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Abstract

Since its emergence in late 2019, COVID-19 has caused significant global morbidity and
mortality, overwhelming health systems. Considerable attention has been paid to the
burden COVID-19 has put on acute care hospitals, with numerous models projecting
hospitalizations and ICU needs for the duration of the pandemic. However, less
attention has been paid to where these patients may go if they require additional care
following hospital discharge. As COVID-19 patients recover from severe infections,
many of them require additional care. Yet with post-acute care facilities averaging 85%
capacity prior to the pandemic and the significant potential for outbreaks, consideration
of the downstream effects of the surge of hospitalized COVID-19 patients is critical.
Here, we present a method for projecting COVID-19 post-acute care needs. Our model
is designed to take the output from any of the numerous epidemiological models
(hospital discharges) and estimate the flow of patients to post-acute care services, thus
providing a similar surge planning model for post-acute care services. Using data from
the University of Utah Hospital, we find that for those who require specialized

post-acute care, the majority require either home health care or skilled nursing facilities.

Likewise, we find the expected peak in post-acute care occurs about two weeks after the

expected peak for acute care hospitalizations, a result of the duration of hospitalization.

This short delay between acute care and post-acute care surges highlights the
importance of considering the organization necessary to accommodate the influx of
recovering COVID-19 patients and protect non-COVID-19 patients prior to the peak in
acute care hospitalizations. We developed this model to guide policymakers in
addressing the “aftershocks” of discharged patients requiring further supportive care;
while we only show the outcomes for discharges based on preliminary data from the
University of Utah Hospital, we suggest alternative uses for our model including
adapting it to explore potential alternative strategies for addressing the surge in acute
care facilities during future pandemic waves.
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Author Summary

COVID-19 has caused significant morbidity and mortality globally, putting considerable
strain on healthcare systems as a result of high rates of hospitalization and critical care
needs among COVID-19 patients. To address this immediate need, a number of decision
support tools have been developed to project hospitalization, intensive care unit (ICU)
hospitalizations, and ventilator needs for the COVID-19 pandemic. As COVID-19
patients are discharged from acute care hospitals, many of them will require significant
additional post-acute care. However, with post-acute care facilities at high capacity
prior to the influx of COVID-19 patients and with significant outbreak potential in
long-term care facilities, there is high potential for shortages of post-acute care services.
Here, we present a model of COVID-19 post-acute care needs that is analogous to most
epidemiological models of COVID-19 hospitalization and ICU care needs. We develop
our model on University of Utah Hospital data and demonstrate its utility and its
flexibility to be used in other contexts. Our model aims to guide public health
policymaking in addressing the “aftershocks” of discharged patients requiring further
care, to prevent potential healthcare shortages.

Introduction

Since its emergence in late 2019, the virus responsible for coronavirus disease 2019

(COVID-19) has spread rapidly, causing significant global morbidity and mortality [1,2].

While COVID-19 has considerable individual health impacts, significant attention has
been paid to the strain put on health systems resulting from high rates of hospitalization,
critical care, and ventilation among COVID-19 infections [3,4]. Consequently, a large
focus of decision support tools, including epidemiological models, has been to project
the impact of COVID-19 on acute care hospitalizations and ICU admissions under
different non-pharmaceutical interventions to help guide public health action.

Epidemiological models have played a signficant role in shaping the public health
response globally. A wide variety of methods have been deployed to project the course
of the COVID-19 outbreak, including agent-based models, population-level models with
and without age structure, and curve fitting approaches [5-9]. Despite the variation in
methodology, they each estimate the same health outcomes: infections, hospitalizations,
ICU hospitalizations, ventilators needed, and deaths. These models played a critical role
in helping policy makers design and implement effective interventions to avoid the
universal projection that without interventions, the surge of COVID-19 patients at the
peak of the outbreak would overwhelm healthcare facilities. While these health
outcomes provide necessary projections to address the surge of patients expected during
local epidemic peaks, none of these approaches consider what could be described as the
“aftershocks” of the surge. That is, a secondary surge due to patients who were
discharged from an acute care facility, but still require continued support.

As patients recover from severe or critical COVID-19 infections, many will require
rehabilitative, supportive, or palliative care services. Depending on the intensity of care
the patient requires, treatment might include a stay in a skilled nursing facility or care
at home, including hospice care. Additionally, post-acute care services can act as a
pressure release valve for hospitals reaching saturation [10]. Grabowski et al. [10]
highlights some of the challenges for post-acute care planning. As evidenced by
COVID-19 outbreaks in nursing facilities across the globe [11], skilled nursing facilities
are ill-equipped to manage the infection prevention and control measures essential to
containing the spread of COVID-19. Skilled nursing facilities are, on average, at 85%
capacity [12], and no single facility is likely prepared to handle a surge of new patients.
Any given hospital discharges patients to multiple facilities. Since these recovering
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COVID-19 patients may still be infectious, they further increase the already high risk
for outbreak at these facilities and, subsequently, the need for even more patients
requiring acute hospital care. The staggering number of excess deaths attributed to
COVID-19 [13,14] originating from nursing facilities is a testament to the critical need
for surge planning modeling that integrates acute hospital and post-acute care.

We consider the downstream effects on post-acute care services of COVID-19
patients who previously required hopitalization, ICU care, and /or mechanical
ventilation. In this paper, we present a method for projecting post-acute care capacity
needs that takes in a time series of discharge estimates from any of the numerous
epidemiological models of COVID-19 and extends the results from these models to
estimate the flow of patients to three post-acute care services (and direct-to-home), thus
providing the same type of surge planning model for post-acute care services that the
multitude of high-profile epidemiological models provide for acute care planning.

Methods

This model is designed to extend projections from existing epidemiological models. It
builds off of the standard model outputs (time series of hospital and ICU discharges)
and projects the post-acute care needs of discharged patients. Post-acute care services
include: 1) direct-to-home (none), 2) home health care (hh), 3) skilled nursing facility
(snf), and 4) hospice (hos). This model is available in the Github repository
“mattrmaloney/covid-post-acute-care.” [15]

Model of discharge allocation

To project patient movement to each of the four post-acute care services, we use the
following statistical model, which uses a multinomial distribution to estimate patient
flow. We estimate the discharge location for n; patients discharged from ward j, where
j is either patients in the hospital for COVID-19 (all wards) or patients in the ICU:

(mj,n(mea Lj hhs Ljsnfs xj,hos) ~ MUltznomlal(nj y Pj,nones Pj,hhs pj,snf7pj,hos) (1)

where p;  and z;; denotes the probability and number, respectively, of patients
discharged from ward j to post-acute outcome k (where k € {none, hh, snf, hosp} for
our model). Thus, we have that ), x; = n;. In addition, the set of probability
parameters must sum to one, so for our model Djnone + Pj,hh + Pjsnf + Djhos = L.

The multinomial patient allocation function is sufficient to determine flows into
post-acute care services. Formally, the model takes a time series of hospital discharges
from ward type j, i.e.

nj1,M5,2,...-15T, (2)

where T' denotes the total length of the time series. At each time step, a draw from
the multinomial distribution is used to allocate discharge counts across post-acute care
services. The result is a matrix with dimensions 7' X 4, where each column corresponds
to the number of new patients that flow to each post-acute care service at each point in
time.

To further operationalize this model, we also estimate the number of patients in each
of these services at any time to provide guidance on when existing services may reach or
exceed capacity. To determine patient counts in each service, we require baseline
estimates of the number of patients in each service and the length of stay for patients in
each service. In this paper, we assume the initial patient census is zero, however this
assumption can be easily changed. In the next section, we detail how length of stay
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estimates were determined. To calculate the census over time for each service, we use
the length-of-stay estimates to create discharge series for each service. The number of
discharges each day is equal to the inflow from [;, days ago, where [ is the
length-of-stay assumption for service k. The cumulative sum of the inpatient flows
minus the cumulative sum of discharges gives the census at each point in time.

Model inputs and parameters
Hospital and ICU discharges

Since our model does not attempt to model the broader COVID-19 outbreak, it requires
a time series of hospital and ICU discharges. In this paper, we use model outputs from
the Johns Hopkins University Infectious Disease Dynamics (JHU IDD) model, which
combines an SEIR model with a statistical model to estimate daily hospitalizations, ICU
hospitalizations, and ventilated patients [8]. As a result of the considerable uncertainty
surrounding estimates of the proportion of all infections that are hospitalized, the JHU
IDD model assumes the hospitalization rate is 10 times the infection fatality rate (IFR)
and, due to uncertainty in estimates of the IFR, they explore 3 IFRs: 0.25%, 0.5%, and
1%. Here, we explore 0.5% IFR and the corresponding 5% hospitalization rate.

We demonstrate the utility of our model on two example runs of the COVID-19
outbreak in Utah using the JHU IDD model, simulating the outbreak with R; = 1.2 for
“current Utah”, based off of the actual transmission rate in Utah on May 2,2020,
calculated based off of the positive test rates [16]; and R; = 1.6 followed by pulsed
lockdowns with R; = 0.55 for “pulsed social distancing”, calculated based of Maryland’s
pre-lockdown reproductive number and the estimate of the lockdown in the UK [16,17];
for both we assume a 0.5% IFR. We run the model from January 1, 2020 to December
31, 2020 (Figure 1).

Length of stay estimates

A critical component to determining when current capacity will be exceeded by
COVID-19 patient needs is estimating the duration of stay for patients who are
discharged to each of the different service types (Table 1). We do not calculate a length
of stay for patients discharged directly to home since that will not influence facility
capacity. The estimate for the average length of stay (ALOS) for COVID-19 patients in
skilled nursing facilities is based on the University of Utah Health’s ALOS from
reporting affiliate skilled nursing facilities, and further validated by the actual
experience in a COVID-19 dedicated skilled nursing facility in Utah after seven weeks of
operations during the pandemic. The home health and hospice ALOS assumptions are
based on anticipated ALOS and a small COVID-19 patient sample from the University
of Utah Health’s home health and hospice agency, Community Nursing Services. The
hospice ALOS also includes general inpatient hospice patients.

Table 1: Assumptions for length of stay and initial patient counts for post-acute
care services

Days
Direct-to-Home 0
Home Health 15
Skilled Nursing Facility 18
Hospice 7
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Fig 1. Timeseries of hospital and ICU A) discharges from hospital across the state of
Utah based on an epidemiological model of the current reproductive number in Utah
(current Utah); B) discharges from ICUs across the state of Utah based on an
epidemiological model of (current Utah); C) discharges from the hospital across the
state of Utah based on an epidemiological model of pulsed lockdowns (opening based on
ICU capacity); and D) discharges from ICUs across the state of Utah based on an
epidemiological model of opening based on ICU capacity
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Post-acute care probability priors

The probabilities that parameterize the multinomial distribution are very uncertain.
Even as the COVID-19 pandemic has progressed with significant numbers of
hospitalizations and deaths, post-acute care needs lag behind. Considering the
generation time of infections coupled with the long duration of hospitalizations and ICU
hospitalizations, the number of patients who have been discharged to post-acute care
services remains relatively low, leading to uncertainty in parameter estimates. First, we
determined preliminary estimates of the fraction of individuals who would end up in
each post-acute care service type, for both non-ICU discharges and ICU discharges.
Then, we constructed discrete “low,” “mean,” and “high” estimates to summarize the
potential range of outcomes (Table 2).

The non-ICU discharge destination fractions are based on internal University of
Utah Health system discharge data from the previous calendar year. The mean ICU
patient discharge fractions for home health and skilled nursing facility care are based on
historical estimates for those hospitalized for sepsis, which has a similar inpatient
mortality rate [10]. The other ICU estimates are also based on University of Utah
discharge data from the previous calendar year.

Table 2: Preliminary estimated ranges for fractions of patients discharged to each
post-acute care destination for non-ICU and ICU hospitalized COVID-19 patients

Non-ICU discharge ICU discharge

Low | Mean | High | Low | Mean | High
Direct-to-Home | 0.496 | 0.748 | 0.874 | 0.152 | 0.488 | 0.744
Home Health 0.090 | 0.180 | 0.360 | 0.100 | 0.200 | 0.400
SNF 0.030 | 0.060 | 0.120 | 0.150 | 0.300 | 0.400
Hospice 0.006 | 0.012 | 0.048 | 0.006 | 0.012 | 0.024

Rather than using these low, mean, and high estimates directly, we create a
continuous distribution of possible multinomial parameter values using a Dirichlet
distribution. Formally,

(p]}noneapjﬁhy pj7snf7pj,hos) ~ Dir(aj,nonez Q5 hhy O snf, aj,hos)- (3)

Thus, for every hospitalization discharge series, we draw a random set of
probabilities/parameters for the multinomial distribution from that Dirichlet
distribution, where the a values are parameters that will initially be proportional to the
mean care service fractions shown in Table 2. Denoting the vector of these mean values
for ward j as pj, we introduce a scaling parameter, ¢;, such that our initial o
parameters are

Qj nones O hhy Qj snfs Xj hos = p_,7¢] . (4)

The magnitude of ¢; will determine how much weight is put on our priors versus the
new, actual discharge outcomes we may observe in the future. Smaller o values
correspond to wider, flatter distributions around each service type probability and
represent less confidence in our priors about these probabilities. If we restrict ¢; to be
an integer it has a nice interpretation: we are as confident in our priors as if we had
observed ¢; discharges that were distributed according to pj.

We used the low and high estimates from Table 2 to calibrate ¢; for j = icu and
7 = non_icu discharges. We ran simulations to determine numerically the lowest integer
values of ¢ at which 90% of the individual values drawn from the Dirichlet distribution
were within their respective low to high ranges. We do not require that 90% of the
draws of each parameter fall within their low-to-high range, only that collectively 90%
of all the parameters are within their respective ranges. The former would be too
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Fig 2. Post-acute care priors probability for each of the four post-discharge care
services, (red) Home Health, (blue) Hospice, (green) Skilled Nursing Facility, (purple)
None for A) non-ICU hospitalized and B) ICU hospitalized COVID-19 patients.

Density

restrictive. Specifically, the algorithm starts at ¢; = 1, takes 10,000 draws from the
Dirichlet distribution, and then checks what percentage of the parameters fall within
their low-to-high ranges. If the percentage is less than our 90% condition, we add one to
¢; and run another 10,000 simulations. We repeat the process until our condition is
met. Following this procedure, we find that ¢;., = 138 and ¢non_ice = 121. The
corresponding Dirichlet parameter values are shown in Table 3. The corresponding
Dirichlet distributions are shown in Figure 2.

Method for updating priors

As new patient counts for each care category are observed (denoted by x) we can
incorporate this new information to update the Dirichlet distribution according to

(pj,nonapj,hh; Djsnfs pj,hos) | (xj,nonm LjhhyTjsnfs, l‘j,hos) ~

Dir(aj,none + Lj nones Oj hh + Tj hhyCjsnf + Tjsnfy¥j hos + $j7hos> (5)
The expected probabilities in the posterior distributions are

Tkt ik

Elpj.] =
]’ Qj none + Tjnone + Qj hh + Tj hh + Q5 snf + Tjsnf + Qj hos + Lj,hos

(6)

Results

Updating priors using University of Utah Hospital discharges

As of May 27, 2020, University of Utah Hospital has discharged a total of 78 COVID-19
patients: 24 patients who spent time in the ICU and 54 who had not. The cumulative
fraction of patients who were discharged to the four post-acute care service types (as
well as a dotted line indicating our initial expectations of where patients would be
discharged to) are shown in Figure 3 for non-ICU patients (Figure 3A) and patients
who spent time in the ICU (Figure 3B). These observations of actual patient discharges
were used to update our priors. For non-ICU discharges, the observations have
decreased our expectation of the percentage of patients who will require home health
services and increased our expectation about the percentage of patients who will require
hospice care. For ICU patients, the observations have increased our expectation of the
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Fig 3. Incorporating new information over time. The x-axis shows days since we began
tracking discharge data. The left-side plots compare the cumulative observed fraction of
University of Utah COVID-19 patients discharged to each care service with our initial
expectations for Non-ICU (A) and ICU (C) discharges. The right-side plots show how
our discharge probability expectations changed over time based the observed discharges

percentage of patients who will not require any services and decreased our expectation

of the percentage patients who will require a skilled nursing facility. Table 3 shows the

parameters for the posterior Dirichlet distributions.
Table 3: Dirichlet distribution parameters

Prior Posterior
Non-ICU ICU | Non-ICU | ICU
Direct-to-Home 90.508 | 67.344 114.72 | 79.72
Home Health 21.780 | 27.600 20.02 | 26.80
SNF 7.260 | 41.400 7.90 | 38.88
Hospice 1.452 1.656 2.64 2.29

Post-acute care simulations

We present an example run of 1000 model simulations across the state of Utah and in
Salt Lake City to demonstrate the post-acute care model output from January 31 to
December 31, 2020. We ran the simulations on the hospital discharge time series shown

in Figure 1.
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We calculated daily estimates of both the number of patients discharged to each care
type and the number of COVID-19 beds needed. Additionally, while we do not consider
a baseline occupancy in this paper, one could be used to estimate the total patient
census for each facility type at a given spatial scale.

We show the model ouput, a time series of the daily number of post-acute care beds
needed for each of the three care types considered (home health, hospice, and skilled
nursing facilities), for the State of Utah for patients discharged from all hospital wards
(Figure 4) and for patients discharged from the ICU (Figure 5). Here, we find the
majority of patients in Utah needing additional care are requiring home health care or
skilled nursing facilities, with very few needing hospice care. Likewise, we find the
expected peak in post-acute care needs occurs about two weeks after the expected peak
for acute-care hospitalizations (Figure 6). This is a result of the duration of
hospitalization delaying the peak of post-acute care needs. Additionally, due to the long
duration of care patients receiving post-acute services require, the distribution of
occupancy is asymmetric with a high volume of patients needing post-acute care
services through the remainder of the year and into next year.

Likewise, while the overall shape of the post-acute care occupancy curves are similar
for patients discharged from the hospital and from the ICU, we see that a much greater
fraction of patients discharged from the ICU requires skilled nursing care (Figure 5)
compared to a nearly equal proportion of patients discharged from the hospital
requiring home health care and skilled nursing care (Figure 4).

Like most epidemiological models that show acute care hospitalizations and ICU
admissions changing under various non-pharmaceutical interventions, we show how our
post-acute care model can take in discharge estimates from different outbreak curves,
leading to different post-acute care needs at different times (Figures 4 and 5).

Discussion

We present the COVID-19 post-acute care model as an open-source modeling framework
that aims to extend the standard output of most epidemiological models (i.e.,
hospitalization and ICU discharge) to fill a major gap in modeling the COVID-19
outbreak. The post-acute care model aims to guide public health policymaking in
addressing the “aftershocks” of discharged patients requiring further care. Aside from
filling a major gap in the literature [10], the flexibility of our model to accept a time
series of discharges generated from any epidemiological model to forecast the post-acute
care needs of discharged hospital and ICU patients will enable this model to be adapted
for a multitude of different outbreak scenarios across multiple spatial and temporal
scales.

Although the COVID-19 pandemic is well underway in most locations, with the long
duration of stay in hospital and ICU settings, many locations are just now starting to
experience the first surge of patients into post-acute care services. Thus, this model
represents an important tool in guiding public health decision-making towards how
patients will receive prolonged care post-discharge. Arranging bed availability may be
especially important as the infection status of these patients may be uncertain [18-20].
Likewise, discharging potentially COVID-19 positive patients to skilled nursing facilities
poses a potential problem as evidenced by the significant outbreaks in long term care
facilities [11]. Consequently this model can help guide the creation and/or expansion of
COVID-specific post-acute care services.

Further, while little information is available on the types of services that patients
with COVID-19 need following discharge from acute care, data on post-discharge
probability is also still preliminary. Here, we develop the model and implement
probabilities based on preliminary data from Utah, however we also highlight the way in
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Fig 4. Example post-acute care daily bed occupancy needs and available skilled
nursing facility beds in COVID-19 dedicated facilities (solid black line) and beds in
COVID-19 dedicated wards within a larger facility (dotted black line) in the State of
Utah for patients discharged from the hospital to each of three care types under two
non-pharmaceutical interventions A) Home health care based on current Utah, B)
Hospice care based on current Utah, and C) Skilled Nursing Facilities based on current
Utah, D) Home health care based on pulsed social distancing, E) Hospice care based on
pulsed social distancing, and F) Skilled Nursing Facilities based on pulsed social
distancing.
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Fig 5. Example post-acute care daily bed occupancy needs and available skilled
nursing facility beds in COVID-19 dedicated facilities (solid black line) and beds in
COVID-19 dedicated wards within a larger facility (dotted black line) in the State of
Utah for patients discharged from the ICU to each of three care types under two
non-pharmaceutical interventions A) Home health care based on current Utah, B)
Hospice care based on current Utah, and C) Skilled Nursing Facilities based on current
Utah, D) Home health care based on pulsed social distancing, E) Hospice care based on
pulsed social distancing, and F) Skilled Nursing Facilities based on pulsed social
distancing.
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Fig 6. Daily hospital and post-acute care occupancy for (A) current Utah and (B)
pulsed social distancing.
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which our prior distributions can be updated as new data become available or replaced
entirely with data from other locations.

While this model projects the bed needs for different post-acute care services, it is
important to consider the organization necessary to accommodate the influx of
recovering COVID-19 patients and protect non-COVID-19 patients. Ideally, specialized
buildings or units would be repurposed for COVID-19 patients to recover in. However,
many facilities currently lack the design and/or staffing resources necessary to isolate
recovering or quarantined COVID-19 patients [21]. It is critical for public health
officials and post-acute care leaders to work together to determine which facilities have
the beds, staff, and resources necessary to support the influx of patients and create
protocols for accepting and placing recovering COVID-19 patients while protecting
vulnerable patients.

This model can also be used and adapted to explore potential alternative strategies
for addressing the surge in acute care facilities during future pandemic waves. As
suggested by Grabowski et al. [10], post-acute care services can act as a “pressure
release valve” for acute care hospitals, taking in patients who are partially recovered to
release beds for more critically ill patients. However, without proper planning,
post-acute care facilities can serve as the opposite, acting as a “bottleneck.” If patients
who are ready to be discharged but require additional care have nowhere to go as a
result of post-acute care services being saturated, this can negatively impact hospital
capacity. While exploring this relationship is outside the scope of this paper, this
modeling framework can be easily adapted to explore these and simliar questions.

Additionally, as treatments for COVID-19 are developed, one unanticipated side
effect could be that while treatments successfully prevent death in a large number of
patients, they could result in more patients, patients who would have died without
treatment, surviving and requiring long-term care. At the current time, any estimates of
how treatments may impact acute or post-acute care needs would be entirely
speculative, however, as more becomes known about potential successful treatments, the
prior estimates for proportion of patients being discharged to the different care services
can easily be updated to adapt to this type of new information.

Our modeling approach has several limitations. Our initial assumptions about the
fraction of patients requiring each post-acute care service are very uncertain, as they are
based on aggregated historical University of Utah Health discharges prior to the
appearance of COVID-19. However, we account for this by giving relatively low weight
to our priors versus observed COVID-19 discharges. Another limitation is that we do
not account for uncertainty about the length-of-stay estimates for post-acute care
services, although the model could be modified to incorporate this in future work. The
largest limitation is that the model does not directly account for characteristics of the
patient population, meaning the posterior allocation probabilities may not generalize
well to regions or health systems with dissimilar populations. An extension of this work
could condition the probability of requiring a post-acute care service on patient
characteristics such as age or comorbidities. Although we highlight several limitations,
our approach is well-suited to answer policy questions and provides a unique modeling
output that can help guide the post-acute care surge. As most epidemiological models
focused on acute care services, we concentrate on post-discharge needs, however, as is
the case with standard epidemiological models, it is critical for policy makers to
consider the range of possible trajectories and the sensitivity of results to different
assumptions. Likewise, since we do not model the community outbreak leading to
hospitalizations, it is critical that the inputs to our post-acute care model be carefully
considered for their strengths and weaknesses, as any limitations of the input model will
flow through our model framework as well. Despite these limitations, this model has
already been used to help improve post-acute care services in Utah and we believe its
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usefulness in pandemic preparedness extends far beyond the state.
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