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Abstract 

Objectives: To assess the extent to which public support for outbreak containment policies 

varies with respect to the severity of an infectious disease outbreak.  
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Methods: A web-enabled survey was administered to 1,017 residents of Singapore during the 

COVID-19 pandemic, and was quota-sampled based on age, gender and ethnicity. A 

fractional-factorial design was used to create hypothetical outbreak vignettes characterised by 

morbidity and fatality rates, and local and global spread of an infectious disease. Each 

respondent was asked to indicate which response policies (among 5 policies restricting local 

movement and 4 border control policies) they would support in 5 randomly-assigned 

vignettes. Binomial logistic regressions were used to predict the probabilities of support as a 

function of outbreak attributes, personal characteristics and perceived policy effectiveness.  

 

Results: Likelihood of support varied across government response policies; however, was 

generally higher for border control policies compared to internal policies. The fatality rate 

was the most important factor for internal policies while the degree of global spread was the 

most important for border control policies. In general, individuals who were less healthy, had 

higher income and were older were more likely to support these policies. Perceived 

effectiveness of a policy was a consistent and positive predictor of public support.  

 

Conclusions: Our findings suggest that campaigns to promote public support should be 

designed specifically to each policy and tailored to different segments of the population. They 

should also be adapted based on the evolving conditions of the outbreak in order to receive 

continued public support.  

 

Public Preferences for Government Response Policies on Outbreak Control 

1. Introduction 
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In deploying response policies to contain an infectious disease outbreak, governments have to 

balance controlling its spread against restricting personal liberty [1, 2] and adverse economic 

outcomes [3]. Governments have to adapt and adjust policies at different phases of an 

outbreak, and in most cases, with limited and evolving information. In doing so, governments 

are concerned about the public opinions of their constituencies especially when public 

support is paramount to ensuring successful implementation of these policies [2, 4-6]. Only a 

handful of studies have investigated public support for government containment policies for a 

pandemic and the factors that influence acceptance [6-9]. However, they did not investigate 

public support for more restrictive policies, such as shutting down public transportation or 

initiating a lockdown, which have been implemented in multiple countries during the 

COVID-19 pandemic. Additionally, none but one [8] accounted how public support for 

government measures varied with respect to pandemic characteristics, and only one study 

was actually conducted during a pandemic [9]. 

 

The main objective of this study was to assess the extent to which public support for 

government response measures varied with respect to the severity of an infectious disease 

outbreak. The survey was administered to an adult sample of Singapore’s general population 

during the initial stages of the COVID-19 pandemic. This provided the unique opportunity to 

capture public opinion in a period of potential physical, psychological and financial turmoil 

of an outbreak-turned-pandemic [10-13].  

 

An individual’s support of a specific public health policy likely depends on how they 

perceive its benefits and costs to their household, community as well as to society [14]. Our 

hypothesis is that public support for a specific outbreak control policy will be higher as per 

rates of morbidity and fatality within the country and its spread locally and across the world. 
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We also hypothesize that fatality rate will be most important factor for internal policies, while 

global spread will be the most important factor for border control policies. 

 

We also investigated how likelihood of support varies with personal characteristics. An 

earlier study indicates that individuals with lower income are less likely to support 

government response policies [6], possibly because they are more likely to experience loss of 

income due to these policies [15]. All else equal, older and less healthy individuals are more 

likely to support government policies as they are more vulnerable and adversely affected by 

infectious diseases than younger and healthier individuals [16, 17]. Since income and health 

effects are expected to work in opposite directions, we investigated which is more dominant. 

Literature also showed that measures perceived to be more effective (e.g. frequent 

handwashing and mask-wearing) were practiced more compared to those that were not 

perceived to be so (e.g. working from home) [18, 19]. Hence, we also investigated whether 

individuals who perceive specific policies to be effective are more likely to support them. 

 

2. Methods 

2.1 Study Sample 

A web-enabled survey was administered to a panel of individuals from the general population 

in Singapore, recruited through a market research company. Participants had to be aged 21-

years old and above (the legal age in Singapore) and residents of Singapore. We quota-

sampled based on gender, age and ethnicity to ensure national representation based on these 

characteristics. All respondents provided written informed consent and received incentives in 

the form of a points-based reward awarded by the survey company. The study was exempted 

from review by the Institutional Review Board of National University of Singapore 

(Application Reference Number: S-20-085). The survey was fielded between March 31st and 
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April 14th 2020 during the COVID-19 pandemic. When the survey was launched on March 

31st, there were 926 confirmed cases of COVID-19 and 3 COVID-related deaths in the 

country [20]. 

 

2.3 Survey Development  

Respondents were shown 5 vignettes describing the early days of an outbreak. Each vignette 

was characterized using five attributes (Supplementary Material A). Two of the attributes 

described the degree of spread of the disease locally and globally, respectively: “Total 

number of confirmed cases in Singapore since the outbreak started” and “Number of 

countries with rapidly increasing number of cases”. To express the trend of the local disease 

spread, we used: “Number of new cases in Singapore within the last 2 weeks”. Two other 

attributes described the morbidity and fatality of the disease: “Number of cases admitted to 

intensive care unit (ICU) but did not end in death in Singapore” and “Number of infection-

related deaths in Singapore”. Information on the selection of attribute levels can be found in 

Supplementary Material B. Due to restrictions on recruitment for research studies because of 

COVID-19, we tested the survey instrument with 9 staff members (not in the research team) 

using a think-aloud protocol.  

 

The experimental design for the vignettes was created based on fractional-factorial design in 

SAS and included 50 vignettes. The experimental design allowed for interaction effects 

between the total number of confirmed cases and 1) the number of new cases in the last 2 

weeks; 2) the number of ICU cases; and 3) the number of deaths. We grouped the vignettes 

into 10 blocks of 5 to reduce the respondent’s cognitive burden. Each respondent was 

randomly assigned to one block. 
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Respondents were introduced to the attributes as factors that the government takes into 

account when responding to emerging infectious disease outbreaks. It was emphasised that 

this was not pertaining to COVID-19, but any potential outbreak that could occur in the 

future. For each vignette, respondents were asked to select which policies the government 

should implement. The policies included 5 internal policies which restrict movement within 

the country, and 4 border control policies. Respondents could select as many policies as they 

preferred or could select none. Figure 1 presents an example vignette. 

 

2.4 Statistical Analysis 

We used binomial logistic regressions to estimate the probability of choosing a policy where 

‘1’ indicated support for the policy and ‘0’ indicated no support. Since each respondent was 

shown multiple vignettes, to account for the selections by the same respondent, the 

regressions were estimated with clustered standard errors where the clustering was based on 

respondent identification. 

 

The independent variables included 5 outbreak-related attributes described above and 

personal characteristics. The main effects and interaction effects on outbreak attributes were 

entered into the model as continuous variables. Based on our research questions, the 

perceived effectiveness of a policy (“very effective”, vs “somewhat effective” or “not 

effective”),  age, self-reported overall current health status (poor or fair vs good, very good or 

excellent), and income were included as predictors. We used housing type as a proxy for 

income categorisation since it was less likely to be affected by the short-term effects of 

COVID-19. As land is limited and housing is expensive in Singapore, majority of the 

residents live in flats built by the Housing Development Board (HDB) on government-owned 

land which are colloquially referred to as HDBs. Based on the monthly incomes reported for 
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each housing type [21], we categorised 1 – 3 room HDBs as lower income, 4 – 5 room HDBs 

as middle income, and private condominiums/apartments and landed houses as high income. 

We also investigated the interaction effects between health and income dummy variables to 

investigate whether concerns related to income moderate the effect of health concerns (and 

visa verse).  Although we did not have a specific hypothesis related to ethnicity, we included 

a dummy variable for the Chinese ethnicity (vs other racial/ethnic groups) as a control 

variable since Singapore is home to multiple ethnic groups. 

 

We first presented the percentage of times each policy was selected by the respondents 

(averaged over all vignettes). Since the interpretation of coefficients is complicated when a 

logistic model has both main and interaction effects, we calculated the average marginal 

effects for the outbreak attributes to identify the relative importance of each attribute. The 

average marginal effects provide the average change in probability for the sampled 

population when an attribute increases by one unit. We also predicted the average probability 

of support (i.e. choosing a policy) for each policy under 4 scenarios (2 that are less severe and 

2 that are more severe) to show how the likelihood of support changes based on the varying 

severity of the outbreak. To assess the effects of health and income on policy support, we 

presented the average predicted probabilities for different subpopulations (e.g. less healthy 

and low-income groups). Lastly, we presented the average marginal effects of age and 

perceived effectiveness of a policy on the likelihood of support. Stata 16.1 was used to 

perform the analyses. 

 

3. Results 

3.1 Respondent Characteristics 
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1,017 respondents completed the survey. Over half (51%) of the respondents were female 

(Table 1). The majority (80.1%) were Chinese with a median age of 40 years. There was a 

relatively uniform distribution of age groups, with 35.2% aged between 21 to 35 years old, 

35.4% aged between 36 to 50 years old, and 29.4% aged above 50 years old. Overall, the 

sample was representative of the national population in terms of gender (51% females) and 

age (median: 41.1 years), but over-represented Chinese ethnicity (74.3% of the population) 

[22]. More than half were married (55.7%) and over half the sample had a university degree 

(58.1%). Most respondents (67.4%) were employed full-time while 15% were employed part-

time or self-employed. Based on housing type, 19.5% was categorized as lower income, 

59.3% as middle income and 21.2% as higher income. The distribution of housing type in our 

sample is similar to national statistics on housing [23]. About 17% reported having fair or 

poor health status at the time of survey. 

 

We observed variation in perceived effectiveness of each policy reported by the respondents 

(Table 2). The policies that received the highest proportions of the ‘very effective’ rating 

were ‘no entry of visitors from countries with rapidly increasing number of cases’ 

(henceforth referred to as banning visitors from selected countries) (75.7%) and ‘quarantine 

of residents returning from countries with rapidly increasing number of cases’ (henceforth 

referred to as quarantining residents from selected countries) (70.2%). The policies that 

received the lowest proportions of ‘very effective’ rating were shutting down public 

transportation (32.1%) and ‘no gatherings of more than 50 people’ (henceforth referred to as 

banning large gatherings) (39.4%). 

 

3.2 Vignette Findings 
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Table 2 presents the percentage of times each policy was selected. The policies that were 

selected the most were quarantining residents from selected countries (80.7%) and banning 

visitors from selected countries (78.6%). The policy that was selected the least was shutting 

down public transportation (30.4%), followed by lockdown (45.1%). 

 

Results from the logistic regressions are presented in the Supplementary Material C. Table 3 

shows the average marginal effects for all the policies.  As we hypothesized, the fatality 

attribute had the highest average marginal effects for most internal policies with the largest 

effect observed for lockdown (0.0054, p-value<0.001), followed by school closure (0.0048, 

p-value<0.001); however, it was not significant for banning large gatherings (0.0002, p-

value=0.82).  The number of countries with rapidly increasing number of cases had the 

highest average marginal effects for 3 (out of 4) border control policies with the largest effect 

observed for ‘no entry of visitors from any country’ (henceforth known as banning all 

visitors) (0.0063, p-value<0.001). None of the outbreak-related attributes were significant for 

quarantining residents from selected countries. 

 

The average predicted probabilities of support (including 95% confidence interval (CI)) for 

each policy in four different scenarios are presented in Figure 2 (the full list of probabilities, 

CIs and p-values are presented in Supplementary Material D. Scenarios 1 and 4 were the least 

and the most severe scenarios respectively, and therefore they should receive the lowest and 

highest probabilities of support accordingly for each policy. The number of countries with 

rapidly increasing cases was kept constant (at 4) across all the scenarios to highlight the 

variation in predicted probabilities due to country-specific factors only. 
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Among the internal policies, the probability of support for the least severe scenario (Scenario 

1) was the highest for banning large gatherings (0.67 [0.63, 0.70]), followed by work from 

home orders (0.53 [0.49, 0.57]), and was the lowest for shutting down public transportation 

(0.17 [0.15, 0.20]) (Figure 2). The probability of support was greater in scenarios with more 

severe outbreak scenarios for all policies, except for banning large gatherings. The steepest 

increase in support from Scenario 1 to Scenario 4 was for lockdown (from 0.26 [0.23, 0.29] 

to 0.99 [0.96, 1.02]), followed by shutting down public transportation (from 0.17 [0.15, 0.20] 

to 0.90 [0.50, 1.29]). 

 

Among the border control policies, the probability of support in Scenario 1 was highest for 

quarantining residents from selected countries (0.81 [0.78, 0.84]), and lowest for banning all 

visitors (0.53 [0.49, 0.57]). The probabilities for Scenario 1 for border control policies were 

generally higher than the probabilities for internal policies. For quarantining residents from 

selected countries, the probabilities remained relatively stable for different levels of outbreak 

severity as the outbreak attributes were not significant. Policy on banning all visitors had the 

steepest increase in probability from Scenario 1 to Scenario 4 (from 0.53 [0.49, 0.57] to 0.97 

[0.84, 1.10]).  

 

Among respondent characteristics, lower-income dummy variable was significant and 

negative for quarantining residents from selected countries and banning visitors from selected 

countries (p-value<0.05) while middle-income dummy variable was not significant for any of 

the policies (p-value>0.10). Less-healthy dummy variable was significant and positive for all 

4 border control policies (p-value<0.10) (Supplementary Material C). Interaction effects 

between health and income dummy variables were not significant for any of the policies 

(results not shown), thus, the final models included only main-effects of health and income. 
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When we investigated likelihood of support for population sub-groups, we found that  the 

average predicted probabilities of policy support were higher (as expected) for the less 

healthy compared to the healthy in each income group, and the differences were statistically 

significant for all border control policies (p-value<0.10). We then investigated the income 

effect for less-healthy and healthy individuals by comparing lower- and middle-income 

groups to high-income group. We found that the average predicted probabilities were lower 

(as expected) for the lower-income group compared to the high-income group, and the 

differences were significant for both less healthy and healthy individuals for only 2 border 

control policies (p-value<0.10). The average predicted probabilities were not significantly 

different between the middle-income group compared to the high-income group (for both less 

healthy and healthy individuals) for any policy (p-value>0.10). (Table 4 for differences in 

average predicted probabilities; Supplementary Material E for the full list). 

 

Our findings show that older (vs younger) patients were more likely to support banning large 

gatherings, working from home and all border control policies while they were less likely to 

support shutting down public transportation (p-value<0.10 for all). The average marginal 

effects of age were largest for banning large gatherings (0.003, p-value<0.01) and banning 

visitors from selected countries (0.003, p-value<0.01) (Supplementary Material F). 

The probabilities of support were significantly higher for all policies for individuals who 

perceived the policy to be ‘very effective’ compared to those who did not (p-value < 0.10) 

(Supplementary Material C). The largest average marginal effects were for banning all 

visitors (0.275, p-value<0.01) and for shutting down public transportation (0.254, p-

value<0.01). The smallest average marginal effect was for banning large gatherings (0.083, p-

value<0.01) (Supplementary Material F). 
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4. Discussion 

We investigated the extent to which the likelihood of support for government outbreak 

response policies varies with outbreak severity using hypothetical vignettes. We also 

investigated how likelihood of support varies by health, income, age and perceived 

effectiveness of a policy. One of the main findings in this study was that the probability of 

support for any particular policy was primarily driven by outbreak characteristics. This is an 

important finding as (with the exception of Cook et al) previous studies did not incorporate 

outbreak severity when investigating public support for government response measures. We 

also found that the probabilities of support for all policies were greater for scenarios where 

the outbreak was more severe. We observed more variation in likelihood of support for 

various policies in cases of less severe outbreaks while likelihood of support was very high 

for all policies in scenarios with severe outbreak. These findings suggest that governments 

should be mindful that the public’s support for policies may change as an outbreak evolves. 

Consistent with our hypotheses, fatality rate was the most influential factor among outbreak 

attributes for most internal policies while global disease spread was the most influential 

factor for border control policies on average (based on the attribute levels used in this study). 

These findings suggest that individuals are less worried about the spread of the infection as 

long as the disease is not fatal. However, findings might have been differed if we used a 

much larger spread of the infection. In addition, unsurprisingly, the situation across the world 

became more important when it came to controlling the borders against visitors or residents 

coming back from other countries. 

 

In less severe outbreak scenarios, the lowest support was for shutting down public transport 

(30.4%). This could be explained by the low car ownership rate of roughly 10% (as of 2018) 

in Singapore (compared to roughly 80% in the US and just slightly below 50% in Europe 
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[24]) while its local public transport serves 7.5 million riders a day [25]. Hence it is clear why 

most participants would be reluctant to support shutting down public transport as it would 

greatly restrict day-to-day mobility within the city-state. This finding would be relevant to 

other large cities where public transport is the main mode of travel, such as Seoul [26] or 

New York City [27]. This finding suggests that if there are plans to shut down public 

transportation, the government can consider providing alternative modes of travel or 

subsidies for alternative services for those who work in essential services and need to 

commute.  

 

Unsurprisingly, a lockdown of all citizens received the second lowest level of support 

(45.1%) due to the disruption it would cause to each individual’s daily life. In the case of a 

lockdown, those with jobs that do not allow the possibility of working from home may face a 

loss of income. Mandating every member of a household to remain at home is also known to 

cause increased prevalence of domestic and child abuse [28, 29], general adverse effects to 

mental health and low productivity [30]. None of the other aforementioned studies [6, 7, 9] 

explored support for a policy on lockdown of all residents. However, the lower public support 

on lockdown compared to other policies could potentially be generalizable to other countries 

as its effect on individuals’ lives would be similar in many countries. The public protests 

against lockdown seen in countries such as the US [31] and Germany [32] during COVID-19 

pandemic provide evidence of lower levels of support for a lockdown. 

 

Disallowing social gathering received the highest support among internal policies. This is 

likely because it was the least restrictive internal policy presented in our study. Overall, the 

lower levels of support for restrictive internal policies suggest that governments have to 
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invest effort in designing targeted public health messages explaining to the public why these 

measures are necessary and how they can help with outbreak response efforts.  

Border control policies received greater support than policies for internal restrictions for any 

given outbreak scenario. There might be several reasons for this. Firstly, border control 

affects daily life less than internal control policies for most individuals. Secondly, individuals 

could be lacking understanding on the effectiveness of different policies. Disallowing social 

gatherings was perceived to be very effective by only 39% of our sample, compared to the 

67% to 76% who found border control policies to be very effective. However, previous 

literature has suggested that social distancing is considerably more effective at transmission 

control than restricting borders [33-35]. Lastly, the occurrence of a disease outbreak is often 

associated with higher levels of ethnocentrism and xenophobia [36, 37]. 

 

We found that ‘number of countries with rapidly increasing cases’ was one of the main 

determinants of the likelihood of support for restricting the entry of visitors or quarantine of 

residents returning from any country. This is understandable because more countries 

reporting rapidly increasing numbers indicates higher rates of transmission across the world. 

In this case, it can be seen that individuals preferred to adopt a more cautious approach, 

limiting exposure to all countries. This finding is also consistent with the response adopted by 

governments around the world during COVID-19. As COVID-19 cases were detected in 

more countries, governments implemented stricter border control measures. 

 

We also found that the individual’s perception of a policy’s effectiveness as an outbreak 

control strategy was the most consistent predictor of support for all policies in our study. This 

is a noteworthy finding with important policy implications for governments. Our findings 

suggest that governments can focus on perceptions about the effectiveness of a policy to gain 
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support from the public. Future studies can look into how public perceptions are influenced to 

increase public compliance to and support for a policy.  

 

Among personal characteristics, less-healthy individuals (vs healthier individuals) were more 

likely to support all 4 border control policies, while individuals with lower-income (vs high 

income) were less likely to support 2 border control policies. We observed a health effect 

where less-healthy individuals had greater support for policies compared to healthier 

individuals in each income group, although the differences were significant only for the 

border control policies. On the other hand, we observed an income effect among both less-

healthy and healthier individuals only for the lower-income group (in comparison to high-

income group) for the 2 border control policies. These findings suggest that health concerns 

seem to outweigh income concerns during an outbreak for our sample. However, results may 

also be driven by lack of power.  Future research should test whether these findings hold in 

other countries. 

 

Age was found to be a significant predictor of the likelihood of support for most policies. 

Older individuals (vs younger individuals) were more likely to support most policies 

compared to those who were younger, with the exception of shutting down public 

transportation, which older individuals were less likely to support. The finding on shutting 

down transportation is not unexpected as 50.4% of car owners in Singapore are aged 30 to 39, 

which is higher than most age groups [38]. Hence younger individuals are less likely to be 

affected in the absence of public transport. Additionally, due to the stronger ideals of 

frugality among the older generation observed in many cultures [39, 40], older individuals are 

less inclined to spend money on private ride services, such as taxis. Overall, since older 
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individuals were in general more likely to support response policies, public health messages 

should be tailored to appeal to younger ages. 

 

The main limitation of our study is that some of our findings may not be generalizable 

beyond Singapore, and is perhaps least generalizable to countries where political ideology is 

vastly different, such as the US or France. Results may be most likely to generalize to similar 

Asian societies in developed nations such as Japan. Our study findings are also based on 

hypothetical vignettes and individuals’ preferences may be different during real outbreak 

situations. However, we minimize the effects of this limitation by implementing the study 

during the COVID-19 pandemic. 

 

5. Conclusion 

Our study is one of the first studies to investigate the likelihood of support for government 

policies in response to varying infectious disease outbreaks, and is the first study to 

investigate public support for very restrictive policies such as lockdown. Our findings 

showed that likelihood of support varied across government response policies; however, was 

generally higher for border control policies compared to internal policies. Individuals were 

willing to support even the most restrictive policies when the outbreak was severe. The 

fatality rate was the most important factor for internal policies while the degree of global 

spread was the most important for border control policies. Our findings suggest that 

campaigns to promote public support and compliance should be designed specifically to each 

policy and tailored to different segments of the population. They should also be adapted 

based on the evolving conditions in order to receive continued public support. 
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics, N=1017. 

 

Characteristic N (%) 

Female 519 (51.0) 

Age, Median (IQR) 40 (32, 52) 

Ethnicity  

Chinese 815 (80.1) 

Malay 91 (9.0) 

Indian + Others 111 (10.9) 

Married 567 (55.7) 

Education  

Below secondary 139 (13.7) 

Vocational/Diploma 287 (28.2) 

University or above 591 (58.1) 

Employment  

Full-time 686 (67.4) 

Part-time/Self-employed 153 (15.0) 

Others 178 (17.5) 

Housing and income  

1 – 3 bedroom public housing (low-income) 198 (19.5) 

4 – 5 bedroom public housing (middle-income) 603 (59.3) 

Private housing 216 (21.2) 

Current health status  

Excellent/very good 383 (37.7) 
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Characteristic N (%) 

Good 459 (45.1) 

Fair/poor 175 (17.2) 
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Table 2. Perceived effectiveness of a policy and percentage of times a policy was 

selected, N=1017. 

 

Policy 

Perceived 

effectiveness of policy  

(very effective) 

Percentage of times a 

policy was selected 

No gatherings of more than 50 people 39.4% 74.3% 

School closure 41.0% 55.7% 

Work from home orders 54.9% 71.4% 

Shut down public transportation 32.1% 30.4% 

Lockdown (only shopping for necessities 

will be allowed, but tightly regulated) 
52.4% 45.1% 

Quarantine of residents returning from 

countries with rapidly increasing number 

of cases (i.e. restricted countries) 

70.2% 80.7% 

Quarantine of residents returning from 

any country 
67.2% 75.6% 

No entry of visitors from countries with 

rapidly increasing number of cases (i.e. 

restricted countries) 

75.7% 78.6% 

No entry of visitors from any country 68.2% 64.9% 
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Table 3. Average marginal effects (AME) for outbreak attributes. 

 

  

  
Total no. 

of 

confirmed 

cases 

No. of new 

cases in 

last 2 

weeks 

No. of 

cases 

admitted 

to ICU 

No. of 

infection-

related 

deaths 

No. of 

countries 

with 

rapidly 

increasing 

number of 

cases 

No gatherings of 

more than 50 people 

AME 0.0001 0.0008 0.0000 -0.0002 0.0015 

P-value 0.0000 0.0020 0.9770 0.8200 0.0210 

School closure 
AME 0.0002 0.0017 0.0014 0.0048 0.0042 

P-value 0.0000 0.0000 0.0540 0.0000 0.0000 

Work from home 

orders 

AME 0.0001 0.0012 0.0016 0.0044 0.0043 

P-value 0.0000 0.0000 0.0220 0.0000 0.0000 

Shut down public 

transportation 

AME 0.0001 0.0007 0.0005 0.0032 0.0003 

P-value 0.0000 0.0170 0.5010 0.0000 0.6120 

Lockdown 
AME 0.0001 0.0012 0.0011 0.0054 0.0020 

P-value 0.0000 0.0000 0.1360 0.0000 0.0030 

Quarantine - 

restricted countries 

AME 0.0000 0.0001 0.0001 -0.0010 -0.0001 

P-value 0.1710 0.8190 0.8330 0.0700 0.8360 

Quarantine - all 

countries 

AME 0.0000 0.0007 0.0006 0.0016 0.0050 

P-value 0.0000 0.0150 0.4070 0.0150 0.0000 

No entry - restricted AME 0.0000 0.0001 -0.0001 0.0010 0.0012 
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countries P-value 0.0000 0.5750 0.8770 0.1010 0.0610 

No entry - all 

countries 

AME 0.0001 0.0005 0.0012 0.0013 0.0063 

P-value 0.0000 0.1010 0.0920 0.0770 0.0000 
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Table 4. Differences in average predicted probabilities (D-APP) for sub-groups based 

on health and income.  

 

 

Health effect1 

Income effect2 

Middle vs high 

income 

Lower vs high 

income 

High 

income 

Mid 

income 

Lower 

income 
Healthy 

Less 

healthy 
Healthy 

Less 

healthy 

No gatherings of 

more than 50 

people 

D-APP 0.02 0.02 0.02 -0.01 -0.01 0.00 0.00 

P-value 0.56 0.56 0.56 0.78 0.78 0.91 0.91 

School closure 
D-APP 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.03 

P-value 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.71 0.71 0.41 0.41 

Work from 

home orders 

D-APP 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 

P-value 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.48 0.48 0.94 0.94 

Shut down 

public 

transportation 

D-APP 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 

P-value 0.45 0.45 0.45 0.68 0.68 0.66 0.66 

Lockdown 
D-APP 0.05 0.05 0.05 -0.01 -0.01 0.01 0.01 

P-value 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.72 

Quarantine  

- restricted 

countries 

D-APP 0.05 0.06 0.07 -0.03 -0.02 -0.06 -0.05 

P-value 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.21 0.20 0.05 0.05 

Quarantine  D-APP 0.04 0.05 0.05 -0.01 -0.01 -0.03 -0.03 
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- all countries P-value 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.68 0.67 0.32 0.32 

No entry  

- restricted 

countries 

D-APP 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.00 0.00 -0.07 -0.06 

P-value 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.93 0.93 0.03 0.03 

No entry – 

 all countries 

D-APP 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.01 0.00 -0.03 -0.03 

P-value 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.84 0.84 0.34 0.34 

1 Health effects test whether the average predicted probabilities were different between less-

healthy and healthier individuals in each income group. 

2 Income effects test whether the average predicted probabilities were different between 1) 

low-income and high-income groups, and 2) middle-income and high-income groups for both 

less-healthy and healthier individuals. 
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Figure 1. Example vignette.  

 

Under Situation 1, what policies should the government put in place? Check all that apply. 

Outbreak in Singapore Situation 1 

Total number of confirmed cases in Singapore since the outbreak 

started 

200 cases 

Number of new cases in Singapore within the last 2 weeks 100 new cases  

(50% of total cases) 

Number of cases admitted to ICU but did not end in death in 

Singapore  

40 cases 

(20% of total cases) 

Number of infection-related deaths in Singapore 40 deaths  

(20% of total cases) 

Number of countries with rapidly increasing number of cases 4 countries 

 

Check all the government policies you support under Situation 1 [check all that 

apply] 

o No gatherings of more than 50 people 

o School closure 

o Work from home orders 

o Shut down public transportation 

o Lockdown (only shopping for necessities will be allowed, but tightly regulated) 

o Quarantine of residents returning from countries with rapidly increasing number 

of cases 

o Quarantine of residents returning from any country 

o No entry of visitors from countries with rapidly increasing number of cases  
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o No entry of visitors from any country 

o None of the above 
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Figure 2. Average predicted probability of support for a policy for varying levels of 

outbreak severity.   

 

 

Scenario 1: Total cases – 200, new cases – 10, ICU admissions – 2, Death – 2, No. of 

countries – 4 

Scenario 2: Total cases – 200, new cases – 40, ICU admissions – 20, Death – 20, No. of 

countries – 4 

Scenario 3: Total cases – 2000, new cases – 100, ICU admissions – 20, Death – 20, No. of 

countries – 4 

Scenario 4: Total cases – 2000, new cases – 400, ICU admissions – 200, Death – 200, No. 

of countries – 4 

 

 

 

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3 Scenario 4

P
re

di
ct

ed
 p

ro
ba

bi
lit

y

Internal policies

Avoid social gathering
School closure
Work from home
Shutdown transportation
Lockdown

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3 Scenario 4

P
re

di
ct

ed
 p

ro
ba

bi
lit

y

Border control policies

Quarantine restricted countries
Quarantine all countries
No entry restricted countries
No entry all countries

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted September 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.04.20187906doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.04.20187906


 28

References 

1. Gostin, L.O., R. Bayer, and A.L. Fairchild, Ethical and legal challenges posed by severe acute 

respiratory syndrome: implications for the control of severe infectious disease threats. Jama, 

2003. 290(24): p. 3229-3237. 

2. Wynia, M.K., Ethics and Public Health Emergencies: Restrictions on Liberty. The American 

Journal of Bioethics, 2007. 7(2): p. 1-5. 

3. Smith, R.D., Responding to global infectious disease outbreaks: lessons from SARS on the role 

of risk perception, communication and management. Social science & medicine, 2006. 

63(12): p. 3113-3123. 

4. Der Heide, E.A. and R.L. Irwin, Disaster response: principles of preparation and coordination. 

1989: Mosby St. Louis, MO. 

5. McEntire, D.A. and A. Myers, Preparing communities for disasters: issues and processes for 

government readiness. Disaster prevention and management: An international journal, 

2004. 

6. Paek, H.-J., et al., Public support for government actions during a flu pandemic: lessons 

learned from a statewide survey. Health promotion practice, 2008. 9(4_suppl): p. 60S-72S. 

7. Blendon, R.J., et al., Attitudes Toward The Use Of Quarantine In A Public Health Emergency In 

Four Countries: The experiences of Hong Kong, Singapore, Taiwan, and the United States are 

instructive in assessing national responses to disease threats. Health Affairs, 2006. 

25(Suppl1): p. W15-W25. 

8. Cook, A.R., et al., Public preferences for interventions to prevent emerging infectious disease 

threats: a discrete choice experiment. BMJ open, 2018. 8(2): p. e017355. 

9. Hilyard, K.M., et al., The vagaries of public support for government actions in case of a 

pandemic. Health Affairs, 2010. 29(12): p. 2294-2301. 

10. Zhang, D., M. Hu, and Q. Ji, Financial markets under the global pandemic of COVID-19. 

Finance Research Letters, 2020: p. 101528. 

11. Chew, N.W., et al., A multinational, multicentre study on the psychological outcomes and 

associated physical symptoms amongst healthcare workers during COVID-19 outbreak. Brain, 

behavior, and immunity, 2020. 

12. Dubey, S., et al., Psychosocial impact of COVID-19. Diabetes & Metabolic Syndrome: Clinical 

Research & Reviews, 2020. 

13. Rasappan, K., et al., A SURGEON’S role in fighting a medical pandemic: Experiences from the 

unit at the epicentre of COVID-19 in Singapore–A cohort perspective. International Journal of 

Surgery, 2020. 

14. Funk, C.L., The dual influence of self-interest and societal interest in public opinion. Political 

Research Quarterly, 2000. 53(1): p. 37-62. 

15. DiGiovanni, C., et al., Factors influencing compliance with quarantine in Toronto during the 

2003 SARS outbreak. Biosecurity and bioterrorism: biodefense strategy, practice, and 

science, 2004. 2(4): p. 265-272. 

16. Barker, W.H., H. Borisute, and C. Cox, A Study of the Impact of Influenza on the Functional 

Status of Frail Older People. Archives of Internal Medicine, 1998. 158(6): p. 645-650. 

17. Nicholson Karl, G., M. Wood John, and M. Zambon, Influenza. Lancet, 2003. 362(9397): p. 

1733-1745. 

18. Lau, J., et al., Monitoring community responses to the SARS epidemic in Hong Kong: from day 

10 to day 62. Journal of Epidemiology & Community Health, 2003. 57(11): p. 864-870. 

19. Lau, J.T., et al., SARS preventive and risk behaviours of Hong Kong air travellers. 

Epidemiology & Infection, 2004. 132(4): p. 727-736. 

20. CNA 47 new COVID-19 cases in Singapore, new cluster identified at dormitory in Toh Guan. 

2020. 

21. Department of Statistics Singapore, Key household income trends. 2018. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted September 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.04.20187906doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.04.20187906


 29

22. Singapore, D.o.S., Population Trends 2019. 2019: www.singstat.gov.sg. 

23. Singapore, D.o.S., Households, S.D.o. Statistics, Editor. 2020: Singstat.gov.sg. 

24. budgetdirectinsurance.com. Car Ownership in Singapore 2019. 2019; Available from: 

https://www.budgetdirect.com.sg/car-insurance/research/car-ownership-singapore-2019. 

25. Müller, J. Average number of passengers per day using public transport in Singapore from 

2015 to 2018. 2020; Available from: 

https://www.statista.com/statistics/1006174/singapore-daily-public-transport-ridership/. 

26. Government, S.M., Seoul Public Transportation, S.M. Government, Editor. 2012. 

27. Research, C.E. Metropolitan Transportation Authority Fast Facts. 2020. 

28. Hatchimonji, J.S., et al., Trauma does not quarantine: Violence during the Covid-19 

pandemic. Annals of Surgery, 2020. 

29. Taub, A., A new Covid-19 crisis: Domestic abuse rises worldwide. New York Times, 2020. 6. 

30. Brooks, S.K., et al., The psychological impact of quarantine and how to reduce it: rapid review 

of the evidence. The Lancet, 2020. 

31. Wilson, J. US lockdown protests may have spread virus widely, cellphone data suggests. 

2020. 

32. Ellyatt, H. More anti-lockdown protests seen in Germany as coronavirus fatigue spreads in 

Europe. 2020. 

33. Collignon, P.J. and J.A. Carnie, Infection control and pandemic influenza. Medical journal of 

Australia, 2006. 185(10): p. S54. 

34. Ferguson, N.M., et al., Strategies for mitigating an influenza pandemic. Nature, 2006. 

442(7101): p. 448-452. 

35. Glass, R.J., et al., Targeted social distancing designs for pandemic influenza. Emerging 

infectious diseases, 2006. 12(11): p. 1671. 

36. Schaller, M. and S.L. Neuberg, Danger, disease, and the nature of prejudice (s), in Advances 

in experimental social psychology. 2012, Elsevier. p. 1-54. 

37. Van Bavel, J.J., et al., Using social and behavioural science to support COVID-19 pandemic 

response. Nature Human Behaviour, 2020: p. 1-12. 

38. Hong, W.T.F.a.R., Households’ Spending by Age Group, S.D.o.S. Income Expensiture Division, 

Editor. 2016. 

39. Boermel, A., “No Wasting” and “Empty Nesters”: “Old Age” in Beijing. Oxford Development 

Studies, 2006. 34(4): p. 401-418. 

40. Sung, Y.-A., Age Differences in the Effects of Frugality and Materialism on Subjective Well-

Being in Korea. Family and Consumer Sciences Research Journal, 2017. 46(2): p. 144-159. 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted September 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.04.20187906doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.04.20187906

