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Abstract

Background: Decisions need to be made in all healthcare systems about the allocation of

available resources with the aim of improving population health. Evidence is needed for

these decisions, which can have enormous consequences for population health, especially in

lower-income settings.

Methods: We address this need using an individual-based simulation model of healthcare

need and service delivery that we have developed for Malawi, drawing on demographic,

epidemiological and routine healthcare system data (on facilities, staff, and consumables).

We compare the model’s simulated outputs with available data and estimate the impact that

the healthcare system is having currently. We analyse the effects of improvements in

healthcare access, clinician performance and consumables availability.

Findings: Malawi’s healthcare system averted 40 million Disability-Adjusted Life-Years

(DALYs) in the five-year period to end-2019, which is half of the total DALYS that the

population (total size: 19 million in 2020) would otherwise incur. This impact is strongly

focussed on young children (mediated largely by programmes addressing respiratory

infections, HIV/AIDS and malaria) and also by the HIV/AIDS and TB programmes (among

adults). More services seem to be delivered than would be expected based on the number

of staff and expected time needed for services. Nevertheless, the additional services that are

provided (through service times being reduced or additional HCW hours worked) account for

half the impact of the healthcare system (i.e., ~20 million DALYS averted). If system

improvements gave ill persons immediate access to healthcare, led to optimal referral and

diagnosis accuracy, and eliminated consumable stock-outs, the overall impact of the

healthcare system could increase by up to ~30% (12 million more DALYS averted).

Conclusions: The healthcare system in Malawi generates substantial health gains to the

population with very limited resources. Strengthening interventions could potentially

increase these gains considerably and so should be a priority for investigation and

investment. A detailed individual-based simulation model of healthcare service delivery is a

valuable tool for healthcare system planning and for evaluating proposals for healthcare

system strengthening.

2

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 4, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.04.24300834doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.04.24300834
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Introduction

In all countries, important decisions need to be made about how to allocate resources to

collective healthcare provision. Health policymakers need to respond to questions such as

which effective interventions to offer as part of its health service provision, and which must

it forgo, to maximise health and reduce health inequalities? How should available resources

be deployed and configured to achieve this? What would be the benefit of strengthening

specific parts of the healthcare system and which should be prioritised? What future

changes in the need for healthcare must be planned for, and what are the consequences of

failing to do so?

These questions are fundamental to the operation of every healthcare system but

they are especially important in low-income settings, where ineffective choices would

represent much larger losses in health than elsewhere.1,2 This has been recognised at the

highest levels of government in Africa: in February 2019, fifty-five Heads of State from across

the African Union passed a resolution to reorient health spending and healthcare systems to

target the diseases and conditions that have the greatest impact on mortality and human

capital development, and sought technical expertise for doing so.3

There has been a rapid expansion in technical support: for instance, The Disease

Control Priorities Network4 and the Tufts Cost-Effectiveness Registry5 provide evidence on

intervention cost-effectiveness; the International Decision Support Initiative6 seeks to

support the development of institutions; and the WHO have developed a healthcare system

planning tool (‘One Health Tool’7,8). Although these approaches have marked a huge step

forward, they do not fully respond to the pressing technical needs: databases of

cost-effectiveness are challenged by results being incomparable and partial4,9; in

cost-effectiveness analysis, the relevant value of the ‘cost-effectiveness threshold’ is not

known10; and although the One Health Tool represents several diseases and interventions,

they are considered independently and estimates do not represent healthcare production or

fragilities in healthcare systems. None of these approaches is adequate by itself to guide the

long-term redesign of the healthcare system, nor is adapted to the wealth of

epidemiological and systems data that are increasingly available.11 Consequently, an

extremely high value is attached to developing a new approach.12,13

We present an innovative approach in the form of a detailed individual-based
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simulation model, rooted in country-specific data, that represents each step in the

generation of health gains delivered by the healthcare system. The model captures (i) the

availability of resources to deliver healthcare services; (ii) the need for healthcare, as it

arises from the multiple causes of ill-health that affect each person individually over their

life; and (iii) the effectiveness of the care that is provided, accounting for the range of

services that can be offered, the ability of persons to seek care, and the quality of care

provided. We use the model to characterise how resources are used currently in Malawi to

generate health gains in the population, and to quantify the impact of overcoming some of

the frailties in the system.

Methods

The scope of the model is illustrated in Figure 1. It aims to represent the capacity of the

healthcare system to deliver healthcare services, the need for such services as they arise

from causes of ill health, and the health consequences of receiving care (or not). These are

represented as three interlocking sets of modules, briefly described in turn below. Full

technical write-ups of all parts of the model15 and the source code are publicly available14; in

addition, key components of the model have been described in earlier publications (cited

below).

1) The Capability of the Healthcare System to Deliver Services

As described by She et al.15, there are four levels of healthcare facilities in the model (0 –

community; 1 – primary care; 2 – regional referral hospitals; 3 – national referral hospitals).

Facilities are specific to each district or region, and it is assumed that resources are pooled

among all facilities at level 0 in the same district, among facilities at level 1 in the same

district, among level 2 facilities in the same region, and among all level 3 facilities nationally.

Each set of facilities is endowed with a complement of Healthcare Workers (HCW), of which

there are 9 cadres (Clinical, Community Health Worker (CHW), Dental, Laboratory, Mental

health, Nursing/Midwifery, Nutrition, Pharmacy, Radiography). Each cadre of HCW is

assumed to be able to deliver healthcare services for a certain number of minutes per day,

which is derived from the number of staff employed, their contracted hours and

expectations for absences and leave16.

Healthcare services are delivered during what are termed Healthcare System
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Interaction (HSI) events that are characterised as occurring at a particular facility level and

requiring a certain number of appointments. Appointments define a unit of care delivered

by one or more HCW cadres. For example, one HSI may require 1 x ‘Antenatal Care

Appointment’ at a primary care facility, which implies a requirement for 1, 11 and 0.4

minutes of time from a clinician, nurse/midwife, and pharmacist, respectively. Following

Berman et al.16, fifty different types of appointment are defined, which can be grouped into

broad categories: Consultation with DCSA [a community healthcare worker], Dental, General

Inpatient/Outpatient Care, HIV Clinic, Laboratory Services, Mental Health Clinic, Nutrition

Clinic, Pharmaceutical Dispensing, Radiography, RMNCH (Reproductive, Maternal, New-born

and Child Health), Tuberculosis Clinic, and ‘Other’.

During an HSI event, consumables (e.g., medicines) may be required and the model

tracks whether those consumables are available at each facility level (in each month and in

each district) based on empirical estimates of stock-out frequencies17.

2) Need for Healthcare Services

Contraception, births, and lifestyle

Each person in the model has certain properties (e.g., sex, district of residence, wealth

quintile, smoking status, body mass index), the distribution and evolution over time of which

are determined primarily with reference to the Demographic and Health Survey (DHS)

data.18 The method of contraception (or none) used by each woman is also simulated so as

to match the detailed contraception calendar data in the same source.19 Together with

estimates of fecundity and the effectiveness of the contraceptives, this determines the

chance of conception for each woman. The process of pregnancy, labour and delivery are

modelled mechanistically and calibrated to match available data20 (Figure S1).

Healthcare Seeking Behaviour.

When a person develops the symptoms of ill health or becomes pregnant, they may seek

healthcare, either immediately or after a delay, at a particular facility level in their district

and region. In the model, the probability of care seeking depends on the symptoms as well

as the person’s sex, age, wealth and residence (whether urban or rural), based on empirical

estimates by Ng’ambi et al..21–23 If a person never seeks healthcare, then no healthcare is

provided.
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Mechanistically Modelled Causes of Death and Disability.

Mechanistic models were developed for the causes of death and disability that collectively

account for ~81% of the deaths and ~72% of the disability-adjusted life-years (DALYs)

estimated to have been incurred in Malawi in the period 2015-2019 according to the Global

Burden of Disease estimates (GBD)24,25 (Figure S2). The disease models can interact with one

another and the underlying properties of each person, to represent, for example, the risk of

several diseases being determined by the same risk factor, and one disease increasing the

risk of acquisition or severity of another. The model representation of each cause has been

carefully calibrated to data specific to that cause, often with additional guidance from

program managers and disease experts.18

The list of causes modelled mechanistically is as follows (and full details of each are given

elsewhere18): Neonatal Conditions (Neonatal Sepsis, Complications of Prematurity, Neonatal

Encephalopathy), Conditions of Early Childhood (Acute Lower Respiratory Infection (ALRI),

Diarrhoea, Undernutrition leading to stunting), Maternal Conditions (Obstetric

Haemorrhage, The Hypertensive Disorders of Pregnancy, Maternal Sepsis, Obstructed

Labour and Uterine Rupture, Gestational Diabetes, Anaemia in Pregnancy), Communicable

Diseases (HIV, Tuberculosis, Malaria, Measles, Schistosomiasis), Non-Communicable

Diseases (Cancers (Bladder, Breast, Oesophageal, Prostate and ‘Other’), Cardiometabolic

Disorders (Diabetes Type II, Hypertension, Stroke, Ischemic Heart Disease, Myocardial

Infarction), Chronic Kidney Disease, Chronic Lower Back Pain, Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary

Disease, Depression, Epilepsy) and Injuries (Road Traffic Injuries, fatal and non-fatal

Self-Harm).

Non-Mechanistically Modelled Causes of Death and Disability.

Other causes are modelled collectively in a phenomenological manner that leads to an

additional risk of death that matches to the age, sex, and period-specific GBD estimates of

deaths from these causes. In addition, generic symptoms that may arise from these causes

can occur and, as with other symptoms, may lead to healthcare seeking.

3) Delivery of Healthcare Services
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The full list of HSIs, which represent the care that is required for each of the causes of ill

health and disability that are modelled mechanistically (according to Malawi Clinical

Guidelines26), are given in Table S1. These are organised into streams of treatments

(TREATMENT_IDs) that group HSIs that provide a particular treatment for a particular

condition (Figure S3).

When healthcare is needed, the corresponding HSI for that individual is entered into

a queue at the relevant facility level and district. Each day in the simulation, and for each

queue, the total call on HCW time is compared to the time available. Where there is

sufficient time for each healthcare worker to meet all the calls, then all the HSI events are

run. Where there is insufficient time for at least one type of HCW, then two assumptions are

possible: (i) “Elastic Constraints”, whereby all HSIs run (but implicitly, the time allocated to

each is reduced and/or the time used for HCW is increased); or (ii) “Hard Constraints”,

whereby some HSIs (those ascribed with a lower priority) are postponed to the next day or

do not happen at all.

When an HSI event runs, consumables used during the treatment are logged and the

beneficial impact of the treatment provided is simulated. If the effectiveness of that

treatment is contingent upon a consumable item (e.g., a medicine) that is not available at

the time at the facility, then the beneficial effect of the treatment is not simulated and the

HSI event may or may not be rescheduled (depending on the healthcare seeking behaviour

assumptions made for that HSI).

The various appointment types can be requested through multiple streams of

treatment (Figure S4), all of which draw on the same available time of HCW, and all HSI

events are subject to the same pattern of consumables availability. Consequently, as

intended, the model effectively represents all the different types of care using the same

finite resources.

Computational Approach

The model is an individual-based simulation in the Python programming language27 and uses

the pandas data analysis library.28 Each disease, demographic and behavioural process that is

modelled is encapsulated with a code Module, which contribute ‘events’ to a queue (Figure

S5). The simulation proceeds by executing these events in chronological order. Events can

read from and write to a centralised store containing characteristics of individuals in the
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population. HSI are a specialised category of events that run subject to checks on the

healthcare resources required.

For the analyses presented, the simulation starts on 1st January 2010 with a

representative model population size 100,000. All results are scaled to reflect that 1 person

in the simulation represents approximately 145 real persons in Malawi. The central estimate

and uncertainty range of any computed statistic is the mean and 95% interval, respectively,

across ten runs of the model with the same parameter values. We have found this gives

stable results that are comparable with those for larger population sizes and more runs.19

Model Outputs

The model logs the date and nature of all demographic, disease-related events, and HSI

events. The DALYs that are incurred in the population are computed as the sum of Years of

Life Lost (when a death occurs, the number of life-years lost is equal to the difference

between the age at death and a reference value for life-expectancy29) and Years Lived With

Disability (the weights that attach to each health condition are those from Salomon et al.30;

the disability for each individual from all conditions is measured monthly and combined

additively).

Analysis Plan

The central aim is to examine the relationship between the way in which available resources

for health are used and the health impact achieved at a population level. First, in order to

establish that model represent the “status quo” in respect of the epidemiology of the major

causes of death and disability and the current usage of healthcare resources, outputs of the

model were compared with available data in Malawi for the five-year period 2015-2019 (the

most recent five-year period for which there is complete data from all relevant sources and

prior to the exceptional events during the Covid-19 Pandemic (the impacts of which are

described elsewhere31). Next, the model was used to estimate the current impact of the

healthcare system, by making a comparison between the estimated population health under

the status quo scenario and a counterfactual scenario of no healthcare being provided.

Finally, the model was used to quantify the potential health gains that may be possible from

specific parts of the system being strengthened (those in respect of improved patient

healthcare seeking and access, improved clinical practice, and improved availability of
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consumables), by representing the effects of such changes as new scenarios (Table 1) and

comparing the population health gain achieved to that under status quo.

Ethics

The Thanzi La Onse project received ethical approval from the College of Medicine Malawi

Research Ethics Committee (COMREC, P.10/19/2820) in Malawi. Only publicly available

anonymised secondary data is used in the Thanzi La Onse model; therefore, individual

informed consent was not required.

Results

(i) Representation of the ‘Status Quo’ in Malawi

Comparisons to Demographic and Epidemiological Data

The demographic outputs of the model were compared with available data (Figure S6). This

shows that the population size growth, population pyramid, number of live births and the

distribution of ages of mothers, all match closely with available data (the 2018 Malawi

Census32 and the World Population Prospect (WPP)33).

The total number of deaths that occur in the model were compared with available

data. The model provides a close match to available data (GBD24,25 and WPP) for the total

number of deaths overall and when broken down by sex and five-year age-group (Figure

2(A-B)).

Each cause of death and disability in the model has been compared to data from

disease-specific studies18, but it is also instructive to examine the distribution of deaths and

DALYs that occur across the population. This distribution is not well characterised in Malawi

but one source of estimates is the GBD. The model output for the distribution of causes of

deaths and DALYs is in good agreement with the GBD estimates (Figure 2(C-F); Figure S7).

The discrepancies that are apparent between the model and these data are mostly for

Transport Injuries and, Depression/Self-harm and HIV/TB, and these are domains for which

the model’s output match national data well.34,35

Comparisons to Healthcare Service Data
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In the model simulation for the period 2015-2019, most HSIs are attributable to initial

triaging (‘First Attendance’ interactions), contraceptive services, routine immunisation and

care needed for malaria, following road traffic injuries, and HIV and TB (Figure 3(A)).

Correspondingly, the appointment types needed most frequently are: ‘RMNCH’,

‘Outpatient’, ‘Consultations with DCSA’, and ‘HIV/AIDS-specific appointments’ (Figure 3B).

This total number of each type of appointment delivered in this period were

compared with records in the electronic medical records system15,31 (Figure 3(C)). There is a

good match between the model and these data, with the ‘model-to-data’ ratio of frequency

of appointments being close to 1.0 for most types, including the appointment types needed

most. Some less common appointment types are outliers, with the ‘model-to-data’ ratio

being above 1.0 (up to 2.6), which is consistent with the data slightly under-counting these

types and/or the model overestimating their frequency. Although these data should in

principle capture every type of appointment at every facility, some data are missing, and no

data are captured at facility level 0.

(ii) The Impact of Healthcare Services

The impact of all currently available services is estimated by comparing simulations of the

“Status Quo” (as described above) and simulations in which no healthcare services are

provided. In total, the healthcare system averted 40 million DALYs in the period 2015-2019,

which is half of the 80 million DALYs that the population would otherwise have incurred.

The DALYs averted are skewed heavily to young ages, due to services averting DALYs

that would be caused by ALRI, HIV/AIDS, malaria and Neonatal Disorders, in particular

(Figure 4(A); Figure S8). The DALYs averted among adults would mostly have been attributed

to HIV/AIDS and TB. The distribution of DALYs averted with respect to wealth quintile reveals

a modest skew in favour of those in the highest wealth quintile compared to the average

(Figure 4(B)), which is mostly attributed to wealthier persons having a great propensity to

conditions that incur high morbidity/mortality, and, to a lesser extent, also being more likely

to access healthcare 21,23 (Figure S9).

The impact of a particular set of services can be estimated by comparing the Status

Quo scenario to one in which all services are offered except those services (Figure 4(C)). This

reveals that the service types with the largest incremental health impact (DALYs averted)

include those for HIV/AIDS, contraception, malaria, TB, ALRI and routine vaccination. It is

10
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notable that the interaction between the diseases leads to the impact of a healthcare

service being distributed across several causes of DALYs. For instance, HIV services lead to

averted deaths due to childhood diarrhoea (for which HIV is a key risk factor), as well as to

AIDS; and the health impact of contraceptive services is in averting deaths among

0–4-year-olds due to neonatal disorders, ALRI, malaria and childhood diarrhoea (Figure S10).

The difference in the number of appointments with and without a particular service

being provided is also computed (Figure 4(D)). This shows that the various services are

associated with substantially different magnitudes and types of calls on resources, which are

not necessarily in proportion to the health impact generated. For instance, the

appointments required for TB services are relatively few, even though the health gain they

generate is among the greatest of all services offered; and, providing contraceptive services,

which have a very large health impact, leads to many fewer appointments overall because

there is a large reduction in those to do with care for neonates that offsets the need for

Pharmacy Dispensing appointments wherein the women receive the contraceptives.

The Status Quo scenario also reveals the difficulties being faced by the system. There

is a significant mismatch between the total amount of services provided and the time of

HCW available and the time expected to be required to provide each service.16 This

mismatch is quantified as a ‘Squeeze Factor’ (Figure S11), and is found to affect certain types

of care to a much greater extent than others (for instance, emergency care and surgical

services, for which relevant HCW are less available). In practice, this mismatch must be

solved through suitably qualified staff working longer hours than expected, or appointments

being briefer than expected, or both. When it is enforced in the model that each

appointment takes the time expected and that HCW do not work more for longer than

contracted (The ‘Hard Constraints’ assumption), the impact of the healthcare system is

reduced substantially as fewer services can be provided: in that case, the system would avert

only 20 million DALYs in 2015-2019 (Figure S12), which suggest that half of the current

impact is derived through overwork and services being ‘squeezed’.

We also note that many HSI are frustrated by a lack of availability of consumables

and that many of the most frequently needed items are not available on up to ~40% of

occasions (Figure S13). For acute conditions, this may mean patients do not benefit from the

treatment, while for longer-term conditions it may lead to delays and/or additional HSIs.
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(iii) The Impact of the Strengthening the Healthcare System

The effect of different types of healthcare system improvement can be estimated (Table 1;

Figure 5). Compared to the Status Quo scenario, if persons becoming ill would immediately

access care, then 8% (3.6 [2.0-5.3] million) more DALYS could be averted. If, in addition, all

referrals were successfully completed and diagnostic accuracy of HCW was as good as

possible, then 20% (8.8 [7.0-10.2] million) more DALYS could be averted. And, if, in addition,

consumables were always available, then 28% (12.3 [10.9-13.8] million) more DALYS could

be averted. This also implies that, despite all the frailties in the system, its functioning is still

78% as impactful as an idealised system that provided the same set of services.

Discussion

We have presented a new approach to answering fundamental questions about healthcare

system service delivery and shown how it has been successfully applied to data from

Malawi. In Malawi, this approach shows how the impact of the healthcare system is very

substantial overall (50% DALYs averted in 2015-2019), strongly focussed on young children

and, overall, is mediated largely by programmes addressing HIV, TB, malaria and ALRI, as

well as contraceptive services. This analysis also reveals how the system operates with

appointment times or HCW working hours far beyond what clinical expectations or contracts

allow; but that without such flexibility (for reducing the time for appointments or overtime)

the impact of the healthcare system would be only half as large. The consequences of other

major frailties in the system have also been quantified – delayed healthcare seeking,

imperfect referral completion and diagnostic accuracy, and consumable stock-outs – that, if

overcome, could increase the overall impact of the healthcare system by almost 30%.

We believe that this data-grounded modelling approach will be foundational to

addressing many issues that, hitherto, have not been amenable to such direct analysis.

These applications include examining which services should constitute a ‘benefits package’

in view of the differential health gains and resource requirement of various services;

quantifying the health gains (and so also the ‘Return-on-Investment’) of addressing

weaknesses in many parts of the health system (e.g., through improved HCW availability,

improved stock availability, redistribution of equipment to allow care to occur at different

levels, and task-shifting such that different cadres can contribute to different services); and

also revealing the “knock-on” consequences of interventions that are normally not
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quantified, such as how preventing disease not only benefits persons directly but also

frees-up resources so that other forms of care can be provided. We therefore believe that

our modelling approach lays the foundations for a new perspective on justifying and

advocating for health system investment. Quantifying what can be achieved in terms of lives

saved and disability avoided, across a whole health system, makes the tangible benefits of

interventions clear and provides decision-makers with the evidence they need to persuade

the financing agencies of the value of their contributions.

Our approach has several important strengths. By design it captures a large span of

health conditions, transmission of infectious disease and development of conditions over

the life-course, meaning that results automatically capture the indirect effects of different

decisions (through interactions between diseases and underlying risk factors, and feedback

via transmission), giving a fuller characterisation than would be possible under ‘siloed’

modelling approaches. The systematic integration of the available data for interventions,

means that results that relate to different diseases or interventions are comparable, in

contrast to results culled from literature that vary in terms of perspective, counterfactual

and outcome measurement.36 Although the approach demands lots of data, these demands

have been met in Malawi, and, we believe, will be met in other countries too. Furthermore,

using data to inform decision-making in this way provides a key incentive for improving data

systems.

The limitations to our approach include: (i) Not all causes of disease, nor all

associated interventions, are represented mechanistically in the model, so the consequences

of decisions for some diseases and interventions will not be quantified (the conditions to

which this applies are shown in Figure S2). In addition, some of the diseases that are

modelled explicitly have a very simplified description, which we consider to be sufficient for

the purposes of these analyses, but which will not capture all possible interactions and calls

on resources. We expect that disease models will be added, and others augmented, in this

modular open-source software. (ii) It is not possible to fully validate the model because the

data that would be required to do so do not exist (e.g., completely independent, reliable

data on causes of death in Malawi; or, measured health outcomes from two comparator

real-world healthcare systems that differ only in the frequency of consumables stock-outs).

Furthermore, whilst we can infer that HSI are being ‘squeezed’, we cannot estimate the

magnitude of relieving such an effect, even though one would presume it would improve the
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quality of care to some extent. Nevertheless, in Malawi, and elsewhere, some of these data

gaps will be overcome, at least partly, through ecological comparisons between clinics with

different management structures,37 or where the patient mix and volumes vary widely

(studies are on-going). (iii) The fine detail of the model requires making some assumptions

without the benefit of direct data: for instance, the behaviour of clinicians and patients

when medicines are not available, or how much quicker healthcare seeking could become.

Nevertheless, in other analyses these assumptions would still have been made implicitly and

exposing them in this detailed simulation affords the possibility of investigating their effect

and motivating further data collection.

We have found that, if contraceptive services were not available, ~7.5million

additional DALYs would have been incurred in the population (Figure 4(C)). This is a measure

of ill-health experienced (by new-borns and their mothers) and proxies the care that would

need to be met by the healthcare system. However, it does not weigh the utility that would

also be associated with the additional births, nor the wider economic and demographic

consequences.19,38,39 Given these deficiencies in the conceptualisation of DALYs, arguably it

may be appropriate to compute the entire impact of the healthcare system as 33 million

DALYS in 2015-2019 (rather than 40 million DALYS), which avoids counting the DALYS averted

due to contraceptive services.

An holistic, integrated and dynamic approach to modelling service delivery by the

healthcare system has long since been called for as a means of addressing analytically, and

with the benefit of vast amounts of data, the major questions about options for healthcare

system strengthening and resource allocation.12,13 We believe that this approach meets this

need, does indeed reveal important new insights, and will open the way for myriad new

analyses that will support decision making in the years to come.
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Table 1: The Scenarios Used To Estimate the Health Impact of Healthcare System

Strengthening

Scenario Name

Key Assumptions

Constraints on
Human Resources

for Health
Healthcare Seeking

Healthcare System
Function

Availability of
Consumables

“Status Quo”

Elastic**

As per data21–23

As per data◊

As per data18
“Perfect Healthcare
Seeking”

All persons with a
new symptom of ill

health seek care
immediately.

“+ Perfect Healthcare
System Function”

All routine and
specifically
indicated
screening,

diagnostics and
referrals

completed, and
healthcare worker

performance
optimal+.

“+ Perfect
Consumables
Availability”

All consumables
available, at all
facilities all the

time.

** It is assumed that all HSI scheduled to occur at a particular facility on a particular day can
run if the necessary healthcare workers (HCW) are present. It is assumed that may entail the
time taken for the interaction being reduced and/or HCW doing ‘overtime’.
◊ Direct data on the performance of HCW in clinical diagnoses and probability of referrals, as
well as inference from data on healthcare system utilisation and data on self-reported
diagnosis status.
+ See the Resource File for the full specification of each assumption. This includes HCW
making accurate diagnostic decisions and all necessary screening and referrals occuring (e.g.
outreach testing for HIV and routine screening for hypertension).
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Research in context

Evidence before this study

We searched PubMed on 6th November 2023 using the following search strategy:

“((healthcare system OR health system) AND (low-income) AND (model*) AND (agent-based

OR individual-based)”. We found 32 articles, most of which focus on the specific impact of

one type of intervention for one disease, which is similar to what an earlier systematic

review found.40 One article11 is a systematic review of models for health system research,

which found a preponderance of studies in high-income settings focussed on acute care,

elderly care and long-term care services, and argues that, “future work should now turn to

modelling health systems in low- and middle-income countries to aid our understanding of

health system functioning”. Another systematic review of “Health System Modelling”,12 also

found no studies fulfilling the needs they describe, and concludes that there is an

“opportunity to advance modelling methods to further understand the dynamics between

health system inputs and outputs”. The need for the ‘whole health system’ perspective has

also been identified specifically by Verguet et al.13.

Added value of this study

This is the first analysis that meets the need for “Health System Modelling” in a low-income

setting and it accomplishes this using a novel individual-based modelling approach that

spans most of the diseases faced in a population and most of the services delivered by the

healthcare system. The application of the model in Malawi finds that the healthcare system

reduces ill health in the population by about half but the system is severely overburdened.

Interventions that strengthen service delivery and allow earlier healthcare seeking

behaviour by patients could increase the health impact by up to 30%.

Implications of all the available evidence

Planning for healthcare service delivery can now benefit from analytic evaluations of

alternative choices for service delivery and system strengthening interventions, wherein the

real constraints and frailties in the healthcare system are reflected. This has been called for

repeatedly and will provide crucial additional evidence to health policy decision-making and

help raise and marshal resources to increase the beneficial health impact of healthcare

systems.

17

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 4, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.04.24300834doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?enoKBw
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?cGrsSw
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?Xdyf83
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ZGmTuS
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.04.24300834
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


References

1 World Health Organization, Carrin G, James C, Evans D. Achieving universal health
coverage: developing financing system. World Health Organization, 2005
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/340519 (accessed Feb 26, 2023).

2 The World Health Organization,. The world health report. 2000: Health systems: improving
performance. 2000.

3 Africa’s leaders gather to launch new health financing initiative aimed at closing funding
gap and achieving universal health coverage | African Union.
https://au.int/en/pressreleases/20190209/africas-leaders-gather-launch-new-health-finan
cing-initiative-aimed-closing (accessed Feb 26, 2023).

4 Jamison DT, Alwan A, Mock CN, et al. Universal health coverage and intersectoral action for
health: key messages from Disease Control Priorities, 3rd edition. The Lancet 2018; 391:
1108–20.

5 Neumann PJ, Thorat T, Zhong Y, et al. A Systematic Review of Cost-Effectiveness Studies
Reporting Cost-per-DALY Averted. PLOS ONE 2016; 11: e0168512.

6 iDSI. iDSI. https://www.idsihealth.org/ (accessed Feb 26, 2023).
7 Cantelmo CB, Takeuchi M, Stenberg K, et al. Estimating health plan costs with the

OneHealth tool, Cambodia. Bull World Health Organ 2018; 96: 462–70.
8 The OneHealth Tool. https://www.who.int/choice/onehealthtool/en/.
9 Ochalek J, Revill P, Manthalu G, et al. Supporting the development of a health benefits

package in Malawi. BMJ Global Health 2018; 3: e000607.
10 Woods B, Revill P, Sculpher M, Claxton K. Country-Level Cost-Effectiveness

Thresholds: Initial Estimates and the Need for Further Research. Value Health 2016; 19:
929–35.

11 Cassidy R, Singh NS, Schiratti P-R, et al. Mathematical modelling for health systems
research: a systematic review of system dynamics and agent-based models. BMC Health
Services Research 2019; 19: 845.

12 Chang AY, Ogbuoji O, Atun R, Verguet S. Dynamic modeling approaches to
characterize the functioning of health systems: A systematic review of the literature. Social
Science & Medicine 2017; 194: 160–7.

13 Verguet S, Feldhaus I, Jiang Kwete X, et al. Health system modelling research: towards
a whole-health-system perspective for identifying good value for money investments in
health system strengthening. BMJ Glob Health 2019; 4: e001311.

14 The Thanzi La Onse Model. DOI:10.5281/zenodo.10144016.
15 She B. A model representation for health workforce capability and its application in

Malawi. Forthcoming.
16 Berman L, Prust ML, Maungena Mononga A, et al. Using modeling and scenario

analysis to support evidence-based health workforce strategic planning in Malawi. Human
Resources for Health 2022; 20: 34.

17 Mohan S, Mangal TD, Kadewere G, et al. Factors Associated with Consumable
Stock-Outs in Malawi: Evidence from a Facility Census. 2023; published online April 27.
DOI:10.2139/ssrn.4424341.

18 Model Documentation — TLOmodel 0.1.0 documentation.
https://www.tlomodel.org/writeups.html (accessed Feb 26, 2023).

19 Colbourn T. Modelling contraception and pregnancy in Malawi: a Thanzi La Onse
mathematical modelling study. Forthcoming.

20 Collins JH. An individual-based model of maternal and perinatal health and

18

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 4, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.04.24300834doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.04.24300834
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


healthcare utilisation in Malawi. 2023; published online Sept.
21 Ng’ambi W, Mangal T, Phillips A, et al. Factors associated with healthcare seeking

behaviour for children in Malawi: 2016. Tropical Medicine & International Health 2020; 25:
1486–95.

22 Ng’ambi WF, Collins JH, Colbourn T, et al. Socio-demographic factors associated with
early antenatal care visits among pregnant women in Malawi: 2004–2016. PLOS ONE 2022;
17: e0263650.

23 Ng’ambi W, Mangal T, Phillips A, et al. A cross-sectional study on factors associated
with health seeking behaviour of Malawians aged 15+ years in 2016. Malawi Medical
Journal 2020; 32: 205–12.

24 Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation (IHME), Global Burden of Disease
Collaborative Network,. Global Burden of Disease Study 2017 (GBD 2017) Results. 2018.
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/gbd-results-tool (accessed Nov 12, 2019).

25 Vos T, Lim SS, Abbafati C, et al. Global burden of 369 diseases and injuries in 204
countries and territories, 1990–2019: a systematic analysis for the Global Burden of
Disease Study 2019. The Lancet 2020; 396: 1204–22.

26 Ministry of Health,. Malawi Standard Treatment Guidelines (MSTG) Incorporating
Malawi Essential Medicine List (MEML) 2025 [Fifth Edition]. 2015.

27 Python Software Foundation,. Python programming language, version 3.8.
http://www.python.org.

28 pandas-dev/pandas: Pandas. DOI:10.5281/zenodo.10045529.
29 World Health Organization,. WHO methods and data sources for global burden of

disease estimates 2000-2019.
https://cdn.who.int/media/docs/default-source/gho-documents/global-health-estimates/g
he2019_daly-methods.pdf?sfvrsn=31b25009_7 (accessed Oct 9, 2023).

30 Salomon JA, Haagsma JA, Davis A, et al. Disability weights for the Global Burden of
Disease 2013 study. The Lancet Global Health 2015; 3: e712–23.

31 She B. The Changes in Health Service Utilisation in Malawi during the COVID-19
Pandemic. Forthcoming.

32 National Statistical Office,. 2018 Malawi Population and Housing Census Main
Report. 2019
http://www.nsomalawi.mw/images/stories/data_on_line/demography/census_2018/2018
%20Malawi%20Population%20and%20Housing%20Census%20Main%20Report.pdf
(accessed Feb 26, 2023).

33 United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs Population Division,.
World Population Prospects 2019. United Nations Department of Economic and Social
Affairs. (Available from: , last accessed: ).
https://population.un.org/wpp/Download/Standard/Population/ (accessed Nov 12, 2019).

34 Manning Smith R, Cambiano V, Colbourn T, et al. Estimating the health burden of
road traffic injuries in Malawi using an individual-based model. Injury Epidemiology 2022;
9: 21.

35 Mangal TD, Mohan S, Colbourn T, et al. The Effects of Health System Frailties on the
Projected Impact of the HIV and TB Programmes in Malawi. 2023; published online July 17.
DOI:10.2139/ssrn.4508436.

36 Mohan S, Walker S, Sengooba F, et al. Supporting the revision of the health benefits
package in Uganda: A constrained optimisation approach. Health Economics 2023; 32:
1244–55.

19

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 4, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.04.24300834doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.04.24300834
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


37 Tafesse W, Chalkley M. Faith-based provision of sexual and reproductive healthcare in
Malawi. Social Science & Medicine 2021; 282: 113997.

38 Broome J. Weighing Lives. New York: Oxford University Press, 2004.
39 Ross J. Weighing Lives by John Broome. The Philosophical Review 2007; 116: 663–6.
40 Cleary S. Economic evaluation and health systems strengthening: a review of the

literature. Health Policy and Planning 2020; 35: 1413–23.

20

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 4, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.04.24300834doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?QkSolZ
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.04.24300834
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Figure 1: Schematic of model design. The overall model comprises: (i) a representation of how resources (health-care workers, 
consumables and facilities and equipment) combine to generate an effective supply of healthcare services (left-hand side); (ii) a 
representation of the population served by the healthcare system and the needs for healthcare that arise (right-hand side); and (iii) a set of 
policies that govern how resources for healthcare are marshalled to meet these healthcare needs (top). The grey arrow indicates the 
feedback that is incorporated between healthcare that is received (or not received) on the characteristics of the population and patterns of 
healthcare need in the future.
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Figure 2: The burden of diseases in model projections in the period 2015-2019. 
(A & B) The total number of deaths by age-group in the model (blue line with 
shaded 95% uncertainty interval) and in the estimates by the Global Burden of 
Disease (GBD; pink line with shaded uncertainty interval) and World Population 
Prospect (WPP; green line with shaded uncertainty interval) for females (A) and 
males (B). (C & D) The causes of death by five-year age-group in the model (right-
hand bars) and in the estimates by GBD (left-hand bars) for females (C) and males 
(D). Each bar shows the fraction of deaths in that age/sex group that is attributed 
to each cause, and ‘Other’ means causes that are not represented mechanistically 
in this model. (E & F) The DALYS incurred for each cause by five-year age-group in 
the model (right-hand bars) and in the estimates by GBD (left-hand bars) for 
females (E) and males (F). For panels C-F, the colour-coding of the causes is given 
in the legend inset in (F).
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Figure 3: Modelled resource use in the Healthcare System in the period 2015-19. (A) The 
share of `Health System Interaction` (HSI) events that occur in the model healthcare system 
broken down by the service provided (“TREATMENT_ID”). (B) The number of appointments of 
different types that occur for each service provided (TREATMENT_ID; indicated by the colour). 
(C) The “model: data” ratio of the total number of appointments per year of each type in the 
model to an analogous estimate from electronic records in Malawi. 
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Figure 4: The modelled impact of healthcare services in the period 2015-2019. (A & B) Model projection of the disability-adjusted 
life-years (DALYs) averted by all healthcare services in Malawi, by five-year age-group (A) and wealth quintile (B). (C) The effect of 
each type of service (‘TREATMENT_ID’), expressed as the number of DALYs averted (bars) and as a percentage of all the DALYS 
incurred to when all interventions are available (annotations on right-hand side). (D) The difference in number of appointments 
needed when each services is provided. The bars in C & D are ordered from the top by the descending number of DALYS averted by 
that service. Error bars show the 95% uncertainty interval on model estimates.
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Figure 5: The Impact of the Strengthening the 
Healthcare System. The additional DALYs averted 
under each of the healthcare system improvement 
scenarios relative to the DALYs averted by the 
Healthcare System in the Status Quo scenario (per 
Table 1). Error bars show the 95% uncertainty interval 
on model estimates.
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