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Abstract

The United States has the highest numbers of confirmed cases and death of COVID-19,
where confirmed cases took up nearly half in the hot spot states of New York, New
Jersey and California™?. The workforce in these states was required to work from home
except for essential services to minimize the risk of the spread of COVID-19.
Premature reopening of economy will lead to broader spread of COVID-19, while the
opposite situation would cause greater loss of economy. We proposed an epidemic
compartmental model in considering the pre-symptomatic transmission and
asymptomatic transmission® of COVID-19, to estimate the numbers of unidentified
infected cases and simulate the possible outcomes of resumption of economy at
different forthcoming Mondays. The states of New York and New Jersey were not
recommended to reopen the economy before May 18 since it may increase 22.44% and
60.18% for the numbers of cumulative confirmed cases if the second wave of the
infection would happen, respectively. While that may be feasible for California to
reopen business on May 11 if appropriate control measures for prevention of the second
wave of the infection are implemented, because of the less benefit for delaying
reopening the economy and the relatively smaller magnitude of Outbreak of

COVID-19.

Main
The outbreak of novel coronavirus disease (COVID-19) has spread over 200 countries

since December 2019'. It is unprecedented to have over 2 million cumulative
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confirmed cases of COVID-19 worldwide®. The first “battle’ against COVID-19 in
China has provided experience and likely outcomes of interventions to the ongoing
hard-hit areas. As a novel and acute infectious disease, the transmissibility of
COVID-19 was unclear at the early stage of epidemic, the Chinese government
implemented relatively strict nonpharmaceutical interventions in the hot spot aress,
where the public transportations were suspended within and outside of the city in
Hubei province since January 23, 2020°. All nationwide residents were recommended
to stay at home except for essential needs. The holiday season of the Chinese Spring
Festival had been prolonged to late February when essential services were
recommenced operating gradually outside Hubei province®. By now, a comprehensive

resumption of business is approaching in China'.

Epidemic situationsin the United States

Meanwhile, the confirmed case of COVID-19 was first reported during late
January 2020 in the United States®. There were over 1000 cumulative confirmed cases
on March 13, 2020°, when the White House declared a national emergency
concerning COV1D-19 outbreak® and issued a “call to action” coronavirus guidelines
on March 16, 2020™. The United States has become the most severe country of
COVID-19 with 295,122, 113,856, and 46,209 cumulative confirmed cases in the
states of New York, New Jersey, and California until April 28, 20207, respectively.
Making things worse, New York and California are the two states that contribute the

most to the real gross domestic product (GDP) over yearsin the United States'.
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The state of New York had the first confirmed case of COVID-19 reported on
March 1, 2020, and it proclaimed an executive order on March 16, 2020, including
reducing half of the local government workforce, allowing the statewide nonessential
workforce to work from home starting on March 17, 2020, and closing all schools
starting on March 18, 2020™. However, as the rapidly increasing number of additional
cases of COVID-19 in the state, the governor announced an aggressive policy of
“New York State on PAUSE” on March 20, 2020™, and required all peoplein the state
to wear masks or face covering in public since April 15, 2020".

The state of New Jersey had the first positive case of COVID-19 reported on
March 4, 2020. The governor of New Jersey recommended the cancellation of
statewide public gatherings over 250 individuals since March 12, 2020, suspended
visiting state prisons and statewide halfway houses since March 14, 2020, and closed
restaurants, bars, movie theaters, gyms, casinos since March 16, 2020"". The governor
announced an order including the statewide stay at home and closure of statewide
non-essential retail industries on March 21, 2020%.

The state of California had two positive cases of COVID-19 reported on January
26, 2020™. One month later, there was the first possible case of local transmission of
COIVD-19 in Cdlifornia®. The “stay home except for essential needs’ order was
issued on March 19, 2020, where al individuals were required to stay at home except
for the workforce in 16 critical infrastructure sectors®. The timelines of three states of
intervention details are shown in Fig. 1. According to the capacity of medical facilities

in the website of COVID-19.direct?, there could be 52200 beds and 219,000 hospitals,
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25,300 beds and 5,300 hospitals, 87,800 beds and 463,000 hospitals in the state of
New York, New Jersey and California, respectively.

On April 13, 2020, there were 7 states joined together to form a multi-state
council to combat COVID-19 and to help reopen the economy including the top 3
states whose cumulative confirmed cases were the largest??. As the epidemic of
COVID-19 was getting worse in the United States, the state governors issued a series
of interventions to slow the spread of virus, including requiring al individuals to stay
at home and reducing the workforce in the industries. The whole social system was
slowed down, and thus, the time to restore the economy in the United States,
especialy for three states of New York, New Jersey, and California has been the most
significant and consequential decision for the president of the United States and the
governors of the states. To recover the economy for people to return to work, the key

concern is the risk and severity of the second wave of the infection.

Simulation of epidemical outcomes after the resumption of business

To assess the risk and severity of the second wave of the infection after the
resumption of business, it is important to consider the unobserved numbers of
unidentified infected cases in the community. Our approach is based on publicly
available data to simulate the possible outcomes of an outbreak of COVID-19 at
different business reopening dates and to provide recommendations as to when it is
reasonable safe for people back to work.

The estimated cumulative numbers of infected individuals (including
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Self-healing without being confirmed (H)) on July 11 are 461699 with 95% CI
(449908, 473052), 254212 with 95% CI (239335, 269471) and 232216 with 95% CI
(182634, 285916) for states of New York, New Jersey, and California, respectively,
which the percentages of unidentified infected individuals are 18.49% with 95% ClI
(17.29%, 19.07%), 29.87% with 95% CI (28.61%, 31.47%), 33.20% with 95% CI
(32.17%, 35.47%), respectively. Normally, higher testing rate would lead to smaller
percentages of unidentified infected case. The estimated unidentified percentages
were consistent with the reported testing rate of three states (4.68%, 2.94%, 1.63% for
states of New York, New Jersey, and California, on May 1, respectively)®.

Moreover, the predicted numbers of daily new infected and new confirmed
patients for states of New York, New Jersey, and California are given in Fig. 2 and the
details of infectious diseases maps for states of New York, New Jersey, and California
are given in Extended Data Figs. 1-3 in the Supplementary Information. According to
Fig. 2, the magnitude of the outbreak of COIVD-19 for New York state is greater than
that for New Jersey, followed by California. Note that there are gaps between the
numbers of daily new confirmed cases and new infected individuals per day, which is
caused by the pre-symptomatic transmission and asymptomatic transmission of
COVID-19. We called this phenomenon as lagging effect of daily new confirmed
cases.

For considering the potentia risk of infectious disease, we present the estimated
numbers of unidentified infected cases per 100000 for states of New York, New Jersey,

and California, which are given in Fig. 3. Based on Fig. 3, the estimated timing of the
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peak of unidentified infected cases in the states of New York, New Jersey, and
California had passed. Compared with California state, the numbers of unidentified
infected cases in the states of New York and New Jersey dropped faster after the peak,
which was consistent with the estimated minima of R, (see Methods) for states of
New York, New Jersey, and California: 0.93 with 95% CI (0.92, 0.94), 0.92 with 95%
Cl (0.920 0.93), 0.99 with 95% CI (0.97, 1.01), respectively. The minimum value of
R, for Cdlifornia was the largest among the three states. On the contrary, the
estimated @,(1 —7) of California was not the largest among the three states (0.52
with 95% CI (0.51, 0.56) for New York, 0.32 with 95% CI (0.30, 0.33) for New Jersey,
0.30 with 95% CI (0.28, 0.32) for California). The reason for this was that the
estimated D, of California was longer than the other two states (2.17 with 95% CI
(2.00, 2.24) for New York, 4.10 with 95% CI (3.89, 4.34) for New Jersey, 5.06 with
95% CI (4.68, 5.39) for California). The details of estimated results for three states are
given in Extended Data Figs 4-6 in the Supplementary Information.

We considered the possible timing for resuming business in the forthcoming
Mondays, i.e., May 11, May 18, May 25, June, June 8 and June 15. The predicted
numbers of unidentified infected cases per 100000 for states of New York, New
Jersey and Californiaon May 11, May 18, May 25, June, June 8 and June 15 are given
in Extended Data Table 1 in the Supplementary Information. Note that the estimated
numbers of unidentified infected cases per 100,000 for states of New York, New
Jersey decreased faster than California state. There would be higher benefit for

delaying the resumption of businesses for states of New York and New Jersey, while
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that in California state would not change significantly since the estimated minimal R,
was closed to 1.

To realize the potential risk of resuming business on these days, we simulated the
possible outcomes that the second wave of the infection would happen after people
return to work. There could be a maximum infection rate once all individuals back to
work, and then the stringent interventions were implemented to curb the wave of
infectious disease. In doing so, for the starting days of May 11, May 18, May 25, June,
June 8 and June 15, we modified the estimated @(t) by initializing &, to last 7 days
and specifying to its minimum value afterward, i.e.,, @(t) = &,(1 —7) representing
the most intensity of control policies for states of New York, New Jersey, and
Cadlifornia accordingly. The simulated results are given in Extended Data Fig. 4 and
Fig. 7 in the Supplementary Information.

For New York, the predicted numbers of cumulative confirmed cases per 100000
on July 11 for the smulated outbreak of epidemic when people would return to work
on May 11, May 18, May 25, June, June 8 and June 15 are 426, 290, 195, 129, 83 and
52 higher than the estimated number of cumulative confirmed cases per 100000 on
July 11 if no resumption of business.

For New Jersey, the predicted numbers of cumulative confirmed cases per
100,000 on July 11 for the smulated outbreak of epidemic when people would return
to work on May 11, May 18, May 25, June, June 8 and June 15 are 1224, 928, 691,
504, 358 and 244 higher than the estimated number of cumulative confirmed cases per

100000 on July 11 if no resumption of business.
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For California, the predicted numbers of cumulative confirmed cases per 100000
on July 11 for the smulated outbreak of epidemic when people would return to work
on May 11, May 18, May 25, June, June 8 and June 15 are 293, 258, 223, 189, 156
and 123 higher than the estimated number of cumulative confirmed cases per 100000

on July 11 if no resumption of business.

Discussion

To understand the spread of COVID-19 for the states of New York, New Jersey,
and California, we applied an epidemic model considering pre-symptomatic and
asymptomatic transmission of COVID-19 to estimate the numbers of daily new
infected individuals and new confirmed case for three states. Normally, the numbers
of new infected cases mirrored the actual degree of transmission, while the numbers
of new confirmed cases, often lagged the real situation by the existence of the
duration between catching virus and being confirmed by testing. According to Fig. 2,
such alagging effect could not be neglected at an early stage of epidemic, would tend
to disappear over time.

For the control of epidemic, it was reasonable to alleviate the lagging effect,
which could be achieved by shortening the D, in SIHC model. Notice that D, was
also affected by the testing rate and testing speed, except the length of incubation
period. And the estimated D of al three states were smaller than 5.1, it implied the
policy enhancing the testing rate may be implemented in all three states, which was

effective to reduce the unidentified number of infected during incubation period and
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asymptomatic carriers. Meanwhile, according to pending data'® reported for three
states, there was a considerable number of testing results remaining pending in
California, which implied the remarkably lower testing speed in Caifornia. However,
the pending data of the states of New York and New Jersey were negligible, which
were consistent with estimated D, for these states.

The higher numbers of unidentified infected cases were obtained, the higher risks
for the resumption of business would have been. According to Fig. 4, we concluded
that there could be risks for the resumption of businesses on May 11 for three states. If
governors of states delayed one week, or more, for the resumption of businesses, that
would significantly scale down the simulated magnitude of the second wave of the
infection. But the benefit of delaying decision would be smaller and smaller when the
current control policies continue to be effective.

According to the report”?, we consider the date of resumption of business for
states of New York and New Jersey together. For the states of New York and New
Jersey, since the average values of the estimated decreasing numbers of unidentified
infected cases per 100,000 of adjacent Mondays in Extended Data Table 1 in the
Supplementary Information were large (6.18 per week and 14.15 per week,
respectively), there would be higher benefit for delaying the resumption of businesses.
Meanwhile, the simulated numbers of cumulative confirmed cases per 100,000 in Fig.
4 were significantly higher than the projected case (22.44% and 60.18%, respectively)
on May 11, implied considerable risks for the resumption of businesses before May

18. While the estimated decreasing numbers of unidentified infected cases per
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100,000 of adjacent Mondays in Extended Data Table 1 for California state is
relatively small (0.43 per week) and the simulated result in Fig. 4 is smaller than other
two states, it may be feasible for California state to reopen business on May 11 if
appropriate control measures for prevention of the second wave of the infection are
implemented. Notice that on May 18 and June 15, which estimated numbers of
unidentified infected individuals per 100000 would close to that in California state,
for states of New York and New Jersey, respectively, which implied the feasibility for
reopening business at those timings for states of New York and New Jersey.

The decision for the resumption of business is not only a public health issue, but
also economic issue. What we are focusing on is the epidemiological feasibility of
returning to work at an early date, there are still many other factors needed to be paid
attention®. Meanwhile, for the period after resumption of work, if the number of
unidentified infected cases is still non-zero, the risks for the second wave of the
infection would never vanish, which underscore the necessity of maintaining

epidemic prevention measures, such as, wearing a mask and keeping asocia distance.
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Daily confirmed new cases

Fig. 1. Thetimeline of interventions against COVID-19 in the states of New York,

New Jersey, and California.
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Fig. 2. The magnitude of outbreak of COVID-19 in the three states of New York

(Fig. 2-a), New Jersey (Fig. 2-b), and Califor nia (Fig. 2-c) from March 13 to July
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11, 2020. The daily confirmed new cases form March 13 to May 4, 2020, were

observed data, combing with the projected cases until July 11, 2020.
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Fig. 3. Thetrend of the numbers of unidentified infected individuals per 100000
for states of New York, New Jersey, and Californiafrom March 13 to July 11, 2020.

The corresponding 95% credible intervals were represented in each state.
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Fig. 4. The possible outbreak of epidemic when people returned to work in the
forthcoming Mondays for states of New York, New Jersey, and California (per
100000). The points represent the observed cumulative confirmed cases in the three

states of New York, New Jersey and California.
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Methods
Data collection

We collected the epidemic data from March 13, 2020 when the national
emergency concerning COVID-19 was proclaimed to May 10, 2020 in three states of

New York, New Jersey and California. The data are available on COVID-19.direct?.

M odel

Based on the report of WHO, the transmission of COVID-19 could be caused by the
individuals infected with the virus before significant symptoms developed®, or even
the carriers who did not develop symptoms. Pre-symptomatic transmission and
asymptomatic transmission would interfere with our judgment on the current
magnitude of outbreak of infectious diseases because of the existence of the duration
between catching virus and being confirmed by testing. To consider this nature of
COIVD-19, it is crucia to evaluate the unobserved number of unidentified infected

cases.

To understand the mechanism of COVID-19, we divided a concerned population
into four compartments: susceptible (S), unidentified infected (1), self-healing without

being confirmed (H), and confirmed cases (C).

(a) The susceptible (S) individuas, who have no immunity to the disease, are the

majority of the population at an early stage of the epidemic.
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(b) Unidentified infected (I) areinfected and infectious individuals without isolation,
which consist of two kinds of individuals: infectors who would have symptoms
eventually and asymptomatic carriers who would not develop symptoms. We
assumed that I would transferto H or C eventualy.

(c) Sdf-healing without being confirmed (H) is assumed to be no longer infectious
and resistant to COVID-19.

(d) Confirmed cases (C) contain two kinds of individuals: patients in hospital and
asymptomatic carriers who are assumed to stay at home, and unable to transmit

the disease.

We introduced Susceptible (S) - Unidentified infected (I) - Self-healing without being
confirmed (H) - Confirmed cases (€) (SIHC) model with four compartments:
Susceptible (S), unidentified infected (I), self-healing without being confirmed (H),
confirmed cases (C). We divided [ into two part: asymptomatic carriers without
being confirmed (1), infectors who would have symptoms eventually (I,). Similarly,
we divided € into two part: confirmed cases who self-quarantine or self-isolate (C,),
confirmed patients at hospitals (C,).

The transfer diagram of S, I;, I, H,C;, C, are given in Extended Data Fig. 8 in the

Supplementary Information.

The dynamic system of numbers of compartments S, I, H,and C atthetime t:

S(t), I(t), H(t),and C(t) areassumed as:

ds®) _ 1©
= P ~SO,
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A _ oy Qgiey - (L4 L
o = POO S — (4 1),
dH(t) _ @
dt - DH1
dc() _ @

dt - DC ’ (1)

where p is transmissibility; 8(t) is the average contact numbers per person a the
time t, which is assumed to be time-varying; Dy is the average length of duration
between catching the virus and self-healing without being confirmed. D, is the
average length of duration between catching virus and being confirmed by testing; N
is the total number of population.

Let a(t) = pO(t). Generdly, 6(t) iscontrolled by policy interventions, which
is a constant a an early stage of the epidemic and decreases along with the
implementation of interventions until the control policies are completely carried out,
i.e., reaching the lowest level. Based on this point of view, we furthermore assumed

a(t) ismonotonically decreasing curve® with four parameters «,, d, m, and n:

_ n _
a(t) = a (1+eXp(lm(t—d—%)) +1-m), @)

where @, denotes the maximum of a(t) at an early stage of outbreak of infectious
disease, d is the time when the control measures start to be effective and the a(t)
starts to decline, m represents the duration of decreasing process of a(t), n is the
maximum decreasing proportion of a(t) comparing with a,, i.e., the minimum of
. . 2log (1-¢)/¢) . .
a(t) is ag(1 —n). A, is chosen as — and ¢ is fixed to be 0.01. The
graph of a(t) isgivenin Extended DataFig. 9 in the Supplementary Information.
By the setting above, we can derive the time-varying reproductive rate R,***’ by

SIHC (susceptible, unidentified infected, self-healing without being confirmed, and
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confirmed cases) model:

R, =30 @Pclu 1 ))+1—n)- ©)

N " Dy+Dc 1+exp(Am(t—d—%

Let Q= (ay,n,D-) and 0 = (Q,d, Dy, m), we introduced randomness to SIHC
model: Let S, I, H,,C, be the observed values of S,I,H,C at the time t with
constraint
N=S,+1,+ H + C, 4
and A, = (I, H,,C,) is assumed to be a multi-dimensional Markov process, i.e., for
g <t andgiven Hy:
p(AclAssg) = p(Ac|4g) = Poiss (4.|4.(45,0)),  (5)

where A4,(4,,Q) is the evolve values of I and C at thetime ¢ determined by the
deterministic dynamic system above with the initial value (S,,1,, Hy, C,) and
parameters ©. Poiss(- |v) is the density of multi-dimensional independent Poisson
distribution with mean vector v.

For simplicity, let a(t) = a(k),k <t <k +1, k is aninteger. Since D, and
H, are assumed to be known, we suppose that H, is not random given the initial
value (84,14, Hy, C;) and parameters 0O i.e.,

H, =:H;(4,4,0) as,

which determined by the deterministic dynamic system above with the initial value
(Sg,14,Hy, Cg) and parameters ©. Similarly, we define 1,(4,4, ©), C.(4,4,0).

Notice that the observable data is C;.r, N, where T is the length of time. We
assume that H; =0 and treat I,., and H,., as the missing data, we applied

techniques of Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)®3 for approximations of
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posterior distributions of parameters 0 and unknown numbers of I, H at each time
by given priors with values of d, m and D;. Once the prior distribution of Q: 7 (Q),
was given, we apply the Bayesian method combined with MCMC (Markov Chain
Monte Carlo) to simulate the posterior distribution:
w(Q, 1.7, Hyr |Cy.p, N, d, m, D)
() [1721 Poiss(I,11 |11 (AL, ©)) Poiss(Cpy1|Cry1 (A1, ©)) I(Hpyy =
H,.,(4,,0)). (6)

For the choice of prior distributions, since D, is governed by the mean of
incubation period. In terms of studies about the incubation period of COVID-19%, we
choose log-normal distribution with log-mean 5.1 as the prior distribution of D,
while the priors of other parameters are chosen non-informative or flat priors. For the
fixed parameters d, m, and Dy, d is taken the beginning of implementation of
important policy interventions, i.e., d = 7 for New York state (“New York State on
PAUSE” in Fig. 1), d = 8 for New Jersey state (“statewide stay at home’ in Fig. 1)
and d = 6 for California state (“stay home except for essential needs’ in Fig. 1). We
choose m = 28, which means that roughly one month later, the control policies are
completely carried out. D, is assumed to be 9.5 according to the clinical study of
asymptomatic cases™. The point estimates of Q, I,.; and H,., were presented asthe
median of the posterior distribution while 95% credible intervals were constructed
with 2.5% and 97.5% quantiles.

Moreover, since n(Q, I, .7, Hy.r |C,.7, N, d, m,Dy) has no close form, we apply

Gibbs sampler imbedded Metropolis-Hastings steps for updating parameters. Let
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0®, 1% 1% pe the k-th sample, given initid Q©,19 HY, the details of
aregivenin Algorithm S1 and Algorithm S2 in the Supplementary Information.

Notice that I is high-dimensional, we use mixture MCMC? to accelerate the
convergence of Markov chain. For sampling /;, note that at the early stage of
S; = N, which implies that

I[,(A1,0) = I, exp (ag — (1/D¢ + 1/Dy)),
Then the full conditional distribution of I; approximately achieves:
p(] ) x Poiss(12|12 (4,, @))Poiss(C2|C2 (44, G)))
o exp(—1I; exp(ag — (1/D¢ + 1/Dy))) 1,2 Poiss(C,|C,(44,0)),

we can use Gamma(l, + 1,exp (ay — (1/D. + 1/Dy)) asthe proposal distribution

of I;.
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Data availability: Daily reported confirmed cases of COVID-19 from March 13,
2020 to May 4, 2020 for three states of New Y ork, New Jersey and Californiafrom the

website “ https://covid-19.direct/state”. All data are publicly available.
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