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Abstract

To characterize Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) transmission dynamics in each of
the 15 most populous metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs) in the United States (US) from
January 2020 to September 2021, we extended a previously reported compartmental model
accounting for effects of multiple distinct periods of social distancing by adding consideration of
vaccination and Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) variants
Alpha (lineage B.1.1.7) and Delta (lineage B.1.617.2). For each MSA, we found region-specific
parameterizations of the model using daily reports of new COVID-19 cases available from
January 21, 2020 to August 24, 2021. In the process, we obtained estimates of the relative
infectiousness of Alpha and Delta as well as their takeover times in each MSA. We find that 14-d
ahead forecasts are reasonably accurate; these forecasts are being updated daily. Projections

made on August 24, 2021 suggest that 5 of the 15 MSAs have already achieved herd immunity.

Keywords: Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19), Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome
Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), vaccination, SARS-CoV-2 variant Alpha (lineage B.1.1.7),
SARS-CoV-2 variant Delta (lineage B.1.617.2), mathematical model, Bayesian inference,

epidemiological forecasting, epidemiological projection
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Text

In 2020, Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) transmission dynamics were
significantly influenced by non-pharmaceutical interventions (/—5). In 2021, other factors arose
with significant impacts on disease transmission: vaccination (6, 7) and introduction of Severe

Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) variants (8, 9).

Mass vaccination in the United States (US) began on December 14, 2020 (10), with
demonstrable reduction of disease burden within vaccinated populations (7). As the vaccination
campaign progressed into March 2021, there was widespread reduction in disease incidence (12)

and relaxation of state-mandated non-pharmaceutical interventions (73).

In early 2021, SARS-CoV-2 variant Alpha (lineage B.1.1.7) spread across the US and
became the dominant circulating strain (74). By the end of July 2021, the Delta variant (lineage
B.1.617.2) had supplanted Alpha (/5), concomitant with increases in new COVID-19 case
detection (72). Both Alpha and Delta are believed to be more transmissible than strains
circulating earlier (/6—21). Importantly, vaccinated persons infected with Alpha and Delta can

transmit disease (22, 23).

In earlier work, with the aid of a compartmental model, we quantified the impact of non-
pharmaceutical interventions on COVID-19 transmission dynamics (5). We found that the
multiple surges in disease incidence seen in 2020 (72) could be explained by changes in
protective behaviors, which we referred to as social distancing. Here, to quantify the impacts of
vaccination and SARS-CoV-2 variants Alpha and Delta on COVID-19 transmission dynamics,
we extended the model of Lin et al. (/) by adding consideration of vaccination and variants with

increased transmissibility. We then found region-specific parameterizations of the model using
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vaccination and surveillance data available for the 15 most populous metropolitan statistical

areas (MSAs) in the US.

The parameterized models provide estimates of the relative transmissibility of Alpha and
Delta, as well as their takeover times in each MSA (i.e., the times at which the variants became
dominant). Using the parameterized models, we projected what would happen under different
intervention scenarios, including complete cessation of interventions on August 25, 2021. The
results indicate a strictly downward trend in disease incidence for 5 of the 15 MSAs under all
scenarios. Interestingly, continuing vaccination (at the rates of August 2021) is seen to have

marginal impact on transmission dynamics.

In ongoing work, we are regularly updating our region-specific parameterizations as new
vaccination and surveillance data become available (24). With each update, we make a 14-d
forecast of disease incidence. Here, using out-of-sample data, we show that recent forecasts

made with the new models are reasonably accurate, with a slight bias toward overprediction.

Methods

Data

Daily reports of new confirmed COVID-19 cases were obtained from the GitHub
repository maintained by The New York Times newspaper (25). Daily reports of newly
completed vaccinations were obtained from the Covid Act Now database (26). County-level
surveillance and vaccination data were aggregated as described previously (5) to obtain daily
case and vaccination counts for each of the 15 most populous US MSAs, which are listed in the
Appendix. In the case of a missing daily report, we imputed the missing information as described

in the Appendix.
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Compartmental Model for Disease Transmission Dynamics

We used the compartmental model illustrated in Figure 1 (and Appendix Figure 1) to
analyze data available for each MSA of interest. The model consists of ordinary differential
equations (ODEs) describing the dynamics of 40 populations (state variables) (Appendix
Equations 1-38). The state variables are each defined in Appendix Table 1. Model parameters
are defined in Tables 1 and 2. Key features of the model are described below, and a full

description of the model is provided in the Appendix.

To obtain the model of Figure 1, we extended the model of Lin et al. (5) by including 15
new populations and 28 new transitions. The new compartments and transitions, which are
highlighted in Figure 1, capture vaccination of susceptible and recovered persons and infected
non-quarantined persons without symptoms at a time-varying per capita rate u(t). The value of
u(t) is updated daily for consistency with MSA-specific daily reports of completed vaccinations
(Appendix Equation 37). The model also captures immune responses to vaccination yielding
varying degrees of protection and the consequences of breakthrough infection of vaccinated

persons. Vaccine protection against transmissible infection was taken to be variant-dependent.

We introduced a dimensionless step function, denoted Yy (t), that multiplies the disease-
transmission rate constant 8 to account for m € {0,1,2} variants (Appendix Equations 1-4, 18—
22, and 24). Thus, in the new model, the quantity Y, (t)f (vs. B alone) characterizes disease
transmissibility at time t. Yy (t) was initially assigned a value of 1, and the value of Yy (t) was
allowed to increase at times 8 = (64, 8,) (Appendix Equation 38). The Alpha variant was
considered by introducing a step increase in Yy (t) from y, = 1to y; > 1 attime t = 6, (the

Alpha takeover time), and the Delta variant was considered by introducing a step increase in
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107 Yy (t) from y, to y, > y; attime t = 6, > 0, (the Delta takeover time). We constrained variant
108  takeover (in the MSAs of interest) to 2021. We will refer to y; and y, as the Alpha and Delta

109  transmissibility factors, respectively.

110 As in the original model of Lin et al. (5), the extended model accounts for a series of n +
111 1 distinct social-distancing periods. These periods are characterized by two step functions: P, (t)
112 and A,(t). The values of these functions change coordinately at times T = (74, ..., T,,) (Appendix
113 Equations 35 and 36), where 7; is the start time of the ith social-distancing period after the initial
114  social-distancing period. The value of P,(t) defines the setpoint steady-state fraction of the

115  susceptible population practicing social distancing at time t, and the value of A;(t) defines a

116  time scale for establishment of the steady state. The value of A;(t) is an eigenvalue equal to a
117  sum of social-distancing rate constants (5). We assume that vaccinated persons do not practice
118  social distancing. We use the term “social distancing” to refer to behaviors that protect against

119  infection.

120 Parameters

121 As indicated in Table 1, we used all MSA-specific case reporting data available up to the
122 time of inference to infer MSA-specific values for parameters characterizing the start time of the
123 local epidemic (t;), local disease transmissibility of ancestral viral strains (), local social-

124  distancing dynamics (o, 4¢, Py, T;, 4; and p;, for i = 1, ..., n), local emergence of variants (6,
125  y4, 8,, y,), the local rate of new case detection (fp), and noise in local case detection and

126  reporting (). Values for other parameters were fixed prior to inference (Table 2); inferences are
127  conditioned on these fixed parameter estimates. There are 20 fixed parameter values, 18 of which

128  are taken to be applicable for all MSAs, plus settings for p(t), a step function equal to the
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current empirical per capita rate of vaccination (26). We adopted the fixed parameter estimates
of Lin et al. (5). New fixed parameter estimates made in this study (for my, f,, fi, f2, and ky) are
explained in the Appendix. We took p(t) = u; for times t throughout the ith day after January
21, 2020 (Appendix Equation 37), where y; is the fraction of the local population reported to
complete vaccination over the most recent 1-d surveillance period (26). In summary, for a given
inference, the number of adjustable parameters was 2m + 3n + 5, where m (=0, 1, or 2) is the
number of variants under consideration and n (= 0, 1, ...) is the number of distinct social-

distancing periods being considered beyond an initial social-distancing period.

Auxiliary Measurement Model

We assumed that state variables of the compartmental model (Figure 1, Appendix Table
1) are related to the expected number of new cases reported on a given calendar date (and
detected over a 1-d surveillance period) through an auxiliary measurement model (Appendix
Equations 39 and 40). The measurement model has one parameter: f;, the region-specific
fraction of new cases detected. As a simplification, we considered fp to be time-invariant. This
simplification means that we assumed, for example, that case detection was neither limited nor
strongly influenced by testing capacity, which has varied over time. This assumption is
reasonable if, for example, case detection is mainly determined by presentation for testing and,
moreover, the motivations and societal factors that influence presentation have remained roughly
constant. One can also interpret f;, as the time-averaged case detection rate. The value of f, was
inferred jointly with the adjustable model parameter values and the value of the likelihood

parameter r (see below).

Statistical Model for Noise in Case Detection and Reporting
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We assumed that noise in new case detection and reporting on the ith day after January
21, 2020 is captured by a negative binomial distribution NB(r, q;) centered on I(t;, t;;1), the
expected number of new cases detected as given by the compartmental model and the auxiliary
measurement model (Appendix Equations 1-40). These and other assumptions led to the
likelihood function used in inference (Appendix Equations 41-43). We took the probability
parameter q; in NB(r, g;) to be given by Appendix Equation 43 and the dispersion parameter r to
be an adjustable parameter applicable for all days of case reporting. The value of r was inferred
jointly with the adjustable model parameter values and the value of the measurement model

parameter fp.

Computational Methods

We determined the intervals of the step functions Yy (t), P.(t), and A, (t) (i.e., 6 and 1)
using the model-selection method described previously (5) and in the Appendix. Simulations and
daily Bayesian inferences were performed as previously described (5) and in the Appendix.
Forecast accuracy was assessed using out-of-sample data as described previously (5) and in the

Appendix.

Results

We previously established that accurate forecasts of new COVID-19 case detection can
be made for the 15 most populous MSAs in the US on the basis of region-specific
parameterizations of a compartmental model that accounts for time-varying nonpharmaceutical
interventions (5). However, in 2021, the model lost its ability to capture disease transmission
dynamics, presumably because of the impacts of vaccination and the emergence of more

transmissible SARS-CoV-2 variants, namely, Alpha and Delta. To remedy this problem, we
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173 accounted for these factors in an extension of the model of Lin et al. (5) (Figure 1). Details about
174  the model extension are provided in the Appendix.

175 As illustrated in Figure 2, the new model is able to explain historical surveillance data
176  (Figure 2A) and accurately forecast new imminent trends in disease incidence (Figure 2B).

177  Results for all 15 MSAs of interest are shown in Appendix Figure 2. As can be seen in Figure
178  2A, surveillance data—daily reports of newly detected COVID-19 cases—available from

179  January 21, 2020 to August 24, 2021 for the New York City MSA largely lie within the 95%

180  credible interval of the posterior predictive distribution for new case detection, which indicates
181  that the model has explanatory power. As can be seen in Figure 2B, on August 24, 2021, the

182  model predicted that a peak in disease incidence would soon occur, which did occur

183  approximately 1 week later. If the conditions of August 24, 2021 do not change, a mostly

184  downward trend in disease incidence is expected with an end of community transmission by

185 2022 (Figure 2C).

186 The model provides insight into the impacts of social-distancing behaviors and the

187  emergence of the Alpha and Delta variants. As can be seen in Figure 2C, the New York City

188  MSA has experienced four surges in disease incidence. According to the model, the first surge
189  ended because of adoption of social-distancing behaviors (to the greatest extent seen during the
190  local epidemic), the second and third surges occurred because of relaxation of social-distancing
191  behaviors, and the fourth surge was caused by the emergence of Delta (cf. Figure 2C and 2D). In
192  contrast, the emergence of Alpha had little impact on disease incidence. Interestingly,

193  vaccination contributed significantly to ending the third surge, overcoming the effects of a drop
194  in adherence to social-distancing behaviors. Results comparable to Figures 2C and 2D are shown

195  for all 15 MSAs of interest in Appendix Figures 3 and 4.
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To quantify forecast accuracy, we compared 1-, 4-, 7-, and 14-d ahead prediction
quantiles (obtained from the posterior predictive distributions for the number of new cases
detected) against corresponding out-of-sample data (Figure 3). In this analysis, we considered the
daily predictions made for each of the 15 MSAs of interest from July 15, 2021 to August 24,
2021 and corresponding reports of new cases, which were not used in inference. If predictions
are unbiased, we would expect to see empirical coverage (the fraction of reported case numbers
below the prediction quantile) match the prediction quantile, i.e., falling along the diagonal
broken line in Figure 3. As can be seen, overall, there is a bias toward overprediction; however,
the bias is not significant. On the basis of Figure 3, we can expect future forecasts to be
reasonably accurate for up to 14 d.

Our inferences provide quantitative insights into the increased transmissibility of Alpha
and Delta (y; and y,) and their takeover times (6, and 8,) in each of the 15 MSAs of interest.
Figure 4 shows y;, y,, 81, and 8, marginal posteriors obtained for the New York City MSA
using surveillance data available from January 21, 2020 to August 24, 2021. Marginal posteriors
for all 15 MSAs of interest are shown in Appendix Figure 5. Maximum a posteriori (MAP)
estimates of y,, y,, 6,1, and 8, for the New York City MSA are given in Table 1 (along with
MAP estimates for other jointly inferred parameters). Figure 5 provides a statistical summary of
our MSA-specific MAP estimates of y;, y,, 81, and 8,. As shown, the means of our MAP
estimates for y; and y, for all 15 MSAs are 1.2 and 2.1 (Figure 5A), indicating that Alpha is
approximately 20% more transmissible than pre-existing viral strains and that Delta, in turn, is
approximately 75% more transmissible than Alpha. The means of our MAP estimates for 6; and
6, for all 15 MSAs, the Alpha and Delta takeover times, correspond to May 2, 2021 and June 23,

2021 (Figure 5B).
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219 To assess the importance of continued vaccination and social distancing, we made

220  projections for four scenarios based on region-specific parameterizations obtained using

221  surveillance data available from January 21, 2020 to August 24, 2021 (Figure 6, Appendix

222 Figure 6). In the first scenario, we assumed that the daily rate of vaccination for a given MSA is
223 maintained at the average rate of vaccination achieved over the period starting on August 4, 2021
224  and ending on August 24, 2021. We also assumed no change in social distancing. In the second
225  scenario, we assumed that vaccination ends but social distancing is maintained. In the third

226  scenario, we assumed that vaccination continues (as in the first scenario) but social distancing
227  ends. In the fourth scenario, we considered both vaccination and social distancing to end. Results
228  for the New York City and San Francisco MSAs are shown in Figures 6A and 6B, respectively.
229  As can be seen, in both of these MSAs, continued vaccination is predicted to have almost no

230  impact on future disease incidence, and much less of an impact than continued social distancing.
231 Moreover, these results indicate that the current Delta-driven surge in New York City will soon
232 peak and then steadily decline, whereas the Delta-driven surge in San Francisco is already

233 declining. Moreover, for San Francisco, declining disease incidence is predicted under all four
234 scenarios considered. Projections for all 15 MSAs of interest are shown in Appendix Figure 6.
235  Projections for four other MSAs (Los Angeles, Houston, Miami, Seattle) are similar to those for

236  San Francisco.

237 On the basis of our region-specific parameterizations, we can estimate the immune and
238  susceptible fractions of each MSA population, as well as the fractions that have achieved

239  immunity through infection and vaccination. This information, which is important for assessing
240  progress toward herd immunity, is shown in Figure 7 as a function of time for the New York

241  City MSA. As can be seen, as of August 24, 2021, only 17% of the population remains
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susceptible to productive infection, and a significant fraction of the susceptible population (33%)
has been vaccinated. 28% of the population has been infected but not vaccinated. Results for all

15 MSAs of interest are shown in Appendix Figure 7.

Discussion

We have demonstrated that reasonably accurate daily 14-d ahead forecasts of infectious
disease incidence for multiple regions can be made with Bayesian uncertainty quantification
(UQ) in a data-driven, model-based, online-learning fashion in the face of changing
nonpharmaceutical interventions, a mass vaccination campaign, and emergence of more
infectious pathogen variants (Figures 2 and 3, Appendix Figures 2—4). We continue to make
daily forecasts of new COVID-19 case detection for the 15 most populous US metropolitan areas
(24). In our experience, the keys to forecast accuracy with Bayesian UQ are a reliable
surveillance data stream, an explanatory model for disease transmission dynamics capable of
capturing relevant knowledge external to the surveillance data stream, efficient MCMC

sampling, and access to adequate computational resources (i.e., computer clusters).

Our forecasting inferences provided insight into the emergence of SARS-CoV-2 variants
Alpha (lineage B.1.1.7) and Delta (lineage B.1.617.2) (e.g., see Figure 4). Estimates of the
increased transmissibility of Alpha and Delta (i.e., marginal posteriors for the transmissibility
factors y; and y,) were fairly consistent across the 15 MSAs of interest (Appendix Figure 5). By
taking an average of the maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimates of y; and y, obtained for the 15
MSAs using surveillance data available up to August 24, 2021, we arrived at the following
spatially-averaged point estimates: Alpha is 1.2 times and Delta is 2.1 times more infectious than

viral strains circulating before the emergence of Alpha (Figure 5A). These estimates are
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264  consistent with estimates provided in other studies (/6—21). Similarly, we estimated that Alpha
265  became dominant around May 2, 2021 and that Delta became dominant shortly thereafter,
266  around June 23, 2021 (Figure 5B). These estimates are consistent with viral genomics survey

267  results (15, 27).

268 Using region-specific parameterizations of our compartmental model, we made 300-d
269  ahead projections to assess the impacts of nonpharmaceutical interventions and vaccination on
270  disease transmission (Figure 6, Appendix Figure 6). We considered four scenarios: maintenance
271  of'the status quo, halting of social distancing with maintenance of vaccination, halting of

272  vaccination with maintenance of social distancing, and halting of both interventions. We found
273  that halting vaccination had a negligible impact on disease transmission, which follows from
274  assuming that the low rates of vaccination seen in August 2021 will continue. Halting social

275  distancing had a greater impact than halting vaccination. Interestingly, a strictly downward trend
276  in disease incidence was seen for 5 of the 15 MSAs considered in our projections (Appendix

277  Figure 6). These results suggest that the Los Angeles, Miami, San Francisco, Riverside, and

278  Seattle MSAs have already achieved herd immunity.

279 Currently, there is interest in whether the US (or any region) has the possibility of

280  achieving herd immunity. Assessing progress toward herd immunity for a given population

281  depends on estimates of two quantities: the population-specific basic reproduction number Ry,
282  which is related to the herd immunity threshold, and the immune fraction of the population. The
283  region-specific parameterizations of our compartmental model provide insight into the immune
284  fraction in each of the 15 MSAs of interest (Figure 7, Appendix Figure 7), as well as insights into
285  other subpopulations, such as the fraction of persons who have recovered from SARS-CoV-2

286 infection. These results complement serological survey results (28—31).
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We caution the reader that our study has numerous limitations. Forecasts will lose
accuracy if, for example, a new SARS-CoV-2 variant with distinct features emerges.
Furthermore, although forecast accuracy can be assessed readily using out-of-sample data
(Figure 3), the reliability of inferred parameter values (Figure 5), projections (Figure 6), and
inferences of unobserved population levels (Figure 7) is more difficult to verify. These quantities
depend on an array of simplifying modeling assumptions, which are explained in the Appendix,
and also on the quality of MCMC sampling. Finally, we caution that forecasting with Bayesian
UQ is technically challenging, especially in an online learning context with a short turnaround
time (e.g., | d). In our opinion, there is an urgent need for computational resources to make this
approach more accessible. Development of such resources would be beneficial because Bayesian
UQ is helpful in making decisions when available training data are scarce and noisy and the

stakes are high.
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414

415  Table 1. Model parameter values inferred for the New York City Metropolitan Statistical Area

416  (MSA) on August 24, 2021

Parameter MAP estimate* Description
(Units)
to 8.8 (d) Start of local disease transmission
B 0.37 (d71) Rate constant for disease transmission
o 67 (d) Start of first social-distancing period
Do 0.47 Social-distancing setpoint for the period t € [o, 1)
Ao 2.6(d™1 Social-distancing eigenvalue paired with p,
T, 147 (d) Start of second social-distancing period
D1 0.39 Social-distancing setpoint for the period t € [74,T,)
A 22(d™ Social-distancing eigenvalue paired with p;
T, 209 (d) Start of third social-distancing period
D2 0.41 Social-distancing setpoint for the period t € [15,T3)
Ay 1.8(d™1) Social-distancing eigenvalue paired with p,
T3 283 (d) Start of fourth social-distancing period
D3 0.27 Social-distancing setpoint for the period t € [13,7,)
A3 29@d™ Social-distancing eigenvalue paired with p3
Ty 390 (d) Start of fifth social-distancing period
Da 0.09 Social-distancing setpoint for the period t € [7,4, )

Ay 6.4(d71) Social-distancing eigenvalue paired with p,
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0, 487 (d) Alpha takeover time
Y1 1.4 Increased infectiousness of Alpha (relative to

ancestral strains)

0, 14 (d) Delta takeover time

V2 2.3 Increased infectiousness of Delta (relative to ancestral
strains)

o 0.33 Fraction of cases detected and reported

T 1.5 Dispersion parameter of NB(7, g;)**

*Maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimates are region-specific and inference-time-dependent.
Here, inference was based on New York City MSA-specific confirmed coronavirus disease case
count data available in the GitHub repository maintained by The New York Times newspaper
(25) for January 21, 2020—-August 24, 2021. Time t = 0 corresponds to midnight on January 21,
2020. Inferences were conditioned on the compartmental model of Appendix Equations 1-38,
consideration of two viral variants (Alpha and Delta), n = 4 (i.e., consideration of an initial
social-distancing period followed sequentially by four distinct social-distancing periods), the
fixed parameter estimates of Table 2, and the initial condition defined by the estimate for t, and
the values of I, and S, given in Table 2. The choice of two variants and the setting for n were
chosen through a model-selection procedure described in the Appendix. With m = 2 and n = 4,
there are 21 adjustable model parameters: t,, 3, 61, Y1, 02, V2, 0, Do, Ao, T1> P1> 41> T2, P2, A2,
T3, P3, A3, T4, Pa, and A,. These parameters were jointly inferred together with fj, the parameter
of the measurement model (i.e., the fraction of new cases detected and reported) (Appendix

Equation 40), and r, the dispersion parameter of the statistical model for noise in case detection
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431  and reporting (i.e., the adjustable parameter of the negative binomial likelihood function)

432 (Appendix Equations 41-43). We assumed a uniform proper prior, as described in the Appendix.
433 **The probability parameter of NB(7, q;) is constrained, i.e., the value of q;, which is reporting
434  time-dependent, is given by Appendix Equation 43.

435
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436

437  Table 2. Fixed parameter estimates for each region-specific compartmental model

Parameter Estimate! Description Source
(Units)
Iy 1 Number of infectious persons at time t = ¢, (5)
So 19,216,182>  Total population (5)
u(t) Empirical Daily per capita rate of vaccination (26)

time-series>

(d™)

my, 0.1 Reduction in risk of infection because of (5)
social distancing

my, 0.04 Reduction in risk of severe disease (once This study*
symptomatic) because of vaccination

fa 0.44 Fraction of all cases that are asymptomatic (5)

fu 0.054 Fraction of symptomatic cases that are severe  (35)
(in the absence of vaccination)

fr 0.79 Fraction of persons with severe disease who (5)
recover

1-1 0.1 Fraction of vaccinated persons who fail to This study*

develop an immune response that protects
against productive infection by ancestral

strains or variants
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fo—fi

h—F

f2

PE

Pa

0.09

0.12

0.69

1.1

0.9

0.94 (d™1)

0.0038 (d™1)

Fraction of vaccinated persons who develop
an immune response that protects against
productive infection by ancestral strains (but
not the Alpha or Delta variant)

Fraction of vaccinated persons who develop
an immune response that protects against
productive infection by ancestral strains and
the Alpha variant (but not the Delta variant)
Fraction of vaccinated persons who develop
an immune response that protects against
productive infection by ancestral strains and
the Alpha and Delta variants

Relative infectiousness of persons without
symptoms in the incubation period of
infection

Relative infectiousness of persons without
symptoms in the immune-clearance phase of
infection

Rate constant for progression through each
stage of the incubation period of infection®
Rate constant for quarantine of infected, non-

vaccinated persons

This study*

This study*

This study*

(3)

(3)

(3)

(3)
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Jo

Cxq

0.4(d™1)

0.26 (d71)

0.12 (d°Y)

0.17 (d71)

0.3(d™1)
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Rate constant for self-isolation of
symptomatic, non-vaccinated persons

Rate constant for completion of the immune
clearance phase of infection for persons
without symptoms

Rate constant for completion of the immune
clearance phase of infection or progression to
severe disease for non-vaccinated persons
with symptoms

Rate constant for recovery or progression to
death for non-vaccinated persons with severe
disease

Rate constant for progression through each

stage of immune response to vaccination®

(3)

(3)

(3)

(3)

This study*

438  'Fixed parameter estimates are based on information external to the surveillance data used to

439 infer the adjustable parameter values of Table 1. Estimates are applicable to all metropolitan

440  statistical areas (MSAs) of interest except for S, and the time-series p(t), which are region-

441  specific.

442  ’The total population S, is MSA-specific. Here, S, is given for the New York City MSA. The

443  initial susceptible population is taken to be the total population.

444  3The time-series u(t) is determined by region-specific vaccination data (26): u(t) = y; fort €

445  [t;, t;+1), where t; is midnight on the ith day after January 21, 2020. The quantity x; was chosen
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446  so that y;Sy X 1 d corresponds to the number of vaccinations completed over the past 1-d period
447  closest to the ith day after January 21, 2020.

448  “See the Appendix for estimates of fixed parameter values made in this study.

449  SAs in the study of Lin et al. (5), the incubation period is divided into 5 stages (Figure 1), each of
450  equal duration on average.

451  °The immune response to vaccination is divided into 6 stages (Figure 1), each of equal duration
452  on average. The choice of 6 stages is justified by Appendix Figure 8.

453
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454
. Mixing population
O Protected population
- Quarantined population
. Vaccinated population
D Recovered population
455

456  Figure 1. Illustration of compartmental model. The independent variable of the model is time ¢.
457  The 40 dependent state variables of the model are populations, which are represented as boxes
458  with rounded corners. A description of each state variable is given in Appendix Table 1. The 15
459  highlighted boxes (on the blue background) represent state variables introduced to capture the
460  effects of vaccination and the Alpha and Delta variants. The other 25 boxes represent state

461  variables considered in the model of Lin et al. (5). Arrows connecting boxes represent

462  transitions. Each transition represents the movement of persons from one population to another.
463  Orange arrows represent transitions introduced to capture the effects of vaccination and the

464  Alpha and Delta variants. Other arrows represent transitions considered in the model of Lin et al.
465  (5). Each arrow is associated with one or more parameters that characterize a rate of movement;

466  these parameters are not shown here but are shown in Appendix Figure 1. A full description of
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467  the model is given in the Appendix. Briefly, new parts of the model can be described as follows.
468  Vaccination is modeled by moving recovered unvaccinated persons (in the R;; population) into
469  the Ry population and susceptible persons (in the S, and Sp populations) into the V; population.
470  The rate of vaccination changes from day to day to match the empirical daily rate of vaccination.
471  Recovered and susceptible persons have the same per capita probability of vaccination. Persons
472  in S), are mixing (i.e., not practicing social distancing) and persons in Sp are practicing social
473  distancing (and thereby protected from infection to a degree). The series of transitions involving
474  the populations Vi, ..., Vg was introduced to model the immune response to vaccination (i.e., the
475  amount of time required for vaccination to induce neutralizing antibodies). With this approach,
476  the time from vaccination to appearance of neutralizing antibodies is a random variable

477  characterized by an Erlang distribution. Persons in Vj, ..., Vg may be infected. Persons in Vg

478 transition to one of the following four populations: Sy 4, ..., Sy 4. These populations represent
479  persons with varying degrees of immune protection. Persons in Sy ; are not protected against
480  productive infection (i.e., an infection that can be transmitted to others) by any viral strain.

481  Persons in Sy , are protected against productive infection by viral strains present before the

482  emergence of Alpha but not Alpha or Delta. Persons in Sy, 3 are protected against productive

483  infection by viral strains present before the emergence of Alpha and also Alpha but not Delta.
484  Persons in Sy 4 are protected against productive infection by all of the viral strains considered.
485  Vaccinated persons who become infected move into Ey,. The time spent in E}, corresponds to the
486  length of the incubation period for vaccinated persons. The mean duration of the incubation

487  period is taken to be the same for vaccinated and unvaccinated persons; however, as a

488  simplification, for vaccinated persons, the time spent in the incubation period is exponentially

489  distributed (vs. Erlang distributed for unvaccinated persons). All non-quarantined exposed
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490  persons (in populations Ey and E; y, and E; p for i = 1, ..., 5) are taken to be infectious. Persons
491  exiting Ey, leave the incubation period and enter the immune clearance phase of infection, during
492 which they may be asymptomatic (A ) or symptomatic with mild disease (I,). All non-

493  quarantined asymptomatic persons (in populations Ay, Ay, and Ap) are taken to be infectious.
494  Persons in Ay are all assumed to eventually recover (i.e., to enter Ry). Persons with mild

495  symptomatic disease may recover (i.e., enter Ry) or experience severe disease, at which point
496  they move to Hy (in hospital or isolated at home). Vaccinated persons have a diminished

497  probability of severe disease in comparison to unvaccinated persons. Persons in Hy, either

498  recover (move to Ry) or die (move to D). For a person with severe disease, the probability of
499  death is independent of vaccination status. We assume that vaccinated persons do not participate

500 in social distancing, quarantine, or self-isolation driven by symptom awareness.

501
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Figure 2. Inference results obtained for the New York City metropolitan statistical area (MSA)
21,2020 to August 24, 2021. A) Credible intervals of the time-dependent posterior predictive

using regional surveillance data—daily reports of new COVID-19 cases
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distribution for detected and reported new cases are shown by color as indicated in the legend of
panel (B) for each indicated date. The entire shaded region indicates the 95% credible interval.
This region should cover approximately 95% of the data. Empirical case reports are indicated by
black points. It should be noted that a single anomalous empirical case count above the upper
range of the vertical axis is not shown. B) A 14-d ahead forecast with Bayesian uncertainty
quantification. The last prediction date is September 7, 2021. As in panel (A), credible intervals
of the posterior predictive distribution for detected and reported cases are shown by color as
indicated in the legend. Empirical case reports are indicated by plus signs. Black plus signs
indicate a subset of in-sample data used in inference from 14 days before the forecast date, and
red plus signs indicate out-of-sample data (i.e., data not used in inference) from 14 days after the
forecast date. C) The maximum likelihood prediction of daily number of new cases detected and
reported. In this panel, the prediction has been extended to 300-d beyond the date of inference
(under the assumption of vaccination at the average daily rate between August 5, 2021 and
August 24, 2021). Empirical case reports are indicated by orange points. The black vertical
broken lines indicate the dates on which social-distancing parameters changed in the model. The
red vertical broken lines indicate the inferred variant takeover times. The left line indicates the
Alpha takeover time, and the right line indicates the Delta takeover time. D) The social-
distancing quasi-stationary setpoint given by P, (t) (blue curve), the disease transmissibility rate
constant given by BYp(t) (orange curve), and the sum Y,;(i; X 1d) (purple curve), which is the
cumulative fraction of the population that has been vaccinated, are shown as a function of time t.
Note that the value of P,(t) is dimensionless and the that the value of Yy (t) has units of d 1.
An initial social-distancing period begins at time ¢ = ¢. During this period, the quasi-stationary

setpoint (the fraction of the susceptible population practicing social distancing) is p, = 0.47. The
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530 initial social-distancing period is followed by four distinct social-distancing periods, with quasi-
531  stationary setpoints given by the step function P, (t). As indicated, the values of P,(t) are p; =
532 0.39fort € [14,73),p, = 0.41 fort € [1,,73), p3 = 0.27 for t € [13,74), and p, = 0.09 for
533 t € [14,). The times o, 74, T,, T3, and 7, are indicated by vertical broken black lines. The

534  quantity Yy (t) characterizes the rate of disease transmission at time t. The value of Yy (¢t), a
535  step function, is the variant transmissibility factor. The initial value of Y, (t) is 1. As indicated,
536 the values of BYy(t) are 0.37 for t € [0,60,),0.51 for t € [6,,6,), and 0.87 for t € [6,, ).

537  These values correspond to the following transmissibility factors for Alpha and Delta: y; = 1.37
538 and y, = 2.33. The times 6, and 0, are indicated by vertical broken red lines. The solid part of
539  the magenta curve indicates the empirical cumulative number of completed vaccinations, and the
540  broken part of the magenta curve indicates the projected cumulative number of vaccinations

541  completed if vaccinations continue at the average daily rate between August 5, 2021 and August
542  24,2021.

543
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546  Figure 3. Accuracy of forecasts of number of new cases detected for the 15 most populous

547  metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs) in the United States from July 15, 2021 to August 24, 2021
548  assessed using out-of-sample data. We considered all available case counts for the 15 MSAs over
549  the period of interest and corresponding 1-, 4-, 7-, and 14-d ahead posterior predictive

550 distributions. The coverage was calculated as explained in the Appendix.
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552  Figure 4. Marginal posteriors for A) the Alpha transmissibility factor y;, B) the Delta

553  transmissibility factor y,, C) the Alpha takeover time 6;, and D) the Delta takeover time 6,. The
554  transmissibility factors characterize the increased infectiousness of SARS-CoV-2 variants Alpha
555  (lineage B.1.1.7) and Delta (lineage.1.617.2) in comparison to pre-existing viral strains, i.e.,

556  strains in circulation before the emergence of Alpha. Each takeover time is the time at which a
557  variant (Alpha or Delta) became the dominant viral strain. Time t = 0 corresponds to midnight
558  onJanuary 21, 2020. Marginal posteriors are shown as histograms and are derived from

559  parameter posterior samples obtained for the New York City metropolitan statistical area using

560 surveillance data available from January 21, 2020 to August 24, 2021.
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564  Figure 5. Box plot summaries of the maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimates of A) y; and y,
565 and B) 8, and 8, obtained for each of the 15 most populous metropolitan statistical areas

566  (MSAs) in the United States using MSA-specific surveillance data available from January 21,
567 2020 to August 24, 2021. As indicated, the mean MAP estimates of y; and y, are 1.2 and 2.1,
568 and the mean MAP estimates of 8; and 6, are 464 d and 517 d, which correspond to May 2,
569 2021 and June 23, 2021. Time t = 0 corresponds to midnight on January 21, 2020. Recall that
570  y; (y2) quantifies the infectiousness of Alpha (Delta) relative to strains circulating before the

571  emergence of Alpha and that 6, (6,) is the Alpha (Delta) takeover time.
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576  Figure 6. Projected daily detection of new COVID-19 cases in the face of Delta over a 300-d
577  period (August 24, 2021 to March 12, 2022) for A) the New York city metropolitan statistical
578 area (MSA) and B) the San Francisco MSA. Projections are based on Delta remaining the

579  predominant circulating viral strain and the maximum likelihood parameter estimates obtained

580 using MSA-specific surveillance data available from January 21, 2020 to August 24, 2021 (e.g.,
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581 the parameter values given in Table 1 for the New York City MSA), except as noted below. In
582  each panel, four scenarios are considered: continued social distancing as on August 24, 2021 and
583  vaccination at a daily rate equal to the average empirical daily rate over the 20-d period starting
584  on August 5, 2021 and ending on August 24, 2021 (dark blue curve), continued social distancing
585  but no vaccination (orange curve), no social distancing but continued vaccination (violet curve)
586  and no interventions (yellow curve). The black horizontal dashed line indicates the largest MAP

587  estimate for number of new cases detected over any 1-d period.

588
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Figure 7. Inferred changes in the distribution of persons amongst five selected populations over
the course of the local COVID-19 epidemic in the New York City metropolitan statistical area.
The five populations sum to a constant, S, the total population. Results shown here are based on
the parameter values given in Tables 1 and 2. The five populations are defined as follows: the
population of susceptible unvaccinated persons (orange area) is given by Sy, + Sp, the population
of susceptible vaccinated persons (pink area) is given by Y5, V; + S, 1 + Ug NGNPE:

Ug, (t)Sy 3, the population of actively infected persons (yellow area) is given by Hy + Hy +

Ey + X 1(Eiy + Eip + Eig) + Yxemp.ov(Ax + ), the population of removed unvaccinated
persons (magenta area) is given by R;; + D, and the population of removed vaccinated persons
(blue area) is given by Ry, + (1 — Ug, (t))Sy 2 + (1 — Uy, (t))Sy 3 + Sy 4. Except for Uy, (t) and
Ug, (t), the terms in the above definitions refer to state variables of the compartmental model of
Figure 1, which are defined in Appendix Table 1. Uy, (t) and Uy, (t) are unit step functions,
which change value from 0 to 1 at time t = 6, and t = 0,, respectively. Recall that 8, and 6, are

the Alpha and Delta takeover times.
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Appendix Text

List of Metropolitan Statistical Areas of Interest

As in the study of Lin et al. (7), we considered the 15 most populous metropolitan
statistical areas (MSAs) in the United States (US). These MSAs, which are delineated by the US
Office of Management and Budget (2), encompass the following cities (listed in order of MSA
population from greatest to least): New York City, New York; Los Angeles, California; Chicago,
Illinois; Dallas, Texas; Houston, Texas; Washington, District of Columbia; Miami, Florida;
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; Atlanta, Georgia; Phoenix, Arizona; Boston, Massachusetts; San

Francisco, California; Riverside, California; Detroit, Michigan; and Seattle, Washington.

Imputation of Missing Daily Case Counts

As of August 24, 2021, many regions in the US are not reporting new detected COVID-
19 cases on a strictly daily basis. When one or more daily case counts are not available, we
impute daily case counts on the basis of a linear fit to the two nearest available cumulative case
counts. This approach has the effect of evenly distributing case counts across the days for which

daily reports are unavailable.

Equations of the Compartmental Model

The compartmental model, which is illustrated in Figure 1 and Appendix Figure 1,

consists of the following 40 ordinary differential equations (ODEs):
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19  In these equations, the independent variable is time t, and the state variables (Sy, Sp,
20 El,M' ey ES,M’ El,P’ ey E5,P7 EZ,Q' ey E5,Q7 AM’ AP, AQ’ IM7 IP, IQ' Hu, D, Ru, Vl’ ey Vﬁ,
21 Sy4,...,Sv 4, Ey, Ay, Iy, Hy, and Ry) represent 40 (sub)populations (Appendix Table 1), which

22 change over time. Thus, each ODE in Equations (1)—(28) defines the time-rate of change of a
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population, i.e., the time-rate of change of a state variable. Note that Equations (5), (6), (8) and
(19) define 4, 4, 3, and 5 ODEs of the model, respectively. The model is formulated such that S,
the total population, is constant. Thus, the model does not account for birth, death for reasons

other than COVID-19, or migration (in or out of the population).

The initial condition associated with Equations (1)—(28) is taken to be Sy, (t,) = S,
Iy (to) = I, = 1, with all other populations (Sp, E1 pp, s Es s Evpy oos Espy E2 gy oo Es g, A,
Ap, A, Ip, 1o, Hy, D, Ry, V4, ..., Ve, Sy 1, s Sy as Ev, Ay, Iy, Hy, and Ry) equal to 0. Recall that
the parameter S, denotes the total region-specific population size. Thus, we assume that the
entire population is susceptible at the start of the local epidemic at time t = t,>0, where time
t = 0 corresponds to 0000 hours (midnight) on January 21, 2020. The parameter I, denotes the

number of infectious symptomatic persons at the start of the regional epidemic.

In the model, the parameters f, k;, kg, jg, Ca» €1, €y, and ky, are positive-valued rate
constants (all with units of d™1), and the parameters m;, my,, f4, fu, fr> fo = fi, f1 = f2, and f,

are (dimensionless) fractions. Brief definitions of parameters are given in Tables 1 and 2.

In the model, the quantities ¢y, (t, p), Pp(t, p), and ¢y (t) are functions of (time-
dependent) state variables (as defined below), which represent the population of infectious
persons who are mixing freely (i.e., not practicing social distancing), the population of infectious
persons who are practicing social distancing, and the population of persons eligible for
vaccination, respectively. The quantities ¢, (t, p) and ¢p(t, p) are also functions of p =
(pPE,pa), where pg (p4) is a dimensionless ratio representing the infectiousness of persons in the
incubation phase of infection (the infectiousness of asymptomatic persons in the immune

clearance phase of infection) relative to the infectiousness of symptomatic persons with the same
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45  social-distancing behavior. The quantity ¢y (t) represents the population of persons eligible for

46  vaccination.
du(t,p) =1Iy+1, + pE(EZ,M +Esy + Eqm + Esy + EV) + pa(Ay + Ay) (29)
¢p(t,p) = Ip + pp(Ezp + Esp + Eqp + Esp) + paAp (30)

> (1)
dy(t) =Sy +Sp + Z(Ei'”’ +Ep)+Ay+Ap+Ry

i=1

47  The state variables that appear in these equations represent time-varying populations. Recall that

48  state variables are defined in Appendix Table 1.

49 In the model, the quantities U, (t), Ug, (t), and Uy, (t) are unit step functions. The values

50 of these functions change from 0 to 1 at the times indicated by the subscripts: o, the onset time of
51 the initial social-distancing period; 6,, the takeover time of SARS-CoV-2 variant Alpha; and 6,,

52  the takeover time of SARS-CoV-2 variant Delta.

(0 t<o 32
U”(t)_{l t=>o -

0 t<o 33
U91(t) :{1 t291 ( )

0 t<¥6 34
UGz(t):{l tZgz ( )

53  Asindicated in Appendix Figure 1, transitions from Sj; to Sp, for example, become possible at
54  timet = o, transitions from Sy , to £, become possible at time t = 64, and transitions from Sy 3

55  to Ey become possible at time t = 0,.
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In the model, the quantities P, (t), and A (t) are step functions that characterize changes
in social distancing. The value of P,(t) determines a setpoint steady-state fraction of susceptible
persons who are practicing social distancing. The value of A;(t) determines a time scale for
approach to the setpoint steady state. Changes in the values of P,(t) and A;(t) occur
coordinately. These changes occur at times t = 74, ..., T,,, Where n is the number of distinct
social-distancing periods beyond an initial social-distancing period. Initially, n = 0. The value of
n is incremented by 1 (at an inferred time) if n < n + 1 is determined to be admissible by a
model-selection procedure (7), which is described below. It should be noted that p,, p4, ..., p,, are
parameters of P, (t) and that Ay, 44, ..., 4,, are parameters of A;(t). These parameters determine
the values of the step functions over different periods. For example, for n = 1, p, is the value of

P.(t) and A, is the value of A, (t) for the period t € [14,T;).

Pp 0=t<T (35)
T.St<T
P(t)=4Pt =T

Pn TpSt<®

A o<ty (36)

A 1,<t<1t
A(t) = :1 1 ; 2

Ay Th<t<o
In the model, the quantity u(t) is a step function that characterizes the current rate of
vaccination. The value of u(t) is determined by the empirical daily rate of vaccination, and thus,
can vary (up or down) from day to day. Vaccination data were extracted daily from Covid Act
Now using the Covid Act Now Data API (3). We will use y; to refer to the value of u(t) fort €

[t;, t;+1), where time t; corresponds to midnight on the ith day after January 21, 2020.
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u(t) = p; fort € [t;, ;1) (37)

Settings for u; were made such that y;S; X 1 d corresponds to the number of vaccinations

completed in the nearest past 1-d period according to Covid Act Now data.

In the model, the quantity Yy (t) is a step function that quantifies how disease
transmissibility increases upon emergence of SARS-CoV-2 variants Alpha and Delta. Initially,
Yo(t) = 1. The value of Yy (t) is increased (by an inferred factor greater than 1 at an inferred
time, 8, or 8,) if the change is determined to be admissible by a model-selection procedure,
which is described below. It should be noted that y, and y, are parameters of Yy (t). These
parameters determine the values of the step function Y, (t) over different periods: y; is the value
of Yy (t) for the period t € [0, 8,) and y, is the value of Yy (t) for the period t € [8,, ) or until

a new variant supplants Delta as the dominant circulating viral strain.

Yo bo=t<6, (38)
<
V() =10 B =E<f

Ym OpSt<o

where m is the number of viral variants that have emerged up to the current time, 8, = t,, and
Yo = 1. Here, we consider m = 0, 1, 2. The setting for m is determined through model selection,
as alluded to above. In inferences, the time 6; was constrained to fall after December 31, 2020

(i.e., we constrained variant emergence to 2021).
Equations of the Auxiliary Measurement Model

As in the study of Lin et al. (1), we assumed that only symptomatic persons are detected

in testing. The accumulation of symptomatic persons is governed by
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% =(1-"fy) [kL(Es,M +Esp+Esg) + (%) EV] (39)

89  where Cs(t) is the cumulative number of symptomatic persons (cases) at time t. Here, unlike in
90 the study of Lin et al. (1), the expression for Cg(t) accounts for exposed persons in quarantine.
91 Initially, Cs = 0. We numerically integrated Appendix Equation (39) together with the ODEs of
92  the compartmental model. From the trajectory for Cg, we derive a prediction for the expected

93  number of new COVID-19 cases reported on calendar date D;, I(t;, t;,1), using the following

94  equation:

I(t;, tiv1) = fplCs(tive) — Cs(ty)] (40)

95  where fp is an adjustable region-specific parameter characterizing the time-averaged fraction of
96  symptomatic cases detected and reported, t; corresponds to midnight on the ith day after January
97 21,2020, and t;,; — t; is the reporting interval (1 d). We compare I(t;, t;,1) to §C;, the number

98  of new cases reported on calendar date D;.
99  Definition of the Likelihood Function

100 Bayesian inference relies on the definition of a likelihood, which here serves the purpose
101  of measuring the compatibility of available surveillance data with adjustable (free) parameter
102 values. Let us use {§C;}, to denote the daily case reporting data available between 0 and d
103  days after midnight on January 21, 2020 (the date of the first case report in the US), and let

104 D = {6C;}*~,. Let us use 8z (n, m) to denote the set of adjustable (free) parameter values. The
105  number of adjustable parameters, |0r|, depends on n, the number of social-distancing periods
106  considered beyond an initial social-distancing period, and m, the number of SARS-CoV-2

107  variants under consideration. As in the study of Lin et al. (/), we assume that § C;, the number of
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108  new COVID-19 cases detected over a 1-d period and reported on calendar date D; for a given

109  region, is a random variable and its expected value follows a model-derived deterministic

110  trajectory given by I(t;, t;+1) (Equation 40). We assume that day-to-day fluctuations in the

111  random variable are independent and characterized by a negative binomial distribution NB(r, q;),
112 which has two parameters, r > 0 and q; € (0,1). Note that E[NB(r,q;,)] = r(1 — q;)/q;. We
113  assume that this distribution has the same dispersion parameter r across all case reports. With

114  these assumptions, we arrive at the following likelihood function:

d (41)
£(0r(m {8CHL,) = | [108.£:(07 (n.m); 661)
i=0
115  where
_ 6Ci+r—1 . 42
£,6r (n,m); 6C) = nbinom6Csr,q0 = (T e L Jara—gre W
L
116 and
r (43)

=5 +I(t;,tiq)

117  In these equations, i is an integer indicating the date D; and period (¢;, t;,1); nbinom(5C;; 7, q;)
118  is the probability mass function of the negative binomial distribution NB(7, g;), and 8z(n,m) =
119 {t0,B,0,T1, -, Ty Pos P1, =» Pro Aos A1y oy Ay 01, oo, Oy V15 oo, Yo fps 7} forn > 1Tand m > 1.

120  68£(0,0) = {to, B, Po, A0, [, T}

121 Parameters
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Each model parameter is briefly described in Tables 1 and 2. These parameters have
either fixed values or adjustable values (i.e., values inferred from surveillance data). The fixed
values may be universal (i.e., applicable to all MSAs of interest) or MSA-specific. All inferred
parameter values are MSA-specific. In addition, the measurement model (Appendix Equations
39 and 40) has one adjustable MSA-specific parameter, fj, and the likelihood function
(Appendix Equations 41-43) has one adjustable MSA-specific parameter, r. Values of the other
likelihood parameters, q, ..., 4, are constrained and are determined using Appendix Equation

43.

The model shares 19 + 3n parameters with the model of Lin et al. (1), including
parameters that define the initial condition (t,, I, and S;). (Recall that n is the number of social-
distancing periods being considered beyond the initial social-distancing period.) The shared
parameters are to, Iy, So, B, 0, T1, «ue) Trs Doy« P> Aos s Ans Pas PE> My, fas fus fr> Ky Koo Jos
C4, Cy, and c;. As in the study of Lin et al. (7), we inferred MSA-specific values for the
following parameters: t,, B, 0, Do, ---, Pn»> and A, ..., 1,. We also inferred MSA-specific values
for 74, ..., T, provided that n > 1. As in the study of Lin et al. (7), the remaining 14 parameters
shared between the old and new models (Iy, So, P4, Pe> Mb, fa> fu, fr» ki> Ko, o Ca» Cu, and ¢;)
were taken to have fixed values, and we adopted the settings of Lin et al. (1) for these parameters
(Table 2). These settings are universal except for the setting for S, the total population, which is

MSA-specific.

Our extension of the model of Lin et al. (1) introduces 5 + 2(m + 1) + (d + 1)
parameters, where m (= 0, 1 or 2) is the number of SARS-CoV-2 variants being considered and

d is the number of days since January 21, 2020: 8,, ..., O, Yo, - » Ym»> Mu,» fo» f1, f2, kv, and
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Uo» -, Uq- The 8 and y parameters are variant takeover times and transmissibility factors,
respectively, except that the value of 8, is defined as ¢, and the value of y, is defined as 1. The
Alpha transmissibility factor y;, the Alpha takeover time 8, the Delta transmissibility factor y,,
and the Delta takeover time 8, were (eventually) inferred for each MSA once model selection
permitted consideration of m = 2 (cf. Table 1). The transmissibility factors were each
constrained to be greater than or equal to 1. We constrained 8 to fall after December 31, 2020
and 6, to fall after 8;. The settings for p,, ..., 4y are empirical and MSA-specific. Each y; is set
such that ;S, X 1 d is the number of vaccinations completed over the past 1-d period nearest to
the ith day after January 21, 2020. As noted earlier, the number of completed vaccinations was
obtained for each MSA from Covid Act Now using the Covid Act Now Data API (3). In the
spreadsheet downloaded daily, the ‘metrics.vaccinationsCompletedRatio’ column gives the
percentage of the total population that has received the recommended number of shots: one shot
for Ad26.CoV2.S (Janssen, Johnson & Johnson) or two shots for mRNA-1273 (Moderna) and
BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech). As a simplification, we considered all completed vaccinations to
be equivalent. The parameters my, fy, f1, f2, and k;, were assigned fixed universal estimates

(Table 2). Each of these estimates is explained below.

The rate constant ky, characterizes the rate of transition out of compartment V; for i =
1, ...,ny. Recall that, in the model, susceptible persons enter V; upon vaccination (Figure 1,
Appendix Figure 1). The values of n;, (= 6) and k;, (= 0.3 d™1) were selected so that the time a
person spends in Vj, ..., V., which we will denote as ¢y, is distributed approximately the same as
ty, the waiting time between vaccination of a previously uninfected person and detection of
vaccine-induced SARS-CoV-2-specific IgG antibodies (4) (Appendix Figure 8). According to

the model, the time that a person spends in V;, ..., V;,, is distributed according to the probability
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density function f(ty; ny, ky) = k't et /(n, — 1)1, i.e., ty, is Erlang distributed with
shape parameter n, = 6 and rate parameter k;, = 0.3 d™1. As can be seen in Appendix Figure 8,
the cumulative distribution function of this Erlang distribution reasonably captures the empirical
cumulative distribution of waiting times observed in the longitudinal study of Korodi et al. (4).
Thus, in the model, passage through V, ..., Vi with rate constant k;, = 0.3 d™* accounts for the
variable and significantly non-zero amount of time required for development of a protective

antibody response after vaccination.

The parameters f, > f;, f1 > f>, and f, are fractions that characterize the average
effectiveness of vaccines used in the US and that determine the sizes of (mutually exclusive)
subpopulations of vaccinated persons having different susceptibilities to productive infection
(i.e., an infection that can be transmitted to others): Sy 1, Sy », Sy 3, and Sy 4 (Figure 1, Appendix
Figure 1). We assume that persons in the Sy, ; subpopulation are susceptible to productive
infection by any of the viral strains considered, and in contrast, we assume that persons in the
Sy 4 subpopulation are susceptible to productive infection by none of the viral strains considered.
Persons in the Sy, , subpopulation are taken to be susceptible to productive infection by the Alpha
and Delta variants but not viral strains in circulation before the emergence of Alpha. Persons in
the Sy 3 subpopulation are taken to be susceptible to productive infection by the Delta variant but
not the Alpha variant or viral strains in circulation before the emergence of Alpha. The quantity
1 — f, defines the fraction of vaccinated persons who enter the Sy, ; subpopulation after exiting
Vs, the quantity f, — f; defines the fraction of vaccinated persons who enter the Sy, ,
subpopulation after exiting Vg, the quantity f; — f, defines the fraction of vaccinated persons

who enter the Sy, 3 subpopulation after exiting Vi, and f, defines the fraction of vaccinated
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persons who enter the Sy, , subpopulation after exiting V. We take f; to characterize vaccine
effectiveness before the emergence of Alpha. According to Thompson et al. (5), vaccine
effectiveness was initially 90%. Thus, we set f, = 0.9. We take f; to characterize vaccine
effectiveness after the emergence of Alpha but before the emergence of Delta. According to
Puranik et al. (6), in May 2021, vaccine effectiveness was 81%. Thus, we set f; = 0.81. We take
f> to characterize vaccine effectiveness after the emergence of Delta. According to Tang et al.
(7), the effectiveness of two doses of the Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine (BNT162b2) against Delta is
53.5% and the effectiveness of two doses of the Moderna vaccine (mMRNA-1273) against Delta is

84.8%. Taking the average of these figures, we set f, = 0.69.

The parameter m;, characterizes the reduced risk of severe disease for a vaccinated
person in the case of a breakthrough infection. We set m;, = 0.04, i.e., we assumed that there is a
25-fold reduction in the risk of severe disease for infected persons who have been vaccinated,

which is consistent with the observations of Lopez Bernal et al. (§).

Notable New Modeling Assumptions

It should be noted that we treat the incubation period for newly infected (exposed)
vaccinated persons differently than for newly infected (exposed) unvaccinated persons (Figure 1,
Appendix Figure 1). For unvaccinated persons, as in the study of Lin et al. (1), we divide
exposed persons in the incubation period of infection into five subpopulations: E; , ..., E5 y; for
exposed persons who are mixing (i.e., persons who are not practicing social distancing),

Eip, ..., Esp for exposed persons who are practicing social distancing, and E g, ..., E5 o for
exposed quarantined persons. Persons move through the five stages of the incubation period

sequentially. In contrast, as a simplification, for vaccinated persons, we consider only a single
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211 exposed population: Ej,. We take persons to exit E}, with rate constant k; /5 (Appendix Figure
212 1). With this choice, the duration of the incubation period of infection is the same, on average,
213 for both vaccinated and unvaccinated persons. The average duration is 5/k; (about 5 d) in both
214  cases. The difference is that the duration of the incubation period is Erlang distributed for

215  unvaccinated persons, as discussed by Lin et al. (1), but exponentially distributed for vaccinated

216  persons.

217 As indicated in Equation (29), we take vaccinated persons with productive infections to

218  be equally as infectious as unvaccinated persons.

219 As noted earlier, we take all vaccinated persons to be mixing (i.e., to not be practicing
220  social distancing). Thus, populations of infected vaccinated persons (Ey, Iy, and Ay) contribute

221 to ¢y (t) (Appendix Equation 29) but not ¢ (t) (Appendix Equation 30).

222 As indicated in Appendix Equation 31, we consider pre-symptomatic exposed and

223  asymptomatic unvaccinated persons to be eligible for vaccination and, thus, these persons

224  contribute to the consumption of vaccine doses (i.e., these persons account for a portion of the
225  number of completed vaccinations on a given day i, u;Sy X 1 d). However, we do not move

226  these persons to vaccinated compartments. The reason is that exposed and asymptomatic persons
227  are expected to develop immunity faster through recovery from infection (i.e., movement to R;;)

228  than from vaccination.

229 As indicated in Appendix Equation 31, we do not consider symptomatic, quarantined,

230  severely ill and hospitalized/isolated-at-home, or deceased persons to be eligible for vaccination.

231  Inference and Forecasting Approach
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232 As in the study of Lin et al. (1), for each MSA, we inferred MSA-specific adjustable

233 parameter values 6 as new MSA-specific surveillance data became available, typically daily.
234  We took a Bayesian inference approach, meaning that, for a given dataset, we generated

235  parameter posterior samples (a collection of 8 ’s) through Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
236  sampling. The parameter posterior samples provide a probabilistic characterization of the

237  adjustable parameter values consistent with the dataset used in inference. By drawing from the
238  parameter posterior samples, we generated a posterior predictive distribution for I(¢t;, t; ) for
239  each i (day) of interest. We typically considered all days from January 21, 2020 to the present
240  day and for 14 days into the future. In other words, for each i (day) of interest, a prediction for
241 I(t;, t;4+1) was generated for each of many 8’s drawn randomly (with uniform probability) from
242 the parameter posterior samples. The resulting distribution of I(t;, t;41) values is the posterior
243 predictive distribution for I(¢;, t;,1). Recall that I(t;, t;, 1) is given by Appendix Equation 40
244  and corresponds to E[§C;], the expected number of new COVID-19 cases detected over a 1-d
245  surveillance interval and reported for the ith day after January 21, 2020. Observation noise was
246  injected into the posterior predictive distributions by replacing each sampled value for I(t;, t;1)
247  with X;~NB(r, q;), where r is a member of the sampled set of parameter values 8 used to

248  generate the prediction of I(t;, t;;1) and g; is given by Equation 43.

249 According to Bayes’ theorem, given surveillance data D = {§C;}?,, the parameter

250  posterior is

P{D|6r} P{r} (44)
Z

IP{QHD} =

251  where P{0} is the prior (which is formulated to capture knowledge of 85 external to D or to

252 express lack of such knowledge), P{D |0} is the likelihood defined by Appendix Equations 41—
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43, and Z is a normalizing constant. We assumed a proper uniform prior, i.e., for each adjustable
parameter, we assumed that all values between specified lower and upper bounds are equally
likely before consideration of D. We used the same bounds as in the study of Lin et al. (/). Then
we used an adaptive MCMC (aMCMC) algorithm (9) to generate samples of P{D |6z} P{0r},
which is proportional to P{6;|D}. Thus, the relative probabilities of parameter sets 8 according

to P{6x|D} are correctly represented by the samples.

We used an adaptive MCMC algorithm (9) to generate samples of the multivariate
parameter posterior for adjustable model parameters (t,, B, and parameters for variant
emergence and social distancing), the measurement model parameter f},, and the likelihood
parameter r (Table 1). The aMCMC algorithm is available within the PyBioNetFit software
package. Use of the algorithm was as described by Lin et al. (1). The report of Neumann et al.
(10) includes helpful general usage advice, which was followed in this study. Daily inference

jobs were executed on a computer cluster.

Each inference was conditioned on the compartmental model of Figure 1 (Appendix
Equations 1-38), settings for the structural parameters m (the number of SARS-CoV-2 variants
under consideration) and n (the number of social-distancing periods under consideration beyond
an initial social-distancing period), the measurement model (Appendix Equations 39 and 40), and
fixed parameter estimates (Table 2), including empirical daily per capita vaccination rates (i.e.,
the settings for u; in Appendix Equation 37). We assumed a proper uniform prior for each
adjustable parameter (/) and a negative binomial likelihood function (Appendix Equations 41—
43). Use of a uniform prior means that MAP estimates are maximum likelihood estimates

(MLEs). In each inference, the data entering the likelihood function, D = {§C;}, (Appendix
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Equation 41), were MSA-specific daily reports of newly detected COVID-19 cases available up
to the date of inference Dy (i.e., the dth day after January 21, 2020). Thus, all inferences are
region-specific and time-dependent. We made inferences daily as new surveillance and

vaccination data became available.

Use of Model Selection to Determine Intervals of Step Functions

Variant takeover times, 8 = (0,4, 6,), and start times of social-distancing periods, T =
(74, ---, Tn), were inferred from data; however, changes of the associated time-dependent step
functions, Yy (t), P.(t), and A,(t), were introduced only when an increase in model complexity
was deemed to be justified. Each decision to introduce variant takeover or start of a new social-
distancing period (beyond the initial period) was made using a model-selection procedure, which
is described below. It should be noted that y; and y, are parameters of Yy (t), po, P1, ---,» Pn are
parameters of P(t), and Ay, 44, ..., A,, are parameters of A;(t). These parameters determine the
values of the step functions over different periods. For example, for n > 1, p, is the value of
P.(t) and A, is the value of A;(t) for the period t € [t4, T,). Similarly, y; is the value of Yy (t)
for the period t € [64, 8,), and y, is the value of Yy (t) for the period t € [8,, ) (or until a new

variant supplants Delta as the dominant circulating viral strain).

The start times of social-distancing periods were determined using the model-selection
procedure previously described (7). This procedure involves calculating values for the Akaike
information criterion (AIC) and the Bayesian information criterion (BIC) (/1) for two versions
of the model with different settings for n, namely, versions with n := 7 and n := 71 + 1, where 71
is the current number of social-distancing periods beyond the initial social-distancing period.

Thus, the version of the model with the setting n := 7 is the version considered to provide the


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.19.21265223

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.19.21265223; this version posted October 20, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

297  best (most parsimonious) explanation of all currently available surveillance data. Initially, when
298  online learning begins, A := 0. On a given inference day d, we perform multiple inferences,

299  considering different values for n (and also m), and in each inference, we find f,n,m =

300 max L(6r(n,m); {6C;}L, ), where the likelihood £ is defined by Appendix Equations 41-43. We
F

301 calculate AIC as 2|0z| — 2In £,, ,, and BIC as || Ind — 21n £,, ,,,, where |8 is the number of
302  adjustable parameters (i.e., the dimension of 8r). In a strength-of-evidence comparison, we

303 calculate AAIC as AIC™=" — AIC™=7*+1 and ABIC as BIC™=" — BIC™="*1, where AIC™="

304  (AIC™="*1) s the AIC value calculated for the n := fA (n := 7 + 1) version of the model and,
305  similarly, BIC®*=" (BIC™="*1) is the BIC value calculated for the n := 7 (n := fi + 1) version

306  of the model. We increment 7 (i.e., we perform the update 1 < 7 + 1) whenever AAIC>10 and

307 ABIC>10.

308 In the extended model, the value of the step function Yy (t) characterizes disease

309 transmissibility in a given region at time t relative to that in 2020. The value of Yy (t) increases
310 when a new strain (Alpha or Delta) becomes the dominant circulating strain. Alpha was taken to
311  supplant ancestral strains at time t = 6, in 2021, and Delta was taken to supplant Alpha at a time
312t =6, > 0,. The Alpha takeover time 6; was determined using a model selection procedure

313  similar to that used to determine start times of new social-distancing periods (/). Starting in

314 2021, we considered two versions of the model, denoted as M1 and M2. In M1, Y, (¢t) has a

315  single value (of 1) over the entire period of concern (from January 21, 2020 to the current date).
316 In M2, there are two distinct values (namely, 1 and y, ), with the second value replacing the first
317 attimet = 0, (which is constrained to fall after December 31, 2020). In M2, the setting for 8,

318  was inferred jointly with other region-specific model parameter values. To determine whether to
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admit Alpha takeover, we calculated AAICSAICM! — AICM? and ABIC=BICM! — BICM? and
selected M2 (i.e., we admitted Alpha takeover) whenever AAIC > 10 and ABIC>10. At times
beyond t = 6, the Delta takeover time 6, was determined through essentially the same
approach, except that we considered versions of the model with either two or three different
Yp (t) values. In other words, we decided between model versions M2 and M3, where in M3,
there are three distinct Yy (t) values (namely, 1, y;, and y,) with the third value replacing the

second at time t = 6,.
Simulations

After specification of parameter values (Tables 1 and 2), we used the SciPy

(https://www.scipy.org) interface to LSODA (72) to numerically integrate the system of coupled
ODEs consisting of the 40 ODEs of the compartmental model and the 1 ODE of the
measurement model (Appendix Equations 1-39). The initial condition was defined by settings
for t,, Iy, and S, (Tables 1 and 2). Integration combined with use of Appendix Equation 40
yielded a prediction of the expected number of new cases detected for each 1-d surveillance
period of interest in the past or future: I(t;, t;+1), where t; corresponds to midnight on the ith
day after January 21, 2020. To account for randomness in case detection and reporting, we

replaced I(¢;, t;41) with X;~NB(r, q;), where q; is given by Appendix Equation 43.

Method for Assessing Forecast Accuracy

We used out-of-sample data to assess forecast accuracy. We calculated coverage for each
of the following 21 prediction quantiles: 0.025, 0.05, 0.1, 0.15,0.2, ...,0.9,0.95,0.975. We
considered four prediction horizons: 1-, 4-, 7-, and 14-d ahead. For purposes of illustration, let us

focus on the 7-d ahead prediction horizon and the 90th prediction quantile (corresponding to the
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341 90th percentile of the posterior predictive distribution for number of new cases detected on a

342 given day). On day T, for each of the 15 MSAs of interest, using all MSA-specific data available
343  before t = T (the in-sample data), we generated a posterior predictive distribution fort = T +
344 1d,T+2d,--,T + 14 d. For each MSA, from the posterior predictive distribution for t = T +
345 7 d, we obtained a 90th percentile prediction of the number of new cases detected over a 1-d

346 period fort = T + 7 d. model. Let us use Iy2(T + 7 d) to denote the 90th percentile prediction
347  of number of cases detected at the 7-d ahead prediction horizon for the Mth MSA. Note that 90%
348  of predictions making up the posterior predictive distribution fall at or below I (T + 7 d). Let
349  ususe 6Cry7qy to denote the actual number of cases detected at the 7-d ahead prediction

350  horizon (the out-of-sample data) for the Mth MSA. We considered all daily forecasts made from
351 July 15,2021 to August 24, 2021. The coverage corresponding to the 7-d ahead prediction

352 horizon and the 90th prediction quantile was calculated as the fraction of times that Cr 4 was
353 less than or equal to I;° (T + 7 d). Missing daily case reports were imputed as described

354  previously.
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Appendix Table 1. State variables of the compartmental model

State variable Description
(population)
Sy Population of susceptible unvaccinated persons who are mixing (i.e., not

practicing social distancing)

Sp Population of susceptible unvaccinated persons who are practicing social
distancing
Sv1 Population of vaccinated unexposed persons who developed an immune

response to vaccination that does not protect against productive infection
by ancestral strains or the Alpha and Delta variants

Sy 2 Population of vaccinated unexposed persons who developed an immune
response to vaccination that protects against productive infection by
ancestral strains but not the Alpha or Delta variants

Sy 3 Population of vaccinated unexposed persons who developed an immune
response to vaccination that protects against productive infection by
ancestral strains and the Alpha variant but not the Delta variant

Sva Population of vaccinated unexposed persons who developed an immune
response to vaccination that protects against productive infection by
ancestral strains and the Alpha and Delta variants

Vi(i=1,..,6) Population of vaccinated persons in the ith stage of immune response to
vaccination

E;y (i=1,..,5)  Population of exposed unvaccinated persons in the ith stage of the
incubation period of infection and who are mixing

Ep(i=1,..,5) Population of exposed unvaccinated persons in the ith stage of the
incubation period of infection and who are practicing social distancing

Eig(i=2,..5) Population of exposed unvaccinated persons in the ith stage of the
incubation period of infection and who are quarantined

Ey Population of vaccinated persons in the incubation period of a productive
infection (i.e., an infection that can be transmitted to others)
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Population of asymptomatic unvaccinated persons who are in the
immune clearance phase of infection and who are mixing

Population of asymptomatic unvaccinated persons who are in the
immune clearance phase of infection and who are practicing social
distancing

Population of asymptomatic unvaccinated persons who are in the
immune clearance phase of infection and who are quarantined

Population of asymptomatic vaccinated persons who are in the immune
clearance phase of a productive infection (i.e., an infection that can be
transmitted to others)

Population of infectious, symptomatic, and unvaccinated persons with
mild disease who are mixing

Population of infectious, symptomatic, non-vaccinated, and infectious
persons with mild disease who are practicing social distancing

Population of infectious, symptomatic, and unvaccinated persons with
mild disease who are quarantined

Population of infectious, symptomatic, and vaccinated persons with mild
disease

Population of recovered unvaccinated persons
Population of recovered vaccinated persons

Population of unvaccinated persons with severe disease who are
hospitalized or isolated at home

Population of vaccinated persons with severe disease who are
hospitalized or isolated at home

Population of deceased persons
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Appendix Figure 1. Expanded illustration of the new compartmental model. In the extended
model, vaccination was considered by allowing susceptible and recovered persons to transition
into a vaccinated compartment, either V; and Ry,. Susceptible (recovered) persons who have
completed vaccination move into the V; (Ry) compartment. The susceptible persons who move
into V; are drawn from S,, (populated by susceptible persons who are mixing and unprotected by
social distancing) and from Sp (populated by susceptible persons who are protected by social
distancing). After susceptible persons enter V;, they can move through a series of additional
compartments (V, through V), which are included to capture the time needed for immunity to
develop after completion of vaccination. We estimate that the time needed to acquire immunity
after vaccination is approximately three weeks based on longitudinal studies of anti-spike protein
IgG levels (4). Persons who exit the V; compartment without becoming infected enter one of the

following compartments: Sy 1, Sy 2, Sy 3, or Sy 4. Persons in Sy, ; are taken to remain susceptible
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412 to productive infection by all SARS-CoV-2 strains of interest (Alpha, Delta, and ancestral

413  strains). Persons in Sy , are taken to be susceptible to SARS-CoV-2 Alpha and Delta variants.
414  Persons in Sy 3 are taken to be susceptible to Delta. Persons in Sy, 4 are taken to be protected

415  against all strains of interest. Infection of persons in Sy 3 is only allowed if Delta is present, i.e.,
416  at times t > 6,. Infection of persons in Sy ; is only allowed if Alpha or Delta is present, i.e., at
417  times t > 6;. Vaccinated persons in compartments V; through Vg and compartment Sy, ; are

418 allowed to become infected at any time, at which point they transition to compartment Ey,,

419  consisting of vaccinated persons who were exposed before development of vaccine-induced

420  immunity. Persons in compartment Sy, , are allowed to become infected if ¢ > 6;. Similarly,
421  persons in compartment Sy 3 are allowed to become infected if t = 6,. Possible outcomes for
422  persons in Ey, are taken to be the same as those for unvaccinated exposed persons; however, the
423  incubation period is taken to be distinct. Persons in E}, can experience asymptomatic disease

424  (upon entering Ay ) or they can become symptomatic (upon entering ). Persons in Ay,

425  eventually recover, entering compartment Ry,. Persons in I;; can progress to severe disease (upon
426  entering Hy) or recover (upon entering Ry,). Persons in Hy, either recover (moving into Ry,) or die
427  (moving into D). Persons who have recovered from infection, in the R;; compartment, move

428  directly into the Ry, compartment upon vaccination. Persons in the Ry and Ry, compartments are
429  taken to have full immunity. The vaccination rate at which susceptible and recovered persons
430  move into vaccinated compartments is updated daily for consistency with the empirical overall
431  rate of vaccination, which we extract daily from COVID Act Now Data API (3). The relative
432 values of the vaccination rate are set such that each person eligible for vaccination has the same
433 probability of being vaccinated. All unvaccinated persons are taken to be eligible for vaccination

434 except symptomatic persons (in compartments I, and Ip), persons who are hospitalized or
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severely ill at home (in compartment H), quarantined persons (in the various compartments
labeled with a Q subscript), and deceased persons (in compartment D). It should be noted that
asymptomatic, non-quarantined persons (in compartments A,; and Ap) and presymptomatic, non-
quarantined persons (in the E compartments) are taken to be eligible (and to influence the
vaccination rate constants) but, as a simplification, these persons are not explicitly tracked as
vaccinated or unvaccinated because each of these persons will eventually enter either the D
compartment or the R;; compartment, at which point they will have immunity. In the model, the
effects of SARS-CoV-2 variants are captured by a time-dependent dimensionless multiplier

Yy (t) of the rate constant . This rate constant, which appears in Appendix Equations 14, 18—
22, and 24, determines the rate of disease transmission within the subpopulation unprotected by
social-distancing behaviors when Yy (t) = 1. We take Yy(t) = 1 for times t < 64, i.e., for the
initial period of the COVID-19 pandemic in the US that we take to have started on January 21,
2020. We take Yy (t) to have the form of a step function with distinct values greater than 1 for
periods starting at t = 6; and 6., > 6, for k = 1, ..., m. Thus, the model allows for m distinct
periods of variant strain dominance delimited by a set of start times 8 = {6, ..., 0,,}. We
considered m = 2. We constrained 8 to fall within 2021. We assume that variants differ only in
transmissibility. We introduce new periods of variant strain dominance (i.e., new values for

Yp (1)) using a model selection procedure, which is the same as that used to introduce new social-

distancing periods.
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455

456

457  Appendix Figure 2. Posterior predictive checking. This figure is an extension of Figure 2, Panel
458 A for all 15 MSAs of interest: A) New York City, NY; B) Los Angeles, CA; C) Chicago, IL; D)
459  Dallas, TX; E) Houston, TX; F) Washington, DC; G) Miami, FL; H) Philadelphia, PA; I)

460  Atlanta, GA; J) Phoenix, AZ; K) Boston, MA; L) San Francisco, CA; M) Riverside, CA; N)

461  Detroit, MI; and O) Seattle, WA. Each MSA-specific compartmental model was parametrized
462  using the reported daily case numbers available from January 21, 2020 to August 24, 2021

463  (represented by black crosses in each panel). The shaded region in each panel indicates the 95%
464  credible interval obtained for each indicated posterior predictive distribution for number of daily
465  cases detected and reported. Colors indicate various credible intervals, as indicated in the legend
466  of Figure 2B. Each panel includes a 14-d ahead forecast. The last prediction date was September

467  7,2021.
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477  distancing parameters changed in the model. The leftmost red vertical line indicates the Alpha

478  takeover time, and the rightmost red vertical line indicates the Delta takeover time.
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487  MSA-specific MAP estimates for the setpoint parameter of P, (t) and the transmissibility factor
488  of Yy(t) times B are indicated on the left vertical axis. The actual or projected value of the sum
489  Y;(u; x 1.d) (with each y; set using vaccination data as explained in the text of the Appendix) is
490 indicated on the right vertical axis. Parameter estimates are based on the inferences described in

491  Appendix Figure 2.
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494  Appendix Figure 5. Marginal posteriors for y;, y,, 61, and 8,. This figure is an extension of
495  Figure 4 for all 15 MSAs of interest: A) New York City, NY; B) Los Angeles, CA; C) Chicago,
496 IL; D) Dallas, TX; E) Houston, TX; F) Washington, DC; G) Miami, FL; H) Philadelphia, PA; I)
497  Atlanta, GA; J) Phoenix, AZ; K) Boston, MA; L) San Francisco, CA; M) Riverside, CA; N)

498  Detroit, MI; and O) Seattle, WA. Marginal posteriors are shown as histograms and are derived
499  from region-specific parameter posterior samples obtained using surveillance data available from

500 January 21, 2020 to August 24, 2021.
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Appendix Figure 6. Projected daily detection of new COVID-19 cases in the face of Delta over

a 300-d period (August 24, 2021 to March 12, 2022). This figure is an extension of Figure 6 for

15 MSAs of interest: A) New York City, NY; B) Los Angeles, CA; C) Chicago, IL; D) Dallas,
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506 TX; E) Houston, TX; F) Washington, DC; G) Miami, FL; H) Philadelphia, PA; I) Atlanta, GA;
507 J) Phoenix, AZ; K) Boston, MA; L) San Francisco, CA; M) Riverside, CA; N) Detroit, MI; and
508  O) Seattle, WA. Four projections are made for each MSA, continued social distancing as on

509  August 24, 2021 and vaccination at a daily rate equal to the average empirical daily rate over the
510  20-d period starting on August 5, 2021 and ending on August 24, 2021 (blue curve), continued
511  social distancing but no vaccination (orange dashed curve), no social distancing but continued
512 vaccination (purple curve) and no interventions (yellow dashed curve). The black horizontal

513  dashed line marks the highest number of new cases detected over any 1-d period.
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Appendix Figure 7. Subpopulation dynamics. This figure is an extension of Figure 7 for all 15

MSAs of interest: A) New York City, NY; B) Los Angeles, CA; C) Chicago, IL; D) Dallas, TX;

E) Houston, TX; F) Washington, DC; G) Miami, FL; H) Philadelphia, PA; I) Atlanta, GA; J)

Phoenix, AZ; K) Boston, MA; L) San Francisco, CA; M) Riverside, CA; N) Detroit, MI; and O)

Seattle, WA. In each panel, a legend indicates the subpopulations considered, and the

subpopulation dynamics shown are based on MAP estimates from inferences using region-

specific surveillance data available from January 21, 2020 to August 24, 2021.
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526  Appendix Figure 8. Comparison of an Erlang cumulative distribution function with shape

527  parameter n, = 6 and rate parameter k;, = 0.3 d~! and the empirical cumulative distribution of
528  waiting times (&, values) observed in the longitudinal study of Korodi et al. (4). The waiting
529  time £, is the time between vaccination of a previously uninfected person and detection of

530 vaccine-induced SARS-CoV-2-specific IgG antibodies.
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