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Abstract

Context Easing social distancing (ESD) is a global public health issue in post-

pandemic period of COVID-19 and requires a simple index for real time assessment.

Objective We aimed to develop a simple index for ESD to quantify the impacts of

social distancing for reducing confirmed infected cases, optimal triage and care of

patients for recovery, and critical care capacity for reducing death from COVID-19.

Design, Setting, and Participants Data on the retrospective cohort of 185 countries

with reported numbers on confirmed cases, recovery, and death from COVID-19 were

retrieved from publicity available repository. Up to May 31, a total of 5,844,136

confirmed cases, 2,639,961 recovered, and 327,487 deaths were reported globally.

Main Outcome Measures The ESD index measured by cumulative number of

COVID-19 cases and recovery and case-fatality rate.

Results We developed a simple index for the guidance of easing social distancing

(ESD). If the ESD index is less than 1, ESD would be considered. The global ESD

index declined from 3.87 at peak in March to 1.35 by the end of May, consisting of

56.76% countries/regions (105/185) with the ESD lower than one.

Conclusion and Relevance

This simple ESD index provides a quantitative assessment on whether and when to

ease social distancing from local to global community.
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Introduction

While border controls and social distancing have been executed since the
beginning of the Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic!** it is time to
ponder over how to ease social distancing in the post-pandemic period with real time
assessment > as reviving economic business and normal social activities have been
urgently needed.

Though there are six criteria for countries while considering de-escalation by
reversing restrictions or lockdown®, it is still unclear whether and when to implement
the reopening policy. It is insufficient to merely consider the force of the spread of
COVID-19.247!1 One has to consider the optimal allocation of COVID-19 with an
efficient triage system to accelerate the rate of recovery from hospitalization or self-
isolation and also take into account critical care capacity to avert death from COVID-
19. To quantify the impacts of these three factors, a simple ESD index was developed
for health decision-makers to do real-time assessment of COVID-19 at global,

country, region, and community level.
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Material and Methods

The data for analysis were derived from the web-based real-time GitHub
repository created by the Center for Systems Science and Engineering (CSSE) at
Johns Hopkins University.'> CSSE operates daily updates upon publicly available
data, including confirmed cases, recovered cases, and deaths from multiple sources. A
total of 188 countries have reported confirmed COVID-19 cases (including
presumptive positive cases and probable cases) at country and region level that is
aligned with WHO situation reports.'® A total of 185 affected countries and regions
were available from Jan. 22 till May 31, 2020 after excluding three countries or
regions without information on recovery. Data on New York State were abstracted
from GitHub repository.'*

An index of easing social distancing (ESD) is expressed as follows.

ESD= [

Cumulative number of cases ] 1
(Cumulative number of recovery)x(1—case fatality) ’

ESD is the ratio of cumulative confirmed cases to cumulative recovered patients
without dying from COVID-19 that is captured by (1-case-fatality (f)) minus one
during a fixed time period. The reason for subtracting one is that in an ideal scenario

the aforementioned ratio would reach 1 when all confirmed cases have been recovered
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without death (case-fatality rate=0) and therefore ESD would approach zero,

suggesting the region has a full recovery after the outbreak of COVID-19 and may

return to the normal status.

However, it is impracticable to ease social distancing until the value of ESD

reaches to 0. One has to consider the balance between the spread of COVID-19, the

rate of recovery, and critical care capacity. The first element is to capture the

information on the force in relation to the spread of COVID-19 after the

implementation of social distancing that is often modelled by reproductive number.

The second element is dependent on whether health care systems have the capacity of

offering hospitalization based on efficient triage of COVID-19 patients. The third one

is determined by critical care capacity that can stop the progression from acute

respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS) to subsequent deaths. If the value of ESD index

is larger than 1 it is still necessary to maintain social distancing because the rate of the

spread of COVID-19 still outweighs the affordable capacity of hospitalization and

critical care. If it is lower than 1 easing social distancing (ESD) can be considered.

The degree of ESD lower than 1 is assessed by the inverse of the decile of ESD index

form the lowest percentile (0.1) to the highest percentile (1). The multinomial

distribution using the reported number of confirmed cases, recovery, and death in

conjunction with Bayesian Markov Chain Monte Carlo method was used for the
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derivation of 95% credible interval (CI) for the ESD index.
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Results

The ESD index for countries/regions worldwide

As of 31% May, 5,844,136 confirmed cases, 2,639,961 recovered, and 327,487

deaths from COVID-19 were reported globally, which gave a case-fatality rate of

5.6%. The global ESD index was 1.345 (95% CI: 1.343-1.347), which suggests that

easing social distancing has not been reached yet at global level. Namely, the spread

of COVID-19 from hotspot to hotspot still exceeded the capacity of hospitalization

and critical care for COVID-19 cases at global level.

Figure 1 shows the temporal trend of global ESD index. The global ESD index

began from the 1.141 (95% CI: 1.127-1.157) on Mar. 1 just before the announcement

of COVID-19 pandemic and peaked on Mar. 29 (3.870, 95% CI: 3.848-3.892).

Figure 2 shows the distribution of ESD index for 185 countries and regions.

Countries with the color in red are less likely to ease social distancing whereas those

with the color in green are the opposite. Of 185 countries/region, 56.75% (n=105) of

the ESD index was smaller than 1.

According to the decile of the ESD index for each of two categories (= 1 and <1),

Figure 3 shows the frequencies on the index of ESD for the countries/regions globally

aggregated by three groups for the ESD < 1, including < 0.1 (n=16), 0.1-0.4 (n=52),

0.5-1 (n=37), and by five groups group for the ESD >1, including, 1.1-1.4 (n=26), 1.5-
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1.9 (n=10), 2-2.4 (n=4), 2.5-2.9 (n=5) and 3+ (n=35).

The ESD index used for different scenarios

The ESD index can be adapted to different kinds of scenarios featuring with

differential influences of three elements.

Countries and regions show a low ESD index such as Iceland and Taiwan had

high recovery rate (Iceland: 99%, Taiwan: 96%) and low case-fatality (Iceland: 0.6%,

Taiwan: 1.6%), both indicate that the spread of COVID-19 has been contained and

both the patient triage system and critical care capacity were affordable to meet the

needs for COVID-19 cases during the pandemic. For countries such as Germany

(ESD index: 0.163; 95% CI: 0.160-0.166), a moderate case-fatality rate (4.7%) was

compensated by the high recovery rate (90%) through early detection followed by

efficient patient triage and high capacity of hospitalization.

Countries with high ESD index such as France (ESD: 2.257; 95% CI: 2.235 -

2.278) were attributed to high case-fatality rate mainly resulting from insufficient

capacity of critical care. The high ESD index was, to a greater extent, due to 15.2%

case-fatality rate (around 2.7 times the average worldwide) and, to a lesser extent, due

to modest recovery rate (36.2%, around 0.8 of the average worldwide).

The impact of high transmission of SARS-COV-2 and low recovery rate (17.8%)
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would result in extremely higher ESD demonstrated by New York State (ESD: 5.011;

95% CI: 4.967-5.053) even though the case-fatality rate (6.4%) was comparable to the

average worldwide.

Resurgence of COVID-19 epidemic in local community

The ESD index can be also applied to evaluating whether social distancing has to

be re-executed. Using South Korea as an example, although the overall ESD till the

end of April was 0.22, the ESD indices from May 1 up to May 16 and May 31 were

estimated as 2.39 and 4.93, respectively, indicating that the outbreak was re-emerging

and might call for re-strengthening social distancing measures.
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Conclusion

In summary, a simple index for easing social distancing was developed to aid

health policy-makers in the assessment of whether and when to ease social distancing

in post-pandemic period from local to global community.

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.11.20128165
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.11.20128165; this version posted June 12, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Authors’ contributions

SLSC, AMFY, and HHC conceptualize and design the framework of analysis. AMFY,

CCL, and CYH abstracted and prepared the data for analysis. SLSC, AMFY, CYH,

and HHC developed the methods. All authors agreed the findings and provided input

on the revision of the manuscript.

Funding Support

Ministry of Science and Technology, Taiwan (MOST 108-2118-M-002-002-MY 3;

MOST 108-2118-M-038-001-MY3; MOST 108-2118-M-038-002-MY 3). The funders

had no role in study design, data collection, analysis, and reporting.

Competing interests: Authors declare no competing interests.

Data Sharing Statement: All data and codes for analysis are available from authors.

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.11.20128165
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.11.20128165; this version posted June 12, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

References:

1. Nussbaumer-Streit B, Mayr V, Dobrescu Al, Chapman A, Persad E, Klerings I, et

al. Quarantine alone or in combination with other public health measures to control

COVID-19: a rapid review. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2020;4(4):CD013574.

doi:org/10.1002/14651858.CD013574

2. Wu JT,Leung K, Leung, GM. Nowcasting and forecasting the potential domestic

and international spread of the 2019-nCoV outbreak originating in Wuhan, China:

a modelling study. Lancet 2020;395(10225): 689-697. doi:10.1155/2019/1386740

3. Kissler SM, Tedijanto C, zGoldstein E, Grad YH, Lipsitch M. Projecting the

transmission dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 through the postpandemic period. Science

2020; 368(6493): 860-868. doi: 10.1126/science.abb5793

4. Chinazzi M, Davis JT, Ajelli M, Gioannini C, Litvinova M, Merler S, et al. The

effect of travel restrictions on the spread of the 2019 novel coronavirus (COVID-

19) outbreak. Science 2020; 368(6489): 395-400. doi: 10.1126/science.aba9757

5. Angulo FJ, Finelli L, Swerdlow DL. Reopening Society and the Need for Real-

Time Assessment of COVID-19 at the Community Level. JAMA 2020; doi:

10.1001/jama.2020.7872 [published Online First: 2020/05/15]

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.11.20128165
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.11.20128165; this version posted June 12, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

6. World Health Organization. WHO Director-General’s opening remarks at the
media briefing on COVID-19 — 13 April 2020. World Health Organization 2020
[updated 13 April 2020. Available from:
https://www.who.int/dg/speeches/detail/who-director-general-s-opening-remarks-

at-the-media-briefing-on-covid-19--13-april-2020 (accessed May 31. 2020)

7. Tang B, Scarabel F, Bragazzi NL, McCarthy Z, Glazer M, Xiao Y, et al. De-
Escalation by Reversing the Escalation with a Stronger Synergistic Package of
Contact Tracing, Quarantine, Isolation and Personal Protection: Feasibility of
Preventing a COVID-19 Rebound in Ontario, Canada, as a Case Study. Biology
(Basel) 2020;9(5) doi: 10.3390/biology9050100 [published Online First:

2020/05/21]

8. Barton CM, Alberti M, Ames D, Atkinson JA, Bales J, Burke E, et al. Call for
transparency of COVID-19 models. Science 2020; 368(6490), 482-483. doi:

10.1126/science.abb8637

9. Vespignani A, Tian H, Dye C, Lloyd-Smith JO, Eggo RM, Shrestha M, et al.
Modelling COVID-19. Nat Rev Phys 2020; 2: 279-281. doi:org/10.1038/s42254-

020-0178-4

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.11.20128165
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.11.20128165; this version posted June 12, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

10. Viceconte G, Petrosillo N. COVID-19 R0: Magic number or conundrum? Infect

Dis Rep 2020; 12(1):8516. doi: 10.4081/idr.2020.8516

11. Lai CC, Jiang DS, Wu HM, Chen HH. A dynamic model for the outbreaks of

hand, foot, and mouth disease in Taiwan. Epidemiol Infect 2016;144(7):1500-

1511. doi: 10.1017/S0950268815002630

12. Dong E, Du H, Gardner L. An interactive web-based dashboard to track COVID-

19 in real time. Lancet Infect Dis. 2020;20(5): 533-534. doi:org/10.1016/51473-

3099(20)30120-1

13. World Health Organization. Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) situation

reports. Available from: https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-

coronavirus-2019/situation-reports (accessed Jun 2, 2020).

14. The COVID Tracking Project. Covid tracking data. Available from:

https://github.com/COVID19Tracking/covid-tracking-

data/blob/master/data/states_daily_4pm_et.csv (accessed Jun 2, 2020).

14


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.11.20128165
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Figure 1. Temporal trend of global ESD index.
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Figure 2. Global distribution of ESD index by the end of May
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Figure 3. Number of countries/regions by ranges of ESD index by the end of May
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