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Abstract: With success in the development of COVID-19 vaccines, it is urgent and challenging 

to analyse how the coming large-scale vaccination in the population and the growing public 

desire of relaxation of non-pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs) interact to impact the 

prevention and control of the COVID-19 pandemic. Using mathematical models, we focus on 

two aspects: 1) how the vaccination program should be designed to balance the dynamic exit 

of NPIs; 2) how much the vaccination coverage is needed to avoid a second wave of the 

epidemics when the NPIs exit in stages. We address this issue globally, and take six countries-

-China, Brazil, Indonesia, Russia, UK, and US—in our case study. We showed that a dynamic 

vaccination program in three stages can be an effective approach to balance the dynamic exit 

of the NPIs in terms of mitigating the epidemics. The vaccination rates and the accumulative 

vaccination coverage in these countries are estimated by fitting the model to the real data. We 

observed that the required effective vaccination coverages are greatly different to balance the 

dynamic exit of NPIs in these countries, providing a quantitative criterion for the requirement 

of an integrative package of NPIs. We predicted the epidemics under different vaccination rates 

for these countries, and showed that the vaccination can significantly decrease the peak value 

of a future wave. Furthermore, we found that a lower vaccination coverage can result in a 

subsequent wave once the NPIs exit. Therefore, there is a critical (minimum) vaccination 

coverage, depending on effectiveness of NPIs to avoid a subsequent wave. We estimated the 

critical vaccination coverages for China, Brazil, and Indonesia under different scenarios. In 

conclusion, we quantitatively showed that the dynamic vaccination program can be the 

effective approach to supplement or even eventually replace NPIs in mitigating the epidemics 

and avoiding future waves, and we suggest that country level-based exit strategies of the NPIs 

should be considered, according to the possible quarantine rate and testing ability, and the 

accessibility, affordability and efficiency of the vaccines.  
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Introduction 

Since January 23, 2020, in combating with the COVID-19 epidemics, the Chinese government 

adopted a series of non-pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs), including lockdown of the city, 

close contact tracing and quarantine, isolation, enhanced testing1. With this package of NPIs, 

mainland China has reporting no local COVID-19 outbreaks since March 19th, 2020, 
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supporting the high effectiveness of these NPIs2-4. Many other countries carried similar 

strategies in mitigating the COVID-19 pandemic, with varying outcomes. In parallel, many 

modelling studies quantitatively demonstrated that NPIs implemented were and are effective 

in mitigating the COVID-19 epidemics5-9. However, many countries failed to prevent 

subsequent waves even with higher peaks than that of the first wave after the reopening10.  

COVID-19 vaccination has been believed to be the potentially most feasible method to 

eventually put the pandemic under control. Reported from the WHO, there are over 169 

COVID-19 vaccine candidates under development, with 26 of these in the human trial phase 

as of October 2, 202011. Several modelling studies12-14 have tried to investigate the effectiveness 

of COVID-19 vaccination in mitigating the epidemics, several of which focus on the optimal 

control of the vaccination in mitigating the epidemics15-19. However, the vaccine supply is 

limited and the first 10 million to 15 million doses may be enough to cover around 3% to 5% 

of the U.S. population, from the estimates of the government's vaccine project20. The COVID-

19 vaccine would be much less in the developing countries. With the limited COVID-19 

vaccine supply, it remains a challenge how to design an optimal COVID-19 vaccination regime 

and estimate how many doses are needed to avoid a subsequent wave with the relaxed NPIs 

after re-opening. Taking six countries (China, Brazil, Indonesia, Russia, UK, and US) with 

different types of epidemic curves as a case study, we aim to address these critical issues using 

a transmission dynamics model. 

The main purpose of this study is to use mathematical models to quantitatively discuss 

how a dynamical vaccination program should be designed and how many doses are needed to 

replace the existing NPIs in terms of mitigating the epidemics during an outbreak, and also to 

avoid subsequent waves after reopening with relaxed NPIs. The rest is organized as follows. 

In the coming section, we first propose the compartment models of COVID-19 transmission 

dynamics with and without vaccination. Also, we provide the preliminary methodologies in 

this section. In section 3, we calibrate the model without vaccination by fitting the COVID-19 

epidemic data, and estimate the unknown parameters for the six countries. Further, by re-fitting 

the model with vaccination to the same data, we evaluate if the pre-designed vaccination 

program can balance the exits of the NPIs in different countries, and what the vaccination speed 

should be. In section 4, we investigate how the vaccination can mitigate the epidemic and how 

much vaccination coverage is needed to avoid a subsequent wave. Finally, we make the 

conclusion and mark the important points in the vaccination progress. 

Methods 

Data 

We obtained the data of daily COVID-19 confirmed cases and daily death cases linked to 

COVID-19 in China, Brazil, Indonesia, Russia, UK, and US from the website 

https://github.com/CSSEGISandData/COVID-19, as shown in Fig. 1. Note that, except China, 

we included a time series with a same length in the rest five countries (i.e. 210 days). Based on 

the data information included, the six countries can be divided into two subgroups. The one 

group includes China, Brazil, and Indonesia, who experienced one epidemic wave till Oct. 13, 

2020. In details, China has successfully controlled the epidemic with the first wave being 
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finished already, the epidemics in Brazil or Indonesia are in the decreasing phase. The other 

group includes Russia, UK, and US, who experienced two epidemics waves till Oct. 13, 2020. 

The epidemics of UK and Russia are in the increasing phase while the epidemic of US belongs 

to the decreasing phase till the last data point of Fig. 1. It should be mentioned that US is 

actually experiencing the third wave of the COVID-19 epidemic till December 04, 2020, which 

can be a validation for our prediction results. The data were released and analysed anonymously. 

Figure 1. COVID-19 epidemic data and best fitting results in China, Brazil, Indonesia, Russia, UK, 

and US. The upper two panels are the daily reported cases in the six countries, while the lower 

two panes are the daily death cases in the six countries. The solid black curves are fitted solutions 

of model (1) while the dash black curves are the corresponding effective reproduction number 𝑅𝑡. 

The models 

We firstly develop a modelling framework of COVID-19 transmission dynamics for the six 

countries based on the previous modelling studies21-23. The population is divided into 

susceptible (𝑆), exposed (𝐸), asymptomatic infectious (𝐴), infectious with symptoms (𝐼), and 

recovered (𝑅) compartments according to the epidemiological status of individuals, and further 

into diagnosed and hospitalized (𝐻), quarantined susceptible (𝑆𝑞), and isolated exposed (𝐸𝑞) 

compartments based on control interventions. We also account for contact tracing, where a 

proportion, 𝑞, of individuals exposed to the virus are quarantined. The quarantined individuals 

can either move to the compartment 𝐸𝑞  or 𝑆𝑞 , depending on whether they are effectively 

infected or not, while the other proportion, 1 – 𝑞, consists of individuals exposed to the virus 

who are missed from contact tracing and, therefore, move to the exposed compartment 𝐸 once 

effectively infected, or stay in the compartment 𝑆 otherwise (6).  The dynamics model is given 

by: 
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{
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
𝑆 ′ = −(𝛽𝑐(𝑡) + 𝑐(𝑡)𝑞(𝑡)(1 − 𝛽))𝑆𝐼/𝑁 − 𝛽𝑐(𝑡)𝜃𝐴𝑆/𝑁 + 𝜆𝑆𝑞 ,

𝐸′ = 𝛽𝑐(𝑡)(1 − 𝑞(𝑡))𝑆𝐼/𝑁 + 𝛽𝑐(𝑡)𝜃𝐴𝑆/𝑁 − 𝜎𝐸,

𝐼′ = 𝜎𝜚𝐸 − (𝛿𝐼(𝑡) + 𝛼(𝑡) + 𝛾𝐼)𝐼,

𝐴′ = 𝜎(1 − 𝜚)𝐸 − 𝛾𝐴𝐴,

𝑆𝑞
′ = (1 − 𝛽)𝑐(𝑡)𝑞(𝑡)𝑆𝐼/𝑁 − 𝜆𝑆𝑞,

𝐸𝑞
′ = 𝛽𝑐(𝑡)𝑞(𝑡)𝑆𝐼/𝑁 − 𝛿𝑞𝐸𝑞 ,

𝐻′ = 𝛿𝐼(𝑡)𝐼 + 𝛿𝑞𝐸𝑞 − (𝛼(𝑡) + 𝛾𝐻)𝐻,

𝑅′ = 𝛾𝐼𝐼 + 𝛾𝐴𝐴 + 𝛾𝐻𝐻,

 (1) 

where,𝑁 = 𝑆 + 𝐸 + 𝐼 + 𝐴 + 𝑆𝑞 + 𝐸𝑞 + 𝐻 + 𝑅 is the total population.  

Considering the continuously enhanced NPIs, we set the quarantine rate, the diagnose rate, 

and the contact rate as a function of time 𝑡. In details, the quarantine rate and the diagnose rate 

is increasing gradually with the following forms22,23 

𝑞(𝑡) = (𝑞0 − 𝑞𝑏) exp(−𝑟𝑞𝑡) + 𝑞𝑏, 

𝛿𝐼(𝑡) =
1

1

𝛿𝐼0−𝛿𝐼𝑏
∗ exp(−𝑟𝛿𝑡) + 𝛿𝐼𝑏

. 

For the countries with one epidemical peak, we assume that the contact rate is decreasing 

overtime, which is given by 
𝑐(𝑡) = (𝑐0 − 𝑐𝑏) exp(−𝑟𝑐1𝑡) + 𝑐𝑏. 

For the countries with two epidemic waves, we assume that the contact rate should first 

decrease because of the implementation of NPIs and increase again since the reopening. 

Therefore, the contact rate in Russia, UK, and US, is of the following form 

       𝑐(𝑡) = {
(𝑐0 − 𝑐𝑏) exp(−𝑟𝑐1𝑡) + 𝑐𝑏, 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑠,

(𝑐𝑇𝑠 − 𝑐𝑚) exp(−𝑟𝑐2(𝑡 − 𝑇𝑠)) + 𝑐𝑚, 𝑡 ≥ 𝑇𝑠.
 

where 𝑐𝑇𝑠 = (𝑐0 − 𝑐𝑏) exp(−𝑟𝑐1𝑇𝑠) + 𝑐𝑏is the contact rate at time 𝑇𝑠, and 𝑐𝑚is the potential 

maximum contact rate after reopening with 𝑐𝑚 < 𝑐0. 𝑇𝑠 is the initial time of the reopening. 

Note that, the UK government announced to reopen the market and the schools gradually 

starting at June 1, 2020, thus we set 𝑇𝑠as June 1, 2020 for UK. However, there is no definite 

time point to start the reopening in Russia and US. There are two reasons, one is that the NPIs 

are enhanced or weakened in turn, the other one is that the initial time of the reopening in 

different states of the country are greatly different.  Therefore, based on the real data, we 

assume that the initial time of the reopening is the day with smallest number of reported cases 

between the two waves. Consequently, 𝑇𝑠is chosen as August 25, 2020 and May 31, 2020 in 

Russia and US, respectively. It should be mentioned that for countries with more than two 

epidemic waves (such as the epidemic in United States till December 04, 2020), we can use the 

same methods to define the above time-dependent rates. 

For the purpose to better fit the model to the data of death cases linked to COVID-19, we set 

the disease-induced death rate as a piecewise function of time 𝑡 in US and UK. For simplicity, 

we assume that the death rate changed after the reopening. Thus, there is 

𝛼(𝑡) = {
𝛼1, 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑠,
𝛼2, 𝑡 ≥ 𝑇𝑠.
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The death rates in the rest four countries are assumed to be constant during the time interval 

included. All the other parameters are positive constants. The definitions of all the variables 

and parameters are listed in Table 1.  

In addition, if a COVID-19 vaccine is available, a vaccination schedule in multiple stages 

is considered, and each stage has a different vaccination speed (i.e. vaccination rate). 

Incorporating this kind of vaccination regime, then model (1) becomes: 

{
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
𝑆′ = −(𝛽𝑐(𝑡) + 𝑐(𝑡)𝑞(𝑡)(1 − 𝛽))𝑆𝐼/𝑁 − 𝛽𝑐(𝑡)𝜃𝐴𝑆/𝑁 + 𝜆𝑆𝑞 − 𝑣(𝑡)𝑆,

𝐸′ = 𝛽𝑐(𝑡)(1 − 𝑞(𝑡))𝑆𝐼/𝑁 + 𝛽𝑐𝜃𝐴𝑆/𝑁 − 𝜎𝐸,

𝐼′ = 𝜎𝜚𝐸 − (𝛿𝐼(𝑡) + 𝛼(𝑡) + 𝛾𝐼)𝐼,

𝐴′ = 𝜎(1 − 𝜚)𝐸 − 𝛾𝐴𝐴,

𝑆𝑞
′ = (1 − 𝛽)𝑐(𝑡)𝑞(𝑡)𝑆𝐼/𝑁 − 𝜆𝑆𝑞 ,

𝐸𝑞
′ = 𝛽𝑐(𝑡)𝑞(𝑡)𝑆𝐼/𝑁 − 𝛿𝑞𝐸𝑞 ,

𝐻′ = 𝛿𝐼(𝑡)𝐼 + 𝛿𝑞𝐸𝑞 − (𝛼(𝑡) + 𝛾𝐻)𝐻,

𝑅′ = 𝛾𝐼𝐼 + 𝛾𝐴𝐴 + 𝛾𝐻𝐻 + 𝑣(𝑡)𝑆,

(2) 

where 𝑣(𝑡) is a piecewise continuous function of time 𝑡, which denotes the time-dependent 

(dynamic) vaccination rate of COVID-19. 

As we mentioned in the introduction, we mainly consider two vaccination regimes in the 

population. Firstly, during the outbreak, we vaccinate against COVID-19 to balance the exit of 

NPIs also starting at time 𝑇𝑣in three stages, and each stage lasts for 𝜏 days with a constant 

vaccination rate 𝑣𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1,2,3. Therefore, the vaccination rate 𝑣(𝑡) is of the following form: 

𝑣(𝑡) = {

𝑣1,    𝑇𝑣 < 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑣 + 𝜏,                    
𝑣2,    𝑇𝑣 + 𝜏 < 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑣 + 2𝜏,         
𝑣3,   𝑇𝑣 + 2𝜏 < 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑣 + 3𝜏,        
0,   others.                                       

 

The effective accumulative vaccination coverage can be defined as: 

𝐴𝑉𝐶(𝑡) = ∫ 𝑣(𝑡)𝑆(𝑡)𝑑𝑡
𝑡

𝑇𝑣

. 

Particularly, we denote 𝐴𝑉𝐶(𝑇𝑣 + 3𝜏) = 𝐴𝑉𝐶𝑓1. 

To conduct the sensitivity analysis of the starting time of the vaccination, we choose three 

time points of 𝑇𝑣, basically which lie in the increasing phase, the peak time, and the decreasing 

phase of the epidemics, respectively. The detailed starting time in the six countries are given 

in Table 2.  Furthermore, as the epidemical period in China is much shorter than those in the 

other five countries, we assume that the vaccination last for 7 days in each stage in China, i.e. 

τ=7, while it lasts for 15 days in each stage in the rest five countries with τ=15. 

Secondly, we assume to vaccinate against COVID-19 starting at the last date of the real 

data in each country, denoted𝑇𝑒, and the vaccination lasts a period of 21 days with a constant 

rate. Then, there is  

𝑣(𝑡) = {
𝑣, 𝑇𝑒 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝑇𝑒 + 21
0, Others,

 

where 𝑣 > 0. In this case, the effective accumulative vaccination coverage is given by 

𝐴𝑉𝐶(𝑡) = ∫ 𝑣(𝑡)𝑆(𝑡)𝑑𝑡
𝑡

𝑇𝑒
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with 𝐴𝑉𝐶(𝑇𝑒 + 21) = 𝐴𝑉𝐶𝑓2 . 

 

Exit strategy 

To analyse how to use a COVID-19 vaccine in the population to balance the dynamic exit of 

the NPIs, we consider two types of exit strategy. Aiming at alleviating the urgent needs to 

resume the normal-life, we assume that the population can resume the daily-life activity (in 

terms of the contact rate) in three stages in consistent with the vaccination regimes. 

Consequently, the contact rate has the following form: 

𝑐(𝑡) =

{
 
 

 
 
(𝑐0 − 𝑐𝑏) exp(−𝑟𝑐1𝑡) + 𝑐𝑏, 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑣

𝑎1𝑐𝑇𝑣 , 𝑇𝑣 < 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑣 + 𝜏,

𝑎1
2𝑐𝑇𝑣 , 𝑇𝑣 + 𝜏 < 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑣 + 2𝜏,

𝑎1
3𝑐𝑇𝑣 , 𝑇𝑣 + 2𝜏 < 𝑡.

 

where 𝑐𝑇𝑣 = (𝑐0 − 𝑐𝑏) exp(−𝑟𝑐1𝑇𝑣) + 𝑐𝑏 is the contact rate at time  𝑇𝑣. Here, we assume that 

the contact rate can return to the initial value in the three stages at the same rate, i.e.  𝑎1
3𝑐𝑇𝑣 =

𝑐0. Note that, when the population resume the normal-life activity, we can still remain the 

normalized control and prevention by keeping the enhanced quarantine rate and diagnose rate. 

We call this exit strategy that the contact rate returns to the initial value but the quarantine rate 

and the diagnosed rate remain the estimated values as “ES1”. 

On the other hand, at the same time as the population resume their normal-life, we also 

release the control intervention of close contact tracing and quarantine. That is, we assume that 

the quarantine rate becomes zero since the beginning of vaccination. Thus, the quarantine rate 

is of the following form 

𝑞(𝑡) = {
(𝑞0 − 𝑞𝑏) exp(−𝑟𝑞𝑡) + 𝑞𝑏, 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑣,

0, 𝑡 > 𝑇𝑣.
 

The exit strategy that the contact rate return to the initial value and the quarantine rate becomes 

zero is called as “ES2”. 

When we project the epidemics in the six countries by using a vaccine to mitigate and 

avoid a second wave of COVID-19 epidemics when the NPIs exit. Differ to the above case, we 

assume that the population return to a normal life-activity starting at the end point of the time 

series of real data, denoted by 𝑇𝑒. That is, the contact rate return to 𝑐0directly. Thus, there are 

𝑐(𝑡) = {
(𝑐0 − 𝑐𝑏) exp(−𝑟𝑐1𝑡) + 𝑐𝑏, 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑒,

𝑐0, 𝑡 ≥ 𝑇𝑒,
 

for the countries with one epidemic peak, and 

𝑐(𝑡) = {

(𝑐0 − 𝑐𝑏) exp(−𝑟𝑐1𝑡) + 𝑐𝑏, 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑠,

(𝑐𝑇𝑠 − 𝑐𝑚) exp(−𝑟𝑐2(𝑡 − 𝑇𝑠)) + 𝑐𝑚, 𝑇𝑠 ≤ 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑒 ,

𝑐0, 𝑡 ≥ 𝑇𝑒,

 

for the countries with two epidemic peaks. 

Similarly, we also consider two scenarios in terms of the quarantine rate. That is, ES1: the 

quarantine 𝑞(𝑡) remains the estimated values; ES2: the quarantine rate 𝑞(𝑡) is set to be 0 after 

time 𝑇𝑒 with 
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𝑞(𝑡) = {
(𝑞0 − 𝑞𝑏) exp(−𝑟𝑞𝑡) + 𝑞𝑏, 𝑡 < 𝑇𝑒,

0, 𝑡 > 𝑇𝑒.
 

Main results 

Model calibration 

To estimate the parameters of model (1), we initially informed parts of the parameters in model 

(1) with fixed values from existing studies or database, as listed in Table 1.  We used a bootstrap 

method to generate 500 time series of both the reported cases and death case from a Poisson 

distribution with mean given by the real data. Then, we fitted the model to each dataset of the 

time series of the reported cases and the death cases simultaneously in each country. Based on 

the 500 times fitting results, we obtained the mean and their standard deviations of all unknown 

parameters, which are listed in Table 1. Using the estimated mean values of all the parameters, 

we plotted the best fitting results of model (1) for the six countries, i.e. the solid curves marked 

as black in Fig. 1. 

Table 1: Parameter estimates of model (1) in the six countries. 

Parameter Definition 

Mean value (Std) 

Sources 

China Brazil Indonesia Russia UK US 

𝑐(𝑡) 

𝑐0 Contact rate at 

the initial time 

14.76(0.82) 12.0(0.0

02) 

12.19(0.18) 12.34(0.62) 12.57(1.

59) 

14.60(0.45) Estimated 

𝑐𝑏 Minimum contact 

rate with control  
3.00(0.01) 6.71(0.5

4) 

6.00(0.03) 7.99(0.26) 3.37(0.6

1) 

4.81(0.23) Estimated 

𝑟𝑐1 
Exponential 

decreasing rate of 

contact rate 

1.01(0.18) 0.08(0.0

2) 

0.05(0.01) 0.05(0.001) 0.04(0.0

1) 

0.05(0.005) Estimated 

𝑟𝑐2 
Exponential 

increasing rate of 

contact rate 

—— —— —— 0.15(0.05) 0.01(0.0

02) 

1.59(0.19) Estimated 

𝑐𝑚 
Maximum 

contact rate after 

reopening 

—— —— —— 12.00(0.02) 11.88(1.

12) 

11.33(0.12) Estimated 

𝛽 
Transmission 

probability from I 

to S per contact 

0.06(0.004) 0.13(0.0

2) 

0.06(0.005)  0.07(0.01) 0.09(0.0

2) 

0.08(0.01) Estimated 

𝑞(𝑡) 

𝑞0 
Quarantined rate 

at the initial time 
0.00001(0.0

001) 

0.001(0.

001) 

0.01(0.003) 0.01(0.001) 0.01(0.0

2) 

 0.003(0.003) Estimated 

𝑞𝑏 
Maximum 

quarantined rate 

with control  

0.95(0.01) 0.49(0.0

4) 

0.12(0.007) 0.19(0.04) 0.23(0.0

6) 

0.49(0.0002) Estimated 

𝑟𝑞 
Exponential 

increasing rate of 

quarantined rate 

0.08(0.01) 0.01(0.0

02) 

0.28(0.05) 0.01(0.01) 0.15(0.1

0) 

0.12(0.03) Estimated 

θ 

Correction factor 

for transmission 

probability of 

asymptomatic 

infectious 

0.0232 [24] 

𝛿𝐼(𝑡) 𝛿𝐼0 

Diagnose rate of 

infected 

individuals at the 

initial time 

0.05(0.004) 0.10(0.0

05) 

0.05(0.004) 0.09(0.02) 0.01(0.0

2) 

0.01(0.003) Estimated 
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𝛿𝐼𝑏 

Maximum 

diagnose rate of 

infected 

individuals 

0.60(0.03)  

0.2(0.01) 

0.11(0.0001) 0.21(0.03) 0.14(0.0

3) 

 0.35(0.01) Estimated 

𝑟𝛿𝐼 
Exponential 

increasing rate of 

diagnose rate 

0.05(0.005) 0.19(0.0

4) 

0.50(0.03)  0.04(0.01) 0.22(0.0

7) 

0.03(0.004) Estimated 

𝛿𝑞 
Diagnose rate of 

quarantined 

individuals 

0.35(0.004)  

0.12(0.0

4) 

 0.10(0.01) 0.08(0.01) 0.06(0.0

3) 

0.18(0.02) Estimated 

𝜆 
Releasing rate of 

quarantined 

susceptible 

1/14 [21] 

𝜌 
Ratio of 

symptomatic 

infection  

0.9(0.02) 0.60(0.0

7) 

0.54(0.04) 0.65(0.07) 0.61(0.0

7) 

 0.60(0.001) Estimated 

𝜎 

Transition rate of 

exposed 

individuals to the 

infected class 

1/5.2 [25] 

𝛾𝐴 Recovery rate of 

asymptotic 

infected 

individuals 

0.15(0.01) 0.14(0.0

1) 

0.06(0.01) 0.05(0.01) 0.12(0.0

3) 

 0.05(0.002) Estimated 

𝛾𝐼 Recovery rate of 

infected 

individuals 

0.07(0.005) 0.14(0.0

2) 

0.05(0.01) 0.20(0.002) 0.13(0.0

3) 

0.12(0.01) Estimated 

𝛾𝐻 Recovery rate of 

confirmed 

individuals 

0.12(0.01) 0.14(0.0

2) 

0.14(0.04) 0.08(0.04) 0.20(0.0

2) 

0.15(0.005) Estimated 

𝛼(𝑡) 

𝛼1 
Disease-induced 

death rate before 

𝑇𝑠 

—— —— —— —— 0.04(0.0

04) 

 0.01(0.001) Estimated 

𝛼2 
Disease-induced 

death rate after 𝑇𝑠 
—— —— —— —— 0.003(0.

0003) 

0.003(0.0002) Estimated 

𝛼 
Disease-induced 

death rate 
0.01(0.0004) 0.004(0.

001) 

0.01(0.001) 0.001(0.00

1) 

—— —— Estimated 

Variables Definition 

Mean value (Std) 

Source 

China Brazil Indonesia Russia UK US 

𝑆 Susceptible 

population 

2.17*10^7(3

.78*10^6) 

209,598,

000 

270,625,600 146,793,74

4 

6,604,02

2 

328,802,000 [26] 

𝐸 Exposed 

population 

29794(1801) 1478(81

6) 

1012(73) 8747(1407) 3942(28

94) 

6175(270) Estimated 

𝐼 Infected 

symptomatic 

population 

3413(662) 1147(45

3) 

 174(275) 9186(1609) 4759(26

80) 

7580(228) Estimated 

𝐴 Infected 

asymptomatic 

population 

4820(739) 800(121

2) 

159(268) 806(609) 1359(15

36) 

1563(147) Estimated 

𝑆𝑞 Quarantined 

susceptible 

population 

7347(Data) 1522(11

60) 

1905(522) 1587(467) 1025(63

5) 

4996(227) Estimated 

𝐸𝑞 Quarantined 

exposed 

population 

60(80) 639(217) 612(332) 383(208) 457(713

) 

2687(75) Estimated 
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𝐻 Confirmed and 

hospitalized 

population 

771 367 197 139 608  165 Data 

𝑅 Recovered 

population 
34 2 11 8 18 7 Data 

 

The vaccination program to balance the dynamic exit of NPIs 

In this section, we estimate the vaccination rate 𝑣𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1,2,3 to balance the dynamic exit of the 

NPIs defined in the method section. All the parameters, except for the quarantine and the 

contact rate, are fixed as the same as those of the calibration results of model (1). Based on the 

estimated results by fitting model (1) to the data, we can also calculate the values of 𝑎1for six 

countries, which are listed in Table 2.  

Incorporating the assumptions in the method section and using the least square method, we 

fitted model (2) (i.e. the model with COVID-19 vaccination) to the time series of both the 

reported cases and death case for six countries. Note that as for the countries with two peaks, 

we only fitted one of the waves. In details, we only fitted the data before 𝑇𝑠 when 𝑇𝑠 < 𝑇𝑣, and 

we fitted the data after 𝑇𝑠  when  𝑇𝑠 > 𝑇𝑣 . The best fitting results for China, Brazil, and 

Indonesia are shown in Fig. 2 while the best fitting results for Russia, US, and UK are shown 

in Fig 3. Table 2 also provided the estimated values of the vaccination rates in the three stages 

and the corresponding effective accumulative vaccination coverage (𝐴𝑉𝐶𝑓1 ) in different 

scenarios for six countries. 

Fig. 2 The balance results for the countries with one epidemic wave. The different colours denote the 

different starting time of the vaccination (𝑇𝑣) as listed in Table 2. The dash lines are the results under the 

exit strategy of ES2 while the solid lines are the results under the exit strategy of ES1. The cycles are the 

real data. 
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Fig. 3 The balance results for the countries with two epidemic waves. The different colours denote the 

different starting time of the vaccination (𝑇𝑣) as listed in Table 2. The solid curves are the results under the 

exit strategy of ES2 while the dash curves are the results under the exit strategy of ES1. The cycles are the 

real data. 

Table2: Estimated vaccination rate and coverage needed to balance the dynamic exit of 

NPIs 

Country 𝑻𝒗 𝒂𝟏 

ES1 ES2 

𝒗𝟏 𝒗𝟐 𝒗𝟑 𝑨𝑽𝑪𝒇𝟏 𝒗𝟏 𝒗𝟐 𝒗𝟑 𝑨𝑽𝑪𝒇𝟏 

China 8 1.6989 0.155 0.013 0.07 0.7878 0.07 0.42 0 0.9592 

13 1.7007 0.155 0.027 0.035 0.7735 0.105 0.43 0 0.9675 

25 1.7007 0.135 0.0103 0.001 0.6420 0.12 0.40 0 0.9660 

Brazil 80 1.2132 0.025 0.006 0.0074 0.4271 0.035 0.019 0.011 0.6068 

130 1.2137  0.0305 0.0003 0.007 0.4096 0.04 0.019 0.0105 0.6207 

165 1.2137 0.0289 0.0018 0.0091 0.4181 0.042 0.015 0.02 0.6498 

Indonesia 80 1.2560 0.0361 0.0051 0.0052 0.4994 0.029  0.02 0.0084 0.565 

130 1.2658 0.0366 0.002 0.0052 0.4922 0.0285 0.0174 0.0125 0.5751 

165 1.2666 0.0343 0.004 0.006 0.4861 0.0281 0.0177 0.0128 0.5855 

Russia 32 1.1158 0.017 0.008 0.003 0.3458 0.016 0.0165 0.003 0.4176 
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68 1.1494 0.018 0.008 0.003  0.344  0.016 0.019 0.002 0.4283 

100 1.1549 0.018 0.007 0.003 0.3401 0.016 0.02 0.002 0.4214 

US 43 1.3253  0.048 0.005 0.05 0.7593  0.05 0.045 0.05 0.8746 

142 1.0881 0.0113 0.0024 0.0055 0.2319 0.0327 0.021 0.001 0.5432 

165 1.0881 0.0113 0.0021 0.0055 0.2336  0.031 0.021 0.001 0.5287 

UK 15 1.1238  0.046 0.0026 0.02 0.6312 0.042 0.029 0.0033 0.6655 

34 1.2731 0.049 0.014 0.008 0.6519 0.049 0.019 0.012 0.6943 

165 1.1282 0.01  0.006 0 0.208 0.0168 0.016 0 0.3886 

Note that, ‘AVR’ means the effective accumulative vaccination coverage. ES1 and ES2 are the two exit 

strategies defined above. 

It follows from Figs.2-3 that the model with vaccination (i.e. model (2)) can fit the real data 

very well, which indicates that the designed dynamic vaccination program can be an effective 

method to replace the role of NPIs in terms of mitigating the COVID-19 epidemics. From Table 

2, we can see that the values of the vaccination rates in the three stages are of a decreasing 

trend. Therefore, a fast vaccination in the early stage is required to control the outbreaks. 

Furthermore, with three different starting times of the vaccination (different colours in Figs.2-

3), the best fitting curves can always have a similar shape to fitting results of the model without 

vaccination (i.e. the solid curves in Fig.1) in the same scale. Thus, whenever the vaccine is 

available during an outbreak, vaccination can be carried out to replace the NPIs aiming at 

controlling the outbreak. 

Comparing the dash lines or solid lines in different colours of Fig. 2, it’s interesting to note 

that the accumulative vaccination coverage tends to be similar for the countries with a single 

epidemic wave (i.e. China, Brazil, and Indonesia) no matter when we start to vaccinate the 

population. In contrast, as for UK and US with two epidemic waves, it follows from Fig.  3 and 

Table 2 that the accumulative vaccination coverage for 𝑇𝑣 > 𝑇𝑠 is much lower than those for 

𝑇𝑣 < 𝑇𝑠. A further comparison of the dash line and the corresponding solid line in the last row 

of Fig. 2, we observed that the accumulative vaccination coverage 𝐴𝑉𝐶𝑓1 in the exit strategy of 

ES1 is lower than those in the exit strategy of ES2. This means that relatively low level of 

vaccination coverage can also successfully control an outbreak by combining with the NPIs.  

Further, high vaccination coverage to balance the exit of the existing NPIs indicates the 

relatively high strengthen of the control interventions in the corresponding country. Based on 

this fact, we can conclude that: 1). the vaccination coverage in China ranked as the first among 

these six countries, quantitatively supporting that the combined control measures implemented 

in China were the strictest; 2). comparing the accumulative vaccination coverages in the exit 

strategy of ES1 and ES2, there is only a slight difference between the two coverages (less than 

0.1) for Indonesia, Russia, and UK, which implies that the strength of the interventions is 

relative weak in these three countries; 3). the control strengthen becomes weaker and weaker 

during the period of the second wave compared with those with the first wave in US and UK, 

as a lower vaccination coverage is estimated when 𝑇𝑣 > 𝑇𝑠 as shown in Fig. 3. In other words, 
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if one cannot successfully control an emerging infectious disease in a short period, it’s hard to 

avoid a more serious second wave with a larger peak as it is impossible to persistently 

implement the strengthened control interventions.  

Next, taking China as an example, we conduct the sensitivity analysis to show how the 

starting timings of the vaccination and the vaccination speed in different stages affect the 

COVID-19 epidemics. In Fig. 4 and Fig. 5, we plotted the daily reported cases of model (2) by 

decreasing the values of vaccination rates (𝑣𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1,2,3) in the exit strategy of ES1 and ES2, 

respectively. From Fig. 4(b), we find that vaccination against COVID-19 initiating from the 

increasing phase of the epidemic has a significant impact on the epidemics, that is, a great 

vaccination rate will result in a low peak. However, if the vaccination is initiated at the 

decreasing phase, we observe that vaccination has a limited influence on the epidemics, i.e. the 

difference of the epidemic curves with different vaccination rate are tiny even when the AVC 

increased around 3 folds, shown in Fig. 4(g). We can obtain the similar results by comparing 

the first row and the third row of Fig. 5. Differ to the results in Fig. 4, we observed in Fig. 5 

that if the vaccination rate is small (or the vaccination coverage is low), a second wave of the 

epidemics (even with a larger peak) may occur with the exit strategy of ES2. This indicates the 

necessity of persistently keeping the normalized interventions if we have a limited access to 

vaccine or the low efficacy of the vaccine.  

 
Fig. 4Sensitivity analysis. Solutions of model (2) for China with different vaccination rates under 

the exit strategy of ES1 defined in the method section. (a)-(d) 𝑇𝑣 = 8; (e)-(h) 𝑇𝑣 = 13  (i)-(l) 𝑇𝑣 =

25.Here, ‘AVC’ denotes the effective accumulative vaccination coverage defined in the method 

section, ‘VRCR’ is the changing ratio of vaccination rate. ‘VRCR=1’ means that the vaccination rate 

(𝑣𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1,2,3)are chose as the estimated value while ‘VRCR=1’ means that the vaccination rates 

are the half of the estimated value. The dash lines are the AVC corresponding to the vaccination 

rate with the same colour. 
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Fig. 5 Sensitivity analysis. Solutions of model (2) for China with different vaccination rate under 

the exit strategy of ES2 defined in the method section. (a)-(c) 𝑇𝑣 = 8; (e)-(g) 𝑇𝑣 = 13(i)-(k) 𝑇𝑣 =

25.The other settings are same to those of Fig. 4. 

 

Projection of vaccination to mitigate and avoid a second wave of COVID-19 

epidemics 

Based on the assumptions in the method section, we predicted the epidemics in the six countries 

with different vaccination rates. In Fig.6 and Fig.7, we plotted the daily confirmed cases under 

the exit strategy of ES1 and ES2, respectively. In order to make a comparison, we also predicted 

the COVID-19 epidemics with different vaccination rates by keeping all the control 

interventions (i.e. no exit), as shown in Fig.8. Table 3 provided the effective accumulative 

vaccination coverage in different scenarios of Figs. 6-8 and the corresponding peak values of 

the daily reported cases since the last date of the real data.  

It follows from Fig.6 and Fig.7 that the epidemics of UK, Indonesia, and Russia are still 

in the increasing phase while the daily reported case can peak in a short time when the AVC 

reaches around 100 percent in the two types of exit strategies or remaining the control 

interventions (no exit), i.e. the solid curves marked as black. That is, vaccination can shift the 

peak time forward.  Furthermore, comparing the solid curves with different colours, we find 

that the vaccination can also significantly drop down the epidemic curves, particularly in terms 

of decreasing the peak value of the confirmed cases. For example, the peak number of the daily 

reported cases in Indonesia decreased from 2.1073 ∗ 10^6 to 5.1288 ∗ 10^3(more than 400 

folds) when the AVC increases from 0 to 0.98. It follows Table 3 that the difference of the peak 

values with and without vaccination is relatively small in the strategy without exit compare to 

those with exit strategy of ES1 or ES2. This means that given strict NPIs, vaccination can 

decrease a relatively small number of the confirm cases.  

As for the countries with the epidemics in the decreasing phase (China, Brazil, and US), 

the number of the daily reported cases may keep declining trend (no another wave) if they 

remain the control interventions (see the first row of Figs. 6-7) or have the alternative 

vaccination strategy with high coverage under the exit strategy of ES1 and ES2 (see the second 
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and third row of Figs 6-7 or Table 3). However, if we rerelease the control interventions but 

without adding other interventions like vaccination, there may be a large second wave for these 

three countries. In more details, the daily reported cases can peak at  4.6992 ∗ 10^5 

and 2.0917 ∗ 106in Brazil under the exit strategy of ES1 and ES2 when there is no vaccination, 

respectively, as listed in Table 3. Particularly, although China has taken a very strict control 

interventions, there may be a large second wave with a peak value of  5.0987 ∗ 10^4 under 

the exit strategy of ES2 accompanied by the low coverage vaccination, i.e. the pink curve in 

the upper panel of Fig. 6. Similarly, from the panel of Fig. 7 for US, we can find that under 

both exit strategies of ES1 and ES2, when the vaccination coverage is low, then there will be 

always another wave of the epidemic while there will be no other wave when the AVC is high 

enough. This implies that there exists a critical coverage of vaccination which determines 

whether there is other wave of the epidemics.   

Therefore, we further plotted the curves of the accumulative vaccination coverage (𝑉𝐴𝐶𝑓2) 

in Fig.8 as the vaccination rate increases in China, Brazil, and US. Taking the newly infected 

cases as an index, the red cycle means that with this vaccination rate and the AVC, there will 

be a second wave of the epidemics while the blue cycle means that there is no any other waves 

(i.e., the number of the newly infected cases decreases directly). Similarly, we find that there 

will be no second wave if the three countries can persistently remain the existing intensity of 

the control interventions. Once the contact rate returns back to the initial value (i.e. ES1), there 

will be another wave for both Brazil and US. To avoid the second wave, the minimum 

vaccination coverage should be around 0.92 and 0.19 for Brazil and US, respectively. In such 

case, there is still no second wave in China. If we further release the control interventions of 

quarantine (i.e. ES2), all these three countries will experience another wave given no 

vaccination. The minimum vaccination coverage in terms of avoiding another wave becomes 

around 0.41, 0.95, and 0.95 in China, Brazil, and US, respectively. 

 
Table3: Prediction of the peak values of the daily reported cases. 

 
ES1 ES2 No exit  

v 𝑨𝑽𝑪𝒇𝟐 Peak value v 𝑨𝑽𝑪𝒇𝟐 Peak value v 𝑨𝑽𝑪𝒇𝟐  Peak value 

China 

0 0 None 0 0 5.0987*10^4 0 0 None 

0.01 0.1872 None 0.01 0.1881 8.1387 0.01 0.1917 None 

0.05 0.6451 None 0.05 0.6453 None 0.05 0.6403 None 

0.2 0.9796 None 0.2 0.9800 None 0.2 0.9795 None 

Brazil 

0 0 4.6992*10^5 0 0 2.0917*10^6 0 0 None 

0.01 0.1774 1.4334*10^5 0.01 0.1834 1.1874*10^6 0.01 0.1744 None 

0.05 0.6083 3.0052*10^4 0.05 0.6064 3.2311*10^4 0.05 0.5998 None 

0.2 0.9280 2.5495*10^4 0.2 0.9298 None 0.2 0.9303 None 

Indonesia 

0 0 1.1769*10^6 0 0 2.1073*10^6 0 0 4.1120*10^4 

0.01 0.1906 6.7145*10^5 0.01 0.2019 1.1608*10^6 0.01 0.1966 5.3059*10^3 

0.05 0.6431 1.0031*10^4 0.05 0.6508 9.6615*10^3 0.05 0.6274 4.9429*10^3 

0.2 0.9809 5.7323*10^3 0.2 0.9812 5.1288*10^3 0.2 0.9806 4.8518*10^3 
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Russia 

0 0 1.4523*10^5 0 0 4.2056*10^5 0 0 1.2278*10^5 

0.01 0.1728 2.7103*10^4 0.01 0.1812 1.2397*10^5 0.01 0.1831 1.9662*10^4 

0.05 0.6193 1.5485*10^4 0.05 0.6249 1.4339*10^4 0.05 0.6326 1.5216*10^4 

0.2 0.9542 1.4400*10^4 0.2 0.9567 1.3864*10^4 0.2 0.9554 1.4335*10^4 

UK 

0 0 2.4032*10^5 0 0 5.5815*10^5 0 0 1.8623*10^5 

0.01 0.1827 1.3269*10^5 0.01 0.1782 3.3016*10^5 0.01 0.1730 9.4421*10^4 

0.05 0.6263 1.6134*10^4 0.05 0.6324 1.7919*10^4 0.05 0.6179 1.1986*10^4 

0.2 0.9595 1.0115*10^4 0.2 0.9621 9.3999*10^3 0.2 0.9604 9.3700*10^3 

US 

0 0 2.9945*10^4 0 0 1.7662*10^6 0 0 None 

0.01 0.1802 2.5521*10^4 0.01 0.1878 5.9736*10^5 0.01 0.1763 None 

0.05 0.6287 None 0.05 0.6232 None 0.05 0.6113 None 

0.2 0.9465 None 0.2 0.9479 None 0.2 0.9482 None 

Note that, here ‘None’ means that the number of the daily reported cases will decrease directly, hence there is no other wave 

of the epidemics. 

Fig. 6 Predictions of the COVID-19 epidemics in three countries with one epidemic wave by 

solving model (2) with different vaccination rate and in different exit strategies. The dash lines are 

the corresponding AVC with the same colour of the vaccination rates. 
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Fig. 7Predictions of the COVID-19 epidemics in the three countries with two epidemic waves by 

solving model (2) with different vaccination rate and in different exit strategies. The dash lines are 

the corresponding AVC with the same colour of the vaccination rates. 

Fig. 8 Relation of the vaccination rate and the accumulative vaccination coverage. Here, we take 

the newly infection by solving model (2) as the index to judge if there is a second wave. That is, if 

the number of newly infections per day decrease directly since the last date of the data, we then 

take the case as no second wave (the corresponding vaccination coverage is plotted as blue), 
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otherwise, we say that there is another wave of the epidemic while the corresponding vaccination 

coverage is plotted as red. 

Conclusion and discussion 

The COVID-19 pandemic has posed a great threat to the global public health, and greatly 

influenced the normal-life of the residences all over the world. Although, various of non-

pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs) helped to mitigate the epidemics, the urgent needs to 

reopen the economic development and resume the normal-life result in a more serious outbreak 

in many countries. Therefore, it’s critical to find an effective way to balance the controlling of 

the epidemics and the reopening of the economic development. Vaccine is expected to be an 

attractive and possible way to achieve this goal. In this study, utilizing two mathematical 

models (with and without COVID-19 vaccination), we showed how to design a dynamic 

vaccination regime to balance (replace) the dynamic exit of the NPIs and the controlling of the 

COVID-19 epidemics in terms of mitigating the epidemics, how much the vaccination 

coverage is needed to inhibit the possible waves.  

Choosing six countries, including China, Brazil, Indonesia, Russia, UK, and US, as the 

examples, we firstly calibrated the model without vaccination by fitting the real data of daily 

reported cases and death cases. Further, considering the population resume the normal-life 

activity, the contact rate was assumed to return to its initial value in three stages, while the 

quarantine rate was assumed to either remain the estimated values (ES1) or drop to zero at the 

beginning of the vaccination (ES2). Re-defining the functions of quarantine rate 𝑞(𝑡) and 

contact rate 𝑐(𝑡) in the exit strategy of ES1 and ES2, and fixing the other parameters estimated 

from the model without vaccination (i.e. model (1)), we then fitted the model with COVID-19 

vaccination (i.e. model (2)) to the same epidemic data. Consequently, we estimate the 

vaccination rates in the three stages and the accumulative vaccination coverages. The best 

fitting results provide the quantitative evidence that the designed dynamic vaccination program 

can be an effective method to balance the dynamic exit of NPIs in terms of mitigating the 

dynamics. Further, in terms of decreasing the cases, we showed that the early and fast 

implementation of the vaccination (at the increasing phase of the epidemics) will benefit the 

control of the epidemics a lot while vaccination initiating at the decreasing phase of the 

epidemic has a very limited influence. We also observed that the accumulative vaccination 

coverage needed to balance the exit of the existing NPIs in six countries are significantly 

depending on the strengthen of the control interventions. This quantitatively demonstrated the 

strengthen of the combined NPIs in the different countries are significant different.   

In the second part, we assumed to vaccinate the population since the last data point of 

each country in three scenarios of exit strategies. We verified that vaccination can shift the 

peak time forward and also significantly drop down the peak value.  Taking China, Brail, and 

US, as examples, we showed when the effective vaccination coverage is low, there can be 

another wave even with a larger peak. Note that, in the data section, we mentioned that we only 

included the epidemic data of US till September 30, 2020 while the epidemic lies on the 

decreasing phase of the second wave. In Fig. 9, we updated the data information in US till 

December 4, 2020 while the US are experiencing the third wave. It follows from Fig. 9 that our 

model can well describe and predict the development of the COVID-19 epidemics. Particularly, 

when we assume the contact rate return to the initial value while the quarantine rate just 
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decreases to 0.23 (a weakened exit strategy of ES2), the prediction curve can fit the data very 

well, i.e. the curves marked as blue in Fig. 9. Note that, although the US tried to vaccinate the 

population, the coverage are still very low till December 04, 2020. This validation result well 

demonstrates our conclusion that there can be other waves if the NPIs exit but without an 

additional high level of vaccination coverage. On the other hand, we found that because the 

strengthen of the control interventions are significantly different among China, Brazil, and US, 

the AVC needed to inhibit a second wave is greatly different in the three countries. That is, a 

higher strengthen of control interventions is, a lower of the critical vaccination coverage should 

be. Furthermore, we showed that the combined NPIs can help to decrease the critical 

vaccination coverage to avoid a second wave. Therefore, it’s necessary to keep the normalized 

NPIs if the we have a limited access of vaccine. 

In conclusion, when we only have a limited access of the vaccine or the vaccine has a low 

efficacy but we want to resume the normal-life, it’s better to combine the normalized NPIs with 

the vaccinations aiming at inhibiting another wave of the COVID-19 epidemics. In other words, 

the exit of NPIs should be country or territory-based according to the strengthen of the NPIs, 

the accessibility, the affordability, and the efficacy of the vaccine.   

 

Fig. 9 Predictions of the epidemics in US by assuming that the contact rate increasing to the initial 

value after Sep. 30, 2020 (the date of the last red cycle). Here the black curves are the best fitting 

curves in US. Note that, we only fitted the data of the red cycles while the data of the blue cycles 

are not fitted. The pink, blue and green curves are the predictions by choosing different quarantine 

rate after Sep. 30 with 0.49 is the estimated value for 𝑞𝑏. 
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