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ABSTRACT  

Objective: SARS-CoV-2 has significantly impacted Georgia, USA including two major hotspots, Metro 

Atlanta and Dougherty County in southwestern Georgia. With government deliberations about relaxing 

social distancing measures, it is important to understand the trajectory of the epidemic in the state of 

Georgia.  

Methods: We collected daily cumulative incidence of confirmed COVID-19 cases in Georgia. We 

estimated the reproductive number (Re) of the COVID-19 epidemic on April 18 and May 2 by 

characterizing the initial growth phase of the epidemic using the generalized-growth model. 

Results: The data presents a sub-exponential growth pattern in the cumulative incidence curves. On April 

18, 2020, Re was estimated as 1.20 (95% CI: 1.10, 1.20) for the state of Georgia, 1.10 (95% CI: 1.00, 

1.20) for Dougherty County, and 1.20 (95% CI: 1.10, 1.20) for Metro Atlanta. Extending our analysis to 

May 2, 2020, Re estimates decreased to 1.10 (95% CI: 1.10, 1.10) for the state of Georgia, 1.00 (95% CI: 

1.00, 1.10) for Dougherty County, and 1.10 (95% CI: 1.10, 1.10) for Metro Atlanta.  

Conclusions: Transmission appeared to be decreasing after the implementation of social distancing 

measures. However, these results should be interpreted with caution when considering relaxing control 

measures due to low testing rates.  
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INTRODUCTION 

In 2020, the pandemic of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), caused by severe acute 

respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), impacted the state of Georgia (GA) as in other areas 

of the United States. Georgia ranked twelve out of fifty states and ten territories of the United States in 

terms of COVID-19 confirmed cases as of April 18, 2020.1 Metro Atlanta counties, Clayton, Cobb, 

DeKalb, Fulton, Gwinnett and Hall, were COVID-19 hotspots.2 Dougherty County, with Albany as the 

county seat, in southeast GA also reported a large number of cases (as of May 4, 2020: n=1,543, 

IR=1716.26 per 100,000 individuals).2 In GA, every county government has the power to impose 

preventive measures to reduce viral transmission as they see fit, before the state imposes a state-wide 

emergency that overrides autonomy of county governments (Figure 1, Table S1). On March 23, 2020, the 

GA State Government issued an executive order requesting citizens with underlying conditions and those 

with a COVID-19 diagnosis to shelter-in-place.3 Certain businesses were to remain closed and no more 

than 10 individuals could gather in a location without maintaining a distance of at least six feet. The order 

also called for restaurants to offer only curbside pick-ups or deliveries.3 On April 2, 2020, a state-wide 

shelter-in-place ordinance was enacted by the Governor allowing only essential services to operate.3 The 

GA State Government announced on April 27, 2020 during a press conference that services, such as 

beauty salons, barber shops, stores, and restaurants, can reopen if they follow pertinent social distancing 

measures specified by the state.3 As the COVID-19 epidemic in GA continues, it is important to quantify 

the epidemiologic characteristics of COVID-19 to minimize transmission and mortality.  

 To characterize the transmission potential of an epidemic, it is necessary to calculate the 

reproduction number based on confirmed cases or deaths.4 The basic reproduction number, R0, is the 

average number of secondary cases that one primary case can generate in a completely susceptible 

population in the absence of behavioral changes or public health interventions.4 The estimated values of 

the R0 for SARS-CoV-2 vary across geographic locations. An early study of the epidemic in Wuhan 

reported a R0 of 2.2 (assuming serial interval of 7.5).5 A more recent study of the epidemic in China, 

adjusted for the changing case definition, estimated R0  of 1.8-2.0 (assuming serial interval of 7.5) or 1.4-
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1.5 (assuming serial interval of 4.7).6 Our analysis of confirmed COVID-19 cases in Iran estimated the 

mean R0 as 3.5 or 4.4, depending on the statistical method (assuming serial interval of 4.4).7  

The effective reproduction number, Re, in contrast, is a time-dependent estimate of the secondary 

cases that arise from one case in a population with control measures in place.4 If Re>1, it indicates that 

there is sustainable transmission in the population. When the Re<1, the transmission of the disease cannot 

be sustained, and it is used as an indication of effectiveness of infection control measures.4  

This study aims to estimate the Re for COVID-19 in GA, Dougherty County and Metro Atlanta 

counties on April 18 and May 2, 2020, ½ and 1 month, respectively, after the state mandated a state-wide 

shelter-in-place order on April 2, 2020. We estimated Re by characterizing the growth pattern in daily case 

incidence using a generalized growth model (GGM).  

 

METHODS 

 This study covers the COVID-19 epidemic, March 2 — May 2, 2020, in the state of GA, 

Dougherty County, and all Metro Atlanta counties (Tables S2-S8). Metro Atlanta is defined by the United 

States Office of Management and Budget as the Atlanta-Sandy Springs-Alpharetta, Georgia Metropolitan 

Statistical Area.8 The list of Metro Atlanta counties is provided in Appendix Table 2 in blue. 

Data acquisition 

We downloaded the cumulative data of confirmed cases and deaths during March 2 — May 2, 

2020, for the entire state of GA and its counties from the New York Times GitHub data repository.9 Every 

location in our study has a start date corresponding to the first reported case for the area according to the 

New York Times. The first case in GA was reported on March 2, 2020.9 Our cutoff point for all locations 

was May 2, 2020, four weeks after the shelter-in-place order was implemented by the GA State 

Government.3     

We verified the numbers with official statistical reports from the Georgia Department of Public 

Health (GA-DPH).2 If any inconsistencies were found, the numbers from the GA-DPH were used as the 

standard. To conduct the GGM Method, we transformed the cumulative numbers into daily number of 
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cases reported to obtain daily SARS-CoV-2 incidence. We also searched the local government pages to 

verify if any control measures were established. If any information was identified, it was included and 

considered during our analyses. See Appendix (Tables S1-S8) for details.   

Statistical analyses 

 Our GGM characterizes the COVID-19 daily incidence using the growth rate, r, and a scaling 

factor, p, as its parameters. The GGM model allows epidemiologists to measure multiple epidemic 

profiles, including constant incidence, sub-exponential growth, and exponential growth.10 The GGM is 

represented by dC(t)/dt = C′(t) = rC(t)p, where C′(t) corresponds to the incidence curve over time; C(t) 

describes the cumulative incidence over time t; r is the growth rate (1/time) and p is the scaling factor 

fitting sub-exponential growth.10,11 The scaling factor of GGM, p, represents exponential growth if p = 1, 

sub-exponential growth or polynomial growth if 0 < p < 1, and constant growth if p = 0. To estimate the 

Re at a specific time, we linked the GGM model fit to the renewal equation that estimates the temporal 

changes in the effective reproduction number using a discretized probability distribution (𝜌𝑖) of the serial 

interval, namely, 𝑅𝑡𝑖 =
𝐼𝑖

∑ (𝐼𝑖−𝑗)𝜌𝑖
𝑖
𝑗=0

. In the renewal equation we denote the total incidence at calendar time 

ti by Ii. Here the denominator represents the total number of cases contributing to the new reported cases 

at time ti. We simulated 300 curves to estimate uncertainty boundaries.10,11 Because the time series of 

incident cases displays overdispersion, we assumed a negative binomial error structure underlying the 

data points (Table S9).11 The choice of the scaling parameter of the negative binomial distribution, i.e. the 

ratio of variance / mean, was manually explored (from 1, 2, 5 and then in the increments of 5) to achieve 

the lowest variance possible with at least 85% of the data points covered by the 95% prediction interval. 

The serial interval is assumed to follow a gamma distribution with a mean = 4.41 days, and standard 

deviation = 3.17 days.12,13   

To estimate the Re at two different time points, we analyzed two different timeframes from March 

2, 2020 to April 18, 2020 and March 2, 2020 to May 2, 2020. Statistical significance was defined a priori 
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at  = 0.05. Our analyses were conducted in MATLAB R2019B (MathWorks, Natick, MA) and R 

Version 1.2.1335 Macintosh (R Core Team, Vienna, Austria). 

 

RESULTS 

As social distancing measures unfolded in GA during our study period (March 2 – May 2, 2020), 

the SARS-CoV-2 Re decreased from 1.20 (95% CI: 1.10, 1.20) on April 18 to 1.10 (95 CI: 1.10, 1.10) on 

May 2. Roughly, that means that on May 2, for every 10 infectious individuals, 11 secondary cases would 

appear in the next generation of transmission. The epidemic growth in GA was sub-exponential by May 2, 

with a GGM scaling parameter of 0.51 (95% CI: 0.45, 0.56). The Re estimates for Metro Atlanta 

decreased from 1.20 (95% CI: 1.10, 1.20) on April 18 to 1.10 (95% CI: 1.10, 1.10) on May 2. These 

results indicate sustained transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in Metro Atlanta as of May 2. In Dougherty 

County, we estimated an Re of 1.10 (95% CI: 1.00, 1.20) on April 18, and it decreased to 1.00 (95% CI: 

1.00, 1.10) on May 2 (Figure 2, Table S9). Among the 30 counties investigated on May 2, 2020, 18 had 

an Re with a 95% confidence interval including 1.00 according to GGM, presenting the possibility of 

epidemic stabilization. Hall and Jasper Counties presented the highest reproductive numbers of 1.40 

(Figure 2, Table S9).  

 

DISCUSSION 

Community transmission of SARS-CoV-2 remained ongoing in GA, with Re ≥1, on May 2, 2020. 

On April 24, GA reopened some sectors of the economy, with specific guidelines pertinent to social 

distancing.3  Nevertheless, given the ongoing SARS-CoV-2 transmission, it is likely we will observe an 

increase in daily number of new confirmed cases if increased unprotected social mixing ensues as the 

economy reopens. Social distancing resulted in an Re range between 1.0 and 1.4 for a virus that has a 

reported R0 >2.5,7 Our estimates concur with those published by Gunzler and Sehgal, where they observed 

a decline in the mean reproductive number from 4.02 to 1.51 after control measures were implemented in 
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the United States.14 Based on our results as of May 2, 2020, it will be wise if residents in Georgia 

continue to maintain social distancing measures to slow the epidemic.  

We also observed on May 2, 2020, that 1 month since the beginning of the shelter-in-place order 

in Georgia on April 2, the estimate of the number of secondary cases arising from one infected individual 

with control measures in place remain ≥1. For all the locations we studied, none of them experienced a 

decline in the epidemic with an Re <1 (Appendix Figure S4). Three counties, Bartow, Carroll and 

Rockdale, had an Re = 1 on May 2, indicating the epidemic therein may have reached its peak or plateau.4 

Estimates of the Re and the curve of log-transformed cumulative incidence curve indicates the 

effectiveness of the control measures implemented by state and local governments. However, the 

uncertainty in our estimates suggests that the epidemic has yet to be suppressed. Therefore, control 

measures should stay in place until the Re is <1 (Figure 2, Appendix Table 9).  

Furthermore, many residents in both rural and urban GA are medically vulnerable. A recent 

analysis by The Surgo Foundation estimated the COVID-19 community vulnerability index (CCVI) for 

Dougherty County, by combining epidemiologic risk factors for infection and sociodemographic factors, 

at very high levels (CCVI = 0.87) when compared with counties in Metro Atlanta (Fulton county’s CCVI 

= 0.42).15 Despite the Re estimate for Dougherty County being equal to 1.00 (95% CI: 1.00, 1.10), the 

relaxation of social distancing measures should be implemented with an abundance of caution due to the 

population’s vulnerability. Another important factor for consideration is access to healthcare and surge 

capacity in hospitals, especially in rural GA. The healthcare system in Dougherty County was hard hit by 

the surge of COVID-19 patients. Even in Metro Atlanta, the Georgia World Congress Center, had to be 

converted into a field hospital. 

While economic factors are legitimate concerns for decisionmakers, the risk of reopening the 

economy too soon, leading to the resurgence of COVID-19 cases in GA, is substantial. Further research 

into the spatiotemporal variation of SARS-CoV-2 transmission potential and its association with 

economic and medical vulnerability will shed light on the disease and economic burden of COVID-19 in 

GA.  
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Limitations 

Our study is limited by several factors. First, data was analyzed by reported date and not day of 

symptom onset. Second, our data does not differentiate between imported and community transmission 

cases. Third, cases may be underreported due to limited testing capacity, or they may be mild or 

asymptomatic cases. Fourth, our analysis is right censored by May 2, 2020. Future studies can further 

extend the analysis as the pandemic progresses. 

 

CONCLUSION 

Social distancing measures reduced the transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in GA. However, the 

epidemic has not yet been suppressed; Re ≥1 for GA, for all Metro Atlanta counties and for Dougherty 

County from the date of their first reported case to May 2, 2020. Government agencies should carefully 

consider the next steps of their COVID-19 plans for their communities considering that transmission is 

still possible in some of their counties. 
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Figure 1. Timeline for social distancing measures implemented by local county governments and state government in Georgia, USA up to April 

23, 2020.  
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Figure 2. Effective reproductive number estimates calculated using the Generalized Growth Model 

method for Georgia, USA up to May 2, 2020. Estimates for the growth rate with data collected up to 

April 18, 2020 (black diamonds and black lines) and data analyzed up to May 2, 2020 (red circles and red 

lines). The vertical black line highlights where the Re = 1.  
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