10

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.10.20247247; this version posted December 11, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Mathematical modelling projections versus the actual course of the COVID-19

epidemic following the nationwide lockdown in Kyrgyzstan

Authors

Ainura Moldokmatova'?*, Aida Estebesova®, Aizhan Dooronbekova*, Chynar Zhumalieva?,
Aibek Mukambetov®, Talant Abdyldaev®, Aisuluu Kubatova* Shamil Ibragimov®, Nurbolot

Usenbaev’, Ainura Kutmanova’, Lisa J Whitel2**

*Corresponding author: ainura.moldokmatova@ndm.ox.ac.uk

**Final author

Affiliations
1. Nuffield Department of Medicine, University of Oxford, Oxford, United Kingdom
2. Covid-19 Modelling Consortium, Oxford, United Kingdom
3. USAID Mission in the Kyrgyz Republic, Bishkek, Kyrgyz Republic
4. Public Fund “Institution of Social Development” in the Kyrgyz Republic, Bishkek, Kyrgyz

Republic

Soros Foundation in the Kyrgyz Republic, Bishkek, Kyrgyz Republic
Medical Association in the Kyrgyz Republic, Bishkek, Kyrgyz Republic
7. Ministry of Health of the Kyrgyz Republic, Bishkek, Kyrgyz Republic

o w

Abstract

Kyrgyzstan was placed under a two-month, nationwide lockdown due to the COVID-19
epidemic, starting on March 25, 2020. Given the highly disruptive effects of the lockdown on
the national economy and people’s lives, the government decided not to extend lockdown
beyond the initially planned date of May 10, 2020. The strategy chosen by the government was
close to the input parameters of our model’s baseline scenario, ‘full lockdown release’, which

we presented to policymakers in April 2020, along with various other hypothetical scenarios
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predict the actual course of the epidemic following the release of lockdown, we compared the
outputs of the baseline scenario, such as new cases, deaths, and demand for and occupancy of
hospital beds, with actual official reports. Our analysis revealed that the model could accurately
predict the timing of the epidemic peak, with a difference of just two weeks, although the
magnitude of the peak was overestimated compared with the official statistics. However, it is
important to note that the accuracy of the official reports remains debatable, so outputs
relating to the size of the epidemic and related pressures on the health system will need to be

updated if new evidence becomes available.

Introduction

The first imported cases of COVID-19 in Kyrgyzstan were reported on March 16, 2020, followed
by the declaration of a state of emergency and a nationwide, two-month, full ‘lockdown’,
beginning on March 25, 2020. As part of the lockdown, the public health response in the country
was focussed on non-pharmaceutical interventions, which included contact tracing, isolation of
infected people and quarantining those who were exposed to infection, hand hygiene, physical

distancing, a travel ban, and the closure of schools, offices, markets and other public spaces.

The lockdown helped Kyrgyzstan to effectively control the epidemic, during which the
cumulative number of confirmed cases reached 1038, with 13 reported deaths [1]. However,
the lockdown was associated with substantial social and economic disruption and led to public
criticism of the government for taking such strict measures for such a long period of time. Under
increasing public pressure, the government made the decision not to prolong the lockdown

after the initially planned two-month period and considered options for other measures,
2


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.10.20247247
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.10.20247247; this version posted December 11, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .
balancing their effectiveness at reducing the transmission of COVID-19 with their impact on the

societal and economic aspects of people’s lives.

Owing to the lack of knowledge and evidence around effective ways to prevent and treat
COVID-19 in the local context and a rapidly developing pandemic globally, the examination of
‘what if’ scenarios through mathematical modelling became useful for providing important
insights for public health decision-makers. To assist with this process, our team, an independent
Kyrgyz modelling group, in collaboration with and receiving technical support from the
international COVID-19 Modelling (CoMo) Consortium [2], reviewed several hypothetical
lockdown-release scenarios. In April, 2020, we presented our findings to key decision-makers
in Kyrgyzstan, including the Ministry of Health (MoH) and the National COVID-19 Response Unit
(NCRU). We modelled the so-called baseline scenario, with full lockdown release, which was
then compared with other hypothetical scenarios of managed lockdown release of various
durations and intensities of post-lockdown measures. The details can be found in the Policy

Notes, which we shared with decision-makers at the end of April 2020 (S1 Appendix).

On May 10, 2020, the Kyrgyzstan government made the decision to release the lockdown but
retain a partial travel ban, case tracing, and continued school closures until the end of May. A
few weeks later, the number of symptomatic COVID-19 cases increased tremendously, causing
a significant burden on the health system. As the epidemic developed, hospitals began to
experience a scarcity of hospital surge and intensive care unit (ICU) beds, oxygen ventilators,

and human and other resources. As a result, many patients with severe COVID-19 symptoms
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were unable to access adequate hospital and ICU/oxygen treatment, and this contributed to

the increasing number of deaths during the peak of the epidemic in July 2020.

In this paper, we analyse what our model was able to predict of the actual course of the
epidemic and how close this prediction was to reality. In particular, our interest was focussed

on the following two questions:

1. How accurately did the model predict the actual course of the epidemic?
2. How accurately did the model predict the actual hospital demand and occupancy and

their effect on mortality?

Methods

We applied the web-based interface of a dynamic SEIRS (susceptible—exposed—infected—
recovered—susceptible) age-structured model for the COVID-19 pandemic, developed by the
CoMo Consortium in collaboration with the Oxford Modelling for Global Health (OMGH) Group,
for examining the effect of various intervention packages on the epidemic curve in each of more

than 150 countries [3].

At the request of the Kyrgyzstan MoH, we sought effective and feasible post-lockdown
intervention strategies that would help the country to control the epidemic, keep the number
of severe cases at a reasonable level and prevent the health system from becoming
overwhelmed during the epidemic peak. We reviewed five hypothetical scenarios for lockdown

release: 1) baseline, full release; 2) managed lower intensity release; 3) managed higher
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94 intensity release; 4) prolonged lockdown with full release; and 5) prolonged lockdown with

95  managed release.

96
Intervention Hypothetical scenario
1 2 3 4 5
Initial full lockdown 8 weeks 8 weeks 8 weeks
Extended full lockdown 12 weeks
Extended full lockdown 16 weeks
Additional post-lockdown measures
Mask wearing (coverage) 20% until the end of the simulation period
Hand washing (coverage) 60% until the end of the simulation period
Self-isolation if 40% for 12 60% for 16 60% for 23 weeks
symptomatic (coverage) weeks weeks
Case tracing 20 for 12 20 for 16 40 for 23 weeks
(number of contacts per weeks weeks
index case)
Household isolation  if 30% for 12 30% for 16 40% for 23 weeks
symptomatic (coverage) weeks weeks
Social distancing (coverage) 30% for 16 40% for 23 weeks
weeks
Working from home 30% for 14 weeks
(coverage)
School closure (coverage) Summer Summer Summer Summer Summer holidays
holidays for holidays for | holidays for holidays for for 12 weeks
12 weeks 12 weeks 12 weeks 12 weeks (100%) + 80% for
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 6 weeks in the
new academic
year
International travel ban 50% for 10 weeks
(coverage)

97  Table 1. Intervention parameters for the hypothetical scenarios modelled.

98  As shown in Table 1, the ‘full lockdown release’ scenario implied there were no interventions
99  other than hand hygiene and mask wearing once the 2-month lockdown was lifted. It should be
100 noted that hand hygiene and mask wearing were included in this scenario with a comparatively
101  low coverage, assuming that some of the population would continue following these two
102  measures. In addition, a standard school closure period for summer holidays, from June to

103  August, was taken into consideration, as in the other hypothetical scenarios. All other scenarios
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included either managed 2-month lockdown release options or extended lockdowns for an

additional one or two months with full or managed release.

KG intervention timeline for the baseline model scenario: Full KG Government's chosen interventions timeline
Lockdown Release

Handwashing
I Social Distancing
W Y/orking 2t Home
School Closures
m Shielding the Elderly
I [nternational Travel Ban
W a5k Wearing
Dexamethasone
I Self-isolation if Symptomatic
(*Self-isolation) Screening
{¥Self-isolation) Household Isolatian
= First cases officially reported
------ Lockdown launch
===Lockdown lifting

Mar2020  Apr2020 May2020  un2020  Jul2020  Aug2020  Sep2020 Mara020  Apr2020  May2000  lun2020  Wi200  Aug2i0  Sep20

Figure 1. Timelines of interventions for the hypothetical “full lockdown release’ scenario and
the government’s chosen strategy to release the lockdown on May 10, 2020.
Tool resource: CoMo Consortium, 2020.

Of the five options modelled, the strategy chosen by the government most closely resembled
the input data of the full lockdown release scenario. As shown in Figure 1, the government made
the decision to resume the normal mode of economic and social life of the country after May
10, 2020, continuing the school closure until the end of the academic year (May 30) and keeping
a partial travel ban for an additional few weeks. In addition, the government continued case
tracing; however, it was not feasible to adequately implement this strategy due to the increase
in new cases with undefined contacts during the second part of June on the one hand and the
shortage of human and other resources on the other hand. Accordingly, from July 3, 2020, the

MoH stopped reporting the daily statistics of defined index contacts [4].

Evidence suggests that screening without isolation of positive cases and their contacts is less
effective at controlling the epidemic than when such isolation is achieved [5,6]. However, in the

Kyrgyz context it was not possible to take this measure due the local social and cultural norms,
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122  such as the extended intergenerational household structure of the majority of the population,

123 as well as strong family and tribal networks and related large social gatherings.

124

125  Based on the above, we compared the model output data for the full lockdown release scenario
126 with the actual course of the epidemic in Kyrgyzstan, following the release of lockdown on May
127 10, 2020. It is important to note that the model was visually fitted against actual new cases and
128  deaths up to April 24, 2020, as part of the simulation procedure in the web-based interface. The
129  charts of the visual calibration outputs with key model parameters can be found in S2 Appendix,

130 Parts | and Il.

131  Results

132  How accurately did the model predict the epidemic for the full lockdown release scenario?

133  The majority of COVID-19 cases are asymptomatic or have mild symptoms, particularly among
134  younger people [7-9]. Considering the population structure and limited testing capacity in
135  Kyrgyzstan, our model predicted a significantly higher number of unreported asymptomatic
136  cases or cases with mild symptoms compared with the officially reported number of cases.
137  According to the model, a full lockdown release would be followed by an intense increase in
138 new cases within the next few weeks. The peak was predicted to occur somewhere between
139  the end of June and the first half of July, with approximately 14,000 reported cases and 180,000
140 unreported cases per day expected to be observed during the peak of the epidemic, if the

141  lockdown was lifted as planned on May 10 (Figure 2A).
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A. Daily predicted reported new COVID-19 B. Actual population mobility, reported new &
cases at full lockdown release scenario, death cases and enquires to 118 emergency
Kyrgyzstan service regarding COVID-19 symptoms s
200000 1600 Kyrgyztsan (15.02.2020 - 31.08.2020) <
Predicted %
o
180000 repocjted+unrep Reported new cases s
orted cases Enquires to 118 call centre 220
160000 ) 1100
I Predicted Reported death cases
140000 reported cases ~  =mmmeee retail and recreation (%)
--------- work (%)
120000 e Daily new actual 600 120
100000 reported cases
80000
100 20
60000
40000 :
-400 . -80
20000 SRRRIRRIRRRAIRR]3]32383k8 28
O OO0 0O 0000000000000 0o OO
‘ N N N N N N R N R AN N R A A N N}
0 =— 85883333888 SE85558388
~N S s s s s S S S S s S S =
13/02/2020 13/07/2020 13/12/202 SRESELELLE2LIIIIIITAR

142  Figure 2. (A) Predicted and actual new cases after releasing the lockdown. (B) Actual new and
143  death cases after releasing the lockdown and population mobility. Resources for Figure 2B:
144  Kyrgyzstan MoH [1]; Google mobility report [10].

145  The actual course of the epidemic after the release of lockdown took a similar pattern to that
146  predicted by the model. As shown in Figure 2B, with the lifting of lockdown, population mobility
147  began returning to the normal mode, and by the beginning of June mobility had reached the
148  pre-lockdown level. With the intensification of the population’s mobility, the number of
149  reported new cases and deaths began to increase, reaching a peak in the middle of July. It
150  should be noted that until July 17, 2020, the official statistics of new cases included PCR-positive
151  tests only, although the number of cases diagnosed with pneumonia were exceeding the PCR
152  confirmed cases. By the end of July, the proportion of cases with PCR-positive tests comprised
153  just 12%; the remainder were diagnosed with pneumonia [11]. On July 17, 2020, the MoH
154  officially recognised patients with pneumonia as COVID-19 cases and combined the two

155  statistics [12].

156
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157  Asimilar pattern to the reported cases was observed with enquires to the 118 ‘hotline’ about
158  COVID-19 symptoms, although the peak of calls occurred in the middle of June (Figure 2B). It is

159  important to note that the 118 hotline was one of many state and private emergency call

160  centres, which were not included in our analysis due to difficulties accessing their data.

161

162  Based on the above, we consider that the model accurately predicted the timing of the actual
163  epidemic peak following the lifting of the lockdown in May. However, the magnitude of the
164  epidemic peak predicted by the model was observed to be larger than the actual occurrence.
165  As shown in Figure 2A, the model predicted that reported new cases would reach 14,000 per
166  day during the peak, which was about ten-times higher than the actual officially reported

167 statistics.

168  How accurately did the model predict hospital demand and occupancy and their effect on

169  mortality for the full lockdown release scenario?

170  With the existing hospital capacity [13] and full lockdown release in May, the simulation
171  predicted that the health system would become overwhelmed due to an extensive influx of
172 patients during the first part of July. According to Figure 3 (A, B and C, respectively) the
173  predicted demand for ICU beds, ventilators, and surge beds would far exceed their availability.
174  For example, the daily demand for surge beds would reach 20,000, whereas the number of
175  surge beds available was 2,200 [13]. At the same time, the occupancy of surge beds would be
176  higher than the demand, as this included the available beds, occupied by those who required
177  ICU and ventilation/oxygen treatment but could not access them, as well as the additional beds
178  created in general wards (e.g. additional beds in corridors, or in additional temporary hospitals).

179  In contrast to the surge bed situation, the occupancy of ICU beds and ventilators would barely
9
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exceed their availability thresholds due to the reduced flexibility for creating additional spaces

in ICU wards and obtaining additional ventilators.

A. Daily predicted ICU beds demand and occupancy at full D. Cummuative all-cause deaths,
lockdown release, Kyrgyzstan Base Case scenario: Full
8000 lockdown release
7000 Demand
6000 45000
5000 Occupancy
40000
4000
------- Actual capacity threshold
3000 pactty 35000
2000
1000 30000
0 === 25000
13/2/20 13/7/20 13/12/20
20000
B. Daily predicted Ventilator/Oxygen demand and 15000
24000 occupancy at full lockdown release, Kyrgyzstan 10000
21000 5 g 5000
18000 eman
|
15000 0
12000 Occupancy 12/2/20 12/9/20
0 e Ventilators availibility
6000 threshold Death natural non COVID-19 exposed
3000
0 Death natural COVID-19 exposed
13/2/20 13/7/20 13/12/20

COVID attr. death, ventilator denied

C. Daily predicted surge beds demand and occupancy at

full lockdown release, Kyrgyzstan COVID attr. death, ICU denied

30000
25000
20000
15000
10000
5000

0

13/2/20 13/7/20 13/12/20

Figure 3. Daily predicted ICU bed (A), ventilator/oxygen (B), and surge bed (C) demand and
occupancy and (D) cumulative deaths for the full lockdown release scenario.

Demand W COVID attr. death, hospital denied

Occupancy W COVID attr. death, ventilator treated

Actual capacity threshold
W COVID attr. death, ICU treated

W COVID attr. death, hospital treated

With the increased pressure on the existing health system, the model predicted an increase in
deaths, which in the baseline scenario would reach 6300 by the end of the simulation period.
In Figure 3(D), we stratified the expected cumulative mortality into several categories, to reflect
the contribution of deaths attributable to COVID-19 to all-cause mortality and to analyse the
level of mortality among patients with severe COVID-19 symptoms who received treatment
compared with those who could not access the required treatment and resources. The model
predicted that the highest proportion of mortality would be among those individuals who did

not have access to oxygen treatment, followed by denial of ICU and surge beds. According to

10
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192 the model, the potential contribution of mortality attributable to COVID-19 to all-cause
193  mortality was not as high as in countries with a larger proportion of older people. In the
194  baseline scenario, deaths attributable to COVID-19 would increase the yearly all-cause mortality
195  statistics by about 22.7%. However, it is important to be aware that the model projections did
196  not account for any interplay between COVID-19 with other diseases or factors; therefore,

197  deaths not attributable to COVID-19 were assumed not to be affected by the COVID-19

198  epidemic.

199

200 The actual situation with the health system echoed the predicted full lockdown release
201  scenario. The rapid increase in symptomatic cases put tremendous pressure on the health
202  system, which was not prepared for such a heavy influx of patients with severe symptoms, most
203  of whom required treatment with oxygen [11,14,15]. As predicted by the model, the peak of
204  hospital occupancy occurred in July, with a difference of about two weeks compared with the

205 model’s prediction, and comprised 19,774 patients per day as of July 18, 2020 [14].

206 In addition, hospitals experienced acute shortages of medical staff, personal protective
207 equipment (PPE) and medicaments. Many of the specialists who were available became
208  infected with COVID-19 during the course of their work. Thus, on August 3, 2020, the MoH
209  reported that medical workers comprised approximately 16.8% of all COVID-19 cases, of whom
210  about 43.7% were nurses or lab technicians and 34.7% were doctors [16]. As a result, many
211 patients could not access hospital treatment or medical resources, which contributed to the
212 increase in the number of deaths. The official statistics reported that there were 1362 deaths
213 during June and July [14]. Available evidence suggests that COVID-19 was estimated to be the

214  third most common cause of death in Kyrgyzstan during 2020, with an average of 22 deaths per

11
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215 100,000 population nationally and 59 cases per 100,000 population in the capital city, Bishkek,
216  which suffered the most during the epidemic [17]. Most of the deaths attributable to COVID-19
217  were among individuals with severe symptoms of pneumonia. According to the National
218  Statistical Committee, by the time of the peak of the epidemic in July, deaths from pneumonia
219  exceeded the average annual levels seen in previous years. There were 598, 646 and 626 deaths
220 from pneumonia per yearin 2017, 2018 and 2019, respectively, whereas between 1 and 17 July,

221 2020, there were 610 deaths from pneumonia and a total of 887 deaths from the beginning of

222 theyeartolJuly 17 [12].

223

224  Based on the above, we consider that the model could predict the approximate timing of
225  increased pressure on the health system, as well as insufficiencies in the number of available
226 surge and ICU beds and ventilators/oxygen equipment during the peak of the epidemic.
227  However, the model predicted a higher magnitude of demand for hospital treatment and
228  occupancy than the officially reported actual situation. Moreover, the model’s flexibility for
229  predicting occupancy for ICU and oxygen treatment was lower compared with the actual
230  occurrence, when the lack of surge beds and oxygen devices was improved by the mobilisation

231  of funds from the public and private sectors.

232

233  Discussion

234  The assessment of the hypothetical full lockdown release scenario against the actual course of
235 the epidemic following the release of the strict measures on May 10, 2020, showed that the

236  timing of the model output prediction of the peak had a difference of two weeks compared

12
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237  with the timing of the actual occurrence of the peak. The model’s estimation of the magnitude
238  of the epidemic peak was a few times higher compared with what actually happened during the
239  outbreak. However, it is important to be aware that the official reports of case numbers remain
240 debatable. Hence, some experts estimate the actual number of new symptomatic cases to be
241  at least ten times higher than that of the official reports [18]. The Republican Scientific Centre
242  on Infection Control, under the MoH, estimated there were 1,860,000 cases by the end of June,
243 2020 [18]. Considering that almost 20% of cases may develop symptoms, the number of
244  symptomatic cases could have reached 370,000, whereas the official number of new cases was

245 32,000 by the end of July, which included only those individuals who tested positive by PCR or

246  showed symptoms of pneumonia [14].

247

248  According to the model, an extensive increase in new cases would result in the health system
249  being overwhelmed and, as a consequence, high mortality rates, which were also
250 overestimated compared with the official data [18]. However, some experts consider that, as
251  with the number of reported new cases, the actual magnitude of deaths was much higher than
252  thereported statistics. According to some health specialists, during the peak of the epidemicin
253  July, 2020, many people may have died at home and those cases were therefore not included

254  in the official statistics [19].

255

256  Finally, the situation with the health system during the peak of the epidemic echoed the
257  outcomes predicted by the model, with many patients unable to access hospital treatment and
258  resources as a result of the acute shortages in surge and ICU beds and oxygen aid facilities and

259  equipment, which also led to an increase in the number of deaths. The circumstances around

13
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260 the shortage of surge beds, oxygen equipment and medicaments have gradually improved as a
261  result of tremendous support from the general population and the private sector, who managed
262  to mobilise funds and resources and establish temporary ambulatory hospitals in hotels, sports

263  centres and schools. As a result, in the capital city Bishkek alone, about 62,300 patients were

264  able to receive ambulatory medical support by the end of July, 2020 [18].

265

266  Thus, based on the above, we can be confident that the model’s predictions could accurately
267  reflect the actual timing of the epidemic curve, the magnitude of the epidemic peak and the
268  pressure on the health system. However, there are some limitations of this model, associated
269  with a number of uncertainties and assumptions about this novel disease and the effects of
270 related interventions, that must be taken into account. One such limitation is that the model
271  reflected the medium-term projection of the epidemic, where seasonality was not considered
272 due to the limited evidence for this at the beginning of the year. Moreover, contrary to the
273  model’s predictions, Kyrgyzstan experienced a second wave of the epidemic during October and
274  November, as a result of nationwide protests and mass gatherings against the results of
275  parliamentary elections. There were also some methodological limitations. The model was
276  visually fitted, as part of the simulation process, through a web-based application. The particle
277  filtering method has only recently became available, which we plan to apply for further

278  simulations of the epidemic in Kyrgyzstan.

279  Accordingly, it remains unclear whether the visual fitting was appropriate for forecasting the
280 epidemic. However, it is important to note that the primary function of the model was to
281  support real-time decision-making, which urgently required evidence and tools to address the

282  constantly changing situation with regards to the epidemic. Thus, in this use case, the model
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was fit for purpose, from a qualitative point of view, with its predictions matching the observed

outcomes of the decision to release the lockdown in Kyrgyzstan.
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