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Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México,
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Abstract

The determination of the adequate time for house confinement and when social distancing re-

strictions should end are now two of the main challenges that any country has to face in an effective

battle against. The possibility of a new outbreak of the pandemic and how to avoid it is, nowa-

days, one of the primary objectives of epidemiological research. In this work, we go deep in this

subject by presenting an innovative compartmental model, that explicitly introduces the number

of active cases, and employing it as a conceptual tool to explore the possible fates of the dispersion

of SARS-COV-2 in the Mexican context. We incorporated the impact of starting, inattention, and

end of restrictive social policies on the time evolution of the pandemics via time-in-run corrections

to the infection rates. The magnitude and impact on the epidemic due to post-social restrictive

policies are also studied. The scenarios generated by the model can help authorities to determine

an adequate time and population load that may be allowed to reassume normal activities.

1

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 16, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.15.20154526doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.15.20154526
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


I. INTRODUCTION

Humankind and environment are bidirectionally linked through a dynamical hierarchical

feedback [1–6]. Society impacts the natural systems by exploiting, extracting, and (some-

times) restoring resources, as well as polluting. The environment affects social networks by

providing or restricting the resources required for their survival [7]. If the relation between

both systems implies that their impacts do not threaten their existence, the relationship is

sustainable [6, 8].

Mankind and environment are bidirectionally linked through a dynamical hierarchical

feedback [30–35]. The society impacts the natural systems by exploiting, extracting and

(sometimes) restoring resources, as well as polluting and leaving waste. The environment

impacts the social systems by providing or restricting the necessary resources for their sur-

vival [36]. If the relation between both systems implies that their impacts does not threat

their existence in the future, the relation is sustainable [35, 37].

Overpopulation, overconsumption, and economic inequality have decreased the stablity

of social-ecological systems. This fact leads to possible unsustainable future scenarios and

risks the viability of the roles and functions of both human and natural systems [3–5].

The actual SARS-COV-2 pandemic is an excellent example of how a natural event can

break this coupling among societies and the environment. Historically, many civilizations

have collapsed due to their inadequate resource-management policies and the lack of an

ability to modify their cultural practices, like the consumption of non-traditional foods

[9, 10], thereby creating unsustainable trajectories [5]. The beginnings of pandemics often

result from the transgression of animal habitats and leads to severe disruption and damage

to our lives in both the public health and economic domains [6, 11, 12].

Given the global character of SARS-COV-2, innovative epidemiological analyses are re-

quired, which could include complex network analysis and conceptual maps for the entire

system [13]. Additionally, compartmental epidemiological models can address the spread

of disease by classifying sectors of the total population, and analyzing how each sector in-

teracts with another sector. An example of these models is the classical SIR and SEIR

models (susceptible, exposed, infected, and recovered individuals), among others [14, 15].

The importance of these models is clear since they allow us to determine the time evolution

of the pandemics based on clinical aspects of the disease [15, 16]. They are very important
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in virology and in epidemiology to control outbreaks, invasions and transmissions[10, 17–

20], and also for informing and analyzing health policies[13, 19, 21, 22]. Several models of

the spread and dynamics of the SARS-COV-2 epidemic have recently been proposed [23],

but works with the prospectives approach presented in the article are not available, to our

knowledge.

This work aims to evaluate the duration and effects of the health policies implemented

on the different sectors and the effect of the time dependence of the social distancing and

house confinement measures. Our modeling strategy allows us to reach this objective and

has some similitudes with SEIR and SEID models and shares some aspects with a recent

model proposed in Ref. [15]. Innovations come from the type of interaction among sectors

and the introduction of time dependent modifications of the infection constants that allow

us to accurately account for the effect of social distancing and house confinement measures

and the pressure due to the inattention of the economy on those measures. Informative

campaigns are helpful but find resistances related to the very heterogeneous cultural, social,

and epistemological characteristics of the Mexican population.

II. THE MODELING MECHANISM AND THE EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

An essential aspect of the dispersion of SARS-COV-2 in the population is the relatively

large incubation time of the virus and their differential symptoms among different sectors

of the society allowing asymptomatic individuals to infect vulnerable sectors without either

of them noticing initially. In this sense, high hygiene standards, as well as social distancing,

are the measures recommended to stop the spread of the disease.

In this work, we will use a variation of the known SIER and SIRD compartmental mod-

els of epidemiology. The variations introduced are essential to account for the importance

of social distancing and house confinement recommendations in the time evolution of the

epidemic. Our introduced modifications of these models also contribute to a better un-

derstanding of the resulting future scenarios depending on governmental decisions as to

the duration of the social distancing and domestic confinement, as well as the utility of

restrictions imposed on society after ending lock-down. This model considers the specific

characteristics of the dispersion of the SARS-CoV-2 virus among humans. The parame-

ters of the model are estimated according to clinical observations reported in the literature.
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Additionally, information available for the Mexican case to the date of May 19, is used.

We consider that there are three different ways of a susceptible individual (S) of being

infected: by direct physical contact with the virus (V) through, for example, contaminated

surfaces in public transport; contact with an individual exposed to the virus (E), and by

contact with someone infected (I). The difference between infected and exposed individuals is

related to the severity of the symptoms of the individual. In the former sector are notorious,

while in the latter, the symptoms are mild or non-existent. This drastic contrast is, in part,

the cause of an important under-registration of the total number of infected individuals.

These contacts can be modeled by the reactions:

S + V
kv−−→ E, (1)

S + E
ke−−→ 2E, (2)

S + I
ki−−→ E + I. (3)

Coefficients kj with j = V,E, I is proportional to the probability of encountering a suscep-

tible member S with a member of the j group. The three contagion mechanisms suppose

that the result is always an exposed member with no initial symptoms that after three to

nine days start presenting symptoms.

Importantly, these rate constants are time-dependent functions since they change during

and after the quarantine time in a way that we approximate as

k0j (t) = kj −∆kdij θ(t− ti) + ∆kepj θ(t− tep) + ∆kfj θ(t− tf ), (4)

where kj is the infection rate and θ(t − tk) (with j = i, ep) is the Heaviside step function

centered at the initial time of the domestic confinement ti and social distancing measures

[θ(t−ti)]. This term is negative because these measures decrease the infection rate. The third

term at the right-hand side is positive since it represents the increase of the infection rate

due to economic inattention, which takes place at tep [θ(t− tep)]. The last term corresponds

to the contagion rate’s increase due to the ending lock-down, which takes place at tf . The

parameters ∆kdij , ∆kepj and ∆kfj measure the fall and rise of each contact rate due to the

start of the house confinement, its inattention, and the end of the confinement measures.

Once the virus is present in an exposed member, he/she can develop symptoms or recover

by himself/herself. Therefore, we will consider that the evolution of the exposed individuals
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occurs according to

q E
α−−→ I, (5)

(1− q)E β−−→ R, (6)

respectively. In these reactions, we have introduced the statistical parameter q that measures

the proportion of exposed individuals, E, that goes on to manifest symptoms ; 1 − q is,

therefore, the fraction of exposed individuals that eventually recover. We assume that it is

improbable that an infected individual with no symptoms could die.

In reactions (2.5) and (2.6), the inverse of α and β measure the characteristic times of each

process: α−1 is the time of an exposed individual to start presenting symptoms (between 3

and 9 days with median ≈ 6 days), and β−1 is the time of recovery for mild cases (between

14-21 days) [24–26]. The lack of data on the number of exposed individuals that do not

develop symptoms and recover compels one to fit the official data by assuming that q ' 1,

which implies that Eq. (2.6) is vanishingly small. This drastic assumption is necessary for

avoiding speculations on the number of exposed individuals and can be avoided in turn if

disease tests are extensively applied to the population.

At a given time t, the sector of infected individuals developing symptoms consists of three

subsectors with different proportions that could be statistically measured. However, they

are not explicit in the data reported by authorities.

Two of these three subpopulations correspond to the portion of individuals that recover

and die. The third one is, by definition, the number of active individuals (A), that is, those

that are infected but are still not recovered or dead. This dynamics can be represented by

r I
γ−−→ R, (7)

d I
δ−−→ D, (8)

a I
ε−−→ A, (9)

where statistical information enters through the parameters r, d, a, which measures the pro-

portion of individuals that recover, die or are active from the total number of known infected

individuals, and satisfy the condition r+d+a = 1. Mathematically, it is equivalent to avoid

these parameters and only change appropriately the rate constants during the fit of the data.

However, we have introduced them to not change the stoichiometryof the population I. The
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population I naturally subdivide into three sectors, A; R and D, each one statistically mea-

surable. These parameters depend on thepublic health status of each country and on the

quality of the healthcare. The rate at which the individuals pass from one state to another

is related with the intrinsic interaction of a single individual with the virus.

The parameter γ−1 measures the characteristic time of recovery from a seriously ill in-

dividual, meaning that who requires hospitalization (between 14 and 21 days), and δ−1 is

the characteristic time endured from the beginning of symptoms until death (which ranges

between 17 and 21 days) [24–26]. The parameter ε is the period during which an infected

individual maintains manifests active symptoms, and thus it will be considered similar to α.

This assumption is validated, a posteriori, by the fact that five fits are performed simultane-

ously. These are the total number of individuals of infected, recovered, dead sectors together

with the number of active and of daily cases. Notice that the parameters α, β, γ, δ, and ε

depend mainly on features of the virus in humans and not on social contact or hygiene.

Eq. (2.9) introduces an additional delay in the evolution of the epidemic. The final steps

of the evolution are determined by

pA
δ−−→ D, (10)

(1− p)A γ−−→ R, (11)

since an active individual only can recover or die. In these last relations, we have assumed

that the recovering and death rate constants are the same as in the case of the infected

sector. This assumption can be relaxed accordingly with the characteristics of the data

compiled for the disease. We have also introduced the statistical parameter p which, as

mentioned before, could depend on the quality of the healthcare. In Mexico, according to

the official reports, this proportion ranges from 9% to 12% of the known infected population

[27]. Therefore, the parameter will take values in the range p ≈ 0.09− 0.12.
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Using the previous relationships, the non-linear dynamics of the different sectors becomes:

dS

dt
=µS − (kvV + keE + kiI)S, (12)

dE

dt
=(kvV + keE + kiI)S − [q α + (1− q) β]E, (13)

dI

dt
=α q E − (γ r + δ d+ ε a)I, (14)

dA

dt
=ε a I − [δ p+ γ(1− p)]A, (15)

dR

dt
=γ r I + β (1− q)E + γ (1− p)A, (16)

dD

dt
=δd I + δpA. (17)

In this mechanism, the total count of all members of all groups N = S+E+ I +A+R+D

obeys dN/dt = µS, where µ is the exponential growth constant (rate of births minus deaths)

of Mexican population before the entrance of the virus. Since we are interested only in the

effects of the pandemic event we will assume without loss of generality that N(t) = N0 is

constant (µ = 0).

The number of individuals susceptible to be infected can be estimated after recognizing

that approximately 75-78% of the population is urban (cities having 2.5 thousand individuals

or more) [28]. Hence, the total number of urban populations is about 101.4 million. From this

urban population, 0.3% may be infected, according to statistical data. That is, the number

of susceptible individuals can be estimated at around S0 ≈ 305 thousand individuals. If the

rural population included, then the statistical estimation is about 400 thousand individuals.

III. RESULTS

The data reported by the authorities are: i) the (cumulative) number of confirmed cases,

ii) the number of recovered individuals, iii) the number of deaths, iv) the number of active

cases and v) the number of new infections per day. There is a lack of measured information

about exposed individuals since the Mexican authorities did not apply extensive COVID-

testing for detection. Because of this, the total number of infected individuals cannot be

fitted directly, due to the lack of information about the exposed population E(t). However,

this situation is avoided in our model because we are explicitly incorporating the number of

active cases. Thus, the infected population has three options to evolve: to recover, to die,

or to be active according to the statistical proportions, as previously discussed.
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A. Fit criteria

To be reliable, the fit of data for the total number of confirmed infected individuals,

Confirmed(t), has to be simultaneous with the fit of the number of recovered and dead

individuals, as well as with the daily number of infected individuals, Day(t), and the number

of active cases, A(t). That is, for reliable predictions from the model, these five fits have to

be performed simultaneously.

The total number Confirmed(t) of confirmed infected individuals as a function of time is

given by the sum of the three sectors entering into relations (2.7)-(2.9), that is

Confirmed(t) = R(t) +D(t) + A(t), (18)

which is obtained by a simple conservation of individuals.

The number of daily infected individuals is proportional to the cumulative number of

infected individuals multiplied by the inverse characteristic times of those becoming active,

recovered or death see Eq. (2.14), that is

Day(t) = (γ r + δ g + ε a)

∫ t

1

[I(t′)− I(t′ − 1)] dt′, (19)

which is the loss term of Eq. (2.14).

B. Results

The set of Eqs. (2.12)-(2.17), together with the definitions (3.1) and (3.2), were used

to fit the data reported by the Mexican authorities on the number of confirmed cases (red

circles), recovered (blue squares), and deaths (orange triangles) in figure 1a), see Ref. [29]

for deatils. Simultaneously, we used definitions (3.1) and (3.2) together with the reported

data to obtain the number of active cases and the daily number of infected individuals,

figure 1c). In figure 1a) and b), the lines are the fits of our model for the Confirmed (black),

Recovered (blue), Death (orange), Infected (red), Exposed (magenta) and Active (cyan)

sectors. Figure 1b) shows the long term projection of the model after assuming that the

number of susceptible individuals was about 61% of the initially estimated number (S0 = 187

thousand). Simultaneously, we have make fits of figures 1c) and d), that report the number

of active cases (blue dashed line) and the number of daily cases (black line). No fit of the
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number of exposed individuals E(t) (magenta) is possible since no extensive testing has been

applied to the Mexican population.

The maximum of the infection curve takes place around the days 75-85, corresponding to

days between May 12 to 22. The projection suggests that the 97% point of the pandemic is

reached (with the actual social distancing and house confinement infection rates) about the

week of November 1 to 7 (days 246-252). The number of new daily cases and active cases

have their maxima about days 80 (May 19) and 125 (July 3), respectively.

The estimation of the infection rates for exposed ke and infected ki sectors assumes that

they have to be 102 − 103 times the inverse of the Mexican population (7.7×10−9), that is,

they must lie in the range 10−7 − 10−6days−1 [15]. The rate at which symptoms appear

is estimated to be in the interval of 10−2 − 10−1 days−1, whereas the recovery rate β was

assessed on the range 10−2days−1, both consistent with clinical observations [24–26].

The rate of kv and the parameter V , the virulence, are the triggering ones and are a

measure of the hygienic conditions, meaning that infections can occur not only through

personal contact. The effective virulence factor kvV has therefore a value in the range

10−6 − 10−5. This estimation is important to determine the initial slope of the curve of the

cumulative number of cases. In our simulations they take the value kvV ≈ 5.7× 10−3.

Figure 2a) shows details of the time evolution of the active and daily cumulative cases

A(t) and Day(t), respectively, as a function of time and compared with the data reported.

It is indicated the day at which the domestic confinement measures were initiated, day 23

(March 23), and the day at which many people ended confinement to their homes due to

economic pressure, day 50 (April 19), leading to a weakening of those measures. These

measures were accounted for by introducing the corrections explained in Eq. (2.4) into Eqs.

(2.12) and (2.13):

dS

dt
=µS −

[
kvV + k̃e(t)E + k̃i(t)I

]
S, (20)

dE

dt
=
[
kvV + k̃e(t)E + k̃i(t)I

]
S − (α + β)E, (21)

where

k̃e(t) = ke −∆kdie θ(t− ti) + ∆kepe θ(t− tep), (22)

and

k̃i(t) = ke −∆kdii θ(t− ti) + ∆kepi θ(t− tep). (23)
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FIG. 1. Fit of the data reported by the Mexican authorities (up to May 19). a) The symbols

represent infected (red circles), recovered (blue squares), and death (orange triangles) individuals,

the lines the numerical solutions of Eqs. (2.12)-(2.17) for I(t) (red), R(t) (blue), D(t) (orange),

exposed E(t) (magenta) and active A(t) (cyan). The black dashed line is the number of confirmed

cases given by Eq. (19). b) Long term projection of the fit. c) Fit of the active cases and d)

of the cumulative number of daily cases Day(t). The calculation of the data represented by the

symbols was done using Eq. (3.2) (green diamonds squares) and Eq. (3.1) (blue circles). In the

case of daily cases (orange squares), we also used data from Johns Hopkins COVID-19 global map

to corroborate that our determination of the daily cases coincides with the data reported in Ref.

[27].
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FIG. 2. Fit of the data for the active number of cases and daily cases reported by the Mexican

authorities (up to May 19) [27]. a) The symbols represent infected (red circles), recovered (blue

squares) and death (orange triangles) individuals, the lines the numerical solutions of Eqs. (2.12)-

(2.17) for I(t) (red), R(t) (blue) and D(t) (orange). It is also reported the prediction of the number

of exposed individuals E(t) (magenta). b) Prediction of the long term of the pandemic and of the

final values of the populations considered. c) Infection probability rate as a function of time for

the exposed and infected individuals.

The definitions of ∆kdii and ∆kepi is given after Eq. (2.4).

The implementation of social distancing and domestic confinement lead, in the first stage,

to a reduction of 11% of the infection rate of both infected and exposed individuals (∆kdii =

7.15 × 10−8s−1). However, by April 19, circumstances associated with economic pressure

(survival) produced a significant increase in the number of daily cases due to the rise in

the infection rate of about 70%. This increase is evident when comparing with the case of

the prediction with social distancing methods intact, see figure 2b), black dashed and solid

black lines, from where it is clear that an increase of about 5% of the active and daily cases

took place. The dashed blue and red lines are the predictions under the assumption that

social distancing and domestic confinement were respected. The blue line corresponds to

an increase of the infection rate of ∆kepi ≈ 4.6 × 10−7s−1. It entered into play in the time

evolution of the model on April 19 (day 50). This small increase considerably improved

the fit of the infection data in figure 1 and is responsible for the increase of the active and

daily cases. The accuracy of the prediction in the last stage is because the reporting of the

number of individuals recovered after day 51 has been more systematic.

The figure 2c) shows the time evolution of the infection probability rates which are defined
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by

Pe =ke
E(t)

S0

S(t), (24)

Pi =ki
I(t)

S0

S(t), (25)

(26)

where S0 is the maximum number of susceptible individuals. The maximum of the infection

probability rate of exposed and infected individuals takes place between days 47− 52 (April

16 − 21) and on 60 − 65 (April 29-May 4), respectively. Therefore, the overall maximum

of the infection probability rate ranged between days of 47− 65. These two parameters are

reasonable measures of the intensity of daily infection and are proposed on the basis that

the zero-order approximation of the joint probability of infection between susceptible and

exposed or infected individuals is proportional to the product of the probabilities of being

susceptible and infected or exposed.

C. Domestic confinement and social distance end

The projection of the impact of domestic-confinement end on the evolution of the epi-

demic assumes that a certain amount of individuals returns to the public life and that they

can be infected by two mechanisms: i) Poor hygienic conditions and ii) contact with an ex-

posed individual. Here, we suppose that contact with infected individuals (those that show

symptoms) is less due to the use of prescribed preventative medicines. From the number of

individuals that return to its economic activity, one may estimate, in a similar form as in

the previous section, that one-third of them become susceptible to infection and, therefore,

trigger a pandemic outbreak.

This new community of individuals will have the same structure as the original one (S2,

I2, A2, R2, D2) and therefore will show a similar dynamics. However, the triggering contact

interactions are modified since they should reflect the actual status of the pandemic, that

is, the new community becomes infected because of the community already infected. This
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may be represented by

S2 + V
kv−−→ E2, (27)

S2 + E
ke−−→ E2. (28)

S2 + I
k̂i−−→ E2, (29)

where we will assume k̂i ∼ ki/3. The successive evolution is determined entirely similar as

in the original case, that is, by the sequence of interactions

E2
α−−→ I2, (30)

r I2
γ−−→ R2, (31)

d I
δ−−→ D2, (32)

a I
ε−−→ A2, (33)

pA2
δ−−→ D2, (34)

(1− p)A2
γ−−→ R2, (35)

The differential equations corresponding to the last reactions are similar to the set previously

considered, Eqs. (2.12)-(2.17), with the respective reaction rates. For this second community

we have assumed no corrections to the rate constants equivalent to those in Eq. (2.4), but

multiplied the left hand side of the evolution equations for S2, E2 and I2 by the Heaviside

step function θ(t− tf ) centered at the end of the house confinement measures tf .

Figure 3 shows the consequences of changing the ending of house confinement time,

according to the model proposed. The figures 3 a) and b) correspond to ending the domestic

confinement at day 90 (May 29) for two new susceptible populations 8 · 104 and 16 · 104.

The impact is relevant in all the populations considered. The more drastic effects are in

the number of infected individuals that increase the pandemic’s duration by about 30 days.

Most important is that the peak of the number of active cases is shifted to day 150 and

increased by about 23%. The figures 3 c) and d) correspond to finishing the domestic

confinement at day 110 (July 4) for the same number of new susceptible populations. In

this case, the duration of the pandemic increases for about 30 days. The peak of the number

of active cases is shifted to day 160 but only increased by about 9%. Finally, it is worth

noticing that if the original dynamics could be maintained even after the end of domestic

confinement, the pandemic’s period is about 300 days. If not, in the worst case considered
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FIG. 3. Fit of the data reported by the Mexican authorities (up to July 12). a) The symbols

represent infected (red circles), recovered (blue squares), and death (orange triangles) individuals,

the lines the numerical solutions of Eqs. (2.12)-(2.17) for I(t) (red), R(t) (blue), D(t) (orange),

exposed E(t) (magenta) and active A(t) (cyan). The black dashed line is the number of confirmed

cases given by Eq. (19). b) Long term projection of the fit. c) Fit of the active cases and d) of the

cumulative number of daily cases Day(t). The calculation of the data represented by the symbols

was done using Eq. (3.2) (green diamonds squares) and Eq. (3.1) (blue circles). In the case of

daily cases (orange squares).
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here, the duration of the pandemic extends to 400 days. If a second possible outbreak

is considered, the duration may be increased correspondingly. The cumulative number of

infected individuals may also increase.

D. Model actualization

The original estimations of the susceptible population were performed using statistical

information from evolution data of the European evolution of the pandemic, mainly using

Italy and Spain’s data, countries from where it is supposed that the SARS-CoV-2 virus

was introduced in Mexico. Those data show now (11 July 2020) insufficient to estimate the

number of susceptible individuals in Mexico. The origin of the underestimation is clear since

managing the pandemic, the social security services, the economic and financial capabilities,

and the psychological response of the populations to the epidemic is very different.

In the Mexican case, several mechanisms tremendously incremented the number of sus-

ceptible individuals since the last days of May until the first days of July. Social inattention

of the distancing measures and domestic confinement, the difficulty to maintain high hy-

gienic conditions in public spaces and transport, as well as economic pressure and general

confusion on the duration and the possible extent of the pandemic in human terms, can be

considered the most important.

In this section, we present an actualization of the model to the data reported until July

10. As explained before, to be reliable, we considered that the data reported by the health

authorities required the simultaneous fit of the five data. The accumulated number of cases,

the number of recovered individuals, the number of deaths and, emerging from these data,

the number of active cases, and the number of daily new cases. The model correctly follows

this tendency even by increasing the number of susceptible individuals, which passed from

S0 ≈ 400 thousand individuals before May 19, to S0 ≈ 850 thousand individuals to July. We

are crossing a problematic period in the pandemic evolution. The apparent premature return

to the normal activities (from the pandemic evolution) makes difficult, strict monitoring of

compliance with social distancing, domestic confinement, hygienic measures (like the use of

face masks in public spaces), and, perhaps, restrictions of mobility among different cities.

This situation’s effects can be reflected in a further increase in susceptible individuals during

July and the first days of August.
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FIG. 4. Projection of the pandemic evolution with data up to July 11. a) Evolution of the pandemic

after finishing domestic confinement on day 90 (May 29). Orange, dark orange and dark dashed

orange lines below correspond to the number of death trends. b) Evolution of the pandemic up to

day 350. c) Active and daily cases associated with a) The solid line corresponds to the new trend

in recovered people warranting the fit of the active individuals. The thin dashed line in the middle

is corresponds to the fit of the death number with out warranting the fit of the active individuals.

d) Detail of daily cases associated with c).

16

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 16, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.15.20154526doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.15.20154526
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


a)

100 200 300 400 500
0

200000

400000

600000

800000

1.0×106

1.2×106

1.4×106

day since first case

nu
m
be
ro
fc
as
es

S0 = 1.5 ⋅ 106

S0 = 1.5 ⋅ 106

S0 = 8.5 ⋅ 105

S0 = 8.5 ⋅ 105

b)
S0 = 1.5 ⋅ 106

S0 = 8.5 ⋅ 105

●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●
●●●●●●●●●●●●
●●●●●
●●●
●
●●●●
●●●●●●●●●
●●●●●●●●●
●●●●●●
●●●●
●●●●
●●●
●
●●●●●●●
●
●
●
●
●

●●●
●●
●
●●●
●●●●●

■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆
◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆

◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆
◆◆◆◆

●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●●
●●●●●●●●●●●●
●●●●●
●●●
●
●●●●
●●●●●●●●●
●●●●●●●●●
●●●●●●
●●●●
●●●●
●●●
●
●●●●●●●
●
●
●
●
●

●●●
●●
●
●●●
●●●●●

■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■■◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆
◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆

◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆◆
◆◆◆◆

0 100 200 300 400 500
0

50000

100000

150000

day since first case

nu
m
be
ro
fc
as
es

c)

S0 = 1.5 ⋅ 106

0 100 200 300 400 500
0

2000

4000

6000

8000

day since first case

nu
m
be
ro
fc
as
es

S0 = 8.5 ⋅ 105

FIG. 5. Comparison of the projections of the pandemic evolution with data up to July 11 assuming

two values of the total susceptible populations: 1.5 · 106 indicated by dashed lines and 8.5 · 105

indicated by dash-dotted lines. In a) the long term evolution of the accumulated number of cases

(black lines), recovered (blue lines) and deaths (orange lines). b) The number of active cases (black

lines) and the daily cases (red lines). c) The number of daily cases (red lines).

Concerning the new fit of data we present in this subsection, a vital issue occurred

during the time going from May to July. At the end of June, the number of recovered

individuals reported by the authorities decreased suddenly. On June 27, the report of

recovered individuals was 153797, and on June 29, the report was 131264, a reduction of

about 15% [27]. The underlying assumptions of the present model separate the fates of the

infected individuals in three subpopulations: recovered, active, and death.

The number of active cases reported by the authorities is consistently is about the 70%

of the number reported here (presumably because of clinical criteria to which we have no

access). Because of these considerations, the restoration of the balance in the total number

of individuals infected should be done by recalculating only the number of deaths, then

the number of deaths increases by a factor of 1.86, see Figure 4. However, this fit is not

satisfactory, since the number of active cases, as defined here, is not fitted simultaneously

with the other four series of data. It is more adequate to split the difference in the number

of recovered individuals between active cases and deaths in such a way that the active cases

become simultaneously fitted. The resulting increase in the number of deaths is by a factor

of 1.09 since, on day 133, the number of deaths reported was 35006. The model prognosis is

38200, with the assumption of 860 thousand susceptible individuals. This factor seems not
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relevant at the present stage, but after 350 days, the difference becomes about 10 thousand

individuals. Remarkably, the fit of the daily cases varies less than 1% with the two methods.

This result suggests that the number of daily cases is not reliable enough to take dependable

health policies. A more robust quantitative criterion, like the one presented here, is needed.

Finally, in figure 5 we present two projections of the pandemic assuming different values

of the total number of susceptible individuals. Dashed lines correspond to S0 = 1.5 · 106

whereas the dash-dotted lines to 8.5 ·105. Both projections satisfy the criterion of fitting the

five sets of data. The fit of the daily cases for S0 = 1.5 · 106 (red dashed line) is along the

highest values reported, in contrast with the fit using 8.5 · 105, that goes along the middle

value. In the first case the maximum in the peak of daily cases shifts until day 165, that is

until August 12.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have presented and employed a novel model as a conceptual tool to explore the

possible fates of the COVID-19 pandemic evolution in the Mexican context. The selection

and variation of control parameters in the model allow us to get insights into the system

to sustain political decisions on the appropriate time for concluding domestic confinement

and social distancing restrictions. The flexibility of the model allows taking into account

the specific characteristics of the parameters involved, one composed by the (S, E, I, A, R,

D) group and the second one by a particular population that may become susceptible after

the end of the domestic confinement measure.

Our model allowed us to perform a very accurate fit of the reported data and, therefore,

a reliable projection of the pandemic on the basis that the estimation on the number of

susceptible individuals is realistic. We have successfully correlated the inflections of the

infection, daily and active cases curves with a decrease of the infection rate after the start of

the social distancing measures, and its sudden increase with the corresponding enhancement

of the infection rate around the day 51 of the pandemics.

The model also allows predictions of the effect of post-social distancing and house con-

finement time by considering two elements: i) Poor hygienic conditions and ii) contact with

an exposed individual. Based on the data published by the Mexican authorities, the results

indicate that the more drastic effects take place in the number of infected individuals by an
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increase in the duration of the pandemic from roughly 300 days to 400 days in the worst

case considered. Additionally, the peak of the number of active cases is shifted to day 150

and increased about 23% if the date of ending social distancing is at day 90. The maximum

of the curve of the active case moves towards day 160 when domestic confinement finishes

at day 110. Correspondingly, the maximum number of active cases increases by about 9%.

Maintaining high hygienic standards and social distancing measures is the key to success-

fully control the spread and outbreak of the SARS-COV-2 after domestic confinement ends.

If these measures are not strictly followed, the pandemic duration can last more than a year

with increases of 23-33% in the number of deaths, and 24-40% in the cumulative number of

infection cases.
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