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Abstract

Mathematical models not only forecast the possible future but also is used to find hidden
parameters of the COVID-19 pandemic. Numerical estimates can inform us of both goals. Still,
the interdependencies of parameters stay obscure. Many numerical solutions have been
proposed so far; however, the analytical relationship between the outbreak growth, decay and
equilibrium are much less studied. In this study, we have employed both an equivalent agent-
based model and a Susceptible-Exposed-Infected-Recovered (SEIR)-like model to prove that
the growth rate can be determined analytically in terms of other model parameters, including
contact tracing rate. We identify the most sensitive parameters as undocumented transmission
rate and documentation ratio. Unfortunately, these are the parameters we have the least
knowledge. We derived an identity that predicts the effectiveness of contact tracing in a
country from observable parameters. We underline an unavoidable dilemma: that even in the
case of high contact tracing, we cannot bring the outbreak to stalemate without applying
substantial quarantine; however, some countries are benefiting from contact tracing. Besides,
we have shown that the seemingly same parameters of the SEIR models and agent-based

models are not equivalent. We propose a correction to bridge both models.

Introduction

In December 2019, a novel enveloped RNA beta-coronavirus that causes coronavirus disease
(COVID-19) emerged in Wuhan, China, and the disease has become a global crisis rapidly.

Besides being a global health-threatening factor, recent studies have shown that economic



spillovers and spillbacks will be very large!, each additional month of the epidemics costs 2.5-
3% of global GDP?, an increment of global poverty will be expected?. Therefore, the issue of
finding efficient strategies to prevent the spread of the disease becomes more and more

prominent for policymakers.

Agent(individual)-based models and equation-based models are two common frameworks to
investigate the dynamics of epidemics and the efficiency of the prevention strategies. The way
of modelling the relationships between entities and the level-of-detail are the points where
these two approaches differ. Agent-based models can capture individual contact processes and
give a more realistic view of an outbreak and its evolution, however, the advantages come with
costs of heavy computational burden and time to run the simulation. In standard
compartmental models that are governed by a system of differential equations, the population
is split into homogenous subpopulations such as S-[E]-I-R (Susceptible-[Exposed]-Infectious-
Recovered/Removed). Despite their short set up and running time, the homogeneity
assumption is a shortcoming of compartmental models due to the small number of infective
individuals at the beginning of the disease and the stochastic nature of transmission®.
Branching processes are good approximations to the stochastic epidemic processes at the
onset of epidemics when there are few infected individuals, and the number of susceptibles is

large>.

Even though agent-based modelling for COVID-19 is yet relatively rare, studies such as taking
different transmission rates of symptomatic and undocumented patients into account and
estimating population compliance level and making comparisons of different intervention
strategies®, estimating the effectiveness of measures via taking super-spreaders and testing
and quarantine-policies into account’, constructing a virtual community and calculating the
effect of delay-time for interventions® were published. There are also studies that use the
agent-based modelling for combining human mobility data with SIR-like model and calculating
the effect of measures on the peak level®, using micro agent-based modelling and estimating
the effect of interventions on the disease's cumulative incidence and mortality, and on ICU-
bed occupancy'®, considering different stages of the disease and estimating the number of
patients in hospitals and ICU, dividing society into groups and estimating cost vs quarantine

length'?.



Since the beginning of the epidemic, many statistical, mathematical, and agent-based models
have been used to estimate the epidemiological parameters and effectiveness of intervention
strategies. However, limited knowledge about the nature of the disease, methodological
differences(choice of parameters), model differences(deterministic versus stochastic) and use
of different datasets caused asymptomatic cases were missed'34, wrong predictions about
the expected number of infected individuals>* or negligence of time delay between symptom

onset - infectious statel’19,

Previous works investigated the effects of intervention strategies, including contact tracing?®
%6 quarantine®®21242% ' and testing3%2>2% on epidemiological parameters of the disease. As a
result of investigating these interventions separately, the question to be answered to
implement the most effective quarantine intervention; when and how long the quarantine is
applied, the question to be answered for contact tracing; how many people contact tracing can
be done on, for the random testing; determining whether the test application has an impact
on the number of cases and the cost of the measures. When applied separately, it was
observed that they have difficulties in practice?®, although the effect of contact tracing and

quarantine was demonstrated in reducing epidemic spread.

Here, we have analytically derived a new equation which shows the relation of internal
parameters of COVID-19 pandemic and the external control parameters. The derivation was
made from an SEIR-like model that we constructed to be equivalent to our agent-based model.
The models also include contact-tracing. We show that for both models to be equivalent, we
must make corrections on the coefficients. The constructed models and our solution are
modelling the exponential phase of the epidemic. The populations with low herd-immunity are
in the exponential phase of the dynamics. Thus, practically all countries are in the exponential
growth or decay phase. We then identified the most sensitive and correlating parameters on
the pandemic growth rate. Through our solution, it is possible to find out the ratio of the
intervention strategies to reach the equilibrium state. We show that increasing effectiveness
of contact tracing does not have a substantial effect on the growth rate. We have also created
an analytical expression which can predict the efficiency of contact-tracing from observable
parameters. Also, we can compute the proportion of new cases originating from contacts that

were identified earlier (or in isolation). Lastly, we have proved that the uncorrected SEIR-like



models lead to the miscalculation of day estimates. We have confirmed all of our findings with

the agent-based models.
Results and Discussion

Mathematical modelling.

We have developed a discrete-time stochastic agent-based model and corrected SEIR-like
model, including contact tracing strategies parameterized to the COVID-19 outbreak. The
dynamic states include E(t) (exposed), P(t) (pre-symptomatic documented), U(t)
(undocumented), D(t) (symptomatic documented), H(t) (hospitalized) and R(t) (recovered)
individuals as shown in Fig. 1. By assuming exponential growth/decay of all state variables, we
have proved that the people who will leave his/her own state in the classical SEIR model Eq.
(15) cannot be distributed uniformly (see methods). With the help of our mathematical analysis

over the agent-based model, we have proved that the coefficients like (ﬁ) X State(t)

occurred in classical SEIR model must be replaced with the corrected coefficients

(erxdr—ay_l) X State(t) where r is corresponding growth rate. Thus, we have derived a

corrected SEIR-like model Eq. (18) which is equivalent to the mean behaviour of the agent-
based model. The amount of error that will occur in the day predictions made with the

uncorrected SEIR models an be given in the following form,

In(dayxr+1)
" .

E(r,day) = |day — (1)
One major challenge in SEIR-like models is the addition of contact tracing strategies effectively.
The corrected SEIR-like model is extended to include contact tracing strategies by considering
isolated compartments as well. The derived model is given by Eq. (20). As we will prove through
the simulations, the corrected SEIR-like model that includes contact tracing is also equivalent
to the agent-based model for which the contact tracing strategies is explained in the methods.

With the mathematical analysis of our corrected SEIR-like model Eq. (20), we have derived the

following generalized identity
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where the default parameter values and their roles are given in Table 1. The equilibrium

identity can then be derived from Eq. (2) as follows,
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One more identity is derived for calculation of known-ratio, which is the proportion of new

daily identified patients as traced from earlier contacts. The known-ratio is obtained as
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Figure 1 Graphical representation of the models and the parameters.
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Every COVID-19 positive agents start in the exposed state. Then, exposed individuals proceed randomly to

undocumented or pre-symptomatic documented states. Different transmission rates of pre-symptomatic and

undocumented cases have been taken into account. The susceptible agents are omitted due to low-herd

immunity limit. The new exposed individuals are added as Poisson random variables per infectious patients. A

single parameter, Q, has been used to represent all precautions implemented to prevent the spread of the

disease.

Parameter Definitions Values Source
a the fraction of documented infections, 0.14 [31]
d, mean number of days in exposed stage 3.69 [31]

mean number of days in pre-symptomatic
d, 3.47 [31]
documented stage
mean number of days in the undocumented
ds 3.47 [31]
stage
D average time of going to the hospital 1.92 [34]
infectiousness rate of the symptomatic case 1.12 [31]
transmission reduction factor for
u 0.55 [31]
undocumented cases
Q(t) level of total precautions in a country Depends on sim. Estimated
isolation probability of contacts at the
V1 Depends on sim. Assumed
exposed stage
isolation probability of contacts at the pre-
Va2 Depends on sim. Assumed
symptomatic documented stage




isolation probability of contacts at the
V3 Depends on sim. Assumed
undocumented stage

Table 1 Parameters used in the model

Symbols, descriptions and values of the model paramaters.

Accuracy of the analytical solution compared to the agent-based model.

We test the accuracy of the novel Eq. (2) with our agent-based model in terms of the
logarithmic growth rates in Fig. 2. The comparison has been performed for all parameters,
including contact tracing, and it has been shown that the novel equation predicts the growth
rate with high accuracy. Even though the stochasticity of agent-based modelling has caused
minor deviations between the novel equation and the agent-based model, the effect of the
parameters on the growth rate has been found similar with only a 1% difference between the
two models. Therefore, the proposed novel equation can be used to analyze the dynamics of

the epidemics with respect to model parameters.
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Figure 2 Analytical solution predicts the growth rate of the agent-based model.

The comparison of the novel equation and agent-based modelling has been performed with respect to a,
infectiousness rate of the symptomatic documented cases 8 b, transmission reduction factor for undocumented
cases u ¢, the fraction of documented cases a d, the mean number of days in exposed stage d; e, the mean
number of days in the undocumented stage d, f, the mean number of days in the pre-symptomatic documented
stage ds g, the mean number of days in the symptomatic documented stage p h, isolation probability of contacts
at the exposed stage ¥, i, isolation probability of contacts at the pre-symptomatic documented stage y5 j, isolation

probability of contacts at the undocumented stage y5. (see methods parameter values)

Correlation and sensitivity analysis of the COVID-19.
The linear correlations of all parameters with the growth rate of the epidemic are illustrated in
(Fig. 3 a). The transmission rates of both undocumented and symptomatic cases (B, u, a) have

shown a dominant positive correlation with the growth rate of the disease. Another dominant



parameter is the latency period. The length of the latency period is inversely correlated to the
growth rate. In contrast, the length of the infectious period is positively correlated. The analysis
also includes contact tracing. We divided the efficiency of contact racing into three parts (Table
1). Isolation of contacts at the latency period is more effective than to isolate them when they
are at pre-symptomatic or undocumented stages to reduce the growth rate of the disease. The
contacts that do not show any signs of disease are the hotbed of the spread of the epidemic.

They must certainly be quarantined/isolated.

Sensitivity analysis has been performed to find out the disease's growth rate is more sensitive
to which parameter of the model (Fig. 3 b). The sensitivity is not synonymous with correlation.
The sensitivity shows us the effect of the uncertainty of the parameters. Especially four
parameters have been found as more sensitive among all parameters. Those parameters are
the transmission rate of documented cases (B), documentation ratio (a), the transmission
reduction factor of the undocumented cases (u), and the mean number of days in the latency
period(d;). The most sensitive parameter is the transmission reduction factor of the
undocumented cases (u), which is one of the most controversial parameters about COVID-1933.
Depending on the various values of the documentation ratio «, sensitivity analysis is performed
to illustrate the different scenarios in (Fig. 3 c and 3 d). The sensitivity of the growth rate with
both tracing-free case and the full-tracing case has been analyzed in Fig. 3 a, and Fig. 3 b,
respectively.

As we observe from Fig. 3 ¢, the sensitivity of the growth rate to the transmission rate (f) is
increasing with increasing values of the documentation ratio. It indicates that the transmission
rate is the dominant parameter when the documentation ratio is high as opposed to our
default caseillustrated in (Fig. 3 b). For higher values of the documentation ratio, the sensitivity
of the growth rate to the transmission reduction factor of undocumented cases (u) is getting
insignificant. For high contact tracing, it has been observed that the documentation ratio is not
a dominant parameter (Fig. 3 d) as opposed to our default case stated in (Fig. 3 b). An
interesting point here is that when the tracing values and documentation ratio are relatively
high, a small positive change in documentation ratio leads to an adverse change in growth rate.
The reason for this change is the increase in documentation ratio increases the effect of

tracing. On the other hand, tracing parameters (y;) and (¥,) become dominant parameters in



terms of the sensitivity in case of higher values of the documentation ratio and higher values

of contact tracing probabilities (Fig 3 d).
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Figure 3 Correlation and sensitivity analysis of the COVID-19 dynamics shows the importance of non-observable
parameters.

Correlation of the parameters with growth rate and sensitivity analysis by considering default parameters stated
in Table 1. a, Correlation between the model parameters and the growth rate of the pandemic has been
determined by using the novel Eq. 2 b, Sensitivity analysis of the growth rate of the pandemic calculated via partial
derivatives of the growth rate with respect to the parameters ¢, Sensitivity analysis with the use of default
parameters and contact tracing probabilities y; = y, = y3 = 0 for various values of the documentation ratio «a.
d, Sensitivity analysis with the use of default parameters and contact tracing probabilities y; = y, = y3 = 1 for

various values of the documentation ratio a. (For the derivation, Eq. (2) and default parameters are used)

Quarantine/Precaution level required to stabilize the disease spread.

We estimate the threshold quarantine level that can equilibrate the pandemic in the presence
or absence of contact tracing, Q¢ and Qr respectively (Fig. 4 a and 4 b). The quarantine level is
the sum of all precautions like masks, social distancing, isolation. Any quarantine level higher
than the threshold will turn the epidemic into decay. Afterwards, we compute the quarantine
level for exponential decay with decay rate r =-0.2 (Fig. S4 a and S4 b). Contact tracing cannot
make a significant effect to decrease the threshold quarantine levels at the low documentation

ratio.

First, we have calculated the quarantine level (Qg and Q) through our solutions Egs. (2) and

(3). We simulate the agent-based model with the calculated parameters. The dynamics of the

9



epidemic with the predicted (Qp and Q)  values satisfies our expectations for both
equilibrium (Fig. 4 a and 4 b) and exponential decay (Fig. S4 a and S4 b). We have seen that the
outbreak reaches equilibrium after nearly 9 days of the implementation of quarantine
measures. In Fig. 4 ¢, it is shown that how much the growth rate can be reduced by applying
contact tracing under different quarantine levels for relatively low documented ratio @ = 0.25.
Since the documentation ratio is considered low, the growth rate has not significantly
decreased with contact tracing. Higher documentation increases the effect of contact tracing
significantly (Fig. S5). Using one of the main identities Eq. (3), we have illustrated the difference
between quarantine levels with and without applying contact tracing to reach the equilibrium
state (Fig. 4 d). The documentation ratio is essential to reduce the threshold quarantine level

with the use of contact tracing. Extensive testing can increase the documentation ratio.
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Figure 4 Contact tracing’s effect on decreasing the required quarantine level to stabilize the disease is highly

dependent on the documentation ratio.

To reach an equilibrium state, we have estimated the threshold quarantine level with (black line) and without
contact tracing (golden line) from Eq. (3). The simulations starts with zero quarantine level and then proceeded
with the calculated threshold quarantine level after 40 days. The initial growth rate is taken as r = 0.2, which is
the mean value of the growth rates of countries Turkey, USA, Germany, Italy and Spain. The required B, value is
estimated via Eq. (2). Same simulations were made for both a, a = 0.25 and b, a = 0.75. ¢, The effect of contact
tracing to the growth rate with the various values of the quarantine level. d, The reduction in quarantine levels

calculated from equilibrium Eqg. (3) with and without applying contact tracing. (see methods for parameters).
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The proportion of newly documented patients being traced from earlier patients (known-ratio) can be

used to predict the contact tracing efficiency.

To determine the efficiency of tracing, we have calculated the proportion of the new cases that
originated from the contacts of pre-documented patients. In Fig. 6, the expected known-ratio
(7) calculated with Eq. (4) by using uniformly distributed parameter values of y; and y,. For
testing the accuracy of our estimation, the agent-based model has been simulated with the
same parameters. The validation procedure is illustrated for & = 0.14, a = 0.50 and a =
0.70. The a@ = 0.14 is the documentation ratio found in Spain, and the &« = 0.70 is the ratio of
possibly discoverable patients found in Spain38. The results have been found quite predictive.
Minor deviations arose because of the intrinsic stochasticity of agent-based modelling. Thus,
with an analytic solution, we can calculate the efficiency of the contact-tracing from the
known-ratio. A country with an observable known-ratio can predict the efficacy of their contact
tracing program. The effectiveness depends mainly on the documentation ratio, which can also

be observed by antibody screening.
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Figure 5. Contact tracing efficiency can be predicted by the observable known-ratio.

Contact tracing efficiency was calculated for different known-ratio (7). Two values of @ = 0.14 and a = 0.70
were used. The known-ratio is the proportion of the newly documented patient that was being traced. For more

straightforward illustration, we use the same value for all. The observable known-ratios of countries can be used
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as a proxy to contact tracing efficiency. The analytical solution Eq. (25) is derived from Eq. (20) assuming that pre-

symptomatic state is growing/decaying exponential (see methods).

Uncorrected SEIR-like models underestimate the parameters of the COVID-19 dynamics.

In classical SEIR-like models, the number of people who change their states is assumed as
uniformly distributed. However, in the case of exponential growth or decay phases of the
epidemics, the number of newly infected people is expected to be higher than the number of
people who leave their stages. We have shown that the distribution of the number of people
who leave their stages in compartmental models should not be uniform as adopted in SEIR-like
models (for details see methods). We have calculated the error caused by accepting the
uniform distribution in terms of growth rate and estimated days, as shown in Fig. 6.

As a case in point; we have used the number of daily cases in China and calculated the growth
rate of the epidemics as 0.176932, and obtained the latency period estimation for China as
3.693! from the article that uses an SEIR-like model. The error, which indicates the
miscalculation in terms of days, has been determined as nearly 1 day (Fig. 6). We have shown
that the predictions of the length of the stages using the classical compartmental models are

not totally correct and that our model can be used for this purpose.

Error (Day)

Figure 6 Model parameters are underestimated by uncorrected SEIR-models
Prediction of error in days when using classical SEIR-like models. The error equation is derived in the methods

section as E(r,day) = |day — In(day X r + 1) /r|. Higher growth rates increase underestimation.
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Discussion

Since the emerging of the first coronavirus cases in December 2019, several studies have
attempted to understand the dynamics of the outbreak. However, the analytical relationship
between the outbreak growth and other parameters, including contact tracing levels, has not
been analyzed so far. In this study, we have developed a new SEIR-like model with the help of
mathematical analysis of the agent-based model; and shown that it is possible to find out a
novel identity which indicates the relations of the internal and external parameters of the
outbreak. Our solution assumes exponential growth or decay. It is important to remember that
the criteria for exponential growth or decay are low herd-immunity. At low herd-immunity, the
majority of the population is susceptible. We assume susceptibles as constant, and the non-
linear system of equations reduces to a linear system of differential equations. The analytical
solution not only predicts the growth rate, but it can also be used to estimate parameters. Any
pairwise or higher-order dependencies are easily analyzable. By contrasting SEIR-like models
and agent-based model, we identified the difference between the models could be overcome
by augmenting the coefficients of the model. The bridge between the two models can also be
applied to different questions.

Through the linear correlation and sensitivity analyses, we have concluded that on the way of
understanding the dynamics of the epidemic, correctly, it is essential to determine the roles of

the infected undocumented cases as proposed by previous studies3>3’

. Sadly, we are less
knowledgable about the undocumented cases. Without a doubt, this is the reason that this
pandemic was never under control. The current antibody screenings show us that in Spain,
20% was documented. However, nearly 50% had or thought to have some form of symptoms.
This pool might be discoverable by extensive testing or close watchfulness. If the
documentation ratio was as high as 50%, with 75% effective contact tracing, the required

quarantine level is only 40%. The most difference we can make is increasing the documentation

ratio.

In our view, there is a big dilemma: if we assume that the documentation ratio is at max 25%,
then the contact tracing should not make a meaningful difference in the growth rate; however,
some countries seem to be benefiting from the contact tracing. Either the contact tracing is
not a successful program, so those countries are benefiting from social distancing measures,

or there is a different dynamic that we are sadly unaware.
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Observing the effectiveness of the contact tracing can be difficult. We devised an equation for
estimating the contact tracing effectiveness. This equation predicts the efficacy with respect
to the known-ratio. The known-ratio is the ratio of the newly discovered positives from earlier
traced patients to total daily positives. The known-ratio is easily observable.

One of our main findings in this study is the day estimates of SEIR-like models are not accurate
because of the assumption of uniform distribution. This discrepancy can be observed in other
models as well. Our analysis can also shed light into bridging SEIR-like models and agent-based

models.

Methods

Agent-Based Model

We have developed a discrete-time stochastic agent-based model with the use of the
branching process, parameterized to the COVID-19 outbreak. The branching process is
established with dynamic states of E(t) (exposed), P(t) (pre-symptomatic documented), U(t)
(undocumented), D(t) (symptomatic documented), H(t) (hospitalized) and R(t) (recovered)
shown in Fig. 1.

The simulation process for the outbreak starts with one exposed person. Initially, an exposed
agent cannot infect others during his/her latent period for Poiss(d;) days. After the latency
period finishes, the person tends to one of the two branches; either being pre-symptomatic
documented with a ratio of @ or undocumented with a ratio of (1 — a). When the latency
period expires, we generate a random number K; if K > a he/she proceeds to the
undocumented stage. If the person becomes undocumented, the length of infectious period is
drawn stochastically from Poiss(d3) distribution, he/she infects daily Poiss(,uﬁ(l — Q(t)))
numbers of susceptible persons. When the infectious period of the undocumented stage
finishes, the person goes on to the recovery stage and becomes healthy. If K < «a then the
person proceeds to the pre-symptomatic case. The infectious period of the pre-symptomatic
documented stage is Poiss(d,) days. Through the infectious period of the pre-symptomatic

documented stage, he/she infects dainPoiss(,u,B(l—Q(t))), numbers of susceptible

14



persons. When the infectious period of the pre-symptomatic documented stage finishes the
person proceeds to the symptomatic documented stage. Person stays in the symptomatic
documented stage for a random number of days, Poiss(p). Throughout the infectious period
of the symptomatic documented stage, he/she infects daily Poiss(ﬁ’(l — Q(t))) numbers of
susceptible persons. When the symptomatic period finishes person proceeds to the
hospitalization stage where he/she will recover or die. The default parameter values for the

simulations with their sources were presented in Table 1.

Contact Tracing in the Agent-Based Model

Contact tracing starts when the person X proceeds to the hospitalization stage (H). The persons who
are infected by person X are in the exposed stage (E), undocumented stage (U), pre-symptomatic
documented stage (P) or symptomatic documented stage (D). Isolating the contacts is depending on
their stages and the parameters y4,¥2 and y3 which are the isolation probabilities of contacts at the
stage of exposed (E), pre-symptomatic documented (P) and undocumented (U), respectively.
Contact tracing procedure in the agent-based model has been explained in the following pseudocode:
begin Person X proceed to hospitalization stage

input y4,¥2,¥3
fori = 1,2,...,N Person X exposed X1, X5,..., Xy

ifX, = E
ifrand <y,
Person X; proceeds to E
endif
ifX, = P
if rand <y,
Person X; proceeds to P
endif
ifX; = U
if rand < y;
Person X; proceeds to U
endif
ifX, =D

Person X; proceeds to H
endif

endfor
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Mathematical Analysis of the Agent-Based Model

We try to achieve a constraint that all these parameters must satisfy in the case of exponential
growth or decay of the disease. Let assume that all state variables grow or decay with the rate
of parameter r. Let us denote E,(t), P,(t), U,(t) and D, (t) as the number of people who are

at these states with x days at any time t. Let us first observe that,

Eyrqc(t + dt) = E.(b). (5)
By considering exponential growth/decay of all states, we get

Exyar(t +dt) = e™Ey 40 (1) = Ex(2) (6)
and

E.(t) = e ™ Ey(0). (7)

With a similar way we get

P.(t) = e Py(1),

Ur(8) = e7 U, (2), (8)
D, (t) = e ™ Dy(t).

We can determine Py(t), Uy(t) and Dy(t) in terms of E,(t) as follows,

Py(t + dt) = e"™Py(t) = aE4, (t) = ae "2 Ey(t) (9)
Py(t) = ae T(@2+a0E (¢) (10)
and similarly

Up(t) = (1 — @)e "+ aE,(¢) (11)
Dy(t) = ae "(@*PHADE (¢) (12)

where dt is infinitely small time increment. New exposed individuals at t + dt can be

expressed as

d d d
Eo(t +dt) = f(1 = Q) | [ P(e)dx + u f* U (t)dx + [} Dy (t)dx ] (13)
After writing the Egs. (7)-(8) into Eq. (13) and tending dt to zero, we finally get the following

equation,

r
B[M(l_a)e—r(d1+d3)+a”e—T(d1+d2+p)+(a”_a_”)e—7"d1]

Q=1+ (14)

where 0 < Q < 1. The Eq. (14) implies how the internal and external parameters of the
outbreak behave together. We have illustrated the relations between the growth rate and the

other parameters in numerical experiments.
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The SEIR Model

The classical SEIR model with the same parameters used in the agent-based model can be

stated as follows

‘;_‘;’ =B(1—-QI[P®) +D®)]+uB(1l—QU() _%)

dP _ E(t) P(t)

at U a; dp

e .

ap _ E@) _ D)
dt ~ d, )

In this model, we assume that there always exist enough susceptible individuals to be infected.

Additionally, since recovered and dead individuals do not affect the growth/decay dynamics,
we omitted these state variables. The terms (ﬁ) X State are due to the simplification of the

original derivation of Kermack and Kendrick'®. Most of the recent papers related to the
modelling of COVID-19 outbreak use this simplification, and the key parameters are estimated

via this assumption.
The Corrected SEIR Model

In the equation system Eq. (15), the last terms of the differential equations indicate the uniform
distribution of the state variables. For instance, the distribution of the sub-states E, (t) for 0 <
x < d, are uniform in the system Eq. (15). But as we proved in the last subsection, these
statements are no longer valid when the exponential growth/decay occurs for all state
variables. Thus, one needs to find out how many people should leave from his/her state at any
specific time t for all states E(t), P(t), U(t) and D(t). With the consideration of exponential

growth/decay and Egs. (5)-(14), we get the following distributions,

Edl(t) = EO(t)e_rdl = T = i + 0 (d1r2—6r)
ffl Ex(t)dx Eo(t)[%—%e—rdl] erdi-1  d, 12
Pa,( _ _Pe’™2 _ _r 1 10 (d2r2—6r)
ffz Py (t)dx Po(t)[%—%e‘rdz] erd2-1  d, 12
Ug; () Up®e ™ r 1 (d3r2—6r)
[Buax Uo(8)|7-ze~Tds] T etdz-1 dy +0 12 (16)
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Dp(t) _  Do®)e P r 1 10 (pr2—6r)
S Dy(tax Do(t)[%_%e—rp] T e™-1  p 12

Eg. (16) show that any estimation of the exposed day, pre-symptomatic documented day,

undocumented day and symptomatic documented day with the use of classical SEIR model Eq.

(15) will have an approximation error. In other words, any coefficients like ﬁ estimated with

the system Eq. (15) can not exactly represent the true values of the days. Before specifying the
corrected SEIR model, we can express the amount of error that will occur in the day predictions

made with the classic SEIR models in the following form,

In(dayxr+1)

E(r,day) = |day — (17)

Thus, with the assumption of exponential growth/decay, the corrected SEIR model can be

expressed as

L= B1-QIP(®) + D] + pp(1 — QU — —E(1)

‘;—’t’ = 07— E(t) — 52— P(t)

= (1- )= E(t) — 57— U(t) (18)
‘;_Lt’ = = P() - = D(.

Note that, we can easily show that system Eq. (18) also satisfies Eq. (14) in exponential
growth/decay. Except that the stochastic nature of the agent-based model stated in the last
section, both models are equivalent if the time is continuously treated also in the agent-based

model. The equilibrium equation can then be stated as

1

Q=1+ Blu(1-a)(2d,+d3)—a(dx+p)]

(19)

Contact Tracing

It is important to follow the contacts of the identified cases to break the transmission chain in
the COVID-19 outbreak. The growth of the outbreak can be significantly reduced by identifying
and isolating people who have been contacted by people known to carry the virus. It is known

from the system Eq. (17) that the number of new confirmed cases at any specific time t is

r
e™-1

D(t). Since these group of infected cases have been transmitted the virus at the previous

(d, + p) days, their contacts are in the exposed stage, undocumented stage and pre-

symptomatic documented stage. Here we assume that d; > p and it is not possible to find out
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a contacted people in the symptomatic documented stage. Isolating the contacts is depending
on their stage and the parameters y;,¥, and y3 are used for the isolation probabilities of
contacts at the stage of exposed, pre-symptomatic documented and undocumented,

respectively. Thus, we get the following ODE system

G = B0 - QIP® + DO +pB(1 — QU — 77— E(®) - B2E=p ()

= O (O ~ g PO - MR b

W (1= @) e E(D) — s U (1) — L0000

=7 PO~ D).

= h® (20)
t_nstiny ) o

Z—f: @ B(1) + Xt dIBQON () - T p(r)

8 = (1- @) g E(r) + RO ddPU= p ) — 1 [j(r)

i—i’= =P

where E(t), P(t), U(t) and H(t) represent the isolated exposed, pre-symptomatic
documented, undocumented and hospitalized number of people at any time t, respectively.
It is important to understand how the parameters should behave for an exponential
growth/decay in the presence of the contact tracing. Applying a similar procedure by
considering P(t) = Pye™, the desired growth/decay functions of the other states in large time

can be obtained as

t—
D(t) sz 1P er( p)
(e"*1-1)(e™24P) 4+ aB(1-Q)y,(dp+P—dy) -
E(t) = w21 ELIE L pye”(t=P)
U(t) (a— 1)(erd3 1)(- erp+1+er(p+dz)+1_Terp+rer(p+dz)_aﬁ(1 Q)(V2—uy3)(di—dy— p)P er(t ds— p)
a(e™2-1)r
H(t) = 0e”(t7P) (21)

B(1- Q)d1Y1(erd1 D r(t—d,—p)
E(t) - (erdz 1) P e !

P(t) = ap(1 - Q)[dl(Y1 —e"hy,) +e"hy,(d, + P)]Poer(t_dl_dz_p)

() = -0pa- ~Q)(e" - 1>[d1(21 e)dlygu)+e’d1y3u(az+p>]P r(t=dy—d3—p)
(eT@2—-1

— - _prd rd
H®) = aB(1-Q)[d1(r1 (:szlzi))"'e 1y,(d2+p)] Poer(t_dl_dz_p)

Finally, the following constraint can be achieved for the system Egs. (20)
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reT%s[en 1+ 924P) +ap(1-Q)y; dy +af(1-Q)(dy ~dp—p)e™1] _
pA-O+ pler@a+p)—er(@2tds )|t af (u-1)e7 (23 +P) — e @2 D) 4T3 + uB(1-Q) (v2—Hy3)(dr —dz—p) (€793 ~1)|-pa? B(1-Q) (€T3 - 1) (r2-¥3) (d1~d2—P) 0 (22)

The equilibrium state equation can be derived from Eq. (22) as follows,

1+aB(1-Q)[d; (1 =V2) +¥2(d2+p)]
1-0Q) - =0. 23
A Q) pdz+a?B(1-Q)adsu(y,—uys)(di—da—p)+a(da+B(1-Q)dzds u(y2—pys)+dspu(—1-B(1-Q) (v2—py3)(d1—p))+p) (23)

The efficiency of the applied contact tracing can be measured by the evaluation of the following

known-ratio:

roo-
e“iz_;[P(t) _ ‘xﬁ(l—Q)[d1(Y1—€rd1Y2)+erd11’2(d2+P)]
erdr—z_lﬁ(t)"'ﬁD(t) e(@1+d2) +aB(1-Q)d1y; ~aB(1~Q)e 1y, (d; ~d,~P)

T= (24)

i.e. the rate of isolated hospitalized cases in the total hospitalized number of people at any
time t. With the consideration of equal tracing probabilities y = y; = y, = y3, the contact
tracing probability ¥ can be written in terms of the known-ratio and other parameters as

follows

rer(d1+dz)

af(1-Q)(1-7)[d1(1-eT1)+eTd1(dy+p)]

y= (25)

Parameters

The model parameters and default values have been demonstrated in Table 1. Depending on
the given figures we can summarize the parameter values as follows;

Figure 2. d; =3.69,d, =3.47,d3 =3.47,p =192, =0.14, =1.12,u = 0.55,Q =
0,71 = y2 = y3 = 0. Together with these default parameter values, all parameters individually
changed in subfigures as illustrated in x —axis.

Figure 3 a. The parameter values are randomly selected from the intervals 0.5 < d; <5,
05<d, <5 05<d;<5 0<p<50<a<1,0<p<50<su<1,0<5y, <
1,0<y, <1,0 <y3; <1. 10,000 different set of parameters taken and the corresponding
growth rates are evaluated from novel Eq. (2).

Figure 3 b. d; =3.69,d, =3.47,d3 =3.47,p =192, =0.14, = 1.12,u = 0.55,Q =
0,y1 =y, =y3 = 0. Together with these default parameter values, the growth rate is
evaluated from novel Eq. (2) asr = 0.1767.

Figure 3 c¢. dy=3.69,d, =347,d3=347,p=192, f=112,u=0.55Q =0,y, =
Yy, = y3 = 0. Together with these default parameter values, the growth rates are evaluated

from novel Eqg. (2) with respect to the changing values of «.
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Figure 3 d. d; =3.69,d, =3.47,d3 =347,p =192, f =112,u=0.55,0Q =0, y; =
y, = y3 = 1. Together with these default parameter values, the growth rates are evaluated
from novel Eq. (2) with respect to the changing values of a.

Figure 4 a.

Simulations without applying contact tracing. Before quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, =
347,d3 =347, p=192,a =025, =117,y =0.55Q =0,r=0.2, yy =y, =y3 = 0.
After quarantine application: d; =3.69,d, = 3.47,d; =3.47,p =192, = 0.14,F =
1.17,u = 0.55,0 = 0.6942,r =0, y, =y, =y3 =0.

Simulations with applying contact tracing. Before quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, =
347,d3; =347, p=192,a =025, =1.17,u = 0550 =0,r=0.2, y; =y, =y3 = 0.
After quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, = 3.47,d; =3.47,p =192, = 0.14, =
1.17,u = 0.55,0 = 0.6282,r =0, y; =y, =y3 = 0.5.

Figure 4 b.

Simulations without applying contact tracing. Before quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, =
347,d3 =3.47,p=192,a =0.75, =093, 1 =0.55Q =0,r=0.2, yy =y, =y3 = 0.
After quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, = 3.47,d; =3.47,p = 1.92,a = 0.75,3 =
0.93,u=0.55Q =0.7073,r=0, yy =y, =y3 = 0.

Simulations with applying contact tracing. Before quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, =
3.47,d3 =3.47,p =192,a =0.75, =093, 1 =0.55Q0 =0,r=0.2, yy =y, =y3 = 0.
After quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, = 3.47,d; =3.47,p = 1.92,a = 0.75,3 =
0.93,u=0.55,Q =0.6282,r =0, yy =y, =y; = 0.5

Figuredc.d, = 3.69,d, = 3.47,d; = 3.47,p = 1.92,a = 0.25, = 1.12,u = 0.55, Q = 0.
Figure 4 d. d, =3.69,d, =3.47,d3 =3.47,p=192,a = 0.25,f = 1.12,u = 0.55, Q =
0,r=0.2.

Figure 5. dy =3.69,d, =347,d; =3.47,p =192, = 0.14/0.70,8 = 1.12,u =
0.55,Q0 = 0,y = y, = y3 = 0.Together with these default parameter values, the growth rate
is evaluated from novel Eq. (2) with respect to changing values of contact tracing probabilities.
Figure S1. d, = 3.69,d, = 3.47,d3 = 3.47,p = 1.92,a = 0.14,r = 0.1767, u = 0.55,Q =
0,71 = y2 = y3 = 0. Together with these default parameter values, all parameters individually
changed in subfigures as illustrated in x —axis. 8 values are obtained from novel Eq. (2).
Figure S2. d, = 3.69,d, = 3.47,d3; =3.47,p =1.92,a =0.25, § =1.12,u=0.55, Q =

0,1 =y, =vy3 = 0.75. Together with these default parameter values, all parameters
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individually changed in subfigures as illustrated in x —axis. r values are obtained from novel
Eg. (2) and known-ratio (7) values are obtained from Eq. (4).

Figure S3. d, = 3.69,d, = 3.47,d; =3.47,p =1.92,r = 0.2, u = 0.55. Together with
these default parameter values, the documented ratio is taken uniformly as illustrated in
x —axis. § values are obtained from novel Eq. (2) and Q1 values are obtained from Eq. (3).
Figure 54 a.

Simulations without applying contact tracing. Before quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, =
347,d3 =347, p =192,a =025, =117,y =0.55Q =0,r=0.2, yy =y, =y3 = 0.
After quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, = 3.47,d; =3.47,p =1.92,a = 0.14,3 =
1.17,u = 0.55,Q = 09139,r = -0.2, y; =y, =y3 = 0.

Simulations with applying contact tracing. Before quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, =
347,d3 =347, p=192,a =025, =117,y =0.550Q0 =0,r=0.2, yy =y, =y3 = 0.
After quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, = 3.47,d; =3.47,p =1.92,a = 0.14,3 =
1.17,u = 0.55,Q = 0.8668,r = —-0.2, y; =y, =y3 = 0.5.

Figure 5S4 b.

Simulations without applying contact tracing. Before quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, =
3.47,d3 =3.47,p =192, =0.75,§ =093, =055, =0,r=0.2, y; =y, =y3 =0.
After quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, = 3.47,d; = 3.47,p =192, = 0.75,F =
0.93,u =0.550 =0.9221,r=-0.2, yy =y, =y3 = 0.

Simulations with applying contact tracing. Before quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, =
3.47,d3 =3.47,p =192, =0.75,§ =093, =055, =0,r=0.2, y; =y, =y3 =0.
After quarantine application: d; = 3.69,d, = 3.47,d; =3.47,p = 1.92,a = 0.75,3 =
0.93,u =0.55,Q =0.8379,r=-0.2, y; =y, =y3 =0.5.

Figure S5. dy =3.69,d, =3.47,d; =3.47,p =192, = 0.70, u = 0.55, f = 1.12.
Together with these default parameter values, contact tracing probabilities are taken

uniformly as illustrated in x —axis. r values are obtained from novel Eq. (2).

REFERENCES

1. Kohlscheen, E., Mojon, B. & Rees, D. The Macroeconomic Spillover Effects of the Pandemic on

the Global Economy. SSRN Journal (2020) doi:10.2139/ssrn.3569554.

2. Fernandes, N. Economic Effects of Coronavirus Outbreak (COVID-19) on the World
Economy. SSRN Electronic Journal (2020). doi:10.2139/ssrn.3557504

22


https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3569554

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Sumner, A., Hoy, C. & Ortiz-Juarez, E. Estimates of the impact of COVID-19 on global
poverty. WIDER Working Paper (2020). doi:10.35188/unu-wider/2020/800-9

A contribution to the mathematical theory of epidemics. Proceedings of the Royal Society of
London. Series A, Containing Papers of a Mathematical and Physical Character 115, 700-721
(1927).

Ball, F. & Donnelly, P. Strong approximations for epidemic models. Stochastic Processes and their
Applications 55, 1-21 (1995).

Chang, S. L., Harding, N., Zachreson, C., Cliff, O. M. & Prokopenko, M. Modelling transmission
and control of the COVID-19 pandemic in Australia. arXiv:2003.10218 [cs, g-bio] (2020).

Reich, O., Shalev, G. & Kalvari, T. Modeling COVID-19 on a network: super-spreaders, testing

and containment. http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.04.30.20081828 (2020)
doi:10.1101/2020.04.30.20081828.

Wang, Q. et al. Effectiveness and cost-effectiveness of public health measures to control COVID-

19: a modelling study. http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.03.20.20039644 (2020)

do0i:10.1101/2020.03.20.20039644.

Muller, S. A., Balmer, M., Neumann, A. & Nagel, K. Mobility traces and spreading of COVID-19.
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.03.27.20045302 (2020)

do0i:10.1101/2020.03.27.20045302.

Hoertel, N. et al. Lockdown exit strategies and risk of a second epidemic peak: a stochastic
agent-based model of SARS-CoV-2 epidemic in France.
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.04.30.20086264 (2020)

doi:10.1101/2020.04.30.20086264.

Tuomisto, J. T. et al. An agent-based epidemic model REINA for COVID-19 to identify destructive
policies. http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.04.09.20047498 (2020)

doi:10.1101/2020.04.09.20047498.

Eilersen, A. & Sneppen, K. Estimating cost-benefit of quarantine length for COVID-19 mitigation.
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.04.09.20059790 (2020)

doi:10.1101/2020.04.09.20059790.

Zhao, S. et al. Preliminary estimation of the basic reproduction number of novel coronavirus
(2019-nCoV) in China, from 2019 to 2020: A data-driven analysis in the early phase of the
outbreak. International Journal of Infectious Diseases 92, 214—217 (2020).

Nishiura, H., Linton, N. M. & Akhmetzhanov, A. R. Serial interval of novel coronavirus (COVID-19)

infections. International Journal of Infectious Diseases 93, 284-286 (2020).

23


http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.04.30.20081828
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.30.20081828
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.03.20.20039644
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.20.20039644
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.03.27.20045302
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.27.20045302
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.04.30.20086264
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.30.20086264
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.04.09.20047498
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.09.20047498
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.04.09.20059790
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.09.20059790

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Wu, J. T, Leung, K. & Leung, G. M. Nowcasting and forecasting the potential domestic and
international spread of the 2019-nCoV outbreak originating in Wuhan, China: a modelling
study. The Lancet 395, 689-697 (2020).

Read, J. M., Bridgen, J. R., Cummings, D. A., Ho, A. & Jewell, C. P. Novel coronavirus 2019-nCoV:
early estimation of epidemiological parameters and epidemic predictions.

http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.01.23.20018549 (2020)

doi:10.1101/2020.01.23.20018549.

Peng, L., Yang, W., Zhang, D., Zhuge, C. & Hong, L. Epidemic analysis of COVID-19 in China by
dynamical modeling. medRxiv 2020.02.16.20023465 (2020) do0i:10.1101/2020.02.16.20023465.

Chinazzi, M. et al. The effect of travel restrictions on the spread of the 2019 novel coronavirus
(COVID-19) outbreak. Science 368, 395-400 (2020).

Lillie, P. J. et al. Novel coronavirus disease (Covid-19): The first two patients in the UK with
person to person transmission. Journal of Infection 80, 578—606 (2020).

Keeling, M. J., Hollingsworth, T. D. & Read, J. M. The Efficacy of Contact Tracing for the
Containment of the 2019 Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19). medRxiv 2020.02.14.20023036 (2020)
doi:10.1101/2020.02.14.20023036.

Peak, C. M. et al. Comparative Impact of Individual Quarantine vs. Active Monitoring of Contacts
for the Mitigation of COVID-19: a modelling study. medRxiv 2020.03.05.20031088 (2020)
doi:10.1101/2020.03.05.20031088.

Hu, Z. et al. Clinical characteristics of 24 asymptomatic infections with COVID-19 screened
among close contacts in Nanjing, China. Sci. China Life Sci. 63, 706—711 (2020).

Tian, S. et al. Characteristics of COVID-19 infection in Beijing. Journal of Infection 80, 401-406
(2020).

Anderson, R. M., Heesterbeek, H., Klinkenberg, D. & Hollingsworth, T. D. How will country-
based mitigation measures influence the course of the COVID-19 epidemic? The Lancet 395,
931-934 (2020).

Giordano, G. et al. Modelling the COVID-19 epidemic and implementation of population-wide
interventions in Italy. Nature Medicine 26, 855-860 (2020).

Firth, J. A. et al. Using a real-world network to model localized COVID-19 control strategies.

Nature Medicine 1-7 (2020) doi:10.1038/s41591-020-1036-8.

Liu, P., Beeler, P. & Chakrabarty, R. K. COVID-19 Progression Timeline and Effectiveness of
Response-to-Spread Interventions across the United States. medRxiv 2020.03.17.20037770
(2020) doi:10.1101/2020.03.17.20037770.

24


http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.01.23.20018549
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.01.23.20018549
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.16.20023465
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.14.20023036
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.05.20031088
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-020-1036-8
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.17.20037770

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Lopez, L. R. & Rodo, X. A modified SEIR model to predict the COVID-19 outbreak in Spain and
Italy: simulating control scenarios and multi-scale epidemics. medRxiv 2020.03.27.20045005
(2020) doi:10.1101/2020.03.27.20045005.

Luo, X. et al. Analysis of Potential Risk of COVID-19 Infections in China Based on a Pairwise

Epidemic Model. (2020) doi:10.20944/preprints202002.0398.v1.

Xie, Q. et al. Effect of large-scale testing platform in prevention and control of the COVID-19
pandemic: an empirical study with a novel numerical model. medRxiv 2020.03.15.20036624

(2020) d0i:10.1101/2020.03.15.20036624.

Li, R. et al. Substantial undocumented infection facilitates the rapid dissemination of novel
coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2). Science 368, 489-493 (2020).

COVID-19 pandemic in mainland China. Wikipedia (2020).

World Health Organization, Advice on the use of masks in the context of COVID-19: interim

guidance, 5 June 2020. https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/332293 (2020).

Lauer, S. A. et al. The Incubation Period of Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) From Publicly
Reported Confirmed Cases: Estimation and Application. Annals of Internal Medicine 172, 577—-
582 (2020).

Gandhi, M., Yokoe, D. S. & Havlir, D. V. Asymptomatic Transmission, the Achilles’ Heel of
Current Strategies to Control Covid-19. New England Journal of Medicine 382, 2158-2160
(2020).

Sun, T. & Weng, D. Estimating the effects of asymptomatic and imported patients on COVID-19
epidemic using mathematical modelling. Journal of Medical Virology n/a,.

Aguilar, J. B., Faust, J. S., Westafer, L. M. & Gutierrez, J. B. A Model Describing COVID-19
Community Transmission Taking into Account Asymptomatic Carriers and Risk Mitigation.
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.03.18.20037994 (2020)
doi:10.1101/2020.03.18.20037994.

Pollan, M. et al. Prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 in Spain (ENE-COVID): a nationwide, population-
based seroepidemiological study. The Lancet 396, 535-544 (2020).

Author Information
Affiliations

Seyfullah Kotil

25


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.27.20045005
https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202002.0398.v1
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.15.20036624
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/332293
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2020.03.18.20037994
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.18.20037994

Department of Medicinal Microbiology, Bahcesehir University Medical School, 34734,
Kadikoy, Istanbul, Turkey

Huseyin Tunc & Ramin Nashebi & Murat Sari

Department of Mathematics, Yildiz Technical University, 34349, Besiktas, Istanbul,
Turkey

Fatma Zehra Sari

Institute of Biotechnology, Gebze Technical University, 41400, Gebze, Kocaeli

Busra Nur Darendeli

Department of Bioengineering, Yildiz Technical University, 34349, Istanbul, Turkey
Contributions

H.T. methodology, simulations, formal analysis, conceptualization,

F.Z.S writing—original draft;

B.N.D. visualization, writing—original draft;

R.N. methodology;

M.S. supervision, editing.

S.K. supervision, methodology, formal analysis, conceptualization, writing-reviewing
and editing;

Corresponding author

Correspondence to Seyfullah Kotil

E-mail: enesseyfullah.kotil@med.bau.edu.tr

26



27



