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Abstract11

A semi-empirical model, based on the logistic map approach, was developed and applied12

to forecast the different phases of the evolution of the COVID-19 epidemic. This model13

can be used to make predictions of the propagation of the SARS-CoV-2 virus in different14

spatial scales: from a world scale to a country or even a smaller scale. Predictions on persons15

hospitalized, number of ventilators needed at ICUs and potential numbers of deaths were16

successfully carried out in different countries using this approach. This paper shows the17

mathematical basis for the model together with a proposal for its calibration on the different18

phases of the epidemic.19

Specific results are shown for the COVID-19 epidemic in Spain. For predicting the evolu-20

tion of the epidemic four phases were considered: non-controlled evolution since the 20th of21

February; total lock-down from the 15th of March; partial easing of the lock-down from the22

13th of April; and a phased lock-down easing from the 1st of May.23

In a first phase, if no control is established, the model predicted in Spain 12 millions of24

infected people of a total of 46.6 millions inhabitants. From those infected nearly 1 million25

people would need intensive care and around 700,000 deaths would be directly produced by26

the disease. However, as these numbers would occur in a brief period (few months), the27

number of deaths would have been higher due to the saturation of the health system.28

1



For a second phase, considering a total lock-down of the whole country from the 15th of29

March, the model predicted for the 17th of April 194,000 symptomatic infected cases, 85,70030

hospitalized, nearly 8,600 patients with needs of an ICU and 19,500 deaths. The model also31

predicted the peak to be produced between the 29th of March and the 3rd of April. Although32

the data are still under revision, the accuracy in all the predictions was very good, as the33

reported values by that day were 197,142 infected, 7,548 inpatients needing an ICU and34

20,043 deaths. The peak was produced between the 31st of May and the 2nd of April.35

For the third phase, the ease of the lock-down which began the 13th of April, early36

predictions were made by the beginning of April [Mora et al., 2020]. Assuming conservatively37

an infection daily rate of a 3% (r = 1.03) the model predicted 400,000 infections and 46, 000±38

15, 000 deaths by the end of May. The predictions overestimated the real values, due to a39

stricter reduction of the infection daily rate which lead to values of r < 1% and a revision40

of the whole series of data by the health authorities carried out along the month of May.41

A new prediction performed with updated parameters at the beginning of May provided a42

prediction of 250,000 infected and 29, 000 ± 15, 000 deaths. The reported values by the end43

of May were 282,870 infected and 28,552 deaths.44

After the total easing of the lock-down many uncertainties appear, but the model predicts45

that the health system would not saturate if the daily rate of infections r is kept below 1.0246

(2% of daily increase in the number of symptomatic infected).47

This simple model provides a system to predict the evolution of epidemics with a good48

accuracy, even during epidemics development, where other systems have difficulties in their49

calibration. As the parameters involved in the model are based in empirical values of the50

different quantities (e.g. number of inpatients or deaths, related with the number of infected51

persons) it can be dynamically adjusted and adapted to sudden changes in the statistics.52

As other models, the results provided by this model can be used by the authorities to53

support decision making in order to optimize resources and to minimize the consequences of54

epidemics, including the future outbreaks of the COVID-19 which will occur.55

Keywords— semi-empirical model; logistic map; COVID-19; SARS-CoV-256

INTRODUCTION57

A new respiratory disease, initially dominated by pneumonia, and caused by a coronavirus,58

was detected at the province of Hubei, in China, at the end of 2019. It was initially named59

by the World Health Organization (WHO) as 2019-nCoV [Zhu et al., 2020] and renamed in60

February 2020 by the International Committee on Virus Taxonomy as Severe Acute Respi-61

ratory Syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), recognizing it as a sister of the SARS-CoV62

viruses [Gorbalenya et al., 2020a,Gorbalenya et al., 2020b]. The same day the WHO [World63

Health Organization, 2020] named the disease as Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19).64
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Many efforts have been made since then to mathematically model the spread of the disease65

in the whole world and in the different countries where the infection arrived. Modelling the66

epidemics has many practical uses: preparation of national health systems; make provisions67

of the necessary sanitary material; predict whether and when a saturation of the health sys-68

tem could occur; when and to what extent Non Pharmaceutical Interventions (NPI) [Feng69

et al., 2010] should be applied; predict the day when those countermeasures can be relaxed,70

etc. These theoretical approaches to predict the evolution of epidemics often use compart-71

ment models as simple as the SIR model (Susceptible, Infectious and Recovered – sometimes72

called Removed) [Kermack et al., 1927], but this model can be increased in complexity to73

include different characteristics of an infectious epidemics. For example the model can in-74

clude individuals who can infect others, without presenting symptoms, what is known as the75

SEIR model (Susceptible, Exposed, Infectious and Removed); the model can also assume that76

people who have recovered from the disease lose the immunity after a given time, and there-77

fore they could be infected again, giving rise to the SEIRS models (Susceptible, Exposed,78

Infected, Removed and Susceptible); also the deaths and births can be included for long79

term epidemics, as is the case in the influenza; and many times compartments to distinguish80

deaths, recovered, hospitalized, and other situations, are included by using empirical ratios81

(see for instance [Brauer, 2008,Munz et al., 2009] for further information).82

Since the SARS-CoV-2 outbreak many efforts have been carried out to adapt these SIR type83

compartment models to the behaviour of this particular virus. For example, a conceptual84

representation of a compartment model for COVID-19 disease’s spread, developed by the85

authors of this paper, is shown in figure 1, where immunization of recovered is assumed to be86

lost after a given period of time, as happen in other infectious diseases (typically immunity87

is lost after less than 12 months in the case of the coronavirus causing common cold). Due to88

the difficulty of developing and calibrating these models at the early stages of an epidemics,89

wrong conclusions are often reached, for instance predicting the timing of the epidemic, and90

many times the uncertainties associated with the results of the models are so wide that are not91

well accepted by the public. Sometimes the authors of such predictions blamed the quality of92

the statistical data [Caudill, 2020,Roda et al., 2020]. However, this quality is severely affected93

by the urgency of the epidemic and could not probably be avoided in this or future outbreaks94

of epidemics. The continuous publications of medical and epidemiological studies on the95

COVID-19, and the associated virus, don’t make it easy to extract good quality information96

to adapt the models. But it must be accepted that this situation will be always the case – or97

even worst - when new diseases appear.98

One clear example of problems associated with future predictions of the COVID-19 behaviour99

is the uncertainty about the influence of ambient temperature or humidity, which would100

influence the seasonality of the disease [Wang et al., 2020]. In the early stages many aspects101

of the behaviour of the SARS-CoV-2 virus were associated with previous studies on similar102

viruses as the SARS virus, as could be the resilience in fomites (Kampf et al., 2020) or the103

immunization of patients recovered from it [Prompetchara et al., 2020]. While writing this104
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Figure 1: Example of a SIR type compartment model adapted to simulate the behaviour of
SARS-CoV-2. In this case we assumed that immunity would be lost in a given period of time.

paper many aspects are still under investigation, but in this respect it is believed that, as105

happens with other human coronaviruses causing diseases, like the 15% of the common cold106

cases [Pelczar JR. et al., 2010], immunity will remain for a brief period, of the order of months.107

During the outbreak of the epidemic in Spain several models were tested and a follow-up of108

the published results were performed to support Spanish national authorities in the decision-109

making process [Mora, 2020], producing a preliminary work covering all the phases which110

was published as a preprint [Mora et al., 2020]. The best results were obtained by using a111

semi-empirical approach presented herein, which has the advantage of performing accurate112

predictions with the minimum amount of information available during this epidemic which,113

very likely, will be the situation in future outbreaks.114

This paper presents the mathematical development for a proposed semi-empirical model and115

the results obtained using it, focusing the results into the Spanish case. Some results obtained116

for other countries are also presented.117
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MATERIALS AND METHODS118

The semi-empirical model presented in this paper, with a proper calibration, produces accu-119

rate results at every stage of the epidemic: during the first spread of the disease, after the120

application of NPI (specifically total lock-down) which were applied in many countries, and121

after the ease of the lock-down.122

Although the instant reproduction number (Rt) used by the epidemiologists for estimating123

the severity of an epidemic is not used in this model, the basic reproduction number (R0) was124

derived for 10 different countries, ranging from 2.0 to 9.3, which is in a good agreement with125

previous estimations [Liu et al., 2020]. The R0 derived from real data are found in table 1,126

giving an average of 5.8±2.4, a value almost doubling early estimations [Velavan and Meyer,127

2020].128

Table 1: Basic Reproductive Number calculated for some studied countries

Country R0
France 9.3
USA 8.2
Slovenia 7.5
Norway 6.9
Italy 6.7
UK 6.7
Spain 4.6
Belgium 3.5
South Korea 2.8
Germany 2.0

The model proposed in this paper applies the well-known logistic map, often used for de-129

scribing the growth of populations and mentioned as an example of chaotic behaviour. This130

chaotic behaviour depends on a single parameter r (figure 2 shows a fractal created with the131

logistic map as a function of r). In this equation values of r < 1 would make an epidemic to132

extinguish. Any r greater than 1 but below 3 will provide an equilibrium in the size of the133

population for the long term, while values of r higher than 3.56995 would produce a chaotic134

behaviour on the size of the population.135

Therefore to determine the number of infected diagnosed cases equation 1 is used:136

I(t) = r ·
(

1− I(t− 1)
N

)
· I(t− 1) (1)
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Figure 2: Bifurcation diagram for the logistic map as a function of r.

Where I(t) is the number of infected diagnosed cases at day t, I(t−1) the infected diagnosed137

cases of the precedent day t-1, r is the growth parameter of the logistic map (named hereafter138

daily infection rate), and N the number of individuals susceptible to be infected (in figure139

2 a simplified example of this function, with constant parameters, is shown). It should be140

noted that the number of susceptible individuals used here is not necessarily the same as the141

number used for modellers applying SIR type models. The sub-index n will be used below to142

indicate the n-th day after the outbreak.143

The behaviour of this function gives rise to the logistic function and the typical sigmoid shape144

of its cumulative distribution if r < 2, while it shows a chaotic behaviour if r > 3.56995 (see145

figure 3). Other authors have studied the behaviour of this logistic function applied to the146

COVID-19 epidemics [Fokas et al., 2020,Wu et al., 2020].147

In order to compare with the values of the basic reproduction number in table 2 the empirically148

determined values of the growth parameter r are shown for the same countries in table 1.149

This r parameter is simply measured by dividing the new infected in a given day by the150

infected in the previous day. To avoid statistics biases r was taken for each country as an151

average for the first 7 days after the initial detections of infected at each country. The r in152

these countries was equal to 1.9 ± 0.5, ranging from 1.3 to 3.0. In this approach a value of153

r < 3 implies that, in absence of countermeasures, and independently of the initial value I(0)154

there would be reached an unique equilibrium on the number of infected: I(∞) = N · r−1
r .155

Worldwide, in average, an equilibrium value of 3.65 billions of infected would be reached156

applying r = 1.9 and N = 7.7 · 109 to the equation. The equilibrium values which would be157
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Figure 3: Number of infected obtained for the logistic map as a function of r for the different
options, from r = 1.9 to r = 3.8.

reached, if no intervention was applied for each country, are shown at the table 2.158

Therefore the basic quantity used to make predictions is the number of infected I(t) reported159

by each country or region. This model does not need considering asymptomatic infected or160

questions what is the real number of infected, but makes use of the data reported. However,161

as demonstrated in the case of the ”Diamond Princess" cruise, nearly the 70% of the infected162

would be asymptomatic and undiagnosed [Emery et al., 2020].163

Other quantities needed to provide advice to the authorities are the number of inpatients164

who would need medical attention at the hospital (Hn), the number of those who would need165

intensive care (Cn) and the number of deaths (Dn), all of them at each time t. Hn and Dn are166

calculated as a fraction of the number of the diagnosed infected cases at time t (In), and Cn167

as fraction of Hn. Obviously the number of recovered patients (Rn) is given by the fraction168

(1 − Dn). The fraction used to calculate Dn in this way is referred to as the case fatality169

rate (CFR), determined as CFR = Dn
Dn+Rn

. This is proved to be more practical during the170

outbreak than other approaches as the mortality rate for the whole population which can be171
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Table 2: Growth parameter r for the logistic map, empirically calculated for the same countries
during the first days of the spread of the COVID-19 epidemics, and equilibrium value for the
infected people if no countermeasures were applied.

Country r I(∞) (millions)
France 1.8 29.7
USA 1.3 75.7
Slovenia 2.2 1.1
Norway 2.0 2.7
Italy 3.0 40.2
UK 1.4 19.0
Spain 1.5 15.5
Belgium 1.7 3.8
South Korea 2.0 51.6
Germany 1.8 36.9

only experimentally known at the end of the epidemic.172

A delay must be included to represent the time elapsed between a death and its report to the173

authorities, including the time needed to perform the diagnoses (usually by using polymerase174

chain reaction - PCR - technique).175

All of these numbers are crucial to policy makers in order to take well founded decisions.176

However, to perform reliable predictions an appropriate calibration of the model is needed177

which will depend on the specific situation of each phase of the epidemics.178

Initial parametrization179

All the parameters of the model are empirically calibrated by averaging the available infor-180

mation in a studied region. This calibration is feasible at the early stages, when the data181

available cover only few days, but it can also be dynamically adjusted during the whole182

evolution of the epidemics. For performing reliable predictions at the very beginning of the183

outbreak, the information from previously infected countries can be used as initial calibration184

of the model.185

SARS-CoV-2 is assumed to infect with the same probability to every human, disregarding186

sex or age. Being a new human virus, no immunization was previously acquired, by natural187

or artificial (vaccine) means. For that reason the number of people which can be infected,188

N , was initially assumed to be the whole population of the studied region, whatever the size189

of that region is. For the sake of simplicity the total population of a country (or a region,190
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as are the so-called autonomous communities in Spain) is initially used. In the case of Spain191

the total population N = 46.6 · 106 was initially used.192

The daily infection rate, r, can be dynamically determined - using all the data collected to193

average a given period - dividing the number of infected the day n+1 (In+1) by the number194

of infected at day n (In). For Spain, averaging the daily infection rate during the first 7 days195

of the outbreak, from the 26th of February to the 3rd of March, an r = 1.5 was obtained.196

Following the same method r values were obtained for 10 countries (see table 2). This197

parameter however with the actions taken by the governments and the population, as the198

social distancing, the frequent hands washing or the use of masks.199

The fraction of the infected who need to be hospitalized (H = Hn
In

) is dynamically determined200

using the data acquired at each region (or state, or country), averaged for the whole period201

since the beginning of the epidemic. The same was done for the fraction of inpatients needing202

an ICU (C = Cn
Hn). An initial factor of patients needing an ICU from the number of infected203

cases H · C = 0.05 to 0.15 was computed from the studies in Eastern countries.204

Figure 4: Case Fatality Rate as measured in China since the beginning of February 2020. The
value measured the 4th of March of 5.78% was taken for the model.

As the reported data for the infected patients were given as accumulated since the beginning205

of the epidemic, all the other quantities were also obtained as cumulative functions. Due to206

its special configuration of the health system, this was a problem in Spain, as different regions207

decided to report different quantities and then initially was impossible to obtain accumulated208

data for hospitalized persons, or patients which needed an ICU for the country. Daily rates209
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were interesting to calculate, for instance, the day where the maximum of infections or deaths210

(peak of the curve) would occur.211

For the CFR, the value measured near the equilibrium in China was used (CFR = 0.0578,212

as measured the 4th of March - see figure 4 to see the evolution of the CFR in China 1.).213

This parameter presented a similar behaviour in many other countries, reaching a value at214

equilibrium of nearly a 5%. The high CFR values observed at the beginning of the epidemics215

in every country are probably due to several joint factors, including the weakness of the more216

vulnerable population (very old, already sick, people), or the lack of knowledge on which217

medical treatments were more effective. Those factors improved with time. In the cases of218

European countries a similar evolution was observed, although the decrease was slower than219

happened in China (at the beginning of April 2020 the CFR for USA was 0.3998, for Italy220

was 0.3557, and for Spain was 0.2052). The time delay, from the diagnose of an infected221

patient to the possible death, was adjusted at each country using real data. In the initial222

stages the observed delay was of 5 to 10 days for all the countries and reduced after some223

days.224

Parametrization during the lock-down225

A non pharmaceutical intervention used in China and many other countries, included Spain,226

was the so called ’lock-down’ in which the population is required to stay at home and only227

leave if essential. This NPI has been partially implemented in some regions and totally in228

others, including the region of Hubei in China (58.5 million inhabitants), Spain (46.6 million229

inhabitants) or Italy (60.4 million inhabitants).230

In each region or country the initial value used for N was its total population, but after231

the lock-down, the number of people already infected, or in contact with infectious people,232

is fixed and therefore N would be smaller. This number cannot be determined before the233

lock-down but can be calculated the same day that the lock-down is implemented by using234

the number of infected measured at that exact time. A first estimation was made using the235

number of infected, estimated with the model, 14 days after beginning the lock-down (14 days236

was assumed to be the incubation period for the COVID-19) and multiplying that number237

by a factor of 10, which would provide the total infected. This method provides a rough238

estimation which needs further refinements when new data are obtained, however it provided239

valid estimations for forecasting the time when the maximum (peak) for daily new cases of240

diagnosed cases or deaths would be expected.241

As expected, the daily infection rate r was observed to decrease, from the rate the day before242

the NPI was applied (typically around 1.3) to a number slightly higher than 1.0, as observed243

at South Korea. The same behaviour was observed in every country and at every scale. After244

1Source of information https://www.worldometers.info/coronavirus/ (consulted on March 11th)
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the lock-down is implemented, the r parameter can be fitted by least squares to the curve245

given in equation 2, for the given region or country.246

r = 1 +A · e−α·t (2)

Where t is the time in days since the lock-down and A and α are constants empirically247

determined at the location. Table 3 shows some values for A and α adjusted for different248

countries after a lock-down was implemented and examples of smaller scale regions within249

Spain (Andalusia and Catalonia were chosen for this example because they are the two more250

populated regions in Spain). Those values were obtained by fitting the equation 2 to the251

experimental data in different regions or countries. (*Experimental data from worldometer252
2. **Experimental data from the Spanish official source of information 3).253

Table 3: Values obtained by fitting equation 2 to the experimental data in different countries and
two Spanish regions (Catalonia and Andalusia).

Region A α
South Korea* 0.226 0.235
Italy* 0.293 0.070
UK* 0.326 0.051
Spain** 0.295 0.074
Andalusia** 0.366 0.096
Catalonia** 0.491 0.109

The number of individuals infected before the lock-down (N), and the constants A and α254

cannot be determined prior to the lock-down, as different groups of individuals or societies255

behave differently under the same exact government instructions, and also different govern-256

ments provided slightly different instructions. So the only chance to obtain good predictions257

after the lock-down is to wait for several days to obtain experimental data to be used to fit258

the curve under the equation 2 . It should be also pointed out that, some sources of informa-259

tion provided data shifted in time or simply just different and consequently the fitting could260

provide different values for the parameters.261

The parameters H and C were determined by averaging the empirical values from the studied262

region. In Spain the values obtained as an average up to the 6th of April were H = 0.467 and263

C = 0.1497, which indicates that a high rate of diagnosed infected needed to be hospitalized,264

or more likely, that only severe cases were diagnosed at the hospitals, needing half of them265

to be admitted. Also a high percentage of the inpatients (almost a 15%) needed intensive266

2Source of information https://www.worldometers.info/coronavirus/ (consulted on April 17th)
3Source of information ’Instituto de Salud Carlos III’ (ISCIII): https://covid19.isciii.es/
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care using ventilators, which was in agreement with the observed pattern in China and other267

countries. In this case H ·C = 0.07 (7%) which was in a good agreement with the initial range268

observed for the inpatients needing an ICU. As all parameters were dynamically calculated269

every day, the predictions were slightly calibrated daily.270

Also for the CFR empirical values were used, as the equilibrium value taken from China was271

well surpassed in the initial stages in many European countries, although it tended to the272

same equilibrium value (nearly 5%). Although initially it reached values of even a 50%, the273

experimental CFR in Spain, as in UK, Belgium, or Italy, was 0.12 (12%) by April. The delay274

applied from reporting the positive diagnose of a patient to the death (when produced) was275

reduced to 3 days.276

Parametrization after easing the lock-down277

When a region or a country decides to relax the confinement, the parameters need a new278

calibration to take into account the situation.279

When the lock-down is completely abandoned N would return to be again the whole popu-280

lation of the region or country. However, this was not the situation in every country.281

For example, in Spain the lock-down was established the 15th of March. Although the ideal282

situation would be to maintain the total lock-down until r reached a value close to 1, value283

expected to happen by the end of April according with the model, the 13th of April some284

relaxation was adopted, allowing most of the workers to return to their normal activities.285

A large part of the population remained confined, but a graded approach was established286

to remove it before the end of May. This being the situation, the parameters can be only287

inferred after some data are collected, following the same methodology established during288

the lock-down. Therefore r should be fitted to an exponential decrease, following the same289

equation 2 after obtaining enough data. To perform initial conservative estimations a value290

of r = 1.03 can be used.291

r = 1.01 +B · e−β·t (3)

In the final stages of the easing of the lock-down, equation 3 was used for r, considering292

impossible to achieve a value r < 1.01 (as the experience in other countries showed that293

reducing the level of daily infections below that value was, at least, very difficult). AB and294

β are again constants empirically determined at the location295

The rest of parameters: H, C or the CFR remain being averaged along the whole period296

with real data.297

This parametrization can be used to assess the evolution of the situation after easing the lock-298

down or to design the strategy to optimize the number of infected, hospitalized or inpatients299

needing an ICU, to avoid the saturation of the health system of a country.300
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(a) Infected. (b) Deaths.

Figure 5: Predicted number of infected and deaths in Spain from the 29th of February to the 20th

of March. The data from the 14th of March are based in the model assuming no interventions were
implemented. Red dots - reported. Green bars - modelled with uncertainty.

RESULTS301

As pointed out, 3 phases were considered:302

1.- An initial phase of the outbreak where no severe restrictions were applied.303

2.- A second phase where severe non pharmaceutical interventions (confinement) were applied.304

3.- A last phase where relaxation of the more severe NPI is assumed, although some keep305

being used.306

As an example the application of the model with the appropriate parametrization in Spain is307

presented to show the performance of the model. The same methodology was also used for308

some of the regions in Spain, and can be used to any other region or country of any size.309

Initial phase310

The initial phase is considered before any countermeasure is applied. Figure 5 shows the311

cumulated number of infected and the total number of deaths reported in Spain (in red) from312

the 29th of February up to the 20th of March. From the 29th of February to the 14th of March313

reported data (in red) are shown against modelled values (in green). The schools closing was314

established from the 11th of March and the total lock-down the 15th of March.315

As explained, during this initial stage, r = 1.05 was calculated as an average of the values316

measured during the initial days of spread of the epidemics; N was the total population in317
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Spain (46.6 ·106 inhabitants); and the CFR = 0.0578 was taken from the Chinese experience.318

In this phase the only parameter dynamically calibrated, to adjust the data reported daily,319

was the delay from the number of infected to the number of deaths, as was explained before,320

from an initial value of 7 days that was reduced up to a 2 days delay applied the 5th of March.321

In this specific case, the forecast indicated a number of infected cases of 26, 600 ± 500 and322

a number of deaths of 1, 230 ± 150 to occur 6 days later (11th of March). The real number323

of reported infected was 21,571 (19% difference), and the number of reported deaths was324

of 1,093 (11% difference). The number of inpatients needing an ICU and a ventilator was325

calculated as I(t) · H(t) · C(t), providing a range of [1,330 - 3,990]. The reported number326

of inpatients which needed an ICU the 20th of March was of 1,630 (within the calculated327

range). Although in this initial stage many factors altered the real numbers the accuracy was328

reasonably good.329

Predictions of the likely number of infected, hospitalized inpatients and total deaths were330

carried out using these conditions for the initial phase (uncontrolled spread of the disease).331

The model predicted that, if a severe NPI (total lock-down) was not adopted, but on the332

contrary the virus was left to spread without control, at the end of the epidemic in Spain 12333

million people would have been infected, of which nearly 1 million people would need intensive334

care and about 700,000 infected would die directly because of the COVID-19 disease. However335

the number of deaths would likely be higher due to the saturation of the health system, as336

these numbers would occur in a very short period.337

These results could provide an early idea of the urgent necessity of applying extreme NPIs338

like the total lock-down, they could be also used to predict the consequences of not applying339

the severe NPIs, and also to prepare for the capabilities of the ICUs, including the number340

of ventilators.341

Lock-down phase342

In Spain closing of schools began on 11th of March and lock-down was established the 15th343

of March. All factors were re-calibrated for this second phase as stated, including a fitting344

of the daily infection rate to the curve given in equation 2. For the number of susceptible345

individuals N an initial estimation (N = 1.1 · 106) was carried out using the results of the346

model 14 days after the lock-down. An average value r = 1.32 was used. Results of these347

early predictions are presented in figure 6. These values were later calibrated dynamically to348

r = 1.20 and N ' 9 · 106 using data up to the 15th of March. Results of the predictions are349

presented in figure 7.350

The application of the total lock-down to the model reduced the predictions carried out the351

26th of March to a total of 194,000 infected, 85,700 hospitalized, nearly 8,600 with needs of352

an ICU and 19, 500± 1, 400 deaths to occur by the 17th of April. The real numbers reported353

at that date were 197,142 infected (1.6% difference), 7,548 inpatients needing an ICU (12%354
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(a) Total Infected. (b) Total Deaths.

(c) Daily Deaths.

Figure 6: Total number of infected, total deaths and daily deaths in Spain predicted from the 29th

of February to the 19th of April. The preliminary results assumed the total lock-down since the
15th of March with data up to the 14th of March. Red dots - reported data. Green bars - modelled
values with uncertainty.
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(a) Total Infected. (b) Total Deaths.

(c) Daily Deaths.

Figure 7: Total number of infected, total deaths and daily deaths in Spain predicted from the 29th

of February to the 19th of April. These second modelled results assumed the total lock-down since
the 15th of March and were calibrated with data up to the 25th of March. Red dots - reported
data. Green bars - modelled values with uncertainty.
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difference) and 20,043 deaths (2.7 % difference). The model predicted the peak for the rate355

of daily deaths to occur between the 29th of March and the 3th of April. In reality the peak,356

after the administration revised the data (two months later), occurred the 31st of March.357

Unlocking phase358

The last phase is the ease of the lock-down. In this case, predictions based on some hypothesis,359

carried out during April, are presented in this paper and compared with the real evolution.360

Again the case of Spain is presented as example. Using the models presented in this paper361

recommendations were provided to ease the lock-down around 21st of April [Mora, 2020]. In362

reality a partial unlock was decreed the 13th of April for non-essential workers, and a phased363

total unlocking from the 30th of April, where some activities were allowed gradually each week364

until the 21st of June, where normal activity was restored, although the population should365

follow NPI health countermeasures, as social distance, use of masks, washing of hands, etc.366

After the unlocking many uncertainties appear, but the results of the model depend largely367

on the daily rate of infections r.368

Partial unlock369

On the 13th of April a partial ease of the total lock-down was applied in Spain.370

In order to obtain conservative figures an initial forecast was carried out with the data371

available the 16th of April [Mora et al., 2020]. At that point only some reasonable hypotheses372

could be applied to calibrate N and r.373

For N it was assumed that about a 20% of the total workforce (in Spain 20 million workers on374

2020) went back to work, as only some industries were allowed to begin again their activities,375

after that day. As those people could also infect their families, 2 further members on average,376

an initial N = 1.2 · 107 was taken. In order to carry out conservative predictions r = 1.03 (a377

daily increase of the infected of a 3%) was taken. Results in figure 8 were obtained for those378

conservative assumptions.379

Using these conservative values of N and r, some consequences in the partial ease of the lock-380

down could be extracted. First of all, the number of diagnosed infected people would increase381

continuously beyond May. In fact there would been a peak in the daily rate of infected by382

the 28th of May and a peak in the daily rate of deaths by the 1st of June. The total number383

of deaths in Spain by the end of April would reach the 46,000 ± 15,000 under this scenario.384

That was the conservative value we published in April [Mora et al., 2020]. If this would have385

been the case (r > 1.03) a saturation of the health system would have occurred again in386

Spain. So that value of r could be regarded as an upper bound which should be avoided.387

17



(a) Total Infected. (b) Total Deaths.

(c) Daily Deaths.

Figure 8: Total number of infected, total deaths and daily deaths in Spain predicted from the 29th

of February to the 29th of May. These modelled results assumed the ease of the lock-down since
the 13th of April with conservative assumptions for N and r. Red dots - reported data. Green
bars - modelled values with uncertainty.
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In reality, a very good behaviour of the Spanish population made r to continuously reduce388

even after a total easing of the lock-down.389

Total unlocking390

From the 4th of May a total unlock was applied in Spain, with a progressive increase in the391

mobility of the people since then, and therefore a recalibration was needed. For this phase392

N was again considered the total population (46.6 millions inhabitants).393

Obtaining some more data a least squares fit was performed using an initial daily infection394

rate r = 1.02 (2% daily increase of infected) the day before the unlocking, and the equation395

3 to fit r. The calibration resulted in B = 0.03 and β = 0.153, what gives the equation396

r = 1.01 + 0.03 · e(−0.153·t). The results obtained with this fit is shown in figure 9.397

The series of data finishes at the end of May, as official aggregated data for Spain were no398

longer provided. In fact least squares fit was extremely difficult as there was an attempt399

to homogenize the data between the different regions in the country which made the whole400

series of data to be revised almost every day. That is one of the reasons why in this occasion401

the fitting was not as good as in previous phases for the total number of infected and the402

total number of deaths, as the focus was put in the daily number of deaths to obtain a good403

fitting. Daily number of deaths was the main endpoint in this phase because this indicator404

is the best one to perform future surveys of the situation of the epidemic.405

The results obtained using this calibration for this final stage was that the number of di-406

agnosed infected people would slowly increase continuously beyond May. This is a logical407

result, as the infection would be always present in a slow rate until the virus is eradicated408

or there is a vaccine to control the spread of the disease. The predicted number of total409

infected is of 317, 500± 1, 700 and the total number of deaths would be 37, 100, with a huge410

uncertainty, by the 1st of August. The real numbers that day were 335,602 reported infected411

(5.7% difference) and 28,445 deaths (23% difference).412

During the summer the situation was controlled, however if the good practices in the applica-413

tion of NPIs are abandoned: hands washing, social distance, use of masks, etc., r could easily414

reach values above 1.03, surely another increase in the number of infected will occur. This will415

be the case also when borders are reopened and new infectious people (even asymptomatic)416

enter inadvertently from countries in the initial phase of the epidemics.417

Of course, these predictions did not consider important changes, as the discovery of a vaccine -418

which seems extremely difficult in a short period of time - , or the increase in the temperatures419

in the summer which could reduce the infectivity of the SARS-CoV-2, or a higher isolation420

which could reduce the severity of the COVID-19 due to a higher production of vitamin D [Ilie421

et al., 2020, Panagiotou et al., 2020], or any other unforeseen circumstance. During that422

summer time, of course, the treatment of hospitalized patients has improved and therefore a423

smaller fraction of inpatients need an ICU or even die.424
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(a) Total Infected. (b) Total Deaths.

(c) Daily Deaths.

Figure 9: Total number of infected, total deaths and daily deaths in Spain predicted from the 29th

of February to the 28th of June. These modelled results assumed the ease of the lock-down since
the 13th of April. Red dots - reported data. Green bars - modelled values with uncertainties.
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Percentage of infected population in the regions425

There was an additional result extracted from this model. The need to recalibrate it during426

the locking phase by fitting the parameter N , the number of people susceptible to be infected427

in that phase, offers the possibility of using that number to infer the percentage of the428

population in a country or region which could have been infected, for this particular virus,429

most of them showing no symptoms.430

As an example these numbers were extracted for the autonomous communities (administrative431

regions) in Spain and transformed to three levels of infection (low – below 5% -, medium –432

from 5% to 10% and high – above 10%), giving rise to the result shown in figure 10a.433

This qualitative result has an important use for the authorities, as the population which434

have a high level of infection by the SARS-CoV-2 did probably developed immunity against435

the virus (at least temporarily as discussed before), and therefore there is no chance for436

them to be infected again in the close future. And on the contrary, there is a bigger chance437

of developing further outbreaks of the disease in those regions where the percentage of the438

infected population was smaller.439

The model provided some counter-intuitive results. For example, the capital of Spain, Madrid,440

presented ”medium level” of infection of the population, whereas Catalonia showed ”high441

level”, while both, the number of diagnosed cases and the number of deaths in Madrid was442

higher, and this would imply a higher level of infection in Madrid. However this could be443

explained in the different criteria followed by the different regions for reporting the numbers.444

For example Catalonia decided by mid of May to include in the statistics the deaths of people445

occurred out of the hospitals, while it was unknown if Madrid was including those deaths446

already in the statistics. The same occurs with the number of diagnosed infected cases, as447

there is observed an increase in the number of tests performed on people who finally did448

not need a hospital in Madrid, the percentage in Catalonia of diagnosed population finally449

needing a hospital was still around 65% by May.450

These predictions were compared against the extensive statistical program of immunity preva-451

lence carried out on the Spanish population from April to June 2020, published at early452

July [ISCIII, 2020] (see figure 10b). This study measured the percentage of people infected453

during the epidemic, taking account of asymptomatic infected persons, while the previous re-454

ported numbers included just the hospitalized inpatients showing severe symptoms on which455

a polymerase chain reaction (PCR) test returned a positive result. The results of both studies456

can be compared in figure 10.457

As can be seen the results provided by the model in April were accurate in most of the458

regions were low infection occurred, as in the south (Andalucia, Extremadura, Ceuta, Melilla,459

Canary Islands, Balears Islands, Valencia and Murcia) or north-west (Galicia, Asturias and460

Cantabria) of Spain. However the model predicted a medium to high infection level at the461

whole north and north-east, whereas the measured levels of seroprevalence obtained low levels462
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(a) Forecasted levels of infection [Mora et al., 2020]. (b) Measured levels of infection [ISCIII, 2020].

Figure 10: Levels of infection in the population at each region of Spain: calculated in April
2020 by using the model presented in this paper (left) and measured at the seroprevalence study
ENE-COVID finished in July 2020 (right).

at some regions (La Rioja, Navarra and Basque Country). In general the forecast provided a463

good general view of the infection level.464

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS465

As it is unlikely that a vaccine to the SARS-CoV-2 or a cure of the associated disease COVID-466

19 is developed in the next few months, the only way of reducing the consequences of the467

epidemic at this moment is an optimum application of the available NPIs.468

A methodology based on the application of the logistic map in different phases of the COVID-469

19 epidemic was shown and applied to the different phases to Spain. This methodology470

provided good results in the forecast of the evolution of the disease in every country and471

situation where it was applied.472

The use of extreme non-pharmaceutical interventions, such as the total lock-down, showed473

their effectiveness during the period they were applied. However, easing the countermeasures474

allow new outbreaks of the infection to appear. This situation forces the need of applying475

many simultaneous techniques to reduce the effect of the disease if that is the case. One476

of those techniques could be the application of the methodology described in this paper to477

provide early alerts of the outbreaks in countries or smaller units of population, allowing an478

optimization of sanitary resources and reducing the economic and social impact of future479

NPIs applied locally.480
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As was shown, reasonably accurate results can be produced by using the model presented481

in this paper to the different phases of an epidemic. In a previous preprint, assuming an482

infection daily rate r of 3%, a total number of 400 000 diagnosed infected and a total number483

of 46 000 ± 15 000 deaths were forecasted in Spain by the end of May [Mora et al., 2020].484

Those predictions overestimated the real values due to a more strict reduction of the infection485

daily rate in the country, reaching values below 1%.486

The forecasts covered from the number of infected, hospitalized, inpatients needing an ICU487

or deaths, to the time where the peak of daily deaths would be produced or the level of488

infection in a given region. In the last prediction, carried out for the beginning of August,489

317,500 ± 1,700 infected and a total number of deaths of 37,100 were predicted, with a490

huge uncertainty, to be compared with the real numbers of 335,602 reported infected (5.7%491

difference) and 28,445 deaths (23% difference).492

The aim of any policy dealing with the application and withdrawal of NPI should carefully493

consider daily infection rates. In the case of the COVID-19 a daily infection rate r lying within494

the range of 1.01 to 1.02 (1% to 2% daily increase), as was shown in countries like South495

Korea, would produce a manageable level of people needing an ICU in hospitals, avoiding the496

saturation of national healthcare systems and therefore unnecessary deaths.497

Also a qualitative prediction of the percentage of the population infected in the different re-498

gions of Spain was performed by using the suggested semi-empirical model. These predictions499

were compared against the extensive statistical program of immunity prevalence carried out500

on the Spanish population from April to June 2020, published at early July, showing that the501

model provided in April reasonable results in most of the regions, although the model pre-502

dicted a medium to high infection level at the whole north and north-east, while the measured503

levels of seroprevalence obtained low levels. Some results obtained with this methodology were504

not intuitive according to the official information. The more counter-intuitive result probably505

being the higher level of infection of Catalonia compared with Madrid region. As said, in506

general the forecast provided a good forecast of the infection level.507

The COVID-19 epidemic is still ongoing and the knowledge will increase with time. In the508

next future new outbreaks are foreseen in the countries where the first one was controlled,509

unless a vaccine or a cure are developed in the next future. Therefore models will be needed510

to forecast again the evolution and to advice the authorities in the needs of the country’s511

health system. Some characteristics of the virus, needed to perform better predictions, are512

still unknown, as the lost of immunity of cured individuals or the influence of vitamin D in513

the severity of the disease.514

A continuous watch of the disease is still needed to provide proper advice which can be used515

by policy makers.516
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