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Abstract 

The incubation period of an infectious disease is very important for control of the 

disease but estimating the period is not easy because the date of infection is not easy to 

identify. Accurate incubation period distribution by examining cases in the cluster 

generated in “live-houses” in Osaka, Japan with known infection events is reported. The 

distribution of the latent period is also estimated. The modes of incubation and latent 

periods of COVID-19 in Japan are 4.1 days and 3.3 days, respectively. The mode of the 

delay time from the onset to reporting is estimated to be 4.7 days, telling that the effects 

of interventions show up in the number of infections two weeks later after the measures.  

 

1. Introduction 

The incubation period of an infectious disease is the time between infection and 

symptom onset. This period is very important for surveillance and control of the disease 

because symptom onset is the only indication of the infection before nation-wide 

investigations, such as, by PCR (polymerase chain reaction) test of the virus when the 

infection is caused by a virus. By knowing the distribution of the period, public-health 

officials can set the quarantine period of infected individuals to suppress the epidemic of 

the disease in the society without the aid of a vaccine for the virus. 

However, estimating the incubation period is not easy because the date of infection is 

not easy to identify. There are many reports1-7) on the incubation period of the COVID-

19 virus after its outbreak in Wuhan, China in January 2020. In ref. 4, 106 cases of 

COVID-19 were analyzed and the number of cases is large enough to discuss statistics. 

But the accuracy of the date of contact with the infection source was three days, which is 
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not sufficient for assessing the incubation period of several days. In refs. 1, 2, 3, and 5, 

the date of infection was estimated from the period of stay in Wuhan, which will be also 

not accurate enough. In ref 6, the incubation period of COVID-19 was evaluated from the 

onset date of 5 persons who had dinner with a primary infected person. Reference 7 

estimated the incubation period from the onset date of four Germans who had a business 

meeting with a visitor from China. In both references, although the date of infection was 

clear, the number of cases studied was too small to discuss statistics. 

In this paper, we report accurate incubation period distribution by examining 48 cases in 

a cluster generated in “live-houses” in Osaka Prefecture in Japan with accurately known 

infection events. The distribution of the latent period of infection, which is the time from 

infection to onset of infectiousness, was also obtained from the difference in the onset 

dates of the secondary and the primary infection from 64 pairs reported by Osaka 

Prefecture.  

We also report the distribution of the delayed days from onset to reporting estimated 

from more than 1,700 cases reported by Osaka Prefecture. An infected person does not 

go to a medical institution immediately after his onset. It takes time to get PCR test results 

in medical institutions. It also takes time to collect data by a local government to report 

public. Very often, people use the daily reported number of infections rather than the daily 

change of the number of people on the date of infection. Therefore, we need to know also 

the distribution of delayed days from the onset of the disease to the reporting by a local 

government for assessing the effect of any human interventions to control infectious 

diseases. 

 

2. Method 

Several COVID-19 infection clusters have been observed in Japan. Especially in Osaka 

Prefecture, 48 infected people of “live-house” spectators have been confirmed8). “Live-

house” is a small venue where a small concert is organized with spectators of about 100 

people with small meals serviced often without seats. The dates of the live-house events 

to which infected people attended were precisely recorded. Records of people close 

contacted with the primary infects who were infected at “live-houses”, have also been 

made public. From the delay of the onset date of the secondary infection to the onset date 

of the primary infection, we can evaluate the latent period from the infection to the day 
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obtaining infection power by assuming the same incubation period from infection to onset 

for both of primary and secondary infections. 

Osaka Prefecture has announced more than 1,700 cases of infection, and the date of onset 

is known for most cases. From this data, the number of days delayed from onset to 

reporting can also be assessed. Some of cases are documented to have close contact with 

infected people. 

In a historical paper9), Sartwell first showed that the incubation period distribution of 

many infectious diseases from a point source followed “log-normal” distributions, which 

were confirmed in refs.10 and 11 and in many other papers cited in ref.12. We apply the 

Sartwell model and fitted the observed incubation and latent period distributions by log-

normal distributions. The distribution of delayed days from onset to reporting was also 

well described by a log-normal distribution. 

 

3. Results 

3-1. Incubation period; the time from infection to onset 

A COVID-19 infection cluster occurred in four “live-houses” in Osaka. The first 

infectious case was reported on February 27 and the last case was found on March 12, 

lasting two weeks. 

Concerts were held on two days at venue A on February 15 and 16, on three days at B 

venue on 19, 23, and 24, one day at C venue on 18, and one day at D venue on 21. Of 

those who participated as spectators or worked as staff, 48 people were identified to be 

positive for COVID-19 virus by the 

PCR test. 

Although some people 

participated in the concerts more 

than once, many of them 

participated only once, so the dates 

of infection are accurately 

identified. Some positive for PCR 

did not develop symptoms. Of those 

who attended the concert only once 

and were able to identify the date of 

 
Fig.1: Distribution of incubation period. 
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infection event, a total of 24 cases were infected and showed symptoms. 

The distribution of the incubation period (the number of days from the day of 

participating in the concert to the day of onset) of these persons is shown in Fig.1. Day 0 

is the day when an infected person attended a concert. 

Since the statistical noise of the number of cases in a single day is large, the fitting was 

performed to the history of the cumulative number of cases with a log-normal equation, 

and the result was 2.9 x exp (-((ln (t)-1.4) /1.0)2). 

The most frequent incubation period, mode, was 4.1 days, the median was 5.7 days, 

10% -90% values were 2 days-12 days, and the average period was 6.8 days. 

 

3-2.  Latent period; the time from infection to onset of infectiousness 

Of 346 cases reported by April 3 in Osaka Prefecture, 89 cases were reported to have 

close contact with an infected person. Among 89 cases, 64 pairs had records of onset dates 

for both infection and infector. Figure 2 shows the distribution of frequency of pairs as a 

function of days of the clinical onset of the secondary infection from that of the primary 

infection. The distribution is well described by a log-normal, 11 x exp (-(ln (t)-1.2) /0.8)2). 

The mode was 3.3 days, the median was 4 days, 10% -90% was 2.5days -8 days, and 

the average latent period was 5.4 days. 

Of the close contacts of those infected in the live-house, 23 persons were positive. 

Among them, 5 pairs had a record of onset. The distribution of these 5 pairs are shown 

by red squares followed fairly well the above log-normal curve. 

The difference in onset time between infections and infectors is usually called “serial 

 
Fig.2; Cumulative number (a) and number in a single day (b) of pairs as a function of time of 

onset of the secondary infection after that of the primary. 
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interval”13). But in the cases of the coronavirus epidemic in Osaka, except in the cluster 

of “live-house”, there is no clear history of being infected for all of the primary infections. 

We just assumed that a person who showed symptom earlier in a pair was the primary, 

but we are not sure whether the “assumed” secondary infection was really infected from 

the “assumed” primary infection. Moreover, there were very few cases of having a tertiary 

infection. So, we are reluctant to use the terminology of the “serial” interval in our 

analysis.  

When the clinical onset is Tonset and the time of transmission to other people from 

infection, latent period, is Ttrans, the difference of dates of onset of person A and B when 

B is the secondary, TAB, is given by TAB= Tonset,A+ Ttranss - Tonset,B. If Tonset,A= Tonset,B., then, 

TAB= Ttrans which is the latent period.  

 

3-3. Delayed days from onset to reporting 

In Osaka, 1,743 cases were reported by May 10. Although some people are 

asymptomatic or have unknown onset dates, most people's onset dates have been 

announced. Figure 3 shows the distribution of the number of delayed days from the onset 

date to the reporting date. 

Fitting the history of the cumulative number of cases with a log-normal distribution 

gives, 100 x exp (-((ln (t) -1.55) /0.9)2). 

The mode was 4.7 days, the median was 7 days, and the average was 8 days. 

 

4. Discussions 

  
Fig.3: Cumulative number (a) and number in a single day(b) of reported cases as a function of 

delayed time of reporting after onset. 
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Since the average value of the incubation period is 6.8 days and the average number of 

days delayed from the onset to the announcement is 8 days, the number of infected 

persons reported is information two weeks before. If human interventions to a disease can 

change the infection immediately, for example, if the infection rate can be immediately 

halved, the number of infected people will be halved two weeks after the measures unless 

other conditions change. 

The mode of the incubation period of 4.1 days is shorter than the mode of the latent 

period of 3.3 days, which means that the infectivity is maximum at 1 day before the onset 

of symptoms. Interestingly, Fig. 2 (a) shows that 9 days after infection, 90% of infections 

has lost the infectivity, whereas Fig. 1 shows that at this time, 30% of people did not show 

symptom. We could say that, at the time of onset, the infectivity is already lost. If this is 

the case, it would be meaningless to isolate the infected person for suppressing an 

epidemic, which is unconvincing. 

As the incubation period of SARS Coronavirus, ref. 8 reported 4 days, refs. 3 and 5-7 

reported 5 days, ref. 4 reported 6.4 days, and ref.1 reported 10 days. This variability of 

values in literature might be primarily due to inaccurate estimates of infection dates. 

There are many reports of pre-symptomatic transmission of VID-19. Ref. 14 reported 

that the primary and the secondary infections showed symptoms on the same day in two 

clusters among 5 clusters they studied. Reference 4 reported 4 secondary cases among 74 

secondary cases showed symptoms before that of the first generation. The first generation 

had a history of visiting Wuhan while the secondary did not. 

In our case, in the cluster of “live-house”, a wife who was infected by her husband who 

was a spectator in a “live-house” showed symptom one day earlier than her husband as a 

primary infection, as is shown by the red square at the time of -1.  

The fact that the mode of the latent period shown in Fig.2 is smaller than the mode of 

the incubation period shown in Fig.1 means that most of the transmission occurred before 

the onset of the primary. It is not easy to understand what can cause the dispersion of the 

latent period distribution narrower than that of the incubation period. 

 

5. Summary 

By examining COVID-19 clusters created in “live-houses” in Osaka Prefecture in 

Japan with well-documented infectious events, we obtained an accurate distribution of 
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the latent period. The distributions of the incubation and latent periods, and the number 

of delayed days from the onset to the report all followed log-normal distributions and they 

are exp (-((ln (t) -1.4) /1.0)2), exp (-((ln (t) -1.55) /0.9)2), and exp (-((ln (t) -1.55) /0.9) 2), 
respectively. The shorter latent period than the incubation period implies that transmission 

of the pathogen takes place before the symptom. The sum of the averages of the 

incubation period and the delayed days from the onset to reporting is about two weeks, 

telling that the effects of interventions show up in the reported number of cases two weeks 

after the measures. 
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