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1 Model Overview

In this section we provide a brief description to our model along with key definitions. Full details about the fitting procedure,
parameter assumptions, and model equations are provided in Section

The study period considered is from the 16th of March 2020 to the 24th of February 2022. This time frame considers
the roll-out of the initial vaccination programme and of the first boosters programme in England, as well as the sequential
emergence and establishment of the variants of concern (VOCs), Alpha, Delta and Omicron BA.1.

1.1 Model description

We adapt a previously described discrete-time stochastic compartmental model of SARS-CoV-2 transmission (Figure
[T, 2] B]. The model is an extended SEIR-type model, stratified into 17 age groups: 16 five-year age bands (0-4, 5-9, ...,
75-79) plus a group of 80+ year-olds. Mixing between age groups is informed by survey data [4].

Upon infection with SARS-CoV-2, individuals enter an exposed compartment, before becoming infectious. A proportion of
infectious individuals are assumed to develop symptoms, while the rest remain asymptomatic. All asymptomatic cases and
a fraction of symptomatic cases recover naturally, while the rest of the symptomatic cases develop severe disease requiring
hospitalisation. Of these, a proportion die outside hospital, while the remainder are admitted to hospital.

An important feature of our model is we explicitly model hospital flows (Figure ) which has been previously used to
track and inform the epidemic response in England in real-time [5] [6] [7, 8]. Individuals entering hospital flows are triaged
for intensive care unit (ICU) admission or remaining in general beds throughout from where they can either die or recover
and be discharged. Those admitted to ICU, can either die in ICU or be transferred for stepdown care in general wards,
where they can either die or recover and be discharged. Hospitalised cases are either confirmed as SARS-CoV-2 cases
upon admission or may be tested and confirmed later during their stay.

Model compartments were expanded to account for six vaccination strata (see Section [3 and Table [S3[C). These strata
describe the recommended primary (two-dose) and boosters regimen common to the three vaccines predominantly used
in England during the study period: Oxford-AstraZeneca ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 (AZD1222) [9], Pfizer-BioNTech COVID-
19 Vaccine BNT162b2 [10], and Moderna mRNA-1273 [II] (henceforth referred to as AZ, PF, and Mod, respectively).
Vaccine strata further capture delays between receiving a dose and the onset of dose-specific vaccine effectiveness (VE),
as well as waning of vaccine-induced immunity following second and booster doses (see Section .

The model was further extended to account for infection flows with two actively co-circulating variants (see Section
and Figure ) In the context of this paper, we explicitly consider the Wildtype (Wuhan-like), Alpha (B.1.1.7), Delta
(B.1.617.2) and Omicron BA.1 (B.1.1.529) variants. For each subsequent VOC emergence and replacement period, we
fit a two-variant model, with the emerging VOC seeded at a region-specific date determined by the model fit. We model
waning of infection-induced immunity assuming protection against reinfection with the same variant for an exponentially
distributed duration with mean 3 years [12]. After waning, individuals are assumed to move back to the susceptible
compartment. Further, we model asymmetrical cross-immunity to a new SARS-CoV-2 variant (Section for individuals
who have recovered from previous variants.

Please note that throughout our main manuscript and this supplement we use the term ‘susceptible’ only to refer to
individuals in compartment ‘S’, whereas ‘uninfected’ refers to those in either the ‘S” or ‘R’ (recovered) compartments.
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Figure S1: Model structure flow diagram with rates of transition between states. (A) Extended SEIR transmission model
flow diagram overview. (B) Hospital flow diagram. (C) Vaccination flow diagram. (D) Multi-variant flow diagram. Model
state variables and parameters are presented in detail throughout this supplement; in particular, see section El



1.2 Reproduction number

We use two definitions of the reproduction number throughout. We denote R/ as the reproduction number for variant
J (j = Wildtype,Alpha, Delta, Omicron) in the absence of immunity at time z. This is defined as the average number
of secondary infections that an individual infected at time ¢ with variant j would generate in an entirely susceptible and
unvaccinated population. In contrast, the effective reproduction number, R{’e'f'f, for variant j at time ¢ is the number of
secondary infections in the actual population, accounting for immunity (natural and vaccine-induced) present at that time
in the population. Hence, by definition, R/ < RJ.

1.3 Fitting to data

The model is fitted to multiple data streams from each National Health Service (NHS) region in England, as summarised
in Table[S1] using a particle-Markov chain Monte Carlo (pMCMC) algorithm. Where age-bands are specified, we fitted to
data by age. Pillar 2 testing, hospital admissions and deaths (community and hospital) were pre-processed from linelist
(patient-level) data to aggregated timeseries. For the case of hospital admissions, we counted patients on their date of
first entering hospital if coming from the community within 14 days of a positive PCR test, or the date of a positive PCR
test within hospital if already in hospital when diagnosed with COVID-19, and only if their hospital stay was longer than
24 hours.

Before running the pMCMC, we pre-tune the model by running a traditional MCMC on the equivalent " expectation model”
(defined as the same model but wherever a random draw arises, the mean of the corresponding distribution is used instead
- thereby allowing compartments to take non-integer values).

We then use the pre-tuned parameter set with the highest posterior and variance-covariance matrix of the posterior
distribution parameters as the initial values and proposal kernel, respectively, for subsequent pMCMC runs with a bootstrap
particle filter with 192 particles. At each iteration of the pMCMC, we randomly rerun the particle filter on the current
parameter set to get a new marginal likelihood with probability 17(1)0 which prevents chains from getting stuck at a particular
(non-converged) area of the parameter space. We run 4 chains in this process over 5,000 pMCMC iterations, of which
1000 are discarded as burn-in. We thin the combined sample uniformly to achieve a posterior sample size of 1000.



Data

Description

Source

Reference

Hospital
deaths by age

Community
deaths

ICU occu-

pancy
General bed
occupancy

Admissions

Pillar 2 test-
ing

REACT-1
testing

ONS testing

Serology

Vaccinations
by age

Variant and
Mutation

Daily number of deaths with
COVID-19 mentioned as a cause
on the death certificate and "hos-
pital” as the place of death, in age
bands 0-49, 50-54, 55-59, 60-64,
65-69, 70-74, 75-79 and 80+
Daily number of deaths with
COVID-19 mentioned as a cause
on the death certificate and any
place of death that is not "hos-
pital”, in age bands 0-49, 50-54,
55-59, 60-64, 65-69, 70-74, 75-79
and 80+

Daily number of confirmed
COVID-19 patients in ICU

Daily number of confirmed
COVID-19 patients in non-ICU
beds

Daily number of confirmed
COVID-19 patients admitted to
hospital from SUS/ECDS linelist
in age bands 0-9, 10-19, 20-29,
30-39, 40-49, 50-59, 60-69, 70-79
and 80+

Daily number of positive (cases)
and negative PCR test results in
age bands 15-24, 25-49, 50-64, 65-
79 and 80+

Real-time Assessment of Commu-
nity Transmission (REACT) daily
number of positive and negative
PCR test results in age bands 5-
24, 25-34, 35-44, 45-54, 55-64 and
65+

Infection survey by the Office for
National Statistics by NHS Eng-
land region, reporting weekly num-
ber of positive and negative PCR
test results

Serology survey conducted on
blood donors aged 15-65. Results
from the Eurolmmun and Roche N
assays are used, fitting to each as-
say separately. Eurolmmun results
are only used up to (and including)
14th January 2020

Daily number of first and second-
vaccine doses - reported in 5-year
age groups

Daily number of variant tests
of symptomatic individuals with
COVID-19 confirmed by PCR that
are identified as "Unclassified”
(assumed to be Wildtype), Alpha,
Delta or Omicron BA.1

ONS

ONS

Gov.uk
Dashboard
Gov.uk
Dashboard

PHE

PHE

REACT

ONS

PHE

PHE

VAM

These data underlie the Gov.uk
dashboard data [13]

These data underlie the Gov.uk
dashboard data [13]

[13]

[13]

These data underlie the Gov.uk
dashboard data [13]

These data underlie the Gov.uk

dashboard data [13]

[14]

[15]

These data are collected as
part of [16].

[13]

These data underlie the Gov.uk
genomic surveillance reports
[17]

Table S1: Data sources and definitions. All data are reported by NHS region or processed to match these regions



2 Variants of Concern

For model fitting, we switch from a one-variant to a two-variant model on 17th September 2020 to capture the emergence
and spread of the first variant of concern to emerge in England, the Alpha variant. Subsequently, we rotate the two variant
model, to capture the emergence and spread of the Delta and Omicron variants. Key differences between the modelled
variants are summarised in the next subsections, these are:

1. Seeding dates.
Differences in transmissibility between variants
Differences in vaccine effectiveness for each variant for various endpoints.

Differences in severity between variants.

AR

Asymmetric cross immunity between the variants.

2.1 Seeding the epidemic with variants

We fit seeding dates for each of the variants: fyiaype (Which corresponds to the start date of the regional epidemic),
tAlphay Delia aNd Tomicron (see Table [S11)). The seeding is detailed more in section [4.4.2]

2.2 Serial interval of variants

We fit a region-specific transmission advantage, o, of the emerging variant compared to the immediately preceding one
(e.g. Omicron BA.1 compared to Delta). We use a uniform prior between 0 and 3 (Table [S11]).

As previously described in publications from our group [I} 2, [3], we derived the expected duration in compartments with
the formula for mean backwards serial interval [18]:

E [sz]z +E[1,]E [’L’[cl] +E [’L']C] } 2

Elz,]+E [TICI} *)

E[teg] +

Recent literature provides strong evidence that the relative rate of replacement of a new variant is sensitive to assumptions
of the mean serial interval ([19]). Across multiple settings it has been estimated that the mean serial interval of SARS-CoV-
2 has shortened with the emergence of variants of concern [20, [21], [22] [23]. We therefore explicitly modelled differences in
the serial interval, by proportionally reducing the baseline serial interval of variants of concern compared to the Wildtype
variant (table . We achieve this for each variant by applying the reduction to the mean durations of the E, Ip, Ic, and

Iy compartments. However we assume the same mean time (E [Tlcl} +E [TICZ] = 4) from onset sypmtom to (possible)

hospitalisation across variants. Thus E [’L‘ICJ also varies across variants.



Variant Mean S| (days) % reduction Source Expected duration

E[tz] = 2.31

E[r,] = 2.88

Wildtype 5.2 - [2, 3] E[t,] = 1.68
E |7, | =2.14

E T[C =1.86

E[t] = 2.17

Elt] = 2.71

Alpha 4.9 6% 21] E[z,] = 1.58
E |7, | =2.01

E ‘L']C =1.99

E[z] = 2.01

Elt] = 2.51

Delta 45 13% 1] E _T[l,] = 1.46
E |7, | =1.86

E T, =2.14

E[tg] = 1.73

Elts] = 2.16

Omicron 3.9 25% 21] Elt,]) = 1.26
E ’L']CI =1.61

E e, =2.39

Table S2: Serial interval assumptions for the different variants

2.3 Vaccine effectiveness by strain

We assume variations in vaccine effectiveness across modelled strains. Estimates of vaccine effectiveness were fixed,
informed by relevant literature from England and/or the UK (see table . Both the variant-specific estimated trans-
mission advantage, ¢, and vaccine effectiveness were captured in the force of infection (see Section Section 3| and

Table [S4)).

2.4 Strain relative severity

To account for potential difference in disease severity of emerging variants of concern, we fitted multipliers for the
probability of of hospitalisation (7f;), admission to ICU (7)) and death (7)), where j stands for the specific strain.
These probabilities where conditional upon transition to the immediately preceding severity pathway compartment (e.g.
i, upon infection with strain j) and relative to the immediately previous strain (e.g. ngmicr"" for the probability of
hospitalisation upon infection with Omicron BA.1, relative to Delta). For further details of severity pathway probabilities,

see section [£4.3]

2.5 Cross-immunity given previous infection

The level of cross-protection from prior infection is difficult to quantify. In-vitro antibody neutralisation studies have
reported that emerging variants are neutralised to a lesser extent by antibodies from previous infections with preceding
variants [24]. We model asymmetric cross immunity across variants, assuming that infection with with emerging strain
confers perfect immunity against infection with the strain being replaced. We further assume that infection with prior
infection is only partially protective against the new strain (see Table .

For reinfections (e.g. newly infected by Omicron following prior infection with an earlier variant), we assume that, if the
second infection is symptomatic, the probability of hospitalisation is reduced compared to individuals with no prior infection
history. In turn, we consider that if the infection leads to hospitalisation, the probability of death is also comparatively
reduced.

The probabilities of infection, hospitalisation or death by either strain "reset” to baseline assumptions once an individual's
infection-induced protection wanes and they re-enter the susceptible compartment, S**. We assume an exponential
distribution for the time to natural immunity waning, with a mean of 3 years.



3 Vaccination

We modelled vaccination considering the AZ, PF and Model vaccines, all three approved for use in England by the Medicines
and Healthcare Products Regulatory Agency [9, 10, 1I]. The model time horizon considered was from March 16, 2020 to
February 24, 2022, before the rollout of fourth doses (second "boosters”) or the use of current multi-valent vaccines. As
such, neither of these vaccines were considered in this study. We thus explicitly modelled six distinct vaccination strata
(Vi, for k € {1,2,3,...,6}) representing the stages of VE detailed in Table [S3|and illustrated in Figure

Vaccination Number Vaccine effectiveness Description References
stratum of doses

Vo 0 None Non-vaccinated individuals. Section[3.4]
Vi 1 None Individuals who have had their first- Section

dose but are in a delay period of aver-
age 3 weeks until effectiveness kicks
in; transition from V; is randomly
drawn from an exponential distribu-
tion with mean waning time of 24

weeks.
Va 1 First dose effectiveness Individuals with first-dose VE 3 weeks  [25], [26]
from date of first vaccination.
V3 2 Full second dose effective-  Individuals are fully protected 1 week  [27] [25] 26]
ness from date of second vaccination.
V4 2 Reduced second dose ef- Individuals with reduced second dose Section
fectiveness vaccine protection; transition from V3

is randomly drawn from an exponen-
tial distribution with mean waning
time of 24 weeks.

Vs 3 Booster dose effectiveness  Individuals are fully protected 1 week  [27]
from date of third (" booster”) vacci-
nation.
Ve 3 Reduced "booster” dose Individuals with reduced "booster” Section
effectiveness dose vaccine protection; transition

from Vs is randomly drawn from an
exponential distribution with mean
waning time of 24 weeks.

Table S3: Vaccination strata considered for individuals, corresponding schedule, and vaccine effectiveness at each stage.

Individuals in our model move out of an unvaccinated (Vp) stratum at a rate determined by vaccine roll-out data and the
prioritisation strategy adopted by the UK government (Section . We only allow vaccination of individuals who are
not symptomatic and not hospitalised, i.e. only individuals in the following compartments can be vaccinated: susceptible
(S), exposed (E), infected asymptomatic (I), infected pre-symptomatic (Ip) or recovered (R). Whilst individuals in
other compartments are also stratified by vaccination strata, we do not allow movement between vaccine strata (Vj) for
them.

As previously described for our model [2] [3], in addition to the exponentially-distributed delay of mean 21 days between
the first dose and onset of VE, we assume a fixed 7-day delay between second and "booster” doses and onset of their VE.
These assumptions were based on studies of immunogenicity after SARS-CoV-2 vaccination [25], [26]. This is illustrated in

Figure

While we generally assume that individuals can only move between successive vaccine strata, we assume that individuals
in V3 (full second dose effectiveness) can receive their booster dose and move to Vs before their effectiveness has waned,
thereby skipping V4. The pool of individuals eligible for a booster dose is therefore those in V3 and V4 (with no prioritisation
of one over the other).

3.1 Vaccine effectiveness

The assumed values for vaccine effectiveness (VE) are derived from both vaccine efficacy measured in clinical trials and
vaccine effectiveness studies (Table . Where possible, data from the UK have been used and represent effectiveness
of dosing schedules with an 12 week gap between doses. We assumed that there are no significant differences in vaccine
effectiveness by age, sex, or underlying health conditions [28] [29]. We assume VE against Wildtype is the same as
against Alpha. As previously describe for our model [2] [3], we assume that vaccine protection against symptomatic disease
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Figure S2: Vaccination strata duration and associated illustrative vaccine effectiveness. Red lines depict points at which a
vaccine dose is administered. We assume an average 24-weeks to waning. Y-axis illustrates changing vaccine effectiveness.
Vaccination strata are defined in Table [S3]

also provides a similar level of protection against infection and that, in those individuals who do become infected after
vaccination, onward transmission is also reduced [30].

Alpha Delta Omicron Informed by

End point Dose AZ PF/Mod AZ PF/Mod AZ PF/Mod

1 88% 89% 8% 89% 53% 53% B132]
Death 2 (Full protection) 99%  99% 99% 99% 97% 97% [31132]

2 (Waned protection) 83%  90% 82% 90% 56% 56% [33]134] 35]

3 (Full protection) 99% 99% 99% 99% 96% 96% Assume same as vs. severe disease.

3 (Waned protection) 62% 62% Assume same as vs. severe disease.
Severe 1 . 81% 89% 81% 89% 53% 53% [36] 371 138]
disease 2 (Full protection) 99%  99% 99% 99% 97% 97% [39] [40]

2 (Waned protection)  77%  90% 7%  90% 56% 56% [33]134] 35]

3 (Full protection) 99% 99% 99% 99% 96% 96% [41]

3 (Waned protection) 62% 62% [41]
Mild 1 64% 79% 51% 51% 23% 3% [42] 37] 391 [40] 28] [43]
disease or 2 (Full protection) 92%  99% 87% 95% 41% 60% [42] [40] [28] [43] [44] [45)
infection 2 (Waned protection) 29%  77% 19% 49% 0% 0% [331 341 35]

3 (Full protection) 92%  92% 92%  92% 2% 74% [46]

3 (Waned protection) 0% 0% [46]

1 45%  45% 33%  33% 20% 20% [31]
Transmission 2 (Full protection) 45%  45% 40%  40% 40%  40% [31]

2 (Waned protection)  40%  40% 19% 19% 0% 0% (331 34]35]

3 (Full protection) 40% 40% 40% 40% 50% 50% [41]

3 (Waned protection) 0% 0% [41]

Table S4: Vaccine effectiveness parameters for AstraZeneca (AZ), Pfizer (PF), and Moderna (Mod) by vaccine dose.
" Infection” refers to vaccine effectiveness protecting an individual from being infected with SARS-CoV-2, whilst "trans-
mission” refers to the vaccine effectiveness at preventing onward transmission by an infected individual. See Table [SI3]for
VE assumptions for booster and booster waned sensitivity analysis for the Omicron variant.

We model cases that require hospitalisation and are hospitalised, as well as cases that require hospitalisation but are
not hospitalised; for this reason we refer to vaccine effectiveness against severe disease and not hospitalisation. Vaccine
effectiveness against severe disease, conditional on symptoms, acts on transition to both this compartment of individuals

10



and those admitted to hospital.

We do not model individual vaccines separately, instead vaccine compartments are type-agnostic, and for vaccine effective-
ness we compute an age-dependent weighted mean of each vaccine's effectiveness. Weights for a given age group are the
proportion of each vaccine type administered to that age group as of the 24th of February 2022. Whilst we assume vaccine
effectiveness does not vary by age, our weighted VE did vary across age groups, given the proportion of each vaccine (PF,
AZ or Mod) administered to each age group (from data) varied substantially (Figure and VE varies between vaccines

(Table [S4)).
1 000/0 I II
75% II |I
50%

Vaccine

. AZ
Mod
PF

Proportion

25%

0%

O .0 O 0 *\OxO\O\O\O\O\O\O\O\OQ
O o7 S \"‘19ff?fb°f§> ¥R RS E AP

Figure S3: Proportion of each vaccine type: (Oxford-AstraZeneca (AZ), Pfizer-BioNTech (PF), Moderna (Mod)) dis-
pensed to each five-year age band as of 24th February 2022. Data taken from UK Health Security Agency Immunisations
database for vaccine delivery and ONS population estimates for each age group.

11



A Alpha - AZ - Death B Alpha - PF - Death

1.0 ! 1.0 ?

Yos 08
0.6 . . : . 0.6 . . . .
X 9 S X 9
UABIRVASICV, Lo 22 N B
C Alpha - AZ - Severe D Alpha - PF - Severe
1.0 f 1.0 2
Wos 08
<> Model
0.6 , : : : 0.6 : : . , ® Data
Y 9 . I )
2° »\Q"\ '\6’,\ 0" U »\0’,\ »\6”\ 2"
E Alpha - AZ - Mild F Alpha - PF - Mild

1.0 1.0
. ¢ s
Yoe % 0.6

0.2 . . i . 0.2 . . . ,
K pY Q X 9 Y Q X
22 \Q"\ \6’\ 2° v \Q’\ \6"\ °
Weeks since second dose Weeks since second dose

Figure S4: Vaccine effectiveness in weeks since second dose of AstraZeneca (AZ, left column) and Pfizer (PF, right
column) vaccines against Alpha for death (top), severe disease, (middle) and mild disease/infection (bottom). We assume
the same protection against infection and mild disease. Turquoise diamonds show model parameters, and the purple points
estimates from data. We assumed that the Moderna vaccine has the same VE as PF.
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Figure S5: Vaccine effectiveness in weeks since second dose of AstraZeneca (AZ, left column) and Pfizer (PF, right
column) vaccines against Delta for death (top), severe disease, (middle) and mild disease/infection (bottom). We assume
the same protection against infection and mild disease. Turquoise diamonds show model parameters, and the purple points
estimates from data. We assumed that the Moderna vaccine has the same VE as PF.
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Figure S6: Vaccine effectiveness in weeks since second (left column) and third (booster, right column) dose of AstraZeneca
(AZ, top row) and Pfizer (PF, middle row) vaccines against Omicron for mild disease (top and middle rows) and severe
disease (bottom row). We assume the same protection against infection and mild disease. Turquoise diamonds show
model parameters, and the purple points estimates from data. We assumed that the Moderna vaccine has the same VE
as PF.
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3.2 Waning of vaccine-induced immunity

Vaccine-derived immunity is observed to gradually wane [35]. We assume that, upon receiving a second or booster dose,
individuals firstly progress to the V3 or Vs vaccination strata, respectively, granting full vaccine protection. The duration
spent in these strata is stochastic, with an individual's rate of progression drawn from an exponential distribution with a
mean duration of 24 weeks. Note this is a simplifying assumption we make, as in real-life studies it has been shown that
VE waning occurs gradually and continuously over time [33].

We fit VE protection values from second and booster doses (V3 and Vs compartments), as well as reduced protection VE
values (V4 and Vg compartments) for all vaccines and health outcomes such that the mean VE for an individual at any
time best replicates real world data. At the population-level, the exponential distribution waning model we employ yields a
mean protection against the outcomes modelled in line with reported literature (e.g. waned second dose protection against
death if infected with the Delta variant 20 weeks after vaccination of 0.89, compared to 84.8% (95% Cl 76.2-90.3) from
Andrews et al. 35, [46]).

Due to the limited data available for waning effectiveness against the Alpha variant, we choose to fix the log-odds
difference between full second dose VE and reduced second dose VE to be the same for each variant, assuming the
same proportion of protection drop-off from their initial full second dose VE for each variant. Mathematically, if V(x)

represents the VE of vaccine/health outcome x, then we define the log odds as L(x) = log (%) Thus, we fix
that L(Reduced second dose VE vs. Delta) — L(Full second dose VE vs. Delta) = L(Reduced second dose VE vs. Alpha)
- L(Full second dose VE vs. Alpha) for each health outcome. Andrews et al. provide VE estimates for timeframes of
multiple weeks, against which we compared the mean population average VE from our continuous model output for the
timeframe indicated. For the 20+ weeks data we compared against our model average between 20 and 29 weeks, and for
the 25+ data we compared against the average between 25 and 30 weeks. These averages were fit to the data via weighted

least squares, using 1/width of the associated 95% Cls reported with the data as the weights.

For first dose VE estimates we assumed the 16+ age group Delta VE values as presented in supplementary table S6 of
Andrews et al. (2021) [35], however due to prioritised groups being vaccinated during the Alpha wave, the reported VEs
are unlikely to be generalisable to the public at large, and as such we assumed first dose VE estimates for Alpha such that
L(First dose VE vs. Alpha) — L(Full second dose VE vs. Alpha) = L(First dose VE vs. Delta) - L(Full second dose VE vs.
Delta).

Where data was not available for certain outcomes (booster dose VE vs. the Alpha variant, booster dose VE against
death for the Delta and Omicron variants), we fixed values following the logical requirements that VE against more severe
outcomes must be greater than that against less severe outcomes, and assuming that VE vs. the Alpha variant must be
greater than the associated protection against the Delta variant.

3.3 Conditional dependencies of vaccine-immunity

We present unconditional VE in Table [54] however our model is framed as a compartmental cascade of symptom severity.
Hence, unconditional VE values are converted to conditional in the model, as detailed in Table [S5]

VE vs. Symbol / Calculation
Infection Cinf
Severe disease esp
Death Ceath
. . . . €SD — €inf
Severe disease given infection esplinf = 77—
(1 —einy)
€death — €SD

Death given severe disease €death|SD = (0 —ein) (1 —espmg)
1243 1243

Table S5: Conditional vaccine effectiveness values that we model.

3.4 Vaccine roll-out

The Joint Committee on Vaccination and Immunisation (JCVI) established an ordered list of individuals prioritised for
vaccination in the UK, first prioritising care home residents and care home workers, and then other adults by decreasing
age and clinical vulnerability [47) 48].
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We assume vaccine doses are delivered in England as reported in age-stratified data from UK Health Security Agency
(UKHSA) and the Department of Health and Social Care (DHSC) [13].
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4 Model Parameterisation and Fitting

4.1 Model compartments and parameters

In the following, i denotes the age group of individuals (i =[0,5),[5,10),...,[75—80),[80+)), and j denotes their variant
status (described in Section. Finally, k denotes the index of the vaccination stratum of individuals (with k corresponding
to Vi as defined in Table[S3).

Ci’k(t) is the rate of movement from vaccination stratum k to vaccination stratum k-1 at time ¢, for individuals in group
i. For k=0, k=2 and k =4, this was set to match the observed number of daily first, second and booster (third) doses
aimed to be given to each group at time step . For k =1 this was set so that the average time to first dose effect is 3
weeks, while for k =3 and k=5, it was set so that the average time to waning of the second dose vaccine effectiveness
was 24 weeks (see section [3.2). Note that due to the assumption that individuals can be boosted before the effects of
their second dose have waned, vaccine-eligible individuals in stratum k =3 can additionally move to k = 5 at rate {™*(z)
(i.e. at the same rate as those whose second dose effects have waned).

We define all model compartments and parameters in Table[S6 and Table[S7] below, and illustrate the model structure and
flows between compartments in Figure[SI} The model assumes discrete time and four time steps are taken per day.

Compartment  Definition

SPR (1) Susceptible.
EWk(1) Exposed (latent infection).
Ij{j’k(t) Asymptomatic infected.
I;ﬁj’k(t) Presymptomatic infected (infectious).
I'lek(t) Symptomatic infected (infectious).
I’Czjk(t) Symptomatic infected (not infectious).
G;’)j’k(t) Severely diseased, leading to death (in the community).
DIk (1) Deceased (as a result of COVID-19).
Hjjj"k(t) Hospitalised on general ward leading to death.
H,igj"k t) Hospitalised on general ward leading to recovery.
ICU;;er(t) Awaiting admission to ICU.
ICUS™ (1) Hospitalised in ICU, leading to death.
ICUé{,'I’;’k(t) Hospitalised in ICU, leading to recovery.
ICU‘%’k(t) Hospitalised in ICU, leading to death following step-down from ICU.
W,é"j7k(t) Step-down recovery period.

ng’k(t) Step-down post-ICU period, leading to death.
RITK (1) Recovered.

Table S6: Definitions of model compartments shown in Figure[S1] with indices: i for age group (i € {[0,5),[5, 10),...,[75—
80),[80+)}), j for variant (j € {Wildtype,Alpha,Delta,Omicron} and k for vaccination strata (k € {Vy,V,...Vs}. See
Section [2| and Section [3)) for further details.
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Parameter Definition
ALPK(t)  Force of infection.

Y Rate of progression from compartment x.

Yo Rate at which unconfirmed hospital patients are confirmed as infected.
ph Probability of being symptomatic if infected.

7J k

(1) Probability of admission to hospital, conditional on symptomatic infection.
i,jk
PG, (
pr(t) Probability of COVID-19 diagnosis confirmed prior to admission to hospital.

t) Probability of death for severe symptomatic cases outside of hospital.

p,CU(t) Probability of admission to ICU, conditional on hospitalisation.
p,;,’Dk(t) Probability of death for hospitalised cases not in ICU.

p,’é(];D (t)  Probability of death for cases in ICU.
pV’V]Dk(t) Probability of death for cases after discharge from ICU.

Cik () Rate of movement from vaccine strata k to k+ 1.

Probability of being protected against infection with variant j for those recovered from earlier variants

nj relative to those in the susceptible class.

Table S7: Definitions of model parameters shown in Figure These parameters define the routes of transmission
through model compartments defined in Table [S6|

4.2 Modelling of variants

We use the j dimension of the model to model variants. At any one time, there are two active variants, j; and j;. If
an individual in the S compartment gets infected with variant j; they will move into the j; layer in the j dimension for
subsequent compartments, and similarly the j, layer if infected by variant j;.

We also model reinfections: if any individual in the R compartment gets infected with variant j; then they will move into
the Jlemf layer in the j dimension of the E compartment, and similarly the 12 reinf layer if infected with variant j;. These
additional layers allow us to account for a prior infection offering protection against severe outcomes. Note that within
our model an individual can move from the R compartment to the S compartment - it is assumed that in doing so they
lose all immunity and any potential subsequent infection is not modelled as a reinfection.

We thus have four layers in most compartments with a j dimension: j= jl,jz,ﬂ””f?];"i”f. The sole exception is the R

compartment where we have an additional layer, jy accounting for individuals recovered from historic variants.
We have three two-variant phases within our model:

1. j1 =Wildtype, j, = Alpha, ju ={}

2. j1 =Alpha, j, = Delta, jy = {Wildtype}

3. j1 = Delta, j, = Omicron, jy = {Wildtype,Alpha}.

Thus, within each phase variant j, is the newer variant. We assume that individuals in the R compartment can only get
infected by a variant newer than the one they are recovered from. Hence, individuals recovered from jy can get infected
with variant j; or jp, those recovered from j; can only get infected by variant j,, and those recovered from variant j,
cannot get infected. Note that we assume that vaccine protections are independent of whether an infection is a reinfection

or not.
At the point of switching between phases, individuals in the R compartment in layers j; and jTemf

individuals in layers j, and j5° “nf move to Iayers j1 and ];emf

move to layer jg, while
, respectively. Meanwhile, in all other compartments with a j
dimension, individuals in layers j; and j;"" 7 will remain in those layers, and individuals in layers j, and j;emf will move into

the j; and ]Ie’”f layers, respectively. The j, and ]m”f layers across all compartments are then empty for the introduction
of the new variant.

4.3 Parallel flows

In addition to compartments involved in the transmission dynamics and clinical progression, there are three parallel flows
which we use for fitting to testing data from surveys: (i) one for PCR testing and (i) two for serology testing (Figure[S7)),
with separate flows used for testing with the Eurolmmun and Roche N assays.

18



The PCR flow is used for fitting to data from the REACT-1 study and ONS infection survey. Upon infection, an individual
enters the PCR flow in a pre-positivity compartment (7pcr,,, ) before moving into the PCR positivity compartment (Tpck,,, )
and then ultimately into the PCR negativity compartment (7pcg,,, ). We model the the duration of PCR positivity as an
Erlang distribution. As previously detailed for our model [2, [3], we assume a mean of 12 days for this distribution for the
Wildtype variant. For the VOCs Alpha, Delta and Omicron, we assume the mean of the Erlang decreased proportionally
to their assumed serial interval duration (see Section and Table .

With regards to the serology parallel flows, we used Eurolmmun for testing NHS Blood and Transplant (NHSBT) samples
from the first wave onwards, while Roche N only started being used in November 2020. Roche N tests only for seropositivity
resulting from infection, whereas Eurolmmun does not distinguish between seropositivity resulting from infection or from
vaccination. Since our serology flows are only designed to capture seroconversion resulting from infection, we do not fit to
samples using the Eurolmmun assay from 15th January 2021 onwards as we can expect the vaccination to impact beyond
this. After a seroconversion period (7, for Eurolmmun, T, for Roche N), individuals can seroconvert (T,

ero}m, serofm) sero[lms
for Eurolmmun, Tered,, for Roche N) or not (Tyem}w for Eurolmmun, Terot,, for Roche N) ; if they do seroconvert, they
eventually serorevert to Tsemrlwg or Tsem%eg accordingly.
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Figure S7: PCR positivity and seropositivity model structure flow diagram. Upon infection, an individual enters the
pre-positive PCR compartment (7Tpcr,,,) before moving into the PCR positivity compartment (7pcr,,,) and then into the
PCR negativity compartment (Tpcg,,, ). After a seroreversion period (Tsero,,, ), individuals can seroconvert (Tser,,) or not
(Tyerone, ); if they do seroconvert, they eventually serorevert to Tier,,,-

4.4 Equations
4.4.1 Force of infection

We let y"/* be the susceptibility to variant j of a susceptible individual in group i and vaccine stratum k, relative to a

non vaccinated individual (so that x"/0 =1 for all i and j), given by

Xk = (1), (2)

where ef"n/}k is the vaccine effectiveness against infection of variant j in vaccine strata k (Table , scaled across vaccine
types according to the distribution presented in Figure [S3]

We let EM/% be the infectivity of an individual in group i and vaccine stratum k infected with variant j relative to a
non vaccinated individual infected with the Wildtype variant (so that E:Wildivpe.0 — 1) This infectivity captures both the
vaccine effectiveness against infectiousness as presented in Table [S4]and also the increased transmissibility of an emerging
variant compared to the one being replaced. As such £/ is equal to

§Ht = (1=, )

ins

where einJ‘k is the vaccine effectiveness against infectiousness of variant j in vaccine strata k as defined in Table

scaled across vaccine types according to the distribution presented in Figure and o is the region-specific transmission
advantage of variant j over the Wildtype which we further parameterise as

1 if j = Wildtype

o) = Owildtype OAlpha/Wildtype if Jj=Alpha @
OAlphaODelta/Alpha if j = Delta
ODeltaCOmicron/Delta if j = Omicron

and we fit Oy1pha/Witdiyper ODelta/Alpha @M Comicron/Delrar Which are the region-specific transmission advantages of the Alpha
over Wildtype, Delta over Alpha and Omicron over Delta, respectively. We use uniform prior distributions between 0 and

3 for each of these (Table [S11]).

We let ©; j«(¢) be the number of infectious individuals with variant j in group i and vaccination stratum k, weighted by
infectivity, given by:
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_ gk i,jk i,j,k i,j,k
0,j4(1) = &4 (8,17 (1) + 1 (1) + 14 () (5)
where 6y, is the infectivity of an asymptomatic infected individual, relative to a symptomatic individual infected with the
same variant, and in the same vaccination strata.

The force of infection, A7/ (¢), of variant j € {ji,j2} on a susceptible individual in group i € {[0,5), ...,[75,80),[80+)}
and vaccination stratum k= 0,1,...,6 is then given by

ARy = 25 Y i (1) Y (@ (1) + O s (1)) (6)
i kl

1

where m; ;(t) is the (symmetric) time-varying person-to-person transmission rate from group i’ to group i.

We let A"k (1) be the total force of infection on a susceptible individual in group i and vaccination stratum k, i.e.

AK(r) = ABK (1) 4 A2k (r). ")

We let ni’nf be the parameter for cross immunity against infection from earlier variants against variant j Table The
force of infection of variant j; on an individual recovered from historic variants jg in group i and vaccine stratum £ is
(1—mn;,)A™1k(t). There is no force of infection of variant jj on individuals recovered from variants ji or j,. The force of
infection of variant j, on an individual recovered from variant j; or historic variants jgy in group i and vaccine stratum k
s (1=mn;,)A"2k(¢). There is no force of infection of variant j, on individuals recovered from variant js.

Transmission between different age groups (i,i') € {[0,5),...,[75,80),[80+)}> was parameterised as follows:

my(t) = B(t)ci, (8)

where ¢; 7 is the (symmetric) person-to-person contact rate between age group i and /', derived from pre-pandemic data
from the POLYMOD survey [4] for the United Kingdom. For each region, the socialmixr package [49] was used to
derive the contact matrix between different age groups (i,i') € {[0,5),...,[75,80),[80+)}?, which was then scaled by the
regional population demography to yield the required person-to-person daily contact rate matrix, ¢; ;.

B(z) is the time-varying transmission rate which encompasses both changes over time in transmission efficiency (e.g. due
to temperature) and temporal changes in the overall level of contacts in the population (due to changes in policy and
behaviours).

We assumed f(7) to be piecewise linear:

ﬁl’, ift<t, i=1
ti—1t t—1ti—1 . .
B(r) = — ﬁi_1+t - Bi, ity <t<t, i€{2,...,36} 9)
i ti—1 i —li—1
Bi ift>1¢, i=36

with 36 change points #; corresponding to major policy implementations or lifting and other relevant changes in contact
rates (e.g. school holidays) (see Table S11)).

4.4.2 Seeding of variants

We seed each variant j at a daily rate ¢;, over a period of v; days from time ¢;. All seeding infections are from the S to
E compartment in the 15-19 year old group and unvaccinated class.

For the Wildtype we seed at a rate of 10 per million of the total regional population per day, over a 1-day period, so
(pWildtype = mZiNl and VWildtype = L.

For the Alpha, Delta and Omicron variants we seed each at a rate of 2 per million of the total regional population per
day, over a 7-day period, so for j € {Alpha,Delta, Omicron}, ¢; = SOOIWZ,»N’ and v; =17.

The seeding dates fjarype (Which corresponds to the start date of the regional epidemic), taipha: tDeira aNd tomicron are
fitted parameters (see Table [S1I).

The seeding rate in age group i and vaccine stratum k of variant j is then given by
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if i =[15,20), j € {Wildtype, Alpha, Delta, Omicron}, k=0 and t; <t <t;+V;,
otherwise,

Siik(r) = { (‘i))j (10)

where 8"/*(t) is the daily seeding rate of variant j (stratified by age and vaccination strata).

4.4.3 Pathway probabilities and rates

The movement between model compartments is primarily dictated by the parameters pi’j’k, defining the probability of
progressing to compartment x (Table , as well as rate parameters y. These parameters vary between age groups (i),
variant of infection (j), and vaccine strata (k). Additionally, for some of these parameters, we allowed them to vary
over time by fitting them as a piecewise linear function. Further details on the definition of changepoints for piecewise
parameters are presented in the following section (Section . This section outlines how the pathway probabilities
defining movement between model compartments are formally defined and calculated. Some of the probabilities are
affected by whether an infection is a reinfection or not. Equations are defined for i € {[0,5), ...,[75,80),[80+)} and
vaccination stratum k=0,1,...,6.

The probability that an infected individual will have a symptomatic infection depends only on their age group i and is
given by (as in Knock et al [T}, 2, [3]):

0.25 for i = [0,5)
‘ 0.26875 for i = [5,10)

ph={ 0325  fori=[10,15) (11)
0.41875 for i = [15,20)
0.55 for i = [20,25, ...[75,80), [80+).

The probability that a symptomatic individual has severe disease requiring hospitalisation is given by, for j € {1, j»},
i,jk . i i,j.k Jj
PR = mln{hH(t)y/}, (1 - ‘351]D|sympt) T, 1} : (12)
i Ar(,,'nf,k . . 3 A7k . .
P 0y = min {hn () wiy (1= €5h ) 7 (174 ) s 1}, (13)

where u/;', represents the age scaling (such that l//,’L, =1 for the group with the maximum probability; this has been newly
tuned to the data and is given in Table [S8)), and iy () has a piecewise linear form with the following changepoints (see

Table [S9):

ud  on (and before) 04/11/21,

7% on (and after) 31/12/21

14
s (14)

hH(t){

and 71',{, is a multiplier accounting for the changing severity of the variants of concern with respect to the Wildtype variant

(see Section [2.4)):

1 if j=Wildtype,
ildtype _Alpha/Wildtype ¢ .
; ”1‘3/1 tyl’en.HP a/Wildtype if j :A[pha’ (15)
Ty = Ipha _Delta/Alph o
H n,‘:pmnl_]e a/Alpha if j = Delta,
Omicron/Delt e .
ﬂﬁ“””nﬂmu"m/ e if j = Omicron,
Alpha/Wildt Delta/Alph Omicron/Delt . . . e
where 7, " afWildiype Ty a/Alpha. 3nd nH'mcmn/ “"“ are the relative probabilities of severe disease requiring hospitalisation

given infection for Alpha over Wildtype, Delta over Alpha and Omicron over Delta, respectively. We fit these three pa-

rameters, see

The probability that an individual dies in the community given they have severe disease is given by, for j € {ji, j2}:

ij:k

pIGJDk(t) = min {hGD(t)l,l/éD (1 — edeath‘SD) ), 1}, (16)
piéj:inf’k(t) — min {hGD([)lyéD (1 — e;iéz];h\SD) ﬂé (1 — T)é) , 1}7 (17)
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where hg,, has a piecewise linear form with the following changepoints (see Table [S9):

hGD (t) =

{ mge, on (and before) 01/05/20, (18)

g%, on (and after) 01/07/20,

psiG, is an age multiplier (newly tuned to the data and presented in Table , and né is a multiplier accounting for the
changing severity of the variants of concern with respect to the Wildtype variant (see Section [2.4]):

1 if j = Wildtype,
) ™ ﬂdtyp;”?lpz/thldtype if j = Alpha, (19)
) ﬂgzplmnDe-ta/ pha if j = Delta,
grDelta g Gmicron/Delta if j = Omicron,

Alpha/Wildi Delta/Alph Omicron/Delt . : :
where gpPhe/Wildispe - gDettajAlpha g gOmicron/Delia o the relative probabilities of death given severe disease for Alpha

over Wildtype, Delta over Alpha and Omicron over Delta, respectively. We fit these three parameters, see [S11]

The probability that an individual will be admitted to ICU given that they have been hospitalised is given by, for j €
{1, 2},

Py (1) = min {hICU ()Wicu Ty 1} ; (20)
: reinf ;s
Pty (8) =Pty (1) (21)

where yi,, is the age scaling (as in [I, 22, 3] and presented again in Table , hicu (t) has a piecewise linear form with
the following changepoints (see Table :

_ Pi1 on (and before) 01/04/20,
hiew = <t){ P, on 010620, (22)

and n,JCU is a multiplier accounting for the changing severity of the variants of concern with respect to the Wildtype variant

(see Section [2.4)):

1 if j = Wildtype,
) nWildtypeﬂAlpha/Wildtype if j = Alpha,
E]]CU = ﬂi‘sgha DE{SII/Alplia T (23)
U Teu if j = Delta,
nl%egf“ﬂlocrgmm/ Delta if j = Omicron,
where nfclf]h“/Wﬂd[ype, nIDCeUZm/Alpha and n,oc'gcr""/de are the relative probabilities of admission to ICU given hospitalisation

for Alpha over Wildtype, Delta over Alpha and Omicron over Delta, respectively. We fit these three parameters, see [S11]

The probability that an individual will die in general beds given that they are not admitted to ICU is, for j € {ji, j2},

i,j.k . i ik i
Py 0) = min { i b () Wiy s (24)
i .reinf7k . . i -,k .. .
piy (6 = min { piisho () i,y spmb (1-11h ) 1} (25)

where l//},p represents the age scaling (as in [II [2, 3] and presented again in Table as in [Il 2, B]), and Ap(t) has a
piecewise linear form with the following changepoints (see Table :

1 on (and before) 01/04/20,

upes on 16/06,/20,

e on 15/09/20,

up% on 01/11/20,

hp = (1) u}r)nazx on 15/12/20, (26)
e on 04/02/21,

ppex on 01/04/21,

ppas on 04/11/21,

1re  on (and after) 31/12/21.
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The probability that an individual dies in ICU given that they are not admitted to ICU is given by, for j € {ji,j2}:

pids, (0) = min{ pres, ho () Wicu, it somh 1} (27)
i .,L,,'nf‘k . . j A’k . .
Pty () = min { g5 o () Wicu, il spmt (1-b) . 1} (28)

where W;CUD represents the age scaling (as in [ [2, 3] and presented again in Table .

The probability that an individual who has been in ICU dies in stepdown beds given that they have not died in ICU is
given by, for j € {j1,/x}:

Pl () = min { Pl o 0) Wil sp b 1} (29)
l‘, 'r"i"f,k . . i ',k . .'
piy (6 = min { piieho () i, ey oo (1-115 ) 1} (30)

where q/"}VD represents the age scaling (as in [1, [2, 3] and presented again in Table .

Finally, the probability of individuals having had a COVID-19 diagnosis confirmed prior to admission to hospital, p*(¢) has
a piecewise linear form with the following changepoints:

0.1  on (and before) 15/03/20,
0.42 on 01/07/20,
... ) 02 on20/09/20,
PY(=9 045 on27/06/21 (31)
0.45 on 01/12/2021,
0.33 on (and after) 01/01,/2022.

These were informed by data on COVID-19 admissions and inpatient diagnoses from NHS England [50].

In addition, the duration rates for some hospital compartments are time-varying to account for changes in length of stay
over time. We let

Vit (1) = hy(t) Vi (32)
Vi () = Iy (1) Yy, (33)
Wi (1) = hy(t) Vv (34)
Ywp ([) = hY(I)W’D (35)

(36)

where () has a piecewise linear form with changepoints given by

1 on (and before) 01/12/20,
1/ty,1 on 01/01/21,
hy(t) =< 1/py,2 on 01/03/21, (37)

1/My, 3 on 01/06/21,
1/uy, 4 on (and after) 01/09/21.
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Age group i Yy Voo  Vieu  VYu,  Vicu,  VYwp
[0,5) 0.0149 0.0000 0.2428 0.0386 0.2823 0.0911
[5,10) 0.0027 0.0078 0.2891 0.0365 0.2861 0.0830
[10,15)  0.0033 0.0033 0.3377 0.0353 0.2913 0.0775
[15,20)  0.0065 0.0123 0.3894 0.0351 0.2991 0.0744
[20,25)  0.01290 0.0139 0.4426 0.0362 0.3103 0.0739
[25,30)  0.0191 0.0120 0.5027 0.0391 0.3276 0.0760
[30,35)  0.0269 0.0242 0.5697 0.0447 0.3526 0.0802
[35,40)  0.0255 0.0420 0.6530 0.0552 0.3909 0.0860
[40,45)  0.0287 0.0604 0.7559 0.0743 0.4465 0.0927
[45,50)  0.0336 0.0801 0.8659 0.1067 0.5196 0.1016
[50,55)
[55,60)
[60,65)
[65,70)
[70,75)
[75,80)

50,55 0.0568 0.1054 0.9541 0.1568 0.6044 0.1167
0.0769 0.1317 1.0000 0.2385 0.7047 0.1482
0.1075 0.1679 0.9720 0.3528 0.8057 0.2113
0.1364 0.2165 0.8544 0.5020 0.8988 0.3315
70,75 0.2452 0.2992 0.6454 0.6750 0.9692 0.5263
75,80 0.4218 0.4327 0.4024 0.8319 1.0000 0.7531
[80+) 1.0000 1.0000 0.1074 1.0000 0.9178 1.0000

55,60
60,65
65,70

Table S8: Age multipliers for pathway probabilities

4.4.4 Time-varying severity parameters

Severity pathway probabilities p}'j’k(t), p}é[];(t) p’(’;fl;k(t) and p;{/l;k(t) are fitted regionally as time-varying parameters using
a piecewise form, as defined in the section above. We fit as few changepoints as possible to: a) allow the model flexibility
to capture variations in severity over time given underlying changes in healthcare practices and/or population healthcare
seeking behaviours (Table [S9); and b) avoid over-fitting and identifiability issues across different parameters governing
severity dynamics.

Parameter Dates Rationale Reference
t) 04-01-2021 Approval and roll-out of novel outpatient
Hu 31-12-2021 treatments for COVID-19. [51' 52' 53' 54]
hew (1) 01-04-2020 First hospital treatment protocols and use
eu 01-06-2020 of dexamethasone established. 23l 58]
01-05-2020 Potential change in healthcare seeking
hap (1) behaviour or case management after the NA
01-07-2020 first wave in the community/carehomes.
01-04-2020 First wave
16-06-2020 to 15-09-2020 Trough after first wave
01-11-2020 to 15-12-2020 Winter 2020/21 wave
pp(t) , NA
04-02-2021 to 01-04-2021 Trough after winter 2020/21 wave
04-11-2021 Something
31-12-2021 Something

Table S9: Fitted changepoints for time-varying severity parameters with piecewise form.

4.4.5 Compartmental model equations

To clearly illustrate the model dynamics, we describe a deterministic version of the model in differential equations (39)-(79)),
followed by the stochastic implementation used in the analysis. Full definitions of compartments and model parameters
are set out in Tables[S6land

Unless otherwise specified, }; refers to the sum across age groups (i.e. i € {[0,5),...,[75,80),[80+)}), ¥; refers to the
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sum across all combinations of co-circulating variants (ji, j2, ]Iemf, ];emf) and Y, refers to the sum across all vaccination

strata (k € {0,1,...,6}).

In the following model equations we use 14 as an indicator function, such that

14(J) ::{ (1) :H;ﬁ (38)

Further note that we split some compartments in two distinct compartments. For example, the exposed class, E/*, s
modelled via two separate compartments, E*/5! and E"/*?2 (equations and (41))). This is to be able to capture a
non exponentially distributed duration of stay in certain compartments; the split allows us to model the duration of stay
as an Erlang distribution instead (sum of independent exponential distributions) [57].

B g1 ()54 4 15y (DL 0520~ (£40) + 1 (0Z40) +A(0)) S0)
y (39)
_Z(al]k +7RR”k( ))_’_,},RRl,jHAk
i’ "k71 P . P P
B 1y A +1 (o) () (1= ) AP ORI 1)
1y ) (L= m)A0) (40 RS 40)) 4 0471 B (40)
s (KIS OB (6) 8774 (0) = (e + C(0) + L3y (R4 (0) ) EX4 1)
dEi,j,k.Z (t)

B (1) 4 T (B2 0) 4 15y () (0 E2(0) -

= (%o + 40 + 13 (R () B4 (0)

i7j7k ..
dIAdt() (1_ ),)/Ezij() Ctk 1()t]k 1()_’_1{5}(]{)4,[’40)12173([) (42)
~ (m+ 0+ 1y 04 0) L7 0)
i,j.k
‘””T(’) = PEYEE 2 (6) + SRV () + 1y (0 84 ()17 (1) )
- (YP+C"”‘(z)+1{3}( k)G (1 )) I (r)
i,j.k
dlcidit()_,},f)ll/7 () ,}/Cl lCl]k([) (44)
i,j.k
dlczlt(t) :Ycllélj )~ 10, zczjk(l) (45)
i.j.k,1
1950 it O e ) 16,65 1) (46)
i,j,k,2
dGDT() Yo G5 ™ (1) = Y6, Gy 2 (1) (47)
i7j7k .
AU _ i) (1= pig ) (1" 0) pidy (0, 20 "
~ (Y. + W) ICURZA (1)
dICU™* - -
%() = pi?* ) (1= PH0) P 0y 11 (1) = v, 1CUE () )
+wICULLA (1)
dICU/* -
T _ (14, 0) (1 ) meupuICUBA O o

~ (ewy, +w) ICURE ()
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dICUél}i’*k(t) (1

dt
+WwICUR (1)
"
d'a;f@ = (1= i, ) Pt O meu, 1CULEH0) — (Yiewy,, + w0 ) ICUR 1)
i,jk
””ajj(’) = (1= P8, ) Pt (0w, ICULEA ) = mew, ICUR (1)
+wICUK (1)
UCUS0) _ i (e, ICUFA0) ~ (e, + ) U0
dICUéj,hZ(t) = WCUDICUZSj’k (t) — (Yicup + W) ICUR 552 (1)
dICU’;);M 0 Pty 1w, ICULE (1) = nicu, ICUR!™ (6) + yIcUs ™ (1)
dlwéfm D eu I CUS™ ()~ mew, ICUR*2(0) + iU
"Wdf” e ICU (1) = (e (6) + ) W™ (1)
dW’é’Z 20 )~ 0+ 1) 20
‘W'@Zf’l(”znwwkzcvé*vf;l‘< 0 = W (OWR (O + W (1)
D) it 6= g W00 + W40
"WDdtk(’) = ey, ICU (1) = (i (1) + 1) Wy (1)
W5 _ Ticu, ICURL(8) = Yy (DWW (1) + o W™ (1)

dt

dt

— (Y (1) + W) HZ (1)
i,j.k

dH%t(t) _p;q]k( 1) (1 PlGh (¢ )) P (t) (1 _Pi“éu(f)> (1 _pr]Dk( )) 1% 1Czjk

W HE (1) = Y () H (1)

i,jk,1 i 7 i,J
o =0 (1) (o) (1l ) i 02

dt
— (Y (1) + ) H N (1)

dHl Jik2 y y

T() = Vi, (I)HD’J,&1 (t) _ (YHD (z) + YU)HD7J’k72 (t)

dHivi.,k,l t i i i} y . N

77() :p[;ijk(l) (1 —pGJDk( )) P (t) (l _plg‘U(t)> pHD ( )}/Cz Jk( )"’_’}/UHDJJ(’I(I)
— Y () HES (1)

dHE2 (1 y . .

{TU = YHD(t)HDi’k’l(l) _,yHD(t)H jk2( )—f—’yuH jk2( )
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i,j,k -
T 2, oy ) (05740 (1= 0 1t )+ 0 (B 0+ )

dt Jusdzsdy s
l k2 i,j,k,2
Fnet) (W2 (0 + W 2 0))) 7o)
L ) (= M) E ORI =10,y 3 () (1= ) AP ORH)
+ U ORTATN (1) + 1y (k) §4 (1) R (1) — (VR + () + 1 (k)Ci’4(I)> RAK(1)
dr:emll"‘ﬂ (t) I i,jk, 2
= Yerop Ty +ZZ}/ E (71)
sierolm . .
dilt = psempox Yseropm Tslero}m, (t) - ysero,l,m Trleroll,m (t) (72)
ari | (@)
serop, i .
dt . = (1 - psero,;as) ’yseropre ]-;grgll’re (t) + ’ysem},m Tslerollms (t) (73)
dT! t
Moo _ T o (O)+ Y Y reE R () (74)
dt - }/semprg sem%m - Lo Ye
J
dTYZEV()%aJ (t) o i . i
dt - pser()pas ')/Se”)pre T;-gr()lz”e (t) %em%m ngr()%ws (t) (75)
i
sero,zle . .
Tt — (1~ Duerp) Kerop s, (1) F o T (0 (76)
AT} (1) ) . . .
— = ey T, (1) + X (AP (1) 24P (1)) $'4(1) (77)
k
AT, (1) ‘ _
Tp' = YPCRre Tfl’CRpm (t) = YPCR oy Tfl’CRpw (t) (78)
dT1§CR,w (t) .
= YR Trcr,, (1): (79)

We used the tau-leap method [58] to create a stochastic, time-discretised version of the model described in equations
- (222), taking four update steps per day (dt = 0.25 days).

For each time step, the model iterated through the procedure described below. In the following, we introduce a small abuse
of notation: for transitions involving multiple onward compartments (e.g. transition from compartment E to compartments
I4 or Ip or to the next vaccination strata within E), for conciseness, we write

gk ik ik . i k2 Ljk o ijko ik
(dEJA7 dg't,s g’y ) ~ Multinom (E” (1), q7 T 9B qp qEV) (80)
instead of
ik ik ik i, . k2 ijk o Ljk o ijk ,k
(dEjIA7 dEjIp7 dEjL ) d;zzgmove) ~ Multinom (EU ( ) quIA’ QEjIpv ‘IEJ\N Z qdE 4 ) (81)
x€ly,Ip,y

where d,wmm is a dummy varlable countmg the number of individuals remamlng in compartment EHKZ \We also omit
the time dependency i.e. we use dy IA or qu instead of dE’II’ (t) or q%’} ().

Using this convention, transition variables are drawn from the following distributions, with probabilities defined be-
low:

ijik . _Atk Alvllk( )

dip = (1) TAEQ) (82)
i,jo.k

JZk: _ _Alk( )vv./Z ()

SE (1 e ) Alk( ) (63)
¢ —CA(dr\ —Cik

(CIquSVZ) = (1 _e 5T f,]l{3}(k) (1 _e 5 it) e b (t)dz) (84)
(s, )~ ainom (540, . ) )
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d;e]es ~ min (Pmsson (]l{j1 iy )&HK(1)d ) Sk (1) — S’JE'kfdl 2 )

i,k ik . ik Sk i,Jj1.k & k k
(dgv’dg.v.Z) ~ Multlnom (Sl (t) - dl ol d.l?,jl} dg'jl% ’ q.lS v? qu‘vZ)

seed

()= (1-e v 1 500)
) L3y (k) (1 —e‘gi’4(’>"’)

i,j,k,1
qEvZ

irj .k Jkl i,jk1
(dEE’ d ) dE.v.Z

ik
de 1, —

ij.k

de1, = Pc

E—YEdt (1

ij.k2 _
qEv

i,j,k,2
qEvZ

i i i,j,k,2 i,j,k,2
(dE’IA’ dEJP’ dEv » dp 2

(

ij.k o ijk
(‘llA R> qIAV)

quAJ f 2=

dIAJIIQ( ) dl,;jvk ) d;Ajvkz)
(‘11}1 qu , ‘11’;{5 )
q/pj,»k 2=

i,j,k ijk  gijk
(dlp IC ’ d[P Vo dlp,v,Z

(d

(l qEv

i.j,k,1

i koL (4 ik gkl ikl
~ Multinom (Etj,, (1), qEE’ gt

= (1 —Pic) (1 —eiVEd’>

(1 — eiYEdt)
g

(1 qEv )1{2}( )(1 —e*Ci’A(t)dt>

Ljk o ik k2 ijk2

. — 7
~ Multinom (EI,JJC, (1), q9i 1 9E 0> 9Ey s qE,v,Z)

— (1 — el g hadt (1 _ M wa t))

(1 B ‘11A v ) 13y (k) (1 — e_Ci’A(I)dt)

ijk o i)k

. H k
~ Multinom (Ij‘( ), Q;AJR’ a’y, dp” v2>

(1 —e Mt ol (1 _ Gk t))
(1 *‘Ii}i,’f) L3y (k) (1 7g_§i’4(t)dt)

. i k k ik
~ Multinom (I;)( ) qllpjlc ) qllpj\n qu{vz)

d;leklc ~ Binom (Iélj’k(t), 1—e ' dt)
4oy = Pit* Oy @) (1 e )
= (1-08P0) (=)
a0 cu, = i 0 (1= @) (1= p*(0) Py () (1= 77"
q;gz’j,w =20 (120 wridy o) (1 -7
i = i) (1= P 0) 1= p (1) (1= iy 0)) (1= P ) (1= ")
G e = A0 (1= 5 0) w0 (1= iy ) (1= P D)) (1= 770)
ai = ot O (1= P 0) (1= p ) (1= pip ) i () (1= 7 )
G =2 O (1= 94 0) 70 (1= pidp @) i) (1= e )
;’Ci’f{GD, .. ’d/ch’f{Hm) ~ Multinom (IC; ko), ql’cj kGD, ,q,’CJZIfHD*)
dic’f)’{(GD ~ Binom (GiD’j’k’l( ), 1—e J/GDd')
éﬁ;{(D ~ Binom (ng,k,z( , 1—e chd’)
ngi];p,~e,ICUwR = ( P%L];D( )) (1 - ”k ) (1 YICU”"'dt) e W
Gty scun, = (1088, 0) (1= ) (1= ) (1)
‘I/él];,,m,lCUWD = (1=, ) Pt @) ( o
63t oicun,, = (1= Pit, ) pi () (1= 7Teom ) (1 -7
6]%’1]1{,,,9 dcup = P;é(];f)( y (1 —e 7WCU”’“dl> e

29

(118)



iJk _ Lk —YIiCU et —ywdt
qICU pye ICU = PICUp (t) (1 —e e ) (1 —e (119)
iJk _ L VicUpedt (1 _ —Yudt
UCUpre dCU,,e =€ 7 (1 e ) (120)

di 5k di, Jjik
ICUpre ICU > ** 0 CICUpye ICU

121
~ Multinom (1 cu ;}r/ek (1), q%ﬁm U ,qj’é‘ﬁpm ICUI,,(,*) 2
‘I%iﬁm* ACUW,, — (1 _P;%D (t)) (1 - p%;k(t)) (1 o e—ncu,,,edt) (122)
i s, = (19188, 0) i 0 (170 2
q;gﬁp,e* ICUp: = P;’éi]z) (t) (1 —e "'dt> (124)
(d}bjiﬁcp,e* ICUW, > = dﬁ%pw* ICUp+ ) | - - (125)
~Multinom (ICUSA (), @25 . scvy, ++ 40128, acuy )
gt = ( 1— efyHDa)dr) oWt (126)
q?/;;’fﬁ;;i — o Mp (i (1 _ e—yydt) (127)
difh? = (1 _ e—yHDmdt) (1 _ ewdl) (128)
(i il a?)
ainom (B0, di AL d52) -
d;’,;’fﬂm ~ Binom (Hgi’k’l (t), 1 —e "D (Z)d’) (130)
(difh, i) ~ Multinom (H2(0), 1m0 o0 (1) (131
dgﬁfﬂ ~ Binom (Hz;{’k’z(t), 1—e M (’)d’) (132)
(d},ilje, d;,fequm) ~ Multinom (Hlie‘j’k(t), 1 — e Tgl0)dt o= Yag (1) (1 - e_yydt)) (133)
d};’é’jR ~ Binom (H;sf’k(t), 1— e_y”R(’)dt> (134)
o= (1 ) w9
q;’czgw,g ACUw — e "t (1 B e_mdt) (136)
e = (170 109 =
(ihmer - i) (138)
~ Multinom (ICU‘% ’k(t), qj’égwR RREEE ,q;’é’lﬁwR’WR*)
didh . ~ Binom (ICURE(D), 1= ") (139)
R R o
g (1) (120 02) e
(@ ) H (103
~ Multinom (ICU‘%’k(t), ‘I%EIFWD,WD’ . ,q}’g{ijWD*)
diZh, sy ~ Binom (ICUV’VVj;f (1), 1—e "l d’) (144)
q;ggy,ICUD - (1 N eiwme) e (145)
Gt =€ e (1—e ) (146)
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Gty = (1=e 1™ (1=e7n) (147)

di"j’k di,j-,k«,Ll dl}j,k,lﬂ
ICUp ICUp°  CUCUp ICU > CICUp ICU

148
~ Multinom (I cup™ (o), qigi];D,ICUD7 qi’é’l]/([",l,’lICUDw qgggél,}chD*) .
d;’giljm icuy, ~ Binom (1CU£¥’k’l (1), 1— eﬂ"CUDd’) (149)
o e G () (120
(d;bji];D,Dv d;le];DZIZCUD) ~ Multinom (1 CUzi)’j'k’z(f )s q;éilju.D, qllél};DzIzCUD) (151)
dis.. o~ Binom (ICU* (1), 1 — e Mevn™) (152)
gk, = (1 ,efm,eo)dz) oWt (153)
LHLL — gm0 (1 _ e—wd:) (154)
q%%ﬁ _ (1 _ e—mR<r)dr) (1 _ e—wdz) (155)
i,j.k i,j,k,1,1 i,j,k,1,2
(dWR,WR’ dWR7WR* ) dWvaR*) (156)

~ Multinom (W,é’j‘k’](t), q;"f;{cwk, qi)V]Rku}Riv q’ufkk‘,[}Rf)
dé{/};’f)WR* ~ Binom (Wé‘;ﬁk’l (1), 1—e MR (’)d’)
(aliites aiiii ) = (1= e Ml g0 (1 — gmw ) )
(dé{;j;’f}, d@;%f) ~ Multinom (Wlé’j ’k"z(t), q%fR, qukvéRf)
dé{/;f’R ~ Binom (Wlé';j’k’z(t), 1 —e " (l)d’)

(157)
(158)
(159)
(160)
(diyr i, ) = (1= Mo, Mol (1 et} ) (161)
(162)
(163)
(164)
(165)

ik ik ’ m ik ik
(d%_p, d%,WD*) ~ Multinom (W]DJ (1), qlW]DD, qle&WD*) 162
it ~ Binom (W (1), 1— e Mo01) 163
ik, J . i, j1,k
7’11{]15 J1 _ ]1{,/',1}(])(1 _ ml)/l""' (1) 164
AN ; i, j2.k
T A A Py 165
i j.k ~ (e el ) ar TR
RS = <1 —e e ) Tkt ks (166)
W+ Ve W
i e
ikt — (1 (e )i RE (167)
R.E Y +q/’j’k’j‘ +7/,j-,k7jz
R+ VRE RE
T i, J k.2
S o (R ) Ve (168)
RE Ve + ,yl'7j7k7j1 + )}«,j-,k,jz
R+ YRE RE
o 3 iikiy djkein :
q;{;k —e (’YR+7R‘E TR E )d’ (1 —e b k(f)df) (169)
= (1) 1 (1-5°04) am
(' i s il ails) o)
~ Multinom (R”j*k (t), q}{s , q;é{E n, q;g{E Jl, q;e{v ) qg{wz)
qé"veml 7Tveml = pseropm (1 h ei%empmd!) (172)
o [7’6’ . pos
qiT T = (lipseropus) (lfei%er”p’edl) (173)

Seropre’” seropeg
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d d.
T, T, 1 »%T 1 T .,
seropre’” s€r0pos seropre’” serogeg

~Mu1tin0m<TS’em}w(t)7 T R N )

seropre’” seropos Seropre’” seropeq
- —Y. 1 dt
dr T ~ Binom ( L (t)7 L —e "pos
sem},w’ sero,l,eg serop,
i — —Yseropredt
ar , T, = Pseropes (1 —e pre
seropre’ serop g

. reroyod
qu 5> T :(1*pser0pas) (1*8 Yoeropre t)

8 I
Seropre’ seropeg

i
dT s T 5 , dr > T 5
semprg Seropos Seropre’ seropeg

i i
NMUItln0m< ser02 (t)7 qr s T 5 qr >, T )
L seT0fieg

Seropre’ Seropos Seropre’ s

i . i Vo2 Al
dy T ~ Binom (Tf » (t), 1—e "™%os
sero%as’ sem,z“,g S€0pos

i : i _ o YPCRpredt
dTPCRprgvTPCRpUJ ~ Binom (TPCRW (1), 1—e

~ Binom (T}iCR,,(,x (1), 1— e*VPcRpo.ydz)

i
TPCRpos ' TPCReq

i lank . ‘reinfk
Model compartments were then updated as follows (Note that d ’jl T= ;% T =0):

S (1 dr) = S™ (1) — di " = dgB - d T = d sy (R — sy,

Z z;k ,]H,k

N - ) L L "f ki
E"J’k’l(t+dt) — Et,],k,l( )+dl]k {.rf[nf}(])d JHa W + ]l{ remf}(j) <d}$f§’k”' er;é{é,km ertjl 11>

','k i,j,k—1,1 k1 3,1 i,j,3,1 i,j.k
_ lj dJ dlj +]l{ }( ) Ev2 _]1{3}dEjv2 +dsj
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E”“(t+dt) E”“()+d”" di'iy —dgly + g = gl s (S~ 1sydy
1K 04 dt) = BA )+ A — i i — a1y () sz—ﬂ{s} e
k(f"'df) = k(t) ]:ljlll; ;1)]1]; d;PJvk l_dl;)j,\f(—'_l{S}( )d, IPV2 IL{3}"71”
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G (t+d1) = G (1) +dé’DkGD &b
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ICUpye ICUpy
i,j.k i,j.k i,j.k i.j,k i.j.k
ICUpre (t + dt) - ICUpre ( ) + d ICU dICUpre,ICUWD* dlCUpn ,ICUWR*
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i / k ,/ k i.j.k i,j.k i.j.k
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ljkl(f"'dt) = ]kl() ;CJUkW WR*‘Fdll/i/],;,kwlR*l d;cjljcw Wee {i/],{f,wm
Wi 52 (1 4-dt) == Wl 52 (0) b il 3+ dl 2 + i ? — it
w,s”<r+dr> = W50+ i, w, — diyp — Dy,
Wuk(f‘f'df) =W ’jk@) ;CJJW e W +dvié)kw « +d;’cji§WD,WD* - {/Vi)fD
HE ™M ) o= B 0 di gy = i, = i, = i
Hy 2 (14 dr) = H ™2 (0) i, — i = i
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(197)
(198)
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(214)
(215)
(216)
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i i i i
TPCRpt)S (1 +dr) = TPCRpoS (1) + dTPCR],rg sTPCRpos dTPCR,m sTPCRyeq (221)

Tfi’CRneg (t+di) = Tfl;CRneg () + d?PCRM,TPCRMg- (222)
(223)

Note that the fitted seeding dates of the epidemic (fwiiarype), Alpha variant (taipna), Delta variant (fpesa) and Omicron
BA.1 variant (fomicron) have continuous support. The seeding process (see Section [2.1]) is handled within the discretisation
to four update steps per day such that:

§iik(r) = 0;fi(r) if i=[15,20), j € {Wildtype, Alpha, Delta, Omicron}, k=0 (224)
0 otherwise,
where
t; t; . ti
(15]-5) wr-als
1 ifthJ<t<dt{'—’J+v-
=9, .\ di| T (225)

(%-1%]) wr=ar|%]+v,
0 otherwise.

where |.| and [.] denote the floor and ceiling functions respectively.

4.5 Observation process

To describe the epidemic in each NHS region, we fitted our model to time series data on hospital admissions, hospital ward
occupancy (both in general beds and in ICU beds), deaths in hospitals, deaths in the community, population serological
surveys, PCR testing data and Variant and Mutation (VAM) data (see Table [S1)).

4.5.1 Notation for distributions used in this section

If X ~ Binom(n, p), then X follows a binomial distribution with mean np and variance np(1 — p), such that
n -
PX =) = P (1, ) = () (1= ). (226)

If Y ~ NegBinom(m, k), then Y follows a negative binomial distribution with mean m and shape «, such that

K m y
P =3) = Piamman(yln ) = S (LX) (LY (227)

where T'(x) is the gamma function. The variance of Y is m+m?/x.

If Z ~ BetaBinom(n, @, p), then Z follows a beta-binomial distribution with size n, mean probability @ and overdispersion

parameter p, such that

z+a,n—z+Db)
B(a,b) ’

P(Z = Z) = PBetaBinom(Z|n, (D,P) = <Z> B( (228)

where a = w(pr), b=(1-o) (FTP) and B(a,b) is the beta function. The mean of Z is n® and the variance is
no(l— o)1+ (n—1)p].

In the following, we use t to represent a day with observations. Note that different data streams had different sets of days
with observations.

4.5.2 Hospital admissions and new diagnoses in hospital

We represented YZ, (), the daily number of confirmed COVID-19 hospital admissions and new diagnoses for existing
hospitalised cases in age band z € Z,4m (Zuam = {[0,10),[10,20),...,[70,80),[80+)}), as the observed realisations of an
underlying hidden Markov process, X*, (¢), defined as:

adm
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z . ik ik ij.k ij.k ijk ij.k
Xoam (1) = ZZZ (dIC,HR* Tyt dIC,ICU,m,* i e+ dICUp,e,ICUp,L,* + dICUWR ICUyy,

icz j k

i,j.k i,jk i,jyk, 1,1 i,jk,1,2 i,jk,2,2 i,jk,1,1
+ dICUWD ICUys +dyiy wp Y dimy. Ty b T ey by dicuy icup. (200)
ijk12 i k2.2 LGk k12 k22 ik
+dicuy icuy. T AUy icuye T Wig wee T D e T D W er]CUp,e,ICUWR*
i,j,k i,jk i,j,k i.j,k
+dicy,,, ICUy,,. +di¢y,, icuy. T dICUWD* A/ dICUWR* Wi
which was related to the data via a reporting distribution:
Z H Z
Y%, (t) ~ NegBinom (X2, (t),k4) - (230)

We allow for overdispersion in the observation process to account for noise in the underlying data streams, for example
due to day-of-week effects on data collection. We fit the overdispersion parameter o4 = %A'

The contribution to the likelihood of the data on hospital admissions and new diagnoses in hospital in age band z was

therefore:
vfadm = H H PNegBinom (Y(fdm(t) |dem (t)v KA) (231)

1 2&€Zaam

4.5.3 Hospital bed occupancy by confirmed COVID-19 cases

The model predicted general hospital bed occupancy by confirmed COVID-19 cases, Xjsp(t) as:
— i,Jk i,].k,1 i,j.k,2 ijk i,j.k i,J.k,1 i,jk,2
Xiosp(t) =Y. Y ¥ (Hgl™ (1) + Hp™ (6) + Hp!™ " (1) + ICU 2 (6) + Wil (6) + Wl (1) + Wl 7 (1) ) (232)
i j ok

which was related to the observed daily general bed-occupancy via a reporting distribution:

Yhosp (t) ~ NegBinom (Xhosp(t)7 KH) . (233)
Similarly, the model predicted ICU bed occupancy by confirmed COVID-19 cases, X;cy(¢) as:

Xicw () =Y. Y ¥ (Icu‘i;l’;f(z) HICURPS (1) + ICURE (1) +1CUi’{’k’2(t)) , (234)
i j k

which was related to the observed daily ICU bed-occupancy via a reporting distribution:

Yicu (t) ~ NegBinom (X;cy (¢), Ky ) - (235)

We fit the overdispersion parameter oy = é which we use for both general hospital bed and ICU bed occupancy.
The overall contribution to the likelihood of the data on general bed and ICU bed occupancy was:

ghed.&‘ = HPNegBinom (Yh()sp (t) ’Xhoxp (t)7 KH)
t

X HPNegBinom Yicu () [ Xicu (1), K ) - (236)

4.5.4 Hospital and community COVID-19 deaths

We considered Yéhosp(t), the reported number of daily COVID-19 deaths in hospitals in age band z € Zp (Zp = {[0,50),

[50,55),[55,60)...,[75,80),[80+)}), as the observed realisation of an underlying hidden Markov process, Xghwp (t), defined
as:

. i, jk i, j .k i,j,k i, j,k i, jk i, jk
X, 0= XYY (difhy +dif o+ didl, o+ dids o+l + it ), (237)
icz j k
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which was related to the data via a reporting distribution:
Y3, (1) ~ NegBinom (Xf)m,, (1), KDW) . (238)

Similarly, we represented the reported number of daily COVID-19 deaths in the community in age band z € Zp, YDZ(W,," (1),
as the observed realisations of an underlying hidden Markov process, Xémmm (1), defined as:

X8 = L XY di, (239)

i€z j k
which was related to the data via a reporting distribution:
Y5 comm (t) ~ NegBinom (Xéwmm (1), KDz‘nmm) . (240)

1

KDcomm

_1

< for community deaths.
D

We fit the overdispersion parameters op,, = for hospital deaths and ap,,,,, =

hosp

The overall contribution to the likelihood of the data on COVID-19 deaths in hospitals and the community was:

Lieaths = H H PNegBinom (YDhmp (t ) ‘XDho.rp (t )a KDho.vp)
' = (241)
X H H PNegBinom (YDcomm (t) |XDcomm (t)’ KDcomm )

t zeZp

4.5.5 Serosurveys

We model serological testing of all individuals aged 15-64 inclusive, and define the resulting number of seropositive and
seronegative individuals (were all individuals aged 15-65 to be tested) from serology flow j (where j =1 corresponds to
Eurolmmun and j =2 to Roche N), as:

[60,65)
Ser()j,w t) = Z Ts‘ler()j (t) (242)
! i=[15,20) " PoS
6065)
Xearog 1) = (wéle) e, (1) (243)

We compared the observed number of seropositive results, Y i (t), with that predicted by our model, allowing for i)
L 'pos

the sample size of each serological survey, Y, (¢) and ii) imperfect sensitivity (Psero,,,, ) and specificity (Psem,-pa,) of the
test

serological assay:

Y o ()~ Binom (Y, (1), @, (1)) (244)
where:
0 Pserosgmxsem{m (t) + (1 - pser()sﬁec) Xsem{;eg (1) (245)
vl = .
5€r0pos Xsero{m (1) + Xserof;eg (1)

The contribution to the likelihood of the serosurvey data was:

-’Zs'ero = H H Pginom (Yseroj (t)

t =12 pos

Xseroj (t>’ wsero{,m (t) ) (246)

test

4.5.6 PCR testing

As described in the data section (section [4]), we fitted the model to PCR testing data from three separate sources:

e Pillar 2 testing by age: government community testing programme, which recommended that symptomatic individuals
in the community with COVID-19 symptoms were tested. Programme was disband on 24-02-2022. [13].

e REACT-1 by age: study which aimed to quantify the prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 in a random sample of the England
population between 07-05-2020 and 31-03-2022 (note data was capped for analysis on 24-02-20222). [14].
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e ONS survey: government weekly infection survey which aims to quantify the prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 in a random
sample of the UK population (completely independent from REACT-1) on an ongoing basis. [15]

We fit to Pillar 2 PCR test results for each age band z € Zp, (Zp> = {[15,25),[25,50),[50,65),[65,80), [80+)}) and assume
that individuals tested through this government programme were either newly symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 cases (who will
test positive):

Xiy (1 ZZZ i, (247)

i€z j

or non-SARS-CoV-2 cases who have symptoms consistent with COVID-19 (who will test negative):

X, () = <<ZN’> X t)), (248)

Z o
2o | Pye  iftis a weekday
gl = { Pycw if tis a weekend day (249)

where

is the probability of non SARS-CoV-2 cases in age band z having symptoms consistent with COVID-19 that might lead
them to get a PCR test.

We compared the observed number of positive PCR tests, Y1§2,,m(t) with that predicted by our model, accounting for the

number of PCR tests conducted each day under pillar 2, Yz, (t), by calculating the probability of a positive PCR result
(assuming perfect sensitivity and specificity of the PCR test):

Xpy . (1)
wﬁz,,os(’): e pos

250
B 0+ X () (250)

People may seek PCR tests for many reasons and thus the pillar 2 data are subject to competing biases. We therefore allowed
for an over-dispersion parameter ppy,,.,, which we fitted separately for each region in the modelling framework:

Vi, (1) ~ BetaBinom (Y5, (1), @5, (1).Pr2, ) (251)

We incorporated the REACT-1 PCR testing data for each age band z € Zg (Zg; ={[5,24),[25,34),[35,44),[45,54),[55,64),
[654)}) into the likelihood analogously to the serology data, by considering the model-predicted number of PCR-positives,
Xfélpm (t), and PCR-negatives, Xfélnm (1):

Rl,,m Z PCR s (1 (252)
i€z
Rlneg <ZN1> Rl,,m (t). (253)
€z

We compared the daily number of positive results observed in REACT-1, Ylglm(t), given the number of people tested on

that day, Ylgltm (¢), to our model predictions, by calculating the probability of a positive result, assuming perfect sensitivity
and specificity of the REACT-1 assay:

oy (1) = Xt 1) (254)
Rlpos XR10 (1) + X1, (1)
SO
Vi, (1) ~ Binom (Y, (1), 0% (1)) (255)

Finally, we fit to ONS PCR testing data, for which the pool of testing is individuals aged 2 years and over. We consider the
model-predicted number of PCR-positives, Xons,,, (t), and PCR-negatives, Xoys,,, (), in the population eligible for ONS
PCR testing:

[80+)
0,5 i
XONSpos (1) = STI'[‘CR)pm 1)+ Z Tpcr,, (1), (256)
i=[5,10)
3 80+)
XONS,,eg (t) = gN[O’S) + Z N 7X0NSpox(t)’ (257)
i=[5,10)

37



and we compared the daily number of positive results observed in the ONS infection survey, Yous,,, (t), given the number of
people tested on that day, Yons,,,, (f), to our model predictions, by calculating the probability of a positive result, assuming
perfect sensitivity and specificity of the assay:

XONS 5 ()

258
XONS pos (1) + XONS,05 (1) 259)

WONS s (1) =

SO
YONS]ws (t) ~ Binom (YONSte:T (t)7 wONSpos ([)) : (259)

The contribution to the likelihood of the PCR testing data was:

D%PCR - H H PgetaBinom (Y Pzpos( ) ‘ P2est (t)v w}Z’2,,(,S (t)vaZ,m)

t z€Zpy

XH H PBmom( Rlpo (f)

t ZEZRI

Vi (1) 0, (1)) (260)

X H])Biﬂom (YONSpox (t) |Y0Nsle.vr (t)’ wONSpo.v (t) )
t

4.5.7 Variant and Mutation data

To inform the replacement of the Wildtype variant by the Alpha variant, the Alpha variant by the Delta variant and the
Delta variant by the Omicron variant, we fitted to Variant and Mutation (VAM) data. During each stage we have a variant
pair (j1,Jj2), where j, is the emerging variant. We assume that samples tested for VAM are newly symptomatic cases
(across all age groups), with the number for variants j; and j, given by

reinf k

Xvam, (t sz;p]llck + ;P]}C (261)
Xvanm, (t ZZd’ kA (262)
2 Ip, IC IP IC

We compared the observed number of variant j, VAM test results, Yyap, (f) with that predicted by our model, accounting
for the combined number of variant j; and j, VAM test results each day, Yyam,,, (f), by calculating the probability of a
variant j, VAM test result:

Xvam, (1)
Wy t) = 263
A (1) Xvam, (t) +Xvam, () (263)
so
Yvam, (1) ~ Binom (Yyau,, (), Ovam, (). (264)
The contribution to the likelihood of the VAM data was:
Lyam = [ [ Pinom (Yvam, (8) [Yvam,, (t), @van, (1)) (265)
t
4.5.8 Full likelihood
The overall likelihood was then calculated as the product of the likelihoods of the individual observations, i.e.:
L= gadm X gbeds X gdeaths X %em X gPCR X gVAM~ (266)

4.6 Reproduction number

Both R/ and R/ are calculated using next generation matrix (NGM) methods [59]. Note that in this calculation only,
we make a simplifying assumption that individuals cannot change vaccine strata between initial infection and the end of
their infectious period (or death).

To compute the next generation matrix, we calculated the mean duration of infectiousness weighted by infectivity (asymp-
tomatic individuals are less infectious than symptomatic individuals by factor 6;,) for an individual in group i and vaccine

stage k, A;‘k'
A =6y, (1= pt) Elr,] + ple (Elw, ] +E |7, ]) (267)
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Note that A?k does not depend on j, as we assume the same duration spent in compartments and probability of being
symptomatic between variants. The next generation matrices for variant j (j = Wildtype,Alpha,Delta, Omicron) were
calculated as,

NGM/

i

(1) = my (1) EVONONT (268)

where & is the infectivity of an individual (fully defined in eq. . N is the total populatlon of age group i, and with
R/ taken as the dominant eigenvalue of the 17 by 17 matrix NGM/(t). The element NGMIJJ (¢) is therefore defined as

the average number of secondary cases that an individual in age group i’ infected with variant j at time 7 would generate
among a fully susceptible age group i.

The effective next generation matrices for co-circulating variants j; and j, were calculated as

NGMYEL s () =i (O 4 A (S (1) 4 (1= my ) R () (269)

D(ik),D
/ remf

NGME o (0) = i (0720 A (87 1) (1= ) (RO (1) RV (1) RV ¥ (1) ) (270)

where D: {[0—4],[5-9],...,[75—79],80+} x {0,1,...,6} — {1,2,...,119} is a one-to-one mapping. Then le’eff is taken
as the dominant eigenvalue of the 119 by 119 matrix NGM/<// (1) .

We calculate the reproduction numbers weighted by the two co-circulating variants j; and j, (see Section as
Wi (I)Rtjl twj (I)Rtjz
wj (1) +wj, (1)
wj, (I)Rtjl eff +wj, (t)lezaeff
wij (1) +wj,(7)

Rt:

(271)

, (272)

where the weightings w;(r) are weightings based on the infectious prevalence of each variant (accounting for the baseline
relative infectivity of each compartment), such that for j = ji, ja,

“EX (o (W00 ) < p 0 0 i 0 T 0). (273)

4.7 Basic and effective severity
We estimated the basic and effective severity by strain parametrically.

The infection hospitalisation ratio (IHR, probability that an individual infected at time ¢ will be hospitalised given pathway
probabilites at time ¢) for an individual in age group i and vaccine class k infected with variant j is derived from the model
as

THRY(t) = plp* (6) (1 = pl (o). (274)

The infection hospitalisation ratio (HFR, probability that individual hospitalised at time ¢ will be die given pathway
probabilites at time ¢) for an individual in age group i and vaccine class k infected with variant j is derived from the model
as

k k K k s k k
HFR(0) = (1= pids ) v 0+ s il 0+ pidh 0 (1= B, 0) w0 (275)
The infection hospitalisation ratio (IFR, probability that individual infected at time 7 will be die given pathway probabilites
at time 7) for an individual in age group i and vaccine class k infected with variant j is derived from the model as

IFRY (1) = IHRH () HF R (1) + ppyf (1) pGp™ (1) (276)

We then obtain overall estimates of effective severity over time by weighting by the new infections (for IFR and IHR) or
new hospitalisations (for HFR) across age groups, variants and vaccine classses:

Yo X, Leny (O IHRA (1)
X, L ()

IHR(t) = (277)

39



LY Zk”y7k(t)HFRi!/vk(t)

HFR(t — 278
" X g (1) 7e)
Rl i,j,k ij.k
IFR(I) _ ZlZ/anl (tl)I}]:R J (t) (279)
XX Yeny (1)

where nj’j’k(t) and n’Hk(t) are the number of new infections and hospitalisations, respectively, at time ¢ for age group i,
variant j and vaccine class k.

Additionally we obtain estimates of effective severity over time for age group i, given by

X Ten (O THR YK (1)

IHR (1 o 280
HFRI (1) = EiEk il (HFR'4(1) (281)
X, iny (1)
IFR (1) = L) Z"”l’%k(t?{FRiﬁj’k(t) (282)
L)
and for variant j € {ji, 2}, given by
IHRI(1) £ i (A ORI ()4 K (TR 4 (1)) (283)
)= —
i i, 'remfy
£ X () + 0" ())
HrR() = 2 (i “(VHE RS (1) + ™ (1) HFRA™ 4 (1)) (284)
1) = -
i, i,jreinf
£ (mif* 0+ )
L (P OIPR ) 4 IR K 1))
IFR/ () = (285)

) (n; jk (1) + ”11 Jjreinf (t))

We defined basic severity of variant j at time as the IHR, IFR, and HFR for the variant among a fully susceptible (with
neither vaccine- nor infection-induced immunity) population at time ¢. For IHR and IFR, we weight across age groups
for infections using the eigenvector corresponding to the leading eigenvalue of the next-generation matrix NGM/(t) (see
Equation (268))), and for HFR we weight further by the probability of hospitalisation. This gives

i Xiwi(O)IHRYO(r)

IHRy (1) = AR (256)
iy Liwh(OIHRYO (1) HFRWO(r)

HFRy(1) = Y wi (O)THRY0(r) ) (287)

o Liwh(OIFRYO(r)
IFR)(t) = l&Wﬁ(t) , (288)

where wi(t) are the weightings from the eigenvector.

4.8 Fixed parameters

We used parameter values calibrated to data from 24th February 2022. We assume that the performance of the tests
(PCR and serological assays) are the same for all variants [2] [3].
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Parameter Definition Value Source

1/vw Mean time to confirmation of SARS-CoV-2 diagnosis within 3 days [60]
hospital.

1/v& Mean duration of natural immunity following infection. 6 years [12]

Dseropos Probability of seroconversion following infection. 0.85 [61]

1/ Yseropre Mean time to seroconversion from onset of infectiousness. 13 days [62]

l/nero}m Mean duration of seropositivity (Euroimmun assay). 400 days [61], 163 [64]

1/}{‘,”012)05 Mean duration of seropositivity (Roche N). 1000 days [61], 163 [64]

Pserospec Specificity of serology test. 0.99 [61]

Dserogens Sensitivity of serology test. 1 Assumed

Wi Probability of cross-immunity to Alpha following infection 0.95 Assumed as in [3]
with Wildtype.

NDelta Probability of cross-immunity to Delta following infection 0.85 [65, [66]
with Wildype or Alpha.

Nomicron Probability of cross-immunity to Omicron following infection  0.25 Assumed based on [67,
with Wildtype, Delta or Omicron. 68]

o, Infectivity of an asymptomatic individual, relative to a symp-  0.223 ]

tomatic individual.

Table S10: Fixed model parameter notations, values, and evidence-base.

4.9 Prior distributions

Prior distributions are described in table Informative prior distributions for the single strain model are the same as
prior distributions in the model given in [T, 2]. In the absence of evidence from the literature (or because existing evidence
has been derived from the same datasets we use in our study), uninformative or weakly informative prior distributions have
been chosen for the two-strain model; the prior for tp.;;, covers a wide period of time spanning over more than two months
and the assumption of o, and the prior for the Delta transmission advantage is assumed uniform between [0,3]."”
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4/

Table S11: Inferred model parameter notations and prior distributions

Parameter

Description

Prior distribution

95% probability interval

Rationale

tW[ldtype
Alpha
IDelta

tOmicron
OAlpha/Wildtype

ODelta/Alpha
OOmicron/Delta

B(1)
B

B2
Bs

B2

B2
Baa
Bas
Bas
Ba7

Start date of regional outbreak (dd/mm/2020)
Alpha seeding date (dd/mm/2020)

Delta seeding date (dd/mm/2021)

Omicron seeding date (dd/mm/2021)

Transmission advantage of Alpha over Wildtype

Tansmission advantage of Delta over Alpha
Transmission advantage of Omicron over Delta

Transmission rate (pp) at t = dd/mm/yy
16/03/20: PM advises WFH and essential travel
only

23/03/20: PM announces lockdown 1

25/03/20: Lockdown 1 into full effect

11/05/20: Initial easing of lockdown 1
15/06/20: Non-essential shops re-open
04/07/20: Hospitality re-opens

01/08/20: “Eat out to help out” scheme starts
01/09/20: Schools and universities re-open
14/09/20: “Rule of six” introduced

14/10/20: Tiered system introduced

31/10/20: Lockdown 2 announced

05/11/20: Lockdown 2 starts

02/12/20: Lockdown 2 ends

18/12/20: School holidays start

25/12/20: Last day of holiday season relaxation
05/01/21: Lockdown 3 starts

08/03/21: Roadmap step one - schools reopen
01/04/21: School holidays

19/04/21: Roadmap step two - outdoor rule of
6 (12/04) and schools re-open (19/04)
17/05/21: Roadmap step three - Indoor hospi-
tality opens

21/06/21: Wedding and care home restrictions
eased

03/07/21: Euro 2020 quarter finals (cited as sig-
nificant influence [71])

11/07/21: End of Euros football tournament
19/07/21: Full lift of NPIs

15/08/21: Summer festivals/holidays
01/09/21: Schools return

22/09/21: Mid-point between school start and
half term

U[01/01,15/03

U[17/09/2020,03/01 /2021

|
]
U[08/03,24/07]
U[14/09,01/01]

U(0,3)

U(0,3)
U(0,3)

I'(136,0.0008)
I'(3.73,0.0154)
I'(4.25,0.0120)

I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)

I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)
I'(4.25,0.0120)

(01/02 - 13/03)

(17/09/2020 - 03/01/2021)

(08/03 - 24/07)

(14/09/2021 - 01/01,/2022)

(0.075 - 2.925)

(0.075 - 2.925)
(0.075 - 2.925)

(0.0918,0.0128)
(0.0147,0.128)
(0.0147,0.110)

(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)

(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(0.0147,0.110)
(
(

0.0147,0.110)
0.0147,0.110)

Wide range of dates in early 2020 before our first data point
16-week window around first Alpha case detection in England
20-week window around first Delta case detection in England
20-week window around first Omicron case detection in England

Wide range capturing epidemiologically plausible transmission ad-
vantages
As above
As above

Range corresponding to a basic reproduction numbers between
2.5 and 3.5 consistent with [69] [70]

Corresponding to RO between 0.9 and 3.5, consistent with a 0%
to 75% relative decrease from RO

Corresponding to RO between 0.4 and 3, allowing a further de-
crease in contact rates due to NPIs

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above

As above
As above
As above
As above
As above
As above

As above
As above

Continued on next page
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Table S11 — continued from previous page

Description Prior distribution 95% probability interval ~ Rationale
s 01/10/21: Point before sharp increase in epi- I'(4.25,0.0120) (0.0147,0.110)  As above
demic wave
P9 22/10/21: School holidays (half term) I'(4.25,0.0120) (0.0147,0.110)  As above
Bso  01/11/21: School return I'(4.25,0.0120) (0.0147,0.110)  As above
P31 08/12/21: Plan B announced I'(4.25,0.0120) (0.0147,0.110)  As above
B> 23/12/21: School holidays start I'(4.25,0.0120) (0.0147,0.110)  As above
B3z 04/01/22: Schools return I'(4.25,0.0120) (0.0147,0.110)  As above
Bsa 19/01/22: Announcement of end of Plan B I'(4.25,0.0120) (0.0147,0.110)  As above
Bss  27/01/22: End of Plan B I'(4.25,0.0120) (0.0147,0.110)  As above
PBsc  24/02/22: End of self-isolation policy in Eng- I'(4.25,0.0120) (0.0147,0.110)  As above
land, end of fits
PET, Pi%  The probability of symptomatic individuals de- U(0,1) (0.025,0.975)  Uninformative

max max
PGp.10 PGp2

max

Picy,  Probability of triage to ICU for new hospital ad- B(13.9,43.9) (0.140,0.357)  Informed by previous work [2] [I] based on [60]
missions, for the group with the largest probabil-
ity at different timepoints (see Section
Pi&y,  Probability of triage to ICU for new hospital ad- U(0,1) (0.025,0.975)  Uninformative
missions, for the group with the largest probabil-
ity at different timepoints (see Section m
prz Initial probability of death for general inpatients B(42.1,50.1) (0.356,0.558)  Informed by previous work [2] [I] based on [60]
Pict, Initial probability of death for ICU inpatients B(60.2,29.3) (0.573,0.766)  Informed by previous work [2] [I] based on [60]
Pwy Initial probability of death for stepdown inpa- B(28.7,52.1) (0.255,0.462)  Informed by previous work [2] [I] based on [60]
tients
Mp.1;Hp 2,
Mp3; Hp 4,
Ups  Hospital mortality multipliers due to changes in U(0,1) (0.025,0.975)  Uninformative
clinical care at different timepoints (see Sec-
tion m
ﬂf,’phu/wz,dtype Multiplier of the probability of hospitalisation U(0,3) (0.075,2.925)  Wide range capturing epidemiologically plausible
with Alpha relative to the Wildtype variant (see changes in the severity of SARS-CoV-2
Section
ﬂgelm/Alpha Multiplier of the probability of hospitalisation U(0,3) (0.075,2.925)  As Above
with Delta relative to the Alpha variant (see Sec-
tion m
gmieron/Delia \yltiplier of the probability of hospitalisation U(0,3) (0.075,2.925)  As Above
with Omicron relative to the Delta variant (see
Section lm}

veloping serious disease requiring hospitalisation,

for the group with the largest probability at dif-

ferent timepoints (see Section

Probability of death in the community given dis- U(o,1)
ease severe enough for hospitalisation for the

group with the largest probability at different

timepoints (see Section

(0.025,0.975)

Uninformative

Continued on next page
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Table S11 — continued from previous page

Description

Prior distribution

95% probability interval

Rationale

Alpha/Wildtype
Tcy

Delta/Alpha
ICU

Omicron/Delta
Icu

Alpha/Wildtype
Tp

Delta/Alpha
Tp

n_Omicron/Delta

D

My 1y Moy 2,

Hyy 30 Hyy 4
[15,25)  [24,50)
NC o+ PNc o

[50,65) _[65,80)
Pnc 1 PN '
f80+)
Pnc

[1525) [24,50)
NCw_  PNew
[50.65)  [63,80)
New " Pncw
[80+)
NCW

PP2est
(o7
OH

(XDhmp
Lo py—

Multiplier of the probability of ICU admission
with Alpha relative to the Wildtype variant (see

Section m

Multiplier of the probability of ICU admission
with Delta relative to the Alpha variant (see Sec-

tion m

Multiplier of the probability of ICU admission
with Omicron relative to the Delta variant (see
Section

Multiplier of the probability of death with Al-
pha relative to the Wildtype variant (see Sec-
Multiplier of the probability of death with Delta
relative to the Alpha variant (see Section m
Multiplier of the probability of death with Omi-
cron relative to the Delta variant (see Sec-

tion m

Mean duration multipliers for non-ICU hospital
compartments at different timepoints (see Sec-

tion m

Prevalence of non-COVID symptomatic illness
that could lead to getting a PCR test for dif-
ferent age bands

Prevalence of non-COVID symptomatic illness
that could lead to getting a PCR test on a week-
end for different age bands

Overdispersion of PCR positivity

Overdispersion for hospital admission data
streams

Overdispersion for hospital bed streams
Overdispersion for hospital death data streams
Overdispersion for community death data
streams

U(0,3)

U(0,3)

U(0,3)

U(0,3)

U(0,3)

U(0,3)

U(0,2)

U(0,1)

(0.075,2.925)

(0.075,2.925)

(0.075,2.925)

(0.075,2.925)

(0.075,2.925)

(0.075,2.925)

(0.050,1.950)

(0.025,0.975)

(0.025,0.975)

(0.025,0.975)
(0.025,0.975)

(0.025,0.975)
(0.025,0.975)
(0.025,0.975)

Wide range capturing epidemiologically plausible
changes in the severity of SARS-CoV-2

As Above

As Above

Wide range capturing epidemiologically plausible
changes in the severity of SARS-CoV-2

As Above

As Above

intrinsic

intrinsic

Wide range capturing epidemiologically plausible relative changes

in durations

Uninformative

Uninformative

Uninformative
Uninformative

Uninformative
Uninformative
Uninformative




4.10 Running the model

The model is fitted to multiple data streams up to 24th February 2022, capturing the entirety of the SARS-CoV-2 epidemic
up to the disband of the government Pillar 2 testing programme, and the official end of the policy for self-isolation in
England [72].

The model is run under baseline assumptions reflected in our fixed (Table [S10) and VE parameters (Table . Our final
pMCMC model fit was produced through approximately 23,000 CPU hours, spread across 7 nodes of 32-core Xeons (dual
16-core 2.6 GHz).

Implementation of the model described above is fully described in FitzJohn et al. [73]. The primary interface to the model
is coded in R [74] with functions written in packages sircovid and spimalot. The model is written in odin and run
with dust, the pMCMC functions are written in mcstate.

For this paper we used sircovid v0.14.10, spimalot v0.8.20, dust v0.12.9, and mcstate v0.9.12. The above packages
are publicly available in the mrc-ide GitHub organisation (https://github.com/mrc-ide/). The code and scripts used to
create the results in this paper are available in (https://github.com/mrc-ide/sarscov2-severity-england)).
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5 Sensitivity Analyses

The previous sections provided methodological details of our model structure and how we fit to existing epidemiological
data. This section outlines the sensitivity analyses we ran to explore uncertainties around fixed model parameters during
the period fitting to data from the Omicron variant given:

o=

5.

Cross-immunity against infection.

Cross-immunity against hospitalisation.
Cross-immunity against death.

Efficacy of boosters against severe disease and death.

Mean serial interval duration.

Table summarises cross-immunity sensitivity analyses explored, and table the booster VE against Omicron. In
previous publications from our group [I} 2, (3], we have presented sensitivity analyses around VE, and the time to waning
of natural and vaccine-induced immunity for the Alpha and Delta variants, so these are not repeated herein.

Analysis Description Source
Cross-immunity against \We assume a 25% protection against infection if infected with ~ Assumed
infection Omicron, given natural immunity (recovery from infection with

Delta or other historic variant). We explored a higher and a lower
value for this assumption, at 35% and 20%, respectively.

Cross-immunity against We assume a 55% protection against hospitalisation if infected [75]
hospitalisation with Omicron, given natural immunity (recovery from infection

with Delta or other historic variant). We explored a higher and a

lower value for this assumption, at 63% and 48%, respectively.

Cross-immunity against We assume an 18% protection against death if infected with Omi-  [75]
death cron, given natural immunity (recovery from infection with Delta

or other historic variant). We explored a higher and a lower value

for this assumption, at 57% and 6%, respectively.

VE of boosters We explored a plausible range of uncertainty in our central VE  [4]]
parameters for second and booster doses against the Omicron
variant (V3 to Vg strata). See Table for specific parameters.

Serial interval duration  In our central parameters, we assume a decreasing S| for each  Assumed
variant in succession, compared to the Wildtype variant (Sec-
tion . We fitted our model assuming a fixed S| of 5.2 days
(Wildtype variant-like) and of 3.9 days (Omicron variant-like) for
all variants.

Table S12: Summary of sensitivity analyses explored

For vaccine efficacy, our central model parameters were as defined in section Values for vaccine effectiveness (VE) are
derived from both vaccine efficacy measured in clinical trials and vaccine effectiveness studies (Table . Where possible,
data from the UK have been used and represent effectiveness of dosing schedules with an 12 week gap between doses.
We assumed that there are no significant differences in vaccine effectiveness by age, sex, or underlying health conditions
[28] [29]. As previously describe for our model [2, 3], we assume that vaccine protection against symptomatic disease
also provides a similar level of protection against infection and that, in those individuals who do become infected after
vaccination, onward transmission is also reduced [30].
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Central Lower VE Higher VE Informed by
End point Dose AZ PF/Mod AZ PF/Mod AZ PF/Mod
2 (Full protection) 97% 97% 80% 80% 97% 97%
Death 2 (Waned protection) 56% 56% 40% 40% 70% 70% Low and high values from Gov
3 (Full protection) 96% 96% 85% 85% 96% 96%
3 (Waned protection)  62%  62% 50% 50% 80% 80%
Severe 2 (Full protection) 97% 97% 80% 80% 97% 97% _
disease 2 (Waned protection) 56% 56% 40% 40% 65% 65% Low and high values from Gov
3 (Full protection) 96% 96% 85% 85% 96% 96%
3 (Waned protection) 62%  62% 40% 40% 75%  75%
Mild 2 (Full protection) 41%  60% 30% 30% 50% 65%
disease or 2 (Waned protection) 0% 0% 0% 0% 5%  15% Low and high values from Gov
infection 3 (Full protection) 2% 74% 60% 65% 2% 74%
3 (Waned protection) 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 20%
2 (Full protection) 40%  40% 29%  29% 40%  40%
Transmission 2 (Waned protection) 0% 0% 0% 0% 3% 8% Assumed lower than for mild disease
3 (Full protection) 50% 50% 50% 50% 50% 50%
3 (Waned protection) 0% 0% 0% 0% 10% 10%

Table S13: Sensitivity analysis parameters for vaccine effectiveness against the Omicron variant for AstraZeneca (AZ),
Pfizer (PF), and Moderna (Mod) by vaccine dose. "Infection” refers to vaccine effectiveness protecting an individual
from being infected with SARS-CoV-2, whilst "transmission” refers to the vaccine effectiveness at preventing onward
transmission by an infected individual.

central booster_ve_high | | booster_ve_low | |crim_death_high

crim_death_low

crim_hospi_high

crim_hospi_low | |crim_infect_high | | crim_infect_low

fixed_si_high

fixed_si_low

75

5.0

Intrinsic R_0

25

T

ﬁ

H
H

=

H
H

f

:

H H

i
-

0.0

0.04

0.03

Basic IHR

0.02

0.01

1R || 9

0.00

0.5

0.4

0.3

Baisc HFR

0.2

0.1

0.02

Basic IFR

0.01

0.00

B4 Wildtype B4 Alpha B4 Delta B4 Omicron

Figure S8: Sensitivity analysis (columns, see table for scenario description) of model inferred intrinsic Ry and basic

IHR, HFR and IFR of the variants.

From left to right: Central, high and low booster vaccine efficacy, high and low

cross-immunity against death, high and low cross-immunity against hospitalisation, high and low cross-immunity against
infection, and high and low fixed serial interval duration. Box plots show mean model-inferred properties and 95% Crl for
the Wildtype (grey), Alpha (blue), Delta (orange) and Omicron (pink) variants.
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6 Supplementary Results

6.1 Winter 2020/21 HFR and mechanical ventilation bed occupancy

To further characterise the model inferred increase in effective HFR during the winter of 2020-2021, we analysed linked
patient-level data on PCR-positive COVID-19 cases, hospital admissions and deaths between September 1, 2020 and
February 28, 2021. We counted hospitalisations for patients staying in hospital for 24 hours after their date of admission,
which was defined as either the date of first hospital attendance within 14 days of a positive PCR test in the community
or the date of PCR-positive diagnosis for patients already in hospital. We then calculated the a time series of daily HFR
as the number of hospital admissions that (prospectively) had an outcome of death over the total number of admissions
for that day. Lastly, we used daily mechanical ventilation (MV) bed occupancy as a proxy of hospital pressures, defined as
the number of MV beds occupied, divided by the total number of such beds.

We logit transformed occupancy and HFR and assessed the correlation between them in simple linear regression, adjusting
for a potential interaction between occupancy and variant dominance. The latter was defined as a binary variable for a
given day, as either "Alpha dominant” day or not, if the frequency of this variant in community positive PCR was greater
than 60%. Results are presented below in figure|S9| and table [S14

B Wildtype (9 Alpha

England East Of England London Midlands North East And Yorkshire North West South East South West
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* Basic HFR assumes healthcare at the start of each monthly interval
** Only data available to classify beds as with mechanical ventilation (MV) or not.
*** HFR and occupancy data calculated from line-list (patient level) and Sit-Rep data from NHS England, respectively, and applying logit transformation of proportions.

Figure S9: Correlation between hospital fatality ratio and mechanical ventilation beds occupancy. A) Basic HFR (model
inferred) of the Alpha and Wildtype variants assuming healthcare characteristics at the start of each month. B) Daily
(model inferred) effective severity by variant. C) Data on mechanical ventilation beds occupancy. D) Correlation plot
between occupancy (logit scale) and HFR (logit scale) by NHS England region and variant dominance.

Estimate S.E. t value p

Intercept -1.14 0.03 -4230 <0.01
Occupancy (logit) 0.10 0.06 1.59 0.11
Alpha dominant -1.84 0.16 -11.45 <0.01

Occupancy (logit) * Alpha dominant 1.09 014 778 <0.01

Table S14: Correlation between hospital fatality ratio and mechanical ventilation beds occupancy. Ordinary least square
linear regression model, with dependent and independent variables in logit scale, and variant dominance included as an
interaction term. Adjusted R* = 0.18.
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6.2 Disaggregated severity outputs

England East Of England London Midlands

60

40

20

North East And Yorkshire North West South East

South West

Effective HFR (%)
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P

Figure S10: Point-range represents data and binomial confidence interval (see section for details of data aggregation
from linked patient-level line lists) and shaded areas 95%Crl of model inferred trajectories by NHS Enlgand region.
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Figure S11: Comparison of model (left column) and data (right column) age distribution of weekly hospital admissions

(top row) and deaths (bottom row, in hospital and in the community).
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Figure S13: Scatter plot of intrinsic Ry and basic infection hospitalisation ratio (IHR), hospital fatality ration (HFR) and
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6.3 Model fit to healthcare data
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Figure S14: Model fits to NHS England Regions (columns); from top row to bottom: Deaths in hospital, Deaths in the
community, all deaths, ICU beds occupancy, general beds occupancy and all daily admissions. Points show the data, solid
line the median model fit and the shaded area the 95% Crl. Green data points indicate data streams where the model was

fitted to age-disaggregated data (see section , and orange where it was fitted to aggregated data as shown.
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Figure S15: Model fits to NHS England Regions (columns): infection prevalence in the community from ONS infection
survey. Points show the data, the solid line the median model fit and the shaded area the 95% Crl.
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Figure S16: Model fits to NHS England Regions (columns): infection prevalence in the community from the REal-time
Assessment of Community Transmission (REACT) Study. Points show the data, the solid line the median model fit and
the shaded area the 95% Crl. Geen colour points indicate the model was fitted to age-disaggregated data (see section .
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Figure S17: Model fits to NHS England Regions (columns): PCR positivity in the community from the national community
testing programme (Pillar 2). Grey line shows the data, aggregated for all ages, and the blue line the median model fit
and the shaded area the 95% Crl. Grey colour indicates the model was fitted to age-disaggregated data (see section .
PCR positivity data was removed before 2020-06-18, as the programme had not been scaled up nationally before this date,

and after 2021-11-01.
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Figure S18: Model fits to NHS England Regions (columns): seropositivity by Euroimmun essay among blood donors.

Black point-range shows the data and binomial confidence interval, and the blue and purple lines the median model fit to

proportion seropositive and infected, respectively, and shaded area the 95% Crl.
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Figure S19: Model fits to NHS England Regions (columns): seropositivity by Roche N essay among blood donors.
Black point-range shows the data and binomial confidence interval, and the blue and purple lines the median model fit to
proportion seropositive and infected, respectively, and shaded area the 95% Crl.
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Figure S20: Model fits to NHS England Regions (columns): Alpha variant frequency among symptomatic Pillar 2 PCR-
positive cases. Points-range shows the data and binomial confidence interval, solid line the median model fit and the

shaded area the 95% Crl.

EAST OF ENGLAND

Delta proportion (%)

o

T T T
Mar-21  Apr-21 Jun-21 Jul-21  Aug-21

NORTH WEST

Delta proportion (%)

° I T T T
Mar-21  Apr-21 Jun-21 Jul-21  Aug-21

Figure S21:

60
1

Delta proportion (%)
P

LONDON

MIDLANDS

Delta proportion (%)

o

NORTH EAST AND YORKSHIRE

Delta proportion (%)

Mar-21  Apr-21

Delta proportion (%)

Mar-21  Apr-21

T T T
Jun-21  Jul-21  Aug-21

SOUTH EAST

T T T T
Mar-21  Apr-21 Jun-21  Jul-21  Aug-21

SOUTH WEST

Delta proportion (%)

T T T
Jun-21  Jul-21  Aug-21

Mar-21  Apr-21

Jun-21 Jul-21  Aug-21

° T
Mar-21  Apr-21

T T T
Jun-21 Jul-21  Aug-21

Model fits to NHS England Regions (columns): Delta variant frequency among symptomatic Pillar 2 PCR-

positive cases. Points-range shows the data and binomial confidence interval, solid line the median model fit and the

shaded area the 95% Crl.

56



EAST OF ENGLAND LONDON MIDLANDS NORTH EAST AND YORKSHIRE

o

e 217 e K e

L

o ol o o
-8 & -3 -8
g g g g
s § s §
S o] S o] S o | S o]
g8 §8 £8 £8
a % a a
8 S S 8
5 5 s 5
5 91 § 91 5 91 5 9
S s s s
£ £ £ £
O o | O o | O o O o

S S & S

‘3
T T T T T 1 ° T T T T T 1 T T T T T 1 - T T T T 1
Nov-21 Dec-21 Jan-22 Feb-22 Nov-21 Dec-21 Jan-22 Feb-22 Nov-21 Dec-21  Jan-22 Feb-22 Nov-21 Dec-21 Jan-22 Feb-22
NORTH WEST SOUTH EAST SOUTH WEST

) =) o

7 27 7

o ol o
-3 ~ & )
g g g
5 Z 5 5
2 o £ a9 g o
5 §8 58
<3 2 <3
S S S
s =% s
§ 91 § 91 § 91
s s g
£ £ £
O o O o O o

S S &

/o
i &
°© T T T T T 1 ° T T T T T 1 < T T T T 1
Nov-21 Dec-21 Jan-22 Feb-22 Nov-21 Dec-21 Jan-22 Feb-22 Nov-21 Dec-21 Jan-22 Feb-22

Figure S22: Model fits to NHS England Regions (columns): Omicron variant frequency among symptomatic Pillar 2
PCR-positive cases. Points-range shows the data and binomial confidence interval, solid line the median model fit and the
shaded area the 95% Crl.

57



6.4 Model fit to age-disaggregated data

The model was fitted to age-specific data by NHS England region for Pillar 2 PCR positivity, infection prevalence from the
REACT study, hospital admissions and deaths, both in hospital and in the community. Age bands were defined according to
data availability for each data stream. Here we present the model fits compared to these age-disaggregated data streams,
aggregating across regions to the national (England) level.
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Figure S23: Model fits to data by age aggregated to national-level: PCR positivity in the community from the national
community testing programme (Pillar 2). Black line shows the data, and the blue line the median model fit and the shaded
area the 95% Crl.
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Figure S24: Model fits to age-disaggregated data: infection prevalence in the community from the REal-time Assessment
of Community Transmission (REACT) Study. Grey line shows the data, aggregated to England-level, and the blue line the
median model fit and the shaded area the 95% Crl.

58



Hospital admissions by age - England
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Figure S25: Model fits to age-disaggregated data: hospital admissions. Points-range shows the data and binomial
confidence interval, aggregated to England-level, and the blue line the median model fit and the shaded area the 95% Crl.

Hospital deaths by age - England
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Figure S26: Model fits to age-disaggregated data: hospital deaths. Orange points show the data, aggregated to England-
level, and the blue line the median model fit and the shaded area the 95% Crl.
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Community deaths by age - England
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Figure S27: Model fits to age-disaggregated data: deaths in the community, including care homes. Orange points show
the data, aggregated to England-level, and the blue line the median model fit and the shaded area the 95% Crl.

60



6.5 Model

inferred (fitted) parameters
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Figure S28:
shaded areas

Estimated trajectory of beta over time by region. Solid lines show the
the 95% Crl.

Inferred epidemic parameters for NHS regions at 2022-02-24
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Figure S29: Estimated value of beta over time by region. The points show the median model fit and the bars the 95%

Crl. The vertical dashed red lines show the bounds of the prior distribution.
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Inferred epidemic parameters for NHS regions at 2022-02-24
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Figure S30: Model parameter posterior distributions for time-varying severity modifiers. The points show the median
model fit and the bars the 95% Crl. Where shown, vertical dashed red lines show the bounds of the prior distribution, else
we assumed a uniform (flat) prior.
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Inferred epidemic parameters for NHS regions at 2022-02-24
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Figure S31:

Model parameter posterior distributions for variant-driven severity modifiers. The points show the median

model fit and the bars the 95% Crl. We assumed a uniform (flat) prior, hence no prior bounds are shown.
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Inferred epidemic parameters for NHS regions at 2022-02-24
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Figure S32: Model parameter posterior distributions. The points show the median model fit and the bars the 95% Crl.
We assumed a uniform (flat) prior, hence no prior bounds are shown.
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Symbol Glossary

Symbol Definition

Abbreviations

ICU Intensive care unit
VE Vaccine effectiveness
AZ AstraZeneca ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 (AZD1222) vaccine
PF Pfizer-BioNTech COVID-19 Vaccine BNT162b2
Mod Moderna mRNA-1273 vaccine
Model Compartments
Sik Susceptible
Ebik Exposed
I;;j’k Infected pre-symptomatic
Ij{j’k Infected asymptomatic
Iélj’k Symptomatic infected (infectious)
Iak Symptomatic infected (not infectious)
GZj’k Severe disease, not hospitalised
Dk Deceased (as a result of COVID-19)
Rk Recovered
Vi Vaccination strata

ICU;;,Qk Awaiting admission to ICU

ICUé‘}i’k Hospitalised in ICU, leading to recovery

ICU;VD’ Hospitalised in ICU, leading to death following step-down from ICU
ICUS™  Hospitalised in ICU, leading to death

W£j7k Step-down post-ICU period, leading to death
W,é’j’k Step-down post-ICU recovery period
Hli)’j’k Hospitalised on general ward leading to death
Hligj’k Hospitalised on general ward leading to recovery
Model Parameters
pj{,j’k(t) Probability of hospitalisation given symptomatic
plG;k(t) Probability of dying in the community/care home given severe disease requiring hospitalisation
pjly(t)  Probability of ICU admission given hospitalised
p%;k(t) Probability of death given hospitalised and not in ICU

p;égD(t) Probability of death given ICU
p%k(z) Probability of death after discharge

XK (1) Susceptibility of an individual to variant j given vaccine stratum k
ELIK(r)  Infectivity of an individual infected with variant j given vaccine stratum k
Ab7k(¢)  Variant-specific force of infection

APk () Combined force of infection (both variants)

Cik (1) Rate of progression from vaccine strata k to k+ 1

Ye Rate of progression from compartment x

R} Reproduction number for variant j at time ¢

R,j"eff Effective reproduction number for variant j at time ¢

Wiltype Region specific outbreak start time

tAlpha Region specific Alpha seeding time

tDelta Region specific Delta seeding time

tOmicron Region specific Omicron seeding time

\Z Duration of seeding period for variant j

0; Daily seeding rate for variant j

8%7%(¢t)  Daily seeding rate of variant j (stratified by age and vaccination strata)
c Delta transmission advantage

my (1) Person-to-person transmission rate

Ciil Person-to-person contact rate

Continued on next page
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Table S15 — continued from previous page

Symbol

Definition

B()
Bi

Transmission rate
Transmission rate at change-point ¢;

@;j(t)  Weighted number of infectious individuals
A?k Mean duration of infectiousness weighted by infectivity

Vaccine Effectiveness vs.
€inf Infection
esp Severe disease
Cdeath Death
esplsympr  Severe disease given symptoms
eqearnjsp  Death given severe disease
Cins Infectiousness

Fixed Parameters

ph Probability of being symptomatic given infected
0] Probability of COVID-19 diagnosis confirmed prior to hospital admission
Yo Rate at which unconfirmed hospital patients are confirmed as infected
Ye Rate at which individuals move out of compartment x
Dseropos Probability of seroconversion following infection
Dserogpec Specificity of serology test
Dserosens Sensitivity of serology test
1/%ero,. ~Mean time to seroconversion from onset of infectiousness
l/ysemllm Mean duration of seropositivity (Euroimmun assay)
1/)/3”012705 Mean duration of seropositivity (Roche N)
n; Probability of cross-immunity to variant j following infection from a variant predating variant j
o1, Infectivity of an asymptomatic individual, relative to a symptomatic one
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