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ABSTRACT

For an emergent disease, such as Covid-19, with no past epidemiological data
to guide models, modelers struggle to make predictions of the course of the
epidemic (Cyranoski, Nature News 18 February 2020). The wildly varying
predictions make it difficult to base policy decisions on. On the other hand
much empirical information is already contained in data of evolving
epidemiological profiles. We offer an additional tool, based on general
theoretical principles and validated with data, for tracking the turning points,
peak and accumulated case numbers of infected and recovered for an
epidemic, and to predict its course. Ability to predict the turning points and
the epidemic’s end is of crucial importance for fighting the epidemic and
planning for a return to normalcy. The accuracy of the prediction of the peaks
of the epidemic is validated using data in different regions in China showing
the effects of different levels of quarantine. The validated tool can be applied
to other countries where Covid-19 has spread, and generally to future
epidemics. US is found to have the largest net infection rate, and is predicted
to have the largest total infected cases (708K) and will take two weeks longer
than Wuhan to reach its turning point, and one week longer than Italy and
Germany.

SIGNIFICANCE: We offer a practical tool for tracking and predicting the course of an
epidemic using the daily data on the infection and recovery. This data-driven tool
can predict the turning points two weeks in advance, with an accuracy of 2-3 days,
validated using data from various regions in China selected to show the effects of
quarantine. It also gives information on how rapid the rise and fall of the case
numbers are, and what the peak and total number of infected are. Although
empirical, this approach has a sound theoretical foundation; the main components
of the results are validated after the epidemic is near an end, as is the case for China,
and therefore is generally applicable to future epidemics.
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54  1.Introduction.

55 The current COVID-19 epidemic is caused by a novel corona virus, designated

56 officially as SARS-CoV-2, spreading from Wuhan, the capital city of Hubei province in
57  China (2-4). The new virus seems to have characteristics different from SARS

58 (severe acute respiratory syndrome) (5, 6): it is less deadly but spreads more widely
59 (7-10). Modeling the epidemic as it develops has been difficult (1). Depending on
60 the model assumptions, predictions of when it “turns a corner” for China varies

61 greatly (11-21), up to after 650 million people have been infected before peaking;
62 many have now been shown to be inaccurate (22). Now as the epidemic has

63  subsided in China and become a global pandemic (23, 24), a reliable forecast of the
64  course of the outbreak in each region is critical for the management and

65 containment of the epidemic, and for balancing the impact from the public health
66  crisis vs the economic crisis. China has instituted some of the strictest quarantine
67 measures around Wuhan and Hubei, which may or may not be adoptable in other
68  countries (25-27). [t would be useful to extract the dependence of the epidemic’s

69 evolution on the degree of quarantine to guide policy decisions, while also to

70  characterize properties of Covid-19 that are applicable to other countries.

71

72  Mainstream epidemiological models have their origin in the SIR (Susceptible,

73  Infected, and Recovered or Removed) model (28) and its many variations. We

74  explain in the Supplementary Information why existing model predictions vary so
75  widely by commenting on the assumptions underlying these models.

76

77  These SIR-type models, however, serves a critical purpose for long-range policy

78  planning, such as warning policy-decision makers of the gravity of the potential

79 impact and prompting them to take proper actions before it is too late. After the

80  breakout, more information is needed for more detailed planning, such as the

81 arrival of the critical turning points, the number of hospital bed we might need at
82  the peak, and the estimate for when to lift the quarantine, and when to return to

83 normalcy. We offer here an additional tool that has the advantage that it has does
84 notdepend on the elusive infection rate or the susceptible population, information
85 needed for most models, but has the disadvantage that it cannot be used when the
86  epidemic first started and the data are inaccurate or incomplete. It is based on daily
87  case numbers (i.e. newly confirmed cases), N(t), and recovered cases, R(t).

88

89  Without universal testing, the confirmed case number might be only a subset of the
90 true total infected number, which may never be known unless frequent universal
91  testing is instituted. The asymptomatic infected who are not tested and then

92  recover on their own do not get counted but they also do not tax hospital resources.
93  Nevertheless, they can infect others and some of the latter may develop more

94  serious symptoms that require hospitalization. Then these secondary infections are
95 included in our case data. Our aim is to provide a tool that can be used for the

96 management of medical resources. Since we do not use a model to calculate how the
97  asymptomatic infectives infect others, we do not need to know either the infection
98 rate or the asymptomatic infective numbers. Since those who are admitted to the
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99  hospital either recover after a hospital stay of T days, or dead after a similar number
100 of days, there should be a delayed relationship between N(t) and R(t), which we will
101  explore in the Theory section. Now that the epidemic in China appears to have come
102  to an end, the data from various regions in China can be used to validate the model.
103  After validation we then apply it to other regions in the world.

104

105  Our estimate of the end date of the epidemic is not based on the number of

106  susceptibles, S, approaching zero as in most models (i.e. most of the population is
107  infected, hence acquiring immunity), but N(t) approaching zero and remaining so
108  for two incubation periods. The first incubation period is to allow the asymptomatic
109 infected to show symptoms and the second period to allow those that are infected
110 by the asymptomatic infected to show symptoms. For prediction purpose, the date
111  when the N(t) is zero is estimated by 3 standard deviations from its peak. These
112  two quantities can be extracted from the data as the epidemic is developing. Our
113  estimate of the end of the epidemic is earlier than most model predictions, usually
114  significantly so, because it does not depend on the herd immunity concept.

115

116  Asistrue for all data-driven approaches, our result inevitably depends on the

117  quality of the data used, and some of the early data of the epidemic are not as good
118  asthe later data, when better diagnostic methods and more complete reporting are
119  established. However, many of the metrics commonly in use require accumulation
120  of data from the beginning of the epidemic, and consequently are affected by poor
121  data or change of diagnostic methods along the way. We try to avoid accumulation
122 and use local-in-time metrics. Nevertheless, data problems cannot be avoided.

123  Sensitivity of our conclusion on data problems is extensively discussed in this work.
124  Figure S1 displays examples of data used in this study. One problem immediately
125 becomes obvious for the Chinese data: On 12 February, when Hubei changed its
126  definition of confirmed infection from the gold standard of nucleic acid gene-

127  sequencing tests to clinical observations and radiological chest scans, over 14,000
128 newly infected cases were added that day, creating a peak that has not been

129  exceeded since. Overwhelmed doctors in Wuhan pleaded for the change so that
130 they did not have to wait for the returned tests to confirm the infection. Outside
131  Hubei, there was no change in definition for the “infected”. How this artifact affects
132 our conclusion will be discussed.

133

134  2.Model and its validation using data

135 Definition: Let I(t) be the number of active infected at time ¢. Its change is given

136  by;
d

137  —I=N(t)-R(t),
i (£)-R(¢)

138  where N(t) is the number of newly infected, and R(t), designated as removed, is

139  the sum of the daily recovered and dead. For a disease such as Covid-19 with low
140 fatality rate, R(t) consists of mainly recovered. However even for this disease, the
141 fatality rate in some regions, such as in Northern Italy, approaches 10%. For these
142  regions R(t) should include the dead as well. Note that for the theory part, N(t)
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includes both confirmed and unconfirmed cases. The term: Existing Infected Case
(EIC) number is used to denote the confirmed I(t) when we deal with data.

Lett , the turning point defined as the peak of the active infected number. At this

point maximum medical resource is needed. This maximum occurs when
d : .
El =0, implying N(tp) = R(tp).

This is a local-in-time metric. There is therefore no need to first find I(t) to locate
this peak. After the turning point, the newly recovered starts to exceed the newly
infected. The demand for medical resources, such as hospital beds, isolation wards
and respirators, starts to decrease.

The theoretical foundation for our model is given in Supplementary Information.
Here we discuss the main results and offer validation of these results using data
from China.

Main Result: The daily newly recovered/removed number R(t), is related to the
daily newly infected number N(t) as:

R(t)=N(t-T),
for t>T, where T is the mean recovery period.
This result can be rigorously derived using an age-structured population model (see
reference (36)). Itis also common sense: the infected eventually recovered after a
number of days, or dead after a similar number of days. Of course, the number of
days a patient stays in the hospital before discharge depends on the efficacy of
treatment and so varies somewhat, and the time it takes for a patient to die may also
depend on the age and underlying conditions. T is therefore a statistical quantity.
Validation: This fundamental relationship can be validated statistically with data.
Figures 1, obtained using data from China during the Covid-19 epidemic, shows that
N(t) and R(t) are highly correlated: with correlation coefficient of 0.95 when both
distributions are smoothed with 5-point boxcar. The unsmoothed daily data also
yield a high correlation coefficient of 0.80, with R(t) lagging N(t) by T~15 days. Both
correlation coefficients are statistically significant. A similar result is found for
Hubei (Figure S2) and other regions (not shown). This is one of the ways the mean
recovery period is determined statistically from data, but it is not practical in the
early phase of the epidemic. We will give different methods for the latter purpose.
The result on T is consistent with that estimated or predicted later using the slope of
the distribution in Figure 4. The latter, obtained by the intercept of the straight line,
is less accurate because of the slope is rather shallow.
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183  Figure 1. Lagged correlation of case numbers R(t) and N(t) for China as a whole.

184

185  Main Result: The natural logarithm of the ratio of N and R is a linear function of
186  time for £ >T . This relationship is important for the purpose of forecast because it is
%8573 easy to extrapolate from a straight line into the future.

189 validation of log NR as a straight line:

190 From data we use the report newly confirmed case number and the recovered case
191 number to define NR ratio as

192 NR(t)=N(t)/R(t).

193  Att¢, NR=1.

194

195 We show in Figure 2, using the data of the epidemic for COVID-19, that the

196 logarithm of NR(t) lies on a straight line, with small scatter, passing through the
197  turning point ¢,. And data for various stages of the epidemic, from the initial

198 exponential growth stage, to near the peak of EIC, and then past the peak, all lie on
199  the same straight line. The intercept with logNR=0 yields the turning point. This
200 line, obtained by linear-least-square fit in the semi-log plot, is little affected by the
201  rather large artificial spike in the data on 12 February because of its short duration
202  and the logarithmic value. That reporting problem is necessarily of short duration
203  because, on the date of definition change, previous week’s cases of infected

204 according to the new criteria were reported in one day. After that, the book is

205 cleared, and N(t) returned to its normal range.

206
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207
208

209  Figure 2. Logarithm of the ratio of daily newly infected to newly recovered. They lie
210  on straight lines with some small scatter. The dotted straight lines are obtained by
211  linear-least squares fit is. The slopes of the lines are almost the same but with

212  different intercept; the trend lines cross zero (the black solid line) at different time
213  for different regions indicating different peaking time for EIC. The epicenter Wuhan
214  (green) has latest turning point than its province Hubei (pink), which has a later
215  turning point than China as a whole (cyan).

216

217  The theoretical result in SI suggests that the slope of the linear line is -T/ 6z’, where
218 o is the standard deviation of the R(?) profile. In general, the slope can be different for
219  different regions with different levels of quarantine and epidemic characteristics.
220  The hospital treatment efficacy would influence T directly. The effect of quarantine
221  would influence the value of oy, the standard deviation of the newly infected, and so
222  indirectly R(t) and o Our empirical result from Fig. 2 however shows that the slope
223  isthe almost the same for different regions in China, implying that efficacy of

224  treatment and level of quarantine affect T and ¢ proportionally.

225

226  Result: The derivative of log N(t) and of log R(t) is each a linear function of time,
227  with known slope. Their intercept with the zero derivative line yields the time for
228  their respective peak.
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Validation

Empirically, the derivative of log N(t) or log R(t) lies on a straight line, as shown in
Fig. 3 (although the scatter is larger as to be expected for any differentiation of
empirical data). The positive and negative outliers one day before and after 12 Feb
are caused by the spike up and then down, with little effect on the fitted linear trend
(but increases its variance and therefore uncertainty). Moreover, the straight line
extends without appreciable change in slope beyond the peak of N(t), suggesting
that the distribution of the newly infected number is approximately Gaussian. The

mean recovery time T can be predicted as t,—t, , where tris the peak of R(t) and ty

is the peak of N(t). These two peak times can be obtained by extending the straight
line in Fig. 3 to intersect the zero line. This predicted result can be verified
statistically after the fact by the lagged correlation of R(t) and N(t). If the
distribution is indeed Gaussian or even approximately so, the slope in Fig. 3 would
be proportional to the reciprocal of the square of its standard deviation, o, as (See
SD):

dlogN(t) -(t-t,)

2
dt o,

Similarly result holds for the daily number of recovered, R(t).

After the epidemic is nearing the end as is the case in China, fitting the data to a
Gaussian can be done after the fact (see Figures S3 and S4). The fit is satisfactory
even without using any disposal parameters. The parameters used are determined
using slopes of log N and log R (see Table S1)

The inferred statistical characteristics of the Covid-19 epidemic are summarized in
Table S1 for various regions. The mean recovery time T, is about 13 days for China
as a whole. For Wuhan, the city at the epicenter whose hospitals were more
overwhelmed and the patients admitted into hospitals more seriously ill than those
in other provinces, T ~16 days, while that for Hubei is 14 days. The standard
deviation, o, is found to be around 8 days, with slight difference between that for
N(t) and for R(t), with one exception for Hubei outside Wuhan. Such a fine
subdivision may not be practical for the data quality we have. The ¢ tends to be
smaller for China as a whole than Wuhan. One can see that T and 6 indeed varying
approximately in proportion.

The peak infected cases:

(t-t,)

2
N

Writing N(¢, )= N(tB)exp{JttN n(t)dt}, and noting n(t)= %logN(t) =— , the
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2
(t,—t;)
2
N

267  exponent is J.:N n(t)dt = = %n(t ;) (¢, —t,). Hence the peak infected case number

268  can be predicted, using the predicted value for ¢, starting from a conveniently chosen

269  time t, , such as the latest time with data available, as:

n(t,)(, —t,)

270 N(t,)=N(t,)exp{ >

1.

271

272  Accumulated quantities.

273  To calculate I(t) using reported data, only confirmed cases are used (We call it EIC).
274  Itis given by the accumulated newly confirmed cases minus the accumulated

275  confirmed recovered. Since the accumulation of early poor data can introduce

276  errors a more local-in-time formula is given as:

277

- 1= [" N[ Roat= [ N@de— [ N1t

- f " Nt

-T
279  Thatis, to find I at time ¢, one only needs to add up the daily newly infected case

280 numbers for a period of T preceding t. This is an almost local-in-time property even
281  for this accumulated quantity. For validation, we estimate the peak of the I case

282  number on 18 February by computing the sum of daily newly infected case numbers
283  for 15 days, from February 4 to February 18, which yields a peak value for the total
284 infected cases on 18 February of 54,747. This is within 10% of the reported number
285 of 57,805, even after taking into account the deaths (by subtracting the

286  accumulated deaths of 2,004 from our estimate).

287
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Derivative of Logarithm Daily Case Number
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288
289  Figure 3 The derivative of the logarithm of daily newly infected or recovered.

290 Notice the clear separation of the new and recovered cases and also the subtle

291 difference of their slopes. The zero crossings of the trend line give the peak dates of
292  the new and recovered case respectively. And the slopes give an estimate of &

293  wvalues. In this Figure, the following abbreviations are used: C=China; H=Hubei;

294  N=New Case; R=Recovered.

295

296  3.Predictability

297  Prediction of the turning point using NR ratio.

298  We first discuss how the true turning point can be determined from data after it has
299  occurred. Then we give a method for predicting this true value in advance and

300 assess the accuracy of the forecasts as function of days in advance when the

301 prediction is made. A note: after this manuscript was submitted for review the

302 predictions that we made previously have come to pass. Although consequently the
303  value of our predictions has greatly diminished, it gives us a chance to compare our
304 predictions against the truths. This model validation process is important if we are
305 to apply the same method for prediction to other regions.

306

307  The turning point and the end of the epidemic are the two most watched markers on
308 itsdevelopment (28, 29), along with the number of infected at each stage of the

309 epidemic. There are various definitions of the turning point. A common one defines
310 the turning point of the epidemic as the reported daily number of newly infected
311 reaching a peak and then declining. This is the one touted in the various news

312 announcements, and also used by some research groups (22). The fact that the

313 number of newly infected reaching a peak and then declining does not necessarily

10
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imply that the epidemic has “turned a corner”, because the total number of active
infected can still be rising with the associated urgent need for additional medical
resources, such as hospital beds, isolation wards and ventilators. Furthermore,
locating this peak is highly susceptible to data glitches and change in diagnostic
definition. A more meaningful turning point should be based on the number of
confirmed infected individuals, designated as EIC)(15), reaching a peak and then
starting to decline. EIC is in theory obtainable from data of the daily number of new
confirmed cases, N(t), and the daily number of newly recovered, R(t), by subtracting
the accumulated sum of R(t) from the accumulated sum of N(t). Analysis of this
accumulated quantity is sensitively affected by accumulation of poorer early data of
reported cases, including under-reporting and under-detection of the number of
infected caused by insufficient test kits, in addition to the history of changing
diagnostic criteria. Moreover in practice its peak is often not detected until several
weeks after it has occurred.

Since the maximum of EIC, can be located by the zero of its derivative, we propose
using a local-in-time metric of N(t,)=R(tp) at the peak of EIC, t.

Referring to Figure S1, for China as whole, t, is found to be February 18; for Hubei,
the province of the epicenter Wuhan, ¢, is found to be 19 February, and for China
outside Hubei (China exHubei), 12 February, coincidentally on the same day as the
Hubei data spike. However there is no such bump in the data outside Hubei, and so
is not likely the result of the data artifact. These results, even including that for
Hubei, are not affected by the historical data problems because of our local-in-time
method for determining the turning point.

Can such a turning point be predicted before it happened, and if so by how many
days in advance? Since the logarithm of NR lies on a straight line passing through
the turning point of EIC, it would be interesting to explore if the turning point can be
predicted by extrapolation using data weeks before it happened by extrapolation
along the straight line (see Figure S5). How far in advance this can be done appears
to be limited by the poor quality of the initial data. Fig. 4 shows the results of such
predictions. The horizontal axis indicates the last date of the data used in the
prediction. The beginning date of the data used is 24 January for all experiments.
Prior to that day, data quality was poor and the newly recovered number was zero
in some days, giving an infinite NR ratio.

For China outside Hubei, the prediction made on 6 February gives the turning point
as 14 February, two days later than the truth. A prediction made on 8 February
already converged to the truth of 12 February, and stays near the truth, differing by
no more than fractions of a day with more data.

The huge data glitch on 12 February in Hubei affected the prediction for Hubei, for
China as whole, and for Hubei-exWuhan. These three curves all show a bump up
starting 12 February, as the slope of N(t) is artificially lifted. Ironically, predictions
made earlier than 12 February are actually better. For example, for China as a whole,

11
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predictions made on 9 February and 10 February both give 19 February as the
turning point, only one day off the truth of 18 February. A prediction made on 11
February actually gives the correct turning point that would occur one week later.
At the time these predictions are made, the newly infected cases were rising rapidly,
by over 2,000 each day, and later by over 14,000. It would have been incredulous if
one were to announce at that time that the epidemic would turn the corner a week
later.

Even with the huge spike for the regions affected by the Hubei’s changing of
diagnosis criteria, because of its short duration the artifact affects the predicted
value by no more than 3 days, and the prediction accuracy soon recovers for China
as a whole. For Hubei, the prediction never converges to the true value, but the
over-prediction is only 2 days. This smallness of the error is remarkable given that
other model predictions differ by weeks or months.

Table S2 lists the mean and standard deviation of the predictions. For applications
to other countries and to future epidemics without a change in the definition of the
“infection” to such a large extent, we expect even better prediction accuracy.

N
o

The Fluctuation of the Predicted Peaking Date
T T T T T

N
H

N
N

N
o

Hubei exWuhan

-
o

Predicted Date in February
a )

-
N
i

China exHubei

10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Feb 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 Feb 20
Time : Date Prediction Made

Figure 4 Prediction of the turning point in EIC by extrapolating the trend in
logarithm of NR. The horizontal axis indicates the date the prediction is made using
data prior to that date. The vertical axis gives the dates of the predicted turning
point. Dashed horizontal lines indicated the true dates for the turning point, as
determined from Fig. S1.
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Estimate of “all clear” declaration

We can now estimate a time for a declaration of “all clear”. No verification is yet
possible as the predicted date has not occurred. At the turning point, the EIC is still
atits peak. For the disease to have run its course, and an “all clear” declaration can
be announced, we require that the newly infected case number to drop to zero. For
prediction practice this “zero” is measured by three standard deviations from the
peak of N(t). Then we wait for two incubation periods, each 14 days, to pass, before
we declare “all clear”. Using the inferred disease characteristics in Table S1, our
prediction is, for China outside Hubei: the last week of March. For China as a whole:
the first week of April, barring “imports” of infected from abroad. At this point there
may still be some patients in the hospital who are infected with the virus. The “all
clear” call assumes that these patients are not roaming freely to cause new
infections.

Prediction for South Korea

Figure S6 summarized the available data for Korea at the present. The recovered
case numbers hovered around 1 and 2 daily up to March 1st. It only picked up
toward the end. Starting from 19 February, there seems to be enough new daily
infected cases. The South Korea Government has identified that the epic center of
the epidemic was at church gatherings in the city of Daegu and North Gyeongsang
province, where 90% of the cases are found. Specifically, a confirmed COVID-19
patient was reported to have attend the Shincheonji Church of Jesus services twice
on February 9t and 16t. Given the incubation period of 7 to 14 days, the initial
explosion at February 19t and the first peak value around February 24t are not
accidents.

If we use the available daily new cases data, we can get the statistical characteristics
of the distribution of the daily new cases from Figure S7, which gives the ty as March

3rdand a o, value of 4.5 days. If we further use the turning point as approximately

tv+T/2, then the turning point should fall on March 10, assuming T as 14 days based
on the over all mean from different regions in China.

For the NR ratio, it is limited by the availability of recovered case number. If we use
the limited recovered cases starting from March 1st, we have 7 days of data. The
computed the NR ratio together with the trend is given in Figure S8. The turning
point, at the zero-crossing of the extended trend line, would occur between March
11t and 12th. This approach does not need to use a value for T.

An estimate of the end of the epidemic can be given as the second week of April,
using the estimated value for ty= 3 March, 0=4.5 days. Remarkably, this date is
around the same time as for Wuhan, China. South Korea owes its quick turning point
and end of the epidemic date to its ability to identity the first infection and the
secondary infections at Shincheonji Church (31), where most of the infected were
concentrated. This is reflected in the data: o for South Korea is only half that of
China, with a more rapid rise and fall of the newly infected. Its data for the newly

13
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infected are probably more accurate compared to other countries in similar stage of
the epidemic, due to its massive and speedy (within 6 hours) testing of the
population in its “trace, test and treat” policy.

4. Effects of quarantine judging from data on the net infection rate.

Following (15), we define a time-dependent net infection rate as:

di/dt d
; ” logI(t).

In traditional models, such as the SIR model, there is also a time-dependent

infection rate, which at t=0 is related to the Basic Reproductive Number Ry. If this

number is greater than 1 then an epidemic will ensue, i.e. the infected population

will increase exponentially after the introduction to a susceptible population S at t=0

some initial infected. That is, from the SIR model equation:

di/dt =aSI—-bI =bI(aS /b-1),
where aS(t) is the infection rate and b=1/T is the mean recovery rate.
dl /dt aS(0)

a(t)=

Therefore a(t)= = b(%— 1). a(0)=b(R,—-1), with R =

Our time-dependent net infection rate generalizes this concept to be independent of
the SIR or other models and be applicable at later times as well: If in the course of an
epidemic, o(t) is positive, the number of infected will grow exponentially, reaching

a peak number of infected when a(t)=0att= t,. Then the total number of active
infected will decrease exponentially. One could in analogy to R, define a time-

dependent Reproductive Number R, =a/(t)T -1, so that if this number is greater

(less) than 1 the number of infected will grow (decrease) at time t. We will here
use o(t) directly.

Since o(t)has a zero and its first derivative near the zero is nonzero (viz negative)
because t,is the maximum of I(t), it is a linear function of t with negative slope in

that neighborhood. This expectation is verified empirically, using data for the total
existing case numbers. We find that this time dependent infection rate is
approximately a linear function of time in the neighborhood of its zero over a period
of a few weeks.

This gives another way to predict the turning point t which can be used instead of

(butis less accurate than) the NR ratio, during the early stage of the epidemic when
not enough R(t) data is available, as is the case currently for US.

The peak EIC number can be predicted as
I(tp) =1(t,)exp{a(t,)(t, —tp)}, where t_ is the last available data before the

turning point. It is assumed that (t) lies on a straight line between ¢, and t,.

14
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471 Predicting the peak active infected cases

472  Since the turning point can be predicted two weeks in advance, the above formula
473  can be used to predict the peak EIC numbers.

474

475  Predicting the total infected cases (TIC):

476 TIC(t)=[ N(t)dt.

477  To predict the total infected cases for the epidemic for a region, we need to do the
478  above accumulation of N(t) into the future, to the end date of the epidemic. That
479  total is approximately:

480 TIC =2-TIC(t,),

481 assuming that N(t) is approximately symmetric about its peak at ty. In reality N(t)
482  may not be symmetric and likely has a long tail. However, since the number of cases
483  along the tail is small, the above approximation for the total is still good. If the

484  present time tp is before ty, we need a way to predict TIC(t, ). Let the total infection
485  rate be defined as:

e

_4a _dt _N@)
486 ﬁ(t)—dtlongC(t)— e TIew)

487 By extrapolate the total infection rate forward in time we can predict:

488 TIC(t,)=TIC(t,)exp{ j B(t)dt).

489  USA: tyis predicted to be 2.2 days from today, April 5. Today’s TIC is 308,850. So the
490 predicted total infected cases for the epidemic when it is over is predicted to be

491  708,750. This is a very large number, nine times larger than that of China, which has
492  amuch larger population, but is nevertheless much lower than some other

493  predictions of a few million infected. Its current EIC is 285,000, and is predicted to
494  peak 12 days from now at 547,000. This is the peak demand for hospital beds.

495  Germany: Germany has good data. Its ty was 2 days ago. On that day its TIC was
496  85,000. So the total infected cases for the epidemic when it is over is predicted to be
497 2 times that: 170,000. Its current EIC is 68,248. The peak EIC is 69,627, which will
498  occur two days from now.

499  Spain: ty occurred on March 31. On that day its TIC was 94,417. The total TIC when
500 the epidemic is over is predicted to be twice that, 188,800. Its peak EIC is predicted
501 tobe 84,250, to occur 4 days from now.

502 UK: Its current TIC is 41,000. Its ty is 7.5 days from now. Calculating its TIC at that
503 time and then doubling it yields a total TIC of 134,000 when the epidemic is over.
504 The peak EIC is predicted to be 83,200, 16 days from now. This is the peak demand
505 for hospital beds. (It should be noted that the recovered case number for UK is

506 unusually low, currently at 209, while the dead is much higher, at 4,900. The data
507 may be doubtful.)

508

509 Comments on the effects of quarantine
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Additionally the net infection rate reveals the effect of measures taken with social
distancing and quarantine. Figure 5 shows the time-dependent net infection rate for
each region starting when the newly confirmed cases exceed 100. This way of
plotting facilitates comparison of different regions at the same stage of the epidemic.
First, China outside Hubei has the lowest time-dependent infection rate after Hubei
was lockdown. Germany and Italy have similar exponential growth rate of the net
infected case numbers, both higher than even Wuhan, the epicenter in China. More
surprisingly, US has the highest exponential net infection rate, higher than Germany
and Italy and China. This can be attributed to the fact that US so far does not have a
nation-wide shutdown, unlike these other countries. Secondly, China outside Hubei
reached its turning point early, in fact 20 days earlier than the epicenter, Wuhan.
We had previously predicted this, which is qualitatively different than many model
predictions, which had the epicenter achieving its turning point 1-2 weeks earlier
than China outside Hubei (13). Italy and Germany are predicted to take a week
longer to reach their turning point, while US will take another week longer than it
will take Germany and Italy.

That Italy would take the same amount of time to reach its turning point as Germany
and has approximately the same net infection rate may be due to two reasons: Italy
does not test as widely as Germany and so the case numbers represent a smaller
portion of the infected. Secondly Germany has the lowest fatality rate while Italy one
of the highest. The number of the dead is about the same as the number of cured for
Italy. The dead is included in recovered/removed. If it were not included, EIC
would have been higher for Italy. Nevertheless, whether dead or cured, the hospital
bed is vacated.

Time Dependent Net Infection Rate
(ChinaxH:127; Wuhan:121; Germany:117; Italy:124; USA: 105)

0.8
= ChinaexHubei:1/20
——Wuhan: 1/20
= Germany: 3/1

0.6 —taly: 2/24 1
= USA: 3/3

o
-y
T

Net Infection Rate
©
N

_0.2 1 | 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

Time : Days from First 100 or More New Cases
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540 Figure 5. The time-dependent net infection rate (in units of 1/day) as a function of
541 time starting on the date (listed in the inset) when the newly confirmed case

542  number exceeds 100 for each region. To obtain the actual calendar date, add the

543  dates on the horizontal axis to the starting date indicated in the inset. The number of
544  confirmed cases on the starting date is listed at the top.

545

546 5. Conclusion.

547  We offer an additional data-driven approach to track and predict the course of the
548 epidemic. Many parameters characterizing an epidemic can be determined from
549  local-in-time data. Validated by real data, we suggest that our approach could be
550 applied not just to the current Covid-19 epidemic, but also generally to future

551 epidemics. It could also be used as a practical tool for epidemic management

552  decisions such as quarantine institution and medical resource planning and

553 allocations (32-35).

554

555  Two results are of special significance for future policy makers. First the turning
556  point for the epidemic in China exHubei occurred a week earlier than that for

557  Wuhan. Second the US will take 2 weeks longer to reach its turning point than even
558  Wuhan. After its lockdown, Wuhan, with a large susceptible population of 11 million,
559 enforced straight social distancing, which is more strict than that adopted in the US..
560 Asaconsequence, even with a large pool of potential susceptible, the outbreak could
561 end sooner, as compared to the time it will take US and Europe. For China, the

562 lockdown of Wuhan and Hubei was the reason why the epidemic outside Hubei was
563 under control, and the turning point occurred earlier. In Wuhan, with hospitals

564 facing the number of infected patients far exceeding available hospital beds in the
565 initial period, some infected patients were not adequately isolated. The infected
566  were sent home and caused secondary infections among family members. This

567 might have played a role in delaying the turning point. On the other hand, outside
568 Hubei, hospitals were not as overwhelmed because of the strict quarantine placed
569 on Hubei, which drastically reduced the import of the disease originating from

570 Hubei. The infected were better isolated, reducing further spread, and treated in
571 hospitals, resulting in shorter time to recovery (see Table S1). This is evidence of the
572  effectiveness of the city and province-wide lockdown in “flattening the curve”

573  outside.

574

575 The additional and surprising finding that the net infection rates in Italy, Germany
576  and the US are higher than even Wuhan also manifests the effect of the enforcement
577  oflockdown, stay-at-home and strict social distancing policy in Wuhan, which was
578  much stricter than those adopted currently in Europe and US. The more lax latitude
579  and lack of enforcement in the US will lead to a longer period of the epidemic, longer
580 than even Italy, and the largest number of total infected cases of 710,000 before it is
581 over.

582

583

584

585
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Supplementary Information:

Comments on SIR-type of models

Mainstream epidemiological models have their origin in the SIR (Susceptible,
Infected, and Recovered or Removed) model (28) and its many variations. We
discuss here why existing model predictions vary so widely by commenting on the
assumptions underlying these models, using the classical SIR model as an example.

The number of the infected is increased by the rate of infection, which is assumed to
be alS, and decreased by the rate of recovery/removed, who are assumed to be
immune to further infection, bl. (dI /dt =alS—bl ). This latter category, R, increases

at the rate of bl. (dR /dt =bl ). Both of the parameters, especially the infection rate

a, is largely unknown for an emergent disease (1), and have to be either estimated
based on limited statistics the number of contacts a single infected person may have
and how many of the contacted people will be infected, or obtained by curve fitting
of reported I(t). This approach has problems. First, for Covid-19, there is a
population of asymptomatic infected, which may be larger than the
reported/confirmed I during the early stages of the epidemic, when wide-scale
testing is not available. Since this asymptomatic infected is also infectious, and
some of those infected by them could later become confirmed infected, fitting the
rate of increase of reported I to estimate the infection rate would inevitably yield a
much larger a. Consequently the model predictions using this estimated parameter
value may yield a very large peak infection number. Secondly, since

dl /dt=al(S—b /a), the number of infected will increase (approximately

exponentially) for S>b /a,but for a new virus to which the population has no

immunity, the susceptible population could be very large. For China it could be as
large as 1.4 billion. For Hubei it is 65 million. The susceptible population should be
lower if the quarantine of Wuhan were tight, but it is difficult to estimate what it is
under realistic conditions. Thirdly, predictions of the end of the epidemic vary
widely because of the basic assumption in some SIR type of models that if most of
the population is infected and recovered (and hence acquired immunity) or dead
(and hence no longer infectious). The concept of “herd immunity” is rooted in the
idea that with enough of the population acquiring immunity this way (or from a
vaccine if one is developed in time), the susceptible population is reduced to
S<b/a,and the rate of increase of I will turn negative. This will require as much as

70%-90% of the population be infected, a huge number. Modern models take into
account of the effect of quarantine and isolation in reducing the number of people
each infected can contact, thus reducing the infection rate a, so that S does not have
to be reduced to such an extent for the epidemic to peak and [ starts to decrease.
However, such estimates are very dependent on model assumptions.

Of course the modern models of epidemiology are more sophisticated than the SIR
model (12-14, 17, 21).
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762  We offer here an additional tool that has the advantage that it has does not depend
763  on the elusive infection rate or the susceptible population, information needed for
764  most models, but has the disadvantage that it cannot be used when the epidemic
765  first started and the data are inaccurate or incomplete. It is based on daily case
766  numbers (i.e. newly confirmed cases), N(t), and recovered cases, R(t).

767

768  Our estimate of the end date of the epidemic is not based on the number of

769  susceptibles, S, approaching zero as in most models (i.e. most of the population is
770  infected, hence acquiring immunity), but N(t) approaching zero and remaining so
771  for two incubation periods. The first incubation period is to allow the asymptomatic
772  infected to show symptoms and the second period to allow those that are infected
773 by the asymptomatic infected to show symptoms. For prediction purpose, the date
774  when the N(t) is zero is estimated by 3 standard deviations from its peak. These
775  two quantities can be extracted from the data as the epidemic is developing. Our
776  estimate of the end of the epidemic is earlier than most model predictions, usually
777  significantly so, because it does not depend on the herd immunity concept.

778

779

780 THEORY:

781 Definition: Let I/(t) be the number of active infected at time ¢. Its change is given

782  by;
d
783  —I=N(t)—-R(t),
o = NE)-RE)
784  where N(t) is the number of newly infected, and R(t)that of the newly recovered or

785 removed (dead). Note that for the theory part, N(t) includes both confirmed and
786  unconfirmed cases. The term: Existing Infected Case (EIC) number is used to denote
787  the confirmed I(t) when we deal with data.

788

789  Let t, the turning point defined as the peak of the active infected number. At this

790  point maximum medical resource is needed. This maximum occurs when
d : .
791 El =0, implying N(tp) = R(tp).

792  There is no need to first find I(t) to locate this peak. After the turning point, the

793  newly recovered starts to exceed the newly infected. The demand for medical

794  resources, such as hospital beds, isolation wards and respirators, starts to decrease.
795

796  Let t=0 be when the first infection began. For Wuhan, China, this date is near the

797  end of 2019, perhaps even earlier. Let t, be the beginning of the better quality data.
798  This time is beyond the initial incubation period of the disease and it can be
799  assumed that at that time there is already a population of infected, some of them

800 asymptomatic but nevertheless infectious.
801
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802 Let X(t,s) be the number of infected cases at time ¢, with s being the “age”

803  distribution, i.e. number of days sick.
804  The total number of infected is given by:

805 I(t)= X(t,5)ds .

806  After being sick for T days, a patient either recovers or is removed (dead). T is called
807  therecovery period (or removal period). Itis also called the infectious time if the
808 patientis infectious during this period. Of course its value varies by patient and by
809 the efficacy of treatment for each hospital. For the removed it also depends on the
810  age of the patient and whether there are underlying medical conditions. Only a
811 mean recovery period is obtainable from data, and so this is in reality a statistical
812  quantity. We will discuss later how this statistical quantity can be obtained from
813 data.

814

815 Conservation law (see Murray: Mathematical Biology Part I, Chapter 1 (36)):

816  After first infected and until removed or cured, we have:

dX(t,s):iX-dt+iX-ds=0, O<s<T.
ot ds

817 So, sinceds /dt =1,
iX+iX:0.
ot ds

818 This equation is to be solved using the method of characteristics as
X(t,s)=constant along characteristics defined byds/ dt=1.

Boundary condition: X(¢,0), specifies the "birth" process,
819  i.e.how the disease spawns newly infected (with "age" s =0).
Initial condition: X(0,s)=0 for s >0, specifies the initial age distribution at t =0
820  There are two types of characteristics:
821 (i) s>t, (ii) s<t.
822  The first type of characteristics intersects the t =0 axis, and since the initial

g%z condition is zero, we have the solution:

825  X(t,s)=0fors>t.

826

827  Thatis, there is no infected population who is sick for more days than the lapsed
828  time since the first infection occurred.

829

gg(l) For the second type of characteristics, t >s the solution is

832  X(t,s)=f(s-t)

833  with the form of f to be determined by the boundary condition. Even without
834  determining the form of f we have the following general results:

835 For t>T, and therefore t >s:
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16)=[ X(t,5)ds = f(s-t)ds
=["_fpyap.

d

El—f(t)—f(t—T)-

Since the rate of increase of confirmed I(t) is by definition equal to the newly

confirmed infected number, N(t), minus the newly recovered (or removed) number,
R(t), we have:

N(t)—R(t)=%hf(t)—f(t—T)-

For a fatal disease with low fatality rate, where almost all infected cases eventually
recover after a hospital stay of T days, we can identify

f(t) with N(t), and f (¢ —T) with R(t).

If the disease has a non-negligible fatality rate, we include the dead in R(t).

Main Result: The daily newly recovered/removed number R(t), is related to the
daily newly infected number N(t) as, for t>T :

R(E)=N(t-T).
Validation: This fundamental relationship can be validated statistically with data.
Figures 1, obtained using data from China during the Covid-19 epidemic, shows that
N(t) and R(t) are highly correlated: with correlation coefficient of 0.95 when both
distributions are smoothed with 5-point boxcar. The unsmoothed daily data also
yield a high correlation coefficient of 0.80, with R(t) lagging N(t) by T~15 days. Both
correlation coefficients are statistically significant. A similar result is found for
Hubei (Figure S2) and other regions (not shown). This is one of the ways the mean
recovery period is determined statistically from data, but it is not practical in the
early phase of the epidemic. We will give different methods for the latter purpose.
The result on T is consistent with that estimated or predicted later using the slope of
the distribution in Figure 4. The latter, obtained by the intercept of the straight line,
is less accurate because of the slope is rather shallow. For the regions considered in
Figure 1, the fatality rate is small and so the dead are not included in R(t) for
convenience.

The second type of characteristics intersects the boundary s=0. The boundary
condition itself needs to be solved as a function of t to describe how new infection
(at s=0) occurs. This can be done using a birth model, such as Eq. (1.56) in (36).
For our purpose we assume that the solution of this model yields a distribution with

age that has a full spectrum 0<s<T of infectives at a time t_, long after a full

incubation period has passed.
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_ _ (s=s)'\ , .
873 X(¢t,,s)=f,(s)=Aexp{- e }; A independent of s.

b=1T.
874
875  Therefore the solution is, for ¢ >t, > 0:

X(t,s)=X(t,,s-t)=f,(s-t)

876 _A {_(S_So—t)z}
= Aexp 7%2 .
877
(t-s,)’ (t-t,)
N(t)=Aexp{- J—}=Aexp{- 1
878 2b 2b
R(t)=N(t—T)=Aex {—(t_tR)Z}
- CASPTT

879  where t, is the peak of N(t), and t,=t, +T is the peak of R(t).

880 Both distributions are Gaussians.
881

882  Fort, <t<T,

1(6)= [ X(t,5)ds+ | X(t,5)ds

883 = [ f(s-t)ds+ | ods
=[" fpydp
884 %I=f(—t)=Aexp[—(t_T§°) ]
(t-t,)
885 N(t):Aexp[—T]
R(t)=0.

886  Again, N(t) is Gaussian, but there is no recovered or removed during this early stage.
887

888  Main Result: The natural logarithm of the ratio of N and R is a linear function of
889 timefor t>T:

890
NR(t):N(t): N(t)
R(t) N(t-T)
(t-t ) (-t —T) T2 T(t-t,)
891 =exp{- N+ i =exp{———}.
Pl 2b° 2b* J p2b2 b* J
T(t-t )-1T"
logNR:——( ZZ) 2
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a linear function of ¢t. This relationship is important for the purpose of forecast
because it is easy to extrapolate from a straight line into the future.

Itintersects 0 at t —¢, =1T. This yields the turning point, when the NR ratio is 1, and

therefore its logarithm is zero.

Result: The turning point, defined as the maximum of I(t), is given by t,=t,+ . T.
Result: The slope of log NR is equal to 4 /T.

When time is normalized by T, the derivative is given by:

2
dlog NR = r =4, a dimensionless constant.
dit/T) b

Heterogeneous Data

The above results are obtained for the case of a single introduction into a region of
infected at t=0 and we solve for the subsequent development of the epidemic from
that single source. Consider now a large region consisting of a number of small
regions, and the “seeding” of the infected occurs at different times for different
regions. The large region could be China, and the first infection could be Wuhan,
Hubei and then the regions outside Hubei. Then we may have for the China as a
whole data for the newly infected a sum of several Gaussians staggered in time. As
long as the Gaussians are not separated so much that there are different peaks in the
combined data, the combined data can still be considered as Gaussian, as is the case
in the real data. However, the standard deviation © of the combined Gaussian is
inevitably larger and is no longer given by b:

(t-t,)

exp{————1 .
2no, Oy

N(t)=

We still have R(E)=N(=T) gince this result holds for each sub-region. The result
that 108 VR s a linear function of time still holds:

N@E)  T(t-t,)-1iT?
N(t-T) o°

N

log NR(t)=log

The slope of the straight line is T/G; .

Since the hospital state can add as a smoothing filter on N(t) to yield R(t), the
standard deviation for R(t) could be slightly wider than that for N(t). So we could
have two different Gaussians (but their integral over all time should be the same):

V)= —E—exp- )y, pey =B exp- L,
2no, 20 7 \/EGR 20,

Taking this into account, we have, denoting T=t,—t, .
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o (t-t ) (t-t,—T)
log NR—log—& =— N- _ N =
8 ga { 202 202 J

N N R

_(of? o )(t-t, ) +20.T(t—t, )-0.T
200"

As the values of oy and oz are very close based on the empirical data, the quadratic
term is always small comparing to the other terms for the length of time we are
considering here. Hence.

1ogNR(t)=UL§{—T(t—tN)+§T2} ,

. : : . T
a linear function of time. Its slope is ——..

Op

Result: The natural logarithm of the ratio of two Gaussians of slightly different
standard deviation is approximately a straight line.

Validation of log NR as a straight line:
From data we use the report newly confirmed case number and the recovered case
number to define NR ratio as
NR(t)=N(t)/R(t).
At tp, NR=1.

We show in Figure 2, using the data of the epidemic for COVID-19, that the
logarithm of NR(t) lies on a straight line, with small scatter, passing through the
turning point t,. And data for various stages of the epidemic, from the initial
exponential growth stage, to near the peak of EIC, and then past the peak, all lie on
the same straight line. The intercept with logNR=0 yields the turning point. This
line, obtained by linear-least-square fit in the semi-log plot, is little affected by the
rather large artificial spike in the data on 12 February because of its short duration
and the logarithmic value. That reporting problem is necessarily of short duration
because, on the date of definition change, previous week’s cases of infected
according to the new criteria were reported in one day. After that, the book is
cleared, and N(t) returned to its normal range.

The theoretical result suggests that the slope of the linear line is -T/ 6&’, where oy is
the standard deviation of the R(?) profile. In general, the slope can be different for
different regions with different levels of quarantine and epidemic characteristics.
The hospital treatment efficacy would influence T directly. The effect of quarantine
would influence the value of oy, the standard deviation of the newly infected, and so
indirectly R(t) and og Our empirical result from Fig. 2 however shows that the slope
is the almost the same for different regions in China, implying that efficacy of
treatment and level of quarantine affect T and ¢” proportionally.

Validation of the slope of log N(t) and log R(t)

Interestingly, the derivative of log N(t) or log R(t) also lies on a straight line, as
shown in Fig. 3 (although the scatter is larger as to be expected for any

28


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.28.20046177
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.28.20046177; this version posted April 12, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

968 differentiation of empirical data). The positive and negative outliers one day before
969  and after 12 Feb are caused by the spike up and then down, with little effect on the
970 fitted linear trend (but increases its variance and therefore uncertainty). Moreover,
971  the straight line extends without appreciable change in slope beyond the peak of
972  N(t), suggesting that the distribution of the newly infected number is approximately

973  Gaussian. The mean recovery time T can be predicted as ¢, —t, , where tris the peak

974  of R(t) and ty is the peak of N(t). These two peak times can be obtained by extending
975  the straight line in Fig. 3 to intersect the zero line. This predicted result can be

976  verified statistically after the fact by the lagged correlation of R(t) and N(t). If the
977  distribution is indeed Gaussian or even approximately so, the slope in Fig. 3 would
978  be proportional to the reciprocal of the square of its standard deviation, o, as:

—(t—t
979 dlogN(t): ( N).

dt o
980
981  Similarly result holds for the daily number of recovered, R(t).
982

983  After the epidemic is nearing the end as is the case in China, fitting the data to a
984  Gaussian can be done after the fact (see Figures S3 and S4). The fit is satisfactory
985  even without using any disposal parameters. The parameters used are determined
986 using slopes of log N and log R (see Table S1)

987

988  The inferred statistical characteristics of the Covid-19 epidemic are summarized in
989  Table S1 for various regions. The mean recovery time T, is about 13 days for China
990 asawhole. For Wuhan, the city at the epicenter whose hospitals were more

991 overwhelmed and the patients admitted into hospitals more seriously ill than those
992  in other provinces, T ~16 days, while that for Hubei is 14 days. The standard

993  deviation, g, is found to be around 8 days, with slight difference between that for
994  N(t) and for R(t), with one exception for Hubei outside Wuhan. Such a fine

995  subdivision may not be practical for the data quality we have. The ¢ tends to be
996  smaller for China as a whole than Wuhan. One can see that T'and ¢” indeed varying
997  approximately in proportion.

998
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1001  Figure S1. The daily newly infected (in blue) and the daily newly recovered (in red),
1002  as a function of time for China as a whole (in solid lines) and Hubei (in dotted lines).
1003  The turning point is determined by when the red and blue curves cross.

1004  Inset: For China outside Hubei.

1005

Cross-Correlation Coefficient N vs. R: Hubei

1 T T T T T T T T T
—Hubei
—— Hubei S|

e o e
N o
T T T

o
=)
T

Cross-Correlation Coefficient
e o 9o
w - 3,]
T T T

o
N
T

°
o
T

. ©
a
=)
A
=)
[
=)
)
=)
'
A
=)
=)
-
=)
N
=)
w
=]
IS
=)

50

1006 Time : Day
1007

1008 Figure S2. Lagged correlation of R(t) with N(t) for Hubei province.
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1011  Figure S3. Gaussian fit of N(t) and R(t), for China as a whole.
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1014  Figure S4. Gaussian fit of N(t) and R(t), for Hubei Province.
1015
Crossing ty t T Sigma N Sigma R
China 2/18 2/11 2/24 13 7.5 7.7
Hubei 2/20 2/12 2/26 14 7.9 8.5
Wuhan 2/21 2/14 3/01 16 8.8 8.8
C exHubei 2/12 2/08 2/21 13 7.5 7.1
H exWuhan | 2/16 2/13 2/27 14 5.0 8.8
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1016  Table S1: Statistical characteristics of the COVID-19 epidemic in different regions in
1017  China inferred from data, for N(t), the daily number of newly infected and for R(t),
1018  the daily number of recovered.
1019
China Hubei China-Hubei Hubei-Wuhan
Truth (data) 18 19 12 15
20.3%£1.6 22.3%1.0 12.4+0.9 16.0+1.2
NR Ratio (Feb 20nd) (Feb 22rd) (Feb 12th) (Feb 16th)
1020
1021 Table S2: Predicted turning point dates. Shown are the mean and standard
1022  deviation of the predictions over the prediction period, using the NR ratio method
1023
10 N.R Ratio f?r Predict‘ion : Chirlla exHub(lei i
J-:n 20 Jar; 25 Jar: 30 Fe;) 4 Fe;) 9 FebI 14 Fet; 19 Fet; 24 Feb29
1024 Time : Date
1025  Figure S5. Prediction of the turning point of EIC using linear least-squares trends
1026  using various data lengths for China exHubei. All data used start from 24 January.
1027  Different colored straight lines show the linear trend calculated from 24 January to a
1028  particular date. The spread is over a very small range. Then these trends are
1029  extrapolated (extrapolations not shown) to intersect the zero line to yield a
1030 prediction for the turning point. The blue dots are the data.
1031
1032
1033
1034
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1037  Figure S6: The available data from South Korea (as of March 7%). The sporadic
1038 recovered case numbers are mostly in the single digit. If we use the sudden increase
1039  ofrecovered case matching with the sudden explosive increase of new infected, the
1040 distance is approximately 14 days, a reasonable T value when compared to the

1041 mean value in China. For our data analysis, we used daily newly cases starting

1042  February 19, for the derivative of individual distribution study; we used data case
1043  from March 15, for the NR ratio study, in order to have enough recovered cases.
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Derivative of Daily Case Distribution
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1044
1045  Figure S7: The derivative of the logarithmic value of daily new infected case

1046  distribution.
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1049  Figure S8: The NR ratio from 7 days of data from March 1stto 7t. The estimated
1050  zero-crossing time would occur between March 11th and 12, a value consistent
1051  with the statistics from the daily new case distribution on March 10th,
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