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S1 Theoretical identifiability analysis of the SEIRAH model

S1.1 Methods

Based on ODE model (1) of the main manuscript, the statistical analysis of the population
evolution can be turned into a parameter estimation problem. Theoretical identifiability
(i.e. the possibility of learning the true values of the model parameters) of epidemiological
compartment models is rarely checked. Although it relies on unrealistic hypothesis (namely
that incident number of ascertained cases and hospitalized cases are observed continuously,
without noise and for an infinite length of time in our case), this framework provides impor-
tant guarantees for the results. To determine which parameters from Table 2 of the main
manuscript can be accurately identified from the available observations we first evaluate
the identifiability of this SEIRAH structure with the DAISY software from Bellu et al.
(2007) (based on differential algebra results). We conclude that there is global identifiabil-
ity of ξ̃ = (b,Dq, r,De, DI) with known α and Dh, even if initial conditions are unknown
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– which is our case for (E0, A0). Practical identifiability (for which most existing evalua-
tion methods rely on estimations and are based on Fisher information matrix or likelihood
profiling (Raue et al., 2009)) of these parameters is be discussed in Section 2.3 of the main
manuscript.
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Figure S1: Impact of parameters on the compartment dynamics. Parameters fixed values
(when other parameters are varied): b = 0.8, r = 0.1, De = 5.1, Dq = 1.2, E0 = 730, and
A0 = 100.

Figure S1 presents the occupancy numbers of the six compartments of the model when
one parameter is varied while the others are fixed. Because the epidemics start date and
state is different in each region, it is necessary to estimate in priority E0 and A0. b, De and
DI have a similar impact on the simulations, and we chose to prioritize the estimation of the
transmission b as it is an important actionable driver of the epidemics, that can potentially
be reduced by interventions. r and Dq have little impact on I(in) but are informative for
H(in). Since r can be estimated from other data sources, we prioritized the estimation ofDq.
In addition, there is a strong rational to estimate b and Dq as they are directly involved in
the computation of the reproductive number. So in the end, we assume De, DI , and r fixed
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and we will estimate E0, A0, b, and Dq. Both De and DI are set to a common value across
regions, estimated from previous studies referenced in Table 2 of the main manuscript. To
set r, we used data collected from general practitioners through the re-purposing of the
Réseau Sentinelles network to monitor COVID-19 and provide a weekly estimation of the
number of incident symptomatic cases (regardless of their confirmation status through a
PCR test) at the region level. Thus, for each region, r is set to the weighted average mean
of rs (the ratio of observed incident number of ascertained cases over the incident number
of symptomatic cases, as defined by the incident symptomatic cases reported by the Réseau
Sentinelles network). Values are provided in Table 1.

S2 Kalman based estimation of parameters and lockdown ef-
fect with incorporated mixed-effects

S2.1 Presentation of the strategy

In order to estimate the initial conditions and to sustain the modeling choices behind
the disease transmission b and more generally the selected inference procedure, we have
investigated the use of Kalman-based estimation strategies Bensoussan (2018); Simon (2006)
applied to the dynamics (1). In this respect, we complement (1) in each region, with the
introduction of a dynamics for b

d(log b) = g(t)dt+ dν(t)

where g is a function describing the lockdown effect to the transmission rate b and ν consists
in an additional Wiener process. For example, a simple transmission rate decreases due to
the lockdown from bM to bm at rate 1

τ and centered around the time t` can be reproduced
with a logistic function

b(t) = G(t)
def
= bM −

(bM − bm)

1 + e−
(t−t`)
τ

giving

g(t) =
G′(t)

G(t)
.

Multiple lockdown stages can be represented with a combination of function g during inter-
vals, and unlockdown can also be represented by such g function with opposite sign. More-
over, we stress out that ν is a time-dependent function hence can encompass the complete
dynamics of b while choosing g ≡ 0 to avoid any a priori on the lockdown effect. After dis-
cretization using forward Euler time-scheme with small-enough time-step δt, we end up with
a discrete-time dynamical system applied to the variable x = (E, I/Dq,R,A,H)ᵀ ∈ R5, of
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the form xin+1

log bin+1

θin+1

 =

xin + δt f(xin, b
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n, θ
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n)

log bin + δt gi(tn, θ
i
n)

θin

+

 05
1

0Np

 νn, for each region i

where f accounts for the dynamics in (1) and S is reconstructed afterwards by using
S = N − (E + I + R + A + H) in each region. In addition, (νn)n≥0 represents inde-
pendent random variables, normal with 0 mean and a variance equal to σ2ν . Moreover,
θ ∈ RNp gathers all the unknown time-independent parameters that need to be estimated.
In our estimation procedure, the first element of the initial value θi0 is (θi0)1 = log(Di

q).
But θi0 also gathers some parameters characterising the gi functions, typically, bm, t` and
τ in addition to bM which, by the way, is equal to b(0). We recall that the Kalman filter
is not initially designed to estimate initial conditions but to estimate rather trajectories
at final time associated with targeted initial conditions. However, a simple strategy al-
lows to also reconstruct the initial condition estimates, i.e. by adding the desired initial
conditions – here I(0) H(0) and E(0) – in the parameter variable θ with non-diagonal
terms correlating exactly the state initial condition and the initial condition parameter in
the global covariance. Therefore, for one logistic function to estimate, we end up with
θ = (log(Di

q), log(bM ), log(bm), log(τ), log(t`), E(0), I(0), H(0))ᵀ and the initial covariance:

P i0 =



σ2E0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2E0

0 0

0 σ2I0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2I0 0

0 0 σ2R0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 σ2A0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 σ2H0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2H0

0 0 0 0 0 σ2bM 0 σ2bM 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2Dq 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 σ2bM 0 σ2bM 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2bm 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2τ 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2t` 0 0 0

σ2E0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2E0

0 0

0 σ2I0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2I0 0

0 0 0 0 σ2H0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 σ2H0


Additionally, we set the model error covariance in each region to σ2ν . Note that the model
error is a Wiener process hence it allows, during the time-window [0, T ], a deviation with
amplitude ultimately proportional to

√
Tσν , hence σν should be chosen accordingly. Finally,

we point out that in our implementation, we consider that the observed variables can
be directly extracted from the state variable x, with the measurements of I/Dq and H.
Moreover, our choice of simulating I/Dq allows to define a linear observation operator with
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respect to the state variable x. Note that here, we depart from the rest of the present work
by considering Gaussian errors for the observations, a restriction that could be improved
following the ideas presented in the next paragraph.

To perform the estimation, we decide to rely on an extension of the classical Unscented
Kalman filter (UKF) Julier and Uhlmann (1997, 2002); Simon (2006), where constraints
variables are mapped in an unconstrained space before proceeding to the analysis phase.
This implies that these constraint variables are more likely to have Gaussian distribution in
the transform space rather than in the initial space. This is typically the case for all state
variables that are positive and bounded by N the total population size of the region. Hence,
they are mapped with a scaling and logit transform. Therefore, σ2E0

, σ2I0 , σ
2
R0
, σ2A0

and σ2H0

becomes the variances in the transformed space, namely associated with the Gaussian
variables

logit
(E(0)

N

)
, logit

(I(0)

N

)
, logit

(R(0)

N

)
, logit

(A(0)

N

)
, logit

(H(0)

N

)
.

This strategy of transforming the variables before each Kalman analysis step has common
grounds with other transformed-based Kalman-like algorithms such as for instance Bar-
rau and Bonnabel (2017). Let us finally mention that such transformation could be used
also with the measurements in order to transform how observation errors are perceived by
the UKF, for instance from a Gaussian distribution to a Poisson distribution using the
Anscombe transform.

In order to take into account in the Kalman estimation that parameters in different
regions are correlated as in a population approach, we gather the Nr = 12 regions variables
(zi)i in an aggregated variable z = (z1, · · · , zNr)ᵀ associated with an initial covariance

Π−10 = αiαj(P0)
−1 + δij(P̃

i
0)−1 − (αi(P̃ j0 )−1 + αj(P̃ i0)−1) + αiαj

Nr∑
`=1

(P̃ `0)−1,

as proposed and justified in Collin et al. (2020) and with here, αi = 1
Nr

, P0 the population
covariance and P̃ i0 the per-region individual covariance. As a consequence, the matrix Π0

is not block diagonal with respect to the region i, even if the dynamics of each region is
uncoupled. The resulting time-discrete Kalman estimator couples all the regions together to
produce a population-based estimation. Note that in such strategy, considering a variable
constant in the population is possible by simply choosing P̃ i0 such that Tr(P̃ i0) is small.

S2.2 Results

Let us now present the benefits of our strategy to estimate the initial conditions and to
sustain the modeling choices behind the disease transmission b.
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Table S1: [Kalman filter results] Estimation of region-wise model parameters and national
weighted averages when logistic function for b is considered.

Region bM bm τ t` Dq

Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes – 0.54 [0.50;0.58] 2.49 [1.51;3.47] 22.22 [20.91;23.53] –
Bourgogne-Franche-Comté – 0.56 [0.52;0.60] 2.56 [1.58;3.53] 21.15 [19.81;22.49] –
Bretagne – 0.53 [0.48;0.58] 3.82 [2.81;4.82] 20.30 [18.67;21.94] –
Centre-Val de Loire – 0.55 [0.50;0.60] 2.80 [1.82;3.77] 21.91 [20.61;23.20] –
Grand Est – 0.55 [0.50;0.59] 2.68 [1.76;3.60] 20.03 [18.70;21.36] –
Hauts-de-France – 0.56 [0.52;0.60] 3.31 [2.34;4.27] 21.91 [20.51;23.30] –
Île-de-France – 0.52 [0.48;0.56] 3.10 [2.19;4.00] 22.61 [21.47;23.73] –
Normandie – 0.49 [0.44;0.55] 2.18 [1.23;3.14] 16.33 [14.77;17.88] –
Nouvelle-Aquitaine – 0.52 [0.46;0.56] 2.34 [1.33;3.33] 21.11 [19.77;22.45] –
Occitanie – 0.49 [0.44;0.54] 2.42 [1.44;3.40] 22.10 [20.81;23.37] –
Pays de la Loire – 0.51 [0.46;0.56] 2.30 [1.37;3.23] 22.21 [21.10;23.31] –
Provence-Alpes-
Côte d’Azur

– 0.59 [0.55;0.63] 3.02 [2.05;4.00] 22.05 [20.63;23.47] –

France 2.16 [2.02;2.31] 0.53 [0.51;0.56] 2.78 [2.29;3.27] 21.49 [20.82;22.16] 0.26 [0.20;0.34]

Table S2: [Kalman filter results] Estimation of region-wise model initial conditions (versus
a priori values) when logistic function for b is considered.

Region I0 H0 E0

Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes 4 [1;14] (vs 9) 9 [2;34] (vs 9) 2157 [1667; 2790]
Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 4 [1;12] (vs 8) 2 [0; 8] (vs 2) 1292 [ 944; 1767]
Bretagne 5 [2;12] (vs 13) 5 [1;19] (vs 5) 45 [ 16; 128]
Centre-Val de Loire 1 [0; 3] (vs 2) 4 [1;15] (vs 4) 790 [ 611; 1021]
Grand Est 6 [2;18] (vs 12) 24 [6;95] (vs 25) 6752 [5733; 7951]
Hauts-de-France 4 [1;14] (vs 9) 4 [1;15] (vs 4) 1794 [1315; 2448]
Île-de-France 16 [5;49] (vs 34) 4 [1;15] (vs 4) 8506 [6669;10849]
Normandie 4 [1;11] (vs 9) 8 [2;34] (vs 9) 1335 [1105; 1611]
Nouvelle-Aquitaine 2 [1; 7] (vs 5) 1 [0; 4] (vs 1) 789 [ 546; 1141]
Occitanie 3 [1; 9] (vs 6) 3 [1;11] (vs 3) 906 [ 594; 1382]
Pays de la Loire 3 [1;10] (vs 7) 2 [0; 8] (vs 2) 575 [ 256; 1290]
Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur 4 [1;13] (vs 9) 2 [0; 8] (vs 2) 1124 [ 753; 1677]

S2.2.1 First guest for b and initial conditions estimation

We proceed with the following strategy. Assuming that b follows a natural transmission
rate decrease corresponding to the logistic function introduced before, we estimate Dq, the
4 parameters of the logistic function (bM , bm, t` and τ) and the initial conditions of E, I
and H, without modeling error, namely σν = 0 in all region. We assume that bM and Dq

are shared values in the population. The results are given in Table S1 for the parameters
and in Table S2 for the initial conditions giving a reasonable first fitting.

S2.2.2 b modeling validation

Then, to validate our modeling choices, we consider a case where g ≡ 0 avoiding any a
priori on the lockdown effect but with σν 6= 0 to compensate the absence of a priori by
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Figure S2: Time evolutions of b when g ≡ 0. Weekly plateaus are visible (see for instance
regions Grand Est, Île-de-France and Hauts-de-France). The first horizontal black line
corresponds to the first day of lockdown. The other dashed lines are spaced every 7 days.

a modeling error. The initial condition for b is given by the estimated bM of the previous
experiment. This is also the case for the value of Dq and the state initial conditions allowing
to restrict the uncertainties to the dynamics of b. Figure S2 presents the obtained time
evolution of b which confirms that the choice of the logistic function was a very good a
priori. However, we notice weekly plateaus in the evolution of b in various regions, see for
instance the regions Grand Est, Île-de-France, Hauts-de-France and Bretagne.

To verify that these weekly plateaus are not just a compensation of the lack of informa-
tion about b, we propose to fix g as a logistic function but allowing an additional modeling
error. The phenomenon of weekly plateaus is still visible, see Figure S3. In Figure S4, we
plot for each region the difference between the logistic function (with the estimated values
given in Table S1) and the corrected b normalized by bM . Oscillations of 0 mean and of
period closed to 7 days are visible for many regions. This weekly phenomenon can be ex-
plained by the fact that the actions of closures (school ; universities ; companies ...) and
social distancing measures (required wearing gloves and masks in public places for instance)
have been weekly gradual. However, the phenomenon is certainly accentuated by the data
collection known to be periodic weekly components (Lavielle et al., 2020). Available data
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Figure S3: Time evolutions of b when g corresponds to a logistic function. Weekly plateaus
are visible (see for instance regions Grand Est, Île-de-France and Hauts-de-France). The
first vertical black line corresponds to the first day of lockdown. The other dashed lines are
spaced every 7 days.

do not seem sufficient to integrate this kind of uncertainties and we finally made the choice
to consider a 4 steps function for b as given in Eq. (3).

S2.2.3 Estimation of effective reproductive ratios and attack rates

For the last estimate (g is a logistic function and σν 6= 0), we compute the effective repro-
ductive ratios Re, before, during and at the end of the lockdown, see Table S3. Moreover,
the attack rates before and at the end of the lockdown are given in Table S4. These first es-
timation results will then be validated by the complete SAEM analysis. Indeed, the results
are very closed to the SAEM results given in Tables 4 and 5.
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Figure S4: Differences between between the estimated logistic function and the corrected
b (corresponding to Figure S3) normalized by bM . Weekly oscillations are visible around
0. The first vertical black line corresponds to the first day of lockdown. The others dashed
lines are spaced every 7 days.
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Table S3: [Kalman filter results] Estimation of the effective reproductive ratios Re during
3 periods (before lockdown, during lockdown, and at the end of lockdown) for each region
with 95% confidence intervals and national weighted averages.

Region Re Re Re
(before (during (end

Geographical region lockdown) lockdown) lockdown)
on 2020-03-15 on 2020-03-29 on 2020-05-11

Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes 2.20 [1.68;2.87] 1.01 [0.83;1.23] 0.62 [0.44;0.90]
Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 2.12 [1.63;2.77] 0.93 [0.76;1.15] 0.63 [0.43;0.92]
Bretagne 3.15 [2.40;4.11] 0.99 [0.79;1.24] 0.61 [0.40;0.91]
Centre-Val de Loire 2.38 [1.8;3.14] 1.33 [1.08;1.64] 0.62 [0.43;0.88]
Grand Est 2.30 [1.81;2.93] 0.71 [0.58;0.87] 0.76 [0.53;1.08]
Hauts-de-France 2.35 [1.81;3.04] 0.97 [0.79;1.19] 0.71 [0.50;1.00]
Île-de-France 2.38 [1.85;3.06] 1.02 [0.84;1.23] 0.65 [0.49;0.93]
Normandie 2.68 [2.14;3.35] 1.45 [1.19;1.75] 0.68 [0.46;0.99]
Nouvelle-Aquitaine 2.23 [1.67;2.97] 1.11 [0.91;1.36] 0.55 [0.37;0.83]
Occitanie 2.29 [1.77;2.96] 0.96 [0.79;1.18] 0.64 [0.43;0.95]
Pays de la Loire 2.55 [1.95;3.31] 1.18 [0.97;1.44] 0.70 [0.48;1.01]
Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur 2.59 [1.99;3.36] 1.11 [0.90;1.37] 0.60 [0.42;0.85]

France 2.40 [1.85;3.10] 1.04 [0.85;1.27] 0.65 [0.45;0.94]

Table S4: [Kalman filter results] Model predictions for the proportion of Infected and
Immunized in the population (deaths not taken into account), before and after lockdown,
and national weighted averages.

Attack rates: Infected proportion of the
Region population in % computed as (E+I+A+H+R)/N

2020-03-17 2020-05-11
Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes 0.28 [0.21;0.36] 3.85 [3.71;3.99]
Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 0.47 [0.37;0.60] 5.52 [5.32;5.75]
Bretagne 0.17 [0.12;0.23] 1.52 [1.45;1.60]
Centre-Val de Loire 0.20 [0.15;0.26] 3.74 [3.59;3.89]
Grand Est 1.19 [0.99;1.44] 9.47 [9.15;9.83]
Hauts-de-France 0.35 [0.27;0.45] 4.39 [4.23;4.56]
Île-de-France 0.74 [0.60;0.93] 9.94 [9.65;10.3]
Normandie 0.12 [0.11;0.14] 2.11 [2.02;2.21]
Nouvelle-Aquitaine 0.10 [0.08;0.14] 1.43 [1.37;1.49]
Occitanie 0.17 [0.14;0.22] 1.83 [1.76;1.91]
Pays de la Loire 0.16 [0.13;0.21] 2.10 [2.01;2.19]
Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur 0.33 [0.25;0.44] 4.10 [3.95;4.26]

France 0.41 [0.33;0.52] 4.90 [4.74;5.08]
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