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Abstract4

5

In this article, a mathematical model for the transmission of COVID-19 disease is formulated6

and analysed. It is shown that the model exhibits a backward bifurcation at R0 = 1 when recovered7

individuals do not develop a permanent immunity for the disease. In the absence of reinfection, it is8

proved that the model is without backward bifurcation and the disease free equilibrium is globally9

asymptotically stable for R0 < 1. By using available data, the model is validated and parameter10

values are estimated. The sensitivity of the value of R0 to changes in any of the parameter values11

involved in its formula is analysed. Moreover, various mitigation strategies are investigated using12

the proposed model and it is observed that the asymptomatic infectious group of individuals may13

play the major role in the re-emergence of the disease in the future. Therefore, it is recommended14

that in the absence of vaccination, countries need to develop capacities to detect and isolate at least15

30% of the asymptomatic infectious group of individuals while treating in isolation at least 50% of16

symptomatic patients to control the disease.17
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1 Introduction21

A novel coronavirus, named a severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2; pre-22

viously known as 2019-nCoV), was identified as the infectious agent causing an outbreak of viral23

pneumonia in Wuhan, China, in December 2019 [43]. The World Health Organization (WHO) medical24

team codenamed the new outbreak caused by SARS-CoV-2 as “coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19)”.25

The infection is in the same category as the Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS) which26

emerged in Southern China in 2002, spreading to up to 30 Countries, with a total of 8,098 cases27
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and claiming 774 lives [33]. COVID-19 is also in the same category as the Middle East Respiratory28

Syndrome (MERS) which was first identified in Saudi Arabia in 2012, and ended up spreading to 2729

countries around the world, reaching a total of 2,519 cases confirmed and claiming up to 866 lives30

[41].31

Since January 2020, an increasing number of cases confirmed to be infected with COVID-1932

were detected outside Wuhan, and currently it has been spread all over the world. As of April 14,33

2020, (08:26 GMT), COVID-19 had affected all continents including island nations (210 countries and34

territories as well as 2 international conveyances), with the total number of cumulative infections35

globally standing at 1,929,995 cases and 119,789 deaths [48], and the numbers is still increasing.36

The major portal of entry of the virus in the body is the tissue lining the T-zones of the face37

(including the nose, eyes and mouth). The infection is characterised by loss of the sense of smell (a38

condition referred to as hyposmia/anosmia), taste and poor appetite. Although, such conditions39

have been observed in COVID-19 patients, many carriers of the infection may not show any severe40

symptoms like fever and cough but have hyposmia, loss of taste and loss of appetite.41

Whereas knowledge of the virus dynamics and host response are essential for formulating42

strategies for antiviral treatment, vaccination, and epidemiological control of COVID-19, estimation of43

changes in transmission over time can provide insights into the epidemiological situation and help to44

identify whether public health control measures are having a measurable effect [5, 35]. The analysis45

from mathematical models may assist decision makers to estimate the risk and the potential future46

growth of the disease in the population. Understanding the transmission dynamics of the infection47

is crucial to design alternative intervention strategies [28]. In general, by approaching infectious48

diseases from a mathematical perspective, we can identify patterns and common systems in disease49

function, which would enable us to find some of the underlying structures that govern outbreaks and50

epidemics.51

Mathematical models that analyse the spread of COVID-19 have began to appear in few published52

papers and online resources [2, 9, 12, 28, 36]. However, there are several challenges to the use of53

mathematical models in providing nearly accurate predictions at this early stage of the outbreak,54

particularly in real time as it is difficult to determine many of the pathogen-based parameters through55

mathematical models. The estimation of such parameters will require clinical observations and56

“shoe-leather” epidemiology [30]. It is also possible for some of the parameters to be verified through57

observation only at a later stage of the course of the epidemics. To get better predictions and to design58

and analyse various alternative intervention strategies in the absence of such parameter values, one59

needs to estimate them from existing epidemiological data.60

Like many respiratory viruses, the novel coronavirus SARS-CoV-2 can be spread in tiny droplets61

released from the nose and mouth of an infected person. As soon as the virus enters the body (either62

through the mouth, nose or membrane of the eyes), it finds its way to the windpipe and then the63

lungs. This viral attack is characterised by flu like symptoms, fever (body temperatures > 38.3◦C)64

and dry cough at the initial stage of the infection. Once the virus gets into the lungs, it causes fibrosis65

of the lungs leading to shortness of breath (or difficulty to breath) and severe pneumonia followed by66

impaired functioning of the liver and acute kidney injury [20]. The virus is then released from the67

infected individual when they cough, sneeze and when they touch their own nose or mouth. Some68

2

 . CC-BY-ND 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 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.15.20066308doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.15.20066308
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


Analysis of the mitigation strategies for COVID-19

part of the particles that are released through coughing or sneezing may land on clothing of other69

people in close proximity, and surfaces around them while some of the smaller particles can remain70

in the air for some times. In addition, some scientific evidences show that the virus can also be shed71

for a longer time in faecal matters [45]. The virus survives on surfaces, fabrics, metals, plastics for72

variable times. Recent report indicates that the virus can survive from shorter time (in the air) up to73

2-3 days long on plastic and stainless-steel surfaces [39]. This implies that an uninfected individual74

can also acquire the virus through contact of infected surfaces.75

That means, there is a possibility for COVID-19 infection to spread from such contaminated76

surfaces and objects to uninfected humans. Hence, including the proportion of indirect transmission77

from the environment in the mathematical model structure is important to address this situation. We78

note that the impact of environmental contamination and its role in the transmission of the disease is79

not well studied in mathematical models developed so far.80

Reinfection by the family of coronavirus is possible as it is indicated in [21, 50]. Even if it is not81

yet well known how long it takes for a person who recovered from COVID-19 to loose immunity,82

we can not overlook its impact at this stage. Therefore, when formulating a mathematical model for83

COVID-19 dynamics, it is reasonable to consider a kind of Susceptible-Infected-Recovered-Susceptible84

(SIRS) type of epidemiological model formulation.85

So far there is no known curing medicine nor vaccine to combat the COVID-19 pandemic. The86

available prevention mechanisms that are recommended by the WHO so far are also limited and their87

effectiveness is not yet fully tested. The population level application of these preventive mechanisms88

varies from region to region and from country to country. In some places, the protective measures89

are employed voluntarily by individuals and in some other places governments impose some kind90

of rules on the population to use strict social distancing and wearing face masks at public places.91

However, the adherence to these rules is not uniform.92

In the past, it has been witnessed that during the outbreak of infectious diseases, the human93

population has been taking precautionary actions such that wearing masks, abstinence from risky94

contacts, avoiding public transport means and increasing the uptake of vaccination (when available)95

[14, 24, 32]. Behaviour change towards using preventive mechanisms by the population to protect96

themselves from an infectious disease is assumed to be dependent on the way that the disease is97

transmitted and its fatality. Individuals who have awareness about the disease and who decided to98

use preventive mechanisms have less susceptibility than those without awareness and demonstrating99

the usual risky behaviour.100

A number of mathematical models have been proposed to analyse the effects of human behaviour101

in the dynamics of infectious diseases (see [13, 15, 17, 22, 25, 26, 29, 32, 40], and the references therein).102

In this paper, we follow the diffusion of innovation approach, which was proposed by Kassa and103

Ouiniho [24]. In models of this approach, it is assumed that the perceived threat for the population is104

the level of prevalence of the disease. However, for diseases with short time cycles, the prevalence105

dependent awareness function looks non-realistic. Therefore, in this work we assumed that awareness106

is driven by the magnitude of the incidence rate reported each day. That means, based on the diffusion107

of innovation method one may consider the perceived threat for the population to be the incidence of108

the disease.109
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At the beginning of the COVID-19 outbreak, a huge disparity has been observed in the use of110

self-protective mechanisms and adherence to the advises given by public health agencies. In particular,111

the people in some parts of Asia have fully embraced the measures while many in other parts of the112

world were very much hesitant to use them. For example, wearing a face mask every day in public113

appearance is like a ritual in most of the countries in South East Asia, while the same is considered114

as a bad gesture in many of the other parts of the world [46] (even if it is now becoming a “normal115

norm” also everywhere in the globe). One key difference between these societies and the people in116

the West, is that the communities in the South East Asia have experienced similar disease outbreaks117

before and the memories are still fresh and painful [46]. That means, recent history of a similar event118

plays a role in behavioural change of the population specially at the beginning of the outbreak in119

addition to the perceived threat from the disease.120

Therefore, in this paper, we consider a mathematical model that takes into account121

1. the transmission dynamics of COVID-19 similar to the SIRS model,122

2. the contribution of the asymptomatic infectious individuals in the transmission dynamics of the123

disease in the population,124

3. the effect of indirect transmission of the disease through the environment,125

4. behavioural change of individuals in the society to apply self-protective measures, and126

5. the intensity of historical events from recent similar outbreaks.127

By analysing the proposed mathematical model, the effect of each of these factors is investigated in128

terms of their contribution in the control strategies of the disease.129

The layout of this paper is as follows: The model is described and formulated in the next section.130

Its qualitative analysis is presented in Section 3. Estimation of the parameters and the sensitivity131

analysis of the reproduction number of the model with respect to involved parameters are discussed132

in Section 4. Numerical simulations of the model with some assumed intervention scenarios are also133

presented in this same section. Concluding remarks of the study are given in Sections 5.134

2 Model formulation135

In this section, we present a mathematical model for the transmission dynamics of COVID-19 which136

spreads in a population. The susceptible individuals can be infected through either direct contact with137

infectious individuals or indirect contact with novel coronavirus infected environment. The population138

under consideration is grouped into disjoint compartments. Individuals who are susceptible to the139

disease and without formal awareness about the prevention mechanisms or who did not decide to140

use any one of them are grouped in the S class. Individuals who are susceptible but are aware of141

about and decided to apply any of the existing protective mechanisms after receiving public health142

information on how to protect themselves from the novel coronavirus infection are placed in the Se143

class. COVID-19 infected individuals who are asymptomatic and symptomatic are grouped in classes144

C and I, respectively. Some studies consider the asymptomatic class as the “exposed” class (see for145

instance [9]). But since the individuals in this group are known to be infectious and some of them146

also recover from the disease without going through the I group [8], we used a name “carrier” to147
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avoid confusion. The R class contains the recovered individuals from COVID-19. Finally, E denotes148

the amount of the novel coronavirus pathogen that contaminates the environment due to shedding149

by COVID-19 infectious individuals. In the analysis of the model, we intentionally excluded the150

actual exposed class for mathematical simplicity. However, a 5 days incubation period is taken into151

consideration in the numerical simulation part of this paper.152

Variables Description
S Susceptible population.
Se Susceptible individuals who are educated to prevent the disease.
C Carriers individuals (infected & infectious but asymptomatic).
I Infected individuals (symptomatic).
R Recovered individuals.
E Contaminated surfaces or objects in the environment.

Table 1: Description of the model variables

By combining the direct and indirect way of transmissions, the force of infection is assumed to153

have the form154

λ = β1
I + νC

N
+ β2

E
E + K

, (2.1)

where N = S + Se + C + I + R and K is the concentration of the novel coronavirus in the environment155

which increases 50% chance of triggering the disease transmission.156

The proposed flow diagram for the transmission dynamics of COVID-19 is depicted in Figure 1157

while the description of each of the state variables is given in Table 1.158

Figure 1: Schematic diagram of the proposed model

The dynamics of the pandemic is described by using the following system of differential equations159

(see Table 2 for the description of the involved parameters):160

5
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S′ = (1− h)π − (λ + σe + µ)S + (1−ω)ϕR,

S′e = hπ + σeS− ((1− ρ)λ + µ)Se + ωϕR,

C′ = ηλS + φ(1− ρ)λSe − (θ + α + µ)C,

I′ = (1− η)λS + (1− φ)(1− ρ)λSe + θC− (γ + µ + δ)I,

R′ = αC + γI − (ϕ + µ)R,

E′ = εC + ξ I − ψE,

(2.2)

where161

e(λ) =
λn

λn
0 + λn , (2.3)

with λ0 is the value of the force of infection corresponding to the threshold infectivity in which
individuals start reacting swiftly (that means, the point at which the behaviour change function
changes its concavity). We appended the following nonnegative initial conditions with the system
(2.2):

S(0) = S0, Se(0) = Se0 , C(0) = C0, I(0) = I0, R(0) = R0, and E(0) = E0.

Parameters Description
Π Rate of recruitment to the susceptible individuals
h Fraction of recruitment to the Se class because of past disease history
σ Rate of dissemination of information about the disease in the population
η Fraction of infected susceptible individuals who become carriers
φ Fraction of ‘educated’ individuals who get infected and become carriers
ρ Average effectiveness of existing self-preventive measures
α Rate of recovery for carrier individuals
θ Rate of transfer of carrier individuals to the sick class
ε Shedding rate from the C class to the environment
γ Rate of recovery for the sick class
δ Death rate due to coronavirus
ξ Shedding rate from the I class to the environment
ψ Virus decay rate from the environment
β1 Rate of disease transmission directly from humans
β2 Rate of disease transmission from the environment
K The pathogen concentration in the environment that yields 50% of chance

for a susceptible individual to catch the viral infection from the environment
ν Modification parameter (transmission of C relative to I)
ϕ Rate of loosing immunity after recovery
µ Natural death rate
ω Fraction of recovered individuals moving into the Se class after loosing immunity

Table 2: Description of the model parameters

6
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3 Analysis of the model162

In this section, we study the quantitative and qualitative analysis of the model system Eq. (2.2).163

3.1 Well-posedness164

We begin by determining the biologically feasible set for the model (2.2). The following theorem165

implies that the solutions of (2.2) are nonnegative and bounded from above, provided that the initial166

conditions are nonnegative.167

Theorem 3.1 Equation (2.2) defines a dynamical system on Ω, where168

Ω =
{
(S, Se, C, I, R, E) ∈ R6

+ : 0 ≤ S + Se + C + I + R = N ≤ π

µ
, 0 ≤ E ≤ (ε + ξ)π

µψ

}
. (3.1)

Proof: The proof of this Theorem is outlined in Appendix A169

3.2 Asymptomaticstability of the disease-free equilibrium170

To determine the equilibrium solutions, we set the right-hand side of (2.2) equal to zero and obtain171

(1− h)π − (λ + σe + µ)S + (1−ω)ϕR = 0,

hπ + σeS− ((1− ρ)λ + µ)Se + ωϕR = 0,

ηλS + φ(1− ρ)λSe − (θ + α + µ)C = 0,

(1− η)λS + (1− φ)(1− ρ)λSe + θC− (γ + µ + δ)I = 0,

αC + γI − (ϕ + µ)R = 0,

εC + ξ I − ψE = 0.

(3.2)

Then, the disease-free equilibrium (DFE) is obtained to be172

E0 =

(
(1− h)π

µ
,

hπ

µ
, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0

)
. (3.3)

The basic reproduction number, which is very important for the qualitative analysis of the model, is173

determined here below by using the method of the next generation matrix used in [11, 38]. For the174

model under consideration, using the notation X = (C, I, E), we have the vector functions175

F (X) =

 ηλS + φ(1− ρ)λSe

(1− η)λS + (1− φ)(1− ρ)λSe

0

,176

and177

V(X) =

 k1C
−θC + k2 I

−(εC + ξ I) + ψE

,178
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with k1 = θ + α+ µ and k2 = γ+ µ+ δ represent the rates at which the disease compartments increase179

and decrease in size due to the infection, respectively. Then the next generation matrix is180

B = JF (JV )−1, (3.4)

where181

JF (E0) =

 νβ1 p β1 p β2π
µK p

νβ1q β1q β2π
µK q

0 0 0

,182

and183

JV (E0) =

 k1 0 0
−θ k2 0
−ε −ξ ψ

.184

where p = η(1− h) + φ(1− ρ)h, and q = (1− η)(1− h) + (1− φ)(1− ρ)h. Here, it is not difficult to185

show that186

J−1
V (E0) =


1
k1

0 0
θ

k1k2

1
k2

0
1

k1ψ (ε +
θξ
k2
) ξ

k2ψ
1
ψ

.187

The basic reproduction number denoted by R0 is defined as the average number of secondary188

cases produced in a completely susceptible population by a typical infected individual during its189

entire period of being infectious [11, 38]. Mathematically, R0 is the spectral radius of B in Eq. (3.4)190

and after further simplification, we obtain191

R0 = β1

[ p
k1
(ν +

θ

k2
) +

q
k2

]
+

β2π

µψK

[ p
k1
(ε +

θξ

k2
) +

qξ

k2

]
. (3.5)

The next result is a direct application of Theorem 2 in [38].192

Theorem 3.2 The DFE E0 of the model (2.2) is locally asymptotically stable whenever R0 < 1 and unstable if193

R0 > 1.194

The epidemiological implication of Theorem 3.2 is that the transmission of COVID-19 can be controlled195

by having R0 < 1 if the initial total numbers in each of the subpopulation involved in Eq.(2.2) are in196

the basin of attraction of E0. To ensure that eliminating the disease is independent of the initial size of197

the subpopulation, the disease-free equilibrium must be globally asymptotically stable when R0 < 1.198

This is what we present here below.199

Theorem 3.3 The model (2.2) undergoes a backward bifurcation at R0 = 1 when the parameters satisfy the200

condition201
DH + GJ
(p + qF)L

≥ 1, (3.6)
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where202

A =
µψk1K

[
β1

(
pθ

k1k2
+ q

k2

)
+ β2π

µψK

(
pθξ
k1k2

+ qξ
k2

)]
p(µψβ1K + ξβ2π)

,

D =
1
µ

[ (1−ω)ϕ(α + γA)

k3
− (1− h)

(
β1(ν + A) +

β2π

µψK
(ε + ξ A)

)]
,

F =
p(µψβ1K + ξβ2π)

q(νµψβ1K + εβ2π) + µψθK
A

G =
1
µ

[ωϕ

k3
(α + γA)− (1− ρ)h

(
β1(ν + A) +

β2π

µψK
(ε + ξA)

)]
H =

µβ1

π
(ν + A)

(
η − p + F(1− η − q)

)
+

β2(ε + ξA)

ψK

(
η + F(1− η)

)
J =

µβ1

π
(ν + A)(1− h)

[(
− η + φ(1− ρ)

)
+ F

(
− (1− η) + (1− φ)(1− ρ)

)]
+

(1− ρ)β2(ε + ξA)

ψK

(
φ + F(1− φ)

)
L =

µβ1

π

(
ν + A(1 + ν + A) +

α + γA
k3

(ν + A)
)
+

β2π

µ

(
ε + ξ A

ψK

)2

.

The proof of Theorem 3.3 is carried out using the center manifold theory in [6] and is given in203

Appendix B204

205

In the above theorem (Theorem 3.3), if the reinfection parameter ϕ = 0, we can observe that both206

D and G are negative. Hence, Eq. (3.6) can not be true. In this case, we give below a Theorem which207

asserts the global stability of the DFE of the model.208

Theorem 3.4 The disease-free equilibrium of system (2.2) in the case when ϕ = 0 is globally asymptotically209

stable for R0 < 1.210

Proof: To prove the theorem for the case ϕ = 0, we use Kamgang-Sallet Stability Theorem stated in211

[23]. Let X = (X1, X2) with X1 = (S, Se, R) ∈ R3 and X2 = (C, I, E) ∈ R3. Then the system (2.2) can212

be written as213

Ẋ1 = A1(X)(X1 − X∗1 ) + A12(X)X2, (3.7)

Ẋ2 = A2(X)X2, (3.8)

where X∗1 =
(
(1−h)π

µ , hπ
µ , 0

)
,214

A1(X) =

 −µ 0 0
0 −µ 0
0 0 −µ

,215

A12(X) =

 −k4
νβ1
N S −k4

β1
N S −k4

β2
E+K S

k5
νβ1
N k5

β1
N k5

β2
E+K

α γ 0

,216

9

 . CC-BY-ND 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 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.15.20066308doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.15.20066308
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


Analysis of the mitigation strategies for COVID-19

and217

A2(X) =


νβ1
N k6 − k1

β1
N k6 k6

β2
E+K

νβ1
N k7 + θ

β1
N k7 − k2

β2
E+K k7

ε ξ −ψ

.218

with k4 = 1 + σλn−1

λn+λn
0
, k5 = σλn−1

λn+λn
0
S− Se, k6 = ηS + φSe and k7 = (1− η)S + (1− φ)Se.219

We show that the five sufficient conditions of Kamgang-Sallet Theorem (in [23]) are satisfied as220

follows.221

1. The system (2.2) is a dynamical system on Ω. This is proved in Theorem 3.1.222

2. The equilibrium X∗1 is GAS for the subsystem Ẋ1 = A1(X1, 0)(X1 − X∗1 ). This is obvious from223

the structure of the involved matrix.224

3. The matrix A2(X) is Metzler (i.e., all the off-diagonal elements are nonnegative) and irreducible225

for any given X ∈ Ω.226

4. There exists an upper-bound matrix Ā2 for the set

M = {A2(X) : X ∈ Ω} .

Indeed,227

Ā2 =

 νβ1 p− k1 β1 p β2
K p

νβ1q + θ β1q− k2
β2
K q

ε ξ −ψ

228

with p = (1− h)η + hφ and q = (1− h)(1− η) + h(1− φ) is an upper-bound forM.229

5. For R0 ≤ 1 in Eq. (3.5)

α(Ā2) = max
{

Re(λ) : λ eigenvalue of Ā2
}
≤ 0.

Hence, by the Kamgang-Sallet Stability Theorem [23], the disease-free equilibrium is globally230

asymptotically stable for R0 < 1. �231

The reality behind Theorem 3.4 is that, if immunity is permanent (ϕ = 0), coronavirus will be232

effectively controlled in the community if R0 can be brought to a value less than unity.233

4 Numerical Simulations and Discussion234

4.1 Estimation of parameters from data and literature235

The novel coronavirus being a new strain of corona viruses, information about the dynamics of the236

infection is still evolving. Biological studies of parameter values describing the vital dynamics of the237

infection are still ongoing as more laboratory test become available. Although some studies have been238

done on the early dynamics of the disease most especially on data from Wuhan, extensive reading239

reveals that some of the disease dynamics parameters are highly variable and some process are not240

fully explored. In this work, we use new cases data from Hubei Province of China extracted from241
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WHO situation reports 1-57 [43], i.e. for the period January 21, 2020 to March 17, 2020. We ought to242

fit the proposed model to the extracted data and estimate the unknown parameters.243

The total population of Hubei province was estimated as 59.2 million. The life expectancy of244

Hubei province varies depending on the area of dwelling (i.e urban or rural) as well as gender [44].245

For urban dwellers, the average life expectancy is estimated to be 75.68 years (with an average being246

73.72 years for men and 77.79 years for women). The life expectancy of China of the year 2019 was247

estimated to be 76.79 years where as that for the year 2020 is estimated as 76.96 years. [31]. Owing to248

the negligible difference in the provincial and Country wide value, we use the Country life expectancy249

for the year 2019 which gives an average mortality rate of µ = 3.57× 10−5 per day. The recruitment250

rate is thus given as π = µ× N0, where N0 is taken to be the total population size, 59.2 million.251

The average time period taken for symptoms to appear after exposure is observed to vary252

considerably with a range between 2-14 days [7], 2-24 days [47], with some outliers going to up to 27253

days. The observed median incubation period was nearly 5 days [16]254

The time to recovery from the onset of symptoms varies depending on the seriousness of the255

infection with individuals presenting mild illness observed to recover in an average period of 2256

weeks while those presenting serious/critical illness recovering in about 3 to 6 weeks. For our257

parameter estimate simulations we consider a nominal value of 0.0476 day−1 (corresponding to 3258

weeks) estimated from an interval (0.0238, 0.0714). We note that a patient is considered recovered: (1)259

if two swab tests taken in a time interval of at least 24 hours both test negative, (2) if the time taken260

for after the end of the respiratory symptoms and fever is at least 72 hours.261

The waning of the immunity after recovery is estimated to range between 4 months to 1 year,262

which gives an interval for ϕ as (0.00274, 0.00824) day−1. For our simulation, we consider a nominal263

value of ϕ = 0.00274 day−1 (approximately one year). We propose that at the end of the epidemic, at264

least 20− 65% of the recovering population will learn from the experiences during the infection and265

even when the acquired immunity wanes, such individuals will become susceptible individuals with266

past history/knowledge of the disease.267

The rate of recovery for the symptomatic individuals (γ) in Wuhan varied considerably but268

majority of individuals who recovered from the virus were discharged from hospital after 2 1
2 weeks269

[4]. However, the patients in Wenzhou-China stayed in hispital for 27 days (0.037 per day) on average.270

In the model fitted on the early trends data from Wuhan-China [27], the recovery rate obtained for271

symptomatic cases was 0.0897 per day (accounting for 10 days to recovery). The rate of recovery (α)272

for carrier individuals is expected to be higher [9].273

According to the WHO situation report [42], it is estimated that up to 80% of COVID-19 cases274

are asymptomatic or show mild symptoms, 15% show severe symptoms and up-to 5% end up with275

critical infection and require oxygen or a ventilator. The proportion of individuals who do not show276

symptoms or have mild symptoms can be as high as 94% [18]. For our model fitting, we use a range277

of (0.65, 0.86) for both η and φ with selected initial values within the prescribed interval.278

Although Hubei province was put on a lockdown on January 23, 2020, the first major decline in279

the number of new confirmed cases was only observed on February 20, 2020 (Situation report 31 [43]),280

approximately 1 month after the lockdown was imposed. From February 14, 2020, the method of281

identification of new cases was revised to include both cases confirmed through laboratory test and282
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Figure 2: Model fit to the data

clinical observation. As such there was an observed spike in the number of new cases on February283

14, 2020 of 4823 compared to 1508 cases (reported on February 13, 2020) and 2420 cases (reported284

February 15, 2020).285

Applying the above described set of assumptions in the bound for some of the parameters, we286

optimize the model output to fit the daily new cases data reported for the Hubei province, China.287

The parameter values that best fit to the incidence data is given in Table 3. Figure 2 shows the plot of288

the reported new-case data together with the incidence of the disease obtained from the model. As289

we can observe from the graph, the model slightly overestimates the reported data except for the two290

highest points. In addition, since our model does not assume any control measure at this stage while291

the reported data after the 31st day may represent the effect of the strict lockdown measure taken by292

the authorities, the parameters estimated seem to give a good result. When we calculate the value of293

R0 from Eq. (3.5) using the estimated parameters given in Table 3, we obtain R0 ≈ 2.91, which is294

within the range of values reported in [10, 49].295

4.2 Sensitivity analysis296

We examine the sensitivity of R0 to variations in parameter values and establish the significance of297

the sensitivity indices. We used the Latin hypercube Sampling (LHS) scheme, which is an efficient298

stratified Monte Carlo sampling that allows for simultaneous sampling of the multi-dimensional299

parameter space [19]. For each run, 1000 simulations were done and Partial Rank Correlation300

Coefficients (PRCCs) [1] calculated between each of the selected input parameters and the disease301

threshold. The PRCCs indicate the degree of effect each parameter has on the outcome, which in302

this case is the disease threshold. The sign of the PRCC identifies the specific qualitative relationship303

between the input parameter and the output variable. The positive value of the PRCC of the variables304

implies that when the value of the input parameter increases, the future number of cases will also305
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Parameter Description Range Nominal Value Source
Π Persons day−1 µ×N0 Assumed
β1 Contacts day−1 (0.24, 0.275) 0.275 Fitted
β2 Contacts day−1 (0.001, 0.028) 0.001006082 Fitted
h proportion (0.1, 0.65) 0.59996 Fitted
ν Relative value (1.1− 3) 2.662830741 Fitted
K No. of pathogens (100-107) 2091775 Fitted
σ Intensity day−1 (0.2, 0.65) 0.649996150 Fitted
φ Proportion (0.65, 0.86) 0.8671 Fitted
η Proportion (0.65, 0.86) 0.650286467 Fitted
ρ Proportion (0.10, 0.15) 0.149999732 Fitted
α day−1 (0.04, 0.075) 0.074999946 Fitted
θ day−1 (0.1, 0.25) 0.249999979 Fitted
ε Pathogens person−1 day−1 (0.098, 0.33) 0.101989917 Fitted
γ day−1 (0.025, 0.05) 0.049999999 Fitted
ξ Pathogens person−1 day−1 (0.135, 0.673) 0.431477395 Fitted
δ day−1 (0.006, 0.11) 0.11 Fitted
ψ day−1 (0.14− 1) 0.2842 Fitted
µ day−1 3.57× 10−5 [44]
ϕ day−1 (0.00274, 0.00824) 0.00274 Fitted
ω Proportion (0.2, 0.65) 0.633695 Fitted

Table 3: Nominal values and ranges of parameters values.
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increases. On the other hand, processes underlying the parameters with negative PRCCs have a306

potential to contain of the number of cases when enhanced. The results of sensitivity analysis307

are indicated in Figure 3(a) and the box plot (Figure 3(b)) gives the five-number summary for the308

computed disease threshold value from the sampled parameter space.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Partial Rank Correlation Coefficients (PRCCs) for a selected range of model parameters in
Table 3. The processes underlying the parameters β1, β2, ε and ξ have the greatest potential of making
the epidemic worse if increased, whereas processes described by ψ and h have the greatest potential
of containing the epidemic when enhanced.

309

The processes described by parameters β1, β2, ε and ξ with the greatest positive PRCCs have the310

greatest potential of worsening pandemic when increased. On the other hand, parameters (h and ψ)311

with negative PRCCs have the greatest potential in helping contain the infection when maximised.312

In this respect, we note that increasing social/physical distancing directly reduces β1 as this lowers313

the likelihood of a susceptible individual getting in contact with a potentially infected individual. In314

addition, practising good hygiene (such as regularly washing hands, using sanitisers to disinfect the315

infected environment and avoiding touching the T-zones of the face) is associated with lowering the316

likelihood of contracting the virus from infected surfaces. Anything contrary to the above increases317

the likelihood of getting the infection through the two aforementioned routes. We further note that318

practising good hygiene also involves the infected individuals reducing the shedding of the virus into319

the environment. It is evident from the results in figure 3 and Table 4 that reducing the rate at which320

the virus is shed into the environment is significant in reducing the severity of the problem.321

From the five number summary of the results in Figure 3(b), the lower quartile of the computed322

values of R0 is about 2, the median around 2.9 and the upper quartile of about 4. The obtained value323

of R0 is within the range of 3.11(95%CI, 2.39− 4.13) obtained in the early studies in [34]. We note that324

for a selected combination of underlying processes much higher values of R0 can be obtained, which325

is an indication of possible worsening of the situation. In a similar way, we observe that for particular326

underlying processes (a selected combination of parameters) the value of R0 can be reduced to values327

below one.328
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As indicated in [1], we note that although some parameters in the model may have very small329

magnitudes of PRCCs (non-monotonically related to the disease threshold output), they may still330

produce sizeable changes in the disease burden. To identify the most important parameters in331

containing or aggravating the epidemic, we computed p-values for the simulated parameters using332

Fisher’s Transformation [1]. We note that the computed PRCCs are bounded between the interval333

[−1, 1]. For this matter, some sampling distribution of variables that are highly correlated is skewed.334

The Fisher’s Transformation ρ(r) = 0.5 log
( 1+r

1−r

)
is used to transform the skew distribution to a335

normal distribution and then compute p-values for each of the parameters based on the PRCCs [1].336

The PRCCs for the parameters together with their corresponding p-values are indicated in Table 4.

Variable PRCC P-value Significance?
β1 0.108132611 1.566× 10−3 TRUE
β2 0.706803546 0.0000000 TRUE
h −0.081725771 2.022× 10−2 TRUE
η 0.003556638 0.9110 FALSE
ρ −0.037485329 0.3186 FALSE
ψ −0.4787134264 0.00000 TRUE
φ 0.004377062 0.9110 FALSE
θ −0.060636753 0.09703 FALSE
α −0.021180254 0.607 FALSE
γ −0.045896543 0.223 FALSE
ε 0.159616950 1.289132× 10−06 TRUE
ξ 0.359785405 0.000000 TRUE

Table 4: Parameter PRCC significance (FDR Adjusted P-values)
337

We carry out pairwise comparison of the significant parameters (whose p-values are less than338

0.05, see Table 4) to ascertain whether the process described by such parameters are different. We339

computed the p-values for the different pairs of significant parameters while accounting for the false340

discovery rate (FDR) adjustment and the results are given in Table 5.341

β1 β2 h ψ ε ξ

β1 0 2.347× 10−5 0 0.2443 2.642× 10−9

β2 0 0 0 0
h 0 8.647× 10−8 0
ψ 0 0
ε 1.942× 10−6

ξ

Table 5: Pairwise PRCC Comparisons (FDR Adjusted P-values)

The major question posed at this point is: Are the different pairs of significant parameters342

different after FDR adjustment? Based on the FDR adjusted p-values in Table 5, the compared pair of343

parameters are rendered to be different if their p-value is less than 0.05 and not different otherwise.344
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We summarise our results in Table 6, where “TRUE” indicates that the compared parameters are345

significantly different and “FALSE” indicating that the parameters are not significantly different.

β1 β2 h ψ ε ξ

β1 TRUE TRUE TRUE FALSE TRUE
β2 TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE
h TRUE TRUE TRUE
ψ TRUE TRUE
ε TRUE
ξ

Table 6: Are the parameters different after FDR adjustment?
346

We observe that the more sensitive parameters are also significantly different (see Table 6) except347

for the β1 − ε pair which may not necessarily be related.348

We examine effect of variation of the sensitive parameters on the reproduction number (R0). The349

results of the variation of parameters with more negative PRCCs are indicated in the bar graphs in350

Figure (4).

(a) (b)

Figure 4: Bar plots showing the effect of the most sensitive parameters to R0: (4(a)) Fraction of
recruitment to the Se class because of past disease events; (4(b)) Virus decay rate from the environment.
The values of the parameter values used are given in Table 3

351

From Figure 4, it is evident that the decay of the virus from the environment (Figure 4(b)) which352

can be accelerated by disinfecting surfaces reduced the value of R0 and consequently the disease353

burden. In addition, we observe that an increased proportion of individuals with knowledge of354

similar infections from the past that are practising self-protection and preventive measures (see Figure355

4(a)) is important in slowing down the infection at the initial stage. Such proportions of individuals356

would normally have knowledge about prevention and control mechanisms of the infection just at the357

onset of the disease.358
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 5: Bar plot showing the effect of the most sensitive parameters to R0: (5(a)) Rate of disease
transmission directly from human to human; (5(b)) Rate of disease transmission from the environment;
(5(c)) Shedding rate from the carriers class to the environment (ε); (5(d)) Shedding rate from the
infected class to the environment (ξ). The values of the parameter values used are given in Table 3.
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We observe in Figure 5 that the increase in person to person contact, β1 (Figure 5(a)), in poor359

personal hygiene, β2 (Figure 5(b)), and in the rate of shedding of the virus into the environment by360

both carriers (Figure 5(c)) and symptomatic individuals (Figure 5(d)) increases the value of R0 and361

therefore the disease burden. It is evident that the most effective way of containing the infection is362

by minimizing contact, which is why most cases imposing a lockdown becomes an effective way363

of slowing the spread of the infection. In addition, good hygiene practices by all individuals are364

two-fold: (1) avoiding touching surfaces, always washing hands with soap and water, or using alcohol365

based hand sanitizer, which reduced the likelihood of contracting the pathogen from the environment;366

(2) those who are sick with symptoms like cough and flu, ought to use masks, when they cough or367

sneeze, must do so in a sanitary tissue which is then properly disposed off. We also note that hygienic368

practices without social/physical distancing may not significantly slow down the infection.369

In summary, we observe that it is possible to reduce the value of R0 to a value less than unity370

by reducing only the value of β1 below 0.1 (see Figure 5(a)). This observation is in direct agreement371

with mitigation approaches that are aimed at minimising human-to-human contact (such as social372

distancing and imposing a lockdown). Therefore, the paremeter β1 is more influential in the model373

and can also play a significant role in eradication of the disease. The other parameters (see Figures 4,374

5(b), 5(c) and 5(d)) may reduce the value of R0 significantly when applied in combination but not as375

independent mitigation processes.376

4.3 Numerical simulations and mitigation strategies377

There are various ways of intervention mechanisms for COVID-19 that are observed being imple-378

mented in different part of the world. The strategies differ from country to country depending on379

the scientific information available to decision makers. For the simulation purpose of this study, we380

considered five different cases or scenarios of how to apply the interventions. The strategies described381

in each of the cases below are in addition to the awareness creation for voluntary self-protective382

mechanisms which are widely communicated through various media outlets. Here, we assume that383

the average effectiveness of the self-protective measures is 15% (as estimated from the data and384

reported in Table 3), and the individuals who decided to use any one of them are strict in following385

the appropriate rules.386

Case 1: In this case, we assume that about 40% of the symptomatic infectious individuals and only387

1% of the asymptomatic infectious individuals are detected and quarantined. This scenario is388

based on the assumption that among the people in the I class only about 40% show “above mild”389

symptoms and hence visit health care facilities, while the remaining individuals in this class390

(nearly 60% of them) remain at home or at large in the society. Then, through contact tracing391

mechanisms corresponding the hospitalized individuals, some people will be traced and tested,392

thereby about 1% of the total asymptomatic individuals can be detected.393

A similar scenario is being applied currently in some sub-Saharan African countries.394

The time profile in Figure 6 shows the situation described in Case 1. From this graph we can395

observe that the infection stabilizes around its endemic equilibrium, which is nearly at 5000396

cases. (This number depends on the initial conditions and the demographic variables of the397

population under study.) This shows that the disease persists in the population.398
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Figure 6: Dynamics of the disease with no additional intervention is applied.

Case 2: In this case, we assume that strict and longer time (6 weeks) of social distancing rules are399

enforced by the government nearly 4 weeks after the first positive case of COVID-19 is reported400

in the community.401

We assume for simulation purpose that the implementation of the intervention strategy is402

divided into the following 4 time phases.403

Phase 1: The first phase, in this case, is 24 days long (measured starting from the first positive404

case of COVID-19 is reported). During this phase because of lack of information and405

the nature of the infection, assume (as in Case 1) that only 40% of symptomatic infec-406

tious individuals and 1% of the asymptomatic infectious individuals are detected and407

quarantined.408

phase 2: The second phase is assumed to last for 6 weeks (42 days) in this case. During this409

period, it is also assumed that410

∗ 80% of the symptomatic class and 30% of the asymptomatic class are detected and411

quarantined,412

∗ a mandatory social distancing rule is imposed, which is assumed to have a 70%413

reduction of effective contacts of individuals in the society,414

∗ environmental disinfection is widely carried out, which is assumed to result in a415

50% reduction in the rate of infection from the environment, and to contribute about416

the same percent impact in increasing the rate of decay of the pathogen from the417

environment.418

Phase 3: The third phase is assumed to be 4 weeks (28 days) long, and is characterised by the419

partial lift of the ‘lockdown’ imposed in Phase 2. During this period, it is assumed further420

that421
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∗ 70% of the symptomatic class and 25% of the asymptomatic class are detected and422

quarantined,423

∗ a relaxed social distancing rule is exercised, which is assumed to have a 25% reduction424

of effective contacts of individuals in the society,425

∗ environmental disinfection is partially carried out, which is assumed to have an impact426

of reducing the rate of infection from the environment by 30% and increasing the rate427

of decay of the pathogen from the environment by the same 30%.428

Figure 7: Dynamics of the disease with a mandatory 6-weeks lockdown and a 4-weeks of partial social
distancing is imposed as described in Case 1

Phase 4: The last and fourth phase is the time when the social distancing rule is fully lifted. Due429

to the lesson learnt from the previous phases, we assume that the following interventions430

will continue during this period as well431

∗ 70% of the I class and 10% of the C class are detected and quarantined,432

∗ environmental disinfection is partially carried out, which is assumed to have an impact433

of reducing the rate of infection from the environment by 20% and increasing the rate434

of decay of the pathogen from the environment by the same 20%.435

The time profile of the disease dynamics after implementing the above described interventions436

strategy is plotted in Figure 7. The figure shows that the count of the infected individuals437

decreases down to nearly zero in Phases 2 and 3, but the disease returns back into the society438

soon after. However, the peak of the second wave looks to be much more smaller than the first439

one. That means, the intervention mechanisms described in the above 4 phases of this case are440

not enough to contain the disease, and unless some additional intervention mechanisms are441

developed the disease persists in the society.442
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Case 3: In this case, we assume that early action with shorter time social distancing rule is applied.443

In this scenario, it is assumed that the interventions described in Case 1 started half way444

through the time Phase 2 was implemented in Case 1. That means, the implementation of the445

interventions described in the four phases of Case 1 is assumed to be followed, but the length of446

the time in Phases 1 and 2 is reduced as described below.447

1. Phase 1 lasts only 12 days,448

2. Phase 2 lasts only 3 weeks, and449

3. Phase 3 lasts 4 weeks (the same as in Case 2).450

Otherwise all the details of the interventions in Case 1 are kept the same. The time profile for451

this set of interventions is given in Figure 8. The general behaviour of the graph in Figure 8 is

Figure 8: Dynamics of the disease (portraying the scenario in Case 2) with the start of early intervention
measures but for half of the time as compared to that of Case 1.

452

the same as that of Figure 7. However, this strategy has an advantage in significantly reducing453

the height of the first peak. The height of the subsequent peaks are found to be the same unless454

some additional measures are taken after Phase 3.455

Unfortunately the strategies in both of the above two scenarios (Case 2 and Case 3) do not help456

to fully contain the disease once it spreads in the population. As can be seen from Figures 7 and457

8 another wave of outbreak of the disease will emerge at a later stage. Here, we can see that the458

asymptomatic infectious individuals play the greater role in becoming the major source for the459

second wave. Therefore, if there is a possibility to track and detect people with asymptomatic460

infection, and if they can be effectively quarantined for the required period of time there is a461

possibility for disease to be contained. As it can be observed from Figure 9, if we can increase462

the effect of detecting and quarantining the asymptomatic individuals to a proportion of about463

30%, it is possible to significantly reduce the infection to a level that it cannot be a public treat.464
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Otherwise, any lower proportion of this effort will imply the emergence of a second wave of465

infection in the community.466

Figure 9: Dynamics of the disease with 30% of the C class and at least 70% of the I class are detected
and quarantined in Phase 4 (after the interventions described in Case 2 are carried out).

Therefore, to contain COVID-19 in every given community, public health authorities need to467

work more on the detection and quarantining of the asymptomatic infectious individuals.468

Case 4: In this case, we assume that no lockdown but only large number of testing is applied to469

detect and quarantine large proportion of infected cases.470

If it is possible to beef up the effort of tracing the asymptomatic infectious individuals and be471

able to quarantine at least 35% of them continuously and effectively, our simulation shows that472

there is a possibility for the disease to be contained without imposing the strict lockdown rule473

on the total population. The plot in Figure 10 shows the time profile of the count of the infected474

groups while about 50% of the individuals from I class are effectively quarantined (for example475

inside appropriate health facilities).476

We can observe that this intervention strategy can also produce the required result in containing477

the outbreak as some countries (like South Korea) is currently being following this pattern.478

Case 5: In this case, we assume that the length of the lockdown period is nearly twice to the scenario479

in Case 2. But the effort in detecting the asymptomatic infectious individuals is kept minimum.480

This scenario is more applicable in highly resource constrained countries as the current cost of481

testing is high. In this case, it is assumed that the length of duration for each phase (except for482

Phase 2) is the same as given in Case 2. However, it is supposed that483

1. the conditions in Phase 1 remains the same,484

2. Phase 2 lasts 11 weeks with 50% of the symptomatic individuals and 5% of the asymp-485

tomatic individuals are detected and quarantined, while strict social distancing rule with486
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Figure 10: Dynamics of the disease with 30% of the population in the C class and at least 50% of the I
class are detected and quarantined just after Phase 1 period.

an effect of reducing 70% of human contacts and 50% of environmental variables,487

3. Phase 3 lasts 4 weeks (the same as in Case 2), but with 50% of individuals in the I class488

and 10% of individuals in the C class are detected and quarantined, while partial social489

distancing rule with an effect of reducing 25% of human contacts and 25% of environmental490

variables,491

4. Phase 4 continues with detecting and quarantining 50% of members in the I class and 10%492

of members in the C class, while the other mandatory intervention are lifted.493

The time profile of the infection following the scenario in Case 5 is plotted in Figure 11.494

The simulation out for this scenario shows that even if we increase the length of lockdown period495

to 11 weeks (like it was practised in the Hubei province, China) the disease may re-emerge after496

some period of time. However, the heights of the peaks in the subsequent waves of the disease497

are much more less than that of the first peak. Therefore, once again, unless the authorities498

apply some kind of strict contact tracing mechanism and conduct enough testing to detect499

and isolate up to 30% of the asymptomatic infectious individuals, the disease persist in the500

community with multiple subsequent waves.501

In general, from the simulations, we can observe that in all of the above scenarios a transition502

from one phase to the other intervention phase is characterised by a surge in new cases. However,503

the number will eventually go down if the intervention in the immediate next phase is effective, and504

otherwise the disease re-emerges in the population.505
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Figure 11: Dynamics of the disease with at most 10% of the population in the C class and at least 50%
of the I class are detected and quarantined just after Phase 1 period, with strict social distancing rule
imposed for 11 weeks.

5 Conclusions506

We presented a mathematical model for the dynamics of COVID-19 whose first cases were reported507

in December 2019 in Wuhan-China. The model incorporates a behaviour change function to account508

for proportion of individuals who decided to use any of the self-protective measures and adhere509

to it. In addition, it also considers a proportion of individuals with history/knowledge of similar510

infections from the past and practice necessary protective measures right from the beginning. The511

model also accounts for asymptomatic carriers of the infection as well as the concentration of the512

pathogen within the environment. The basic properties of the model including well-posedness, the513

disease free equilibrium and its stability, model basic reproduction number as well as existence of514

backward bifurcation were examined. To estimate the parameter values, the model was fitted to the515

data on daily new cases reported in WHO situation reports 1-57 [43], which accounts for the period516

from January 21, 2020 to March 17, 2020. From the nominal values from the data fitting, we obtained517

a reproduction number, R0 ≈ 2.9 (2.1-4) which compares well with the values of R0 obtained in other518

researched, for instance, (2.24− 3.58) [51] and 3.11(95%CI, 2.39− 4.13) [34]. From our sensitivity519

analysis simulations, we observed that for some given parameter combinations the values of R0 can520

be reduced to below 1, and similarly to values much higher than 4.521

We observed that if the recovering individuals do so with permanent immunity (ϕ = 0), then522

reducing the reproduction number to a value below unity is enough to contain the infection. On the523

other hand, if recovering individuals do so with temporary immunity (ϕ 6= 0), the proposed model524

exhibits backward bifurcation, which implies that reducing the value of R0 below 1 is not enough to525

contain the infection.526
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By applying the Latin Hypercube sampling scheme, we observed that if the disease is to be527

easily contained, measures such as; physical/social distancing (which reduces the rate of disease528

transmission directly from human to human), improved personal hygiene (which reduces the rate of529

disease transmission from the environment to humans), and minimal shedding of the pathogen into530

the environment by both asymptomatic and symptomatic individuals, have the greatest potential of531

slowing the epidemic. We further observed that increased decay of the pathogen from the environment532

(achieved by disinfecting surfaces) is less significant in reducing/curbing the number of cases.533

We further observed that having high numbers of people with knowledge from previous similar534

infections, that are practising the prescribed self-protective measures can delay/slow down the535

otherwise potentially explosive outbreak. Consequently, the daily number of cases is kept at low536

manageable levels. In addition, increasing the average effectiveness of the self-protective measures and537

adherence to such measures is vital in realising low peaks of the number of cases. Furthermore, due to538

the absence of vaccination or any approved medication, developing capacity to detect carrier groups539

is very important. From our results, it is recommended that countries should develop capacities to540

identify and quarantine at least 30% of carriers as well as at least 50% of symptomatic cases if the541

infection is to be controlled. Our model predicts a possible resurgence of the number of cases if the542

asymptomatic cases are still many by the time disease spread curbs/lockdown measures are lifted.543

It is also evident that practising social/physical distancing, good hygiene and disinfecting surfaces544

to eliminate the virus from surface are vital in reducing the disease burden. But the contribution of545

disinfecting surfaces is not that high. In addition, we observe from simulations that although disease546

spread curbs (such as a lockdown measure) may be imposed, their real impact on the number of new547

cases may only be realised after approximately 21 days, and the reduction (when it appears) could be548

sharp in the case of a strict lockdown measure with high impact in reducing effective contact between549

individuals in the population.550

When providing the mitigation strategies, we did not account for the delay between the actual551

incidence and the point when cases are confirmed since the actual parameters describing such a delay552

are not known. In health systems where testing of suspected cases is done after individuals show553

symptoms or on demand, it is likely to have a big gap between the actual incidence and confirmation554

of new cases. The impact of the delay between actual incidence and confirmation of case can be555

explored in future work. In addition, we assumed that all individuals who recover, do so with the556

same level of immunity. However, this may not necessarily be the case since immunity of individuals557

is affected by a number of factors including age, cortisol levels and nutrition among others. The558

impact of differentiated levels of immunity on the disease dynamics and potential resurgence of559

the epidemic can be explored in the future when relevant data becomes available. Our model did560

not include the possibility of vaccination or treatment. We however acknowledge their importance561

in controlling the infection. Therefore, optimal control of infection in presence of these mitigation562

strategies can be explored in the as some of the relevant data become available.563
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Appendix A – Proof of Theorem 3.1568

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is outlined here below based on the following two steps.569

First, we show that all solutions of Eq. (2.2) are nonnegative as required in [3, 37]. To show that570

the state variables S and Se of the model are positive for all t ≥ 0, we use proof by contradiction. We571

suppose that a trajectory crosses one of the positive cones at times t1 or t2 such that:572

• t1: S(t1) = 0, S′(t1) < 0, Se(t) > 0, C(t) > 0, I(t) > 0, R(t) > 0, and E(t) > 0 for t ∈ (0, t1), or573

• t2: Se(t2) = 0, S′e(t2) < 0, S(t) > 0, C(t) > 0, I(t) > 0, R(t) > 0, and E(t) > 0 for t ∈ (0, t2),574

Using the first equation of Eq. (2.2), the first assumption leads to575

S′(t1) = (1− h)π + (1−ω)ϕR(t1) > 0,

which contradicts the first assumption that S′(t1) < 0. Thus, S(t) remains positive for all t ≥ 0. Here,576

t1 is chosen so that our point to be on the positive axis of S(t) so that R(t1) is positive.577

Using the second equation of Eq. (2.2),578

S′e(t2) = hπ + ωϕR > 0,

which also contradicts the assumption S′e(t2) < 0. Hence, Se(t) remains positive for all t ≥ 0. Based579

on the third equation of Eq. (2.2),580

C′ = ηλS + φ(1− ρ)λSe − (θ + α + µ)C ≥ −(θ + α + µ)C, (5.1)

because S(t) and Se(t) are nonnegative for t ≥ 0. Solving Eq. (5.1) yields581

C(t) ≥ C(0) exp
(
− (θ + α + µ)t

)
≥ 0, (5.2)

Likewise, from the fourth equation of (2.2), we obtain582

I′ = (1− η)λS + (1− φ)(1− ρ)λSe + θC− (γ + µ + δ)I ≥ −(γ + µ + δ)I. (5.3)

Solving (5.3) leads to583

I(t) ≥ I(0) exp
(
− (γ + µ + δ)

)
≥ 0. (5.4)

Similarly, using the last two equations of Eq. (2.2), we have584

R′ = αC + γI − (ϕ + µ)R ≥ −(ϕ + µ)R, (5.5)

and585

E′ = εC + ξ I − ψE ≥ −ψE, (5.6)
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because S(t), Se(t), C(t), and I(t) are nonnegative for t ≥ 0. Solving Eqs. (5.5) and (5.6) gives586

R(t) ≥ R(0) exp
(
− (ϕ + µ)t

)
≥ 0, (5.7)

and587

E(t) ≥ E(0) exp
(
− ψt

)
≥ 0, (5.8)

respectively.588

Thus, any solution of Eq. (2.2) is nonnegative for t ≥ 0 and any initial condition in Ω.589

Finally, the total number of the population N(t) at time t is governed by590

N′(t) = π − µN(t)− δI ≤ π − µN(t) (5.9)

Thus, for the initial data 0 ≤ N(0) ≤ π
µ , by Gronwall inequality, we obtain591

0 ≤ N(t) ≤ π

µ
. (5.10)

Moreover, for the environmental variable E, we have592

E′ = εC + ξ I − ψE ≤ (ε + ξ)
π

µ
− ψE, (5.11)

because C(t) and I(t) are less than π
µ for all t ≥ 0. Applying again the Gronwall inequality, for593

0 ≤ E(0) ≤ (ε+ξ)π
µψ , leads into594

0 ≤ E(t) ≤ (ε + ξ)π

µψ
. (5.12)

Combining the above two steps and Theorem 2.1.5 in [11] for the existence of unique bounded595

solution, we infer that any solution of Eq. (2.2) is nonnegative and bounded. Hence, Eq. (2.2) defines596

a dynamical system on Ω. �597

Appendix B: Proof of Theorem 3.3598

Proof: The theorem is the direct application of Theorem 4.1 in [6]. To check the existence of backward599

bifurcation of the model Eq. (2.2) at R0 = 1, we use the center manifold theorem [6]. For this purpose,600

we introduce the following change of variables.601

x1 = S, x2 = Se, x3 = C, x4 = I, x5 = R, x6 = E (5.13)

so that

N = x1 + x2 + x3 + x4 + x5, λ =
β1(x4 + νx3)

N
+

β2x6

x6 + K
, and e(λ) =

λn

λn
0 + λn .
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Moreover, by using the vector notation X = (x1, x2, x3, x4, x5, x6)T, the model Eq. (2.2) can be written602

in the form X′(t) = F = ( f1, f2, f3, f4, f5, f6)T as follows:603

x′1 = (1− h)π − (λ + σe + µ)x1(t) + (1−ω)ϕx6,

x′2 = hπ + σex1 − ((1− ρ)λ + µ)x2 + ωϕx5,

x′3 = ηλx1 + φ(1− ρ)λx2 − k1x3,

x′4 = (1− η)λx1 + (1− φ)(1− ρ)λx2 + θx3 − k2x4,

x′5 = αx3 + γx4 − k3x5,

x′6 = εx3 + ξx4 − ψx6,

(5.14)

where,604

k1 = θ + α + µ, k2 = γ + µ + δ, and k3 = ϕ + µ.

When R0 = 1 and β1 is considered as a bifurcation parameter, from (3.5) we get605

1 = β1T1 + T2 or β1 = β∗1 =
1− T2

T1
, (5.15)

where606

T1 =
p
k1

(
ν +

θ

k2

)
+

q
k2

and T2 =
β2π

µψK

[ p
k1

(
ε +

θξ

k2

)
+

qξ

k2

]
.

Further more, β1 < β∗1 if and only if R0 < 1 and β1 > β∗1 whenever R0 > 1.607

The Jacobian of the system (5.14) at the associated DFE (E0) is608

J(E0) =



−µ 0 −νβ∗1(1− h) −β∗1(1− h) (1−ω)ϕ − β2(1−h)π
µK

0 −µ −(1− ρ)hνβ∗1 −(1− ρ)hβ∗1 ωϕ − (1−ρ)hβ2π
µK

0 0 pνβ∗1 − k1 pβ∗1 0 pβ2π
µK

0 0 qνβ∗1 + θ qβ∗1 − k2 0 qβ2π
µK

0 0 α γ −k3 0
0 0 ε ξ 0 −ψ


, (5.16)

where p = η(1− h) + φ(1− ρ)h, and q = (1− η)(1− h) + (1− φ)(1− ρ)h.609

The transformed system Eq. (5.14), with β1 = β∗1, has a non-hyperbolic equilibrium point such610

that the linear system has a simple eigenvalue with zero real part and all other eigenvalues have611

negative real parts. Hence, the centre manifold theory [6] can be used to analyse the dynamics of the612

model Eq. (5.14) near β1 = β∗1. By using the notation in [6], the following computations are carried613

out.614

The right-eigenvector615

w = (w1, w2, w3, w4, w5, w6)
T (5.17)

associated with the zero eigenvalue of J(E0) such that616

J(E0).w = 0
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at β1 = β∗1 is given by617

w1 = Dw3, w2 = Gw3, w3 = w3 > 0,

w4 = Aw3, w5 =
1
k3

(
α + γA

)
w3, w6 =

1
ψ

(
ε + ξA

)
w3,

where618

A =
µψk1K

[
β∗1

(
pθ

k1k2
+ q

k2

)
+ β2π

µψK

(
pθξ
k1k2

+ qξ
k2

)]
p(µψβ∗1K + ξβ2π)

> 0,

D =
1
µ

[ (1−ω)ϕ(α + γA)

k3
− (1− h)

(
β∗1(ν + A) +

β2π

µψK
(ε + ξA)

)]
, (5.18)

G =
1
µ

[ωϕ

k3
(α + γA)− (1− ρ)h

(
β∗1(ν + A) +

β2π

µψK
(ε + ξ A)

)]
.

Similarly, the left-eigenvector619

v = (v1, v2, v3, v4, v5, v6), (5.19)

of J(x∗) such that620

v.J(E0) = 0

associated with the zero eigenvalue is given by,621

v1 = o, v2 = 0, v3 = v3 > 0,

v4 = Fv3, v5 = 0, v6 =
β2π

µψK

(
p + qF

)
v3,

where622

F =
p(µψβ∗1K + ξβ2π)

q(νµψβ∗1K + εβ2π) + µψθK
A > 0.

The right-eigenvector w and the left-eigenvector v need to satisfy the condition v.w = 1.623

The bifurcation coefficient a at the DFE (E0) is given by624

a =
6

∑
k,i,j=1

vkwiwj
∂2 fk

∂xi∂xj
(E0, β∗1),

=
6

∑
i,j=1

[
v3wiwj

∂2 f3

∂xi∂xj
(E0, β∗1) + v4wiwj

∂2 f4

∂xi∂xj
(E0, β∗1) + v6wiwj

∂2 f6

∂xi∂xj
(E0, β∗1)

]
= 2

{
D
[µβ1

π
(ν + A)

(
η − p + F(1− η − q)

)
+

β2(ε + ξ A)

ψK

(
η + F(1− η)

)]
+ G

[µβ1

π
(ν + A)(1− h)

[(
− η + φ(1− ρ)

)
+ F

(
− (1− η) + (1− φ)(1− ρ)

)]
+

(1− ρ)β2(ε + ξ A)

ψK

(
φ + F(1− φ)

)]
− (p + qF)

[µβ1

π

(
ν + A(1 + ν + A) +

α + γA
k3

(ν + A)
)
+

(ε + ξ A)2

µψ2K2 β2π
]}

v3w2
3 (5.20)
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625

Thus, the bifurcation coefficient a, can be positive for the right choice of the parametric values that626

satisfy the condition in Eq. (3.6).627

The second bifurcation coefficient b is given by628

b =
6

∑
k,j=1

vkwj
∂2 fk

∂xj∂β1
(E0, β∗1),

=
6

∑
j=1

[
v3wj

∂2 f3

∂xj∂β1
(E0, β∗1) + v4wj

∂2 f4

∂xj∂β1
(E0, β∗1) + v6wj

∂2 f6

∂xj∂β1
(E0, β∗1)

]
= (ν + A)

(
p + qF

)
v3w3 (5.21)

Clearly, b > 0 because A and F are positive.629

When ϕ = 0, D and G in (5.18) are negative and a in (5.20) is negative as well. Hence, by Theorem630

4.1 in [6], the model will not exhibit a backward bifurcation at R0 = 1.631
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