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SUPPLEMENTARY METHODS 

System of Ordinary Differential Equations 
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Parameter estimation 

Parameters of the model were estimated with global optimization, using the particle swarm algorithm with post-hoc 
large-scale constrained non-linear minimization (“fmincon”) implemented with an iterative sequential quadratic 
programming algorithm (“sqp”) in Matlab (Tables S1-2) [1, 2]. Confidence intervals were estimated by bootstrapping 
the “fmincon” optimization algorithm with random lognormal gaussian noise applied to the SARS-CoV-2 sample 
data.  

Sensitivity analysis and goodness of fit 

The sensitivity of the model was estimated with two methods. First, bivariate sensitivity analysis was performed, 
where pairs of parameters were varied while other parameters were held at best-fit values. The model was simulated 
with each combination, and the total deaths of the simulation estimated by September 1st, 2020 were evaluated (Figure 
S2). Next, a global sensitivity analysis was performed to evaluate the first-order global sensitivity coefficients using 
the Sobol’s method, with samples selected through 10000 iterations of a quasi-random Monte Carlo Simulation 
(Figure S3) [3]. Goodness of fit was evaluated by analyzing the residuals of the fit, which reveal an approximately 
normal distribution (Figure S4).  
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Reproductive number 

The basic reproductive number (R0) of the system was solved for using the next-generation matrix method (see, 
Supplementary Methods) [4, 5]: 

𝑅% =
𝜒𝜌𝛽

𝜈 + 𝛿 + 𝜃 (1 +
𝜈
𝜙)	

The instantaneous effective reproductive number (R(t)) was solved for with the following equation: 

𝑅(𝑡) =
𝑅&𝑆
𝑁 	

During the initial period of the outbreak of an infectious disease, there is relative lack of testing capacity compared to 
the prevalence of the pathogen. As testing capacity increases, one can confound this improved detection rate with 
rapid transmission of the pathogen. In order to avoid this, the peak reproductive number was estimated after the daily 
rate of change in the ratio of positive tests to confirmed tests was negative for 7 consecutive days. SARS-CoV-2 
testing data was sourced from the NYSDOH [6]. 

Basic Reproductive Number Proof 

To solve for the basic reproductive number, first the system was evaluated at the disease-free equilibrium: 
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Next, a sub-model of the system was made where: 
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Then, the Jacobian Matrix of the sub-model was evaluated at the disease-free equilibrium: 
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Thus, the next generation matrix was: 
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The basic reproductive number R0 is the largest eigenvalue of the next generation matrix. Thus: 
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Table S1. Fixed Parameters 

Parameter Definition Value Details 

r Population Density (1000s people per mi2) 2.726 [7] 

g-1 Average incubation period 3 [8-10] 

d-1 Average time to hospitalization 5 [11] 

q Effective rate of non-hospitalized quarantine 0.57 Derived from source data [6, 12]. 

n Effective rate of undocumented infections 2.25 Undocumented rate of 0.75 constrained 
to g and d [13-15]. 

t Fraction non-immune 0.30 (varied in some 
simulations) [16, 17] 

p Average duration of immunity 5 years (varied in some 
simulations) [16, 17] 
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Table S2. Fit Parameters 

Parameter Definition Value 95% Confidence Interval 

a Effective protection rate 0.105 (0.095, 0.112) 

z Effective protection leak rate 0.016 (0.012,0.018) 

b Effective contact rate 0.281 (0.269, 0.285) 

l Initial effective hospitalized recovery rate 0.174 (0.166, 0.200) 

e Hospitalized recovery rate improvement rate constant 0.226 (0.191,0.312)  

s Efficacy of improved recovery rate 0.513 (0.405,0.575) 

k Initial effective death rate 0.098 (0.092, 0.114) 

y Death rate improvement rate constant 0.404 (0.313, 0.438) 

µ Efficacy of reduced death rate 2.75 (2.465, 3.096) 
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Figure S1. Schematic of SARS-CoV-2 transmission model. S (susceptible), E (exposed individuals), I (infected), 
U (undocumented), Q (quarantined), H (hospitalized), RU (recovered undocumented), RQ (recovered quarantined), RH 
(recovered hospitalized), D (dead), and P (protected). 
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Figure S2. Bivariate sensitivity analysis of model parameters with respect to total deaths, related to Figure 1. 
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Figure S3. Global sensitivity analysis of model parameters with respect to total deaths, related to Figure 1  
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Figure S4. Goodness of fit analysis, related to Figure 1  
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Figure S5. Undocumented infections drive SARS-CoV-2 transmission, comprehensive model outputs, related 
to Figure 1. 
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Figure S6. Short-term effects of relaxed social distancing in NYS, comprehensive outputs, related to Figure 2. 
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Figure S7. Short-term effects of phased relaxed social distancing in NYS, related to Figure 2. (A-F). Simulation 
of SARS-CoV-2 transmission dynamics in the presence of social distancing measures through September 1, 2020. 
Periods of social distancing signified as in (A) top: pink, increased social distancing; green, relaxed social distancing. 
Orange circles, NYS SARS-CoV-2 data. Lines, simulated projection of reduced social distancing starting June 1, 
2020. A. Active confirmed infections. B. Active hospitalizations. C. Cumulative deaths. D. Heatmap displaying the 
effect of social distancing magnitude and date of reduction on the number of cumulative deaths. E. R(t). F. Categorical 
heatmap displaying the effect of social distancing magnitude and date of reduction on R(t) > 1 (yellow, R(t)> 1; blue 
R(t)< 1). (G-H). Simulation of extreme reduction of social distancing on June 1, 2020. G. Active hospitalizations. H. 
Cumulative deaths. 
  



 14 

 

Figure S8. Recurrent outbreak of SARS-CoV-2 in NYS in early 2021, comprehensive outputs, related to 
Figure 3. 
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Figure S9. The endemic potential of SARS-CoV-2 depends on immunity, comprehensive outputs, related to 
Figure 4. 
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