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Abstract 

Objectives: Health care system of many countries are facing a surging burden of COVID-19. 

Although Vietnam has successfully controlled the COVID-19 pandemic to date, there is a sign of 

initial community transmission. An estimate of possible scenarios to prepare health resources in the 

future is needed. We used modelling methods to estimate impacts of mitigation measures on the 

COVID-19 pandemic in Vietnam.  

Methods: SEIR model built in the COVIDSIM1.1 tool was adopted using available data for 

estimation. The herd immunization scenario was with no intervention implemented. Other scenarios 

consisted of isolation and social distancing at different levels (25%, 50%, 75% and 10%, 20%, 30%, 

respectively). Outcomes include epidemic apex, daily new and cumulative cases, deaths, hospitalized 

patients and ICU beds needed.   

Results: By April 8, 2020, there would be 465 infected cases with COVID-19 in Viet Nam, of those 

50% were detected. Cumulatively, there would be 1,400 cases and 30 deaths by end of 2020, if 75% 

of cases was detected and isolated, and 30% of social distancing could be maintained.  

The most effective intervention scenario is the detection and isolation of 75% infected cases and 

reduction of 10% social contacts. This will require an expansion of testing capacity at health facilities 

and in the community, posing a challenge to identify high-risk groups to prioritized testing. 

Conclusions: In a localized epidemic setting, the expansion of testing should be the key measure to 

control the epidemic. Social distancing plays a significant role to prevent further transmission to the 

community. 

Key words: SARS-CoV-2, modelling, measures, Vietnam 
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Introduction 

The first SARS-COV-2 case was reported from Wuhan, China in December 2019, and has now spread 

out to 211 countries, territories, and 2 cruise ships with 1,353,361 infections and 79,235 deaths by 8 

April 2020. [1] Since 11 March 2020, World Health Organization (WHO) has declared SARS-CoV-2 

outbreak a global pandemic. 

According to WHO, R0 (R naught - the reproduction number), the average number of secondary cases 

attributable to infection by an index case after that case is introduced into a susceptible population, is 

estimated at 2.0 to 2.5. Viet Nam is considered successfully controlling the first stage of SARS-CoV-

2 outbreak with 16 cases detected in connection with Wuhan. On 22 January 2020, the first COVID-

19 case who returned from Wuhan was detected. Other cases afterwards either were related to 

returning from China or got infections from cases returning from China. By 13 February 2020, all 

these 16 cases were recovered and discharged from hospitals. However, from 2 March 2020, some 

passengers on the international flights to Viet Nam were found to be infected with SARS-CoV-2 and 

transmitted the virus to some of their close contacts. Some clusters were reported from Bach Mai 

hospital, Truong Sinh company in Hanoi, and Buddha bar in Ho Chi Minh city. By 8 April 2020, Viet 

Nam has reported 252 confirmed cases, of which 128 cases were recovered, 124 have been treated at 

health facilities, and no death reported. [2] 

Viet Nam has been implementing a number of rigorous interventions to control the COVID-19 

pandemic, including school closure; contact tracing, isolation and testing of suspected and probable 

cases; isolation and treatment of confirmed cases; testing expansion; cancellation of flights from 

countries of epicenters; and social distancing. 

On one hand, these intervention strategies made Viet Nam reduce new cases. On the other hand, these 

rigorous interventions, if implemented in a long-term, could lead to negative consequences for society 

and economy in the future, such as, the increase of stress and anxiety, restriction of production, 

limited business and economic development. These consequences could become more serious for the 

poor and other vulnerable populations.  
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In order to achieve comprehensive information in decision making for the next steps of pandemic 

control, we used modelling methods to estimate impacts of different mitigation measures on the 

pandemic. We also predicted resources of health system that needed for different pandemic scenarios.  

Methods 

The COVIDSIM1.1, a projection tool developed by ExploSYS GmbH, was used. [3] The tool adopted 

the SEIR (Susceptible - Exposed - Infectious - Recovered) model that has been widely used for 

simulating spread of communicable diseases. In this model, the population is categorized into 4 

groups: susceptible, exposed, infected groups (symptomatic and asymptomatic), and a group with 

outcomes (recovery or death). This model was used to assess the effectiveness of the interventions for 

COVID-19 pandemic in New Zealand and one hypothetical European country. [4] [5] Details of the 

model and its algorithms are presented in the Annex 1. 

The Annex 2 displays input data of the model. Key assumptions include a latency period of 4 days, a 

prodromal period of 1 day, a fully infective period of 10 days, infections leading to sickness of 82%, 

and R0 of 3.4 for worst case scenario and 2.5 for other intervention scenarios. Average duration of 

hospitalization was 15.4 days without critical care and 23.5 days with ICU. We assumed that 30% of 

sick patients are hospitalized and 10% require intensive care. These assumptions were developed 

using the data of Viet Nam that are accessible on the website of the Ministry of Health (MOH). Where 

local data is not available, we have used and adjusted other clinical parameters from other countries.  

We assumed that different measures, such as, contact tracing, isolation and testing of suspected and 

probable cases; isolation and treatment of confirmed cases would continue being implemented in a 

long-term. Therefore, we modelled two main intervention strategies (i) contact tracing and case 

isolation, and (ii) social distancing. Details are:  

- Scenario 1- Current scenario: isolation of infected and probable cases was implemented at 

75% and social distancing to reduce social contacts by 30% as of the second week of the 29th 

March 2020. [6] 
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- Scenario 2- Relaxed social distancing based on scenario 1: remain 75% isolation of infected 

and probable cases and 10% reduction of social contacts. 

- Scenario 3- Herd immunization strategy: there was no intervention. In this scenario, we 

assumed that mass media could have effects on people’s behaviors when the number of cases 

and deaths increased. This could lead to a reduction of 5% of social contacts (or 95% social 

contacts would remain). 

- Other scenarios: interventions of isolation and social distancing would be implemented at 

different levels, for instance, isolation of infected and probable cases at 25%, 50%, 75% and 

social distancing to reduce social contacts 10%, 20%, 30%. Assumptions to develop these 

intervention strategies considered the feasibility in terms of capacity and resources of health 

system and people in the community.  

The key outcomes of these models consisted of the numbers of new cases per day, cumulative cases, 

deaths, hospitals and ICU beds required. All these outcomes of different models were compared with 

each other to identify the best model for current capacity of health system.  

Results 

Application of the SEIR model to develop the current scenario 

By using a current scenario that R0 is 2.5, 75% of cases is detected and isolated right after disease 

confirmation, and 30% of social distancing is implemented, we estimated that by April 8, 2020, there 

would be 465 infected cases with  SARS-CoV-2 in Viet Nam, of which 369 cases would be 

symptomatic (Figure 1). Number of cumulative cases by end of 2020 would be 1,400 with a total of 

30 COVID-19 related death. There would be about 3 new cases in the community each day. The 

Figure 2 showed the reported daily number of new cases from 2 groups: cases imported from other 

countries and local transmission cases. This figure indicated that Viet Nam has controlled successfully 

the source of imported infection and the number of local transmission cases has been significantly 

decreased. The estimated number of new cases, patients and ICU beds would be low and not beyond 

the ability of healthcare system (Table 1). 
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As presented in the Figure 1, the number of detected cases would be 231, accounts for around 50% of 

the estimated cases. There are two possible reasons to explain the difference. First, there was a period 

of no isolation at quarantine centers for immigrants – especially from the US and Europe – to Viet 

Nam. The regulation of isolation for those from these areas had been released about mid of March 

while the first case was detected in late January in the US and at the early March 2020 in the Europe. 

Thus, there could be latent infected cases in the community. Second, there were some cases infected 

from index cases in the community but they had not been isolated immediately. Moreover, the 

implementation of contact tracing for confirmed and suspected cases could be incomplete, so their 

close contacts had been lost of follow up. All these problems could lead to uncontrolled latent cases in 

the community. In fact, Viet Nam has reported some cases with unknown source of infection. 

Modelling the impact of COVID-19 control measures 

Under the herd immunization scenario (scenario 3), we assumed that the Viet Nam Government did 

not implement any mitigation measures, the number of newly infected cases would peak at 2.9 million 

per day in June 2020. The number of cumulative cases by the end of 2020 would be 91.4 million, 

accounting for 95% of total population. The total number of deaths would be 3.2 million, about 2.4% 

of total population. Figure 3 shows the projection of newly daily cases under scenarios with different 

level of case isolation and social distancing. Figure 4 indicates the estimated ICU beds required under 

six scenarios. However, this scenario certainly will not occur since Viet Nam has implemented 

rigorous and definitive interventions from the outset of the epidemic. 

If 25% of infected cases would be isolated, and social contacts would decline by 10% or 20% 

(scenario 4a and 4b, respectively), the number of new cases per day will be very high, ranging from 1 

million - 1.3 million at epidemic peak. The number of ICU beds needed at the peak will be 500,000 to 

600,000. In this case, Viet Nam health system (e.g. human resources, ventilators, and infrastructure) 

will not be able to deal with this demand. 

If 50% of infected cases would be isolated, and social contacts would decline by 10% or 20% 

(scenario 5a and 5b), the pandemic would last and reach its peak by March and September 2022, 
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respectively. Under the scenario 5b, vaccine and effective medication may be available by that time. 

With this scenario, 1,500 ICU beds and 10,000 patient beds should be prepared by the end of 2020. 

If we detected and isolated 75% of confirmed cases and reduced 10% of social contacts, there would 

be around 12 new cases per day. The cumulative number of deaths by the end of 2020 would be 90. In 

this scenario, the disease would continue to be endemic in the community with low prevalence.  

Discussion 

The results showed that if there was no intervention (scenario 3) or if only 25% of cases detected and 

quarantined (scenario 4), Viet Nam will experience huge numbers of infections, required IDU beds 

and deaths in the near future.  

In scenarios of isolation of 25% or 50% infected cases, in combination with social distancing of 10% 

or 20% social contacts, the total number of infected cases in two years (2020-2021) would range from 

60%-80% of total population. The raw mortality rate would be 1.5%-1.8%. In other words, these 

scenarios would save 1.5-1.7 million of lives compared to the worst scenario. If there will be an 

effective vaccine or medication within this period, the number of infected cases and deaths will be 

much lower.  

The first scenario which is considered to be the current strategy of Viet Nam with rigorous 

intervention measures are being implemented and an assumption that these measures will last for at 

least one year would lead to low numbers of infections, required ICU beds and deaths. These 

intervention measures include detection and isolation of 75% infected cases, and social distancing 

strategies to reduce social contacts 30%. This scenario, in fact, will require the expansion of testing, 

not only at health facilities but also in the community to achieve the detection proportion of 75%.  

Korea, for instance, had done testing expansion, isolation and treatment of SARS-CoV-2 positive 

cases and the country has got success in reducing the number of new cases and deaths as well. 

However, the expansion of testing will be a challenge for health system. On average, Viet Nam has 

detected 1 case among 440 tests in the context of the existence of imported cases that have been under 

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 29, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.24.20078030doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.24.20078030
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 
 
 

Modelling the impact of control measures against the COVID-19 pandemic in Viet Nam 

 

8 

 

 

control. It will be a significant challenge to implement this testing strategy because of the required 

high cost, sufficient testing capacity, infrastructure, and procurement capacity, and ability to provide 

biological products and consumable supplies to large scale testing. However, if we cannot detect all 

cases, the probability of detection, and isolation as well, will not reach 75% cases, and the outbreak 

will then return in the community. Therefore, we might need to combine different approach such as 

assessing to identify high-risk groups to test them through strengthening the infectious disease 

surveillance system including influenza like illness surveillance at pharmacy stores, health clinics and 

hospitals. People presenting at health clinics and hospital with respiratory symptoms should receive a 

test for SARS-CoV-2.  

In addition to expansion of testing, contact tracing up to three generation, and case isolation should be 

implemented rigorously. People who have close contact with a confirmed case should be isolated for a 

minimum of 14 days regardless of their test result. The next generation of close contact case should be 

prepared for contact management procedure if any person in the chain becomes positive. [7]  

In addition, the scenario with strict and prolong social distancing to reduce a large number of social 

contacts would have negative effects on the economic development and social life. The second 

scenario though will bring the same challenge of an effective testing strategy to detect and isolate 75% 

of infected cases, it would have a more relaxed social distancing strategy which would reduce only 

10% of social contacts. The number of cases and number of required ICU beds in this scenario would 

be still manageable. This scenario supports strategies to categorize the risk areas and businesses, 

gradually re-open the economy and social activities in Viet Nam in coming months.  

Our study has a number of limitations. So far, we still have limited knowledge of epidemiology and 

pathology of the SARS-CoV-2. Data of our models were based on multiple assumptions from data of 

countries where outbreaks have occurred. These models did not adjust for levels of virus transmission 

that could be affected by weather factors. In fact, we do not have evidences of changing levels of 

transmission by outdoor temperature. These models did not consider of unusual epicenters that their 

frequency and context of social contacts could be different from common contacts, such as the recent 
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outbreak among men who have sex with men in Ho Chi Minh City. These models calculated 

mathematically the level of isolation and social distancing. In fact, defining what activities will reduce 

10% or 20% social contacts, what actions will do to isolate infected cases is a matter. This requires 

consultation of researchers on social science. The mortality rate in our models only covers deaths of 

COVID-19, but other deaths due to overload of health system. Finally, these models did not consider 

impacts of the effective medication and vaccine. 
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Figure 1: Number of estimated versus reported cases of COVID-19 in Viet Nam 

 

 

Figure 2: Number of reported and confirmed cases* by day of immigration or day of testing 
(whichever earlier)  

 

*The number of cases per day is calculated as the average of the 3 consecutive days to adjust for delay of reporting time (if 
any). 
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Figure 3: Estimated number of newly daily infected cases by different scenarios 

 

 

Figure 4: Estimated number of daily new ICU cases by the scenarios 
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Table 1: Estimated new case, cumulative infection and death, hospitalization and ICU beds required of proposed scenarios  

 Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3 Scenario 4.a Scenario 4.b Scenario 5.a Scenario 5.b 

Intervention level        

% case isolation 75% 75% 0% 25% 25% 50% 50% 

% social contact reduction 30% 10% 5% 10% 20% 10% 20% 

Results        

Epidemic peak 3/2020 3/2020 6/2020 10/2020 11/2020 3/2021  2022 

Number of new cases per day               

- End of 6/2020 4 12 2.6M 10,500 2,600 470 130 

- End of 12/2020 3 12 0 10,800 470,000 140,000 3,200 

- Epidemic peak 18 20 2.9M 1.3M 1M 1M   

Number of cumulative cases by 
end of 2020 

1,400 3,930 91.4M 76.8M 61M 3.7M 186,000 

Number of cumulative deaths by 
end of 2020 

30 90 3.2M 1.9M 1.2M 44,000 3,300 

Number of required hospitalized 
cases at the peak 

50 50 10M 4.2M 3.2M 3.2M 10,000† 

Number of ICU beds at the peak 7 10 1.4M 0.6M 0.5M 0.5M 1,500† 

† Data by the end of 2020 

 . 
C

C
-B

Y
-N

C
-N

D
 4.0 International license

It is m
ade available under a 

 is the author/funder, w
ho has granted m

edR
xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

(w
h

ich
 w

as n
o

t certified
 b

y p
eer review

)
T

he copyright holder for this preprint 
this version posted A

pril 29, 2020. 
; 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.24.20078030
doi: 

m
edR

xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.24.20078030
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Modelling the impact of control measures against the COVID-19 pandemic in Viet Nam 

 

15 

 

Annex 1: Details of the model and its algorithms [3] 

Number of susceptible individuals: 

 
��

��
 = �

�

�
  βP(t)∑ �� 

��	 k(t) + βI(t) ∑ �� 
��	 k(t) – IIso(t) – IHome(t)cHome + ψ (1 – cCont(t)) 

Number of individual s in the latent period: 

 
�
₁

��
 = 

�

�
  βP(t)∑ �� 

��	 k(t) + βI(t) ∑ �� 
��	 k(t) – IIso(t) – IHome(t)cHome + ψ (1 – cCont(t)) – εE1 

 
�
 

��
 = εEk-1 – εEk (1 < k ≤ nE) 

Number of individual s in the prodromal period: 

  

 
�� 

��
 = φPk-1 – φPk (1 < k ≤ nP) 

Number of individual s in the symptomatic period: 

  

 
� 

��
 = γIk-1 – γIk (1 < k ≤ nI) 

Number of removed individuals: 

  

Number of dead individuals: 

  

Number of isolated cases at time t: 

  

Number of fully isolated cases at time t:  
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Number of home isolated cases at time t: 

 

Initial values 

Number of susceptible individuals S (0) = N − X 
Number of individuals in the latent period E1(0) = X 

Ek (0) = 0 (1 < k ≤ nE ) 
Number of individuals in the prodromal period Pk (0) = 0 (1 ≤ k ≤ nP ) 
Number of individuals in the symptomatic period Ik (0) = 0 (1 ≤ k ≤ nI ) 
Number of immune individuals R(0)=0 
Number of dead individuals D(0)=0 
 

Parameters 

 

N Population size 

X Number of initial infections 

tmax Day after introduction of the infection when the transmission potential is highest 

Qmax Maximum isolation capacity 

tIso1 Time at which isolation measures start 

tIso2 Time at which isolation measures end 

cHome Fraction of contacts which are prevented for cases who are in home isolation 

cCont Fraction of contacts which are prevented 

tCont1 Time at which contact reduction starts 

tCont2 Time at which contact reduction ends 

c(t ) Fraction of contacts which are reduced at time t 

ψ Force of infection which originates from outside of the population (e.g. via travellers) 

R0 Average value of the basic reproduction number 

a Amplitude of the seasonal fluctuation of R0 

DE Average duration of the latent period 
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nE Number of stages for the latent period 

ε Stage transition rate in the latent period (ε = nE / DE ) 

DP Average duration of the prodoromal  period 

nP Number of stages for the prodromal period 

ϕ Stage transition rate in the prodromal period      (ϕ = nP / DP ) 

iP Relative infectiousness during prodromal period 

DI Average duration of the symptomatic period 

nI Number of stages for the symptomatic period 

γ Stage transition rate in the symptomatic period (γ = nI / DI ) 

βI (t ) Effective contact rate of individual s in the symptomatic period at time t 

βI (t ) = R0 /(iPDP + DI )⋅ (1+ a cos(t / 365)) 

βP (t ) Effective contact rate of individuals in the prodromal period at time t (βP (t ) = βI (t )iP ) 

pSick Fraction of infected individuals who become sick 

pConsult Fraction of sick individuals who seek medical help 

pHosp Fraction of sick individuals who are hospitalized 

pICU Fraction of hospitalized individuals who are admitted to the ICU 

pDeath Fraction of hospitalized individuals who die from the disease 
 

Derived variables  

Symptomatic cases at time t = pSick∑ �� 
��� k(t) 

Asymptomatic cases at time t = (1 – pSick)∑ �� 
��� k(t) 

Hospitalized cases at time t = pSick pHosp∑ �� 
��� k(t) 

Cases in ICU at time t = pSick pHosp pICU∑ �� 
��� k(t) 

New infections in interval [t1, t2] = �
����

�

�₂

�₁
 βP(t)∑ �� 


�� k(t) + βI(t) ∑ �� 

�� k(t) dt 

 

New sick individuals in interval [t1, t2] 

 
New consultations in interval [t1, t2] 

 
New hospitalizations in interval [t1, t2] 

 
New ICU admissions in interval [t1, t2] 
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New deaths in interval [t1, t2] 

 
 

Detection probability 
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Annex 2: Input data and assumptions 

Parameter Value Details 

Disease 
parameters 

    

Population     
Population size 96,208,98

4 
Source: Viet Nam General Statistic Office [8] 

Initial infections 1   

Infections from 
outside of the 
population [per 
day] 

1   

Durations     
Simulation duration 
[days] 

730 The simulation is made for a full year, starting from 1 Feb 2020. We 
assume that the first case found in US by end of Jan and Italy by 3rd 
week of Feb so it is very likely that the first case entering into Viet 
Nam is from 1 Feb. This simulation excluded the first cluster of 16 
patients who has an epidemiological link to Wuhan. 

Latency period 
[days] 

4 Source: [9] 

Prodromal period 
[days] 

1 Data is not yet available. We use assumption provided by WHO after 
their first trip to Wuhan and assumption based on data for influenza.  
Source: [4] [5] 

Fully infective 
period [days] 

10 We assume that 40% of infected cases were notified and 60% were 
not. 
Quilty et al. 95%CI: 36-58% [10] 
Bhatia et al. 95%CI: 63-73% [11] 
Tuite et al. 95%CI: 61-79% [12] 
 
Of those 40% notified, we used the assumption developed based on 
the WHO-China Joint Mission report which stated that “the median 
time from onset to clinical recovery for mild cases is approximately 2 
weeks and is 3-6 weeks for patients with severe or critical disease”. 
Assume that 80% of these cases are mild and 20% are severe. The 
weighted average duration from onset to clinical recovery would be 
17.5 days (80%*14+20%*31.5) [13] 
 
Of those 60% not notified, we assumed that the duration from onset 
to recover would be the minimum estimation in four recent 
publication: 4.7 days. [14] 
 
The weighted average therefore is 60%*4.7+40%*17.5 ~10 days 

Declining period 
[days] 

5 Use default value 
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Parameter Value Details 

Hospitalization 
[days] 

15.4 13 days [15] 
7.3 days [14] 
27 days for 20-29 years old., 32 days for 50-59 years old [16] 
16.9 days [17] 
Viet Nam government has policy to keep patients in hospital for 
quarantine to prevent further transmission. 
The first 58 patients in Viet Nam: 15.4 days 

ICU admission 
[days] 

23.5 Assume the longest period was found in patients aged 50-59 years 
old (32 days) [16] 
Italia: 15 days on average [18] 
We take the average for the assumption. 

Number of Erlang 
stages 

16 Default setting 

 
Severity 

    

Infections which 
will lead to 
sickness [%] 

82% Initially 40% of passengers of the Diamond Princess cruise ship, 
Yokohama did not develop any symptoms; but after end-time follow 
up, only 17.9% did not develop any symptom. [19] 

Sick patients seek 
medical help [%] 

40% 
 

60% 

Worst case scenario: Default setting, which based on medical 
consultations for influenza-like illness among people in German from 
2017/18. 
Other scenarios: Number of cases in Viet Nam is too small therefore 
we cannot estimate the value of this parameter. Patients who have 
mild symptom would not go to hospital. Patients with severe 
symptoms accounted for 20% and they are likely to come to hospital. 
In addition to that, given a consistent communication about COVID-
19, we assume that 50% of people with mild symptom would visit 
health clinic, this proportion among sick population is equal to = 
80% mild condition x 50% visiting health clinic = 40%. 
So in total there is 60% sick people visiting health clinic. 

Sick patients are 
hospitalized [%] 

30% Hospitalization occurred in 30% (13 122 of 43 438) of cases reported 
from 17 countries (median country-specific estimate, interquartile 
range (IQR): 24%, 11-41%) [20] 
 
In VN this proportion could be lower due to  limited criteria for 
testing. 

Hospitalized cases 
need intensive care 
(ICU) [%] 

10.0% Severe illness was reported in 15% (1 894 of 12 961) of hospitalized 
cases from 15 countries (median, IQR: 16%, 10-24%). [20] 
 
15.7% patients in severe condition [21] 
 
Adjusted for data in Viet Nam: around 10% 
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Parameter Value Details 

Sick patients die 
from the disease 
[%] 

4.3% 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3% 

Worst case scenario: Meta-analysis (mostly Chinese): 4.3% [22] 
WHO Situation report 73 dated 2/4: 45,526/896,450 = 5.1% 
After running the simulation with current policy, the estimated death 
by Apr 6 is 8, while there is no reported death so far. That is 
probably because we detected and gave treatment at early stage of 
infection. There can be death due to COVID-19 but not detected. 
However, this estimated number is believed to be higher than the 
actual number.  
 
Other scenarios: We adjusted this number to be 3% as the observed 
death case is still small in Viet Nam. 

Contagiousness     
Annual average of 
the basic 
reproduction 
number R� 

3.4 
 

2.5 

Worst case scenario: Use R0=3.4 that was estimated for Wuhan in 
the beginning of the outbreak 
 
Other scenarios: We use R0 = 2.5, using the following evidence 
Hong Kong and Italy starting Jan 31st till Mar 5: 2.6 [23] 
 
WHO: 2 - 2.5 
 
A recent review of 12 modelling studies reports the mean R0 at 3.28, 
with a median of 2.79. [20] 

Amplitude of the 
seasonal fluctuation 
of R� [%] 

0% We assume no difference in transmission relate to season. 

Day when the 
seasonal R� 
reaches its 
maximum 

0 We assume no difference in transmission relate to season. 

Relative 
contagiousness in 
the prodromal 
period [%] 

50% Use default value 

Relative 
contagiousness in 
the declining 
period [%] 

50% Use default value 

Detection     
in ILI patients who 
seek medical help 
[%] 

0.017 
 
 
 
 

0.107 

Worst case scenario: By 20/3 there were 16,000 tests performed 
(assume one test per one person, although some people got tested 
several times. However due to lack of the data required, we have to 
make assumption). Assuming that these tests were used equally used 
for outpatients, hospitalized and deceased cases, which is 0.017%. 
 
Other scenarios: 73164 tests by 2/4 + 30,000 test for planning  

in hospitalized ILI 
patients [%] 

0.017 
0.107 

We assume who were tested are those visited hospital and be 
hospitalized for isolation. 
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Parameter Value Details 

in patients who 
died from ILI [%] 

0.1 Use default value 

Interventions     
Case isolation     
Probability that a 
sick patient is 
isolated [%] 

 Worse case scenarios: 0% 
Scenario with 25%, 33%, 50%, 70%, and 80% of sick people 
isolated. 
 
Currently we assume 80% of patients are isolated. Those who are not 
yet diagnosed or not yet quarantined immediately have a duration of 
not being isolated. 

Maximum capacity 
of isolation wards 
[per 10,000] 

6 
 
 
 

11 

Worst case scenario: # of bed per 10,000 was 28 in 2018.  
Without COVID19, many hospitals are overloaded so we assume 
only 20% of current beds could be used for COVID-19, or equivalent 
to 6 beds per 10,000 
 
Other scenarios: We added 5 beds/10,000 from quarantine centers 

Contact reduction 
for cases in home 
isolation [%] 

0% 
 

50% 

Worst case scenario: 0% 
Other scenarios: We assume that there are undetected patients who 
have practiced home isolation, and therefore the contact reduction 
would be assumed as 50%. 

Begin of case 
isolation measures 
[day] 

0 
33 

Worst case scenario: 0 
Other scenarios: first case isolated from March 5. 

Duration of case 
isolation measures 
[days] 

0 
1000 

Worst case scenario: 0 
Other scenarios: Isolation policy will be applied whenever there is a 
case. 

General contact 
reduction 

    

General contact 
reduction [%] 

0% Worst case scenario: 5% due to mass media 
Other scenarios: 10% due to general media 

Contact reduction 
begin [day] 

0 
33 

Worst case scenario: 0 
Other scenarios: first case isolated from March 5. 

Contact reduction 
duration [days] 

0 
1000 

Worst case scenario: 0 
Other scenarios: Isolation policy will be applied whenever there is a 
case. 

Triggered General 
Contact Reduction 

    

Sick Threshold [%] 0.021% We assume that when 200 case was hospitalized, more contact 
reduction will be practiced by general community. 

Sick triggered 
contact reduction 
[%] 

  Worst case scenario: 5% because some mass communication still has 
small effect. 
Other scenarios: 10%, 20%, 25%, 30% (social distancing parameter 
when more case found) 

Hospitalization 
Threshold [per 
1.000] 

0.208% We assume that when 200 case was hospitalized, more contact 
reduction will be practiced by general community. 
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Parameter Value Details 

Hospitalization 
triggered contact 
reduction [%] 

  Worst case scenario: 5% because some mass communication still has 
small effect. 
Other scenarios: 10%, 20%, 25%, 30% (social distancing parameter 
when more case found) 

ICU Threshold [per 
100.000] 

2.079% We assume that when 20 case was in ICU, substantial contact 
reduction will be practiced by general community. 

ICU triggered 
contact reduction 
[%] 

  Worst case scenario: 5% because some mass communication still has 
small effect. 
Other scenarios: 10%, 20%, 25%, 30% (social distancing parameter 
when more case found) 
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