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1 Supplementary results

1.1 MCMC output

The trace plots for the fitted parameters in Figure S1 show successful convergence of the MCMC, and the
histograms of the posterior distributions for the parameters in Figure S2 show that they are all identifiable
from the data. There is some positive correlation between the beta parameters for nearby time periods
(Figure S3), which is not surprising given the piecewise linear form of the transmission rate (Equation (1)
in the main text). The transmission rate in August 2021 is strongly positively correlated with introduction
date for the Delta variant, which is to be expected given that the a higher transmission rate can compensate
for a later introduction date.
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Figure S1: Trace plots for fitted parameters from MCMC. Plots show samples from full chain (50,000
iterations), including the burn-in, thinned by a factor of 10.
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Figure S2: Prior (red lines) and posterior (histograms) distributions of fitted parameters
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Figure S3: Posterior distributions and pairwise correlations of the fitted parameters. Parameter posterior
distributions are shown on the diagonal, pairwise scatter plots in the lower triangle, and pairwise correlation
coefficients in the upper triangle.
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1.2 Age-stratified model fit
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Figure S4: Fit of the model to age-stratified hospitalisation (left) and hospital death (right) data for French
Polynesia from July 2020 to May 2022. Red points show data, black line and grey shaded area show median
and 95% credible intervals of simulations of the fitted model, i.e. the uncertainty in the expected number
of hospitalisations and deaths in the model. Note that this does not include uncertainty in the reporting
process. Note different scales on vertical axes.
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Figure S5: Fit of the model to age-stratified confirmed case data for French Polynesia from July 2020 to
May 2022. Red points show data, black line and grey shaded area show median and 95% CI of simulations
of the fitted model, i.e. the uncertainty in the expected number of cases in the model. Note that this does
not include uncertainty in the reporting process and that there is a strong day-of-the-week effect in the
reporting.
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Figure S6: Fit of the model to age-stratified seroprevalence data from the two seroprevalence surveys con-
ducted on Tahiti and Moorea by the Cellule Epi-surveillance COVID and the Health Department of French
Polynesia in Feburary 2021, and on Tahiti by Institut Louis Malardé in November-December 2021. Red dots
and bars show seroprevalence estimates and exact binomial 95% confidence intervals for the two sero-surveys,
and black line and grey shaded region show median and 95% CI of seroprevalence from simulations of the
model.
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1.3 Impact of alternative lockdown timings

We estimate the counterfactual impact that starting the lockdowns during the first two COVID-19 waves
earlier or later would have had on the numbers of symptomatic cases, hospitalisations and hospital deaths
in each wave and overall by simulating different combinations of the dates of the estimated changes in
transmission due to the lockdowns in the first two waves (Figure S9). For each combination of lockdown dates,
we run 500 simulations with parameter values drawn from the posterior distribution of the parameters from
the model fitting and compare the numbers of hospitalisations and hospital deaths to those in simulations
with the same parameter values with the actual lockdown dates. This gives the results shown in Table S1
and Figure S7.

The differences in the overall numbers of symptomatic cases, hospitalisations and hospital deaths for the
earlier and later lockdown timings are all relatively small, ranging from 1300 (95% CI 1100–1400) fewer cases,
211 (95% CI 190–233) fewer hospitalisations and 34 (95% CI 30–37) fewer deaths for starting both lockdowns
2 weeks earlier up to 700 (95% CI 600–800) more cases, 87 (95% CI 76–99) more hospitalisations and 15 (95%
CI 13–17) more deaths for starting the second lockdown 2 weeks later (Table 1). This is because starting the
first lockdown either 2 weeks earlier or later would have increased the number of cases in the first wave — by
2300 (95% CI 2000–2600) and 5300 (95% CI 4800–5800) respectively — and a greater number of cases in the
first wave would have resulted in greater accumulation of population immunity prior to the second wave and
therefore fewer cases, hospitalisations and deaths in the second wave. Starting the lockdown earlier would
have flattened the first wave (reduced its peak, but prolonged its duration), while starting it later would
have increased the peak but shortened the duration (Figure S7). The former change would have resulted in
3700 (95% CI 3300–4100) fewer cases in the second wave, the latter 6100 (95% CI 5500–6700) fewer cases.
Initiating the second lockdown 2 weeks earlier in addition to starting the first lockdown 2 weeks earlier would
have decreased the size of the second wave by a further 1400 cases. Varying the lockdown timings in the first
two waves would have had a limited impact on the size of the third wave, as the total number of infections
across the first two waves would have remained similar (so the population-level immunity entering the third
wave would have been similar) and the immune escape properties of the Omicron BA.1/BA.2 variants reduce
the impact of the proportion previously infected on the size of the third wave.
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Figure S7: Impact of alternative lockdown scenarios on numbers of COVID-19 symptomatic cases.

1.4 Booster waning rate sensitivity analysis

Figure S8 shows the estimated impact of the booster campaign for the lower booster waning rate from [1].
The estimated numbers of cases, hospitalisations and hospital deaths averted under the different assumptions
about the booster waning rate are shown in Table S2. The estimated impact of the booster campaign is
sensitive to the assumed booster waning rate, with more than twice as many hospitalisations and hospital
deaths estimated to have been averted with the lower booster waning rate.

Table S2: Estimated median (95% CI) cases, hospitalisations and hospital deaths averted due to booster
campaign for different assumptions about booster waning rate

Booster waning rate, ζi5 Cases averted (thousands) Hospitalisations averted Hospital deaths averted
Base case = 0.0025 [1] 4.8 (4.8 – 4.9) 92 (89 – 95) 17 (17 – 18)
Lower = 0.00057 [2] 8.1 (8 – 8.2) 213 (205 – 222) 44 (43 – 46)
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Figure S8: Impact of booster programme on numbers of COVID-19 symptomatic cases, hospitalisations and
hospital deaths relative to no boosters for lower booster waning rate from [2]. See blue lines in Figure 2 in
main text for comparison with higher booster waning rate from [1].
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Figure S9: Estimated transmission rate over time, β(t). Black line shows median estimate, shaded region the
95% CI for the fitted model. Blue line and shaded region show the same for the “no lockdowns” counterfactual
scenario.
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2 Supplementary discussion

2.1 Limitations

We assume mixing within age groups is homogeneous for the entire French Polynesian population (∼280,000).
However, French Polynesia consists of a large number of islands gathered in five archipelagos spread over
2000km [3], some of which do not have frequent transport links to the main islands of Tahiti and Moorea,
which account for ∼210,000 individuals, so mixing of the population is not completely homogeneous. We
also assume that the seroprevalence estimates from the surveys conducted on Tahiti and Moorea were
representative of seroprevalence on all the islands, when in fact there may have been considerable variation
between islands. Ideally we would have focused the analysis on the Windward Islands, which include Tahiti
and Moorea, as these account for the majority of the population, were the islands most affected by the
epidemic, and are where the sero-survey estimates were most representative, but this was not possible as too
many cases were missing location information.

There are some factors that may mean we underestimate the impact of the vaccination programme. These
include the fact that our estimates of cases, hospitalisations and deaths averted are based on reported hospital
deaths, while data on all-cause mortality for 2015-2021 [4] and model-based estimates of excess mortality
[5] suggest there may have been considerable under-reporting of COVID-19 deaths in the Delta wave. We
also assume that all severity parameters, such as the probability of death given hospitalisation, remained
constant over the course of the epidemic, but the data suggests that a higher proportion of hospitalised
individuals died during the Delta wave than the initial wave and the BA.1/BA.2 wave (possibly because of
high pressure on health services), and that we have underestimated the number of hospital deaths among
individuals aged 60+ years during the Delta wave (by approximately 30%). Furthermore, we do not account
for hospital capacity in the model, which, when reached, may lead to increased death rates among those
denied hospitalisation. Since the main hospitals in French Polynesia reached capacity during the Delta wave,
we may have underestimated the transmission rate during this period and thus the counterfactual number
of deaths without vaccination (as hospital capacity in the counterfactual scenario would have been reached
more quickly, leading to a faster accumulation of deaths in the community).

Some of the large uncertainty in the impact of the booster programme (4800–8100 symptomatic cases
averted) stems from the structure of the model, in that we treat individuals whose booster protection wanes
as returning to full susceptibility when they may in fact retain some protection against severe disease for
a long period of time. However, we made this simplifying assumption due to the relatively limited data
available on the rate at which booster protection wanes and to avoid increasing the complexity of the model
further (e.g. with additional strata for waned booster protection), which would require more assumptions.
Although it is based on data on the rate at which booster protection against Omicron BA.1 hospitalisation
wanes [1], the base case estimate of booster impact at the lower end of the scale may be too pessimistic, and
the upper end of the scale may be more representative.

Another potential source of underestimation of the impact of the booster programme is that we treat
the Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 sublineages as the same, despite evidence that BA.2 is more transmissible than
BA.1 [6–9], and may therefore cause higher infection rates in the absence of protection from boosters. To
some extent the difference in transmissibility will be absorbed in the fitting of the transmission rate for the
third wave, but the resulting averaged transmission rate will give a lower estimate for the number of cases,
hospitalisations and deaths, averted in the latter half of the third wave when BA.2 was dominant and booster
coverage was higher. Vaccine effectiveness and severity estimates for Omicron BA.2 are similar to those for
BA.1 [10–14], however, so the difference in transmissibility should be the only source of error, and given the
lower severity of the Omicron variants, the absolute error in numbers of hospitalisations and deaths averted
is likely to be small.

We assume initial vaccine effectiveness and rates of waning of immunity are the same for all ages. However,
there is evidence that vaccine effectiveness against symptomatic infection is lower and wanes more quickly
in older age groups (≥65 years) than in younger age groups, at least for the Delta variant [15], which may
introduce some bias into our estimates of vaccination impact. We also assume waning rates are the same
for different variants and infection outcomes, but data suggests waning is faster against the Omicron BA.1
variant than the Delta variant [1] and that protection against severe outcomes wanes more slowly than that
against infection [15]. Further work is needed to determine the extent to which these differences affect vaccine
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impact estimates.
Finally, we have not fitted the model to the most recent waves in French Polynesia, caused mainly by

the Omicron BA.5, BA.4, and BQ.1.1 variants, as doing so would arguably require significantly increasing
the complexity of the model (or moving to a status-based approach to capturing the immune status of the
population [16]) to account for repeat booster vaccinations and the increased transmissibility/immune escape
of the BA.5 [17] and BQ.1.1 variants [18]. Hence we are not able to make projections of future incidence
under different scenarios of increasing contact levels and introduction of new variants.
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