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1. Sensitivity to random mixing

In the main text we assumed random mixing among individuals, but human
connectivity patterns may be assortative due to societal structures and human
behaviours. To explore the sensitivity of our results to deviations from random
mixing, we develop an extended formalism that allows individuals to connect

preferentially with those with similar connectivity, formally:

B [yh(y —x)[pEW) +1()]dy

A =
(=Y [yg(y)dy

; (51

where h(y — x) is a normal distribution on the difference between connectivity

factors (Figure S1).

In this case we write the effective reproduction number more generally as the
incidence of new infections divided by the total number of active infections (affected
by p for individuals in E') multiplied by the average duration of infection (also

affected by p for individuals in E)

(52)

Ry () = [ A(x, )x[S(x, t) + oR(x, t)] dx (p N 1>.

[pE(x,t) +I(x,t) dx 5y
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Figure S1: Herd immunity threshold and epidemic final size with gamma-
distributed exposure to infection and assortative mixing. Curves in central panel
generated with the SEIR model (Equation 1-4) assuming R, = 3 and gamma-
distributed connectivity. Assortative mixing is implemented by imposing a normal
distribution for contact preferences such that individuals contact preferentially with
those with the similar contact degree (left). This illustration used normal distributions
with standard deviation SD = 50 (green); SD = 10 (blue); and SD = 2 (magenta).
More assortative mixing leads to more skewed epidemics. Herd immunity thresholds
were calculated numerically as the percentage of the population no longer susceptible
when new outbreaks are effectively prevented (approximately when the exposed
fraction crosses the peak in the absence of mitigation). Final sizes of the
corresponding unmitigated epidemics are also shown. Representative epidemics are
depicted on the right based on the rightmost CVs represented on the main panel (with
vertical lines marking the point when herd immunity is achieved).



