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Abstract 20 
We have recently introduced two novel mathematical models for characterizing the dynamics of 21 

the cumulative number of individuals in a given country reported to be infected with COVID-19. 22 

Here we show that these models can also be used for determining the time-evolution of the 23 

associated number of deaths. In particular, using data up to around the time that the rate of deaths 24 

reaches a maximum, these models provide estimates for the time that a plateau will be reached 25 

signifying that the epidemic is approaching its end, as well as for the cumulative number of deaths 26 

at that time. The plateau is defined to occur when the rate of deaths is 5% of the maximum rate. 27 

Results are presented for South Korea, Italy, Spain, France, UK, Germany, and USA. The number 28 

of COVID-19 deaths in other counties can be analyzed similarly. 29 

 30 

Introduction 31 

COVID-19 is the third coronavirus to appear in the human population in the past two decades; the 32 

first was the severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus SARS-CoV that caused the 2002 33 

outbreak; the second was the Middle East syndrome coronavirus MERS-CoV responsible for the 34 

2012 outbreak. COVID-19 has now caused a pandemic, which poses the most serious global public 35 

health threat since the devastating 1918 H1N1 influenza pandemic that killed approximately 50 36 

million people (in proportion to today’s population, this corresponds to 200 million people). The 37 

unprecedented mobilization of the scientific community has already led to remarkable progress 38 

towards combating this threat, such as understanding significant features of the virus at the 39 

molecular level, see for example (1) and (2). In addition, international efforts have intensified 40 

towards the development of specific pharmacological interventions; they include, clinical trials 41 

using old or relatively new medications and the employment of specific monoclonal antibodies, as 42 

well as novel approaches for the production of an effective vaccine. For example, there are ongoing 43 
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clinical trials testing the synthetic protein tocilizumab that binds inerleukin-6 (tocilizumab is often 44 

used in rheumatoid arthritis), as well as clinical trials involving the infusion to infected patients of 45 
plasma from individuals who have recovered from a SARS-CoV-2 infection (3). Also, taking into 46 

consideration that the complement pathway is an integral component of the innate immune response 47 

to viruses, and that complement deposits are abundant in the lung biopsies from SARS-CoV-2  48 

patients indicating that this system is presumably overacting (6), it has been suggested that anti-49 

complement therapies may be beneficial to SARS-CoV-2  patients. Further support for this 50 

suggestion is provided by earlier studies showing that the activation of various components of the 51 

complement system exacerbates the acute respiratory distress syndrome disease associated with 52 

SARS- CoV (6). The Federal Drug Administration of USA has granted a conditional approval to 53 

the anti-viral medication Remdesivir (7). Unfortunately, the combination of the anti-viral 54 

medications lopinavir and ritonavir that are effective against the human immunodeficiency virus 55 

has not shown any benefits (4). Similarly, the combination of the anti-malarial medication 56 

hydroxychloroquine and the antibiotic azithromycin, is not only ineffective but can be harmful (5). 57 

The scientific community is also playing an important role in advising policy makers of possible 58 
non-pharmacological approaches to limit the catastrophic impact of the pandemic. For example, 59 

following the analysis in (8) of two possible strategies, called mitigation and suppression, for 60 

combating the epidemic, UK switched from mitigation to suppression. Within this context, in order 61 

to design a long-term strategy, it is necessary to be able to predict important features of the COVID-62 

19 epidemic, such as the final accumulative number of deaths. Clearly, this requires the 63 

development of predictive mathematical models.  64 

In a recent paper (9) we presented a model for the dynamics of the accumulative number of 65 

individuals in a given country that are reported at time t to be infected by COVID-19. This model 66 

is based on a particular ordinary differential equation of the Riccati type, which is specified by a 67 

constant parameter denoting the final total number of infected individuals, and by a time-dependent 68 

function; this function and the above parameter capture the effect of the basic characteristics of the 69 

COVID-19 infection as well the effect of the various measures taken by a given country for 70 

combating the spread of the infection. Remarkably, although the above Riccati equation is a 71 

nonlinear equation depending on time-dependent coefficients, it can be solved in closed form. Its 72 
solution depends on the above parameter and function, as well as on a parameter related to the 73 

constant arising in integrating this equation. 74 

 75 

In the particular case that the associate time-dependent function is a constant, the explicit solution 76 

of the above Riccati equation becomes the classical logistic formula. It was shown in (9) that 77 

although this formula provides an adequate fit of the given data, is not sufficiently accurate for 78 

predictive purposes. In order to provide more accurate predictions, we introduced two novel 79 

models, called rational and birational. 80 

 81 

Here we will show that the Ricatti equation introduced in (9) can also be used for determining the 82 

time evolution of the number, N(t), of deaths in a given country caused by the COVID-19 epidemic. 83 

This Riccati equation is specified by the parameter Nf , denoting the final total number of deaths, 84 

and by the function α(t) ; this function together with Nf  model the effect of the basic characteristics 85 

of the SARS-CoV-2  infection as well as the cumulative effect of the variety of different measures 86 

taken by the given country for the prevention and the treatment of this viral infection. In the case 87 
that α(t) is a constant, denoted by k, the solution of the above Riccati equation becomes the well-88 

known logistic formula, 89 

 90 
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𝑁(𝑡) =

𝑁

1 + 𝛽𝑒
 , 

(1) 

 91 

where β is the constant of integration. In the case that α(t) is the rational function kd/1+kt, the 92 

Riccati equation gives the rational formula; this is obtained from the logistic formula by simply 93 

replacing the exponential function with the function (1+dt)-k, where d and k are constants. The 94 

birational formula is similar with the rational formula, but the associated parameters are different 95 

before and after a fixed time X; this constant parameter is ether T or in the neighborhood of T, where 96 

T denotes the time that the rate of deaths reaches a maximum. The point on the curve depicting N 97 

as a function of t corresponding to t=T is known as the inflection point. 98 
 99 

It turns out that the birational formula, in general, yields better predictions that the rational, which 100 

in turn provides better predictions than the logistic. Also, in general, the birational curve is above 101 

the curve obtained from the data, whereas the rational curve is below. Thus, the birational and 102 

rational formulas may provide upper and lower bound estimates for the number of deaths at the 103 

plateau. The birational formula can be employed only after the curve approaches its sigmoidal part 104 

(a precise criterion of when the birational can be used is discussed in the methods section). For this 105 

reason, at the present time the birational formula cannot be used for predictions applicable to the 106 

epidemics of Germany and USA. 107 

 108 

Fig. 1 depicts the total number of deaths as a function of time after the day that 25 days had occurred, 109 

for the epidemics in South Korea, Italy, Spain, France, UK, Germany, and USA. 110 

 111 

In this work we implemented the following tasks: (i) We determined the parameters specifying the 112 

logistic, rational, and birational formulas using the above data until May 1,2020. In this way it 113 
becomes evident that each of these models can fit the data. (ii) We also determined the parameters 114 

of the above models using data only a subset of the data. Then, by comparing the predictions of the 115 

resulting formulas with the remaining actual data it becomes clear that the rational and birational 116 

models generate more accurate predictions. Furthermore, for the cases of Italy and Spain the 117 

birational formula is above the data points, suggesting that the birational model may provide an 118 

upper bound (as noted earlier, for the epidemics of Germany and USA we fit only the logistic and 119 

the rational models). (iii) We computed the time of the plateau as well as the value of N at the 120 

plateau using the logistic and the rational models, as well as the birational model in the cases that 121 

it is applicable. The plateau is defined as the point when the rate of deaths is 5% of the maximum 122 

rate. 123 

 124 

By implementing the above tasks we find the following estimates for the dates that the plateau will 125 

be reached as well as for the number of deaths when this occurs: South Korea plateau on May 18, 126 

2020 with 258 deaths; Italy plateau on June 19, 2020 with 34,399 deaths; Spain plateau on May 25, 127 

2020 with 27,090; France on May 13, 2020 with 26,619 deaths; UK on June 25, 2020 with 38,487 128 
deaths; Germany on June 16, 2020 with 8,702 deaths; USA on June 1, 2020 with 78,532 deaths. 129 

The estimates for Italy and Spain may be upper bounds, whereas the remaining estimates are lower 130 

bounds. 131 

 132 

Results 133 
Table 1 presents the model parameters and the plateau characteristics for the three different models 134 

as applied to South Korea, Italy, Spain, France, and UK. For the epidemics of Germany and USA, 135 

only the parameters and characteristics of the logistic and rational models are presented; for these 136 

countries, the sigmoidal part of their curves had not been reached as of May 1, 2020, and hence the 137 

birational formula could not be used for accurate predictions. The calculation of the inflection point 138 
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requires the time that the derivative of N becomes maximum. For computing this point we used the 139 

logistic model (the other models yield similar results). For South Korea, Italy, Spain, France, UK, 140 
Germany, and USA, the inflection point occurred at t=23, t=35, t=28, t=33, t=32, t=27, and t=39, 141 

respectively. This corresponds to March 25, April 4, April 6, April 11, April 15, April 15, and April 142 

17, 2020, respectively.  143 

 144 

Fig. 2A presents the actual vs. predicted cumulative number of deaths, due to SARS-CoV-2, as a 145 

function of days after 25 deaths were reported, for the epidemic in Korea. A closer view of the 146 

fitting curves is presented in Fig. 2B. The logistic, rational, and birational formulas were trained 147 

with data up to May 1, 2020, which corresponds to T+37. The three models provide accurate fits, 148 

as quantified by the coefficient of determination, R2, and the Root-Mean-Square Error (RMSE). 149 

The logistic model predicts the  plateau on May 12, 2020 (71 days after the day that 25 deaths were 150 

reported) with a total number of 255  deaths; the rational model predicts a plateau on May 15, 2020 151 

(day 74) with 258  deaths; and the birational model predicts a plateau on May 18, 2020 (day 77) 152 

with 258 deaths. 153 

 154 

Fig. 3 presents the actual vs. predicted cumulative number of deaths, due to SARS-CoV-2, as a 155 
function of days after 25 deaths were reported, for Italy, Spain, France, UK, Germany, and USA. 156 

The three models were trained with data up to May 1, 2020, which corresponds to T+27, T+25, 157 

T+20, T+16, T+16, and T+14, respectively. For the epidemic of Italy (Fig. 3A), the logistic model 158 

predicts a plateau on May 12, 2020 (73 days after the day that 25 deaths were reported) with 27,390  159 

deaths; the rational model predicts a plateau on June 9, 2020 (day 101) with 31,976 deaths; and the 160 

birational model predicts a plateau on June 19, 2020 (day 111) with 34,399  deaths. Clearly, the 161 

logistic model already underestimates the actual plateau day and the number of reported deaths, 162 

since on May 1, 2020, (last day of acquired data for this study) the number of deaths for Italy had 163 

reached 27,967.  164 

 165 

For the epidemic of Spain (Fig. 3B), the logistic model predicts a plateau on May 7, 2020 (day 59 166 

after the day that 25 deaths were reported) with 23,795 deaths; the rational and birational models 167 

predicts a plateau on May 25, 2020 (day 77) with 26,581 and 27,090  deaths, respectively. Again, 168 

the logistic model already underestimates the actual plateau day and the number of reported deaths, 169 

since on May 1, 2020, the number of reported deaths for Spain had reached 24,543.  170 
 171 

For the epidemic of France (Fig. 3C), the logistic model predicts a plateau on May 6, 2020 (58 days 172 

after the day that 25 deaths were reported) with 23,828  deaths; the rational model predicts a plateau 173 

on May 14, 2020 (day 66) with 25,399 deaths; and the birational model predicts a plateau on May 174 

13, 2020 (day 65) with 26,619  deaths. The logistic model underestimates again the actual plateau 175 

day and the number of deaths, since on May 1, 2020, there were 24,376 confirmed deaths in France; 176 

thus, it is expected that the predicted number of the logistic model will be reached in a few days.  177 

 178 

For the epidemic of the UK (Fig. 3D), the logistic model predicts a plateau on May 15, 2020 (62 179 

days after the day that 25 deaths were reported) with 27,433  deaths; the rational model predicts a 180 

plateau on June 10, 2020 (day 88) with 33,886 deaths; and the birational model predicts a plateau 181 

on June 25, 2020 (day 103) with 38,487 deaths. The logistic model again underestimates the actual 182 

plateau day and the number of reported deaths, since on May 1, 2020, there were 26,771 confirmed 183 

deaths; it is expected that the predicted number of the logistic model will be reached in a few days.  184 

 185 
For the epidemic of Germany (Fig. 3E), the logistic model predicts a plateau on May 17, 2020 (59 186 

days after the day that 25 deaths were reported) with 6,830 deaths; the rational model predicts a 187 

plateau on June 16, 2020 (day 89) with 8,702 deaths. For the epidemic of the USA (Fig. 3F), the 188 
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logistic model predicts a plateau on May 15, 2020 (67 days after the day that 25 deaths were 189 

reported) with 64,413 deaths; the rational model predicts a plateau on June 1, 2020 (day 84) with 190 
78,532 reported deaths. 191 

 192 
It is evident from the above that whereas each of the three equations (3), (10), and (11) can fit the 193 

data quite well, the predictive capacities of these formulas are quite different. This is further 194 

scrutinized in Fig. 4, where using the epidemic data from Italy, Spain, and France trained with data 195 

only until T+15, we compared the predictions of the resulting formulas with the actual data at later 196 

dates. For the trained data set, T+15 corresponds to t=50, t=43 and t=48, for Italy, Spain, and France, 197 

respectively. It is clear that each of the 3 models gives a different curve. Furthermore, for Italy (Fig. 198 

4A) and Spain (Fig. 4B) the birational model provides an upper bound of the actual N(t), whereas 199 

the rational model provides a lower bound which is better estimate than the one obtained via the 200 

logistic model. Regarding the birational model, for the cases of Italy and Spain the uppermost 201 

curves were obtained by using X=T.  For France we experimented with different values of X for the 202 

birational model. For all such values, the birational curve was always above the rational curve; in 203 

order to obtain a curve that is above the actual N(t) for France (so that the resulting formula could 204 

perhaps yield an upper bound), it was necessary to choose X=T-3. Remarkably, the same result was 205 
obtained in (9) when examining an uppermost bound for the number of reported infected 206 

individuals.  207 

 208 

Discussion 209 

Several useful models elucidating aspect of the COVID-19 pandemic have already appeared in the 210 

literature, including (10-19). These references represent only a tiny fraction of more than 3,000 211 

publications that have appeared in the last four months in arXiv, medRxiv and bioRxiv. 212 

Here, we have modelled the cumulative number N of deaths caused by SARS-CoV-2  in a given 213 

country as a function of time, in terms of a Riccati equation. This equation is specified by the 214 

constant Nf and the function α(t). Although this Riccati equation is a nonlinear ordinary differential 215 

equation containing time dependent coefficients, it can be solved in closed form. For appropriately 216 

chosen functions α(t), the solution provides a flexible generalization of the classical logistic formula 217 
of equation (1) that has been employed in a great variety of applications, including the modelling 218 

of infectious processes. 219 

The fact that a is now a function of t has important implications. In particular, it made it possible 220 

to construct the rational and birational models. All two models, as well as the logistic model provide 221 

good fits for the available data. However, as discussed in detail above, the rational and birational 222 

models provide more accurate predictions. Furthermore, the birational model may provide an 223 

upper bound of the actual N(t), whereas the rational model yields a better lower bound that the 224 

logistic model.  225 

It is noted that our approach has the capacity for increasing continuously the accuracy of the 226 

predictions: as soon as the epidemic in a given country passes the time T, the rational model can be 227 

used; furthermore, when the sigmoidal part of the curve is approached, the rational model can be 228 
supplemented with the birational model. Also, as more data become available, the parameters of 229 

the rational and of the birational models can be re-evaluated; this will yield better predictions.  230 

 231 

By formulating N(t) in terms of a Riccati equation, and by exploring the flexibility of the 232 

arbitrariness of α(t), it is possible to decipher basic physiological mechanisms dictating the 233 

evolution of N(t). In particular, following the transient stage of the epidemic, it may be envisioned 234 
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that α(t) becomes a function of N instead of a function of t. This is indeed the case:by plotting α in 235 

terms of N is possible to scrutinize a posteriori their relationship; we find that after t approximately 236 
equal to T-7 the relation between α and N/25 becomes, remarkably, linear, see Fig. 5. 237 

 238 

As a result of the justifiably draconian measures institutionalized in many countries, the number of 239 

the total persons reported infected by COVID-19, in China, South Korea, many European countries, 240 

USA, and several other countries, has now passed the inflection point. For the above countries, as 241 

shown here, the curve depicting the number of deaths as a function of time is also past the inflection 242 

point. Following this expected decline of the “first wave” of infections, it is now contemplated that 243 

the lockdown measures will be eased. This appears vital, not only for economical but also for health 244 

considerations. Indeed, the psychological impact on the population at large of the current situation 245 

is substantial (20); furthermore, it is expected to worsen, especially due to the effect of the post-246 

traumatic disorder. A relatively safe 'exit' strategy avoiding a humanitarian disaster is suggested in 247 

(21). In any case, whatever strategy is followed, it is natural to expect that the number of reported 248 

infected individuals as well as the number of deaths will begin to grow. At this stage the predictions 249 

of the models proposed in (9) and here will not be valid. However, these works will still be valuable: 250 

they can be used to compute the additional number of reported infected individuals and deaths 251 
caused by easing the lockdown measures. Let us hope that a prudent exit strategy is adopted so that 252 

these numbers will not be staggering. 253 

 254 

Materials and Methods 255 

We obtained the time-series data for the Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19) for South Korea, Italy, 256 

Spain, France, UK, Germany, and USA, from the official site of the European Centre for Disease 257 

Prevention and Control (22). We arranged the data in the form of deaths, N, over time measured in 258 

days, after the day that the number of deaths reached 25. 259 

Throughout this paper, the unknown parameters were determined by employing the simplex 260 

algorithm. This is based on an iterative procedure that does not need information regarding the 261 

derivative of the function under consideration. The simplex algorithm is particularly effective for 262 

cases where the gradient of the likelihood functions is not easy to calculate. The algorithm creates 263 
a ‘random’ simplex of n + 1 points, where n is the number of the model parameters that need to be 264 

estimated. The constrained variation of the simplex algorithm (23, 24) available in MATLAB® was 265 

used for all models; an L1-norm was employed in the likelihood function to improve robustness 266 

(25). Random parameter initializations were used to avoid local minima. The simplex algorithm 267 

was chosen because it performed better than the nonlinear least-squares curve fitting algorithms 268 

evaluated in this work, namely, the Levenberg-Marquardt (26) and the trust-region-reflective 269 

algorithms (27). 270 

 271 

The stability of the fitting procedure was established by using the following simple criterion: 272 

different fitting attempts based on the use of a fixed number of data points, must yield curves which 273 

have the same form beyond the above fixed points. In this way, it was established that the rational 274 

formula could be employed provided that data were available until around the time T, whereas the 275 

birational formula could be used only for data available well beyond T. 276 

 277 

The fitting accuracy of each model was evaluated by fitting the associated formula on all the 278 
available data in a specified set. The relevant parameters specifying the logistic, rational, and 279 

birational models are given on table 1.  280 

We assume that the function N(t) satisfies the ordinary differential equation 281 
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 𝑑𝑁

𝑑𝑡
= 𝑎(𝑡) 𝑁 −

𝑁

𝑁
. 

(2) 

 282 

The general solution of this equation is given by (9)  283 

 284 

 
𝑁 =

𝑁

1 + 𝛽𝑒
 , 𝜏 = 𝛼(𝑡)𝑑𝑡 ,  

(3) 

 285 

where β is the constant arising from integrating equation (2). In the particular case that α(t)=k, 286 

equation (3) becomes the logistic formula of equation (1) given in the introduction. If α(t) is given 287 

by the rational function below, 288 

 289 

 
𝑎(𝑡) =

𝑘𝑑

1 + 𝑘𝑡
 , 

 

 290 

 291 

then equation (3) becomes the rational formula 292 

 293 

 
𝑁 =

𝑁

1 + 𝑏(1 + 𝑑𝑡)
 . 

(4) 

 294 

 295 
The birational formula is given by 296 

 297 

 
𝑁 =

( )
,                                                              𝑡 ≤ 𝑋

( )
+

( )
−

( )
, 𝑡 > 𝑋

. 
(5) 

 298 

Where the fixed parameter X is either T or in the neighborhood of T. For the birational model 299 

 300 
 

𝑎(𝑡) =

,                                                              𝑡 ≤ 𝑋

( )

,                          𝑡 > 𝑋. 

(6) 

 301 

Letting in equation (5) 𝑡 → ∞ we find: 302 

 303 

 𝑁 =
𝑐

1 + 𝑏(1 + 𝑑𝑋)
−

𝑐

1 + 𝑏 (1 + 𝑑 𝑋)
+ 𝑐 .  (7) 

 304 

If b, c, d, k, are close to b1, c1, d1, k1, then Nf is close to c1, and hence the value of α(t) after t=X is 305 
close to the value of α(t) before t= X. 306 

 307 

The constant T can be computed by solving the equation obtained by equating to zero the second 308 

derivative of N. This implies that for the logistic and the rational models T is given respectively by 309 

 310 

 
𝑇 =

ln(𝛽)

𝑘
,      (1 + 𝑑𝑇) = 𝑏

𝑘 − 1

𝑘 + 1
.  

(8) 

 311 
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Similarly, for the birational model where the parameters b, d, k, in the second equations (8) are 312 

replaced with b1, d1, k1, respectively. 313 
 314 
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Figures and Tables 410 
Table 1. Model parameters and plateau characteristics. The model parameters and the plateau 411 
characteristics for the three different models are presented for South Korea, Italy, Spain, France, 412 

and UK. For the epidemics of Germany and USA only the parameters and characteristics of the 413 

logistic and rational models are presented. For those countries, the sigmoidal part of the curves had 414 

not been reached as of May 1, 2020 and h the birational formula could not be used for accurate 415 

predictions. 416 

 South 
Korea 

Italy Spain France UK Germany USA 

Logistic 
model 

Nf 259 27,687 24,016 24,124 27,708 6,906 65,027 

k 0.0871 0.1188 0.1481 0.1743 0.1533 0.1430 0.1645 

b 7.6672 63.4044 65.7474 305.1352 134.8143 51.2444 583.1774 

T 23 35 28 33 32 27 39 

Plateau 
(days) 

71 73 59 58 62 59 67 

Plateau 
(deaths) 

255 27,390 23,765 23,828 27,433 6,830 64,413 

R2 0.9988 0.9955 0.9955 0.9977 0.9975 0.9979 0.9984 

RMSE 3 678 607 445 475 102 867 

Rational 
model 

Nf 263 33,153 27,524 26,035 34,920 9021 80260 

k 27.2451 3.6299 3.8035 7.3695 4.0954 3.7379 6.6719 

b 8.5207 4,892.02 6,372.6 2,894.71 23,496.07 451.2287 19,330.79 

d .0034 0.2455 0.2996 0.0586 0.2997 0.12828 0.08069 

Plateau 
(days) 

74 101 77 66 88 89 84 

Plateau 
(deaths) 

258 31,976 26,581 25,399 33,886 8,702 78,532 

R2 0.9988 0.9994 0.9994 0.9991 0.9996 0.9994 0.9993 

RMSE 3 262 233 280 199 55 570 

Birational 
model 

k 3.6330 6.7118 5.0583 9.4433 4.4465   

b 8.38 953.44 6,532.56 1,958.95 39,666.12   

c 243 23,310 21,434 31,065 29,724   

d 0.0342 0.0572 0.1814 0.0354 0.3000   

k1 5.4485 4.0093 4.6349 12.3054 3.5263   

b1 12.57 478.17 9,787.64 2,441.23 27,864.22   

c1 322 31,737 21,766 18,873 38,492   

d1 0.0283 0.0893 0.1796 0.0235 0.4354   

Plateau 
(days) 

77 111 77 65 103   

Plateau 
(deaths) 

258 34,399 27,090 26,619 38,487   

R2 0.9988 1.0000 0.9999 0.9994 0.9998   

RMSE 3 60 82 235 148   

 417 

 418 

 419 
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 420 
Fig. 1. Total deaths vs days after 25 deaths were reported. COVID-19 virus epidenics in South 421 
Korea, Italy, Spain, France, United Kingdom, Germany and United States of America: Total 422 

cumulative number of deaths due to SARS-CoV-2  reported up to May 1, 2020, as a function of 423 

days after the day that 25 deaths were reported. 424 

 425 

 426 

 427 
Fig. 2. Actual vs Predicted SARS-CoV-2 deaths for South Korea. The Actual vs the Predicted 428 

cumulative number of reported deaths, due to SARS-CoV-2, are presented in (A) as a function of 429 

days after 25 deaths were reported for South Korea. A closer view of the fitted data is presented in 430 

(B). The three models were trained using data up to May 1, 2020 (t=60). The inflection point 431 

occurred at t=23 which corresponds to March 25, 2020. 432 
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 433 
Fig. 3. Actual vs Predicted SARS-CoV-2  deaths for various countries. The Actual vs the 434 

Predicted cumulative number of reported deaths, due to SARS-CoV-2, are presented as a function 435 

of days after 25 deaths were reported, for: (A) Italy, (B) Spain, (C) France, (D) UK, (E) Germany, 436 

(F) USA. The three models were trained with data up to May 1, 2020. This corresponds to t=62 437 

data points for Italy, t=53 data points for Spain, t=53 data points for France, t=48 data points for 438 

UK, t=43 data points for Germany, and t=53 data points for USA. The inflection point occurs on 439 

April 4, 2020, for Italy; on April 6, 2020, for Spain; on April 11, 2020, for France; on April 15, 440 

2020, for UK; on April 15, 2020, for Germany; and on April 17, 2020, for USA. 441 

 442 

 443 
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 444 
Fig. 4. Predictions using a smaller training data set. Predictions using a smaller training data set 445 

for the cumulative number of reported deaths as a function of days after 25 deaths were reported 446 
for: (A) Italy, (B) Spain and (C) France. The prediction fits were obtained using training data up to 447 

T+15 for each country, which corresponds to t=50, t=43 and t=48, for Italy, Spain and France, 448 

respectively. 449 

 450 
Fig. 5. Plot of a(t) as a function of N(t)/25 for the COVID-19 virus infection. The function a(t) 451 

is plotted as a function of N(t)/25 for Italy, Spain, France, UK, Germany, and USA. For these 452 

countries, after t around T-7, a(t) becomes the same linear function of N(t). 453 
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