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Abstract

Vaccination is expected to reduce disease prevalence and to halt the spread of epidemics. But
pathogen adaptation may erode the efficacy of vaccination and challenge our ability to con-
trol disease spread. Here we examine the influence of the speed of vaccination rollout on the
overall risk of pathogen adaptation to vaccination. We extend the framework of evolutionary
epidemiology theory to account for the different steps leading to adaptation to vaccines: (1)
introduction of a vaccine-escape variant by mutation from an endemic wild-type pathogen, (2)
invasion of this vaccine-escape variant in spite of the risk of early extinction, (3) spread and,
eventually, fixation of the vaccine-escape variant in the pathogen population. We show that the
risk of pathogen adaptation is maximal for intermediate speed of vaccination rollout. On the one
hand, slower rollout decreases pathogen adaptation because selection is too weak to avoid early
extinction of the new variant. On the other hand, faster rollout decreases pathogen adaptation
because it reduces the influx of adaptive mutations. Hence, vaccinating faster is recommended
to decrease both the number of cases and the likelihood of pathogen adaptation. We also show
that pathogen adaptation is driven by its basic reproduction ratio, the efficacy of the vaccine
and the effects of the vaccine-escape mutations on pathogen life-history traits. Accounting for
the interplay between epidemiology, selection and genetic drift, our work clarifies the influence
of vaccination policies on different steps of pathogen adaptation and allows us to anticipate the

effects of public-health interventions on pathogen evolution.

Significance statement: Pathogen adaptation to host immunity challenges the efficacy of
vaccination against infectious diseases. Are there vaccination strategies that limit the emer-
gence and the spread of vaccine-escape variants? Our theoretical model clarifies the interplay
between the timing of vaccine escape mutation events and the transient epidemiological dy-
namics following the start of a vaccination campaign on pathogen adaptation. We show that
the risk of adaptation is maximized for intermediate vaccination coverage but can be reduced

by a combination of non pharmaceutical interventions and faster vaccination rollout.
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2 1 Introduction

» Vaccination offers unique opportunities to protect a large fraction of the host population and
23 thus to control spreading epidemics. In principle, large vaccination coverage can lead to pathogen
24 eradication. In practice, however, the coverage required for eradication is often impossible to
s reach with imperfect vaccines [16, B34]. Moreover, pathogen adaptation may erode the efficacy of
2 vaccination. Even if adaptation to vaccines is less common than adaptation to drugs [14] 26, 27]
27 the spread of vaccine-escape mutations may challenge our ability to halt the spread of epidemics.

28 Understanding the dynamics of pathogen adaptation to vaccines is particularly relevant in the
20 control of the ongoing SARS-CoV-2 pandemic. Yet, most theoretical studies that explore the
30 evolution of pathogens after vaccination are based on the analysis of deterministic models and
31 ignore the potential effects induced by the stochasticity of epidemiological dynamics. Demographic
3 stochasticity, however, drives the intensity of genetic drift and can affect the establishment of new
33 mutations and the long-term evolution of pathogens [42, 44, 41]. Several studies showed how the
3¢ demographic stochasticity induced by finite host and pathogen population sizes alters selection on
55 the life-history traits of pathogens |29, 22] 36]. These analytical predictions rely on the assumption
36 that mutation rate is low, which allows us to decouple epidemiological and evolutionary time
37 scales. Indeed, when the influx of new mutations is low, the new strain is always introduced after
s the resident pathogen population has reached its endemic equilibrium. Many pathogens, however,
30 have relatively large mutation rates [43] and the fate of a pathogen mutant introduced away from
a0 the endemic equilibrium is likely to be affected by the dynamics of the pathogen populations.
a1 Besides, the start of a vaccination campaign is expected to yield massive perturbations of the
22 epidemiological dynamics and new mutations are likely to appear when the pathogen population
a3 is far from its endemic equilibrium.

a4 The aim of the present study is to develop a versatile theoretical framework to evaluate the
a5 consequences of vaccination on the risk of pathogen adaptation to vaccination. There are six
s main evolutionary epidemiology outcomes after the start of vaccination which are summarized in
a7 Figure Some of these outcomes are more favorable than others because they do not lead to

ss  the invasion of a new variant (Figure —c). In contrast, vaccination may lead to the invasion of
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s vaccine-escape variants (Figure -f ). In the following we use a combination of deterministic and
so branching process approximations to study the joint epidemiological and evolutionary dynamics
51 of the pathogen population. This analysis reveals the importance of the speed of the vaccination
52 rollout as well as of the life-history characteristics of the vaccine-escape variants on the probability

53 of pathogen adaptation.

s 2 Model

55 We use a classical SIR epidemiological model with demography, where hosts can either be suscepti-
ss  ble, infected or recovered [3]. The discrete number of each of these types of hosts is denoted by S™,
57 I™ and R", respectively. Because we are interested in the effect of demographic stochasticity the
ss  model is derived from a microscopic description of all the events that may occur in a finite—but not
so fixed—host population of (varying) total size N™ = S™ + I"™ + R"™. We consider a continuous-time
s Markov process tracking the number of individuals of each type of host (see SI Section 1 for a
61 detailed description). The susceptible hosts immigrate at rate An, where n is a “system size”, or
62 scaling parameter, that indicates the order of magnitude of the arena in which the epidemic occurs.
63 Hence the total host population varies stochastically in time, but remains of the order of n.

64 Vaccination may either take place with probability p when a new susceptible host enters the
s population (e.g., early childhood vaccination ) or at a constant rate v for all other susceptible
66 hosts (e.g., vaccination of adults). The immunity triggered by vaccination is assumed to wane at
67 rate wy, and natural immunity is assumed to wane at rate wgr. A host may be unvaccinated, U,
es or vaccinated, V', and may either be uninfected or infected with the wild type, w, or a mutant
o strain, m (we assume coinfections are not possible). We thus have to track the numbers of two
70 classes of susceptible hosts (S{;, Si;, where S™ = S, 4+ S77) and four classes of infected individuals
1 (L Lms Ly L1y, Where I™ = > I + I7}.). Recovered individuals are assumed to be fully
72 protected (no reinfections) because natural immunity is expected to be more effective than immunity
73 triggered by vaccination (we relax this assumption at the end of the paper). We further assume that
74 the virulence «; (the mortality rate induced by the infection), the transmission §; (the production

75 rate of new infections), and the recovery 7; (the rate at which the host clears the infection) are fully
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governed by the pathogen genotype (i = w or m). A fourth trait ¢; € [0, 1] governs the infectivity of
pathogen genotype i on vaccinated hosts (infectivity of all genotypes is assumed to be equal to 1 on
unvaccinated hosts). In other words, this final trait measures the ability of the pathogen to escape
the immunity triggered by the vaccine. Note that these assumptions allow us to aggregate infected
hosts irrespective of their vaccination status which simplifies the analysis below. For simplicity
we assume frequency-dependent transmission where the number of contacts a host may have in
the population is constant, but a proportion of those contacts may be infectious. Note, however,
that other forms of transmission (e.g. density-dependent transmission [33]) are expected to yield
qualitatively similar results. We summarize the states of the process and the jump rates at which
individuals transition between states in Table S1 and in Figure

We use this model to examine the epidemiological and evolutionary dynamics following the
start of a vaccination campaign. For the sake of simplicity, we focus our analysis on scenarios
where the pathogen population has reached an endemic equilibrium before the start of vaccination.
This is a strong assumption but our aim in this study is to focus on a simple scenario to understand
the interplay between epidemiology and the stochastic fate of vaccine escape mutations. This is
a necessary first step before studying more complex scenarios where vaccination starts before the
epidemic has reached an endemic equilibrium. Note that we explore the robustness of our results
at the end of the paper after relaxing some of our simplifying assumptions (see section .

Before going further in the analysis of the model we detail the default parameter values used to
explore numerically the dynamics of viral adaptation in the figures presented in the following section
(Table 1). We chose parameter values consistent with an acute viral infections of humans (e.g.
SARS-CoV, Influenza...). The average lifespan of infected hosts is 64 years (A = 6 = 3 10™* week 1)
and the average duration of infection is 3.5 days (v, = 2 week™!). The case mortality of the wild
type virus is assumed to be &~ 1% (i.e. ay /(o + 7w) and has a basic reproduction ratio of
Ry = Buw/(6 + ay + v) = 5. The immunity triggered by the infection or by the vaccination is
around 4.5 months (wp = wy = 0.05 week™!) . The wild type virus is assumed to have a low
probability to infect vaccinated hosts (e, = 0.05). As explained in the following section, we varied

the phenotypic properties of the mutant virus but, crucially, we focused on mutants with the ability
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to escape the immunity triggered by vaccination (e, = 1) and a lower basic reproduction ratio than
the wild type in a fully susceptible population (i.e. adaption to vaccination is assumed to cary some

fitness cost).

3 Results

3.1 Deterministic Approximation

As a first step in our analysis, we use a deterministic approximation for large values of n [30] and
we work with host densities defined as S; = Sj'/n, Iij = Il:/n, N = N"/n. This corresponds
to replacing discrete individuals by densities and interpreting the rates in Figure [2| as describing
continuous flows rather than jumps. This yields a system of ordinary differential equations:

IUw+IVw IUm+IVm
N + Bm N

SU—/\(I—P)—FWVS\/-FWRR—(@U +5+V>SU

) Ty + 1 1, + I
Sy = \p+ vSy — <ewﬁwM+emﬁmM+6+wv) Sy

N N
. Sy
Iy = Bw(IUw + IV’LU)W - (5 + y + ’Yw)IUw
. S
[Um :Bm(IUm"i_IVm)WU - (5+am+7m)[Um (1)
. Sy
Iy = 6wa(IUw + IVw)W - ((5 + Qi + 'Vw)IVw
. Sy
Ivy, = 6mﬁm(IUm + IVm)W - (5 + am + ’Ym)IVm

R = (/YwIUw + /YwIVw + /YmIUm + ’YmIVm) - ((5 + WR) R7

It is also convenient to track the dynamics of the total density of hosts infected with the same

strain ¢, I; := Iy; + Iy, which yields:

I; = ((@va + fiﬁif\‘;) —(0+ai+ %‘)) I; (2)

r; = growth rate of strain ¢

The ability of the strain i to grow is given by the sign of the growth rate r;. Note that this growth

rate depends on the four different traits of the pathogen: «y, 8, 7i, €;. But this growth rate depends
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also on the densities Sy and Sy, which vary with ¢, the time since the start of vaccination (i.e.,
vaccination starts at t = 0). The coefficient of selection s,, on the mutant strain relative to the

wild type is:
Su
Sm=Tm —Tw = (ﬁm - /Bw) W + (em/Bm - Ewﬂw) ~ (am —Qy +Ym — 7111) (3)

In other words, both the genetics (the phenotypic traits of strain ¢) and the environment (the
epidemiological state of the host population) govern selection and strain dynamics.
3.2 Pathogen eradication and vaccination threshold

The ability of the strain ¢ to grow can be measured by its effective per-generation reproduction

ratio which is given by:

Su Sy
B =R (Y +ay) @
where R; = 5+aﬂ7;+m Hence, a reduction of the availability of susceptible hosts with vaccination

may drive down the density of the wild-type pathogen when the production of new infected hosts
(infection “birth”) does not compensate for the recovery and death of infected hosts (infection
“death”), that is when R < 1. Ultimately, vaccination can even lead to the eradication of the
wild-type pathogen (Figure ) either when the vaccine is sufficiently efficient (e, R,, > 1) or when
the vaccination coverage is sufficiently high [34, [16]. The deterministic model can be used to
identify the threshold v, of the speed of vaccination rollout above which the wild-type pathogen

can be driven to extinction (see Methods and SI Section 1):

Ry(6(1 — (1 — ew)p) +wv) — (6 + wy)
1 — Ryey

Ve =

()

As expected, better vaccines (i.e., lower values of €, and wy) yield lower threshold values for
the speed of vaccination. Imperfect vaccines (i.e., higher values of ¢, and wy), in contrast, are

unlikely to allow eradication. Note that, if we wait sufficiently long, the population of the wild-
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type pathogen will be driven to extinction in a stochastic way even when v < .. Indeed, in a
finite host population, sooner or later, the pathogen population is doomed to go extinct because of
demographic stochasticity, but the extinction time when v < v, will usually be very long, increasing
exponentially with the system size n. From now on, we are going to neglect the possibility of
extinction of the wild type due to vaccination when v < v, (which is a good approximation when
n is large).

The spread of a new pathogen variant may erode the efficacy of vaccination and, consequently,
could affect the ability to control and, ultimately, to eradicate the pathogen. But before the
replacement of the wild type by a vaccine-escape variant the pathogen population may go through
three steps that may ultimately result (or not) in pathogen adaptation: (1) introduction of the
vaccine-escape variant by mutation, (2) extinction (Figure [lc) or invasion (Figure [1jd-f) of the
vaccine-escape variant introduced by mutation, (3) fixation (Figure [If) or not (Figure [1jd-e) of
the invading vaccine-escape variant. Each of these steps is very sensitive to stochasticity because

the number of vaccine-escape variants is very small in the early phase of its emergence.

3.3 Step 1: Introduction of the variant by mutation

The first step of adaptation is driven by the production of new variants by the wild-type pathogen
through mutation. The level of adaptation to unvaccinated and vaccinated hosts may vary among
those variants [10]. Vaccine-escape mutations that do not carry any fitness costs (or may even
be adaptive) in unvaccinated hosts are expected to invade and fix relatively easily irrespective of
the vaccination strategy. We thus focus on variants that carry fitness costs in immunologically
naive hosts (i.e., variants specialized on vaccinated hosts [10]). In principle, the introduction of
the vaccine-escape mutation may occur before the rollout of vaccination. The distribution of these
mutations is expected to follow a stationary distribution resulting from the action of recurrent
mutations and negative selection (see Methods). If these fitness costs are high and/or if the mutation
rate is low these pre-existing mutants are expected to be rare. In the following, we neglect the
presence of pre-existing mutants and we focus on a scenario where the first vaccine-escape mutant

appears after the start of vaccination (but see Methods, section where we discuss the effect of
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standing genetic variation).

At the onset of the vaccination campaign (i.e., t = 0) we assume that the system is at the
endemic equilibrium (i.e., the equilibrium densities SO Igw and I‘O/w are given in in the
Methods). We assume that an individual host infected with the wild type produces vaccine-escape
mutants at a small, constant rate 6y /n if unvaccinated and 6y /n if vaccinated. We assume that 0
and 6y are small enough that within-host clonal interference among vaccinated-adapted variants is
negligible. The relative rates of mutation in the two types of hosts is unknown but the within-host
selection may favor mutants in vaccinated hosts which may yield 6y > 0. However, the lower viral
load in vaccinated host may counteract this effect and may yield 0y > 6y. The total production
of mutants is thus equal to %Ufgw(t) + %I{}w(t) ~ Oulyyw(t) + 0v Iy (t), so that the probability

density fp,(t) of the arrival time ¢ = ¢,, of the first vaccine-escape mutant is approximated by:

Fm(t) = 0Ty (t) + 0y Iyp(t) e S5O0 T (5)+60v Iy o (s)) ds. (6)

In other words, the time t,, at which the vaccine-escape variant is first introduced by mutation
depends on the dynamics of the incidence of the infections by the wild type. Plots of f,, for different
values of rollout speed v in Figure [3|show that a faster rollout of vaccination delays the introduction
of the vaccine-escape mutant. This effect is particularly marked when wr = 0 because life-long
immunity is known to result in a massive transient drop of the incidence (the honey-moon period)
[34, 13] which is expected to decrease the influx of new variants during this period (Figure S1).
Figure [3] also shows how higher values of 8y can increase the influx of vaccine-escape variants. As
discussed in the following section, the subsequent fate of vaccine-escape mutants depends strongly

on the timing of their arrival.

3.4 Step 2: Variant invasion

Immediately after its introduction, the dynamics of the vaccine-escape mutant may be approximated
by a time-inhomogeneous birth-death process where the rate of birth (i.e., rate of new infections

by the mutant) varies with the availability of susceptible hosts (see Methods, section . The

probability that a single mutant with time-varying birth rate b,,(t) = S, <5],\[[](%) + em]\f(‘;)(t)) and
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constant death rate d,,, = 6 + au + Ym, introduced at time t,,, successfully invades (see [25] and

SI, Section 2) is:
1

t
R R L

pim —

m

(7)

Plotting the probability of invasion against t¢,, in Figure 4| shows that the time at which the
vaccine-escape mutant is introduced has a dramatic impact on the probability of escaping early
extinction. If the mutant is introduced early, the density Sy (¢) of susceptible vaccinated hosts
remains very low and the selection for the vaccine-escape mutant is too small to prevent stochastic
extinctions. The probability of invasion increases with selection, and thus with the density of
vaccinated hosts, which tends to increase with time (see equation )

Taking ¢, — oo allows us to tackle the situation when the vaccine-escape mutant appears at
the endemic equilibrium, i.e., when the densities of unvaccinated and vaccinated susceptible hosts
are Sy and S§, respectively. At that point in time the effective per-generation reproduction ratio
of genotype i (i.e. the expected number of secondary infections produced by pathogen genotype i)

is:

B = hs (3 + e ) ®)
By definition, at the endemic equilibrium set by the wild-type pathogen we have R} = R = 1.
Hence, a necessary condition for the mutant to invade this equilibrium is R}, > 1, i.e., the effective
reproduction number of the mutant has to be higher than that of the wild type (see SI, Section 1).
However, this is not a sufficient condition: many mutants that satisfy this condition will rapidly
go extinct due to demographic stochasticity. But in contrast to an early introduction of the mu-
tant discussed above, the stochastic dynamics of the mutant is approximately a time-homogeneous
branching process because the birth rate of the mutant approaches by, = ; (% + ez%) This
birth rate is constant because the density of susceptible hosts remains constant at the endemic

equilibrium. The probability of mutant invasion after introducing a single host infected by the

mutant is thus (see SI Section 1; Figure |4)):

P* = lim Ptm:1—R5:1— ! (9)
m tm—soo R:n R;fn

10
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Note that we recover the strong-selection result of [36]. This expression shows that at this endemic
equilibrium the fate of the mutant is fully governed by the per-generation reproduction ratio of
the two strains, but does not depend on the specific values of the life-history traits of the mutant
(provided the different vaccine-escape variants have the same value of R},).

Interestingly, unlike P, the probability Pim of mutant invasion at time ¢, given in is not
governed solely by R;, but rather depends on the life-history traits of the mutants. For instance,
assume that two vaccine-escape mutants have the same values of R,, and €, but they have very
different life-history strategies. The “slow” strain has low rates of transmission and virulence (in
green in Figure while the “fast” strain has high rates of transmission and virulence (in red
in Figure |4). Figure |4] shows that the high mortality rate of hosts infected by the fast strain
increases the risk of early extinction and lowers the probability of invasion relative to the slow
strain. Hence, in the early stage of adaptation, pathogen life-history matters and favours slow

strains with lower rates of transmission and virulence.

3.5 Step 3: After variant invasion

Successful invasion of the vaccine-escape mutant means that it escaped the “danger zone” when its
density is so low that it is very likely to go extinct (Figure -f ). After this invasion we can describe
the dynamics of the polymorphic pathogen population using the deterministic approximation .

Because the invasion of the mutant at the endemic equilibrium set by the wild type requires
that Ry, > R}, we may expect from the analysis of the deterministic model that the mutant would
always replace the wild-type pathogen. That is, the wild-type pathogen would go extinct before
the mutant (Figure [If). This is indeed the case when the phenotypes of the mutant and the wild
type are not very different because of the “invasion implies fixation” principle [17, 5l 38]. Yet, this
principle may be violated if the phenotype of the vaccine-escape mutant is very different than the
phenotype of the wild type.

First, the long-term coexistence of the two genotypes is possible (Figure ).The coexistence
requires that each genotype is specialized on distinct types of host. The wild-type is specialised

on unvaccinated hosts (i.e. Ry, > R,,) and the mutant is specialised on the vaccinated hosts (i.e.

11
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€m > €y). Intermediate rates of vaccination maintain a mix of vaccinated and unvaccinated host
wich promotes coexistence between the two genotypes (Figure S2). Second, the vaccine-escape
mutant may be driven to extinction before the wild type if its life-history traits induce massive
epidemiological perturbations after its successful invasion (Figure ) As pointed out by previous
studies, more transmissible and aggressive pathogen strategies may yield larger epidemics because
the speed of the epidemic is governed by the per-capita growth rate r;, not by the per-generation
reproduction ratio R; [I3]. This explosive dynamics is driven by an over-exploitation of the host
population and is immediately followed by a massive decline in the incidence of the vaccine-escape
mutant. In a finite host population, this may result in the extinction of the vaccine-escape mutant
before the wild type [42]. We capture this outcome with a hybrid analytical-numerical approach that
computes the probability P};’; that the wild type will go extinct before the mutant (see Methods,
section. Figure [5/shows that two vaccine-escape mutants may have very different probabilities
of fixation, even if they have the same per-generation reproduction ratio. The numerical compu-
tation of the probability of fixation agrees very well with individual-based stochastic simulations.
The faster strain is unlikely to go to fixation because invasion is followed by a period where the
birth rate drops to very low levels (far below the mortality rates, Figure S3). In other words, a
more aggressive strategy will more rapidly degrade its environment, by depleting susceptible hosts,
which is known to increase the probability of extinction [6]. Interestingly, this effect is only appar-
ent when the time of introduction t,, is large. Indeed, when the mutant is introduced soon after
the start of vaccination, its probability of invasion is already very low because its initial growth
rate is negative (Figure S3a, b, ¢). When the mutant is introduced at intermediate times, the
initial growth rate of the mutant is positive because some hosts are vaccinated (Figure S3d, e,
f). If the vaccine-escape mutant is introduced later, the growth rate of the mutant is initially very
high as many hosts are vaccinated (and thus susceptible to the vaccine-escape mutant) but this
is rapidly followed by a drop in host density (especially pronounced with the faster strain) which

prevents the long-term establishment of the faster strain (see Figure S3g, h, i).
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3.6 The overall risk of pathogen adaptation

The overall probability that the pathogen will adapt to vaccination (i.e. that a vaccine-escape
variant invades and eventually replace or coexist with the wild-type) depends upon the probability
that the mutation will arise (step 1) and the probability that this mutation will escape early
extinction (step 2) and eventually go to fixation (step 3). It is particularly relevant to explore the
effect of the speed of vaccination rollout on the overall probability that some vaccine-escape variant

invades before a time ¢ after the start of the vaccination campaign (steps 1 and 2, Figure @:

Al =1 — e JoCulvw(©+0vIvu(9)P; ds, (10)

When v > v,, vaccination is expected to eradicate the disease rapidly. But an escape mutation
may appear by mutation before eradication and rescue the pathogen population. This scenario
fits squarely within the framework of classical “evolutionary rescue” modeling [32), 2, 4]. Yet,
vaccination rollout is unlikely to be fast enough to eradicate the wild-type pathogen and, in this
case, the probability of adaptation goes to 1 when ¢ — oco. Indeed, when v < v., a vaccine-
escape variant will eventually appear by mutation and invade. But what is less clear is how fast
this adaptation will take place. We can use equation to explore the effect of the speed of
adaptation on the probability of pathogen adaptation at time ¢ after the start of vaccination (i.e.
the speed of adaptation). Crucially, the speed of pathogen adaptation is maximized for intermediate
values of the speed of vaccination rollout. This is due to the antagonistic consequences the speed
of the rollout has upon these two steps of adaptation (compare Figures (3| and . Faster rollout
reduces the influx of new mutations, but increases selection for vaccine-escape mutations.

To illustrate this ambivalent effect we can first examine how the speed of vaccination rollout
decreases the probability M! that at least one escape mutation is introduced before time ¢ (blue

curve in Figure 6):

an —1—e" fot(eUIUw(s)""eVIVw(s))ds‘ (11)

Second, we can examine how the speed of vaccination rollout increases the probability that a mutant

invades which can be approximated by P}, (see equation @D) when ¢ is sufficiently large (purple

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.01.22278283
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.01.22278283; this version posted March 12, 2024. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

250 curve in Figure 6). The overall probability of adaptation can be well approximated by:

AL 1 — e o Oulvw(@+0vIva(s) ds P o ppt pr (12)
200 This approximation captures how the speed of adaptation results from the balance between the
201 influx of new mutations and the invasion success of these mutations. Interestingly, for low speed of
202 vaccination rollout, the invasion of the escape mutant may not necessarily lead to the fixation of
203 the new variant. Indeed, with low vaccination rollout yields a large fraction of the host population
204 remains naive and this heterogeneity can promote the coexistence between two specialist pathogens:
25 the wild-type is specialised on naive hosts and the escape mutant is specialised on vaccinated hosts

206 (Figure S2).

v 4 Discussion

208 Vaccination is a powerful tool to control the spread of infectious diseases, but some pathogens
200 evolve to escape the immunity triggered by vaccines (e.g. flu, SARS-CoV-2). Will they continue
s00 to adapt to the different vaccines that are being used to halt their spread? Does the likelihood of
so0  this adaptation depend on the speed of the vaccination rollout? To answer these questions we must
32 first understand the different steps that may eventually lead to adaptation to vaccination.

303 Mutation is the fuel of evolution, and the first step of adaptation to vaccination is the mutational
304 process that produces vaccine-escape variants. Even if initial estimates of SARS-CoV-2 mutation
s0s rates were reassuringly low [39], the virus has managed to evolve higher rates of transmission [9] [46]
s06 and these adaptations are challenging current control measures used to slow down the ongoing
307 pandemic. The ability of the new variants of SARS-CoV-2 to escape immunity is also worrying
58 and indicates that viral adaption can weaken vaccine efficacy [47), [37]. The rate at which these
300 potential vaccine-escape mutations are introduced depends on the density of hosts infected by the
si0 wild-type virus. In this respect, a faster rollout of vaccination is expected to delay the arrival of
su  these mutations (Figure (3)).

312 Some authors have argued that the emergence of vaccine-escape mutations may be more likely
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in infected hosts which are partially immunized [12, [, [10]. Our model can be used to explore the
consequences of this within-host evolution in vaccinated hosts (e.g., taking 0y > 0y). A larger
value of 0y increases the overall rate of mutation (Figure [3)) but this effect is modulated by the
fraction of the host population that is vaccinated. Consequently, when 6y > 67, the speed of vac-
cination rollout can have a non-monotonic effect on the probability that a vaccine-escape mutation
is introduced (see Figure S4). Indeed, when the rate of vaccination remains low, the enhancing
effect of vaccination on the rate of introduction of new mutations can counteract the delaying effect
of faster vaccination rollout discussed above. But the probability that a vaccine-escape mutation
is introduced drops to very low levels when the rate of vaccination becomes overwhelmingly high.

The second step of adaptation starts as soon as the vaccine-escape mutant has been introduced
in the pathogen population. Will this new variant go extinct rapidly or will it start to invade? The
answer to this question depends on the time at which the mutant is introduced. If the mutant is
introduced when the population is not at an endemic equilibrium, the fate of the mutant depends
on a time-varying birth rate which is driven by the fluctuations of the density of susceptible hosts.
In our model early introductions are likely to result in rapid extinction because there are simply
not enough vaccinated hosts to favour the mutant over the wild type. Moreover, we found that
earlier introductions are likely to favour slower life-history strategies which are less prone to early
extinction. If the introduction takes place later, when the system has reached a new endemic
equilibrium, the fate of the mutant is solely governed by the effective per-generation ratio R},
and does not depend on the life-history traits of the mutant. Slow and fast variants have equal
probability to invade if they have the same R},. Altogether, our results suggest that earlier arrival
may not always facilitate invasion since the probability of invasion is limited by the time-varying
epidemiological state of the host population.

The third step of adaptation starts as soon as the hosts infected by the vaccine-escape mutant
are abundant and the effect of demographic stochasticity on the dynamics of this mutation becomes
negligible. Our analysis attempts to better characterize the dynamics of the mutant after invasion
using a combination of deterministic and analytical approximations. In principle, conditional on

invasion, we can use the deterministic model to describe the joint dynamics of the mutant and
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the wild type. In particular, the speed at which the vaccine-escape mutant spreads in the pathogen
population can be well approximated by the deterministic model. This may be particularly useful to
address the impact of various vaccination strategies on the speed of the spread of a vaccine-escape
variant [15]. In the present work we show that life-history traits of the vaccine-escape mutant
drive the speed of its spread. Indeed, as pointed out before, the deterministic transient dynamics
depends on the per-capita growth rate of the mutant r,,, not its per-generation reproduction ratio
R,, [13]. Transient dynamics may favour a fast and aggressive variant because this life-history
strategy may be more competitive away from the endemic equilibrium. Yet, this explosive strategy
may be risky for the pathogen if it leads to epidemiological fluctuations that result in a massive
drop in the number of infections. The consequences of such fluctuations on the extinction risk of
the variant can be accounted for by a generalized birth-death process where the per-capita growth
rate of the mutant varies with time. Epidemiological fluctuations lead to a degradation of the
future environment (i.e., depletion of the density of susceptible hosts) which results in an increased
risk of extinction [25] [6].

A comprehensive understanding of pathogen dynamics after vaccination relies on the use of
a combination of theoretical tools to capture the interplay between stochastic and deterministic
forces. Here, we use a hybrid numerical-analytical approach to account for the three successive steps
that may eventually lead to the fixation of a vaccine-escape mutant. This theoretical framework
is particularly suitable to explore the influence of different vaccination strategies on the risk of
pathogen adaptation. In particular, we show that this risk drops to very low levels even when the
speed of vaccination rollout is below the threshold value that may eventually lead to eradication
(i.e., v < v, ). In other words, faster vaccination rollout makes sense even when eradication is
infeasible, because faster rollout decreases both the number of cases and the likelihood of pathogen
evolution. This conclusion is akin to the general prediction that the rate of pathogen adaptation
should be maximized for intermediate immune pressure or for medium doses of chemotherapy at the
within-host level [20, [40}, 19} 1 21} [1T],2]. Most of these earlier studies focused on evolutionary rescue
scenarios where the wild type is expected to be rapidly driven to extinction by human intervention.

Our versatile theoretical framework, however, allows us to deal with a broader range of situations
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where the intervention is not expected to eradicate the wild type pathogen. Accounting for the
dynamics of the wild type affects both the flux of mutation and the fate of these mutations.

The framework we have developed can be readily extended to explore may other situations.
For instance, our model can be modified to explore the influence of temporal variations in the
environment that could be driven by seasonality or by non-pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs).
We explored a situation where the transmission rate of all variants is periodically reduced by a
quantity 1—c(t), where ¢(t) is a measure of the intensity of NPIs. These periodic interventions affect
both the flux of mutations and the probability that these mutations invade. In particular, NPIs
lower the probability of mutant introduction through the reduction in the density of hosts infected
by the wild type (Figure S4). As a consequence, the probability of adaptation is reduced when
vaccination is combined with periodic control measures. Hence, our approach helps to understand
the interaction between vaccination and NPI discussed in earlier studies [41], 31].

We have made several simplifying assumptions that need to be relaxed to confidently apply our
findings to a broader range of pathogens such as the current SARS-CoV-2 pandemic (see section
in the Methods). First, one should study situations where the pathogen population has not
reached an endemic equilibrium when vaccination starts to be applied. We carried out additional
simulations showing that starting the vaccination rollout sooner (i.e. just after the start of the
epidemic) tends to promote the probability of invasion of the escape mutant (Figure S5). Indeed,
at the onset of the epidemic the density of susceptible hosts is higher (i.e. the birth rate of the
infection is high relative to the endemic equilibrium) and the risk of early extinction of the mutant
is reduced. Second, it is important to relax the assumption that natural immunity is perfect.
We carried out additional simulations showing that when naturally immune hosts, like vaccinated
hosts, can be reinfected the probability of invasion of the escape mutant increases (Figure S6).
This effect is particularly strong just after the start of vaccination. Indeed, if naturally immune
hosts are equivalent to vaccinated hosts, selection to escape immunity is present even before the
start of vaccination and one may thus expect the speed of adaptation to be much faster and to be
relatively independent of the vaccination strategy. Another important extension of our model would

be to study the effect of a diversity of vaccines in the host population. We did not explore this
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effect in the present study but this diversity of immune profiles among vaccinated hosts could slow
down pathogen adaptation if the escape of different vaccines requires distinct mutations [45, [7) [35].
Finally, it is important to recall that we focus here on a simplified scenario where we analyse the
evolutionary epidemiology of an isolated population. In real-life situations the arrival time may
depend more on the immigration of new variants from abroad than on local vaccination policies. The
influence of migration remains to be investigated in spatially structured models where vaccination

may vary among populations [18§].

5 Methods

In this section, we present how extinction, invasion and fixation probabilities may be obtained
under strong-selection assumptions when a mutant strain appears in a host-pathogen system that
is away from its endemic equilibrium. Our essential tools are the deterministic ordinary differential
equations and birth-and-death approximations, which we discuss below. The former allows us to
consider the situation when all strains are abundant, the latter when at least one strain is rare. We
will limit ourselves to an informal treatment, presenting heuristic arguments and deferring rigorous
proofs and sharp error bounds to a future treatment. In the following we present a simple, yet
versatile, hybrid (i.e., semi-deterministic) framework which allows us to approximate the probabili-
ties associated with different steps of adaptation (mutation, invasion, fixation) via adding auxiliary
equations describing stochastic phenomena, to the deterministic ordinary differential equations

describing the global population dynamics.

5.1 Before the introduction of a variant

We assume that vaccination starts after the monomorphic population of the wild-type pathogen

has reached its endemic equilibrium,
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)‘(5 + Yw + WR)

S = 6(Buw — o) + wr(Ry (o +0) — awy)

SY =0

L e (13)
Iy, =0

RO — ARy — Dw

5(/610 - aw) + WR(Rw(aw + 5) - aw)
419 We then use the following ordinary differential equations to track the deterministic dynamics
420 of the wild-type pathogen using the endemic equilibrium before vaccination as the initial

421 condition:

) Tyw + Iy
SU:)\(l—p)—i—wVSV—l—wRR—(/BwU]—;V+5+V>SU

: Iw + v

Sy = Ap+vSy — <ewﬁwU;V +5+wv> Sy

Tvw = Buw(Iyw + T )S—U—(%L + Yw) I,

Uw = Pw\LUw Vw N (077 Yw )LUw (14)
. S

Iy, = 6w/Bw(IUw + IVw)WV - (6 + uy + 'Yw)IVw

R= (PYwIUw + PYwIVw) - (5 +WR) R
N =X =0N — ap(Iyw + Iyw).

Letting I, = Iyy + Iy, we get from :
) Iy
I, = Bw(SU + EwSV)N - (5 + y + ’Yw)Iw-

A new endemic equilibrium will thus be approached after vaccination if and only if the growth rate
Tw = Buw(Su + €uSv) /N — (0 + aqy + Ya) is positive, or equivalently if the effective per-generation

reproduction ratio

¢ Sy Sy
Rw—Rw<N +ewN)

422 is larger than 1, when Sy and Sy are taking their stationary values Sy and Sy in the absence of

23 infection. Computing these values (see SI, Section 1) shows that RS > 1 if and only if e, Ry, > 1
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or v > 1., where
Ryy(6(1 — (1 — €w)p) + wy) — (0 + wy)
1 — Ryew

(15)

Ve =

Thus we see that if €, R, < 1 and the speed of the vaccination rollout is higher than the critical
value v, the wild type will be driven to extinction.

For values of the vaccination rollout v smaller than this threshold v., or when e, R, > 1, the
wild-type may also go extinct due to demographic stochasticity. We can neglect this possibility
because the timescale of stochastic extinction from abundances of the order of n is much larger

than those of the processes under consideration.

5.2 Introduction of the variant by mutation (step 1)

As indicated above, we use a time-inhomogeneous Poisson point process to model the influx of
new mutations. The per capita rate of mutation is assumed to be constant through time but
whether or not a mutant will escape extinction within a host may depend on the type of host.
Indeed, a vaccine-escape mutation may have a higher probability to escape within-host extinction in
vaccinated hosts. We account for this effect by making a distinction between 0y and 6y,. If vaccine-
escape mutations are more likely to escape extinction in vaccinated hosts we expect 0y > 0y. In
other words, 0y /0y — 1 is a measure of the within-host fitness advantage of the vaccine-escape
mutant in vaccinated hosts (they are assumed to have the same within-host fitness in naive hosts).

We can compute the probability that some of the vaccine-escape mutations are present as
standing variation before the start of vaccination. When the resident population has reached its
endemic equilibrium (SY;, 0, Igw, 0, NY), the number of mutants is approximated by a birth-and-
death process with immigration, with birth rate b2, = Bm% and death rate d,, = § + am + Yim,
and the “immigration” is actually mutations arising in the resident population, which occur at rate
m = 0p 1, ?hu. Because we assume that in a fully naive host population vaccine-escape mutations
carry a fitness cost relative to the resident strain, we have b2, < d,,. The number of mutants
thus approximately follows a subcritical birth-and-death process with immigration, which is known

to converge in distribution as ¢ — oo to a negative binomial stationary distribution [24]. The
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probability that there are k infected individuals hosting the mutant pathogen at time ¢ = 0 is thus:

= (" a - myasy (16)

where 7 = 1, /b9, and RY = b0 /d,,,. Hence the the expected number of vaccine-escape mutants
already present at the start of vaccination is

Hm
- 1
FR— (17)

This result is analogous to the classical result that the expected frequency of deleterious mutations
is of the form p/s where p is the rate of mutation towards deleterious mutants and s is the fitness
cost of those deleterious mutants.

We can also compute the probability that no mutant is present at the start of vaccination:
po=(1—Rp)" (18)

When either RO, or r is small, pg ~ 1, and we can neglect the presence of preexisting mutants.
Otherwise, we need to account for the possibility that one or more mutants are present at time
t = 0, which we discuss in Section below.

We now assume that there is no mutant present at the start of vaccination. We are interested
in the law of the first time ¢,, at which a mutant appears. Because 0y Iy, (t) + 0y Iy, (t) is the flux
of vaccine-escape mutants from the wild-type population, by the exponential formula for Poisson

point processes, we have [28]:

P{t,, >t} =e" fot(eUIUw(S)+9VIVw(5))dS‘ (19)

We can numerically compute the probability density function f,, of the firstarrival time ¢,, of a
vaccine-escape mutant using

Fn(t) = Ep(t)eFm®), (20)
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where F,(t) is given by the auxiliary equation
Fm = GUIUw(t> + GVIVw(t) (21)

with initial condition F,,,(0) = 0, while we compute 7, (t) and Iy, (t) using (14). The use of this
auxiliary equation reduces computational effort by obtaining F),(¢) simultaneously with Iy, (t) and

Iy, (t) (as opposed to computing the latter and then integrating).

5.3 Invasion of the variant (step 2)

Suppose that a mutant strain appears at time ¢, > 0 in a single infected host, that is, with density
I,,(0) = %, (which is effectively zero as n becomes large). Then, yields I, (ty,) = 0 for all ¢,
whereas the dynamics of the system follows . This differential equation approximation does
not mean that the mutant is absent, but simply not in sufficient numbers to be visible at the coarse
resolution and short time scale upon which is applicable.

Then we combine with a birth-and-death process approximation, I,,(t), to the number
of individuals infected with the mutant strain at time ¢ after the mutant arrival time ¢,,, I (t).

m
We approximate the rate of new infections, Bm (S (J?&i;”s‘g(t)) by replacing the stochastic quantities

Sii(t), Si(t) and N™(t) by their deterministic approximations, giving the time-dependent birth

rate

Bn(Su(t) + emSv (t))

where Sy (t), Sy (t) and N(t) are determined via the deterministic system (14). Each death in the
birth-and-death process corresponds to the removal of a susceptible, which occurs by host death or
recovery at combined rate dy, = 0 + am, + Ym. See §8.2 in the Supplementary Information of [36]
for a rigorous justification.

The so-called “merciless dichotomy” [23] tells us that the time-inhomogeneous birth-and-death

process started with one individual at time ¢,, either goes extinct, or grows without bound (i.e.

22


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.01.22278283
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.01.22278283; this version posted March 12, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint

486

487

488

489

490

491

492

493

494

495

497

498

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

invades) with probability (see [25] and SI, Section 2)

1

pPlm =
1t [ dppe Jim bm(&)=dm ds gy

m

Thus, either the mutant strain vanishes, or the number infected with the mutant strain will even-
tually be of the order of n individuals, after which we can use to compute the densities of both
wild-type and mutant strains.

In practice, we can compute the probability of mutant invasion when the mutant is introduced
at time t,, using Plm = Ulm(00) where Ul (00) is obtained via the pair of auxiliary functions Ufm
and Vlm [25] defined as follows: Ulm(t) = P{IL,,(t) # 0} and Vi (t) = P{I,,(t) = 1| L,(t) # 0},
We then have

Ul = —d,, Utmytm (22)
Vi = (din = bin(0)) Vi = din (Vii)?, (23)

where Ul (t,,) = Viim (t,) = 1 and we compute by, (t), Su(t), Sy (t) and N(t), via (14)). In practice,
we cannot compute Ulm (c0); to obtain an approximation we evaluate Ulm (t) for sufficiently large
t that |Ulm (¢t + At) — Ulm(t)| is less than our desired threshold of error.

Note that several variants can arise and fail to invade before finally a lucky variant manages to
invade. We can use the probability of invasion P, of a variant introduced at time ¢ to characterize
the distribution of the first time ¢; at which a mutant is introduced that successfully invades. By

the thinning property of Poisson point processes, we have [28]:

P{t; > t} = e Jo Oulou(®)+0v Ivu () Phds (24)

where Oy I, (t) + Oy Iy, (t) is the flux of vaccine-escape mutants from the wild-type population.

We compute numerically the probability density function g, of the first arrival time ¢; of a vaccine-

23
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499 escape mutant that successfully invades using
gm(t) = Gm(t)e O, (25)
so0 where G, (t) is given by the auxiliary equation
Gm(t) = (Oulvw(t) + Oy Ivu(t)) Py, (26)

so0  with initial condition Gp,(0) = 0 and computing Iy, (t) and Iy, (t) using (14)).
Compare with and note that the probability that no vaccine-escape mutant will ever
arise is

P{ty, = oo} = e~ Jo 7 Ou Iy () +0v v (t))dt
In contrast, the probability that no vaccine-escape mutant will ever invade is the larger probability

P{t; =col = e~ Jo~ OuTyw(®)+0vIve (1) PrLdt

Note that P! converges as t — oo to P¥, = 1 — 1/R}, which is nonzero, so that
oo
P{t,, = 00} = 0 & / (00 L () + Oy Ty (1))t = 00 <5 P{t; = 00} = 0,
0

s02 that is, the probability of adaptation is 1 if and only if ¢ — (0 Ly, (t) + 60y Iy (t)) is not integrable.
503 In other words, the probability of adaptation is 1 in the limit ¢ — oo when the wild type is not
so« driven to extinction by vaccination (i.e. v < 1) which implies that there is an uninterrupted flux of
s5  mutation producing vaccine-escape variants. One of these mutants will eventually escape extinction
so0 and invade. Yet, the time needed for a successful variant to appear may be very long and we focus

so7 in the main text on A’ the probability of adaptation before time ¢ (equation and Figure 6).

24
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5.4 Fixation of the variant (step 3)

Suppose now that the mutant strain successfully invades; we next consider the probability Pp;,
that the mutant will outcompete the wild type and go to fixation. Fixation of the mutant occurs if
it is still present when the wild-type strain disappears. If we let T}, and T;, be the extinction times
of mutant and wild-type strains, the probability of mutant fixation is thus P{T,, < T,} which we

may decompose as

/ TP, > (P{T, € di} = — / T, > t}%IP’{Tw > t}dt
- [CRmo>oga-rme - e e

_ /t TR ) > 0}%1@{13@) — 0} dt.

We again obtain estimates of P{I}!(t) > 0} and P{I) (t) > 0} using the fact that conditional

on Sy (t), Sy(t) and N(t), (I,(t), In(t)) follows a time-inhomogeneous, two-type birth-and-death
process, where the birth rates for the two types, i = w, m, are given by

Bi(Su(t) + eiSv (1))

bl(t) = N(t)

and the death rates are d; = § + «; + ;. The birth rates vary with time due to the epidemiological
perturbations following the start of vaccination and in particular, to the feedback of mutant invasion
on Sy and Sy. To quantify these epidemiological perturbations, we now approximate the density
of susceptibles and total host density by the values of Sy (t), Sy (t) and N(¢) obtained from the full
deterministic system , which accounts for the presence of the mutant by replacing I,,, with its
expected value.

We need to take care in choosing the initial conditions of to account for the fact that we
consider the time of appearance of the first mutant that successfully invades and so are conditioning
on the non-extinction of the mutant strain, and for the inherent variability in the time required to
invade; this results in a random initial condition for the deterministic dynamics (see Supplementary

Information §4 for details). In practice, we find that the randomness has negligible effect, but
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s we must still take the conditioning into account. To do so, we first use to compute the
520 epidemiological dynamics of the wild type before the introduction of the mutant at time ¢,,. Then,
s ab time ¢,,, we use where Sy (tm), Sv(tm), N(tm) and I, (t,,) are obtained from and take
sst L (tm) = m (see Supplementary Information §4). Crucially, the initial density of the mutant
522 depends on the probability of successful invasion of the mutant P obtained above.

533 Provided we use (1) with the appropriate initial conditions as previously, the birth rates of both

s34 the wild-type and mutant strains are approximately deterministic, and from [25], we have:
P{IF () > 0} = P{L(t) > 0} = 1— (1 - U/ (£) "), (28)

535  where

1
T e TRy,

Utm (t) (29)

s3 1S the probability that an individual infected with strain ¢ (i = m,w) present at t,, has descendants
537 alive at time ¢. Under the branching assumption, the lines of descent of distinct infected individuals
533 are independent, hence the probability that strain ¢ vanishes by time ¢ is the product of the
s probabilities that each line of descent vanishes, (1 — Uf™ (¢))% (tn),

In practice, we need two pairs of auxiliary equations to track the probability of extinction of

both the wild type and the mutant

Ulm = —d, Ulmvim (30)
Vi = (dw — bu () Vi — du (Vig™)? (31)
Ulm = —d,, Ulmytm (32)
Vi = (dm = b (8)) Vi = din (Vi)?, (33)

s with Ulm (t,,,) = Vibm (t,) = Ulm(t,,) = Vim(t,,) = 1. To compute the probability of fixation, we
sa1 first consider the probability of fixation prior to time ¢, which is derived in exactly the same manner

sz as (27)).
t
d
Um(t) = / P{I(s) > 0}@19{1{},(5) =0} ds,
tm
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Using to approximate the probabilities P{I (s) > 0} and P{I}}(s) = 0}, we get

Ut (t) = /t [1— (1= Up ()= (b) (Ui ) (1 = Ugr (s)) ") ds.

Differentiating this and taking I} (t,,) = nly(ty) and I)),(t,) = 1 yields the following auxiliary

equation for U™ (t):
with initial condition Ut (t,,) = 0. We estimate the fixation probability as Pl = Utn(c0) as

fix

above.

5.5 Invasion and Fixation with Standing Variation

We now come back to the probability of adaptation from standing variation at time ¢ = 0, using the
probability pr that there are k mutants present at time ¢ = 0 and the estimates for the probabilities
of invasion and fixation Plm and P]tc;”z, of a single mutant arriving at time t,,, taking ¢,, = 0. Recall
that pj, is negative binomial with success probability R?, = t2 /d,, and r = p,, /b, failures. Under
the branching process approximation, the chain of infections started by each mutation will go
extinct independently with probability 1 — PY. The probability of invasion is then the probability
that at least one line survives, 1 — (1 — P%)*. Summing this over all possible values of k gives us

the invasion probability from standing variation,
o0 oo o0
> ok (1 -1 —P%)k> =1-po— Y p(1-P))  =1-> pr(1—PY".
k=1 k=1 k=0

Recalling that the probability generating function for the number of mutants at time ¢t = 0 is
o0 T
S ek = (1—35)n> 7
— 1— ROz

1

which converges provided |z| < o> we see that the probability of invasion from standing variation

1 1-R%, T
15 ‘(71—1%9”(1—133»)'
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Similarly, if there are k mutations at time ¢t = 0, gives us that P{I (t) > 0|,,,(0) = k} =
1 — (1 —UY (1), so proceeding as above, we find that the probability that the mutant is still
present at time ¢, assuming that at least one individual was present at time ¢t = 0 is approximately
1— (W}%Y’ Substituting this for P{I" (¢) > 0} in and differentiating as above gives

us an auxiliary equation analogous to for U°(t), the probability that the mutant fixes starting

from standing variation:

00 = B{I(5) > 0} TB{I(s) = 0)

_ 1—RY '
= 1L, (0)(8 + aw + 1)UV (1 - U9)"O 7 <1 N (1 ~ RO (fT U9 )> ) '

ss0 As previously, we obtain P})iz = U%o0) by choosing t sufficiently large that U°(t) equilibrates.

e .6 Stochastic simulations

s We carried out stochastic simulations to check the validity of our results. We developed an
563 individual-based simulation program for the Markov process described in Table S1. In order
se4  to match the assumption used in our analysis we start the simulation when the system is at its
ses endemic equilibrium before vaccination given by equation (11) in section 5.1. Then we introduce
se6  a single host infected with the mutant pathogen at a time t,, after the start of vaccination and
ss7 we let the simulation run until one of the pathogen variants (the wild-type or the mutant) goes
ses  extinct. If the wild-type goes extinct first we record this run as a “mutant fixation event”. We ran
seo 1000 replicates for each set of parameters and we plot the proportion of runs that led to mutant
50 fixation in Figure 5. We also used our simulations to confirm our prediction on the speed of viral
s adaptation (Figure 6). In this scenario we allowed the vaccine-escape variant to be introduced by
s mutation from the wild-type genotype as detailed in section 5.1. We carried out 1000 simulations
s73 and monitored (i) the frequency of the escape mutant at different points in time after the start of
s vaccination (Figure 6A) (ii) the number of introduction events by mutation and (Figure 6B).
575

576 We also used this simulation approach to go beyond the scenarios used in our analysis to check
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the robustness of some of our results. We developed a modified version of our simulation approach
to relax two simplifying assumptions used throughout our analysis: (i) vaccination starts when the
epidemiology has reached an endemic equilibrium, (ii) naturally immune host are fully protected
against reinfection.

e The timing of the start of vaccination: We used a modified version of our simulation code
to explore the robustness of our results when vaccination starts sooner and the wild-type pathogen
has not reached its endemic equilibrium. In practice, we start the simulation with n hosts where a
fraction f = 0.1%,1% or 10% is infected by the wild-type (i.e. I7(0) = fn and S™(0) = (1 — f)n).
Vaccination rollout is assumed to start at time ¢ = 0. We introduce an infected host with a
mutant pathogen at time t,, and we monitor its dynamics to obtain the probability of invasion
from 1000 independent replicates. Starting vaccination when the incidence is low tends to increase
the probability of invasion of the escape mutant because it is less likely to go extinct when the
density of susceptible hosts is more abundant (Figure S5). Note, however, that this effect is
maximised when the mutant is introduced soon after the start of vaccination (i.e. low values of
tm). Indeed, for the parameter values we used, the endemic equilibrium is reached very fast and
the predictions of the probability of invasion computed when vaccination starts at the endemic
equilibrium remain relatively good.

e Efficacy of natural immunity against reinfections: We used a modifier version of our
simulation code to explore the robustness of our results when naturally immune hosts are not
perfectly protected. In this scenario we assume that recovered hosts can be reinfected by strain
i at a rate pei%. In this scenario, it is still possible to aggregate the density of different types of
hosts infected by the same strain ¢, I; := Iyy; + Iy; + Ir;, which modifies the effective per-generation

reproduction ratio:

e o (Su Sy R
Ri —RZ<N +61N +pEzN>

Hence, higher values of p give an extra advantage to the escape mutant because it increases the
fraction of imperfectly immune hosts. This new expression of the effective per-generation reproduc-
tion ratio can be used to derive a good approximation of the probability of mutant invasion using

@D. This approximation fully captures how higher values of p increase the probability of invasion
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s« of escape mutations (Figure S6). Interestingly, when p is large, the probability of invasion is less
605 sensitive to the time at which the escape mutant is introduced because, whatever the time after
606 the start of vaccination, the fraction of imperfectly immune host is large.

607

s0s The simulation code is available upon request and will be deposited on zenodo after acceptance of
600 the manuscript.

610
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Table 1: Parameters and dynamical variables of the model

Symbol Description Default value
Parameters
A influx rate of susceptible hosts 310~* week™!
) natural death rate of hosts 31074 week™!
WR rate of waning immunity of naturally immune hosts 0.05 week ™!
wy rate of waning immunity of vaccinated hosts 0.05 week ™!
D probability of vaccination of newborns 0
v rate of vaccination rollout variable
O rate of mutation (from w to m) in unvaccinated hosts variable
Oy rate viral mutation (from w to m) in vaccinated hosts variable
n system size (scaling parameter allowing us to manipulate variable
the pathogen population size)
Oy virulence (increased mortality rate) by strain w 0.02 week ™!
Buw rate of transmission of viral strain w 10 week™!
Y recovery rate of the host infected by strain w 2 week ™!
€w probability of infection of vaccinated hosts by strain w 0.05
Om virulence (increased mortality rate) by strain m variable
Bm rate of transmission of viral strain w variable
Ym recovery rate of the host infected by strain m 2 week ™!
€m probability of infection of vaccinated hosts by strain m 1
Variables
Su density of unvaccinated susceptible hosts
Sy density of vaccinated susceptible hosts
R density of naturally immune hosts
Iy; density of unvaccinated hosts infected by strain i € (w, m)
Iy; density of vaccinated hosts infected by strain i € (w, m)
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Figure 1: Graphical representation of the different evolutionary epidemiology out-
comes after vaccination. The density of the wild-type pathogen is indicated in light blue and
the dynamics of the mutant in orange. Each panel describes the temporal dynamics of the epi-
demics after the start of vaccination: (a) eradication of the wild-type pathogen, (b) new endemic
equilibrium of the wild-type population after damped oscillations (with no introduction of the
vaccine-escape mutant), (c) early extinction of the vaccine-escape mutant after its introduction by
mutation, (d) invasion of the vaccine-escape mutant followed by the its extinction, (e) invasion of
the vaccine-escape mutant and long-term coexistence with the wild type in a new endemic equilib-
rium after damped oscillations, (f) invasion and fixation of the vaccine-escape mutant (extinction
of the wild type). The vertical dashed line (black) indicates the start of vaccination. For sim-
plicity we consider that vaccination starts after the wild-type population has reached an endemic
equilibrium. The horizontal dashed line indicates the “stochastic threshold” above which one may
consider that the deterministic model provides a very good approximation of the dynamics and
we can neglect the effect of demographic stochasticity. Invasion occurs when the vaccine-escape
variant manages to go beyond the “stochastic threshold” (panels d, e and f). Adaptation occurs
when the vaccine-escape variant is maintained in the population (panels e and f). Fization occurs
when the vaccine-escape variant manages to outcompete the wild type (panel f).

36


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.01.22278283
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.01.22278283; this version posted March 12, 2024. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Mortality & Transmission Mortality ¢ + o
6@ ([Uz + ]Vz)

A(1—p)
— SU Iyi
Birth wy v Recovery
—)-' SV k ':. ;
Mortality & Mortality 0 + o

Figure 2: A schematic representation of the model. Naive and uninfected hosts (Sy hosts)
are introduced at a rate A and are vaccinated with probability p at birth and at rate v later on.
Immunization induced by the vaccine wanes at rate wy . Uninfected hosts (Sy and Sy) die at a rate
d while infected hosts (Iy; and Iy;) die at a rate d; = § + «;, where i refers to the virus genotype:
the wild-type (i = w) or the vaccine-escape mutant (i = m). The rate of infection of naive hosts
by the genotype i is h; = Bi(Iy; + Ivi)/N, where [3; is the transmission rate of the genotype i.
Vaccination reduces the force of infection and ¢; refers to the ability of the genotype i to escape
the immunity triggered by vaccination (we assume €, > €,). A host infected by parasite genotype
i recovers from the infection at rate 7; and yields naturally immune hosts (R hosts) that cannot be
reinfected by both the wild-type and the escape mutant. Natural immunity is assumed to wane at
rate wr. The total host population density is N = Sy + Sy + >, (Iy; + Ivi) + R.
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Figure 3: Faster vaccine rollout delays the arrival time of the first escape mutant.
We plot the probability density function f,,,(t) of the arrival time of the first escaoe mutant for
different speeds of vaccination rollout: v = 0.05 (top), 0.15 (middle) and 0.24 (bottom). We
contrast a scenario where 0y = 6y (dashed line), and 6y = 10 x 6y (full line). Other parameter
values: Oy =1, A\ =0 =310"%, wy = wr = 0.05, p = 0, oy, = 0.02, By, = 10, 7 = 2, €, = 0.05,
R, = 4.95. For these parameter values the critical rate of vaccination v, above which the wild-type
pathogen is driven to extinction is v, ~ 0.264 (see equation ().
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Figure 4: Probability of invasion of the vaccine-escape mutant increases with ¢,,. We

plot the probability invasion

Pim of a slow (green) and a fast (red) vaccine-escape mutant for

different speeds of vaccination rollout: v = 0.05 (top), 0.15 (middle) and 0.24 (bottom). The slow
mutant: o, = 0.02,6, = 7,9%m = 2,6 = 1, Ry, = 3.46. The fast mutant: «,, = 4.0606, 53,, =
21, %m = 2, €y = 1, R, = 3.46. The probability of invasion P}, in the limit ¢, — oo (see equation
@) is indicated with the dashed black line. Other parameter values as in Figure 3: A\ =6 =3 1074,
wy =wr =0.05, p =0, a,, = 0.02, 5, = 10, v = 2, €, = 0.05, R, = 4.95.

39


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.01.22278283
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.01.22278283; this version posted March 12, 2024. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

n=10"
n=10° A
08  n=10°
= O P S T
8
g
p 0.4
Q.
©
@
(JI.) 0.2+
(0]
£
8 0 | | |
(g 0 20 40 60 80
(0]
<
Y—
° 107
c e N=
2 o n=10° B
.g 08 . n=10°
=
Y—
(@]
2 06f
E '"""'"""'"""'"""'""""-"-'l'-'_"_'_"_'_"_"_'_"-'J'-‘L'Jh'ﬂ\-‘i-'-“-'-‘\-‘ﬁ'l
7S L
8 ‘.—:".—
9 041 2 °
o
° °
° [ ]
0.2 -~ - °q
’ PN ®ece,
! >, Se ° 9
0 I B e & WU WP WS- W W—
0 20 40 60 80

Arrival time t,, of the vaccine-escape mutant

Figure 5: Probability of fixation of the vaccine-escape mutant may be low when t,,
is large. We plot the probability of fixation of (A) a slow (green) and (B) a fast (red) vaccine-
escape mutant for an intermediate speed of vaccination rollout: v = 0.15. The slow mutant: a,, =
0.02, 8 = 7,%m = 2,em = 1, Ry, = 3.46. The fast mutant: a,,, = 4.06006, B, = 21,7, = 2,6 =
1, R, = 3.46. The full colored lines give the probability of fixation P]f’;; computed numerically (see
Methods section 5.4) and the dots give the results of individual-based simulations (see Methods
section 5.6) for different values of n which affect the pathogen population size and the intensity of
demographic stochasticity. We plot the probability of invasion Pim (see Figure with dashed
colored line and its asymptotic value P, with a dotted black line. Other parameter values as in
Figure 3: A =6 =3 1074, wy = wr = 0.05, p = 0, oy = 0.02, By = 10, 7 = 2, €, = 0.05,
R, =4.95.
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Figure 6: The probability of adaptation is maximised for intermediate speed of vacci-
nation rollout. In (A) We plot the probability of adaptation A%, (black lines) against the speed of
vaccination rollout at different points in time. In (B) we plot the probability M!, of the introduction
of at least one mutant before different points in time ¢ (blue lines) and the probability P}, (purple
line) which gives a good approximation of the probability of successful invasion of an escape-mutant.
The dashed purple line gives the probability of invasion of the escape-mutant in the absence of the
wild type. The dots give the results of individual-based simulations (see Methods section 5.6). The
vaccine-escape mutant is assumed to have the following phenotype (slow mutant in Figure 4 and
5): am = 0.02,8n = 7,%m = 2,6m = 1, Ry, = 3.46. Other parameter values: A\ = § = 3 1074,
n = 10% wy = wp = 0.05, p = 0, v = 0.02, By = 10, v = 2, €, = 0.05, R, = 4.95. The
light gray area on the right-hand-side indicates the speed above which the wild-type pathogen is
expected to be driven to extinction (v > v, &~ 0.264, see equation (9))).
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