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Abstract

COVID-19 is reported to have been effectively brought under control in Chinaat itsinitial
start place. To understand the COVID-19 outbreak in China and provide potential lessons for
other parts of the world, in this study we combine a mathematical modelling with multiple
datasets to estimate its transmissibility and severity and how it was affected by the
unprecedented control measures. Our analyses show that before 29™ January 2020, the
ascertainment rate is 6.9%(95%CI: 3.5 — 14.6%); then it increased to 41.5%(95%Cl: 30.6 —
65.1%). The basic reproduction number (Ro) was 2.23(95%Cl: 1.86 — 3.22) before 8"
February 2020; then it dropped to 0.04(95%CI: 0.01 — 0.10). This estimation also indicates
that the effect on transmissibility of control measures taken since 23" January 2020 emerged
about two weeks late. The confirmed case fatality rateis estimated at 4.41%(95%Cl: 3.65 —
5.30%). This shows that SARS-CoV -2 virus is highly transmissible but less severe than
SARS-CoV-1 and MERS-CoV. We found that at the early stage, the majority of Ry comes
from the undetected infected people. Thisimplies that the successful control in Chinawas
achieved through decreasing the contact rates among people in general populations and

increasing the rate of detection and quarantine of the infected cases.

Keywords: COVID-19, mainland China, modelling, mortality, transmissibility
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Introduction

An outbreak of severe pneumonia, an infectious disease now named as COVID-19, was
reported by Chinese authorities in December 2019. The aetiological agent, SARS-CoV-2, a
novel coronavirus, was isolated by Chinese authorities on 7 January 2020 and reported by
WHO on 9" January 2020. The first case of COVID-19 was reported to have symptom onset
on 1% December 2019 in Wuhan city of Huber province, China’, and the virus was quickly
spread to other parts of China®® and the first case was reported outside of Chinaon 13"
January 2020 (see Table 1). Because of the rapid spread of the disease, WHO announced the
outbreak of COVID-19 as a “public health emergency of international concern” on 30"
January 2020 and assessed COV10D-19 as a pandemic on 11" March 2020*. Up to 25"
March 2020, 405,742 cases and 18,791 fatalities associated with COVID-19 have been
reported globally. Of these, 81,218 cases and 3,281 fatalities have been reported in mainland
China. Up to 10" April 20020 (25 days late), the global numbers increase hugely to
1,521,252 cases and 92,798 deaths while the corresponding numbersin mainland China are
81,953 cases and 3,339 degaths. These numbers of COVID-19 cases and fatalities indicate that
the outbreaks outside of China develop quickly, whereas the daily reported number of new
cases in mainland Chinaremained very low. This situation of mainland China can be
attributed to the draconian and rapid control measures taken in China since late January 2020.
The control measures started from the lockdown of the epicentre Wuhan city on 23" January
2020 and then extended to the whole of mainland China®. Extreme response measures
included the complete shutdown and isolation of whole cities, cancellation of Chinese New
Y ear celebrations, and prohibition of attendance at school and work, broadcast of critical
information (e.g., promoting hand washing, mask wearing, and care seeking) with high
frequency through multiple channels, massive mobilization of health and public health

personnel as well as military medical units, rapid construction of entire hospitals for patients
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with severe symptoms, and reconstruction of shelters for patients with none or mild
symptoms. Control measures integrate travel bans and restrictions, contact reductions and
social distancing, screening and contact tracing, early case identification and isolation®” to
curb the epidemic. The massive vigorous actions taken by the Chinese government and
Chinese people have slowed down the epidemic of COVID-19 and now the spread of the

disease has been brought under control in China.

Asanovel coronavirus, it isimportant to understand its transmissibility and severity from the
data of the outbreak and to judge how effectively the control measures taken in China have
helped stop the spread of SARS-CoV-2 virus in mainland China. This understanding should
provide some critical information for controlling COVID-19 outbreaks in other parts of the
world and for its potential re-emergence in future. In particular, exploring the main driver of
the spread will provide practically useful information for policy makers to make effective
non-pharmaceutical interventions at its early occurrence. To estimate the early dynamics of
transmission in Wuhan, Kucharski et al® fitted a stochastic transmission dynamic model to
four datasets up to 11" February 2020: daily number of new internationally exported cases;
daily number of new cases in Wuhan with no market exposure; daily number of new casesin
China; and proportion of infected passengers on evacuation flights. They estimated that the
median daily reproduction number (R;) in Wuhan declined from 2.35 (95% CI: 1.15-4.77) 1
week before travel restrictions were introduced on 23" January 2020, to 1.05 (95% Cl: 0.41—
2.39) 1 week after. Many other modelling studies >*"® also used the confirmed case data at
the early stage to model and estimate the spread dynamics and control of COVID-19 outbreak
in China. Asthe number of new confirmed case in mainland China reached a peak only after
17" February 2020 and other relevant data such as fatalities and hospital discharges are

becoming available, a further study including more data streams is needed to show the overall
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95 effectiveness of theintegrated control measures executed in the whole nation. Based on the

96 observed data associated with the confirmed cases, death and recovery that were published by

97  Chinese National Health Commission, in this study we propose a Synthesis model (Figure 1)

98  which covers both transmission dynamics of SARS-CoV -2 virus and disease reporting

99  process of COVID-19 to estimate the transmissibility and severity of COVID-19 in China
100  and the impact on the spread of COVID-19 of control measures the Chinese government has

101  taken from late January 2020.

102

103 Results

104  The estimates of the model parameters are shown in Table 2. The detection and reporting rate
105  (or ascertainment rate) of COVID-19 cases in mainland Chinawas about 6.9% (95%Cl: 3.5 -
106  14.6%) before 29™ January 2020, and then increased to 41.5% (95%Cl: 30.6 — 65.1%)

107  afterwards. The early reporting rateis very low and about 93.1% of all infections were

108  undetected prior to 29™ January 2020 (c.f.”*%), which might be mainly due to the limited

109  knowledge and unclear definition of the novel disease™. The reporting rate of 41.5% at the
110 late stage reflects the increased awareness of the virus and consequently escalating rate of

111 medical help seeking behaviour for respiratory symptoms; however, this rate appears not high
112 and might indicate that many infections are of mild symptoms or asymptomatic. China

113  CDC™ used data up to 11™ Feb 2020 and estimated that COVD-19 has been mild for 81%.
114  The high proportion of mild symptomatic or asymptomatic infections was further confirmed
115 by awell-investigated outbreak on Diamond Princess cruise ship during February 2020:

116  among 696 confirmed cases, 410 (58.9%; c.f.*®) are asymptomatic™*.

117

118 At the early stage before 8" February 2020, the transmissibility of COVID-19 is high with Ry

119 = 2.23(95% confidence interval (Cl): 1.86 — 3.22); However, it reduced dramatically to 0.04


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20150086
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20150086; this version posted July 11, 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 4.0 International license .

120 (95%Cl: 0.01 — 0.10) from 8" February 2020 (95% ClI: 5" — 9" February 2020). This
121  estimate of R, at the early stage are consistent with most of previous estimates 3789101520,
122 Theintegrated intervention measures is estimated to reduce transmissibility ot 1.8% of its

123 initial value (c.f.%). In our model, the basic reproduction number is contributed by two parts:
124  the confirmed cases and undetected infections. By fixing the duration from onset of

125  symptoms to death and recovery at 17.8 days and 22.6 days respectively?, the infectious

126  period (D) for these that are symptomatic and confirmed and then quarantined is 2.43 days
127 (95%CI: 2.02 — 3.64 days) and the infectious period for undetected infections (D;+D,) is5.44
128  days (95%Cl: 3.37 —12.62 days). Our estimate of infectious period before isolation is

129  comparable with the estimates of %%

though it appears to be shorter than that obtained by*:
130  5.19 days (95%CIl: 4.51 — 5.86 days). The estimate of infectious period for the infections that
131  were not detected and not quarantined isin agreement with the reviewed range”®?’ from 1 to
132 14 days.

133

134  Both confirmed cases and undetected infections are assumed to be of the same infectivity in
135  thisstudy; combining with the estimate that only about 6.9% of infections were confirmed at
136  theearly stage, this suggests that at the early stage, about 96% of R, (Table 2) is dueto the
137  undetected infections. If the infectivity of undetected infections is only half or one third of
138 that of confirmed cases’, the ascertainment rate increases to 12.2% or 17.6% (Supplementary
139  Table S2.1). And under the conditions where undetected infection are less infectious, the 88%
140  or 71% of Ry isdueto the undetected infections. This indicates that only isolating confirmed
141  cases and their contacts is not enough to stop the spread and that the main factor that stopped

142 the COVID-19 outbreak in mainland China was the dramatic drop in contact rates among the

143 genera population (c.f.”). This may further explain why the impact of the draconian control


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20150086
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20150086; this version posted July 11, 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.

144

145

146

147

148

149

150

151

152

153

154

155

156

157

158

159

160

161

162

163

164

165

166

167

168

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

measures executed in Chinasince the 23" January 2020 took about 16 days (i.e., delay from

23" January to 8th February 2020) to effect in stopping the transmission within community.

Our model analysis shows the confirmed case fatality rate (CCFR) is 4.41% (95%¢Cl: 3.65 —
5.30%). Thisis slightly below the estimate of %; 5.65% (95%Cl: 5.50-5.81%). Deng et a*®
used individual information of cases to obtain their estimate which is close to both the
corresponding crude or naive confirmed case fatality risk: 4632/82758 = 5.60% and the
approximator of deaths/(deaths + recoveries) = 4632/ (4632+78112) = 5.60% as of 21% April
2020. Based on the data up to 11™ February 2020, Verity et al** suggested that the overall
CFR for China outbreak is 1.38% (95%ClI: 1.23-1.53%). Wu et a* found the overall
symptomatic case fatality rate (the probability of dying after developing symptom) is 1.4%
(95%CI: 0.9-2.1%). Russell et a* based on naive estimates to obtain CFR in Chinato be
1.2% (95% Cl: 0.3-2.7). Our estimate of CFR is higher than these. This should be obvious
because these three studies did not include the 1290 deaths added on 17" April 2020 by
Chinese National Health Commission®. Within the Synthesis model, the hidden transmission
dynamics was inferred through observabl es associated with the disease and so was the
number of total infections during the outbreak in mainland China: we found that there were
238894 (95%Cl: 127486 — 387917) infected people in mainland China up to 21% April 2020
(Figure 2). Using this information, our estimate of infection fatality rate (IFR) is 0.30%
(95%Cl: 0.15 — 0.66%) prior to 29" January 2020, and it increased to 1.81% (95%Cl: 1.26 —
3.03%) afterwards. This is comparable with estimates of ?*° since both studies were

performed before the addition of 1290 deaths on 17" April in Wuhan.

Figure 2 shows the model fitting to the daily number of hospitalizations (confirmed cases),

the daily number of deaths, and daily number of recoveries. Our theoretical model well
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reconstructs the dynamic changes in daily numbers of confirmed cases and recoveries.
However, the model predictions of the daily number of deaths shifted about one week |ate.
Our model inference suggests that on 1% December 2019, there were 185 (95%Cl: 51 — 354)
people who carried SARS-CoV-2 virus. If the public were made aware of COVID-19 earlier
and the control measures started earlier, the size of outbreak should be kept much smaller.
This can be quantitatively analysed by assuming the same epidemiological characteristics but
moving the start time of both reporting and transmission turning time points. The results are
listed in Table 3. It shows that if the control measures started one week, two weeks, or three
weeks earlier, about 51% (60%), 76% (86%)and 89%(96%) of the confirmed cases (and
deaths) would be averted. However, if the control measures started one week, two weeks, or
three weeks late, the numbers of the confirmed cases (and deaths) would increase 2.0-fold
(2.2), 4.1-fold (4.7) and 8.3-fold (9.76) across mainland China, respectively. This estimate of
the effect of start time of control measures is smaller than but comparable with what Lai et al®

and Yang et al° found, both studies estimated only the number of infections.

To compare how the epidemic within the epicentre differs from that over the whole nation,
we also obtain the estimates of model parameters for Hubei province (Supplementary Table
S3.1). The results show that within the epicentre, transmissibility is only slightly higher (Ry=
2.34 (95%CI: 1.92 — 3.55) versus 2.23 (95%CI: 1.86 — 3.22)). Ascertainment rate at the early
stage within Hubei province is more than double the national rate (15.4% (95%CI: 6.8 —
28.7%) versus 6.9% (95%Cl: 3.5-14.6%)); whereas the amount of transmission due to
undetected casesis slightly reduced (93% versus 96%). The confirmed case fatality rateis
higher (cCFR= 5.16% (95%CI: 4.21-6.28%) in Hubei province versus 4.41% (95%CI: 3.65—

5.30%) over the whole nation with the infection fatality rate at early stage of the outbreak
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being more than double the national rate (0.79% (95%CIl: 0.35-1.53%) versus 0.30% (95%Cl:

0.15-0.66%).

Discussion

Understanding the transmissibility and severity of the novel coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2) is
paramount; further disclosing how its rapid spread was brought under control in mainland
Chinais of practical implication for other countries now facing the ongoing outbreaks of
COVID-19. In this study we have explored these by using a mathematical model to
reconstruct the COVID-19 outbreak in mainland China from 1% December 2019 to 21% April
2020 and assess the impact of its unprecedented control measures. Our analyses indicate that
the SARS-CoV-2 has abasic reproduction number of 2.23 under the situation of no
intervention measures and therefore is highly transmissible. The fatality rate among those that
are symptomatic and confirmed is about 4.41%. The draconian control measures taken by
Chinese government from 23" January 2020 has brought the spread of SARS-CoV-2 under
control in mainland China. However, it took more than two weeks for the effect of control

measures to emerge.

The massive vigorous actions taken by the Chinese government have stopped the spread of
COVID-19 in mainland China. This was achieved under very strict control measures, which
dropped the transmissibility from Ry= 2.23 to 0.04. We found that the infectious period
before isolation for the confirmed cases is about 2.4 days and the infectious period for these
undetected is about 5.4 days ranging from 3.4 to 12.6 days. Although increasing the rate of
detection and quarantine of symptomatic cases can help reduce the sources of infection (c.f.%),

the main force of transmission is from the undetected cases which contributed the vast
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magjority of the transmissibility of SARS-CoV-2 during the early stage of the outbreak in
mainland China (c.f.”). Henceit is the restriction measures, which limited the mobility of the
general population that stopped the spread of SARS-CoV-2 virus in mainland China
Through model fitting to observed data in mainland China, we found that the model predicted
fourteen times higher cases than were reported at the early stage of the outbreak; even at the
|late stage since 29" January 2020, the estimated number of infected people were more than
twice that were reported. Based on the epidemiological characteristics obtained from
COVID-19 outbreak data, our analyses suggest that even if the control measures started one
week earlier, this will avoid 51% confirmed cases and 60% deaths. If starting three weeks
earlier, then 89% confirmed cases and 96% of deaths will be averted (c.f.?). Thisreinforces

our common sense: the earlier discovering and earlier response, the easier and better control

strategy.

Asin ®, we assumed the latent period is equal to the incubation period. In view of evidence

that there is pre-symptomatic transmission®”**%

, itisinteresting to know whether this will
alter the results of our model. For this, we modified the model system (Figure 1) by dividing
exposure stage E into two equal sub-classes E; and E; and assuming people in E, can transmit
the virus with the same infectivity of ill cases (SI Section 4). We obtain the quite ssimilar
results (Supplementary Table $4.1): For example, the basic reproduction number before the
control measures is 2.24 (95%Cl: 1.86 — 2.88) among which 95% were due to undetected
cases, and the cCFR is 4.41% (95%Cl: 4.41 (95%CI: 3.67 —5.37%). Thisindicates our model
is robust to possible pre-symptomatic transmission. Nevertheless, this might imply that

population models of SARS-CoV-2 virus transmission cannot distinguish where or not there

IS pre-symptomatic transmission.

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20150086
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20150086; this version posted July 11, 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 4.0 International license .

243  The non-pharmaceutical interventions executed in mainland China have stopped the spread of
244 thevirus, but the risk of another potential outbreak liesin the nearby future. This argument
245  come straightforward®. As our model estimated, at most 238894 individuals got infected up to
246 21% April 2020 during the outbreak, which is only 0.02% of the Chinese population. Even if
247  all those recovered from infection have built complete immunity®, this immunity level in

248  Chinese population istoo lower than the herd immunity of 1-1/Ry> 50% which isrequired to
249  protect the population®. This simply implies that once the strict quarantine measures

250  currently executed in mainland Chinais released, the rebound of COVID-19 in Chinais very
251 likely especially under the current rising outbreaks across the rest of the world (c.f.*").

252 Nevertheless, the non-pharmaceutical interventions have halted the spread of SARS-CoV-2
253  virusin mainland China and bought time for vaccines and drugs to be developed and used
254  lateon.

255

256 Itisof interest to compare the novel coronavirus SARS-CoV-2 with other two coronaviruses:
257 SARS-CoV-1 and MERS-CoV that caused large outbreaks in human populations. SARS-
258 CoV-1 has R, from 2-5% and case-fatality rate of 9.6% among probable cases in mainland
259  China®. MERS-CoV in the 2015 outbreak in South K orea has been estimated to have a Ry
260  from 2-7* and case fatality rate of 34.5% among |aboratory-confirmed cases™. It indicates
261  that SARS-CoV-2 is nearly as transmissible as SARS-CoV-1 and MERS-CoV, but less

262  severe. Furthermore, there was no evidence of a super-spreader event occurring in any of the
263 Chinese health facilities serving COVID-19 patients, which is distinct from the 2003

264  outbreak of SARS-CoV and 2015 MERS-CoV outbreak in South Korea. Unfortunately, due
265  tothe advanced modern transportation, people can move easily and quickly across the world,
266  and the SARS-CoV-2 quickly spread to other countries. Thisisin a sharp contrast with both

267 SARS-CoV-1 and MERS-CoV which have been controlled and confined within relatively

11
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268 limited areas of the world. This sharp difference may be attributed to another aspect of the
269  coronaviruses: alarge proportion of SARS-CoV-2 infections are of mild symptoms or

270  asymptomatic'*™*, while both SARS-CoV-1 and MERS _CoV are highly symptomatic®®.
271 This characteristic of SARS-CoV-2 virus will makeit areal challenge for humans to control
272 and manageit.

273

274  The strength of our analysis comparing with previous studies®*>®? lies in two aspects: our
275  investigations are based on the three datasets (confirmed cases, death and recovery) and we
276  model the outbreak over along period (143 days) which should avoid any bias and

277  confounding arising due to observations over ashort period. This study also has several

278  limitations. To model complicated processes of transmission dynamics and disease reporting,
279  Synthesis model has been simplified in several aspects. To reflect the temporal changein
280  both ascertainment rate and transmissibility of COVID-19, two different values are assumed
281  for each of them. The change in ascertainment rate and transmissibility may gradually take
282  place during the outbreak as do the public awareness and interventions®. For example, Tsang
283 et a™ found the ascertainment rate changed as the case definition for COVID-19 changed
284  frominitially narrow to gradually wider during the period from 15" January to 3" March. In
285  the current study, we assume the confirmed case fatality rate (cCCFR) remained unchanged
286  during the outbreak in mainland China. It may reduce with time as medical conditions and
287  clinical treatments improved. The time-to-event intervals such as the delay from symptom
288  onset to death may also changes as epidemic grows”™ %, Further, in this study we ignore the
289  heterogeneity in both geography and age *"*?. To provide more specific and practically

290  useful information for control measures, it needs to look at variation in regions>’ and age

291 groups®. A further limit is we model the overall effectiveness of integrated intervention

12
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measures rather than the different types of control measures and therefore cannot provide

specific information for their relative impacts on stopping the spread of infection (c.f.>**).

In conclusion, our finding that the main driver of transmission of SARS-CoV-2 at the early
stage of the outbreak in mainland China came from the undetected infections provides vita
information for policy makers when designing the optimal intervention strategies. Under the
situation where vaccine and effective drugs are not available, early detection and isolation are
essential for containing and controlling the spread of SARS-CoV -2 but the most crucial isto

reduce contact rates among people in the general population.

M ethods

Data

We extracted the following data relating to COVID-19 for mainland Chinafrom 3 datasets on
the website of Chinese National Health Commission: the daily number of confirmed cases
who were confirmed / admitted to hospital, the daily number of deaths and the number of
patients who had recovered each day. The originally reported data from 1% December 2019 to
21% April 2020 are collected for this study. Here the data are given by the symptom onset
date during the period 1% December 2019 — 1% January 2020 from" and by reporting date
thereafter from the website of Chinese National Health Commission. The reporting date is
assumed to be the same as the date that cases were diagnosed. Before 12" February 2020,
confirmed cases were defined as those who were positive for SARS-CoV-2 on PCR; from
12" February 2020 confirmed cases were defined (for the epicentre Hubei province) as those

who were either clinically diagnosed or positive for SARS-CoV-2 on PCR™.
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316 On 17" April 2020, Chinese National Health Commission raised the total death number in
317  Wuhan city from 2579 to 3869*". The announcement of the Chinese National Health

318 Commission stated that these added 1290 deaths most likely occurred before 20™ February
319  2020. Because, after this date, the number of hospitals that can treat COVID-19 patients

320 increased from 2 to 48, and the HOUSHEN and LEISHEN hospitals, and FANGCANG

321  sheltersthat have been constructed since also provided much more beds meeting the needs of
322 COVID-19 patients with different symptoms. Further, the system of data collection improved
323  rapidly, and the number of missed cases/desths decreased greatly. As the detailed information
324  for these 1290 deathsis not available, for the sake of mode! fitting these 1290 deaths were
325  relocated in the proportion to the number of desths on each day reported before from the date
326  of first death (10" January 2020) to 20™ February 2020. For example, the number of deaths
327  reported on 18" January 2020 was 26, the number is now corrected to 26+26x1290/2236 =
328  26+15=41. Here 2236 is the cumulative number of death up to 20™ February 2020. The so-
329 modified desth data will be used in this study. For sensitivity analysis, we also assume that
330  these 1290 deaths added on 17" April 2020 were distributed in the proportion to the daily

331 number of deaths reported before over the entire period from 10" January to 17" April 2020.
332 Theresultsshownin Table 2 are very similar under two ways of relocating 1290 desths

333 added on 17" April 2020.

334

335  Model

336 In this study we use a synthesis model*? (Figure 1), which combines the hidden transmission
337  dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 virus and the reporting system of COVID-19, to investigate the
338 transmissibility and severity of COVID-19 and the efforts to contain and control the spread of
339 SARS-CoV-2. We assume the transmission dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 virusis described by

340 an SEIR compartmental model. That is, a susceptible person (S) can contract SARS-CoV-2

14
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341  virus from infectious persons and then enter the latent class (E); after alatent period (L), the
342  exposed person progresses to become infectious (1) for a period and can transmit the SAR-
343  CoV-2 virus before recovering or dying (R). We assume that some of infected people (with
344  severe symptoms) will be detected and admit to hospital and will then be treated and isolated
345  from the community; while other mild or asymptomatic infections (I,) will not be detected
346 and hence can continue to exist in the community as sources of infection. For simplicity, we
347  assumethat the latent period is equal to the incubation period, which isfixed at the value of L
348 = 5.2 days as estimated by"#*, SARS-CoV-2 virus can be transmitted by three possible
349  modes: respiratory transmission (through respiratory droplets when symptomatic people

350  sneezeor cough), aerosol transmission (through fine virus particles that were aerosolized)
351  and contact transmission (through contacting the contaminated surface). In view of this easy
352 and quick mode of transmission, random mix among people is a reasonable assumption.

353  Although Chinais alarge country with a population of 1400050000 people residing on a

354  huge area of 9,596,960 km?, the recent urbanization and the development of rapid transport
355  systemsin Chinamake it easy and quick for its people to move around the country. Hence it
356  should be rational to model the transmission of COVID-19 within the whole country as a well
357  mixing population. For comparison, we also model the spread of COVID-19 within Hubel

358  province where the outbresk started (Sl Section 3).
359

360  The synthesis model is approximated by equation (1).

361
250 =~ BOSO(L0)6, + &1~ 8) + 2,O)/N
CE® = BOSOLOG + £ - 6)) + 8,O)/N - EQ/L
362 <L (t) = E(t)/L — L (t)/D; + Imported(t)
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= 1,(6) = A= )L (E)/D; — L,()/D,, )
d
EH(t) = elll(t)/Dl - 202H(t)/DDeath - 2(1 - GZ)H(t)/DRecovery

d
i Recovery_0(t) = 2(1 — 6,)H(t)/Drecovery —2Recovery_0(t)/Drecovery

d
ERecovery(t) = 2Recovery_0(t)/Dgecovery

d
aDeath_O(t) = 26,H(t)/Dpeamn, —2Death_0/Dpean

d
aDeath(t) = 2Death_0(t)/Dpeatn

Here N =1400050000 is the size of total population in mainland Chinaand is assumed to be
constant during the outbreak. The 12 compartments are defined in Table 4 and the definitions
of model parameters are given in Table 2. Note that an item Imported(t) in equation for I, is
included to account for the imported cases which come back from other countries to China

since 24" March 2020.

As anovel virus, no effective pharmaceutical interventions were available. Non-
pharmaceutical interventions are therefore essential public health response to the outbreaks.
These include isolating ill persons, contact tracing, quarantine of exposed persons, travel
restrictions, school and workplace closures, and cancellation of mass gathering events. These
measures were expected to reduce transmission®. During the period of COVID-19 outbreak
in China, the day, 20" January 2020, when the information that “ SARS-CoV-2 virus can
transmit among peopl€’” was announced in public marked some huge and quick changesin
people contact behaviours and rates. These changes were further strengthened when the
lockdown of epicentre Wuhan city from 23" January 2020 and then quick follow-up of

nationwide restrictions of mobility were enforced (Table 1 Timeline of the outbreak in
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China). To model the potential changes in transmission rate due to these combined and
dramatic control measures taken by Chinese government, we simply assume there existed a

turning point in time 7 such that the transmission coefficient varies as shown in the equation

2

a TS
B(6) = {gb s @

(c£.3%).

At the early stage of COVID-19 outbreak in China, due to the limited knowledge and unclear
definition of COVID-19, the rate of detection and reporting was very low (i.e., under-
detection and under-reporting). However, the rate of detection and reporting increased
quickly with the knowledge about the COVID-19 and availability of advanced techniquesto
test SARS-CoV-2". Especially since 20™ January 2020, searches for cases, diagnosis and
reporting have sped up. Local governments across China encouraged and supported routine
screening and quarantine of travellers from Hube Province to discover COVID-19 infections
as early as possible”. To reflect the changes in detection and reporting of COVID-19 cases
around 20™ January 2020 when the SAR-CoV/-2 was publicly declared to able to transmit
among people, we assume the proportion of detection (or rate of ascertainment) varied with
timeas

o = {Hl,a t < Ty
1= Hl’b t> Ty

©)

Here 14 isthe turning point in detection and reporting.

In the disease reporting system of the synthesis model (see the shaded part of Figure 2), we

assume all confirmed cases were hospitalised. The hospitalised patients either died at the

17
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probability of & or discharged because of recovery. Despite sporadic cases of COVID-19
that might not have chances to be hospitalized and died at home especialy at the early stage
of the outbreak, our assumed flow of confirmed COVID-19 patients should well approximate
actual procedures during the outbreak in mainland China™. In this study we fix the durations
from onset of symptoms to death and to hospital discharge at (D1+Dexn=) 17.8 days and
(D1+Drecovery =) 22.6 days, respectively, the estimates of # from the China outbreak data. To
alow the durations from hospitalization to death and from hospitalization to recovery to have
gammadistribution rather than the usual exponential distribution, we introduce the in
between compartments Death 0, and Recovery 0. Aswe use (mostly) data of reported dates,
the time-event-length (duration) should be thought to include such reporting delay, whichis
not explicitly treated in this study. Fortunately, modelling technique can code with such

external noise®.

The basic reproduction number Ry, which was defined as an average number of secondary
infections generated by an infectious person introduced into a completely susceptible
population, is an important quantity to characterise the transmissibility of infectious agents™.
At the early stage of our model system, it is given by

Ro1= (61D 1+4(1-61,9)(D1+Dy)) fa (4a)
while at the late stage after the time point defined as max(z, %),

Ro2= (610 D1+&(1-61p)(D1+Dy)) Ao (4b)
From equation (4a), the contribution from undetected infections to the transmissibility at the
early stageis

Ro1(undetected cases) = {1-6, o) (D1+Dy) S (4c)

Here D1+D, isthetotal infectious period of the infected people who were not detected. The

parameter £isintroduced to measure the relative infectivity of undetected infections to
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430  confirmed cases, and it will take the value of 1.0 (i.e., both undetected and confirmed

431  infection are of the same infectivity). To see how our results may change with different

432 relativeinfectivity’ the results for situations of &= 1/2, 1/3 will be given in Supplementary
433  Table S2.1.

434

435  Initial seeding: Wu et al® Lancet assumed the epidemic during 1% — 31% December 2019
436 was seeded by constant zoonotic force of infection that caused 86 cases (twice the 43

437  confirmed cases with zoonotic exposure) per day before market closure on 1% January 2020.
438  Kucharski et al® assumed the outbreak started with asingle infectious case or 10 cases on 22™
439 November 2019. In this study we assume the epidemic started from 1% December 2019 with
440 initial infections of 11(0) = Io which is to be estimated from model fitting to data. (The detall
441  of how infections were seeded is given in Sl Sectionl)

442

443 Inference method

444  We denote the model parameter to beinferred as © = {lo, fa, B, %, Gra Gib, T, &, D1, Dy}
445  whichislisted in Table 2. For each set of parameter values, the Runge-Kutta fourth order
446  method was used to solve the model equations and to obtain model predicted time series of
447  infections, confirmed cases, deaths, and recoveries. In the inference of model parameters,
448  directly observed dataset of confirmed/hospitalized/reported cases (denoting it as HOS for
449  short in the following), Death and Recovery are used asillustrated in the following. To

450  capturethe large dispersion in the daily numbers of these cases, the negative binomial

451 likelihood function was assumed. The likelihood for observed number x° (t) of cases on day t

452 isgivenas

FEC@+rf@) 1., 1€
53 LI = e GO AT ®
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where

HO)
ro() =49 6)

HererC isthe dispersion parameter and 1“(t) are the predictions of the cases on day t from
Synthesis model (1). Superscript C represents three different datasets: HOS, Death and

Recovery.

Special attention was paid to the extra high daily number of cases (15152) on 12" February
2020 (day 74 from 1% December 2019) due to the change in the case definition in Hubei
province™™*, In principle, these cases might have been accumulated over the days before 12"
February 2020. To avoid the complexity, only the cumulative numbers of cases on the 12"
February and daily numbers of cases after that will be used in the model inference. Let the
reported daily number of HOS be represented by x(1), x(2), ..., X(T), with T being the
number of days from 1% December 2019 to 21% April 2020. The likelihood of the cumulative
number of cases on 12" February X = Y72, x(t) is assumed to be

Ly = 22Dy (7)
Here M = Y72, u"9S(¢t) represents the cumulative number of confirmed cases predicted by
model. Assuming that the observational daily number of death: y(1), y(2),...,y(T) and daily
number of recovery: z(1), z(2),...,z(T) are conditionally independent, the total likelihood
given model parameters © is

L(®,nHOS pDeath pRecoveryy —

Lya X 175 L(e(8)]0,7195) X [Ty L(y(£)]@, 1P ) (z(£) |0, nRecovery)

(8)

20


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20150086
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20150086; this version posted July 11, 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.

477

478

479

480

481

482

483

484

485

486

487

488

489

490

491

492

493

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Parameter inference: We assume the uninformative prior distributions f(®) which are
uniform for parameters (Table 2). Employing Bayesian framework through the combination
of the prior distribution f(®) and the likelihood L(©,77°5, 7P%", 77V, x v, 2), the
posterior distribution can be obtained by Markov Chain Monte Carlo simulations (MCMC)*
(Birrell et al 2011). From these samples, we can obtain medians and their 95% confidence
intervals for the model parameters. The posteriors of the model parameters will provide the
estimates of the transmissibility and the severity of SARS-CoV-2 in mainland China and the

effects on transmissibility of control measures executed by Chinese government.
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Figure 2. Epidemic curves from 1% December 2019 to 21% April 2020. Model prediction of
infections (top left panel) and model fitting to the observations of confirmed cases (top right
panel), deaths (bottom left panel) and recoveries (bottom right panel) are shown. The model
predictions are obtained under the redistribution of 1290 death added on 17" April 2020 to
the period before 20" February 2020 in accordance to the daily number of deaths reported
before 17" April 2020. The green dotted lines represent the model predictions (large green
circles for median and thin green dotted lines for lower and upper levels of 95%confidence
interval). Thered points are the observed data. The red vertical line denotes the estimate of
break point in transmission rate and the black vertical line the break point in detection and
reporting rate. In top right panel, the blue points represent daily number of imported cases.
Note that the daily number of confirmed cases (15152) on 12" February 2020 (day 74) is
beyond the range shown in the top right panel.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20150086
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20150086; this version posted July 11, 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.

666

667
668

Tables

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Table 1 Timeine of outbreak in mainland China

date Event

November | Severa pneumoniae of unknown aetiology were discovered in Wuhan city,

2019 Hubei province, China

01/12/2019 | Symptom onset of the first case reported

31/12/2019 | An aert was issued by the Wuhan Municipal Health Commission and a rapid
response team was sent to Wuhan by Chinese Centre for Disease Control and
Prevention (China CDC)
The WHO China Country Office was informed of 27 cases of pneumonia of
unknown aetiology detected in Wuhan city, Hubei Province of China.

01/01/2020 | Wuhan's Huanan Seafood Wholesale M arket, the most probable index source
of zoonotic COVID-19 infection, was shut down and disinfected
China emergency response team was constructed.

02/01/2020 | Thefirst 41 confirmed cases were identified as |aboratory-confirmed COVID-
19 in Wuhan city

03/01/2020 | A total of 44 patients with pneumonia of unknown aetiology have been
reported to World Health Organisation (WHO) by Chinese authorities.
Chinese National Health Commission (CNHC) issued Diagnosis and
Treatment plan for pneumonia of unknown aetiology

04/01/2020 | One exported case from Wuhan city into Weng Zhou, Zhejiang Province,
China

05/01/2020 | A total of 59 patients with pneumonia of unknown aetiology have been
reported to WHO by Chines authorities

07/01/2020 | The causative pathogen was identified as anovel coronavirus and genomic
characterisation and test method development ensued.

12/01/2020 | Notification of the novel coronavirus and its sequence was made to WHO

13/01/2020 | First exported case was reported in Thailand

17/01/2020 | A total of 62 patients with pneumonia of unknown aetiology have been
reported

19/01/2020 | A total of 198 patients with pneumonia of unknown aetiology have been
reported

20/01/2020 | Person-to-person transmission was confirmed and announced in China.

China’'s “National Infectious Disease Law” was amended to make COVID-19
aclass B notifiable disease and its “Frontier Health and Quarantine Law” was
amended to support the COVID-19 outbreak response effort. By doing this,
Chinese law required all cases to be immediately reported to China's
Infectious Disease Information System.

CNHC started daily situation report of COVID-19 on their official website.
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23/01/2020 | Lockdown of the epicentre Wuhan city, limiting mobility of peoplein and out
of Wuhan, and then the control measures expanded quickly to the
neighbouring areas

25/01/2020 | The Chinese government raised the response level of the “ Preparedness and
Response Plan for Novel Infection Disease of Public Health Significance” to
the Emergency level, based on the assessment that the risk of health impact
caused by COVID-19 on thelocal population is high and imminent.

Chinese government announced its highest-level commitment and mobilized
all sectors to respond to the epidemic and prevent further spread of COVID-
19

31/01/2020 | WHO announced the outbreak of novel coronavirus as a“public health
emergency of international concern”

12/02/2020 | Definition of confirmed cases for Hubel province was changed to include
clinically diagnosed cases or PRC tested positive. The extra high daily
number of cases 15152 was reported from Hubel province.

On 29/02/2020 this changed back to “clinically diagnosed plus PCR tested
positive

11/03/2020 | WHO assessed COVID-19 as a pandemic
17/04/2020 | CNHC raised the total death number in Wuhan city from 2579 to 3869

669

670
671
672
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Table 2 Estimates of model parametersfor the COVID-19 outbreak within mainland China

The 1290 deaths within Hubei province added on 17" April 2020 were distributed over either the period before 17" April (i.e., the whole period)
or before 20" February 2020 in proportional to the daily number of deaths reported before 17" April 2020. The relative infectivity of undetected

cases £=1 (i.e, both undetected and confirmed infections are of the same infectivity).

Name Definition Prior Posterior
Before 20 February Whole period

7 Break point in transmission rate U[60,143]* 70.0[67.2,71.4] 69.5[66.3,71.7]

Da Transmission rate before the effective U[0.020,1.00] 0.424[0.267,0.584] 0.412[0.236,0.607]
control measuresfrom at day T

B Transmission rate after the control U[0.001,0.20] 0.008[0.001,0.030] 0.007[0.001,0.027]
measures

Roa1 Reproduction number before 7 - 2.23[1.86,3.22] 2.25[1.65,3.31]

Ry con R, due to confirmed cases - 0.072[0.027,0.207] 0.076[0.016,0.213]

Ro und Ry, due to undetected cases - 2.14[1.79,3.14] 2.14[1.62,3.21]

Ro2 Reproduction number after 73 - 0.035[0.007,0.103] 0.033[0.007,0.098]

lo Initial number of infectious people on U[1,500] 39.3[13.9,72.5] 28.0[11.5,57.2]
1/12/2019
Initial total number of people carryingthe | — 184.9[51.2,354.6] 106.8[47.1,247.0]
viruson 1/12/2019

T Break point in reporting rate U[40,62]* 60.3[56.0,61.9] 59.7[55.1,61.9]

Ga Reporting/hospitalization rate before U[1%,30%)] 6.89%]3.47%,14.61%) 6.54%][ 2.18%,14.92%)]

6 Reporting/hospitalization rate after z, U[30%,100%)] 41.53%[30.60%,65.06%)] | 38.64%30.42%,63.30%)]

& confirmed case fatality rate (cCFR) U[0.5%,50%)] 4.41% [ 3.65%,5.30%)] 4.38%[3.77%,5.10%)
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D, Infectious period before hospitalization U[2.0,10] 2.43[2.02,3.64] days 2.61[2.03,4.08] days
D1.Dy Infectious period of undetected infections U[3.0,25.0] 5.44[3.37,12.62] days 5.52[3.42,12.28] days
7S Dispersion parameter for reported cases U[1.01,1500] 78.2[51.2,127.9] 75.3[49.7,124.2)
7P Dispersion parameter for deaths U[1.01,5000] 39.7[28.2,57.1] 25.9[18.2,37.4]
pecovery Dispersion parameter for recoveries U[1.01,1500] 121.3[83.7,180.7] 130.1[88.0,196.2]
IFR, Infection fatality rate (61,.6) before 7 - 0.30%[0.15%,0.66%] 0.29%]0.10%,0.66%)
IFR, Infection fatality rate (6:,6,) after % - 1.81%[ 1.26%,3.03%)] 1.71%0[1.26%,2.82%]

*: The epidemic was assumed to start from 1% Dec 2019"

Observation: the two ways of distributing 1290 deaths added on 17" April 2020 by Chinese National Health Commission are nearly the same
for estimating model parameters except the dispersion parameter 77°**" changing from 39.7 (before 20" February) to 25.9 (the whole period of

the outbreak).
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Table 3 Impact of start time of control measures during the outbreak in China. Here the total
numbers of different cases from 1% December 2019 to 21% April 2020 were shown under
different start dates of control measures.

Start date Number of infections Number of confirmed cases | Number of deaths
2" Jan 2020 27036[8296, 61744] 8556[2433, 25656] 129[0, 3914]
9" Jan 2020 56037[22404, 108590] 18296[7566, 42499] 527[0, 6042]
16™ Jan 2020 115065[55009, 197000] 38126[20377, 72772] 1512[90, 9279]
23 Jan 2020 238894{127486, 387917] 78884[49928, 134398] 3776[711, 14418
30™ Jan 2020° 474519[271147, 730166] 161119[111010,241228] 8292[ 2578, 22777)
6™ Feb 2020° 957486[564094, 1489883] | 326008[231093,482038] 17689[ 7580, 37699]
13" Feb 2020 | 1926104[1145812,3128808] | 656380[458844,1009816] 36314[18731,66699]

" Noted: As from 25" January 2020, Chinawill start its Chinese New Y ear holidays, the
contacts between people become much higher than the other periods of the year, and hence
the estimated numbers of cases here are only conservative.
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Table 4 Definitions of model compar tments

Name Definition

Transmission dynamics

St) Number of susceptible people at timet

E(t) Number of exposed (infected but not yet infectious) people at time t

[1(t) Number of al infectious people at time t who have not yet been detected
lu(t) Number of infectious people at time t who have not been detected and

will remain undetected

Diseasereporting

H(t) Number of people who were hospitalized/reported due to COVID-19 at
timet

Death_0(t) Number of peoplein the“Death 0" compartment (between H and Death)
at timet.

Death(t) Number of people who have died from COVID-19 at time t

Recovery O(t) | Number of peoplein the “Recovery 0" compartment (between H and
Recovery) at timet

Recovery(t) Number of recovered people at time t
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