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Abstract 
Background 

In responding to covid-19, governments have tried to balance protecting health while minimising 

Gross Domestic Product (GDP) losses. We compare health-related net benefit (HRNB) and GDP 

losses associated with government responses of the UK, Ireland, Germany, Spain, and Sweden from 

UK healthcare payer perspective. 

Methods 

We compared observed cases, hospitalisations, and deaths under “mitigation” to modelled events 

under “no mitigation” to 20th July 2020. We thus calculated healthcare costs, quality adjusted life 

years (QALYs), and HRNB at £20,000/QALY saved by each country. On per population (i.e. per capita) 

basis, we compared HRNB with forecast reductions in 2020 GDP growth (overall or compared to 

Sweden as minimal mitigation country) and qualitatively and quantitatively described government 

responses. 

Results 

The UK saved 3.17 (0.32-3.65) million QALYs, £33 (8-38) billion healthcare costs, and £1416 (220-

1637) HRNB per capita at £20,000/QALY. Per capita, this is comparable to £1,455 GDP loss using 

Sweden as comparator and offsets 46.1 (7.1-53.2)% of total £3075 GDP loss.   

Germany, Spain, and Sweden had greater HRNB per capita. These also offset a greater percentage of 

total GDP losses per capita. Ireland fared worst on both measures. Countries with more mask 

wearing, testing, and population susceptibility had better outcomes. Highest stringency responses 

did not appear to have best outcomes. 

Conclusions 

Our exploratory analysis indicates the benefit of government covid-19 responses may outweigh their 

economic costs. The extent that HRNB offset economic losses appears to relate to population 

characteristics, testing levels, and mask wearing, rather than response stringency.  
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Research in Context 

Evidence before this study 
Our research question was how the health-related net benefits and economic impacts of the UK 

response to the covid-19 epidemic first wave compared to other European countries. We searched 

PubMed, MedRxiv, and Arxiv for terms related to cost-effectivness, covid-19, and the UK.  

Two studies compared predicted lives saved to predicted gross domestic product (GDP) losses. One 

found that lives saved by a lockdown would outweigh GDP losses, while another found a lockdown 

to cost £10million per life saved. A later modelling study used quality adjusted life-years (QALYs), 

going beyond lives saved, and found cost per QALY was below £50,000· A fourth, comparing 

observed to modelled deaths and hospitalisations, found the cost per QALY was at least £220,000, 

and thus the UK response was not cost-effective. None of these were international comparisons. 

One international study found good health and economic outcomes to be correlated. Another found 

global trade reductions and voluntary behavioural changes to have greater impact on economic 

growth than government measures. Neither considered cost-effectiveness. However, they suggest 

comparison to GDP loss is naïve as this is total loss and not that due to government restrictions. 

Added value of this study 
We compare the UK to Ireland, Germany, Spain, and Sweden on health-related net benefits and 

economic impacts of government response from a UK National Health Service (NHS) perspective. We 

describe countries’ response measures. We compared model predictions of outcomes under “no 

mitigation” to observed outcomes under “mitigation” up to July 20th 2020. We estimated healthcare 

costs, QALYs, and health-related net benefit (HRNB) saved. We compared HRBN to GDP losses using 

Sweden as a “minimal mitigation” comparator and calculated the % of total GDP loss they offset. 

We found the UK saved 3·17 (0·32-3·65) million QALYs, £33 (£8-38) billion in healthcare costs, and 

£1416 (220-1637) HRNB per capita at the NHS threshold of £20,000/QALY. This is comparable to the 

£1,455 GDP loss per capita using Sweden as comparator and offsets 46·1% (7·1-53·2) of the total 

estimated £3075 GDP loss per capita. We found that Germany, Spain, and probably Sweden had 

greater HRNB per capita and offset greater percentages of GDP loss per capita. Ireland fared worst 

on both measures. We found countries with more mask wearing, testing, and population 

susceptibility (e.g. older and more interpersonal contact) had better outcomes. Highest stringency 

responses did not appear to have best outcomes. 

Implications of all the available evidence 
We add to growing evidence that the total economic impact of covid-19 exceeds the HRNB of the 

UK’s response. However, using Sweden as comparator and comparing across countries, we argue 

that GDP loss is not purely due to government restrictions and that due to restrictions may be 

outweighed by HRNB. We evaluated the extent to which countries have offset GDP losses, and these 

appear to be higher in countries with more at-risk populations, higher testing, and higher mask 

wearing, rather than those with most stringent restrictions. 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-ND 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 February 24, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.14.20248201doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.14.20248201
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 

 

Introduction 
Covid-19 has caused severe health and economic damage since its emergence in Wuhan, China at 

the end of 2019. As of 13th November 2020, the World Health Organisation (WHO) has reported 

over 50 million confirmed cases and 1.29 million deaths globally.1 In the UK there have been over a 

million cases and over 60,000 deaths. The economic damage has been similarly dramatic with the 

International Monetary Fund (IMF) reducing its forecast Gross Domestic Product (GDP) growth for 

2020 in the UK from 1.4% in January to -9.8% in October.2,3 Similar reductions have been observed 

across Europe and the world. Health system responses (e.g. test and trace), government 

recommended or mandated social distancing measures, and financial assistance have so far been 

the primary response.4  

The economic case for stringent social distancing measures has been questioned due to their impact 

on the economy and livelihoods.5,6 A cost-benefit analysis of government responses to covid-19 

requires an infectious disease model to project the counterfactual of what would have happened in 

the absence of government intervention. The first wave of covid-19 in Europe was largely complete 

by July 2020; complete data on observed outcomes are therefore available for comparison with 

modelled outcomes, and it is thus possible to compare the costs and benefits of Government 

responses to this first wave.1 The costs of social distancing measures are largely borne by society and 

the economy. A potential approach is to simply compare health-related net benefits (health gains 

minus healthcare costs) to losses in GDP. However, this would underestimate the value of 

government intervention on social distancing as some GDP losses are due to covid-19 ill-health, 

reductions in global trade, and voluntary changes in behaviour, rather than mandatory social 

distancing measures. Some studies have found that the much of the reduction is due to global and 

voluntary changes.7,8  

Zala 2020 was an early UK modelling study aiming to assist policy makers but not making use of 

observed data. They found that even strategies causing a 10% reduction in national income are cost-

effective at £50,000 per QALY.9 Lifetables and age-specific QALY norms were used to estimate that 

8.8 QALYs were lost for each covid-19 death, similar to estimates by Briggs 2020.10 Miles 2020 

compared predictions of outcomes under no mitigation to observed outcomes up to June 2020, 

using an informal estimate of 5 QALYs lost per death.6 They compared the reductions in actual GDP 

growth forecasts to costs and QALYs saved by government response. They found that continuing the 

lockdown was only cost-effective at a willingness-to-pay per QALY between £220,000 and £3.7 

million.  

Building on this earlier work, we aim to quantify the health-related net benefit of Government 

interventions and compare them to the loss in GDP associated with social distancing measures in 

five western European countries over the first wave of covid-19. We use a new model of cost and 

QALYs of covid-19 cases, hospitalisations, and deaths, with an estimate of QALYs lost per death. We 

compare observed outcomes to new forecasts under no mitigation using an adaptation of a 

published open-source covid-19 model.11 Multiple forecasts are considered to explore uncertainty. 

Health-related net benefits are compared per capita with published reductions in 2020 GDP growth 

forecasts, both in total and using Sweden as a minimal mitigation comparator. Differences are 

presented alongside a description of social distancing and other measures, allowing us to illustrate 

characteristics of a successful response.  
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Methods 
The comparisons cover the period 1st January to 20th July 2020, corresponding to the first wave of 

covid-19.1 The “mitigation” strategy is based on observed disease outcomes while “no mitigation” is 

based on modelled projections.   

Comparator countries and description of response 
Comparator countries were selected as they were high income Western European healthcare 

systems with a range of responses and outcomes to covid-19. Sweden had a less stringent response 

than the UK, Germany had lower case and death rates, Ireland took earlier and more stringent 

action, and Spain had similar case and death rates.1,12 We reviewed each country’s response with 

reference to Wikipedia, news reports, and government websites.13  Government responses were 

categorised under international travel, mass gatherings, pubs/restaurants, education, stay-at-home 

measures, financial assistance, mask requirements, and testing. Timings were relative to the first 

confirmed covid-19 case and death in each country. As numbers of cases and tests are likely 

correlated, we report tests per covid-19 death. For additional comparison we used the maximum 

and average, up to 20th July, University of Oxford Stringency Index for each country.12 This composite 

measure is based on nine response indicators, including school closures, workplace closures, and 

travel bans. 

Observed outcomes under “mitigation” 
Government and news websites from each of the countries were searched for data on the numbers 

of covid-19 cases, hospitalisation, and deaths that took place from 1st January to 20th July 2020. 

Covid-19 related deaths rather than excess deaths were used as these were available for all 

countries of interest. 

Modelling outcomes under “no mitigation” 
We conducted a search for existing models on PUBMED, the Arxiv and medRxiv preprint servers. We 

selected the London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine Centre for the Mathematical 

Modelling of Infectious Diseases (CMMID) covid-19 model (version 1) for projections in all countries 

of interest. This is an open-source age-structured deterministic mathematical model of SARS-CoV-2 

transmission.11,14,15 This model was chosen because it included projections for all countries of 

interest, allowed common structural assumptions between countries, and enabled tailoring of virus 

introduction dates and reproduction numbers (𝑅0). It accounts for differences in susceptibility and 

symptomatic rate by age, with children less susceptible to infection and more likely to be 

asymptomatic than adults.  

We used results of meta-analysis studies and preprints published before Feb 26, 2020 to estimate 

the “no mitigation” 𝑅0 at 2.7 (95% credible interval 1.6-3.9).14 Our scenario A uses 2.7 while 

scenarios B and C assume 𝑅0 to be 1.6 and 3.9, respectively. This 𝑅0 point estimate was sufficiently 

early to avoid the influence of public health interventions. Other modelling studies have used similar 

estimates of 2.6 (uncertainty range: 1.5-3.5) and 3.8 and there is limited evidence of variation 

between western European countries. 16-18 Default values were used for other parameters. The 

model forecasts for each  𝑅0 scenario in each country were then downloaded including cumulative 

cases, ICU bed days, non-ICU bed days, and deaths from virus introduction to 20th July 2020. Bed 

days were converted to numbers of admissions using the duration of non-ICU and ICU stays assumed 

by CMMID. These values and further modelling details are in the Appendix. 
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Calculating health-related net benefit of mitigation 
Our calculations include QALYs lost from covid-19 cases, hospitalisations, and deaths. We include 

only direct health impacts, and not indirect impacts such as mental health effects of bereavement or 

social distancing. We used influenza quality of life decrements for hospitalised or non-hospitalised 

cases who survive as estimates are not yet available for covid-19 (values in appendix). We estimate 

QALYs lost per covid-19 death using country specific distributions of age at death, life expectancy, 

and age-specific quality of life norms (details in Appendix).10 Our baseline estimate of QALYs lost 

assumes an SMR of 1.1 (see Appendix) but there is uncertainty about the prevalence of 

comorbidities in those dying from covid-19 compared to the general population. 19  We therefore 

consider a sensitivity analysis with a high SMR of 2.0. 

Health-related costs of treatment 
We estimated hospitalisation costs in 2020 UK £ pounds sterling from a UK NHS perspective. We 

assumed no healthcare cost for community covid-19 cases as prescription medications typically have 

low cost and over the counter medications are not funded by the NHS. Using the figures for hospital 

stay costs, percentage requiring high dependency or ICU, average days ICU, and cost per day of ICU 

gives an average cost of £4847 per hospitalized patient (details in Appendix). We did not include 

costs for testing or tracing as the level under “no mitigation” is unknown and under “mitigation” was 

not reported by all countries.  

Calculating direct health-related net benefit of mitigation  
The total QALYs lost and healthcare costs were estimated for the observed “mitigation” and 

modelled “no mitigation” strategies. Incremental QALYs gained and healthcare savings from 

mitigation were calculated. A monetary incremental health-related net benefit was calculated by 

multiplying incremental QALYs by the conventional UK willingness-to-pay threshold of £20,000/QALY 

and subtracting incremental costs.20 These are presented per capita using 2020 population 

estimates.21 

Economic impact 
We used the October 2020 International Monetary Fund (IMF) World Economic Outlook projections 

for GDP growth in 2020 to give estimates of growth with the covid-19 pandemic and compared 

these to the corresponding January 2020 pre-pandemic projections.3,22 January IMF estimates for 

Sweden and Ireland were not available so instead Organisation for Economic Cooperation and 

Development (OECD) 2020 projections from 21st November 2019 were used.23  We calculated £ 

pound sterling value of GDP changes using IMF estimates of total GDP value in October 2019 and 

OECD 2019 purchasing power parities. 2,24 Final results are reported per capita using 2020 population 

estimates.21 

Only part of the observed GDP loss is a result of government mandated social distancing measures, 

with the rest a consequence of global trade changes, voluntary behaviour changes, and productivity 

loss due to ill health. We therefore present two scenarios.  The first assumes that under no 

mitigation the 2020 GDP reduction would have been the same as that observed in Sweden. Sweden 

might be considered to represent the “minimal mitigation” policy that is politically acceptable in a 

western European democracy during a global pandemic, rather than “no mitigation”. In the second 

we estimate the percentage of observed GDP loss that was offset by net QALYs gained and 

healthcare savings.  
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Results 

Description of country responses to covid-19 
Apart from Sweden, response measures and timings were similar across countries (full details in 

Appendix). Ireland banned gatherings 15-28 days earlier than other countries. All countries except 

Sweden ordered pubs and restaurants to shut but Ireland did so up to 40 days earlier. Spain, 

Germany and the UK closed schools at a similar timepoint, roughly 30 days after Ireland. Sweden 

recommended secondary schools and universities to move to distance learning but kept nurseries 

and schools open. The UK introduced stay-at-home orders almost 30 days later than Ireland and 12 

days after Spain. Sweden had no stay-at-home order. All countries introduced wage support at 

similar timepoints. Requirements for mask wearing were eventually introduced for all countries 

except Sweden, but Spain and Germany moved much earlier than the UK and Ireland. Most 

countries did not introduce comprehensive tracing until the very end of the first wave. Testing levels 

per death were much higher in Germany, with 812.8 compared to 324.6 for Ireland with the second 

highest level. According to the stringency Index, the UK had lower maximum level restrictions than 

Ireland and Spain but higher than Germany and Sweden. Ireland had the highest maximum level of 

restrictions. Average restriction index was very similar between countries other than Sweden. 

Sweden had the least stringent measures (maximum 64.81 vs next lowest 76.85 and average 38.79 

vs next lowest 45.41). 

  

Comparison of responses to covid-19 on cases, hospitalisations, and deaths 
Differences in prevented covid-19 cases, hospitalisations, and deaths under “mitigation” are 

illustrated in Figure 1, with full details in the Appendix.  

Observed case numbers are affected by variance in levels of testing across countries limiting 

comparability. Hospitalisations and deaths per capita were highest in Sweden, Spain, and the UK. 

Ireland and Germany had much lower hospitalisations and deaths.  

Under base case scenario A (𝑅0 = 2.7), Spain and Germany prevented more hospitalisations and 

deaths per capita than the UK, while Sweden was similar to the UK.  Ireland prevented fewer 

hospitalisations and deaths than all countries, likely driven by a younger population. Patterns are 

similar under scenario C (𝑅0 = 3.9) but reverse for Germany and Ireland under A (𝑅0 = 1.6); this 

nonintuitive reversal is due to a nonlinear relationship between 𝑅0 and outcomes. 

 

 

 

Comparison of health-related costs, benefits, and net benefits 
The incremental health-related benefits (QALYs), costs, and per capita incremental net benefits are 

presented in Table 1. In scenario A (𝑅0 = 2.7), health-related net benefits per capita are highest for 

Germany, followed by Spain, UK, and Sweden. Ireland had almost 30% lower net benefit than 

Sweden. These findings are driven by prevented hospitalisations and deaths (Figure 1).  

Under scenario B (𝑅0 = 1.6), Sweden and Ireland have the greatest health-related benefit while the 

UK and Germany have the lowest, again driven by nonlinear modelling relationship between 𝑅0 and 

outcomes (Figure 1). Under scenario C (𝑅0 = 3.9), almost the same pattern as the base case is 

found. Patterns are the same under SMR=2.0, but health-related net benefits are marginally lower 
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(see Appendix). Deaths account for 60-70% of incremental health-related net benefits, with the 

remainder due to hospitalisations (Appendix). Over 95% of the benefit of prevented hospitalisations 

is due to costs, rather than QALYs.  

Across all scenarios, with 𝑅0 = 2.7 as base case, the UK response is estimated to have saved 3.17 

million (ranging from 0.32 to 3.65 million) QALYs, £33 billion (£8-38 billion) in healthcare costs, and 

gained £1416 (220-1637)per capita health-related net benefit at £20,000/QALY. 

 

Comparison of economic impact of responses to covid-19 
Estimates of the economic impact of government responses are presented in Table 2. Spain and the 

UK had the worst GDP loss, Germany and Ireland had much smaller reductions in GDP. Despite high 

hospitalisation and deaths, Sweden had the lowest reduction in GDP, possibly explained by lower 

severity restrictions. 

In scenario A, observed GDP loss exceeded health-related net benefits in all countries (Table 1 and 

Table 2). The extent to which GDP losses were ‘offset’ by net health benefits ranged widely from a 

low of 30% in Ireland to 71% in Germany at the £20,000/QALY threshold (Table 2). These findings 

were very sensitive to assumptions about 𝑅0.  For example, in the UK the extent to which GDP loss is 

offset was 46% in scenario A but ranged from 7% to 53% (Table 2). If, however, the 5.9% GDP loss 

observed in Sweden is considered the minimal level for European economies, given the effects of 

global trade and voluntary behavioural changes, then under scenario A the net health benefits in 

Germany and Ireland exceed the GDP loss whereas they fall short but are comparable in the UK and 

Spain. The analysis with SMR=2.0 (Appendix) reduces net benefits per capita but does not change 

our overall findings. 

Figure 2 illustrates that in countries (Ireland, Spain, and the UK) with higher social distancing 

stringency, net health benefit did not offset a greater proportion of GDP loss. It illustrates that in 

Germany, with highest testing per death, net health benefits offset the greatest % GDP loss. It 

illustrates that in Ireland, with lowest predicted “no mitigation” death rate, net health benefits of 

mitigation offset the lowest % GDP loss. It also suggests that countries with lower median age (e.g. 

Ireland) had lower offsets than those with higher age (e.g. Germany). None of these patterns are 

consistent and there is insufficient data for statistical testing.  

 

Discussion 
We have provided an exploratory comparison of health-related benefits and costs saved by 

government measures across European countries. Mitigation saved lives and reduced healthcare 

treatment costs substantially, with the health-related net benefit in the UK being £1416 (220-1637) 

per capita. In all countries, projected GDP loss is higher than health-related net benefits but this 

ignores that GDP would have reduced in the absence of government mandated social distancing 

measures.  In the UK, 46.1 (7.1-53.2)% of GDP loss was offset by health-related net benefit, but 

higher offset percentages were estimated in Germany (71.1%), Spain (51.0%), and Sweden (66.1%). 

Countries with tighter social distancing restrictions do not appear to perform better on this measure. 

Instead, the distinguishing features of Germany (best performing country) are higher testing, earlier 

mask wearing, and higher median age. Germany having the highest % GDP offset may also be 

explained by having lowest absolute death and hospitalisation rates.7 The defining feature of Ireland 

(worst performing country) is low likelihood of covid-19 hospitalisation and death, possibly 

explained by lowest median age (38 years).25 High % offset countries Germany and Spain may simply 
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have had older populations with more to benefit (Figure 2). Sweden had lower levels of testing, no 

requirement for mask wearing, and mostly voluntary but had similar health-related benefits to the 

UK; median age (41 years) is similar to the UK (40 years) again suggesting population susceptibility is 

a key determinant of success.  

There are significant limitations to our analysis. There is limited understanding of plausible 

parameter ranges (e.g. 𝑅0) and limitations of using an existing model so we could not conduct 

probabilistic sensitivity analysis. Costs of hospitalisation were assumed to be independent of the 

number of hospitalisations; however, once capacity is breached, additional facilities would need to 

be constructed at substantial cost. We did not model testing or tracing costs. The UK has allocated 

£22 billion, or £338 per capita, on testing and tracing over 2020-21 so this could become important 

for future evaluations.26 We did not model indirect health impacts, such as the impact of either 

social distancing or a more severe pandemic on mental health or delivery of healthcare. There are 

limitations in the extent to which any single measure of stringency can capture complex Government 

policies. For example, Finland had a maximum of 67.6 and average of 36.6 compare to 64.8 and 38.8 

in Sweden, respectively, despite introducing a strict lockdown.12 The CMMID model represents a 

worst case scenario for “no mitigation” as it does not include voluntary changes in behaviour. 

Finally, our restriction to the first wave of the pandemic means we may be comparing cases, 

hospitalisations, or deaths postponed, rather than prevented, and we take no account for possible 

herd immunity.  

Estimating only the impact of government social distancing measures on GDP is difficult. Baker 2020 

estimated that at least half of economic impact is due to global uncertainty, while Chen-2020 found 

that outbreaks and voluntary mobility reductions have a much greater impact.8,27 Sweden represents 

“minimal mitigation” rather than “no mitigation”. Furthermore, Sweden’s neighbouring countries 

introduced greater restrictions and also achieved lower forecast reductions in GDP (e.g. Norway with 

maximum stringency index 79.6 and forecast -4.0% growth, Denmark with maximum index 72.2 and 

-4.5% growth).12,22 It is clear that there is no simple trade-off between economic pain and health 

gains. Finally, comparisons for Ireland may be skewed as its GDP per capita is subject to 

disproportionate globalisation effects.28  

A challenge to our % GDP loss offset is that the £20,000/QALY threshold relates to NHS expenditure, 

not society. Societal thresholds may range from £10,000/QALY to £70,000/QALY.9 The NHS uses a 

threshold of £50,000/QALY for patients at end-of-life, possibly relevant to patients experiencing 

severe covid-19.20  Furthermore, the UK uses higher thresholds when there is perceived public 

pressure, as in the case of the Cancer Drugs Fund with an estimated threshold of £220,000/QALY.29 

The UK’s benefits would outweigh the total GDP loss at above £70,000/QALY (Appendix).  

There are possible lessons from our analysis for the ongoing covid-19 pandemic. One is to consider 

the cost and QALYs associated with hospitalisations and deaths, rather than only total numbers, 

when making decisions. Successful responses appear to be linked to higher levels of testing or mask 

wearing, rather than strictness of response. The experience of Ireland suggests that consideration 

should then be given to the maximum potential benefit, which depends on demographics and 

interpersonal contacts. This final consideration could be applied regionally rather than nationally, to 

better target approaches to future outbreaks.  

Conclusion 
Our exploratory analysis estimates that the UK saved 3.17 million (0.32 to 3.65 million) QALYs, £33 

billion (£8-38 billion) in healthcare costs, and £1416 (220-1637) health-related net benefit at 

£20,000/QALY per capita. This is comparable to £1,455 GDP loss per capita using Sweden as 

 . CC-BY-ND 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 February 24, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.14.20248201doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.14.20248201
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 

 

“minimal mitigation”, while it is 46.1 (7.1-53.2)% of the total £3075 GDP loss per capita.  Germany, 

Spain, and, in most scenarios, Sweden had greater health-related net benefits per capita and less 

GDP loss per capita. Ireland fared worst on both measures.  

At face value, the total economic impact of covid-19 exceeded the health-related net benefits. 

However, it is not realistic to attribute the full economic impact solely to government responses or 

to argue that any European country could have avoided their GDP loss or applied “no mitigation”. 

We have attempted to evaluate the extent to which economic costs have been offset by net health 

benefits. Countries with susceptible populations, higher testing, and higher mask wearing, rather 

than those with the most stringent restrictions appear to have done better on this measure. 

 

Data sharing statement 
Our model is implemented in the R statistical programming language. Parameters and data are in a 

Microsoft Excel spreadsheet. Code and data are publicly available: 

https://github.com/Bogdasayen/covid_cea  
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Key points 
• We estimate the UK government response to covid-19 up to 20th July saved 3.17 (0.32-3.65) 

million quality adjusted life years (QALYs), £33 (8-38) billion healthcare costs, and £1416 

(220-1637) health-related net benefit (HRNB) per capita at £20,000/QALY.  

• Per capita, this HRNB is comparable to a £1,455 gross domestic product (GDP) loss using 

Sweden as comparator and offsets 46.1 (7.1-53.2)% of total £3075 GDP loss.   

• Germany, Spain, and Sweden had greater HRNB per capita and offset a greater percentage 

of total GDP losses per capita than the UK, while Ireland fared worse on both measures.  

• Countries with susceptible populations, higher testing, and higher mask wearing, rather than 

those with the most stringent restrictions, appear to have had greatest HRNB and offset the 

greatest percentage of total GDP losses. 
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Tables 
 

Table 1 Health-related benefits, costs, and net benefits of the government response for SMR=1.1 scenarios. Scenarios are 
for the “No mitigation” simulations from the CMMID model which are compared to the observed outcomes. Comparisons 
up to 20th July 2020. (INB =  Incremental health-related net benefit). 

Scenario Country Incremental benefit 
(millions of QALYs) 

Incremental costs 
(£Billions) 

INB per capita at 
£20,000/QALY (£) 

A 
𝑅0

= 2.7 

UK 3.166 -32.94 1,416.6 

Ireland 0.162 -1.67 994.6 

Spain 2.297 -23.84 1,492.6 

Germany 4.467 -43.22 1,581.2 

Sweden 0.463 -4.78 1,388.2 

B 
All 𝑅0 =
1.6 
 

UK 0.319 -8.61 220.5 

Ireland 0.071 -0.82 453.3 

Spain 0.452 -8.00 364.6 

Germany 0.501 -8.03 215.3 

Sweden 0.149 -2.04 495.4 

C 
All 𝑅0 =
3.9 

UK 3.649 -38.28 1,637.4 

Ireland 0.197 -2.04 1,206.6 

Spain 2.754 -28.75 1,792.6 

Germany 5.357 -52.79 1,907.6 

Sweden 0.555 -5.77 1,668.1 
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Table 2 International comparison of GDP growth forecasts, losses due to the pandemic and government response, and % offset by health-related net benefit.  

Country 
Population 
size 

GDP in 
2019 
(£billion) 

GDP per 
capita (£) 

IMF 
Growth 
January 
2020 (%) 

IMF 
Growth 
October 
2020 (%) 

Reduction in GDP compared to no mitigation PP (£) 

Scenario: 
Sweden GDP 
loss as “no 
mitigation”  

Scenario: All GDP reduction due to response 

GDP Loss per 
capita (£) 

% offset by health-related net benefit at 
£20k/QALY 

 

UK 67,950,117 1,865.64 27,456 1.4 -9.8 1,455.17 3075.072 46.1 (7.17, 53.2) 

Ireland 4,947,782 261.76 52,904 3.3** -3 211.62 3332.974 29.8 (13.6, 36.2) 

Spain 46,758,012 950.55 20,329 1.6 -12.8 1,727.98 2927.401 51.0 (12.5, 61.2) 

Germany 83,831,967 2,627.07 31,337 1.1 -6 376.05 2224.954 71.1 (9.68, 85.7) 

Sweden 10,110,601 359.67 35,574 1.2** -4.7 0.00 2098.85 66.1 (23.6, 79.5) 

*GDP growth is forecasted for 2020 in January (before pandemic) and October (after pandemic). One scenario assumes the growth loss of Sweden (i.e. 1.2 

before pandemic and -4.7 after pandemic, giving reduction of 5.9%) represents growth that would be lost under no mitigation.  Figures are per capita in £ 

pounds sterling. **Ireland and Sweden based on OECD estimates from 21st November 2019.23
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Figure legends 
 

Figure 1 Outcomes saved per capita (PP). Central estimate is scenario A while lower and upper limits correspond to 
scenarios B and C, respectively. Horizontal solid lines indicate UK estimates for ease of comparison. Values above these lines 
indicate greater benefit per capita. Comparison of cases is affected by levels of testing so focus should be on deaths and 
hospitalisations. 
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Figure 2 Comparison of % GDP loss offset by net health benefits at £20,000/QALY across countries and comparison with 
explanatory factors. A) maximum stringency index, B) median age of population21, C) tests per death, D) predicted death 
rate under no mitigation scenario. 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix A. Modelling details 

A.1. Search details 
 

We used the preprint server Arxiv application programming interface (API) to search for hits with the 

terms "COVID", "CoV", or "coronavirus" in their titles or abstracts. We then filtered these 1432 hits 

(19-June-2020) by those containing "model" and either "United Kingdom", "Great Britain", or 

"England" in their abstracts. This gave 5 for abstract/full-text screening. We applied the same search 

strategy to medical preprint server medRxiv, which gave 5387 hits (18-June-2020), and 61 for 

title/abstract screening, of which only 9 were relevant for full-text screening. We also conducted a 

PUBMED search for titles or abstracts containing terms related to covid-19 ("coronavirus", "SARS-

CoV-2", "covid-19"), the UK ("United Kingdom", "England","UK", "Great Britain"), and the string 

"model". This identified 64 hits, of which 7 were relevant for full-text screening. We supplemented 

these targeted literature searches with reviews of websites for established modelling groups in the 

UK, namely the Medical Research Council (MRC) Centre for Global Infectious Disease Analysis 
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Imperial College London, the Nuffield Department of Health at University of Oxford, and the Centre 

for the Mathematical Modelling of Infectious Diseases (CMMID) at the London School of Hygiene 

and Tropical Medicine. We also searched the Society for Medical Decision Making (SMDM) database 

of available models (as of 18-June-2020); this included 14 potentially relevant models but all were 

non-UK except those already identified in the medRxiv searches. We used the same search strategy 

to identify models of transmission in each of the countries of interest. 

A.2. Further details on use of CMMID model for projections under “no mitigation” 
 

In all modelling scenarios, we calibrated the virus introduction date such that the modelled first 

death date (assumed to be the first date when total modelled deaths were greater than 0.5, as the 

model estimates fractional deaths) matched to observed data on first death in each country (details 

in appendix). We also kept the default contact matrices for home, work, school, and ‘other’ settings; 

UK matrices were based on a 2008 study which used questionnaires and contact diaries to measure 

contact patterns in the UK and 7 other European countries (POLYMOD), while non-UK matrices were 

based on 2013 and 2017 studies which extrapolated from the results of the POLYMOD study.1,2 

Other than our changes to the 𝑅0 value, we used the default parameter values. These included risk 

of death and hospitalization not modified from baseline age-dependent parameters, and 10 initial 

infections on virus introduction date) with the baseline (no mitigation) scenario being used for our 

analysis. 

A.3. Further modelling methods – estimating QALYs lost per death 
At the time of submission, the paper of Briggs was not fully published.3 For completeness, we 

therefore reproduce the key steps used from Briggs’ analysis to estimate QALYs lost per death.  

Assuming an initial cohort of 100,000 births, the number surviving to age 𝑥 years is given by 

𝑙(𝑥) = 100,000 × ∏ 𝑒−𝑑(𝑎)𝑆𝑀𝑅

𝑥

𝑎=1

 

Where 𝑑(𝑥) = −𝑙𝑛{1 − 𝑞(𝑥)} is the hazard rate of death corresponding to the probability of death 

𝑞(𝑥) for period 𝑥 to 𝑥 + 1, and 𝑆𝑀𝑅 is a standardized mortality ratio for our cohort (i.e. people 

dying of covid-19). The 𝑆𝑀𝑅 for patients dying from covid-19 is unknown. Public Health England 

report that the percentage of covid-19 deaths with comorbidities were similar to deaths in the 

general population. 4 The greatest disparities were in diabetes (6.5% difference: 14.6% vs 21.1%) and 

hypertensive diseases (4.1% difference: 14.5% vs 19.6%) .4 We combine these two to give ~10% of 

patients with comorbidities and take a high bound of 2.0 for the conditions’ standardised mortality 

ratios (SMR), giving a population average SMR of 1.1. We also consider an extreme sensitivity with 

SMR of 2.0. 

We average the 𝑙(𝑥) over males and females assuming simplistically that the proportion of females 

is 0.5. The number of person-years lived between ages 𝑥 and 𝑥 + 1 for 𝑥 ≥ 1 is 

𝐿(𝑥) =
𝑙(𝑥) + 𝑙(𝑥 + 1)

2
 

This is the duration of the interval (1 year in this case) times the average number alive during the 

interval. The life expectancy of people surviving to age x is then the expected number of life years of 

cohort aged 𝑥 divided by number surviving to age 𝑥 (i.e. average number of years of life) 
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𝐿𝐸(𝑥) =
∑ 𝐿(𝑢)

𝑢=𝑥

𝑙(𝑥)
. 

The  is some upper limit on life expectancy, which we take to be 100 years. Life years are then 

weighted by their age and country specific QALY norms 𝑄(𝑢) for age 𝑢 to give quality adjusted life 

expectancy (QALE). 

𝑄𝐴𝐿𝐸(𝑥) =
∑ 𝐿(𝑢)𝑄(𝑢).

𝑢=𝑥

𝑙(𝑥)
 

The final step is to discount at rate 𝑟 giving the discounted QALYs lost per death at age 𝑥 

𝑑𝑄𝐴𝐿𝑌(𝑥) =
∑ 𝐿(𝑢)𝑄(𝑢)(1 + 𝑟)−(𝑢−𝑥)

𝑢=𝑥

𝑙(𝑥)
 

This is calculated for each country using the age at death distribution presented in in Table A4. We 

take the mid-point 𝑥 for each interval, calculated the corresponding 𝑑𝑄𝐴𝐿𝑌(𝑥), multiply by the 

proportion of deaths in that interval, and sum the products.  

A.4. Further model inputs 
Table A3 Input parameters used in NHS cost-effectiveness model 

Parameter Country Value Source 

Date of first 
confirmed case 
(2020) 

UK 1st 
February  

WHO coronavirus disease dashboard5 

Ireland 1st March 

Spain 2nd 
February 

Germany 28th 
January 

Sweden 1st 
February 

Date of first 
confirmed 
death 

UK 7th March 

Ireland 12th 
March 

Spain 13th 
February 

Germany 10th 
March 

Sweden 12th 
March 

Cases to 20th 
July 

UK 295372 UK government website covid-19 cases6 

Ireland 25766 Irish government website covid-19 cases7 

Spain 291583 Spanish National Centre for Epidemiology website. 
Total over provincial level covid-19 cases 8 

Germany 203500 Tagesspiegel website covid-19 cases9 

Sweden 78135 Public Health Agency of Sweden website.10  

Hospitalisations 
(ICU and non-
ICU) to 20th July 

UK 133047 European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control 
hospital admissions data.11 Ireland 1953 

Spain 90897 

Germany 23750 
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Sweden 21810 
 

Not reported. Calculated using hospitalisation to case 
ratio of 0.30 across UK, Ireland, Spain, and Germany. 

Deaths to 20th 
July 

UK 41101 UK government website covid-19 deaths6 

Ireland 1753 Irish government website covid-19 related deaths7 

Spain 28428 WHO coronavirus disease dashboard on covid-19 
related deaths5 

Germany 9170 Tagesspiegel website covid-19 related deaths9 

Sweden 5717 Public Health Agency of Sweden website on covid-19 
related deaths.10 

Life expectancy 
 

UK Table A5 Office of National Statistician (ONS)12 

Ireland Table A5 Central Statistics Office (CSO)13 

Spain Table A5 Eurostat 14. UK ONS figures from age 85 to 100 as 
Eurostat only reports to age 84.12 

Germany Table A5 Destatis15 

Sweden Table A5 Eurostat 14. UK ONS figures from age 85 to 100 as 
Eurostat only reports to age 84.12,16 

Proportion 
female 

All 0.50 Assumed for all countries and age groups to be the 
same 

Age 
distribution at 
death 

All Table A4 Various sources, details in below. 

QALY norms 
per age 

All Table 
A6Error! 
Reference 
source 
not 
found. 

Published estimates17 

QALYs lost per 
community 
case 
 

All -0.00167 Weighted average of QALY lost per community case of 
flu in England over four strains18 

QALYs lost per 
hospitalisation 
(ICU or non-
ICU) 
 

All -0.031 QALY loss per hospitalisation in 431 H1N1 inpatients in 
Spain 19 

Cost per 
community 
case  

All £0 Assumption 

Cost per 
hospitalisation 
(ICU or non-
ICU) 

All £4,746 National schedule of NHS costs for ICU and non-ICU, 9 
day length of stay from ICNARC report on covid-19, 
17% hospitalised requiring ICU. 20-22 

Duration of 
non-ICU 
hospital in 
CMMID  

All 8 days CMMID model23 

Duration of ICU 
stay in CMMID  

All 10 days CMMID model23 
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The age at death distributions are provided in Table A4. Data were not available for Ireland so this 

was assumed to be the same as in the UK. This is supported by Omori 2020 who compared age at 

death distributions across Spain, Italy, and Japan.24 They found that although total numbers of dead 

varied between countries, the age distribution at death was similar. 

 

Table A4 Age distribution at death. Ireland distribution assumed same as for the UK. 

Age band 
(years) 

UK Sweden Spain Germany 

Source Briggs 20203 Swedish Public 
Health Authority25 

Spanish Ministry 
of Health 26 

Statista data for Germany27 

0-9 4.47E-05 0.000174 0 0.00011 

10-19 0.000358 0 0 0.00022 

20-29 0.0017 0.001563 0.001 0.000989 

30-39 0.004921 0.002778 0.003 0.002527 

40-49 0.016196 0.007639 0.011 0.00868 

50-59 0.052928 0.027951 0.032 0.03593 

60-69 0.11476 0.068924 0.089 0.097572 

70-79 0.249295 0.215278 0.241 0.226349 

80-90 0.380923 0.415278 0.411 0.444457 

90-100 0.178873 0.260417 0.212 0.183167 

 

The lifetables used in the analysis are presented in Table A5. These represent the probability of dying 

between the age of the lower and upper limits of each interval. Eurostat was used for Spain and 

Sweden but this reports only as high as age 84.14 After this, the UK ONS figures were used.  German 

data from Destatis were only available to age 99 but no data were employed beyond this. 15
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Table A5 Lifetables for each country. qx is probability of dying between age x and x+1. 

 
UK 
ONS lifetables 2017-
201912 

Ireland 
Central Statistics Office 
lifetables 2015-201713 

Spain 
Eurostat 201814 

Germany 
Destatis 2017-201915 

Sweden 
Eurostat 201814 

age qx male qx female qx_male qx_female qx_male qx_female qx_male qx_female qx_male qx_female 

0 0.004267 0.003536 0.00332355 0.00304020 0.0028 0.0025 0.0035 0.0029 0.0022 0.0018 

1 0.000243 0.000213 0.00018249 0.00021585 0.0002 0.0002 0.0003 0.0002 0.0002 0.0003 

2 0.000132 0.000127 0.00015815 0.00006683 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0002 0.0001 

3 0.000101 0.000098 0.00010511 0.00005239 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 

4 0.000097 0.000068 0.00008877 0.00006425 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 

5 0.000085 0.000086 0.00008314 0.00007613 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 

6 0.000088 0.000082 0.00007538 0.00006452 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0000 

7 0.000069 0.000062 0.00005775 0.00005301 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 

8 0.000067 0.000064 0.00003262 0.00004637 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 

9 0.000059 0.000053 0.00001732 0.00004306 0.0001 0.0000 0.0001 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

10 0.000074 0.000064 0.00003031 0.00004232 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 

11 0.000085 0.000066 0.00007924 0.00004389 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 

12 0.000105 0.000060 0.00009941 0.00004787 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0000 

13 0.000127 0.000080 0.00009136 0.00005476 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 

14 0.000121 0.000101 0.00011522 0.00006548 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0002 0.0002 

15 0.000174 0.000112 0.00017672 0.00008161 0.0001 0.0001 0.0002 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 

16 0.000227 0.000147 0.00025543 0.00010570 0.0002 0.0001 0.0002 0.0001 0.0001 0.0002 

17 0.000316 0.000159 0.00033479 0.00014179 0.0002 0.0002 0.0003 0.0001 0.0004 0.0002 

18 0.000400 0.000227 0.00040443 0.00018852 0.0003 0.0001 0.0004 0.0002 0.0004 0.0002 

19 0.000448 0.000200 0.00045766 0.00020377 0.0003 0.0001 0.0004 0.0002 0.0004 0.0003 

20 0.000508 0.000190 0.00049306 0.00017518 0.0003 0.0001 0.0004 0.0002 0.0004 0.0003 

21 0.000513 0.000211 0.00051400 0.00015336 0.0003 0.0002 0.0004 0.0002 0.0008 0.0003 

22 0.000504 0.000229 0.00052696 0.00015172 0.0003 0.0001 0.0004 0.0002 0.0006 0.0003 

23 0.000505 0.000222 0.00053924 0.00016302 0.0004 0.0001 0.0004 0.0002 0.0007 0.0004 

24 0.000552 0.000222 0.00055336 0.00018190 0.0004 0.0002 0.0005 0.0002 0.0008 0.0002 
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25 0.000598 0.000254 0.00056944 0.00020272 0.0003 0.0002 0.0004 0.0002 0.0006 0.0002 

26 0.000581 0.000262 0.00058759 0.00022370 0.0005 0.0002 0.0004 0.0002 0.0007 0.0002 

27 0.000621 0.000292 0.00060797 0.00024471 0.0004 0.0001 0.0004 0.0002 0.0008 0.0004 

28 0.000695 0.000314 0.00063074 0.00026569 0.0005 0.0002 0.0005 0.0002 0.0008 0.0004 

29 0.000732 0.000320 0.00065608 0.00028665 0.0006 0.0002 0.0005 0.0003 0.0006 0.0003 

30 0.000771 0.000370 0.00068420 0.00030768 0.0005 0.0003 0.0005 0.0003 0.0007 0.0004 

31 0.000835 0.000394 0.00071535 0.00032895 0.0005 0.0002 0.0006 0.0003 0.0006 0.0003 

32 0.000835 0.000453 0.00074979 0.00035072 0.0005 0.0002 0.0006 0.0003 0.0006 0.0005 

33 0.000929 0.000486 0.00078782 0.00037335 0.0005 0.0003 0.0007 0.0004 0.0008 0.0004 

34 0.000957 0.000556 0.00082979 0.00039728 0.0006 0.0003 0.0007 0.0004 0.0009 0.0004 

35 0.001073 0.000582 0.00087609 0.00042310 0.0006 0.0003 0.0008 0.0004 0.0008 0.0004 

36 0.001146 0.000645 0.00092712 0.00045150 0.0007 0.0003 0.0009 0.0005 0.0008 0.0003 

37 0.001309 0.000784 0.00098340 0.00048334 0.0007 0.0004 0.0010 0.0005 0.0008 0.0004 

38 0.001261 0.000732 0.00104544 0.00051970 0.0007 0.0004 0.0010 0.0006 0.0008 0.0004 

39 0.001399 0.000852 0.00111386 0.00056191 0.0008 0.0004 0.0011 0.0006 0.0009 0.0004 

40 0.001529 0.000902 0.00118935 0.00061115 0.0009 0.0005 0.0012 0.0006 0.0011 0.0005 

41 0.001670 0.000986 0.00127267 0.00066827 0.0010 0.0006 0.0014 0.0007 0.0009 0.0007 

42 0.001818 0.001073 0.00136468 0.00073417 0.0011 0.0006 0.0014 0.0008 0.0011 0.0006 

43 0.002002 0.001171 0.00146634 0.00080983 0.0012 0.0007 0.0016 0.0009 0.0010 0.0008 

44 0.002093 0.001316 0.00157875 0.00089631 0.0012 0.0007 0.0017 0.0009 0.0013 0.0006 

45 0.002347 0.001425 0.00170313 0.00099473 0.0014 0.0009 0.0019 0.0011 0.0011 0.0008 

46 0.002488 0.001564 0.00184085 0.00110627 0.0017 0.0010 0.0021 0.0012 0.0015 0.0009 

47 0.002696 0.001695 0.00199346 0.00123207 0.0019 0.0011 0.0024 0.0013 0.0015 0.0011 

48 0.002852 0.001840 0.00216271 0.00137323 0.0023 0.0011 0.0026 0.0015 0.0015 0.0011 

49 0.003189 0.001943 0.00235057 0.00153076 0.0024 0.0014 0.0029 0.0017 0.0019 0.0013 

50 0.003379 0.002169 0.00255924 0.00170545 0.0029 0.0015 0.0032 0.0018 0.0022 0.0013 

51 0.003606 0.002358 0.00279124 0.00189784 0.0033 0.0016 0.0036 0.0021 0.0021 0.0015 

52 0.003907 0.002557 0.00304937 0.00210805 0.0035 0.0017 0.0040 0.0023 0.0029 0.0017 

53 0.004125 0.002697 0.00333683 0.00233599 0.0039 0.0021 0.0046 0.0025 0.0032 0.0018 

54 0.004478 0.002914 0.00365720 0.00258262 0.0047 0.0022 0.0051 0.0028 0.0031 0.0020 

55 0.004760 0.003194 0.00401454 0.00284955 0.0052 0.0023 0.0057 0.0031 0.0034 0.0023 

56 0.005389 0.003542 0.00441345 0.00313865 0.0056 0.0026 0.0064 0.0035 0.0039 0.0025 
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57 0.005856 0.003816 0.00485909 0.00345214 0.0060 0.0029 0.0072 0.0038 0.0042 0.0030 

58 0.006394 0.004230 0.00535733 0.00379261 0.0067 0.0031 0.0078 0.0042 0.0046 0.0035 

59 0.006930 0.004616 0.00591479 0.00416312 0.0072 0.0034 0.0088 0.0046 0.0056 0.0034 

60 0.007595 0.005054 0.00653895 0.00456726 0.0080 0.0036 0.0096 0.0052 0.0063 0.0041 

61 0.008313 0.005492 0.00723827 0.00500927 0.0089 0.0038 0.0107 0.0057 0.0067 0.0047 

62 0.009223 0.006264 0.00802233 0.00549415 0.0097 0.0042 0.0118 0.0061 0.0077 0.0051 

63 0.010178 0.006714 0.00890193 0.00602782 0.0105 0.0045 0.0129 0.0068 0.0081 0.0058 

64 0.010947 0.007264 0.00988932 0.00661725 0.0111 0.0050 0.0141 0.0074 0.0095 0.0057 

65 0.012025 0.007988 0.01099831 0.00727075 0.0121 0.0050 0.0153 0.0079 0.0107 0.0067 

66 0.013330 0.008573 0.01224452 0.00799812 0.0131 0.0057 0.0167 0.0088 0.0117 0.0075 

67 0.014437 0.009380 0.01364559 0.00881107 0.0143 0.0062 0.0179 0.0094 0.0129 0.0081 

68 0.015740 0.010330 0.01522143 0.00972357 0.0150 0.0062 0.0194 0.0103 0.0136 0.0093 

69 0.017289 0.011296 0.01699450 0.01075229 0.0169 0.0072 0.0207 0.0114 0.0153 0.0108 

70 0.018286 0.012437 0.01899014 0.01191729 0.0190 0.0078 0.0226 0.0127 0.0168 0.0114 

71 0.020276 0.013337 0.02123685 0.01324270 0.0197 0.0085 0.0243 0.0136 0.0181 0.0132 

72 0.022326 0.015241 0.02376674 0.01475770 0.0219 0.0093 0.0264 0.0151 0.0208 0.0138 

73 0.025500 0.017347 0.02661587 0.01649767 0.0235 0.0105 0.0284 0.0165 0.0209 0.0159 

74 0.028123 0.019167 0.02982471 0.01850572 0.0260 0.0123 0.0312 0.0181 0.0247 0.0177 

75 0.031402 0.021437 0.03343860 0.02083453 0.0284 0.0140 0.0339 0.0199 0.0276 0.0197 

76 0.035115 0.024217 0.03750824 0.02354813 0.0303 0.0156 0.0367 0.0215 0.0320 0.0205 

77 0.038838 0.027308 0.04209018 0.02671326 0.0344 0.0175 0.0405 0.0239 0.0350 0.0230 

78 0.043521 0.030961 0.04724736 0.03039745 0.0408 0.0213 0.0446 0.0270 0.0383 0.0278 

79 0.048099 0.034481 0.05304958 0.03467553 0.0441 0.0245 0.0499 0.0310 0.0445 0.0310 

80 0.053982 0.038463 0.05957403 0.03962946 0.0504 0.0289 0.0554 0.0355 0.0497 0.0335 

81 0.060071 0.043634 0.06690568 0.04534759 0.0557 0.0332 0.0625 0.0412 0.0590 0.0406 

82 0.066512 0.048958 0.07513766 0.05192313 0.0626 0.0377 0.0709 0.0485 0.0660 0.0462 

83 0.075396 0.056269 0.08437146 0.05945201 0.0699 0.0436 0.0794 0.0556 0.0757 0.0516 

84 0.084755 0.063935 0.09471695 0.06802964 0.0811 0.0514 0.0907 0.0645 0.0833 0.0619 

85 0.094664 0.072462 0.10629219 0.07774677   0.1019 0.0742   

86 0.106853 0.083094 0.11922282 0.08868416   0.1160 0.0861   

87 0.118585 0.093462 0.13364105 0.10090621   0.1292 0.0990   

88 0.133359 0.106434 0.14968404 0.11445357   0.1474 0.1137   

 . CC-BY-ND 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 February 24, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.14.20248201doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.14.20248201
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 

 

89 0.149851 0.118942 0.16749159 0.12933523   0.1640 0.1288   

90 0.159530 0.134387 0.18720261 0.14552025   0.1821 0.1472   

91 0.179055 0.150755 0.20830632 0.16293008   0.1978 0.1659   

92 0.196950 0.167079 0.22776219 0.18143198   0.2239 0.1880   

93 0.215044 0.184344 0.24267951 0.20083448   0.2427 0.2093   

94 0.238086 0.204467 0.25301883 0.22088580   0.2675 0.2284   

95 0.261012 0.228210 0.25944618 0.24127563   0.2877 0.2539   

96 0.286714 0.250765 0.26290017 0.26164101   0.3149 0.2781   

97 0.304113 0.267058 0.26447343 0.28157596   0.3418 0.2941   

98 0.325892 0.291260 0.26532494 0.30064477   0.3584 0.3175   

99 0.369540 0.309526 0.26663580 0.31839759   0.3816 0.3408   

100 0.384386 0.343363 0.26960804 0.33438743       
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Table A6 QALY norms for each country by age band. 17 

Age band UK Ireland Spain Germany Sweden 

0-17 1 1 1 1 1 

18-24 0.94 0.94 0.982 0.972 0.888 

25-34 0.927 0.927 0.975 0.973 0.893 

35-44 0.911 0.911 0.949 0.966 0.868 

45-54 0.847 0.847 0.923 0.945 0.835 

55-64 0.799 0.799 0.901 0.922 0.813 

65-74 0.779 0.779 0.891 0.891 0.836 

75+ 0.726 0.726 0.781 0.839 0.701 

 

 

Appendix B. Country-level response details 
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Table A7 Description and timing, relative to 1st case  and 1st death in each country, of country responses to covid-19 

Restriction 
category 

Country Date Days since 
1st case* 

Days 
since 1st 
death* 

Measure Website source 

Border 
policy UK 8-June-20 128 93 

Quarantine for 14 
days 

https://news.sky.com/story/coronavirus-how-the-uks-14-
day-travel-quarantine-will-work-11992551  

Ireland 28-May-20 88 77 
Quarantine for 14 
days 

https://www.irishtimes.com/business/transport-and-
tourism/british-may-retaliate-over-14-day-quarantine-
warns-irish-ferries-owner-1.4276854  

Spain 16-Mar-20 43 32 Closed borders 

[https://www.elespanol.com/invertia/empresas/2020031
0/espana-prohibe-vuelos-directos-italia-
marzo/473703280_0.html, 
https://www.businessinsider.com/coronavirus-spain-
nationalises-private-hospitals-emergency-covid-19-
lockdown-2020-3?r=US&IR=T] 

Germany 18-Mar-20 50 8 

Banned travel from 
Italy, Switzerland, 
Denmark, 
Luxembourg, and 
Spain 

https://www.sueddeutsche.de/politik/coronavirus-
deutschland-1.4828033  

Sweden 17-Mar-20 45 5 
Travel from non-
EU/EEA banned. 

http://www.folkhalsomyndigheten.se/nyheter-och-
press/nyhetsarkiv/2020/mars/larosaten-och-
gymnasieskolor-uppmanas-nu-att-bedriva-
distansundervisning/ 
https://web.archive.org/web/20200323234935/https://
www.regeringen.se/artiklar/2020/03/fragor-och-svar--
inresestopp-till-eu-via-sverige/  
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Mass 
gatherings 

UK 26-Mar-20 54 19 
Banned except 
funerals 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-52012432   
https://www.theguardian.com/uk-
news/2020/mar/23/boris-johnsons-address-to-the-
nation-in-full  
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/further-
businesses-and-premises-to-close  
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2020/350/made/data
.htm   
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2020/apr/01/uk-
set-up-virtual-parliament-during-coronavirus-shutdown  

Ireland 27-Mar-20 26 15 
Restricted to 4 
people 

https://twitter.com/merrionstreet/status/124435994826
9748226  

Spain 13-Mar-20 40 29 All banned 

https://english.elpais.com/society/2020-03-15/spains-
state-of-alarm-the-key-measures-that-are-now-in-
place.html 

Germany 22-Mar-20 54 12 
No gatherings with 
>2 people 

https://www.welt.de/politik/deutschland/article2067258
29/Coronavirus-Deutschland-Kontaktverbote-zu-mehr-
als-zwei-Personen-Friseure-zu.html  
https://medienservice.sachsen.de/medien/news/235290 

Sweden 11-Mar-20 39 -1 

No gatherings over 
500 people. 
(reduced to 50 on 
27-Mar) 

https://www.svt.se/nyheter/snabbkollen/regeringen-
stoppar-stora-moten  
https://www.krisinformation.se/nyheter/2020/mars/ytte
rligare-begransning-sammankomster  

Pubs and 
restaurants 

UK 26-Mar-20 54 19 Ordered shut 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-52012432   
https://www.theguardian.com/uk-
news/2020/mar/23/boris-johnsons-address-to-the-
nation-in-full  
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/further-
businesses-and-premises-to-close  
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2020/350/made/data
.htm   
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2020/apr/01/uk-
set-up-virtual-parliament-during-coronavirus-shutdown  
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Ireland 15-Mar-20 14 3 Ordered shut 

https://www.dublinlive.ie/news/dublin-
news/coronavirus-latest-government-orders-pubs-
17928776  

Spain 13-Mar-20 40 29 Ordered shut 

https://english.elpais.com/society/2020-03-15/spains-
state-of-alarm-the-key-measures-that-are-now-in-
place.html  

Germany 22-Mar-20 54 12 Ordered shut 

https://www.welt.de/politik/deutschland/article2067258
29/Coronavirus-Deutschland-Kontaktverbote-zu-mehr-
als-zwei-Personen-Friseure-zu.html 
https://medienservice.sachsen.de/medien/news/235290 

Sweden NA NA NA 

Stayed open 
(Recommended 
those over 70 to 
avoid socialising on 
16-Mar-2020, day 
45) 

https://www.folkhalsomyndigheten.se/nyheter-och-
press/nyhetsarkiv/2020/mars/personer-over-70-bor-
begransa-sociala-kontakter-tills-vidare/ 
 https://novus.se/coronastatus-0331/  
 

Education 

UK 18-Mar-20 46 11 

Schools, 
universities and 
nurseries closed. 

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/mar/18/coro
navirus-school-colleges-nurseries-england-close-uk-friday 

Ireland 12-Mar-20 11 0 

Schools, 
universities and 
nurseries closed. 

https://www.irishtimes.com/news/health/coronavirus-
schools-colleges-and-childcare-facilities-in-ireland-to-
shut-1.4200977  

Spain 12-Mar-20 39 28 
Schools and 
universities closed. 

https://elfarodemelilla.es/suspenden-clases-melilla-14-
dias/  

Germany 13-Mar-20 45 3 

14/16 states closed 
schools and 
nurseries 

https://www.zeit.de/zustimmung?url=https%3A%2F%2F
www.zeit.de%2Fnews%2F2020-03%2F13%2Fbayern-
schliesst-alle-schulen-wegen-coronavirus-krise  

Sweden 17-Mar-20 45 5 

PHA recommended 
secondary schools 
and universities to 
use distance 
learning. 

http://www.folkhalsomyndigheten.se/nyheter-och-
press/nyhetsarkiv/2020/mars/larosaten-och-
gymnasieskolor-uppmanas-nu-att-bedriva-
distansundervisning/ 
https://web.archive.org/web/20200323234935/https://
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www.regeringen.se/artiklar/2020/03/fragor-och-svar--
inresestopp-till-eu-via-sverige/ 

Stay at 
home 
orders 

UK 26-Mar-20 54 19 

Except essential 
work travel, 
medical needs, one 
exercise per day 
(alone or with 
household), and 
caring for others. 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-52012432   
https://www.theguardian.com/uk-
news/2020/mar/23/boris-johnsons-address-to-the-
nation-in-full  
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/further-
businesses-and-premises-to-close  
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2020/350/made/data
.htm   
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2020/apr/01/uk-
set-up-virtual-parliament-during-coronavirus-shutdown  

Ireland 27-Mar-20 26 15 

Except essential 
work travel, 
medical needs, one 
exercise per day 
within 2km (alone 
or with household), 
and caring for 
others. 

https://twitter.com/merrionstreet/status/124435994826
9748226  

Spain 14-Mar-20 41 30 

Except going to the 
grocery store or 
pharmacy, getting 
medical treatment, 
caring for an older 
or sick person, or 
walking a pet 

https://www.vox.com/2020/3/20/21183315/coronavirus
-spain-outbreak-cases-tests 
 

Germany 20-Mar-20 52 10 

Some states (first 
Bavaria) prohibited 
residents from 
leaving home 
except for good 

https://edition.cnn.com/world/live-news/coronavirus-
outbreak-03-16-20-intl-
hnk/h_6dc565297dae326d424f5a2f13618aeb  
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reason (Exercise 
included). 

Sweden NA NA NA No requirement  

Masks 

UK 15-June-20 135 100 

Public transport 
(24-July, 175 days, 
for all shops) 

https://www.gov.uk/government/news/face-coverings-
to-become-mandatory-on-public-
transport#:~:text=From%2015%20June%2C%20face%20c
overings,using%20public%20transport%20in%20England.
&text=The%20government%20will%20work%20with,tod
ay%20(4%20June%202020).  

Ireland 13-July-20 134 123 

Public transport 
(10-August, 163, 
for all shops) 

https://www.gov.ie/en/press-release/7e568-minister-
for-health-signs-regulations-for-the-mandatory-wearing-
of-face-coverings-on-public-transport/  
https://www.thejournal.ie/face-coverings-mandatory-in-
shops-and-indoors-5171722-Aug2020/  

Spain 02-May-20 90 79 

Public transport 
(20-May, 110, 
indoors and 
outdoors) 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-europe-52513516  

Germany 

31-Mar-20 
to 22-Apr-

20 63 to 85 21 to 43 

Required on public 
transport and (in 
most states) in 
shops 

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-health-coronavirus-
germany-masks-idUSKBN21I10K  
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-europe-52382196  

Sweden NA NA NA No requirement.  

Financial 
assistance 

UK 20-Mar-20 48 13 

Furlough scheme 
pays up to 80% of 
wages, and other 
stimulus 

https://www.telegraph.co.uk/politics/2020/03/20/politic
s-latest-news-six-companies-have-made-ventilators-
matt/  

Ireland 24-Mar-20 23 12 

Wage subsidy up to 
85% of employees 
lost wages, and 
other stimulus 

https://www.citizensinformation.ie/en/employment/une
mployment_and_redundancy/covid19_temporary_wage
_subsidy_scheme.html  
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Spain 14-Mar-20 41 30 

Support for 
workers and 
companies. Value 
was 20% of Spanish 
GDP 

https://www.euractiv.com/section/economy-
jobs/news/spain-unveils-unprecedented-e200-billion-
coronavirus-package/  

Germany 23-Mar-20 55 13 

‘Kurzarbeit' 
support up to two 
thirds of wages and 
other stimulus 
(10% of German 
GDP) 

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-health-coronavirus-
germany-budget/germany-launches-750-billion-euro-
package-to-fight-coronavirus-idUSKBN21A2XU       
https://fr.reuters.com/article/us-health-coronavirus-
germany-kurzarbeit-idUKKBN21Q1SY  

Sweden 16-Mar-20 44 4 

Wage support (up 
to 75% of salary) 
and other stimulus 
measures 

https://home.kpmg/xx/en/home/insights/2020/04/swed
en-government-and-institution-measures-in-response-to-
covid.html  

Contact 
tracing  

UK 
01-Jun-20 

121 
86 

Comprehensive 
tracing 

University of Oxford. CORONAVIRUS GOVERNMENT 
RESPONSE TRACKER 
https://www.bsg.ox.ac.uk/research/research-
projects/coronavirus-government-response-tracker 
(Accessed 13-November-2020). 2020. 28 
 

Ireland 
05-Jun-20 

96 
85 

Comprehensive 
tracing 

Spain 

NA   

Only traced limited 
cases during study 
period, introduced 
comprehensive 
tracing on 13-
October 

Germany 
15-Jun-20 

139 
97 

Comprehensive 
tracing 

Sweden 
NA 

 NA 
NA 

Only ever traced 
limited cases 

Levels of 
community 
testing 

 Tests/1000 population Tests/death Our world in data. Total tests performed 
https://ourworldindata.org/coronavirus-testing#world-UK 118.6 196.0 

Ireland 115.0 324.6 
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closest to 
20th July29 
 

Spain (23rd 
July) 93.0 152.9 

map-total-tests-performed-relative-to-the-size-of-
population (accessed 19-October-2020). 2020. 29 

Germany 
(19th July) 88.9 812.8 

Sweden 
(5th July)** 59.2 104.7 

University 
of Oxford 
Stringency 
Index*** 

 
Max 1st January to 20th July 

Average 1st 
January to 20th July 

University of Oxford. CORONAVIRUS GOVERNMENT 
RESPONSE TRACKER 
https://www.bsg.ox.ac.uk/research/research-
projects/coronavirus-government-response-tracker 
(Accessed 13-November-2020). 2020. 28 

UK 79.63 (24-Mar-2020) 47.81 

Ireland 90.74 (6-April-2020) 47.62 

Spain 85.19 (30-Mar-2020) 47.75 

Germany 76.85 (23-Mar-2020) 45.41 

Sweden 64.81 (4-April-2020) 38.79 

* First case: UK (1st February), Ireland (1st March), Spain (2nd February), Germany (28th January), Sweden (1st February). First death: UK (7th March), 

Ireland (12th March), Spain (13th February), Germany (10th March), Sweden (12th March). **Unique people tested rather than total ***Score out of 100 

with higher scores indicating more stringent response. 
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Appendix C. Costing details 
The cost of hospitalisation was calculated using ICU and non-ICU costs, the length of stay for a 

hospitalisation, and the proportion hospital admissions requiring ICU. We used the National 

schedule of NHS costs to calculate a hospital stay cost of £2161 as a weighted average of 

"Unspecified Acute Lower Respiratory Infection with Interventions".21 We also used this source to 

calculate an ICU daily cost of £1504 as a weighted average of "Non-specific, general adult critical 

care patients predominate"). A study of 20,133 patients hospitalised by covid-19 in the UK reported 

that 17% of hospitalised patients required admission to high dependency or ICU.20 The Intensive 

Care National Audit and Research Centre (ICNARC) report on covid-19 in critical care published on 24 

July 2020 gives median critical care length of stay in patients who died in critical care (9 days, IQR 5-

16, in 4078 patients), were discharged from critical care but died in hospital (4 days, IQR 2-11, in 289 

patients, or were discharged from hospital (12 days, IQR 5-27, in 5344 patients).22 Using a sample 

size weighted average, we get a median length of stay in critical care of 10.50 days.  

 

Appendix C. Further results 
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Table A8 Observed and simulated total and per capita cases, hospitalisations, and deaths due to covid-19 to 20th July 2020. Also reported are estimated QALYs lost per death for SMR=1.1. 
Absolute values are presented for the observed “mitigation” scenarios and incremental results for modelled “no mitigation” scenarios. These differences represent cases, hospitalisations, and 
deaths prevented by government intervention.  

Scenario Country QALYs 
lost per 
death 

Cases Hospitalisations Deaths Cases per 
capita 

Hospitalisations 
per capita 

Deaths per capita 

Observed 
“Mitigation” 

UK 5.77 295,372 133,047 41,101 0.0043 0.0020 0.0006 

Ireland 5.66 25,766 1,953 1,753 0.0052 0.0004 0.0004 

Spain 5.77 291,583 90,897 28,428 0.0062 0.0019 0.0006 

Germany 5.89 203,500 23,750 9,170 0.0024 0.0003 0.0001 

Sweden 4.77 78,135 21,810* 5,717 0.0077 0.0022 0.0006 

 Country QALYs 
lost per 
death 

Cases 
prevented 

Hospitalisations 
prevented 

Deaths 
prevented 

Cases 
prevented per 
capita 

Hospitalisations 
prevented per 
capita 

Deaths prevented per 
capita 

A  
𝑅0 = 2.7 

“No 
mitigation” 

UK 8.72 29,297,252 2,269,469 391,003 0.4312 0.0334 0.0058 

Ireland 9.39 1,938,838 113,784 19,604 0.3919 0.0230 0.0040 

Spain 9.59 19,439,206 1,640,881 282,719 0.4157 0.0351 0.0060 

Germany 9.73 34,764,563 2,928,507 504,445 0.4147 0.0349 0.0060 

Sweden 8.94 4,099,594 330,298 56,906 0.4055 0.0327 0.0056 

B 
All 𝑅0 = 1.6 
“No 
mitigation” 

UK 9.39 13,670,017 625,276 71,045 0.2012 0.0092 0.0010 

Ireland 10.06 1,174,784 56,130 8,942 0.2374 0.0113 0.0018 

Spain 10.29 10,068,073 570,549 73,269 0.2153 0.0122 0.0016 

Germany 10.75 13,015,024 550,401 58,509 0.1553 0.0066 0.0007 

Sweden 9.67 2,382,932 144,735 20,734 0.2357 0.0143 0.0021 

C 
All 𝑅0 = 3.9 
“No 
mitigation” 

UK 8.54 32,247,215 2,630,081 453,159 0.4746 0.0387 0.0067 

Ireland 9.11 2,193,083 138,433 23,852 0.4432 0.0280 0.0048 

Spain 9.40 22,152,800 1,972,247 339,815 0.4738 0.0422 0.0073 

Germany 9.42 39,533,443 3,574,784 615,930 0.4716 0.0426 0.0073 

Sweden 8.68 4,644,719 397,134 68,426 0.4594 0.0393 0.0068 

*Total ICU and non-ICU hospitalisation data not available for Sweden. Used average hospitalisations per cases of other countries (0.279) to impute. 
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Table A9 Healthcare impacts for SMR=1.1 scenarios broken down by impact from cases, hospitalisations, and deaths. Comparisons up to 20th July 2020. (INB = Incremental net health benefit, 
PP = Per capita). 

 

  

Cases only 
  
  
  

Hospitalisation only 
  
  
  

Death only 
  
  
  

Scen
ario 

 
Count
ry 

Increme
ntal 
QALYs 
(million
s) 

Increme
ntal 
costs 
(£Billio
ns) 

INB PP at 
£20,000/
QALY (£) 

INB PP at 
£30,000/
QALY (£) 

Increme
ntal 
QALYs 
(million
s) 

Increme
ntal 
costs 
(£Billio
ns) 

INB PP at 
£20,000/
QALY (£) 

INB PP at 
£30,000/
QALY (£) 

Increme
ntal 
QALYs 
(million
s) 

Increme
ntal 
costs 
(£Billio
ns) 

INB PP at 
£20,000/
QALY (£) 

INB PP at 
£30,000/
QALY (£) 

A 
𝑅0

= 2.7 

UK 0.05 0.00 14.27 21.40 0.07 -32.94 504.26 514.01 3.05 0.00 898.04 1,347.06 

Irelan
d 0.00 0.00 12.92 19.39 0.00 -1.67 352.42 359.43 0.16 0.00 629.22 943.83 

Spain 0.03 0.00 13.69 20.53 0.05 -23.84 530.46 540.73 2.22 0.00 948.45 1,422.68 

Germ
any 0.06 0.00 13.78 20.67 0.09 -43.22 537.07 547.81 4.32 0.00 1,030.33 1,545.50 

Swed
en 0.01 0.00 13.29 19.94 0.01 -4.78 491.91 501.37 0.45 0.00 882.97 1,324.45 

B 
𝑅0

= 1.6 

UK 0.02 0.00 6.58 9.87 0.02 -8.61 131.18 133.42 0.28 0.00 82.74 124.10 

Irelan
d 0.00 0.00 7.76 11.64 0.00 -0.82 172.76 176.15 0.07 0.00 272.78 409.17 

Spain 0.02 0.00 6.99 10.48 0.01 -8.00 177.51 180.69 0.42 0.00 180.05 270.08 

Germ
any 0.02 0.00 5.11 7.66 0.02 -8.03 99.68 101.63 0.46 0.00 110.50 165.75 

Swed
en 0.00 0.00 7.62 11.43 0.00 -2.04 208.93 212.70 0.14 0.00 278.87 418.30 

C 
𝑅0

= 3.9 

UK 0.05 0.00 15.72 23.58 0.08 -38.28 586.09 597.48 3.52 0.00 1,035.55 1,553.33 

Irelan
d 0.00 0.00 14.64 21.96 0.00 -2.04 429.23 437.78 0.19 0.00 762.71 1,144.07 

Spain 0.04 0.00 15.63 23.44 0.06 -28.75 639.73 652.20 2.66 0.00 1,137.23 1,705.84 
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Germ
any 0.07 0.00 15.68 23.52 0.11 -52.79 655.93 669.06 5.18 0.00 1,235.98 1,853.97 

Swed
en 0.01 0.00 15.10 22.65 0.01 -5.77 593.83 605.34 0.54 0.00 1,059.14 1,588.71 
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Table A10 Healthcare benefits, costs, and net benefits of the government response for SMR=2.0 scenarios. Scenarios are the 
“No mitigation” simulations from the CMMID model. Comparisons up to 20th July 2020. (INB = Incremental net health 
benefit, PP = Per capita). 

Scenario Country Incremental 

benefit 

(millions of 

QALYs) 

Incremental 

costs 

(£Billions) 

INB PP at 

£20,000/QALY 

(£) 

INB PP at 

£30,000/QALY 

(£) 

D 

𝑅0

= 2.7 

UK 2.644 -32.94 1,263.1 1,652.2 

Ireland 0.136 -1.67437 887.0 1,161.3 

Spain 1.918 -23.8421 1,330.5 1,740.8 

Germany 3.728 -43.2225 1,405.1 1,849.8 

Sweden 0.386 -4.78223 1,237.3 1,619.4 

E 

All 𝑅0 =

1.6 

 

UK 0.274 -8.60837 207.3 247.7 

Ireland 0.060 -0.82118 409.9 531.9 

Spain 0.385 -8.00277 335.9 418.3 

Germany 0.427 -8.03003 197.7 248.7 

Sweden 0.126 -2.03617 451.0 575.9 

F 

All 𝑅0 =

3.9 

UK 3.036 -38.2766 1,456.9 1,903.6 

Ireland 0.164 -2.03914 1,073.6 1,404.4 

Spain 2.290 -28.7459 1,594.4 2,084.2 

Germany 4.454 -52.7865 1,692.2 2,223.4 

Sweden 0.461 -5.77131 1,483.5 1,939.8 
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Table A11 Incremental net health benefit (INB) at £/QALY thresholds justified by NICE end-of-life criteria (£50,000), societal perspective (£10,000 and £70,000), and UK Cancer drugs fund 
(£220,000).  

Scenario 

Country 

GDP los 
PP (£) 
Scenario: 
Sweden 
growth 
loss as no 
mitigatio
n 

GDP los 
PP (£) 
Scenario: 
All GDP 
reductio
n due to 
response 

INB PP at 
£10,000/QAL
Y PP 
(£) 

INB PP at 
£20,000/QAL
Y PP 
(£) 

INB PP at 
£30,000/QAL
Y 
(£)  

INB PP at 
£50,000/QAL
Y 
(£) 

INB PP at 
£70,000/QAL
Y 
(£) 

INB PP at 
£220,000/QAL
Y 
(£) 

A 

𝑅0 = 2.7, 
SMR=1.1 
Base case 

UK 1,455.17 3,075.07 951 1,417 1,883 2,814 3,746 10,735 

Ireland 211.62 3,332.97 665 995 1,323 1,975 2,629 7,541 

Spain 1,727.98 2,927.40 1,001 1,493 1,984 2,966 3,949 11,317 

German
y 

376.05 2,224.95 
1,048 

1,581 2,114 
3,180 4,246 12,238 

Sweden 0 2,098.85 931 1,388 1,846 2,762 3,678 10,547 

E 

𝑅0 = 1.6, 
SMR=2.0 
 
Most 
unfavourabl
e 

UK 1,455.17 3,075.07 167 207.3 247.7 328 409 1,014 

Ireland 211.62 3,332.97 287 409.9 531.9 772 1,015 2,834 

Spain 1,727.98 2,927.40 253 335.9 418.3 583 748 1,983 

German
y 

376.05 2,224.95 
147 

197.7 248.7 
350 452 1,216 

Sweden 0 2,098.85 
326 

451 575.9 
824 1,074 2,943 
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