Simonsen, and G. Chowell, A generalized-growth model to
characterize the early ascending phase of infectious disease outbreaks, Epi-
demics 15, 27 (2016).

[34] E. Khain, Two-level modeling of quarantine, arXiv:2005.01505v1 (2020).

[35] P. Block, M. Hoffman, I. J. Raabe, J. B. Dowd, C. Rahal, R. Kashyap,
and M. C. Mills, Social network-based distancing strategies to flatten the
COVID-19 curve in a post-lockdown world, Nature Human Behaviour 4,
588 (2020).

12

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 6, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.04.20168443doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.04.20168443
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Before containment Transition day After containment
Country γ (1/days) R0 t0 (days) a R0 t0 (days) a

Belgium 1/6 2.5 −15.53 6.88 20 2.0 12.47 4.05
Italy 1/6 2.5 −9.09 5.48 29 1.7 19.37 5.01
France 1/6 2.8 −13.55 5.47 21 1.8 32.43 3.50

Germany 1/6 2.5 −53.45 7.62 24 2.25 23.55 2.82
Netherlands 1/6 2.7 −6.86 5.01 17 2.0 18.29 3.4

Spain 1/7.5 3.7 −2.19 3.52 29 2.15 28.77 3.37
Sweden 1/6 2.5 −9.16 5.07 42 1.8 6.69 5.22

United Kingdom 1/6 2.3 1.53 3.28 36 1.7 16.47 4.29

Table 1: Fitting parameters used in Fig. 4. The effects of containment measures
start to be observed at times t ' 20− 40 days (labeled approx. transition day).
Parameters are rough estimates and should not be considered accurate values.
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Figure 1: Number of cases in Mexico compared to model predictions. The
total number of cases (blue line) is obtained from fits to the model defined
by Eqs. (4)-(10) to real data for Mexico. The prediction of the number of
infectious individuals and of the new daily cases is obtained as a consequence, no
independent fittings are required. The model predicts that the peak time for the
number of infectious cases is around July 24th whereas that for the new daily
cases is around July 18th. The number of total infected saturates at around
800, 000. Note that is a common trend in most epidemiological models that
the long-time predictions tend to underestimate final observations. Predictions
improve as the number of data points considered in the fitting increases. The
green symbols in the right panel correspond to seven-day averages of the new
daily cases data represented by the yellow bars.

14

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 6, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.04.20168443doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.04.20168443
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Exponential growth

Model fit

1 5 10 50 100

10

100

1000

104

105

106

Days since March 9th

T
ot
al
in
fe
ct
ed

t3.4

Figure 2: Early subexponential growth of the total number of cases compared
to model predictions. The model captures well both, the initial exponential rise
of total infected as well as the subsequent algebraic growth with scaling ' t3.4.
An example of exponential growth is shown for comparison.
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Figure 3: Transmission rate, β(t) and basic reproduction number R0 (t) =
β (t) /γ. Two different sections of the transmission rate as direct consequence of
containment policies. The initial blue section corresponds to a situation in which
no specific policy was considered and the spread proceeds without restrictions.
The yellow line is the result of the containment measures, consisting in the clo-
sure of non essential activities and the suggestion to stay at home starting from
April 1st. The time dependence of β(t) is not due to the containment policies
but is a natural consequence of the asynchronicity of the subpopulation spreads.
However, once containment measures were adopted, the basic initial reproduc-
tion number decreased from R0 (t = 0) = 2.2, to around R0 (t = 0) ' 1.7. The
symbols are obtained from Eq. (4) using real data for Mexico. The dashed verti-
cal line marks the end of the generalized voluntary quarantine of the population
at May 31st. The recovery rate was γ = 1/6.
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Figure 4: Epidemic curves for various countries. We plot the data and model fits
for the new daily cases for the eight European countries with the largest number
of cases. The model fits capture correctly the epidemic progression in all cases.
The green symbols correspond to seven-day averages of the data represented by
the yellow bars.
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Figure 5: Progression of the spread assuming different asynchronicities. Blue
line: The observed data points for the total number of cases in Mexico with
the fitted model. Yellow line: The predicted evolution for subpopulations with
a smaller asynchronicity (a = 10). Green line: The predicted evolution for
subpopulations with a larger asynchronicity (a = 15). In all cases, R0 = 1.7.
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Figure 6: Time shift of the data for Mexico. The data for the total number
of infected shifted in time so that at t = 1 day, the first discernible data cor-
responding to a regular behavior. In this case the first regular point appears
on March 9th. Then, the first detected case (the “zero patient” of the total
population) appears at time t = −12 days, that is, on February 27th.
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Figure 7: Total number of cases for a given subpopulation. The fraction of
total infected (1− si(t)) is obtained from the standard SIR model, Eqs. (1) to
(3), considering one infectious individual at t = 0 (the “zero patient” for that
subpopulation) and the rest of the subpopulation considered as susceptible. The
dashed yellow line is the approximation given by Eq. (11)
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Figure 8: Smoothing the curve. The observed data points for the total number
of cases of phase 1 are approximated using a B-spline approximation with un-
derlying polynomial basis degree (d) equal the number of data points −1. In
this case we used 29 data points which means d = 28. The value of the curve
at t = 4 days was arbitrarily chosen as initial condition.
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