Supplementary material to: “What can we learn from
COVID-19 data by using epidemic models with
unidentified infectious cases?”

QUENTIN GRIETTE'?, JACQUES DEMONGEOT? AND PIERRE MAGAL!?*
Y Univ. Bordeauz, IMB, UMR 5251, F-33400 Talence, France.
2CNRS, IMB, UMR 5251, F-33400 Talence, France.
3 Univ. Grenoble Alpes, AGEIS EA7407, F-88700 La Tronche, France.

1 Mathematical model

Many epidemiological models are based on the SIR or SEIR model which is classical in the context

of epidemics. We refer to [23, 19] for the earliest articles devoted to such a question and to [1, 2, 6, 4, 5,

, 9, 14, 16, 17, 20] for more models. In this article we will compare the following SEIUR model to the
cumulative reported cases data

S'(t) = —7(t) [1(t) + rU(t)] S(

E't)=7(t) [I(t)+cU(t ]St E(t),

I'(t)=aE(t) —vI(t), (1.1)
U'(t)y=v (1= f)I{t) —nU(t),

R(t) =v fI(t) —nR(1),

where at time ¢, S(¢) is the number of susceptible, E(¢) the number of exposed (not yet capable to transmit
the pathogen), I(t) the number of asymptomatic infectious, R(t) the number of reported symptomatic
infectious and U (t) the number of unreported symptomatic infectious. This system is supplemented by
initial data

S(to) = So, E(to) = Eo, I(to) = Io, U(to) = U'()7 and R(to) = Ro. (12)

In this model, 7(¢) is the rate of transmission, 1/« is the average duration of the exposed period, 1/v is
the average duration of the asymptomatic infectious period, and for simplicity we subdivide the class of
symptomatic patients into the fraction 0 < f < 1 of patients showing some severe symptoms, and the
fraction 1 — f of patients showing some mild symptoms assumed to be not detected. The quantity 1/7n
is the average duration of symptomatic infectious period.

The cumulative number of reported cases CR(t) is connected to the epidemic model by using the
following relationship

CR(t) = CRg + v f CI(¢), for t > to, (1.3)

where

CI(t) = / t I(o)do. (1.4)

to
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Figure 1: Flow chart for the model.

Given and estimated parameters

We assume that the following parameters of the model are known
507U07R07f7/€704,’/»77~

The goal of our method is to focus on the estimation of the three remaining parameters. Namely,
knowing the above-mentioned parameters, we plan to identify

Eo, Io, 7(t).

Computation of the rate of transmission

The transmission rate is fully determined by the parameters s, o, v, n, f,So, Eo, Iy, Uy, and the
data that are represented by the function ¢ — CR(¢) and by using the three following equations
1 CE"(t) + aCE'(¢)
b)) = . 1.5
7(®) I(t) +kU(t) x Ey + Sy — CE'(t) — aCE(t) (15)
where
CR/(t)
I(t) = 1
== (16)
1
CE(t) = or ] [CR’(t) —vfly+v(CR(t) — CRO)] , (1.7)
t
1—
U(t) = e "), —|—/ e_"(t_s)%CR’(s)ds. (1.8)
to

Instantaneous reproduction number computed for COVID-19 data

In the standard SI epidemic model, we have only a single epidemic phase due the fact the epidemic
exhausts the susceptible population. Here, the changes of regime (epidemic phase versus endemic phase)
are partly due to the decay in the number of susceptible. But these changes are also influenced by
the changes of the transmission rate. These changes of the transmission rate are due to the limitation
of contacts between individuals or to changes in climate (in summer) or to other factors influencing
transmissions.

In this section, we will observe that the main factor for the changes in the epidemic regimes are the
changes in the transmission rate. In order to investigate this for the COVID-19 data, we use our method



to compute the transmission rate and we consider the instantaneous reproduction number

T(1)S(t
Re(t) = "0 6y va - ), (1.9
and the quasi instantaneous reproduction number
7(t)S
R0 = "2 4 v1 - ), (L.10)

in which the transmission varies but the size of the susceptible population remains constant equal to Sp.
We refer to the Appendix 10 for detailed computations to obtain the formula (1.9).

The comparison between R, (t) and R2(t), permits to understand the contribution of the decay of the
susceptible population in the variations of R, (t). Another interesting aspect is that RY(t) is proportional
to the transmission rate 7(¢). Therefore plotting R%(¢) permits to visualized the variation of t — 7(¢)
only.

In the Results section, we computed three types of instantaneous reproduction numbers. The two first
instantaneous reproduction numbers are obtained by using our method and combining the formula to
compute the initial values Iy in (2.18), Ep in (2.20) as well as 7(¢) in the formula (1.5). We observe that
the changes between the first and the second notions of instantaneous reproduction numbers are small.
This means that each epidemic phase is not stopping due to the fact that the susceptible individuals are
exhausted by the epidemic. But the epidemic is stopping mainly due to the social changes. In the figure
(c) the green curve is proportional to the transmission rate and we can see that the transmission rate is
decaying due to social changes during epidemic phase and increase again when the new epidemic phase
starts.

In the figure (d) for each country we compare the instantaneous reproduction numbers obtained by
our method in black and the classical method of Cori et al [8] in green. We observe that the two methods
are not the same at the beginning. That is because the method of Cori et al [8] is assuming that is not
taking into account the initial values Iy and Ey while we do. Indeed the method Cori et al [8] is

2 Phenomenological model use for the multiple epidemic waves

In order represent the data we will use a phenomenological model to fit the curve of cumulative rate
cases. Such an idea is not new, since it was already propose by Bernoulli [3] in 1760 in the context
of smallpox epidemic. Here we use the so called Benoulli-Verhulst [21] model to describe the epidemic
phase. Bernoulli [3] investigated an epidemic phase followed by an endemic phase. This appears clearly
in the Figures 9 and 10 in [11]. Several works comparing cumulative reported case data and Bernoulli-
Verhulst’s model appear in the literature (see [15, 22, 24]). The Benoulli-Verhulst’s is sometime called
Richard’s model while Richard’s work came much more recently in 1959.

The phenomenological model deals with data series of new infectious cases decomposed into two types
of successive phases, 1) endemic phases, followed by 2) epidemic ones.

Endemic phase: During the endemic phase, the dynamics of new cases appears to fluctuate around an
average value independently of the number of cases. Therefore the average cumulative number of cases
is given by

CR(t) = Ny + (t — to) X a, fort € [t(),tl}, (211)

where ¢y denotes the beginning of the endemic phase, and a is the average value of daily number of new
cases.

We assume that the average daily number of new cases is constant. Therefore the daily number of
new cases is given by

CR/(t) = a. (2.12)
Epidemic phase: In the epidemic phase, the new cases are contributing to produce second cases.

Therefore the daily number of new cases is no longer constant, but varies with time as follows

eX(titO)NO
0 1/97
[1 + jvlg (exO(t=to) — 1)]

oo

CR(t) = Npase +

for t € [to,tl]. (213)



In other words, the daily number of new cases follows the Bernoulli-Verhulst [3, 21] equation. Namely,
by setting

N(t) = CR(t) — Nbase, (2.14)
we obtain

0
N'(t) = x N(t) ll - (%i?) 1 : (2.15)

completed with the initial value
N(tg) = No.

In the model, Nypase + No corresponds to the value CR(tp) of the cumulative number of cases at time
t = to. The parameter Ny + Npase 1S the maximal value of the cumulative reported cases after the time
t =to. x > 0 is a Malthusian growth parameter, and 6 regulates the speed at which the CR(t) increases
to Noo + Nbase-

Regularized model: Because the formula for 7(¢) involves derivatives of the phenomenological model
regularizing CR(t) (see equations (1.5)-(1.8)), we need to connect the phenomenological models of the
different phases as smoothly as possible. Let us denote g, ...,t, the n+1 breaking points of the model,
that is to say, the times at which there is a transition between one phase and the next one. We let CR(t)
be the global model obtained by placing the phenomenological models for the different phases side by
side. More precisely, CR(t) is defined by (2.13) during an epidemic phase [t;,t;+1], or during the initial
phase (—oo0, to] or the last phase [t,,+00). During an endemic phase, CR(t) is defined by (2.11). The
parameters are chosen so that the resulting global model CR is continuous. We define the regularized
model by using the convolution formula:

CR(t) = / = G(t — s) x CR(s)ds = (G * CR)(t), (2.16)

—00

where
1 t2
g(t) = e 207,

oV 2T

is the Gaussian function with mean 0 and variance o?. The parameter o controls the trade-off between
smoothness and precision: increasing o reduces the variations in CR(t) and reducing o reduces the
distance between CR(t) and CR(t). In any case the resulting function CR(t) is very smooth (as well as
its derivatives) and close to the original model a\f{(t) when o is not too large. In the result section, we
fix o = 7 days.

Numerically, we will need to compute some derivatives of ¢ — CR(t). Therefore it is convenient to
take advantage of the convolution (2.16) and deduce that

d"CR(t) T dnG(t —s) ==

— 00

forn=1,2,3.

Remark 1 We tried several approaches to link an epidemic phase to the next endemic phase. So far
this regularization procedure is the best one.

2.1 Computation of the initial value of the epidemic model

Based on (2.14), we can recover the initial number of asymptomatic infectious Iy = I(ty) and the
initial number of exposed Ey = E(to) for an epidemic phase starting at time ¢y. Indeed by definition,
we have CR/(t) = vfI(t) and therefore

_CR(ty) Y (1 - (1{0)9>

fo vf vf




Estimated initial number of infected

The initial number of asymptomatic infectious is given by

I = CP; ?0).

In the special case of Bernoulli-Verhulst’s model we obtain

I, = V—XfNO (1 - (]]\Zi)9> : (2.19)

By differentiating (2.15) we deduce that

(2.18)

6
) =xn (1= (F2) ] - xg Mo W)
6
—uv) (1= (F2) ) - x o) v,

therefore

CR"(t) = N"(t) = x* N(t) <1 — (]]\ié’?)e) (1 —(1+0) (JJ\\X)))? .

By using the third equation in (1.1) we obtain

5 I'(to) +vI(tg) CR”(tg) +vCR'(ty) N"(tg) +vN'(to)
O p— = = .
« Q [0

Estimated initial number of exposed

The initial number of exposed is given by

" /
5, — CR"(to) + vCR/(to) -

«

In the special case of Bernoulli-Verhulst’s model we obtain
0 0
X NO N()
Ey = No|1l—|— —x(1+0) | — . 2.21
o= 2 ( (Noo>><x+v x(+)(NOO)> (221)

3 Theoretical formula for 7(¢)

We first remark that the S-equation of model (1.1) can be written as

d S
&m(s(t)) =50 = —7(t)[1(t) + cU(1)],

therefore by integrating between ¢y and ¢t we get

S(t) = Spexp < / (o) (o) + #U(0)] da) .

to

Next we plug the above formula for S(t) into the E-equation of model (1.1) and obtain

E'(t) = Spexp (—/ 7(o) [I(o) + kU (0)] do) T(t) [I(t) + kU(t)] — a E(¢)

to

= 750% < /t:T(a) [I(0) + kU(0)] da) exp < / tT(g) [(0) + KkU(0)] do) —aE(),

to



and by integrating this equation between ¢y and ¢ we obtain
t t
E(t)=Eo+ So {1 — exp <—/ 7(0) [I(0) + kU (0)] da)] -« / E(o)do. (3.22)
to to
Define the cumulative numbers of exposed, infectious and unreported individuals by
t t t
CE(t) := | E(o)do, CI(t) := / I(o)do, and CU(t) :== [ U(o)do,
to to to
and note that CE'(t) = E(t). We can rewrite the equation (3.22) as
t
So exp <—/ 7(0) I(o) + rU(0)] da> = Ey + So — CE'(t) — a CE(t).
to
By taking the logarithm on both sides we obtain
t
/ #(0) [I(0) + KU(0)] do = In(So) — In (Eo + Sy — CE'() — a CE(1)) ,
to

and by differentiating with respect to ¢:

_ L CE"(t) + aCE'(t)
) = 1)+ wU() * Eo+ So— CE(t) — aCE(t)’ (3:23)

Therefore we have an explicit formula giving 7(¢) as a function of I(t), U(¢) and CE(t) and its derivatives.
Next we explain how to identify those three remaining unknowns as a function of CR(t) and its derivatives.
We first recall that, from (1.3), we have

CR(t) = CR(to) + v f CI(t).
The I-equation of model (1.1) can be rewritten as
aE(t) =TI'(t) + vI(t),

and by integrating this equation between ¢y and ¢ we obtain

1
aCE(t) =CI'(t) — In + v CI(t) = W(CRl(t) + vCR(t) — vCR(tp)). (3.24)
Finally by applying the variation of constants formula to the U-equation of system (1.1) we obtain

-7

t t
Ut) = ettty —|—/ e t=5)y (1= f)I(s)ds = ety +/ e (t=5)

to tD

CR/(s)ds. (3.25)

From these computations we deduce that 7(¢) can be computed thanks to (3.23) from CR(t), «, v, 7, K,
f and Uy. The following theorem is a precise statement of this result.

Theorem 2 Let Sy > 0, Ey > 0, In > 0, Uy > 0, CRy > 0, a, v, n and f > 0 be given. Let
t— 7(t) > 0 be a given continuous function and t — I(t) be the second component of system (1.1). Let
CR : [tg,00) = R be a twice continuously differentiable function. Then

t
CR(t) = CRo + v f / I(s)ds, ¥t > to, (3.26)
to

if and only zfaf\{ satisfies

CR(to) = CRo, (3.27)
CR (to) = v f I, (3.28)



éﬁ//(to) + Vaf\{/(to) =av f Ey,
—
CR (t) > 0,Vt > to,

vf (Eo+ So) — [Gﬁ"(t) n u@’(t)] —a [GE'(t) v fIy+ yéﬁ(t)] > 0,Vt > to,

and 7(t) is given by

o) = 1 . CE" (t) + aCE (t)
1) +5U(t)  Ey+ Sy — CE (t) — oCE(t)
where
Fie) = S0,
Ci(t) == - [CR(t) ~ CRito)]
CE(t) := é [éi’(t) o+ yéi(t)} - ai [GE’@) —vflytv (Gﬁ(t) - CRO)] :

t
~ 1— —
U(t) = e_n(t—tD)UO + / e_n(t—s)(.ff)CRl(s)dS.
to

(3.29)

(3.30)

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)

(3.34)

(3.35)

(3.36)

Proof. Assume first that éﬁ(t) satisfies (3.26). Then by using the first equation of system (1.1) we

deduce that
Soexp (- / 7o) [[(0) + kU ()] da> — By + So— E(t) — aCE(?).

Therefore

SO

(3.37)

/to (o) [I(0) + kU (0)] do = In [EO TS B () —acEm | = (50) LB+ So — B(1) — aCB),

and by taking the derivative on both side we obtain

T(t) [L(t) + kU ()] = Fo + gjl(f);(gE_(ZCE(t),

which is equivalent to
E'(t)
PN - N 70
I(t)+kU() "~ Eo+So— E(t) —aCE(t)

+ «

By using the fact that E(t) = CE'(t) and I = CR/(t)/(vf), we deduce (3.32). By differentiating (3.26),
we get (3.28) and (3.30). (3.29) is a consequence of the E-component of equation (1.1). We get (3.31)

by combining (3.37) and (3.35) (since CE(t) = CE(t)).

Conversely, assume that 7(t) is given by (3.31) and all the equations (3.27)—(3.36) hold. We define

—

1(t) = CR () /vf and CI(t) = (CR(t) — CRO) Jvf. Then, by using (3.27), we deduce that

CI(t) = / t I(0)do,

(3.38)



and by using (3.28), we deduce

~

I(to) = Io. (3:39)

~

Moreover from (3.31) and I(t) = éﬁ/(t)/yf, we deduce that

)= e CE (t)j,a@ ® (3.40)
I(t) + kU(t)  Ey+ Sy — CE (t) — aCE(t)

Multiplying (3.40) by I(t) + kU(t) and integrating, we obtain

I} (o) [f(a) + Hﬁ(o)] do= In (EO + Sy — CE (o) — acAE(tO))

I (EO + Sy~ CE (1) — acAE(t)) , (341

where the right-hand side is well-defined thanks to (3.31). By combining (3.27), (3.28) and (3.35) we
obtain

CE(to) =0, (3.42)

and by taking the derivative in (3.35) we obtain
CE/(ty) = —— [CR"(t) + vCR (¢
(to) = avf (t) + vCR (t)

therefore by using (3.29) we deduce that
CE (to) = Ey. (3.43)

In particular Ey + Sy — éﬁl(to) - a@(to) = Sp and, by taking the exponential of equation (3.41), we
obtain

t

Soe” Jio T(@)[[(o)+xU(0)]do _ Eo+ Sy — C/E/(t) - aéE(t),

which, differentiating both sides, yields

~

—Spe dio @@ +rT(@)]do iy [7(t) + x0(1)] = ~CE"(t) - aCE (t) = ~E'(t) — B (@),
and therefore

E'(t) = ()3 (t) [f(t) n Kﬁ(t)} —aBE(t), (3.44)

where E(t) := (/JE/(t) and S(t) := Spe” Jp 7@ [T(@)+rT(0)]do Differentiating the definition of S(t), we
get

S(t) = — [f(t) + Fﬁ(t)] S(t). (3.45)
Next the derivative of (3.35) can be rewritten as

~ 1 — —~/ 1 — ~ ~

T'(t) = WCR”(t) = oCE (t) — uﬁCRl(t) = aE(t) — vI(1). (3.46)

Finally, differentiating (3.36) yields
U'(t)=v(1—f)I(t) - nU(t). (3.47)

By combining (3.44)—(3.47) we see that (§(t),E(t),f(t),ﬁ(t)) satisfies (1.1) with the initial condition
(g(to),ﬁ(to),f(to),Tj’(to)) = (S0, Eo, Io,Up). By the uniqueness of the solutions of (1.1) for a given

~

initial condition, we conclude that (AS'(t),E](t),jc(t)7 [Af(t)) = (S(t),E(t),I(t),U(t)). In particular CR(¢)
satisfies (3.26). The proof is completed. ]
Remark 3 The condition (3.31) is equivalent to say that

Eo + Sy — CE (t) — aCE(t) > 0, ¥t > to.

Remark 4 The present computations originate for the work of Hadeler [15].



4 Computing the explicit formula for 7(¢) during an epidemic
phase

In this section we assume that the curve of cumulative reported cases is given by the Bernoulli-Verhulst
formula

eX(titO)NO
[1 2 (eroteto) 1)]

oo

N'(t) = xN(t) <1 - (1]@)9) :

Then we can compute an explicit formula for the components of the system (1.1). By definition we have

N(t) = CR(t) — Npase = for t € [to,tl],

and we recall that

_CR'(t) _ «x N _(N(@) ’
- ovf o vf © (1 (Noo ) ) ’ s
which gives

" 2 6 0
o= 0 (1= (32)') (-em (32

so that by using the I-component in the system (1.1) we get

1(t)

1

B(t) = é([’(t) F0I(0) = o

(CR"(t) + vCR/(t)) .
By integration, we get
CE(t) = —— [(CR'(t) ~ CR) + v [CR(1) ~ CR(to)]]

- XN () (1_ (vafj)e> —quo—i—u[N(t)—No]},
_ 1f N(t) <X+V—X (?{8)3 —yfIO—uNO].

0
Z/f[o = CR/(to) = N’(to) =xNo (1 — (j\[O) > ,

Q
X
[

Q
S
g

Q
AN

and since

Noo

hence we obtain

CE(t) = azl/f [N(t) <x+1/—x <JX£)>0> — Ny <x+u—x <JJ\\£>9>] .

Note also that we have explicit formulas for E(t) = CE'(t) and E’(t) = CE"(t),

— CE(t) = X N’ N(t)\’
E(t) = CE'(t) = avf [N(t) (1 - <Noo> ) <X+V—X(1+9) (Noo> >] ; (4.49)
and
= crrn = 2w (1 (KO
E(f) = CE"(t) = 2N (1) (1 <NOO) )

0 20
o=+ 0) #0040 (32) s xa+ o+ (1) ]

X
oo e




Next, recall the U-equation of (1.1), that is
U'(t) =v(l = HI{) —nU(1),
therefore by the variation of constant formula we have
t
U(t) = e "YU (tg) + / e 1791 — f)vi(s)ds
to

t
11—
:e—n(t—toUO_;’_/ e_"(t_S)TfCR’(s)ds. (4.50)

to

Explicit formula for the transmission rate during an epidemic phase

The transmission rate 7(¢) can be computed as
v (1-(32))) 4397 -5 (32)"+ ]
0= —TForwm X Bt S B —aCEQ (4.51)
where
N(t) = o TN, g for t > to, (4.52)
[1 + ﬁ (exOt—to) — 1)}
and
A= (14 06)(1+20), (4.53)
B:=x(1+6)[x(2+0)+v+a, (4.54)
C = (a+x)(x+v), (4.55)
and I(t) is given by (4.48), E(t) by (4.49) and U(t) by (4.50).

5 Compatibility conditions for the positivity of the transmission
rate

Recall from (4.51):

YN () <1 - (me) [A ()" b (3w)’ +o]

I(t)+ kU Eo+ 80— E(t) — aCE(?)

7(t) =

Here we require that the numerator and the denominator of the last fraction stay positive for all times.

Positivity of the numerator: The model is compatible with the data if the transmission rate 7(t)
stays positive for all times ¢t € R. The numerator

p(N):= AN? — BN + C

is a second-order polynomial with N € (0,1). Let A := B2 —4AC the be the discriminant of p(V). Since
p'(0) = —B < 0 and
B

'(N) = N=_—_
p(N)=0« oA

B
> 1 2 — < 1.
7,0r)0<2A<

B
Case 1: If 74 > 1, p(N) is non-negative for all N € [0, 1] if and only if

we have two cases: 1)

N

p(1)>0< A+C—B>0. (5.56)

10



Substituting A, B, C' by their expression, we get
A+C—-B=x*1+0)(1+20)+ (a+x)(x+v) —x(1+0)(x(2+0) +a+v)
=2+ 220 + 20 + 220 + ax + av + % + yv
—2x% — X0 — 2x%0 — 0% — ax — vy — axd — vxb
= x%0% + av — axl — v\
= (o —x0)(v — xb).

B
Case 2: If 94 < 1, p(IV) is non-negative for all N € [0, 1] if and only if

p<£1>(1)>0<:>A<0<:>BZ—4AC<0. (5.57)

Lemma 5 A<0=A+C—-B>0.
Proof. We have
A <0= B?—4AC < (B —2A)*> & B> —4AC < B?> — 4AB + 442
and after simplifying the result follows. ]

Positivity of the denominator: Next we turn to the denominator in the expression of 7, i.e. we want
to ensure

Eo+ Sy — E(t) — aCE(t) > 0 for all t € R. (5.58)
N(t)

oo

We let ¥V := and remark that E(t) + aCE(¢) can be written as

E(t) + aCE(t) = L [XNoY (1 =Y (x +v—x(1+6)Y?)

avf
+aNLY (x +v—xY?) — aNYo(x +v —YY)]

- %Y[(X +a)(x+v)—x(a+v+x2+0)Y? +x*(1+0)Y*]
_%(X""_V_Yoe)a

since we know that A > 0. Therefore (5.58) becomes

Y [(x+a) (x+v) =x (xHrx(140) +a) Y 4+ (140) Y] < %f

%
Eo+so+i\23<x+u—<fvv‘)) )]

g(¥V) =Y [(x+a)(x+v) = x(a+v+x2+0)Y’ +*(1+0)y*]

We let

and notice that
dYV)=(x+a)(x+v)—xA+0)(a+v+x2+0)Y? +x3(1+20)(1+0)Y?,

is exactly p(N) := AN? — BN + C.
Therefore assuming that A+ C' — B > 0 the derivative ¢'(Y) is positive and g is strictly increasing.
So we only have to check the final value g(1). We get

No 0\’ > 0 2(1+6
N 50+E0+7f X+V<> >(x+a)(x+v)—xla+rv—x(2+0)+x*(1+0)

=X2+04V+04X+VX+X2+X29
—ax —vx —2x" —x*0

= Q.

11



Compatibility for the positivity

The SEIUR model is compatible with the data only when 7(¢) stays positive for all ¢ > .
Therefore the following two conditions should be met:

(v —xb)(a—x0) =0, (5.59)

and

0
1 N N N
+ - FY=| = > . 5.60
f v So+E0 (X (Noo> ) - So+E0 ( )

6 Computing the explicit formula for 7(¢) during an endemic
phase
Recall that during an endemic phase the cumulative number of cases is assumed to be a line. There-

fore,
CR(t) = A(t —to) + B,

and
CR'(t) = A and CR"(t) = 0.
Therefore
CR'(t) A
I(t) = = — .61
(t) Vf Vf’ (6 6 )
and
I'+vl A
E frnd = —. . 2
=—2=2 (6:62)
Hence
CE(t) = i (t—to) (6.63)
Moreover .
U(t) = e Nt=to)y, +/ e_"(t_s)u(l — HI(s)ds,
to
and we obtain
— p—n(t—to) (1-5A _ o~ n(t—to)
Ult) = e U+ (1 e ) . (6.64)

By combining (1.5) and (6.61)-(6.64) we obtain the following explicit formula.

Explicit formula for the transmission rate during an endemic phase

The transmission rate 7(t) can be computed as
1 A
() = X : (6.65)
1-— —A(t—
;if + K (e_n(t_tO)Uo + 7]014 (1 - e—ﬂ(t—to))> FSo (t to)
nf
with the compatibility condition
to <t < 120
0 St < 2 + tg.

Remark 6 The above transmission rate corresponds to a constant number of daily infected A. Therefore
it is not possible to maintain such a constant flux of new infected whenever the number of susceptible
fSo

A

which we can maintain such a regime.

individuals is finite. The time t = + to corresponds to the mazimal time starting from ty during
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7 Additional information for the results section

Period Interpretation Parameters value | Method
Uo Number of unreported symptomatic infectious at time to 1 Fixed
Ry Number of reported symptomatic infectious at time to 0 Fixed
7(t) Transmission rate (1.5)-(1.8) Computed

f Fraction of reported symptomatic infectious 0.8 Fixed

e Fraction of unreported symptomatlc infectious 1 Fixed
capable to transmit the pathogen

1/ Average duration of the exposed period 1 days Fixed

1/v Average duration of the asymptomatic infectious period 3 days Fixed

1/n Average duration of the symptomatic infectious period 7 days Fixed

Table 1: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the epidemic model used for the simulations.

7.1 California

Figure 4 of the main text is devoted to the reproduction number of the model. The instantaneous
reproduction number ¢t — R.(t) starts at around 1.8 on March 4 2020, then goes to a minimum above 1
on June 3 2020. Then we observe a peak during the endemic phase. During the second epidemic wave
from June 23 to September 20 the R.(t) goes from 1.55 down to 0.81 on September 13 2020. Then we
observe a new transmission period during the second endemic phase. During the last epidemic period
R.(t) reaches a maximum at 1.39 on November 13 2020 then goes down to 0.75 on February 1 2021.

Period Interpretation Parameters value | Method
to Time at which we started the epidemic model Mar 26, 2020 Fixed
So Number of susceptibles at time tg 3.95 x 107 Fixed
FEo Number of exposed at time o 7.91 x 10% Computed
Io Number of asymptomatic infectious at time to 2.06 x 107 Computed

Table 2: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the epidemic model used for the simulations.

Compatibility condition between data and epidemic model

By using the Californian data for the first, the second and the third epidemic waves, we get from (5.59)
and (5.60) the following estimates for the average duration of the exposed and asymptomatic infectious
periods and the fraction of reported cases

First epidemic wave sand § < 35 =523x10" days | f> 2= =821x107°
Second epidemic wave | < and 1 < % =252 x 10! days | f> ]\;—? =2.08 x 1072
Third epidemic wave é and % < ﬁ = 1.54 x 10! days f> ]\;—? =6.72 x 1072

7.2 France

Figure 4 of the main text is devoted to the reproduction number of the model. The instantaneous
reproduction number ¢ — R.(t) starts at around 3.4 on February 27 2020 then goes to a minimum 0.6
on May 7 2020. The first confinement period started on March 17 and stopped on May 11 2020. Then
we observe a transition during the first endemic phase. The second epidemic wave starts on July 5 2020
with a constant R.(t) = 1.23 until October 15. R.(t) = 0.64 goes to a minimum on November 21 2020.
This corresponds to the second confinement period in France which goes from October 30 to December
15 2020. Then we observe a new endemic period during a transition to the third epidemic phase. During
the last epidemic period R.(t) reaches a maximum at 1.1 on January 4 2021 then goes down to 0.92 on
February 25 2021.

In Figure 4 of the main text the difference between R.(t) and RY(t) is almost not visible.
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Period Interpretation Parameters value | Method
to Time at which we started the epidemic model Feb 27, 2020 Fixed
So Number of susceptibles at time %o 6.50 x 107 Fixed
Eo Number of exposed at time g 4.27 x 10T Computed
Io Number of asymptomatic infectious at time tg 6.30 x 10" Computed

Table 3: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the epidemic model used for the simulations.

Compatibility condition between data and epidemic model

By using the French data for the first, the second and the third epidemic waves, we get from (5.59)
and (5.60) the following estimates for the average duration of the exposed and asymptomatic infectious
periods and the fraction of reported cases

First epidemic wave sand ; < 35 =117x 10" days | f> I =219 x107°
Second epidemic wave | < and 1 < é = 4.15 days f> ]\g%f =3.06 x 1072
Third epidemic wave é and % < é = 3.11 x 10! days f> J\é—‘gf =328 x 1072

7.3 India

Figure 4 of the main text is devoted to the reproduction number of the model. The instantaneous
reproduction number ¢t — R.(t) is decreasing from February 01, 2020 until February 25, 2021.

Period Interpretation Parameters value | Method
to Time at which we started the epidemic model Feb 01, 2020 Fixed
So Number of susceptibles at time tg 1.39 x 10° Fixed
Eoy Number of exposed at time ¢ 4.29 x 10" Computed
Iy Number of asymptomatic infectious at time to 1.12 x 102 Computed

Table 4: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the epidemic model used for the simulations.

Compatibility condition between data and epidemic model

By using the Indian data for the first single wave, we get from (5.59) and (5.60) the following estimates
for the average duration of the exposed and asymptomatic infectious periods and the fraction of reported
cases

and § < 75 =3.99 x 10" days | f> &= =793 x107°

Q=

First epidemic wave

7.4 Israel

Figure 4 of the main text is devoted to the reproduction number of the model. The instantaneous
reproduction number ¢t — R, () starts at around 3.3 on February 27, 2020 and then decreases to a global
minimum at 0.5 on May 10, 2020. The Israeli government gradually imposed restrictions from the first
cases, by limiting social gatherings on March 10, 2020. The lockdown measures were eased starting May
3, 2020 with the reopening of schools and ended on May 20 with the reopening of beaches and museums.
The reproductive number R, (t) becomes greater than one on May 21 and stays above one until the period
of July 2, 2020 to August 13 when it stays sligthly lower than one. The maximal value of R.(t) between
May 21 and July 27 is 1.7. After August 13, there is a peak with maximum of 1.3 until September 29
2020 when the R.(t) becomes lower than one and stays below one until November 20 2020. The minimal
value during this period is 0.6. There is a final peak of the value of R.(t) with maximal value at 1.4
on December 05 2020 after which the basic reproduction number decreases until February 25, 2021 to a
value of 0.7. It becomes lower than one on January 21 2021.
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Period Interpretation Parameters value | Method
to Time at which we started the epidemic model Feb 27, 2020 Fixed
So Number of susceptibles at time g 8.74 x 10° Fixed
Eo Number of exposed at time g 4.16 Computed
Io Number of asymptomatic infectious at time #g 6.25 Computed

Table 5: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the epidemic model used for the simulations.

Compatibility condition between data and epidemic model

By using the Israeli data for the first, the second, the third and the fourth epidemic waves, we get from
(5.59) and (5.60) the following estimates for the average duration of the exposed and asymptomatic
infectious periods and the fraction of reported cases

First epidemic wave i and % < é =1.04 x 10' days | f> 1\;—‘(’)" =1.95x1073
Second epidemic wave é and % < é =1.67 x 10' days | f> % =991 x 1073
Third epidemic wave L and § < 5 = 5.74 days f> = =269 %1072
Fourth epidemic wave | & and ; < 5 =171 x 10" days | f > % =557 x 1072

7.5 Japan

Figure 4 of the main text is devoted to the reproduction number of the model. The instantaneous
reproduction number ¢ — R.(t) decreases from 2.0 on January 20 2020 to 0.5 on May 13 2020. The
basic reproductive number then increases again and becomes greater than one at the end of the first
wave, on May 27 2020. There is an oscillation between the endemic phase May 27 2020 - June 13 2020,
during which R.(t) takes values between 1.1 and 0.9. During the second epidemic phase (June 13, 2020
- September 13, 2020) the basic reproduction number first increases from the value 0.9 on June 13, 2020
to the maximal value of 1.6 on June 30, 2020, and then decreases back to a minimum of 0.8 on August
30. During the second endemic phase (September 10, 2020 - October 18, 2020) it stays close to the value
1.0. For the third and last epidemic phase, we identified three different regimes, with three different sets
of parameters: October 18, 2020 - December 5, 2020, then December 05, 2020 - December 30, 2020, and
finally December 30, 2020 - February 25, 2021. In the first period (October 18, 2020 - December 5, 2020)
the basic reproduction number has a single peak at 1.3 on November 4, 2020 and the final value is 1.1
on December 05, 2020. During the second period (December 05, 2020 - December 30, 2020) the basic
reproduction number increases until the value of 1.2 on December 20, 2020. In the last period, the basic
reproduction number is decreasing, crosses the value 1.0 on January 14, 2021 and reaches the value of
0.6 on February 25, 2021.

Period Interpretation Parameters value | Method
to Time at which we started the epidemic model Feb 20, 2020 Fixed
So Number of susceptibles at time to 1.26 x 108 Fixed
Ey Number of exposed at time g 2.61 Computed
I Number of asymptomatic infectious at time to 5.45 Computed

Table 6: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the epidemic model used for the simulations.
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Compatibility condition between data and epidemic model

By using the Japanese data for the first, the second, the third, the fourth and the fifth epidemic waves,
we get from (5.59) and (5.60) the following estimates for the average duration of the exposed and asymp-
tomatic infectious periods and the fraction of reported cases

First epidemic wave Land 1 < é = 8.18 days f> % =129 x 10~*
Second epidemic wave | < and 1 < é =1.34 x 10! days | f> % =4.77 x 107*
Third epidemic wave 2 and § < L =6.92 days f> = =122x10""
Fourth epidemic wave | % and 1 < é = 7.17 days f> %f =2.77x 1073
Fifth epidemic wave 2and ; < 35 =130x 10" days | f> = =1.82x107°

7.6 Peru

In Figure 2-(c) the difference between R, (t) and RO (#) is visible only starting from the second epidemic
phase.

(c) (d)

2
22

18 2

1.6 18
16

14
14

12 /\ 12 \ /
1 >

1 — L~ \
08

May2020 Jul2020 Sep2020 Nov2020 Jan 2021 May2020 Jul2020 Sep2020 Nov2020 Jan 2021

Figure 2: In figure (c¢) we plot the instantaneous reproduction number R.(t) defined in (1.9) (in black)
and the quasi instantaneous reproduction number RO(t) defined in (1.10) (in green) starting from the
beginning of the first epidemic wave. In the figure (d), we plot the instantaneous reproduction number
R.(t) defined in (1.9) (in black) and the one obtained by the standard method [8, 18] (in green). The
transmission rate T(t) is obtained by using the formula (1.5)-(1.8) together with the phenomenological
model plotted in blue in Figure 7?-(a). The parameters values used for the simulation are listed in Table
1 and Table 7.

Period Interpretation Parameters value | Method
to Time at which we started the epidemic model Mar 20, 2020 Fixed
So Number of susceptibles at time to 3.32 x 107 Fixed
FEo Number of exposed at time o 1.64 x 102 Computed
I Number of asymptomatic infectious at time to 3.85 x 107 Computed

Table 7: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the epidemic model used for the simulations.
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Compatibility condition between data and epidemic model

By using the Peruvian data for the first, the second and the third epidemic waves, we get from (5.59)
and (5.60) the following estimates for the average duration of the exposed and asymptomatic infectious
periods and the fraction of reported cases

First epidemic wave é and % < é =2.20 x 10! days f> J\é—? =1.09 x 1072
Second epidemic wave é and % < % = 3.47 x 10! days f> J\é—? =232 x 1072
Third epidemic wave é and % < é = 2.01 days > 1\;—;‘3 =211 x 1071

7.7 Spain

Figure 4 of the main text is devoted to the reproduction number of the model. The instantaneous
reproduction number ¢ — R, (t) decreases from 3.9 on February 15, 2020 to 0.5 on April 29, 2020. The
instantaneous reproduction number then increases again and reaches 0.7 at the end of the first wave,
on May 10, 2020. During the first endemic period (May 10, 2020 - June 22, 2020) the instantaneous
reproduction number increases to a plateau at 1.0 from May 27, 2020 to June 8, 2020 and then decreases
to a valley at 0.9 on June 19, 2020. It does not significantly increase until June 22, 2020. During the
second epidemic phase (June 22, 2020 - October 2nd, 2020) the instantaneous reproduction number first
sharply increases from 0.9 on July 30, 2020 to the maximal value of 1.4 on July 11, 2020, and then slowly
decreases to a valley at 1.0 on September 25, 2020. It does not significantly increase until October 2nd,
2020. During the second endemic phase (October 2nd, 2020 - October 18, 2021) it increases to reach
a peak at 1.8 on October 18, 2020. During the third epidemic phase (October 18, 2020 - December
06, 2021), the instantaneous reproduction number decreases to a valley at 0.8 on November 23, 2020
and then increases to 1.0 on December 06, 2020. During the third endemic phase (December 06, 2020 -
December 26, 2020), it increases to reach the value of 1.2. Finally during the fourth and last epidemic
phase (December 26, 2020 - February 25, 2021), the instantaneous reproduction number reaches a peak
at 1.4 on January 3rd, 2021 and then decreases to 0.5 on February 25.

Period Interpretation Parameters value | Method
to Time at which we started the epidemic model Feb 15, 2020 Fixed
So Number of susceptibles at time g 3.95 x 107 Fixed
Eo Number of exposed at time g 5.10 Computed
Io Number of asymptomatic infectious at time to 6.87 Computed

Table 8: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the epidemic model used for the simulations.

Compatibility condition between data and epidemic model

By using the Spanish data for the first, the second, the third and the fourth epidemic waves, we get
from (5.59) and (5.60) the following estimates for the average duration of the exposed and asymptomatic
infectious periods and the fraction of reported cases

First epidemic wave é and % < é =1.05 x 10' days f> 1\;—‘(’)" =587 x 1073
Second epidemic wave é and % < ﬁ =281 x 10! days | f> 1\;—;" =2.50 x 1072
Third epidemic wave 2 and § < J5 =158 x 10" days | f > &= =249 x 1072
Fourth epidemic wave é and % < ﬁ = 9.84 days f> 1\;—‘5" =3.29 x 1072

7.8 United Kingdom

Figure 4 of the main text is devoted to the reproduction number of the model. The instantaneous
reproduction number ¢t — R,(t) decreases from 3.2 on February 15, 2020 to a valley at 0.8 on June 1st,
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2020. Then it increases to 0.9 at the end of the first epidemic phase on June 15, 2020. During the first
endemic period (June 15, 2020 - September 1st, 2020) the instantaneous reproduction number increases
to a plateau at 1.0 from June 21, 2020 to August 23, 2020 and then increases to 1.4 on September 1st,
2020. During the second epidemic phase (September 1st, 2020 - November 20, 2020) the instantaneous
reproduction number first increases to a peak at 1.5 on September 9, 2020 and then decreases to 0.9
on November 20, 2020. During the second endemic phase (November 20, 2020 - December 10, 2021) it
increases to 1.2. Finally during the third and last epidemic phase (December 10, 2020 - February 25,
2021), the instantaneous reproduction number reaches a peak at 1.3 on December 16, 2020 and then
decreases to 0.6 on February 25.

Period Interpretation Parameters value | Method
to Time at which we started the epidemic model Feb 15, 2020 Fixed
So Number of susceptibles at time #o 6.81 x 107 Fixed
FEo Number of exposed at time o 3.41 Computed
I Number of asymptomatic infectious at time to 5.15 Computed

Table 9: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the epidemic model used for the simulations.

Compatibility condition between data and epidemic model

By using the data from Great Britain for the first, the second and the third epidemic waves, we get
from (5.59) and (5.60) the following estimates for the average duration of the exposed and asymptomatic
infectious periods and the fraction of reported cases

First epidemic wave 2 and § < 5 =206 x 10" days | f> f= =4.20x 1077
Second epidemic wave | £ and L < é =3.14 x 10! days | f> % =3.15 x 1072
Third epidemic wave Land 1 < é =1.08 x 10! days > % = 3.56 x 1072
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8 Plot of the multiple Bernoulli-Verhuslt’s models fitted to each

epidemic phase
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Figure 3: In this figure, we plot the cumulative number of cases for California (black dots) and the best
fit of Bernoulli-Verhulst for each epidemic wave for (a) California; (b) France; (c) India; (d) Israel; (e)
Japan; (f) Peru; (g) Spain; (h) United Kingdom.
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9 Dependency with respect to the parameters for the French
data

Influence of f on basic reproduction number:

Apr 2020

0ct2020

Jul 2020 —
Jan 2021 0.2

Figure 4: In this figure we plot (t, f) — Re(t) defined in (1.9) when t varies from January 03 2020 to
January 04 2021 and f varies from 0.1 to 1.
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Figure 5: In this figure we explore the influence of the parameter f on the solution of model (1.1). The
figure (a) corresponds to f = 0.1 and figure (b) corresponds to f = 1. The remaining parameters are
unchanged.

Influence of k on basic reproduction number:

Mar 2020 May 2020 Jul 2020 Sep 2020 Nov 2020 Jan 2021

Figure 6: In this figure we plot (t,k) — R.(t) defined in (1.9) when t varies from January 03 2020 to
January 04 2021 and k varies from 0.1 to 3.
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Figure 7: In this figure we explore the influence of the parameter f on the solution of model (1.1). The
figure (a) corresponds to k = 0.1 and figure (b) corresponds to k = 3. The remaining parameters are
unchanged.

Influence of v on basic reproduction number:

A0 2020 ocze em 02
Figure 8: In this figure we plot (t,v) — R.(t) defined in (1.9) when t varies from January 03 2020 to
January 04 2021 and v varies from 0.1 to 1 (or equivalently 1/v varies from 10 days to 1 day).
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Figure 9: In this figure we explore the influence of the parameter 1/v on the solution of model (1.1). The
figure (a) corresponds to 1/v =1 and figure (b) corresponds to 1/v = 10. The remaining parameters are
unchanged.
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Influence of 1 on basic reproduction number:
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Figure 10: In this figure we plot (t,n) — R.(t) defined in (1.9) when t varies from January 03 2020 to
January 04 2021 and n varies from 0.1 to 1 (or equivalently 1/n varies from 10 days to 1 day).
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Figure 11: In this figure we explore the influence of the parameter f on the solution of model (1.1). The
figure (a) corresponds to 1/n = 1 days and figure (b) corresponds to 1/n = 10 days. The remaining
parameters are unchanged.

Influence of a on basic reproduction number:
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Figure 12: In this figure we plot (t,«) — R.(t) defined in (1.9) when t varies from January 03 2020 to
January 04 2021 and o varies from 0.1 to 1 (or equivalently 1/« varies from 10 days to 1 day).
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Figure 13: In this figure we explore the influence of the parameter f on the solution of model (1.1). The
figure (a) corresponds to 1/a = 1 days and figure (b) corresponds to 1/a = 10 days. The remaining
parameters are unchanged.

10 Computing R

The basic reproduction number Ry can be computed for the SEIUR model by the formula (see [10,
12])
Ry = p(Fvil)v

where F' is the matrix containing new infections and V' contains the rates of transfer between classes:

0 78 7S 0 @ 0 0 0
0 O 0 0 -« v 0 0
F=1o 0 o ol V=|lo —wa-p n o
00 0 0 0 vaA-f) 0 g
see [10] and [12] for details. Therefore
1/a 0 0 0 n+wv(l—f) n+wv(l—f) kv 0
B 1/v 1/v 0 0 ., 7S 0 0 0 0
vl = FVl= 2
A=f)/n A=f)/n 1/n O nv 0 0 0 0
fim fin 0 1/n 0 0 0 0
It follows that
S
Ry = ;—V(n +rv(l = f)). (10.66)

11 Relative error of the fitted curve compared to the data in
each geographic area

11.1 California
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Figure 14: Relative error between the data and the model for California State, expressed in percent.
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11.2 France
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Figure 15: Relative error between the data and the model for France, expressed in percent.
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Figure 16: Relative error between the data and the model for India, expressed in percent.
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Figure 17: Relative error between the data and the model for Israel, expressed in percent.
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11.5 Japan
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Figure 18: Relative error between the data and the model for Japan, expressed in percent.
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Figure 19: Relative error between the data and the model for Peru, expressed in percent.
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Figure 20: Relative error between the data and the model for Spain, expressed in percent.
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11.8 UK
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Figure 21: Relative error between the data and the model for UK, expressed in percent.
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12 Table of estimated parameters for the phenomenological model

12.1 California

Period Parameters value | Method 95% Confidence interval
No = 7.34 x 107 fitted No € [4.16 x 10%,1.05 x 107
Period 1: Epidemic phase Npase = 1.14 x 1075 fitted Niase € [—4.33 x 10%,4.33 x 10%)
Mar 26. 2020 - Jun 11. 2020 | Nee = 3-24 % 10° fitted Noo € [2.52 x 10°,3.96 x 10°]
’ ’ x = 4.14 x 10* fitted X € [7.74 x 102,8.20 x 10*]
0 =4.62x 1077 fitted 9 €[2.39 x 1078,9.00 x 10~7]
Period 2: Endemic phase a=3.81x10° computed
Jun 11, 2020 - Jun 23, 2020 No = 1.36 x 10° computed
No = 1.57 x 10° fitted No € [5.96 x 10%,2.55 x 10°]
Period 3: Epidemic phase Ngse = 2.45 x 10* fitted Niase € [-7.58 x 10%,1.25 x 10)
Jun 23, 2020 - Sep 20. 2020 Noo = 8.22 x 10° fitted Noo € [7.36 x 10°,9.08 x 10°]
’ ’ X =5.54 x 1072 fitted X €[5.32 x 1073,1.05 x 1071
0=718 x 107! fitted 0 € [~3.59 x 1072, 1.47]
Period 4: Endemic phase a = 3.66 x 10° computed
Sep 20, 2020 - Nov 01, 2020 Ny = 7.76 x 10° computed
No = 6.27 x 107 fitted No € [4.95 x 10%,7.59 x 107
Period 5: Epidemic phase Npase = 8.67 x 10° fitted Npase € [8.45 x 10°,8.88 x 10°]
Nov OL. 2020 - Feb 95. 2021 | Voo = 2:66 10° fitted Noo € [2.64 x 10%,2.67 x 10°]
’ ’ x =6.36 x 1072 fitted X € [5.73 x 1072,6.98 x 1072
0 =1.02 fitted 6 € [8.79 x 107+, 1.16]

Table 10: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the phenomenological model which give the
best fit to the cumulative number of cases data in California from January 03 2020 to February 25 2021.

12.2 France
Period Parameters value | Method 95% Confidence interval
No =361 x10"* fitted No € [-3.77,3.77]
. . . Npase = 0.00 fixed
Ffsr;;d 2162](?131(11/?;13$h;33 o | Neo=143x10° fitted | Neo € [~1.58 x 10%,3.01 x 10°]
' ’ x = 1.17 x 10? fitted X € [~1.09 x 107,1.09 x 107]
0=729x10"* fitted 0 € [—6.84 x 10',6.84 x 10']
Period 2: Endemic phase a=3.14 x 107 computed
May 17, 2020 - Jul 05, 2020 No = 1.39 x 10° computed
No = 1.50 x 107 fitted No € [1.36 x 10%,1.65 x 107
e Niase = 1.40 x 10° fitted Niase € [1.33 x 10°,1.46 x 10°]
Ji‘frégd 230‘2](;3?1%?31;61’%550 Noo = 1.99 x 10° fitted | Neo € [1.97 x 10°,2.01 x 10°]
’ ’ X = 3.68 x 1072 fitted X € [3.60 x 1072,3.76 x 1077]
0 =6.55 fitted 0 € [5.52,7.58]
Period 4: Endemic phase a=1.28 x 10* computed
Nov 26, 2020 - Dec 20, 2020 No = 2.11 x 10° computed
No = 2.73 x 10° fitted No € [-2.43 x 10%,5.48 x 107]
e a Nigse = 2.15 x 10° fitted Niase € [1.86 x 10°%,2.43 x 10°]
DP;‘;“;(? gbgp_lif’gl;;hjg; Noo = 2.13 x 10° fitted | Noo € [1.88 x 10°,2.39 x 10°]
’ ’ X =5.88 x 1072 fitted X € [-6.11 x 1072,1.79 x 107]
0 =547 x 107" fitted 6 € [-9.19 x 1071,2.01]

Table 11: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the phenomenological model which give the
best fit to the cumulative number of cases data in France from January 03 2020 to February 25 2021.
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12.3 India

Period Parameters value | Method 95% Confidence interval
No = 5.83 x 107 fitted Ny € [3.45 x 107,8.20 x 107
o Niase = 1.97 x 10* fitted Niase € [5.36 x 10%,3.39 x 10%)
Flzgmoold ;w%pfcifer{)l‘;;h%s;l Noo = 1.10 x 107 fitted | Noo € [1.10 x 107,1.11 x 107]
’ ’ x = 4.89 x 1072 fitted X € [4.59 x 1072,5.20 x 1072
0=>512x 107" fitted 0 €471 x 107*,5.54 x 1071]

Table 12: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the phenomenological model which give the
best fit to the cumulative number of cases data in India from January 03 2020 to February 25 2021.

12.4 Israel

Period Parameters value | Method 95% Confidence interval
No=1.08x 107 fitted No € [-3.85 x 10 2,6.02 x 10 7]
. o Nigse = 4.27 x 10 fitted Npase € [—3.36 x 10%,1.19 x 10
Period 1: Epidemic phase = 4 4. 4
Feb 27, 2020 - Jun 01, 2020 Noo = 1.71 x }(3 fitted Noo € [1.70 x }(1) ,1.72 x 10*]
x =9.18 x 10 fitted X € [1.71 x 1071, 1.67]
0=1.05x10"" fitted 0 €[1.55x1072,1.94 x 107]
Period 2: Endemic phase a = 2.04 x 107 computed
Jun 01, 2020 - Jun 25, 2020 No = 1.70 x 10* computed
No = 2.48 x 10° fitted No € [3.43 x 107%,4.61 x 107]

) o Nogse = 1.95 x 10* fitted Niase € [1.70 x 10*,2.20 x 10*]
Period 3: Epidemic phase = 4 N 4
Jun 25, 2020 - Aug 08, 2020 Noo = 8.66 x }(3 fitted Noo € [7.78 x 10719.55 x 10 }71

x =2.93 x 10 fitted X € [-2.61 x 107",8.48 x 1071
0 =12.04x10"" fitted 0 €[-2.43 x 107*,6.50 x 1071
Period 4: Endemic phase a=154x10° computed
Aug 08, 2020 - Sep 03, 2020 No = 7.97 x 10* computed
No = 4.59 x 10* fitted No € [2.88 x 10%,6.31 x 107
. o Nogse = 7.38 x 10* fitted Niase € [5.53 x 10%,9.23 x 10%]
Period 5: Epidemic phase < 5 5 5
Sep 03, 2020 - Oct 20, 2020 Noo = 2.35 x }(2) fitted Noo € [2.19 x }g ,2.52 x 1q2]
x = 5.05 x 10 fitted X € [3.77 x 1072,6.34 x 1072
6 =3.45 fitted 6 € [1.96,4.93)
Period 6: Endemic phase a =890 x 10° computed
Oct 20, 2020 - Nov 14, 2020 No = 3.04 x 10° computed
No = 3.16 x 10° fitted No € [2.16 x 10%,4.17 x 107
. o Noase = 3.23 x 10° fitted Niase € [3.21 x 10%,3.25 x 10°]
Period 7: Epidemic phase < 5 5 5
Nov 14, 2020 - Feb 25, 2021 Noo = 4.87 x }(2) fitted Noo € [4.79 x 1(2) ,4.95 x 192]
x = 8.28 x 10 fitted X €[7.22 x 1072,9.34 x 1072
0 =17.06x10"" fitted 0 c[5.69x107"843 x 107]

Table 13: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the phenomenological model which give the
best fit to the cumulative number of cases data in Israel from January 03 2020 to February 25 2021.
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12.5 Japan

Period Parameters value | Method 95% Confidence interval
No = 5.83 fitted No € [1.91,9.74]
Period 1: Epidemic phase Noase = 3.25 1402 fitted Npase € [2.55 x 1402, 3.95 x 1402}
Feb 20, 2020 - May 27, 2020 Noo =163 x 10 fitted Noo € [1.62 x 10%,1.64 x 10*]
’ ’ x=148 x 1071 fitted X € [1.30 x 1071,1.65 x 1071
6 =829 x10"" fitted 0 c[6.88x 107" 9.70 x 107]
Period 2: Endemic phase a=7.07x 10" computed
May 27, 2020 - Jun 13, 2020 No = 1.65 x 10* computed
No = 1.49 x 107 fitted No € [8.52 x 107,2.13 x 107
e g Nogse = 1.75 x 10* fitted Niase € [1.73 x 10*,1.78 x 10%]
Jii“fgd ;’62%p_1‘186£1§0ph;§§0 Noo = 6.02 x 10* fitted Noo € [5.93 x 10*,6.10 x 10%]
' ’ x=119x 107" fitted X € [1.03 x 107*,1.35 x 107
0=6.28x10"" fitted 0 c[5.04x107"7.52 x 107Y]
Period 4: Endemic phase a = 5.36 x 107 computed
Sep 10, 2020 - Oct 18, 2020 No = 7.27 x 10* computed
No = 6.33 x 10° fitted No € [4.64 x 10°,8.01 x 107
Period 5: Epidemic phase Noase = 8.68 x 1404 fitted Niase € [8.48 x 1404, 8.88 x 1504}
Oct 18. 9090 - Dec 05. 2020 | Neo =910 % 18 fitted Noo € [7.75 x 10%,1.05 x 10°]
’ ' x =5.60 x 10~ fitted X € [4.74 x 1072,6.46 x 1072
6 =2.58 fitted 6 € [1.00,4.16)
No = 1.23 x 10° fitted No € [-2.43 x 10°,4.90 x 10]
. ‘ Noase = 3.43 x 10* fitted Npase € [—3.33 x 10°,4.01 x 107
Diirg’; S@%p_“gzlgé’hjggo Noo = 3.49 x 10° fitted | Noo € [—2.92 x 107,2.99 x 107
' ' x =1.78 x 1072 fitted X € [-3.59 x 1072,7.15 x 1072
0 =17.84 fitted 0 € [—1.28 x 10*,1.30 x 10%]
No = 2.00 x 107 fitted No € [1.59 x 10%,3.84 x 107]
e ] Npase = 2.05 x 10° fitted Niase € [1.85 x 10°,2.25 x 10°]
Diirlg.)od gbipj‘?:gl;;h;g; Noo = 2.29 x 10° fitted Noo € [2.11 x 10°,2.47 x 10°]
’ ’ X ="798x 107! fitted X € [—2.54,4.13]
0 =19.61x10"7 fitted 0 c[-3.15x 107", 5.07 x 1071)

Table 14: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the phenomenological model which give the
best fit to the cumulative number of cases data in Japan from January 03 2020 to February 25 2021.

12.6 Peru
Period Parameters value | Method 95% Confidence interval
No = 8.36 x 107 fitted No € [2.63 x 10%,1.41 x 107
Period 1: Epidemic phase Npase = 3.00 x 150—5 fitted Niase € [-1.74 X 10%,1.74 X 10?]
Mar 20. 2020 - Jul 01. 2020 | Voo =361 X 1? fitted Noo € [3.44 x 10°,3.79 x 10°)
’ ’ x = 1.08 x 10~ fitted X €[7.59 x 1072, 1.41 x 1071
0 =4.20x 107" fitted 0 €241 x107%,5.98 x 1071]
Period 2: Endemic phase a=3.67 x 10° computed
Jul 01, 2020 - Jul 30, 2020 Ny = 2.83 x 10° computed
No = 1.86 x 10° fitted No € [-2.61 x 104,?1.98 x 10°]
e g Npase = 2.03 x 10° fitted Niase € [-1.11 x 10*,4.18 x 10°)
Ji‘frégd 2362?-)11%%??0})}12%550 Noo = 7.69 x 10° fitted | Noo € [5.65 x 10°,9.72 x 10°]
’ ’ x =4.84 x 1071 fitted X € [~6.23,7.20]
0 =5.95x 10" fitted 0c[-7.74x107",8.93 x 107*]
Period 4: Endemic phase a=1.80 x 10° computed
Nov 10, 2020 - Jan 11, 2021 No =9.16 x 10° computed
No =3.23 x 10° fitted
5
Period 5: Epidemic phase %Z:S;? (7)001 j 0160 EEEZ?
Jan 11, 2021 - Feb 25, 2021 = 1.36 % 102 ftted
6 = 3.67 x 10* fitted

Table 15: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the phenomenological model which give the
best fit to the cumulative number of cases data in Peru from January 03 2020 to February 25 2021.
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12.7 Spain

Period Parameters value | Method 95% Confidence interval
No =519 x 10~* fitted No € [-5.00 x 1077,6.04 x 10~ 7]
Period 1: Epidemic phase Niase = 5.77 x 1502 fitted Noase € [—4.50 X 10%,1.60 x 107
Feb 15, 2020 - May 10, 2020 Noo =2.32 x 10 fitted Noo € [2.30 x 10°,2.34 x 10°]
’ ’ x=9.80x 107" fitted X € [-1.26 x 1071, 2.09]
6 =19.75x 1072 fitted 0c[-1.83x1072,2.13 x 107
Period 2: Endemic phase a=5.67 x 107 computed
May 10, 2020 - Jun 22, 2020 No = 2.28 x 10° computed
No = 2.38 x 107 fitted No € [1.39 x 10°,3.36 x 10
e Nigse = 2.50 x 10° fitted Npase € [2.48 x 10°,2.53 x 10°]
Jilel“;; 362%13_“33“821’}1;5;0 Noo = 9.89 x 10° fitted Noo € [9.02 x 10°,1.08 x 10°]
’ ’ X =929 x 1072 fitted X € [7.07 x 1072,1.15 x 1071]
0=384x10"" fitted 0c[2.38x107",5.29 x 1071]
Period 4: Endemic phase a=1.09 x 10* computed
Oct 02, 2020 - Oct 18, 2020 No = 8.14 x 10° computed
No = 1.68 x 10° fitted No € [-3.50 x 10%,3.72 x 10°]
e ] Nigse = 8.20 x 10° fitted Niase € [6.12 x 10°,1.03 x 10°]
Oii“f;d S(')QEOI’_‘C}DQQ%GI’h;g;O No = 9.85 x 10° fitted Noo € [8.01 x 10°,1.17 x 10°]
’ ’ x=315x 10" fitted X € [-1.05,1.68]
0 =2.02x 107" fitted 6 €[-715x 107", 1.12]
Period 6: Endemic phase a=9.15x 10° computed
Dec 06, 2020 - Dec 26, 2020 No =1.72 x 10° computed
No = 5.94 x 107 fitted No € [3.86 x 107,8.02 x 107
e e ) Nigse = 1.84 x 10° fitted Niase € [1.81 x 10%,1.87 x 10°]
DP()::nQ%d gbipjcﬁgl‘;g’h;g; Noo = 1.30 x 10° fitted Noo € [1.28 x 10°,1.32 x 10°]
’ ’ x=130x10"" fitted X €[9.90 x 1072,1.60 x 107
0=784x10"" fitted 0 € [5.50 x 107+, 1.02]

Table 16: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the phenomenological model which give the
best fit to the cumulative number of cases data in Spain from January 03 2020 to February 01 2021.

12.8 United Kingdom

Period Parameters value | Method 95% Confidence interval
No = 2.65 x 1072 fitted No € [-8.82 x 10 %,1.41 x 10 1]
Period 1: Epidemic oh Niase = 1.12 x 102 fitted Niase € [—4.82 x 10%,7.06 x 10
eriod B PPICCINE DAASE | N = 2.86 x 10° fitted | Neo € [2.84 x 10%,2.88 x 10°]
Feb 15, 2020 - Jun 15, 2020
’ ' x = 1.76 fitted X € [—1.46,4.98]
0 =276 x 1072 fitted 0 € [—2.38 x1072,7.90 x 1072
Period 2: Endemic phase a =9.43 x 10° computed
Jun 15, 2020 - Sep 01, 2020 No = 2.70 x 10° computed
No = 7.85 x 10° fitted No € [3.63 x 10°,1.21 x 107
e Niase = 3.36 x 10° fitted Npase € [3.28 x 10°,3.43 x 10°)
Period 3: Epidemic phase | -\ " 5 1" g6 fitted Nao € [1.93 x 10°,2.36 x 10°]
Sep 01, 2020 - Nov 20, 2020
' ' x =241 x 107" fitted X € [2.16 x 1072,4.60 x 1071
6=1.32x10"" fitted 6 €[-9.25 x 107%,2.74 x 107}
Period 4: Endemic phase a=1.61 x 107 computed
Nov 20, 2020 - Dec 10, 2020 No = 1.48 x 10° computed
No = 2.26 x 10° fitted No € [1.16 x 10°,3.35 x 10°]
e Npgse = 1.58 x 10° fitted Npase € [1.46 x 10°,1.70 x 10°]
Period 5: Epidemic phase | - " 5 4o g6 fitted No € [2.34 x 10,251 x 10°]
Dec 10, 2020 - Feb 01, 2021
’ ’ x = 8.57 x 1072 fitted X €[5.14 x 1072,1.20 x 107]
6 =1.08 fitted 0 € [4.85 x 1071, 1.68]

Table 17: In this table we list the values of the parameters of the phenomenological model which give the
best fit to the cumulative number of cases data in United Kingdom from January 03 2020 to February 01

2021.
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13 Stochastic approach to effective reproductive ratio

In numerical applications, we also present the results obtained by applying the method described
in the paper of Cori et al. [8]. Let us summarize the principle of the method. We consider that the
incidence data (i.e. the daily number of new reported cases) correspond to infection events that have
occurred in the past. For each new reported case we reconstruct the time at which the infectious period
started by sampling a Gamma distribution (i.e. the time from the infection to the moment at which the
individual are reported follows a Gamma distribution). The parameters of this Gamma distribution are
computed to match the differential equation framework. In numerical application, 1/ = 10 days we
took the average for the average of the Gamma distribution as well as its standard deviation. We denote
I, the resulting number of individuals that begin their infectious period on day t. As described in [8],
we use a smoothing window of 7 days (7 = 14 days in numerical applications). The resulting effective
reproductive ratio R; is then computed as

t

a+ Z I
Rt _ s=t—7+1
1 t ’
b + Zs:t—‘r—‘—l AS

where a and b are a prior distribution on R; (we took a = 1 and b = 5, as in [8]) and Ay is computed by
the formula

t
As = § Itfswsv
s=1

where w; is the average infectiousness profile after time s. In numerical applications, and following [8,
Web Appendix 11], we used the following formula for wg

Wg = SFF,()(7B(S) + (S — Z)FRQ)B(S — 2) — 2(8 — 1)Fp7awg(8 — 1)
+ aB(2Fr,a+1,8(s = 1) = Fra+1,8(s = 2) — Fra41,8(5)),

where FT o g(s) is the cumulative density of a Gamma distribution of parameters (a, 5):

t
1 )
Fr . p(t :/ — s leTBds.
Ta,5(t) | T(a)pe

The parameters o and 8 are computed to match the Gamma distribution of the serial intervals which,
in our case, have mean value 1/p = 10 days and standard deviation as well of 1/u, so that & = 1/ and
B=1/p.

Because of the sampling of random numbers involved in the computation of R;, the procedure de-
scribed above was repeated 100 times (each time drawing a new sequence of I from the daily number of
new cases) and the final value of R; presented in Figure 4 of the main text (green curves) is the average
of the values obtained during these 100 simulations.

14 Upper bound of the duration for the exposed period and the
asymptomatic infectious period

Let us finally mention that for each country and each epidemic wave we evaluated the parameter
1/(x 6). In Figure 22 we plot the histogram of its estimated value and obtain a median value be 15.61

days. Therefore the length of exposure and the length asymptomatic infectious period should smaller
than 15.61 days.
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Figure 22: In this Figure we plot the histogram for the estimated values 1/(x 0) (see Appendiz E). The
red vertical line is mean value which is equal to 21 days. The yellow vertical line is median value which
is equal to 15.61 days.

In this section, we plot the estimated values of the parameter 1/(x ¢) for each epidemic period and
each country consider in this study. The parameter corresponds to the upper bound of the length of the
exposed period and asymptomatic infectious period. Indeed from the section devoted to the compatibility
condition we know that the average duration of the exposed period should satisfy

/v <1/(x9),

and the average duration of the asymptomatic infectious period should should satisfy

1/a < 1/(x0).
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Figure 23: In this figure we plot the values of the parameter 1/(x 0) estimated for each epidemic wave
and for California (a), France (b), India (c), Israel (d). This parameter represents the mazximal length
of the incubation period. In each figure, we plot this parameter for each epidemic wave and for each
country.
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Figure 24: In this figure we plot the values of the parameter 1/(x 6) estimated for each epidemic wave
and for Japan (e), Peru (f), Spain (g) and United Kingdom (h). This parameter represents the mazimal
length of the incubation period. In each figure, we plot this parameter for each epidemic wave and for
each country.
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