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Abstract
England has experienced a heavy burden of COVID-19, with high infection levels observed
throughout the summer months of 2021. Alongside the emergence of evidence suggesting
that COVID-19 vaccine protection wanes over time, booster vaccinations began for
individuals aged 50 and above in September 2021. Using a model fitted to 18 months of
epidemiological data, we project potential dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 transmission in England
to September 2022. We consider key uncertainties including behavioural change, waning
vaccine protection, strategies for vaccination, and the reintroduction of public health and
social measures. We project the current wave of transmission will peak in Autumn 2021, with
low levels of transmission in early 2022. The extent to which SARS-CoV-2 transmission
resurges in 2022 depends largely on assumptions around waning vaccine protection and
booster vaccinations. Widespread booster vaccinations or the reimposition of mild public
health and social measures such as work-from-home policies could largely mitigate the wave
of COVID-19 transmission projected to occur in England in Spring/Summer 2022.
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Main
Eighteen months into the COVID-19 pandemic, 250 million confirmed cases and 5 million
deaths have been attributed to severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2
(SARS-CoV-2) worldwide1. In England as of 17th November 2021, cumulative confirmed
COVID-19 cases exceed 8 million, with more than 500,000 hospitalisations and 120,000
deaths within 28 days of a positive test being recorded, respectively2. Different variants of
SARS-CoV-2 have emerged, with four (Alpha, Beta, Gamma and Delta) currently designated
as variants of concern (VOC) associated with either increased transmissibility, severity, or
changes in immunity by the World Health Organisation3. England saw the emergence and
takeover of the Alpha B.1.1.7 variant in late 2020, which was subsequently overtaken by the
Delta B.1.617.2 variant in Spring 2021. Various public health and social measures (PHSMs)
have been implemented to suppress COVID-19 transmission in England, including national
lockdowns, staged relaxations of lockdowns and tiered regional restrictions4, but all legal
restrictions were completely lifted on 19th July 2021.
Safe and effective COVID-19 vaccines have been developed at unprecedented speed, with
four currently approved for use by the UK’s Medicines and Healthcare products Regulatory
Agency (MHRA). The COVID-19 vaccine rollout in England began on the 8th of December
2020 and to date more than 42 million people have received at least their first COVID-19
vaccine dose2. The initial rollout of vaccines followed guidance issued by the UK’s Joint
Committee on Vaccination and Immunisation (JCVI)5, with vaccine supply being targeted to
health and social care workers and those in the highest risk categories first. Vaccines were
then offered to sequentially younger age groups of adults (18 years and above). In August
2021, children aged 16 and 17 years old and clinically vulnerable children aged 12-15 were
offered COVID-19 vaccines6. In September 2021, healthy 12-15-year-olds in England were
offered their first COVID-19 vaccination, but to date, no such recommendation has been
made for the second dose follow up7.
A COVID-19 booster vaccination programme began on 24th September 2021, initially
targeting the same priority groups that were first vaccinated. A full dose of the
Pfizer/BioNTech or a half dose of the Moderna vaccine are recommended as a booster dose,
regardless of what vaccine was received previously, to those at least 6 months after their
primary course of vaccination. On 15th November 2021, the JCVI issued advice
recommending that the widespread COVID-19 booster vaccination programme be extended
to individuals aged 40-49 years8. In addition to a widespread booster vaccination
programme, the JCVI have recommended that severely immunocompromised individuals
over 12 years of age should be offered a third COVID-19 vaccination dose as part of their
primary COVID-19 vaccination schedule9. With rising COVID-19 incidence and concerns
about hospital bed pressures over the coming months, stakeholders including the British
Medical Association have also called for the introduction of PHSMs in place in several other
European countries, including face covering mandates, vaccine certification and
encouragement to work from home where possible10. In addition to this, evidence continues
to emerge about waning vaccine protection over time11,12.
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Using an age-structured deterministic compartmental model of SARS-CoV-2 community
transmission, we project the consequences of behavioural changes, waning vaccine
protection and of different vaccination and PHSMs on COVID-19 cases, hospitalisations and
deaths into 2022. We fit the model to region-specific data on COVID-19 deaths,
hospitalisations, and hospital bed occupancy, as well as PCR prevalence, seroprevalence,
and the emergence of the Alpha B.1.1.7 and Delta B.1.617.2 VOCs, as well as integrating
data on the number of vaccinations delivered at the level of NHS England regions and by
age group. We consider the effects of fully vaccinating different age groups of adolescents
and children in the future, different levels of uptake for these age groups, as well as the
consequences of implementing mass COVID-19 booster vaccination campaigns in different
age ranges in the population, seasonality, and the implementation of PHSMs to suppress
projected rises in transmission. Considering different assumptions on vaccine rollout going
forwards, we explore the projected dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 transmission over the winter
months and until September 2022.

Results
Our compartmental model fits the observed dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 community
transmission during the first, second and third waves of the COVID-19 epidemic in England
between mid-February 2020 and October 2021 (Figs. 1 and S1), reproducing NHS England
region-specific observed deaths, hospitalisations, hospital and ICU bed occupancy, PCR
prevalence, and seropositivity. The model also captures the emergence and spread of the
Alpha B.1.1.7 and Delta B.1.617.2 variants of concern in late 2020 and early 2021, fitting to
the prevalence of S gene target failure (Fig. S2) and to the proportion of Delta sequenced
cases (Fig. S3). Model estimates for increased transmissibility of Alpha relative to previously
circulating SARS-CoV-2 variants and of Delta relative to Alpha are given in Table S1.
To capture historic behavioural changes, the model uses Google Community Mobility indices
over time to derive contact rates for each NHS England region modelled, based upon a
measured relationship between Google Mobility indices and age-specific contact rates as
measured by the CoMix study, and in combination with school attendance data and
assumptions about school schedules (Fig. 2). The model also fits a time-varying
“transmission adjustment” component for each NHS England region in order to capture
additional variability in transmission that is not explained by the mobility data (see Methods).
The fitted transmission adjustment can be seen in the middle row of Fig. 2; there are notable
sharp peaks around Christmas 2020 and towards the end of Summer 2021, as well as a
deep trough around the lockdown in early 2021. To project behavioural changes forwards
from October 2021 to September 2022, we combine various assumptions on future mobility
changes (Fig. 2) with simulated trajectories for future transmission adjustments based on the
historic fitted transmission adjustment (full details are given in the Methods section).
We present the majority of results here by plotting the median and interquantile ranges of a
number of simulated future trajectories of SARS-CoV-2 transmission in England, but it is
important to note that individual epidemic trajectories can fall outside of the model’s
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projection intervals (Fig. 3A). Some individual epidemic trajectories are projected to result in
rapid exponential rises in transmission with large peaks that may require PHSMs to be
implemented in response. A comparison of the projected cumulative number of SARS-CoV-2
infections, hospital admissions and deaths between October 2021 and September 2022
across all the scenarios considered here is shown in Fig. 4, along with detailed results
related to each type of uncertainty in the Supplementary material (Figs. S4-S9). Although
this work investigates the consequences of behavioural change, booster vaccination policies
and waning vaccine protection, it is important to note that PHSMs also have the ability to
suppress projected rises in transmission (Figs. 3B, 4, S4). A complete list of scenarios
considered and key assumptions for each scenario is given in the Supplementary material
(Table S6).
A key uncertainty is future behaviour and assumptions about future levels of mobility greatly
influence the projected dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 transmission into 2022 (Figs. 3C, 4, S4).
We consider three scenarios for future mobility (no change, a 3-month and a 6-month return
to pre-pandemic baseline levels, shown in Fig. 2) to capture this uncertainty. All behavioural
change scenarios considered project a peak in SARS-CoV-2 transmission in late 2021
followed by a decline to very low levels of transmission in early 2022 (Fig. S4). This is due to
depletion of susceptible individuals due to a high force of infection in England during Autumn
2021. The scenario assuming no change in mobility projects that transmission remains at
low levels through most of 2022, with early increases being projected by September 2022.
The largest difference in projected outcomes lies between the no change and return to
baseline scenarios (Figs. 3C, 4, S4). However, the timing and speed of the return to
baseline levels of mobility is important; a 3-month return to baseline mobility results in
transmission rising sooner in 2022 and remaining flatter through the projected time horizon,
whereas a 6-month return to baseline mobility levels leads to a later rise in transmission but
a higher peaking epidemic (Figs. 3C, S4). Over shorter timescales, a more gradual return to
baseline mobility decreases the total number of infections, hospital admissions, and deaths,
but over long timescales there is less of a difference between different rates of returning to
baseline (Fig. S4 tables). Both of the return to baseline mobility scenarios result in very
similar cumulative numbers of SARS-CoV-2 infections, hospital admissions and deaths by
the end of September 2022 (Figs. 3C, 4, S4). These differences can be explained by
interactions between waning, seasonality, and mobility rates.
Other influential factors considered here are future policies on COVID-19 booster
vaccinations and the rate at which vaccine protection wanes over time (Figs. 3D, 3E).
Assuming a medium rate at which vaccine protection wanes, rolling out COVID-19 booster
vaccinations has the largest overall effect in suppressing transmission of SARS-CoV-2 of all
the scenarios considered (Fig. 4). Targeting booster vaccinations to individuals aged 50
years and above is estimated to have prevented around 50,000 deaths by September 2022,
when compared with a counterfactual scenario where booster vaccinations were not
implemented (Fig. 3D, S5). Scenarios where booster vaccinations are offered to sequentially
younger age groups provide additional benefits in suppressing COVID-19 transmission into
2022, but with larger effects in reducing SARS-CoV-2 infections compared to reducing
hospital admissions and deaths (Figs. 3D, 4, S5). Administering booster vaccinations to
90% of all individuals who receive two COVID-19 vaccinations is projected to suppress
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transmission of SARS-CoV-2 to low levels throughout the time horizon considered (Fig. S5),
with 2.5 million less SARS-CoV-2 infections projected by September 2022, compared with
the scenario offering booster vaccinations to individuals aged 40 and above, which is closest
in line with the latest JCVI guidance8.
The extent to which vaccine protection wanes over time is a key uncertainty and different
assumptions result in dramatically different projected transmission dynamics until September
2022 (Figs. 3E, 4, S6). We consider three waning vaccine protection scenarios for
individuals who do not receive a third booster vaccination after their second COVID-19
vaccination: low, medium and high waning (Table S3). All three of these scenarios assume
that 90% of vaccinated individuals aged 50 and above receive a booster vaccination. Low
waning vaccine protection delays and reduces the projected resurgence in transmission,
with 12,500 deaths projected to occur between October 2021 and September 2022 (Fig. S6
Table). The most extreme waning scenario considered results in a significant wave of
transmission during the summer of 2022, with 30,300 deaths projected to occur within the
same timescale, with the potential for more than 1000 hospitalisations and 200 deaths to
occur per day in England at the peak of transmission (Fig. S6).
The majority of scenarios considered project rises in SARS-CoV-2 transmission to occur
towards the spring and summer months of 2022, with more pessimistic assumptions related
to behaviour change, booster vaccination policy and waning vaccine protection leading to
more significant and/or earlier resurgences (Figs. S4-6). For the most extreme waning
scenario, we consider the additional introduction of temporary public health and social
measures between 1st April and 31st May 2022 (Fig. S7). Of the three PHSMs considered,
a vaccine certification policy, modelled as leading to increased vaccine uptake in individuals
aged 18-29, had the smallest impact on projected transmission to September 2022.
Introducing a work-from-home policy, modelled by returning work-related mobility to the
same levels that were recorded during the week beginning 15th of March 2021, had the
strongest effect in suppressing transmission during the intervention period. A combination of
vaccine certification, increased mask wearing and work-from-home policies is sufficient to
bring the reproduction number below 1 for the duration of the intervention period and is
projected to result in 6,500 fewer deaths between October 2021 and September 2022 than
the equivalent scenario without the introduction of PHSMs (Fig. S7). However, the
introduction of PHSMs is modelled as a temporary measure, and transmission is projected to
resurge again following their removal, eventually increasing above the levels projected to
occur without any PHSMs being introduced (Figs. 3B, S7).
Different assumptions related to the extent of seasonality also influence the projected
dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 transmission to September 2022 (Figs. 4, S8). Scenarios
assuming more extreme seasonal effects result in smaller cumulative burdens between
October 2021 and September 2022 (Fig. 4). However, scenarios assuming the most
extreme seasonal effects appear to be resurging in September 2022 and may result in
significant waves of transmission during the winter months of 2022-2023, far beyond the
time horizons considered in this study. This effect can be observed by comparing short-term
and longer-term outcomes; scenarios with greater seasonal effects are projected to result in
more infections, hospitalisations and deaths between October and December 2021 but in
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less infections, hospitalisations and deaths between October 2021 and September 2022
(Fig. S8 Tables).
Finally, we consider a number of scenarios related to the vaccination of children aged 12
years and above and children aged 5 years and above (Figs. 4, S9). Of all the uncertainties
considered here, using different assumptions related to the vaccination of children had the
smallest overall effect in projected SARS-CoV-2 transmission until September 2022 (Fig. 4).
Between October and December 2021, different vaccination policies resulted in minor
differences in the projected number of hospital admissions only (Fig. S9 Table). Between
October 2021 and September 2022, different vaccination policies were projected to result in
small differences across infections, hospital admissions and deaths (Fig. S9 Table).
Scenarios assuming both higher uptake of COVID-19 vaccinations in children aged 12 and
above and aged 5 and above or vaccinating wider age ranges of children are projected to
result in marginal reductions in infections, hospital admissions and deaths between October
2021 and September 2022 (Fig. S9 Table), but not to significantly alter projected
transmission dynamics (Fig. S9). This is due to high levels of infection in the model in these
age groups during the autumn of 2021 (Fig. S10).
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Figure 1. Comparison between aggregated model fits and epidemiological data from
England between March 2020 and October 2021. Black lines show reported data, with
vertical black lines showing 95% confidence intervals for PCR prevalence. Coloured lines
and shaded areas show medians and 90% interquantile ranges from the fitted model. The
original model fitting is done independently for each NHS England region, with the
aggregated model output for the whole of England shown here. COVID-19 deaths data was
provided by the UK Health Security Agency (UKHSA) and hospital admissions, hospital and
ICU bed occupancy data was provided by NHS England. These data sources are
unpublished and not publicly available, but are closely aligned with the UK Government’s
COVID-19 dashboard. PCR prevalence data was obtained from the Office for National
Statistics’ COVID-19 Infection Survey (ONS-CIS)13. ICU = intensive care unit. NHS =
National Health Service.
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Figure 2. Mobility scenarios, transmission adjustments and overall transmission potential for the fitted
model, shown from March 2020 to September 2022. Top: Historic Google Community Mobility data (grey) and
assumed future mobility in England for no change (blue), a 3-month return to pre-pandemic baseline levels (red)
and a 6-month return to pre-pandemic baseline levels (purple) scenarios used for model projections. Mobility
indices are measured relative to baseline mobility levels recorded during early 2020, prior to the COVID-19
pandemic. The beginning of each lockdown and each roadmap Step is marked with a vertical dashed line and ‘L’
and ‘S’ labels, respectively. Middle: Fitted transmission adjustments by NHS England region and the average
across regions (black), example projection for East of England (blue) and mean (black line) + interquartile range
(red shaded) for projected transmission adjustments. Bottom: The “transmission potential” captures the overall
impact of mobility and transmission adjustments on the time-varying potential for effective transmission, ignoring
the impact of immunity and novel variants, though including the impact of school vacation periods. NE & Y =
North East & Yorkshire. NHS = National Health Service.
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Figure 3. Summary of key results on uncertainty, public health and social measures (PHSMs), behaviour,
booster vaccinations and waning immunity. A: The central scenario is shown here which assumes a 6-month
return to baseline mobility levels, medium waning of vaccine protection (Table S3), 90% of vaccinated individuals
aged 50 and above receiving booster vaccinations and 20% seasonality from 1st April 2021. The black line
shows the median trajectory of COVID-19 deaths over time, with the shaded areas showing the 50% and 90%
interquantile ranges. Individual model trajectories are plotted in coloured lines. B: The effect of PHSMs on
projected SARS-CoV-2 infections over time are shown with two scenarios. Both scenarios assume a 6-month
return to baseline mobility levels, high waning of vaccine protection (Table S3), 90% of vaccinated individuals
aged 50 and above receiving booster vaccinations and 20% seasonality from 1st April 2021. The PHSMs
scenario implements a combination of three PHSMs (Figures 4, S7) between 1st April and 31st May 2022. C:
The effect of behaviour on COVID-19 deaths and cumulative deaths over time is shown with three scenarios for
future mobility: a 3-month and a 6-month return to baseline levels, and a no change scenario. All three scenarios
assume medium waning (Table S3), 90% of vaccinated individuals aged 50 and above receiving booster
vaccinations and 20% seasonality from 1st April 2021. D: The effect of booster vaccination policy on cumulative
infections and deaths over time is shown with five scenarios for booster policies. All five scenarios assume a
6-month return to baseline mobility, medium waning (Table S3) and 20% seasonality from 1st April 2021. E: The
effect of waning vaccine protection on cumulative infections and deaths over time is shown with three scenarios
for waning (Table S3). All three scenarios assume a 6-month return to baseline mobility, 90% of vaccinated
individuals aged 50 and above receiving booster vaccinations and 20% seasonality from 1st April 2021.
Scenarios marked with an asterisk (*) are equivalent, and scenarios marked with a caret (^) are equivalent.
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Figure 4. Summary of projected cumulative numbers of COVID-19 deaths, hospital admissions and
infections in England between October 2021 and September 2022, across all scenarios considered. Each
box plot shows the projected median, 5th, 25th, 75th and 95th percentile values across all simulations for the
relevant scenario. Scenarios are coloured according to the result type (behaviour, booster vaccination policy,
waning vaccine protection (Table S3), public health and social measures (PHSMs), seasonality, and vaccination
policy for children). Behavioural scenarios assume medium waning vaccine protection (Table S3), 90% of
vaccinated individuals aged 50 and above receiving booster vaccinations and 20% seasonality from 1st April
2021. Booster vaccination policy scenarios assume a 6-month return to baseline mobility levels, medium waning
(Table S3), and 20% seasonality from 1st April 2021. Waning vaccine protection scenarios assume a 6-month
return to baseline mobility levels, 90% of vaccinated individuals aged 50 and above receiving booster
vaccinations and 20% seasonality from 1st April 2021. PHSM scenarios assume a 6-month return to baseline
mobility levels, high waning vaccine protection (Table S3), and 20% seasonality from 1st April 2021. Seasonality
scenarios assume a 6-month return to baseline mobility levels, medium waning vaccine protection (Table S3),
and 90% of vaccinated individuals aged 50 and above receiving booster vaccinations. Vaccination of children
scenarios assume a 6-month return to baseline mobility levels, medium waning vaccine protection (Table S3),
90% of individuals aged 50 and above receiving booster vaccinations and 20% seasonality from 1st April 2021. A
full list of scenarios and assumptions is given in the supplementary material (Table S6). Scenarios marked with
an asterisk (*) are equivalent, and scenarios marked with a caret (^) are equivalent.
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Discussion
We have fitted a deterministic compartmental model of SARS-CoV-2 transmission to data on
COVID-19 deaths, hospital admissions, hospital bed and ICU bed occupancy, PCR
prevalence, sero-prevalence, and the emergence and spread of the Alpha B.1.1.7 and Delta
B.1.617.2 variants, incorporating additional data on vaccination coverage and behaviour
over time. Projecting forwards to September 2022, we have considered a number of
uncertainties around behaviour, booster vaccination policy, waning levels of vaccine
protection over time, seasonality, and different policy options for vaccination of children. We
have also considered the temporary reintroduction of PHSMs to suppress future projected
rises in SARS-CoV-2 transmission.
Modelled levels of immunity in England (both from natural infection and induced by
COVID-19 vaccinations) suggest that SARS-CoV-2 transmission will fall in the Autumn of
2021, but there remains significant uncertainty around the extent and the timescale to which
immunity wanes. In addition, the projected winter dynamics depend on the current wave of
transmission being large enough to deplete most susceptible individuals. Our model has
estimated the number of daily infections in October 2021 to be up to 3 times larger than the
number of daily reported cases on the COVID-19 dashboard2. We also assume that all
individuals being administered their first COVID-19 vaccinations go on to receive a second
dose. Currently 12-15 year olds in England are being recommended the first COVID-19
vaccine dose only7.
The majority of scenarios considered project resurgences in transmission occurring later in
2022. However, none of these resurgences are expected to reach the levels of hospital
admissions and deaths seen in 2020 and 2021, largely due to high levels of vaccine and
natural protection in the population (Fig. S10). Large reductions in the levels of protection
conferred by COVID-19 vaccines over time have the potential to lead to substantial
resurgences in transmission, particularly if no measures are implemented in response.
Administering booster vaccinations to all individuals who have received first and second
COVID-19 vaccinations provides a medium- to long-term solution towards mitigating future
resurgences of SARS-CoV-2 community transmission. The re-introduction of PHSMs such
as work-from-home policies can suppress projected resurgences, but are only considered as
temporary measures here. Once PHSMs are relaxed, SARS-CoV-2 transmission is projected
to resurge again. However, delaying a resurgence can give time to introduce further
measures, to increase vaccine uptake and to allow advances in treatment of COVID-19 to
occur.
The World Health Organization has stated that “administration of booster doses will
exacerbate inequities by driving up demand and consuming scarce supply while priority
populations in some countries, or subnational settings, have not yet received a primary
vaccination series”14. Given that England has largely relaxed PHSMs against COVID-19
since July 2021, and given current vaccine supply constraints globally, it may be more
equitable to implement PHSMs in England to suppress SARS-CoV-2 transmission in the
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short-term whilst sharing vaccine doses with countries that have not yet vaccinated their
most vulnerable populations with a primary dose.
There are a number of limitations in this work which are important to consider. The extent to
which immunity from natural infection and from vaccination wanes is uncertain. Individuals
may retain very long-term protection against severe outcomes, but have faster rates of
waning against less severe outcomes such as mild or asymptomatic infection. We model
waning vaccine protection in a way that initially allows protection against different outcomes
to be reduced to different extents. Individuals can then return to being entirely susceptible
from the vaccinated-and-waned state or from the naturally infected and recovered state (see
assumed rates of waning in Table S4). We have parameterised waning rates in relation to
measured reductions in protection against severe outcomes, but our assumption that
individuals return to being completely naive to infection may still be overly pessimistic. We
have not attempted to explore the dynamics of waning immunity from natural infection here
in detail. Throughout, we assume identical levels of protection are conferred from natural
infection and from vaccination across individuals of all ages. It is likely that protection will
differ from person to person and that more clinically vulnerable individuals may have lower
levels of protection or faster reductions in protection. Further, we do not consider any
differences in vaccine coverage by risk group.
This work assumes that no new variants of SARS-CoV-2 possessing any kind of
transmission advantage emerge in the future. As we have seen with the Alpha B.1.1.7 and
Delta B.1.617.2 VOCs in England (Figs. S2, S3), novel VOCs with transmission advantages
can spread to dominance very quickly, and this could have substantial implications for the
future dynamics of COVID-19. In addition to future emergence of VOCs, it is impossible to
predict future policy or behavioural changes with any certainty. It remains unclear whether
mobility and behaviour will return to the same levels seen prior to the COVID-19 pandemic.
We have considered one scenario where behaviour remains largely unchanged, and two
scenarios in which mobility increases to pre-pandemic levels in either 3 months or 6 months
to capture this uncertainty. In addition to longer-term changes, we are not able to forecast
shorter-term behavioural changes that have been observed in the historic data, e.g. around
Christmas of 2021 and during the Euro 2020 football tournament in the summer of 2021
(Fig. 2). Behavioural changes can also occur in response to awareness of a growing or
declining epidemic15,16, which is something that we do not capture in any forward projections.
It is clear that the extent to which immunity, both derived from natural infection and from
COVID-19 vaccination, wanes will become extremely important in the medium- to long-term.
It is crucial to improve our current understanding of the dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 immunity
and to consider the consequences of this on community transmission in the context of
varying levels of PHSMs and vaccination coverage, both in England and worldwide.
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Methods
Epidemiological model
We use an age-structured and region-specific deterministic compartmental model of
SARS-CoV-2 transmission, building on previous work17–19. Geographic structure is by NHS
England region and age groups are divided into 5-year age bands from 0–4 to 70–74 years,
with an additional age group comprising individuals aged 75 years and over. The model
tracks three variants of SARS-CoV-2 to capture wild-type, Alpha B.1.1.7 and Delta B.1.617.2
variants separately. We model vaccination against SARS-CoV-2 with separate
compartments for two vaccine products, for each of the viral vector and mRNA-based
COVID-19 vaccines in use in England. The model also captures the administration of
booster vaccinations, and waning immunity derived from natural infection and vaccination. A
full description of assumptions related to vaccine protection against different outcomes and
waning immunity is provided in the Supplementary Material and in Tables S2 - S4.
Hospital admissions and occupancy data were provided by NHS England and deaths,
immunisations and variant data were provided by the UK Health Security Agency (UKHSA).
These data sources are unpublished and not public, but are closely aligned with healthcare,
deaths and vaccinations data on the UK Government COVID-19 Dashboard2.
Seroprevalence data were obtained from the UK Biobank20 and the REACT-2 study21, and
seroprevalence and PCR positivity data were obtained from the the Office for National
Statistics COVID-19 Infection Survey (ONS-CIS)13,22.
The age-specific probability of clinical symptoms is adopted from a study using data from 6
countries23. The age-specific probability of hospital admission, ICU admission, and death
given infection are fitted to data from England, with the relative rates by age group based on
data collected by a large meta-analysis of the COVID-19 infection fatality rate24 and based
on data collected by ISARIC (the CO-CIN study) for England17, then adjusted to better match
observed hospitalisations and deaths in England (see Model fitting). Each of these
age-specific probabilities of severe outcomes is allowed to vary over the course of the
epidemic in England and vary between pre-existing variants and Alpha B.1.1.7. For the third
variant Delta B.1.617.2, we assume that the probability of severe outcomes is twice that of
Alpha B.1.1.7, in line with estimates from Public Health Scotland and UKHSA25. A full
description of fitted and assumed parameters is provided in Tables S5A and S5B.
The model uses Google Community Mobility data26 to capture mobility in various settings:
workplaces, retail & recreation venues, transit stations, and grocery & pharmacy locations. In
turn, the relationship between mobility data and social contact rates is derived from the
historical relationship between Google Community Mobility indices and social contact rates
as measured by the CoMix study in 202017. School openings and closings are accounted for
in contacts among school-aged children, university-aged young adults and school/university
staff. We assume that schools in England follow their traditional schedules (i.e. are closed
during holiday periods), and we combine these assumptions with school attendance data in
England up to July 202127. To reflect the introduction of mass testing within educational
13
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facilities in the Spring of 2021, we have assumed an additional 30% reduction in
transmission related to educational settings between the reopening of schools on 8th March
2021 and school closures in July 2021. This reduction in transmission is reflected in the
model with a 30% reduction in school-related contacts. Seasonality is modelled as a
sinusoidally-varying multiplier on transmission with the peak occurring on January 1st and
the trough on July 1st of each year. By default, we assume the amplitude of the seasonal
component is 20% from trough to peak.
Model fitting
The model is fitted using a two-stage process. In the first stage, the model parameters are
fitted by Bayesian inference using Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) to reported regional
data on hospital admissions, hospital and intensive care unit (ICU) bed occupancy,
seroprevalence, PCR positivity, and deaths within 28 days of a patient’s first positive
SARS-CoV-2 test, as well as to data tracking the emergence and spread of the Alpha
B.1.1.7 variant (the frequency of S-gene target failure in PCR tests) in late 2020 and of the
Delta B.1.617.2 variant (the frequency of Delta in genomic sequencing data) in 2021. We
use the DE-MCMC algorithm28 implemented in C++ (see analysis code). The introduction
time and relative transmissibility of both the Alpha and Delta variants are fitted for each
geographic region in the model. We use data recording the number of first COVID-19
vaccine doses delivered by age, geography and vaccine product from 8th December 2020 to
3rd October 2021 to inform the fraction of first-dose vaccinated individuals in each age
group, NHS England region and by vaccine type over time. Additionally, in this initial stage,
14 additional parameters are fitted to define a “transmission multiplier” function, with each of
the 14 parameters defining a stepwise change in transmission at fixed six-week intervals
from 12th April 2020 to 10th October 2021. This transmission multiplier function allows the
modelled epidemic trajectory to better capture changes in SARS-CoV-2 transmission over
time, and reflects residual changes in transmission that are not captured by mobility data
alone, e.g. as resulting from changes in personal protective behaviours such as
mask-wearing or from changes in social behaviour such as during holidays.
In the second stage of model fitting, a particle filtering algorithm29 is used to refine the
“rough” transmission multiplier function, while holding other fitted model parameters
constant, to achieve a more fine-scaled function with stepwise changes to the transmission
multiplier every 5 days, instead of the cruder 6-week increment used in the initial stage of
fitting. In the second stage, the transmission multiplier is fitted as a random walk on a
logarithmic scale, that is, multiplicative increments to the transmission multiplier are
proposed rather than absolute levels.
The same likelihood is used for Bayesian inference in both stages of the model fitting
process. In particular, the likelihood allows the infection fatality rate (IFR), infection
hospitalisation rate (IHR), and infection critical-illness rate (ICR) to vary over the course of
the epidemic, to reflect changes in treatment success, admissions criteria, and availability of
hospital resources over time. To achieve this, the model’s initial output of deaths and hospital
burdens, which are based upon a fixed IFR, IHR, and ICR (except as modified by
variant-specific characteristics and by vaccine protection), are treated as the prior
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expectation for deaths and hospital burdens on each day. This expectation is used as the
mean of a gamma distribution, with standard deviation set to 0.3 times the mean, which, in
turn, is taken as the prior distribution for the mean of a Poisson distribution from which the
observed burden for a given day is assumed to be drawn. This process allows the
IFR/IHR/ICR to change over time, while not straying too far from the expected burden based
upon the underlying fixed IFR/IHR/ICR.
Model assumptions
Vaccine effectiveness — We base our vaccine effectiveness assumptions on the latest
available evidence (Tables S2, S7, S8). These may be subject to change in future work, as
new evidence emerges. We currently treat individuals who have been and will be vaccinated
with Moderna vaccines the same as individuals receiving Pfizer vaccines. We model
individuals who have received different vaccine products (e.g. AstraZeneca and
Pfizer/Moderna) and one or two vaccine doses separately, assuming separate efficacy
estimates for each category. We additionally consider individuals who have received two
vaccine doses but no booster dose as having reduced levels of protection, with various
scenarios considered in relation to vaccine protection (Table S3).
We model vaccine protection against five separate outcomes: infection, disease (i.e.
symptomatic infection), hospitalisation, mortality and onward transmission following a
breakthrough infection (i.e. when an individual who has vaccine protection becomes
infected). We assume the same vaccine effectiveness for the first two SARS-CoV-2 variants
considered in the model (pre-Alpha B.1.1.7 and Alpha B.1.1.7), and separate specific
vaccine effectiveness estimates for the Delta B.1.617.2 variant, shown in Table S2. Tables
S7 and S8 show summaries of the relevant evidence we have used to guide our
assumptions on vaccine effectiveness against the Alpha B.1.1.7 and pre-existing variants of
SARS-CoV-2 and against the Delta B.1.617.2 variant, respectively.
Our assumptions about the levels of vaccine protection for individuals who have received
two vaccine doses but no booster dose, and their protection has waned, are shown in Table
S3. To parametrise these reductions in vaccine protection, we have referred to Andrews et
al.12, using the measured percentage change in protection for ages 16+ against symptomatic
disease and hospitalisation between week 1 and 20+ weeks and against death between
week 1 and 15-19 weeks. We have used the vaccine product specific percentage changes in
protection against symptomatic disease to scale our estimates against infection and disease,
and the percentage changes in protection against hospitalisation and death to scale our
estimates against hospitalisation and death, respectively. We have calculated the mean
percentage change across these three values for each vaccine product and used this
change to scale our estimates for vaccine protection against onward transmission. Since we
model an individual’s average duration in second dose protection as 29.3 weeks, before they
are either boosted and remain at two-dose levels of protection or are not boosted and wane,
we consider these baseline assumptions for the levels of protection in the waned state as
being optimistic, and we refer to this as the ‘less waning’ scenario. Therefore, we also
consider an additional two scenarios for two-dose vaccinated-and-waned individuals, where
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we assume 25% (moderate waning) and 50% (more waning) reductions to the waned
estimates shown in Table S2.
Waning immunity — We model waning protection from SARS-CoV-2 infection developed
from natural infection and vaccination. For waning protection from natural infection, we
assume identical rates of waning for all three virus variants and for all age groups (Table
S4). Once individuals who have recovered from natural infection wane, they return to a
susceptible disease state; thus we model waning of natural immunity against different
endpoints (infection, disease, hospitalisation, deaths and onward transmission) at the same
rate. In contrast to previous reports, we no longer model individuals waning from second
vaccination protection directly back to being susceptible. To account for booster
vaccinations, upon leaving the second dose state, individuals either receive a booster
vaccine and return to second dose levels of protection, or move into a third state with
reduced levels of vaccine protection across different outcomes (see Table S3). This third
state corresponds to individuals who have received two vaccine doses followed by waning of
their vaccine protection. Once individuals have moved into this waned state with reduced
levels of vaccine protection, they are also allowed to wane back to being susceptible, with
different rates considered for each vaccine product (Table S4). The assumed percentage
loss in reduction here is based on measured percentage changes in vaccine protection
against hospitalisation for each vaccine product in Andrews et al. 12
Vaccination, waning and intervention scenarios
To produce forward projections, the model requires information about future contact rates
and vaccination rates. We base our assumptions on how social contact rates might be
expected to change by referring to historical mobility data26 and making assumptions about
future mobility until September 2022 (Fig. 2). Mobility levels have been gradually increasing
since March 2022 but have still not returned to pre-pandemic levels. Hence we consider
three scenarios: we project current levels of mobility forwards (i.e. no change), and we
consider a return to pre-pandemic baseline levels of mobility within a period of 3 months and
a period of 6 months. Where we consider the introduction of PHSMs such as increases in
mask-wearing and advice to work from home, we introduce changes to either all contacts or
work-related contacts.
The time-varying transmission multiplier also needs to be projected forwards for model
projections. This is done by using the R package forecast30 to fit an ARIMA model to the
fitted transmission multiplier function (using the function auto.arima), then using random
forecasts of the resulting ARIMA model for each new projection. This process of using
different realisations of the projected transmission multiplier is what produces most of the
variability among different runs of each scenario (Fig. 3A).
For future first-dose vaccinations, we generate vaccine schedules according to assumed
future vaccine supply (i.e. number of doses available) and uptake limits per 5-year age
group. We assume that first-dose vaccination uptake limits in individuals aged 20 years and
above have already been reached, so no future first doses are delivered to these age
groups. Our basecase scenarios assume that uptake is limited at 70% for individuals aged
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12-19, delivering future first doses first to the 15-19 age group up to the uptake limit,
followed by 12-14 year olds. Future first doses per day are distributed into the seven NHS
England regions in proportion to population size. The allocated number of first doses per
day, per region and per age group are divided into specified proportions of vaccine products
relevant to each age group. Any doses remaining after this process are carried over to the
next age group down (up to the relevant uptake limit), the next NHS England region, or the
next day, or are left unallocated in the schedule and recorded as leftover doses.
Individuals remain in first- and second-dose vaccine states for durations drawn from
pre-specified waiting time distributions. The distribution for the time spent in the first-dose
vaccine state is based on measured delays between first and second doses in the UKHSA
vaccination data, separated into two periods (before and after the JCVI issued guidance on
widening the dosing gap from 3 weeks to a maximum of 12 weeks). Upon leaving the
first-dose vaccine state, individuals transition into the second-dose vaccine state with
increased levels of protection (Table S2). The distribution governing the duration that
individuals have second-dose levels of vaccine protection is chosen to match the time
between the start of the COVID-19 vaccination rollout (8th December 2020) and the start of
the COVID-19 booster dose rollout (24th September 2021) less the assumed average
duration of first-dose protection. Upon leaving the second-dose vaccine state, individuals
either move into a vaccinated-and-waned state with reduced levels of protection specific to
the vaccine they received (Table S3), or receive a booster vaccination and return to
second-dose levels of protection assumed for the mRNA vaccines (Table S2). This
assumption reflects the fact that all booster vaccinations in England are either the
Pfizer/BioNTech or Moderna mRNA vaccines and evidence finding higher immunogenicity
for individuals receiving Pfizer/BioNTech following Oxford-AstraZeneca, compared with
individuals receiving both Oxford-AstraZeneca vaccine doses31.
For modelling potential PHSMs, we use the high waning scenario from Figure 3 in the main
text (see also Table S3) as a baseline to represent a larger wave of infection. We assume
that the measures announced are temporary, and are in force between 1st April and 31st
May 2022.
We consider three potential contingency measures. “Certification” represents the
introduction of vaccination or testing requirements for nightclub attendance. We model the
impact of the certification policy by assuming that it will lead to an increase in vaccination
rates among young people, as has been observed in some other European countries32.
Certification policy in France was associated with a 2.5% increase in uptake across the
entire population, particularly in ages 12-29. We assume that a similar policy in England
could also increase vaccine uptake by 2.5%, specifically in individuals aged 18-29, and that
this increase in uptake would occur between 14 days before and 7 days after the start of the
contingency period.
“Face coverings” represents the reintroduction of mask-wearing. Since late August 2021,
mask wearing in England has decreased by approximately 30%33. We assume that this
decrease could be completely reversed by the face covering measure, and that this would
result in a 7.5% reduction in R over the contingency period, comparable to the effect size
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measured in a regression analysis across 92 regions34 and a cluster randomized trial in
Bangladesh35.
Finally, “Work from home” represents the reimposition of work from home guidance over the
contingency period. We model this by returning work mobility indices to their value the week
of March 15th 2021, after Step 1 of the roadmap.
Vaccine schedules
First-dose vaccine schedules are generated by combining PHE/UKHSA data on vaccines
delivered up to the 3rd of October 2021 in England with future schedules based on a number
of assumptions related to vaccine product distribution, vaccine supply and vaccine uptake.
The number of future first doses supplied for each day in the schedule are distributed into
the seven NHS England regions according to the population size of each region. Existing
first-dose vaccination uptake for ages 20+ are used as uptake limits such that no future first
doses are delivered to these age groups. For central scenarios considered here, we assume
uptake is limited at 70% for individuals aged 12-19, delivering future first doses first to the
15-19 age group up to the uptake limit followed by 12-14 year olds. The allocated number of
first doses per day, per region and per age group are divided into specified proportions of
vaccine products relevant to each age group (see ‘Vaccine mix’ section). If doses are
remaining after this process, leftover doses are carried over to either the next age group
down up to the relevant uptake limit, the next NHS England region, the next day, or are not
allocated in the schedule and are recorded as leftover doses.
First-dose vaccinated individuals transition into second dose protection according to a
distribution controlling the duration of vaccinated individuals remaining at first-dose levels of
protection. This distribution is chosen according to measured delays between first and
second doses in the PHE/UKHSA vaccination data, separated into two periods (before and
after the JCVI issued guidance on widening the dosing gap from 3 weeks to a maximum of
12 weeks). The duration that individuals have second-dose levels of protection is chosen to
match the time between the start of the COVID-19 vaccination rollout (8th December 2020)
and the start of the COVID-19 booster dose rollout (24th September 2021), less the time
duration already assumed at first dose levels of protection. At the end of their second dose
protection, individuals either receive booster doses and retain second-dose levels of
protection, or move into a waned state with reduced levels of vaccine protection.
For projecting vaccination forwards, future first-dose vaccine supply is assumed to be
150,000 doses per week for England. The following proportions of each vaccine product are
used in the vaccine schedules projected forwards: 75% Pfizer and 25% Moderna for <40
year olds, and 60% AstraZeneca, 30% Pfizer and 10% Moderna for 40+ year olds.

18

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.22.21266584; this version posted November 24, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Contributions
RCB and NGD accessed and verified the data and conducted the analyses. All authors
contributed to study design and drafting of the manuscript.

Declaration of interests
RCB, NGD, MJ and WJE are participants of the UK’s Scientific Pandemic Influenza Group
on Modelling. WJE attends the UK’s Scientific Advisory Group for Emergencies. All authors
declare no competing interests.
See supplementary material for working group authors and acknowledgments.

Statement on data availability
Analysis code and data will be made available upon publication at:
https://github.com/rosannaclairebarnard/newcovid3

Funding statement
The following funding sources are acknowledged as providing funding for the named
authors. This project has received funding from the European Union's Horizon 2020
research and innovation programme - project EpiPose (101003688: RCB, MJ, WJE) and the
UK Medical Research Council (MC_PC_19065: NGD, WJE). It was also partly funded by the
Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation (INV-003174 and INV-016832: MJ) and the National
Institute for Health Research (NIHR) (Health Protection Research Unit for Immunisation
NIHR200929: NGD, MJ; Health Protection Research Unit in Modelling and Health
Economics NIHR200908: MJ, WJE; PR-OD-1017-20002: WJE).

Ethics
Ethical approval for this research was given by the London School of Hygiene & Tropical
Medicine Ethics Committee, project ID: 22828.

19

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.22.21266584; this version posted November 24, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Supplementary material

Figure S1. Regional model fit using epidemiological data from NHS England regions
between March 2020 and October 2021. Black lines show reported data, with vertical black
lines showing 95% confidence intervals for PCR prevalence and seroprevalence estimates.
Coloured lines and shaded areas show medians and 90% interquantile ranges from the fitted
model. COVID-19 deaths data was provided by the UK Health Security Agency (UKHSA)
and hospital admissions, hospital and ICU bed occupancy data was provided by NHS
England. These data sources are unpublished and not publicly available, but are closely
aligned with the UK Government’s COVID-19 dashboard2. PCR prevalence data was
obtained from the Office for National Statistics’ COVID-19 Infection Survey (ONS-CIS)13.
Seroprevalence data was obtained from the UK Biobank36, REACT-2 study37 and from the
ONS-CIS13,22. ICU = intensive care unit. NHS = National Health Service.
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Figure S2. Regional model fit to the B.1.1.7 Alpha variant of concern using S-gene
target failure data from NHS England regions between March 2020 and October 2021.
Black lines show reported data, with grey shaded regions showing 95% confidence intervals
for the relative frequency of S-gene target failure in Pillar 2 PCR confirmed cases. Coloured
lines and shaded areas show medians and 95% interquantile ranges from the fitted model.
S-gene target failure data was provided by the UK Health Security Agency (UKHSA). This
data source is unpublished and not publicly available. NHS = National Health Service.

Figure S3. Regional model fit to the B.1.617.2 Delta variant of concern using genomic
sequencing data from NHS England regions between February and October 2021.
Black lines show reported data, with grey shaded regions showing 95% confidence intervals
for the relative frequency of Delta B.1.617.2 variant of concern in sequenced Pillar 2 PCR
confirmed cases. Coloured lines and shaded areas show medians and 95% interquantile
ranges from the fitted model. Sequencing data was provided by the UK Health Security
Agency (UKHSA). This data source is unpublished and not publicly available. NHS =
National Health Service.
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Short-term outcomes from 1 Oct 2021 to 31 Dec 2021
Return to baseline

Infections

Admissions

Deaths

3 months

5,720,000 (4,560,000 - 7,240,000)

39,000 (33,000 - 52,500)

7,920 (6,540 - 10,400)

6 months

5,520,000 (4,420,000 - 7,040,000)

37,700 (31,700 - 50,200)

7,760 (6,420 - 10,000)

none

5,310,000 (4,280,000 - 6,890,000)

36,500 (31,000 - 48,900)

7,650 (6,320 - 9,870)

Longer-term outcomes from 1 Oct 2021 to 30 Sept 2022
Return to baseline

Infections

Admissions

Deaths

3 months

12,500,000 (10,900,000 - 13,900,000)

118,000 (80,100 - 148,000)

21,400 (17,000 - 25,900)

6 months

12,300,000 (10,200,000 - 14,100,000)

118,000 (75,800 - 155,000)

21,200 (16,400 - 26,100)

none

6,190,000 (5,200,000 - 7,560,000)

49,000 (37,300 - 63,700)

9,230 (7,880 - 11,500)

Figure S4. Impact of mobility changes on projected dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 transmission in
England from October 2021 to September 2022. Top: Possible trajectories for infections,
admissions, and deaths are simulated for different rates of return to pre-pandemic baseline levels.
The shaded areas and solid lines show the 90% interquantile range, the 50% interquantile range, and
the median for each time point, while the dashed line shows one sample trajectory. All scenarios
assume moderate waning of vaccine protection (see Table S3), 90% of individuals aged 50 and above
who are vaccinated against COVID-19 receive additional booster vaccines, and 20% seasonality
introduced from 1st April 2021. Tables: the total number of infections, admissions, and deaths, over
the shorter term (October to December 2021) and the longer term (October 2021 to September 2022),
shown to 3 significant figures.
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Short-term outcomes from 1 Oct 2021 to 31 Dec 2021
Booster scenario

Infections

Admissions

Deaths

No boosters

6,430,000 (5,100,000 - 8,040,000)

51,500 (43,200 - 74,800)

13,600 (10,900 - 18,600)

Boost 50+*

5,520,000 (4,420,000 - 7,040,000)

37,700 (31,700 - 50,200)

7,760 (6,420 - 10,000)

Boost 40+

5,320,000 (4,260,000 - 6,830,000)

37,000 (31,300 - 49,600)

7,600 (6,290 - 9,810)

Boost 30+

5,170,000 (4,120,000 - 6,660,000)

36,500 (30,900 - 49,200)

7,480 (6,190 - 9,670)

Boost all

5,060,000 (4,030,000 - 6,540,000)

36,200 (30,600 - 48,900)

7,410 (6,120 - 9,580)

Longer-term outcomes from 1 Oct 2021 to 30 Sept 2022
Booster scenario

Infections

Admissions

Deaths

No boosters

20,500,000 (18,700,000 - 22,100,000)

320,000 (231,000 - 383,000)

74,300 (61,900 - 86,800)

Boost 50+*

12,300,000 (10,200,000 - 14,100,000)

118,000 (75,800 - 155,000)

21,200 (16,400 - 26,100)

Boost 40+

8,070,000 (6,650,000 - 9,790,000)

74,400 (47,500 - 110,000)

13,400 (9,960 - 17,900)

Boost 30+

6,280,000 (5,230,000 - 7,640,000)

54,500 (40,200 - 81,100)

10,100 (8,060 - 13,200)

Boost all

5,550,000 (4,520,000 - 6,770,000)

44,500 (36,300 - 61,300)

8,820 (7,350 - 11,100)
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Figure S5. Impact of booster vaccination strategies on projected dynamics of SARS-CoV-2
transmission in England from October 2021 to September 2022. Top: Possible trajectories for
SARS-CoV-2 infections, hospital admissions and deaths are simulated until September 2022, with
different assumptions used for age groups receiving COVID-19 booster vaccinations. The shaded
areas and solid lines show the 90% interquantile range, the 50% interquantile range, and the median
for each time point, while the dashed line shows a single sample trajectory. All scenarios assume that
mobility returns to pre-pandemic baseline levels over a 6-month period, a medium rate of waning
protection conferred by vaccines (Table S3), and seasonality of 20% is introduced from 1st April 2021.
The ‘boosters for all’ scenario is modelled as 90% of all individuals who receive initial COVID-19
vaccination being offered a booster vaccine at least 6 months following their second dose. Tables: the
total number of infections, admissions, and deaths, over the shorter term (October to December 2021)
and the longer term (October 2021 to September 2022), shown to 3 significant figures.
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Short-term outcomes from 1 Oct 2021 to 31 Dec 2021
Waning scenario

Infections

Admissions

Deaths

Low

5,300,000 (4,230,000 - 6,800,000)

35,900 (30,400 - 48,200)

7,020 (5,820 - 9,030)

Medium

5,520,000 (4,420,000 - 7,040,000)

37,700 (31,700 - 50,200)

7,760 (6,420 - 10,000)

High

5,740,000 (4,610,000 - 7,280,000)

39,100 (33,300 - 52,500)

8,460 (6,980 - 11,000)

Longer-term outcomes from 1 Oct 2021 to 30 Sept 2022
Waning scenario

Infections

Admissions

Deaths

Low

8,490,000 (6,770,000 - 10,300,000)

73,400 (48,100 - 107,000)

12,500 (9,380 - 16,100)

Medium

12,300,000 (10,200,000 - 14,100,000)

118,000 (75,800 - 155,000)

21,200 (16,400 - 26,100)

High

15,500,000 (13,200,000 - 17,200,000)

154,000 (112,000 - 196,000)

30,300 (23,300 - 35,800)

Figure S6. Impact of waning of vaccine protection on projected dynamics of SARS-CoV-2
transmission in England from October 2021 to September 2022. Top: Possible trajectories for
SARS-CoV-2 infections, hospital admissions and deaths are simulated until September 2022, with
different assumptions used for the rate that vaccine protection wanes for individuals who do not
receive a booster vaccination. The shaded areas and solid lines show the 90% interquantile range,
the 50% interquantile range, and the median for each time point, while the dashed line shows a single
sample trajectory. Assumptions for the low, medium and high waning scenarios are shown in Table
S3. All scenarios assume that mobility returns to pre-pandemic baseline levels over a 6-month period,
90% of vaccinated individuals aged 50 and above receive a booster vaccination, and seasonality of
20% is introduced from 1st April 2021. Tables: the total number of infections, admissions, and deaths,
over the shorter term (October to December 2021) and the longer term (October 2021 to September
2022), shown to 3 significant figures.
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Longer-term outcomes from 1 Oct 2021 to 30 Sept 2022
PHSM scenario

Infections

Admissions

Deaths

No PHSMs

15,500,000 (13,200,000 - 17,200,000)

154,000 (112,000 - 196,000)

30,300 (23,300 - 35,800)

Certification

14,300,000 (12,100,000 - 16,000,000)

143,000 (97,100 - 182,000)

28,000 (22,000 - 33,100)

Face coverings

15,000,000 (12,700,000 - 17,000,000)

146,000 (102,000 - 190,000)

28,500 (22,500 - 34,000)

Work from home

14,600,000 (12,500,000 - 16,800,000)

145,000 (97,100 - 191,000)

28,100 (21,200 - 32,900)

All measures

12,800,000 (10,600,000 - 15,000,000)

125,000 (79,500 - 169,000)

23,800 (17,200 - 28,700)

Figure S7. Impact of public health and social measures (PHSMs) on projected dynamics of
SARS-CoV-2 transmission in England from October 2021 to September 2022. Top: Possible
trajectories for SARS-CoV-2 infections, hospital admissions and deaths are simulated until September
2022, with different public health and social measures introduced between 1st April and 31st May
2022 (grey shaded rectangle) to suppress projected rises in transmission. The shaded areas and solid
lines show the 90% interquantile range, the 50% interquantile range, and the median for each time
point, while the dashed line shows a single sample trajectory. All scenarios shown assume mobility
returns to pre-pandemic baseline levels over a 6-month period, a high rate of waning vaccine
protection for individuals who don’t receive a booster vaccination (Table S3), 90% of vaccinated
individuals aged 50 and above receive a booster vaccination, and seasonality of 20% is introduced
from 1st April 2021. Table: the total number of infections, admissions, and deaths between October
2021 and September 2022, shown to 3 significant figures.
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Short-term outcomes from 1 Oct 2021 to 31 Dec 2021
Seasonality scenario

Infections

Admissions

Deaths

10%

5,190,000 (4,150,000 - 6,750,000)

35,700 (30,300 - 47,800)

7,480 (6,200 - 9,630)

20%

5,520,000 (4,420,000 - 7,040,000)

37,700 (31,700 - 50,200)

7,760 (6,420 - 10,000)

30%

5,850,000 (4,680,000 - 7,390,000)

39,900 (33,900 - 53,400)

8,120 (6,660 - 10,600)

40%

6,220,000 (4,970,000 - 7,700,000)

41,900 (35,600 - 56,800)

8,500 (6,930 - 11,000)

Longer-term outcomes from 1 Oct 2021 to 30 Sept 2022
Seasonality scenario

Infections

Admissions

Deaths

10%

13,300,000 (11,000,000 - 15,600,000)

133,000 (85,400 - 178,000)

24,300 (18,000 - 30,100)

20%

12,300,000 (10,200,000 - 14,100,000)

118,000 (75,800 - 155,000)

21,200 (16,400 - 26,100)

30%

11,400,000 (9,370,000 - 12,900,000)

105,000 (69,500 - 137,000)

18,800 (14,200 - 22,700)

40%

10,500,000 (8,810,000 - 11,900,000)

94,600 (63,500 - 121,000)

17,100 (13,500 - 20,600)

Figure S8. Impact of seasonality on projected dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 transmission in
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England from October 2021 to September 2022. Top: Possible trajectories for SARS-CoV-2
infections, hospital admissions and deaths are simulated until September 2022, with different
assumptions made for the extent of seasonality in transmission. From top to bottom: 10%, 20%, 30%
and 40% seasonality is introduced from 1st April 2021. The shaded areas and solid lines show the
90% interquantile range, the 50% interquantile range, and the median for each time point, while the
dashed line shows a single sample trajectory. All scenarios shown assume mobility returns to
pre-pandemic baseline levels over a 6-month period, a medium rate of waning vaccine protection for
individuals who don’t receive a booster vaccination (Table S3), and 90% of vaccinated individuals
aged 50 and above receive a booster vaccination. Tables: the total number of infections, admissions,
and deaths, over the shorter term (October to December 2021) and the longer term (October 2021 to
September 2022), shown to 3 significant figures.
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Short-term outcomes from 1 Oct 2021 to 31 Dec 2021
Vaccination scenario

Infections

Admissions

Deaths

12+, 70% uptake

5,520,000 (4,420,000 - 7,040,000)

37,700 (31,700 - 50,200)

7,760 (6,420 - 10,000)

12+, 50% uptake

5,520,000 (4,420,000 - 7,040,000)

37,600 (31,700 - 50,200)

7,760 (6,420 - 10,000)

5+, 70% uptake

5,520,000 (4,420,000 - 7,040,000)

37,700 (31,700 - 50,200)

7,760 (6,420 - 10,000)

5+, 50% uptake

5,520,000 (4,420,000 - 7,040,000)

37,600 (31,700 - 50,200)

7,760 (6,420 - 10,000)

Longer-term outcomes from 1 Oct 2021 to 30 Sept 2022
Vaccination scenario

Infections

Admissions

Deaths

12+, 70% uptake

12,300,000 (10,200,000 - 14,100,000)

118,000 (75,800 - 155,000)

21,200 (16,400 - 26,100)

12+, 50% uptake

12,600,000 (10,400,000 - 14,400,000)

119,000 (77,300 - 157,000)

21,700 (16,700 - 26,600)

5+, 70% uptake

11,700,000 (9,590,000 - 13,500,000)

112,000 (72,600 - 147,000)

20,100 (15,400 - 25,000)

5+, 50% uptake

11,900,000 (9,860,000 - 13,700,000)

114,000 (73,700 - 150,000)

20,400 (15,800 - 25,300)
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Figure S9. Impact of vaccinating adolescents and children on projected dynamics of
SARS-CoV-2 transmission in England from October 2021 to September 2022. Top: Possible
trajectories for SARS-CoV-2 infections, hospital admissions and deaths are simulated until September
2022, with different assumptions made for vaccination strategies of adolescents and children and with
different levels of vaccination coverage in those age groups. From top to bottom: vaccinating children
aged 12-15 at 70% uptake and at 50% uptake, and vaccinating children aged 5 and above at 70%
uptake and at 50% uptake. The shaded areas and solid lines show the 90% interquantile range, the
50% interquantile range, and the median for each time point, while the dashed line shows a single
sample trajectory. All scenarios shown assume mobility returns to pre-pandemic baseline levels over
a 6-month period, a medium rate of waning vaccine protection for individuals who don’t receive a
booster vaccination (Table S3), 90% of vaccinated individuals aged 50 and above receive a booster
vaccination, and seasonality of 20% is introduced from 1st April 2021. Tables: the total number of
infections, admissions, and deaths, over the shorter term (October to December 2021) and the longer
term (October 2021 to September 2022), shown to 3 significant figures.
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Figure S10. Distribution of natural and vaccine protection over time for each 5-year age group,
amalgamated across England. Each panel shows the proportion of individuals in each age group
who are: currently susceptible, currently infectious, naturally protected (including individuals who have
been both vaccinated and have natural protection due to infection prior to or after vaccination),
vaccine protected with 1 dose, vaccine protected with 2 doses, and partially vaccine protected with
waned vaccine protection six months after the second dose. Note that, due to waning of both natural
and vaccine protection back to the fully-susceptible state, the susceptible proportion does not
represent the fraction of each age group that has never been infected or vaccinated, as it includes
some people who have been infected or vaccinated but have completely lost their protection. The
“base case” scenario (3-month return to baseline, 90% booster uptake among over-50s who have
received their second dose, medium vaccine waning, 70% vaccine uptake in 12–15-year-olds) is
shown up to December 31, 2021.
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Table S1 - Fitted model estimates for the relative transmissibility of Alpha B.1.1.7
variant (compared to pre-existing SARS-CoV-2 variants) and Delta B.1.617.2
(compared to Alpha), rounded to 2 decimal places.
NHS England region

Alpha relative
transmissibility

Delta relative
transmissibility

East of England

1.65

1.59

London

1.64

1.75

Midlands

1.82

1.60

North East & Yorkshire

1.67

1.94

North West

1.81

1.64

South East

1.46

1.73

South West

1.61

1.43
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Table S2 - Assumptions for vaccine effectiveness against all SARS-CoV-2 outcomes
Vaccine effectiveness
Outcome

Infection

Disease

Hospitalisation

Mortality

Onward
transmission
Delay to efficacy

Variant name

Pfizer-BioNTech*

Oxford-AstraZeneca

1 dose

2 doses

1 dose

2 doses

pre-Alpha & Alpha

70%

85%

70%

75%

Delta^

62%

80%

43%

63%

pre-Alpha & Alpha

70%

90%

70%

80%

Delta^

62%

81%

52%

65%

pre-Alpha & Alpha

85%

95%

85%

90%

Delta^

92%

96%

84%

93%

pre-Alpha & Alpha

85%

95%

85%

95%

Delta^

92%

96%

95%

95%

pre-Alpha & Alpha

47%

47%

47%

47%

Delta^

24%

37%

5%

27%

28 days

14 days

28 days

14 days

*We assume that the Moderna mRNA-1273 vaccine confers the same levels of protection as the
Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine.
^

For vaccine effectiveness with the Delta B.1.617.2 variant, we either scale the equivalent vaccine
effectiveness assumption for pre-Alpha and Alpha variants by the unweighted mean change in
protection from Alpha to Delta as measured by the references in Table S8, or assume equivalent
values from the previous equivalent dose or the previous level of protection.
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Table S3 - Assumptions for 2-dose vaccine effectiveness against all SARS-CoV-2
outcomes and 2-dose + waned (i.e. no booster dose) scenarios. Values shown are
rounded to the nearest whole percentage. Low waning uses measured percentage
changes in vaccine protection over time from Andrews et al.12 to scale our existing
assumptions on 2-dose protection (Table S2). Medium waning assumes a 25%
reduction in the low waning values, and high waning assumes a 50% reduction in the
low waning values.
Vaccine effectiveness
Pfizer-BioNTech*

Oxford-AstraZeneca

2 doses Waning
scenario: low,
medium, high

2 doses

Waning
scenario: low,
medium, high

pre-Alpha & Alpha

85%

64%, 48%, 32%

75%

57%, 43%, 29%

Delta

80%

60%, 45%, 30%

63%

48%, 36%, 24%

pre-Alpha & Alpha

90%

68%, 51%, 34%

80%

60%, 45%, 30%

Delta

81%

61%, 46%, 31%

65%

49%, 37%, 25%

pre-Alpha & Alpha

95%

88%, 66%, 44%

90%

74%, 56%, 37%

Delta

96%

89%, 67%, 45%

93%

76%, 57%, 38%

pre-Alpha & Alpha

95%

87%, 65%, 44%

95%

79%, 59%, 40%

Delta

96%

88%, 66%, 44%

95%

79%, 59%, 40%

pre-Alpha & Alpha

47%

40%, 30%, 20%

47%

38%, 29%, 19%

Delta

37%

32%, 24%, 16%

27%

22%, 17%, 11%

Outcome

Variant name

Infection

Disease

Hospitalisation

Mortality

Onward
transmission

*We assume that the Moderna mRNA-1273 vaccine confers the same levels of protection as the
Pfizer-BioNTech vaccine.
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Table S4 - Waning immunity scenarios
Description

Assumed values (waning)

Waning of natural immunity

log(0.85)/-365, corresponding to 85%
protection after 365 days = 1 year^

Waning of vaccine induced
immunity (second dose to
susceptible / naive)

0

Vaccine

Waning of vaccine induced
0
immunity (first dose to
susceptible / naive and second
dose to first dose)
Waning of vaccine induced
immunity (second dose +
waned to susceptible / naive)

log(0.93)/-140, corresponding to 7% loss
in protection after 20 weeks*

Pfizer /
Moderna

log(0.82)/-140, corresponding to 18% loss
in protection after 20 weeks*

AstraZeneca

^We referred to a number of studies looking at the level of protection against reinfection with
SARS-CoV-238. An unweighted mean across these studies finds approximately 85.74%
protection against reinfection with SARS-CoV-2 after 27.76 weeks. When individuals in the
model who have been infected with SARS-CoV-2 recover and then wane, they lose all
remaining protection against SARS-CoV-2 outcomes of all types. We therefore assume that
the rate at which individuals lose all their protection is slower than that at which reinfections
might occur.
*We used vaccine-specific measured reductions in protection against hospitalisation over 20
weeks from Andrews et al. 12
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Table S5A - Details of fitted model parameters
Parameter

Description

Prior distribution or assumed
value / distribution

Notes

tS

Start date of wild-type
SARS-CoV-2 epidemic
in days after 1 January
2020

∼ 𝑢𝑛𝑖𝑓𝑜𝑟𝑚(0, 60) (i.e. 1st January 1st March 2020)

Determines the date at which seeding
begins in a region; starting on this date,
one random individual per day contracts
SARS-CoV-2, repeated for 28 days

v2_when

Start date of Alpha
B.1.1.7 SARS-CoV-2
variant epidemic in
days after 1 January
2020

∼ 𝑢𝑛𝑖𝑓𝑜𝑟𝑚(144, 365)
(i.e. 24th May - 31st December
2020)

Determines the date at which the novel
SARS-CoV-2 variant is introduced into a
region; on this date, ten random
individuals contract the Alpha B.1.1.7
SARS-CoV-2 variant.

v3_when

Start date of Delta
B.1.617.2 SARS-CoV-2
variant epidemic in
days after 1 January
2020

∼ 𝑢𝑛𝑖𝑓𝑜𝑟𝑚(366, 486)
(i.e. 1st January - 1st May 2021)

Determines the date at which the novel
SARS-CoV-2 variant is introduced into a
region; on this date, ten random
individuals contract the Delta B.1.617.2
SARS-CoV-2 variant.

u

Basic susceptibility to
infection

∼ 𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙(0. 09, 0. 02), ≥ 0.04 and
≤ 0.2

Determines basic reproduction number
R0.

v2_relu

Relative transmissibility
of Alpha B.1.1.7
variant, compared to
pre-existing variants

∼ 𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙(0, 0. 4), ≥ 0.25 and ≤
4

Determines the transmission advantage
that the second SARS-CoV-2 variant in
the model, parameterised for the Alpha
B.1.1.7 variant, has over pre-existing
variants.

v3_relu

Relative transmissibility
of Delta B.1.617.2
variant, compared to
Alpha B.1.1.7

∼ 𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙(0, 0. 4), ≥ 0.25 and ≤
4

Determines the transmission advantage
that the third SARS-CoV-2 variant in the
model, parameterised for the Delta
B.1.617.2 variant, has over the Alpha
B.1.1.7 variant.

v2_hosp_rlo

Relative log-odds of
hospitalisation, ICU
admission and death
for the Alpha B.1.1.7
variant, compared to
pre-existing variants

∼ 𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙(0, 0. 1), ≥ -4 and ≤ 4

Vague priors

v2_sgtf0

The proportion of
wild-type SARS-CoV-2
that produce S gene
target failure (i.e. the
“false positive” rate of
identifying Alpha
B.1.1.7 by SGTF
frequency)

∼ 𝑏𝑒𝑡𝑎(1. 5, 15)

Vague prior

v2_disp

Controls variance in
the distribution for
fitting model-predicted
Alpha B.1.1.7
frequency to SGTF
data

∼ 𝑒𝑥𝑝𝑜𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑖𝑎𝑙(10, 10),
≥ 0 and ≤ 0.25

Vague prior

death_mean

Mean delay in days
from start of infectious
period to death

∼ 𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙(15, 2), ≥ 5 and ≤ 30

The delay itself is assumed to follow a
gamma distribution with shape
parameter 2.2, and mean death_mean.
Prior and shape of distribution informed
by analysis of CO-CIN data17.

hosp_admissio
n

Mean delay in days
from start of infectious

∼ 𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙(8, 1), ≥ 4 and ≤ 20

Delay is assumed to follow a gamma
distribution with shape parameter 0.71

v2_icu_rlo
v2_cfr_rlo
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period to hospital
admission

and mean hosp_admission. Prior and
shape of distribution informed by
analysis of CO-CIN data17.

icu_admission

Mean delay in days
from start of infectious
period to ICU
admission

∼ 𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙(12. 5, 1), ≥ 8 and ≤ 14

Delay is assumed to follow a gamma
distribution with shape parameter 1.91
and mean icu_admission. Prior and
shape of distribution informed by
analysis of CO-CIN data17.

f102,
f186,
f270,
f354,
f438,
f522,
f606,

Contact multiplier for
6-week consecutive
periods, starting from
12th April 2020 (f102) 10th October 2021
(f648).

∼ 𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚𝑎𝑙(0, 0. 1), ≥ 0.5 and ≤ 2

Vague prior

f144,
f228,
f312,
f396,
f480,
f564,
f648

Table S5B. Model parameters not subject to fitting.
Parameter

Description

Value

Reference

𝑑𝐸

Latent period (E to IP and E to IS; days)

∼ 𝑔𝑎𝑚𝑚𝑎(µ = 2. 5, 𝑘 = 2. 5) Set to 2.5 so that
incubation period (latent
period plus period of
preclinical infectiousness)
is 5 days 39

𝑑𝑃

Duration of preclinical infectiousness (IP
to IC; days)

∼ 𝑔𝑎𝑚𝑚𝑎(µ = 2. 5, 𝑘 = 4)

Assumed to be half the
duration of total
infectiousness in
clinically-infected
individuals 40

𝑑𝐶

Duration of clinical infectiousness (IC to
R; days)

∼ 𝑔𝑎𝑚𝑚𝑎(µ = 2. 5, 𝑘 = 4)

Infectious period set to 5
days, to result in a serial
interval of approximately 6
days41–43

𝑑𝑆

Duration of subclinical infectiousness (IS
to R; days)

∼ 𝑔𝑎𝑚𝑚𝑎(µ = 5. 0, 𝑘 = 4)

Assumed to be the same
duration as total infectious
period for clinical cases,
including preclinical
transmission

𝑦𝑖

Probability of clinical symptoms given
infection for age group i

Estimated from case
distributions across 6
countries

23

𝑓

Relative infectiousness of subclinical
cases

50%

Assumed23,44

𝑐𝑖𝑗

Number of age-j individuals contacted by
an age-i individual per day, prior to
changes in mobility

UK-specific contact matrix

45

𝑁𝑖

Number of age-i individuals

From demographic data

46

∆𝑡

Time step for discrete-time simulation

0.25 days

𝑃(𝐼𝐶𝑈)𝑖

Proportion of hospitalised cases that
require critical care for age group i

Estimated from CO-CIN
data

47
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Table S6 - List of scenarios and key assumptions. Scenarios are listed in the same order as Figure 4.
Scenarios marked with an asterisk (*) and a caret (^) are equivalent. For the public health and social measures
(PHSMs) scenarios, details related to each specific measure or combination of measures considered are given in
the online Methods section. For the vaccine scenarios considering vaccination of children of different age ranges
and coverage levels, a unique vaccine schedule was generated for each scenario, according to the specified age
range and coverage levels, as described in the online Methods section.

Scenario name

Result type

Mobility

Waning

Boosters

Seasonality

Basecase*

-

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

20%

No relaxation

Behaviour

No change

Medium

50+, 90%

20%

3-month relaxation

Behaviour

3-month

Medium

50+, 90%

20%

6-month relaxation*

Behaviour

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

20%

No boosters

Boosters

6-month

Medium

No boosters

20%

Boosters in 50+*

Boosters

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

20%

Boosters in 40+

Boosters

6-month

Medium

40+, 90%

20%

Boosters in 30+

Boosters

6-month

Medium

30+, 90%

20%

Boosters for all

Boosters

6-month

Medium

12+, 90%

20%

Low waning

Waning

6-month

Low

50+, 90%

20%

Medium waning*

Waning

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

20%

High waning^

Waning

6-month

High

50+, 90%

20%

No PHSMs^

PHSMs

6-month

High

50+, 90%

20%

PHSMs: Certification

PHSMs

6-month

High

50+, 90%

20%

PHSMs: Face coverings

PHSMs

6-month

High

50+, 90%

20%

PHSMs: Work from home

PHSMs

6-month

High

50+, 90%

20%

PHSMs: All measures

PHSMs

6-month

High

50+, 90%

20%

10% seasonality

Seasonality

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

10%

20% seasonality*

Seasonality

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

20%

30% seasonality

Seasonality

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

30%

40% seasonality

Seasonality

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

40%

12+, 50% uptake

Vaccines

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

20%

12+, 70% uptake*

Vaccines

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

20%

5+, 70% uptake

Vaccines

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

20%

5+, 50% uptake

Vaccines

6-month

Medium

50+, 90%

20%
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Table S7 - Vaccine effectiveness against pre-B.1.1.7 and Alpha B.1.1.7 variants relevant evidence and baseline model assumptions
Description

Relevant evidence, assumed value shown in bold

Overall protection against
infection for AstraZeneca
dose 1

Shrotri et al. Table 4 adjusted hazard ratio 0.33 (0.16, 0.68) at
28-34 days post vaccination for protection against infection in
care home residents. Pritchard et al., supplementary
information, Table 6, adjusted odds ratio >= 21 days after first
dose of AZ, no second dose, 0.39 (0.32, 0.46) for all positives.
Glampson et al. results, Table 2, hazard ratio 0.26 (0.19, 0.35)
for AZ between 22 and 28 days following first dose when
comparing AZ vaccinated individuals with unvaccinated
individuals. Thus a 74% reduction in risk of testing positive for
COVID-19. Amirthalingam et al. results, adults aged 80 and
above, 43% vaccine protection (24-58%) on days 28-34
following the first dose of AZ. Amongst 65-79 year olds 55%
vaccine protection (48-61%) 28 days after the first dose of AZ.
Amongst 50-64 year olds 50% vaccine protection (45-55%) 28
days after the first dose of AZ. Evidence of reductions in
vaccine protection by 70 days post vaccination: 40% (23-53%)
and 26% (18-33%) for 65-79 and 50-64 year olds respectively.
Point estimates showed a decline after 8 weeks for individuals
aged 80 and above (but wide confidence intervals). Pouwels
et al. report vaccine effectiveness against all PCR-confirmed
infections with the Alpha variant of 63% (55-69%) at least 21
days following the first dose of AZ. Sheikh et al. report vaccine
effectiveness against PCR-confirmed infection (regardless of
symptom status) of 37% (32-42%) 28 days after the first dose
of AZ.
0.7 (+28 days)

Overall protection against
disease for AstraZeneca
dose 1

Pritchard et al., supplementary information, Table 6, adjusted
odds ratio >= 21 days after first dose of AZ, no second dose,
0.29 (0.22, 0.38) for positive individuals with symptoms
reported. Lopez Bernal et al. (cohort aged 70+ years of age)
Table 3, ChAdOx1 adjusted odds ratio d1:28-34 0.4
(0.27-0.59). PHE’s week 20 vaccine surveillance reports
reports estimates of 53% (49-57%) vaccine protection against
symptomatic disease at least 28 days following the first dose
of AZ (compared to unvaccinated individuals). Compared to
individuals between 4 and 13 days after the first dose, they
estimate 58% (54-62%) protection against symptomatic
disease. Whitaker et al. Table 4, adjusted vaccine
effectiveness against symptomatic COVID-19 28-90 days post
first dose of AZ 50.2% (40.8-58.2%) for individuals aged 16-64
and 60.9% (49.0-70.0%) for individuals aged 65 and over.
Lopez Bernal et al. C report adjusted vaccine effectiveness
against symptomatic infection with S-gene target negatives
(i.e. Alpha variant) of 48.7% (45.2% to 51.9%). Pouwels et al.
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report
vaccine
effectiveness
against
symptomatic
PCR-confirmed infections with the Alpha variant of 73%
(67-77%) at least 21 days following the first dose of AZ.
Sheikh et al. report vaccine effectiveness against symptomatic
PCR-confirmed infection of 39% (32-45%) 28 days after the
first dose of AZ. PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance report
estimates protection against symptomatic disease of 49%
(46-52%) for the Alpha variant at least 28 days after a first
vaccine dose. Andrews et al. report protection against
symptomatic disease for the first dose of AZ as 44.5% (42.9 to
46.1%), at least 28 days following the first dose and up to the
second dose if given.

0.7 (+28 days) as for infection
Overall protection against
hospitalisation for
AstraZeneca dose 1

Lopez Bernal et al. Table 4, hazard ratio for risk of hospital
admission in vaccinated vs unvaccinated individuals
(subsection of cohort that are 80+ years of age) 0.63 (0.41 to
0.97) at least 14 days following first dose of AZ. Vasileiou et
al. Table 2, vaccine programme effect for ChAdOx1 21-27
days post first vaccine is 81% (72 to 87%), 28-34 days post
first vaccine is 88% (75-94%), 35-41 days post first vaccine is
97% (63-100%). Smaller numbers. Table 3 splits analysis into
age groups for ChAdOx1. Ismail et al. estimate vaccine
effectiveness against hospitalisation of 73% (60-81%) for 80+
year olds and 84% (74-89%) for 70-79 year olds, 28 days
following the first dose of AZ. When analysis is not split across
vaccine products, the same study estimates efficacy against
hospitalisation of 80% (74-85%) for 80+ year olds and 82%
(75-87%) for 70-79 year olds. Hyams et al. Table 2, adjusted
vaccine effectiveness against hospitalisation (in individuals
aged over 80 years of age) for one dose of ChAdOx1 nCov-19
80.4% (36.4 - 94.5%). PHE’s week 26 vaccine surveillance
report finds protection against hospitalisation with the Alpha
variant of 79% (74-82%) following the first dose of AZ. Stowe
et al. report vaccine effectiveness against hospitalisation of
76% (61-85%) following the first dose of AZ. PHE’s week 36
vaccine surveillance report estimates protection against
hospitalisation of 78% (64-87%) for the Alpha variant at least
28 days after a first vaccine dose. Andrews et al. report
protection against hospitalisation for the first dose of AZ as
82.5% (78.7 to 85.7%), at least 28 days following the first dose
and up to the second dose if given.
0.85 (+28 days)

Overall protection against
mortality for AstraZeneca
dose 1

Lopez Bernal et al. B (study in a care home population)
estimated a hazard ratio of 0.45 (0.34 - 0.59) for cases
vaccinated with one dose of AZ compared to unvaccinated
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cases, indicating an additional 55% (41-66%) protection
against death given becoming a case for individuals
vaccinated with one dose of AZ. Using the aforementioned
estimate of a 55% increase and assuming this in addition to
protection against disease of 0.7, we get overall protection
against mortality of 86.5%. PHE’s week 26 vaccine
surveillance report finds protection against mortality with the
Alpha variant of 79% (73-83%) and 83% (78-86%) for 40-64
and 65+ year olds respectively, following the first dose of AZ.
Andrews et al. report protection against death for the first dose
of AZ as 79.1% (68.8 to 86%), at least 28 days following the
first dose and up to the second dose if given.
0.85 (+28 days)
Overall protection against
onward transmission for
AstraZeneca dose 1

Harris et al. calculate an adjusted odds ratio of being a
secondary case within a household of index cases vaccinated
with ChAdOx1 (AstraZeneca) at least 21 days before testing
positive as 0.52 (0.43-0.62) and index cases vaccinated with
BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) at least 21 days before testing
positive as 0.54 (0.47-0.62). Shah et al. find that relative to the
period before a healthcare worker was vaccinated, the hazard
ratio for a household member of the vaccinated healthcare
worker to become infected was 0.7 (0.63-0.78) for the period
beginning 14 days following first vaccine dose and 0.46
(0.30-0.70) for the period beginning 14 days after the second
vaccine dose (healthcare workers were vaccinated with either
AstraZeneca or Pfizer). Braeye et al. (Belgium, mostly Alpha
variant) estimated VE against onward transmission “at 62%
(95% CI 57–67) for BNT162b2 and 52% (95% CI 33–69) for
mRNA1273 for full vaccination. No significant effect against
onward transmission was found for the ‘viral-vector’-vaccines,
but credibility intervals were large.” Eyre et al. report an
adjusted odds ratio of 0.82 (0.76, 0.88) for the effect of a case
being partially vaccinated with AZ (dose 1 day 1 to dose 2 +14
days) compared to an unvaccinated case in relation to the
likelihood of a contact testing PCR-positive.
0.47 (+28 days)

Overall protection against
infection for AstraZeneca
dose 2

Shrotri et al. Table 4 adjusted hazard ratio 0.32 (0.15, 0.66) at
35-48 days post vaccination in care home residents. Pritchard
et al., supplementary information, Table 6, adjusted odds ratio
post second dose of AZ 0.21 (0.12, 0.35) for all positives.
Lopez Bernal et al. (cohort aged 70+ years of age) Table 3,
ChAdOx1 adjusted odds ratio d1:>=35 days 0.27 (0.10 to
0.73). Amirthalingam et al. results, individuals aged 80+ years
old had 96% (68-99%) and 82% (68-89%) vaccine effect at
least 14 days following the second dose of AZ with 45-64 and
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65-84 day intervals between first and second doses. “Those
receiving their second dose outside of these recommended
intervals also had high VE after two doses; for an ≥85 day
interval, the estimated VE was 88% (95%CI: 48-97).” Pouwels
et al. report vaccine effectiveness against all PCR-confirmed
infections with the Alpha variant of 79% (56-90%) at least 14
days following the second dose of AZ. Sheikh et al. report
vaccine effectiveness against PCR-confirmed infection
(regardless of symptom status) of 73% (66-78%) 14 days after
the second dose of AZ.
0.75 (+14 days)
Overall protection against
disease for AstraZeneca
dose 2

Pritchard et al., supplementary information, Table 6, adjusted
odds ratio post second dose of AZ 0.08 (0.03, 0.22) for
positive individuals with symptoms reported. Voysey et al. A
randomised controlled trial for ChAdOx1 nCoV-19 vaccine
AZD1222, Table 3, average of efficacies more than 14 days
after a second dose for LD/SD and SD/SD in ‘COV002 (UK),
age 18–55 years with >8 weeks’ interval between vaccine
doses*’ row -> 0.778 = (0.9+0.656)/2. PHE’s week 20 vaccine
surveillance report reports estimates of 89% (78-94%) vaccine
protection against symptomatic disease at least 14 days
following the second dose of AZ (compared to unvaccinated
individuals). Compared to individuals between 4 and 13 days
post first dose, they estimate 90% (80-95%) protection.
Whitaker et al. Table 4, adjusted vaccine effectiveness against
symptomatic COVID-19 at least 14 days following second
dose of AZ 78% (69.7-84%) for individuals aged 16-64 and
76.4% (58.8-86.5%) for individuals aged 65 and over. Lopez
Bernal et al. C report adjusted vaccine effectiveness against
symptomatic infection with S-gene target negatives (Alpha
variant) of 74.5% (68.4% to 79.4%) at least 14 days after the
second dose of AZ. Pouwels et al. report vaccine
effectiveness against symptomatic PCR-confirmed infections
with the Alpha variant of 97% (93-98%) at least 14 days
following the second dose of AZ. Sheikh et al. report vaccine
effectiveness against symptomatic PCR-confirmed infection of
81% (72-87%) 14 days after the second dose of AZ. PHE’s
week 36 vaccine surveillance report estimates protection
against symptomatic disease of 89% (87-90%) for the Alpha
variant at least 14 days after a second vaccine dose. Andrews
et al. report protection against symptomatic disease for the
second dose of AZ as 81.7% (79.0 to 84.0%), at least 14 days
following the second dose.
0.8 (+14 days)

Overall protection against
hospitalisation for
AstraZeneca dose 2

Ismail et al. estimate vaccine effectiveness against
hospitalisation of 92% (87-95%) 14 days after a second dose
across both AZ and Pfizer vaccines. PHE’s week 26 vaccine
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surveillance report finds protection against hospitalisation with
the Alpha variant of 94% (81-98) following the second dose of
AZ. Stowe et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
hospitalisation of 86% (53-96%) following the second dose of
AZ. PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance report estimates
protection against hospitalisation of 93% (80-97%) for the
Alpha variant at least 14 days after a second vaccine dose.
Andrews et al. report protection against hospitalisation for the
second dose of AZ as 93.9% (84.9 to 97.5%), at least 14 days
following the second dose.
0.9 (+14 days)
Overall protection against
mortality for AstraZeneca
dose 2

PHE’s week 26 vaccine surveillance report finds protection
against mortality with the Alpha variant of 92% (76-98%) and
94% (80-98%) for 40-64 and 65+ year olds respectively,
following the second dose of AZ. Andrews et al. report
protection against death for the second dose of AZ as 100% at
least 14 days following the second dose.
0.95 (+14 days)

Overall protection against
onward transmission for
AstraZeneca dose 2

Shah et al. find that relative to the period before a healthcare
worker was vaccinated, the hazard ratio for a household
member of the vaccinated healthcare worker to become
infected was 0.7 (0.63-0.78) for the period beginning 14 days
following first vaccine dose and 0.46 (0.30-0.70) for the period
beginning 14 days after the second vaccine dose (healthcare
workers were vaccinated with either AstraZeneca or Pfizer).
Braeye et al. (Belgium, mostly Alpha variant) estimated VE
against onward transmission “at 62% (95% CI 57–67) for
BNT162b2 and 52% (95% CI 33–69) for mRNA1273 for full
vaccination. No significant effect against onward transmission
was found for the ‘viral-vector’-vaccines, but credibility
intervals were large.” Eyre et al. report an adjusted odds ratio
of 0.37 (0.22, 0.63) for the effect of a case being fully
vaccinated with AZ (dose 2 +14 days) compared to an
unvaccinated case in relation to the likelihood of a contact
testing PCR-positive.
0.47 (+14 days)

Overall protection against
infection for Pfizer dose 1

Hall et al. Table 2, full cohort adjusted hazard ratio d1>=21
days 0.30 (0.15-0.45). Pritchard et al. supplementary
information, Table 6, adjusted odds ratio >= 21 days after first
dose of Pfizer, no second dose, 0.34 (0.29, 0.40) for all
positives. Shrotri et al. Table 4 adjusted hazard ratio 0.47
(0.20, 1.06) at 28-34 days post vaccination for protection
against infection in care home residents. Glampson et al.
results, Table 2, hazard ratio 0.22 (0.18, 0.27) for Pfizer
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between 22 and 28 days following first dose when comparing
Pfizer vaccinated individuals with unvaccinated individuals.
Thus a 78% reduction in risk of testing positive for COVID-19.
Mason et al. Table 2, vaccine effect of 55.2% (40.8 - 66.8%)
21-27 days post first dose, of 53.7% (35.4 - 66.6%) 28-34
days post first dose and of 70.1% (55.1 - 80.1%) 35-41 days
post first dose in individuals aged 80-83 years of age.
Azamgarhi et al. Table 2, 14 days after first vaccination dose
in healthcare workers find an adjusted hazard ratio of 0.3
(0.09,0.94) for protection against documented infection.
Amirthalingam et al. results, 80+ year olds had 61% (49-71%)
vaccine protection with a 3-week dosing schedule at 28-34
days post first dose of Pfizer. 80+ year olds with the longer
dosing interval had 52% (39-63%) vaccine protection 28-34
days following the first dose of Pfizer. “Amongst 65-79
year-olds, VE began to increase from 10-13 days after
vaccination, reaching 53% (95%CI: 45-60) on days 28-34, and
remained at a similar level between 35-69 days (5-10 weeks).
A similar trend was observed in the BNT162b2 recipients aged
50- 64 years with a VE of 58% at days 28-34. Whilst there was
some evidence of a 10-20% decrease in VE by 10 weeks after
the first dose, there was an apparent rise again in VE at the
final interval, although with wide confidence intervals”.
Pouwels et al. report vaccine effectiveness against all
PCR-confirmed infections with the Alpha variant of 59%
(52-65%) at least 21 days following the first dose of Pfizer.
Sheikh et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
PCR-confirmed infection (regardless of symptom status) of
38% (29-45%) 28 days after the first dose of Pfizer.
0.7 (+28 days)
Overall protection against
disease for Pfizer dose 1

Lopez Bernal et al. (cohort aged 70+ years of age) Table 2,
odds ratio vs day 4-9, d1:28-34 0.30 (0.22-0.41). Pritchard et
al., supplementary information, Table 6, adjusted odds ratio >=
21 days after first dose of Pfizer, no second dose, 0.22 (0.17,
0.28) for positive individuals with symptoms reported. PHE’s
week 20 vaccine surveillance report estimates protection
against symptomatic disease at least 28 days following the
first dose of Pfizer as 54% (50-58%) compared to
unvaccinated individuals. Compared to individuals between 4
and 13 days post first dose, they estimate 57% (53-61%)
protection. Whitaker et al. Table 4, adjusted vaccine
effectiveness against symptomatic COVID-19 28-90 days post
first dose of Pfizer 48.6% (27.9-63.3%) for individuals aged
16-64 and 56.6% (47.6-64.1%) for individuals aged 65 and
over. Lopez Bernal et al. C report adjusted vaccine
effectiveness against symptomatic infection with S-gene target
negatives (i.e. Alpha variant) of 47.5% (41.6% to 52.8%).
Pouwels et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
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symptomatic PCR-confirmed infections with the Alpha variant
of 73% (68-76%) at least 21 days following the first dose of
Pfizer. Sheikh et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
symptomatic PCR-confirmed infection of 27% (13-39%) 28
days after the first dose of Pfizer. PHE’s week 36 vaccine
surveillance report estimates protection against symptomatic
disease of 49% (46-52%) for the Alpha variant at least 28
days after a first vaccine dose. Andrews et al. report protection
against symptomatic disease for the first dose of Pfizer as
45.7% (44 to 47.3%), at least 28 days following the first dose
and up to the second dose if given.
0.7 (+28 days)
Overall protection against
hospitalisation for Pfizer
dose 1

Lopez Bernal et al. Table 4, hazard ratio for risk of hospital
admission in vaccinated vs unvaccinated individuals
(subsection of cohort that are 80+ years of age) 0.57 (0.48 to
0.67) at least 14 days following first dose of Pfizer. Hyams et
al. Table 2, adjusted vaccine effectiveness (in individuals aged
80 years and above) for one dose of BNT162b2 71.4% (43.1 86.2%). When the analysis of the effectiveness of one dose of
BNT162b2 was restricted to the period covered by the
ChAdOx1nCoV-19 analysis after the end of 2020, the
observed adjusted estimate was 79.3% (95% CI 47.0-92.5)
(P=0.0014). Dagan et al. estimate vaccine effectiveness
against hospitalisation of 74% (56–86%) 14-20 days after first
dose and 78% (61–91%) 21 to 27 days after first dose.
Vasileiou et al. Table 2, vaccine effect for BNT162b2 21-27
days post first vaccine is 78% (71 to 83) and 28-34 days post
first vaccine is 91% (85 to 94). Estimated vaccine effect
against hospitalisation is reduced for later time points to 78%
and 77%. Table 3 split vaccine effect into age groups. Ismail et
al. estimate vaccine effectiveness against hospitalisation of
81% (76-85%) for 80+ year olds and 81% (73-87%) for 70-79
year olds, 28 days following the first dose of Pfizer. When the
analysis is not split across vaccine products, the same study
estimates protection against hospitalisation of 80% (74-85%)
for 80+ year olds and 82% (75-87%) for 70-79 year olds, 28
days following the first vaccine dose. Mason et al. Table 2,
vaccine effect against hospital admission of 50.1% (19.9 69.5%) 21-27 days post first dose, of 63.7% (37.1 - 79.2%)
28-34 days post first dose and of 75.6% (52.8 - 87.6%) 35-41
days post first dose in individuals aged 80-83 years of age.
Vaccine effect against A&E (accident & emergency) hospital
attendance of 57.8% (30.8 - 74.5%) 21-27 days post first
dose, of 68.1% (45.2 - 80.9%) 28-34 days post first dose and
of 78.9% (60.0 - 89.9%) 35-41 days post first dose in
individuals aged 80-83 years of age. PHE’s week 26 vaccine
surveillance report finds protection against hospitalisation with
the Alpha variant of 82% (78-85%) following the first dose of
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Pfizer. Stowe et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
hospitalisation of 83% (62-93%) following the first dose of
Pfizer. PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance report estimates
protection against hospitalisation of 78% (64-87%) for the
Alpha variant at least 28 days after a first vaccine dose.
Andrews et al. report protection against hospitalisation for the
first dose of Pfizer as 85.2% (81.6 to 88.1%), at least 28 days
following the first dose and up to the second dose if given.
0.85 (+28 days)
Overall protection against
mortality for Pfizer dose 1

Dagan et al. estimate vaccine effectiveness against mortality
of 72% (19–100%) 14-20 days after first dose and 84%
(44–100%) 21 to 27 days after first dose. Lopez Bernal et al. B
(study in a care home population) estimated a hazard ratio of
0.56 (0.47 - 0.68) for cases vaccinated with one dose of Pfizer
compared to unvaccinated cases, indicating an additional 44%
(32-53%) protection against death given becoming a case for
individuals vaccinated with one dose of Pfizer. Using the
aforementioned estimate of a 44% increase and assuming this
in addition to protection against disease of 0.7, we get overall
protection against mortality of 0.832. PHE’s week 26 vaccine
surveillance report finds protection against mortality with the
Alpha variant of 73% (67-77%) and 77% (72-81%) for 40-64
and 65+ year olds respectively, following the first dose of
Pfizer. Andrews et al. report protection against death for the
first dose of Pfizer as 73.1% (65 to 79.3%), at least 28 days
following the first dose and up to the second dose if given.
0.85 (+28 days)

Overall protection against
onward transmission for
Pfizer dose 1

Harris et al. calculate an adjusted odds ratio of being a
secondary case within a household of index cases vaccinated
with ChAdOx1 (AstraZeneca) at least 21 days before testing
positive as 0.52 (0.43-0.62) and index cases vaccinated with
BNT162b2 (Pfizer-BioNTech) at least 21 days before testing
positive as 0.54 (0.47-0.62). Shah et al. find that relative to the
period before a healthcare worker was vaccinated, the hazard
ratio for a household member of the vaccinated healthcare
worker to become infected was 0.7 (0.63-0.78) for the period
beginning 14 days following first vaccine dose and 0.46
(0.30-0.70) for the period beginning 14 days after the second
vaccine dose (healthcare workers were vaccinated with either
AstraZeneca or Pfizer). Braeye et al. (Belgium, mostly Alpha
variant) estimated VE against onward transmission “at 62%
(95% CI 57–67) for BNT162b2 and 52% (95% CI 33–69) for
mRNA1273 for full vaccination. No significant effect against
onward transmission was found for the ‘viral-vector’-vaccines,
but credibility intervals were large.” Eyre et al. report an
adjusted odds ratio of 0.74 (0.70, 0.80) for the effect of a case
being partially vaccinated with Pfizer (dose 1 day 1 to dose 2
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+14 days) compared to an unvaccinated case in relation to the
likelihood of a contact testing PCR-positive.
0.47 (+28 days)
Overall protection against
infection for Pfizer dose 2

Hall et al. Table 2, full cohort adjusted hazard ratio d2>=7 days
0.15 (0.04-0.26). Pritchard et al., supplementary information,
Table 6, adjusted odds ratio post second dose of Pfizer 0.20
(0.15, 0.26) for all positives. Haas et al. estimate vaccine
protection against SARS-CoV-2 infection (both asymptomatic
and symptomatic and symptoms unknown) of 95.3%
(94.9-95.7%). Shrotri et al. Table 4 adjusted hazard ratio 0.35
(0.17, 0.71) at 35-48 days post vaccination (first dose) for
protection against infection in care home residents, but no
estimates related to second vaccine dose. Pouwels et al.
report vaccine effectiveness against all PCR-confirmed
infections with the Alpha variant of 78% (68-84%) at least 14
days following the second dose of Pfizer. Sheikh et al. report
vaccine effectiveness against PCR-confirmed infection
(regardless of symptom status) of 92% (90-93%) 14 days after
the second dose of Pfizer.
0.85 (+14 days)

Overall protection against
disease for Pfizer dose 2

Lopez Bernal et al. (cohort aged 70+ years of age) Table 2,
odds ratio vs day 4-9, d2:14+ 0.11 (0.07-0.15). Haas et al.
estimate vaccine protection against symptomatic COVID-19
>7 days after second dose of 97% (96.7-97.2%). Pritchard et
al., supplementary information, Table 6, adjusted odds ratio
post second dose of Pfizer 0.05 (0.02, 0.09) for positive
individuals with symptoms reported. PHE’s week 20 vaccine
surveillance report estimates protection against symptomatic
disease at least 14 days following the second dose of Pfizer
as 90% (82-95%) compared to unvaccinated individuals.
Compared to individuals between 4 and 13 days post first
dose, they estimate 91% (83-95%) protection. Whitaker et al.
Table 4, adjusted vaccine effectiveness against symptomatic
COVID-19 at least 14 days following the second dose of Pfizer
93.3% (85.8-96.8%) for individuals aged 16-64 and 86.7%
(80.1-91.1%) for individuals aged 65 and over. Pouwels et al.
report
vaccine
effectiveness
against
symptomatic
PCR-confirmed infections with the Alpha variant of 97%
(96-98%) at least 14 days following the second dose of Pfizer.
Sheikh et al. report vaccine effectiveness against symptomatic
PCR-confirmed infection of 92% (88-94%) 14 days after the
second dose of Pfizer. PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance
report estimates protection against symptomatic disease of
89% (87-90%) for the Alpha variant at least 14 days after a
second vaccine dose. Andrews et al. report protection against
symptomatic disease for the second dose of Pfizer as 95.0%
(93.8 to 95.9%) at least 14 days following the second dose.
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0.9 (+14 days)
Overall protection against
hospitalisation for Pfizer
dose 2

Dagan et al. estimate vaccine effectiveness against
hospitalisation of 87% (55–100%) >7 days after second dose.
Haas et al. estimate vaccine protection against COVID-19
related hospitalisation >7 days after second dose of 97.2%
(96.8-97.5%). Ismail et al. estimates vaccine protection
against hospitalisation of 93% (89-95%) for individuals aged
80+ years 14 days after receiving their second dose of Pfizer.
When the analysis is not split by vaccine type, the same study
estimates protection against hospitalisation of 92% (87-95%)
for 80+ year olds 14 days after second dose. PHE’s week 26
vaccine surveillance report finds protection against
hospitalisation with the Alpha variant of 98% (96-99%)
following the second dose of Pfizer. Stowe et al. report
vaccine effectiveness against hospitalisation of 95% (78-99%)
following the second dose of Pfizer. PHE’s week 36 vaccine
surveillance report estimates protection against hospitalisation
of 93% (80-97%) for the Alpha variant at least 14 days after a
second vaccine dose. Andrews et al. report protection against
hospitalisation for the second dose of Pfizer as 97.9% (91.4 to
99.5%) at least 14 days following the second dose.
0.95 (+14 days)

Overall protection against
mortality for Pfizer dose 2

Dagan et al. estimate vaccine effectiveness against mortality
of 72% (19–100%) 14-20 days after first dose and 84%
(44–100%) 21 to 27 days after first dose (no estimates for
second dose protection). The same study estimates protection
against severe disease of 92% (75-100%) >7 days following
the second dose of Pfizer. Haas et al. estimate vaccine
protection against death >7 days after second dose of 96.7%
(96.0-97.3%). Lopez Bernal et al. B (study in a care home
population) estimated a hazard ratio of 0.31 (0.14 - 0.69) for
cases vaccinated with two doses of Pfizer compared to
unvaccinated cases, indicating an additional 69% (31-86%)
protection against death given becoming a case for individuals
vaccinated with two doses of Pfizer. Using the aforementioned
estimate of a 69% increase and assuming this in addition to
protection against disease of 0.9, we get overall protection
against mortality of 96.9%. PHE’s week 26 vaccine
surveillance report finds protection against mortality with the
Alpha variant of 98% (94-99%) for both 40-64 and 65+ year
olds following the second dose of Pfizer. Andrews et al. report
protection against death for the second dose of Pfizer as
96.3% (89.9 to 98.6%) at least 14 days following the second
dose.
0.95 (+14 days)
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Overall protection against
onward transmission for
Pfizer dose 2

Shah et al. find that relative to the period before a healthcare
worker was vaccinated, the hazard ratio for a household
member of the vaccinated healthcare worker to become
infected was 0.7 (0.63-0.78) for the period beginning 14 days
following first vaccine dose and 0.46 (0.30-0.70) for the period
beginning 14 days after the second vaccine dose (healthcare
workers were vaccinated with either AstraZeneca or Pfizer).
Braeye et al. (Belgium, mostly Alpha variant) estimated VE
against onward transmission “at 62% (95% CI 57–67) for
BNT162b2 and 52% (95% CI 33–69) for mRNA1273 for full
vaccination. No significant effect against onward transmission
was found for the ‘viral-vector’-vaccines, but credibility
intervals were large.” Eyre et al. report an adjusted odds ratio
of 0.18 (0.12, 0.29) for the effect of a case being fully
vaccinated with Pfizer (dose 2 +14 days) compared to an
unvaccinated case in relation to the likelihood of a contact
testing PCR-positive.
0.47 (+14 days)
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Table S8 - Vaccine effectiveness against B.1.617.2 Delta variant - relevant evidence
and baseline model assumptions
Description

Relevant evidence, assumed value shown in bold

Overall protection against
infection for AstraZeneca
dose 1

Pouwels et al. report vaccine effectiveness against all
PCR-confirmed infections with the Delta variant of 46%
(35-55%) at least 21 days following the first dose of AZ. This is
a 26.98% reduction on their equivalent estimate for the Alpha
variant. Sheikh et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
PCR-confirmed infection (regardless of symptom status) of
18% (9-25%) 28 days after the first dose of AZ. This is a
51.35% reduction on their equivalent estimate for the Alpha
variant.
Alpha assumption 0.7
0.43 = 0.7 * (1 - 0.39) (+28 days)

Overall protection against
disease for AstraZeneca
dose 1

Lopez Bernal et al. C report adjusted vaccine effectiveness
against symptomatic infection with S-gene target positives
(Delta variant) of 30.0% (24.3-35.3%) at least 21 days after
the first dose of AZ. A 38.4% reduction on their estimate of
equivalent vaccine protection against the Alpha variant.
Pouwels et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
symptomatic PCR-confirmed infections with the Delta variant
of 40% (28-50%) at least 21 days following the first dose of
AZ. This is a 45.21% reduction on their equivalent estimate
for the Alpha variant. Sheikh et al. report vaccine effectiveness
against symptomatic PCR-confirmed infection of 33%
(23-41%) 28 days after the first dose of AZ. This is a 15.38%
reduction on their equivalent estimate for the Alpha variant.
PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance report estimates
protection against symptomatic disease of 35% (32-38%) for
the Delta variant at least 28 days after a first vaccine dose.
This is a 28.57% reduction compared to their equivalent
estimate for Alpha. Andrews et al. report protection against
symptomatic disease for the first dose of AZ as 43.3% (42.3 to
44.2%), at least 28 days following the first dose and up to the
second dose if given. This is a 2.7% reduction compared to
their equivalent estimate for Alpha.
Alpha assumption 0.7
0.52 = 0.7 * (1-0.26) (+28 days)

Overall protection against

Stowe

et

al.

report

vaccine

effectiveness

against
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hospitalisation for
AstraZeneca dose 1

hospitalisation of 71% (51-83%) following the first dose of AZ.
This is a 6.58% reduction on their equivalent estimate for the
Alpha variant. PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance report
estimates protection against hospitalisation of 80% (69-88%)
for the Delta variant at least 28 days after a first vaccine dose.
This is a 2.56% increase compared to their equivalent
estimate for Alpha. Andrews et al. report protection against
hospitalisation for the first dose of AZ as 81.4% (78.7 to
83.7%), at least 28 days following the first dose and up to the
second dose if given. This is a 1.3% reduction compared to
their equivalent estimate for Alpha.
Alpha assumption 0.85
0.84 = 0.85 * (1-0.017) (+28 days)

Overall protection against
mortality for AstraZeneca
dose 1

Andrews et al. report protection against death for the first dose
of AZ as 88.4% (78.2 to 93.8%), at least 28 days following the
first dose and up to the second dose if given. This is a 11.8%
increase compared to their equivalent estimate for Alpha.

Alpha assumption 0.85
0.95 = 0.85 * (1 + 0.118) (+28 days)
Overall protection against
onward transmission for
AstraZeneca dose 1

Eyre et al. report an adjusted odds ratio of 0.98 (0.90, 1.06) for
the effect of a case being partially vaccinated with AZ (dose 1
day 1 to dose 2 +14 days) compared to an unvaccinated case
in relation to the likelihood of a contact testing PCR-positive
(N.B. this estimate has a non-significant p-value), equivalent
to vaccine protection of 2%. Their equivalent estimate for
Alpha is 0.82 (0.76, 0.88), therefore vaccine protection of
18%. This is a 88.9% overall reduction in vaccine effect from
Alpha to Delta.
Alpha assumption 0.47
0.05 = 0.47 * (1 - 0.889) (+28 days)

Overall protection against
infection for AstraZeneca
dose 2

Pouwels et al. report vaccine effectiveness against all
PCR-confirmed infections with the Delta variant of 67%
(62-71%) at least 14 days following the second dose of AZ.
This is a 15.19% reduction on their equivalent estimate for
the Alpha variant. Sheikh et al. report vaccine effectiveness
against PCR-confirmed infection (regardless of symptom
status) of 60% (53-66%) 14 days after the second dose of AZ.
This is a 17.81% reduction on their equivalent estimate for
the Alpha variant.
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Alpha assumption 0.75
0.63 = 0.75 * (1-0.165) (+14 days)
Overall protection against
disease for AstraZeneca
dose 2

Lopez Bernal et al. C report adjusted vaccine effectiveness
against symptomatic infection with S-gene target positives
(Delta variant) of 67.0% (61.3% to 71.8%) at least 14 days
after the second dose of AZ. A 10.07% reduction on their
estimate of equivalent vaccine protection against the Alpha
variant. Pouwels et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
symptomatic PCR-confirmed infections with the Delta variant
of 71% (66-74%) at least 14 days following the second dose of
AZ. This is a 26.8% reduction on their equivalent estimate for
the Alpha variant. Sheikh et al. report vaccine effectiveness
against symptomatic PCR-confirmed infection of 61%
(51-70%) 14 days after the second dose of AZ. This is a
24.69% reduction on their equivalent estimate for the Alpha
variant. PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance report estimates
protection against symptomatic disease of 79% (78-80%) for
the Delta variant at least 14 days after a second vaccine dose.
This is an 11.24% reduction compared to their equivalent
estimate for Alpha. Andrews et al. report protection against
symptomatic disease for the second dose of AZ as 65.2%
(64.9 to 65.6%), at least 14 days following the second dose.
This is a 20.2% reduction compared to their equivalent
estimate for Alpha.
Alpha assumption 0.8
0.65 = 0.8 * (1 - 0.186) (+14 days)

Overall protection against
hospitalisation for
AstraZeneca dose 2

Stowe et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
hospitalisation of 92% (75-97%) following the second dose of
AZ. This is a 6.98% increase on their equivalent estimate for
the Alpha variant. PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance report
estimates protection against hospitalisation of 96% (91-98%)
for the Delta variant at least 14 days after a second vaccine
dose. This is a 3.23% increase compared to their equivalent
estimate for Alpha. Andrews et al. report protection against
hospitalisation for the second dose of AZ as 93.0% (92.4 to
93.5%), at least 14 days following the second dose. This is a
1% reduction compared to their equivalent estimate for
Alpha.
Alpha assumption 0.9
0.93 = 0.9 * (1 + 0.0307) (+14 days)
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Overall protection against
mortality for AstraZeneca
dose 2

Andrews et al. report protection against death for the second
dose of AZ as 92.7% (90.7 to 94.3%), at least 14 days
following the second dose. This is a 7.3% reduction
compared to their equivalent estimate for Alpha.
Alpha assumption 0.95
0.95 (+14 days), as for dose 1 protection against mortality

Overall protection against
onward transmission for
AstraZeneca dose 2

Eyre et al. report an adjusted odds ratio of 0.64 (0.57, 0.72) for
the effect of a case being fully vaccinated with AZ (dose 2 +14
days) compared to an unvaccinated case in relation to the
likelihood of a contact testing PCR-positive, equivalent to
vaccine protection of 36%. Their equivalent estimate for Alpha
is 0.37 (0.22, 0.63), therefore vaccine protection of 63%. This
is a 42.9% overall reduction in vaccine effect from Alpha to
Delta.
Alpha assumption 0.47
0.27 = 0.47 * (1 - 0.429) (+14 days)

Overall protection against
infection for Pfizer dose 1

Pouwels et al. report vaccine effectiveness against all
PCR-confirmed infections with the Delta variant of 57%
(50-63%) at least 21 days following the first dose of Pfizer.
This is a 3.39% reduction on their equivalent estimate for the
Alpha variant. Sheikh et al. report vaccine effectiveness
against PCR-confirmed infection (regardless of symptom
status) of 30% (17-41%) 28 days after the first dose of Pfizer.
This is a 21.05% reduction on their equivalent estimate for
the Alpha variant.
Alpha assumption 0.7
0.62 = 0.7 * (1-0.12) (+28 days)

53

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.22.21266584; this version posted November 24, 2021. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Overall protection against
disease for Pfizer dose 1

Lopez Bernal et al. C report adjusted vaccine effectiveness
against symptomatic infection with S-gene target positives
(Delta variant) of 35.6% (22.7% to 46.4%) at least 21 days
after the first dose of Pfizer. A 25.05% reduction on their
estimate of equivalent vaccine protection against the Alpha
variant. Pouwels et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
symptomatic PCR-confirmed infections with the Delta variant
of 58% (51-64%) at least 21 days following the first dose of
Pfizer. This is a 20.55% reduction on their equivalent
estimate for the Alpha variant. Sheikh et al. report vaccine
effectiveness against symptomatic PCR-confirmed infection of
33% (15-47%) 28 days after the first dose of Pfizer. This is a
22.22% reduction on their equivalent estimate for the Alpha
variant. PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance report estimates
protection against symptomatic disease of 35% (32-38%) for
the Delta variant at least 28 days after a first vaccine dose.
This is a 28.57% reduction compared to their equivalent
estimate for Alpha. Andrews et al. report protection against
symptomatic disease for the first dose of Pfizer as 51.9%
(51.4 to 52.4%), at least 28 days following the first dose and
up to the second dose if given. This is a 13.6% increase
compared to their equivalent estimate for Alpha.
Alpha assumption 0.7
0.62 (+28 days) as for infection, otherwise would be 0.58

Overall protection against
hospitalisation for Pfizer
dose 1

Stowe et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
hospitalisation of 94% (46-99%) following the first dose of
Pfizer. This is a 13.25% increase on their equivalent estimate
for the Alpha variant. PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance
report estimates protection against hospitalisation of 80%
(69-88%) for the Delta variant at least 28 days after a first
vaccine dose. This is a 2.56% increase compared to their
equivalent estimate for Alpha. Andrews et al. report protection
against hospitalisation for the first dose of Pfizer as 91.8%
(90.4 to 93%), at least 28 days following the first dose and up
to the second dose if given. This is a 7.7% increase
compared to their equivalent estimate for Alpha.
Alpha assumption 0.85
0.92 = 0.85 * (1+0.078) (+28 days)

Overall protection against
mortality for Pfizer dose 1

Andrews et al. report protection against death for the first dose
of Pfizer as 88.6% (77.3 to 94.3%), at least 28 days following
the first dose and up to the second dose if given. This is a
21.2% increase compared to their equivalent estimate for
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Alpha.
Alpha assumption 0.85
0.92 (+28 days) as for hospitalisation
Overall protection against
onward transmission for
Pfizer dose 1

Eyre et al. report an adjusted odds ratio of 0.87 (0.81, 0.94) for
the effect of a case being partially vaccinated with Pfizer (dose
1 day 1 to dose 2 +14 days) compared to an unvaccinated
case in relation to the likelihood of a contact testing
PCR-positive, equivalent to vaccine protection of 13%. Their
equivalent estimate for Alpha is 0.74 (0.70, 0.80), therefore
vaccine protection of 26%. This is a 50% overall reduction in
vaccine effect from Alpha to Delta.
Alpha assumption 0.47
0.24 = 0.47 * (1 - 0.5) (+28 days)

Overall protection against
infection for Pfizer dose 2

Pouwels et al. report vaccine effectiveness against all
PCR-confirmed infections with the Delta variant of 80%
(77-83%) at least 14 days following the second dose of Pfizer.
This is a 2.56% increase on their equivalent estimate for the
Alpha variant. Sheikh et al. report vaccine effectiveness
against PCR-confirmed infection (regardless of symptom
status) of 79% (75-82%) 14 days after the second dose of
Pfizer. This is a 14.13% reduction on their equivalent
estimate for the Alpha variant.
Alpha assumption 0.85
0.8 = 0.85 * (1-0.057) (+14 days)
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Overall protection against
disease for Pfizer dose 2

Lopez Bernal et al. C report adjusted vaccine effectiveness
against symptomatic infection with S-gene target positives
(Delta variant) of 88.0% (85.3% to 90.1%) at least 14 days
after the second dose of Pfizer. A 6.08% reduction on their
estimate of equivalent vaccine protection against the Alpha
variant. Pouwels et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
symptomatic PCR-confirmed infections with the Delta variant
of 84% (82-86%) at least 14 days following the second dose of
Pfizer. This is a 13.4% reduction on their equivalent estimate
for the Alpha variant. Sheikh et al. report vaccine effectiveness
against symptomatic PCR-confirmed infection of 83%
(78-87%) 14 days after the second dose of Pfizer. This is a
9.78% reduction on their equivalent estimate for the Alpha
variant. PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance report estimates
protection against symptomatic disease of 79% (78-80%) for
the Delta variant at least 14 days after a second vaccine dose.
This is an 11.24% reduction compared to their equivalent
estimate for Alpha. Andrews et al. report protection against
symptomatic disease for the second dose of Pfizer as 83.5%
(83.3 to 83.6%), at least 14 days following the second dose.
This is a 12.1% reduction compared to their equivalent
estimate for Alpha.
Alpha assumption 0.9
0.81 = 0.9 * (1 - 0.105) (+14 days)

Overall protection against
hospitalisation for Pfizer
dose 2

Stowe et al. report vaccine effectiveness against
hospitalisation of 96% (86-99%) following the second dose of
Pfizer. This is a 1.05% increase on their equivalent estimate
for the Alpha variant. PHE’s week 36 vaccine surveillance
report estimates protection against hospitalisation of 96%
(91-98%) for the Delta variant at least 14 days after a second
vaccine dose. This is a 3.23% increase compared to their
equivalent estimate for Alpha. Andrews et al. report protection
against hospitalisation for the second dose of Pfizer as 96.7%
(96.3 to 97%), at least 14 days following the second dose.
This is a 1.2% reduction compared to their equivalent
estimate for Alpha.
Alpha assumption 0.95
0.96 = 0.95 * (1 + 0.0103) (+14 days)
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Overall protection against
mortality for Pfizer dose 2

Andrews et al. report protection against death for the second
dose of Pfizer as 95.2% (93.7 to 96.4%), at least 14 days
following the second dose. This is a 1.1% reduction
compared to their equivalent estimate for Alpha.
Alpha assumption 0.95
0.96 (+14 days) as for hospitalisation

Overall protection against
onward transmission for
Pfizer dose 2

Eyre et al. report an adjusted odds ratio of 0.35 (0.26, 0.48) for
the effect of a case being fully vaccinated with Pfizer (dose 2
+14 days) compared to an unvaccinated case in relation to the
likelihood of a contact testing PCR-positive, equivalent to
vaccine protection of 65%. Their equivalent estimate for Alpha
is 0.18 (0.12, 0.29), therefore vaccine protection of 82%. This
is a 20.7% overall reduction in vaccine effect from Alpha to
Delta.
Alpha assumption 0.47
0.37 = 0.47 * (1 - 0.207) (+14 days)
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