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Abstract
On March 10, 2021, a new executive order to lift the mask mandate and allow businesses to open at 100 percent
capacity, went into effect in the U.S. state of Texas. This was due to the decrease in the daily number of COVID-
19 cases and deaths as the state continues to vaccinate the population. A simple compartmental model was used
to assess the implications of the executive order on the ongoing vaccination program. Our simulation shows
that approximately 51% of the entire population needs to be fully vaccinated to bring the control reproduction
number to a value less than one (threshold condition needed for disease elimination) as compared to the 14.32%
that has been fully vaccinated as of March 31, 2021. Hence, the need for an aggressive vaccination program if
the state is to open businesses to full capacity and do not require the use of a face mask by the general public.
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1 Introduction

The novel coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic caused by SARS-CoV-2 continues to cause devastating public health
and social-economic impact in the United States, including the state of Texas [1, 2]. This severe acute respiratory
syndrome, is easily transmitted through person-to-person contact, most often through respiratory droplets when
talking, coughing, or sneezing [3]. The United States, which is now the epicenter of the coronavirus outbreak,
accounts for over 29,348,298 confirmed cases and 532,593 confirmed deaths (as of March 13, 2021) [4]. The
US state of Texas as of March 13, 2021 accounts for over 2,715,993 confirmed cases, 46,007 confirmed deaths
[4]. Non-pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs) to control the local transmission of the virus include contact tracing,
quarantine, isolation, social- distancing, the use of face masks in public, and proper/regular washing of the hand
[2, 5–9].

Pharmaceutical interventions such as a safe and effective vaccine is currently being administered aimed at
containing COVID-19. The Pfizer, Inc., Moderna, Inc. and Janssen Biotech, Inc. third phase clinical trial that
shows that their vaccine candidate which went through various stages of vaccine development have an estimated
protective efficacy of about 95% (Pfizer, Inc.), 94.1% (Moderna Inc.), 66.3% overall, 74.4% effectiveness in the
United States (Johnson & Johnson) and 76% (AstraZeneca) [10–13]. The Pfizer Inc. vaccine requires two doses
separated by 21 days, and is administered by an intramuscular injection in the deltoid muscle [14]. The vaccine
has been approved to those of 16 years of age and older. The Moderna Inc. vaccine is similar to the Pfizer vaccine,
however these doses are separated by 28 days and administered to those of 18 years and older [15]. The J&J’s
vaccine varies is a suspension for intramuscular injection administered as a single dose (0.5 mL). The dose is only
ministered to those 18 years of age and older [13, 16].

Due to the limited supply of the vaccine to the general public, vaccine advisers to the US Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention recommended that both health care workers and residents of long-term care facilities be
first in line for any coronavirus vaccines [17]. On December 14, 2020, the US state of Texas was allocated 224,250
vaccine doses, marking the first week of vaccine distribution [18]. Texas has now become the first state to administer
over one million vaccines, which is about half of the dosages they have received overall [19]. As of March 11,
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2021, approximately 8.96% of the entire population are fully vaccinated in the state of Texas (see Figure 1). There
has been decline in daily COVID-19 cases, hospitalization, and mortality which was attributed to the ongoing
vaccination program in the state. Recently, the governor of the state of Texas lifted the mask mandate and allows
businesses to open at 100% capacity due to the decline in COVID-19 cases, hospitalizations, and deaths [20].

Figure 1: Data showing people who received at least 1 dose of a vaccine and people who are fully vaccinated in the
US state of Texas as of March 11, 2021 [21].

Previous modeling studies have provided insights into public health measures for mitigating the spread of the
novel coronavirus pandemic (see for instance [2, 5–8, 22–25]). The objective of this study is to use a mathematical
model to assess the impact of the executive order to lift mask mandate and allow businesses to open at 100% capac-
ity in the face of the ongoing coronavirus outbreak in the US state of Texas. The model is formulated in Section 2.
The results are presented in Section 3 which include the asymptotic stability of the disease-free equilibrium of the
model, parameters estimation of the model, and numerical simulations of the model. Discussions and concluding
remarks are presented in Section 4.

2 Materials and Methods

2.1 Model Formulation

The model to be developed is for the transmission dynamics of the novel coronavirus pandemic in the US state of
Texas. The total population at time t, denoted by N(t) is divided into into mutually exclusive compartments of un-
vaccinated susceptible individuals (Su(t)), vaccinated susceptible individuals (Sv(t)), exposed individuals (E(t)),
infectious with symptoms individuals (Is(t)), asymptomatic-infectious infectious individuals (A(t)), hospitalized
or isolated (H(t)), individuals in intensive care units (Icu(t)), and recovered individuals (R(t)). Thus, the total
population size N is given as

N(t) = Su(t) + Sv(t) + E(t) + Is(t) +A(t) +H(t) + Icu(t) +R(t).

The model is given by the following deterministic system of nonlinear differential equations (where a dot
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represents differentiation with respect to time t):

Ṡu = −λSu − ξvSu,
Ṡv = ξvSu − (1− εv)λSv,
Ė = λSu + (1− εv)λSv − σeE,
İs = rσeE − (αs + γs + δs)Is,

Ȧ = (1− r)σeE − γaA,
Ḣ = αsIs − (γh + φh + δh)H,

İcu = φsH − (γcu + δcu)Icu,

Ṙ = γaA+ γsIs + γhH + γcuIcu.

(2.1)

λ = β(1− cm)

(
Is + ηA

N

)
.

A flow diagram of the model is depicted in Figure 2. In model (2.1), the parameter β represent the effective
contact rate and cm(0 < cm ≤ 1) is the proportion of individuals who wear face masks (correctly and consistently)
in public, while η is the modification parameters (0 < η < 1) that accounts for a reduction in infectiousness
of individuals in Is class. Since the vaccine is already being administered to front-line workers and people with
pre-existing conditions, we assume that these people are vaccinated at a rate ξv. We assume the vaccine induce
protective efficacy 0 < εv < 1 in all individuals. Furthermore, the parameter σe represent the progression rate of
exposed individuals. A proportion, 0 < r ≤ 1, of exposed individuals show clinical symptoms of COVID-19 and
move to the class Is at the end of the incubation period. The remaining proportion, 1−r, show no clinical symptoms
and move to the A class. The parameter αs is the hospitalization (or self-isolation) rate of individuals with clinical
symptoms of COVID-19. Similarly, the parameter φh is the ICU admission rate. The parameters γa, γs, γh, γcu
represents the recovery rates for individuals in the A, Is, Icu classes. Finally, the parameter δs, δh, δcu represents
the COVID-induced mortality rate for individuals in the Is, H, Icu classes. The model (2.1) is similar to other
COVID-19 models in [2, 7, 8, 22, 23].

Figure 2: Flow diagram of the model (2.1) showing transitions from various compartments.

3 Results

3.1 Asymptotic Stability of Disease-free Equilibria

The closed form of the control reproduction number and the basic reproduction number in the absence of public
health interventions are given in Appendix A. Using the parameter values in Table 2, for the period of January 12,
2021 to March 9, 2021, the control reproduction number for the state of Texas is 1.07 while the basic reproduction
number is 1.56.
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3.2 Data Fitting and Parameter Estimation

The model (2.1) uses estimates for some of the non vaccine related parameters obtained from the literature (as
indicated in Table 2). Fitting the model (2.1) provided other parameter values in the context of a COVID-19
vaccine and the observed cumulative mortality data for the U.S. state of Texas. Specifically, we obtained from the
John Hopkins University COVID-19 database, the cumulative mortality data from January 12, 2020 (first week of
COVID-19 vaccination in Texas) to March 9, 2021 (1 day before the end of Texas’s mask mandate) [26]. We fit
the model for this time period of the pandemic in order to correctly capture the trends observed in the cumulative
mortality data leading up to the end of Texas’s mask mandate. Our decision to fit the model to mortality data, rather
than case data, is due to the evidence of under-reporting and under-testing of COVID-19 cases in countries such as
France, Italy, United States, Iran, and Spain [27] [7]. Mortality data therefore may provide a better indicator for
COVID-19 case spread. The process of data-fitting involves applying the standard nonlinear least squares approach
using the fmincon Optimization Toolbox embedded in MATLAB. The estimated values of the unknown parameters
are tabulated in Table 2. Figure 3 depicts the fitting of the observed and predicted cumulative mortality for the U.S.
state of Texas. Moreover, Figure 5 compares the simulations of the model using the fitted and fixed parameters in
Table 2, to cumulative mortality, as a function of time, for various percentages of people who are fully vaccinated
in Texas. The fitted model and these simulated data were used for the following identifiability analyses.

In order to address practical identifiability, we follow the profile likelihood approach in [28, 29]. The goal is
to find confidence intervals for the estimated parameters β and δs respectively. Practical identifiability answers
the question of whether unique parameter values can be estimated given available noisy data [30]. A confidence
interval for the parameter of interest can be determined using the profile likelihood method. This is accomplished
with the use of a threshold. The intersection points between the threshold and the profile likelihood curve at given
parameter values result to the bounds of the 95% confidence interval [31]. A parameter is said to be practically
identifiable if the shape of the profile likelihood plot is locally convex with a finite confidence interval as shown in
Figure 4 [32].
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Figure 3: Data fitting of the model (2.1) using the cumulative mortality data for the US state of Texas from January
12, 2020 to March 9, 2021.
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Figure 4: Profile likelihood plots for parameters β and δs, while fixing the remaining parameters. The black dotted
line depicts the threshold and the intersection points between the threshold and profile likelihood curve are the 95%
confidence interval bounds with two degrees of freedom (d.f= 2). The red points are the parameter estimates shown
in Table 2.

3.3 Numerical Simulation Results

The impact of the executive order (i.e., no mask mandate and businesses opening 100%) that went into effect on
March 10, 2021, on the cumulative mortality in the state of Texas will now be explored through simulation of model
2.1 using parameter values in Table 2 unless otherwise stated. It is worth mentioning that since the Pfizer-BioNTech
and Moderna vaccines are approximately 95% effective, then fully vaccinated individuals corresponds to having
received both doses of the vaccine. Figure 5 shows the impact of increase in vaccination rate from the baseline
value of 45,560 on the cumulative mortality. Our simulation result shows a projected 44,210 cumulative mortality
with a 5-fold increase in vaccination rate (which corresponds to fully vaccinating 574,000 people daily) from the
baseline value by March 9, 2021. This is a 3% decrease in cumulative mortality when compared to the baseline
scenario. A similar trend was observed with a 10-fold increase in vaccination rate (which corresponds to fully
vaccinating 1.2 million people daily) from the baseline value shows a projected 43,220 cumulative mortality by
March 9, 2021. This is a 5.4% decrease in cumulative mortality when compared to the baseline scenario. Further,
a 15-fold increase in vaccination rate (which corresponds to fully vaccinating 1.7 million people daily) from the
baseline value shows a projected 42,630 cumulative mortality by March 9, 2021 which is a 7% decrease in the
cumulative mortality from the baseline scenario. The result from Figure 5 supports the need for an aggressive
vaccination program geared towards a drastic reduction in the daily COVID-19 induced mortality.

A contour plot that shows the control reproduction number (Rc), as a function of the percentage of the pop-
ulation who are fully vaccinated and face mask coverage is depicted in Figure 6. Figure 6(a) for the baseline
community contact rate shows that in the absence of face mask use, approximately 38% of the entire population
needs to be fully vaccinated in order to bring the control reproduction number to a value less than one (threshold
condition needed for disease elimination). However, as of March 28, 2021, approximately 13% of the entire pop-
ulation are fully vaccinated. The public health implication is that approximately 38% mask coverage is needed
to complement the vaccination program in order to effectively control the spread of the virus (i.e., bring control
reproduction number to a value less than one). Similarly, Figure 6(b) shows what could happen if businesses are to
reopen 100% (this we assume corresponds to a 20% increase in the baseline value of the community contact rate
parameter) and in the absence of face mask use. Our result shows that approximately 51% of the entire population
needs to be fully vaccinated in order to bring the control reproduction number to a value less than one (thresh-
old condition needed for disease elimination). This result further support the need for an aggressive vaccination
program if the state is to open businesses 100% and do not require the use of a face mask by the general public.
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Figure 5: Simulations of the model, showing cumulative mortality, as a function of time, for various increase in the
vaccination rates in the US state of Texas as at March 9, 2021. Solid dashed vertical lines depict the beginning of
the no mask order. Other parameter values used for the simulations are as given in Tables 2.

0
.2

0
.2

0.2

0
.4

0.4

0
.6

0.6

0
.81

1
.2

0 0.5 1

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

14.32%

0
.2

0
.2

0.2

0
.4

0.4

0
.6

0.6

0
.8

0.8

1

1

1
.21
.41

.6

0 0.5 1

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

14.32%

Figure 6: Contour plot of the control reproduction number (Rc) of the model, as a function of the % of population
fully vaccinated and mask coverage (cm). (a) Baseline community contact rate parameter (β) (b) reopening of
business 100% corresponds to a 20% increase in the baseline value of the community contact rate parameter (β).
Red dashed horizontal lines depict the current 14.32% of population of Texas that are fully vaccinated as of March
31, 2021 [21]. Other parameter values used for the simulations are as given in Tables 2.
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4 Summary and Conclusions

In order to understand the public health impact of the executive order issued in the state of Texas to allow businesses
open to 100% capacity and to not require face mask use by the general public beginning from March 10, 2021
on the current vaccination program, we developed a COVID-19 model that captures the trends observed using
the cumulative mortality data. The simulation shows the need for an aggressive vaccination program to reduce
COVID-19 induced mortality. For example, a 15-fold increase in vaccination rate (which corresponds to fully
vaccinating 1.7 million people daily) from the baseline value shows a projected 42,630 cumulative mortality by
March 9, 2021 which is a 7% decrease in the cumulative mortality from the baseline scenario. We assessed the
impact of combining the routine vaccination strategy with a public mask use strategy. Our result shows that 38%
mask coverage is needed to complement the vaccination program in order to effectively control the spread of the
virus in the community. However, if businesses are to reopen 100% (this we assume corresponds to a 20% increase
in the baseline value of the community contact rate parameter) and face mask is no longer required in public places,
our result shows that approximately 51% of the entire population needs to be fully vaccinated in order to bring the
control reproduction number to a value less than one. This is consistent with the result obtained in Iboi et al.
[8]. In summary, this study shows the importance of complementing the recent success in the fight to eliminating
COVID-19 in the state of Texas through vaccination with other non-pharmaceutical interventions such as the use
of face mask and practising social distance. The relaxation of these interventions should to be a gradual process
and not a one time order so as not to jeopardize the ongoing reduction in daily cases and deaths being recorded.
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A Tables of variable descriptions, parameter descriptions, and parameter values

Table 1: Description of the state variables of the model (2.1)

State variable Description
Su Population of unvaccinated susceptible individuals
Sv Population of vaccinated susceptible individuals
E Population of exposed individuals
A Population of asymptomatic-Infectious individuals
Is Population of infectious individuals with severe clinical symptoms
H Population of hospitalized individuals
Icu Population of individuals in ICU
R Population of recovered individuals

Parameter Description
β Effective contact rates
ξv Efficacy of the vaccine in preventing COVID-19 infection (0 < ξv ≤ 1)
cm Face mask coverage (0 < cm ≤ 1)
η Modification parameters (0 < η < 1)
σe Progression rates from E to A or Is class
r Proportion of individuals in E class who show clinical symptoms
αs Hospitalization rates for infectious individuals
φh ICU admission rate for hospitalized individuals

γa(γs)(γh)(γcu) Recovery rates for individuals
δs(δh)(δcu) Disease-induced death rates
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Table 2: Parameter values for the model (2.1).

Parameter Value Reference
cm 0.31 Assumed
σe 1/5.1 [2, 22, 33, 34]
r 0.35 [35, 36]
ξv 0.00299 Estimated
εv 0.95 [10, 11]
γs 1/10 [5, 34]
γa 1/5 [37]
γh 1/8 [5]
γcu 1/10 [5, 34]
η 0.25 Assumed
β 0.2756 Fitted
φh 0.083 Estimated
αs 0.025 Estimated
δs 0.02052 Fitted
δh 0.015 Estimated
δcu 0.025 Estimated

Appendix A: Control Reproduction Number for the Model

The model (2.1) has a continuum (or line) of disease-free equilibria (DFE), given by

D0 : (S∗
u, S

∗
v , E

∗, I∗s , A
∗, H∗, I∗cu, R

∗) = ((S∗
v +R∗), S∗

v , 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, R
∗).

where N∗ is the initial total population size, S∗
v > 0, R∗ > 0, and 0 ≤ S∗

v + R∗ ≤ N∗. The next generation
operator method [38, 39] can be used to analyse the asymptotic stability property of the continuum of disease-free
equilibria, D0. In particular, using the notation in [38], it follows that the associated next generation matrices, F
and V , for the new infection terms and the transition terms, are given, respectively, by

F =


0 Bs Ba 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

 ,
and,

V =


σe 0 0 0 0
−rσe αs + γs + δs 0 0 0

−(1− r)σe 0 γa 0 0
0 −αs 0 γh + δh 0
0 0 0 −φh γcu + δcu

 ,
where,

Bs = β(1− cm)

[
S∗
u + (1− εv)S∗

v

N∗

]
, Ba = β(1− cm)

[
S∗
u + (1− εv)S∗

v

N∗

]
.
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It is convenient to define the quantityRc by:

Rc = ρ(FV −1) =
βr(1− cm)

αs + γs + δs

[
S∗
u + (1− εv)S∗

v

N∗

]
+
β (1− r)(1− cm)

γa

[
S∗
u + (1− εv)S∗

v

N∗

]
. (A-1)

where ρ is the spectral radius.
The quantity Rc is the control reproduction number of the model (2.1). It measures the average number of new
COVID-19 cases generated by a typical infectious individual introduced into a population where a certain fraction is
protected. It is the sum of the constituent reproduction numbers associated with the number of new cases generated
by symptomatically-infectious humans (RIs) and asymptomatically-infectious (RA) individuals. In the absence of
public health measure, the basic reproduction number of the model (2.1) is given by

R0|cm=εv=S∗
v=0 =

βr

αs + γs + δs
+
β(1− r)

γa
. (A-2)
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