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Abstract: 

Background: As the availability of COVID-19 vaccines, it is badly needed to develop vaccination guidelines to prioritize the 

vaccination delivery in order to effectively stop COVID-19 epidemic and minimize the loss.  

Methods: We evaluated the effect of age-specific vaccination strategies on the number of infections and deaths using an SEIR 

model, considering the age structure and social contact patterns for different age groups for each of different countries.  

Results: In general, the vaccination priority should be given to those younger people who are active in social contacts to 

minimize the number of infections; while the vaccination priority should be given to the elderly to minimize the number of 

deaths. But this principle may not always apply when the interaction of age structure and age-specific social contact patterns is 

complicated. Partially reopening schools, workplaces or households, the vaccination priority may need to be adjusted 

accordingly. 

Conclusions: Prematurely reopening social contacts could initiate a new outbreak or even a new pandemic out of control if the 

vaccination rate and the detection rate are not high enough. Our result suggests that it requires at least nine months of 

vaccination before fully reopening social contacts in order to avoid a new pandemic. 
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Introduction 

In 2020, novel coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2) pneumonia broke out in the world. As of December 28, 2020, a total of 80.724 

million confirmed cases and 1.764 million deaths have been reported worldwide, according to the data from Johns Hopkins 

University website[1]. The cases infected by the new variants of the SARS-CoV-2 have been confirmed in many countries, 

including the UK, South Africa, France, Japan, Thailand, Canada, Portugal and so on. Great efforts in the world have been 

made for controlling COVID-19 pandemic in the past year, but unfortunately, the COVID-19 epidemic is still deteriorating in 

many countries.  

In such a severe situation, the development and use of vaccines have been a great hope to control COVID-19 epidemic. 

There are over 100 COVID-19 vaccines under development in the past year. It is gratifying that a great progress has been 

made in vaccine development, some vaccines have been approved to use and some others are undergoing phase 3 clinical 

trials[2]. Many countries are preparing to implement and deliver vaccination sequentially based on some priority guidelines. In 

the early stage of COVID-19 epidemic, the main research focus is to assess the basic reproductive number, infection scale and 

the impact of population mobility on COVID-19 transmission [3-6]. With the wide spread of the epidemic, the research focus 

was quickly shifted to develop and evaluate the effectiveness of control measures[7-11]. The development of COVID-19 

vaccinesis accelerated, but the capacity of vaccine production is limited and it may take time to make vaccine available to all 

the people who are willing to receive it. Thus, it is badly needed to develop vaccination strategies in order to maximize the 

benefit of vaccination in controlling COVID-19 epidemic.   

Recently in several modelling studies[12-16], researchers have tried to investigate the optimal control of vaccination in 

mitigating the epidemics. Tang et al. investigated the reopening strategies for different countries assuming the availability of 

vaccines[15], and they suggested that country level-based reopening strategies should be considered, according to the 

quarantine rate, testing ability, and the condition of vaccines. Considering the limitation of initial supply of SARS-CoV-2 

vaccines, five vaccine prioritization strategies are examined for the US using an age-stratified SEIR model[14]. In fact, 

the age has been shown to be an important factor for susceptibility and death rate[17-20], thus, the age structure plays an 

important role in vaccination strategies. We noticed that different countries have different age structures and different 

contact networks among different age groups [21]. Based on this observation, we extended the age-structured SEIR 

model to identify the optimal age-specific vaccination distributions for different countries with different age structures 
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and different contact networks. In addition, we further explored the post-vaccination reopening policies based on the 

model with the optimal vaccination distributions. 

 

Methods 

Model 

We propose the following age-structured SEIR model: 
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In order to consider the effect of different age-specific vaccination strategies to control the epidemic in different countries (e.g., 

China, India and Italy), we divided the whole population into 16 age groups(0-4,5-9,10-14,...,75+), according to the contact 

data[21]. We also divided the population as the susceptible(S), the exposed(E), the asymptomatic infected(A), the symptomatic 

infected(I), the hospitalized(H), the recovered(R) and the vaccine (V). We assumed that people with different ages had 

different susceptibility( I
ip ), and the proportion of asymptomatic infections ( iρ ) also depended on ages[22]. We also assume 

that the asymptomatic infected individuals are less infectious compared to the symptomatic infected individuals 

( nipp I
i

A
i �…== ,2,1,θ ). σ  is the transition rate from the exposed to the infected, Aγ and )1( iH IFRd −  are recovery 

rates, iH IFRd  is the death rate of age group i , iIFR is the age-specific infection fatality rate for age group i [25], 

iν  is effective vaccination rate of age group i ,and ijc is the contact rate of age group j  by age group i [21]. 

ijc  and δ  are assumed to be time varying functions ( see more details in the Appendix). 

In order to compare the impact of different vaccination strategies on the epidemic, we considered two vaccination strategies: 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted February 19, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.18.21251981doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.18.21251981
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


one is the uniform vaccination strategy, and the other is the age-specific vaccination strategy. In the case of the uniform 

vaccination strategy, we assume νννν ==== 1621 ... . For the age-specific vaccination strategy, we assume that 

16,...,1, == ipii κν ,where κ is a scaling factor and ip is vaccination age distribution. In order to maintain the consistency of 

the number of vaccinations everyday, We assume                      . Considering that Beta distribution is defined in a 

finite interval and its density function is very flexible (it can be either unimodal or U-shaped).Moreover, the uniform 

distribution is a special case of Beta distribution. So, to reduce the number of parameters, we assume that the vaccination age 

distribution follows a Beta distribution, ( , )Beta α β with parameter α and β , i.e., 

),|16/)1((),|16/( βαβα −−= iFiFpi , where ),|( βαxF  is the Beta cumulative distribution function.  

The basic reproduction number can be calculated according to [23], which is the principal eigenvalue of the following 

matrix Λ  (see more details in the Appendix): 

 

 

 

 

 

                              0 ( )R g= Λ                                 (5) 

where g(.) denotes the spectral radius of a matrix. 

 

Data and parameter calibration 

Three countries (China, Italy and India) with different population age distributions(Fig. 2) are chosen to be analyzed in this 

study. The data for the population age distribution are obtained from https://www.populationpyramid.net/japan/2019/ (Fig.S1) 

[24]. The data of daily reported COVID-19 cases were obtained from https://github.com/CSSEGISandData. We parameterize 

the contact matrices at the initial time for each country using the age-dependent contact rates(households
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schools
s
ijc  and other locations

o
ijc ) estimated by Prem et al.[21]. The summation of the contacts across different sites was used 

to be the baseline contact matrix(
o
ij

h
ij

w
ij

s
ijij ccccc +++=0

)(Fig.S2). The susceptibility of different age groups I
ip can be 

derived from Keeling et al. [20]. According to Prem et al.[22], we also assume that the younger individuals are more likely to 

be asymptomatic, so the proportion of asymptomatic infections ( iρ ) is assumed to be 0.4 when 4i ≤ , and 0.8 when 4i >

[22]. Moreover, we assume that the infectiousness of asymptomatic is less than that of the symptomatic individuals, and θ  

is assumed to be 0.25[22]. The parameter values related to COVID-19 and its transmission are derived from related 

references, and other parameters are estimated by fitting model to data(Table 1 and Appendix).  

 

Evaluation of the optimal age-specific vaccination distribution 

The basic reproduction number (R0), the cumulative number of infections (Ic) and the cumulative number of deaths (Dc) are 

the key indicators of the severity of infectious diseases and public health concerns, and thus are used as the endpoints or 

outcomes to evaluate the effectiveness of different vaccination strategies in this study. Since the Beta distribution of the 

age-specific vaccination can be uniquely determined by the parametersα and β , we will evaluate each of the three endpoints 

as a function of the two parameters. We assume that the vaccine will be delivered continuously for 180 days in a fixed rate. 

The optimal α and β , i.e., the optimal age-specific vaccination distribution(OAVD), can be determined by minimizing each 

of the three endpoints from the vaccination initiating time (T) to T+180 days for each country. We used interior-point method 

to optimize the three endpoint functions. Considering that the epidemic in China has been well controlled by now and the 

sporadic outbreaks in different cities are mainly due to overseas imports, we assume that all people in China are susceptible 

and one infected individual is imported from overseas to potentially initiate a new epidemic. The detection rate and the contact 

rate are fixed to be fδ and
0
ijc in our model evaluations.  

 

Results 

The optimal age-specific vaccination distribution 

We evaluated the effect of different age-specific vaccination distributions on the control of COVID-19 epidemic, so that we 

could determine the OAVD by minimizing the aforementioned three endpoints for different countries (China, India and Italy) 
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respectively. For each case, we set the vaccination rate v as 0.05%, 0.1% and 0.15%respectively. Fig.2 shows the OAVDs and 

the contour plot of the three endpoints as a function of α and β  for India. We can see that the OAVD obtained by 

minimizing R0 and Ic are similar when %1.0=v (Fig.2( 4a )and( 4b )). This suggests that for India, the priority of vaccination 

should be given to teenagers and young people, i.e., those around 10-34 years old, in order to minimize R0 and Ic. This is 

presumably because R0 is directly related to the spread of infections in the SEIR model. Thus, the OAVD for these two 

endpoints is also similar for other vaccination rate (Table 2 and Table S1). However, the effect of OAVDs on Dc can be 

significantly different from that for other two endpoints (Fig. 2). In order to minimize Dc, the OAVD (Fig. 2(c4)) suggests that 

the high priority should be given to elders in India. Notice that the effect of age vaccination distribution on Dc is complicated 

and there are possible multiple solutions for the OAVD. For example, when the vaccination rate is 0.15%, the contour plot for 

Dc (Fig.2 ( 3c )) shows two troughs with two optimal age-specific vaccination distributions, and both solutions could keep Dc 

under 5000. One solution (Beta(7,20)) is similar to that for R0 and Ic, and the other is when β  is very small and α is very 

large, i.e., (Beta(20,1)). In general, the vaccination priority should be given to the elderly in order to control Dc, since the death 

rate is much higher for elderly[25]. However, giving priority to young people can also reduce Dc to less than 5000, while also 

keeping the total infection number slow in India. We also noticed that it is not effective to control COVID-19 epidemic to give 

vaccination priority to children for all the cases that we have considered. We also observed that the effect of age-specific 

vaccination distribution on the three endpoints is larger when the vaccination rate is higher (Fig. 2, Fig. S3 and Fig. S4). For 

the case in India, the optimal age-specific vaccination strategy can reduce Ic by 177,270(8.5%) or reduce Dc by 1,514 (27%) 

compared to that of the uniform vaccination strategy.   

The effect of age vaccination distributions on the three endpoints in Italy is similar to that in India (Fig. S2), which resulted 

in similar OAVDs. Thus, the vaccination priority should be given to young and middle aged people in order to control Ic while 

the priority should be given to the elderly in order to control Dc. However, for the case of China, the effect of age vaccination 

distributions on R0 and Ic is similar to that in India and Italy (Fig. S4), which resulted in similar conclusions to control Ic; but 

the effect of age vaccination distributions on Dc is different from other two countries. The OAVD obtained by minimizing Dc is 

also similar to that of other two endpoints (see Fig. S4(c4)). Interesting, we also observed that the OAVD has only a small 

effect on Ic and Dc in Italy when %1.0=v  (Table 2). However, the optimal age-specific vaccination strategy has a big effect 

on Ic and Dc for the case of China. Use of the optimal age-specific vaccination strategy could reduce Ic from 6,873,110 to 
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2,178,877 or more than 3-fold reduction or it can reduce Dc from 28,575 to 11,953 (2.4-fold reduction) compared to that of 

uniform distribution in China (Table 2). 

 

Optimal reopening strategies to restore social contacts with vaccination 

After COVID-19 vaccines are administered among the population, it is expected to reopen or even gradually restore social 

contacts as normal as that before the COVID-19 epidemic. Here we further explore the effect of gradual reopening polices 

from contact control measures under the optimal age-specific vaccination strategy obtained by minimizing Ic. We simulated the 

total number of infections during a time period of 6 months under different degrees of contact control release and for different 

daily vaccination ratesν =0~0.15%with the initiation time of vaccination as 1+T . We considered the following scenarios of 

contact control release at different sites:  

a) Reopen the schools: )),()()(()0()( tctctcqctc o
ij

h
ij

w
ij

s
ijij +++= Tt >  

b) Reopen the workplace: ))()()(()0()( tctctcqctc o
ij

h
ij

s
ij

w
ijij +++= , Tt >  

c) Reopen home: ))()()(()0()( tctctcqctc o
ij

s
ij

w
ij

h
ijij +++= , Tt >  

d) Reopen others: ))()()(()0()( tctctcqctc s
ij

h
ij

w
ij

o
ijij +++= , Tt >  

e) Reopen all above: ))0()0()0()0(()( 0 o
ij

h
ij

w
ij

s
ijijij ccccqqctc +++== , Tt >  

where 1≤< qqc . Notice that the contact control is completely released (restored to normal life) when 1=q . 

Fig.3 shows the simulation results for Ic (in log10 scale) for India during the time period of 180 days [T+1,T+180] with 

different vaccination ratesν  (ranging 0-1.5%) and different degrees of reopening q (ranging 0 to 1) under different releasing 

times, T+1, T+30 and T+60. From Fig.3, we can see that q has a significant effect on the number of infections. For the case of 

releasing all contact controls completely, Ic may exceed 100 million in 6 months in India if 7.0>q  without vaccination, i.e., 

0ν = (Fig.3(e1)). Moreover, even with vaccination initiated, it may result in a high Ic if the contact control measure is 

released too early, i.e., early release for one month may lead to almost 10-fold difference in the number of infected people in 

India (see Fig.3(e2) and Fig.3(e3)). For the cases of partial contact control release at different sites, releasing “other contacts” 

brings the highest number of infected people, followed by releasing schools and households. The risk of releasing contacts in 

workplace is minimal.  
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For the case of Italy (Fig. S5), the effect of different releasing strategies and releasing times is similar to that in India. In 

addition, reopening schools would have a small effect on Ic compared to that reopening other sites(Fig.S5). For the case of 

China, we investigated Ic after reopening different sites if one infected case would be imported(shown in Fig.S6).When the 

detection rate is high, δ=0.4, partially reopening some sites will not cause a pandemic, but thousands of people could be 

infected (Fig.S6) if the reopening rate is high and vaccination rate is low, say, 9.0>q  and %05.0≤v . However, if the 

detection rate is low, δ=0.1, it might cause hundreds of thousands of people to be infected within 6 months if all the sites 

would be reopened.  

Considering that partially reopening different sites or locations for social contacts may lead to changes of the OAVD, we 

evaluated the effect of partially reopening different sites on the OAVDs. In Fig. 4, we show the OAVDs for the endpoint of R0 

under different partially reopening policies. We assumed the vaccination rate ν=0.1%. From Fig.4, we can see that the 

vaccination priority should be given toward younger people (5-20 years old) in China if the social contacts are just open for 

schools or households, while the vaccination priority might need to be given to older people (around 40 years old) in China if 

the workplace is open first (Fig. 4(a)). For the case of Italy, the vaccination priority might need to shift toward younger 

population if the household is opened, but reopening schools and workplaces in Italy do not have much effect on the optimal 

age distribution (Fig. 4(b)). For the case of India, the vaccination priority might need to shift toward older population if the 

workplace is opened, but reopening schools and households in India has little effect on the OAVD (Fig. 4(c)). The differences 

in the effect of partially reopening different sites on the OAVDs for different countries are presumably due to the differences in 

age structures of their population (Fig. S1) and social contact patterns (Fig. S2). 

If the post-vaccination reopening is too fast and the detection rate is not high enough, it is possible to cause a new outbreak 

of COVID-19. Based on our model, we examined R0 as a function of the reopening rate ( q ) and detection rate (δ) under the 

OAVD. The contour plots of R0 for the three countries (India, Italy and China) are shown in Fig.5. Fig.S7 and Fig.S8 

respectively. From Fig.5 for the case of India, the estimated value of δ=0.2522, q=0.3342 and R0<1, thus, the epidemic is 

under control. However, if δ is kept as the same and the vaccination lasts for 3 months with the vaccination rate ν=0.1%, q is 

increased to >0.5, it would result in R0>1, which would cause a new pandemic (Fig.5(a)). However, if the vaccination lasts 

longer with a higher vaccination rate, the epidemic is still under check. For example, if the vaccination could last for 12 

months with ν=0.15%, the full reopening(q=1) could not cause a new outbreak(Fig.5(d)) in India (R0<1) if δ is kept as the 

same. For the case of Italy, a similar trend is observed, but it looks safe to fully open the social contacts if the vaccination 
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could last for 6 months or longer with a higher vaccination rate ν>0.1%, since its detection rate is higher (Fig. S7). For the case 

of China, it is similar to Italy, it also requires 6 months or longer vaccination period with a vaccination rate ν>0.1% to be safe 

for fully reopening social contacts (Fig. S8).  

 

Conclusions and Discussions 

The COVID-19 is still widely spreading around the world and many people are killed every day. Vaccines offer a great hope 

for end to COVID-19 pandemic, but an effective vaccination strategy is badly needed in order to quickly stop the epidemic and 

restore the normal life of people. Due to the limited manufacturing capacity, COVID-19 vaccines may not be immediately 

available to all the people who are willing to receive. It is necessary to develop priority guidelines for different groups of 

people to receive vaccines sequentially. Intuitively the high risk populations such as first responders, elderly and people with 

high-risk health conditions should receive the vaccines first[26].The question is, how to prioritize the rest of the population for 

vaccination after the high risk population. In this study, we used the SEIR modeling approach to investigate the optimal 

age-specific vaccination strategies. In particular, we also utilized the information of the age structure of the population (Fig.S1) 

and contact network (Fig.S2) data in order to optimize the age-specific vaccination strategy for different countries. Compared 

with the previous literature[14,16], we used a continuous function, Beta distribution, to approximate the age-specific 

vaccination distribution, so that we could conveniently optimize the age distribution by minimizing the three endpoints with 

respect to the Beta distribution parameters(α  and β ). 

Our results show that the OAVD and the vaccination priority are different for different outcomes. To minimize Dc , the 

vaccination priority should be given to the elderly, while the vaccination priority should be given to socially active younger 

people if the goal is to minimize Ic. This general principle can be different for different countries since the age structure of the 

population and social contact patterns are different for different countries (Fig.S1 and Fig.S2). For example, the vaccination 

priority given to the middle-age people could minimize both Ic and Dc in China, presumably due to the complicated 

interactions between the age structure of the population and the social contact patterns. The results based on R0 and Ic are 

similar, presumably because R0 is directly related to the spread of infections.  

With availability of effective vaccines, we expect to quickly restore normal life with regular social contacts. However, 

prematurely reopening social contacts during the vaccination stage may cause large Ic and Dc, even initiate a new pandemic. A 

good strategy is to gradually or partially reopen some necessary sites or locations with a phased plan. Our simulation results 
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show that it is safer to partially reopen the schools and workplaces, instead of households and other locations for the case in 

India (see Fig.3). In addition, the optimal age-specific vaccination strategy needs to be adjusted accordingly if this is the case. 

If the schools are reopened, the vaccination priority should be shifted more toward children and teenagers; if the workplaces 

are reopened, the vaccination priority should be shifted more toward middle-aged people in India (see Fig.4). It seems that, if 

all the sites are fully reopened for social contacts too early, it may cause a large number of infections (Fig.3) or even initiate a 

new pandemic, possibly out of control (R0>1) in India if the vaccination rate and detection rate are not high enough (Fig.5). 

For the cases of Italy and China, similar general principles can be applied, but the detailed reopening strategies need to be 

tailored due to the differences in age structures of the population and social contact patterns.  

In conclusion, our results show that the age structures of the population and social contact patterns have a significant impact 

on the effect of age-specific vaccination strategies. In the case of limited vaccine resources, it needs to consider different 

age-specific priority guidelines for general population in order to control the COVID-19 pandemic more effectively. Moreover, 

different countries need to develop specific vaccination strategies according to the age structures of their population and social 

contact patterns. Our established age-structured SEIR models can also be used to evaluate post-vaccination reopening policies 

in order to safely restore to normal life. To obtain the OAVD, we minimized the three endpoints. Although it may fall on the 

boundary of the search space of parameters (α,β) (Fig.2 and Table 2), sensitivity analysis results show that it won't affect the 

priority of vaccination population. The proposed optimal age-specific vaccination strategies can be implemented in the 

vaccination scheduling system, that requires additional programming effort, compared to the simple uniform distribution or 

first-come-first-served strategies. But it worths the effort if it can save thousands of lives or reduce the large number of 

infections. 
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Figures: 

 

Fig.1: Observed daily new cases(dots) and model fitting results (solid curve) for China (a), Italy (b) and India (c). 
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Fig.2: The contour plot of the three endpoints: the basic reproduction number (R0, 1st row), the cumulative number of 

infections (Ic, 2nd row) and the cumulative number of deaths (Dc, 3rd row) for India. The optimal age-specific vaccination 

distributions for these three endpoints are shown in (a4), (b4) and (c4)respectively when %1.0=v . RO , IO ,and DO  are the 

optimal points obtained by minimizing the three endpoints (R0, Ic, Dc)respectively. 
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Fig.3: Simulation results for the number of infections (in log10 scale) for India during the time period [T+1,T+180]for five 

different scenarios of contact control release (a-e)for different values of q  and ν  under different releasing times,T+1 

(1strow), T+30(2ndrow), and T+60 (3rdrow).The optimal age-specific vaccination strategy with the initiation time of vaccination 

as 1+T was assumed for all the simulation scenarios.  

 

 

Fig.4: Heat map of the optimal age-specific distribution under different reopening strategies. The vertical coordinates represent 

different reopening strategies: only release contacts in schools, only release contacts in workplaces, only release contacts in 

households, only release contacts in other locations and reopen all. 
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Fig.5: Contour plot of the basic reproduction number (R0) as a function of the contact control release rate (q) and the detection 

rate (δ) with different daily vaccination rates v=0.1% (the solid line) and v=0.15%(the dash line) under the optimal 

age-specific vaccination strategy in India. The vaccination periods are set to be 3 months(a), 6 months(b), 9 months (c) and 12 

months (d). The red dot is the current value of these two parameters. 
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Table 1: Parameter definitions and estimation for the age structured SEIRmodel. 

Parameter Definitions China Italy India Sources 

0
ijc  

Contact rate of age class i with age class 

j at the initial time 
- - - Prem et al.,2017 

b
ijc  

Minimum contact rate of age class i with 

age class j  
- - - Estimated 

cr  an exponential decrease rate 0.1216 

0.0212(
1cr ) 

0.0202(
2cr ) 

0.0571(
3cr ) 

0.01 Estimated 

cq  The proportion between 
b
ijc  and 

0
ijc  0.1 

0.3096(
1cq ) 

3(
2cq ) 

0.3001(
3cq ) 

0.3342 Estimated 

ct  Switching time of control strength 16 0 0 Assumed 

1ct ( 2ct ) Switching time of control strength - 153(268) - Estimated 

I
ip  

Probability of infected individuals 

transmission per contact 
- - - Keeling2020 

Ap  
Probability of asymptomaticinfected 

individuals transmission per contact 
- - -  

θ  Scaling factor 0.25 0.25 0.25 Prem et al., 2020 

ν  Vaccination rate    
Varied according to 

scenario 

iρ  Proportion of symptomatic infection 0.4 for i<=4, 0.8 for i>4 
0.4 for i<=4, 0.8 for 

i>4 

0.4 for i<=4, 0.8 for 

i>4 
Prem et al., 2020 

σ  
Transition rate of exposed individuals to the 

infected class 
1/5 1/5 1/5 Tang2020 

0δ  
Diagnosis rate of infected individuals at the 

initial time 
0.07 0.1267 0.1573 Estimated 

fδ  
Maximum diagnosis rate of infected 

individuals 
0.4 0.2974 0.2522 Estimated 
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δr  an exponential increase rate 0.0518 0.0403 0.3 Estimated 

δq  
The proportion between fδ/1  and 

0/1 δ  

5.7143 2.3480 1.6029 Estimated 

Aγ  
Recovery rate of asymptomatic infected 

individuals 
0.18 0.18 0.18 Wang et al., 2020 

Hd  
Removal rate of hospitalized/confirmed 

infected individuals 
0.2 0.2 0.2 Bubar et al., 2020 

iIFR  Infection fatality rate of age group i  - - - Levinet al., 2020 

0iS  Initial susceptible population of age group i - - - Data 

0iE  Initial exposed population of age group i 10 1 1 Estimated 

0iI  
Initial symptomatic infected population of 

age group i  
37.2457 60.8411 1 Estimated 

0iA  
Initial asymptomatic infected population of 

age group i  
30 1 1 Estimated 

      

 

Table 2: The final outcomes with the optimal age-specific distributions vs.the uniform distribution ( %1.0=v )for the three 

countries (China, Italy and India) 

China 

Optimal Distribution 

Uniform distribution 

Beta (1,1) 

Min (R0) 

Beta (11,16) 

Min (Ic) 

Beta (13,20) 

Min (Dc) 

Beta (13,19) 

     

R0 5.3952 4.5594 4.5691 4.5625 

Cumulative infection 6,873,110 2,178,877 2,178,877 2,188,151 

Cumulative death 28,575 11,987 11,987 11,953 

Italy 

Optimal distribution 

Uniform distribution 

Beta (1,1) 

Min (R0) 

Beta(17,20) 

Min (Ic) 

Beta(17,20) 

Min (Dc) 

Beta(20,1) 

     

R0 3.1513 2.5146 2.5146 3.7672 
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Cumulative infection 242,279 239,797 239,797 244,311 

Cumulative death 5,333 5,345 5,345 5,221 

India 

Optimal distribution 

Uniform distribution 

Beta (1,1) 

Min (R0) 

Beta(7,19) 

Min (Ic) 

Beta(8,20) 

Min (Dc) 

Beta(20,1) 

     

R0 2.8694 2.4306 2.4366 3.4922 

Cumulative infection 2,084,028 1,908,694 1,906,758 2,394,232 

Cumulative death 5,611 5,415 5,419 4,097 
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