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Abstract 14 

We have investigated the importance of the rate of vaccination to contain COVID-19 in 15 

urban areas. We used an extremely simple epidemiological model that is amenable to 16 

implementation in an Excel spreadsheet and includes the demographics of social distancing, 17 

efficacy of massive testing and quarantine, and coverage and rate of vaccination as the 18 

main parameters to model the progression of COVID-19 pandemics in densely populated 19 

urban areas. Our model predicts that effective containment of pandemic progression in 20 

densely populated cities would be more effectively achieved by vaccination campaigns that 21 

consider the fast distribution and application of vaccines (i.e., 50% coverage in 6 months) 22 

while social distancing measures are still in place. Our results suggest that the rate of 23 

vaccination is more important than the overall vaccination coverage for containing COVID-24 
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19. In addition, our modeling indicates that widespread testing and quarantining of infected 25 

subjects would greatly benefit the success of vaccination campaigns. We envision this 26 

simple model as a friendly, readily accessible, and cost-effective tool for assisting health 27 

officials and local governments in the rational design/planning of vaccination strategies. 28 

 29 

Keywords: vaccination rate, vaccination coverage, COVID-19, SARS-CoV-2, 30 

mathematical modeling, social distancing, widespread testing, pandemic  31 
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 34 

Introduction 35 

COVID-19 vaccines are finally in reach. In December 2020, the vaccines from Pfizer-36 

BioNTech and Moderna-NIH were approved [1–3], after an unprecedentedly intense and 37 

rapid vaccine research crusade. Both of these vaccines are based on RNA technology [2,4–38 

6] and exhibit efficacies of nearly 95%, as evaluated in clinical trials[7]. As vaccination 39 

campaigns have started already around the globe (e.g., in England, USA, Canada, and 40 

México), these and other vaccines are expected to obtain approval during January 2021 in 41 

different countries.  42 

The availability of approved vaccines provides certainty in the international quest to 43 

contain the greatest pandemic that we have experience in modern times. However, the 44 

widespread deployment of vaccines still faces some challenges [8]. The extent and rate of 45 

vaccination in each country, and even in each city, will be determined by the global rate of 46 

vaccine manufacturing, the local logistics of distribution and application, and even public 47 
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perception [9]. The cost of vaccines and vaccination campaigns is another aspect that will 48 

define the final availability (rate and coverage) of vaccines in a particular community. In 49 

the end, each country will have to design its own vaccination strategy based on cost, 50 

availability, public perceptions, and logistic considerations. A few economies will be able 51 

to implement fast and wide-coverage vaccination campaigns aimed at controlling COVID-52 

19 progression within a few months. For most countries, vaccine campaigns will have to be 53 

sustained long-term efforts that extend throughout at least most of 2021 due to logistic 54 

limitations or cost (Moderna´s vaccine will cost ~25 pounds dose
-1

; Pfizer´s vaccine will 55 

cost ~15 pounds per dose) [7].   56 

In this context, relevant questions related to the impact of different vaccination strategies 57 

remain unanswered. What fraction of the population do we have to cover in a vaccination 58 

campaign? How much does the rate of vaccination matter? After vaccination starts, how 59 

soon can we go back to our “normal” lives? Are social distancing and widespread testing 60 

still needed through the vaccination period? 61 

Intuitively, we can infer the qualitative answer to some of these questions. After all, a 62 

vaccine is not effective immediately after application, and herd immunity will be only 63 

evident after a significant fraction of the population is immune. Both of the presently 64 

approved vaccines (Pfizer-BioNTech and Moderna-NIH) have a high effectiveness of 65 

η~0.95 [7,10], but they require administration of two doses in a time frame of 21 or 30 66 

days. Therefore, vaccinated subjects will most probably exhibit protective levels of anti-67 

SARS-CoV-2 antibodies only at ~30 to 45 days after they received the first dose. During 68 

that post-vaccination but pre-immune period, the pandemic will evolve, as a dynamic 69 

process driven by infective subjects (symptomatic and asymptomatic) that have not been 70 

diagnosed and quarantined and continue spreading the virus among the susceptible (not yet 71 
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immune) population. Therefore, the interplay between vaccination and COVID-19 72 

evolution in a particular community is a dynamic process, where several different rates 73 

compete.  74 

The relevant rates are the local rate of infection, as influenced by the effectiveness of social 75 

distancing measures, the rate of testing and effective quarantining of infected subjects, and 76 

the rate of acquired immunity due to SARS-CoV-2 infection or vaccination. In turn, the rate 77 

of infection is affected by the effectiveness of all social distancing measures in that 78 

community. In principle, all these rates have to be considered when attempting to render an 79 

accurate forecast of the evolution of COVID-19 in a particular territory. Several studies 80 

[11,12] have used mathematical modeling to investigate the role of vaccine efficacy and 81 

vaccine coverage in the attenuation of the pandemic progression. However, one aspect that 82 

remains poorly explored is the assessment of the effect of different vaccination rates on the 83 

progression of COVID-19. Again, the effect of the rate of vaccination must be analyzed in 84 

the context of the dynamic process of infection and in consideration of the effect of the 85 

social distancing and testing efforts as well.  86 

Recently, we introduced an epidemiological model formulation that explicitly considers 87 

demographic variables and epidemiological parameters to calculate the progression of 88 

COVID-19 in urban areas [13,14]. The model also considers the effectiveness of social 89 

distancing measures and of massive testing for expeditious identification and quarantining 90 

of infective subjects as inputs. In this communication, we have modified our original 91 

formulation to include the effect of vaccination coverage and rate, and we use this simple 92 

model to predict the pandemic progress in highly populated cities. We present a wide range 93 

of simulation scenarios for a hypothetical urban area, and we evaluate the relative effect of 94 
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different schemes of vaccination (i.e., combinations of social distancing, testing intensity, 95 

and vaccination coverage and rate) on the evolution of COVID-19.  96 

 97 

Results and discussion 98 

Here, we used a simple mathematical model (Figure 1) based on the use of two differential 99 

equations.  100 

dX/dt= µo (1-σ) (X-R) (Po-X-V)/Po   equation (1) 101 

dR/dt= α (X)│t-delay_q – (1- α) (X)│t-delay_r                 equation (2) 102 

The first equation describes the rate of new infections (X), while the second accounts for 103 

the rate of accumulation of retrieved (R) subjects from the infective population, either 104 

because they have been effectively isolated form the rest of the population (i.e., 105 

hospitalized or quarantined after positive diagnosis). In this model, the quantity (X-R) is the 106 

driving force that sustains the local evolution of the pandemics and is proportional to the 107 

accumulation of new cases through a constant, namely the intrinsic rate of infection (µo). 108 

However, this rate of generation of new cases is modulated by several factors, including the 109 

effective degree of activity in the region (1-σ). Here, α is a fraction that denotes the 110 

effective decrease in demographic density caused by the set of social distancing 111 

countermeasures (σ) currently established among that population (i.e., restrictions in social 112 

and economic activities, use of masks, restrictions in mobility, and all measures that 113 

contribute to an effective decrease in demographic density). The model also considers that 114 

the rate of generation of new cases is modulated by the fraction of the population that is 115 
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susceptible to the infection (Po-X-V)/Po. This is precisely where the number of vaccinated 116 

subjects (V) plays a role by reducing the pool of susceptible individuals. 117 

 118 

 119 

 120 

Figure 1. Schematic representation of a demographic mathematical model that considers 121 

social distancing (σ), intensity of the testing effort (α), vaccination coverage (φ), and 122 

vaccination rate (γ) to predict the evolution of pandemic COVID-19 in urban areas.  123 

  124 

Using this simple epidemiological model, our aim was to reproduce representative settings 125 

for COVID-19 progression. For illustrative purposes, we have selected a representative 126 
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urban area (i.e., more than 1,000,000 inhabitants and a population density above 4,000 127 

habitants km
-2

). In all our simulations, we calculated the number of symptomatic subjects, 128 

the number of new cases per 1,000,000 of inhabitants, and the maximum hospital bed 129 

occupancy in that hypothetical region.  130 

For all simulations presented here, we assumed that vaccination occurs immediately after 131 

the pandemic onset. Vaccination consists of the application of two vaccine dosages during 132 

30 days. We assume that vaccinated subjects exhibit immunity only 45 days after receiving 133 

the first dose. Therefore, the effect of the vaccination campaign is only observable at day 134 

45 after the pandemic onset in that locality. We also assume that social distancing is in 135 

effect during the entire vaccination campaign so that the level of activity in the city is 136 

decreased (and therefore the effective population density) by 50% (i.e., σ=0.50). Our 137 

simulations suggest that even aggressive vaccination campaigns (i.e., 70% vaccine 138 

coverage in 1.5 months) do not have substantial effects in the absence of social distancing 139 

and that they have only minor effects (Figure S1) even at moderate degrees of social 140 

distancing (i.e., σ=0.25).      141 

We explored the range of vaccination coverage from 30 to 70%. Recent reports suggest that 142 

a vaccination coverage higher than 70% may be unattainable simply due to perceptions 143 

[15]. In surveys conducted in 28 nations, a pooled average of 20% of the participants 144 

expressed their intention to refuse SARS-CoV-2 vaccination. In addition, vaccine 145 

manufacturing is expected to be at a developing stage during 2021 [8]. Therefore, in all 146 

probability, the rate of manufacture of vaccines will be lower than their demand at least 147 

during the current year. In this context, reaching vaccine coverage higher than 70% seems 148 

challenging for most countries. 149 
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In a first set of simulations (Figure 2A and B), we investigated the effect of different rates 150 

of vaccination at fixed vaccination coverage under the following set of common 151 

assumptions: (a) the overall vaccination coverage will be limited to 30% of the population; 152 

(b) the intrinsic rate of infection is µo = 0.33, similar to actual values observed in densely 153 

populated urban areas, such as Mexico City and Madrid (Table S1); and (c) σ, the effective 154 

value of social distancing, is equal to 0.5. In addition, for these sets of simulations, the 155 

testing effort is such that only 15% of the infected subjects are tested and quarantined, 156 

while the rest of the infected subjects continue to be active until recovery. This strategy is 157 

consistent with that adopted by countries that have diagnosed essentially only those 158 

subjects who were symptomatic and asked for medical assistance (i.e., México, Chile, and 159 

Bolivia, with fewer than 2 tests per confirmed case).[16] 160 

Under this set of assumptions, we explored four different rates of vaccination (Figure 2A 161 

and B) to cover 30% of the population (φ=0.3) in 1 year (orange curves; γ= Po year
-1

), in 6 162 

months (grey curves; γ= 2 Po year
-1

), and in 3 months (yellow curves; γ= 4 Po year
-1

). These 163 

three rates of vaccination are equivalent to coverage of 100% Po in one year (γ= Po year
-
), 164 

six months (γ= 2 Po year
-
), or three months (γ= 4 Po year

-
).  165 

The pandemic progression (number of cumulative symptomatic cases, and new infections 166 

per day) is indicated with blue curves for a reference scenario with a social distancing of 167 

50% (i.e., an effective decrease of 50% in the demographic density) and a basal level of 168 

testing (i.e., only 15% of the infective subjects are tested and quarantined, while the rest of 169 

the infected subjects continue active until recovery). The results of our simulations show 170 

that increasing the rate of vaccination has a prominent effect on the epidemic curve.  171 

 172 
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 173 

Figure 2. Scenarios of pandemic evolution for vaccination at different values of 174 

vaccination coverage and vaccination rates and under conditions of moderate social 175 

distancing (i.e., 50%) and basal values of testing effort (i.e.; α=0.15). (A) Cumulative 176 

number of infections, (B) daily number of new symptomatic cases and maximum bed 177 

occupancy (inset) for vaccination scenarios in which the vaccine coverage is kept constant 178 

at 30% Po (φ=0.30), the effectiveness of the social distancing measures is 50% (σ=0.50), a 179 

basal level of testing is established (α=0.15), and different vaccination rates are established, 180 

such that: the entire population could be vaccinated within a year (vaccination at γ= Po year
-181 

1
; orange curve), within six months (vaccination at γ=2 Po year

-1
; grey curve), or within 182 
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three months (vaccination at γ=4 Po year
-1

; yellow curve). A reference scenario without 183 

vaccination is included (blue line). Numbers indicate the percentage of reduction of 184 

symptomatic cases that results from the application of each vaccination rate with respect to 185 

the reference case. (C) Cumulative number of infections, (D) daily number of new 186 

symptomatic cases and maximum bed occupancy (inset) for vaccination scenarios in which 187 

the vaccine coverage is kept constant at 50% Po (φ=0.50; σ=0.50; and α=0.15) and different 188 

vaccination rates are established such that: the entire population could be vaccinated within 189 

a year (vaccination at γ=Po year
-1

; orange curve); within six months (vaccination at γ=2 Po 190 

year
-1

; grey curve); or within three months (vaccination at γ=4 Po year
-1

; yellow curve). (E) 191 

Cumulative number of infections, (F) daily number of new symptomatic cases and 192 

maximum bed occupancy (inset) for vaccination scenarios in which the vaccine coverage is 193 

kept constant at 70% Po (φ=0.70; σ=0.50; and α=0.15) and different vaccination rates such 194 

that: the entire population could be vaccinated within a year (vaccination at γ=Po year
-1

; 195 

orange curve); within six months (vaccination at γ=2 Po year
-1

; grey curve); or within three 196 

months (vaccination at γ=4 Po year
-1

; yellow curve). A reference scenario without 197 

vaccination is included in all panels (blue curve). Numbers indicate the percentage of 198 

reduction of symptomatic cases that results from the application of each vaccination rate 199 

with respect to the reference case.  The number of immune subjects at different times, in 200 

accordance with different vaccination rates, is indicated with the same color code in the 201 

secondary axis.  202 

 203 

Figure 2A shows the cumulative number of symptomatic cases at different vaccination rates 204 

when the vaccine coverage is limited to 30%. Figure 2B shows the new number of 205 

symptomatic cases per day at different vaccination rates and 30% coverage. The 206 

vaccination rate has a clear effect on both the shape and the area of the epidemic curves. 207 

Note that the peak of new infections also occurs sooner and is substantially lower as the 208 

vaccination rate is increased.  209 
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The total number of expected symptomatic cases (Figure 2A), the peak of new infections 210 

(Figure 2B), and the maximum bed occupation at hospitals (inset in Figure 2B) 211 

progressively and substantially decreased as the vaccination rate is increased. Evidently, a 212 

great benefit is attained by accelerating the distribution and application of vaccine as much 213 

as possible. The scenario of achieving a 30% coverage (300,000 vaccines per million of 214 

habitants) in three or six months seams feasible and reduces the overall number of 215 

symptomatic infected and the bed maximum bed occupancy in more than 50% with respect 216 

to the base case.   217 

Figure 2C and D show the cumulative number of cases and the number of new infections 218 

per day, respectively, at different vaccination rates and at a vaccine coverage of 50% 219 

(φ=0.5). The maximum bed occupancy under this scenario is shown in the inset of Figure 220 

2D. As before, we included a base case (blue curves) in which no vaccination occurs, 221 

whereas social distancing still has an effect equivalent to a decrease of 50% in the 222 

demographic density, and 15% of the infective subjects are diagnosed and quarantined.  223 

Similarly, Figure 2D and E show the cumulative number of cases and the number of new 224 

infections per day, respectively, at different vaccination rates and at a vaccine coverage of 225 

70% (φ=0.7). The pandemic indicators (i.e., overall number of symptomatic subjects, peak 226 

of new cases per day and maximum bed occupancy) decrease modestly as vaccine coverage 227 

is increased from φ=0.30 to 0.50 or even 0.70. The benefit of increasing vaccine coverage 228 

at a given vaccination rate is substantially smaller than the benefit of increasing the rate of 229 

vaccination at a fixed vaccination coverage. Indeed, our results suggest that the overall 230 

vaccine coverage of 30% of the population at a rate of 100% Po in 6 months is more 231 

effective than the vaccine coverage of 50% of the population at a rate of 100% Po in one 232 

year, in terms of controlling the number of infections. Note that even increasing the 233 
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coverage to 70% at the lowest rate does not provide the same benefits as a coverage of 50% 234 

achieved over a shorter period (e.g., 6 or 3 months). A modest coverage of 30% of the 235 

population at a rate of 100% Po in 6 months provides better results than a higher coverage 236 

of 70% at a rate of 100% Po in an entire year.  237 

Figure 3 presents predictions for scenarios where 50% social distancing is implemented, 238 

but where the level of diagnostic testing is increased from a basal value (15% of infected 239 

are diagnosed and quarantined) to situations were 30% of infected patients (symptomatic 240 

and asymptomatic) are diagnosed within the first 5 days of viral shedding and are 241 

quarantined. This set of results allows observation of the effect of testing intensification 242 

combined with social distancing and vaccination. This would be a more realistic and 243 

recommended scenario. As before, the trends related to the reference scenario of 30% 244 

testing (α=0.30) and 50% social distance enforcement (σ = 0.50) are indicated in blue. The 245 

combination of moderate testing and vaccination renders better results than is achieved with 246 

basal testing and vaccination. The estimate of maximum bed occupancy is reduced by at 247 

least 50 % for all values of vaccination coverage and vaccination rates analyzed. For 248 

example, at the feasible scenario of 50% coverage at 100% Po in 6 months, the maximum 249 

bed occupancy decreases from 5800 to 2030 beds if a moderate testing effort (α=0.30) is in 250 

place.  251 

As before, increasing the rate of vaccination is more efficacious than simply increasing 252 

vaccination coverage at a slow vaccination rate. For example, a vaccination strategy aimed 253 

at reaching 50% of the population at a rate of 100% Po in 6 months results in the maximum 254 

bed occupancy of ~2000 beds. By contrast, increasing the coverage to 70% at a rate of 255 

100%Po in one year yields a higher maximum bed occupancy (~3600 beds).    256 
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 257 

Figure 3. Scenarios of pandemic evolution for vaccination at different values of 258 

vaccination coverage and vaccination rates and under conditions of moderate social 259 

distancing (i.e., 50%) and enhanced testing effort (i.e., α=0.30). (A) Cumulative number 260 

of infections, (B) daily number of new symptomatic cases and maximum bed occupancy 261 

(inset) for vaccination scenarios in which the vaccine coverage is kept constant at 30% Po 262 

(φ=0.30), the effectiveness of the social distancing measures is 50% (σ=0.50), a moderate 263 

level of testing is established (α=0.30), and different vaccination rates are established, such 264 

that: the entire population could be vaccinated within a year (vaccination at γ= Po year
-1

; 265 

orange curve), within six months (vaccination at γ=2 Po year
-1

; grey curve), or within three 266 
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months (vaccination at γ=4 Po year
-1

; yellow curve). A reference scenario without 267 

vaccination is included (blue line). Numbers indicate the percentage of reduction of 268 

symptomatic cases that results from the application of each vaccination rate with respect to 269 

the reference case. (C) Cumulative number of infections, (D) daily number of new 270 

symptomatic cases and maximum bed occupancy (inset) for vaccination scenarios in which 271 

the vaccine coverage is kept constant at 50% Po (φ=0.50; σ=0.50; and α=0.30) and different 272 

vaccination rates are established such that: the entire population could be vaccinated within 273 

a year (vaccination at γ= Po year
-1

; orange curve); within six months (vaccination at γ=2 Po 274 

year
-1

; grey curve); or within three months (vaccination at γ=4 Po year
-1

; yellow curve). (E) 275 

Cumulative number of infections, (F) daily number of new symptomatic cases and 276 

maximum bed occupancy (inset) for vaccination scenarios in which the vaccine coverage is 277 

kept constant at 70% Po (φ=0.70; σ=0.50; and α=0.30) and different vaccination rates such 278 

that: the entire population could be vaccinated within a year (vaccination at γ= Po year
-1

; 279 

orange curve); within six months (vaccination at γ=2 Po year
-1

; grey curve); or within three 280 

months (vaccination at γ=4 Po year
-1

; yellow curve). A reference scenario without 281 

vaccination is included in all panels (blue curve). Numbers indicate the percentage of 282 

reduction of symptomatic cases that results from the application of each vaccination rate 283 

with respect to the reference case.  The number of immune subjects at different times, in 284 

accordance with different vaccination rates, is indicated with the same color code in the 285 

secondary axis.  286 

 287 

A graphical summary of the results for different combinations of scenarios is presented in 288 

Figure 4. The effect of different vaccination rates is shown in terms of the number of 289 

symptomatic individuals at different vaccine coverage in (Figure 4A) and the maximum 290 

bed occupancy (Figure 4B). Lines drawn in different colors indicate the different values of 291 

vaccine coverage (i.e., 30, 50, and 70%). The vaccination rate exhibits a dominant effect on 292 

the parameters of the local evolution of pandemic COVID-19 and defines the number of 293 

symptomatic cases (Figure 4A) and the maximum bed occupancy (Figure 4B). Covering 294 
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70, 50, or 30% of the population at vaccination rates of 100% Po in 12 or 6 months renders 295 

practically equivalent results. A higher vaccination coverage (50–70%) renders higher 296 

benefits than the lowest vaccination coverage (30%) only at the highest vaccination rate 297 

evaluated (i.e., vaccinating 100%Po in 3 months).  298 

 299 

Figure 4. Effect of different values of vaccination coverage and vaccination rates on 300 

pandemic indicators. (A) Number of cumulative cases, and (B) maximum bed occupancy 301 

predicted in response to the application of different vaccination rates whereby the entire 302 

population could be vaccinated within a year (vaccination at γ=Po year
-1

), within six months 303 

(vaccination at γ=2 Po year
-1

), or within three months (vaccination at γ=4 Po year
-1

) at 304 

different values of vaccine coverage: 30% Po (ϕ= 0.30: red), 50% Po (ϕ= 0.50: yellow), and 305 
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70% Po (ϕ= 0.30: green). Curves for two different values of the coefficient of testing effort 306 

are presented (α=0.15 and α=0.30). The secondary axis indicates fractional values with 307 

respect to the same reference (i.e., no vaccination, moderate social distancing (σ=0. 50), 308 

and basal testing effort (α=0. 15). (C) Number of cumulative cases, and (D) maximum 309 

number of new symptomatic cases per day predicted in response to the application of 310 

different vaccination rates  (γ= 0.5 Po to 4.0 year
-1

) and at different values of vaccine 311 

coverage (from 30% to 70%;  ϕ= 0.30 to 0.70). Curves for three different values of 312 

vaccination efficacies are presented (η=0.95; magenta rhombs, η=0.90; blue squares, and 313 

η=0.70; green circles). The secondary axis indicates fractional values with respect to the 314 

same reference (i.e., no vaccination, moderate social distancing (σ=0. 50), and moderate 315 

testing effort (α=0. 30).  316 

 317 

In Figure 4A,B we selected a reduced set of scenarios to illustrate relevant relationships 318 

between vaccination rate and coverage and reduction in some of the indicators of the local 319 

evolution of pandemic COVID-19. However, the demographic model that we used is 320 

flexible enough to simulate a wide range of additional scenarios that combine social 321 

distancing, testing effort, vaccination coverage and rate, and vaccination efficacy (Table 322 

S2).  In Table S2, five different indicators are calculated for different vaccination scenarios, 323 

including the day of the epidemic peak, the number of new infection cases at the epidemic 324 

peak, the cumulative number of symptomatic infections after 150 days of the local 325 

pandemic onset, the maximum bed occupancy, and the number of fatalities at different case 326 

fatality rates. Regardless of vaccination coverage, a fast vaccination rate (i.e., equal than or 327 

higher than 2 Po) renders reductions of more than 60% of symptomatic cases and maximum 328 

bed occupancies. 329 

For example, Figure 4C and D present an analysis of the effect of the use of vaccines with 330 

different efficacies (i.e., η = 0.95, 0.90, and 0.70). These type of analysis may be highly 331 
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useful for this and other epidemiology emergencies since constrains in the availability, cost, 332 

or logistics of vaccine storage or distribution will required countries to fulfill their 333 

vaccination requirements using not one but several vaccine alternatives.  334 

Conclusions 335 

Within the next weeks, each county will have to design its own vaccination strategy based 336 

on cost, availability, public perceptions, and logistic considerations. Here, we aim to 337 

provide a friendly, easy-to-use modeling tool to assist governments and local health 338 

officials to rationally design vaccination campaigns. 339 

We constructed a simple demographic model based on two differential equations that 340 

follow the accumulation of the number of infected subjects and the number of subjects 341 

retrieved from the infective population. This model formulation is extremely flexible and 342 

enables the prediction of the evolution of pandemic COVID-19 in urban areas based on 343 

simple reported parameters related to COVID-19 epidemiology and under different 344 

scenarios that may consider different degrees of social distancing and/or intensities of the 345 

testing effort, and different vaccination strategies. In this study, we focus on analyzing the 346 

effect of different levels of vaccination coverage and different vaccination rates on the local 347 

progression of COVID-19 in an urban area.  348 

Our results suggest that the rate of vaccination is highly relevant in controlling the 349 

evolution of COVID-19 in highly populated cities. Based on the predictions of our model, 350 

we recommend the implementation of vaccination campaigns capable of achieving an 351 

overall coverage of at least 50% in short time periods (ideally within 3 or 6 months). In 352 

general, a faster deployment of vaccines should be preferred over a higher vaccine coverage 353 
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that implies slower vaccination rates. Our model predicts that a vaccination campaign 354 

covering only 50% of the population in 3 or 6 months is more effective in controlling 355 

COVID-19 progression than is a vaccination strategy with a final coverage of 70% in 356 

longer times.  357 

Importantly, our results clearly show that social distancing measures, including the use of 358 

face masks and restriction of regular social and economic activities, must not be lifted 359 

during at least the first three months of any vaccination campaigns. Only the combination 360 

of social distancing and vaccination enables the control of COVID-19 progression in highly 361 

populated cities within a time frame of 3–4 months. In addition, the intensification of the 362 

testing effort during vaccination yields relevant reductions in terms of decreasing maximum 363 

bed occupancy and the number of symptomatic cases through the implementation of 364 

vaccination campaigns.  365 

 366 

Materials and methods 367 

Mathematical model  368 

We used an epidemiological model for the propagation of COVID-19 in urban areas that 369 

considers two variable populations of individuals, infected (X) and retrieved (R) (Figure 1). 370 

The cumulative number of infected patients (X) is the total number of subjects among the 371 

population that have been infected by SARS-CoV-2. The number of retrieved subjects is 372 

defined as the number of inhabitants that have been retrieved from the general population 373 

and therefore are not contributing to the propagation of COVID-19. Retrieved subjects 374 

include those who have recovered from the infection and do not shed virus, quarantined 375 

individuals, and deceased patients. The model assumes that infection results in short-term 376 
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immunity upon recovery (at least 12 months). This assumption is based in experimental 377 

evidence that suggests that rhesus macaques that recovered from SARS-CoV-2 infection 378 

could not be reinfected [17]. However, the acquisition of full immunity to reinfection has 379 

not been confirmed in humans, although it is well documented for other coronavirus 380 

infections, such as SARS and MERS[18,19].  381 

The interplay between these two main populations (X and R) and other subpopulations that 382 

include asymptomatic infected (A), symptomatic infected (S), and deceased (D) is 383 

determined by a set of demographic and clinical/epidemiological parameters (Table 1). The 384 

clinical parameters include an intrinsic infection rate constant (µo) that can be calculated 385 

from the initial stage of the pandemic in that particular region, the fraction of asymptomatic 386 

patients (a), the delay between the period of viral shedding by an infected patient (delay_r), 387 

the period from the onset of shedding to the result of first diagnosis and quarantine in the 388 

fraction of patients effectively diagnosed (delay_q), and the fraction of infected patients 389 

effectively diagnosed and retrieved from the population (α). Demographic parameters 390 

include the population of the region (Po), the effect of social distancing (σ) in terms of 391 

effectively decreasing the demographic density, the fraction of infected individuals 392 

retrieved from the population due to massive and effective testing (α), and the vaccine 393 

coverage (φ) and vaccination rate (γ).  394 

The model is based on a set of two simple differential equations.  395 

 396 

dX/dt= µo (1-σ) (X-R) (Po-X-V)/Po   equation (1) 397 

dR/dt= α (X)│t-delay_q – (1- α) (X)│t-delay_r                 equation (2) 398 

 399 
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The first equation of the set (equation 1) states that the rate of accumulation of infected 400 

habitants (asymptomatic and symptomatic) in an urban area (assumed to be a closed 401 

system) is proportional to the number of infective subjects present in that population at a 402 

given point (X-R) and the fraction of the population still susceptible to infection ((Po-X-403 

V)/Po). Note that the number of infective subjects is given by the difference between the 404 

accumulated number of infected subjects (X) and the number of retrieved subjects (R). The 405 

fraction of the susceptible population decreases over time, as more inhabitants in the 406 

community get infected (X) or are vaccinated (V). The proportionality constant in equation 407 

1 (µo) is an intrinsic rate of infection that is weighted by the effective fractional reduction 408 

of social distancing on the population density (1- σ).  409 

The second equation (equation 2) describes the rate at which infected patients are retrieved 410 

from the infective population. Eventually, all infected subjects are retrieved from the 411 

population of infected individuals, but this occurs at distinct rates. A fraction of infected 412 

individuals (α) is effectively retrieved from the general population soon after the onset of 413 

symptoms or after a positive diagnosis. Another fraction of infected subjects (1- α) is not 414 

effectively retrieved from the population until they have recovered or died from the disease. 415 

Therefore, in our formulation, the overall rate of retrieval (dR/dt) has two distinctive 416 

contributions, each one associated with different terms on the right-hand side of equation 2. 417 

The first term accounts for the active rate of retrieving infected patients through the 418 

diagnosis and quarantine of SARS-CoV-2 positive subjects. For this term, the delay from 419 

the onset of virus shedding to positive diagnosis and quarantine (delay_q) is considered 420 

short (i.e., between two to five days), to account for a reasonable time between the positive 421 

diagnosis and the action of quarantine. In our model formulation, this term is represented 422 

by (1-α). A second term relates to the recovery or death of infected patients (symptomatic 423 
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or asymptomatic) and is represented by the integral of all infected subjects recovered or 424 

deceased from the onset of the epidemic episode in the region, considering a delay of 21 425 

days (delay_r), which accounts for the average time of recovery of an infected individual. 426 

Note that the simultaneous solution of equations 1 and 2 is sufficient to describe the 427 

evolution of the number of asymptomatic individuals (A), symptomatic individuals (S), and 428 

deceased patients (D) through the specification of several constants and simple relations.  429 

 430 

a dX/dt = dA/dt   equation (3) 431 

(1-a) dX/dt = dS/dt   equation (4) 432 

m [(1-a) dX/dt ] =dD/dt    equation (5) 433 

 434 

Here, a is the fraction of asymptomatic subjects among the infected population, (1-a) is the 435 

fraction of infected individuals that exhibit symptoms, and m is the mortality rate expressed 436 

as a fraction of symptomatic individuals.   437 

This model relies on some basic assumptions that are sustained in clinical or 438 

epidemiological data. 439 

  440 

Parameter values and assumptions 441 

The fraction of asymptomatic infected (a) is one of the critical inputs for the model; it 442 

determines the final and maximum feasible threshold of symptomatic infected. The current 443 

evidence is not yet sufficient to support a conclusive value for this parameter. For the 444 

simulations presented here, we set a=0.85, based on a recent serological study conducted in 445 

New York City (NYC) that found anti-SARS-CoV-2 IGGs among 21.2% of the population 446 

[20]. This serological result, combined with simulation work, suggests that nearly 85% of 447 
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exposed New Yorkers were asymptomatic or exhibited minor symptoms. In addition, the 448 

average time of sickness was set at 21 days in our simulations, as this is within the reported 449 

range of 14 to 32 days[21], with a median time to recovery of 21 days[22]. Viral shedding 450 

can last for three to four weeks after the onset of symptoms, with a peak at day 10-11.[23]  451 

Therefore, we assume that all those infected not quarantined could continue to transmit the 452 

virus until full recovery (21 days). Similarly, asymptomatic patients are only removed from 453 

the pool of susceptible persons after full recovery. Asymptomatic patients are considered 454 

part of the population capable of transmitting COVID-19; reported evidence that suggests 455 

that asymptomatic subjects (or minimally symptomatic patients) may exhibit similar viral 456 

loads [24] to those of symptomatic patients and may be active transmitters of the disease 457 

[25,26].  458 

The average fraction of deceased patients worldwide is estimated as 0.029 of those infected 459 

21 days before [27]. We also consider that the average time for bed occupancy of 460 

hospitalized patients is 14 days. The estimated average hospitalization stays range from 9.3 461 

to 13 days in the United States [28] and China [29,30], but much longer stays were reported 462 

in intensive care units in Italy (20 to 25 days)[31]. Anecdotal data collected in México 463 

suggests that hospitalization stays of at least two weeks are a more accurate figure for Latin 464 

American societies.  465 

For illustrative purposes, we set the value of µo (the intrinsic rate of infection) in 0.33 day
-1

. 466 

This value is similar to that observed in Sao Paulo (~0.308), Mexico City (~0.329), Toronto 467 

(~0.330), Lisbon (~0.341), Madrid (~0.358) and London (0.362), at the local onset of 468 

pandemic COVID-19 in 2020. Other urban areas have exhibited values of µo between 0.2 469 

and 0.65 day
-1

 (Table S1). The value of µo (i.e., the intrinsic rate of infectivity of SARS-470 

CoV2 before interventions) can be calculated for any urban area assuming that the initial 471 
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rate of propagation is d(X)/dt = µo [X], where [X] is the number of initially infected 472 

subjects. Subsequently, the intrinsic rate of infection can be calculated from the initial slope 473 

of a plot of ln [X] vs time, which is a usual procedure for the calculation of intrinsic growth 474 

rates in cell culture scenarios under the assumption of a first-order rate growth dependence.  475 
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Figure S1. Scenarios of pandemic evolution during the vaccination of 70% of the 

population at different vaccination rates under conditions of modest social distancing 

(i.e., 25%). (A) The cumulative number of infections, (B) the number of new infections per 

day and the maximum bed occupancy (inset) are presented for vaccination scenarios in 
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which the vaccine coverage is kept constant at 70% Po (φ=0.70), the effectiveness of the 

social distancing measures is 20% (σ=0.20), a basal level of testing is established (α=0.15), 

and different vaccination rates are imposed, such that: the entire population could be 

vaccinated within a year (vaccination at γ=0.0027 Po day
-1

; orange curve), within six 

months (vaccination at γ=0.0054 Po day
-1

; grey curve), or within three months (vaccination 

at γ=0.0108 Po day
-1

; yellow curve). A reference scenario without vaccination is included 

(blue line). Numbers indicate the percentage of reduction of symptomatic cases that results 

from the application of each vaccination rate with respect to the reference case.   

 

 

 

Table S1. Specific infection rates (µo) and the associated doubling times (td) for COVID-19 

infection in different geographic regions. Note that the intrinsic rate of infection ranges 

between 0.30 and 0.37 for territories with population densities between 4,000 and 7,000 

hab km
2
.  

 
Territory Population density µ td 

 (hab km2) (day-1) (day) 

 Sao Paulo; Brazil ~7,000 0.308 2.250 

Mexico City; México  6,000 0.329 2.107 

Toronto; Canada 4,149 0.330 2.100 

Lisbon; Portugal 5,476 0.341 2.032 

Madrid; Spain  5,418 0.358 1.937 
London; England  5,701 0.362 1.915 

Amsterdam; Netherlands 4,439 0.424 1.635 

NYC; USA 10,194 0.666 1.040 
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Table S2. Effect of different vaccination scenarios in relevant indicators of the local 

evolution of pandemic COVID-19. Indicators are calculated for different vaccination 

scenarios, including the day of the epidemic peak, the number of new infection cases at the 

epidemic peak, the cumulative number of symptomatic infections after 150 days of the 

local pandemic onset, the maximum bed occupancy, and the number of fatalities at 

different case fatality rates. 

 

 
 
 

 

η: Vaccine 

Efficacy

φ: Vaccination 

Coverage 

vaccination rate 

(γ Po year-1)

vaccine 

equivalents
max_symptomatic max_new cases max_bed occupancy peak @ day

0.09 0.04 0.02 0.01
0.95 0.30 0.00 0.00 110736.53 2885.67 5804.24 94.66 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.95 0.30 0.50 285000.00 93284.68 2299.44 4651.22 95.06 1535.76 610.81 383.94 191.97

0.95 0.30 1.00 285000.00 75870.70 1775.05 3607.71 94.92 3068.19 1220.30 767.05 383.52

0.95 0.30 1.50 285000.00 60820.34 1329.98 2712.98 93.92 4392.62 1747.07 1098.16 549.08

0.95 0.30 2.00 285000.00 52753.41 976.94 1997.40 91.89 5102.51 2029.41 1275.63 637.81

0.95 0.30 2.50 285000.00 49332.18 740.92 1535.01 94.96 5403.58 2149.15 1350.90 675.45

0.95 0.30 3.00 285000.00 47699.85 644.99 1340.75 100.07 5547.23 2206.28 1386.81 693.40

0.95 0.30 3.50 285000.00 46784.89 598.89 1246.27 104.32 5627.74 2238.31 1406.94 703.47

0.95 0.30 4.00 285000.00 46204.29 573.15 1193.17 107.57 5678.84 2258.63 1419.71 709.85

0.95 0.40 0.50 380000.00 93284.68 2299.44 4651.22 95.06 1535.76 610.81 383.94 191.97

0.95 0.40 1.00 380000.00 75856.01 1775.05 3607.71 94.92 3069.49 1220.82 767.37 383.69

0.95 0.40 1.50 380000.00 59319.86 1329.98 2712.98 93.92 4524.67 1799.58 1131.17 565.58

0.95 0.40 2.00 380000.00 45856.77 976.94 1997.40 91.89 5709.42 2270.79 1427.35 713.68

0.95 0.40 2.50 380000.00 37260.87 716.28 1465.82 88.90 6465.86 2571.65 1616.46 808.23

0.95 0.40 3.00 380000.00 32212.76 534.43 1093.37 85.33 6910.09 2748.33 1727.52 863.76

0.95 0.40 3.50 380000.00 29088.93 411.00 842.92 86.74 7184.99 2857.67 1796.25 898.12

0.95 0.40 4.00 380000.00 26996.63 327.16 680.96 86.01 7369.11 2930.90 1842.28 921.14

0.95 0.50 0.50 475000.00 93284.68 2299.44 4651.22 95.06 1535.76 610.81 383.94 191.97

0.95 0.50 1.00 475000.00 75855.97 1775.05 3607.71 94.92 3069.49 1220.82 767.37 383.69

0.95 0.50 1.50 475000.00 59253.45 1329.98 2712.98 93.92 4530.51 1801.91 1132.63 566.31

0.95 0.50 2.00 475000.00 44678.68 976.94 1997.40 91.89 5813.09 2312.02 1453.27 726.64

0.95 0.50 2.50 475000.00 33502.37 716.28 1465.82 88.90 6796.61 2703.20 1699.15 849.58

0.95 0.50 3.00 475000.00 25909.36 534.43 1093.37 85.33 7464.79 2968.95 1866.20 933.10

0.95 0.50 3.50 475000.00 20899.80 411.00 839.88 81.64 7905.63 3144.29 1976.41 988.20

0.95 0.50 4.00 475000.00 17504.14 327.16 667.39 78.13 8204.45 3263.13 2051.11 1025.56

0.95 0.60 0.50 570000.00 93284.68 2299.44 4651.22 95.06 1535.76 610.81 383.94 191.97

0.95 0.60 1.00 570000.00 75855.97 1775.05 3607.71 94.92 3069.49 1220.82 767.37 383.69

0.95 0.60 1.50 570000.00 59251.93 1329.98 2712.98 93.92 4530.64 1801.96 1132.66 566.33

0.95 0.60 2.00 570000.00 44582.17 976.94 1997.40 91.89 5821.58 2315.40 1455.40 727.70

0.95 0.60 2.50 570000.00 32839.29 716.28 1465.82 88.90 6854.96 2726.40 1713.74 856.87

0.95 0.60 3.00 570000.00 24346.79 534.43 1093.37 85.33 7602.30 3023.64 1900.57 950.29

0.95 0.60 3.50 570000.00 18561.72 411.00 839.88 81.64 8111.38 3226.12 2027.85 1013.92

0.95 0.60 4.00 570000.00 14652.20 327.16 667.39 78.13 8455.42 3362.95 2113.86 1056.93

0.95 0.70 0.50 665000.00 93284.68 2299.44 4651.22 95.06 1535.76 610.81 383.94 191.97

0.95 0.70 1.00 665000.00 75855.97 1775.05 3607.71 94.92 3069.49 1220.82 767.37 383.69

0.95 0.70 1.50 665000.00 59251.89 1329.98 2712.98 93.92 4530.65 1801.96 1132.66 566.33

0.95 0.70 2.00 665000.00 44577.76 976.94 1997.40 91.89 5821.97 2315.56 1455.49 727.75

0.95 0.70 2.50 665000.00 32767.47 716.28 1465.82 88.90 6861.28 2728.92 1715.32 857.66

0.95 0.70 3.00 665000.00 24070.20 534.43 1093.37 85.33 7626.64 3033.32 1906.66 953.33

0.95 0.70 3.50 665000.00 18037.42 411.00 839.88 81.64 8157.52 3244.47 2039.38 1019.69

0.95 0.70 4.00 665000.00 13936.55 327.16 667.39 78.13 8518.40 3388.00 2129.60 1064.80

0.90 0.30 0.50 270000.00 94207.71 2328.90 4709.52 95.05 1454.54 578.51 363.63 181.82

0.90 0.30 1.00 270000.00 77684.00 1826.81 3711.21 94.97 2908.62 1156.84 727.16 363.58

0.90 0.30 1.50 270000.00 63345.18 1394.35 2842.89 94.15 4170.44 1658.70 1042.61 521.30

0.90 0.30 2.00 270000.00 55747.12 1043.37 2132.43 92.41 4839.07 1924.63 1209.77 604.88

0.90 0.30 2.50 270000.00 52618.16 811.28 1679.55 95.75 5114.42 2034.14 1278.60 639.30

0.90 0.30 3.00 270000.00 51168.80 719.24 1493.50 100.61 5241.96 2084.87 1310.49 655.24

0.90 0.30 3.50 270000.00 50376.47 675.32 1403.68 104.44 5311.68 2112.60 1327.92 663.96

0.90 0.30 4.00 270000.00 49884.00 650.89 1353.42 107.32 5355.02 2129.84 1338.76 669.38

0.90 0.40 0.50 360000.00 94207.71 2328.90 4709.52 95.05 1454.54 578.51 363.63 181.82

0.90 0.40 1.00 360000.00 77669.13 1826.81 3711.21 94.97 2909.93 1157.36 727.48 363.74

0.90 0.40 1.50 360000.00 61846.48 1394.35 2842.89 94.15 4302.32 1711.15 1075.58 537.79

0.90 0.40 2.00 360000.00 48826.31 1043.37 2132.43 92.41 5448.10 2166.86 1362.02 681.01

0.90 0.40 2.50 360000.00 40549.04 776.48 1588.83 89.76 6176.50 2456.56 1544.12 772.06

0.90 0.40 3.00 360000.00 35780.66 584.55 1196.15 86.49 6596.12 2623.46 1649.03 824.51

0.90 0.40 3.50 360000.00 32893.12 450.96 932.62 88.52 6850.22 2724.52 1712.55 856.28

0.90 0.40 4.00 360000.00 30993.56 369.73 770.27 89.10 7017.38 2791.00 1754.35 877.17

0.90 0.50 0.50 450000.00 94207.71 2328.90 4709.52 95.05 1454.54 578.51 363.63 181.82

0.90 0.50 1.00 450000.00 77669.08 1826.81 3711.21 94.97 2909.93 1157.36 727.48 363.74

0.90 0.50 1.50 450000.00 61776.59 1394.35 2842.89 94.15 4308.47 1713.60 1077.12 538.56

0.90 0.50 2.00 450000.00 47568.23 1043.37 2132.43 92.41 5558.81 2210.89 1389.70 694.85

0.90 0.50 2.50 450000.00 36449.84 776.48 1588.83 89.76 6537.23 2600.03 1634.31 817.15

0.90 0.50 3.00 450000.00 28808.50 584.55 1196.15 86.49 7209.67 2867.48 1802.42 901.21

0.90 0.50 3.50 450000.00 23739.71 450.96 922.02 82.99 7655.72 3044.89 1913.93 956.97

0.90 0.50 4.00 450000.00 20286.17 358.64 732.19 79.57 7959.63 3165.76 1989.91 994.95

Vaccination parameters Local pandemic indicators Case fatality rates
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Table S2. (continuation) Effect of different vaccination scenarios in relevant indicators of 

the local evolution of pandemic COVID-19. 

 

 

 
 

η: Vaccine 

Efficacy

φ: Vaccination 

Coverage 

vaccination rate 

(γ Po year-1)

vaccine 

equivalents
max_symptomatic max_new cases max_bed occupancy peak @ day

0.09 0.04 0.02 0.01
0.90 0.60 0.50 540000.00 94207.71 2328.90 4709.52 95.05 1454.54 578.51 363.63 181.82

0.90 0.60 1.00 540000.00 77669.08 1826.81 3711.21 94.97 2909.93 1157.36 727.48 363.74

0.90 0.60 1.50 540000.00 61774.93 1394.35 2842.89 94.15 4308.62 1713.66 1077.16 538.58

0.90 0.60 2.00 540000.00 47458.01 1043.37 2132.43 92.41 5568.51 2214.75 1392.13 696.06

0.90 0.60 2.50 540000.00 35666.55 776.48 1588.83 89.76 6606.16 2627.45 1651.54 825.77

0.90 0.60 3.00 540000.00 26898.28 584.55 1196.15 86.49 7377.77 2934.34 1844.44 922.22

0.90 0.60 3.50 540000.00 20798.17 450.96 922.02 82.99 7914.58 3147.84 1978.64 989.32

0.90 0.60 4.00 540000.00 16609.98 358.64 732.19 79.57 8283.14 3294.43 2070.78 1035.39

0.90 0.70 0.50 630000.00 94207.71 2328.90 4709.52 95.05 1454.54 578.51 363.63 181.82

0.90 0.70 1.00 630000.00 77669.08 1826.81 3711.21 94.97 2909.93 1157.36 727.48 363.74

0.90 0.70 1.50 630000.00 61774.89 1394.35 2842.89 94.15 4308.62 1713.66 1077.16 538.58

0.90 0.70 2.00 630000.00 47452.65 1043.37 2132.43 92.41 5568.98 2214.94 1392.25 696.12

0.90 0.70 2.50 630000.00 35574.16 776.48 1588.83 89.76 6614.29 2630.68 1653.57 826.79

0.90 0.70 3.00 630000.00 26529.61 584.55 1196.15 86.49 7410.21 2947.24 1852.55 926.28

0.90 0.70 3.50 630000.00 20079.36 450.96 922.02 82.99 7977.83 3173.00 1994.46 997.23

0.90 0.70 4.00 630000.00 15608.76 358.64 732.19 79.57 8371.24 3329.47 2092.81 1046.41

0.70 0.30 0.50 210000.00 97897.87 2448.43 4945.61 95.00 1129.80 449.35 282.45 141.23

0.70 0.30 1.00 210000.00 85001.84 2042.25 4140.86 95.08 2264.65 900.71 566.16 283.08

0.70 0.30 1.50 210000.00 73707.24 1674.21 3405.71 94.79 3258.58 1296.02 814.64 407.32

0.70 0.30 2.00 210000.00 67988.32 1351.18 2757.03 94.00 3761.84 1496.19 940.46 470.23

0.70 0.30 2.50 210000.00 65871.32 1147.37 2366.24 97.40 3948.14 1570.28 987.03 493.52

0.70 0.30 3.00 210000.00 64986.34 1072.12 2214.70 100.72 4026.02 1601.26 1006.50 503.25

0.70 0.30 3.50 210000.00 64542.07 1036.88 2143.58 103.08 4065.11 1616.81 1016.28 508.14

0.70 0.30 4.00 210000.00 64284.98 1017.70 2104.38 104.82 4087.74 1625.80 1021.93 510.97

0.70 0.40 0.50 280000.00 97897.87 2448.43 4945.61 95.00 1129.80 449.35 282.45 141.23

0.70 0.40 1.00 280000.00 84986.99 2042.25 4140.86 95.08 2265.96 901.23 566.49 283.24

0.70 0.40 1.50 280000.00 72336.78 1674.21 3405.71 94.79 3379.18 1343.99 844.79 422.40

0.70 0.40 2.00 280000.00 61658.26 1351.18 2755.79 94.00 4318.89 1717.74 1079.72 539.86

0.70 0.40 2.50 280000.00 55130.50 1078.16 2203.08 92.65 4893.33 1946.21 1223.33 611.67

0.70 0.40 3.00 280000.00 51747.01 856.45 1769.11 93.90 5191.08 2064.63 1297.77 648.88

0.70 0.40 3.50 280000.00 49928.86 731.94 1519.45 96.14 5351.07 2128.27 1337.77 668.88

0.70 0.40 4.00 280000.00 48855.26 669.08 1390.35 100.28 5445.55 2165.84 1361.39 680.69

0.70 0.50 0.50 350000.00 97897.87 2448.43 4945.61 95.00 1129.80 449.35 282.45 141.23

0.70 0.50 1.00 350000.00 84986.95 2042.25 4140.86 95.08 2265.96 901.24 566.49 283.25

0.70 0.50 1.50 350000.00 72259.67 1674.21 3405.71 94.79 3385.96 1346.69 846.49 423.25

0.70 0.50 2.00 350000.00 60252.91 1351.18 2755.79 94.00 4442.56 1766.93 1110.64 555.32

0.70 0.50 2.50 350000.00 50351.96 1078.16 2203.08 92.65 5313.84 2113.46 1328.46 664.23

0.70 0.50 3.00 350000.00 43534.03 856.45 1752.00 90.73 5913.82 2352.09 1478.45 739.23

0.70 0.50 3.50 350000.00 39194.02 682.82 1397.39 88.36 6295.74 2503.99 1573.94 786.97

0.70 0.50 4.00 350000.00 36384.98 550.46 1130.12 90.65 6542.94 2602.30 1635.73 817.87

0.70 0.60 0.50 420000.00 97897.87 2448.43 4945.61 95.00 1129.80 449.35 282.45 141.23

0.70 0.60 1.00 420000.00 84986.95 2042.25 4140.86 95.08 2265.96 901.24 566.49 283.25

0.70 0.60 1.50 420000.00 72257.41 1674.21 3405.71 94.79 3386.16 1346.77 846.54 423.27

0.70 0.60 2.00 420000.00 60098.36 1351.18 2755.79 94.00 4456.16 1772.34 1114.04 557.02

0.70 0.60 2.50 420000.00 49147.06 1078.16 2203.08 92.65 5419.87 2155.63 1354.97 677.48

0.70 0.60 3.00 420000.00 40280.86 856.45 1752.00 90.73 6200.10 2465.95 1550.02 775.01

0.70 0.60 3.50 420000.00 33772.57 682.82 1397.39 88.36 6772.83 2693.74 1693.21 846.60

0.70 0.60 4.00 420000.00 29160.43 550.46 1126.25 85.72 7178.70 2855.16 1794.67 897.34

0.70 0.70 0.50 490000.00 97897.87 2448.43 4945.61 95.00 1129.80 449.35 282.45 141.23

0.70 0.70 1.00 490000.00 84986.95 2042.25 4140.86 95.08 2265.96 901.24 566.49 283.25

0.70 0.70 1.50 490000.00 72257.36 1674.21 3405.71 94.79 3386.17 1346.77 846.54 423.27

0.70 0.70 2.00 490000.00 60088.43 1351.18 2755.79 94.00 4457.03 1772.68 1114.26 557.13

0.70 0.70 2.50 490000.00 48957.66 1078.16 2203.08 92.65 5436.54 2162.26 1359.14 679.57

0.70 0.70 3.00 490000.00 39413.39 856.45 1752.00 90.73 6276.44 2496.31 1569.11 784.55

0.70 0.70 3.50 490000.00 31843.05 682.82 1397.39 88.36 6942.63 2761.27 1735.66 867.83

0.70 0.70 4.00 490000.00 26157.75 550.46 1126.25 85.72 7442.93 2960.26 1860.73 930.37

0.62 0.30 0.50 186000.00 99372.32 2496.95 5041.29 94.97 1000.05 397.75 250.01 125.01

0.62 0.30 1.00 186000.00 87947.72 2131.99 4319.25 95.09 2005.41 797.61 501.35 250.68

0.62 0.30 1.50 186000.00 77929.84 1795.65 3648.91 94.94 2886.99 1148.23 721.75 360.87

0.62 0.30 2.00 186000.00 72939.81 1492.88 3043.62 94.43 3326.11 1322.89 831.53 415.76

0.62 0.30 2.50 186000.00 71157.68 1304.71 2684.74 97.51 3482.94 1385.26 870.73 435.37

0.62 0.30 3.00 186000.00 70436.73 1236.45 2547.92 100.25 3546.38 1410.49 886.60 443.30

0.62 0.30 3.50 186000.00 70084.12 1204.74 2484.37 102.15 3577.41 1422.83 894.35 447.18

0.62 0.30 4.00 186000.00 69884.41 1187.65 2449.53 103.56 3594.99 1429.82 898.75 449.37

0.62 0.40 0.50 248000.00 99372.32 2496.95 5041.29 94.97 1000.05 397.75 250.01 125.01

0.62 0.40 1.00 248000.00 87933.29 2131.99 4319.25 95.09 2006.68 798.11 501.67 250.84

0.62 0.40 1.50 248000.00 76659.23 1795.65 3648.91 94.94 2998.80 1192.71 749.70 374.85

0.62 0.40 2.00 248000.00 67102.43 1492.88 3041.42 94.43 3839.80 1527.19 959.95 479.98

0.62 0.40 2.50 248000.00 61375.25 1227.87 2506.54 93.49 4343.79 1727.64 1085.95 542.97

0.62 0.40 3.00 248000.00 58534.91 1003.01 2082.45 95.17 4593.74 1827.06 1148.44 574.22

0.62 0.40 3.50 248000.00 57080.00 894.99 1854.80 97.65 4721.77 1877.98 1180.44 590.22

0.62 0.40 4.00 248000.00 56257.27 838.55 1738.23 100.95 4794.17 1906.77 1198.54 599.27
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Table S2. (continuation) Effect of different vaccination scenarios in relevant indicators of 

the local evolution of pandemic COVID-19. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

η: Vaccine 

Efficacy

φ: Vaccination 

Coverage 

vaccination rate 

(γ Po year-1)

vaccine 

equivalents
max_symptomatic max_new cases max_bed occupancy peak @ day

0.09 0.04 0.02 0.01

0.62 0.50 0.50 310000.00 99372.32 2496.95 5041.29 94.97 1000.05 397.75 250.01 125.01

0.62 0.50 1.00 310000.00 87933.24 2131.99 4319.25 95.09 2006.69 798.11 501.67 250.84

0.62 0.50 1.50 310000.00 76582.75 1795.65 3648.91 94.94 3005.53 1195.38 751.38 375.69

0.62 0.50 2.00 310000.00 65728.32 1492.88 3041.42 94.43 3960.72 1575.29 990.18 495.09

0.62 0.50 2.50 310000.00 56693.31 1227.87 2506.54 93.49 4755.80 1891.51 1188.95 594.48

0.62 0.50 3.00 310000.00 50567.30 1003.01 2050.41 92.10 5294.89 2105.92 1323.72 661.86

0.62 0.50 3.50 310000.00 46817.60 818.05 1673.69 90.29 5624.87 2237.16 1406.22 703.11

0.62 0.50 4.00 310000.00 44503.25 669.98 1393.69 92.75 5828.53 2318.16 1457.13 728.57

0.62 0.60 0.50 372000.00 99372.32 2496.95 5041.29 94.97 1000.05 397.75 250.01 125.01

0.62 0.60 1.00 372000.00 87933.24 2131.99 4319.25 95.09 2006.69 798.11 501.67 250.84

0.62 0.60 1.50 372000.00 76580.27 1795.65 3648.91 94.94 3005.75 1195.47 751.44 375.72

0.62 0.60 2.00 372000.00 65565.51 1492.88 3041.42 94.43 3975.05 1580.99 993.76 496.88

0.62 0.60 2.50 372000.00 55406.80 1227.87 2506.54 93.49 4869.02 1936.54 1217.25 608.63

0.62 0.60 3.00 372000.00 47031.02 1003.01 2050.41 92.10 5606.08 2229.69 1401.52 700.76

0.62 0.60 3.50 372000.00 40889.05 818.05 1673.69 90.29 6146.58 2444.66 1536.64 768.32

0.62 0.60 4.00 372000.00 36610.34 669.98 1371.10 88.14 6523.10 2594.42 1630.78 815.39

0.62 0.70 0.50 434000.00 99372.32 2496.95 5041.29 94.97 1000.05 397.75 250.01 125.01

0.62 0.70 1.00 434000.00 87933.24 2131.99 4319.25 95.09 2006.69 798.11 501.67 250.84

0.62 0.70 1.50 434000.00 76580.23 1795.65 3648.91 94.94 3005.75 1195.47 751.44 375.72

0.62 0.70 2.00 434000.00 65553.86 1492.88 3041.42 94.43 3976.07 1581.39 994.02 497.01

0.62 0.70 2.50 434000.00 55185.28 1227.87 2506.54 93.49 4888.51 1944.29 1222.13 611.06

0.62 0.70 3.00 434000.00 45977.69 1003.01 2050.41 92.10 5698.78 2266.56 1424.69 712.35

0.62 0.70 3.50 434000.00 38453.92 818.05 1673.69 90.29 6360.87 2529.89 1590.22 795.11

0.62 0.70 4.00 434000.00 32703.07 669.98 1371.10 88.14 6866.94 2731.17 1716.74 858.37
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