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S1. TIMESERIES OF CASE INCIDENCE AND DOWNLOAD RATES
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FIG. S1. Timeseries plots of average daytime internet use, COVID-19 case incidence, and
restriction policy implementation for (a) New South Wales and (b) Victoria. Daily average
download rates per household, per 30 min interval between 9am and 12pm are shown as blue
dots for weekdays (green dots, the green line is the 7-day average). Daily case incidence is
shown as black dots (the black line is the 7 day average), and dates on which restriction policies
were modified are shown as vertical dashed lines for increasing (red) and decreasing (green)
restriction levels. The grey bands indicate the dates over which nbnTM data was averaged for
our analysis of 1st- and 2nd-wave changes.
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S2. CORRELATIONS WITH OTHER DEMOGRAPHIC FACTORS

Tables S1 through S5 show the correlation (Pearson’s ρ, ±95% CI bounds) between various

measures of internet traffic and several alternate demographic factors that we considered in

our study in addition to income security.

These are:

• pW F H(MTWP ), the proportion of individuals from each region who reported working

from home in the 2016 Australian Census counts of Method of Travel to Work (MTWP).

We selected this measure because it serves as an alternate measurement of the tendency

to work from home under normal circumstances and could plausibly explain baseline

internet traffic.

• pinternet, the proportion of households with an internet connection, as counted by the

2016 Australian Census. We chose this measure because it provides an alternate indi-

cator of the importance of internet in normal activities.

• pchildren, the proportion of families with children, as determined by the 2016 Australian

Census. We chose this measure for two reasons. Firstly, because baseline internet traffic

could plausibly depend on the size of a family and the presence of children and secondly,

because it may help elucidate the effects of school closures on COVID-19 usage levels.

Tables S1 through S5 demonstrate the correlations of internet traffic measures with each

of these factors, as well as the correlations between the demographic factors. Table S1

shows correlations between factors and internet usage for SA2 regions in Greater Sydney and

Greater Melbourne during the first wave of COVID-19 restrictions. Notably, the pchildren factor

appears to explain the negative correlation between baseline downloads and income security.

Income security is negatively correlated with the proportion of families with children, while

baseline download traffic is positively correlated. This observation indicates that the presence

of children may increase internet use under normal circumstances.

The case is different for baseline upload traffic, where correlation is negligible with both

income security and pchildren. This distinction between upload and download traffic in the

baseline data suggests that typical internet activities undertaken by children do not involve

significant amounts of out-bound streaming, or two-way communication. Table S1 also shows

that while download traffic during the first wave of COVID-19 restrictions correlates with

the proportion of children, the change in download traffic relative to baseline is negatively
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correlated. On the other hand, changes in download traffic relative to baseline correlate

strongly with income security indicating that occupational factors associated with working

from home dominate over the contributions of children with respect to relative changes in

download activity due to COVID-19 lockdown measures. This contrast is even more apparent

when examining upload traffic, for which factors associated with working from home dominate

all measures of COVID-19 related changes in traffic.

Tables S2 and S3 show these correlations for Greater Sydney and Greater Melbourne,

respectively, and indicate that while the two regions have qualitatively similar correlations

between changes in upload volume and income security, Melbourne demonstrates a much

less pronounced correspondence. We speculate that this is due to the activities of school

children. During this period, students in Greater Sydney were not attending class due to

the mid-semester break, while in Melbourne school was in session but schools buildings were

closed and most classes were conducted remotely. The negative correlation between income

security and the proportion of families with children suggests that increases in home-learning

activity could disrupt occupation-related correlations between income security and increased

internet traffic.

Tables S4 and S5 show correlations between demographic factors and internet traffic in the

Greater Sydney and Greater Melbourne regions, respectively, during the 2nd wave of COVID-

19 restrictions. During this wave, Greater Sydney did not have large numbers of cases and did

not go through a second wave of mandated social distancing measures. Importantly, almost

all schools were open during this period, with a few exceptions where localised outbreaks were

detected in students. Comparison of correlations between internet use, income security, and

pchildren indicate that work activities were the primary driver of above-baseline internet traffic

during this period. The difference is particularly stark when examining upload behaviour,

which is strongly positively correlated to income security and weakly negatively correlated to

pchildren, which suggests that deviations from baseline uploads may be a strong indicator for

work-from-home behaviour, at least when schools are open.

On the other hand, Greater Melbourne shows unique correlations during the 2nd wave of

COVID-19 restrictions. In Melbourne, classes in primary and secondary education were held

remotely during the 1st and 2nd waves of COVID-19 restrictions, and positive correlation

between income security and increased upload rates is not observed. In this case, the activity

of children appears to dominate changes to internet traffic, nullifying the occupation-related

correlation between income security and changes to upload rates.
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Corrleation (Pearson’s ρ) of internet usage with demographic variables
(Greater Sydney and Greater Melbourne, COVID-19 1st wave)

income security pW F H(MTWP ) pinternet pchildren

dsbaseline -0.49 [-0.55, -0.43] -0.51 [-0.57, -0.45] 0.062 [-0.019, 0.14] 0.72 [0.68, 0.75]

dspeak1 0.031 [-0.05, 0.11] -0.088 [-0.17, -0.0079] 0.52 [0.46, 0.58] 0.69 [0.64, 0.73]

∆dspeak1 0.59 [0.53, 0.64] 0.45 [0.38, 0.51] 0.71 [0.66, 0.75] 0.2 [0.12, 0.27]

∆dspeak1/dsbaseline 0.77 [0.73, 0.8] 0.66 [0.62, 0.71] 0.49 [0.42, 0.55] -0.27 [-0.34, -0.19]

usbaseline 0.12 [0.042, 0.2] 0.082 [0.0011, 0.16] 0.19 [0.11, 0.26] 0.13 [0.048, 0.21]

uspeak1 0.58 [0.52, 0.63] 0.38 [0.31, 0.45] 0.49 [0.42, 0.55] -0.082 [-0.16, -0.0013]

∆uspeak1 0.54 [0.48, 0.59] 0.39 [0.32, 0.45] 0.44 [0.37, 0.5] -0.11 [-0.19, -0.035]

∆uspeak1/usbaseline 0.37 [0.3, 0.44] 0.26 [0.19, 0.34] 0.25 [0.17, 0.32] -0.17 [-0.25, -0.094]

income security 1 0.7 [0.65, 0.74] 0.5 [0.44, 0.56] -0.39 [-0.45, -0.32]

pW F H(MTWP ) 0.7 [0.65, 0.74] 1 0.43 [0.36, 0.49] -0.31 [-0.38, -0.23]

pinternet 0.5 [0.44, 0.56] 0.43 [0.36, 0.49] 1 0.33 [0.26, 0.4]

pChildren -0.39 [-0.45, -0.32] -0.31 [-0.38, -0.23] 0.33 [0.26, 0.4] 1

TABLE S1.

Corrleation (Pearson’s ρ) of internet usage with demographic variables
(Greater Sydney, COVID-19 1st wave)

income security pW F H(MTWP ) pinternet pchildren

dsbaseline -0.57 [-0.64, -0.49] -0.57 [-0.64, -0.49] -0.081 [-0.19, 0.033] 0.72 [0.66, 0.77]

dspeak1 0.027 [-0.088, 0.14] -0.12 [-0.24, -0.01] 0.42 [0.32, 0.51] 0.69 [0.62, 0.74]

∆dspeak1 0.63 [0.56, 0.7] 0.38 [0.28, 0.47] 0.72 [0.66, 0.77] 0.17 [0.059, 0.28]

∆dspeak1/dsbaseline 0.79 [0.74, 0.83] 0.61 [0.54, 0.68] 0.53 [0.44, 0.61] -0.23 [-0.33, -0.11]

usbaseline 0.18 [0.064, 0.29] 0.12 [0.0048, 0.23] 0.17 [0.057, 0.28] 0.012 [-0.1, 0.13]

uspeak1 0.81 [0.76, 0.84] 0.5 [0.41, 0.58] 0.55 [0.46, 0.62] -0.18 [-0.29, -0.066]

∆uspeak1 0.78 [0.73, 0.82] 0.47 [0.37, 0.55] 0.53 [0.44, 0.6] -0.16 [-0.27, -0.05]

∆uspeak1/usbaseline 0.64 [0.57, 0.7] 0.37 [0.27, 0.47] 0.39 [0.29, 0.48] -0.19 [-0.3, -0.074]

income security 1 0.65 [0.58, 0.72] 0.58 [0.5, 0.65] -0.36 [-0.45, -0.25]

pW F H(MTWP ) 0.65 [0.58, 0.72] 1 0.41 [0.31, 0.5] -0.31 [-0.41, -0.2]

pinternet 0.58 [0.5, 0.65] 0.41 [0.31, 0.5] 1 0.27 [0.16, 0.38]

pChildren -0.36 [-0.45, -0.25] -0.31 [-0.41, -0.2] 0.27 [0.16, 0.38] 1

TABLE S2.

S4



Corrleation (Pearson’s ρ) of internet usage with demographic variables
(Greater Melbourne, COVID-19 1st wave)

income security pW F H(MTWP ) pinternet pchildren

dsbaseline -0.46 [-0.55, -0.37] -0.47 [-0.55, -0.37] 0.19 [0.08, 0.3] 0.71 [0.65, 0.76]

dspeak1 0.015 [-0.098, 0.13] -0.071 [-0.18, 0.043] 0.61 [0.54, 0.68] 0.69 [0.62, 0.74]

∆dspeak1 0.55 [0.46, 0.62] 0.48 [0.39, 0.56] 0.7 [0.63, 0.75] 0.24 [0.13, 0.34]

∆dspeak1/dsbaseline 0.76 [0.71, 0.8] 0.72 [0.66, 0.77] 0.44 [0.34, 0.53] -0.3 [-0.4, -0.19]

usbaseline 0.04 [-0.074, 0.15] 0.062 [-0.052, 0.17] 0.21 [0.099, 0.32] 0.18 [0.068, 0.29]

uspeak1 0.42 [0.32, 0.51] 0.32 [0.21, 0.42] 0.44 [0.35, 0.53] 0.058 [-0.055, 0.17]

∆uspeak1 0.4 [0.31, 0.49] 0.31 [0.2, 0.41] 0.38 [0.28, 0.48] 0.0016 [-0.11, 0.11]

∆uspeak1/usbaseline 0.26 [0.15, 0.36] 0.17 [0.057, 0.28] 0.14 [0.029, 0.25] -0.1 [-0.21, 0.01]

income security 1 0.72 [0.66, 0.77] 0.42 [0.32, 0.51] -0.45 [-0.53, -0.35]

pW F H(MTWP ) 0.72 [0.66, 0.77] 1 [1, 1] 0.41 [0.31, 0.5] -0.34 [-0.44, -0.24]

pinternet 0.42 [0.32, 0.51] 0.41 [0.31, 0.5] 1 0.39 [0.29, 0.49]

pChildren -0.45 [-0.53, -0.35] -0.34 [-0.44, -0.24] 0.39 [0.29, 0.49] 1

TABLE S3.

Corrleation (Pearson’s ρ) of internet usage with demographic variables
(Greater Sydney, COVID-19 2nd wave)

income security pW F H(MTWP ) pinternet pchildren

dsbaseline -0.57 [-0.64, -0.49] -0.57 [-0.64, -0.49] -0.081 [-0.19, 0.033] 0.72 [0.66, 0.77]

dspeak2 -0.085 [-0.2, 0.03] -0.27 [-0.37, -0.16] 0.33 [0.23, 0.43] 0.71 [0.65, 0.76]

∆dspeak2 0.76 [0.71, 0.8] 0.42 [0.32, 0.51] 0.66 [0.59, 0.72] -0.044 [-0.16, 0.071]

∆dspeak2/dsbaseline 0.83 [0.79, 0.86] 0.55 [0.47, 0.63] 0.45 [0.36, 0.54] -0.32 [-0.42, -0.21]

usbaseline 0.18 [0.064, 0.29] 0.12 [0.0048, 0.23] 0.17 [0.057, 0.28] 0.012 [-0.1, 0.13]

uspeak2 0.85 [0.81, 0.88] 0.47 [0.37, 0.55] 0.52 [0.43, 0.6] -0.24 [-0.35, -0.13]

∆uspeak2 0.84 [0.8, 0.87] 0.44 [0.35, 0.53] 0.51 [0.42, 0.59] -0.23 [-0.34, -0.12]

∆uspeak2/usbaseline 0.74 [0.68, 0.79] 0.38 [0.28, 0.47] 0.42 [0.32, 0.51] -0.24 [-0.35, -0.13]

income security 1 0.65 [0.58, 0.72] 0.58 [0.5, 0.65] -0.36 [-0.45, -0.25]

pW F H(MTWP ) 0.65 [0.58, 0.72] 1 0.41 [0.31, 0.5] -0.31 [-0.41, -0.2]

pinternet 0.58 [0.5, 0.65] 0.41 [0.31, 0.5] 1 0.27 [0.16, 0.38]

pChildren -0.36 [-0.45, -0.25] -0.31 [-0.41, -0.2] 0.27 [0.16, 0.38] 1

TABLE S4.
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Correlation (Pearson’s ρ) of internet usage with demographic variables
(Greater Melbourne, COVID-19 2nd wave)

income security pW F H(MTWP ) pinternet pchildren

dsbaseline -0.46 [-0.55, -0.37] -0.47 [-0.55, -0.37] 0.19 [0.08, 0.3] 0.71 [0.65, 0.76]

dspeak2 0.0055 [-0.11, 0.12] -0.0058 [-0.12, 0.11] 0.65 [0.58, 0.71] 0.75 [0.69, 0.79]

∆dspeak2 0.35 [0.24, 0.44] 0.38 [0.27, 0.47] 0.74 [0.68, 0.79] 0.49 [0.4, 0.57]

∆dspeak2/dsbaseline 0.65 [0.58, 0.71] 0.7 [0.64, 0.75] 0.51 [0.42, 0.59] -0.091 [-0.2, 0.023]

usbaseline 0.04 [-0.074, 0.15] 0.062 [-0.052, 0.17] 0.21 [0.099, 0.32] 0.18 [0.068, 0.29]

uspeak2 -0.1 [-0.22, 0.0081] -0.11 [-0.22, -0.00082] 0.19 [0.074, 0.29] 0.21 [0.099, 0.32]

∆uspeak2 -0.11 [-0.22, 0.0032] -0.12 [-0.23, -0.007] 0.12 [0.0072, 0.23] 0.15 [0.033, 0.25]

∆uspeak2/usbaseline -0.068 [-0.18, 0.046] -0.075 [-0.19, 0.039] -0.007 [-0.12, 0.11] 0.018 [-0.095, 0.13]

income security 1 0.72 [0.66, 0.77] 0.42 [0.32, 0.51] -0.45 [-0.53, -0.35]

pW F H(MTWP ) 0.72 [0.66, 0.77] 1 0.41 [0.31, 0.5] -0.34 [-0.44, -0.24]

pinternet 0.42 [0.32, 0.51] 0.41 [0.31, 0.5] 1 0.39 [0.29, 0.49]

pChildren -0.45 [-0.53, -0.35] -0.34 [-0.44, -0.24] 0.39 [0.29, 0.49] 1

TABLE S5.
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FIG. S2. Biplots demonstrating the results of a 3-component principal component analysis
for the SA2 regions of Greater Melbourne, using income security, proportion of families with
children, and (a) baseline uploads, (b) absolute upload rates during the first wave of COVID-
19 restrictions, and (c) absolute upload rates during the 2nd wave of COVID-19 restrictions.
The red dots represent SA2 regions, which are positioned based on the corresponding values of
the first two principal components. The blue vector lines represent the contributions of each
variable (labeled) to these two components.

S3. DISTRIBUTIONS OF INCOME SECURITY AND WORK-FROM-HOME CLASSIFI-

CATION BY OCCUPATION AND SA2 REGION
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FIG. S3. Histograms demonstrating the distributions among occupation classifications of (a)
income, (b) proportion securely employed, (c) income security scores computed as the product
of relative income and proportion securely employed, and (d) log-transformed income security
scores.
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FIG. S4. Histograms demonstrating the distribution of average income security scores over the
SA2 regions in Greater Melbourne (solid yellow bars) and Greater Sydney (open black bars).
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FIG. S5. (a, b) Histograms demonstrating the distribution of (a) income security by occupation,
grouped by the ability to work from home, with the log-transformed distributions shown in
(b). In (a) and (b), open black bars represent occupations for which at least 50% of HILDA
respondents were securely employed, while yellow bars represent those occupations for which
less than 50% of HILDA respondents were securely employed. (c, d) Histograms showing the
distribution among SA2 regions of (c) the proportion of occupied individuals who can work
from home, and (d) average income security. The histograms in (c) and (d) include all SA2
regions in Greater Sydney and Greater Melbourne.
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