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ABSTRACT  

COVID-19 epidemic is declared as the public health emergency of international concern by the World Health 
Organisation in the second week of March 2020. This disease originated from China in December 2019 has already 
caused havoc around the world, including India. The first case in India was reported on 23rd Feb 2020, with the cases 
crossing 6000 on the day paper was written. Complete lockdown of the nation for 21 days and immediate isolation of 
infected cases are the proactive steps taken by the authorities. For a better understanding of the evolution of COVID-
19 in the country, Susceptible-Infectious-Quarantined-Recovered (SIQR) model is used in this paper. It is predicted 
that actual infectious population is ten times the reported positive case (quarantined) in the country. Also, a single 
case can infect 1.5 more individuals of the population. Epidemic doubling time is estimated to be around 4.1 days. All 
indicators are compared with Brazil and Italy as well. SIQR model has also predicted that India will see the peak with 
22,000 active cases during the last week of April followed by reduction in active cases. It may take complete July for 
India to get over with COVID-19.

INTRODUCTION 

Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) is originated from the Wuhan city of the Hubei province (China) in December 
2019. This outbreak has caused global pandemic with more than 1.57 million positive cases and 92,191 deaths. India 
has witnessed its first positive case on 15th February 2020, at present more than 7000 individuals are reported positive 
with 200 fatalities and 602 recoveries [1]. Many proactive steps are taken by the government to control the spread of 
disease, including lockdown, social awareness and identification of clusters of cases. 

Mathematical equations are widely used to model the nature and impact of global pandemics in the society. The SIR 
model [2] is the classically adopted mathematical model to analyse and predict evolution of a disease. Its one of the 
variant SIQR [3] is considered to be the best modelling technique for COVID-19, where isolation of infectious plays 
an important role. This modelling approach to analyse the impact of this disease has been performed for few affected 
nations, including Brazil [4] and Italy [5]. 

Studies about the power-law growth [6] and the effect of lockdown on the spread of disease [7] have been reported 
for India. In this paper, we analysed the evolution of COVID-19 in India with the SIQR model. Parameters and 
indicators that quantify the growth and spread of disease in India are determined.  

MODELLING APPROACH 

Susceptible Infected Quarantine Recovered (SIQR), a variant of classical SIR model appears to be particularly 
convenient for the modelling of COVID-19 [5]. This model considers two categories for infected individuals, one who 
gets quarantine and others who don’t (asymptotic or negligence). Susceptible in the models are the individuals who 
are at the risk of getting infected. Infected are those susceptible who gets affected by the virus; they may be asymptotic 
or have symptoms. Infected individuals who develop signs and gets isolated is considered as quarantine. Recovered 
are those infectious or quarantine individuals who recovered or died from the disease.  
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Fig. 1. Pictorial representation of the dependence of each component of the SIQR model, where S stands for 
Susceptible, I for infected, Q for quarantined and R for recovered. Left side of the picture represents the dependence 
of the rate of change on S, I, Q, R. Four proportionality constants relating each parameter of the model is mentioned. 

Rate equations of each part of the model are described using the following ODEs [3]: -  
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In the following equations, 𝛽 denotes the rate of infection, 𝜂 determines the rate at which new cases are detected from 
the infected population. 𝛾 is the rate at which quarantine are getting removed (recovered or died). 𝛼 is the rate of 
removal of infectious individuals who are asymptotic (or for any reasons) and didn’t get quarantined (Fig. 1).  

 

Fig. 2. Semi-log (y) plot of the total confirmed positive cases and growth per day in India as of 7th April 2020. 
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N is the size of the population. Complete lockdown of the country assures that the total population is not prone to the 
disease. A factor of (1-l) to N, with ‘l’ being the fraction of population following lockdown, is used to consider 
lockdown. 

RESULTS AND ANALYSIS 

To estimate the parameters of Eq. (1-4), modified equations are fitted with the reported data of the country [1]. First 
positive case in the country was reported on 30th January 2020 with steady growth till 1st March, as the cases surge 
exponentially (Fig. 2). Considering the population not following lockdown to be susceptible, i.e. S ≈ N(1 − l) and 
approximating Eq. (2) to 

ୢ୍

ୢ୲
= [𝛽 − (𝛼 + 𝜂)]𝐼       (5)  

Integrating Eq. (5) to obtain 

  𝐼(𝑡) = 𝐼 exp[𝛽 − (𝛼 + 𝜂)]𝑡      (6) 

𝐼 is the number of infected individuals at the start of the disease in the country. Our study has considered the number 
of initial cases as 𝐼 = 6, since cases were almost steady before that. 

Adding Eq. (3) and Eq. (4) will give us the rate of change of the total confirmed positive cases [Q+R] in the country 
with the day (t). 

ௗ[ொାோ]

ௗ(௧)
= (𝛼 + 𝜂)𝐼(𝑡)       (7) 

Putting 𝐼(𝑡) from Eq. (6) to Eq. (7) will give us –  

   
ௗ[ொାோ]

ௗ(௧)
= (𝛼 + 𝜂)𝐼 exp[𝛽 − (𝛼 + 𝜂)]𝑡     (8) 

Integrating Eq. (8) over 𝑡 –  

[𝑄 + 𝑅](𝑡) =
(ఈାఎ)

ఉି(ఈାఎ)
𝐼[exp(𝛽 − (𝛼 + 𝜂)) − 1]    (9) 

Above equation (Eq. (9)) is in the form of 𝑦(𝑡) =



exp [(𝐵𝑡) − 1]. Where 𝑦(𝑡) is the number of confirmed positive 

cases on a day (t). This form of equation is fitted to the total positive reported cases using least square fitting (Fig. 2) 
to give (𝛼 + 𝜂)𝐼 = 1.840 ± 0.201 and 𝛽 − (𝛼 + 𝜂) = 0.169 ± 0.004. Fitted parameters give us 𝛽 = 0.476 and 
𝛼 + 𝜂 = 0.307.  

Rate of detection of new cases from infectious individuals (𝜂) can be calculated based on the report of the incubation 
period and fraction of infected population that gets quarantine. On average, it takes five days for an infectious 
individual to get symptoms [8]. If that individual gets quarantined on that day only, this rate can be written as 𝜂 =

0.2 × µ, where µ is the fraction of the infected individuals that get quarantined. It has been reported that in Japan 50% 
of the population is asymptotic [9]. Considering the domination of young population in Indian age distribution [7] and 
low testing per million of the population [10]. It is assumed that 10% of the total infected population will get 
quarantined, i.e. µ is considered as 0.1. that leads to 𝜂 = 0.2 × 0.1 = 0.02. It is not feasible to determine the rate at 
which quarantines are getting removed (𝛾), due to less number of recovered individuals in the country till 7th April  

 . 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 17, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.12.20062794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.12.20062794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

Fig. 2. Least square fitting of Eq. (9) with the total positive reported cases from 2nd March – 7th April 2020. Fitted 
parameters are (𝛼 + 𝜂)𝐼 = 1.840 ± 0.201, 𝛽 − (𝛼 + 𝜂) = 0.169 ± 0.004. 

2020. 𝛾 is assumed as 0.04 that means, on average, it took 25 days for a quarantined patient to get recover or die in 
line with the analysis presented in [5]. 

All these model parameters are used to determine indicators that quantify the transmissibility of disease in the country 
[4]. These indicators are defined as follows: 

 Basic reproduction number (𝑅): This number is used to quantify the transmission ability of a disease. It is 
defined as the average number of individuals that can get infected from a single individual. It is formulated 
as follows: 

𝑅 =
ఉ

ఈାఎ
                                                         (10)  

  

 Epidemic doubling time: Number of days required for a disease to double its infected population is epidemic 
doubling time. It is defined as: 

𝜏 =
୪୬ ଶ

[(ఈାఎ)(ோబିଵ)]
               (11) 

 Infected to Quarantine ratio: This ratio gives us the estimate of the population which are infected but not 
quarantine. They may be asymptotic or suffering from mild symptoms that get unnoticed. 

ூ

ொ
=

ఊାఉି(ఈାఎ)

ఎ
               (12) 

 
Values of the above-defined three indicators are mentioned in Table. 1 compared with the reported numbers from 
Brazil [4] and Italy [5]. India’s basic reproduction number is on the lower side as compared to Brazil and Italy, and 
this may be because of the strict lockdown and immediate isolation of the infected. Perhaps for the same reasons 
doubling time of the infected individuals is higher in India than that of Brazil and Italy. Whereas the ratio of actually 
infected to confirmed is more than ten times, highest among three. Probable reasons for this can be the presence of 
many asymptotic individuals in the population or the less number of testing. Temporal evolution of the number of 
active cases (Q) and the total infected population (I) is determined using estimated parameters. Numerical integration 
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of Eq. (1-4) is performed with 𝑁 = 1.3 × 10ଽ (population of India) with lockdown efficiency (l) determined by fitting 
active cases to the quarantine (Q) in Fig. 3. 

Solution of ODEs estimated that around 7.54 × 10ହ are susceptible to the disease. India may witness the peak of 
active cases in between 22nd – 28th April 2020 with about 22,000 total active cases and it may take complete July to 
finish this pandemic in India. 

Table 1. Three different indicators calculated from the estimated parameters for India, Brazil and Italy. 

Indicator India Brazil Italy 
Basic reproduction number 1.55 5.25 2.59 

Epidemic doubling time 4.10 days 2.72 days 3.32 days 
Infected to Quarantine Ratio 10.45 9.83 3.7 

 

 

Fig. 3. Temporal evolution of the number of active cases (Q) and actual infected (I) with the day (t) estimate using 
numerical integration of Eq. (1-4) with 𝛼 = 0.287, 𝛽 = 0.476, 𝛾 = 0.040, 𝜂 = 0.020, 𝑙 = 0.99942, 𝑁 = 1.3 ×

10ଽ. Data of confirmed active cases are also marked (using black filled squares). 

CONCLUSION 

Susceptible-Infectious-Quarantined-Recovered (SIQR) model is used in this paper to estimate the indicators of the 
spread of the COVID-19 in India. Following points sums up the key findings of this paper. 

1. A single individual can infect 1.55 other individuals (i.e. 𝑅 = 1.55) which is less than Brazil’s and Italy’s. 
It may be because of the strict lockdown or immediate isolation of the infected. 

2. It takes 4.10 days in India to double the infected cases. Brazil and Italy take 2.72 and 3.32 days, respectively. 

3. The ratio of actually infected to confirmed is more than ten times, higher than Brazil and Italy. Perhaps 
because of the presence of many asymptotic individuals or the less number of testings. 

4. Our model also predicts India may witness maximum 22,000 active cases (total positive - recovered - died), 
somewhere in last week of April. 

5. It may take complete July to finish this pandemic in India. 
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DISCLAIMER 

I am not an epidemiologist and analysis (or discussions) is based on an elementary mathematical modelling SIQR. 
This paper predicts the pattern and indicators based on the past data (2nd March to 7th April) and a few assumptions. 
Prediction of the peak of the active cases is made using the model; these dates and numbers must not be taken for any 
administrative decisions. 
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