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Abstract We present a queue model to inform ven-
tilator capacity management under different COVID-

19 pandemic scenarios. Our model was used to sup-
port ventilator capacity planning during the first wave
of the COVID-19 epidemic in British Columbia (BC),

Canada. The core of our framework is an extended
Erlang loss model, which incorporates COVID-19 case
projections, along with the proportion of cases requir-
ing a ventilator, the delay from symptom onset to ven-
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tilation, non-COVID-19 ventilator demand, and venti-
lation time. We implemented our model using discrete
event simulation to forecast ventilator utilization. The
results predict when capacity would be reached and
the rate at which patients would be unable to access

a ventilator. We further determined the number of ven-
tilators required to meet a performance indicator tar-
get for ventilator access. We applied our model to BC

by calibrating to the BC Intensive Care Unit Database
and by using local epidemic projections. Epidemic sce-
narios with and without reduced transmission, due to
social distancing and other behavioral changes, were

used to link public health interventions to operational
impacts on ventilator utilization. The results predict
that reduced transmission could potentially avert up to

50 deaths per day by ensuring that ventilator capacity
would likely not be reached. Without reduced transmis-
sion, an additional 181 ventilators would be required to

meet our performance indicator target that 95% of pa-
tients can access a ventilator immediately. Our model
provides a tool for policy makers to quantify the in-
terplay between public health interventions, necessary
critical care resources, and performance indicators for
patient access.

Keywords COVID-19 · Critical care · Ventilator
capacity planning · Erlang loss model · Discrete event
simulation · Simulation optimization

1 Introduction

The World Health Organization declared COVID-19 a
global pandemic on March 11th, 2020 [5]. Severe
COVID-19 cases may involve critical conditions, includ-
ing respiratory failure, that require mechanical ventila-
tion for survival [22]. However, there is a limited number
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of ventilators available which also need to be used by
patients having other medical and surgical conditions
unrelated to COVID-19. The potential surge in inten-
sive care unit (ICU) and ventilator demand due to the
pandemic heightens the importance of strategic medical
resource management.

The importance of mathematical modeling to fore-
cast patient numbers and needed critical care resource
capacity during the COVID-19 pandemic has been
widely recognized [31, 2, 6]. Mathematical models of
disease transmission have been used to predict COVID-
19 case counts [11, 27]. Nevertheless, additional mod-
eling is needed to forecast medical resource utilization
and inform operational decisions [6]. One approach to
estimate ICU demand is to simply scale predicted case
counts by the projected proportion of cases admitted
to the ICU [27, 7]. However, critical care resource uti-
lization also depends on non-COVID-19 demand, re-
source use time, available capacity, and the delay from

COVID-19 symptom onset to critical care. Furthermore,
most of these inputs are stochastic in nature. Queue
modeling and discrete event simulation provide an ac-
curate way to predict resource utilization by incorpo-

rating these factors [6].

Queue models play an important role in medical re-

source and ICU management [3]. The life-threatening
conditions faced by many ICU patients motivate the
common use of Erlang loss models or infinite server

models, in both of which agents do not wait to re-
ceive service. In loss models, arriving patients are lost to
the model if resources are unavailable, whereas in infi-

nite server models resources are always available. Prior
to the COVID-19 pandemic, McManus et al. [16] and
Julio et al. [13] compared loss model results with his-
torical ICU data and found that they accurately pre-

dicted transfer rates. In response to the COVID-19 pan-
demic, both loss and infinite server queue models have
been used to inform critical care resource management,

typically addressing different questions. Infinite server
models have been used to predict the curve of COVID-
19 ICU utilization, independent of available capacity.
These models address required capacity based either
on expected utilization [20, 17] or use simulation to
capture stochasticity in resource utilization [9, 24, 25].
On the other hand, COVID-19 ICU loss models work
within a finite resource capacity and are able to explore
the relationship between capacity, utilization, and loss
probability [30, 1]. Loss probability, or the probability
that a patient is unable to access a medical resource
when needed, is an important key performance indica-
tor (KPI) that loss models are able to capture accu-
rately. However, to our knowledge loss models have not

been used to determine the COVID-19 critical care ca-

pacity required to meet a loss probability KPI. In non-
epidemic scenarios, extended or generalized loss models
have been used to help determine the required number
of ICU beds [15, 23, 32] and hospital ward beds [4].
However, the rapid changes in arrival rates of COVID-
19 patients present unique challenges to capacity plan-
ning using loss models.

The main contribution of this study is the appli-
cation of a generalized Erlang loss model to address
the interaction between ventilator capacity and utiliza-
tion, as well as identify the capacity required to meet
both COVID-19 and non-COVID-19 demand based on
a loss probability KPI. We implemented our model us-
ing discrete event simulation (DES) to forecast time-
dependent ventilator utilization. Simulation results pre-
dict when capacity would be reached and the rate at
which patients would be unable to access a ventilator.
Our approach frames required ventilator capacity as
the minimum number of ventilators needed to main-
tain access targets given by a loss probability thresh-
old. Additionally, our model incorporates a stochastic

delay from COVID-19 symptom onset to mechanical
ventilation, which is important for translating rapidly
changing epidemic case projections into ventilator de-
mand. To our knowledge, no other COVID-19 critical

care queue models explicitly capture this stochastic de-
lay.

This paper presents results used to inform ventilator

management at a provincial level in British Columbia
(BC), Canada. We calibrated the model using local ICU
data in order to predict ventilator utilization in BC
based on different epidemic projections. We incorpo-

rated projections from the BC Centre for Disease Con-
trol (BC CDC) of COVID-19 case counts under differ-
ent levels of transmission due to social distancing and

other public health measures. The results demonstrate
the ability of our model to link public health interven-
tions to ventilator utilization.

Our general queue model is described in Section 2.
Model analysis, including simulation and capacity op-
timization, is described in Section 3. In Section 4, we
describe BC specific model calibration and epidemic
projections, which were used to produce the ventilator
utilization forecasts presented in Section 5.

2 Queue model

We present a two stage queuing system with two sub-
models. The core submodel is a generalized Erlang loss

model for ventilator use by COVID-19 and non-COVID-
19 ICU patients. For COVID-19 patients who require
mechanical ventilation, we use a combined queuing sys-
tem in which an initial delay queue represents the time
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from symptom onset to ventilation. The complete queu-
ing system for COVID-19 and non-COVID-19 patients
is depicted in Figure 1.

Symptom 
onset until 
mechanical
ventilation

Erlang loss 
model  for 

ventilator use
COVID-19 
cases from 
epidemic 

projections

Non-COVID-19 
ventilator 
demand

Fig. 1 Diagram of the two-stage queue model for delay from
symptom onset and ventilator use.

The ventilator use submodel has the form of a gener-
alized ./G/c/c Erlang loss model with a limited supply
of c ventilators, where ventilation time has different dis-
tributions for COVID-19 and non-COVID-19 patients.

If all c ventilators are in use, then arriving patients
needing mechanical ventilation are lost to the system,
which is motivated by the life-threatening nature of res-

piratory failure. Non-COVID-19 patients arrive and re-
quire a ventilator based on a non-homogeneous Pois-
son process, which could capture time-dependence in
ICU admission rates or COVID-19 responses such as a

reduction in elective surgery. For COVID-19 patients
needing mechanical ventilation, there is a stochastic
time between the onset of COVID-19 symptoms and

the presentation of severe symptoms requiring a venti-
lator.

Epidemiological case projections are translated into

ventilator demand using an initial Mt/G/∞ submodel
for the time from COVID-19 symptom onset to me-
chanical ventilation. This infinite server system sim-
ply implements a generally distributed stochastic delay
and does not correspond to utilization of any physi-
cal resource. The arrival process for this submodel is
non-homogeneous Poisson and can be based on local-
ized COVID-19 epidemic projections, scaled by the pro-
jected proportion of critical patients. The output pro-
cess is the effective COVID-19 ventilator demand.

3 Model analysis

We implemented our combined queuing model using
discrete event simulation to project ventilator utiliza-

tion based on epidemic projections. Model simulation
can demonstrate whether the ventilator supply would

be sufficient, estimate when capacity would be reached,
and what the rate of patients unable to access a ven-
tilator would be. Additionally, comparing multiple epi-
demic scenarios with our model can show the effect of
different public health policies on ventilator utilization.
Subsection 3.1 describes how we implemented a DES of
the model and analyzed the results.

We used our model simulation to identify the mini-
mum number of ventilators needed to meet a loss prob-
ability KPI target. Our approach to this capacity op-
timization problem uses a modified Response Surface
Methodology (RSM) search procedure initialized at a
pointwise-stationary approximation (PSA) for the re-
quired number of ventilators. Our methodology is de-
scribed in Subsection 3.2.

3.1 Discrete event simulation

We built a discrete event simulation of our queue model
using the AnyLogic modeling software. The simulation
has two source nodes, one each for the COVID-19 and

non-COVID-19 patient streams. Each source node gen-
erates patients according to a non-homogeneous Pois-
son process obtained by thinning a homogeneous Pois-

son process with a time-dependent probability of accep-
tance. COVID-19 patients are generated based on epi-
demic case projections scaled by the projected propor-
tion of cases requiring a ventilator. An additional delay

block implements the stochastic time between COVID-
19 onset and the need for mechanical ventilation. The
ventilator use submodel is implemented in a single ser-

vice block, which sets the ventilation time distribution
based on whether a patient has COVID-19. Section 4
describes how we chose model parameters for the epi-

demic in BC.

The simulation incorporates a “warm-up” period
before the start of the community spread of COVID-19.

At midnight of each simulated day, we measured the
number of ventilators in use and whether the system
is currently at capacity. We calculated the mean and
variance of these measures across 1000 simulation runs.
This yielded a regular time series of point estimates,
with confidence intervals, for both the time-dependent
expected ventilator use and the time-dependent proba-
bility that the system is at full capacity. The combined
arrivals for the ventilator use submodel follow a non-
homogeneous Poisson process (see Subsection 3.2.1).
Therefore, the PASTA theorem for non-homogeneous
Poisson processes [29] implies that the time-dependent
probability that the system is at capacity equals the
time-dependent probability that an arriving patient is

unable to access a ventilator. Through this analysis, we
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used DES to estimate a time-dependent loss probability
KPI and forecast ventilator access for critical patients.

3.2 Identifying required ventilator capacity

We designed a capacity optimization approach to de-
termine the minimum number of ventilators required
to maintain a threshold on the time-dependent loss
probability for projected COVID-19 and non-COVID-
19 demand. Medical resource loss model studies in non-
epidemic scenarios have determined required capacity
based on the application of steady-state formulas [4]
or linear simulation searches [23, 32]. However, in our
context, the rapidly changing rate of COVID-19 cases
makes applying these approaches less accurate and in-
efficient. In order to address the unique challenges of
capacity optimization in a pandemic, we developed an
approach that combines and modifies several existing
techniques. The core of our approach is an iterative
search procedure to find the minimum number of ven-

tilators required to keep the estimated loss probability
from the simulation under 5%. Our search procedure
uses a stochastic root-finding method based on response
surface methodology (RSM), which we describe in Sub-

section 3.2.2 and Appendix A. Furthermore, to increase
the efficiency of the search, we used an initial proximate
required capacity from a pointwise stationary approxi-

mation (PSA) described in Subsection 3.2.1.

3.2.1 Proximate required capacity

Our capacity optimization search is initialized at a prox-
imate number of ventilators required to maintain loss
probability below 5% in the PSA solution of the model.
Pointwise stationary approximations (PSA) obtain prox-
imate expressions for non-stationary system properties,
by substituting time-dependent arrival rates into steady-
state formulae [10]. We used a PSA to approximate the
maximum time-dependent loss probability in the venti-
lator use submodel as a function of ventilator capacity,

by substituting the maximum offered load into a sta-
tionary loss formula. A proximate number of required
ventilators was found using a linear search until the
PSA maximum loss probability is under 5%.

The generalized Mt/G/c/c ventilator use submodel
is not a Markovian system, because service time is gen-
eral and not necessarily exponential. Nonetheless,
Takács [26] showed that Erlang’s B formula for the
steady-state loss probability of an M/M/c/c model also
holds for the M/G/c/c model. Thus, the PSA proxi-

mate loss probability of the ventilator submodel, with
c ventilators and time-dependent offered load a(t), is

given by

B
(
c, a(t)

)
=

a(t)c/c!∑c
j=0 a(t)j/j!

. (1)

For ease of calculation, we used the equivalent recursive
definition [18]

B
(
c+ 1, a(t)

)−1
= 1 +

c+ 1

a(t)
B
(
c, a(t)

)−1
. (2)

Erlang’s B formula is an increasing function of a(t) and
a decreasing function of c.

In our model, ventilator demand is a non-homoge-
neous Poisson process which combines non-COVID-19
demand with the effective COVID-19 demand given by
the symptom delay submodel output. Ventilation time
follows a mixture of two patient-type distributions, with
a time-dependent mixing rate based on the propor-
tion of COVID-19 and non-COVID-19 patients. The
PSA proximate time-dependent offered load can be ex-
pressed as

a(t) =
λ2(t) + λ3(t)

λ2(t)µ2

λ2(t)+λ3(t)
+ λ3(t)µ3

λ2(t)+λ3(t)

, (3)

where 1/µ2 and and 1/µ3 are the mean ventilation
times for COVID-19 and non-COVID-19 patients, re-
spectively. Similarly, the time-dependent ventilator de-

mand rates are λ2 and λ3 for COVID-19 and non-
COVID-19 patients.

The effective COVID-19 demand λ2 is the output

rate of the symptom delay submodel. Since individuals
in infinite server models do not affect each other [8],
the output process of the symptom delay submodel is
a non-homogeneous Poisson process, with rate given by
the convolution

λ2(t) = E(λ1(t− S)) =

∫ ∞
0

λ1(t− s)f(s)ds , (4)

where λ1 is the arrival rate for the symptom delay sub-

model, with random delay variable S that has proba-
bility density function f . We used equation 4 to calcu-
late the effective, time-dependent COVID-19 demand
for ventilators. In our application, we modeled symp-
tom delay time with a uniform distribution between
7 and 12 days. Therefore, the COVID-19 need for ven-
tilators on a given day is the average case count from
7 to 12 days prior (scaled by the proportion of cases
needing ventilation). We substituted our calculated val-
ues of λ2(t) into equation 3, along with estimates for
non-COVID-19 demand and mean ventilation times, in
order to identify the maximum time-dependent offered
load. Erlang’s B formula (equation 2) then provides the

approximate maximum loss probability as a function of
ventilator capacity.
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3.2.2 Capacity optimisation search

Our capacity optimization problem is to minimize the
number of ventilators subject to a constraint of 5% on
model loss probability. The maximum time-dependent
loss probability of our ventilator model is a non-linear
and strictly decreasing function of the number of ven-
tilators, which we refer to as the ‘response function’.
However, the response function can only be estimated
through simulation. Our capacity optimization problem
can be expressed as a discrete version of a stochastic
root finding problem on the response function. Stan-
dard stochastic root finding schemes focus on adapting
deterministic single point methods, for example adapt-
ing Newton’s method by approximating the derivative
at each value [21]. In our case, since we can only eval-
uate our response function for integer capacity values,
derivative approximations are inaccurate and adaptions
of mutli-point root finding procedures are more desir-
able. Since the response function is non-linear, we guided

our search procedure with iterative second-order ap-
proximations and utilized a modified response surface
methodology (RSM) framework.

The RSM framework uses iterative first and second
order approximations of a response function sampled
via simulation or random experiment to guide an opti-

mization search [19, 14]. Our approach is based on the
RSM framework in Nicolai and Dekker [19]; however,
we made several modifications based on our problem

context. We only used second order approximations, in
order to accurately capture the asymptotic behavior of
the true response function for large numbers of venti-

lators. We used the intersection points of each approx-
imated response function with the targeted loss proba-
bility threshold to update the estimated required num-
ber of ventilators and the region of interest. The re-
sponse function is asymptotic to zero for a large num-
ber of ventilators. Therefore, our procedure includes an
additional check that increases the size of the region of
interest if the simulation-based estimate of the response
function is zero.

Starting at an initial value given by the proximate
PSA solution, we ran our modified RSM procedure with
200 simulation runs per evaluation, until the width of
the region of interest reached below 10 ventilators. We
then evaluated the maximum loss probability for each
capacity value in the final region with 2000 simulation
runs to obtain a plot from which the required ventila-
tor capacity could be easily and accurately identified.
Furthermore, such a plot provides an indication of the
sensitivity of the loss rate to the number of ventilators.

This can be useful for gauging the risk associated with
fluctuations in the number of operable ventilators. Ap-

pendix A discusses the algorithmic details of our mod-
ified RSM and linear search approach.

4 Data analysis and case projections

We analyzed data on critical care utilization in BC,
in order to apply our model to the BC context. The
primary data set used was an extract from the BC
ICU Database. We supplemented this with summary
data provided by the BC Ministry of Health from the
Discharge Abstract Database, published reports, ex-
pert opinion, and data from the Provincial Health Ser-
vices Authority on ventilator capacity. The BC Centre
for Disease Control provided case projections for the
COVID-19 epidemic in BC as input for the model.

The British Columbia ICU Database was established
in 1998 at the Centre for Health Evaluation & Outcome
Sciences to provide detailed information on the delivery

of critical care in British Columbia [28]. Our data ex-
tract consists of records from calendar years 2016–2018.
For these years, the database contains ICU data from

20 hospitals in BC, including nearly all major hospitals.
However, an additional 21 hospitals in BC with ICUs
are not included in our extract. For these hospitals, we

used ICU admission data from the Discharge Abstract
Database, which is a national database of hospital ad-
missions in Canada. We estimated ventilator utiliza-
tion for these hospitals by assuming that they have the

same fraction of ICU admissions requiring mechanical
ventilation as the ICU Database hospitals. Our ICU
Database extract includes an entry for each instance of

mechanical ventilation. It has fields for the start and
stop time of mechanical ventilation, acute respiratory
distress syndrome (ARDS) diagnosis, and viral pneu-
monia diagnosis. We included these diagnoses in our
extract, because they are clinically similar to respira-
tory failure due to COVID-19. Our extract does not
include records from the year 2019, because the ICU
Database did not have complete 2019 data at the time
of this work.

4.1 Non-COVID-19 demand and ventilator capacity

We estimated the rate at which patients required a ven-
tilator prior to the COVID-19 pandemic from the ven-
tilation start frequency in our extract of the BC ICU
Database. Patients may have multiple ventilation peri-
ods during a single ICU stay; however, we treated these

as independent starts. We focused on 2017–2018 data
as it was more relevant to our 2020 predictions. Figure 2
shows a monthly time series of mechanical ventilation
starts from 2017–2018, which does not demonstrate a
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Fig. 2 Monthly time series of mechanical ventilation in-
stances from the ICU Database.

clear trend or seasonality. The average number of ven-
tilator starts per year in 2017–2018 of our extract was
6468, which we multiplied by 1.198 to account for the

additional 21 hospitals not in the BC ICU Database.
Therefore, we used a constant ventilator demand rate
of λ3 = 21.24 patients per day for non-COVID-19 pa-
tients, prior to the reduction in elective surgeries.

The BC Ministry of Health responded to the COVID-

19 pandemic by canceling non-urgent elective surgeries
in March, 2020. Detailed data on the impact of this re-
duction was unavailable at the time of this study. Based

on expert opinion, we estimated that this led to a 15%
reduction in the number of non-COVID-19 patients re-
quiring mechanical ventilation. We implemented this
change as a step reduction in λ3 by 15% from March

16th, 2020 onwards.

The Provincial Health Services Authority of BC con-
ducted an inventory of ventilators in the province in
March, 2020. There were 498 adult ventilators available

in 34 hospitals. We were advised that at any given time,
approximately 10% of ventilators would be unavailable
due to repair or maintenance. Therefore, we set the
number of ventilators in the model to 448. Based on
consultation with a respiratory therapist, we assumed
that the time required to clean a ventilator and prepare
it for a new patient is approximately two hours, which

we incorporated into the ventilation service time.

4.2 Ventilation time and symptom delay

We characterized the duration of time that patients re-
ceive ventilation using start and stop times from the
2017–2018 records of our BC ICU Database extract.
Approximately 10.4% of these records were either miss-

Table 1 Mixed gamma distribution parameters for time
spent on mechanical ventilation.

Viral Pneumonia or
ARDS

Neither Viral
Pneumonia nor
ARDS

Proportion 6.2% 93.8%
Shape 0.94 0.85
Scale 7.9 days 4.8 days
Mean 7.5 days 4.1 days

ing a start/stop time or had zero ventilation time, which
we did not incorporate in ventilation time analysis. We
divided the remaining records into two groups: one for
patients diagnosed with either ARDS or viral pneumo-
nia, and one for patients with neither of these diagnoses.
At the time of this analysis, there was very little data
for time on ventilation for COVID-19 patients. ARDS
and viral pneumonia are clinically similar to patients

with respiratory failure due to COVID-19 and there-
fore we assumed that the ventilation times for patents
with these diagnoses are representative of ventilation

times for COVID-19 patients.

For each group of records, we fit ventilation time
to a gamma distribution using the maximum-likelihood
method implemented in the ‘MASS’ package in R. The

parameters for the distribution fits are given in Table 1
and the distributions are plotted in Figure 3. The ven-
tilation time distributions appear to be reasonably ap-

proximated by gamma distributions, and they are sub-
stantially different for the two categories of patients.
The mean ventilation time for patients with viral pneu-

monia or ARDS is substantially greater than the mean
ventilation time for patients with neither diagnosis.

BC data for the distribution of time between COVID-
19 symptom onset and ventilation were not available
at the time of this analysis. A study by Phua et al.
[22] estimated the median time from symptom onset
to ICU admission as 7–12 days. Therefore, we assumed
a uniform distribution between 7 and 12 days for our
symptom delay model.

4.3 COVID-19 case projections

The BC Centre for Disease Control provided COVID-
19 case projections using a stochastic disease model1

based on Hellewell et al. [11]. Their epidemiological
model was calibrated using historical data on cases in
BC and can forecast cases under different scenarios by

1 The BC CDC model is implemented as an R pack-
age, which is available from https://github.com/bcgov/epi.

branch.sim.
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Fig. 3 Density histogram of the time on mechanical ventilation. The gamma distribution fits are plotted as a curve.

varying a transmission rate parameter. Scenarios of re-
duced transmission are specifically used to illustrate the
impact of public health measures such as social distanc-
ing and other changes in population behavior. Signifi-
cant public health measures in BC during the first wave
of the epidemic began on March 16th and included re-

stricting gatherings to no more than 50 people and clos-
ing of schools.2 Their model was re-calibrated weekly
in March and April 2020, with forecasts extending one

month from calibration date. The results in our paper
are based on projections released on March 19th 2020,
which forecast COVID-19 case counts from March 16th

to April 13th.

Based on expert opinion and initial data on the epi-
demic in BC, we assumed that 6.7% of COVID-19 cases
would require ICU care. We further assumed that 70%

of COVID-19 ICU patients would require mechanical
ventilation, based on the ICNARC Report on COVID-
19 (10 April 2020) [12] and expert opinion on hospi-

talizations in BC. We multiplied the BC CDC projec-
tions by the above two proportions, in order to estimate
the time-dependent rate of COVID-19 symptom onset
for cases which will eventually require a ventilator. We
used these scaled projected daily case counts as daily
constant arrival rates in a non-homogeneous Poisson
arrival process for the symptom delay submodel.

5 Results

Subsection 5.1 presents the validation results for our
DES implimentation and Subsection 5.2 presents the
simulation results for epidemic projections with and
without reduced transmission. Subsection 5.3 presents

2 Additional details on public health measures undertaken
in BC are available at https://news.gov.bc.ca/releases/

2020HLTH0086-000499.

the results of our capacity optimization search proce-
dure.

5.1 Validation

We validated our DES implementation by comparing
mean ventilator utilization in the simulation prior to
COVID-19 with a Little’s law expected value calcula-

tion for the queue model. Furthermore, we compared
both of these results with pre-COVID-19 ICU data to
demonstrate the soundness of our modeling assump-

tions for non-COVID-19 ventilator demand. Our vali-
dation was based on the 20 hospitals in the BC ICU
Database and not on all hospitals BC. These hospitals

are estimated to have 356 functional adult ventilators.

To validate our DES implementation, we first com-

puted the expected number of ventilators in use in the
non-COVID-19 component of our queue model using
Little’s law, with the mean ventilation time and the

non-COVID-19 ventilator demand rate estimated from
the 2017–2018 BC ICU Database extract. The loss
model adjustment term to Little’s law is negligible in
this calculation since the number of ventilators is large
compared to the offered load. We also ran our DES
implementation for two simulated years with only non-
COVID-19 demand, using a constant rate set to the
average ventilation starts from the 2017–2018 BC ICU
Database extract. We measured the number of patients
on a ventilator at the end of each simulation run and
calculated the mean and standard deviation of this mea-
surement across 2000 simulation runs. The first two
columns of Table 2 compare the Little’s law expected
utilization and the simulation mean, and show that are

not significantly different.

Using our BC ICU Database extract, we inferred
the number of patients on a ventilator for each day in
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Table 2 Pre-COVID-19 mean utilization comparison. Simu-
lation mean ventilator use is estimated from the number of
patients on a ventilator at last simulated time point, across
2000 DES runs. The theoretical model mean is calculated us-
ing Little’s Law for the expected number of patients in the
queue. The historic mean is a time average of the inferred
number of patients on a ventilator during March and April
2018.

Simulation Little’s Law Historic

Mean 77.50 77.36 77.70
Standard Error 0.20
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Fig. 4 Comparison of pre-COVID simulation and inferred
historic ventilator use. The mean and 5th and 95th percentiles
of simulation ventilator use are measured from 2000 runs.

2017 and 2018 from the recorded start and stop times of
ventilation. For the 10.4% of records without a recorded
stop time, we assumed a stop time proxy equal to the
start time plus the annual mean ventilation time. Fig-

ure 4 compares the inferred historic ventilator use with
the mean, 5th, and 95th percentiles from the simula-
tion. The historic data is within the percentile range

75.3% of the time. For March and April 2018, the time
average ventilator use shown in the third column of Ta-
ble 2 is not significantly different from the simulation
mean. Thus, for the purpose of predicting non-COVID-

19 ventilator demand in March and April 2020 without
a reduction in elective surgery, a homogeneous Pois-
son arrival process with average demand is a reasonable
choice.

5.2 Model simulation

Model simulation results for the March 19th 2020 case
projections from the BC CDC are shown in Figure 5,
under scenarios with and without reduced transmis-
sion. The March 19th projections start on March 16th

and project COVID-19 case counts until April 13th. We
ran the simulation model until April 20th, because our
delay between symptom onset and ventilation has a
minimum of 7 days. The effect of the cancellation of
non-urgent elective surgeries on March 16th is notice-

able in both scenarios as a slight decrease in ventilator
utilization, before an increase occurs due to projected
rising COVID-19 cases. Without reduced transmission,
the projected number of COVID-19 cases requiring a
ventilator reaches approximately 112 patients per day
by the end of the projection. In this scenario, the es-
timated probability of reaching ventilator capacity is
negligible until approximately April 14th, when it be-
gins to rise dramatically. By the end of the simula-
tion, the mean number of patients unable to access a
ventilator reaches approximately 50 per day. However,
with reduced transmission (through public health mea-
sures including social distancing), the projected rate
of COVID-19 ventilator cases reaches a substantially
lower rate of approximately 36 patients per day. In this
scenario, the estimated probability of reaching ventila-
tor capacity remains negligible and all the simulated
patients are able to access a ventilator.

5.3 Capacity optimization

We developed a combined search procedure to find the

ventilator capacity required to meet demand in the epi-
demic scenario without reduced transmission. Our ap-
proach combines PSA, RSM, and linear search tech-

niques to identify the minimum number of ventilators
required to maintain a loss probability under 5%. In
the first stage of our procedure, we identified that at
least 818 ventilators are needed to meet the access tar-

get in a PSA proxy for the time-dependent model so-
lution. We used this proximate capacity as an initial
value for a modified RSM procedure which is guided by

iterative approximations of maximum loss probability
as a function of the number of ventilators, estimated
using 200 DES runs at strategically chosen evaluation
values. Using 6 search iterations of RSM, we identified
that the required capacity is between 623 and 633 ven-
tilators. We simulated the values in this range using
2000 runs per evaluation, the results of which are dis-

played in Figure 6. From this plot we identified that
at least 629 ventilators are required to keep the esti-
mated loss probability KPI within 5%. A reduction in
this capacity of up to 5 ventilators will keep the loss
probability within 6%; however, once the capacity has
been reduced to 623 ventilators the estimated loss prob-
ability rises sharply to 8%.

Figures 7 and 8 compare the PSA and simulation
ventilator utilization and loss probability for 629 ven-
tilators. The PSA estimate of ventilator utilization in-
creases more quickly than the simulation results, be-
cause it assumes instantaneous response towards sta-
tionarity with changes in arrival rate.
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Fig. 5 Epidemic projections and simulation results for scenarios with and without reduced transmission due to public health
measures including social distancing, using 448 ventilators. The topmost panels present epidemic projections of daily COVID-
19 cases requiring a ventilator, from March 16th to April 13th 2020. Historical cases are not plotted. The second pair of panels
show estimated expected ventilator utilization over time from simulations based on the epidemic projections. The third and
fourth pairs of panels show estimated expected rates and probabilities of patients unable to access a ventilator. The dotted line
represents the start of both the projections and the reduction in elective surgeries. All of the simulation results are obtained
using 1000 runs.
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Fig. 6 Linear search across the final region of ventilator
capacities identified as near optimal by the modified RSM
search procedure. For each number of ventilators, the maxi-
mum loss probability is estimated using 2000 simulation runs.
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Fig. 7 Comparison of mean ventilator utilisation from
2000 simulation runs with the PSA expected utilisation, for
629 ventilators.

6 Discussion

We developed a loss model based queuing system to in-
form ventilator capacity management during the
COVID-19 pandemic. Our model incorporates projec-
tions of COVID-19 cases, the proportion of cases need-
ing ventilators, the delay from symptom onset to me-

chanical ventilation, non-COVID-19 demand, ventila-
tion time, and ventilator capacity. Using simulation,
we predicted ventilator utilization under different epi-
demic scenarios, which informed whether the available
ventilator capacity would be sufficient to meet demand
and when capacity would be reached. We used the loss
model framework to address capacity optimization in
terms of a performance indicator given by the time-
dependent probability of a patient being able to access
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Fig. 8 Comparison of estimated loss probability from
2000 simulation runs with the PSA loss probability, for
629 ventilators.

a ventilator. To navigate the computational challenges
posed by capacity optimization in a pandemic, we devel-

oped a stochastic search procedure to efficiently find the
required number of ventilators when patient demand is
changing rapidly.

We worked closely with analysts at the BC Ministry
of Health, the Provincial Health Services Authority, and
the BC Centre for Disease Control in March and April
2020, to provide weekly reports on projected ventila-

tor utilization during the first peak of the COVID-19
pandemic. We collaborated with these organizations to
obtain up-to-date BC specific data and parameter val-

ues for our model, including weekly updated COVID-19
case projections provided by the BC CDC. The results
presented in this paper are based on the BC CDC’s

March 19th epidemic projections under different levels
of transmission. Simulation results predict that under a
scenario of reduced transmission of COVID-19 (through
means such as social distancing, but also other public
health measures and changes in population behavior),
ventilator capacity would likely not be reached, thereby
helping to avert as many as 50 deaths per day within
the time frame of the March 19th projections. The ac-
curacy of our results are dependent on the underlying
epidemic projections and need to be interpreted in the
light of challenges faced in predicting the epidemic tra-
jectory.

We addressed capacity optimization by using an it-
erative search procedure to identify the number of ven-
tilators required to meet demand within access con-
straints. Under the March 19th BC CDC projections
without reduced transmission, 181 additional ventila-
tors would have been required to ensure that the prob-
ability of immediate patient access to a ventilator is at
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least 95%. However, with public health interventions
and social distancing, the current ventilator supply was
sufficient.

Epidemic projections are frequently updated during
the COVID-19 pandemic, and efficient model analysis is
important for timely decision making support. Our ca-
pacity optimization uses loss model properties to find
a proximate initial value for our simulation-based it-
erative search procedure. This combined approach in-
creases the computational efficiency of our model anal-
ysis without compromising accuracy in the context of
rapidly increasing COVID-19 rates. Future work could
incorporate more sophisticated stochastic root finding
or simulation optimization techniques for even greater
computational efficiency.

The results in this paper demonstrate the ability
of our model to address critical care resource manage-
ment during the COVID-19 epidemic. Simulation can
predict details of ventilator utilization within the ICU,
including and if (and when) capacity will be reached

and what the rate will be of patients unable to access a
ventilator. These forecasts can be used by health system
analysts and policy makers to inform capacity manage-

ment decisions, including whether to expand the cur-
rent ventilator supply. Capacity optimization can ad-
dress how many ventilators are required to meet pro-
jected demand, based on access targets. Additionally,

our model links public health interventions, including
social distancing, to operational impacts on ventilator
utilization. Our work provides a tool for policy makers

to quantify the interplay between public health inter-
ventions, necessary critical care resources, and perfor-
mance indicators for patient access.

Overall, our queuing model provides a valuable
approach for translating epidemic curves into resource
utilization and capacity optimization. It can be easily
implemented using data for other regions and updated
as more information about COVID-19 becomes avail-
able. It can also be used for projecting demand for
other COVID-19 resources, such as ICU beds. Future

work could extend our model to consider joint resource
utilization, for example modeling the joint use of both
ventilators and ICU beds.
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Appendix A Response Surface Methodology

We used a modified response surface methodology (RSM)
procedure to identify the minimum ventilator capacity
required to maintain a threshold on the loss probabil-
ity KPI. We used only second-order approximations of
the response function (maximum model loss probabil-
ity as a function of ventilator capacity). Our approach
is based on the RSM framework in Nicolai and Dekker
[19]; however, we made several modifications based on
our problem context. This appendix describes the al-
gorithmic details of our implementation; higher level
discussion is in Subsection 3.2.2.

To describe our RSM approach, we denote the it-
erative estimates of the required ventilator capacity by

ci and the iterative radii of the successive regions of
interest by ri, for i = 0, 1, 2, .... We begin with initial
estimated capacity c0 and radius r0 = round(0.1 c0).

The target loss probability is denoted by α. The details
of our implementation are as follows:

Iterate the following over i = 0, 1, 2, ..., until ri ≤ 5:

(a) Estimate the maximum loss probability at each ven-
tilator capacity value in a one dimensional central

composite experimental design [19]. This design in-
volves five estimates made at the center value ci, and
one estimate made at each of the values
ci − ri, round(ci − 0.5 ri), round(ci + 0.5 ri), and

ci + ri. For each capacity value, the maximum loss
probability is estimated using 200 simulation runs.

(b) Using these estimated points, perform a least-squares
regression to fit a second-order model

y = β0 + β1c+ β2c
2,

where y is the maximum loss probability for c ven-

tilators.
(c) If the estimated coefficients satisfy β̂0 = β̂1 = β̂2 =

0, then set ri+1 = 2 ri and move to the next itera-
tion.

(d) If the overall regression fit is statistically significant
(F-statistic has p-value at most 0.05), then set

d = β̂2
1 − 4 β̂2(β̂0 − α)

z1 =
−β̂1 −

√
d

2 β̂2

z2 =
−β̂1 +

√
d

2 β̂2

ci+1 =


z1, if d ≥ 0 and z1 ≥ 0 and β̂2 ≥ 0

z2, if d ≥ 0 and
(
z1 < 0 or β̂2 < 0

)
β̂1

2 β̂2
, if d < 0

ci+1 = round(ci+1)

ri+1 = round(0.5 ri),

and move to the next iteration.
(e) If the overall regression fit is not statistically sig-

nificant (F-statistic has p-value greater than 0.05),
then double the number of runs per evaluation until
all are statistically significant.

We implemented our search procedure by iteratively
using AnyLogic to perform simulation runs and R to an-
alyze the results, perform regression fits, and determine
the updated center values. Once the region of interest
had width under 10, we ran a linear simulation search
over the region with ten times the simulation runs, and

plotted the results to identify the required ventilator
capacity.
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