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Abstract

The mathematical interpretation of interventions for the mitigation of
epidemics and pandemics in the literature often involves finding the
optimal time to initiate an intervention and/or the use of infections to
manage impact. Whilst these methods may work in theory, in order to
implement they may require information which is likely not available
whilst one is in the midst of an epidemic, or they may require impecca-
ble data about infection levels in the community. In practice, testing and
cases data is only as good as the policy of implementation and the com-
pliance of the individuals, which means that understanding the levels of
infections becomes difficult or complicated from the data that is provided.
In this paper, we aim to develop a different approach to the mathematical
modelling of interventions, not based on optimality, but based on demand
and capacity of local authorities who have to deal with the epidemic on a
day to day basis. In particular, we use data-driven modelling to calibrate
an Susceptible Exposed Infectious Recovered-Died (SEIR-D) model to
infer parameters that depict the dynamics of the epidemic in a region of
the UK. We use the calibrated parameters for forecasting scenarios and
understand, given a maximum capacity of hospital healthcare services,
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how the timing of interventions, severity of interventions, and conditions
for the releasing of interventions affect the overall epidemic-picture.

Keywords: COVID-19, mathematical, modelling, interventions, healthcare,
data-driven

1 Introduction

The resurgence of the severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-
Cov-2) that causes COVID-19, and its mutant variants, are putting national
health systems in most countries under significant pressure/strain due to an
increase in COVID-19 hospitalisations and the provision of critical care for
patients in need. Towards the end of 2020 and the beginning of 2021 the UK
was battling the spike of COVID-19 infections across the country, which likely
started in the Kent region, due to the spread of the Alpha variant. Since
the end of 2021, the UK has been battling the spike of infections across the
country, which this time likely started in London, due to the spread of the
Omicron variant. The UK government has been pushing a combination of non-
pharmaceutical interventions for England, such as the four step roadmap out
of lockdown, which relies on the surveillance of the infection rate, and the effec-
tiveness of the national vaccination programme to combat the spread of the
Alpha variant. Although the success of previous lockdowns and tiered systems
have come under scrutiny [1], the success of the roadmap interventions and
the vaccination programme until approximately late May 2021 can be seen by
examining the reported COVID-19 data on the Coronavirus Dashboard pro-
duced by the UK Government1. From May onwards we start to see an increase
in the number of cases nationally, which had not materialised into a significant
increase in hospitalisations until the Omicron wave of December 2021. Indeed,
in July 2021, the reported daily cases in the UK were around the same amount
compared to the spike at the beginning of 2021 which, amongst other factors,
caused the UK government to initiate “lockdown 3”, whereas daily hospitali-
sation counts in July 2021 were a quarter of what they were in January 2021.
However, as we moved into winter, when infectious disease hospital activity is
normally at its peak, with competing infections such as influenza, population
healthcare management in hospitals and local authorities needed to be able to
forecast the potential impact COVID-19 resurgence on hospital demand and
capacity. Elective treatments, such as surgery and chemotherapy, have been
and still are substantially backlogged due to the pandemic, and another resur-
gence of COVID-19 could add more pressure on healthcare systems without
proper planning. Given the current situation, and the current state-of-the-art
modelling of epidemics, hospital planners need to be able identify indicators
in community infections which would cause a surge in hospital activity - in
particular, using predictive modelling, they need metrics and rules as to when

1https://coronavirus.data.gov.uk/

https://coronavirus.data.gov.uk/
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a potential surge may be occurring given the current data. This concept is
particularly important with the reduction in the collection of COVID-19 data
at the end of March 2022, with the implication that we are looking to “live
with” COVID-19 now, a.k.a the endemic phase, and so healthcare systems
need quantitative approaches to be able to identify when an increase in hospi-
talisations implies a larger incoming wave. What this study aims to contribute
to the epidemiological, public health and mathematical communities are ways
in which local authorities can use national information in their own trained
mathematical models, models which are fitted to the data of their region, and
to run plausible scenarios based on effective measures to control their hospital
demand and capacity.

In the literature, there is a plethora of pre-prints and peer-reviewed articles
that present work on forecasting COVID-19 dynamics, which can be used for
future pandemics when they arise [2–11]. With the rise of data-science over the
last decade, data availability and quality has enabled data-driven modelling
and research, allowing for clear applications of infectious disease modelling
rather than just theoretical work. In particular, the availability of government-
led data initiatives making epidemiological and public health data accessible
[12]. For example, here in the UK, during the COVID-19 pandemic the govern-
ment produced the Coronavirus Dashboard which gives public access to local,
regional and national data concerning testing, cases, hospitalisations, vacci-
nations and deaths - all major contributions when considering a data-driven
model of healthcare demand and capacity. Modelling efforts now should be
conducted in such a way which allow them to be used in the future, to which we
can use COVID-19 data and policy as an application of the work. However, the
majority of mathematical modelling publications are aimed either at national
level modelling with an assumption that the reader knows the standard math-
ematical jargon. The inherent assumptions behind the modelling decisions and
the parameters that are adjusted for interventions scenarios are often not made
clear. The swift wave of COVID-19 across the globe has identified the need
for reliable, sensitive and validated data-driven approaches that are accessible
by local authorities to make quantitative and qualitative decisions on policy.
To combat this, public-policy in mind, epidemiological research groups across
the UK, and in fact across the world, have been producing web-based tools
to combat COVID-19 and provide ways for non-mathematicians to picture
and understand the data available. A comprehensive review of different web-
based tools can be found in [13]. Since these models are readily available to
be used, and with the conclusion and recommendations of the Goldacre report
for public healthcare management to “embrace help from other sections such
as academia” [14], it is more important now more than ever that the mathe-
matically modelling assumptions are present, visible and understandable and
that the scope of the model is clear, something which we look to obtain with
our toolkit Halogen2.

2https://www.halogen-health.org/

https://www.halogen-health.org/
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Although we focus on COVID-19 and use COVID-19 data to fit our model,
we note that the concept behind this study can be applied to any infectious
disease, or other application, provided it has an SIR type model describing the
mathematics and there is the appropriate data available. Whilst it is reason-
ably simple to generate an SIR type model for an infectious disease, COVID-19
is seemingly the first infectious disease to have data collected and made pub-
licly available for parameter estimation in the manner we present, and so we
can not claim that our approach would work without such detailed data. One
may assume that, in the scenario of future pandemics, similar such government-
led data initiatives will be available to enable future modelling efforts. Indeed,
similar conceptual approaches have been used by modelling groups across the
country to understand the impact of the UK Foot and Mouth outbreak of 2001,
see [15] and references therein, and the UK SARS H1N1 pandemic of 2009,
see [16] and references therein. For a mathematical modelling approaches to
a generic influenza pandemic at a national or international level, see also [17]
and references therein.

The objective of this paper is to demonstrate the flexibility of data-driven
epidemiological and mathematical modelling for providing robust intervention
scenarios. In this study we focus on hospital capacity as the metric to decide if
an intervention is initiated. We consider the situation whereby given informa-
tion about the spread of the disease, in particular the “known” R number, we
demonstrate how using current hospital capacity to lift an intervention can sig-
nificantly change the epidemic and demonstrate an approach to judging what
the thresholds of occupied beds should be given a resource limit (maximum
number of beds available for COVID-19 patients) before initiating an interven-
tion. Similar studies have been conducted using ICU capacity as a determinant,
such as [18, 19], best intervention scenario possible given parameters. such as
[20, 21], or only consider intervention scenarios based on the current number
of infections, such as [22–24]. What we aim to demonstrate in this paper is
the ability to conduct decision making that does not require information not
available in the moment (such as the peak of epidemic curves).

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we demonstrate the
flexibility of our approach in [2] by fitting parameters of regions with publicly
available data. In Section 3 we apply intervention measures based on hospital
occupancy using the parameters previously inferred. In Section 4 we introduce
an agent-based equivalent to the mathematical model in Section 2, validate
the approach and apply the intervention scenarios in Section 3, conduct a
further investigation into how transmission and contacts effect the results of
the scenarios and compare the results to the results in Section 3 to understand
the role of stochastic perturbations. In Section 5 we outline some limitations
of this work with potential solutions and in Section 6 we summarise the main
findings of this study.
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2 A data-driven SEIR-D model

2.1 Data

Following [2], in this section we present a simple data-driven susceptible-
exposed-infected-recovered-dead (SEIR-D) model as demonstrated in Figure
1. The model breaks down the typical infectious compartment of an SEIR-D
model into two compartments, one strand to model individuals who become
infectious with COVID-19 and will be going to hospital (I), and the other
strand to model individuals who will not need to go to hospital and thus remain
undetected by hospital healthcare requirements (U). Splitting the infectious
compartment this way allows us to describe the number of individuals who
are in hospital with COVID-19 at any time, which allows us to fit the hospital
data to the model to be able to infer information about the number of infec-
tious cases in the community. This approach allows us to circumvent the issue
of parameter identifiability and estimation due to the lack of obtainable and
usable data regarding those who are infectious and asymptomatic.

In [2] we used specific regional datasets to calibrate the model. As part of
the national COVID response, all the National Health Service (NHS) hospitals
in England treating COVID-19 patients submitted a Daily Situation Report
(SITREP) to NHS England. The data associated to Sussex NHS Trusts were
extracted and combined to weekly death counts from the Office for National
Statistics (ONS) with COVID-19 reported as the underlying cause of death,
which we then received and fitted. To be precise, by Sussex we mean the
collective term for geographies pertaining to the counties of East Sussex and
West Sussex in South East England. The SITREP contained counts of daily
admissions, daily discharges, and the beds occupied daily, whilst the death
dataset contained the number of deaths recorded outside of hospitals and the
number of deaths recorded within hospitals.

Whilst the ONS death data are publicly available, the SITREP data in
general are not, but, given the national need for data, the UK government
produced the Coronavirus Dashboard. It provides users with the ability to
look at different metrics of COVID-19, such as hospitalisations and deaths,
for different regions and provides an API for users to download the datasets
themselves. The granularity of the data depends on the size of the region the
data are required for, typically all data are available for each nation of the
UK, but hospitalisations and deaths are split depending on their geographi-
cal location. Indeed, hospitalisations are recorded using NHS regions and NHS
trusts, and deaths are recorded using local authority regions. The unfortunate
difference between using the Coronavirus dashboard and the SITREP is that
the Coronavirus dashboard does not contain the number of daily discharges,
and it does not differentiate place of death like the ONS weekly death registry
does. In order to apply the approach presented in [2] we adapted the Coron-
avirus dashboard data in the following way: we calculated the proportion of
hospital COVID-19 deaths to the total number of COVID-19 deaths for the
region being considered from the ONS weekly death registry and applied this
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proportion to the deaths dataset acquired from the Coronavirus Dashboard to
give us a proxy dataset on deaths in hospital and deaths outside of hospital.
Next, we then used the deaths in hospital with the admissions and beds occu-
pied to find a proxy dataset for the discharges, since the offset of beds occupied
between each day depends on the number of admissions, discharges and deaths
that day. We note that, although the proxy death datasets might closely track
the ONS weekly death registry, the discharges dataset is very noisy due to
noise accumulating from multiple sources. For this reason, we decided to apply
a 7-day rolling average to the discharges. We note here that the Coronavirus
dashboard has access to patients in mechanical ventilation beds and so we
could include a compartment that describes the high-dependency unit (HDU).
We decided not to do this since we do not have access to the number of patients
who have died in HDU, we only have access to the number of patients who
died in hospital, and so parameter identifiability would be an issue.

For illustrative purposes, we only consider the geographical regions of North
West England, South East England and the nation of England. We chose these
as both NHS region and local authority region are the same.

Fig. 1 Schematic representation of the compartmental pathways on which the SEIR-D
mathematical model is formulated used first principles.

2.2 Model and parameter estimation

The mathematical model is a data-driven generalisation of a simple temporal
epidemiological dynamic system of ordinary differential equations, governed
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by the interactions depicted in Figure 1, supported by non-negative initial
conditions

Ṡ = −βU + I

N
S, t ∈ (0, T ], S(0) = S0, (2.1)

Ė = β
U + I

N
S − γEE, t ∈ (0, T ], E(0) = E0, (2.2)

U̇ = p γEE − γUU, t ∈ (0, T ], U(0) = U0, (2.3)

İ = (1− p)γEE − γII, t ∈ (0, T ], I(0) = I0, (2.4)

Ḣ = γII − (γH + µH)H, t ∈ (0, T ], H(0) = H0 (2.5)

ṘU = (1−mU )γUU, t ∈ (0, T ], RU (0) = RU,0, (2.6)

ṘH = γHH, t ∈ (0, T ], RH(0) = RH,0, (2.7)

ḊU = mUγUU, t ∈ (0, T ], DU (0) = DU,0, (2.8)

ḊH = µHH, t ∈ (0, T ], DH(0) = DH,0. (2.9)

Here, the dot above the notation denotes the time derivative. In this setting,
N denotes the total regional population. S(t) denotes the proportion of the
total population N who are susceptible to the disease, COVID-19. Susceptible
individuals become exposed to the disease, i.e. they are carrying the disease but
are not currently infectious, to form the E(t) subpopulation at rate λ(t) which
represents the average infectivity. The rate λ(t) is the product between β, the
average transmission rate, and the probability of meeting an infectious person
(U(t) + I(t))N−1. The E(t) subpopulation is an incubation compartment and
further evolves in two ways. A proportion of E(t) becomes infectious but, in the
spirit of the hospital healthcare demand, remains undetected with probability
p, denoted U(t), at a rate γE , or a proportion of E(t) becomes infectious and
will require hospitalisation in the future with a probability of 1 − p, denoted
I(t), at a rate γE . The subpopulation that does not require hospitalisation
can either progress to recover with a probability of 1 − mU , at rate γU , to
form the recovered population, denoted by RU (t), or die with a probability of
mU , at rate γU , to form the dead population, denoted by DU (t). Considering
the infectious population that will be going to hospital, these individuals will
become hospitalised, denoted by H(t), and thus be in hospital care at rate
γI . We assume that once a patient has been admitted into hospital, they no
longer transmit to other non-COVID-19 patients, visitors or workers. This
could be due to appropriate isolation and use of personal hygiene measures in
hospital, however we do note that transmission in hospital is not unheard of.
For the model, this means that we assume transmission is only conducted in the
community. Once in hospital, patients can evolve in two separate pathways, a
proportion of the hospitalised population can fully recover at rate γH to form
the subpopulation denoted by RH(t). Alternatively, if they can not recover,
then they die while in hospital at rate µH , to form the dead population denoted
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by DH(t). We note that γH and µH are closely related to the length of stay in
hospitals.

As is standard for epidemiological models of this nature, β denotes the
average transmission rate, γ−1E denotes the average incubation time, p denotes
the average proportion of infectious individuals who will not require hospital
treatment, γ−1U denotes the average infectious period for those not needing
hospital treatment, mU denotes the infected fatality ratio for undetected cases,
γ−1I denotes the average infectious period from becoming infectious to being
admitted to hospital, γ−1H denotes the average hospitalisation period for those
who recover and µ−1H represents the average hospitalisation period for those
who die. For this model, using the method of next generation matrices [25],
we derive the formula for the basic reproduction number R0 as the following

R0 := β

(
p

γU
+

1− p
γI

)
. (2.10)

Using this, we calculate the effective reproduction number Rt as

Rt := R0
S(t)

N
. (2.11)

The effective reproduction number Rt is often referred to as the R number.
We briefly explain the fitting procedure presented in [2], we refer the interested
reader to [2] for further details. First, we utilise the linear relationship between
the model description of hospital discharges and hospital deaths and use linear
regression analysis to calculate the ratio of discharges to deaths. One can see
that, in terms of the model and its parameters, the daily discharges can be
written as

Dis(t) := γH

∫ t

t−1
H(s) ds, (2.12)

and the daily hospital deaths can be written as

DthH(t) := µH

∫ t

t−1
H(s) ds. (2.13)

The linear regression allows us to estimate the ratio between γH and µH . Next,
we rewrite equations (2.1)–(2.5) in terms of the data, we call this the “observa-
tional” model, whereby (2.6)–(2.9) are not considered since they are cumulative
representations of the compartments in (2.1)–(2.5). The observational model
is formed of compartments that are available from the data. Indeed, one can
see that, in terms of the model and its parameters, the daily admissions can
be written as

Adm(t) := γI

∫ t

t−1
I(s) ds, (2.14)
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the daily deaths outside of hospital is

DthU (t) := γUmU

∫ t

t−1
U(s) ds, (2.15)

and daily discharges as in (2.12) above. Thus, the observational model, as
presented in [2], is

Ḣ = γII − γH
(

1 +
µH
γH

)
H, (2.16)

U̇ =
p

1− p

(
İ + γII

)
− γUU, (2.17)

...
I =

(
Ï + (γE + γI)İ + γEγII

)[ pγII
1− p

+
İ

1− p
− γUU −

β

N
(U + I)2

]
(U + I)−1

− (γE + γI)Ï − γEγI İ . (2.18)

We solve the observational model, compute (2.12), (2.14) and (2.15) and com-
pare against the datasets given. This allows us to use a maximum likelihood
estimation approach by minimising a negative log-likelihood with some con-
straints on the initial conditions and on the effective reproduction number.
These constraints are needed to keep the feasible region of the parameters
close to the realistic sets. Without these constraints, the peak of the datasets
could be explained by being close to herd immunity (i.e., a lot of infections
have already occurred before the lockdown) or a large value of Rt combined
with a small value of p. We note here that (2.13) does not need to be used
in the observational model due to the linear regression and the fact that the
resulting log-likelihood functions from the regression and observational model
are independent. This means that there is one less parameter to infer from
solving the observational model.

Since we are considering the data from the first day of lockdown, we also
need to infer the initial conditions. We have not conducted a formal investiga-
tion into the resulting log-likelihood, but it is clear that there is a continuous
dependence between initial conditions and the parameters, see [26] for a com-
prehensive discussion. In practice, we see this manifest as an issue to fit p - if
the first guess of initial conditions and parameters is not close to the “true”
values, then it is p which changes in value the most. Although in reality, p is
characterised by how COVID-19 affects individuals, from demographics such
as age, ethnicity, gender, however we speculate this value should not change
drastically between regions. In view of this, in the parameter estimation process
we fix p to be the same throughout the estimation for the three regions.

From the model and using the fitting procedure described above, we gain
the parameters in Table 1 and initial conditions in Table 2, with a demon-
stration of the fit for beds occupied demonstrated in Figure 3. The equivalent
figure for the Sussex region fit can be found in [2] in Figure 2. We note that the
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infected fatality ratio and average hospitalisation period for those who recover
are similar across all regions, but the average hospitalisation period for those
who die and the value of Rt when lockdown commenced are quite different.
The varied values of Rt could be explained by the amount of infections in each
region, it was reported at the time that Sussex and the South East escaped
quite lightly on the number of infections, whilst the North of England did not.
This is shown in Figure 2, whereby we have taken the model output of the
beds occupied and divided it by the population size for each region and multi-
plied it by 100. Proportionally, the North West saw almost double the amount
of patients as the South East. The higher value of Rt for North West can also
be seen by looking at the gradient of the beds occupied. There could be a
myriad of reasons for this, such as the demographic of the population or the
geography of the region. One should also note that, as we came out of the first
lockdown and went into the first iteration of the tiered system, it was cities in
the north which first started to show signs of resurgence (such as Manchester).
Using γH and µH for each region, one can calculate that the estimate of the
probability of discharge for England, South East and North West was 58.03%,
61.57%, 55.31% respectively. As for the reason why, one may speculate that
this is due to the number of patients in the hospitals being higher in the north
which puts pressure on the health system.

Fig. 2 Proportional of beds occupied for England, South East and North West.

3 Intervention measures based on hospital
occupancy

For the remainder of this study we will use the parameters identified in Tables 1
but we will fix the initial conditions to represent the beginning of the epidemic.
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Fig. 3 Beds occupied fit for England, South East and North West.

Table 1 Parameters of interest derived using method in [2] for three different regions of
the UK.

Parameter England South East North West

Rt 0.763 0.733 0.835

γ−1
H 13.11 days 13.20 days 13.28 days
mU 0.0013 0.0013 0.0010

µ−1
H 18.13 days 21.16 days 16.43 days

Table 2 Initial conditions of interest derived using method in [2] for three different
regions of the UK.

Initial Condition (%N) England South East North West

E0 0.891% 0.710% 1.061%
U0 0.025% 0.018% 0.025%
I0 0.041% 0.001% 0.002%

Namely, in (2.1) and (2.2) we set

S0 = d0.999Ne, and E0 = b0.001Nc, (3.1)

and for the remaining equations (2.3)–(2.9) we set the initial conditions equal
to 0, where dxe represents the ceiling of x and bxc represents the floor of x.
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Using (2.1)–(2.9) we will model an intervention as a social distancing effect,
by manipulating the average transmission rate β. Throughout this study we
will be measuring the “success” of an intervention by the percentage of indi-
viduals who have died throughout the simulation, in the sense that reducing
this statistic means a more successful intervention.

The outbreak is regarded to have been contained at a time T > 1 such
that E(T ) + U(T ) + I(T ) < 1, Rt < 1 and there is no ongoing intervention.
This implies that herd immunity has been achieved and thus the system has
reached its steady state. This description highlights one of the drawbacks of
using continuum equations over their stochastic counterparts, namely in the
continuum setting there is always “some amount” of the disease leftover in the
community (i.e. 0 < E(t) + I(t) +U(t)). This can amount to another outbreak
if the parameters are changed appropriately, which we would not expect to
happen in reality.

We numerically approximate the solutions to the system (2.1)–(2.9) by
using the SciPy implementation of the “lsoda” method, which is a combina-
tion of the Adams methods and the Backward Differentiation Formula (BDF)
family of methods [27–29]. Given the multi-step approach of the ODE solver,
each time we manipulate the parameters during a simulation, to initiate an
intervention, we stop the current solver and start it again using initial condi-
tions as the final values of the last solver. This bypasses difficulties of having a
discontinuous ODE system (with respect to the parameters). One notes that
this can also be bypassed by using a much simpler solver, like the forward
Euler scheme, however this would result in the need for significantly smaller
timesteps.

3.1 The “do-nothing” approach

As a reference to compare how the interventions are working, we use this
section to demonstrate the “do-nothing” approach, which is simply to let the
disease take its course. This will provide us with statistics to compare to the
interventions later on to demonstrate their effectiveness. In reality, we are
aware that this approach will not be implored in practice and an intervention
will occur, as has happened all over the world with national level lockdowns
and social distancing measures. Since the parameters presented in Table 1
depict a lockdown scenario, we scale β appropriately to several values to estab-
lish an epidemic, i.e. so that R0 > 1. An increase in average transmission
rate can simply be interpreted as more individuals meeting each other and
spreading the disease. In Table 3 we measure the maximum hospital capacity
needed as a percentage of the total population, the day in the simulation that
maximum is reached and the percentage of dead individuals at the end of the
outbreak, for each region. As intuitively expected, as R0 increases the percent-
age of maximum number of patients in the hospital increases, the day of that
peak is sooner and the percentage of dead individuals increases. Interestingly,
the day of the peak does not seem to change even though the hospitalisation
parameters are all quite varied, we suspect that this is somehow related to the
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initial conditions and the fact that R0 is not effected by the parameters that
describe hospitalisations. We see that the percentage of maximum beds occu-
pied is worse in the South East, followed by England and then the North West
respectively. This is to be expected since the average hospitalisation periods
(for deaths) are longer in the respective order which implies more people in
hospital at any one moment. However, the percentage of dead individuals is
higher in the North West, followed by England and then the South East respec-
tively. This is also to be expected since the probability of death in hospitals is
larger in the respective order whilst the mortality probability outside of hos-
pitals are very similar for each of the regions. In Figure 4 we demonstrate the
effective reproduction number Rt of the simulation using the England param-
eters. This shows us that, when R0 is larger, the actual outbreak is much
shorter in length and reaches much smaller values of Rt. This description fol-
lows the notion that the larger the value of R0, the more aggressive the disease
is following the exponential growth of those who are infectious, as can be seen
in Figure 4 by the steep decline in Rt. In Figure 5 we demonstrate a compar-
ison of the percentage of beds occupied for each of the regions and for some
values of R0. We note that in Figure 5 we truncate the simulation to make the
visualisation of the hospitalisations easier.

Fig. 4 Rt using the “do-nothing” approach with the England parameters. Here North West
is abbreviated to NW and South East is abbreviated to SE.

3.2 Notation for an intervention

In the following sections we want to investigate how one can use hospital
capacity as a measurement for whether interventions are put into place. We
aim to model the situation where an intervention is triggered when hospital
capacity is almost full, and then finish the intervention when the hospital
capacity has reached an “opening” threshold of significantly lower patients.
For ease of demonstration we will simply set a threshold that once breached
will trigger the intervention, in some cases this will mean that the capacity
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Fig. 5 Percentage of beds occupied each day using the “do-nothing” approach for each
region. We note that we have truncated the simulation to make visualisation easier. Here
North West is abbreviated to NW and South East is abbreviated to SE.

is “breached” - we deal with this in subsection 3.5. We denote the state of
being in an intervention using the notation `, namely if ` = 1 then we are in
an intervention, otherwise we set ` = 0. Using this, we describe the average
transmission rate as

β(t; `) := [` = 1]β + [` = 0]CR0
β, (3.2)

where β is the average transmission rate associated to the first lockdown
deduced from the parameter inference for each region, CR0 is a scaling con-
stant to give the initial value of R0 wanted, and [·] are the Iverson brackets
[30] defined as

[P ] :=

{
1 if P is true,

0 otherwise.

We describe the intervention in the following recursive way

` := [` = 0][H(t) > Hu] + [` = 1][H(t) > Hl], (3.3)

which is to say that the intervention is triggered at time t when the number
of patients in hospital goes above an upper limit Hu, and the intervention
stays triggered until the number of patients in hospital goes below a lower
limit Hl. Initially ` is set equal to 0. The values of Hu and Hl are regionally
dependent since they depend on the maximum capacity of all the hospitals
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in a region. Given the maximum hospital capacities in Table 3, we fix Hu :=
0.0012N , to guarantee at least one lockdown for each R0 chosen, and vary
the opening up threshold between Hl := 0.025Hu and Hl := 0.5Hu. We will
present the results from all the regions in various tables, however graphically we
will restrict the figures to the South East region so the figures are not a visual
burden. To this end, we present Figure 6 which is the only comparison of the
interventions for each region. The simulations all look reasonably similar and
follow a similar trend, the noticeable differences come from when one region
goes into an intervention (light grey coloured line) whilst the others don’t.
This explains some of the interesting numbers in Tables 4–5. We go into more
detail in the following sections.

There are some caveats to this study we want to highlight. It is somewhat
unrealistic that transmission would immediately revert to normal amounts
after an intervention [31], however we do not consider this here. Another aspect
to consider with this study is that we are considering the capacity of all the
hospitals in a region, due to modelling constraints and data access. This means
that we are assuming hospitals can move patients throughout each region due
the physical constraints of each hospital, in response to the bed capacity of
each individual hospital.

Fig. 6 Percentage of beds occupied each day using the hospital capacity intervention
scenario for each region. We fix Hl := 0.25Hu. The grey line represents the time in an inter-
vention. We note that we have truncated the simulation to make visualisation easier. Here
North West is abbreviated to NW and South East is abbreviated to SE.
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3.3 Changing R0

In this section, we will vary R0 whilst fixing Hl := 0.25Hu or Hl := 0.5Hu.
In Table 4 we measure the percentage of dead individuals for each region
for varying values of R0. In Figure 7 we demonstrate the percentage of beds
occupied in the South East region whilst in Figure 8 we demonstrate the
effective reproduction number over the simulation. The light grey colour in
Figure 7 represents the time when the regions are in an intervention, the same
time period is represented by the gaps in the lines in Figure 8.

Comparing Table 3 to Table 4 we can see that the intervention has dra-
matically decreased the percentage of total deaths for larger values of R0, as
expected. By looking at Figure 7 we can see that as we increaseR0, the number
of interventions needed increases and also the length of the initial intervention
increases. This is due to the number of future patients in the exposed compart-
ment E and the infectious compartment I. This is emphasised by the fact that
the initial intervention is sooner for a larger value of R0 due to the increased
average transmission. It can also be seen that the time between each interven-
tion decreases as R0 increases. We can also see, by comparing Figure 4 with
Figure 8, that the epidemic actually lasts significantly longer with interven-
tions included. These observations are realistically expected, however there are
some results which are not necessarily expected or intuitive such as the per-
centage of dead individuals in the South East region decreasing from R0 = 1.5
to R0 = 1.6 when considering Hl = 0.25Hu but not decreasing for when
Hl = 0.5Hu. This is not specific to this value of R0, rather to the circumstance
that this simulation finds itself after the final intervention. Namely, at this
stage of the simulation for R0 = 1.6, herd immunity has almost been reached,
i.e. Rt is only slightly larger than 1. A value of Rt slightly larger than 1 means
that although there is still an increase in the number of infectious individuals,
the rate of that increase is much slower comparatively to an Rt value of, say,
1.5. At this stage, the number of incubating and infectious individuals in the
case of R0 = 1.6 are small which means that the final bump in the simulation
for Rt = 1.5 is much larger than the respective bump for Rt = 1.6, as can be
seen in Figure 7. One can see a similar behaviour happening between R0 = 1.4
and R0 = 1.5 when considering Hl = 0.5Hu. This interplay between parame-
ter values, herd immunity and Rt is difficult to analyse and demonstrates that
intuition is not necessarily enough when forecasting.

3.4 Changing Hl

In this section, we will be experimenting by changing Hl, the lower threshold
of patients that signals the ending of the intervention, and fixing R0 = 1.5
or R0 = 1.6. In Table 5 we measure the number of interventions needed, the
length of each intervention (measured in days), the day of the initiation of each
intervention and the percentage of the total deaths at the end of the epidemic.
We demonstrate a few of the simulations in Figure 9 and we demonstrate the
effective reproduction number over each outbreak in Figure 10.
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Fig. 7 Percentage of patients in hospitals in the South East region using the hospital
capacity intervention approach, changing R0 and fixing Hl := 0.25Hu or Hl := 0.5Hu. The
grey lines represent the times when the South East region is in an intervention. We note
that we have truncated the simulation to make visualisation easier.

Fig. 8 Rt in the South East region using the hospital capacity intervention approach,
changing R0 and fixing Hl := 0.25Hu or Hl := 0.5Hu. The gaps in the lines represent the
times when the South East region is in an intervention. The black dashed line represents
herd immunity Rt = 1. We note that we have truncated the simulation to make visualisation
easier.
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Table 4 Percentage of dead individuals at the end of each simulation for each region. We
fix Hl := 0.25Hu or Hl := 0.5Hu and vary R0.

England South East North West

R0
Hl
Hu

= 0.25 Hl
Hu

= 0.5 Hl
Hu

= 0.25 Hl
Hu

= 0.5 Hl
Hu

= 0.25 Hl
Hu

= 0.5

1.3 0.797% 0.876% 0.735% 0.802% 0.843% 0.930%
1.4 1.048% 1.106% 0.978% 1.023% 1.073% 1.147%
1.5 1.263% 1.307% 1.176% 1.000% 1.291% 1.349%
1.6 1.139% 1.240% 1.069% 1.152% 1.473% 1.279%
1.7 1.311% 1.394% 1.234% 1.297% 1.315% 1.423%
1.8 1.460% 1.527% 1.369% 1.420% 1.467% 1.557%
1.9 1.584% 1.430% 1.481% 1.317% 1.599% 1.675%
2.0 1.689% 1.519% 1.323% 1.416% 1.712% 1.777%

Comparing Table 3 to Table 5 we can see that again the intervention has
dramatically decreased the percentage of total deaths compared to the “do-
nothing” approach. Interestingly, changing the threshold Hl mostly does not
have that much of an effect on the percentage of total deaths, unlike the
difference we saw in Table 4 when changing R0, but it does have a large effect
on the length of the outbreak. The effect of Rt is slightly different in this
section, namely the sudden drop in the percentage of deaths is not caused
primarily by a well-timed re-opening. Instead, the jump in percentage is due to
the fact that an extra intervention has been used. Considering the South East
region, and focusing on R0 = 1.5, we can see that the percentage of deaths
drops from 1.1682% using Hl = 0.1875Hu to 1.000% using Hl = 0.5Hu, and
by Figure 9 or 10 that there is one intervention using Hl = 0.1875Hu whilst
there is two interventions using Hl = 0.5Hu.

The outcomes of our study so far imply that the timing and the lengths of
interventions are extremely important. Getting closer to herd immunity when
ending an intervention has the potential to save a huge number of lives. How-
ever, calculating Rt in real life is in general very challenging which leaves the
process of timing for herd immunity difficult. One also notices that, although
the percentage of total deaths decreases with an intervention, the length of
most of the interventions is large due to the criteria set. This is mainly due
to the fact that the average hospitalisation period is large and that the sce-
nario we are simulating means that intervention will be in place until hospitals
go from full capacity to between 2.5% and 75% capacity. Fortunately, we see
that as the target capacity percentage increases, the percentage of total deaths
does not increase dramatically, and the length of interventions decreases from
the best part of 4 months to under 1 month. Similarly, as the outbreak pro-
gresses, one would expect the average hospitalisation length to decrease, since
awareness of the disease and treatment gets better, as well as an increase in
resources and the development of vaccines. This final point is important as it
means realistic interventions can be implemented as circuit breakers and still
maintain a large decrease in the number of total deaths. However, one aspect
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of this which is overlooked in this study is the potential for nosocomial out-
breaks, whereby the probability of an outbreak increases with a larger number
of infectious patients.

Fig. 9 Percentage of patients in hospitals in the South East region using the hospital
capacity intervention approach, changing Hl and fixing R0 = 1.5 or R0 := 1.6. The grey
lines represent the times when the South East region is in an intervention. We note that we
have truncated the simulation to make visualisation easier.

Table 5 Percentage of dead individuals at the end of each simulation for each region. We
fix R0 = 1.5 or R0 = 1.6 and vary Hl.

England South East North West

Hl
Hu

R0 = 1.5 R0 = 1.6 R0 = 1.5 R0 = 1.6 R0 = 1.5 R0 = 1.6

0.025 1.221% 1.407% 1.145% 0.962% 1.232% 1.428%
0.0625 1.229% 1.096% 1.151% 0.987% 1.242% 1.435%
0.09375 1.235% 1.087% 1.155% 1.003% 1.251% 1.442%
0.125 1.240% 1.091% 1.159% 1.018% 1.259% 1.448%
0.1875 1.252% 1.113% 1.168% 1.0448% 1.275% 1.461%
0.25 1.263% 1.139% 1.176% 1.069% 1.291% 1.473%
0.5 1.307% 1.240% 1.000% 1.152% 1.349% 1.279%
0.75 1.180% 1.334% 1.082% 1.230% 1.242% 1.382%
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Fig. 10 Rt in the South East region using the hospital capacity intervention approach,
changing Hl and fixing R0 = 1.5 or R0 := 1.6. The gaps in the lines represent the times when
the South East region is in an intervention. The black dashed line represents herd immunity
Rt = 1. We note that we have truncated the simulation to make visualisation easier.

3.5 Capacity thresholds

In this section we calculate what the highest capacity threshold Hu is, for
different values of R0, so that the hospitals do not go over their maximum
capacity Hmax. In particular, this approach can be used as an early warn-
ing system by outlining when interventions need to be enforced to maintain
a manageable capacity. This approach can complement scenario-based fore-
casting approaches by giving a range of indicators of when to open up further
capacity in hospitals or introduce an intervention which can be tracked against
with incoming data daily. Ultimately, in practice, healthcare systems will want
to utilise their capacity appropriately whilst not impacting the general pub-
lic with an intervention, and so optimising the difference between the resource
capacity and the maximum number of patients per parameter set is important.

In this section, we only consider the situation of finding Hu using one
intervention, that is to say (3.3) becomes

` := [` = 0][H(t) > Hu],

with (3.2) the same. We only need to consider one intervention here because
in most situations, once the hospitals have opened back up again, there will
be another spike in capacity, however one can reason that this second spike is
essentially the same as the first spike, just with slightly different parameters.
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For a specified value of R0, we look to find the root of the following function

L(Hu; H,Hmax) := max
t>0

H(t)−Hmax,

where we note that H depends on Hu. Since H is continuous, this function
is continuous and will always have a root provided R0 is chosen high enough
such that the maximum of H without an intervention is at least as large as
Hmax. Figure 11 depicts the situation where R0 is chosen appropriately for
the South East region. For this section, we take Hmax := 0.0012N .

We demonstrate the results in Figure 12. This figure should be read in the
following way: if we know R0, then we look to determine that an intervention
should be initiated when the healthcare system reaches a certain percentage
of the maximum resource capacity. We can see that as R0 increases, the cap
on the occupancy for the intervention decreases, which is to be expected. This
measurement is useful, as, depending on the value of R0, one can calculate
what the cap is on occupancy and thus can judge when to take steps to initiate
an intervention.

Fig. 11 Comparison of Hu against the maxH for different values of R0 in the South East
region. The black dashed line represents Hmax.

4 Agent-based Approach

In this section we look to explore the use of an agent-based model for hospital
occupancy. Similar to standard compartmental models, agent-based models
(also known as individual-based models) are versatile in what they can model,
being used in areas such as biology, engineering, politics and economics [32–
35]. The agent-based approach considers agents and their behaviours, whilst
the standard compartmental approach, also referred to as equation-based mod-
elling in the literature, focuses on observables and equations. There are direct
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Fig. 12 The percentage of Hmax corresponding to the roots of L for different values of R0,
where the roots correspond to values of Hu. Here North West is abbreviated to NW and
South East is abbreviated to SE.

parallels between the two approaches, as we will demonstrate, but the mani-
festation of the approaches can lead to different results. Due to the nature of
infectious diseases, having recognisable transmissions between distinct states,
agent-based approaches have slowly been making a surge to becoming the
standard method for mathematical epidemiological modelling [36–38]. The
agent-based approach can characterise variable contacts between agents in a
way which is difficult to describe using the equation-based approach, since
the agent-based approach is more flexible in its description due to the use
of probability. The famed Imperial College Model [5], the implementation
is known as CovidSim, is an agent-based model, based on previous works
conducted on modelling influenza pandemics [17, 39, 40]. Other widely used
agent-based models, particularly for the modelling of COVID-19, are covasim
and OpenABM-Covid19 [41–44]. We look to compare the outcomes of the pre-
vious sections, using the same parameters, in the agent-based approach and
demonstrate that the agent-based approach offers more flexibility in devising
interventions.

4.1 Model formulation and validation

In this section we will present the agent-based version of the equations in (2.1)–
(2.9). In particular, we look to draw parallels between the two schematics in
Figures 1 and 13. In a similar manner to Figure 1, Figure 13 describes the
way an agent moves between states and should be read as a flowchart, where
we have labelled the states similarly to demonstrate some of the parallels. In
Figure 13 the circles represent the state an individual can be, and the diamonds
represent a decision. The arrows from a states to a decisions are an event in the
epidemic, and the arrows from a decision to a state or decision are the outcome
of the decision. Some arrows have an outcome of a decision with a parameter
in parentheses next to them, these parameters are probabilities of traversing



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

24 A hospital demand and capacity intervention approach for COVID-19 in the UK

a different section of the flowchart and represent the same parameter as when
there is a fork in states in Figure 1, such as the probability of not going to
hospital p. Some arrows have an event with a state in brackets next to them,
these are to distinguish between the different rate parameters as the states
represent similar characteristics, such as the multiple types of being infectious
U and I.

For ease of exposition, we consider the time unit of the simulation to be
days. Each event decision is decided by drawing one pseudo-random uniform
number from the interval [0, 1], let us call this value x, and comparing it to
the probability of the event on a given day, let us call this value d. We can
describe this process as the following categorical function

f(x; d) := [x ≤ d]“Yes” + [x > d]“No”.

We note that for each event, a new x is generated, and each d is different. The
events can be split into two categories, transmission and progression. We begin
by describing the transmission event, event: contact. For ease of exposition,
each day we assume that all agents make a fixed C random contacts with a
probability of a successful transmission a, where β = Ca. For a susceptible
agent, of those C contacts, we denote κ to be the number of contacts they make
with an infectious agent, namely an agent in state U or I. Then, we have that

d = P(X ≤ κ) = 1− (1− a)κ,

where X ∼ Geo(a) and X has support on {1, 2, . . . }. The remaining events
are all progression events, whereby the length of time an agent has spent in
a state is important. We will describe “event: incubating”, but note that the
same description can be used for each of the events using their respective rate
parameters. Let l represent the number of days an agent has spent in the E
state, then we have

d = P(YE ≤ l) = 1− e−γEl,

where YE ∼ Exp(γE). One can see that event: infectious [U ] gives YU ∼
Exp(γU ), event: infectious [I] gives YI ∼ Exp(γI), and event: hospitalisation
gives YH ∼ Exp(γH + µH). We note that this is not the standard methodol-
ogy for agent-based models, typically the length of stay for each agent is not
stochastically generated, but instead each day an agent runs a Bernoulli trial
using the probability associated to the event of progression. In our framework,
it is obvious to see that compartments are exponentially distributed, and there
is an obvious way to change that assumption if needed without having to
describe the underlying mathematics differently. For example, if it was known
that the incubation event was in fact akin to an Erlang distribution rather than
an Exponential, then we can update the agent-based approach quite simply
by updating the random variable YE , however in the equation-based approach
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we would need to add more compartments (the additional number depending
on the distribution’s shape parameter) [45].

Fig. 13 Schematic representation of the flowchart which results in the agent-based
mathematical model.

For the remainder of this study, we will focus only on the outcomes using
the South East parameters. In order to compare the agent-based approach to
the standard deterministic SEIR-D approach, we run 100 Monte Carlo simu-
lations and take the average number of agents in each state for each day. We
note that typically 100 Monte Carlo simulations are not enough but we see
very little variation in the average from using as low as 5 iterations. Due to
the stochastic and numerical discretisation, we adjust the rate parameters by
adding a correction term in the form of

c(γ; ∆t) =
γ2∆t

2− γ∆t
, (4.1)

where ∆t denotes the time interval being considered in ratio of days, e.g.
∆t = 0.5 would be considering half days, see Appendix A for justification. We
note that ∆t needs to be chosen appropriately so that the denominator in c is
non-zero, however this is a reasonable assumption since typically γ < 1 (as it
is a rate and its reciprocal in normally larger than one) and ∆t ≤ 1 since we
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typically consider simulating each day or several simulations per day. Using
the parameters defined in Table 1, with the associated fitted initial conditions,
taking ∆t = 0.25 results in Figure 14, whereby we see a clear agreement
between the two approaches and the data. We note that this result is also due
to the fact that N is large, and the initial conditions are suitably large, which
combined are often called the mean-field assumption (or the thermodynamic
limit). From here onwards, we will fix ∆t = 1 for speed but we note in Appendix
A that using ∆t = 1 and the correction term results in outputs sufficiently
close to the SEIR-D model.

Fig. 14 Comparison of the agent-based approach to the standard deterministic SEIR-
D approach using the South East parameters. Both approaches match the data closely
throughout the time period.

4.2 Intervention scenarios

In this section, we look to apply the techniques and parameter changes in
Section 3 to the agent-based approach. We know that β is multiplicatively
formed of the average probability of transmission a, and the average number of
contacts per day C. When changing the transmission rate, β, we will consider
two different approaches. We look to investigate whether just changing the
probability of transmission a or average number of contacts per day C have
different impacts on the outcome of the epidemic. One can reason that a change
in probability could be due to new strains of an infectious disease or a change
in public behaviour, such as wearing masks or increased personal hygiene.
Changing the number of contacts could be due to a national level intervention,
such as lockdowns or closing schools. We note that we whilst it would be
scientifically ideal to keep a fixed, due to the integer nature of contacts a has
to be adjusted to maintain the same Rt value across the measurements, thus
making sure the tables are comparable.

By using the “do-nothing” approach, we see that in fact changing either
parameter does not make an overall difference to the outputs, which is to
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be expected given the mean-field limit of the agent-based approach to the
compartmental model. From here onwards, we will fix C = 9 contacts per day
and only adjust a. The results in Tables 6 and 7 also match up to the results
in Table 3. Applying the agent-based approach to the intervention scenarios
described in Section 3.2, we see that the results in Table 8 match with the
results in Table 4 as expected, even maintaining the interesting behaviour
around the timing of herd-immunity.

4.3 Capacity thresholds

Now, using the agent-based approach, we look to explore and compare against
the results presented in Section 3.5. It must be noted that in the determin-
istic setup we calculated the threshold of the maximum number of patients
in hospital before an intervention is needed to guarantee that capacity is not
breached. In this section, we want to calculate the number of Monte Carlo
realisations that still result in a breached capacity using the calculated deter-
ministic threshold and how the number of realisations that breach capacity
decreases when that threshold is reduced. In particular, we look to do a more
realistic investigation to the thresholds using the in-built stochasticity of the
agent-based approach. This investigation can act as some sort of buffer for hos-
pital management to understand how close to the threshold they can get before
having to make changes. We note here that the agent-based approach tends
to overestimate its deterministic counterpart when ∆t = 1, as approaches the
deterministic solution from above when reducing ∆t, as seen in Figure 16 in
Appendix A. This implies that the results will be skewed towards a breach in
the threshold. In this investigation we measure three metrics, the number of
Monte Carlo realisations that go over Hmax, the average maximum amount
the realisations go above Hmax (to give an idea of how severely the threshold
is breached), and the average maximum difference of the simulated hospital
capacity H from Hmax across all realisations, given a value of Hu associated to
a value of R0 from Figure 12. We measure these metrics against the percent-
age of Hu which initiates an intervention, ranging from 90% of Hu to 100% of
Hu. We make several observations from the results in Table 9:

1. The higher the value of R0, the higher the chance the system will be
breached;

2. The higher the value of R0, the lower the percentage of the threshold needs
to be considered to reduce the chance of a breach;

3. The higher the value of R0, the larger the system breach will be on average.

Intuitively, these observations make sense and should not necessarily come as
a surprise. However, what is useful about this study is understanding what
percentage of Hu is needed to reduce the breaches. This result and process can
be used by hospital administrations, planners and managers to prepare for an
incoming wave and set aside surge capacity in case of a breaching realisation.
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Table 8 Percentage of dead individuals at the end of each simulation for the South East
region using the agent-based approach. We fix Hl := 0.25Hu or Hl := 0.5Hu and vary R0.

R0
Hl
Hu

= 0.25 Hl
Hu

= 0.5

1.3 0.742% 0.802%
1.4 0.992% 1.023%
1.5 1.185% 1.003%
1.6 1.067% 1.138%
1.7 1.230% 1.288%
1.8 1.356% 1.414%
1.9 1.476% 1.310%
2.0 1.309% 1.386%

5 Limitations of the modelling approach and
their mitigation

In this study, we assumed that the average probability of going to hospital
is the same throughout the different regions due to problems with parameter
estimation and the initial conditions. We speculate that the issue of estimat-
ing the initial conditions without keeping p fixed is solvable by reformulating
the non-linear initial value problem into a non-linear boundary value problem,
where the data is used directly in the model rather than an attribute of the
fitting process. We have so far demonstrated how the boundary value problem
would be conceived for a simple SIR model and prove existence and uniqueness
of the problem for fixed parameters, in the future we look at parameter iden-
tifiability, parameter estimation and efficient numerical algorithms using this
method [26]. Methods such as the shooting method, nonlinear least squares of
the equivalent initial value problem, or numerical continuation are the standard
methods of choice [46–49], however it is not clear which solution method is the
most appropriate for the solution to the nonlinear boundary value problems
that can be derived from models used in epidemiology.

The current research into vaccines will prove pivotal in the role to reduce
COVID-19 resurgences in the future [50–54]. Mathematically, the addition of a
vaccine into the model has been undertaken in previous works of similar nature
[53, 55], but as with the other aspects we have mentioned, getting reliable
data and understanding the appropriate mathematical assumptions remains
the challenge. The ideal situation is that the model captures the reality of
the vaccination strategy, namely vaccination rates and parameters are based
on live information and data. Whilst the number of COVID-19 vaccinations
is published at least on a daily basis, the difficulty lies in understanding the
vaccination status of those in hospital. Vaccination assumptions and contri-
butions to models often take one of two forms: the sterilizing vaccine and the
leaky vaccine approach. The sterilizing approach assumes that a proportion
of those receiving vaccines gain (some form of) immunity whilst the others do
not. This style of approach lends itself well to agent-based approaches due to
the application of a criteria to specific individuals (agents). The leaky vaccine
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approach considers that all individuals who receive a vaccine receive a pro-
portion of protection, this style of approach lends itself well to equation-based
models as it considers the population as an aggregated state.

An oversight of the work here is that the county is not homogeneous with
respect to age. Different age-groups have different social structures, responsi-
bilities - such as working, school life, or family, and different responses to a
COVID-19 infection. In this work, we have not explored the impact of inhomo-
geneity within the population on hospital demand and capacity, in principle
due to the lack of publicly available data. In general, the intervention we impose
on our system is a total lockdown of all ages, similar to the national lockdown
during the first wave, however utilising age-groups within the model will allow
for dedicated forecasting into the effect some social events like schools opening
or returning to offices will have on interventions [56–58].

Sticking to the models presented here, we can take steps forward to con-
sider that maximising capacity and having longer lockdowns might not be
more beneficial than small “circuit breaker” lockdowns when one considers
the cost of hospital use and the local economy. For example, by associating a
cost to hospital usage or to a lockdown in general, we can find the maximum
capacity threshold to go into a lockdown such that, for a specific value of R0,
we minimise the total costs by using some of the measurements we presented
here such as the length of lockdown, number of lockdowns, and the time until
the peak from the initiation of a lockdown. A similar study was conducted in
[4] where they calculated the cost of capital (e.g. extra hospitals, provision of
hand-washing stations) and one-time costs (e.g. hiring consultants to adapt
policy, prepare online training courses), the cost of commodities (e.g. extra sin-
gle use masks, specific increase in drugs) and the cost of human resources (e.g.
extra doctors, extra cleaners) and combined it with the the estimated number
of cases from the Imperial College model [5] after four weeks and twelve weeks,
using an increase and decrease of 50% transmission rate for an interval of costs.
Since their model is on a national scale and uses national derived parameters,
one can extend their modelling approach to regional and local levels by using
our fitted model.

From a practical perspective, the next question to ask is: now we know
what levels the hospital can take, what about the recovery procedure? It is
well known that recovering from COVID-19 is not as easy as recovering from,
say, the common cold [59, 60], some people completely recover but invasive
treatment may have caused further complications, whilst some people may
continue to show effects of COVID-19, namely suffering from long COVID [61–
63]. In this sense, it is natural to extend the model here to include, what the
NHS Clinical Commissioning Group label as, the discharge pathways, which
describe the nature of the discharge of a patient and what recovery services
they will need. Each pathway describes the level of need of a discharged patient,
each level having an associated requirement and cost. Hence the following
question arises: what will the burden to healthcare across the country be in one
year, five years, and so on? Understanding the pressure on discharge pathways
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due to COVID-19 may give an indication on recovery costs post COVID-19
infection and/or hospitalisation.

6 Conclusion

In this study, we have presented a computational approach for measuring the
impact of healthcare demand and capacity due to surges in COVID-19 infec-
tions and hospitalisations. We have used the notion of hospital capacity as a
measure for exploring intervention scenarios that will allow hospitals to pre-
dict and forecast when demand and capacity are close to being breached and
therefore allow resource allocations where necessary.

The key findings are:

• we have demonstrated that interventions will make a significant impact on
the percentage of individuals who will die as a result of COVID-19;

• we have described an easily definable and understandable method of intro-
ducing an intervention which does not depend on prior knowledge of when
the peak of infections will be;

• we have described parallels between equation-based modelling and agent-
based modelling and demonstrated that the interventions work in both
frameworks;

• we have demonstrated that only changing the number of contacts and only
changing the probability of transmission provide the same outputs;

• we have shown that, although a threshold to hospital capacity to deny a
breach is calculated in the deterministic setup, that threshold needs to be
decreased in order to account for stochastic perturbation of a realisation of
an epidemic to not go over capacity.

Our approaches are built around using a simple SEIR-D model coupled
with novel statistical methods for parameter estimation and reframing the sys-
tem, with the found parameters, in the agent-based approach to allow us to
explore various plausible hypothetical scenarios that are of interest to the NHS
local healthcare management teams and death management teams in local
authorities [2]. The theoretical and computational approach has a strong inter-
play between data and the model, whereby data drives the optimal parameter
estimates and these in turn drive model predictions through dynamic models.
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Chemical Reaction Systems, pp. 102–125. Springer, Berlin (1981). https:
//doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-68220-9

https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04017
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0706849105
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0706849105
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41746-021-00422-7
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1009146
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1009149
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1009149
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2352-4642(20)30250-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2352-4642(20)30250-9
https://doi.org/10.1137/18M1186411
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-61257-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-68220-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-68220-9


Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

A hospital demand and capacity intervention approach for COVID-19 in the UK 39

[48] Horbelt, W., Müller, T., Timmer, J., Melzer, W., Winkler, K.: Analy-
sis of nonlinear differential equations: parameter estimation and model
selection. In: Brause, R.W., Hanisch, E. (eds.) International Sympo-
sium on Medical Data Analysis, pp. 152–159. Springer, Berlin (2000).
https://doi.org/10.1007/3-540-39949-6 19

[49] Ramsay, J.O., Hooker, G., Campbell, D., Cao, J.: Parameter estimation
for differential equations: a generalized smoothing approach. J. R. Stat.
Soc. Series B Stat. Methodol. 69(5), 741–796 (2007). https://doi.org/10.
1111/j.1467-9868.2007.00610.x

[50] Bar-Zeev, N., Inglesby, T.: Covid-19 vaccines: early success and remain-
ing challenges. Lancet (2020). https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)
31867-5

[51] Bubar, K.M., Reinholt, K., Kissler, S.M., Lipsitch, M., Cobey, S., Grad,
Y.H., Larremore, D.B.: Model-informed covid-19 vaccine prioritization
strategies by age and serostatus. Science 371(6532), 916–921 (2021).
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abe6959

[52] Lurie, N., Saville, M., Hatchett, R., Halton, J.: Developing covid-19 vac-
cines at pandemic speed. N. Engl. J. Med. 382(21), 1969–1973 (2020).
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMp2005630

[53] Moore, S., Hill, E.M., Tildesley, M.J., Dyson, L., Keeling, M.J.: Vaccina-
tion and non-pharmaceutical interventions for covid-19: a mathematical
modelling study. Lancet Infect. Dis. 21(6), 793–802 (2021). https://doi.
org/10.1016/S1473-3099(21)00143-2

[54] Saad-Roy, C.M., Wagner, C.E., Baker, R.E., Morris, S.E., Farrar, J.,
Graham, A.L., Levin, S.A., Mina, M.J., Metcalf, C.J.E., Grenfell, B.T.:
Immune life history, vaccination, and the dynamics of sars-cov-2 over the
next 5 years. Science 370(6518), 811–818 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.abd7343

[55] Gao, S., Teng, Z., Nieto, J.J., Torres, A.: Analysis of an sir epidemic model
with pulse vaccination and distributed time delay. J. Biotechnol. Biomed.
(2007). https://doi.org/10.1155/2007/64870

[56] Di Lauro, F., Berthouze, L., Dorey, M.D., Miller, J.C., Kiss, I.Z.: The
impact of network properties and mixing on control measures and
disease-induced herd immunity in epidemic models: a mean-field model
perspective. Preprint at https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.06975 (2020)

[57] Klepac, P., Kucharski, A.J., Conlan, A.J., Kissler, S., Tang, M., Fry,
H., Gog, J.R.: Contacts in context: large-scale setting-specific social mix-
ing matrices from the BBC Pandemic project. Preprint at https://www.

https://doi.org/10.1007/3-540-39949-6_19
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9868.2007.00610.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9868.2007.00610.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)31867-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)31867-5
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abe6959
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMp2005630
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(21)00143-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(21)00143-2
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abd7343
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abd7343
https://doi.org/10.1155/2007/64870
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.06975
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2020.02.16.20023754v2
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2020.02.16.20023754v2


Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

40 A hospital demand and capacity intervention approach for COVID-19 in the UK

medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2020.02.16.20023754v2 (2020)

[58] Nussbaumer-Streit, B., Mayr, V., Dobrescu, A.I., Chapman, A., Persad,
E., Klerings, I., Wagner, G., Siebert, U., Christof, C., Zachariah, C., et
al.: Quarantine alone or in combination with other public health measures
to control covid-19: a rapid review. Cochrane Database Syst. Rev. (4)
(2020). https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD013574.pub2

[59] Carf̀ı, A., Bernabei, R., Landi, F., et al.: Persistent symptoms in patients
after acute covid-19. JAMA 324(6), 603–605 (2020). https://doi.org/10.
1001/jama.2020.12603

[60] Yelin, D., Wirtheim, E., Vetter, P., Kalil, A.C., Bruchfeld, J., Runold,
M., Guaraldi, G., Mussini, C., Gudiol, C., Pujol, M., et al.: Long-term
consequences of covid-19: research needs. Lancet Infect. Dis. (2020). https:
//doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(20)30701-5

[61] Alwan, N.A.: A negative covid-19 test does not mean recovery. Nature,
170–170 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-02335-z

[62] Sheehy, L.M.: Considerations for postacute rehabilitation for survivors of
covid-19. JMIR public health and surveillance 6(2), 19462 (2020). https:
//doi.org/10.2196/19462

[63] Sudre, C.H., Murray, B., Varsavsky, T., Graham, M.S., Penfold, R.S.,
Bowyer, R.C., Pujol, J.C., Klaser, K., Antonelli, M., Canas, L.S., et al.:
Attributes and predictors of long covid. Nat. Med. 27(4), 626–631 (2021).
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-021-01292-y

[64] Harris, C.R., Millman, K.J., van der Walt, S.J., Gommers, R., Virta-
nen, P., Cournapeau, D., Wieser, E., Taylor, J., Berg, S., Smith, N.J.,
Kern, R., Picus, M., Hoyer, S., van Kerkwijk, M.H., Brett, M., Haldane,
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Appendix A Verification of parameters

In order to verify that the agent-based approach was modelling the exact same
problem as the SEIR-D model (and thus the data) without having to do any
parameter estimation, we chose to check the following criteria:

• is the mean of the output of the agent-based approach almost indistinguish-
able to the output of the SEIR-D model?

• is the mean of the time spent in the states E, U and I close to the inverse
of the associated rate parameter?

• is the proportion of people going into U , DU and DH close to the associated
probability parameters?

The first criterion was measured by plotting both approaches, the second cri-
terion was calculated by measuring the frequency of the length of stay of each
agent in each compartment during the simulation, and the third criterion was
calculated by counting the number of agents who went along each decision.

Whilst conducting this investigation we noticed that the agent-based
approach overestimated the result, as can be seen in Figure 15, but converges
towards the SEIR-D approach as we reduce ∆t. When checking the rate param-
eters, we noticed that the observed mean was approximately 0.5∆t greater
than the expected mean from the fitted parameters, which can be seen in
Figure 17 both by value (in the title of each plot) and by the fact that the red
line (the expected probability density function) mostly goes through the next
histogram column at the corner. We also noticed that this was independent
of the number of Monte Carlo realisations. This led us to add on a correc-
tion term to the fitted parameters to reduce the observed mean towards the
expected mean, namely by solving

1

γ + x
=

1

γ
− ∆t

2
,

which rearranges to (4.1). We note that c(γ; ∆t) → 0 as ∆t → 0. Utilising
this correction term, we see that the observed means for the parameters are
significantly more accurate in Figure 18 and the output of the agent-based
approach matches the SEIR-D approach better in Figure 16. It is important
to stress that whilst we do see convergence as ∆t tends to 0, significantly more
computational power is needed when reducing ∆t. By adding the correction
term, we can use a larger time step, and thus less computational power, whilst
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still maintaining accurate results. This is particularly important when one
could consider using a agent-based approach to model a complex phenomena,
say one which does not have an obvious equation-based approach, and still be
able to conduct parameter estimation.

As for the probability parameters, we noticed that as the number of Monte
Carlo realisations increased, the closer the probabilities got to the SEIR-D
parameter, which can be seen in Table 10. Intuitively, this is to be expected as
the more decisions being made, the closer the probability should be approxi-
mated. One also notices that you can calculate the probabilities at the end of
the simulation (rather than count) by manipulating the SEIR-D approach in
the following way. To obtain mU , one integrates (2.6) and rearranges to find

γU

∫ T

0

U(s) ds =
1

1−mU
(RU (T )−RU (0)),

which, by integrating (2.8), inserting above and rearranging, gives

mU =
DU (T )−DU (0)

RU (T )−RU (0) +DU (T )−DU (0)
.

One can apply the same idea to get

mH =
DH(T )−DH(0)

RH(T )−RH(0) +DH(T )−DH(0)
,

and

p =
U(T )− U(0) + γU

∫ T
0
U(s) ds

U(T )− U(0) + γU
∫ T
0
U(s) ds+ I(T )− U(0) + γI

∫ T
0
I(s) ds

.

Table 10 Observed values of the probability parameters using a different number of
Monte Carlo iterations to compare the observed value against the expected value given the
state and fitted parameter, where mH is the proportion of individuals who die in hospital
(calculated by µH(γH + µH)−1).

Monte Carlo iterations

Parameter 1 5 10 20 Expected value

p 0.9440 0.9411 0.9424 0.9405 0.9401
mU 0.0019 0.0017 0.0015 0.0014 0.0013
mH 0.4480 0.3573 0.3935 0.3815 0.3843



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

A hospital demand and capacity intervention approach for COVID-19 in the UK 43

Fig. 15 Comparison of the agent-based approach to the SEIR-D model, reducing ∆t and
considering beds occupied for the South East without using the correction term.

Fig. 16 Comparison of the agent-based approach to the SEIR-D model, reducing ∆t and
considering beds occupied for the South East using the correction term.
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Fig. 17 Frequency density of lengths of agents in certain state without the use of the
correction term. The titles of each plot depict the observed mean of the frequencies of the
lengths, the expected mean given the state and fitted parameter, and the unit of days being
considered. The first row corresponds to lengths of time agents spend in the E state, which
should correspond to an exponential distribution with mean γE , the second row corresponds
to lengths of time agents spend in the U state, which should correspond to an exponential
distribution with mean γU , and the final row corresponds to lengths of time agents spend
in the I state, which should correspond to an exponential distribution with mean γI . The
first column uses a time unit of 1 day, the second column uses a time unit half a day and
the last column uses a time unit of a quarter of a day.
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Fig. 18 Frequency density of lengths of agents in certain state with the use of the correction
term. The titles of each plot depict the observed mean of the frequencies of the lengths, the
expected mean given the state and fitted parameter, and the unit of days being considered.
The first row corresponds to lengths of time agents spend in the E state, which does corre-
spond to an exponential distribution with mean γE , the second row corresponds to lengths
of time agents spend in the U state, which does correspond to an exponential distribution
with mean γU , and the final row corresponds to lengths of time agents spend in the I state,
which does correspond to an exponential distribution with mean γI . The first column uses
a time unit of 1 day, the second column uses a time unit half a day and the last column uses
a time unit of a quarter of a day.
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