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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a SEIR type COVID-19 model where the infected
class is further divided into subclasses with individuals in intensive care (ICUs)
and ventilation units. The model is validated with the symptomatic COVID-
19 cases, deaths, and the number of patients in ICUs and ventilation units
as reported by Republic of Turkey, Ministry of Health for the period March
11, 2020 through May 30, 2020 when the nationwide lockdown is in order.
COVID-19 interventions in Turkey are incorporated into the model to detect the
future trend of the outbreak accurately. We tested the effect of underreporting
and we found that the peaks of the disease differ significantly depending on

the rate of underreporting, however, the timing of the peaks remains constant.
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The lockdown is lifted on June 1, and the model is modified to include a time
dependent transmission rate which is linked to the effective reproduction number
R: through basic reproduction number Ry. The modified model captures the
changing dynamics and peaks of the outbreak successfully. With the onset of
vaccination on 13 January 2021, we augment the model with the vaccination
class to investigate the impact of vaccination rate and efficacy. We observe
that vaccination rate is a more critical parameter than the vaccine efficacy to
eliminate the disease successfully.

Keywords: Turkey, COVID-19, SARS-Cov-2, vaccination, underreporting,

effective reproduction number.

1. Introduction

The novel coronavirus SARS-CoV-2 was firstly identified in Wuhan, China
in December 2019 [I] and World Health Organization (WHO) characterised the
situation as a pandemic in March, 2020 [2]. More than 92 million cases and 2

s million deaths were reported worldwide (as of 17 January, 2020).

To asses the outbreak in Turkey in terms of precautions and interventions,
first “COVID-19 Risk Assessment” was made public by Scientific Advisory
Board for COVID-19 on January 22, 2020 and the first version of the book-
let for guidelines was published on January 24, 2020 [3]. The first COVID-19

o case was diagnosed on March 9, 2020 in Turkey, and the first fatality was re-
ported on March 17, 2020 [4]. People showing symptoms of novel coronavirus
infection have been monitored and contact tracing has been done. In addition,
schools and universities moved to distance learning on March 16, 2020, some
travel and other restrictions have been put into action to prevent the spread of

15 the disease in public places and large cities of Turkey [4].

SARS-CoV-2 infection is quite different from previously known infectious
diseases due to the asymptomatic cases reported in different parts of the world.
For example, of all passengers and crew tested on Diamond Princess cruise ship,

58% of infected people did not show any symptoms [5], more strikingly of 408
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2 people living in shelters in Boston, PCR-testing confirmed that 88.5% showed
no symptoms [6]. For a review of asymptomatic case studies, we refer the reader
to the study [7].
Unknown characteristics of SARS-CoV-2 infection led scientists to construct
mathematical models incorporating the data so that long-term dynamics of the
s outbreak could be understood and efficient intervention strategies could be im-
plemented by government authorities. There are numerous promising papers
modeling COVID-19 pandemic in the literature; but, we here just mention some
of them. For example, a SEIR (susceptible-exposed-infected-recovered) model
including symptomatic and presymptomatic compartments has been used with
s both COVID-19 case and mortality data to predict the evolution of the dis-
ease and decide possible intervention strategies in the USA. The authors find
that 95% compliance with mask use is vital to slow down the deaths caused
by SARV-CoV-2 infection [8]. Ibio et al. explain the spread of the disease in
Nigeria in terms of a SEIR-type model where the infectious compartment is
s divided into three subclasses as symptomatically-infectious, asymptomatically-
infectious and hospitalized [9]. Garba et al. propose a generalized SEIR type
model for the outbreak in South Africa by including the contaminated environ-
ment [I0]. A SIDARTHE (susceptible, infected, diagnosed, ailing, recognized,
threatened, healed and extinct) model is proposed by Giordano et al. where
w0 the difference between diagnosed and undiagnosed infectious individuals is in-
cluded in the model and importance of social-distancing together with contact
tracing and testing is underlined [II]. An age-dependent model is presented to
determine the epidemic peak by using data of South Africa, Turkey and Brazil
via data-fitting [12]. On the other hand, a SEIR type model is constructed for
s Turkey and a simulator called TURKSAS has been developed where authors pre-
dict the number of infected individuals to be approximately 123,000 in March
21, 2020 [13]. With the use of Turkey data, a SEIR type model with quaran-
tined compartment is developed to predict the peak with different intervention
strategies [14].

50 Mathematical models can be used to discuss the influence of different inter-
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vention strategies so that appropriate precautions can be implemented before
any epidemic peaks. For example, Iboi et al. show that use of face mask is very
effective to control spread; but, it may not be possible due to economic limita-
tions; so, other intervention strategies such as social-distancing and lockdown
55 have to be implemented. [9] On the other hand, a novel §-SETHRD (with sus-
ceptible, exposed, infectious, undetected infectious, hospitalized, hospitalized
that will die, dead, recovered, undetected recovered compartments) model is in-
troduced for data of China and undetected infectious compartment is included
to investigate the effect of this class to spread of the disease [I5]. Ngonghala et
o al. propose a model including the isolated and quarantined compartments to-
gether with patients staying in intensive care unit (ICU) with US and New-York
data [I6]. They find that quarantine is the most effective intervention strategy
among quarantine, tracing and face masks, to slow down the spread. Moreover,
Eikenberry et al. compare different face masks efficacy and they find out that
e face mask use must be applied nation-wide even if a low quality mask is used
[1I7], whereas Ngonghala et al. study the post-lockdown interventions in some
states of the USA and find timing of lockdown and detection of pre-symptomatic
and asymptomatically-infectious individuals is quite critical, together with face
mask use [I8]. Kennedy et al. develop a generalized SEIR model including a
7 compartment for critical patients and they discuss the contribution of personal
protection measures and social distancing to the number of patients in ICU [19].
They deduce that “a stepping-down approach every 80 days” can be applied to
eliminate the second peak and to reduce the number of patients at ICU.
There is no special medicine that is known to treat SARS-CoV-2 infected
7 people; but, new promising vaccines are still being developed to prevent people
from infection [20]. In terms of vaccination models for COVID-19 pandemic, the
number of studies is quite limited compared to modeling of non-pharmacologic
interventions. For example, Gumel et al. present a model by decomposing sus-
ceptible compartment as vaccinated and unvaccinated subclasses by discussing
s stability and threshold for herd immunity [21]. In another study [22], a heteroge-

neous model based on the face mask use is presented and success of vaccination
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together with social-distancing is discussed. Another recent work takes 16 age
groups into consideration and use of vaccination is optimized with four differ-
ent objective functions [23]. On the other hand, a hypothetical case study for
ss  South Africa has been published and Mukandavire et al. suggest that social
distancing is a key intervention strategy until an efficient vaccine is applied in
the community [24].
Spread of a disease could be different from country to country and param-
eter estimation enables us to mimic real world phenomenon with the available
o data. Asunderlined in the study [25], it is crucial to determine the values of key
parameters correctly, to update the model appropriately when new evidence be-
comes available and to understand the heterogeneity of the population in terms
of the spread of the disease. Even though we can determine the contact rate
via data-fitting, its constant value may cause simulation results to deteriorate,
os since transmission of the disease might change due to the update of govern-
ment policies. Thus, time-dependent contact rate is preferable in some studies.
For example, authors use the transmission rate as a slow-decaying continuous
function inversely correlated with the parameter denoting the effects of the in-
terventions [10]. In other studies [I7) 26], time dependent transmission rate
w0 depending on minimum contact rate and the rate at which contact decreases
is used. It is known that the reproduction number R, is a measure for the
average number of secondary infections per infective [27]. However, it would
be more flexible and accurate to use a time dependent measure computed from
the daily reported cases, namely effective reproduction number R; or R(t), to
s catch the dynamics of the disease [28, 29] [30]. Indeed, the transmission rate can
be written in terms of the effective reproduction number as a time dependent
function in some SIR models [31], B2} B3].
In this study, we consider the COVID-19 outbreak in Turkey and develop a
model using the data reported by Republic of Turkey, Ministry of Health [34]
uo and incorporating the interventions implemented in Turkey [4]. We divide this
study into some parts depending on the interventions put in place in Turkey

to model the outbreak accurately. Therefore, we first construct a model with
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the compartments of individuals who are susceptible, exposed, asymptomati-
cally infected, mildly infected, patients staying in ICUs and ventilation units,
us and we apply data-fitting from March 11, 2020 to May 31, 2020 with the data
of symptomatic daily incidences, deaths, ICU prevalence and ventilator unit
prevalence. Fitted results agree well with the reported data and global sensi-
tivity analysis via PRCC shows that the most influential parameters leading to
an increase in the number of patients in ICUs and ventilation units are recovery
10 rates, whereas the contact rate associated with the asymptomatically infectious
individuals and quarantine rate play an important role for the sensitivity of
the cumulative number of cases. In addition, it is revealed that the infected
individuals must be treated without letting the patient’s health deteriorate so
that ICU and ventilation capacities will not be exceeded. After re-opening of
s public places with other updated interventions in Turkey on June 1, 2020 [35],
we modify the model by computing a time dependent contact rate associated
with the effective reproduction number from June 1, 2020 to January 3, 2021
in order to express the changing dynamics of the outbreak until January 3,
2021. On the other hand, we investigate the effect of underreporting which is
120 a main concern in outbreaks due to unknown characteristics of the novel virus
and prevalence of asymptomatic cases. Then, we compute the incidence rate
under different underreporting scenarios. Until the beginning of the vaccination
program, we perform model simulations with the constant contact rate associ-
ated with the basic reproduction number on January 3, 2021 (which is small
s due to interventions). Vaccination began on January 13, 2021 in Turkey [36], so
we add a vaccinated compartment into our model to investigate the role of the
rate of vaccination and efficacy of vaccines to eliminate the disease in Turkey.
Our model successfully expresses the outbreak from March 11, 2020 to January
3, 2021 in Turkey and it can provide guidance to decide efficient intervention
o strategies before occurrence of future peak(s). The rest of the paper is organized
as follows. Sec. [2]is devoted to the development of the first model, parameter
estimation, derivation of basic and effective reproduction numbers. In Sec.

simulation results are presented with the fitted data and the global sensitivity
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analysis is discussed, and the effect of underreporting to incidence rate is inves-
us  tigated. Then, we present the model with vaccination compartment. The paper

ends with summary and conclusion.

2. Mathematical model

Turkey’s population at time ¢ is split into mutually exclusive seven com-
partments of individuals who are susceptible S := S(t), exposed F := E(t),

0 asymptomatically infectious I4 := I4(t), mildly infectious (mildly infected
symptomatic individuals including the ones staying in a health care facility but

not in ICU) I, := I, (t), patients staying in ICUs, I := I(t), ventilation units

Is := I5(t) and recovered (now immune) R := R(t). Then, total population

N := N(t) is written as
N=S+E+Is+L+1+Is+R.
155 Assumptions:.

e Some of the individuals in the class I; can recover without staying at a

health care facility.

e Only deaths due to SARS-CoV-2 are taken into account. We neglect

deaths due to other diseases.
160 e Recovered individuals are not infectious.

The population of susceptible individuals decreases in size due to the inter-
action with the asymptomatically and symptomatically infectious individuals at
the rates of B4 and (1, respectively. Interaction between susceptible and infec-
tious individuals is reflected to the exposed class and the exposed class decreases

165 in size at the rate of pg. Asymptomatically infectious individuals increase in size
at the rate of (1 — p)poE and they recover at the rate of y4. The number of
mildly infected individuals increases at the rate of ppy and this compartment
decreases in size due to death, recovery or progression to the ICU (namely the

class I) at the rates of p1,71,p1, respectively.
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The number of patients in ICU increases as a result of the life-threatening
symptoms of the disease at the rate p; and this sub-population decreases due to
death, recovery or the need of ventilation at the rates of us, v, p2, respectively.
The compartment I3 increases in size due to the transfer of the patients in ICU
to ventilated class at the rate of p, while this class decreases in size due to death
or recovery at the rates of ui,vy1, respectively. The compartment R increases
as a results of the successful recovery or treatment of the patients in the classes
14,11, 15 and I3 at the rates of 4,71, 72,73, respectively. Then, we propose the
following deterministic nonlinear system of ODEs to model the SARS-CoV-2

transmission in Turkey:

dsS S

2 (BaT )= 1

7 (Bala+ Br l)N’ (1a)
dFE S

v (Bala+ /3111)N —pok, (1b)
dl
chA = (L= p)poE —vala, (Lc)
dl

d—tl = ppoEl — (p1 + v +p1)11, (1d)
dl

CT; =pilh — (p2 + 72 + p2) 1o, (le)
dl

ditg = polo — (us + v3) 13, (1f)
dR

E =yala +7111 + Y2 ls + V313, (1g)

S(0) = So, E(0) = Eo,14(0) =14,0,1:(0) = I o,
.[2(0) = IQ)O, .[3(0) = Ig’o, R(O) = RQ. (1h)

wo  2.1. Parameter estimation

In this study, the data were taken from the Pandemic Monitoring Screen
TURCOVID19 [34] where the authors explain the details of the platform in the
letter to the editor [37]. Authors of this platform note that they collect up
to date data from the daily announcements of Republic of Turkey, Ministry of

s Health [38], World Health Organization [39] and European Centre for Disease

Prevention and Control [40].
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Republic of Turkey, Minister of Health reported on March 19, 2020 that
there were 25.466 ICU beds for adults ( i.e. I2 maz = 25.000) [41]. Due to new
regulations in health system and opening of new hospitals [42], this number

10 has been expected to increase. On the other hand, the approximate number of
ventilators was 17.000 on March 2020 ( i.e. I3 4, = 17.000) [43]; but, domestic
production of ventilators by different companies has led to an increase in the
number of these devices since then [44].

We estimate the parameters of the model from the daily reported symp-

15 tomatic COVID-19 cases, deaths, ICU and ventilated patient prevalence in
Turkey. For simplicity, let’s represent the model in the following compact

form:

@'(t) = f(z,p), x(0) ==, (2)
where x denotes the state variables and p denotes the parameters of the model
of . What we observe, such as COVID-19 cases or deaths in Turkey, is a
function of the state variables and parameters. To be specific, let y(t) denote
the observations, then

y(t) = g(,p).

Here, we use daily symptomatic COVID-19 incidences and deaths in Turkey
together with the daily number of patients in ICU and ventilation units at
1o hospitals in Turkey. Parameters in the model cannot be determined from the
literature due to ongoing discoveries of coronavirus and daily reported data for

COVID-19 pandemic, but instead, obtained by data-fitting.
Let’s denote the symptomatic daily incidences as y; (t), deaths as y2(t), ICU
prevalence as y3(t) and ventilator unit prevalence as y4(t), then in terms of state

s variables they have the following forms;

yi(t) = ppoE,  y2(t) = plitpelotpsls, ys(t) = Ix(t) and  ya(t) = I3(t).
(3)
Similarly, let {¢;}72,, {t:}22,, {t:}i21, {t:}i2, denote the discrete time when the

number of symptomatic Corona cases, deaths, ICU and ventilation prevalence
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are measured, respectively. The measurement are contaminated with noise and

thus,

Yi=wuyti)+e, i=1,2,-,n,

Yy =yoti) + e, i=1,2,--,ng,

Yi=ysti) +e, i=1,2,--- ns,
(

Yzf:y4tz)+€i7 i:1727"'an4'
20  We estimated the parameters of the model by solving the following opti-

mization problem.

mm( Zwl Y1|2 sz 1@\2 Z‘y?’ Y;,|2 Z"“ Y4|2>

w.r.t the constraint p > 0,

(5)
where y4,1.2,3 € (1/23,1/4) [45], Table 3|, 1,23 € (0,1) [46] and po € (1/14,1/3)
[47]. Here, Y4, Yg, Y3 and Yy are the average daily symptomatic COVID-19 cases,
deaths, ICU and ventilation unit prevalence, respectively, as shown below:

no ns ng

anY1 Y, = ZYZ Vs = Zys Y4— ZY4 (6)
=1

205 2.2. Basic reproduction number Rq
The model (1) has a disease-free equilibrium (DFE) point & = (S, 0,0,0,0,0, R.)
where N(0) is the total initial population, S, := N(0) — R, and R, is a positive
constant at the disease-free equilibria for ¢ > 0 and 0 < R, < N(0). Stability
of the DFE point is analyzed in terms of the next generation matrix [48] [49].
20 The matrices associated with the new infections F and the transfer terms V are
found in two different ways by regarding poF term as new infections or not, as

explained in the study [48, p.36]. Then, it leads to alternative thresholds for

our model as shown in Table [1| where g := %—A
1
2.8. Effective reproduction number Ry
215 Characterizing the infectivity of a pathogen through a population during an

epidemic is important in terms of developing interventions. The basic reproduc-

10
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(2)

Table 1: Decomposition of f leading to alternative computations of Rg.

(®)

0
Bi(gla + 1)<

o o ©o o o

—Bilala+ )%
poE
—(1 = p)poE +vala
—ppoE + (k1 + 71 +p1)la
—p1l1 + (p2 +v2 + p2)l2
—p2lz2 + (p3 +73)13
—(vala +y1l1 +vy2l2 + v3l3)

0
Bi(gla + 11)%
(1—p)poE
ppoE
0
0
0

—Bilala+ )%
poE
Yala
(1 +v1 +p1)a
—p1l1 + (p2 +v2 + p2)l2
—p2lz2 + (3 +73)13
—(vala +7111 + 7212 +v3l3)

S, S S S
0 ahinly Priny 0 Brxgy Py
F 0 0 0 (1= p)po 0 0
0 0 0 pPO 0 0
Po 0 0 Po 0 0
v —(L=p)po 74 0 0 ~a 0
—pPo 0 1+ +p1 0 0 p1+v1 +p1
_ -1 (1—-p) P So (A-p) P Sq
Ro =tV (952 + i) vy \/ﬂ1<q 2 ) N

tion number, R, which is the average number of secondary infections per infec-
tive, is used for this purpose. While Ry is time and situation specific, Ry > 1
implies an epidemic and the magnitude of R is an indication of the transmissiv-
20 ity of the disease [27]. In the initial stages of an epidemic such as the COVID-19,
however, the information that can be gleaned from R, decreases in time as its
time-dependent version, the effective reproduction number, R, is more effective
in reflecting the compliance with the non-pharmaceutical interventions and takes
the changing number of susceptibles into account. Monitoring the Ry, therefore
»s is more informative for managing an epidemic and for developing strategies for

intervention. Estimating R, is a complicated statistical process and there are

11
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several commonly used methods to do so [28, b0, 51], BT} 27]. The two most
popular methods are those of Cori et al. and Bettencourt and Ribiero [27] [28].
In [29], Gostic et al. caution against Bettencourt and Ribiero’s method as it

20 requires structural assumptions about the epidemic and tends to underestimate
the R, values and recommend Cori et al.’s method [27].

In our model, we incorporated the daily R; values in order to account for
the crowd behavior, such as using face coverings, social distancing or sheltering
in place. Although this is not very common in mathematical models of epidemi-

25 ology, Buckman et al [3I], Kiamari et al [32] and Linka et al [33] utilize the

effective reproduction number R; in their compartmental SIR models as

B(t) = R, (7)

where  is the contact rate and 1/ is the infectious period [31] [33].
Our calculation for the basic reproduction number Ry reveals a relationship
between Rg and S, p, q, 1, p1,71 as given in Table [1} which allows us to write
20 the transmission rate 7 in a time-dependent manner as 31 (¢), in terms of R; and
the other parameters. Using the Ry formulation in Table[I] we first set that the

transmission rate (1(t) and R?/ ((q(;p) + u1+1;)1+'n> (SO/N(O)) are directly

proportional, we then experimentally found that the best fitting proportionality
constant is 0.89. Note that there are two formulations of Ry, as explained in
us Table[I]and the Ry formulation with the square root term provides a better fit

to the data. Thus we set (;(t) as

B1(t) =0.89 R (8)

(q(l—p) N p ) So
YA p1t+p1+m N(0)

Because quarantine ceased to exist in Turkey on May 31, 2020 [35], we

let B1(t) be updated daily henceforth based on our estimate of R; values. In
other words, between June 1, 2020 and January 3, 2021 our model has a time-
0 dependent transmission parameter. Note that, even though parameters were fit
only using the data before June 1, 2020, simulation results agree very well with

the data until January 2, 2021, end of the simulation (see Fig. [2).

12
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We use the R package EpiEstim, written by Cori et al. [27] to estimate the

daily R; values, based on a mean serial interval of 7 and standard deviation of

s 3.5 days. The estimate takes daily new case numbers as inputs, in addition to
the mean and standard deviation of serial interval. The plot of R; values and

the time-dependent (3 (t) can be seen in Fig.

0
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220

Figure 1: Contact rate 81 (¢) and effective reproduction number R; computed from the data

on June 1st - January 3rd.

After solving the model from March 11th to May 31st, we continue to
simulate the model @D from June 1st to January 13th with a time-dependent

13
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contact rate 8 as

s

S
i —(Bala + 51(15)]1)N7 (9a)
dFE S
r (Bala + 51(t)1’1)ﬁ —pokE, (9b)
dl
= (= p)pE —ala, (9¢)
dl
del = ppoll — (1 + 71 + 1)1, (9d)
dl.
CTtQ =pili — (p2 + 72 + p2) Lo, (9e)
dl.
d7t3 = poly — (u3 + v3) 13, (9f)
dR
L =yadla + 111 + velz + v3l3, (9g)
S(0) =S5, E(0) = Eg, 14(0) = I} o, 11(0) = I7 g,
I(0) = I3, I3(0) = I3 o, R(0) = Rg, (9h)

where the initial conditions Eg, I} o, I7 o, I3 o, I3 o, R are the values of those
variables on May 31st, 2020 obtained from the model . In addition, we fix

x%0 the initial number of susceptible individuals on June 1st, 2020 approximately
as S; = 60.000.000, since quarantine restrictions were reorganized and public
places were reopened on June 1st, 2020 [35].

Allowing the transmission rate depend on R; makes the model able to cap-
ture the change in regulations and social behaviors, which standard SEIR mod-

x5 els would not be able to. The daily incidence, simulated by the model with
time-dependent (31 (¢) is presented in Fig.

We have shown that when the transmission rate depends on the effective
reproduction number, the model fits to observed data better than if constant
transmission rate is used. In order to predict the future of the epidemic, we

20 consider three scenarios for how R; could perform, namely; 1) R, has an ex-
ponential increase of 0.5%, daily; 2) R acts as a sawtooth function where it
increases at a daily rate of 0.5% for 60 days and decreases at the same rate for
30 days; 3) R; behaves like a sine function, accounting for seasonal changes.

Each of the three scenarios are run for 6 months after January 3rd, 2021 which

14
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Figure 2: The incidence as simulated by the model with time-dependent transmission rate.

a5 marks the end of our R; calculations from data. The comparison of three R;
time series and the simulations for the 3 scenarios for R; are presented below

in Fig. 3]
Although there are sizeable differences in the daily incidence numbers under
the three R; scenarios (see Fig. 7 we have found comparable behavior for all
20 Ry scenarios in terms of the final wave of infections and their severity on the
ICU and ventilator capacity. It is certain that as long as R; is allowed to remain
mostly above 1, the healthcare system will be overwhelmed in the next wave of

infections as shown in Fig.

3. Simulation results

285 In this section, we begin with the results obtained from data fitting and
global sensitivity analysis via PRCC, then proceed with the effects of underre-
porting of cases and vaccination strategies. We numerically solve the model
from March 11, 2020 to May 31, 2020 and fit the data [34]. The first symp-

tomatic Corona case was tested positive on March 11, 2020; while the first death

15
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Figure 3: The three R+ scenarios.

20 was recorded in March 17, 2020 in Turkey. The patients at ICU and ventilated
individuals were reported first on March 27, 2020 [34].
Some intervention strategies such as quarantine of people older than 65 years
as of March 21, 2020 and people younger than 20 years old as of April 3, 2020,
closing of schools and universities as of 16 March 2020 have been incorporated
into the model [4]. Since some portion of susceptible individuals have been
isolated, they left the susceptible class at a rate of ¢ due to these intervention
strategies applied in Turkey. Then, it leads us to modify Eq. for data-fitting
purposes as follows:

as

E = _(BAIA+BIII)§ —cS. (10)

N

While applying data fitting for the parameters together with the initial con-
ditions Ey, 14,0, 11,0, 12,0 and I3 o, we set Sp = 80.000.000 as Turkey’s population
is about 83.000.000 [52] and we find the following fitted initial conditions, which

2s are different than the reported data:
Eo =437, Ia0=490, L (=88, IL,g=9, I39=6.

After inserting these initial conditions into the model, we find the values given

in the Table 2| by data-fitting using fminsearchbnd function in MATLAB [53].

16
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Figure 4: The daily incidence predictions under the three R: scenarios.

Table 2: Values of the parameters.

Value (day 1)

Parameter Description

YA Recovery rate for Iy 0.108457

Y1 Recovery rate for Iy 0.0953836
Y2 Recovery rate for I 0.231285

v3 Recovery rate for Is 0.239209

P1 Rate of progression from I; to I 0.0298359
P2 Rate of progression from I to I3 0.138963
n1 Death rate for Iy 8.09449e-06
o Death rate for Io 0.0605032
ns Death rate for I3 0.000293138
Ba Contact rate associated with I 1.01051

B1 Contact rate associated with I 2.09096

Po Rate of progression from E to Iy 0.0728926
P Fraction of symptomatic infectious individuals  0.28735

c Quarantine rate for S 0.207711

Remark 1. With the parameter values in Table[d, the basic reproduction num-

bers Ro in Table|l] are obtained as 11.4377 and 3.3820 with the formulas a and

0 b, respectively.

We present the simulation results for symptomatic Corona cases, deaths and

17
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Figure 5: Simulation results for daily incidence, ICU and entubation under sine wave function

for R¢, after January 3rd, 2021.

patients in ICUs and ventilated units in Fig. [f] together with the reported data.
We can see that data-fitting with four different classes gives good results and

our model is capable of capturing the evolution of the disease in Turkey.

w0 3.1. Global sensitivity analysis via PRCC

We investigate the sensitivities of the compartments I5(t) and I3(¢) and the
cumulative number of cases to changes in the values of the parameters in the
model with Eq. at days around the peak of the first wave (i.e. days
30, 37, 43 and 50). In order to do that, we perform global sensitivity analysis

a0 via the partial rank correlation coefficient (PRCC) [54] where it measures the

influence of each parameter to a prespecified model variable. Indeed, PRCC

18
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Figure 6: Model prediction versus data with fitted results.

assigns a value between -1 and 41 to each relationship and the magnitude of
this quantity determines the strength whereas the sign reveals the trend of the
relationship between the parameter and the variable.

315 To perform global sensitivity analysis, we construct a uniformly distributed
sample space for each parameter with 1000 sample values. The intervals for
each parameter other than p are chosen starting from half to twice the baseline
parameter, where the interval for p is set from zero to one. For each time point,
we depict the results in Fig. [7]and we can mention the most influential param-

a0 eters to these groups. For example, there is an inverse relation between the
compartment I5(¢) and the parameters v, 72 (recovery rates of the subgroups

I and I5(t)), whereas the subgroup I5(t) is inversely sensitive to the parameters

19
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~v1 and 3 (recovery rates of the subgroups I; and I3(t)). On the other hand,
as the fraction of symptomatic infectious individuals increases, the number of
w5  patients in ICUs is expected to increases; while the number of patients staying
in ventilation unit will increase if the number of severe cases in ICUs cannot
be cured successfully. In terms of the cumulative number of Corona cases, it
is vital to keep the contact rate 4 under control and quarantine rate is the
most influential parameter reducing the cumulative cases. As time passes, we
;0 can observe that these parameters stay as the most influential ones. Thus, these
results reveal the importance of recovery rates to control the capacities of ICUs
and ventilation units, and isolation or quarantine strategies play an important

role to decrease the cumulative cases.

3.2. Influence of underreporting

335 Due to the significant portion of all infections being asymptomatic and
the insufficient testing capacity early in the pandemic, the number of cases
of COVID-19 are severely underreported. CDC states that 6.7 in 7.7 symp-
tomatic cases are unreported [55]. This number is expected to be higher for
asymptomatic cases. Thus, underreporting is a concern from a public health

a0 perspective and it is important to understand its impact on the effective re-
production number, as well as the peaks of each wave in the epidemic. We
have tested the effects of different underreporting rates on the incidences and
have found that the peaks of the disease differ significantly depending on the
rate of underreporting, as presented in Fig. [§] however, the timing of the peaks

us  remains constant with or without underreporting. The effective reproduction
numbers between the case counts with varying rates of underreporting do not
differ significantly, also, as shown in Fig.[9] Since the number of people infected
by a single infective is not influenced by the number of underreported cases, the

difference in R; values calculated with and without underreporting is negligible.

w0 3.8. Influence of vaccination
We incorporate the effective reproduction number R; to compute the time-

dependent contact rate 51 (¢) between June 1, 2020 - January 3, 2021, as men-
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Figure 7: Sensitivity analysis for I2, I3 and cumulative cases.

tioned before. We continue to simulate the model with the constant trans-

mission rate 7 from January 4, 2021 to January 13, 2021 where 57 = 0.1168
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Figure 8: Effect of under-reporting to incidence rate.

is the value of 1(t) computed from R; associated with the data on January
3, 2021. With the start of the vaccination program with Sinovac’s vaccine on

January 13, 2021 in Turkey [36], we construct the extended model with the
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vaccinated compartment as follows:

ds 5

o = ~Bala+Bih) 5 —wS, (11a)
v v

ar ZWS—e(ﬂA[A+5111)N, (11b)
dE Vv S

P €(Bala + 5111)N + (Bala + ﬂlll)ﬁ —poE, (11c)
dI

(T: = (1= p)poE —yala, (11d)
dI * *

= opoE = (i 4D, (11e)
dI * * *

cTtQ =pili — (u3 + 2 +p3) 12, (11f)
dI . .

cTt?) =p5la — (p3 +73) 13, (11g)
dR

g = alat it vl +sls, (11h)

S(O) = 58*7 V(O) = VO’E(O) = ES*’IA(O) = I:ZTO’Il(O) = If:;)’

15(0) = I35, I3(0) = I3, R(0) = Rg", (111)

where w is the rate at which susceptible individuals are vaccinated and € is the

reduction of infectiousness computed from efficacy of the vaccine. In addition,
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the parameter p* = np is defined for the parameters pi, po, pi1, pa, p3 with 0 <
n < 1, since vaccination decreases the number of infectious individuals and it is

s reflected to Corona deaths, the number of ICU patients and ventilated patients
positively. To the best of our knowledge, there is no available information to
determine n; so, we fix it as 0.5 to see the overall contribution of vaccination to
the outbreak. Initial conditions are the values obtained from the solution of the
model on January 13, 2021 with the contact rate of 3. Values of the other

0 parameters are the same as in Table [2] where w and € are changed to represent
different vaccination rates and vaccine types.

We present the simulation results for deaths, daily cases and cumulative
number of cases with and without vaccination from March 11, 2020 to September
13th, 2021 in Fig. We fix the vaccination rate as w = 0.001, which means

s that approximately 0.1% of the susceptible compartment is vaccinated per day,
that is, approximately 60.000 individuals are vaccinated per day. Moreover,
we observe the contribution of vaccination for eight months. In Fig. on
the left panel, the results are presented for vaccines which are 95 % effective
against SARS-CoV-2 such as BNT162b2 (produced by Pfizer and BioNTech

s [56]) and mRNA-1273 (produced by Moderna [57]). On the right panel, results
are presented for a vaccine showing an average 70% efficacy such as AZD1222
vaccine (produced by Astrazeneca and researchers from University of Oxford)
[68]. We note that Sinovac’s vaccine was reported as approximately 91.25%
effective in Turkey whereas it is 78% effective to mild to severe cases in Brazil;

55 but its efficacy is calculated about 50% when applied to health workers in Brazil
[59]. We present the results for € = 0.3 and € = 0.05 which correspond to
70% and 95% efficacies, respectively, since this range includes that of Sinovac’s
vaccine.

We immediately observe from Fig.[10|that vaccination leads to a decrease in

s0  the number of deaths, daily cases and the cumulative number of cases. When
we compare the left and right panels, we can see the contribution of vaccine.
Even though the difference between the curves associated with vaccinated and

unvaccinated cases is quite small, our model predicts that a vaccine with 95%
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efficacy is more successful than a vaccine with 30% efficacy, as expected. There-
s fore, we can say that vaccine’s efficacy is neglectable if vaccination rate and
transmission rate are quite small.

We depict the results for Corona deaths, daily cases and cumulative number
of cases with and without vaccination by fixing the efficacy as € = 0.05 and using
three different vaccination rates of w as 0.01 (the left panel), 0.1 (the middle

30 panel) and 0.9 (the right panel) in Fig. As we increase the vaccination rate,
curves associated with the number of deaths and Corona cases decrease faster
whereas cumulative number of cases reaches to a smaller steady-state value. We

conclude that vaccination rate is quite critical to eliminate the disease fast.

4. Summary and conclusion

305 Compartmental models are widely used in modeling epidemics and although
they are very informative about the general behavior of the disease, they fail
to capture the effects of non-pharmaceutical interventions or changes in crowd
behavior. One way to mitigate this problem is to use time-dependent parame-
ters. In this paper, we propose incorporating the effective reproduction number

wo as a proxy for crowd behavior in terms of adhering to the changing interven-
tions. The most natural way to include the R; is by describing the transmission
parameter 31 as a function of R;. Even though the parameters are estimated
using 82 days of data, the model is capable of adjusting to the changes in the
outbreak. In other words, our model provides an accurate and consistent fit to

w5 the observed case counts, including the multiple waves of infection and thus, en-
ables us to experiment with the effects of vaccination in a reliable way. We have
found that underreporting, which is a salient property of COVID-19 specifically,
does not change the time of the peaks of each wave, but only the maximum in-
cidence. On the other hand, we observe that rate of vaccination of susceptible

a0 individuals is a critical parameter to eliminate the disease even if a vaccine with
a small efficacy like 70% is used.

Different age groups could be incorporated into the model to investigate
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the contribution of vaccination of prioritized age groups. Moreover, this model
could be extended by taking waning immunity into consideration and this could
a5 be discussed in a future study as more information will be available related to

the impact of vaccination.
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Figure 10: Simulation results w/o vaccination with w = 0.001 and different values of e.
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Figure 11: Simulation results w/wo
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