




Figure 1: Model timeline. Our model relies on a n-day window for regression, beginning 13/03 with
recent observed data. The model predicts two weeks into the future from the time of writing.

Figure 2: Regional demographics and expected critical care demand per case of COVID-19 stratified by
region, each compared to ICU bed capacity per 100,000 people. Population is divided into age categories,
and percentage of cases requiring ICU is divided into expected percentage of survivors and non-survivors.
The numerical data can be seen in Table 1.

small case numbers in some regions.

Using early data from Verity et al. 2020 [9]

(reproduced in Table 1), we estimate the ICU

mortality and ICU admission rate per case by

standardising to the local population in each NHS

commissioning region in England (see Figure 2,

obtained from the Clinical Commissioning Group

population estimates for mid-2018 [10]). We ad-

just by age and sex, which have both been shown

to strongly correlate with mortality [9]. There

is a higher male:female ratio in China than in

England, so we use data from the 2017 Chinese

census [11] to adjust for this under the assump-

tion that the added risk of being male holds on a

univariate basis. We use the ICU admission rate

estimates to obtain ICU admissions from the case

predictions in each region.

As new diagnoses have a delay to arrival in the
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Region Mortality (%) Require ICU (%) No. Beds

East of England 1.27 2.62 337

London 0.82 1.70 1019

Midlands 1.22 2.52 680

North East and Yorkshire 1.24 2.56 622

North West 1.19 2.46 643

South East 1.27 2.63 523

South West 1.41 2.92 303

Table 1: Mortality and Critical Care Needs due to COVID-19 in England stratified by region along with
ICU capacity (Data Sources: [6, 7]).

ICU, we model this with a normal distribution

(µ = 2, � = 3.5). We take this figure from mul-

tiple early reports from China [12, 13, 14, 15],

which indicate a consistent pattern of disease

progression, with hospital admission occurring

around day 8, acute respiratory distress syn-

drome (ARDS) on day 9, and admission to the

ICU for mechanical ventilation on day 10. We

assume cases to be diagnosed around the time of

hospital admission (day 8), since the criteria for

testing in the UK would typically warrant hos-

pitalisation [16].

Predicting bed occupancy also requires estim-

ates of the length of stay for patients admitted

to the ICU. The most up-to-date information in-

dicates a median length of stay of approximately

8 days, with a wide interquartile range and pos-

itive skew [13, 14]. We model this with a gamma

distribution (↵ = 8,� = 1).

We use a Monte Carlo simulation with 100

samples to link the expected daily incidence dis-

tribution to the expected excess ICU bed occu-

pancy due to COVID-19. This involves sampling

from the daily incidence model, as well as the

delay and length of stay distributions to obtain

bed occupancy along with uncertainty estimates.

We represent bed occupancy as a percentage of

the total number of ICU beds in the commis-

sioning region based on data from a snapshot in

December 2019 [7].

Results

Figure 3 shows the expected number of new

COVID-19 patients per day assuming the cur-

rent exponential trend in England. We note

that all R2 values are above 0.9, implying that

case growth in England is fit well by a linear

model in log-space. In London, the R2 value for

the fit is particularly high and the 95% confid-

ence interval is tight, demonstrating this region

is likely to already be in a period of exponential

growth of new cases. The fit is less reliable in

the North East and Yorkshire, a region where we

have separately confirmed the trend of observed

new cases to have the weakest correlation with

the other regions. The log-linear fit produces a

strong R2 value in populous areas outside Lon-

don (e.g. Midlands), strengthening the argument

for exponential growth in areas where the virus

has gained a foothold. Irrespective of how many

of these cases translate into ICU patients, even

the lower confidence bounds indicate more than

1,500 cases in all NHS commissioning regions in

England within two weeks of writing.

Figure 4 shows the projected additional ICU

occupancy due to COVID-19 from our model

over a 14-day horizon for each of the NHS com-

missioning regions as a percentage of total ICU

beds. Note that the confidence intervals here are

tighter than the case projections because ICU oc-

cupancy is a function of the past cases, and we

have greater confidence in predicting the imme-

diate future.

All source code has been made available at

https://github.com/ariercole/Cambridge_

COVID-19_ICU [17]. In addition to our ana-

lysis and open-source code, an interact-

ive model with current data is available at

http://covid19icu.cl.cam.ac.uk. As docu-
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Figure 3: Projected cumulative COVID-19 patients in the seven National Health Service commissioning
regions in England. Exponential projections were calculated by an ordinary least squares fit on both
estimates of previous values and reported recent values in log-space.

mented cases in the literature evolve, we hope

clinical and policy decision makers will be able to

experiment based on their region or the statistics

demonstrated by their cohort. Given the highly

dynamic situation at the time this work was

carried out, with model data changing on a daily

basis, minimising model development time was

crucial. Using agile project management meth-

odologies, we were able to develop a working

model, documentation, and web-implementation

in less than one week.

Discussion

It is crucial to appreciate that both model and

parameter uncertainties are inevitable, particu-

larly when predicting the behaviour of a novel

virus in a new population, and this may radic-

ally a↵ect our forecasts. However, we set out to

provide the earliest possible data-driven forecast

and therefore explicitly accept the limitations of

the data available at the time. Our approach has

been to keep the model as parsimonious as pos-

sible, with parameter estimates from the existing

literature, to give a rough guide to early surge
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Figure 4: Projected regional COVID-19 ICU occupancy as a percentage of regional capacity in the
seven National Health Service commissioning regions in England.

needs. With the small amount of available data,

there are some specific limitations which need to

be discussed.

We have used PHE published data for case as-

certainment. We recognise that this data is po-

tentially flawed and does not recognise all cases

within the wider population. However, for our

needs we specifically focus on the severe cases

where, arguably, ascertainment bias is likely min-

imal due to the roll-out of routine testing for

all critical care patients by PHE as part of the

“COVID Hospitalisation in England Surveillance

System—CHESS” [18]. Moreover, a persistent

issue is that case ascertainment and timing after

symptom onset is unlikely to be uniform between

healthcare settings or over time as the surveyed

population varies. Specifically, the shortage of

available tests in the UK has led to stringent re-

quirements for testing [16]. This would make our

projections appear optimistic. Since we could not

find a reliable figure in the UK literature at the

time of writing, we allow the user to change this

assumption via the online tool to fit their own

observations as the situation evolves. Changes in

WHO case-definition and surveillance strategies

over time mean that the original epidemiological

data may overestimate ICU admission rates as

milder cases were not included initially. This
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would artificially inflate our forecast numbers.

Similarly, the UK surveillance has changed over

time. If the upturn in COVID-19 cases seen at

the time of writing is largely due to an increase

in ascertainment, then this would also render our

model overly pessimistic. Nevertheless, this will

always be a limitation of any early modelling [9].

We assume that each region behaves as an op-

timally allocated “pool” of ICU beds, which is

not necessarily true, since inter-hospital ICU-to-

ICU transfers may not be feasible for both op-

erational and clinical reasons, so that patients

are unlikely to be uniformly distributed. We do

not have more granular data available, but it is

worth considering that it is possible for an indi-

vidual hospital to reach critical capacity before

the whole region. In this sense our predictions

represent a “best case” scenario.

We forecast the percentage COVID-19 bed re-

quirements in isolation, however the ICU must

continue to provide care for other types of pa-

tients. Since UK bed occupancy is typically

greater than 80% and may frequently exceed

100%, clearly not all beds can simply be re-

allocated for COVID-19 patients, however some

specialist ICUs may not be able to reconfigure.

Furthermore, we assumed that all adult critical

care beds can be used for mechanically ventil-

ated ICU patients, which operationally may not

be possible. Thus, the precise percentage of ad-

ditional COVID-19 patients that will actually ex-

haust routine capacity will vary from unit to

unit, particularly in ICUs with a substantial post-

operative elective surgical workload.

Conclusions

Early warning of an impending need for ICU

surge capacity is crucial if there is to be suf-

ficient time to re-configure services. We have

shown that ultra-early data can be used to make

time-sensitive forecasts of ICU occupancy. We

show, subject to our assumptions, that it is cred-

ible that ICU requirements may become challen-

ging within weeks. There remains a significant

degree of uncertainty in the predictions due both

to limitations of the reporting data and modelling

assumptions. This emphasises the need for the

collection of real-time patient-facing local data

by initiatives such as CHESS [18] and a dynamic

approach to improving models as new data be-

comes available.
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