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Abstract

Mass vaccination has been one of the effective control measures for mitigating infectious
disease transmission. Several vaccination strategies have been introduced throughout history to
control infections and terminate the outbreak. Here, we employed the coronavirus disease 2019
(COVID-19) transmission as a case study and constructed a stochastic age-structured
compartmental model to investigate the effectiveness of different vaccination strategies. We
estimated the outbreak extinction probability under different vaccination scenarios in
homogeneous and heterogeneous populations. We found that population heterogeneity could
enhance the likelihood of outbreak extinction at various vaccine coverage. In addition, prioritizing
vaccines for people with higher infection risk could maximize the outbreak extinction probability
and reduce more infections. In contrast, allocating vaccines to individuals with higher mortality
risk provides better results in reducing deaths. We also found that as the vaccine effectiveness
wane over time, a booster dose of vaccine could significantly enhance the extinction probability

and mitigate disease transmission.
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1. Introduction

Infectious diseases have continuously afflicted humankind throughout history [1-6].
Today, humanity faces the latest infectious disease since late 2019, the coronavirus disease 2019
(COVID-19) [1, 7]. After the World Health Organization (WHO) declared the novel infectious
disease had emerged and it trended to spread across expansive geographical areas, many non-
pharmaceutical interventions were implemented to prevent and control the spread of COVID-19
[8, 9]. Even though the non-pharmaceutical control measures could reduce the risk of infection
and transmission, massive vaccination always remains the foreseeable hope for returning to old
normal behavior and ending the COVID-19 pandemic. The ultimate goal of disease control is to
eradicate infections, and mass vaccination could, in principle, terminate the disease transmission

[10-13].

In early 2021, the COVID-19 vaccines were successfully developed and started to roll out
to populations worldwide [14]. Some governments faced, however, several hurdles in prioritizing
vaccine allocation at the first phase of vaccine dissemination. Some countries granted the frontline
healthcare workers assessing vaccines as the first tier because they could protect the high-risk
population. Some nations decided to disseminate the vaccine to those at the highest risk of dying.
The vaccination plans are, therefore, developed to encounter the challenge of distributing several

million vaccine doses.

To assess the optimal vaccination plan, mathematical models are an effective tool for
predicting the suitable approach for several goals, such as maximizing the reduction in mortality,
infection, or hospitalization and achieving herd immunity [15-18]. Bubar K. M. ef al. recently
proposed a strategy to vaccinate prioritized by age-stratification [15]. Their results indicated that
the vaccines prioritized for 20-49 years old could effectively minimize the incident cases, and the
number of deaths decreases if the vaccines are prioritized for elderlies of age more than 60-year-
old [15]. Markovi€ R. et al. found that prioritizing vaccines for seniors and other high-risk groups
is beneficial only if there is no vaccine limitation. However, it would be better if healthy
individuals were the first tier for getting vaccinated under the limited vaccine accessibility scenario

[18].

After massive vaccination was, however, implemented to control the COVID-19

transmission, several studies revealed that vaccine effectiveness wanes over time [19-22].
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Moreover, new SARS-CoV-2 variants could escape the immune and surge infections. It has been
shown that the virus could mutate and elude vaccine-induced or natural immunity. Consequently,
it might affect disease transmission, the number of deaths, as well as the chance of outbreak going

extinct and, therefore, could drive the COVID-19 to re-emerge in the future.

In this study, we aimed to investigate the impact of various vaccination strategies on the
probability of outbreak extinction by employing the COVID-19 transmission as a case study.
Besides, we examined the impact of vaccination strategies on infections and deaths. We also
examined the robustness of the vaccination plans by varying the contact matrices and the
population structures. Furthermore, we studied the effect of the waning vaccine effectiveness on

change in the probability of disease extinction and disease transmission dynamics.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1 Model Structure

We applied the extended SEIR model to illustrate the COVID-19 transmission. From the
characteristic of COVID-19, the individuals in the system are classified into thirteen compartments
depending on their health status (Figure 1(A)). The compartments S, L, I, A, R, and D are for
unvaccinated populations in the susceptible, latent, symptomatic infectious, asymptomatic
infectious, recovered, and dead populations, respectively. The remaining compartments contain
fully vaccinated populations. Sp, Lp, Ip, Ap, Rp, and Dp represent the imperfectly immunized
symptomatic infectious, asymptomatic infectious, recovered, and dead individuals, respectively.
The individuals in these compartments could be infected by others or transmit the disease to others.
Sv refers to the vaccinated people who get perfect immunity against infection; therefore, they are

not infected by other infectious individuals.
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Figure 1: (A) The disease transmission with vaccination constraint model. The solid lines show
the transition between two compartments. (B) and (C) The infection risk and the mortality risk at
a different value of R. (D) The frequency of extinction obtained from 2,000 model realizations,

under the conditions of R = 2.5 and 10% of vaccine coverage.

The age structure is incorporated into the model by dividing the population in each
epidemiological compartment into 16 age groups: 0-4, 5-9, 10-14, 15-19, 20-24, 25-29, 30-34, 35-
39, 40-44, 45-49, 50-54, 55-59, 60-64, 65-69, 70-74 and above 74 years old. People in each age
group contact people in other groups by the different contact rates, leading to the heterogeneity in
the system. In this study, the data on the age structure of populations and the contact matrices are
obtained from [23, 24]. A who acquires infection from whom (WAIFM) matrix, M = [M;], is
employed to describe the number of contacts of the populations from the ith age group to the

individuals in the jth age group. The transmission matrix, f§ = [ﬁi j], is the product of the contact

matrix M and a scaling factor k,
B = kM (1)

The next-generation matrix, NV, is given by
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B KM
N = ?(1_fA+ qafa) = 7(1_fA+ qafa) » )
Where ga is a parameter representing the relative infectiousness of asymptomatic infectious

individuals. fa is the fraction that unvaccinated latently infected population becomes

asymptomatic. y is the recovery rate.

The basic reproductive number is defined as the maximum eigenvalue of the next

generation matrix [25].
K
Ro = max(Eigenvalue((M)) X ;(1 — fat qafa) (3)

Consequently, and the transmission matrix is calculated from

Roy
= M.
B 1-(fa—qafa) @

The population in S and Sp compartments can get infected from the populations in /p, Ap,
1, and 4 compartments. After getting infections, the individuals in S and Sp compartments become
the population in L and Lp compartments, respectively, with a transition rate known as the force of

infection (4). The force of infection of individuals in age group i is given by

Bij
A= Y0 4 quai+ (L= e) (I, + qadp; ). )

where N is the total population, ga is a parameter representing the relative infectiousness of
asymptomatic infectious individuals, er is the vaccine effectiveness against transmission. The
individuals in L and Lp compartments become the asymptomatic infectious populations in 4 and
Ap compartments with the transition rate ¢ which equals the reciprocal of the latent period. fap is

the proportion that the population in the Lp compartment becomes asymptomatic and is calculated

from (see Supplementary Information for more details)

(1— fa)(A— ep) (6)
(11— es)

ep and es are the vaccine effectiveness against symptomatic disease and infection, respectively

fap =1—

[26-29]. All asymptomatic infectious individuals become recovered with the recovery rate, y.
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The population in L and Lp compartments becomes the symptomatic infectious populations
in / and /p compartments. The symptomatic populations die with transition rate y. fp ; and fpp ;
are the proportions which unvaccinated and the vaccinated infected populations in age group i die
due to the infection, respectively, and was estimated from (see Supplementary Information for

more details)

o _IFR; (7)
foi = (1-fa)
(1-epg)
fDP,i = —(1_ :5) fD,ia (8)

where IFR; is the infection fatality ratio of infected individuals in age group 7 obtained from [15,

30]. epg 1s the vaccine effectiveness against death.

The values of parameters used in the model are summarized in Table 1.
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Table 1: The parameters and their default values used in the model.

Parameters Definition Value References
B Transmission matrix Eq. (4) -
Transition rate of individuals in the latent
o ‘ . 1/3 day! [31]
compartment to the infectious compartment
y Recovery rate 1/2.5 day! [31]
Relative infectiousness of asymptomatic
da e 0.58 [32-34]
infectious individuals
Proportion of asymptomatic infections for
fap : o Eq. 3) -
vaccinated individuals
Proportion of asymptomatic infections for
fa o 0.40 [32-35]
unvaccinated individuals
Proportion of symptomatic breakthrough-
o P, infected individuals in age group i who Eq. (4) -
eventually die
Proportion of symptomatic infected
f D,i individuals in age group i who eventually Eq. (5) -
die
e; Vaccine effectiveness against transmission 0.032 [36]
es Vaccine effectiveness against infection 0.55 [37]
ep Vaccine effectiveness against disease 0.49 [38]
epE Vaccine effectiveness against death 0.95 [39]
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2.2 Vaccination Strategies

In this study, five vaccination strategies: i.e., 1) uniform, 2) infection-risk priority, 3)
infection-risk weighted, 4) mortality-risk priority, and 5) mortality-risk weighted, are proposed
and examined their effect on the outbreak extinction probability, the number of cases, and the

number of deaths. The details of these vaccination strategies are as follows:

e The uniform vaccination strategy: individuals in all age groups have an equal chance to
get vaccinated.

e The infection-risk priority strategy: vaccines are prioritized for all individuals in the
group with a higher risk of infection, while people in other groups with a lower infection
risk get vaccinated later until all allocated vaccines are used up.

e The infection-risk weighted vaccine allocation: vaccines are shared with every age
group with different portions, weighted by the risk of infection. In this sense, the group
with higher risk will get more vaccine doses than those at lower risk.

e The mortality-risk priority and mortality-risk weighted vaccination strategies: the
vaccine is rolled out similar to the infection-risk priority and infection-risk weighted
vaccination strategies, respectively, but the vaccine is prioritized and weighted by the

mortality risk.

To identify the infection risk and the mortality risk of individuals in each age group, we
estimated the risk of infection and mortality as the number of infected individuals and the number
of deaths in the age group divided by the population of that age group, respectively. The number
of cumulative infected individuals and the number of cumulative deaths are estimated from the
disease transmission model under 0% vaccine coverage condition. The infectious disease spread
continuously until the cumulative cases reached equilibrium. Then, we get the number of infected
individuals and the number of deaths in each age group to estimate the infection risk and the

mortality risk, as shown in Figures 1(B) - 1(C).
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2.3 Simulation Details

Here, the effectiveness of vaccination strategies is assessed using the probability of
outbreak extinction, the cumulative cases, and the cumulative deaths. To measure the extinction
probability, the population is initially set in S, Sp, and Sv compartments. The unvaccinated
population is in the S compartment. Some vaccinated individuals are in the Sv and Sp
compartments with the proportion of es and 1- es of the total vaccinated population, respectively.
At the initial time, there is only one symptomatic or asymptomatic infectious individual in the
system. In this study, we employ the tau-leaping method to simulate disease transmission. When
there are no infectious individuals in the system, the simulation stops, and the extinction time is

recorded. The simulation algorithm is summarized in Figure S1.

After the extinction time of each model realization is recorded, we plot the frequency of
the extinction time, as shown in Figure 1(D). As can be seen, the extinction times can be separated
into two groups. The left group is for the simulations in which the disease transmission becomes
extinct. On the other hand, the right group is for the simulations in which the disease could spread
continuously and infect a substantial number of individuals. The probability of extinction is
computed from the number of simulations on the left group divided by the total number of
simulations. All figures and calculations are generated by using MATLAB software (version

R2020b; The MathWorks, Inc).

2.4 Waning Vaccine Effectiveness

To examine the impact of waning vaccine effectiveness on the extinction probability,
relative case, and relative death, we employ the method for investigating the extinction probability
as abovementioned. The vaccine effectiveness against the Omicron variant waned each month after

getting the full protection of the vaccine regimen was set as the initial condition, see Table S2.
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3. Results

3.1 Effect of population heterogeneity

We first validated the method for investigating the extinction probability by comparing the
simulation results of the extinction probability in a homogeneous system in which the contact
patterns between age groups are uniform to those obtained from the existing theory where the
extinction probability (Pey) is given by [40]

1

R ©)

Poyr =

where R is the effective reproductive number and # is the initial number of infectious individuals.

As shown in Figure 2(A), the extinction probabilities at different values of reproductive
number, R, are plotted against vaccine coverage. The marked lines represent the computational
results, and the dashed lines depict the theoretical results. The two corresponding lines are well-
traced regarding different values of R and all percentages of the vaccinated population, showing
the rigorous agreements between the two approaches. These comparable results validate the

methods and the criteria for numerically estimating the probability of outbreak extinction.

We then examined the impact of the population heterogeneity on the extinction probability
under imperfect vaccine scenarios. The extinction probability in the heterogeneous system
compared with those in the homogeneous system is presented in Figures 2(B) - 2(C). All marks
represent the probabilities in the heterogeneous system, and the lines illustrate such probabilities
in the homogeneous system. Figures 2(B) - 2(C) display the extinction probabilities under the
high vaccine effectiveness (against the Alpha variant (B.1.1.7), see Table S1) and the low vaccine
effectiveness (against the Omicron variant (B.1.1.529), see Table 1), respectively. We found that
the extinction probabilities at all vaccine coverages in the heterogeneous system are consistently

higher than those in the homogeneous system.
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Figure 2: The comparison of the probability of extinction in the heterogeneous and homogeneous
systems. The orange-circle, blue-square, and green-triangle marks represent the extinction
probabilities of the heterogeneous system at R = 1.2, 2.5, and 5.0, respectively. The orange-solid,
blue-dashed, and green-dash-dotted lines show the probability of extinction of the homogeneous
system at R= 1.2, 2.5, and 5.0, respectively. Error bars indicate the standard error of the
mean. (A) displays the comparison of the probability of extinction between the simulation results
and the theoretical results under the perfect vaccine and homogeneous population
conditions. (B) illustrates the extinction probabilities of the high wvaccine -effectiveness

scenarios. (C) presents the extinction probabilities of the low vaccine effectiveness scenarios.
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3.2 Impact of vaccination strategies

We investigated the effect of different vaccination strategies on the probability of outbreak
extinction, the number of cases, and the number of deaths. Five vaccination strategies were
investigated in this study: i.e., uniform, infection-risk priority, infection-risked weighted,
mortality-risked priority, and mortality-risked weighted vaccination strategies. Figure
3(A) illustrates the probability of outbreak extinction, the number of cases per 100,000 population,
and the number of deaths per 100,000 population of each vaccination strategy under a low vaccine
effectiveness scenario, respectively. We found that various vaccine distribution strategies impact
the probability of extinction significantly. As shown in Figures 3(A1) — 3(A2), the infection-risked
priority strategy could maximize the extinction probability compared to other vaccination plans
with the same vaccine coverage. Correspondingly, this strategy could remarkably reduce the
cumulative cases. For curbing the number of deaths, both mortality-risk priority and mortality-risk
weighted vaccine allocation strategies show good results because individuals in the high mortality
risk group are the first tier for getting the vaccine (Figure 3(A3)). It, therefore, influences the
reduction in deaths efficiently. However, the results depict the vaccine coverage threshold for
reducing the number of deaths. It indicates that the number of deaths becomes minimum even if
the vaccine coverage is higher than the threshold. It is due to all high mortality-risk populations

getting vaccinated.

For the high vaccine effectiveness scenario, the infection-risk priority vaccination plan still
shows outstanding performance to maximize the extinction probability with the minimum vaccine
doses and curb the cumulative cases, see Figures 3(B1) — 3(B2). Moreover, the infection-risk
priority vaccination strategy could relieve the number of deaths when the vaccine coverage is high
enough. For low vaccine coverage, either mortality-risk priority or mortality-risk weighted

strategies are the appropriate solutions to mitigate the mortality rate, as indicated in Figure 3(B3).
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Figure 3: The impact of various vaccination strategies on the probability of extinction, the number

of cases per 100,000 population, and the number of deaths per 100,000 population. The dashed
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lines with the downward-pointing triangle, the circle, the square, and the upward-pointing triangle,
and the diamond marks represent the probability of extinction under the uniform, infection-risk
priority, infection-risk weighted, mortality-risk priority, and mortality-risk weighted vaccination
strategies, respectively. Error bars represent the standard error. (A) shows the results under the low
vaccine effectiveness scenario. (B) display the results under the high vaccine effectiveness

condition.

When disease transmission is high, the vaccination plan might not affect the extinction
probability and the infection rate because the disease could be transmitted fast. Population in each
age band could get infections with a high chance as same as others (Figures S2(A) — S2(B)).
Although various vaccine allocation strategies do not impact the extinction probability and the
cumulative cases much, the vaccination strategies still influence the reduction in the number of
deaths. We disclosed that both mortality-risk priority and mortality-risk weighted vaccination
strategies could mitigate the rate of dying even if the disease spreads fast, Figure S2(C).

3.3 Effect of population structure and contact pattern

From the previous section, the results reveal that the infection-risk priority vaccination strategy
might be a suitable strategy leading the outbreak to go extinct with the minimum vaccine coverage
compared to other vaccination strategies. This strategy is also the optimal option for minimizing
the number of cumulative cases. However, the infection-risk priority vaccination strategy might
not be a suitable alternative for mitigating the mortality rate. The results indicate that the mortality-
risk priority and the mortality-risk weighted vaccination strategies are more appropriate for

reducing the rate of dying.

Mass vaccination is one of the effective ways to constrain infectious disease transmission.
Various vaccination plans were proposed to allocate the vaccine in multiple nations. Here, we
examined whether the infection-risk priority vaccination strategy is a suitable plan to alleviate the
number of cases and whether both mortality-risk priority and mortality-risk weighted vaccination

strategies are the proper ones to mitigate the deaths in various territories. Four countries with


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952; this version posted July 24, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

different population structures and contact patterns, namely, Ethiopia, India, Thailand, and the

United Kingdom, were employed as examples of this study.

The results uncover that the infection-risk priority vaccination strategy is still the effective
vaccination plan for maximizing the extinction probabilities for several contact patterns (Figure
4. Moreover, the infection-risk priority vaccination strategy could relieve the infection rate (Figure
S3). To reduce the mortality rate, the mortality-risk priority and the mortality-risk weighted
vaccination strategies still achieve better performance than other vaccination strategies (Figure 5).
However, there is a threshold for vaccine coverage in which the number of deaths per 100,000
population becomes minimum even if the vaccine coverage is higher. These results are consistent
for all contact patterns and population structures, but the consequence of the uniform and the

infection-risk weighted vaccine allocation plans are dissimilar.
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Figure 4: The probability of extinction in different countries; (A) Ethiopia, (B) India, (C)
Thailand, and (D) the United Kingdom. The dashed lines with the downward-pointing triangle, the
circle, the square, and the upward-pointing triangle, and the diamond marks represent the
probability of extinction under the uniform, infection-risk priority, infection-risk weighted,
mortality-risk priority, and mortality-risk weighted vaccination strategies, respectively. Error bars

show the standard error.
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Figure 5: The number of deaths per 100,000 population in various countries; (A) Ethiopia, (B)
India, (C) Thailand, and (D) the United Kingdom. The dashed lines with the downward-pointing
triangle, the circle, the square, and the upward-pointing triangle, and the diamond marks represent
the number of deaths per 100,000 population of the uniform, infection-risk priority, infection-risk
weighted, mortality-risk priority, and mortality-risk weighted vaccination strategies, respectively.

Error bars show the standard error.
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3.4 Effect of waning vaccine effectiveness

Several studies revealed that the COVID-19 immunity induced by the vaccine is wanned
over time. Here, we studied the impact of waning vaccine effectiveness on the probability of
outbreak extinction, the relative case, and the relative death. Figures 5 — 7 represent the effect of
waning vaccine effectiveness against the omicron variant on the probability of outbreak extinction,
the relative case, and the relative death at various times since getting full protection from the full
doses of the COVID-19 vaccine, respectively. Figures 5(A) — 5(D) illustrate the extinction
probabilities under the varied vaccine coverage: 25%, 50%, 75%, and 90%, respectively. As
expected, the waning vaccine effectiveness influences the probability of extinction. The results
reveal that the probability of extinction is the greatest in the first month after getting full protection
from the complete regimen and after the booster dose. At 2 and 3 months, the probability of
extinction almost equals the extinction probability of 0% vaccine coverage condition, even though
the vaccine coverage is high. Moreover, the results demonstrate that the different vaccination
strategies do not affect the extinction probability when the vaccine effectiveness extremely

wanes.

Figures 6(A) — 6(D) display the relative case at varied vaccine coverage: 25%, 50%, 75%,
and 90%, respectively. We defined the relative cases as the cumulative cases at the extinction time
compared to the cumulative cases at 0% vaccine coverage. The results display that the infection-
risk priority vaccination strategies play a vital role in mitigating the cumulative cases in the first
month after getting the full vaccine doses and after getting the booster shot. When the vaccine-
induced immunity gets waned about 2-3 months after getting the full protection, the different
vaccine allocation plans do not influence the relative cases, even if the vaccine coverage becomes

greater.

Figures 7(A) — 7(D) illustrate the relative death at 25%, 50%, 75%, and 90% vaccine
coverage, respectively. We found that the waning vaccine effectiveness impacts relative death.
Furthermore, vaccine allocation plans significantly affect the number of deaths, even though the
vaccine effectiveness against the Omicron variant wanes. From Figure 7, the mortality-risk
priority and the mortality-risk weighted vaccination strategies show great performance in reducing
the number of deaths. The results also show that the higher vaccine coverage could mitigate the

number of deaths, though the vaccine effectiveness gets waned.
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Figure 6: The effect of waning vaccine effectiveness against the Omicron variant (B.1.1.529) on
the probability of outbreak extinction. (A) — (D) display the extinction probabilities under the
different vaccine coverages; 25%, 50%, 75%, and 90% of the total population, respectively. Each
line represents the extinction probability of different vaccination strategies. The horizontal dash
line with the downward-pointing triangle marks displays the probability of extinction under 0%

vaccine coverage.
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Figure 7: The effect of waning vaccine effectiveness against the Omicron variant (B.1.1.529) on
the relative case. (A) — (D) display the extinction probabilities under the different vaccine
coverages; 25%, 50%, 75%, and 90% of the total population, respectively. Each line represents the

extinction probability of different vaccination strategies.
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Figure 8: The effect of waning vaccine effectiveness against the Omicron variant (B.1.1.529) on

the relative death. (A) — (D) display the extinction probabilities under the different vaccine

coverages; 25%, 50%, 75%, and 90% of the total population, respectively. Each line represents the

extinction probability of different vaccination strategies.
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4. Discussion

In this study, we investigated the impact of various vaccination strategies on the probability
of extinction, cumulative cases, and deaths. We examined the robustness of the vaccination plan
by varying the contact matrices and the population structures. We, besides, studied the effect of

the waning vaccine effectiveness on the extinction probability, the cases, and the deaths.

We validated the method for investigating the extinction probability by comparing the
results from the simulations to the one calculated from the theory under the condition that the
vaccine effectiveness is perfect and the contact patterns in a population are random and uniform.
The results confirm that the simulated results agree well with the theoretical ones. Then, we
employed this method to examine the extinction probability in the heterogeneous system because
the contact patterns are heterogeneous in the real world. The results indicate that heterogeneity
plays a crucial role in driving the outbreak to go extinct with a higher chance. The heterogeneity
indeed enhances the probability of outbreak extinction. It is consistent with the finding by
Hagenaars T.J. et al. (2004) that increasing the level of heterogeneity results in decreasing in
disease persistence [41]. This could be resulted from the difference between the contact rates
among age groups. A lack of consistency causes the various transmission rates between multiple
age groups. If an index case is in an elderly group, the chance of outbreak emergence is low, as
the population in these groups has less social contact than those in working-age groups. On the
other hand, the probability of outbreak emergence is high if an index case is in a working-age
group because of more social contacts, not only in their age group but also through other age

groups; hence, escalating the transmission rates.

To examine the consequence of various vaccination strategies on the extinction probability,
the number of cases, and the number of deaths, we proposed five vaccination strategies; the
infection-risk priority, the infection-risk weighted, the mortality-risk priority, and the mortality-
risk weighted, and the uniform vaccination plans. The results reveal that the infection-risk priority
vaccination strategy could maximize the extinction probability with the minimum vaccine doses
required to prevent the emergence of disease outbreaks. Correspondingly, this strategy could
remarkably reduce the cumulative cases. It can be visualized and explained by the concept of a
contact matrix. When the population in the high infection risk age groups are immunized, the seed

of the infectious disease appearing in other age groups has less ability to spread the disease. It
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reduces the transmission rate; consequently, it raises the chance of an outbreak going extinct. To
relieve the rate of dying, both mortality-risk priority and mortality-risk weighted vaccine allocation
strategies might be the optimal option. When the outbreak transmits rapidly, the vaccination
strategies do not influence the extinction probability and the infection rate. However, the vaccine
allocation strategies impact the reduction in deaths. Under the high vaccine effectiveness
condition, the infection-risk priority vaccination plan still shows outstanding performance to
maximize the extinction probability with the minimum vaccine doses and curb the cumulative
cases. In addition, the infection-risk priority vaccination strategy could mitigate the deaths when
the vaccine coverage is high. For low vaccine coverage, the mortality-risk priority and mortality-

risk weighted strategies are effective vaccination plans to reduce the death rate.

To observe that our findings could be applied to multiple population structures and contact
patterns, we deployed the population structures and contact matrices of low-, low-middle-, upper-
middle-, and high-income countries in the determination. We examined whether the various
vaccination strategy earns the same results under the different age-structured populations and
contact patterns in the population. The results demonstrate that the infection-risk priority strategy
is still a pleasurable vaccination plan to drive the outbreak to go extinct with the minimum number
of vaccine doses and relieve the cumulative cases. In addition, the mortality-risk priority and the
mortality-risk weighted strategies show good performance for alleviating the deaths. It indicates
that the proposed vaccination strategies could be applied to distributing the vaccine in many
nations. However, the results of uniform and infection-risk weighted vaccine allocation are not
consistent for all population structures. It is due to the population structure. The infection-risk
weighted vaccination strategy shows a better performance for reducing the number of deaths than
the uniform vaccination strategy under the expansive population structure scenario, as the elders
of the expansive population structure are less than other age bands. All seniors could get vaccinated
when the vaccine is weighted by the infection risk. Additionally, the elders take a high risk of
dying from this disease. It is reasonable that the infection-risk weighted vaccination strategy shows
a better performance in reducing the number of deaths. For the constructive and stationary
population pyramids, the uniform vaccination strategy shows better results for relieving the
number of deaths. For these types of population structures, the number of populations is few

differences between each age group. Distributing vaccines weighted by the infection risk could


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952; this version posted July 24, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

earn the benefit of mitigating the number of cumulative cases, but the uniform vaccine distribution

plan might show the advantages of reduction in the mortality rate.

After massive vaccination was implemented to control COVID-19 transmission, multiple
studies indicated that there is a drop in vaccine effectiveness over time [19-22]. Furthermore, the
new SARS-CoV-2 variants could gain the immune escape potential and evoke a new wave of
infections globally. We, hence, investigated the effect of waning vaccine effectiveness on the
extinction probability, the cases, and the deaths. The results represent that various vaccination
strategies do not help drive the outbreak to go extinct and mitigate the infection rate when the
vaccine effectiveness drops. However, vaccination strategies still influence the rate of dying
significantly. We, additionally, found that the mortality-risk priority and the mortality-risk
weighted vaccination strategies show good performance in reducing the number of deaths. The
results also reveal that the higher vaccine coverage could remarkably relieve the risk of dying and
the risk of infection and enhance the probability of extinction under the waned vaccine

effectiveness scenario.

Some limitations might exist in this study. For the infection-risk priority and mortality-risk
priority vaccination strategies, the vaccines are prioritized for all populations in the age group with
high infection and mortality risk, respectively. In the real world, distributing vaccines to every
individual in a specific group while the people in other groups get vaccinated later might be
impossible. Our model also included the age-specific contact patterns, but we did not consider
human mobility or migration affecting the disease transmission [42-44]. In addition, we did not

incorporate other control measures which might affect the infections [45-47].

5. Conclusions

In summary, our modeling results indicated that vaccination strategies affect the
probability of outbreak extinction and the reduction in the number of cases and deaths. We found
that the infection-risk priority vaccination strategy could enhance the extinction probability and
mitigate the cumulative cases. To reduce the number of deaths, both mortality-risk priority and

mortality-risk weighted vaccination strategies provide better results. However, the infection-risk
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priority might be a suitable strategy for constraining disease transmission and alleviating both

cases and deaths under the high vaccine effectiveness scenario.

Author contributions: CM and NCJ designed the research and drafted the manuscript. CM, SC,

and NCJ analysed the results and edited the manuscript. NCJ performed the simulations.

Acknowledgments: We would like to gratefully acknowledge the valuable discussions with our
colleagues and the members of the Biophysics Group, Department of Physics, Faculty of Science,
Mabhidol University. NCJ acknowledges the Development and Promotion of Science and

Technology Talents Project for the scholarship support.

Funding: Charin Modchang was supported by the Centre of Excellence in Mathematics, Ministry
of Higher Education, Science, Research and Innovation, Thailand, Center of Excellence on

Medical Biotechnology (CEMB), and Thailand Center of Excellence in Physics (ThEP).

Data Availability Statement: The data supporting the findings can be found in the main paper.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare that they have no competing interests.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952; this version posted July 24, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

References

10.

11.

Piret, J. and G. Boivin, Pandemics Throughout History. Front Microbiol, 2020. 11: p.
631736.

Ampel, N.M., Plagues—What's Past Is Present: Thoughts on the Origin and History of
New Infectious Diseases. Reviews of Infectious Diseases, 1991. 13(4): p. 658-665.

Littman, R.J., The plague of Athens. epidemiology and paleopathology. Mount Sinai
Journal of Medicine: A Journal of Translational and Personalized Medicine: A Journal of

Translational and Personalized Medicine, 2009. 76(5): p. 456-467.

Peiris, J.S., Y. Guan, and K.Y. Yuen, Severe acute respiratory syndrome. Nature

medicine, 2004. 10(12): p. S88-S97.

De Wit, E., et al., SARS and MERS: recent insights into emerging coronaviruses. Nature
Reviews Microbiology, 2016. 14(8): p. 523-534.

Zaki, A.M., et al., Isolation of a novel coronavirus from a man with pneumonia in Saudi

Arabia. New England Journal of Medicine, 2012. 367(19): p. 1814-1820.

Buckee, C., A. Noor, and L. Sattenspiel, Thinking clearly about social aspects of
infectious disease transmission. Nature, 2021. 595(7866): p. 205-213.

Rowan, N.J. and R.A. Moral, Disposable face masks and reusable face coverings as non-
pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs) to prevent transmission of SARS-CoV-2 variants
that cause coronavirus disease (COVID-19): Role of new sustainable NPI design
innovations and predictive mathematical modelling. Science of the Total Environment,

2021. 772: p. 145530.

Acter, T., et al., Evolution of severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-
CoV-2) as coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic: A global health emergency.
Science of the Total Environment, 2020. 730: p. 138996.

Excler, J.L., et al., Vaccine development for emerging infectious diseases. Nat Med,

2021. 27(4): p. 591-600.

Cohen, M.L., Changing patterns of infectious disease. Nature, 2000. 406(6797): p. 762-
767.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952; this version posted July 24, 2022. 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.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Piot, P., et al., Immunization: vital progress, unfinished agenda. Nature, 2019. 575(7781):
p. 119-129.

Anderson, R.M. and R.M. May, Vaccination and herd immunity to infectious diseases.

Nature, 1985. 318(6044): p. 323-329.

Gasmi, A., et al., 4 global survey in the developmental landscape of possible vaccination

strategies for COVID-19. Clinical Immunology, 2022: p. 108958.

Bubar, K.M., et al., Model-informed COVID-19 vaccine prioritization strategies by age
and serostatus. Science, 2021. 371(6532): p. 916-921.

Maclntyre, C.R., V. Costantino, and M. Trent, Modelling of COVID-19 vaccination
strategies and herd immunity, in scenarios of limited and full vaccine supply in NSW,

Australia. Vaccine, 2022. 40(17): p. 2506-2513.

Prieto Curiel, R. and H. Gonzalez Ramirez, Vaccination strategies against COVID-19

and the diffusion of anti-vaccination views. Scientific Reports, 2021. 11(1): p. 1-13.

Markovi¢, R., et al., Socio-demographic and health factors drive the epidemic
progression and should guide vaccination strategies for best COVID-19 containment.

Results in Physics, 2021. 26: p. 104433.

Goldberg, Y., et al., Waning immunity after the BNT162b2 vaccine in Israel. New
England Journal of Medicine, 2021. 385(24): p. e85.

Levin, E.G., et al., Waning immune humoral response to BNT162b2 Covid-19 vaccine
over 6 months. New England Journal of Medicine, 2021. 385(24): p. e84.

Lin, D.-Y., et al., Effectiveness of Covid-19 Vaccines over a 9-Month Period in North
Carolina. New England Journal of Medicine, 2022.

Tartof, S.Y., et al., Effectiveness of mRNA BNT162b2 COVID-19 vaccine up to 6 months
in a large integrated health system in the USA: a retrospective cohort study. The Lancet,
2021. 398(10309): p. 1407-1416.

Prem, K., A.R. Cook, and M. Jit, Projecting social contact matrices in 152 countries
using contact surveys and demographic data. PLoS computational biology, 2017. 13(9):
p. €1005697.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952; this version posted July 24, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

24.  Population Pyramids of the World from 1950 to 2100. Available from:

https://www.populationpyramid.net/world/2020/.

25.  Diekmann, O., J. Heesterbeek, and M.G. Roberts, The construction of next-generation

matrices for compartmental epidemic models. Journal of the royal society interface, 2010.

7(47): p. 873-885.

26.  Abu-Raddad, L.J., H. Chemaitelly, and A.A. Butt, Effectiveness of the BNT162b2 Covid-
19 Vaccine against the B. 1.1. 7 and B. 1.351 Variants. New England Journal of
Medicine, 2021.

27.  Haas, E.J., et al., Impact and effectiveness of mRNA BNT162b2 vaccine against SARS-
CoV-2 infections and COVID-19 cases, hospitalisations, and deaths following a

nationwide vaccination campaign in Israel: an observational study using national

surveillance data. The Lancet, 2021. 397(10287): p. 1819-1829.

28.  Moghadas, S.M., et al., Evaluation of COVID-19 vaccination strategies with a delayed
second dose. PLoS biology, 2021. 19(4): p. €3001211.

29.  Polack, F.P., et al., Safety and efficacy of the BNT162b2 mRNA Covid-19 vaccine. New
England Journal of Medicine, 2020.

30.  Levin, A.T,, et al., Assessing the age specificity of infection fatality rates for COVID-19:
systematic review, meta-analysis, and public policy implications. European journal of

epidemiology, 2020: p. 1-16.

31. Gozzi, N., et al., Preliminary modeling estimates of the relative transmissibility and
immune escape of the Omicron SARS-CoV-2 variant of concern in South Africa.

medRxiv, 2022.

32.  Bi, Q. etal., Household transmission of SARS-CoV-2: Insights from a population-based
serological survey. medRxiv, 2020.

33.  Byambasuren, O., et al., Estimating the extent of true asymptomatic COVID-19 and its
potential for community transmission. systematic review and meta-analysis. MedRxiv.
2020 Jun 4,[Epub]. Byambasuren O, Cardona M, Bell K, Clark J, McLaws ML, Glasziou

P. Estimating the extent of true asymptomatic COVID-19 and its potential for community


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952; this version posted July 24, 2022. 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.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

transmission: systematic review and meta-analysis. medRxiv, 2020. 10(2020.05): p.

10.20097543.

Cevik, M., et al., SARS-CoV-2, SARS-CoV, and MERS-CoV viral load dynamics,
duration of viral shedding, and infectiousness. a systematic review and meta-analysis.

The lancet microbe, 2020.

Nikolai, L.A., et al., Asymptomatic SARS Coronavirus 2 infection. Invisible yet

invincible. International Journal of Infectious Diseases, 2020. 100: p. 112-116.

Gardner, B.J. and A.M. Kilpatrick, Estimates of reduced vaccine effectiveness against
hospitalization, infection, transmission and symptomatic disease of a new SARS-CoV-2

variant, Omicron (B. 1.1. 529), using neutralizing antibody titers. MedRxiv, 2021.

Hansen, C.H., et al., Vaccine effectiveness against SARS-CoV-2 infection with the
Omicron or Delta variants following a two-dose or booster BNT162b2 or mRNA-1273

vaccination series: A Danish cohort study. medRxiv, 2021.

Andrews, N., et al., Covid-19 vaccine effectiveness against the Omicron (B. 1.1. 529)
variant. New England Journal of Medicine, 2022. 386(16): p. 1532-1546.

Chemaitelly, H., et al., Duration of protection of BNT162b2 and mRNA-1273 COVID-19
vaccines against symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 Omicron infection in Qatar. medRxiv, 2022.

Rohani, M.J.K.a.P., Modeling Infectious Diseases in Humans and Animals. 2008:

Princeton University Press.

Hagenaars, T., C. Donnelly, and N. Ferguson, Spatial heterogeneity and the persistence

of infectious diseases. Journal of theoretical biology, 2004. 229(3): p. 349-359.

Changruenngam, S., D.J. Bicout, and C. Modchang, How the individual human mobility
spatio-temporally shapes the disease transmission dynamics. Scientific Reports, 2020.

10(1): p. 1-13.

Findlater, A. and L.I. Bogoch, Human mobility and the global spread of infectious
diseases: a focus on air travel. Trends in parasitology, 2018. 34(9): p. 772-783.

Marshall, J.M., et al., Mathematical models of human mobility of relevance to malaria

transmission in Africa. Scientific reports, 2018. 8(1): p. 1-12.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952; this version posted July 24, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

45.  Flaxman, S., et al., Estimating the effects of non-pharmaceutical interventions on

COVID-19 in Europe. Nature, 2020. 584(7820): p. 257-261.

46.  Lai, S, et al., Effect of non-pharmaceutical interventions to contain COVID-19 in China.
nature, 2020. 585(7825): p. 410-413.

47.  Perra, N., Non-pharmaceutical interventions during the COVID-19 pandemic: A review.
Physics Reports, 2021. 913: p. 1-52.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952; this version posted July 24, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

Supplementary Information:

Vaccination strategies impact the probability of outbreak
extinction: a case study of COVID-19 transmission

Natcha C. Jitsuk'-2, Sudarat Chadsuthi®3, and Charin Modchang!->#>*

! Biophysics Group, Department of Physics, Faculty of Science, Mahidol University,
Bangkok 10400, Thailand

2 Center for Disease Modeling, Faculty of Science, Mahidol University, Bangkok, 10400,
Thailand

3 Department of Physics, Research Center for Academic Excellence in Applied Physics,
Faculty of Science, Naresuan University, Phitsanulok 65000, Thailand

4 Centre of Excellence in Mathematics, MHESI, Bangkok 10400, Thailand

> Thailand Center of Excellence in Physics, Ministry of Higher Education, Science, Research

and Innovation, 328 Si Ayutthaya Road, Bangkok 10400, Thailand

* Corresponding author: Charin Modchang

Biophysics Group, Department of Physics, Faculty of Science, Mahidol University, Bangkok
10400, Thailand

Email : charin.mod@mahidol.edu



https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.23.22277952; this version posted July 24, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

Disease transmission model

The rate of change of population in each compartment is governed by the following

ordinary differential equations:

2 L+ q,4)+ (1= e)(Ip; + q,44p))S:

Z L+ a4+ (1— e)(Ip;+ q,4p,))Si - oL,

dI,
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= )/fDIil

as
S 2 L(Ii+ q,4;+(1— e))(Ip; + 4,4p;))Spy
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Estimating the fraction of vaccinated asymptomatic infection

According to the definition of the vaccine efficacy against disease,

disease in unvaccinated group - disease in vaccinated group
e D —

)

disease in unvaccinated group

_ 0 - fa)— 01— e)(A— fap)

= a(1— fa) ’
o= 1— (1— es)(1— fap)
P a-ry

Therefore,

(1—- f)(@— ep)
(11— es) .

fAP: 1-

Estimating the fraction of unvaccinated deaths

The infection fatality ratio (IFR) represents the proportion of deaths among all infected

individuals, including all asymptomatic and undiagnosed infected individuals:

No. of deaths
IFR = ,

No. of infected individuals

N
IFR = -2,
Ny

where N; = (1 — fu)N; + faN; and Np = fp(1 — fa)N,
fa = Proportion of asymptomatic individuals

fp = Proportion of deaths

N; = Number of infected individuals

Np = Number of deaths

fo(A—fa)N;
(1—fA)N;+ faN/

IFR = fp (1 = f4),

IFR
1-fa

IFR =

ThU.S, fD =
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Estimating the fraction of vaccinated deaths

Vaccine effectiveness is measured by calculating the risk of disease among vaccinated
and unvaccinated persons and determining the percentage reduction in risk of disease among
vaccinated persons relative to unvaccinated persons. The vaccine effectiveness against death

is given by

epr = vaccine effectiveness against death

D = number of deaths in unvaccinated population

Dp = number of deaths in vaccination population

f1 = Proportion of asymptomatic individuals

fap = Proportion of asymptomatic vaccinated individuals
Jp = Proportion of deaths

e = Vaccine effectiveness against infection

¢; = Vaccine effectiveness against transmission

ep, = Vaccine effectiveness against symptomatic disease

q 4 = Asymptomatic Infectiousness

From the model,
S =1—a; ais the vaccine coverage (fraction of vaccinated population)

Sy = ega

Jor = Clp-

Then,

Dp=(1—-eg)aloc(1l — f4p)yfpC;
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Table S1: Parameters used for the high vaccine effectiveness scenario

Parameters Definition Value References
e Effectiveness against transmission 0.68 [1]
es Effectiveness against infection 0.95 [2]
ep Effectiveness against disease 0.97 [2-4]

epE Effectiveness against death 0.96 [2, 5]
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Figure S1: Model algorithm flowchart.
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Figure S2 The impact of various vaccination strategies on the extinction probability, the

infection rate, and the mortality rate under the high transmission rate, R = 5.0.
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Figure S3 The number of cases per 100,000 population of various countries; (A) Ethiopia, (B)
India, (C) Thailand, and (D) the United Kingdom. The dashed lines with the downward-

pointing triangle, the circle, the square, and the upward-pointing triangle, and the diamond

marks represent the number of cases per 100,000 population of the uniform, infection-risk

priority, infection-risk weighted, mortality-risk priority, and mortality-risk weighted

vaccination strategies, respectively. Error bars show the standard error.
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Table S2: Vaccine effectiveness against Omicron variants. Data were obtained from [1,6,7].

month es er €D €DE
1 0.55 0.032 0.49 0.95
2 0.16 0.032 0.30 0.93
3 0.098 0.032 0.15 0.83
booster
1 0.55 0.077 0.67 0.95
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