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SIR transmission model
We used an SIR (susceptible, infectious, recovered) compartmental transmission dynamics model to perform our analyses (Figure S1). The model equations (coupled ordinary differential equations) are as follows:
                                  (1)





where , ,  and  are the numbers of susceptible, infected, and recovered unvaccinated individuals, respectively;  and  are the corresponding numbers for vaccinated individuals;  and , which are the total numbers of unvaccinated and vaccinated individuals respectively;  is the probability of infection per contact;  is the recovery rate;  is the vaccine efficacy against infectiousness;  and  are the within-group contact rates for unvaccinated and vaccinated individuals, respectively, and  and  are the contact rates of unvaccinated with vaccinated and vaccinated with unvaccinated, respectively. 
The initial conditions for vaccinated individuals included vaccine efficacy against susceptibility, and were defined as:
,
  

Whereas for unvaccinated individuals, our initial conditions were defined as:


.
where   was the number of infected individuals introduced into each group at . The model was coded in R (version 4.1.2; [1]), and solved numerically using the lsoda function within the deSolve package[2].
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Figure S1: A schematic of our SIR compartment model where S, I, and R represent the susceptible, infected, and recovered individuals who are either vaccinated (v) or unvaccinated (u).  Susceptible individuals are infected via a transmission probability (β) based on their contact rates with either infected vaccinated (cuv or cvv) or infected unvaccinated individuals (cvu or cuu). Susceptible vaccinated and unvaccinated individuals have a reduced chance of infection when contacting an infected vaccinated individual due to vaccine efficacy against infectiousness (VEI). Protection due to vaccine efficacy against susceptibility (VES) is not included in the main equations but instead is included at the start of the simulation when a specified proportion of vaccinated individuals (defined by VES) is moved to the recovered (and thus immune) compartment. Once infected, all vaccinated and unvaccinated individuals recover from infection at the same rate (γ).
Derivation of the relationship between vaccine effectiveness, the proportion of susceptible individuals and vaccine efficacy against susceptibility
Following Haber [3], we define vaccine effectiveness over time, VEff(t) as follows:

with

where  and  are the cumulative incidences for vaccinated and unvaccinated groups at time t, respectively. Given equations (1) and (2):
VEff(t)  when   
and
VEff(t)  when   
We define   and  as:


Let  and   with  and  defined as constant over time given no mortality exists in the system. With equation (5) and these definitions, we can rearrange equation (3) as: 
                            


Here we find that VEff becomes non-negative only when the proportion of susceptible unvaccinated, , is less than the combined proportion of susceptible vaccinated,  , and those vaccinated and immune (). Similarly, using the inequality of equation (4), we find that VEff is negative when is greater than the combined proportion of   with .
In Figure S2, we illustrate that the inequality of equation (3) was not maintained in our vaccinated contact heterogeneity scenarios and that the two inequality changes that occurred in each scenario defined the period of negative VEff measures. 
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[bookmark: _Hlk98598257]Figure S2: A measure of the differences between the proportion of vaccinated susceptibles (Prop. Susc. Vac) and the proportion of unvaccinated susceptibles (Prop. Susc. Unvac.) accounting for vaccine efficacy against susceptibility (VE Susc.) over time. After an initial period, both vaccinated heterogeneous scenarios (VE Susc. =0.1 and VE Infect. =1 [solid line]; VE Susc. =0.1 and VE Infect. = 0.5 [dashed line]) have a higher proportion of susceptible unvaccinated individuals compared to the combined proportion of susceptible vaccinated and immune from vaccinated individuals (VE Susc.). This relationship remains until day 25 (VE Susc. =0.1 and VE Infect. =1) and 41 (VE Susc. =0.1 and VE Infect. = 0.5) when this inequality flips with the timing of these crossovers corresponding to when vaccine effectiveness switches from negative to positive (equation 5). 
References:
1. 	R Core Team. R: A language and environment for statistical computing. 2021; Available at: https://www.r-project.org/.
2. 	Soetaert K, Petzoldt T, Setzer RW. Solving Differential Equations in R: Package deSolve. J Stat Softw 2010; 33. 
3. 	Haber, M. Estimation of the direct and indirect effects of vaccination. Stat Med 1999; 18:2101–2109. 


image1.png
I
ﬁsv(l - VEI)CVU N_V
v

Y

I
BSu(1 = VE)Cuy 3

v

Y

Y





image2.png
0.10

0.08

0.06

©
o
K

Prop. Susc. Vac + VE Susc. > Prop. Susc. Unvaccinated

o
o
s)

Prop. Susc. Vac + VE Susc. < Prop. Susc. Unvaccinated

Difference in Prop. Sucept.of Vac. Group with VE Susc.
and Unvac. Group
o
o
N

-0.02
\
-0.04 o/
— VE Susc. =0.1; VE Infect. = 0.1
-0.06 - = VE Susc. =0.1; VE Infect. = 0.5
0 50 100 150

Time




