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rate at various important times: at the end of first lockdown (May 11, 2020), October 5, 2020
and at the end of our study period (March 28, 2021). The national French attack rates are
respectively estimated to be 5.7%, 8.8%, and 25.3% at these dates.

Basic reproductive number. After adjusting for average weather over a period of one year
in France, we estimate the national average basic reproductive number at 3.10 [2.95 ; 3.26].

FIG 6. Model estimation for the proportion of naturally immunized individuals in the population (deaths and
vaccinated people not taken into account) on May 11th, 2020 (left), on Oct. 5th, 2020 (middle) and on March
28th, 2021 (right).

Modification of the transmission rate
Covariate scale increase/decrease
NPI
Lockdown 1 - delay of 7 days -78% [-82% ; -74%] &
Post lockdown 1 - Phase 1 -54% [-56% ; -52%] &
Post lockdown 1 - Phase 2 -48% [-50% ; -47%] &
Lockdown 2 - delay of 7 days -54% [-57% ; -49%] &
Lockdown 2 with opened shops -51% [-53% ; -49%] &
Closing schools - 7% [- 8% ; - 5%] &
Barrier gestures -46% [-48% ; -44%] &
Curfew at 6PM -30% [-33% ; -26%] &
Curfew at 8PM -28% [-31% ; -25%] &
Bar and restaurant closure (ref. W = 0) -10% [-13% ; - 8%] &
Bar and restaurant closure, summer (vs. ref.) - 8% [-11% ; - 4%] &
Closing bars & restaurants, winter (vs. ref.) -11% [-14% ; - 8%] &
Other factors
100% of VoC circulating 22% [15% ; 28%] %
Weather effect during summer (ref. W = 0) -22% [-24% ; -21%] &
Weather effect during winter (ref. W = 0) 10% [ 9% ; 11%] %

TABLE 2
Estimation and 95% confidence intervals of the effects of seasonal weather conditions, VoC proportion, and NPI

on the transmission rates. Model AIC = -1,388.

Effects of NPI on transmission rate. Table 2 summarizes the estimation of the effect of NPI
on the transmission rates derived from the fixed effects of the model provided in Section 2.5.
Regression residuals, fixed and random effects are given in Section 4.2 of the Web Supple-
mentary Materials. Figure 7 shows the corresponding individual fits. The very restrictive first
lockdown (respectively the less restrictive second lockdown) decreases the transmission rate
by � 80% (respectively � 55%). The impact of school closure is around 7% and the bar and
restaurant closure around 10%. The barrier gestures decrease the transmission by � 46%.
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FIG 7. Transmission rates. Estimated using the population-based Kalman filter. Individual fits for each region.
Random effects on log(binit), bl1, bl2 and bcurf6PM .

One can see that the values between the curfew at 6PM and the curfew at 8PM (around 30%)
are very close and not statistically different (3% [-2% ; 8%]). We demonstrate that all NPI in
this analysis decrease the transmission and have an effect significantly different from zero.

Effect of weather. The seasonal weather conditions variable is unitless, so the interpretation
of its estimated effect should be made by comparing a value to a reference, which is set
to be the average weather in France. We find that transmission is on average significantly
increased by 10% during the winter period, and significantly decreased by 22% during the
summer period, compared to average weather. Figure 8 (top) presents the estimated effect of
seasonal weather conditions over the period of study, by region.

The estimated interaction between the closure of bars and restaurants and the seasonal
weather conditions is statistically significant (p=0.037) but is also complex to interpret. We
show that although closing bars and restaurants always has a significant effect, decreasing the
transmission, it is slightly more effective in winter (11% [8%;14%] decrease) rather than in
summer (8% [4%;11%] decrease). Figure 8-Middle presents the estimated effect of bar and
restaurant closure for the 12 regions of interest over the study period and its interaction with
weather conditions. The weather conditions impacts the estimation, with a stronger effect on
transmission reduction in Northern regions compared to Southern ones, and also a stronger
effect is observed in the Spring 2021 due to more favorable weather.

Effect of VoC. Concerning the effect of the three VoCs, our results show that an increase
from 0 to 100% of the proportion would increase the transmission rate by an estimated 22%
[15% ; 28%]. Figure 8 (bottom) presents how the increased transmissibility varies over time
due to VoC proportion.

4. Discussion. In this paper, we use an innovative method to infer the transmission rate
over time from hospitalization data, and estimate the effect of multiple NPI, weather and
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FIG 8. Top: Estimated effect of seasonal weather conditions and its 95% confidence band for the 12 regions of
interest over the study period using the global average value over the period as reference for comparison. Middle:
Estimated effect of bar and restaurant closure for the 12 regions of interest over the study period. In red, the main
effect of -10%. In black and grey, the effect with the interaction with weather conditions and its 95% confidence
band. Bottom: Estimated effect of VoC appearance and its 95% confidence band from January 1, 2021.
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VoC on it. We showed that all NPI considered have a significant and independent effect on
the transmission rate. We additionally demonstrated a strong effect of weather conditions,
decreasing the transmission in the summer period, and increasing it in the winter period, and
we observed an increased transmissibility due to VoCs.

Concerning the transmission rate, interpretation of our results is conditional on the mech-
anistic model illustrated in Figure 4, and careful attention must be given to the parameters
values set from the scientific literature which are detailed in Table 1. This model does not take
into account the age-structure of the population on the contrary to the works of Salje et al.
(2020); Di Domenico et al. (2020) using French data. However, we believe that using a pop-
ulation approach accounts for different intrinsic characteristics such as population density,
age structure, transportation habits, etc. that influence disease spread through each region-
specific transmission rate. Another shortcoming of the SEIRAH model is that it does not take
into account waning immunity or travel between regions. The model could be slightly modi-
fied to take these aspects into account but would necessitate further fixing of more parameters
while no other data is available, especially on inter-regional travel. For this reason we did not
proceed with this development. Concerning the available data, the drawback to use hospital-
ization data is its lack of exhaustiveness given that hospital services declaring cases may vary
over time. However, one may think that this variation is less important than in other sources
of data such as the daily number of new confirmed cases for which the testing policy has
greatly changed during the course of the epidemic.

Interestingly, although the models were different and the data not fully identical, our re-
sults were comparable in terms of attack rates with existing modeling works Hozé et al.
(2021) and sero-prevalence studies Warszawski et al. (2020); Carrat et al. (2020); Santé
Publique France. A comparison is available in Web Supplementary material, Section 4.1.
Overall, our estimates tend to be slightly higher by less than 5% than other estimation and
sero-prevalence studies. This is presumably due to the strong assumption that there is no
waning immunity in our model. Indeed, we assume that all individuals, once infected, have
a high enough titer of antibody response to systematically test positive in sero-prevalence
studies. In terms of reproductive numbers, we found 3.10 [2.95 ; 3.26] (after removing the
weather impact using the regression model) compared to 3.18 [3.09 ; 3.24] in Di Domenico
et al. (2020) and 2.90 [2.81 ; 3.01] in Salje et al. (2020). These comparisons allow us to val-
idate the estimation strategy, which has the great advantage of estimating transmission rates
without assumptions on the shape of the transmission functions. Furthermore, the compu-
tational times are not excessive (a few minutes for the full estimation on a classical work
station without code optimization).

We restricted our analysis to the estimation of ten NPI effects. More variables could have
been added, e.g. partial interventions (applied, for example, only in large cities in regions
highly affected by COVID-19) – but those would be inconsistent with our model defined
at a regional level. Other potential variables suffer from inconsistent definitions. Working
from home is a good example. First, the adherence to this intervention (which can vary due
to employee fatigue, organization difficulties and the absence of legal constraint) is difficult
to evaluate. Second, regarding quantitative indicators, the DARES carried out surveys for
companies with 10 or more employees and showed that the mean percentage of remote work
is around 29.6% [18.8%, 40.4%] with the max value during the two lockdowns . However,
this indicator accounts for working from home and paid vacation which may be very different
in terms of behaviors. Hence by omitting the working from home in the model, its effect
is captured by the effect of lockdown and barrier gestures. Identifying the proper effect of
working from home is very difficult, because injunctions and implementations of "working
from home" fluctuate greatly over time and over geographical areas without a valid way of
measuring adherence.

 . CC-BY 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 July 16, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.09.21260259doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.09.21260259
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


18

We also had to make a certain number of modeling assumptions. For some interventions,
such as lockdowns, we considered a 7-day delay of implementation (which is visible on the
transmission rates obtained with the Kalman filter). This choice is validated by other stud-
ies such as Dehning et al. (2020), in which the delay can be up to 15 days. However, we
investigated its impact on our regression adjustment. Not considering the delay of 7 days
greatly deteriorates the fits, see Section 4.2 of the Web Supplementary Materials for more
details. Considering our choice to model the effect of the partial opening of schools during
the May 11th to July 4th 2020 period as equal to 70% of the effect of a full closure could be
considered as an oversimplification. Over this period following the first lockdown, schools
reopened very gradually according to three different phases and school attendance growth
was even more progressive. Up to June 2nd, strong disparities in openings and attendance
existed among regions, with an average of only 30% of pupils under 12 years old attend-
ing. Other levels of secondary schools ("collèges" and "lycées") reopened in early June and
progressively received more students until vacation, starting in early July. Not to risk facing
identifiability issues, we chose not to differentiate regions or phases of reopening and a ratio
of 0.7 of closure effect was applied for all regions. Regarding the effect of curfews, we failed
at demonstrating a statistically significant difference between 6PM and 8PM. This is may be
due to an identifiability issue as the 8PM curfew was in place for less than 3 weeks in many
regions. An alternative explanation could be that both curfews were impacting globally social
gathering the same way. As for example, both are preventing most private dinners and parties
(or at least reducing drastically the number of guests).

In this article, we decided to take into account the weather condition using past works
of Bukhari and Jameel (2020) and Bukhari and Jameel (2020). Using separately tempera-
ture, absolute, and relative humidity was not explored in this work. All in all, we saw a
clear point in including the weather condition as a variable modifying the transmission. Sec-
tion 4.2 of the Web Supplementary Materials explored simpler models. All deteriorated the
fits. However, we remain extremely cautious about the interpretation of the estimated effects
of weather conditions and, beyond, of associated mechanisms. Finally, we consider an inter-
action between seasonal weather conditions and bar and restaurant closure justified by the use
of terraces (which have been expanded in many places since the beginning of the pandemic).
Of course other interactions can be considered and more complex models can be written but
it may lead to over-fitting.

Looking back at the original data, the variant 20I/501Y.V1 (Alpha) appears to have al-
ways been predominant (over 90% at any time) compared to the two other VoCs (Beta and
Gamma) considered in the French non-insular territory . Widely variable estimations of trans-
missibility increase for the variant 20I/501Y.V1 (Alpha) have been proposed in the scientific
literature, ranging from 29% to 90% Graham et al. (2021); Campbell et al. (2021); Wash-
ington et al. (2021); Volz et al. (2021); Davies et al. (2021) the lower values being in line
with our own findings. The higher estimates could be partially explained because new VoCs
appeared at the beginning of winter in England and in the USA. This may lead to confusion
between weather conditions and VoCs, which both increase weather conditions, as mentioned
by Campbell et al. (2021). We tested this assumption by removing weather conditions from
our model and found an increased transmissibility of 43%, see Section 4.2 of the Web Sup-
plementary Material. We retained the weather condition in our model as it greatly improved
the fit.

Altogether, this work is one of the first attempts to evaluate retrospectively the effect of
multiple NPIs over a period of one-year of the COVID-19 epidemic. On top of applying
a novel methodology to current and important application, this work could be extended to
generate “what-if” scenarios and help determine appropriate NPI implementations for future
waves of infection.
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