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2

27 Abstract

28 Smallpox, caused by the variola virus, is one of the most devastating diseases in human history and 

29 was eradicated through global vaccination efforts by 1980. Despite its eradication, the virus remains 

30 in high-security laboratories for research purposes, posing the potential risk of bioterrorism. This 

31 study developed a mathematical model to analyze potential smallpox epidemics by incorporating 

32 factors such as age groups, heterogeneous contact patterns, and various intervention strategies 

33 including contact tracing, ring vaccination, and mass vaccination. The model simulations indicated 

34 that the Republic of Korea’s current plans for negative-pressure isolation beds should suffice under 

35 most scenarios, but extreme worst-case scenarios could overwhelm healthcare capacity. This study 

36 highlights the critical importance of non-pharmaceutical interventions and strategic vaccination 

37 prioritization for controlling outbreaks. These findings provide valuable guidance for public health 

38 officials and policymakers in preparing for potential bioterrorism threats and emerging infectious 

39 diseases. Furthermore, emphasizes the need for comprehensive preparedness and robust response 

40 strategies. The proposed framework applies to smallpox and to other infectious diseases, offering 

41 insights for future outbreak management.
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43 Abbreviations

44 NPIs: Non-pharmaceutical interventions

45 PEP: Post-exposure prophylaxis

46 ROK: Republic of Korea

47 CrI: Credible interval

48 PRCC: Partial Rank Correlation Coefficient
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50 Introduction

51 Smallpox, caused by the variola virus, is one of the most devastating diseases affecting humans(1). 

52 With its origins traced back to ancient civilizations, smallpox has spread across continents. The 

53 disease is characterized by a high fever, severe skin eruptions, and a significant fatality rate 

54 (approximately 30%), making it a formidable threat to populations worldwide.

55 The pioneering findings of Jenner and concerted global efforts, including mass vaccination 

56 campaigns, surveillance, and implementation of ring vaccination strategies, led to the gradual decline 

57 of smallpox cases. Non-pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs), such as disease surveillance, case 

58 finding, and contact tracing, are also crucial for containing the spread of the virus(2). Ring 

59 vaccination involves vaccinating all individuals near a detected case to prevent the spread of the virus. 

60 Additionally, post-exposure prophylaxis (PEP) has been used to vaccinate individuals exposed to the 

61 virus, further preventing outbreaks(3,4). The World Health Organization (WHO) launched an 

62 intensified eradication program in 1967, which culminated in the declaration of smallpox eradication 

63 in 1980.

64 Despite its eradication, the variola virus remains in two high-security laboratories: the Centers for 

65 Disease Control and Prevention in the United States and the State Research Center of Virology and 

66 Biotechnology in Russia(5). The virus is retained for research purposes, including developing new 

67 vaccines and treatments. However, the presence of these viral stocks poses the potential risk of 

68 bioterrorism. Given the lack of widespread immunity in the current global population, the deliberate 

69 release of the smallpox virus could lead to a catastrophic outbreak. Two notable laboratory-related 

70 smallpox incidents underscored the importance of maintaining vigilance. In 1971, the Aral Smallpox 

71 incident in Soviet Russia led to ten infections and three deaths(6). Similarly, in 1978, a laboratory 

72 accident in Birmingham, England resulted in two infections and one death(7).  

73 A notable scenario that underscores the potential threat of smallpox as a bioterrorism agent is Dark 

74 Winter exercises (8). This senior-level bioterrorist attack simulation depicted a covert smallpox attack 

75 in the United States starting in Oklahoma City and rapidly spreading to other states. The exercise 

76 revealed significant gaps in the national emergency response, highlighting the challenges of 
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77 containing the outbreak, managing public panic, and maintaining essential services. Winter’s findings 

78 emphasize the need for robust preparedness plans, including sufficient vaccine stockpiles, effective 

79 communication strategies, and coordinated efforts between public health and security agencies, to 

80 mitigate the impact of such a bioterrorism event.

81 Mathematical models are crucial in understanding and controlling infectious disease outbreaks, 

82 including smallpox, as demonstrated in various studies. Ferguson emphasized the effectiveness of 

83 targeted surveillance and containment interventions such as ring vaccination in controlling smallpox 

84 outbreaks, underscoring the need for a rapid response (9). Meltzer constructed a model to evaluate 

85 quarantine and vaccination interventions after a bioterrorist attack and demonstrated that a 

86 combination of these strategies was effective in halting disease transmission (10). Ohushima 

87 developed a model to predict smallpox outbreaks in Japan, evaluated the control measures, and found 

88 that mass vaccination was more effective than ring vaccination under certain conditions (11). Chun 

89 used epidemic modeling and tabletop exercises to prepare public health officials in the ROK for 

90 potential outbreaks, highlighting the importance of these tools in estimating cases, deaths, and 

91 resource shortages (12). 

92 In this study, we developed a mathematical model to analyze potential smallpox epidemics by 

93 incorporating various realistic factors such as age groups and heterogeneous contact patterns. The 

94 model includes contact tracing, ring vaccination, and mass vaccination strategies and distinguishes 

95 severe cases among infected individuals to discuss the required capacity for severe patients in 

96 emergency scenarios. The insights gained from vaccination prioritization during the COVID-19 

97 pandemic were also analyzed in relation to potential smallpox scenarios. Given the threat of smallpox 

98 as a bioterrorism agent, this study evaluated reactive intervention protocols by simulating various 

99 outbreak scenarios and assessing the effectiveness of NPIs, vaccination strategies, and isolation 

100 facilities. These findings highlight the importance of early detection, rapid response, and strategic 

101 vaccination prioritization. The proposed framework addresses smallpox and offers insights applicable 

102 to other emerging infectious diseases, emphasizing the need for comprehensive preparedness in the 

103 face of potential bioterrorism threats.
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104 Materials and Methods

105 Mathematical modeling of smallpox epidemic 

106 To investigate the transmission dynamics of potential smallpox epidemics, we developed a 

107 susceptible-infectious-recovered-type mathematical model that reflects contact tracing, disease 

108 severity, age group, and ring/mass vaccination. The mathematical model is shown as a flow diagram 

109 in Figure 1. Age groups are denoted by subscript (𝑖) for each variable, and vaccinated individuals are 

110 denoted by superscript (𝑣). In this study, we categorized the population into 16 age groups, each 

111 spanning 5 years, ranging from 0–4 years to 65 years and older in the Republic of Korea (13).

112

113

114

115 Figure 1. Flow diagram of the mathematical model of the smallpox epidemic.

116
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117 In general, Susceptible-Infectious-Recovered type models have the transmission rate, typically 

118 denoted by the symbol 𝛽, which consists of the contact rate per unit time (𝑐) and the probability of 

119 successful disease transmission (𝑝), that is, 𝛽 = 𝑝𝑐. In this study, we distinguished between those 

120 who had contact with infectious hosts but were not infected (𝐶𝑖) and those who were infected after 

121 contact (𝐸𝑖). We also considered both close contact (𝜆𝐴
𝑖 ) and social contact (𝜆𝐵

𝑖 ). Close contacts were 

122 incorporated based on a study by Prem et al.(14). Social contacts were assumed to be four times the 

123 number of contacts, excluding household contacts. The probability of successful disease transmission 

124 through close contact was set to 60%(15). Using this value and the next-generation matrix method, the 

125 basic reproductive number through close contact was calculated to be approximately four (16). 

126 Considering that the recorded basic reproductive number of smallpox is approximately six, the 

127 probability of successful disease transmission through casual contact was set at 10%(17). 

128 To incorporate contact tracing regardless of infection status, we used the symbol (𝑞) to represent the 

129 proportion of contact-traced individuals. Those who were traced after contact and those who were not 

130 traced were distinguished using a tilde symbol (~). Here, casual contact was not traced. The infection 

131 transmission periods for traced and non-traced individuals were set based on the time from symptom 

132 onset to isolation during the COVID-19 pandemic in the ROK (18). We assumed that contact-traced 

133 individuals would be hospitalized/isolated relatively quickly (within 2.3 days, 1/𝛼) after symptom 

134 onset, while non-traced individuals would be isolated after 6.8 days (1/𝛼), considering the time to the 

135 appearance of definitive smallpox symptoms (lesions)(19). The severity rate in the model (𝑧𝑖) was set 

136 to twice the infection fatality ratio. Thus, in the model simulations, half of the severe patients died, 

137 whereas there were no deaths among non-severe patients.

138 Vaccination was applied in two forms in the model: mass vaccination (𝜇𝑚) and ring vaccination (𝜇𝑟). 

139 Ring vaccination was prioritized and administered after case isolation but not in those who had 

140 already developed symptoms. Patients exposed to the infection either recovered or continued to show 

141 symptoms depending on the effectiveness of PEP (𝑒𝑃𝐸𝑃). Even those who did not directly receive the 

142 effects of PEP experienced a reduction in severity/fatality rates due to partial effects. Mass 

143 vaccination was administered to the entire population outside the ring vaccination targets, and those 
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144 who had already been vaccinated were not revaccinated even if they were contact-traced. Those who 

145 were isolated without infection or ring vaccination were discharged 19 days (1/𝑙) after isolation(20).

146 In response to the smallpox epidemic, we assumed that vaccinating 40 million people (approximately 

147 80% of the population) would be necessary to achieve herd immunity. Vaccination can be slow 

148 initially owing to the lack of available personnel who are educated and vaccinated. In the ROK, there 

149 was a small-scale vaccination for healthcare workers during the global Mpox outbreak in 2022 in 

150 response to the domestic influx (21). These individuals would be the first to start vaccination during a 

151 smallpox epidemic and could vaccinate other healthcare workers and target populations. Thus, we 

152 assumed the daily vaccination capacity follows a logistic growth model, considering the maximum 

153 daily vaccination capacity during the COVID-19 pandemic, set at 1 million (𝜇𝑢𝑏). The vaccination 

154 process started with 1,000 vaccinations per day, with a logistic growth rate (𝑟𝑣) of 0.1, and all 40 

155 million people were vaccinated after 110 days.

156 The model is formulated using ordinary differential equations as follows: 

157
𝑑𝑆𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = ― (𝜆𝐴
𝑖 + 𝜆𝐵

𝑖 )𝑆𝑖 ― 𝜇𝑚(𝑆) ,  
𝑑𝑆𝑣

𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝜇𝑚(𝑆) + 𝜇𝑚(𝐶𝑖) + 𝜇𝑟(𝑄𝑠
𝑖 ) + 𝑙𝑄𝑠𝑣

𝑖 ― (𝜆𝐴
𝑖 + 𝜆𝐵

𝑖 )𝑆𝑣
𝑖 ,

158
𝑑𝐶𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = (1 ― 𝑝𝐴)(1 ― 𝑞)𝜆𝐴
𝑖 (𝑆𝑖 + 𝐶𝑖) + (1 ― 𝑝𝐵)𝜆𝐵

𝑖 (𝑆𝑖 + 𝐶𝑖) ― (𝜆𝐴
𝑖 + 𝜆𝐵

𝑖 )𝐶𝑖 ― 𝜇𝑚(𝐶𝑖),

159
𝑑𝐶𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = (1 ― 𝑝𝐴)𝑞𝜆𝐴
𝑖 (𝑆𝑖 + 𝐶𝑖) + (1 ― 𝑝𝐴)𝜆𝐴

𝑖 𝐶𝑖 + (1 ― 𝑝𝐵)𝜆𝐵
𝑖 𝐶𝑖 ― (𝜆𝐴

𝑖 + 𝜆𝐵
𝑖 )𝐶𝑖 ― 𝜎𝐶𝑖 ,

160
𝑑𝐶𝑣

𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = (1 ― 𝑝𝐴
𝑣)(1 ― 𝑞)𝜆𝐴

𝑖 (𝑆𝑣
𝑖 + 𝐶𝑣

𝑖 ) + (1 ― 𝑝𝐵
𝑣)𝜆𝐵

𝑖 (𝑆𝑣
𝑖 + 𝐶𝑣

𝑖 ) ― (𝜆𝐴
𝑖 + 𝜆𝐵

𝑖 )𝐶𝑣
𝑖 ,

161
𝑑𝐶𝑣

𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = (1 ― 𝑝𝐴
𝑣)𝑞𝜆𝐴

𝑖 (𝑆𝑣
𝑖 + 𝐶𝑣

𝑖 ) + (1 ― 𝑝𝐴
𝑣)𝜆𝐴

𝑖 𝐶𝑣
𝑖 + (1 ― 𝑝𝐵

𝑣)𝜆𝐵
𝑖 𝐶𝑣

𝑖 ― (𝜆𝐴
𝑖 + 𝜆𝐵

𝑖 )𝐶𝑣
𝑖 ― 𝜎𝐶𝑣

𝑖 ,

162
𝑑𝐸𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝑝𝐴(1 ― 𝑞)𝜆𝐴
𝑖 (𝑆𝑖 + 𝐶𝑖) + 𝑝𝐵𝜆𝐵

𝑖 (𝑆𝑖 + 𝐶𝑖) ― 𝜅𝐸𝑖 ― 𝜇𝑚(𝐸𝑖),

163
𝑑𝐸𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝑝𝐴𝑞𝜆𝐴
𝑖 (𝑆𝑖 + 𝐶𝑖) + 𝑝𝐴𝜆𝐴

𝑖 𝐶𝑖 + 𝑝𝐵𝜆𝐵
𝑖 𝐶𝑖 ― 𝜅𝐸𝑖 ― 𝜎𝐸𝑖 ,

164
𝑑𝐸𝑣

𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = (1 ― 𝑒𝑝𝑒𝑝)𝜇𝑚(𝐸𝑖) + 𝑝𝐴
𝑣(1 ― 𝑞)𝜆𝐴

𝑖 (𝑆𝑣
𝑖 + 𝐶𝑣

𝑖 ) + 𝑝𝐵
𝑣𝜆𝐵

𝑖 (𝑆𝑣
𝑖 + 𝐶𝑣

𝑖 ) ― 𝜅𝐸𝑣
𝑖 ,
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165
𝑑𝐸𝑣

𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝑝𝐴
𝑣𝑞𝜆𝐴

𝑖 (𝑆𝑣
𝑖 + 𝐶𝑣

𝑖 ) + 𝑝𝐴
𝑣𝜆𝐴

𝑖 𝐶𝑣
𝑖 + 𝑝𝐵

𝑣𝜆𝐵
𝑖 𝐶𝑣

𝑖 ― 𝜅𝐸𝑣
𝑖 ― 𝜎𝐸𝑣

𝑖  ,

166
𝑑𝐼𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝜅𝐸𝑖 ― 𝛼𝐼𝑖 ,  
𝑑𝐼𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝜅𝐸𝑖 ― 𝛼𝐼𝑖 ,

167
𝑑𝐼𝑣

𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝜅𝐸𝑣
𝑖 ― 𝛼𝐼𝑣

𝑖  ,  
𝑑𝐼𝑣

𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝜅𝐸𝑣
𝑖 ― 𝛼𝐼𝑣

𝑖  ,

168
𝑑𝑄𝑠

𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝜎𝐶𝑖 ― 𝜇𝑟(𝑄𝑠
𝑖 ),  

𝑑𝑄𝑠𝑣
𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝜎𝐶𝑣
𝑖 ― 𝑙𝑄𝑠𝑣

𝑖 ,  
𝑑𝑄𝑒

𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝜎𝐸𝑖 ― 𝜇𝑟(𝑄𝑒
𝑖 ),

169
𝑑𝑄𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = (1 ― 𝑧𝑖)(𝛼𝐼𝑖 + 𝛼𝐼𝑖) ― 𝛾𝑄𝑄𝑖,

170   
𝑑𝑄𝑣

𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = (1 ― 𝑧𝑣
𝑖 )((1 ― 𝑒𝑃𝐸𝑃)𝜇𝑟(𝑄𝑒

𝑖 ) + 𝛼𝐼𝑣
𝑖 + 𝛼𝐼𝑣

𝑖 + 𝜎𝐸𝑣
𝑖 ) ― 𝛾𝑄𝑄𝑣

𝑖 ,

171
𝑑𝐻𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝑧𝑖(𝛼𝐼𝑖 + 𝛼𝐼𝑖) ― 𝛾𝐻𝐻𝑖,

172
𝑑𝐻𝑣

𝑖

𝑑𝑡 = 𝑧𝑣
𝑖 ((1 ― 𝑒𝑃𝐸𝑃)𝜇𝑟(𝑄𝑒

𝑖 ) + 𝛼𝐼𝑣
𝑖 + 𝛼𝐼𝑣

𝑖 + 𝜎𝐸𝑣
𝑖 ) ― 𝛾𝐻𝐻𝑣

𝑖 ,

173
𝑑𝑅
𝑑𝑡 = 𝑒𝑃𝐸𝑃(𝜇𝑚(𝐸𝑖) + 𝜇𝑟(𝑄𝑒

𝑖 )) + 𝛾𝑄(𝑄𝑖 + 𝑄𝑣
𝑖 ) + (1 ― 𝑓)𝛾𝐻(𝐻𝑖 + 𝐻𝑣

𝑖 ),

174 𝜆𝐴
𝑖 =

𝑗

𝑐𝐴
𝑖𝑗(𝐼𝑗 + 𝐼𝑣

𝑗 + 𝐼𝑗 + 𝐼𝑣
𝑗 )

𝑁 ,  𝜆𝐵
𝑖 =

𝑗

𝑐𝐵
𝑖𝑗(𝐼𝑗 + 𝐼𝑣

𝑗 + 𝐼𝑗 + 𝐼𝑣
𝑗 )

𝑁 ,

175 𝑁 =
𝑖

𝑆𝑖 + 𝑆𝑣
𝑖 + 𝐶𝑖 + 𝐶𝑖 + 𝐶𝑣

𝑖 + 𝐶𝑣
𝑖 + 𝐸𝑖 + 𝐸𝑖 + 𝐸𝑣

𝑖 + 𝐸𝑣
𝑖 + 𝐼𝑖 + 𝐼𝑖 + 𝐼𝑣

𝑖 + 𝐼𝑣
𝑖 + 𝑅𝑖  ,

176 𝜇(𝑡) =
𝜇𝑢𝑏

1 + exp( ― 𝑟𝑣(𝑡 ― 𝑡0))  ,

177 𝜇∗
𝑟 = min (𝜇(𝑡),

𝑖
𝑄𝑠

𝑖 + 𝑄𝑒
𝑖 ) ,

178 𝜇𝑟(𝑋) = 𝜇∗
𝑟

𝑋
∑

𝑖 𝑄𝑠
𝑖 + 𝑄𝑒

𝑖
 ,

179 𝜇𝑚(𝑋) = (𝜇(𝑡) ― 𝜇∗
𝑟) 𝑋

∑
𝑖 𝑆𝑖 + 𝐶𝑖 + 𝐸𝑖

  .

180 The model parameters are listed in Table 1. As experienced during the COVID-19 pandemic, the scale 

181 of the potential outbreaks remains uncertain. To reflect this, model simulations were conducted as a 
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182 stochastic process using the Tau-leaping method. We ran 1000 simulations for each model setting. As 

183 an initial condition for the model simulation, all population groups were assumed to be in a 

184 susceptible state. The number of exposed hosts was set to 100 and proportionally distributed 

185 according to the population ratio of each group. Table 2 lists the population numbers in each group.

186
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187 Table 1. Model parameters

188

Symbol Description Value Reference

1/𝛼 Infectious period of contact-unidentified hosts 6.8 days (18,19)

1/𝛼 Infectious period of contact-identified hosts 2.3 days (18)

𝑝𝐴
Probability of successful disease transmission per close 

contact
0.6 (15,16,18)

𝑝𝐵
Probability of successful disease transmission per casual 

contact
0.1 (15,16,18)

𝑞 Contact-identification ratio 0.8 Assumed

1/𝑙 Isolation duration of uninfected case 19 days (20)

1/𝜎 Contact tracing duration 2 days Assumed

1/𝜅 Incubation period 12 days (22)

1/𝛾𝑄 Isolation duration of non-severe case 28 days (22)

1/𝛾𝐻
Duration from hospitalization to recovery (or death) of 

severe case
13 days (1)

𝑧𝑖 Age dependent severity rate

0.83 (1)

0.47 (2,3)

0.61 (4,5)

0.59 (6-10)

0.64 (11-16)

(23)

𝑓 Fatality rate of severe case 0.5
Assumed, 

(1)

𝑒 Preventive vaccine effectiveness against infection 0.78 (24)

𝑒𝐻 Vaccine effectiveness against severity 0.97 (24)

𝑒𝑝𝑒𝑝
Post-exposure prophylaxis vaccine effectiveness against 

infection
0.5 (25)
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189 Table 2. Population size by age group

Age group Age range Population size

1 0-4 years 1455094 

2 5-9 years 2151118 

3 10-14 years 2368657 

4 15-19 years 2330189 

5 20-24 years 3011576 

6 25-29 years 3501534 

7 30-34 years 3278501 

8 35-39 years 3362054 

9 40-44 years 4047017 

10 45-49 years 4075006 

11 50-54 years 4543049 

12 55-59 years 4102783 

13 60-64 years 4185467 

14 65-69 years 3118100 

15 70-74 years 2192898 

16 Age over 75 years 3835398 

190

 . 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 November 23, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.22.24317777doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.22.24317777
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


13

191 Baseline model simulation scenario

192 The simulation time was set as 365 days. The baseline model simulation scenario consisted of three 

193 phases following the initial exposure:

194 ▸ Pre-declaration (Phase 1): This phase represents the period during which the occurrence of the 

195 outbreak has not yet been recognized. No NPIs or vaccination measures were in place during 

196 this phase, which lasted for 28 days after the initial exposure. This is the worst-case scenario, 

197 set at a realistic level, considering the incubation period, initial symptoms, and occurrence of 

198 rashes.

199 ▸ Post-declaration (Phase 2): This phase begins when the outbreak is first recognized, and 

200 contact tracing and social distancing (NPIs) are implemented. However, vaccination is not yet 

201 feasible because of the time required for preparation, e.g., training for medical personnel. This 

202 phase lasted for three days. It was assumed that social distancing would reduce the total 

203 contact rate by 60%.

204 ▸ Post-vaccination (Phase 3): This phase marks the beginning of vaccination. Vaccination 

205 continued until 40 million people had been vaccinated. This phase lasted for 334 days. 

206 Vaccination was administered simultaneously to all age groups, and the amount of vaccines 

207 administered was proportional to the population of each group; that is, there was no vaccine 

208 prioritization.

209

210 Scenarios considering vaccine prioritization

211 Vaccination was not prioritized in the baseline scenario considered in this study. However, as 

212 experienced by most countries during the COVID-19 pandemic, prioritizing vaccination may be a 

213 more realistic approach. We defined four criteria for the prioritization scenarios: ascending age, 

214 descending age, prioritizing age groups with higher transmission risk, and prioritizing age groups with 

215 higher severity/death risk. The age groups with higher transmission risk were calculated based on the 

216 contact rate and the probability of successful disease transmission, and the order was as follows: age 

217 groups 4 (15-19 year), 3 (10-14 year), 9 (40-44 year), 8 (35-39 year), 7 (30-34 year), 6 (25-29 year), 
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218 10 (45-49 year), 11 (50-54 year), 5 (20-24 year), 2 (5-9 year), 12 (55-59 year), 13 (60-64 year), 1 (0-4 

219 year), 14 (65-69 year), 15 (70-74 year), 16 (75+ year).
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220 Results

221 Baseline scenario simulation

222 Figure 2 shows the model simulation results for the confirmed cases (transition from infectious to 

223 isolated) and isolated patients. The curves represent the mean values of the model simulations, and 

224 shaded areas indicate the 95% credible interval (CrI). The red graph shows the daily confirmed cases, 

225 whereas the blue curves represent isolated patients. Among the blue curves, the solid and dashed lines 

226 indicate patients with non-severe and severe patients.

227 Daily confirmed cases increased sharply (mean 1167, maximum 1602 in 95% CrI) owing to contact 

228 tracing implemented at the initial outbreak recognition, and then decreased, followed by a gradual 

229 increase, and finally decreased again owing to herd immunity from vaccination. The number of non-

230 severe patients reached a mean of 3750 (maximum 5422 in 95% CrI) after 114 days of spread, 

231 whereas that of severe patients reached a mean of 1235 (maximum 1838 in 95% CrI) after 99 days of 

232 exposure.

233

234

235

236 Figure 2. Baseline scenario simulation results. Curves indicate mean simulation results and shaded 

237 areas indicate the 95% credible interval.

238

239
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240 The confirmed cases and deaths observed in the simulation runs are presented in Figure 3 using box-

241 and-whisker plots. Panels A and B show the confirmed cases, and panels C and D show the number of 

242 deaths. The total number of confirmed cases was 36600 (95% CrI [24253, 51500]) and the total 

243 number of deaths was 5345 (95% CrI [3472, 7545]). Age group 9 (40–44 years) had the highest 

244 number of confirmed cases, with a mean of 4241 (95% CrI [2846, 5969]). Group 11 (50–54 years) 

245 had the highest number of deaths, with a mean age of 677 years (95% CrI [447, 936]). The age group 

246 0–4 years had the lowest number of confirmed cases (mean 361, 95% CrI 237, 513]) and deaths 

247 (mean 68, 95% CrI [41, 101]).

248 In addition to the baseline scenario, the results for different initial numbers and logistic growth rates 

249 for vaccinations and the varying effects of social distancing on contact reduction are listed in Tables 

250 3–5.

251
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252

253 Figure 3. Outbreak outcomes from the baseline scenario simulations: Distribution of the number of 

254 confirmed cases by age (A) and total (B), deaths by age (C) and total (D).

255
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256 Table 3. Mean and 95% CrI of outbreak outcomes with a 50% reduction in contacts due to social 

257 distancing.

Initial 

vaccination 

number

Growth rate Confirmed cases Deaths Peak severe 

patients

0.05 260458 [170462, 

354688]

34255 [22388, 

46734]

7608 [4983, 

10423]

0.1 (baseline) 90947 [60018, 

127048]

11890 [7842, 

16516]

3182 [2080, 

4452]

1000

(baseline)

0.5 29323 [19519, 

40916]

3816 [2588, 

5298]
1369 [909, 1915]

0.05 144457 [94173, 

199367]

19008 [12540, 

25960]

4411 [2875, 

6109]

0.1 (baseline) 64585 [41862, 

90666]

8451 [5588, 

11793]

2381 [1562, 

3349]

5000

0.5 26828 [17542, 

37368]

3491 [2316, 

4847]
1282 [849, 1796]

0.05 111421 [73076, 

157301]

14671 [9640, 

20653]

3507 [2303, 

4973]

0.1 (baseline) 56267 [38326, 

76475]

7358 [5030, 

9959]

2135 [1458, 

2922]

10000

0.5 26075 [17039, 

37098]

3391 [2269, 

4682]
1261 [819, 1759]

258
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260 Table 4. Mean and 95% CrI of outbreak outcomes with a 60% reduction in contacts due to social 

261 distancing.

Initial 

vaccination 

number

Growth rate Confirmed cases Deaths Peak severe 

patients

0.05 60356 [40271, 

84492]

8894 [5950, 

12436]
1475 [985, 2094]

0.1 (baseline) 36886 [24398, 

51467]

5391 [3581, 

7513]
1281 [838, 1786]

1000

(baseline)

0.5 18611 [12524, 

25865]

2676 [1827, 

3706]
1048 [707, 1455]

0.05 46071 [30001, 

63246]

6784 [4461, 

9343]
1318 [848, 1808]

0.1 (baseline) 30803 [20538, 

42278]

4495 [2996, 

6173]
1208 [797, 1682]

5000

0.5 17614 [11806, 

24104]

2530 [1713, 

3410]
1028 [691, 1411]

0.05 40645 [26835, 

56652]

5981 [3918, 

8371]
1261 [827, 1787]

0.1 (baseline) 28100 [19317, 

39537]

4098 [2792, 

5702]
1168 [790, 1642]

10000

0.5 17103 [11403, 

23652]

2457 [1669, 

3365]
1012 [684, 1404]

262

263
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264 Table 5. Mean and 95% CrI of outbreak outcomes with a 70% reduction in contacts due to social 

265 distancing.

Initial 

vaccination 

number

Growth rate Confirmed cases Deaths Peak severe 

patients

0.05 20749 [13713, 

29494]

3370 [2225, 

4805]
894 [602, 1256]

0.1 (baseline) 17565 [11933, 

23971]

2851 [1947, 

3852]
881 [605, 1186]

1000

(baseline)

0.5 12510 [8588, 

17000]

1985 [1358, 

2681]
890 [611, 1224]

0.05 19069 [13225, 

26800]

3101 [2105, 

4343]
891 [625, 1237]

0.1 (baseline) 16446 [11093, 

22420]

2663 [1853, 

3608]
893 [596, 1228]

5000

0.5 12006 [8172, 

16475]

1898 [1321, 

2584]
884 [598, 1215]

0.05 18288 [12598, 

25139]

2975 [2042, 

4084]
891 [625, 1210]

0.1 (baseline) 15724 [11007, 

21809]

2545 [1781, 

3533]
889 [609, 1224]

10000

0.5 11900 [8028, 

16371]

1879 [1285, 

2577]
890 [596, 1228]

266

267
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268 Figure 4 shows the distribution of hosts who had contact with infected individuals at outbreak 

269 recognition 28 days after initial exposure. The average numbers of hosts who had contact (whether 

270 they were infected or not), hosts during the incubation period, and hosts in the contagious stage were 

271 5618 (95% CrI [3786, 7776]), 3401 (95% CrI [2288, 4706]), and 926 (95% CrI [623, 1275]), 

272 respectively.

273

274

275

276 Figure 4. Distribution of the number of hosts who had hazardous contact until the outbreak 

277 recognition in different stages.

278
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279 Figure 5 shows the mean daily vaccination number (panel A), the distribution of administered ring 

280 vaccinations in the simulation runs (panel B), and the ring vaccination period (panel C). In this study, 

281 the ring vaccination period was considered the point at which the mass vaccination exceeded the 

282 amount of ring vaccination. The average number of ring vaccinations administered was 28750 (95% 

283 CrI [19145,40218]), and the vaccination period lasted an average of 5.53 days (95% CrI [3.5, 8]).

284

285

286

287 Figure 5. Vaccination number in the baseline scenario simulations: Mean daily vaccination number 

288 (A), distribution of administered ring vaccination, and period (B,C).

289

290
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291 Impact of vaccine prioritization

292 The simulation results, including the baseline scenario and scenarios with vaccine prioritization, are 

293 shown in Figure 6. Panels A and B show the daily numbers of confirmed and severe cases, 

294 respectively. Compared with the baseline scenario, prioritizing vaccination for age groups with a 

295 higher transmission risk (purple) showed a decrease, whereas prioritizing vaccination for older age 

296 groups (yellow) showed a significant increase. Table 5 lists the odds ratios for cumulative confirmed 

297 cases, deaths, and the peak number of severe patients compared to the baseline scenario. When 

298 prioritization based on transmissibility was applied, the odds ratios for all metrics were below one, 

299 within the confidence interval. Conversely, when prioritization based on descending age was applied, 

300 the odds ratios for all metrics exceeded one.

301

302

303

304 Figure 6. Simulation results considering vaccine prioritization: Daily confirmed cases (A), 

305 administered to severe patients (B).

306
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307 Table 6. Odds ratios and confidence intervals for scenarios considering vaccine prioritization 

308 compared to the baseline scenario.

Vaccine prioritization Confirmed cases Deaths Peak number of 

administered patients

Ascending age 0.97, [0.95 0.98] 0.98, [0.96 0.99] 1.02, [1.00 1.03]

Descending age 1.07, [1.06 1.09] 1.08, [1.06 1.09] 1.04, [1.02 1.06]

Transmissibility 0.89, [0.87 0.90] 0.90, [0.89 0.92] 0.96, [0.94 0.97]

Fatality 1.03, [1.02 1.05] 1.03, [1.01 1.05] 1.00, [0.98 1.01]

309

310
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311 Sensitivity analysis

312 To address the inherent uncertainties in these values and conduct a comprehensive sensitivity analysis 

313 of the model outcomes, we measured the partial rank correlation coefficient (PRCC) values using 

314 Latin hypercube sampling. PRCC is a statistical measure used to determine the strength and direction 

315 of the relationship between two variables while controlling for the effects of other variables. In 

316 sensitivity analysis, it is particularly useful to identify the parameters that have the most significant 

317 impact on the output of a model. A detailed description of this method is provided in reference (26). 

318 We considered the following model inputs: outbreak recognition timing, impact of social distancing 

319 on contact number, infectious period of traced and non-traced cases, contact identification ratio, and 

320 logistic growth rate of the daily vaccination number. The model outputs were set as the cumulative 

321 confirmed cases and deaths, and the peak number of administered severe patients.

322 Figure 7 shows the measured absolute values of PRCC over time. The colors in the graph represent 

323 the model inputs. Solid curves indicate the values for cumulative confirmed cases, whereas solid 

324 curves indicate the values for cumulative deaths. The order of the absolute PRCC values for the model 

325 inputs was the same regardless of whether the model output was cumulative confirmed cases or 

326 deaths. Based on the final absolute PRCC values, the timing of outbreak recognition had the highest 

327 value, with 0.90 for cumulative confirmed cases and deaths. The contact identification ratio initially 

328 had a relatively high absolute PRCC (0.29) for cumulative confirmed cases but decreased to 0.01, 

329 resulting in the lowest PRCC. Table 7 lists the ranges of PRCC values. In contrast to Figure 7, the 

330 absolute value of the PRCC for the growth rate of daily vaccination was the second smallest when the 

331 considered model output peaked for severe patients. Additionally, outbreak recognition timing had the 

332 highest absolute PRCC.

333

334

335 Figure 7. Absolute value of PRCC over time. Solid lines represent the value for cumulative confirmed 

336 cases, while dashed lines represent the value for cumulative deaths.

337
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338 Table 7. The final value and range of PRCC of model inputs considering different model outputs. 

339 There is no range if the target model output is the peak number of severe patients as there is a one-

340 time point of it.

Model outputModel input

Cumulative confirmed 

cases

Cumulative deaths Peak severe 

patients

Outbreak recognition 

timing

0.90 [0, 0.93] 0.90 [-0.19, 0.93] 0.88

Impact of social 

distancing

-0.93 [-0.93, 0.01] -0.91 [-0.91, 0] -0.85

Isolation rate for traced 

cases

-0.28 [-0.28, 0] -0.32 [-0.32, 0.04] -0.27

Isolation rate for non-

traced cases

-0.89 [-0.89, -0.26] -0.88 [-0.88, 0.2] -0.81

Contact-identification 

ratio

-0.01 [-0.29, -0.01] -0.01 [-0.01, 0.01] -0.02

Growth rate of the daily 

vaccination

-0.31 [-0.31, 0] -0.33 [-0.33, 0] -0.16

341

 . 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 November 23, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.22.24317777doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.22.24317777
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


27

342 Discussion

343 The model simulation showed a rapid increase in confirmed cases upon initial detection, followed by 

344 a gradual increase in the number of severely ill patients. By 2024, the ROK plans to expand the 

345 number of negative-pressure isolation beds to 3500 to respond to emerging infectious diseases(27). 

346 According to the baseline scenario results, even in the worst case within the 95% CrI, the peak 

347 administered to severely ill patients was 1800 (Figure 2), indicating that the current plan should 

348 prevent a shortage of beds. However, in an extreme worst-case scenario, where the vaccination rate is 

349 low and the impact of social distancing is weak (upper row in Table 3), the number of administered 

350 severe cases could reach up to 7600, posing a significant risk. However, if the effectiveness of social 

351 distancing reaches at least 0.6, dangerous situations are avoided. Therefore, the results suggest that a 

352 minimum level of NPIs required during a smallpox outbreak. This level was measured to be near the 

353 level of social distancing stage 2 in previous COVID-19 studies and is not an unrealistic measure in a 

354 bioterrorism situation where nationwide interventions would be stricter.

355 The parameter sensitivity analysis results provided additional support for the basic model simulation 

356 outcomes. The analysis revealed that both deaths and confirmed cases were highly sensitive to 

357 recognition timing, impact of social distancing, and isolation rate for non-traced cases (Figure 7 and 

358 Table 7). This underscores the significant role of NPIs in achieving herd immunity through 

359 vaccination.

360 The distribution of hosts with contagious contacts at the initial outbreak recognition (Figure 4) 

361 represents the minimum number of ring vaccination targets that need to be considered immediately. 

362 Considering the additional real-time increase in the number of contacts and exposed individuals, the 

363 distribution shown in Figure 5 indicates the overall scope of the ring vaccination plan. Although these 

364 individuals represented a small proportion (approximately 0.1%) of the total vaccination scale, ring 

365 vaccination was primarily conducted during the first week of the initial vaccination period. Our 

366 findings serve as a basis for determining the operation and number of distribution points during this 

367 period.

368 Determining vaccine priorities is challenging because of various social, economic, and ethical issues. 
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369 Similar problems have been encountered during the COVID-19 pandemic. Prioritizing vaccination for 

370 the elderly, who have higher severity/fatality rates, was the best strategy for minimizing deaths when 

371 social distancing measures were in place to reduce the effective reproduction number to 

372 approximately one (28,29). However, if the effective reproduction number increases, prioritizing the 

373 elderly would be less effective than vaccinating younger adults in minimizing deaths. The study was 

374 based on the original strain of COVID-19, which had a basic reproductive number of approximately 

375 three, roughly half of that of smallpox. This implies that strong NPIs can effectively suppress the 

376 spread. Conversely, for smallpox, for which moderate levels of NPIs were not sufficient to control the 

377 spread, prioritizing vaccination for groups with higher transmission rates was more effective in 

378 reducing deaths. Prioritizing the elderly yielded the least favorable results. If the vaccination history 

379 of the elderly, which was not considered in this study, were accounted for, they would likely have a 

380 relatively lower severity/fatality rate compared to other age groups, further diminishing the 

381 effectiveness of the first vaccination strategy.

382 The limitations of this study are as follows. For social contacts, we only used estimates based on close 

383 contacts. Age-specific severity rates were derived from data that included both vaccinated and 

384 unvaccinated individuals, which may differ from the actual values. We did consider the smallpox 

385 vaccinations administered in the ROK until the early 1970s and rather assumed that all population 

386 groups were susceptible. However, despite the lack of vaccine effectiveness against infection, the 

387 elderly might have a lower severe/fatality rate than other age groups due to their vaccination history. 

388 Finally, although the smallpox vaccine can have significant side effects, we did not incorporate these 

389 side effects into our model. This was because vaccination coverage was fixed. Future studies will 

390 focus on analyzing optimal vaccination strategies, taking into account side effects, spatial 

391 heterogeneity, and regional lockdowns.
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392 Conclusion

393 Based on the findings of this study and considering realistic intervention scenarios and outbreak 

394 situations, we propose an appropriate number of isolation facilities for severely ill patients and the 

395 necessary level of initial social distancing. Various simulations have highlighted the critical 

396 importance of early detection and rapid responses to mitigate the impact of smallpox outbreaks. These 

397 results underscore the need for robust preparedness plans that include vaccination and NPIs.

398 Our study emphasizes the importance of strategic vaccination prioritization and the role of NPIs in 

399 controlling outbreaks. The insights gained from this study provide valuable guidance to public health 

400 officials and policymakers in preparing for and responding to potential bioterrorism threats and 

401 emerging infectious diseases. The critical importance of early detection, rapid response, and 

402 comprehensive preparedness cannot be overstated when safeguarding public health.

403 The overall framework of this study applies to smallpox and other emerging infectious diseases that 

404 may spread to humans in the future. By incorporating parameters similar to those applied in this 

405 study, response strategy scenarios can be developed for diseases that can be controlled using currently 

406 available vaccines. Conversely, for novel diseases with significant time requirements for vaccine 

407 development, this framework can be adapted to simulate the post-declaration phase responses.

408
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