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Abstract

Several studies found an association between the risk of death for COVID-19
patients and hospital overload during the first pandemic wave. We studied this
association across the French departments using 82,467 serological samples and
a hierarchical Bayesian model. In high-incidence areas, we hypothesized that
hospital overload would increase infection fatality rate (IFR) without increasing
infection hospitalization rate (IHR). We found that increasing departmental inci-
dence from 3% to 9% rose IFR from 0.42% to 1.14%, and THR from 1.66% to
3.61%. An increase in incidence from 6% to 12% in people under 60 was associ-
ated with an increase in the proportion of people over 60 among those infected,
from 11.6% to 17.4%. Higher incidence did increase the risk of death for infected
persons, probably due to an older infected population in high-incidence areas
rather than hospital overload.

Keywords: COVID-19, Hospital overload, Bayesian statistics, Hierarchical modeling,
Spatial modeling, Causal graph

. 1 Introduction

> The first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic led to episodes of hospital overload in many
s parts of the world, requiring the urgent provision of additional hospital beds to pre-
+ vent excess mortality [1, 2]. Temporary units were set up, but suspected of being less
5 effective than permanent units (although these comparisons were impeded by con-
s founders such as admission criteria) [3-5]. Indeed, hospital overload can manifest in
7 several ways. First, it can appear as a lack of hospital bed availability, resulting in a
s lower proportion of infected individuals being hospitalized. Second, it can lead to a
o decrease in the quality of care due to the urgent addition of extra beds with poten-
0 tially inadequate facilities, equipment, or staff. Hospital overload thus has multiple
u aspects, making it difficult to measure using a single indicator.

12 So far, the consequences of these episodes of hospital overload on the risk of death for
13 infected persons have mainly been studied through the number of confirmed COVID-
1w 19 cases, using the case fatality rate (CFR) [6-8]. Hospital overload was notably
15 expressed as the ratio between the number of COVID-19 cases and baseline hospital
16 resources, a measure that does not distinguish between situations of high incidence
17 and those of insufficient hospital resources at baseline [6]. In addition, CFR analysis is
15 limited by spatial and temporal variations in the case detection rate (the proportion
10 of new cases that are detected) [9, 10].

2 To overcome the limitations of the cases-based approach, several studies used serolog-
z ical data and estimated infection fatality rates (IFRs) [11-14]. IFR is defined as the
2 number of deaths attributed to COVID-19 during a given period divided by the num-
2 ber of infected individuals (incidence) over the same period, and corresponds to the
x  risk of death for infected persons. These studies compared IFRs across countries and
s age groups, but did not explore the impact of hospital overload.

2 Built on the seroprevalence study SAPRIS-SERO, the present work aimed to estimate
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a7 the effect of COVID-19 incidence on IFR at the scale of the metropolitan depart-
;s ments of France during the first pandemic wave in the population over 20. We used a
2 Bayesian statistical framework to leverage multiple sources of data and to account for
w uncertainty surrounding the latent variables when used in regressions (such as inci-
s dence and IFR). As incidence (understood as a cumulative incidence over the first
» wave) was reported to range from 3% to 9% in the French regions (administrative sub-
53 divisions gathering several departments), the consequences of an incidence shift from
s 3% to 9% on IFR were the main object of this study [15, 16].

35 The relation between incidence and IFR is however confounded, notably because the
s determinants of IFR may share socio-economic causes with incidence at the scale of
s departments. Typically, wealthier departments could have a population which travels
;s more (possibly increasing incidence) and which is healthier (decreasing IFR), partici-
3 pating in a spurious negative association between incidence and IFR. Thus, IFR was
w adjusted (by conditioning and averaging, as described in the Methods section) for the
a  main determinants of COVID-19 outcome: prevalence of diabetes (as a surrogate for
« obesity), proportion of the population over 60, and number of intensive care beds per
s inhabitant (see the dedicated subsection: Choice of the covariates) [6, 7, 17, 18]. In
w the Methods section (equation 15), we formalize the equivalence between (i) the asso-
s clation between incidence and adjusted IFR and (ii) the causal effect of incidence on
s IFR, using the structural causal models framework.

s Finally, the mechanisms by which incidence could influence IFR were explored. Evi-
«s dence for hospital overload with shortage of hospital beds was sought by examining
w the effect of COVID-19 incidence on infection hospitalization rate (IHR), which is the
so proportion of infected individuals being hospitalized for COVID-19. The age of the
51 infected individuals may also play a role in the effect of incidence on IFR. Indeed, it
52 has been suggested that older persons could be under-represented in the population
53 of infected people at the early stages of the epidemic [19]. To determine if infected
s individuals were actually younger in departments with low incidence, the dependence
55 between COVID-19 incidence in people under 60 and the proportion of individuals
ss  over 60 among those infected was investigated.

+ 2 Results

= 2.1 Participants

ss  The study included 82,467 persons with a serological test, living in metropolitan
o France, and over 20 years old. All serological samples were collected between May and
s November 2020. Among the participants, 319 reported a positive RT-PCR. These lat-
e ter had a mean age of 52 years, 29% of them were males, and the median time elapsed
&3 between RT-PCR and dried blood sampling was 111 days (IQR: 68-128). The partic-
6 ipants with a positive RT-PCR were considered infected. On the other hand, 82,148
s participants reported no positive RT-PCR (no RT-PCR or a negative RT-PCR). These
s participants had a mean age of 58 years, and 35% of them were males. A detailed
e flowchart and a table with the number of samples for each department and age group
6 are provided in the Supplementary information file.
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o 2.2 Departmental incidence, IFR, and THR

7 The model estimated an incidence of 6.8% over the first wave in metropolitan France,
with a 95% credible interval (95% CI) of 6.4 to 7.2%. Figure 1 displays a map of

COVID-19
incidence
(1st wave)

12.5%
10.0%

7.5%

5.0%

* 25%

Fig. 1: COVID-19 departmental incidence (cumulated over the first wave) in
metropolitan France.

71
7 departmental incidence, showing that north-east France was the most affected area.

7 Indeed, departmental incidence ranged from 2.5% (95% CI: 1.8-3.4%), in Ariége (a
71 south-west department), to 13.6% (95% CI: 12.1-15.2%), in Haut-Rhin (a north-east
75 department).

7 The overall infection fatality rate in metropolitan France was 0.94% (95% CI: 0.89-
7 0.99%) and infection hospitalization rate was 3.28% (95% CI: 3.10-3.46%). IFR ranged
s from 0.27% (95% CI: 0.21-0.33%), in Haute-Garonne (a south-west department with
n low COVID-19 incidence), to 1.97% (95% CI: 1.74-2.22%), in Haut-Rhin (the depart-
s ment with the highest COVID-19 incidence, located in the north-east of france). IHR
s ranged from 1.02% (95% CI: 0.72-1.42%), in Tarn-et-Garonne, to 5.92% (95% CI:
& 5.09-6.79%), in Territoire de Belfort. The Supplementary information file provides
s exhaustive departmental estimates (incidence, IFR, THR).

u 2.3 Effect of incidence on IFR and ITHR

s Figure 2 illustrates the association between departmental incidence and adjusted IFR,
s or adjusted IHR (adjustment for the proportion of persons over 60 in the population,
a7 for the prevalence of diabetes, and for the number of intensive care beds per inhab-
s itant). An incidence of 3% was associated with an adjusted IFR of 0.42% (95% CIL:
s 0.33-0.52%), and an incidence of 9% was associated with an adjusted IFR of 1.14%
w (95% CI: 0.95-1.39%). The absolute difference (equivalent to the average causal effect
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Fig. 2: Effect of departmental incidence on infection fatality rate (IFR) and on infec-
tion hospitalization rate (IHR).

The points represent the mean posterior departmental estimates.

Black line and gray zone: Posterior mean and 95% CI of the expected adjusted
departmental IFR given incidence (or expected causal effect of incidence on IFR: see
equation 15 of the Methods). The same description applies to THR.

The covariates are represented relative to their medians.

Pop. over 60: Proportion of adult population over 60.

ICU beds per 1,000 inhab.: Number of intensive care beds per 1,000 inhabitants.

o of an incidence shift from 3% to 9%) was 0.72% (95% CI: 0.49-1.01%).

« An incidence of 3% was associated with an adjusted THR of 1.66% (95% CI: 1.30-
s 2.06%), and an incidence of 9% was associated with an adjusted IHR of 3.61% (95% CI:
u  3.05-4.28%). The absolute difference was 1.94% (95% CI: 1.18-2.80%).

s Complementary results (univariate analysis, role of the confounders) are provided in
os the Supplementary information file.

o 2.4 Association between incidence and age of infected persons

e Asillustrated in Figure 3, a shift in incidence in the persons under 60 from 6% to 12%
o (typical observed values) was associated with an increase in the expected proportion of
w0 persons over 60 among those infected for a department with the same age structure as
1 metropolitan France, from 11.6% (95% CI: 9.6-13.6%) to 17.4% (95% CI: 15.5-19.5%)).
12 The absolute difference was 5.8% (95% CI: 2.9-8.8%).
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Fig. 3: Association between incidence in people under 60 and the proportion of people
over 60 among those infected.
The points represent the mean posterior departmental estimates.
Black line and gray zone: Posterior mean and 95% CI of the expected proportion of
persons over 60 among those infected (for a department with the same age structure
as metropolitan France).

w3 Discussion

we This study explored the role of hospital overload on the risk of death for COVID-19
s patients (IFR) using data collected in France following the first pandemic wave. We
ws found that a higher departmental incidence was associated with a higher adjusted
w  IFR, corresponding to a causal effect of incidence on IFR. This effect could possibly
s be explained by the age of the infected persons, as we found a higher proportion of
wo  people aged over 60 among those infected in high-incidence departments. The role of
no hospital overload was explored through the analysis of the probability of hospitaliza-
ur tion when infected (IHR). In case of hospital overload with a lack of beds, we would
n2  have expected a decrease in the proportion of infected individuals who are hospitalized.
u3  In case of hospital overload with sufficient additional beds available but a decrease
ue in the quality of care, we would have expected THR to remain stable with incidence
us  (since infected individuals could have been hospitalized without restriction). On the
us contrary, we found that an incidence shift from 3% to 9% increased THR by the same
w7 magnitude as IFR (by a factor of two to three), consistent with the increase in the age
us  of infected individuals with incidence (since both IHR and IFR increase with age) [20].
uo  Previous studies have compared IFR between countries and have found that age-
1o specific IFR was the main predictor of country-level IFR [11]. However, IFR varied
121 strongly between countries (by a factor of more than 30 in [11]), even after account-
122 ing for the age of the infected individuals [13, 14]. In particular, European countries
13 faced higher IFRs than expected [11-13], suggesting the importance of other determi-
e nants of IFR than age and health-care capacity [11]. Focusing on a single country was
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125 a first strength of our study, as it eliminated the influence of any country-level con-
s founder (heterogeneity in populations, healthcare systems, mitigation policies, etc.),
127 by design. Furthermore, the association between departmental incidence and IFR was
s not explained by the covariates we used: baseline hospital resources (measured as the
1o number of intensive care beds per inhabitant), proportion of the population over 60,
1 or prevalence of diabetes (used as a proxy for obesity). This association between inci-
m  dence and adjusted IFR was also suggested in one international comparison (see the
w2 Figure 3 of [14]).

133 Some other studies found a positive association between a higher case fatality rate
w  (CFR) and hospital overload in the US and in France [4, 6]. In these studies, hospital
135 overload was measured either by the number of hospitalizations for COVID-19 or by
136 the ratio between COVID-19 cases and hospital resources, such as ICU beds or nurs-
1w ing staff. In one of these studies, CFR was standardized for the age of the population,
s but not for the age of the infected individuals [4]. These findings may be explained
139 by the role of incidence. Indeed, hospital overload increases with incidence, as does
1w the age of infected individuals (and consequently, IFR). Incidence could therefore be
w1 a confounder for hospital overload and IFR.

12 An important strength of this study was the Bayesian statistical framework, which
13 accounted for uncertainty in the latent variables used in the regressions (such as inci-
w dence or IFR). Indeed, underestimation of incidence results in overestimation of IFR
us  (since the number of COVID-19 related deaths is known), and overestimation of inci-
us dence leads to underestimation of IFR. Thus, sampling variation contributes to a
wr  spurious negative association between incidence and IFR, as evidenced in the pos-
us  terior predictive checks (see the Supplementary information file). Considering these
w9 latent variables as known during the regression step would therefore have led to biased
150 results.

11 A limitation of our study was that focusing on a single country could reduce exter-
12 nal validity, particularly for countries on other continents or with different levels of
153 development. A second limitation relates to the causal assumptions we have made,
1« as they result in a simplified view of the relation between the variables. We used the
155 prevalence of diabetes as a surrogate for obesity because it is easier to collect data on
156 (through diabetes medication), and not all risk factors for COVID-19 death were con-
157 sidered (like immunosuppression). However, these assumptions enabled formal causal
158 reasoning using graphs, which is not yet widely practiced in health research [21]. This
19 formalism contributes to greater clarity regarding the questions asked and the mech-
160 anisms under study.

11 In conclusion, this study found that a higher incidence increased the risk of death
12 among individuals infected with COVID-19. However, the mechanism of this effect
163 could be related to a shift in the profile of infected individuals with incidence. Indeed,
16« the departments with lower incidence tended to have a younger infected population (to
s be distinguished from the age of the general population of the department). These find-
166 ings prompt a reinterpretation of studies that have observed an association between
17 the number of COVID-19 cases in a specific location and the risk of death among
s infected individuals, as the age of infected persons was generally not considered. It is
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1o important to emphasize that while we did not find epidemiological evidence implicat-
o ing hospital overload in increasing the risk of death among COVID-19 patients, this
m  does not negate the possibility of such an effect.

» 4 Methods

4.1 SAPRIS-SERO study

s This study used the data of the SAPRIS-SERO serosurvey, previously described [16,
ws 22, 23]. SAPRIS-SERO was built on SAPRIS ("SAnté, Perception, pratiques, Rela-
ws tions et Inégalités Sociales en population générale pendant la crise COVID-19"), a
177 cohort whose inclusions began in March 2020, which studied epidemiological and soci-
ws  ological aspects of the COVID-19 epidemic in France [22|. The adult participants of
w  SAPRIS were recruited from three cohorts based on the general population (without
180 particular selection on a disease):

181 ® The cohort NutriNet-Santé focused on nutrition, with online follow-up. It included
182 170,000 participants at the start of the study in 2009 [24].

183 ® The cohort CONSTANCES was set up in 2012 and included 204,973 adults,
184 selected to be a representative sample of the French adult population [25].

185 e E3N/E4N is a multi-generational adult cohort including 113,000 persons: the
186 women recruited at the start of the study (1990), their children, and the fathers
187 of these children [26].

188 All participants from the initial cohorts who had regular internet access and were still
10 being followed in 2020 were invited to participate in the SAPRIS study, which involved
100 self-administered questionnaires during the first wave. These questionnaires covered
11 demographic information and the history of SARS-CoV-2 testing by RT-PCR. A total
12 of 93,610 SAPRIS participants were over 20, completed the questionnaires, and resided
103 in metropolitan France. These participants were then invited to join the SAPRIS-
1s  SERO study by collecting a single dried-blood spot sample themselves. The samples
105 were sent to a virology laboratory (Unité des virus émergents, Marseille, France) for
s serological analysis using the commercial ELISA test (Euroimmun, Liibeck, Germany),
17 which detects anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG antibodies targeting the S1 domain of the spike
s protein. The ELISA assays performed on dried-blood spot samples demonstrated a
100 sensitivity of 98.1% to 100% and a specificity of 99.3% to 100% when compared to
20 conventional serum assays as a standard [27, 28].

o 4.2 External data

22 The results of two independent French seroprevalence studies were used as prior dis-
203 tributions for national seroprevalence (metropolitan France) [15, 29]. The results of a
200 diagnostic study concerning the ELISA test (IgG anti-S1 from Euroimmun) were used
205 as prior distributions for sensitivity and specificity [30].

26 The French population structure by age and by administrative department came from
207 the census of January first, 2020 (Insee, Institut national de la statistique et des études
208 économiques) [31]. The data about COVID-19-related hospitalizations during the first
20 semester (before July first, 2020) by administrative department were obtained from
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a0 the SI-VIC database, the exhaustive national inpatient surveillance system used dur-
au  ing the pandemic [32]. The data about general population mortality (including deaths
22 oceurring in nursing homes) attributed to COVID-19 during the first semester (before
a3 July first, 2020) were obtained from the CépiDe (Centre d’épidémiologie sur les causes
2e médicales de décés), online (open data) or directly [33]. Raw diabetes prevalence in
a5 French departments in 2019 (pre-pandemic) was provided by Santé Publique France
26 (open data), based on an exhaustive monitoring of anti-diabetic drugs use (Systéme
27 national des données de santé) [34]. The number of ICU (intensive care unit) beds
2s per inhabitant in 2019 (pre-pandemic) was obtained from the DREES (Direction de
a0 la recherche, des études, de I’évaluation et des statistiques) [35].

20 4.3 Choice of the covariates

Figure 4 features a causal graph representing departmental incidence (X), IFR or

Fig. 4: Causal graph. The variables are considered at the departmental scale. The
effect of X on Y can be estimated by adjusting on {Diab., Age, Beds}.

X: COVID-19 incidence.

Y: IFR (infection fatality rate) or IHR (infection hospitalization rate).

Diab.: Prevalence of diabetes.

Beds: Number of intensive care beds per inhabitant.

Age: Proportion of population over 60.

Dashed arrows represent the effects of unmeasured confounders C.

221

22 IHR (Y'), unobserved socio-economic variables (C), and the determinants of COVID-
23 19 outcome (according to [6, 7, 17, 18]). Our most critical assumptions, which are
»¢ included in the graph, are:

25 ® Age and diabetes are the main individual risk factors for COVID-19 severity,

26 influencing hospitalization and mortality.

27 ® The determinants of IFR and IHR at the departmental scale act through the
28 prevalence of these individual risk factors, through incidence, or through the
220 number of intensive care beds per inhabitant (the latter having a potentially
230 decisive role for IFR but acting as a surrogate for hospital beds when considering
21 IHR).

22 Given this causal graph (Figure 4), the set {Diab., Age, Beds} satisfies the back-
23 door criterion relative to (X,Y) and allows for estimating the causal effect of X
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24 on Y despite the presence of unobserved socio-economic variables, using the back-
2 door adjustment formula (equation 15) [36]. Prevalence of diabetes was chosen as a
26 surrogate for obesity because it is easier to quantify precisely (through data on the
27 sale of diabetes medication).

2 4.4 Statistical model

29 The statistical analysis was carried out within a Bayesian framework. An overview of
a0 the model is featured in Figure 5, where the equations of the model are referenced next
to the variables. In the remainder of this section, prior distributions are not always

(9) Proportion of (5, 6) Sensitivity (4, 1) Seropreva-
people over 60 and specificity .l er; ce given age
among those infected, of the serological and department
given department test

~_

(7, 10) Incidence
given age and

Y
(2, 3) Seroprevalence
in metropolitan France

(11) Incidence |
given department |

department
Y A
(12) Mortality and (13, 14) IFR
hospitalizations < and [HR given
given department department

Fig. 5: Overview of the model. The blue and red rectangles represent the exposure
and outcome of the main analysis, respectively. The numbers indicate the equations
associated with the variables (see the Model section).

IFR: Infection fatality rate.

THR: Infection hospitalization rate.

241
a2 explicitly written. If so, the latter are uniform. Age groups are indexed by the letter

23 4 (i = 0 for individuals aged 20 to 59, and ¢ = 1 for individuals aged over 60). The
a4 departments are indexed by the letter j, ranging from 1 to 95.
s For an age group 7 and a department j, the participants without a positive RT-PCR,
25 nor missing data on department contributed to the estimation of seroprevalence s; j,
27 considering N; ; the number of these participants, and y; ; the number of positive
us  serological tests:

Yij ~ B(Nij, 8i5) (1)
20 Seroprevalence at the scale of metropolitan France (seropance) was obtained by post-
=0 stratification from s;; and pop; ;, the size of the population corresponding to this

10
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251 group:
_ i, POP; j X Si; 9
S€rOFrance — ( )
Zi7 j POD; ;
2  Seroprevalence estimates from other surveys were incorporated using beta distribu-
23 tions:

SerOFrance ~ Beta(101,1948) (implies a 95% CI of 4.02-5.89% [15])
SerOFyance ~ Beta(1147,17212) (implies a 95% CI of 5.90-6.60% [29])

¢ For an age group i and a department j, incidence (cumulated over the first semester)
5 was denoted p; ;. Seroprevalence s; ; was linked to incidence p; ; and to the sensitivity
6 (Se) and specificity (Sp) of the serological test:

8ij = Sex pij+(1—=5p) x (1= pij) (4)
57 Prior distributions for sensitivity and specificity originated from [30]:

Se ~ Beta(585,56) (implies a 95% CI of 89.0-93.3%)

5

Sp ~ Beta(953,15) (implies a 95% CI of 97.6-99.1%) ®)
s The participants with a positive RT-PCR contributed to the likelihood of sensitivity.
0 With Ny and yse the number of total and positive (respectively) serological tests in
%0 this group,

Yse ~ B(N567 Se) (6)

21 Incidence p; ; was modeled on the logit scale. As it was suggested that older persons
s could be under-represented in the population of infected persons at the early stages
»3  of the epidemic [19], every department had a unique log-odds ratio for age over 60
2 (Bj), possibly influenced by its intercept «; (logit of incidence in the 20-59 in the
%5 department j) through a linear regression with intercept Hage Slope bage and standard
26 deviation o,ge (hierarchical modeling, 3; is a random effect):

logit p; ; = a; + 55 X1
randolalslope (7)
Bi ~ N(page + @ X bage, Oage)

27 The «; departmental intercepts entailed spatial auto-correlation through an ICAR
s (intrinsic conditional auto-regressive) component ¢;(as described and implemented in
20 this reference [37]), associated with an overall intercept . and a scale parameter oy
a0 representing the amount of spatial correlation:

;= g + ¢j X 0¢
o ~ Exponential(1) (weakly informative prior on oy)

(®)
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of persons over 60 among those infected in a department

_ | W]
Pop,j — popy ;+popg
o3 persons above 60 in the population of the department j):

an The proportion age;,fected

a2 j was reconstructed from p; ; and from age (the proportion of

pl:j X a“gepop,j

P1j X agepep j 1 Pog X (1 —agepep, ;)

9)

ageinfected,j =

an - For a given incidence in the persons under 60, we estimated an expected proportion
a5 of persons over 60 among those infected for a department with the same age structure
a6 as metropolitan France. This expected proportion was reconstructed from the coef-
a7 ficients page, Bage, and o4¢e (equation 7), according to a procedure described in the
zs  Supplementary information file ("Computation of expectations” section). This anal-
a9 ysis aimed to illustrate the dependence between incidence in people under 60 and
20 incidence in those over 60, and its possible consequences for IFR.

s The K participants with a positive RT-PCR and no missing data concerning the
22 department contributed directly to incidence. With IS, being the infection status of
23 the participant k (IS is always equal to 1 in this positive RT-PCR group),

IS ~ Bern(p; ;) (For k=1,...,K) (10)
24 Departmental incidence inc; was obtained by post-stratification from p; ; and pop; ;:

inc; = —Zi DOPij X Pij (11)
! > POD;

25 For a department j, the counts of deaths (D;) and hospitalizations (H;) of the first
26 semester were modeled with Poisson regressions:

D; ~ Poisson(IFR; x inc; x Y _ pop; ;)
i

n. infected (12)
H; ~ Poisson(IHR; x inc; x ZPOPM)
7
n. infected

27 Departmental IFRs and THRs were modeled as logistic functions of linear predictors
s grrr(7) and grar(j), ranging respectively from 0% to 5% and from 0% to 10%:

0.05
IFR; = ——————— (logistic function ranging from 0% to 5%)
771 4 e—9rr() (13)
0.10
IHR; = —————— (logistic function ranging from 0% to 10%)

1+ e—9Hr(J)

20 These linear predictors included a departmental random intercept, a slope represent-
20 ing the role of incidence, and coefficients associated with the covariates (prevalence of

12
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2 diabetes, number of intensive care beds per inhabitant and proportion of the popula-
22 tion over 60). With diab;, age,qp,j» and beds; being the covariates for the department

203 7,
random intercept role of the covariates
. | p— | . . 1
giFR(J) = purR, +inc; X ¢, +diab; X cdiab + agepqp ; X Cage + beds; X cheds
—]
role of incidence
random intercept role of the covariates
. . . 1
gIHR(]) = [MIHR, +1nc; X dp —|—d1abj X dgiab + age,op i X dage + bede X dpeds
—]

(14)

role of incidence

MFR; ~ N(MIFR, O1FR)

praR,; ~ N(MIER, o1HR)

orrr ~ Exponential(1) (weakly informative prior on oipgr)
)

omur ~ Exponential(1) (weakly informative prior on orgr)

24 Because the covariates satisfy the back-door criterion, the adjusted IFR can be equated
25 to the causal effect of incidence on IFR using the back-door adjustment formula [36].
w6 P(IFR|do(inc = z)) denotes this causal effect, which is the distribution of departmen-
27 tal IFRs if incidence was artificially set to the value x without any other modification.
s With z; denoting the vector of covariates for department j, and because the distri-
20 bution of these covariates in the French departments is known (P(z;) = 4= for all

300 ]),
adjusted IFR given incidence =
1

T
95

P(IFR|do(inc =x)) = > P(FR|z,z) x P(z;)
causal effect of incidence z on IFR Jj=1 (15)
1 95
=% 2 P(IFR|z, z;)

s The coefficients of equation 14 were used to compute E[IFR|do(inc = z)], as described
32 in the supplementary information file ("Reconstruction of expectations" section). The
03 target of this study was the average causal effect of an incidence shift from 3% to 9%:

E[IFR|do(inc = 9%)] — E[IFR|do(inc = 3%)] (16)

su  This average causal effect corresponds to the expected difference in IFR when arti-
w05 ficially setting incidence to 9% versus 3% in a department of metropolitan France
w5 (without changing anything else than incidence). The same procedure was applied to
s7  estimate the average causal effect of this incidence shift on ITHR.

ws 4.5 Algorithm and software

s The data management was done using R version 4.3.1, and the modeling was per-
a0 formed with Stan (R package cmdstanr version 0.5.3), which implements Hamiltonian
sn Monte Carlo (HMC) [38, 39]. The models for the random coefficients (3;, prr, and

13
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sz puFR;) employed non-centered parameterizations to improve HMC convergence [40].
a3 The Monte Carlo sampling consisted of 8 chains of 2,000 iterations each (includ-
s ing 1,000 warm up iterations). Trace plots, R statistics and effective Monte Carlo
a5 sample sizes provided by Stan were used to assess convergence. Posterior predic-
a6 tive checks are provided in the Supplementary information file. The model’s code (in
siw - Stan) is provided in the Supplementary information file and in a GitHub repository
as  (https://github.com/bglemain/does-hospital-overload).

20 4.6 Ethical approval and consent to participate

30 Ethical approval and written or electronic informed consent were obtained from each
s participant before enrollment in the original cohort. The SAPRIS-SERO study was
sz approved by the Sud-Mediterranée III ethics committee (approval 20.04.22.74247) and
33 electronic informed consent was obtained from all participants for dried blood spot
s2¢  testing. The study was registered (#NCT04392388). All methods were performed in
s accordance with the relevant guidelines and regulations.

2 Supplementary information. The Supplementary information file attached with
327 this article contains:

38 e A flowchart

320 ® The number of serological samples for each department and age group

330 ® The exhaustive list of departmental estimates (incidence, IFR, ITHR) and charac-
331 teristics (covariates, population size, counts of deaths and hospitalizations)

Complementary results (univariate analysis, role of the confounders)

The procedure used to compute expectations after a logistic transformation
Posterior predictive checks

The Stan code

332

333

334

335
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