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Abstract 

Since its emergence in December 2019, COVID-19 has rapidly developed into a pandemic with 

many countries declaring emergency conditions to contain its spread. The impact of the disease, 

while has been relatively low in the Sub Saharan Africa (SSA) so far, is expected to be  

devastating given the less developed and fragmented health care system in the continent. In 

addition, most emergency measures such as border closings, cancellations of inbound flights, 

social distancing, and promotion of hand hygiene may not be as effective due to the clustered 

way people live in large as well as smaller population centers. As SSA waits for the start of large 

epidemics as seem in other regions, there exist acute need for estimates of the potential impacts 

of the disease once it gets strong hold in the region. To address this need, we developed a 

mathematical model with key parameters obtained from recent studies, to estimate the number of 

infections with in the first 90 days of the transmission under 54 scenarios of population sizes, 

initial number of cases, and coverage of contact tracing and isolation. Our results show that if 

implemented early, 80% contact tracing may “flattens the curve” of local epidemics, brings the 

pandemic to a manageable level for all population sizes we assessed. In countries with limited 
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workforce, hospital resources and ICU care, a robust contact tracing program could yield in 

outcomes that prevent several millions of infections and thousands of deaths across the continent. 

 

Introduction 

Since its emergence in December of 2019, SARS-CoV-2 virus has continued to spread in many 

regions with 824 thousand confirmed cases and more than 41 thousand reported deaths 

worldwide in 206 countries and territories by March 31, 2020 [1]. The rapid progression of the 

number of infections and deaths due to SARS-CoV-2  has taken many by surprise, with many of 

its characteristics related to its transmissibility under continuous update [2].  While the disease is 

still actively spreading in many regions of the world, researchers are working to quantify 

transmission parameters [2–7], and make estimates of infections and resulting deaths under 

different scenarios [8–11]. However, these studies are either too specific to certain geographies 

[10,12] or are too general to handle realistic scenarios [8,11] in the context of Sub Saharan 

Africa where majority of the population live in rural and semi urban areas with poor physical 

interconnections.  To overcome this problem and make estimates of infections in clusters of 

population with different sizes, we developed a mathematical based model with Susceptible-

Exposed-Infectious-Removed states, with parameters obtained from recent studies, and based on 54 

scenarios of initial number of cases, coverage of contact tracing, and population size, more suited to 

realities in resource poor, less inter-connected regions around the world.  

 

Methods 

We developed a process-based model with four human compartments: Susceptible, Exposed, 

Infectious, and Removed (S-E-I-R). Susceptible individuals get infected by the virus and 

progress to the exposed state E at a rate determined by the force of infection Λ. The force of 
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infection is determined by the length of the infectious period (1/γ) and the basic reproduction 

number R0  - the mean number of secondary infections from a single infected individual 

introduced into a fully susceptible population, a fixed value in this study.  Once exposed, 

infected individuals stay in that state for the duration of the incubation period (1/ξ) and 

subsequently progress to the infectious state I, where they stay for the length of the infectious 

period (1/γ) until they are removed either through isolation or recovery.  In our model, contact 

tracing coverage of θ is assumed to affect those that are in the infectious state  where those 

affected will be transitioned to the removed state R.  We assumed a mean time to isolation after 

start of the infectious period (1/ϕ, where 0 < 1/ϕ <  1/γ). The model has a stochastic process 

where the infection dynamics is determined using the following system of Ordinary Differential 

Equations. 
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We let the number of new infections to come from a Poisson distribution with the mean given by 

the force of infection Λ times the number of susceptible populations, S, at time t.  
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Table 1: Parameters and assumptions used to run the scenarios 
All time units are in days 

Parameter Value / Distribution Source 
Incubation period, 1/ (μ, shape) Weibull (2.45, 6.28) Lauer et al. 
Basic reproduction number, R0  2, 2.5 or 3 Kucharski et al. 
Infectious period,    1/� 5 Davies et al. 
Time to isolation after contact traced, 
1/� 

One half the 
incubation period 

Assumed 

Coverage of contact tracing and 
isolation, θ 

0, 0.5 or 0.8 Assumed 

Initial number of cases 50 or 100 Assumed 
Cluster population size 100k, 1M or 3M Assumed 
 
 
Because estimates of R0 and length of the infectious period cannot be viewed in isolation, we 

made sure we used estimates in their proper context and paired R0 and length of infectious period 

estimates from similar sources when available. Accordingly, we used parameters obtained from 

two studies by the same modeling group to run our model [7,12].  We run all scenarios based on 

the cluster sizes: 100 thousand, 1 million and 3 million populations in consideration of 

population clusters most common in the SSA context, yielding in a total of 54 scenarios.  All 

model simulations were performed using the Partially Observed Markov Process (Pomp) 

package available in R, with all scenarios run based on Monte Carlo sample of parameter values 

from their corresponding distributions.  

 
Results 
 
The effects of contact tracing 
 
Our results show a cluster of 100k with 50% coverage of contact tracing and isolation will have 

an estimated 7k (95% CI 60-15k), 38k (95% CI 65-56k), 76k (95% CI 285-84k) cases for R0 

values of 2, 2.5 and 3 respectively (Fig 1, S1 Fig.), in the 90 days after the start of the epidemic, 

while these figures could have been 48k (95% CI 14k-79k), 85k (95% CI 53k-90k) and 94k 

(95% CI 83k-95k) with no contact tracing assumed (Fig 1,  S2 Fig.). Improving the contact 
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tracing and isolation to 80% will drop the total number of infected cases to just 2k (95% CI 35-

12k), 18k (95% CI 45-51k) and 52k (95% CI 71-81k) depending on the basic reproduction 

number assumed (Fig 1, S3 Fig., S1 Table).   

Fig 1: Cumulative number of infections in the initial 90 days with 0% (red), 50% (blue), and 
80% contact tracing (green) and 50 initial cases, assuming Ro=2, 2.5 and 3 (top to bottom 
respectively) for the three population sizes (left to right). Broken line shows the median value 
and corresponding regions show the 95% confidence interval.  
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Similarly, by the end of the first 90 days, a cluster of 1M with 50% coverage of contact tracing 

and isolation will have an estimated 7k (95% CI 92-17k), 70k (95% CI 103-135k), 416k (95% CI 

379-532k) cases for R0 values of 2, 2.5 and 3 respectively (Fig 1, S1 Fig). Compare with 117k 

(95% CI 18k-659k), 608k (95% CI 108k-894k)  and 900k (95% CI 409k-945k) if no contact 

tracing was assumed (Fig 1, S2 Fig.). With 80% contact tracing and isolation implemented, the 

number of infected cases would go down to 2k (95% CI 27-15k), 21k (95% CI 38-103k) and 

166k (95% CI 78-419k) for basic reproduction number R0 values of 2, 2.5 and 3 respectively (Fig 

1, S3 Fig.).   

 
For larger cluster of 3M population, 50% coverage of contact tracing and isolation yielded in an 

estimated 8k (95% CI 42-20k), 81k (95% CI 103-141k), 575k (95% CI 274-867k) cases for R0 

values of 2, 2.5 and 3 respectively (Fig 1, S1 Fig.), while there would be 116k (95% CI 13k-

1727k), 1M (95% CI 113k-2.66M) and 2.5M (95% CI 623k-2.8M) respectively if no contact 

tracing was assumed (Fig 1, S2 Fig). With 80% contact tracing and isolation implemented, these 

figures would go down to 2k (95% CI 45-17k), 25k (95% CI 43-100k) and 192k (95% CI 108-

611k) for basic reproduction number R0 values of 2, 2.5 and 3 respectively (Fig 1, S3 Fig).   

 
The effects of early intervention 
 
In addition to the effects of contact tracing, our results show dramatic differences in outcomes 

due to the timing of contact tracing.  With 80% contact tracing implemented at the time of 50 

infections instead of when 100 infections occurred, number of infections could be lowered by 2k 

(95% CI 20-11k), 7k (95% CI 22-20k), and  10k (95% CI 50-26k) for basic reproduction number 

R0 values of 2, 2.5 and 3 respectively (Fig 2).  The effects are even more dramatic when we 

consider a population size of 1M and 3M.  With 80% of contact tracing assumed, implementing 
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contact tracing earlier would bring the differences to 2k (95% CI 25-17k), 12k (95% CI 30-93k), 

and 69k (95% CI 52-218k) for 1M size cluster, and 2k (95% CI 10-15k), 13k (95% CI 47-116k) 

and 134k (95% CI 37-408k)  for 3M size cluster  basic reproduction number R0 values of 2, 2.5 

and 3 respectively (Fig 2).  

Fig 2: Cumulative number of infections in the initial 90 days with 50 (blue) and 100 (red) initial 
cases and 80% contact tracing, assuming Ro=2, 2.5 and 3 (top to bottom respectively) for the 
three population sizes (left to right). Broken lines show the medians and corresponding regions 
show the 95% confidence interval. 
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Discussion 
 
We developed a stochastic S-E-I-R mathematical model with parameters from recent published 

works, to estimate infections within the first 90 days of initial cases for scenarios more realistic 

to many African settings in terms of population size and capacity to carry out effective contact 

tracing. Our estimates show effective contact tracing could bring down the number of infections 

and associated deaths to manageable levels when implemented early.  Our results confirm the 

significant positive role contact tracing play as the most reliable non-pharmaceutical intervention 

against SARS-Cov-2 [8,11].    

 
While  the virus is spreading around the world at a fast pace, Sub-Saharan Africa is anticipating a 

start of epidemic levels disease and death rates, having reported only 3725 confirmed cases in 42 

countries by April 1, 2020 [1]. Though each African nation’s situation may be unique, patterns of 

population settlement  and physical connectedness, as well as living conditions in most countries 

can be generalized into one of isolated rural, semi-rural or large urban settlements, the latter with 

a possibility slam area. Our classifications of population centers into three sizes of 100k, 1M and 

3M thus follows this assumption in consideration of most common population settlement 

patterns in SSA.  

 

To decide which scenario to choose, each country should consider the current existing risk of 

importing new cases, best estimate number of identified cases, the strength of the field 

epidemiology work, coverage of facemask [13], strength of social distancing measures taken and 

population density. Those countries with a  potential for simultaneous clusters of cases around 

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 11, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.07.20053421doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.07.20053421
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


new epicenters, contact tracing and isolation should be accompanied by travel restrictions 

between clusters to prevent importation of cases.  

 

The effect of increased contract tracing and isolation is not only lowering the total attack rate and 

mortality, but also delaying the time to the peak transmission slowing build-up of cases, thus 

allowing hospitals and healthcare systems mobilize their workforce and resource supplies in this 

emergency situation. This so-called “flattening the curve” scenario will allow critical resources, 

including health care workers, hospital beds, and medical equipment and supplies, to be utilized 

efficiently leading to more lives saved. While we have not included explicit estimates of 

mortality, based on the 2.84% mortality rate in Wuhan [11], we estimate 510 to 1335 (95% CI ) 

and 1192 to 1902 (95% CI )  deaths averted with 50% and 80% contract tracing coverage 

implemented.   

 

Sub Saharan Africa’s large young population is expected to lead to relatively lower mortality 

rates given the observed larger mortality rates among older population [11]. In addition, the 

overall low population density in rural areas should allow  natural distancing, thus mitigating the 

impact of the SARS-CoV-2  pandemic [7,14]. On the other hand, weak health systems, poor 

access to sanitation, overcrowded cities and slums make social distancing a challenge and 

negatively impact the spread of the virus. Population face mask utility can support the social 

distancing needed to decrease transmissibility of SARS-CoV-2 [15] especially in urban centers 

where people may find it hard to keep distances. We have modeled our estimate based on three 

basic reproduction number R0 values, three cluster sizes and three initial cases. SSA countries 
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and regions are advised to take their situation into account [16] when they use estimates from 

these scenarios.    

 

The large differences in the number of infected individuals between scenarios initialized with 50 

cases and 100 cases (Fig 2) demonstrate the effect of early action preventing large transmissions 

and lowering the size of the epidemic. This suggests a need for countries to quickly undertake 

extensive training of field epidemiologists to identify and isolate contacts of those who are 

diagnosed with SARS-CoV-2.  Currently, Africa has the lowest testing rate of any part of the 

world. Since testing is a necessary precondition for contact tracing and isolation, countries 

should scale up their testing, contact tracing and isolation capacities within the short window of 

opportunity that remains to minimize the local impact of the pandemic.  

 

Our model is highly sensitivity to certain parameters, especially the infectious period of a person 

given the reproduction number. This means that letting the length of infectious period vary 

within a distribution could have widened the range of estimated infections. We will continue to 

update our estimates when new evidence on the key parameter assumptions emerges.    

 

Our model is not without limitations. We have not considered clinical and sub-clinical infections 

separately, which may have overestimated the force of infection. Also, we have accounted for 

contract tracing by using a constant proportion of the incubation period, unlike others who have 

used using distribution-based time to isolation [8].  We have assumed that contact tracing will be 

completely effective with no onward transmission from those individuals suspected of the 

disease, which may not be realistic given the less optimal process of identifying suspects, and 
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putting them in safe isolated location in many African countries. Thus, our results many have 

overestimated the impact of contact tracing as implemented on the ground.  In addition, our 

assumptions of the initial number of cases may not be realistic given evidences large number of 

unobserved infections [10].  Finally, the fact that our model does not have age structure has 

limited our capacity to include mortality estimates.    

 

References 
 
1.  WHO WHO. Coronavirus disease (COVID-19) outbreak situation report. 2020 Apr. 

Available: https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/situation-
reports 

2.  Imai N, Cori A, Dorigatti I, Baguelin M, Donnelly C, Riley S, et al. Report 3: 
Transmissibility of 2019-nCoV. 416. 2020 Jan. Available: 
https://www.imperial.ac.uk/media/imperial-college/medicine/sph/ide/gida-fello 417 
wships/Imperial-2019-nCoV-transmissibility.pdf 

3.  Tindale L, Coombe M, Stockdale JE, Garlock E, Lau WYV, Saraswat M, et al. 
Transmission interval estimates suggest pre-symptomatic spread of COVID-19. 
Epidemiology; 2020 Mar. doi:10.1101/2020.03.03.20029983 

4.  Mizumoto K, Kagaya K, Chowell G. Early epidemiological assessment of the transmission 
potential and virulence of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) in Wuhan City: China, 
January-February, 2020. Infectious Diseases (except HIV/AIDS); 2020 Feb. 
doi:10.1101/2020.02.12.20022434 

5.  Lauer SA, Grantz KH, Bi Q, Jones FK, Zheng Q, Meredith HR, et al. The Incubation Period 
of Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) From Publicly Reported Confirmed Cases: 
Estimation and Application. Ann Intern Med. 2020 [cited 3 Apr 2020]. doi:10.7326/M20-
0504 

6.  Woelfel R, Corman VM, Guggemos W, Seilmaier M, Zange S, Mueller MA, et al. Clinical 
presentation and virological assessment of hospitalized cases of coronavirus disease 2019 in 
a travel-associated transmission cluster. Infectious Diseases (except HIV/AIDS); 2020 Mar. 
doi:10.1101/2020.03.05.20030502 

7.  Kucharski AJ, Russell TW, Diamond C, Liu Y, Edmunds J, Funk S, et al. Early dynamics 
of transmission and control of COVID-19: a mathematical modelling study. The Lancet 
Infectious Diseases. 2020; S1473309920301444. doi:10.1016/S1473-3099(20)30144-4 

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 11, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.07.20053421doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.07.20053421
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


8.  Hellewell J, Abbott S, Gimma A, Bosse NI, Jarvis CI, Russell TW, et al. Feasibility of 
controlling COVID-19 outbreaks by isolation of cases and contacts. The Lancet Global 
Health. 2020;8: e488–e496. doi:10.1016/S2214-109X(20)30074-7 

9.  Prem K, Liu Y, Russell TW, Kucharski AJ, Eggo RM, Davies N, et al. The effect of control 
strategies to reduce social mixing on outcomes of the COVID-19 epidemic in Wuhan, 
China: a modelling study. The Lancet Public Health. 2020; S2468266720300736. 
doi:10.1016/S2468-2667(20)30073-6 

10.  Perkins A, Cavany SM, Moore SM, Oidtman RJ, Lerch A, Poterek M. Estimating 
unobserved SARS-CoV-2 infections in the United States. Epidemiology; 2020 Mar. 
doi:10.1101/2020.03.15.20036582 

11.  Wang C, Liu L, Hao X, Guo H, Wang Q, Huang J, et al. Evolving Epidemiology and 
Impact of Non-pharmaceutical Interventions on the Outbreak of Coronavirus Disease 2019 
in Wuhan, China. Epidemiology; 2020 Mar. doi:10.1101/2020.03.03.20030593 

12.  Davies N, Kucharski AJ, Eggo R, Gimma A, CMMID COVID-19workinggroup, Edmunds 
W. The effect of non-pharmaceutical interventions on COVID-19 cases, deaths and demand 
for hospital services in the UK: a modelling study. Infectious Diseases (except HIV/AIDS); 
2020 Apr. Available: http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.04.01.20049908 

13.  Offeddu V, Yung CF, Low MSF, Tam CC. Effectiveness of Masks and Respirators Against 
Respiratory Infections in Healthcare Workers: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. 
Clinical Infectious Diseases. 2017;65: 1934–1942. doi:10.1093/cid/cix681 

14.  Anderson RM, Heesterbeek H, Klinkenberg D, Hollingsworth TD. How will country-based 
mitigation measures influence the course of the COVID-19 epidemic? The Lancet. 
2020;395: 931–934. doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30567-5 

15.  CDC. Recommendation Regarding the Use of Cloth Face Coverings, Especially in Areas of 
Significant Community-Based Transmission. 2020 Apr. Available: 
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/prevent-getting-sick/cloth-face-cover.html 

16.  Ferguson N, Laydon D, nedjati G, Imai N, Ainslie K, Baguelin M, et al. Report 9: Impact of 
non-pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs) to reduce COVID19 mortality and healthcare 
demand. 2020 Mar.  

 

 

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 11, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.07.20053421doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.07.20053421
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 11, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.07.20053421doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.07.20053421
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 11, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.07.20053421doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.07.20053421
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

