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ABSTRACT
The response of the scientific community to the global health emergency caused by the
COVID-19 pandemic has produced an unprecedented number of manuscripts in a short period
of time, the vast majority of which has been shared in the form of preprints posted before
peer review on preprint repositories. This surge in preprint publications has in itself attracted
considerable attention, although mostly in the bibliometric literature. In the present study we apply
a mathematical growth model, known as the generalized Richards model, to describe the time
evolution of the cumulative number of COVID-19 related preprints. This mathematical approach
allows us to infer several important aspects concerning the underlying growth dynamics, such as
its current stage and its possible evolution in the near future. We also analyze the rank-frequency
distribution of preprints servers, ordered by the number of COVID-19 preprints they host, and
find that it follows a power-law decay. This Zipf-like law indicates the presence of a cumulative
advantage effect, whereby servers that already have more preprints receive more submissions.

1 INTRODUCTION
The COVID-19 pandemic is undoubtedly the most serious public health crisis in over a century. It has
claimed the lives of nearly 900,000 people worldwide, as of this writing, and it has seemingly touched, in
one way or another, every aspect of our daily lives. Not surprisingly, given the health risks represented
by the novel coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2) and the many scientific challenges involved, the COVID-19
pandemic has had a huge impact on the scientific community. On the downside, social isolation and
lockdown measures, for example, have caused disruption (if only temporary) of research projects that were
being undertaken before and made it difficult for researchers to collaborate and discuss their work in person
during the pandemic. But on the up side, the scientific community responded quickly to the challenges
posed by the unprecedented crisis by producing an unprecedented number of scholarly works in a short
period of time.
A considerable proportion of this scientific output has been disseminated in the form of preprints posted
before peer review on open and publicly available online platforms. Despite some concerns regarding
the quality of preprints [1, 2, 3, 4, 5], in comparison to peer-reviewed articles, there seems to be a
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the disadvantages” [2]. For example, a recent bibliometric analysis [5] of COVID-19 related preprints
concluded that the faster rate with which they are posted on preprint repositories have only “limited impact
on the quality of preprints that are subsequently published.” Many other studies of both peer-reviewed
papers and unrefereed preprints related to COVID-19 research have recently been conducted, but mostly
with emphasis on the bibliometric aspects of the topic; see, e.g., Refs. [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12] and references
therein.
In the present paper we take a different approach from these previous studies. Here we seek to understand
the growth dynamics underlying the rapid surge of preprints related to COVID-19 research. To this end,
we employ a generalized logistic growth model to describe the time evolution of the cumulative number
of preprints deposited on preprint repositories. Since the pioneering work by Verhulst on the standard
logistic model [13], phenomenological growth models have been successfully applied to many growth
processes, ranging from human [13] and animal [14] population dynamics to epidemics [15], including the
COVID-19 epidemic itself [16, 17]. It is thus natural to expect that growth models should also be applicable
to this “epidemic in an epidemic,” as the rapid surge of preprints on COVID-19 has been called [10]. More
specifically, here we shall apply the generalized Richards model (GRM) to describe the cumulative curve of
COVID-19 preprints. We show that the GRM does give a very good fit to the empirical curve. Furthermore,
the model allows us to extract relevant information about the social dynamics driving this quick growth
of preprints. We show, for instance, that the early growth in the number of COVID-19 preprints follows
a subexponential regime—rather than an exponential behavior, as was initially thought [6, 12, 18]. The
model also predicts that the growth profile is currently in a phase of decreasing deceleration.
We also analyze the distribution of the COVID-19 preprints among the many available servers. Here we
find that the corresponding rank-frequency distribution follows a power law, similar to the Zipf law found in
many preferential attachment processes, such as the frequency of words in a text [19], the size distribution
of cities [20], the wealth distribution of individuals [20], and the distribution of nodes in social networks
[21], among others. We thus argue that the distribution of manuscripts among repositories also seems to
follow a similar preferential attachment dynamics, whereby servers that already have more preprints tend
to get more submissions.

2 MATERIALS AND METHODS
2.1 Data Source
The data used in this study were obtained from the GitHub site maintained by Fraser and Kramer [22].
As explained in their site, preprints are considered to be related to COVID-19 on the basis of keywords
matches in their titles or abstracts, according to the following search string: coronavirus OR covid-19 OR
sars-cov OR ncov-2019 OR 2019-ncov OR hcov-19 OR sars-2. It is also explained there [22] that “only
the earliest posted version” of a preprint is included in the dataset and that, in cases where a preprint is
deposited to multiple repositories, “all preprint records are included.” The first preprint included in their
collection was posted on bioRxiv on January 15, 2020 [23]. The dataset used in the present study was
updated up until August 30, 2020, and contains a total number of 24,644 preprints, distributed among
35 preprint servers, with 15 of them hosting more than 100 preprints. For the list of the fifteenth largest
servers (as per the number of COVID-19 preprints), see Sec. 3. A complete list of the preprints servers in
the dataset can be found in [5].
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2.2 Mathematical Growth Model
We model the growth dynamics by means of the generalized Richards growth model (GRM), which is
defined by the following ordinary differential equation:


α 
dN
N (t)
q
= r [N (t)] 1 −
,
(1)
dt
K
where N (t) is the growing quantity at time t, r is the growth rate at the early growth stage, q controls
the initial growth regime and allows to interpolate from linear growth (q = 0) to sub-exponential growth
(q < 1) to purely exponential growth (q = 1), α is the asymmetry parameter that controls the asymmetry of
the growth profile with respect to the symmetric S-shaped curve of the logistic model, which is recovered
for q = α = 1, and K represents the total quantity at the end of the growth process (i.e., for t → ∞).
Equation (1) must be supplemented with the initial condition N (0) = N0 , for some given value of N0 .
Here we shall apply the GRM to the growing number of COVID-19 related preprints, so that N (t) will
represent the cumulative number of preprints in our dataset up to the time t, where t is measured in days
since the first preprint (hence N0 = 1). In adjusting the GRM to the empirical data we need to determine
four free parameters, namely (r, q, α, K); the numerical fit is made quite easy by the existence of an
analytical solution for the GRM, as discussed next.
Equation (1) admits an exact solution in implicit form given by [17]

where

t = f (N ; r, q, α, N0 ),

(2)

 α 

1−q C
N 1−q
1−q
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;
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α
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(3)

with 2 F1 (a, b; c; x) denoting the Gauss hypergeometric function [24] and

 α 
1−q
1 − q N0
1−q
ti = N0
;1 +
;
.
2 F1 1,
α
α
K
The fact that the solution of the GRM is given implicitly as t(N ), rather than as an explicit function N (t),
does not represent any hurdle to its practical use. Indeed, the above solution can be directly applied for
curve-fitting purposes by viewing the empirical data in the same ‘implicit’ form, namely tk as a function of
Nk , where Nk are the data points at times tk . The availability of an exact solution also has the advantage
that it allows us to compute explicitly the location of certain key characteristic points of the growth profile,
as indicated below.
For example, the inflection point tc of the curve N (t), where N̈ (tc ) = 0, is given by [17]
K 1−q
tc =
r(1 − q)



q
q+α

(1−q)/α



1−q
1−q
q
;1 +
;
− ti .
2 F1 1,
α
α q+α

(4)

Knowledge of the inflection point tc is important because it divides the growth process into two main
phases according to its acceleration, as follows: i) an accelerating phase, for t < tc , when N̈ (t) > 0; and ii)
a decelerating phase, for t > tc , during which N̈ (t) < 0. Each of these two main phases can be further
divided into two subphases, according to whether the corresponding acceleration/deceleration is increasing
3
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or decreasing. More specifically, recalling that the rate of acceleration is known as the jerk, let us denote
... ±
−
+
the points of zero jerk by t±
j , with N (tj ) = 0, where tj and tj correspond to the points of maximum
−
acceleration and maximum deceleration, respectively, so that t+
j > tj . After some tedious algebra one
finds that t±
j = f (Ky± ), where f (x) is as given in (3) and

 1/α
p
α2 + 2q(−1 + 2q) ± α 1 − 4q + 4q(−1 + 2q) + 1 − 2α + α2 + 8αq
 .
y± = 
4α2 + 2q(−1 + 2q) + 2α(−1 + 4q)


(5)

Now, comparing the time, tf , of the last empirical datapoint (corresponding to the ‘current time’) with
+
the characteristic points (t−
j , tc , tj ) of the theoretical curve allows us to classify the current stage of the
growth process. More specifically, we can define four growth stages, as follows: i) increasing acceleration,
−
+
if tf < t−
j ; ii) decreasing acceleration, if tj < tf < tc ; iii) increasing deceleration, if tc < tf < tj ; and iv)
decreasing deceleration, if tf > t+
j . Having such a finer ‘diagnosis’ of the growth process is useful not
only because it provides valuable information about the current stage of the underlying dynamics, but also
because it allows us to make predictions about its likely evolution within the near future. For instance,
depending on how close the current time tf is in comparison to the nearest phase-separation point, we may
have an idea of how recently the growth curve has entered its current stage or how soon it may transition to
the next one (if it is not yet in the last stage).
In particular, we note that in the first subphase, i.e., for t < t−
j , the GRM predicts a polynomial growth of
the form [17]
N (t) ≈ Atµ ,

(6)

where A = [r(1 − q)]1/(1−q) and µ = 1/(1 − q), for q < 1. In contradistinction, early exponential growth
is obtained only for q = 1, in which case one has N (t) ≈ N0 exp(rt). Similarly, in the late-time dynamics,
i.e., for t > t+
j , the GRM predicts an exponential rise to the plateau of the form [17]: N (t)−K ∝ exp(−γt),
where γ = rα/K 1−q .
2.3 Rank-Frequency Distribution
To analyze the size distribution of the preprint repositories, we first order the repositories according to
the number of COVID-19 preprints they hold, where n = 1 is attributed to the repository with the highest
number of preprints, n = 2 for the second largest repository, and so on. The
P relative frequency of preprints
in the n-th repository will be denoted by P (n), where P (n) = N P (n)/ j N P (j), with N P (j) denoting
the number of preprints in the j-th largest repository.
Preprint servers operate largely under similar principles. They aim to provide a publicly and freely
accessible platform for rapid dissemination and sharing of scientific manuscripts that were not yet certified
by peer review. There are preprint repositories that specialize in certain areas, such as: arXiv for physics
and mathematics; bioRxiv and medRxiv for biomedical sciences; SSRN for the social sciences; and RePEc
for economics research. There are also multidisciplinary preprint platforms, such as Research Square and
others. As already mentioned, there are 35 preprint servers in our dateset, with fifteen of them hosting more
than 100 COVID-19 manuscripts.
Authors thus have a substantial array of preprint servers to choose from when submitting a manuscript
on COVID-19 related research. This is in quite contrast to non-COVID-19 preprints, where authors often
4
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prefer to use servers that specialize in their disciplines. It is therefore interesting to investigate how authors
decide to which server to submit their COVID-19 preprints. For instance, preprint repositories may differ
somewhat in their screening procedures and other policy requirements [1, 4], but it is fair to argue that these
eventual differences do not represent a significant decision factor. In other words, the ‘cost’ of submission
(say, in terms of time and extra work involved in the submission process) and the eventual ‘risk’ of rejection
(if the manuscript is deemed not appropriate for the chosen server) are roughly the same among the different
platforms. It is therefore reasonable to expect that authors will preferentially seek those platform that may
provide greater visibility for their work.
A reasonable strategy decision in such situation is of course to favor those repositories that already have a
substantial number of preprints. In the context of the COVID-19 emergency, this strategy makes particular
sense for authors whose principal areas of expertise are not directly related to, say, epidemiology, infectious
diseases, virology, etc. This selection dynamics naturally leads to the so-called cumulative advantage [25]
or preferential attachment effect [21], so that repositories that already have more preprints receive more
submissions. Preferential attachment processes usually lead to rank-frequency distributions, P (n), that
exhibit power-law decay or the so-called Zipf law [19, 26, 20, 25]:
P (n) ∝

1
,
nρ

(7)

for n ≥ 1 and ρ > 0. In the next section we shall investigate the evidence of power-law behavior in the
frequency distribution of COVID-19 preprints by repositories.
2.4 Statistical Fits
To perform the statistical fit for the GRM, we employed the Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm to solve
the non-linear least square optimization problem, as implemented in the lmfit package for Python [27],
which provides the parameter estimates and their respective errors. Here we have set N (0) = N0 = 1, so
that according to (2) we are left with four parameters, namely (r, q, α, K), to determine numerically. In
the case of the rank-frequency distribution, we fitted the selected data with a simple power-law function,
P (n) = Bn−ρ , and also applied lmfit to determine the parameters B and ρ. The computer codes for the
statistical fits were written in the Python language, and the plots were produced with the data visualisation
library Matplotlib.

3 RESULTS
In Fig. 1 we show the cumulative number (red circles) of preprints on Covid-19 in our dataset, which we
recall covers from January 15, 2020, to August 30, 2020, together with the GRM best fit (black solid curve).
One sees from this figure that the theoretical curve describes very well the empirical data. Also shown in
Fig. 1 are the point of maximum acceleration (orange vertical line), the inflection point (yellow vertical
line), and the point of maximum deceleration (green vertical line), as obtained from the theoretical fit. The
legend box in the figure shows the parameter estimates from the best fit.
In Fig. 2 we show the daily number of preprints (green curve) and the theoretical daily curve, which
corresponds to the time derivative of the model cumulative curve shown in Fig. 1. Although the daily curve
is quite noisy, as expected for a random-like process such as preprint submissions, we clearly see that
the theoretical curve captures rather well the general trend of the daily data. In particular, the theoretical
estimate for the “peak” of the daily curve (corresponding to the inflection point tc of the cumulative curve)
matches quite well the location of the region of largest values in the empirical curve.
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In Fig. 3 we show the rank-frequency distribution for the preprint repositories that have at least 100
preprints; there are 15 of them, which account for the near totality (98.1%) of all COVID-19 related
preprints. We see furthermore that the first ranked server (medRxiv) alone contributes with over one quarter
(25.6%) of all submissions, which is nearly the double of the second ranked repository (SSRN, with 13.2%).
Furthermore, the six largest preprint servers (as per the number of preprints on COVID-19) together account
for more than three quarters (76.6%) of all preprints. Moreover, one sees that there is a significant ‘gap’ in
size between the sixth (bioRxiv) and the seventh (JMIR) largest repositories, which seems to suggest a
change of dynamics at this point. These evidences taken together thus indicate that the first six preprint
server dominate the ‘preferential attachment’ submission process. This is further corroborated by the fact
that the rank-size distribution for these first sixth serves does follow a Zipf law, with exponent ρ = 0.65, as
shown in the inset of Fig. 3.

4 DISCUSSION
We have seen above that the time evolution of the number of COVID-19 related preprints is well described
by the generalized Richards growth model. The application of such growth model allows us to infer several
interesting aspects of the dynamics underlying the epidemic-like growth of COVID-19 preprints. First,
we saw that that early in the epidemic the number of preprints increased in a subexponential manner, as
indicated by the value q = 0.71 obtained from the GRM fit; see Fig. 1. This means, more concretely, that
initially the number of preprints grows polynomially in time according to (6), with an exponent µ = 3.4,
rather than exponentially fast as was claimed in some early bibliometric studies on the subject [6, 12, 18].
(We recall that pure exponential growth occurs only for q = 1.) This subexponential spreading is also
found in many real epidemics [28], including COVID-19 itself [29]. Polynomial epidemic growth is usually
attributed to heterogeneous mixing [28, 30], where clustering effects in the underlying propagation network
can lead to polynomial spreading [31, 32]. So it is quite likely that such complex dynamics also takes place
in the early rapid growth of COVID-19 publications, leading to a subexponential regime. (Developing a
‘microscopic’ epidemic model for the growth of COVID-19 preprints, where such effects could be studied
in more detail, is an interesting problem but one that is beyond the scope of the present article.)
Another interesting result obtained from Fig. 1 is the fact that the inflection point of the growth profile was
reached slightly over four months after the first preprint in our dataset, i.e., tc = 130 days, corresponding
to May 24, 2020, after which the curve has entered a deceleration phase. This deceleration regime can
be explained by a combination of factors. First, after a few months of an exceedingly rapid growth in the
number of preprints, it becomes naturally more difficult for researchers to obtain novel results at the same
pace. Second, it is also possible that after a few months of intensive work on COVID-19, some researchers
(especially those whose main areas of expertise are not directly related to epidemics and infectious diseases)
may have shifted their focus back to previous research problems or moved on to new ones. Third, starting
in late April and early May, repository administrators began to screen more closely COVID-19 preprints
against “poor science” [4], and this more stringent vetting processes may have had an impact (however
modest) on the rate of accepted submissions. Furthermore, it may also have discouraged authors from
submitting manuscripts that they feared would not pass the stricter screening. In other words, enhancing
the screening procedures was the equivalent, to some extent, of a ‘mitigation’ intervention in epidemic
outbreaks. These factors combined (and possibly others) have lead to a slowing down in the rate of new
preprints—an effect that is effectively captured by the saturation term in the GRM, as represented by the
term in square brackets in Eq. (1).
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We have found that the point of maximum deceleration (and hence zero jerk) of the theoretical growth
curve happened on July 23, 2020, as indicated by the green vertical line in Fig. 1. From the GRM fit, we
have also computed the point of maximum jerk (not shown in Fig. 1) and obtained that it is predicted for
September 11, 2020. This implies that the growth curve is currently in a regime of decreasing deceleration
and increasing jerk. One important effect of this increasing jerk is that it contributes to “bend the curve”
away from the near-linear growth that is typical of intermediate region around the inflection point tc ; see
Fig. 1. The model thus predicts that the growth curve should from now on develop a more curved profile
and that in the near future it will likely enter a saturation phase, where one should see a rather slower
growth towards a plateau. It is not yet clear, however, how this approach to the plateau will take place: if
exponentially fast as predicted by the GRM or in a subexponential fashion, in which case one would have
to consider more general growth models [17]. The dynamical nature of this ‘mature phase’ will depend, of
course, on the intensity level of the continuing research on themes related to COVID-19. As more data is
accumulated over the next months, it will be possible to investigate in more detail this late-time regime.
We have also analyzed the size distribution of preprint repositories as ordered by the number of COVID19 related manuscripts they host. In particular, we found that this distribution is highly peaked at the
front-runner (medRxiv)—a property that is typical of the so-called cumulative advantage processes. Such
processes often exhibit power-law distributions, and we have indeed verified that the rank-size distribution
of preprint servers does have a power-law decay (at least for the largest repositories). This seems to indicate
that a sort of preferential attachment dynamics takes place when authors are considering to which platform
to send their manuscripts, as servers that already have more preprints tend to receive more submissions.
In conclusion, it is fair to say that, alongside the public health crisis, the COVID-19 pandemic also
triggered a scientific emergency. The scientific community has met this challenge by producing an
unprecedented number of scholarly works in a very short period of time, so much so that the phenomenon
has been dubbed “an epidemic in an epidemic” [10]. To better understand this “scidemic,” we have applied
a generalized logistic growth model to describe the time evolution of the cumulative number of unrefereed
preprints on COVID-19 and SARS-CoV2. Our analysis shows that the quick surge in COVID-19 related
preprints can be seen as a sort of contagion process, where existing preprints tend to spur more preprints,
and so on, in a cascade-like effect. Eventually this rapid growth is tamed by the system’s own dynamics, as
it takes more time and effort for researchers to obtain new results, leading to a deceleration in the growth
of the preprint ‘epidemic curve.’ (Other factors, such as closer screening of preprints by the repositories
and the return of researchers to pre-epidemic projects, may also contribute to the slowing down in the
rate of publication of COVID-19 preprints.) This initial deceleration regime is expected to be followed
by a saturation phase of slow growth, as both the COVID-19 and the publication epidemics subside. It is
possible, however, that in view of the huge amount of data that has been, and continues to be, generated by
the COVID-19 pandemic and the fact that there are still many unanswered scientific questions, a somewhat
steady level of COVID-19 publications may continue for a longer period, thus delaying the late-time
saturation regime.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Figure 1. Cumulative number (red circles) of COVID-19 related preprints deposited on online preprint
repositories up to August, 30, 2020. The solid black curve is the fit to the empirical data by the generalized
Richards model, with the parameters shown in the legend box. The vertical lines indicate the location
of some key characteristic points of the theoretical curve, as follows: i) point of maximum acceleration
t−
j = 67 (orange line); ii) inflection point tc = 130 (yellow line); and iii) point of maximum deceleration
t+
j = 190 (green line).

Figure 2. Daily number (green line) of COVID-19 preprints posted on online preprint repositories up to
August, 30, 2020. The solid black line is the derivative of the theoretical cumulative curve shown in Fig. 1.
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Figure 3. Ranking of the fifteenth largest preprint repositories by number of COVID-19 related preprints,
up to August, 30, 2020. The inset shows the rank-frequency distribution in log-log scale, where the straight
line is a power-law fit, P (n) ∝ n−ρ , to the first sixth largest repositories, which yields an exponent
ρ = 0.65.
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