Supporting Information: Estimating waning vaccine
effectiveness from population-level surveillance data in

multi-variant epidemics

Hiroaki Murayama'?, Akira Endo®*®", Shouto Yonekura?

1School of Medicine, International University of Health and Welfare, Narita, Japan
2Graduate School of Social Sciences, Chiba University, Chiba, Japan
3Department of Infectious Disease Epidemiology, London School of Hygiene and
Tropical Medicine, London, United Kingdom
“Centre for the Mathematical Modelling of Infectious Diseases, London School of
Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, London, United Kingdom
®School of Tropical Medicine and Global Health, Nagasaki University, Nagasaki, Japan
*Correspondence: akira.endo@lshtm.ac.uk



Supplementary Figure

A Waning vaccine effectiveness against Delta in Japan B Waning vaccine effectiveness against Omicron in Japan
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Figure S1 : The waning of vaccine effectiveness estimated in parametric model with inverse
logit function using Japan data. (A)(B) The estimated and ground truth variant-specific vaccine
effectiveness. The blue lines and shades indicate the medians and 95% credible intervals, respec-
tively. Reference values from other studies are also displayed with their 95% uncertainty bounds.
(C) The cumulative proportion vaccinated (green bars) and the variant-weighted cross-sectional
protection (median and 95% credible intervals denoted by brown lines and shades, respectively).



Comparison between observed incidence and predicted estimates
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Figure S2 : Simulation to check the fitness of the parametric model with exponential function to
outbreak data in Japan. The figures are the comparison between model-informed and observed
epidemic curve with unvaccinated and vaccinated incidence. The dark blue bars show the ob-
served incidence and the light blue bars show the estimated value of incidence out of posterior
MCMC samples.
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Figure S3 : Simulation to check the fitness of the parametric model with logistic function to
outbreak data in Japan. The figures are the comparison between model-informed and observed
epidemic curve with unvaccinated and vaccinated incidence. The dark blue bars show the ob-
served incidence and the light blue bars show the estimated value of incidence out of posterior
MCMC samples.

Vaccinated incidence

07/10/21
14/10/21
21/10/21
28/10/21
04/11/21
11/11/21
18/11/21
25/11/21
02/12/21
09/12/21
16/12/21

$23/12/21
30/12/21
06/01/22
13/01/22
20/01/22
27/01/22
03/02/22
10/02/22
17/02/22
24/02/22
03/03/22
10/03/22

=3
@



Comparison between observed incidence and predicted estimates
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Figure S4 : Simulation to check the fitness of the semi-parametric model to outbreak data in
Japan. The figures are the comparison between model-informed and observed epidemic curve
with unvaccinated and vaccinated incidence. The dark blue bars show the observed incidence
and the light blue bars show the estimated value of incidence out of posterior MCMC samples.
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