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 2 

 Abstract (word count=246) 27 

Colombia announced the first case of severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 on March 28 

6, 2020. Since then, the country has reported a total of 4,240,982 cases and 106,544 deaths as of 29 

June 30, 2021. This motivates an investigation of the SARS-CoV-2 transmission dynamics at the 30 

national and regional level using case incidence data. Mathematical models are employed to 31 

estimate the transmission potential and perform short-term forecasts of the COVID-19 epidemic 32 

trajectory in Colombia. Furthermore, geographic heterogeneity of COVID-19 in Colombia is 33 

examined along with the analysis of mobility and social media trends, showing that the increase 34 

in mobility in July 2020 and January 2021 were correlated with surges in case incidence. The 35 

estimation of national and regional reproduction numbers shows sustained disease transmission 36 

during the early phase of the pandemic, exhibiting sub-exponential growth dynamics. Moreover, 37 

most recent estimates of reproduction number are >1.0 at the national and regional levels as of 38 

May 30, 2021. Further, the 30-day ahead short-term forecasts obtained from Richards model 39 

present a sustained decline in case counts in contrast to the sub-epidemic and GLM model. 40 

Nevertheless, our spatial analysis in Colombia shows distinct variations in incidence rate patterns 41 

across different departments that can be grouped into four distinct clusters. Lastly, the correlation 42 

of social media trends and adherence to social distancing measures is observed by the fact that a 43 

spike in the number of tweets indicating the stay-at-home orders was observed in November 2020 44 

when the case incidence had already plateaued.  45 

 46 

 47 

 48 
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Author summary (word count=196) 50 

As the COVID-19 pandemic continues to spread across Colombia, studies highlighting the 51 

intensity of the pandemic become imperative for appropriate resource allocation and informing 52 

public health policies. In this study we utilize mathematical models to infer the transmission 53 

dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 at the regional and national level as well as short-term forecast the 54 

COVID-19 epidemic trajectory. Moreover, we examine the geographic heterogeneity of the 55 

COVID-19 case incidence in Colombia along with the analysis of mobility and social media trends 56 

in relation to the observed COVID-19 case incidence in the country. The estimates of reproduction 57 

numbers at the national and regional level show sustained disease transmission as of May 30, 2021. 58 

Moreover, the 30-day ahead short-term forecasts for the most recent time-period (June 1-June 30, 59 

2021) generated from the mathematical models needs to be interpreted with caution as the Richards 60 

model point towards a sustained decline in case incidence contrary to the GLM and sub-epidemic 61 

wave model. Nevertheless, the spatial analysis in Colombia shows distinct variations in incidence 62 

rate patterns across different departments that can be grouped into four distinct clusters. Lastly, 63 

the social media and mobility trends explain the occurrence of case resurgences over the time.  64 

 65 

 66 

 67 

 68 

 69 

 70 

 71 
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 4 

Ever since the detection of the first cluster of severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 73 

(SARS-CoV-2) in December 2019, the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic continues 74 

to threaten the world [1, 2]. This pandemic has been the defining global health event of the twenty-75 

first century, resulting in devastating global socioeconomic and political consequences [3]. The 76 

virus’s novelty and complex transmission dynamics have resulted in non-pharmaceutical public 77 

health measures including social distancing mandates and intermittent lockdowns as the primary 78 

weapons to fight COVID-19 [4]. Moreover, as new variants of SARS-CoV-2 continue to emerge 79 

amidst vaccination campaigns globally, it remains unclear how the COVID-19 pandemic will 80 

unfold [5, 6]. Despite the uncertainty in the development of the pandemic, SARS-CoV-2 continues 81 

to exert substantial morbidity and mortality burden surpassing 180 million confirmed cases and 82 

more than 4 million associated deaths worldwide as of June 30, 2021 [7]. The COVID-19 mortality 83 

and morbidity surges continue to overwhelm the health care systems of many nations including 84 

Indonesia, Colombia, Mexico and Argentina [8-10]. 85 

 86 

It is imperative to understand the dynamics of disease transmission and the potential role of 87 

mitigation strategies at different spatial scales (e.g., municipality, regional or departmental level) 88 

in order to contain the virus [11]. Assessing the geographical patterns of the cases and identifying 89 

the COVID-19 impact at the regional level can provide valuable insights about the exposure to the 90 

virus and the distribution of public health resources required to mitigate its spread [12, 13]. 91 

Pandemic preparedness including the implementation and lifting of dynamic lockdowns [14], 92 

social distancing, mask mandates, population testing, and provision of vaccinations has varied 93 

across countries in the same region and in different cities within the same country [15]. As with 94 

Latin America, the evolution of the pandemic and the quality of public health response have varied 95 
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across nations. While Chile aimed at mitigating the virus (slow down the disease and reduce peak 96 

in health care demand), Brazil, Ecuador and Colombia’s objective was to contain the spread of the 97 

virus (minimize the risk of transmission from infected to non-infected individuals to stop the 98 

outbreak) [16, 17]. Despite aiming to contain the viral transmission in the country, Colombia 99 

became the second country in Latin America and eighth globally to reach one million cases by the 100 

end of October 2020 [18]. Colombia has also seen the fastest increase in total COVID-19 101 

associated deaths compared to other Latin American countries by the end of the year 2020 [16]. 102 

 103 

In Latin America, where the first confirmed COVID-19 case was reported in Brazil on February 104 

26, 2020 [19], the intensity and diversity of social distancing efforts have varied widely. As the 105 

virus spread across Latin America, Colombia declared its first imported confirmed case on March 106 

6, 2020 [20]. As the virus disseminated throughout the country, initial prevention 107 

recommendations (provided between March 9-11, 2020) from the local government authorities 108 

conflicted with those at the national level [21]. Consequently, the public was given vague 109 

preventive measures from health authorities [21]. Therefore, the case incidence continued to rise. 110 

This development led the authorities to close schools and universities on March 11, 2020, as a part 111 

of the prompt escalation of measures to prevent a full-blown outbreak [22]. This action was 112 

followed by the closure of the country borders on March 16, 2020, and Colombia declared a 113 

national emergency the next day [23, 24].  114 

 115 

As cases kept increasing rapidly, domestic and international flights were suspended on March 23, 116 

2020 [21]. Subsequently, a nationwide mandatory quarantine was implemented on March 24, 117 

2020, to limit virus transmission within the country. Meanwhile a phased reopening of the 118 
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economy was initiated as early as April 27, 2020, under strict protocols to support the country’s 119 

dwindling economy [25].  120 

 121 

The mandatory quarantine was extended five times during a period of five months and lasted until 122 

August 31, 2020 [26, 27]. At this point, the country transitioned into a period of “selective isolation 123 

with responsible individual distancing” as the daily incidence in the country’s main cities including 124 

Bogotá, Medellín, Cali, Bucaramanga and Pasto levelled off and eventually leaned towards a 125 

downward trend [27]. Moreover, Barranquilla, Cartagena, Leticia and Quibdó had overcome the 126 

worst part of the case incidence trajectory by August 25, 2020 [27]. The chosen selective isolation 127 

strategy prioritized tracing of suspected cases, those with infection, and their contacts, while 128 

reactivating the social and economic life of the country. The government imposed and lifted the 129 

dynamic lockdowns in multiple cities across the country as the cases continued to increase in the 130 

subsequent months. By the end of year 2020, most of the COVID-19 cases were concentrated in 131 

capital city Bogotá (314,745), followed by Antioquia (163,952), and Valle del Cauca (81,101) 132 

[28]. As the pandemic entered its second year in Colombia, the P.1 (Gamma) variant of SARS-133 

CoV-2 initially circulating in Brazil was detected on January 30, 2021. Soon after, the government 134 

announced a mass vaccination strategy that began on February 20, 2021 [29]. Around the same 135 

time, on February 25, 2021, the president extended the duration of national health emergency to 136 

last until May 31, 2021 [30]. Despite the administration of vaccines in the country, the cases kept 137 

rising in some cities like Barranquilla. This resulted in the implementation of curfews in the cities 138 

and municipalities based on the intensive care unit (ICU) occupancy rates in the hospitals 139 

beginning March 25, 2021 [31]. The implementation and lifting of curfew followed by the opening 140 

of businesses has continued in cities depending on the ICU occupancy rates of the hospitals till 141 
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date. While the impact of COVID-19 pandemic was not uniform across the entire country, Bogotá 142 

, Cali and Cartagena have been the hardest hit areas in Colombia [32]. Despite being one of the 143 

first countries in South America to offer the diagnostic tests for COVID-19 [33], the testing rate 144 

for Colombia remains low as of June 30, 2021, with 2.15 tests per thousand people per day and a 145 

~31.4% positivity rate [34].  146 

 147 

The Colombian government’s response to contain the COVID-19 pandemic has been declared the 148 

third worst out of 116 countries evaluated by the Lowy Institute in Australia. While the rank of 149 

Colombia’s response towards the COVID-19 pandemic is only ahead of Mexico and Peru [35], 150 

the country stands with a total of 4,240,982 cases and 106,544 deaths as of June 30, 2021 [36]. 151 

Three distinguishable events have particularly added to the complexity of the COVID-19 152 

pandemic in Colombia. These include the outbreaks in prisons and nursing homes [37, 38] and the 153 

2021 Colombian protests that started on April 28, 2021, against the tax reforms [30]. The COVID-154 

19 pandemic severely impacted Colombian prisons in Cali, Villavicencio, and Bogotá due to over-155 

crowding, inadequate medical supplies and unhygienic conditions of facilities, which led to many 156 

infected inmates [38]. Moreover, the COVID-19 outbreak in the nursing home in Manizales in 157 

August 2020 resulted in 74 elderly testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 [37]. Both these events 158 

affected the vulnerable sectors of the society across different departments in the country.  159 

 160 

As the epidemic trajectory of the COVID-19 pandemic continues to unfold in Colombia it is vital 161 

to assess the future of the COVID-19 pandemic in the country amidst the interventions to control 162 

the spread of virus in the country. In order to forecast the epidemic trajectory of SARS-CoV-2, we 163 

utilize mathematical models that have been validated for previous infectious disease outbreaks 164 
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such as Ebola and Zika [39, 40]. We also explore the spatial epidemic curves that allow us to 165 

analyze geographic heterogeneity that is lost while evaluating the epidemic curves at coarser 166 

scales. Specifically, we investigate the transmission dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 at the national and 167 

regional levels utilizing the case incidence data by the dates of symptom onset. We estimate the 168 

effective reproduction numbers of SARS-CoV-2 at the regional and national level and examine 169 

the social media and mobility trends concerning the implementation of lockdowns. 170 

 171 

Methods 172 

Data  173 

Five sources of data are analyzed in this study. A brief description of the data sets is provided as 174 

follows: 175 

(i) Case incidence data 176 

Case incidence data by the dates of symptom onset is used to generate short-term forecasts of the 177 

COVID-19 pandemic, assess the spatial heterogeneity in Colombia and estimate the national and 178 

regional reproduction numbers. Specifically, we utilize publicly available time series of 179 

laboratory-confirmed cases by dates of symptom onset for the national and regional COVID-19 180 

case incidence. These data were retrieved from the Colombian Ministry of Health as of June 30, 181 

2021 [41]. Colombian departments and their four main districts; Barranquilla, Bogotá, 182 

Cartagena, and Santa Marta can be grouped into five regions as follows: the Amazon, the 183 

Andean, the Orinoquı́a, the Caribbean and the Pacific [42]. To evaluate the spatial heterogeneity 184 

and estimate the regional reproduction numbers, for simplicity we assume a regional level 185 

distribution as follows: 186 

Amazon region: Amazonas, Caquetá, Guainía, Guaviare, Putumayo and Vaupes.  187 
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Andean region: Antioquia, Boyacá, Bogota, Caldas, Cauca, Cundinamarca, Huila, Nariño, Norte 188 

De Santander, Quindío, Risaralda, Santander, Tolima. 189 

Orinoquı́a region: Arauca, Casanare, Meta, Vichada 190 

Caribbean region: Atlántico, Bolivar, Cesar, Cordoba, La Guajira, Magdalena, San Andres, Sucre, 191 

Barranquilla, Cartagena, and Santa Marta 192 

Pacific region: Choco, Nariño, Valle Del Cauca 193 

Based on the geographical distribution of the departments, Nariño, Valle Del Cauca, Guainia and 194 

Cauca appear in two regions each. However, we include them in one region as stated above, to 195 

avoid the duplication of data for our analysis. 196 

 197 

(ii) Genomic data 198 

To estimate the reproduction number from the genomic data, 136 SARS-CoV-2 genome samples 199 

for Colombia (from the 1855 samples available as of June 30, 2021) were obtained from the 200 

“global initiative on sharing avian influenza data” (GISAID) repository [43] between February 27 201 

and April 5, 2020 to estimate the early reproduction number.  202 

 203 

(iii) Mobility trends data 204 

Two sources of mobility data are analyzed at the national level from March 6, 2020 to June 30, 205 

2021.  206 

Apple’s mobility data is generated by counting the number of requests made to Apple Maps for 207 

directions in select countries/regions, sub-regions, and cities. This data is published publicly by 208 

Apple’s mobility trends reports and was retrieved as of June 30, 2021 for Colombia [44]. This 209 

aggregated and anonymized data are updated daily and includes the relative volume of directions 210 
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 10 

requests per country compared to the baseline volume on January 13, 2020. Apple has released the 211 

data for the three modes of human mobility: driving, walking and public transit. The mobility 212 

measures are normalized in the range 0-100 for each country at the beginning of the series; thus 213 

trends are relative to this baseline.  214 

 215 

Google’s mobility data [45] is retrieved from the users who have turned on the location history in 216 

their Google account. Google’s mobility data shows the changes in mobility in each geographic 217 

and administrative region for visits to different places, such as grocery stores, parks, and recreation 218 

spots. The baseline day represents the normal value for the day of the week. The baseline day is 219 

the median value from the 5-week period from January 3, 2020 to February 6, 2020.  220 

 221 

(iv) Twitter data 222 

For Twitter data analysis, we retrieved data from the publicly available Twitter data set of COVID-223 

19 chatter from March 12, 2020 to June 30, 2021 [46]. A detailed description about Twitter data 224 

acquisition and processing is provided in a prior study [46]. 225 

 226 

Modeling framework for forecast generation 227 

We utilize the dynamic phenomenological growth models to generate short-term (i.e., 30-day 228 

ahead) forecasts for Colombia. These models have been applied to various infectious diseases 229 

including SARS, foot and mouth disease, Ebola [47-49] and the current COVID-19 outbreak [50-230 

52]. The phenomenological growth models applied in this study include the two models defined 231 

by one scalar differential equation namely the generalized logistic growth model (GLM) [48] and 232 

the Richards growth model [53]. Additionally we apply the sub-epidemic wave model [47] which 233 
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 11 

captures diverse epidemic trajectories such as the multimodal outbreaks. The forecasts obtained 234 

from these dynamic growth models can assess the potential scope of the pandemic in near real-235 

time, provide insights on the contribution of disease transmission pathways, predict the impact of 236 

control interventions and evaluate optimal resource allocation to inform public health policies. A 237 

detailed description of these models is provided in the supplemental file. 238 

 239 

Model calibration and forecasting approach 240 

We conducted three 30-day ahead short-term forecasts for each model. We utilize the national and 241 

regional level data retrieved from the Colombian Ministry of Health according to the dates of 242 

symptom onset as of June 30, 2021. Each forecast was fitted to the daily case counts by dates of 243 

symptom onset between April 1, 2021 and May 30, 2021 (60 days calibration period). We drop 244 

the last 30 days of data to assess the performance of our 30-day ahead short-term forecasts. Details 245 

of the model calibration and forecasting approach are provided in the supplemental file. 246 

 247 

Performance metrics 248 

We utilize the following four performance metrics to assess the quality of our model fit and the 249 

30-day ahead short-term forecasts: the mean absolute error (MAE) [54], the root mean squared 250 

error (RMSE) [55], the coverage of the 95% prediction intervals (95% PI) [55], and the mean 251 

interval score (MIS) [55] for each of the three models: GLM, Richards model and the sub-epidemic 252 

wave model. A detailed description of the performance metrics is provided in the supplemental 253 

file.  254 

Reproduction number  255 
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We estimate the effective reproduction number,	𝑅!, for the early ascending phase of the COVID-256 

19 pandemic in Colombia and the time dependent instantaneous reproduction number 𝑅! 257 

throughout the pandemic for the national and regional COVID-19 curves. The reproduction 258 

number, 𝑅!, is the key parameter that characterizes the average number of secondary cases 259 

generated by a primary case at calendar time 𝑡 during the outbreak. This quantity is crucial for 260 

identifying the magnitude of public health interventions required to contain an epidemic [56-58]. 261 

The estimates of 𝑅! indicate whether widespread disease transmission continues (𝑅!>1) or disease 262 

transmission declines (𝑅!<1). Therefore, to contain an outbreak, it is vital to maintain 𝑅!<1.  263 

 264 
Reproduction number 𝑹𝒕, using the generalized growth model (GGM).  265 

We estimate the national and regional reproduction numbers by calibrating the GGM to the early 266 

growth phase of the pandemic [59]. The description of the GGM is provided in the supplemental 267 

file. The generation interval of SARS-CoV-2 is modeled with assumption of a gamma distribution 268 

with a mean of 5.2 days and a standard deviation of 1.72 days [60]. We first characterize the daily 269 

incidence of local cases using the GGM after adjusting for imported cases. We estimate the growth 270 

rate parameter 𝑟, and the deceleration of growth parameter, 𝑝 from the GGM. The GGM model is 271 

used to simulate the progression of local incidence cases 𝐼# and imported case incidence 𝐽# 	at 272 

calendar time 𝑡#. This is followed by the application of the discretized probability distribution of 273 

the generation interval, denoted by 𝜌#, to the renewal equation to estimate the reproduction number 274 

at time 𝑡# [61-63]: 275 

 276 

𝑅$! =
%!

∑ (%!"#(	*+!"#)-#!
#$%

. 277 

 278 
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The factor 𝐽# 	represents the imported cases at time 𝑡#, 𝐼# denotes the local case incidence at calendar 279 

time 𝑡# 	and 𝜌. represents the discretized probability distribution of the generation interval. The 280 

factor 0 ≤ 𝛼 ≤ 1 represents the relative contribution of imported cases to secondary disease 281 

transmission. We perform sensitivity analysis by setting 𝛼 =0.15 and 𝛼 =1.00 [64]. The numerator 282 

represents the total new cases 𝐼#, and the denominator represents the total number of primary cases 283 

that contributes to the generation the new cases 𝐼# 	(i.e., as secondary cases) at time 𝑡#. Hence, 𝑅!, 284 

represents the average number of secondary cases generated by a single case at calendar time 𝑡. 285 

The uncertainty bounds around the curve of 𝑅! are derived directly from the uncertainty associated 286 

with the parameter estimates (𝑟, 𝑝) obtained from the GGM. We estimate 𝑅!	for 300 simulated 287 

curves assuming a negative binomial error structure where the variance is assumed to be three 288 

times the mean based on the noise of the data [65].  289 

 290 

Since the national and regional epidemic curves have a distinct date of onset according to the 291 

seeding of the first local case, therefore, 𝑅! for the national and regional level is estimated starting 292 

on the date of onset of the first local case. For the national and regional epidemic curves, we 293 

estimate 𝑅! for the first 30 days (Table 1) . 294 

 295 

Table 1: Dates for 𝑅! estimation for the national and regional epidemic curves for the first 30 296 
epidemic days. 297 
 298 
 299 

Region Dates (2020) 
MM/YY 

National February 28- March 28 
Orinoquı́a region March 17-April 17 
Amazon region March 25-April 23 

Caribbean region February 29-March 29 
Andean region March 1-March 30 
Pacific region February 28-March 28 
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Instantaneous reproduction number Rt , using the Cori method.  300 

We estimated the regional and national instantaneous reproduction numbers using the local and 301 

imported case incidence data by the symptoms onset date as of May 30, 2021. The total number 302 

of incident cases arising at time step t,		𝐼! , is the sum of the number of local incident cases (𝐼!/012/) 303 

and imported incident cases (𝐼!
#3405!67).	Hence,  304 

	𝐼! = 𝐼!/012/ + 𝐼!
#3405!67. 305 

 306 

We assume that if the imported cases exist, they can be distinguished from the local cases through 307 

epidemiological investigations so that 𝐼!/012/ and 𝐼!
#3405!67 can be observed at each time step [63, 308 

66].  309 

 310 

The time dependent (instantaneous) Rt is defined as the ratio of the number of new locally infected 311 

cases generated at calendar time 𝑡 (𝐼!/012/), and the total infectiousness across all infected 312 

individuals at time 𝑡 given by ∑ (𝐼!89/012/ + 𝐼!89
#3405!67)𝑤9!

9:; =	∑ 𝐼!89𝑤9!
9:;  [67, 68] . Hence Rt can 313 

be written as 314 

𝑅! =
%&
'()*'

∑ %&"+<+&
+$,

. 315 

In this equation, the factor 𝑤9 represents the infectivity function, which is the infectivity profile of 316 

the infected individual. The infectivity function is dependent on the time since infection (s), but is 317 

independent of the calendar time (t) [69, 70].  318 

 319 

The term ∑ 𝐼!89𝑤9!
9:;  describes the sum of infection incidence up to time step t − 1, weighted by 320 

the values of infectivity function 𝑤9. The distribution of the generation time can be applied to 321 
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approximate 𝑤9, however, since the time of infection is a rarely observed event, measuring the 322 

distribution of generation time becomes difficult [67]. Therefore, the time of symptom onset is 323 

usually used to estimate the distribution of the serial interval (SI), which is defined as the time 324 

interval between the dates of symptom onset among two successive cases in a disease transmission 325 

chain [71].  326 

 327 

The infectiousness of a case is a function of the time since infection, which is proportional to 𝑤9 328 

if the timing of infection in the primary case is set as time zero of 𝑤9 and we assume that the 329 

generation interval equals the serial interval (SI). The SI was assumed to follow a gamma 330 

distribution with a mean of 5.2 days and a standard deviation of 1.72 days [60]. Analytical 331 

estimates of Rt were obtained within a Bayesian framework using the EpiEstim R package in R 332 

version 4.0.3. [71]. The values for Rt were estimated using 1-weekly sliding window. We reported 333 

the median and 95% credible interval (CrI). 334 

 335 
Reproduction number, R, from the genomic analysis. 336 

In order to estimate the early reproduction number for the SARS-CoV-2 between February 27, 337 

2020 and April 5, 2020 from the genomic data, 136 SARS-CoV-2 genomes from Colombia and 338 

their sampling times were were obtained from the GISAID (global initiative on sharing all 339 

influenza data) repository [72]. Short sequences and sequences with significant number of gaps 340 

and non-identified nucleotides were removed. For clustering, they were complemented by 341 

sequences from other geographical regions across the globe. We used the sequence subsample 342 

from Nextstrain (www.nextstrain.org) global analysis as of July 4, 2021. These sequences were 343 

aligned to the reference genome obtained from the literature [73] using Muscle [74] and trimmed 344 

using Mega 7 (Molecular Evolutionary Genetics Analysis version: 7) [75].  345 
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 346 

The largest Colombian cluster that possibly corresponds to within-country transmissions has been 347 

identified using hierarchical clustering of sequences. Phylodynamics analysis of that cluster was 348 

carried out using BEAST version 2 (Bayesian Evolutionary Analysis by sampling trees) [76]. We 349 

used a strict molecular clock and a tree prior with exponential growth coalescent. Markov Chain 350 

Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampling was run for 10,000,000 iterations, and the parameters were 351 

sampled every 1000 iterations. The exponential growth rate 𝑓 estimated by BEAST was used to 352 

calculate the basic reproduction number, 𝑅= for the early part of the epidemic. We utilized the 353 

standard assumption that SARS-CoV-2 generation intervals (times between infection and onward 354 

transmission) are gamma-distributed [77]. In this case, 𝑅= can be estimated as 𝑅= = ;1 + >?-

@
<
.-

/- . 355 

where 𝜇 and 𝜎 are the mean and standard deviation of the gamma distribution, respectively. The 356 

values of 𝜇 = 5.2 days and 𝜎 = 1.72 days were taken from the study [60]. 357 

 358 
Spatial analysis. 359 

We quantify and statistically analyze the shapes of the incidence rate curves. Shape analysis of the 360 

national and regional incidence rate curves was performed following the analytical methodology 361 

as described in previous literature [78] including steps to pre-process the daily cumulative COVID-362 

19 case data based on the dates of symptom onset. Then, we analyze the shapes of these rate curves 363 

to compare, cluster and summarize incidence rates. The pre-processing steps applied to the 364 

COVID-19 daily count data are as follows: 365 

 366 

a) Smoothing: Cumulative case curves are smoothed over 10 days using the smooth function 367 

in MATLAB.  368 
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b) Time differencing: If 𝑓#(𝑡)	denotes the given cumulative number of confirmed cases for 369 

department 𝑖	on day 𝑡, then the growth rate per day at time 𝑡 is given by 𝑔#(𝑡) = 𝑓#(𝑡) −370 

𝑓#(𝑡 − 1).  371 

c) Rescaling: Each curve is rescaled by dividing each 𝑔# by the total number of confirmed 372 

cases.  373 

d) Smoothing: We then smoothed the normalized curves again over a 5-day span using the 374 

smooth function in MATLAB.  375 

This process is shown in Fig. 9. To identify the clusters by comparing the curves, we used a simple 376 

metric. For any two rate curves, hi and hj, we compute the norm ||hi −hj||, where the double bars 377 

denote the L2 norm of the difference function, that is,  378 

||hi −hj|| = E∑! ;ℎ#(𝑡) − ℎ.(𝑡)<
A
. 379 

To perform clustering of thirty six curves into smaller groups, we apply the dendrogram function 380 

in MATLAB using the “ward” linkage as explained in reference [79]. The number of clusters is 381 

determined empirically based on the display of overall clustering results. After clustering the 382 

departments and administrative divisions into different groups, we derived the average curve for 383 

each cluster after using a time wrapping algorithm as performed in previous works [79, 80]. 384 

 385 

Twitter data analysis 386 

To observe any relationship between the COVID-19 cases by date of symptom onset and the 387 

frequency of tweets indicating stay-at-home orders we used a public dataset of 270 million tweets 388 

of COVID-19 chatter [46]. The frequency of tweets indicating stay-at-home order is used to infer 389 

people’s compliance with the stay-at-home-orders implemented to avoid spread of the virus by 390 

practicing social distancing. Tweets indicate the number of the people in favor of lockdowns and 391 
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show how these numbers have varied throughout the pandemic. We removed all retweets and 392 

tweets not in the Spanish language to get to the plotted data. We also filtered by the following 393 

hashtags: #quedateencasa (stay-at-home), and #trabajardesdecasa (work-from-home), which are 394 

two of the most used hashtags when users refer to the COVID-19 pandemic and their engagement 395 

with health measures. Lastly, our analysis was restricted to the tweets that originated from 396 

Colombia. A set of 393,165 unique tweets were gathered from March 12, 2020, to June 30, 397 

2021. The usage of Twitter in Colombia is less compared to other Latin American countries like 398 

Mexico and Chile [81], hence we observe a lower proportion of filtered tweets. We overlay the 399 

curve of filtered tweets and the epidemic curve in Colombia to observe any relation between the 400 

shape of the epidemic trajectory and the shape of curve for the frequency of filtered tweets during 401 

the established time-period. The correlation coefficient between the daily cases by dates of onset 402 

and frequency of filtered tweets is also estimated. 403 

 404 

Mobility data analysis 405 
 406 
We utilize the R code developed by Healy [82] to analyze the time series data for Colombia from 407 

March 6, 2020 to June 30, 2021, for two modes of mobility: driving and walking derived from 408 

Apple’s mobility reports. We analyzed the mobility trends to look for any commonality in pattern 409 

with the epidemic curve of COVID-19. The time series for mobility requests is decomposed into 410 

trends, weekly and remainder components. The trend is fitted by locally weighted regression fitted 411 

to the data and the remainder is any residual leftover on any given day after accounting for the 412 

underlying trend and normal daily fluctuations. 413 

 414 
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To analyze the time series for Colombia from March 6, 2020, to June 30, 2021, we analyzed the 415 

Google mobility trends for visits to retail and recreation, grocery and pharmacy, parks, transit 416 

stations, workplaces, and residential areas compared to the baseline which is the median value, for 417 

the corresponding day of the week, during the 5 weeks from January 3, 2020 to February 6, 2020. 418 

For each region category, the baseline is not a single value; it comprises of seven individual values. 419 

The same number of visitors on two different days of the week results in different percentage 420 

changes. The analysis was performed using R software, version 4.0.3. 421 

 422 

RESULTS 423 

A timeline showing the major events during the COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia is presented in 424 

Fig 1. As of June 30, 2021, Colombia has reported 3,763,727 cases based on the dates of symptom 425 

onset. The highest number of cases have been reported in the Andean region (2,429,604 cases) 426 

followed by the Caribbean region (754,835 cases), Pacific region (418,725 cases), Orinoquı́a 427 

region (113,500 cases) and the Amazon region (47,063 cases). The COVID-19 epidemic curve in 428 

Colombia shows a five-modal pattern with the first peak occurring in mid-July 2020 after the 429 

phased reopening of the country. It was followed by a second peak occurring in mid-October 2020 430 

after the implementation of selective isolation and responsible social distancing interventions. The 431 

third peak occurred at the beginning of January 2021 and the fourth peak of COVID-19 cases can 432 

be observed in the beginning of April 2021 (Fig 2.). A most recent surge in cases can be observed 433 

as of May 2021. This most recent uptick in cases has led to the selective curfews in cities in the 434 

country based on the ICU occupancy rates in the hospitals. 435 

  436 

Fig 1. Timeline of the COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia as of June 30, 2021. 437 
 438 
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Fig 2. Epidemic curve of the COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia as of May 30, 2021 439 

 440 

Model calibration and forecasting performance 441 

We compare the results from model calibration and 30-day ahead forecasting across three models: 442 

GLM, Richards and the sub-epidemic wave model. We use the last 60 days of the epidemic data 443 

according to the dates of symptom onset for model calibration. Model calibration shows that at the 444 

regional and national level, the sub-epidemic model outperformed the GLM and Richards growth 445 

model in terms of the three performance metrics (MAE, MIS and 95% PI coverage), whereas GLM 446 

performed better than the Richards and sub-epidemic wave model in terms of RMSE (Table 2). 447 

Therefore, the sub-epidemic wave model can be declared a winner for the calibration period. The 448 

model fits exhibited sub-exponential growth dynamics for three models (p~0.6-0.8) at the national 449 

and regional levels. The calibration performances for each region and the national data are listed 450 

in Table 2. 451 

 452 

Table 2: Comparison of model performance metrics by calibrating the GLM, Richards and the sub-453 
epidemic model for the most recent 60 epidemic days (04/01/2021- 05/30/2021) at the national 454 
and regional level. Higher 95% PI coverage and lower RMSE, MAE and MIS represent better 455 
performance. 456 
 457 
 458 
 Regions RMSE MAE MIS 95% PI 
 GLM 
National 919.48 3583 48389 56.67 
Amazon 0.04 30 170 90 
Andean 461.68 1931 25000 66.67 
Caribbean 216.30 1040 7234 75 
Pacific 38.72 291 3113 70 
Orinoquı́a 12.85 138 856 73.33 
  Richards growth model 
National 2469.70 5085 106470 43.33 
Amazon 20.59 50 657 61.67 
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Andean 1390.2 2911 58705 45 
Caribbean 563.36 1540 20522 56.67 
Pacific 217.31 434 8739 60 
Orinoquı́a 52.15 154 1720 63.33 
  Sub-epidemic wave model 
          
          
National 1840.24 1528.96 7876 98.33 
Amazon 34.67 27.86 168.94 90 
Andean 1131.02 883.72 5444.46 92 
Caribbean 1935.90 1611.71 7749.92 96.66 
Pacific 212.51 164 1115 93.33 
Orinoquı́a 121.71 98.97 503 96.67 

 459 

aBest performance with regards to the performance metric (row) per calibration period, i.e., 460 
highest prediction interval (PI) coverage and lowest mean interval score (MIS), mean squared 461 
error (MSE) and mean absolute error (MAE). 462 
 463 

 464 

In terms of the forecasting performance, the sub-epidemic wave model performed better than the 465 

GLM and Richards model for the national, Pacific and the Orinoquı́a region. The GLM performed 466 

better than the other two models for the Caribbean region and the Richards model performed better 467 

than the other two models for the Andean and Amazon region (Table 3). 468 

 469 

Table 3: Comparison of 30-day ahead forecasting performance (061/2021-06/30/2021) by 470 
calibrating the GLM, Richards and the sub-epidemic model for the most recent 60 epidemic days 471 
(04/01/2021- 05/30/2021) at the national and regional level. Higher 95% PI coverage and lower 472 
RMSE, MAE and MIS represent better performance. 473 
 474 

 475 
Regions  RMSE MAE MIS 95% PI 
 GLM 
National 6695 5483 112870 43.33 
Amazon 130 114 2043 33.33 
Andean 6731 4990 112910 50 
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Caribbean 1325 1040 21040 40 
Pacific 1160 933 22653 40 
Orinoquı́a 846 722 12120 30 
  Richards growth model 
National 7144 6235 166510 23.33 
Amazon 68 47 847 63.33 
Andean 4035 3507 75568 40 
Caribbean 1735 1401 44309 26.67 
Pacific 815 713 16796 30 
Orinoquı́a 431 375 6570 43.33 
  Sub-epidemic wave model 
National 6308 5040 99291 46.67 
Amazon 75 63 827 50 
Andean 9479 7207 193657 40 
Caribbean 6308.09 5040 99292 50 
Pacific 707 618 8489 36.67 
Orinoquı́a 404 256 4631 53.33 

 476 
 477 

aBest performance with regards to the performance metric (row) per calibration period, i.e., 478 
highest prediction interval (PI) coverage and lowest mean interval score (MIS), mean squared 479 
error (MSE) and mean absolute error (MAE). 480 
 481 
 482 

30-day ahead forecasts 483 

Calibrating our models from April 01, 2021 to May 30, 2021 and generating the 30-day ahead 484 

forecasts (between June 01, 2021 and June 30, 2021) utilizing the GLM indicates a downwards 485 

trend for the national and Caribbean region, whereas an upward trend in case incidence for the 486 

Pacific, Andean, Amazon and Orinoquı́a region (Fig 3). The Richards model however indicates a 487 

downward trend in the cases by dates of symptom onset for all the national and regional level 488 

forecasts (Fig 4). On the other hand, the sub-epidemic model captures the multiple sub-epidemics 489 

comprising the coarse COVID-19 epidemic wave of Colombia. The sub-epidemic model predicts 490 

an upward trend in cases for the national and Andean region suggesting an increase in case 491 

incidence. Whereas, for the Pacific and Orinoquı́a region, the sub-epidemic model predicts a 492 
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downward trend with a stable case incidence pattern predicted for the Amazon and Caribbean 493 

regions. According to the GLM, the COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia can accumulate on average 494 

~464,174 cases (95% PI: 337,863-611,960) at the national level in the next 30 days (between June 495 

01, 2021 and June 30, 2021). Similarly, the Richards model indicates that the COVID-19 epidemic 496 

could accumulate on average ~294,683 cases (95% PI: 207,786-402, 811) and the sub-epidemic 497 

wave model predicts an accumulation of 693,257 (95% PI: 541,353-884,885) cases at the national 498 

level in the next thirty days.  499 

 500 

Fig 3. 30-days ahead forecasts of the national and regional COVID-19 epidemic curves in 501 

Colombia by calibrating the GLM model from April 1, 2021 to May 30, 2021. Blue circles 502 

correspond to the data points; the solid red line indicates the best model fit, and the red dashed 503 

lines represent the 95% prediction interval. The vertical black dashed line represents the time of 504 

the start of the forecast period. 505 

 506 

Fig 4. 30-days ahead forecast of the national and regional COVID-19 epidemic curves in Colombia 507 

by calibrating the Richards model from April 1, 2021 to May 30, 2021 region. Blue circles 508 

correspond to the data points; the solid red line indicates the best model fit, and the red dashed 509 

lines represent the 95% prediction interval. The vertical black dashed line represents the time of 510 

the start of the forecast period. 511 

 512 

Fig 5. 30-days ahead forecast of the national and regional COVID-19 epidemic curves in Colombia 513 

by calibrating the sub-epidemic wave model from April 1, 2021 to May 30, 2021 region. Blue 514 

circles correspond to the data points; the solid reds line indicates the best model fit, and the red 515 
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dashed lines represent the 95% prediction interval. The vertical black dashed line represents the 516 

time of the start of the forecast period. 517 

 518 

At the regional level, the three models predict on average an additional 2749-5568 cases in the 519 

next 30 days for the Amazon region. The upper bounds of the 95% PI of GLM and sub-epidemic 520 

model suggest on average an additional 8497 maximum cases during the forecast period. The 521 

average 30-day ahead forecast for the Caribbean region from sub-epidemic wave model predicts 522 

~98,219 additional cases. The GLM model however predicts an additional case count of ~30,280 523 

cases and the Richards model further under-predicts the case counts, forecasting an average of 524 

~15,201 cases in the next thirty days. The upper bounds of the 95% PI for the GLM, Richards and 525 

sub-epidemic wave model ranges from 30,280-188,895 cases. For the Andean region the three 526 

models predict on average between 257,321-553,262 cases in the next thirty days. The upper 527 

bounds of the 95% PI range from 333,143-673,006 additional cases. The average 30-day ahead 528 

forecasts for the Pacific region from the Richards and sub-epidemic model predict an addition of 529 

41,780 and 53,381 cases respectively in the next thirty days with the upper bounds of the 95% PI 530 

ranging from 55,523-69,360 cases. However, the GLM model has significantly higher upper 531 

bounds, suggesting a possibility to accumulate up to an average of 82,344 cases in the next thirty 532 

days. Lastly, for the Orinoquı́a region the upper bounds of the 95% PI for the three models ranges 533 

from 18,162-50,471 cases in the next thirty days with an average of 11,017 additional cases as 534 

predicted by the sub-epidemic wave model compared to the additional 35,511 and 22,198 cases 535 

predicted by the GLM and Richards model, respectively (Figs 3, 4 and 5).  536 

 537 

Reproduction number 538 
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Estimate of reproduction number, 𝑹𝒕 from case incidence data 539 

The reproduction number for the early ascending growth phase of the epidemic from the case 540 

incidence data (February 27, 2020 to March 27, 2020) using GGM was estimated at 𝑅!~1.30 (95% 541 

CI:1.20-1.50) at 𝛼 = 0.15 for the national data. The growth rate parameter, r, was estimated at 542 

1.40 (95% CI: 0.91-2.0) and the deceleration of growth parameter, p, was estimated at 0.64 (95% 543 

CI: 0.56-0.71), indicating early sub-exponential growth dynamics of the epidemic (Fig 6). 544 

Simultaneously, the estimates of 𝑅! for all the regions remained consistently above 1.20 (between 545 

~1.20-2.22) for the early ascending phase of the pandemic with the Amazon region showing the 546 

highest estimate of reproduction number, 𝑅! ~2.2 followed by Orinoquı́a region with 𝑅!~1.8. The 547 

estimates of 𝑅! for the Andean, Pacific and Caribbean regions remained between 𝑅!~1.2-1.4. All 548 

regions except the Amazon region depict sub-exponential growth dynamics for the COVID-19 549 

pandemic in Colombia with the deceleration of growth parameter, p, estimated between 0.54-0.86. 550 

The Amazon region shows almost exponential growth dynamics with the deceleration of growth 551 

parameter, p ~0.95 (95% CI: 0.74, 1.00). In contrast, Andean and Caribbean regions show an 552 

almost linear pattern of the epidemic trajectory with the deceleration of growth parameter, p ~0.58 553 

(95% CI:0.48- 0.69) and p ~0.59 (95% CI: 0.34, 0.87) respectively. The sensitivity analysis shows 554 

that the estimates of reproduction numbers do not vary significantly at 𝛼 = 0.15 and 𝛼 = 1.00 555 

(Tables 4 and 5). 556 

 557 

Fig 6. Upper panel: Reproduction number for Colombia with 95% CI estimated using the GGM 558 

model. The estimated reproduction number of the COVID-19 epidemic in Colombia as of March 559 

27, 2020, is 1.30 (95% CI: 1.20, 1.50). The growth rate parameter, r, is estimated at 1.40 (95%CI: 560 
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0.91 , 2.0) and the deceleration of growth parameter, p, is estimated at 0.64 (95%CI: 0.56, 0.71) at 561 

𝛼 = 0.15. 562 

Lower panel: The lower panel shows the GGM fit to the case incidence data for the first 30 days 563 

(February 27- March 27, 2020). 564 

 565 

Table 4: Estimates of reproduction number (R), growth rate parameter (r) and the deceleration of 566 
growth parameter (p) obtained from the renewal equation method utilizing the GGM for the early 567 
ascending phase of the epidemic (30 days) at the national and regional level at 𝛼 = 0.15. 568 
 569 
 570 
 Region r p R 
National 1.4 (95% CI: 0.91,2.0) 0.64 (95% CI: 0.56, 0.71)  1.3 (95% CI: 1.2,1.5) 
Amazon 0.23 (95% CI: 0.18, 0.4) 0.95 (95% CI: 0.74, 1.00) 2.2 (95% CI:1.5, 2.6) 
Andean 1.7 (95% CI:0.88, 2.8) 0.58 (95% CI:0.48, 0.69) 1.2 (95% CI: 1.1, 1.4) 
Carrebean 0.85 (95% CI:0.27, 1.9) 0.59 (95% CI:0.34, 0.87) 1.3 (95% CI:1.1,1.8) 
Pacific 0.63 (95% CI:0.25, 1.3) 0.69 (95% CI:0.48, 0.9) 1.4 (95% CI:1.1, 2.0) 
Orinoquı́a 0.25 (95% CI:0.16, 0.59) 0.87 (95% CI: 0.58, 1.00) 1.8 (95% CI:1.3, 2.4)  

 571 
 572 

Table 5: Estimates of reproduction number (R), growth rate parameter (r) and the deceleration of 573 
growth parameter (p) obtained from the renewal equation method utilizing the GGM for the early 574 
ascending phase of the epidemic (30 days) at the national and regional level at 𝛼 = 1.00. 575 
 576 
 577 
 578 
  r p R 
National 1.4 (95% CI: 0.87 2.1) 0.64 (95% CI: 0.56, 0.72) 1.1 (95% CI:0.97, 1.2) 
Amazon 0.23 (95% CI:0.18, 0.39) 0.94 (95% CI:0.77, 1.0) 2.1 (95% CI:1.4, 2.5) 
Andean 1.7 (95% CI:1.0, 2.8) 0.58 (95% CI: 0.48, 0.67) 1.0 (95% CI:0.94, 1.2) 
Carrebean 0.82 (95% CI:0.19, 2.00) 0.61 (95% CI:0.34, 0.99) 1.3 (95% CI:1.0, 2.3) 
Pacific 0.61( 95% CI:0.23, 1.2) 0.69 (95% CI:0.51, 0.95) 1.2 (95% CI:0.93, 1.9) 
Orinoquı́a 0.26 (95% CI: 0.16, 0.53) 0.86 (95% CI:0.6, 1.0) 1.8 (95% CI:1.3, 2.4)  

 579 
 580 
 581 
 582 
Estimate of instantaneous reproduction number,	𝑹𝒕 583 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 30, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.28.21261212doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.28.21261212
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 27 

The early estimate of instantaneous reproduction number at the national level for the first 30 584 

epidemic days exhibits a steep decline. The reproduction number was estimated at, 𝑅!~2.85 (95% 585 

CrI: 1.91-4.09) on March 6, 2020, which declined to 𝑅!~0.81 (95% CrI : 0.76-0.85) by March 27, 586 

2020 (Figs 7 and 8). At the national level the instantaneous reproduction number has remained 587 

consistently above 𝑅!~1.00 between April and July 3, 2020, after which the reproduction number 588 

declined to less than 1.00 (𝑅!~0.9) until September 22, 2020. Since the end of September 2020, 589 

𝑅! has fluctuated around ~1.00 (𝑅!~ 0.8-1.4) with the most recent estimate of 𝑅!~1.03 (95% CrI: 590 

1.02-1.03) as of May 30, 2021 (Fig 8).  591 

 592 

Fig 7. Instantaneous reproduction number with 95% CrI estimated using the Cori et al. method and 593 

the estimate of reproduction number with 95% CI utilizing the GGM for simulating the parameters 594 

employed in the renewal equation method for the COVID-19 epidemic in Colombia as of March 595 

27, 2020 (first 30 days). The red solid line is the mean reproduction number estimated from the 596 

renewal equation method and the red dashed lines are the 95% CI coverage around the mean 597 

reproduction number. The green solid line is the median instantaneous reproduction number 598 

estimated from the Cori method and the green dashed lines are the 95% CrI coverage around the 599 

median instantaneous reproduction. 600 

 601 

Fig 8. Upper panel: Instantaneous reproduction number with 95% credible intervals for the 602 

COVID-19 epidemic in Colombia as of May 30, 2021. The red solid line represents the mean 603 

reproduction number for Colombia and the red shaded area represents the 95% credible interval 604 

around it. The blue solid line represents the mean reproduction number for Caribbean region and 605 

the blue shaded area represents the 95% credible interval around it. The yellow solid line represents 606 
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the mean reproduction number for Pacific region and the yellow shaded area represents the 95% 607 

credible interval around it. The cyan solid line represents the mean reproduction number for 608 

Orinoquı́a region and the cyan shaded area represents the 95% credible interval around it. The 609 

purple solid line represents the mean reproduction number for Andean region and the purple 610 

shaded area represents the 95% credible interval around it. The pink solid line represents the mean 611 

reproduction number for Amazon and the pink shaded area represents the 95% credible interval 612 

around it. 613 

Lower panel: The percentage of the COVID-19 cases in Colombia, nationally and regionally as of 614 

May 30, 2021. The red solid line represents the percentage of cases in Colombia, the blue solid 615 

line represents the percentage of cases in the Caribbean region, the yellow solid line represents the 616 

percentage of cases in the Pacific region, the cyan dotted line represents the percentage of cases in 617 

the Orinoquı́a region, the purple dashed line represents the percentage of cases in the Andean 618 

region and the pink dotted line represents the percentage of cases in the Amazon region. 619 

 620 

At the regional level, the majority of the fluctuations in 𝑅! were observed during the first 130 days 621 

(until July 5, 2020) of the pandemic after which estimates of 𝑅!	remain ~1.0. For the Caribbean 622 

region the early estimate of reproduction number was 𝑅!~3.42	(95% CrI: 1.85-5.69) on March 6, 623 

2020. The reproduction number peaked on March 16, 2020, with an estimate of 𝑅!~3.46 (95% CrI: 624 

2.69-4.36) and declined thereafter to remain consistently above 1.00 (𝑅!	~1.00-3.21) until July 7, 625 

2020. The reproduction number then fluctuated ~1.00 until February 11, 2021. Since then, the 626 

estimates of 𝑅!	have remained between ~0.8-1.5 with the most recent estimate of 𝑅!~1.03 627 

(95%CrI: 1.02-1.05) as of May 30, 2020. For the Pacific region, the early estimate of reproduction 628 

number as estimated on March 5, 2020 was 𝑅!~3.04 (95% CrI: 1.28-5.96). The reproduction 629 
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number remained above 1.50 in the next 15 days. This was followed by the estimates of 𝑅! 630 

consistently above 1.00 until the end of July 20, 2020, after which 𝑅! fluctuated ~1.00 until 631 

February 2021. From March to April 13, 2021, the estimates of 𝑅! remained between 0.9-1.5 with 632 

the most recent estimate of 𝑅!~1.05 (95% CrI: 1.04-1.06). The reproduction number in the 633 

Orinoquı́a region was estimated at 𝑅!~3.46 (95% CrI: 0.25-14.97) from March 5, 2020, to March 634 

11, 2020, and declined thereafter to fluctuate ~1.00 until the end of May 2020. From June 1, 2020, 635 

till the end of August 2020 the estimates of 𝑅! remained above 1.00 followed by fluctuations in 𝑅! 636 

around 1.00 with the most recent estimate of 𝑅!~1.01 (95% CrI: 0.98-1.03) as of May 30, 2021. 637 

The reproduction number in the Andean region peaked at 𝑅!~3.28 (95% CrI: 2.27-4.55) on March 638 

6, 2020. This was followed by the estimates of reproduction number above 1.00 until July 27, 639 

2020. Since then, 𝑅!	has fluctuated ~1.00 with the most recent estimate of 𝑅!~1.03 (95% CrI: 640 

1.02-1.03) as of May 30, 2021. In contrast, the reproduction number in the Amazon region was 641 

estimated at 𝑅!~3.46 (95% CrI: 0.25, 14.9) on March 5, 2020. This was followed by the estimates 642 

of 𝑅!	consistently above 1.00 until May 11, 2020 which have since fluctuated ~1.00 with the most 643 

recent estimate of 𝑅!~1.16 (95% CrI: 1.11-1.21) as of May 30, 2021 (Fig 8). As can be observed 644 

for national as well as the regional level data, the Cori method tends to overestimate 𝑅! early in 645 

the time series as infections occurring before the first date in the time series remain missing terms 646 

in the denominator [83].  647 

 648 

Estimate of reproduction number, R from genomic data analysis. 649 

Between February and April 2020, 136 analyzed Colombian sequences were sampled. These 650 

sequences were spread along the whole global SARS-CoV-2 phylogeny (Fig 9) and split into 651 

multiple clusters. This indicates multiple introductions of SARS-CoV-2 to the country during the 652 
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initial pandemic stage (February 27- April 5, 2020). For the largest cluster of size 35, growth rate 653 

for the early ascending phase of the COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia was estimated to be 654 

~12.718. Subsequently, the reproduction number was estimated at, 655 

R~1.2	(95%	HDP	interval: [1.03, 1.44]), indicating sustained disease transmission during the 656 

early phase of the pandemic. 657 

 658 

Fig 9. Global ML tree for SARS-CoV-2 genomic data for Colombia. 659 

 660 

Spatial analysis 661 

Fig 10 shows the result from pre-processing COVID-19 data into growth rate functions. The results 662 

of clustering are shown in Fig 11 as a dendrogram plot. The four predominant clusters identified 663 

include the following departments and districts: 664 

Cluster 1: Arauca, Guajira, Guaviare, Meta, San Andres 665 

Cluster 2: Antioquia, , Atlántico, Barranquilla D.E., ., Bolivar, Boyacá, Bogota D.C., Caldas, 666 

Caquetá, Cartagena D.T y C., Casanare, Cauca, Cesar, Choco, Cordoba, Cundinamarca, Huila, 667 

Magdalena , NarinYo, Norte Santander, Putumayo, Quindío, Risaralda, Santander, Santa Marta D.T 668 

y C, Sucre, Tolima, Valle del Cauca 669 

Cluster 3: Vichada 670 

Cluster 4: Amazonas, Guainía, Vaupes 671 

 672 

Fig 10. Pre-processing COVID-19 data into incidence rate functions. From left to right: original 673 

lab-confirmed COVID-19 cases, curve of daily new cases, smoothed and scaled rate curves, 674 

average of rate curves before scaling and smothing. 675 
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 676 

Fig 11. Clustering of states according to the shapes of their rate curves. Cluster 1 is shown in blue, 677 

cluster 2 is shown in red, the smallest cluster, cluster 3 is shown in black whereas cluster 4 is 678 

shown in the green. One can see that states with similar shapes of rates curves are geographically 679 

close to each other. The left panel shows the geographic distribution of the clusters and the right 680 

panel shows the dendrogram. 681 

 682 

Fig 12 shows the average shape of incidence rate curves in each cluster and the overall average. 683 

Fig 13 shows the mean growth rate curves and one standard-deviation bands around it, in each 684 

cluster. The average incidence patterns in these four clusters are very distinct and clearly visible 685 

(Fig 13). For cluster 1, the rate increases rapidly from April to July 2020 and then declines to 686 

increase again at the end of November 2020 followed by another incline at the start of January 687 

2021. For cluster 2, we can observe a three modal growth pattern. There is rapid increase in growth 688 

rate in July 2020 followed by a decline and continuous fluctuations. This pattern is followed by 689 

two more peaks, one in January 2021 and the second bimodal peak can be observed in March and 690 

April 2021. Cluster 3 shows a slow growth rate until July 2020 followed by a rapid rise in growth 691 

curve until mid-September 2020. This is followed by a gradual decline of the growth curve with 692 

fluctuations and another large peak in June 2021. For cluster 4, the slow growth rate is followed 693 

by a spike in September 2020 and multiple fluctuations. This is followed by another peak in June 694 

2021 (Fig 13).  695 

 696 

Fig 12. Clusters of states by their growth rates. Cluster 1 is shown in blue, cluster 2 is shown in 697 

red, cluster 3 is shown in black, cluster 4 is shown in green and the overall cluster mean in is shown 698 
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in pink curve. The left panel shows the geographic distribution of the clusters and the right panel 699 

shows the average growth rate curves for each cluster (solid curves) and their overall average (pink 700 

broken curve). 701 

 702 

Fig 13. Average shapes of the COVID-19 incidence rate curves, along with a one standard-703 

deviation band around the average, in each of the clusters.  704 

 705 

Mobility data 706 
 707 
The curve of mobility trends from Apple tracked in the form of driving and walking declined in 708 

April 2020 to less than 60% corresponding to multiple interventions focused on the social 709 

distancing mandates as implemented by the government of Colombia. The mobility then started to 710 

increase in June and peaked in July 2020. Soon after a decline in mobility was observed in August 711 

and September 2020 which was followed by fluctuations in mobility trends around the baseline 712 

until the end of June 2021 (Fig 14). Correspondingly it can be observed that as the mobility 713 

increased in July 2020, the number of cases also peaked after which the cases fluctuated at a steady 714 

level (~7000 cases per day) until the end of December 2020.  715 

 716 

Fig 14. Upper panel: Apple mobility trends data showing the variation in walking and driving 717 

among the population in Colombia. Orange curve shows the driving trend and the blue curve shows 718 

the walking trend. 719 

Lower panel: COVID-19 incidence curve in Colombia by the dates of symptoms onset as of June 720 

30, 2021. 721 

 722 
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The curves of mobility from Google data tracked in the form of visits to retail and recreation, 723 

grocery, pharmacy, parks, transit stations and workplaces all follow the same pattern; declining in 724 

April 2020 to less than 60% incoherence with the Apple mobility data and corresponding to the 725 

government’s interventions to contain the spread of the virus. The mobility started to increase 726 

gradually thereafter but remained below the baseline until December 2020. The greatest 727 

fluctuations in mobility were observed in January 2021, the same time when the cases also peaked. 728 

The mobility has since fluctuated around the baseline. The residential category is measured in 729 

duration rather than the number of visitors, so we do not compare it with other 5 categories. 730 

Moreover, since people spend a larger amount of time at home, changes in the residential category 731 

remain inconspicuous (Fig 15).  732 

 733 

Fig 15. Upper panel: Google mobility trends data showing the variation in movement of people 734 

across the following six categories: retail and creation (maroon solid curve), grocery and pharmacy 735 

(green solid curve), parks (pink solid curve) and transit stations (purple solid curve), workplaces 736 

(red solid curve) and residential (golden solid curve) among the population in Colombia.  737 

Lower panel: COVID-19 incidence curve in Colombia by the dates of symptoms onset as of June 738 

30, 2021. 739 

 740 

Twitter data analysis: social media trends 741 

The epidemic curve for Colombia is overlaid with the curve of tweets indicating the stay-at-home 742 

orders in Colombia. In Colombia the engagement of people with the #quedateencasa hashtag (stay-743 

at-home order hashtag) fluctuated at a steady level during the course of the pandemic with a slight 744 

decline in the frequency of tweets observed after June 2020 while the case counts continued to 745 
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increase, which could point towards the apathy or frustration of the public towards the lockdowns 746 

and restrictions. This could also imply that the population does not follow the government's stay-747 

at-home orders. The decline in the number of tweets indicating stay-at-home orders was followed 748 

by a sharp increase in the frequency of tweets indicating the stay-at-home order in November 2020 749 

which gradually declined until April 2021 and has since fluctuated at a steady level, ~1000 tweets 750 

a day. On the contrary, the cases peaked in July 2020 levelled off ~7000 cases per day until 751 

December 2020 (Fig 16). Another peak in case incidence was observed in January 2021 followed 752 

by a sharp decline in case incidence. This was followed two upsurges in case incidence in 753 

November 2020 and April 2021. The correlation coefficient between the epidemic curve of cases 754 

by dates of onset and the curve of tweets representing the stay-at-home orders was estimated at 755 

R=0.1095 from March 12, 2020 to June 29, 2021. 756 

 757 

Fig 16. The daily number of tweets indicating stay at home orders (blue) and the daily number of 758 

new COVID-19 cases by dates of symptoms onset (orange) as of June 30, 2021 759 

 760 

Discussion 761 

In this study, we explore the transmission dynamics of the COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia by 762 

applying multiple methodologies to analyze five data sources. Our model calibration and 763 

forecasting indicate that the sub-epidemic model outperforms the GLM and Richards growth 764 

model in terms of three calibration performance metrics at the national and the regional levels in 765 

Colombia. However, the forecasting performance metrics do not yield one single model as the best 766 

model. More importantly, the regional and national level forecasts point towards a declining trend 767 

in the epidemic trajectory except for the GLM which predicts an upward trend for the Andean, 768 
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Amazon, Pacific and Orinoquı́a regions and the sub-epidemic model which predicts an upsurge in 769 

case counts for the national and Andean region. Estimation of national and regional reproduction 770 

numbers show a sustained disease transmission during the early phase of the COVID-19 pandemic 771 

exhibiting sub-exponential growth dynamics. Moreover, the estimates of reproduction number 772 

from the case incidence data during the most recent months show fluctuation of 𝑅!~1.00 without 773 

any major surges. Estimates of 𝑅= from the genomic data agree with those obtained from the case 774 

incidence data. Spatially we can divide the Colombian departments into four distinct clusters based 775 

on the growth rate patterns in each cluster. Moreover, while the mobility in Colombia increased in 776 

June and July 2020, corresponding to the observed peak in case incidence in July 2020, a spike in 777 

the number of tweets indicating the stay-at-home orders was observed in November 2020 when 778 

the case incidence had levelled off.  779 

 780 

The scaled incidence of daily COVID-19 new cases by the date of symptom onset for all regions 781 

and the national data shows multimodal peaks as of May 30, 2021 (Fig 8). As observed the national 782 

COVID-19 epidemic peaked in mid-July 2020 followed by a decline in case incidence in mid-783 

September 2020, only to rise again. The national curve declined at the beginning of year 2021. 784 

However, April 2021 showed another surge in the COVID-19 cases with estimates of Rt ~1.00, 785 

indicating continued virus transmission in the country. 786 

 787 

The early transmission dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 exhibit similarity at the national and regional 788 

levels. The COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia exhibited sub-exponential growth dynamics 789 

(0<p<1.0) during the ascending phase of the outbreak at the national and regional levels. The sub-790 

exponential growth pattern of the COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia can be attributed to a myriad 791 
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of factors including non-homogenous mixing, spatial structure, population mobility, behavior 792 

changes and interventions [84]. Our results are consistent with the sub-exponential growth patterns 793 

of COVID-19 outbreaks observed in other Latin American countries including Mexico [85] and 794 

Chile [86]. Moreover, the estimates of early transmission potential (𝑅!) indicate sustained disease 795 

transmission in Colombia at the national and regional levels. In this context, we observed that these 796 

results are compatible with the estimates of early reproduction numbers retrieved from other 797 

countries, including Peru, Chile, Brazil and Mexico which followed similar COVID-19 outbreaks 798 

around the same time period [87-90]. 799 

 800 

The overall estimates of transmission potential (instantaneous reproduction number) throughout 801 

the COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia displayed substantial spatiotemporal variation. Indeed 802 

multiple factors can be attributed to influence the reproduction number including the 803 

transmissibility of an infectious agent, individual contact rates, individual susceptibility and 804 

mitigation strategies [57, 91]. Our results indicate that the national reproduction number remained 805 

substantially high (Rt>1) until the end of July 2020, after which it declined and fluctuated around 806 

~1.0 with no major deviations. The most recent estimates of 𝑅! indicate second surge in 807 

reproduction number with estimates of 𝑅! greater 1.0 as of May 30, 2021. At the regional level, 808 

Orinoquı́a, Pacific and Caribbean regions displayed the greatest fluctuation in the transmission 809 

potential. Moreover, the estimates of 𝑅!	remained between 3.02-3.46 until March 6, 2020, for all 810 

regions. As the pandemic progressed and control interventions were put in place, the estimates of 811 

𝑅! declined to fluctuate ~1.0 around. The estimates of 𝑅! remained consistently above 1.00 in the 812 

Caribbean, Andean and Pacific regions until July 2020, after which 𝑅! fluctuated ~1.00. The results 813 
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of our genomic analysis for Colombia also indicate sustained disease transmission in the country 814 

during the early ascending phase of the pandemic with R0>1.00. 815 

 816 

In general, Colombia has observed sustained disease transmission of SARS-CoV-2 despite the 817 

implementation of social distancing interventions. As can also be seen from Twitter analysis, the 818 

number of cases by dates of onset are positively correlated with the tweets indicating the stay-at-819 

home orders. A plausible explanation of this phenomenon could be that the people might have 820 

stopped following the government's preventive orders to stay at home as a result of pandemic 821 

fatigue or due to confusion regarding the national and regional policies. There was a decline in the 822 

mobility profile in Colombia after the implementation of social distancing mandates and 823 

declaration of national emergency. However, as the pandemic progressed, the mobility of the 824 

public reached a normal level with fluctuations around the baseline. A study reported that the 825 

average mobility reduction in Colombia fluctuated during the pandemic, starting at ~80% in April 826 

2020, and reaching ~30% by the end of September 2020 [92]. In comparison Argentina and Chile 827 

have reported the most steady mobility reductions of ~80% and 70% respectively during the course 828 

of the pandemic [92].  829 

 830 

At level of each administrative division, we analyze the spatial-temporal dynamics of the COVID-831 

19 pandemic in Colombia. Our classification of epidemic patterns in Colombia at the department 832 

level, including their 4 main districts, shows distinct variations in growth rates across different 833 

departments. For instance, cluster 1 including Arauca, Guajira, Guaviare, Meta, San Andres shows 834 

a rising pattern in growth rate. In contrast, cluster 3 that includes Vichada and cluster 4 that 835 

includes Amazonas, Guainía, Vaupes show stable growth at lower rates. This information can be 836 
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utilized by the departments, districts, and regions in guiding their decision regarding the 837 

implementation of public health measures. For example, administrative divisions in cluster 1 show 838 

an early increasing growth pattern and may need strict public health measures to contain the 839 

epidemic. 840 

 841 

Appropriate short-term forecasts at the national and regional levels can also help guide the 842 

intensity and magnitude of public health interventions required to contain the epidemic. In general, 843 

the national and regional level short-term forecasts from the Richards model point towards a 844 

sustained decline in the over-all case counts. However, the GLM forecasts show an increasing 845 

trajectory of the COVID-19 pandemic for the Andean, Pacific and Orinoquı́a region. Similarly, 846 

the sub-epidemic wave model’s forecast for the national and Andean region shows an upward 847 

trend in the trajectory of the COVID-19 pandemic and a steady trend in the trajectory of the 848 

COVID-19 pandemic for the Amazon and Caribbean regions. As with the sub-epidemic wave 849 

model, it captures the underlying structure of the sub-epidemic building blocks of the coarse scale 850 

epidemic. The three models generally provide a good fit to the COVID-19 case counts for the most 851 

recent part of the epidemic. However, in our analysis the sub-epidemic model performs better than 852 

the GLM and Richards model in the calibration periods. However, for the forecasting periods, no 853 

model can be declared as the best model. The Richards model performs better for the Amazon and 854 

Andean region, GLM performs better for the Caribbean region and the sub-epidemic model 855 

performs better for the national, Pacific and Orinoquı́a regions. 856 

 857 

This study has some limitations. First, we excluded the last 30-day case counts from our study in 858 

order compare the performance of our models in the forecasting phase. Moreover, excluding the 859 
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last 30 data points allows us to overcome the influence of reporting delays on our analysis. 860 

Specifically, we utilize the case counts based on the dates of onset in this study, because delays 861 

in case reporting, testing rates and factors related to the surveillance systems can influence our 862 

epidemic projections. Secondly, we relied on the daily updates of cases in the official 863 

surveillance system of Colombia, which can sometimes underreport the cases. Third, the 864 

phenomenological models applied in this study do not explicitly account for behavioral changes, 865 

and thus the results such as the predicted decline or stability in the epidemic trajectory should be 866 

interpreted with caution. Fourth, some authors [83] shifted the dates of symptom onset 867 

backwards to approximate the date of infection when applying the EpiEstim package to estimate 868 

the instantaneous reproduction number. However, in this study we stick to the date of symptoms 869 

onset for the sake of comparison across methods to estimate the reproduction number. Lastly, the 870 

unpredictable social component of the epidemic on ground was also a limiting factor for the 871 

study as we did not know the ground truth epidemic pattern when the forecasts were generated.  872 

 873 

In conclusion, the country observed a surge in case counts as the mobility increased in July 2020; 874 

however, since the end of 2020, the national and regional reproduction numbers have fluctuated 875 

around ~1.00 indicating sustained virus transmission in the region with estimates of 𝑅! > 1.00	as 876 

of May 30, 2021. Moreover, the population of Colombia has had mixed reactions towards the stay-877 

at-home orders as can be inferred from the Twitter analysis, contributing to the virus transmission 878 

in the country. Importantly, the spatial analysis indicates that departments like Arauca, Guajira, 879 

Guaviare, Meta, San Andres need stronger public health strategies to contain the rising patterns in 880 

growth rates. Although Richards model point towards a sustained decline in the case counts in 881 

general, the sub-epidemic model indicates an upward trend in case incidence for the national and 882 
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Andean regions and the GLM shows an upsurge in case counts for the Pacific, Orinoquı́a and the 883 

Amazon regions. Hence, the forecasts need to be interpreted with caution given the spatial 884 

heterogeneity in transmission rates as well as dynamic implementation and lifting of the social 885 

distancing measures. The phenomenological growth models employed in this study to forecast and 886 

estimate reproduction numbers are particularly valuable for providing rapid predictions of the 887 

epidemics in complex scenarios that can be used for real-time preparedness because these models 888 

do not require specific disease transmission processes to account for the interventions.  889 
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Fig 1. Timeline of the COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia as of June 30, 2021. 1160 
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Fig 2. Epidemic curve of the COVID-19 pandemic in Colombia as of May 30, 2021. 1179 
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 1193 
 1194 
 1195 
 1196 
 1197 

Fig 3. 30-days ahead forecasts of the national and regional COVID-19 epidemic curves in 1198 

Colombia by calibrating the GLM model from 04/01/2021-05/30/2021. Blue circles correspond to 1199 

the data points; the solid red line indicates the best model fit, and the red dashed lines represent 1200 

the 95% prediction interval. The vertical black dashed line represents the time of the start of the 1201 

forecast period. 1202 
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 1216 
 1217 

 1218 

Fig 4. 30-days ahead forecast of the national and regional COVID-19 epidemic curves in Colombia 1219 

by calibrating the Richards model from 04/01/2021-05/30/2021 region. Blue circles correspond to 1220 

the data points; the solid red line indicates the best model fit, and the red dashed lines represent 1221 

the 95% prediction interval. The vertical black dashed line represents the time of the start of the 1222 

forecast period. 1223 
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 1234 

 1235 

Fig 5. 30-days ahead forecast of the national and regional COVID-19 epidemic curves in Colombia 1236 

by calibrating the sub-epidemic wave model from 04/01/2021-05/30/2021 region. Blue circles 1237 

correspond to the data points; the solid red line indicates the best model fit, and the red dashed 1238 

lines represent the 95% prediction interval. The vertical black dashed line represents the time of 1239 

the start of the forecast period. 1240 
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 1257 

 1258 

Fig 6. Upper panel: Reproduction number for Colombia with 95% CI estimated using the GGM model. 1259 

The estimated reproduction number of the COVID-19 epidemic in Colombia as of March 27, 2020, is 1.3 1260 

(95% CI: 1.2, 1.4). The growth rate parameter, r, is estimated at 1.4 (95%CI: 0.9 , 1.2) and the deceleration 1261 

of growth parameter, p, is estimated at 0.64 (95%CI:0.56, 0.71) at 𝛼 = 0.15. 1262 

Lower panel: The lower panel shows the GGM fit to the case incidence data for the first 30 days (February 1263 

27- March 27, 2020). 1264 
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 1266 

Fig 7. Instantaneous reproduction number with 95% CrI estimated using the Cori et al. method and 1267 

the estimate of reproduction number with 95% CI utilizing the GGM for simulating the parameters 1268 

employed in the renewal equation method for the COVID-19 epidemic in Colombia as of March 1269 

27, 2020 (first 30 days). The red solid line is the mean reproduction number estimated from the 1270 

renewal equation method and the red dashed lines are the 95% CI coverage around the mean 1271 

reproduction number. The green solid line is the median instantaneous reproduction number 1272 

estimated from the Cori method and the green dashed lines are the 95% CrI coverage around the 1273 

median instantaneous reproduction. 1274 
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 1279 

Fig 8. Upper panel: Instantaneous reproduction number with 95% credible intervals for the 1280 

COVID-19 epidemic in Colombia as of May 30, 2021. The red solid line represents the mean 1281 

reproduction number for Colombia and the red shaded area represents the 95% credible interval 1282 

around it. The blue solid line represents the mean reproduction number for Caribbean region and 1283 

the blue shaded area represents the 95% credible interval around it. The yellow solid line represents 1284 

the mean reproduction number for Pacific region and the yellow shaded area represents the 95% 1285 
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credible interval around it. The cyan solid line represents the mean reproduction number for 1286 

Orinoquı́a region and the cyan shaded area represents the 95% credible interval around it. The 1287 

purple solid line represents the mean reproduction number for Andean region and the purple 1288 

shaded area represents the 95% credible interval around it. The pink solid line represents the mean 1289 

reproduction number for Amazon and the pink shaded area represents the 95% credible interval 1290 

around it. 1291 

Lower panel: The percentage of the COVID-19 cases in Colombia, nationally and regionally as of 1292 

May 30, 2021. The red solid line represents the percentage of cases in Colombia, the blue solid 1293 

line represents the percentage of cases in the Caribbean region, the yellow solid line represents the 1294 

percentage of cases in the Pacific region, the cyan dotted line represents the percentage of cases in 1295 

the Orinoquı́a region, the purple dashed line represents the percentage of cases in the Andean 1296 

region and the pink dotted line represents the percentage of cases in the Amazon region. 1297 
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 1300 
 1301 
Fig 9. Global ML tree for SARS-CoV-2 genomic data for Colombia. 1302 
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 1304 
 1305 

Fig 10. Pre-processing COVID-19 data into incidence rate functions. From left to right: original 1306 

lab-confirmed COVID-19 cases, curve of daily new cases, smoothed and scaled rate curves, 1307 

average of rate curves before scaling and smothing. 1308 
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 1315 

 1316 

Fig 11. Clustering of states according to the shapes of their rate curves. Cluster 1 is shown in blue, 1317 

cluster 2 is shown in red, the smallest cluster, cluster 3 is shown in black whereas cluster 4 is 1318 

shown in the green. One can see that states with similar shapes of rates curves are geographically 1319 

close to each other. The left panel shows the geographic distribution of the clusters and the right 1320 

panel shows the dendrogram. 1321 
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 1328 

 1329 
Fig 12. Clusters of states by their growth rates. Cluster 1 is shown in blue, cluster 2 is shown in 1330 

red, cluster 3 is shown in black, cluster 4 is shown in green and the overall cluster mean in is shown 1331 

in pink curve. The left panel shows the geographic distribution of the clusters and the right panel 1332 

shows the average growth rate curves for each cluster (solid curves) and their overall average (pink 1333 

broken curve). 1334 
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 1342 

Fig 13. Average shapes of the COVID-19 incidence rate curves, along with a one standard-1343 

deviation band around the average, in each of the clusters.  1344 
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 1350 
 1351 
Fig 14. Upper panel: Apple mobility trends data showing the variation in walking and driving 1352 

among the population in Colombia. Orange curve shows the driving trend and the blue curve shows 1353 

the walking trend. 1354 

Lower panel: COVID-19 incidence curve in Colombia by the dates of symptoms onset as of June 1355 

30, 2021. 1356 
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 1360 

Fig 15. Upper panel: Google mobility trends data showing the variation in movement of people 1361 

across the following five categories: retail and creation (maroon solid curve), grocery and 1362 
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pharmacy (green solid curve), parks (pink solid curve) and transit stations (purple solid curve), 1363 

workplaces (red solid curve) and residential (golden solid curve) among the population in 1364 

Colombia.  1365 

Lower panel: COVID-19 incidence curve in Colombia by the dates of symptoms onset as of June 1366 

30, 2021. 1367 
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 1381 

 1382 

Fig 16. The daily number of tweets indicating stay at home orders (blue) and the daily number of 1383 

new COVID-19 cases by dates of symptoms onset (orange) as of June 30, 2021 1384 
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