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METHODS: ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
S1.1. Model Structure and Analytic Overview

Overview

The Clinical and Economic Analysis of COVID Interventions (CEACOV) model consists of several modules that
together determine individual health/disease trajectories and epidemic growth. These modules include natural
history of disease, transmission, interventions including testing, and resource utilization.

There is much debate around appropriate cost-effectiveness thresholds, especially in low and middle-income
countries. In this analysis, we applied an opportunity cost-based threshold for South Africa as reported by Woods et
al. To be conservative, we applied the low end of their reported range ($1,175) and converted it from 2013 United
States dollars (USD) to 2019 USD, yielding a threshold of $1,290 per year-of-life saved.':

Health States
CEACOV simulates individuals transitioning between the states of susceptibility to severe acute respiratory
syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), infection with SARS-CoV-2 and COVID-19 disease, recovery from
COVID-19, and death. Susceptible individuals face a daily probability of exposure. After being infected with SARS-
CoV-2, individuals may progress through the following health states (Figure S2):
e  Pre-infectious latency
o  Asymptomatic (or presymptomatic) infection
o Mild/moderate disease: symptomatic
e Severe disease: dyspnoea and/or hypoxemia ideally managed in a hospital with standard supplemental
oxygen but not requiring intensive care unit (ICU)
e Critical disease: ideally managed in an ICU with high-flow supplemental oxygen, non-invasive
positive pressure ventilation, or invasive mechanical ventilation
e Recuperation: only for those recuperating from critical disease and improving while remaining in the
hospital or other health care facility
e Recovered

Individuals in the asymptomatic infection, mild/moderate disease, and severe disease states can transition directly to
the recovered state. Individuals in the critical disease state can eventually die, or transition to the recuperation state
and then to the recovered state. The recovered state is an absorbing state, and recovered individuals are assumed to
have full immunity to SARS-CoV-2 over the model time horizon.

Natural History Paths

After being infected with SARS-CoV-2, a susceptible individual first transitions to the pre-infectious latency stage.
Then, the individual has an age-dependent probability of progressing along one of four “paths,” culminating in
either asymptomatic infection, mild/moderate disease, severe disease, or critical disease. Before reaching a more
advanced disease state, individuals must first transition through intermediate states (e.g., those destined for severe
disease must first pass through the asymptomatic/presymptomatic infection state and the mild/moderate disease
state) (Figure S2).

Transmission
In CEACOV,
Effective Transmission Rate (Rerr) = Nominal Transmission Rate (Rnom) * Transmission Multiplier

The nominal transmission rate (Rnom) is @ function of the average number of susceptible persons whom an infected
individual contacts per day in a fully susceptible cohort multiplied by the probability of infecting the susceptible
person per contact. This nominal transmission rate captures the ratio (not the magnitude) of daily infectivity
stratified by disease states in an index epidemic. In other words, it captures the ratio of ‘force of transmission’ across
different disease states. Infected individuals do not transmit while they are in the pre-infectious latency state or in
the recovered state. Individuals in other infected states can transmit SARS-CoV-2 to susceptible individuals. The
effective transmission rate (Rerr) changes over time as social interventions alter the number of contacts and
infectivity per contact. Thus, the magnitude of the transmission rate is adjusted using the transmission multiplier
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(see below). In a sense, the effective transmission rate (Rerr) in CEACOV is the effective reproductive number (Re)
divided by the average duration of infectivity.

Transmission multipliers are setting-specific, time-dependent adjusting factors. They roughly account for population
density and interventions that can alter the number of contacts and infectivity in the setting being modelled.

We assumed that all susceptible persons have an equal probability of contacting infected individuals and acquiring
the virus (i.e., homogenous mixing). As the epidemic grows, the number of susceptible persons declines. Thus, not
all the daily contacts of infected individuals will be with susceptible persons. The daily infection rate for a
susceptible person is equal to the sum of transmission rates from all infected persons across all infection states
divided by the cohort size. This leads to an expected daily number of infections equal to the number of susceptible
persons multiplied by the infection rate on that day.

Testing and Interventions

In this analysis, testing is performed on a nasopharyngeal specimen by polymerase chain reaction (PCR) assay. We
assumed that test characteristics including sensitivity and specificity are independent of disease state — i.e., the
sensitivity is the same for those in the mild/moderate disease state and those in the critical disease state. We assumed
that, after providing a specimen for testing and while awaiting the test result, hospitalised individuals are isolated
and non-hospitalised individuals are advised to self-isolate at home. In the model, test results are acted upon (an
intervention is started) on the day that the result is delivered.
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S1.2. Model Calibration

To calibrate our model output with the COVID-19 epidemic in South Africa, we adjusted the transmission multiplier
to generate an effective reproduction number (R¢) of 1.5, matching that published by South Africa’s National
Institute for Communicable Diseases (NICD) based on empirical data collected in the country up to 19 May 2020.3
We also evaluated alternative epidemic growth scenarios with Re=1.2 or Re=2.6, reflecting low and high estimates
from different periods and regions in the NICD report.
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S1.3. Input Parameters

Natural History

We calculated age-stratified disease path probabilities. We used the proportions of people with COVID-19 who
were: (a) asymptomatic,*° (b) admitted to the ICU,® (c) hospitalised,® and (d) undiagnosed,” and the age-stratified
proportions of different disease severity states.®

We used the following sources to derive the duration of time in each state: presymptomatic infectious time;®°
duration of viral shedding based on PCR detectability (WHO-China CDC Report,® Hu et al.,*® Zhou et al.1!); time to
development of pneumonia (Wang et al.*?); time to ICU admission (Zhou et al.*?); time spent in the ICU (Zhou et
al.'%); and median time to death (Zhou et al.1?). We calculated the transition probabilities until recovery (defined as
the end of viral shedding) and the transition probabilities between disease states including death. Subsequently, after
determining the duration in each state, we estimated transition rates. We then calculated transition probabilities from
the transition rates.

1

Transition rate = rt = duration of the transition’

Transition probability = p = 1 — exp (—1t).

Life Expectancy and Years-of-Life Lost

We estimated the years-of-life saved (YLS) from each averted death from COVID-19 in KwaZulu-Natal, South
Africa. To do this, we calculated years-of-life lost (YLL), defined as the average number of years a person would
have lived had s/he not died from COVID-19.%2 The absolute number of YLL were:!34

YLLgge i = Deathsgge; * LEqge
Where,
Deathsge i is the number of deaths from COVID-19 in the age stratum,
LEagei is the life expectancy in South Africa in the age stratum.

Therefore, age-stratified deaths and age-stratified life expectancy are needed. Because these data are not readily
available, we estimated them from other sources, as follows.

1. Calculate age-stratified number of cases: We used the published South Africa NICD report of age- and
sex-stratified COVID-19 cases'® to estimate the proportion of cases in each age stratum, and then
calculated the number of cases in each age stratum, given the total number of cases generated by the
model.

Casesgqe; = Number of cases generated by the model * Proportiongg, ;

2. Calculate age-stratified number of cases and deaths: The reported COVID-19 deaths in South Africa are
not age-stratified. Therefore, to estimate the number of deaths in each age stratum, we used the age-
stratified case fatality ratio (CFR) from Massachusetts, USA° the age distribution of the population of
KwaZulu-Natal,'® and the number of cases estimated from step 1 to estimate the number of deaths in
each age stratum, given the total number of deaths generated by the model.

CFRgge; * Casesqge i * Number of deaths generated by the model
> CFRgge i * Casesgge

Deathsgge ; =

3. Calculate life expectancy: Published South Africa life tables are stratified by sex. Our model analysis
was not stratified by sex. Therefore, we generated a standard abridged life table, not stratified by sex.
I. To create a life table for South Africa, we used the following data:
a. All-cause mortality: World Health Organization disease burden and mortality®’
b. Age- and sex-stratified population size: United Nations World Population
Prospects 20198
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Il. Using SAS software (Cary, North Carolina, USA), we generated a life table. From this, we
estimated the average remaining lifetime or the expected life-years at any given age (the
average years remaining to be lived by those surviving to that age).

4. Calculate the age-stratified absolute number of YLL, base case:

YLLyge; = Deathsgge; * LEgge

5. Calculate the total absolute number of YLL, base case:

YLLbase case = Z YLLagei

6. Calculate the mean YLL:

YLL ;
Mean YLL = M
Y. Deathsg g, ;
M YLL 582789 12.92
ean il ="Z5100 ~ ©

7. Calculate the absolute number of YLL associated with different intervention strategies: We used the
mean YLL to estimate intervention-specific YLL

YLLinterventionj = Mean YLLbase case * Deathsinterventionj

Transmission

Assuming that () Ro is 2.6 for individuals with asymptomatic and mild/moderate disease, (b) Ro is one-tenth of 2.6
for individuals with severe and critical disease,® and (c) viral shedding times are 9.5, 12, 19, and 24 days for
individuals with asymptomatic, mild/moderate, severe, and critical disease, respectively,®1%! we estimated the
nominal transmission rate as described above in S1.1.

Resource Utilization and Costs

We applied costs from the health sector perspective. We adjusted costs to 2019 United States dollars, using South
Africa-specific inflation and exchange rates.'''? We obtained costs of clinical care from Mahomed et al. and
Netcare Hospitals. 22! We obtained the cost of PCR testing, including personnel and supplies, from the Africa
Health Research Institute (personal communication).

We derived the number of ICU and non-1CU hospital beds available in KwaZulu-Natal (KZN) based on data
reported by the South Africa Department of Health:

Total (non — ICU and ICU) hospital bedsg,y
Total (non — ICU and ICU) hospital bedssoyth africa

(a) ICU hospital bedsy,y = X ICU hospital bedSgoyen africa

Total (non — ICU and ICU) hospital bedsy,y

b — ICU hospital bed =
(b) non OSpLtat bedSxzn Total (non — ICU and ICU) hospital bedsSs,yih africa

X non — ICU hospital bedssyyeh africa

We derived the costs of additional intervention strategies from data supplied by the Africa Health Research Institute.
The daily per-person costs of isolation and quarantine centre beds were based on the cost of a 500-person tent and
personnel requirements.

To calculate the per-person cost of contact tracing and mass symptom screening, including personnel, supplies, and
transportation, we assumed that community health workers could visit 30 households per day, with 5 individuals per
house, on 20 days per month:



Cost-effectiveness of COVID-19 interventions in South Africa, Appendix

. Monthly cost of contact tracing
Per person contact tracing cost =

Days per month X Households per day X Individuals per house
(the same per-person cost was applied for mass symptom screening)

We assumed that the per-unit costs of resources would be the same regardless of the total quantity. For example,
per-test cost of performing a PCR assay was the same regardless of the number of PCR assays performed, and per-
person daily cost of a stay at an isolation centre was the same regardless of the number of individuals housed at an
isolation centre.

Mass Symptom Screening Efficacy

To calculate the increase in the cumulative probability of undergoing testing from mass symptom screening (MS)
relative to contact tracing (CT), we assumed that MS would screen the population of 11 million twice per year. We
assumed that individuals with mild/moderate symptoms are symptomatic for 10 days, on average:

Average duration of mild /moderate symptoms X screens per year
Time (days)

Increase in MS ef ficacy relative to CT =

10 x 2
360

Increase in MS ef ficacy relative to CT = =5.6%

Influenza-like IlIness in Mass Symptom Screening

Based on a cross-sectional household survey conducted in KwaZulu-Natal by the Africa Health Research Institute,
approximately 1% of individuals have symptoms of an influenza-like illness (IL1) (personal communication). To
calculate the number of individuals with ILI who would be tested under MS each day:

. . . Individuals screened under MS X screens per year
Individuals with ILI tested under MS,daily =

x ! ILI
Time (days) prevalence of

11,000,000 x 2

Individuals with ILI tested under MS,daily = Py

X 1% =611
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Table S1. Sensitivity analysis: varying the costs of contact tracing and mass symptom screen strategies.

Total health care costs

over 360 days, ICER,

Cost Strategy Total life-years lost, n 2019 USD 2019 USD/YLS
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 220

Base case HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 776,000,000 350
HT+CT+IC 152,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,511,000,000 8,000
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,569,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 696,000,000 170

Contact tracing and mass

symptom screening cost  HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 770,000,000 360

Egggglz?uteo S0%ofbase  HT+CT+IC 152,760 792,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,507,000,000 8,020
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,564,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 721,000,000 320

Contact tracing and mass

symptom screening cost ~ HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 788,000,000 330

EZ::%Z?U? 200%ofbase  HT+CT+IC 152,760 811,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,519,000,000 7,960
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,578,000,000 DOMINATED

USD: United States dollars. ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. YLS: year-of-life saved. HT: healthcare

testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom screen. QC: quarantine centre.

DOMINATED: results in more life-years lost and higher costs than an alternative strategy.

The ICER is the difference between two strategies in costs divided by the difference in life-years.

Strategies are listed in order of ascending costs, per convention of cost-effectiveness analysis.

In the base case, contact tracing and mass symptom screening cost $3/person.

10
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Table S2. Sensitivity analysis: varying the cost of hospitalisation.

Total health care costs

over 360 days, ICER,

Cost Strategy Total life-years lost, n 2019 USD 2019 USD/YLS
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 220

Base case HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 776,000,000 350
HT+CT+IC 152,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,511,000,000 8,000
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,569,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 617,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 659,000,000 260

Hospital (non-ICU) bed HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 749,000,000 440

daily cost changed to 50%

of base case value HT+CT+IC 152,760 768,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,502,000,000 8,200
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,557,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 770,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 794,000,000 150

Hospital (non-ICU) bed HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 830,000,000 170

daily cost changed to

200% of base case value HT+CT+IC 152,760 859,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,528,000,000 7,600
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,593,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 476,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 493,000,000 100

ICU bed daily cost HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 571,000,000 380

changed to 50% of base

case value HT+CT+IC 152,760 594,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,420,000,000 9,240
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,453,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 1,051,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 1,128,000,000 dominated

ICU bed daily cost HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 1,186,000,000 360

changed to 200% of base

case value HT+CT+IC 152,760 1,208,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,693,000,000 5,520
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,800,000,000 DOMINATED

USD: United States dollars. ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. YLS: year-of-life saved. HT: healthcare

testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom screen. QC: quarantine centre.

dominated: results in higher ICER than an alternative strategy that results in fewer life-years lost. DOMINATED:
results in more life-years lost and higher costs than an alternative strategy.

The ICER is the difference between two strategies in costs divided by the difference in life-years.

Strategies are listed in order of ascending costs, per convention of cost-effectiveness analysis.

In the base case, hospital beds cost $165/person/day and ICU beds cost $2,048/person/day.

11
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Table S3. Sensitivity analysis: varying PCR testing parameters.

Total health care costs

over 360 days, ICER,

PCR testing parameter Strategy Total life-years lost, n 2019 USD 2019 USD/YLS
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 220

Base case HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 776,000,000 350
HT+CT+IC 152,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,511,000,000 8,000
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,569,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 495,790 672,000,000 -
HT+CT 343,390 694,000,000 150

PCR sensitivity changed ~ HT+CT+IC+MS 134,380 777,000,000 420

to 50% HT+CT+IC 166,310 801,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 25,350 1,543,000,000 6,810
HT+CT+IC+QC 33,910 1,613,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 482,890 662,000,000 -
HT+CT 312,180 694,000,000 190

PCR sensitivity changed ~ HT+CT+IC+MS 79,460 762,000,000 290

to 90% HT+CT+IC 120,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 21,990 1,507,000,000 12,950
HT+CT+IC+QC 30,040 1,561,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 451,020 626,000,000 -
HT+CT+IC+MS 78,200 660,000,000 90

PCR result return time HT+CT 255,470 673,000,000 DOMINATED

changed to 1 day HT+CT+IC 100,800 706,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 16,560 1,452,000,000 12,850
HT+CT+IC+QC 30,650 1,495,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 507,720 699,000,000 -
HT+CT 343,350 733,000,000 210

PCR result return time HT+CT+IC+MS 154,610 919,000,000 980

changed to 7 days HT+CT+IC 173,830 935,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 20,010 1,547,000,000 4,670
HT+CT+IC+QC 37,710 1,611,000,000 DOMINATED

USD: United States dollars. ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. YLS: year-of-life saved. PCR: polymerase

chain reaction. HT: healthcare testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom
screen. QC: quarantine centre. dominated: results in higher ICER than an alternative strategy that results in fewer life-
years lost. DOMINATED: results in more life-years lost and higher costs than an alternative strategy.

The ICER is the difference between two strategies in costs divided by the difference in life-years.

Strategies are listed in order of ascending costs, per convention of cost-effectiveness analysis.

In the base case, the PCR test has a 70% sensitivity and a 5-day result return time.

12
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Table S4. Sensitivity analysis: varying the cost of the PCR test.

Total health care costs

over 360 days, ICER,

Cost Strategy Total life-years lost, n 2019 USD 2019 USD/YLS
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 220

Base case HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 776,000,000 350
HT+CT+IC 152,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,511,000,000 8,000
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,569,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 576,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 617,000,000 250

PCR test cost changed to ~ HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 710,000,000 450

50% of base case value HT+CT+IC 152,760 732,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,465,000,000 8,210
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,523,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 851,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 878,000,000 dominated

PCR test cost changed to ~ HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 896,000,000 120

200% of base case value HT+CT+IC 152,760 932,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,591,000,000 7,570
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,660,000,000 DOMINATED

USD: United States dollars. ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. YLS: year-of-life saved. PCR: polymerase

chain reaction. HT: healthcare testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom
screen. QC: quarantine centre. dominated: results in higher ICER than an alternative strategy that results in fewer life-
years lost. DOMINATED: results in more life-years lost and higher costs than an alternative strategy.

The ICER is the difference between two strategies in costs divided by the difference in life-years.

Strategies are listed in order of ascending costs, per convention of cost-effectiveness analysis.

In the base case, the PCR test cost $27/test.

13
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Number of Total health care

isolation and Peak daily resource use, n costs ICER,

quarantine centre Total life-years over 360 days, 2019

beds Strategy 1C beds QC beds lost, n 2019 USD USD/YLS
HT - -- 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT - - 320,760 704,000,000 220

Base case HT+CT+IC+MS 19,260 - 116,220 776,000,000 350
HT+CT+IC 21,860 - 152,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 11,450 102,710 24,340 1,511,000,000 8,000
HT+CT+IC+QC 15,310 103,150 32,070 1,569,000,000 DOMINATED
HT - - 487,290 668,000,000 -

Number of isolation  HT+CT - - 320,760 704,000,000 220

centre beds and HT+CT+IC+MS 19,260 - 116,220 776,000,000 350

guarantine centre

beds reduced to HT+CT+IC 21,860 - 152,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED

30,000 each HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 11,450 30,000 114,440 1,306,000,000 298,610
HT+CT+IC+QC 15,310 30,000 150,980 1,405,000,000 DOMINATED

USD: United States dollars. ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. YLS: year-of-life saved. HT: healthcare
testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom screen. QC: quarantine

centre. dominated: results in higher ICER than an alternative strategy that results in fewer life-years lost.

DOMINATED: results in more life-years lost and higher costs than an alternative strategy.

The ICER is the difference between two strategies in discounted costs divided by the difference in life-years.

Strategies are listed in order of ascending costs, per convention of cost-effectiveness analysis.

In the base case, there is no restriction on the availability of isolation centre beds and quarantine centre beds.

In the sensitivity analysis, we reduced the available number of isolation centre beds and quarantine centre beds to
30,000 per 11 million people.
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Table S6. Sensitivity analysis: varying the availability of hospital beds and ICU beds.

Peak daily resource use, n Total health care

Number of Hospital costs

hospital and (non-1CU) Total life-years over 360 days, ICER,

ICU beds Strategy beds ICU beds lost, n 2019 USD 2019 USD/YLS
HT 5,610 744 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 3,670 744 320,760 704,000,000 220
HT+CT+IC+MS 1,620 744 116,220 776,000,000 350

Base case
HT+CT+IC 2,020 744 152,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 450 440 24,340 1,511,000,000 8,000
HT+CT+IC+QC 680 545 32,070 1,569,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 5,650 371 548,870 314,000,000 -
HT+CT 3,680 371 389,370 341,000,000 170

Num_ber of HT+CT+IC+MS 1,650 371 184,470 470,000,000 630

hospital and ICU

beds reduced* HT+CT+IC 2,090 371 210,860 484,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 550 371 26,250 1,415,000,000 5,970
HT+CT+IC+QC 860 371 48,960 1,454,000,000 DOMINATED

ICU: intensive care unit. USD: United States dollars. ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. YLS: year-of-
life saved. HT: healthcare testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom
screen. QC: quarantine centre. dominated: results in higher ICER than an alternative strategy that results in fewer
life-years lost. DOMINATED: results in more life-years lost and higher costs than an alternative strategy.

The ICER is the difference between two strategies in costs divided by the difference in life-years.

Strategies are listed in order of ascending costs, per convention of cost-effectiveness analysis.

In the base case, the numbers of available hospital (non-1CU) beds and ICU beds are 26,220 and 744 per
11 million people, respectively.

*We changed the available number of hospital (non-1CU) and ICU beds to match the reported median numbers
across countries in sub-Saharan Africa: 22,275 and 371 per 11 million people, respectively.
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Table S7. Sensitivity analysis: varying the effective reproductive number.

Total health care costs

Effective reproduction over 360 days, ICER,

number (Re) Strategy Total life-years lost, n 2019 USD 2019 USD/YLS
HT+CT+IC+MS 7,100 190,000,000 -
HT+CT+IC 14,190 238,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT 55,480 502,000,000 DOMINATED

L2 HT 268,900 625,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 3,260 1,318,000,000 294,320
HT+CT+IC+QC 4,820 1,318,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 220

15 HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 776,000,000 350
HT+CT+IC 152,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,511,000,000 8,000
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,569,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 774,630 637,000,000 -
HT+CT 730,360 681,000,000 1,000

26 HT+CT+IC 649,620 1,213,000,000 dominated
HT+CT+IC+MS 645,500 1,259,000,000 6,810
HT+CT+IC+QC 593,140 1,990,000,000 dominated
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 575,690 2,037,000,000 11,150

USD: United States dollars. ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. YLS: year-of-life saved. HT: healthcare

testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom screen. QC: quarantine centre.

dominated: results in higher ICER than an alternative strategy that results in fewer life-years lost. DOMINATED:
results in more life-years lost and higher costs than an alternative strategy.

The ICER is the difference between two strategies in costs divided by the difference in life-years.

Strategies are listed in order of ascending costs, per convention of cost-effectiveness analysis.
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Table S8. Sensitivity analysis: varying the efficacies of contact tracing and mass symptom screening.

Efficacies of contact
tracing and mass

Total health care costs

symptom screening for over 360 days, ICER,

case detection Strategy Total life-years lost, n 2019 USD 2019 USD/YLS
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 418,750 684,000,000 250

Changed to 50% of HT+CT+IC 284,790 912,000,000 1,700

base case value

(less efficacious) HT+CT+IC+MS 279,680 934,000,000 4,340
HT+CT+IC+QC 174,960 1,402,000,000 4,470
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 190,860 1,419,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 220

Base case HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 776,000,000 350
HT+CT+IC 152,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,511,000,000 8,000
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,569,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS 13,050 288,000,000 --
HT+CT+IC 20,150 357,000,000 DOMINATED

Changed to 200% of HT+CT 141,330 666,000,000 DOMINATED

base case value

(more efficacious) HT 487,290 668,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 3,120 2,283,000,000 dominated
HT+CT+IC+QC 2,700 2,283,000,000 192,650

USD: United States dollars. ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. YLS: year-of-life saved. HT: healthcare

testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom screen. QC: quarantine centre.
dominated: results in higher ICER than an alternative strategy that results in fewer life-years lost. DOMINATED:
results in more life-years lost and higher costs than an alternative strategy.

The ICER is the difference between two strategies in costs divided by the difference in life-years.

Strategies are listed in order of ascending costs, per convention of cost-effectiveness analysis.
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Table S9. Sensitivity analysis: varying the efficacies of isolation and quarantine centres.

Efficacies of isolation

and quarantine centres

Total health care costs

in transmission over 360 days, ICER,

reduction, % Strategy Total life-years lost, n 2019 USD 2019 USD/YLS
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 220

75 HT+CT+IC+MS 207,170 921,000,000 1,990

(less efficacious) HT+CT+IC 235,700 924, 000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 122,460 1,880,000,000 11,320
HT+CT+IC+QC 128,990 1,898,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 220

95 (base case) HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 776,000,000 350
HT+CT+IC 152,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,511,000,000 8,000
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,569,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 dominated

99 HT+CT+IC+MS 92,940 725,000,000 150

(more efficacious) HT+CT+IC 127,570 766,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 17,740 1,477,000,000 10,000
HT+CT+IC+QC 21,430 1,521,000,000 DOMINATED

USD: United States dollars. ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. YLS: year-of-life saved. HT: healthcare

testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom screen. QC: quarantine centre.

dominated: results in higher ICER than an alternative strategy that results in fewer life-years lost. DOMINATED:
results in more life-years lost and higher costs than an alternative strategy.

The ICER is the difference between two strategies in costs divided by the difference in life-years.

Strategies are listed in order of ascending costs, per convention of cost-effectiveness analysis.
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Table S10. Sensitivity analysis: varying the cost of isolation and quarantine centres.

Total health care costs

Cost of isolation and over 360 days, ICER,

quarantine centres Strategy Total life-years lost, n 2019 USD 2019 USD/YLS
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 220

Base case HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 776,000,000 350
HT+CT+IC 152,760 798,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 1,511,000,000 8,000
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 1,569,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 604,000,000 --
HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 649,000,000 DOMINATED

Isolation centre and

quarantine centre costs HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 661,000,000 DOMINATED

changed to 25% of base HT+CT+IC 152,760 662,000,000 DOMINATED

case values
HT 487,290 668,000,000 DOMINATED
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 691,000,000 60

Isolation centre and

quarantine centre costs HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 DOMINATED

changed to 50% of base HT+CT+IC 152,760 708,000,000 dominated

case values
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 905,000,000 2,320
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 962,000,000 DOMINATED
HT 487,290 668,000,000 -
HT+CT 320,760 704,000,000 220

Isolation centre and

quarantine centre costs HT+CT+IC+MS 116,220 945,000,000 1,180

Change? t0200% of base  {T+CT+IC 152,760 980,000,000 DOMINATED

case values
HT+CT+IC+MS+QC 24,340 2,723,000,000 19,350
HT+CT+IC+QC 32,070 2,783,000,000 DOMINATED

USD: United States dollars. ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio. YLS: year-of-life saved. HT: healthcare

testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom screen. QC: quarantine centre.
dominated: results in higher ICER than an alternative strategy that results in fewer life-years lost. DOMINATED:
results in more life-years lost and higher costs than an alternative strategy.

The ICER is the difference between two strategies in discounted costs divided by the difference in life-years.

Strategies are listed in order of ascending costs, per convention of cost-effectiveness analysis.

In the base case, isolation centres cost $44/person/day and quarantine centres cost $37/person/day.
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Figure S1. Model flowcharts of select COVID-19 epidemic control strategies in KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa.
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isolate at home. Test results are acted upon (an intervention is started) on the day the result is delivered.
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Figure S1 continued. Model flowcharts of select COVID-19 epidemic control strategies in KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa.
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Figure S1 continued. Model flowcharts of select COVID-19 epidemic control strategies in KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa.
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Figure S1 continued. Model flowcharts of select COVID-19 epidemic control strategies in KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa.
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Figure S2. lllustration of health states and disease paths in the CEACOV model.
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CEACOV: Clinical and Economic Analysis of COVID Interventions. Mod.: moderate.

24



Cost-effectiveness of COVID-19 interventions in South Africa, Appendix

Figure S3. Model-projected cumulative and daily SARS-CoV-2 infections by intervention strategy in KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa.
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SARS-CoV-2: severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2. Re: effective reproduction number. HT: healthcare testing. CT: contact tracing within
households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom screen. QC: quarantine centre.

Panels A and B show model results with Re=1.5. Panels C and D show model results with Re=1.2. Panels A and C depict cumulative SARS-CoV-2 infections
(both detected and undetected) over time by intervention strategy. Panels B and D depict daily SARS-CoV-2 infections. In each panel, time 0 on the horizontal
axis represents the start of model simulation, with SARS-CoV-2 infection prevalence of 0.1% (~11,000 individuals with SARS-CoV-2 infection in KwaZulu-
Natal, South Africa).
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Figure S4. Model-projected cumulative and daily COVID-19 deaths by intervention strategy in KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa.
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COVID-19: coronavirus diseases 2019. Re: effective reproduction number. HT: healthcare testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre.

MS: mass symptom screen. QC: quarantine centre.
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Panels A and B show model results with Re=1.5. Panels C and D show model results with Re=1.2. Panels A and C depict cumulative COVID-19 deaths over time
by intervention strategy. Panels B and D depict 7-day averages of daily deaths due to COVID-19. In each panel, time 0 on the horizontal axis represents the start

of model simulation, with SARS-CoV-2 infection prevalence of 0.1% (~11,000 individuals with SARS-CoV-2 infection in KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa).
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Figure S5. Two-way sensitivity analysis: cost-effectiveness of HT+CT+IC+MS as a function of the efficacies and costs of isolation and quarantine centre

care.
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HT: healthcare testing. CT: contact tracing within households. IC: isolation centre. MS: mass symptom screen. QC: quarantine centre. ICER: incremental cost-
effectiveness ratio. YLS: year-of-life saved.

ICERs for HT+CT+IC+MS are calculated compared with the next least costly strategy. In the base case, isolation centres and quarantine centres reduce
transmission by 95%; isolation centre care costs $43-60/person/day and quarantine centre care costs $36-90/person/day.

The ICERs indicated in the legend are opportunity cost-based thresholds for South Africa reported by Woods et al.! After converting to 2019 United States
dollars, the lower end of the reported range is $1,290, and the midpoint of the range is $3,232.
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