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Abstract 11 

The B.1.1.7 strain, also referred to as Alpha variant, is a variant strain of the severe acute respiratory 12 
syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2). The Alpha variant is considered to possess higher 13 
transmissibility compared to the strains previously circulating in England. This paper proposes a new 14 
method to estimate the selective advantage of a mutant strain over another strain using the time course of 15 
strain frequencies and the distribution of the serial interval of infections. This method allows the 16 
instantaneous reproduction numbers of infections to vary over calendar time. The proposed method also 17 
assumes that the selective advantage of a mutant strain over previously circulating strains is constant. 18 
Applying the method to SARS-CoV-2 sequence data from England, the instantaneous reproduction 19 
number of the B.1.1.7 strain was estimated to be 26.6–45.9% higher than previously circulating strains in 20 
England. This result indicates that control measures should be strengthened by 26.6–45.9% when the 21 
B.1.1.7 strain is newly introduced to a country where viruses with similar transmissibility to the 22 
preexisting strain in England are predominant.  23 
 24 
Keywords: COVID-19, B.1.1.7, selective advantage, adaptive evolution, serial interval, GISAID, 25 
England, SARS-CoV-2, instantaneous reproduction number 26 

Introduction 27 

Severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), the causative agent of COVID-19, has 28 
rapidly evolved since its introduction to the human population in 2019. In December 2020, Public Health 29 
England detected a new cluster of SARS-CoV-2 viruses phylogenetically distinct from the other strains 30 
circulating in the United Kingdom (Chand et al. 2020). These viruses were assigned the lineage name 31 
B.1.1.7 following the Phylogenetic Assignment of Named Global Outbreak Lineages (PANGO) 32 
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nomenclature (Rambaut et al. 2020b). The World Health Organization (WHO) designated the lineage as a 33 
variant of concern (VOC) in December 2020, and it is now known as VOC Alpha (World Health 34 
Organization 2020). 35 
 36 
It was retrospectively determined that the B.1.1.7 strain was first detected in England in September 2020, 37 
and the number of infections with this strain increased in October and November in 2020 (Chand et al. 38 
2020). By February 2021, the B.1.1.7 strain accounted for 95% of SARS-CoV-2 circulation in England 39 
(Davies et al. 2021). 40 
 41 
Several studies have compared the transmissibility of the B.1.1.7 strain to that of previously circulating 42 
strains. Davies et al. estimated that the reproduction number 𝑅 (the average number of secondary 43 
infections generated by a given primary infection) of the B.1.1.7 strain is 43–90% (95% credible interval 44 
[CrI]: 38–130%) higher than preexisting strains (Davies et al. 2021). However, other models found 45 
different ranges of estimates in their multiplicative increase in 𝑅. Grabowski et al. estimated a 83–118% 46 
increase with a confidence interval of 71–140% compared to previously circulating strains in England 47 
(Grabowski et al. 2021). Volz et al. estimated a 50–100% increase in 𝑅 using data from England (Volz et 48 
al. 2021), while Washington et al. estimated a 35–45% increase using data from the United States using 49 
Volz’s method (Washington et al. 2021). As well, Chen et al. estimated a 49–65% increase using data 50 
from Switzerland (Chen et al. 2021). Strong control measures including movement restrictions and ban on 51 
meeting and event were taken to respond to the introduction of a strain with high transmissibility. Thus, 52 
the 𝑅 may change over time during the course of an epidemic during which new SARS-CoV-2 variant 53 
strains emerge. 54 
 55 
In this paper, we propose a method to estimate the selective advantage of a mutant strain over previously 56 
circulating strains. Based on Fraser’s method to estimate the instantaneous reproduction number using a 57 
renewal equation (Fraser 2007), our method allows the reproduction number to vary over calendar time. 58 
Our approach is also based on the Maynard Smith’s model of allele frequencies in adaptive evolution, 59 
which assumes that the selective advantage of a mutant strain over previously circulating strains is 60 
constant over time (Maynard Smith and Haigh 1974). Applying the developed method to the sequence 61 
data in England using the serial interval distribution of COVID-19 estimated by Nishiura et al. (Nishiura 62 
et al. 2020), we estimated the change in the instantaneous reproduction number of B.1.1.7 strains compare 63 
to that of strains previously circulating in England.  64 

Materials and Methods 65 

Sequence data 66 

Nucleotide sequences of SARS-CoV-2 viruses were obtained from the GISAID EpiCoV database (Shu 67 
and McCauley 2017) on March 1, 2021. Nucleotide sequences of viruses detected in England were 68 
selected and aligned to the reference amino acid sequence of the spike protein of SARS-CoV-2 69 
(YP_009724390) using DIAMOND (Buchfink et al. 2015). The aligned nucleotide sequences were 70 
translated into amino acid sequences, then were aligned with the reference amino acid sequence using 71 
MAFFT (Katoh et al. 2002). Amino acid sequences having either an ambiguous amino acid or more than 72 
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ten gaps were excluded from the rest of analyses. Table 1 shows the amino acids on the spike protein used 73 
to characterize the B.1.1.7 strain, as retrieved from the PANGO database (Rambaut et al. 2020b).  74 
 75 
Table 1. Amino acids on the spike protein which are used to define B.1.1.7 strains 76 
Position on S protein Amino acid 

69 Deletion 
70 Deletion 
144 Deletion 
501 Tyrosine (Y) 
570 Aspartic acid (D) 
681 Histidine (H) 
716 Isoleucine (I) 
982 Alanine (A) 
1118 Histidine (H) 

 77 
 78 
We divided amino acid sequences into three groups based on the amino acids shown in Table 1. The first 79 
group consists of sequences having all the B.1.1.7-defining amino acids in Table 1. We call a virus in this 80 
group a “B.1.1.7 strain”. The second group contains sequences that have none of the B.1.1.7-defining 81 
substitutions. We call a virus in this group a “non-B.1.1.7 strain”. The third group is a set of sequences 82 
that have at least one but incomplete set of the B.1.1.7-defining amino acids. We call a strain in the third 83 
group a “B.1.1.7-like strain”. Table 2 shows the number of sequences categorized into each group. Figure 84 
1 shows the daily numbers of GISAID sequences of B.1.1.7 strains, non-B.1.1.7 strains and B.1.1.7-like 85 
strains detected in England from September 1, 2020 to February 19, 2021. We used the number of B.1.1.7 86 
strains and non-B.1.1.7 strains for the rest of the analyses. B.1.1.7-like strains were excluded from the 87 
analyses as it is unclear whether they have the same transmissibility as B.1.1.7 strains. These numbers are 88 
provided in Supplementary Table 1.  89 
 90 
Table 2. Number of GISAID sequences in England from September 1, 2020 to February 19, 2021 91 
B.1.1.7 strains Non-B.1.1.7 B.1.1.7-like Total 

71,692 65,840 2,227 139,759 
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 92 
 93 
Figure 1. Numbers of nucleotide sequences of B.1.1.7 strains, B.1.1.7-like strains, and non-B.1.1.7 94 
strains in England from September 1, 2020 to February 19, 2021, based on sequences retrieved 95 
from the GISAID database on March 1, 2020. 96 

Serial interval distribution 97 

The serial interval is the time from illness onset in a primary case to illness onset in a secondary case 98 
(Nishiura et al. 2020). The method we propose in this paper uses discrete distributions of serial intervals.  99 
The discretized probability mass function of the serial interval for 𝑖 ≥ 0 days is given by 100 

𝑔(𝑖) = ) 𝑓(𝑡)𝑑𝑡
!"#

!
	, 101 

where 𝑓(𝑡) is the probability density function of a lognormal distribution with a log mean of 𝜇 and log 102 
standard deviation of 𝜎. Values of 𝜇 and 𝜎 were estimated by maximizing the likelihood of parameters, 103 
using datasets of illness onset among infector–infectee pairs labeled with “certain” and “probable” in the 104 
dataset published by Nishiura et al. (Nishiura et al. 2020). 105 
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Model of Advantageous Selection 106 

Let us suppose that we have a large population of viruses consisting of strains of two genotypes 𝐴 and 𝑎, 107 
of which frequency in the viral population at a calendar date 𝑡 are 𝑞$(𝑡) and 𝑞%(𝑡), respectively. Suppose 108 
also that genotype 𝐴 is a mutant of 𝑎 that emerged at time 𝑡&. 109 
 110 
We assume that a virus of genotype 𝐴 generates 1 + 𝑠 times as many secondary transmissions as those of 111 
genotype 𝑎. Then, 𝑠 can be considered as the coefficient of selective advantage in adaptive evolution. As 112 
described in Maynard Smith and Haigh (1974), the frequency of viruses of allele 𝐴 after n transmissions, 113 
𝑞', satisfies the following equation: 114 

 𝑞'"# =
(1 + 𝑠)𝑞'

(1 + 𝑠)𝑞' + (1 − 𝑞')
=

1 + 𝑠	
1 + 𝑠𝑞'

𝑞'	. (1) 

 115 
Maynard Smith’s formulation of allele frequency can be extended using the concept of instantaneous 116 
reproduction numbers of infectious diseases. The instantaneous reproduction number is defined as the 117 
average number of people someone infected at time 𝑡	could expect to infect given that conditions remain 118 
unchanged (Fraser 2007). Let 𝐼(𝑡) be the number of infections by viruses of either genotype 𝐴 or 𝑎 at 119 
calendar time 𝑡 and 𝑔(𝑖) be the probability mass function of serial intervals, defined in the previous 120 
subsection. Suppose that instantaneous reproduction numbers of genotypes 𝐴	and 𝑎	at calendar time 𝑡	are 121 
𝑅$(𝑡) and 𝑅%(𝑡), respectively. Assuming that the distribution of generation time of a disease can be 122 
approximated by the serial interval distribution, the following equations give the discrete version of 123 
Fraser’s instantaneous reproduction numbers of infections by genotype 𝐴 and 𝑎	at time 𝑡.  124 

𝑅$(𝑡) = 
𝑞$(𝑡)𝐼(𝑡)

∑ 𝑔(𝑖)𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖)𝐼(𝑡 − 𝑖)(
!)&

	 (2) 

𝑅%(𝑡) = 
𝑞%(𝑡)𝐼(𝑡)

∑ 𝑔(𝑖)𝑞%(𝑡 − 𝑖)𝐼(𝑡 − 𝑖)(
!)&

	 
(3) 

 125 
Suppose that 𝑔(𝑖) is small enough to be neglected for 𝑖 < 1 and 𝑖 > 𝑙, then 𝑔(𝑖) can be truncated and the 126 
above formula can be treated as follows.  127 

𝑅$(𝑡) = 
𝑞$(𝑡)𝐼(𝑡)

∑ 𝑔(𝑖)𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖)𝐼(𝑡 − 𝑖)*
!)#

	 (4) 

𝑅%(𝑡) = 
𝑞%(𝑡)𝐼(𝑡)

∑ 𝑔(𝑖)𝑞%(𝑡 − 𝑖)𝐼(𝑡 − 𝑖)*
!)#

	 
(5) 

 128 
Since a virus of genotype 𝐴 generates 1 + 𝑠 times as many secondary transmissions as those of genotype 129 
𝑎, the following equation holds 130 

 𝑅$(𝑡) = (1 + 𝑠)𝑅%(𝑡) (6) 
for each calendar time 𝑡 ≥ 𝑡&. Next we assume that for all infections at calendar time 𝑡, the difference in 131 
the number of infections at the time when previous generations became infected can be regarded as 132 
considerably small, i.e. 133 

 𝐼(𝑡 − 1) ≈ 𝐼(𝑡 − 2) ≈ ⋯ ≈ 𝐼(𝑡 − 𝑙)	. (7) 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 13, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.17.21253775doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.17.21253775
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 

 134 
The frequency of genotype 𝐴 in the viral population at calendar time 𝑡, 𝑞$(𝑡), can be modeled as follows:  135 

𝑞$(𝑡) = 
𝑞$(𝑡)𝐼(𝑡)

𝑞%(𝑡)𝐼(𝑡) + 𝑞$(𝑡)𝐼(𝑡)
	  

 = 
∑ 𝑔(𝑖)*
!)# 𝑅$(𝑡)𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖)𝐼(𝑡 − 𝑖)

∑ 𝑔(𝑖)𝑅%(𝑡)𝑞%(𝑡 − 𝑖)𝐼(𝑡 − 𝑖)*
!)# + ∑ 𝑔(𝑖)𝑅$(𝑡)𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖)*

!)# 𝐼(𝑡 − 𝑖)
	  

 
= 

∑ 𝑔(𝑖)*
!)# (1 + 𝑠)𝑅%(𝑡)𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖)

∑ 𝑔(𝑖)𝑅%(𝑡)(1 − 𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖))*
!)# +∑ 𝑔(𝑖)(1 + 𝑠)𝑅%(𝑡)𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖)*

!)#
	 

 

 
= 

∑ 𝑔(𝑖)*
!)# (1 + 𝑠)𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖)

∑ 𝑔(𝑖)(1 − 𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖))*
!)# + ∑ 𝑔(𝑖)(1 + 𝑠)𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖)*

!)#
	 

 

 
= 

∑ 𝑔(𝑖)*
!)# (1 + 𝑠)𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖)
1 + 𝑠 ∑ 𝑔(𝑖)𝑞$(𝑡 − 𝑖)	*

!)#
	. (8) 

 136 

Likelihood Function 137 

Let 𝑛(𝑡) be the number of sequences of either genotype 𝐴 or 𝑎 observed at calendar date 𝑡. Let 𝑑#, … , 𝑑+ 138 
be calendar dates such that 𝑛(𝑑!) > 0 for 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑘. Suppose that we have 𝑛$(𝑑,) sequences of genotype 139 
𝐴 at calendar date 𝑑,. Since genotype 𝐴 emerged at time 𝑡&, 𝑞$F𝑑,G = 0	𝑎𝑛𝑑	𝑞%F𝑑,G = 1 for 𝑑, < 𝑡&. If 140 
the is frequency of genotype 𝐴 is 𝑞$(𝑡&), then the following equation gives the likelihood function of 𝑠, 141 
𝑡&, and 𝑞$(𝑡&) for observing 𝑛$(𝑑,) sequences of genotype 𝐴 at calendar date 𝑑,: 142 
 143 

𝐿 I𝑠, 𝑡&, 𝑞$(𝑡&)	; 	𝑛$F𝑑,GK = L
𝑛F𝑑,G
𝑛$F𝑑,G

M 𝑞$F𝑑,G
'!-."/ I1 − 𝑞$F𝑑,GK

'-."/0'!-."/
	, (9) 

 144 
for 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑘. The likelihood function of 𝑠, 𝑡&, and 𝑞& for observing 𝑛$(𝑑#), … , 𝑛$(𝑑+) sequences of 145 
genotype 𝐴	at calendar dates 𝑑#, … , 𝑑+ is given by the following formula.  146 

𝐿F𝑠, 𝑡&, 𝑞$(𝑡&)	; 𝑛$(𝑑#), … , 𝑛$(𝑑+)G = N𝐿I𝑠, 𝑡&, 𝑞$(𝑡&)	; 𝑛$F𝑑,GK
+

,)#

 (10) 

 147 

Parameter estimation from sequence data 148 

The B.1.1.7 strain was first detected in England on September 20, 2020. We assume that 𝑡& is this day or 149 
someday before this day. Parameters 𝑠, 𝑡&, and 𝑞(𝑡&) were estimated by maximizing the likelihood of 150 
observations on September 1, 2020 and later on. B.1.1.7 strains. Viruses having complete subset of 151 
B.1.1.7-defining substitutions on its spike protein were considered as genotype 𝐴. The non-B.1.1.7 152 
strains, viruses having none of B.1.1.7-defining substitutions were considered genotype 𝑎. The B.1.1.7-153 
like strains, viruses having an incomplete set of B.1.1.7 substitutions on the spike protein, were excluded 154 
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from analysis. We truncated the distribution of serial intervals so that 𝑔(𝑖) = 0 if 𝑖 < 1 or 𝑖 > 20 and 155 
normalized 𝑔(𝑖) to ensure that ∑ 𝑔(𝑖)1&

!)# = 1. Parameters of 𝑠, 𝑡&, and 𝑞(𝑡&) were estimated by 156 
maximizing the likelihood defined in Equation (10). The 95% confidence intervals of parameters were 157 
estimated by profile likelihood (Pawitan 2013). Optimization of the likelihood function was performed 158 
using the nloptr package in R (Johnson 2020; Rowan 1990). Effects of the log mean and standard 159 
deviation of serial interval distribution on the estimate of selective advantage 𝑠 were evaluated using the 160 
bootstrap-based random samples of 𝜇 and 𝜎 that were taken from the boundary of 95% confidence area 161 
on the likelihood surface for the serial interval distribution.  162 
 163 

Results 164 

The selective advantage of B.1.1.7 strains over non-B.1.1.7 strains, 𝑠, was estimated at 0.344 (95% 165 
confidence interval [CI] 0.343 to 0.346) (Table 2). These estimates were obtained by assuming that the 166 
serial intervals follow the lognormal distribution with a log mean of 1.38 and log standard deviation of 167 
0.56 based on the empirical serial interval data. The date when a B.1.1.7 virus have emerged in England 168 
(𝑡&) was estimated to be September 20, 2020 (95% CI: September 17–20). The initial frequency of 169 
B.1.1.7 among non-B.1.1.7 and B.1.1.7 strains at the emergence in England, 𝑞&, was estimated to be 170 
0.00556 with its 95% confidence intervals from 0.00534 to 0.00581.  171 
 172 
Table 2. Maximum likelihood estimations of parameters 173 

Parameter Estimated value* 95% CI 
𝑠 0.344 [0.343, 0.346] 
𝑡& September 20, 2020 [September 17, 2020, September 20, 2020] 
𝑞& 0.00556 [0.00534, 0.00581] 

* Estimates and 95% CIs were obtained by assuming that the serial intervals followed the lognormal 174 
distribution with a log mean of 1.38 and log standard deviation of 0.56.  175 
 176 
Figure 2 shows the temporal change in the frequency of B.1.1.7 strains among all strains except B.1.1.7-177 
like strains detected in England from September 1, 2020 to February 19, 2021. White circles indicate 178 
daily frequencies of B.1.1.7 strains among all strains except B.1.1.7-like strains. Solid line indicates the 179 
time course of frequency of B.1.1.7 strains calculated using parameters estimated from the data. Dashed 180 
lines indicate its lower and upper bounds of its 95% CI. 181 
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 182 
Figure 2. Time course of the frequency of B.1.1.7 strains among all strains except B.1.1.7-like 183 
strains detected in England from September 1, 2020 to February 19, 2021. White circles indicate 184 
the frequency of B.1.1.7 strains among B.1.1.7 and non-B.1.1.7 strains. The nucleotide sequences 185 
were retrieved from GISAID on March 1, 2021. Solid line indicates the time course of frequency of 186 
B.1.1.7 strains calculated using parameters estimated from the data. Dashed lines indicate its lower 187 
and upper bounds of its 95% CI. 188 
 189 
Figure 3 shows result of sensitivity analysis of selective advantage 𝑠. The maximum likelihood estimate 190 
of 𝑠 was affected by the log mean in a linear manner (Figure 3A). The minimum and maximum values of 191 
𝑠 on the ovals in Panel A and Panel B in Figure 3 were 0.266 and 0.459, respectively. From this result, we 192 
can conclude that the selective advantage 𝑠 of B.1.1.7 strain over previous strains in England was 193 
between 0.266 and 0.459.  194 
 195 
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 196 
Figure 3. Effects of log mean (A) and log standard deviation (B) of serial interval distribution on 197 
the estimate of selective advantage, 𝒔. The cross marks in both panels represent the maximum 198 
likelihood estimate of 𝒔 when the serial interval distribution was assumed to be a lognormal 199 
distribution with a log mean of 1.38 and log standard deviation of 0.563, which were estimated by 200 
Nishiura et al. (Nishiura et al., 2020). Areas inside oval in Panels A and B represent the range of 201 
maximum likelihood estimate of 𝒔 obtained by assuming mean and standard deviation within the 202 
95% confidence area shown in the Supplementary Figure 1.    203 
 204 
Figure 4 shows the temporal change in the average 𝟏 + 𝒔 in the viral population circulating in England 205 
from September 1, 2020 to February 19, 2021. The value of 𝟏 + 𝒔 stayed around 1 until the end of 206 
October, 2020. After November, 2020, the average 𝟏 + 𝒔 in the viral population kept increasing due to 207 
the of increasing frequency of the B.1.1.7 strain. The increase leveled off around the end of January 2021, 208 
when the preexisting strain went extinct.  209 
 210 
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 211 
Figure 4. The temporal change in the average of 𝟏 + 𝒔  in the viral population circulating in 212 
England. The solid line indicates the population average of 𝟏 + 𝒔 when 𝒔 =0.344 which was 213 
calculated using maximum likelihood estimation of the lognormal serial interval distribution. The 214 
dashed lines indicate the population average of 𝟏 + 𝒔 when 𝒔 = 𝟎. 𝟐𝟔𝟔 (lower) and 𝒔 = 𝟎. 𝟒𝟓𝟗 215 
(upper), which are calculated via a sensitivity analysis.  216 
 217 
 218 

Discussion 219 

In this paper, the selective advantage of the B.1.1.7 strain over non-B.1.1.7 strains in England was 220 
estimated to be 0.344 with a 95% CI from 0.343 to 0.346, assuming that the serial intervals followed the 221 
lognormal distribution with a log mean of 1.38 and log standard deviation of 0.56. The date of emergence 222 
of B.1.1.7 strains in England was estimated to be September 20, 2020 with its 95% confidence interval 223 
from September 17, 2020 to September 20, 2020. The initial frequency of B.1.1.7 among all sequences 224 
except B.1.1.7-like strains at the time of emergence in England was estimated to be 0.00556 with a 95% 225 
confidence interval from 0.00534 to 0.00581. The sensitivity analyses showed that the estimate of 226 
selective advantage was affected by parameters of assumed lognormal serial interval distribution. 227 
Accounting for the serial interval distribution, the instantaneous reproduction number of B.1.1.7 strain 228 
were estimated to be 26.6–45.9% higher than previous strains circulating in England.  229 
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 230 
  231 
Our analyses showed that the B.1.1.7 strain possesses 26.6– 45.9% higher transmissibility compared to 232 
previously circulating strains in England. This result suggests that control measures should be 233 
strengthened by 26.6–45.9% when the B.1.1.7 is newly introduced in a country where viruses with similar 234 
transmissibility to the preexisting strain in England are predominant.  235 
 236 
Our estimate is lower than some previously published estimates. For example, Volz et al. estimated a 50–237 
100% increase in the reproduction number using PCR data from England (Volz et al. 2021). The reason 238 
for this discrepancy could be the difference in the assumed serial interval distributions. In this paper, we 239 
used the serial interval data published by Nishiura et al. (Nishiura et al. 2020). Other groups used different 240 
datasets, and there is some variation between these estimated values (Rai et al. 2021). Volz et al. assumes 241 
a generation time distribution with a mean of 6.4 days based on the results by Bi et al. (Bi et al. 2020). 242 
However, Ali et al. have reported that the serial interval estimated using data from China before January 243 
22, 2020 was longer than estimates after January 22, 2020 (Ali et al. 2020). The serial interval estimated 244 
by Bi et al. contains data from before January 22, 2020 and there might be some possibility that the 245 
estimated serial interval does not reflect the current situation. This important limitation originates from 246 
the uncertainty surrounding serial interval distribution.  247 
 248 
Our analysis assumes that samples are collected from a well-mixed population in England. However, the 249 
situation may vary from region to region in England. Several observed frequencies in Figure 2 were 250 
located outside the 95% confidence interval. The reason for this could be that samples were collected 251 
from different locations in England and regional difference in the viral population may be the cause of the 252 
fluctuation of observed frequencies. 253 
 254 
Our estimation method is based on the principle that the expected frequency of a mutant strain among all 255 
strains can be determined from those in the previous generation using the serial interval distribution of 256 
infections. The method assumes that the selective advantage of a mutant strain over previously circulating 257 
strains is constant over time, which is based on Maynard Smith’s model of allele frequencies in adaptive 258 
evolution. In line with Fraser’s method for estimating the instantaneous reproduction number, our method 259 
allows reproduction numbers of strains to change during the target period of analysis. Thus, the proposed 260 
method removes the assumption that the reproduction number is constant over time, which is assumed in 261 
previous studies. Our method can estimate the selective advantage of viruses in a genotype over the other 262 
genotype without estimating the reproduction numbers of viruses of each genotype. Thus, the method can 263 
be applicable for the analysis on the selection of new variants even when strong control measures such as 264 
lockdown were introduced during the target period of analysis. We think this is the largest contribution of 265 
this paper to the field of molecular evolution, population genetics, and infectious disease epidemiology.  266 
 267 
As of June 9, 2021, the B.1.1.7 strain has been detected in 135 countries (Rambaut et al. 2020a). 268 
Estimation of the selective advantage of the B.1.1.7 strains over previously circulating strains in other 269 
countries is ongoing. Variant strains originating from Brazil, South Africa, and India also show higher 270 
transmissibility compared to previously circulating strains (World Health Organization 2021). There is an 271 
urgent need to estimate the selective advantage of these strains. We hope that the methodology developed 272 
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in this paper proves useful for countries in the world to establish control measures against highly 273 
transmissible variants strains.   274 
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Supplementary Figure 1. The 95% confidence area of log mean 𝝁 and log standard deviation 𝝈 of 288 
the lognormal distribution estimated using data obtained by Nishiura et.al (Nishiura et al. 2020). 289 
The cross mark represents the point of maximum likelihood estimates of 𝝁 and 𝝈. A point inside the 290 
oval falls within the 95% confidence intervals.    291 
 292 
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