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The SIR model is modified, which may be called an SIQR model, so as to
be appropriate for COVID-19 which has the following characteristics: [1] a
long incubation period, [2] transmission of the virus by asymptomatic patients
and [3] quarantine of patients identified through PCR testing. It is assumed
that the society consists of four compartments; susceptibles (S), infecteds at
large (ssmply called infecteds) (1), quarantined patients (Q) and recovered in-
dividuals (R), and the time evolution of the pandemic is described by a set of
ordinary differential equations. It is shown that the quarantine rate can be
determined from the time dependence of the daily confirmed new cases, from
which the number of the infecteds at large can be estimated. The number of
daily confirmed new cases is shown to be proportional to the number of in-
fectedsacharacteristictime earlier, and theinfection rateand quarantinerate

are determined for the period from mid-February to mid-April in Japan, and
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transmission characteristics of the initial stages of the outbreak in Japan are
analyzed. The effectiveness of different measures is discussed for controlling
the outbreak and it is shown that identifying patients through PCR testing
and isolating them in a quarantine is more effective than lockdown measures
aimed at inhibiting social interactions of the general population. An effective
reproduction number for infecteds at largeisintroduced which isappropriate

to epidemics controlled by quarantine measures.

| ntroduction

The pandemic (COVID-19) due to the novel coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2) is still expanding
throughout the world 6 months after the first outbreak in November 2019 in China (1). Com-
pared to other vira outbreaks such as Influenza, for which the SIR model is applied, COVID-
19 has the following characteristics (2, 3). [1] A long incubation period. [2] Prevalence of
asymptomatic transmission. [3] Detection of infection by PCR tests. The biggest challengein
modeling the COVID-19 outbreak is that a large number of patients are hidden in the general
population as they continuously infect others, and that the only observable metric on which we
can base estimates is the number of daily new cases confirmed by positive tests.

Traditionally, the dynamics of infectious diseases have been understood by the deterministic
compartmental models described by differential equations such as the SIR model (4) and the
SEIR modd (5, 6) or by the stochastic model described by a renewal integral equation (7). In
the SEIR model, the population consists of susceptibles (S), exposed individuals (E), infectious
individuals (1) and removed individuals (R). The SIR model does not include the compartment
of exposed individuals. In these compartmental models, quarantine is considered to be an ef-
ficient way for medical treatment of patients and one of the removal processes. The removal

timeis usually treated as the scale of time, and thus the quarantine rate is included only in the
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reproduction number. The SIR-X model proposed by Maier and Brockmann (8) includes the
guarantine process in the analysis of the early state of the outbreak in China.

In the renewal model, the number of infecteds at a given time is assumed to be determined
by a convolution of a time-dependent transmission coefficient and the number of infecteds at
earlier times with the reproduction number as a multiplier, and the quarantine processis hidden
in the reproduction number.

There are several attempts to understand the nature of the outbreak of COVID-19 on the
basis of the SEIR model (8,9) and the renewal model (10). Apparently no attempts have treated
quarantined patients as a compartment and the quarantine rate as a controllable parameter, al-
though it plays an essential role in the measures against the COVID-19. At this moment in the
middle of outbreak of COVID-19, it isimportant to establish auniversal, predictable and simple
model for the outbreak which can be understood by citizens and policy makers.

In this paper, keeping the characteristics of the COVID-19 explained abovein mind, | intro-
duce four compartments; susceptibles (S), infecteds at large or simply infecteds (1), quarantined
patients (Q) and recovered individuals (R), and describe the transmission process by a system
of ordinary differential equations where the quarantine rate of infectedsis introduced as a key
parameter. Thismodel may be called an SIQR model. Although the basic differential equations
are similar to those of the SIR model, the present SIQR model treats the quarantine process as
a measure controlled by policy. Namely, | consider the quarantined patients not only as indi-
viduals to be treated in the hospital but also as key playersin combating the spread of the virus.
Figure 1 showsthe flow diagram of the SIQR model.

| first show that the number of infecteds at large can be estimated from the daily confirmed
new cases. Then, | present possible scinarios of the outbreak, considering three hypothetical
countries. | analyze the time dependence of the daily confirmed new cases reported in Japan

till the end of April which is shown in Fig, 2. Using the solution of the SIQR model, 1 fit
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Figure 1: Flow diagram of the SIQR model. If the quarantine processisincluded in the recovery
process and v = 7' is assumed, the SIQR model is reduced to the SIR model.

the data from March 1st to April 29th by four pieacewise exponential functions, and compare
the time evolution of parameters derived from fitting with the measures taken by the Japanese
government from mid-February to mid-April. This period saw a rapid rise in daily confirmed
new cases, and is aso notable for a succession of policy milestones, one being the planned
Olympiad postponed by |OC on March 24th, and the other being the prime minister announcing
on April 5th that a state of emergency would be formally declared two dayslater on the 7th. The
government issued stay-at-home request, asking 80% reduction of social contact. | compare the
time dependence of daily confirmed new cases if different measures would have been taken at
the beginning of April in Japan. | compare various policies characterized by a combination
of differing degrees of testing/quarantine and societal lockdown and show that the quarantine

measure is more efficient than the lockdown measure.
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Figure 2: The daily confirmed new cases in Japan till the end of April. The solid curve repre-
sentsfitting by four piecewise exponential functionswith parameters and periods givenin Table
2. Dataare from Ministry of Health, Labor and Welfare, Japan (11).

SIQR model
The dynamics of the SIQR model are described by the following set of ordinary differential
equations:
ds
— = B8, )
dl ,
- = (1=¢)8ST—ql =11, (2)
d ! !
W ypsirar-va @
dR ,

where ¢ isthe time, and S, I, Q and R are the stock of susceptible population, infecteds at
large, quarantined patients and recovered (and died) patients, respectively. Here, | assumed that
the net rate at which infections spread is in proportion to the number of encounters between

susceptibles and infecteds at large, 3S1, where 3 is a transmission coefficient. The parameter
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q' represents a per capita rate of quarantine of the new patients immediately after they get
infected. For COVID-19, ¢’ can be set to zero since the incubation period is long. Infecteds
at large, regardless of wheter they are symptomatic or asymptomatic, are quarantined at a per
capita rate ¢ and become non-infectious to the population. Quarantined patients recover at a
per capitarate v’ (where 1/+' is the average time it takes for recovery) and infecteds at large
become non-infectious at a per capita rate v (where 1 /v is the average time that an infected
patient at large is capable of infecting others). It is apparent that Egs. (1) ~ (4) guarantee the
conservation of population N = S + 1 + Q + R.

If we assume v = +' and regard Q + R as the recovered compartment, Egs. (1) ~ (4) are
identical to those of the SIR model with removal rate of infecteds ¢ + ~. Since the value of ¢
depends strongly on government policies and the only observable is the number of quarantined
patients on each day, the SIQR model which treats the quarantine process explicitly is superior
to the SIR and SEIR modelsin the analysis of the outbreak of the COVID-19.

In the following discussion, | concentrate on the number of infecteds in the early stage of
the outbreak where I + () + R << N issatisfied so that | can assume S ~ N. Then the basic

equations of the SIQR model become

% — BNI—ql —~I =\ (5)
dQ

_— = ]— !

o ql —'Q, (6)

where the rate of change of the infecteds

A=fN—-q—~ (7)

determines the short-term behavior of the number of infecteds.
The parameter 5 determines the initial growth of infecteds and is determined by the cu-

mulative effect of the virulence of the virus and socia factors. The longer latent period and
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shorter infectious periods reduces the number of infectious patients in the infecteds at a given
time which in turn makes ;5 effectively smaller. Similarly, the shorter incubation period and
the higher onset probability increases the number of quarantined individuals which makes the
quarantine rate ¢ larger.

The parameters are dependent on the lifestyle of each community and measures taken by
governments. For example, availability of a vaccine, implementation of social distancing or
lock down measures will al decrease 3, while widespread PCR testing and isolation of patients
will increase ¢q. Although the recovery rate for quarantined patients v’ will be increased when
anew drug for SARS-CoV-2 is developed, it would not increase v since a patient is unlikely to
seek treatment unless they are first identified.

It should be noted that the characteristics of the outbreak of the COVID-19 can be under-
stood by effective values of three parameters /3, ¢ and v,

It is usual to take the inverse of the removal rate (¢ + ) or the recovery rate (') as the
scale of time. However, these parameters are policy dependent and cannot be considered as
an intrinsic time scale of the problem. In order to present results in the style that citizens and
policy makers can easily understand, | take one day as the scale of timein this paper.

Although an exact solution to Egs. (1) ~ (4) can be obtained by introducing a scaled time
when parameters do not depend on time (12), the solution is impractical for the purpose of

analyzing the outbreak and predicting the outcome of various measures.

Estimation of the number of infectedsat large

Theterm ¢I(t) in Egs. (5) and (6) is the number of daily confirmed new cases AQ(t) and thus

the number of infectedsis given by

AQ(t)
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This relation indicates that if we can determine )\ from the time dependence of the daily con-
firmed new cases, 3 from the initial increase of infecteds and infectious period v ! of asymp-
tomatic patients, we can determine the number of infected at large from the daily confirmed
new cases.

In the data reported in Japan (11), the daily confirmed new cases are apparently a constant
around ~ 530 in the period from 11th to 19 th of April, 2020 as shown in Fig. 2. If thisisthe
case, A must be negligibly small in this period, and thus

AQ(t)

1) = 57—

(9)

As will be seen later, A ~ 0 and ¢ ~ 0.096 in this period when v = 0.03 (or 33 days of the

latent plus infectious periods) is used, and thus| find
I(t) ~ 10AQ(t). (10)

Thismeansthat there were about 5300 infectedsin Japan at the beginning of April. Thisnumber

increases to 8030 if v = 0.06 (17days for the recovering time) is used.

Time evolution of outbreak

In the time period when the parameters do not depend on time, Egs. (5) and (6) can be readily

solved:

I(t) = I(to)eX"), (11)

Q) = Qo)) 1(tg) - (N e ). (1)

Equation (11) indicates that the number of infectedsis determined by A and itsinitial condition.

The parameter \ depends on measures that the government employs, and we can assess the

measures from the time dependence of the number of infecteds.
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At the beginning of the outbreak, infecteds cannot be detected since symptomsdo not appear
for the incubation period and thus cannot be quarantined. Therefore, the number of infecteds
increases exponentially as

I(t) = 1(0) exp(3NY). (13)

About a few weeks later ¢; (13), some infecteds will recover and thus the growth rate will be

reduced by ~:

I(t) = I(t:) exp{(BN — 7)(t — t1)}. (14)
After sometime, acertain number of patients with severe symptomswill appear and the govern-
ment will introduce various measures at timet, such as social distancing, and societal lockdown
measures. If the measuresin which g isreduced to (1 — x)/ keeping ¢ as before is effective,

the number of infecteds will start to decline exponentially, following

I(t) = I(t2) exp{((1 = ) BN — ¢ = 7)(t — t2)}, (15)

where = represents the degree of social distancing and lockdown. The effectiveness of the
measure can be judged by the size of the decay constant |((1 — z)5N — ¢ — 7)|.

If no measures are taken, the number of infecteds increases exponentially at the beginning.
This increase is limited by the nonlinear term 5S1 in Egs. (1) ~ (3), which is neglected in
the present study concentrating on the early stage of the outbreak. The nonlinear term makes
the infection trgjectory falling off after reaching a maximum. Various measures taken by the
government appear as abrupt changes in the infection trajectory.

In order to seethe effects of measures, | consider three different model countries, U, Jand K.
| assume when no measure is taken, the doubling time of infectedsis 7 days and the recovering
timeis 30 days, that is SN = 0.099 and v = 0.033.

For thefirst 30 days, the number of infecteds simply increases exponentially with A = 0.099,

and for the next 30 days it increases with reduced rate A = 0.066 due to the recovering process.

9
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In the following two periods, days 60~ 75 and days 75~, each country takes different measures.
Country U introduces a strict PCR testings and qurantine ¢ = 0.001 in the first period and in
the second period 50% reduction of social contact x = 0.5 and a strong quarantine measure
g = 0.1. Country Jintroduces a moderate quarantine measure ¢ = 0.066 in the first period.
In the second period, stay-at-home request with 80% reduction of outings is issued, keeping
the same quarantine measure. Country K introduces a complete lockdown preventing all social
contact = 1 and strong quarantine measure ¢ = 0.1 from thefirst period. Table 1 summarizes

the parameters of each model country.

Table 1: Parametersfor three hypothetical model countries, U, Jand K. A = (1 —z)5N —q—7~

where SN = 0.099 and v = 0.033. = represents the degree of societal lockdown and ¢ depends
on the quarantine measure of each country.

days(60~75) days(75~ )
x q A x q A
U| 00001 0065 |05 01 |-0.083
J | 0| 0.066 0 0.8 | 0.066 | -0.079
Ki1| 01 |-0133| 1 0.1 |-0.133

Figure 3 compares the time dependence of infecteds for the three hypothetical model coun-
tries.

Next, | will take alook at the relation of I(¢) to the number of daily confirmed new cases
AQ(t). | assumethat patientstested positive are quarantined either in ahospital or at home, and
are no more infectious to the population. The daily confirmed new cases AQ(t) is proportional
to the number of infecteds who have an onset of symptoms. Since the latter is given by a
convolution of the incubation period distribution function ¢ (¢) and the number of infecteds

I(t). Therefore, AQ(t) can be expressed as
Q) o [ too Bt — )T (H)de. (16)

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.02.20117341
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.02.20117341; this version posted June 5, 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-ND 4.0 International license .

400

350

300 ¢

250 ()

1(t)/1(0)
N
8

150 |
100 | @

50+ 4]

0 20 40 60 80 100
t (days)

Figure 3: Comparison of three model countries. For the first 60 days, no difference is set. See
text and Table 1 for the detailed setting of the parameters for the latter half.

The incubation period distribution is a well behaved function with a single peak (14, 15). |
assume, for the sake of simplicity, that «)(¢) is given by

| a (when|t—r71| < g)
w(t) = { 0 (otherwise) ’ (17)
where a is a positive constant and d denotes the incubation period. When I(t) = 1(0) exp(At),
it is straitforward to show that (16)

AQ(t) x 2—; sinh %](t — 7). (18)

Therefore, the daily confirmed new casesisrelated to the number of infecteds mean-incubation-
time earlier. In fact, the number of daily confirmed new cases of many countries seem to be
represented by piecewise exponentia functions (17).

| analyze the daily confirmed new cases AQ(t) in Japan by fitting it with piecewise ex-

ponential functions, where | neglected the effect of the transition periods. From the fitting, |

11
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determined the rate of change A, from which parameters SN and ¢ are estimated. The solid
curve in Fig. 2 shows a piecewise fitting in the period of March 1st ~ April 29th by four
exponentia functionswith A listed in Table 2.

Table 2: Parameter )\ used for fitting in Fig. 2 and estimated values of other parameters. Num-
bersin (- - -) are estimated from other data and numbersin [- - -] are inherited from the previous
period. v isfixed in the entire period.

Period 31~A2 | AR2~A11 | 411~4/19 | 4.19~ 4129
(14 days earlier) | (2/16~3/19) | (3/19~(3/28) | (3/28~4/5) | (4/5~4/15)
N\ 0.096 0.090 0.0 —0.075
AN 0.126 [0.126] [0.126] 0.051
q ©) 0.006 0.096 [0.096]
~ (0.03) (0.03) (0.03) (0.03)

From the \ value determined by the fitting, other parameters can be estimated. | assume
that parameters do not change unless effective measures are introduced. First | set v = 0.03 in
the entire period assuming that the recovery time of infected at large is 33 days. Here | took a
longer period among widely distributed observations (13). Next, | set ¢ = 0 in thefirst period
since virtually no infecteds were quarantined in this period. The estimated valuesfor 5N and ¢
arelisted in Table 2.

Several comments are in order: (1) the basic reproduction number Ry = (/(q + ) is
estimated to be ~ 4 for the first two periods and becomes 0.4 after April 5th passing the period
where Ry ~ 1. (2) Thereduction of 5N after April Sthisabout 0.051/0.126x 100 = 40% which
may be attributed to the emergency declaration by the government on April 7th. Apparently the
effect is seen two days earlier since the government announced it on April 5th in advance.
(3) The effectiveness of PCR test and quarantine, that is the probability of a patient being
qurantined when symptoms appear, is rather low around 25 ~ 50% due to the strict conditions

set by the Japanese government for PCR tests (such as a mandatory 4 day waiting period before
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asymptomatic patient isallowed atest ). Since ¢ ~ onset rate x the probability of getting PCR
test, the onset probability is estimated to be 20 ~ 40%. These values are in the wide range 20
~ 95% of estimations by other researchers (18). (4) Since the fitting is very much rough as
the data are, one might fit the data by different sets of exponential functions, and the estimated

value of parameters might be alittle different from those obtained above.

Comparison of possible measures

If the estimation given in the previous section is correct, there must have been 5300 infecteds
at large in Japan at the beginning of April. In this section, | compare how the number of daily
confirmed new cases AQ)(¢) would have reduced if Japanese government had taken different
measures.

A measure can be characterized by two parameters = and y, which define an effective decay
constant A(z,y) as

Az,y) = (L —2)BN —yq — 1. (19)
For the purposes of this paper, | will treat social distancing and lockdown measures as part of
the same effort to reduce social contact, whose cumulative effectiveness is represented by x
(0 <z <1),withz = 0 representing no change to social behavior, and x = 1 representing the
most extreme form of societal lockdown.

Parameter y denotes the enhancement factor of quarantinerate. Since (1 — )N — yqg — v
is supposed to be negative when the number of infecteds is declining, the smaller (1 — «) and
the larger y are, the decay rate |\(z, y)| becomes larger.

From the values of SN inthethird and fourth periodsin Table 2, the reduction rate of social
contact is estimated to be 60% after the emergency declaration. Therefore, | compare, relative
tothethird period of Table2 (5N = 0.126, ¢ = 0.096, x = 0 and y = 1), hypothetical measures

of (1) 80% reduction of outings that the government requested and at the same level of the PCR
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Figure 4: Comparison of reduction rate of the daily confirmed new cases for four different
hypothetical measures, relativeto the third period of Table 2, if it wastaken on April 5th (¢t = 0).
Observed decay givenin the fourth period isalso shown by curve (0). If v isset to alarger value,
the effect in decay rate due to the enhanced quarantine rate becomes somewhat moderate. The
horizontal line represents AQ(¢)/AQ(0) = 0.1.

test (z = 0.8, y = 1) and (2) 100% reduction of outings, that is the strictest form of lockdown,
and at the same level of the PCR test (x = 1.0, y = 1). | aso estimate the reduction rate for
(3) 50% reduction of outings and doubled quarantine rate by introducing an expanded policy
for PCR testing (z = 0.5, y = 2) and (4) quadrupled quarantine rate without any restriction on
socia interactions(x = 0.0, y = 4). Figure 4 compares the reduction rate of the daily confirmed
new cases for different measures, had they been taken from April 5th. Figure 4 shows clearly
that partial or strict lockdowns are less effective than increase of the quarantine rate. Countries
like Korea, Vietham and Taiwan which took strong lockdown and quarantine measures have
apparently succeeded in controlling the first wave outbreak of COVID-19 (19-21).

In order to see the effectiveness of measures characterized by parameters = and y, the effec-
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Figure 5: Dependence of the effective decay rate |\(x, y)| on parameters = and y which repre-
sent the strength of lockdown and the enhancement factor of the quarantine rate, respectively.
Thevaluesfor 5V, ¢ and v are taken from the third period of Table 2.

tive decay rate |\(z,y)| is plotted as a function of = and y in Fig. 5. The decay constant Eq.
(19) shows that y has more leverage than = in making ((1 — z) 3N — yq — ) alarge negative
value. Therefore, we see that increasing the quarantine rate is a more effective measure than
any forms of societal lockdown. Although this figure depends on the value assumed for the

parameters, effectiveness of the quarantine does not change (22).

Discussion

The pandemic COVID-19 has unusual nature such as infectious asymptomatic patients and a
long incubation period in comparison to known epidemics (1). In the typical epidemics, all
infected individuals become infectious after a latent period and show onset of symptoms after
an incubation period. Therefore the number of infecteds can be estimated from the number of
symptomatic patients. We cannot do the same for COVID-19, however, because of the preva-
lence of asymptomatic patientsin the general population. Short of testing the entire population
in a single day, the only visible metric we have for the purpose of estimating the total number

of infecteds is the number of daily confirmed new cases AQ(t). Therefore, what we need isto
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construct a physical model for the pandemic in which AQ(¢) is treated explicitly and can be
related to the number of infecteds at large 1(¢).

The infection processitself isa complex phenomenon with numerous parameters. What we
need now is a simple theory in which those parameters can be effectively absorbed in essential
parameters describing COVID-19. | have presented in this paper a universal, predictable and
simple model which is constructed on the basis of the mean field theory and distinguishes the
guarantine process explicitly. In order to determine parameters of the model, | fitted the data of
the daily confirmed new cases reported in Japan. Using the time dependence of the parameters, |
analyzed the characteristics of the outbreak in Japan from mid-February to mid-April. Because
of the advance notice of the declaration of the national emergency expected on April 7th, the
effect is seen apparently from April 5th. After April 5th, the partial lockdown appears to have
resulted in 60% reduction of the social contacts, which is 20% |ess than the value 80% that the
government requested, Has the government introduced other measures aswell at the sametime,
the reduction of infecteds would have been much faster. In particular, the four-day waiting
period required for symptomatic patients before they were allowed a PCR test has made the
situation much worse. If the waiting period was halved, the quarantine rate would have been
doubled. The curves (3) and (4) in Fig. 4 clearly show the effect of efficiency of the PCR test.
The Japanese government could have taken much better and stronger measures.

The basic equation can be modified so as to include the memory effect in the infection
process and the quarantine process. To this end, the first two terms in the middle part on the

right-hand side of Eq. (5) can be written as
t
[ B = )N + gl — )} (¢t (20)

where (¢ — t') denotes the time dependence of the transmission coefficient and ¢(t — ') repre-

sents the rate of quarantine of infecteds at time ¢ who got infected at time ¢/,
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In order to check the consistency of the present analysis in Japan, | verified that the daily
confirmed new cases in Japan up until the first two weeks of May are on the curve (0) in Fig. 4.

Although the present model is based on the same compartmental approach as the SIR and
SEIR models, it proposes anovel concept in that the quarantine is an effective measure in com-
batting the spread of the COVID-19 (22). According to the SIR model apparently employed by
the Japanese government, the quarantine was considered as a part of treatment and the last two
termsin Eq. (2) ¢/ +~1 are considered together for effective treatmentsin ahospital. Therefore,
many doctors in Japan were strongly against increasing the number of PCR tests, fearing the
collapse of the medical care system and false positivesin PCR tests leading to placing healthy
individuals in quarantine. The policy on quarantine set by the Japanese government was not
appropriate to COVID-19.

Sincethe early stages of civilized history, the quaratine process was considered an effective
method for reducing the spread of infection. Therefore, the term (BN — ¢)I in Eq. (5) is
considered the number of infecteds newly added in the population, and the quarantined —pI is
considered a means of removing infecteds from the population. It is apparent that increasing
the quarantine rate is more effective in making A(z, y) negative than lockdown measure, since
the former can reduce A(z, y) by several times of ¢ while the latter can contribute at most SV .

For COVID-19, we should go back to this tradition with contemporary method in iden-
tifying pre-symptomatic and asymptomatic patients by PCR tests. In this sense, an effective
reproduction number R, relevant to COVID-19 should be defined by

_BN—q
’y )

R, (21)

which represents the rate of change of infecteds at large. The effective reproduction number in
Japan in each period shown in Table 2is4.2, 4.0, 1 and -1.5, where R, = 1 indicates that the

number of infecteds in the population is steady. When the epidemic is expanding, 1. becomes
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larger than 1. On the other hand if R, becomes less than 1, the epidemic is declining. When

0 < R. < 1, the convergence of the epidemic is achieved by the recovery of patients. The

measure which makes R, < 0 must be introduced by each government suitable to the country

to accelerate the convergence.
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