
Effectiveness of COCOA, a COVID-19 contact notification application, in Japan 

 

 

Junko Kurita1), Tamie Sugawara2), Yasushi Ohkusa2) 

1) Department of Nursing, Tokiwa University, Ibaraki, Japan 

2) National Institute of Infectious Diseases, Tokyo, Japan 

 

 

Corresponding author: Junko Kurita, kuritaj@tokiwa.ac.jp 

 

Keywords: contact application, COVID-19, , smartphone, SIR model, voluntary 

restrictions against going out 

 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151597doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151597


Abstract 

Background: COCOA, a contact reporting application in Japan, was launched at the end 

of June 2020. 

Object: We assessed effectiveness of COCOA. 

Method: After developing a simple susceptible–infected–recovery model with COCOA 

and voluntary restrictions against going out (VRG), we assumed that COCOA can 

reduce infectiousness by 10–50% points through self-quarantine at home after receiving 

notification from COCOA. 

Results: COCOA alone is insufficient to halt an outbreak. Even if the entire population 

were to use COCOA, the reproduction number would be 1.31. However, if VRG were 

15%, about half of the maximum VRG effectiveness under the emergency state 

declaration, then 10% COCOA use by a population can reduce the reproduction number 

to less than one. 

Conclusion: Significant effects of COCOA for reducing the reproduction number were 

found. However, without VRG, COCOA alone is insufficient to control an outbreak. 
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Introduction 

Some smartphone applications designed to record contact through Bluetooth™ 

have been presented by Apple Computer Inc. and Google (Alphabet Inc.). COCOA, a 

contact reporting application produced by the Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare 

(MHLW) in Japan, was launched at the end of June 2020 [1]. It notifies a person who 

has had close contact (longer than 15 min and within 1 m) with a test-positive person. 

In Japan, in preference to lockdowns such as those instituted in European and North 

American countries, voluntary restrictions against going out (VRG) were announced by 

national and local governments from the end of March [2]. Our earlier study found that 

VRG can fully explain the entire course of the outbreak in Japan [3]. We examined 

COCOA effects COCOA based on a susceptible–infected–recovery (SIR) model with 

VRG. 

 

Methods 

We incorporated COCOA into a simple deterministic SIR model [3] with mobility 

data and the epidemic curve in Japan, with its 120 million population. We assume an 

incubation period that conforms to the empirical distribution in Japan. The number of 

symptomatic patients reported by the Ministry of Labour, Health and Welfare (MLHW) 

for January 14 – June 28 published [4] on June 29 was used. Some patients were 

excluded from the data: those presumed to be persons infected abroad or infected as 

passengers on the Diamond Princess. Those patients were presumed not to represent 

community-acquired infection in Japan. 

For onset dates of some symptomatic patients that were unknown, we estimated 

onset dates from an empirical distribution, with duration extending from onset to the 
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report date among patients for whom the onset date had been reported. For patients for 

whom onset dates were not reported, we estimated the onset date: Letting f(k) represent 

this empirical distribution and letting Nt denote the number of patients for whom onset 

dates were not published by date t, then the number of patients for whom onset dates 

were not available and their onset date was t-1 was estimated as f(1)Nt. Similarly, the 

number of patients with onset date t-2 and for whom onset dates were not available was 

estimated as f(2)Nt. Therefore, the total number of patients for whom the onset date was 

not available, given an onset date of s, was estimated as Σk=1f(k)Ns+k for the long 

duration extending from s. 

Moreover, the reporting delay for published data from MHLW might be 

considerable. In other words, if s+k is larger than that in the current period t, then s+k 

represents the future for period t. For that reason, Ns+k is not observable. Such a 

reporting delay engenders underestimation bias of the number of patients. For that 

reason, it must be adjusted as Σk=1
t-sf(k)Ns+k /Σk=1

t-sf(k). Similarly, patients for whom 

the onset dates were available are expected to be affected by the reporting delay. 

Therefore, we have Ms|t /Σk=1
t-sf(k), where Ms|t represents the reported number of patients 

for whom onset dates were within period s, extending until current period t. 

We assumed that if COCOA users are infected, they receive a PCR test on the 

second day after onset. Then, if they received a positive test result, they were assumed 

to enter this information to the COCOA application using a key code provided by the 

public health center. We also assume that all COCOA users cooperate in entering their 

test results. 

If COCOA users receive an notification from COCOA announcing that they had 

closely contacted an infected person and that the person has no symptoms, then all are 
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instructed to stay at home for two weeks at most. If they receive an notification from 

COCOA before their onset, then their infectiousness is assumed to be half that of 

non-COCOA users. Otherwise, if they received the notification from COCOA after their 

onset, their infectiousness was assumed to be equal to that of non-COCOA users until 

they receive the notification from COCOA. After receiving notification from COCOA, 

their infectiousness was assumed to be equal to that of COCOA users who receive 

notification from COCOA before onset. It might be the case that a COCOA user has 

closely contacted a COCOA user on the initial onset date. They are assumed to show 

some symptoms the following day. Therefore, their incubation period would be just one 

day. 

We assumed R0 as 1.50 and assumed the effectiveness of VRG as equal to that 

reported in earlier research [3]. We simulate the outbreak from the initial case under 

different conditions of VRG and several degrees of COCOA use among the population. 

We also assume that all COCOA users report their infection status honestly and 

immediately to COCOA. The effects of COCOA were measured by the reproduction 

number under the average length of the incubation period. 

 

Ethical considerations 

All information used for this study has been published elsewhere [4]. There is 

therefore no ethical issue related to this study. 

 

Results 

Figure 1 presents an empirical distribution of actual data for the duration of onset 

until reporting in Japan. The maximum delay was 30 days. Figure 2 depicts the 
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empirical distribution of incubation periods among 125 cases for which the exposed 

date and onset date were published by MHLW in Japan. The mode was six days. The 

average was 6.6 days. 

Table 1 presents reproduction number estimations for several proportions of 

COCOA use and VRG. By definition, the reproduction number was 1.5 with no 

COCOA and VRG. If VRG=0, then COCOA alone is unable to halt the outbreak. Even 

if the entire population were to use COCOA, the reproduction number would be 1.31. 

However, if VRG were 15%, which is almost half of the maximum effectiveness of 

VRG achieved under the emergency state declaration, 10% COCOA use among the 

population would be able to reduce the reproduction number to less than one. 

Reproduction numbers were less than one without COCOA for VRG higher than 18%. 

 

Discussion 

We found a significant effect of COCOA for reducing the reproduction number. 

The number was decreased by 0.13–0.19 points with full COCOA use compared to no 

use of COCOA. However, without VRG, COCOA alone is unable to control the 

outbreak. 

Results show that COCOA, irrespective of the proportion level, can reduce the 

reproduction number. Although we assumed that all COCOA users honestly and 

immediately report test results to COCOA, some COCOA users might not report them 

to COCOA immediately. Given such lack of reporting, the effective proportion of 

COCOA use is decreased by the amount of the lack of cooperation. Even so, COCOA 

can reduce the reproduction number somewhat. 

An earlier report [5] emphasized that if the proportion of contact tracing application 
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use is higher than 56%, a lockdown might be avoided. Present results demonstrate only 

partial reduction in the reproduction number if the proportion of use among the 

population is low: COCOA alone is insufficient to control the outbreak completely. This 

difference in findings might reflect differences in infectiousness among a COCOA user 

who closely contacts a symptomatic person with positive test results, one who has 

received a notification from COCOA, and one who has developed symptoms. Earlier 

research might show no infectiousness among them. Our assumptions are based on the 

fact that COCOA is unable to prevent some transmission in households and in hospitals, 

although some community transmission might be prevented. Our assumptions are 

probably more conservative than those used for earlier research conducted to evaluate 

COCOA effects. 

The present study has some limitations. First, we assumed no infectiousness before 

onset of symptoms. However, some studies have indicated the possibility of 

asymptomatic transmission. One study found 45% infectiousness during the 

pre-symptomatic period [6]. If incorporated into the model, then the period of 

infectiousness before testing is expected to be longer. Given that different assumption, 

the COCOA effect might be even less. 

 

Conclusion 

We demonstrated some COCOA significant effects COCOAfor reducing the 

reproduction number. However, without VRG, COCOA alone is insufficient to control 

the outbreak. 

 

Acknowledgments 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151597doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151597


We acknowledge the great efforts of all staff at public health centers, medical 

institutions, and other facilities fighting the spread and destruction associated with 

COVID-19. 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151597doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151597


References 

 

1. Japan Times. Japan's coronavirus contact-tracing app launched amid privacy 

concerns. 

https://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2020/06/19/national/japan-contact-tracing-app-l

aunched/ 

2. Japan Times. Tokyo governor urges people to stay indoors over weekend as virus 

cases spike 

https://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2020/03/25/national/science-health/tokyo-logs-

40-coronavirus-cases/#.Xr4TV2eP604 [accessed on May 14, 2020] 

3. Kurita J, Sugawara T, Ohkusa Y. Mobility data can explain the entire COVID-19 

outbreak course in Japan. medRxiv 2020.04.26.20081315; doi: 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.26.20081315 

4. Japan Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare. Press Releases. 

https://www.mhlw.go.jp/stf/newpage_10723.html (in Japanese) [accessed June 29, 

2020] 

5. Hinch R, Probert W, Nurtay A, Kendall M, Wymant C, Hall M, Lythgoe K, Cruz 

AB, Zhao L, Stewart A, Ferretti L, Parker M, Meroueh A, Mathias B, Stevenson S, 

Montero D, J Warren J, Mather NK, Finkelstein A, Abeler-Dorner L, Bonsall D, 

Fraser C. Effective Configurations of a Digital Contact Tracing App: A report to 

NHSX. 

https://cdn.theconversation.com/static_files/files/1009/Report_-_Effective_App_Co

nfigurations.pdf?1587531217 [accessed on July 2, 2020] 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151597doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151597


6. Ferretti L, Wymant C, Kendall M, Zhao L, Nurtay A, Abeler-Dorner L, Parker M, 

Bonsall D, Fraser C. Quantifying SARS-CoV-2 Transmission Suggests Epidemic 

Control With Digital Contact Tracing. Science 2020;368:eabb6936. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151597doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151597


Figure 1: Empirical distribution of duration from onset to report by MLHW, Japan. 

(%) 

 

Note: Bars represent durations from onset to report for the 657 patients in Japan for 

whom onset dates were available (bars sum to 100%). Data were obtained from MLHW, 

Japan. 
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Figure 2: Empirical distribution of incubation periods for data from MLHW, Japan. 

(%) 

         (days) 

Notes: Bars show the incubation periods of 91 cases for which the exposure date and 

onset date were published by MLHW, Japan. Patients for whom incubation was longer 

than 14 days are included in the bar shown for day 14. 
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Table 1: Estimated reproduction number under COCOA use and voluntary restrictions against going out 

  

 Voluntary restrictions against going out (%) 

Proportion of 

COCOA 

using (%) 

0 12 12.5 13 13.5 14 14.5 15 15.5 16 16.5 

0 1.50 1.13 1.11 1.10 1.08 1.07 1.05 1.04 1.02 1.01 0.99 

10 1.42 1.07 1.05 1.04 1.03 1.01 1.00 0.99 0.97 0.96 0.94 

20 1.37 1.03 1.02 1.01 0.99 0.98 0.97 0.95 0.94 0.93 0.92 

30 1.34 1.02 1.00 0.99 0.98 0.97 0.95 0.94 0.93 0.91 0.90 

40 1.33 1.01 1.00 0.98 0.97 0.96 0.94 0.93 0.92 0.91 0.89 

50 1.32 1.00 0.99 0.98 0.97 0.95 0.94 0.93 0.91 0.90 0.89 

60 1.32 1.00 0.99 0.98 0.96 0.95 0.94 0.92 0.91 0.90 0.89 

70 1.32 1.00 0.99 0.97 0.96 0.95 0.94 0.92 0.91 0.90 0.89 

80 1.31 1.00 0.98 0.97 0.96 0.95 0.93 0.92 0.91 0.90 0.88 

90 1.31 1.00 0.98 0.97 0.96 0.95 0.93 0.92 0.91 0.90 0.88 

100 1.31 1.00 0.98 0.97 0.96 0.94 0.93 0.92 0.91 0.89 0.88 

Note: Numbers represent estimated reproduction numbers under the condition with proportion of COCOA using and voluntary 

restrictions against going out. R0 without COCOA and voluntary restrictions against going out was assumed to be 1.5. 
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