
 
SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL 
 

Model predictions using tests as input data 
In order to analyze the impact of different testing and tracking strategies, we used a version of 

the model that received as input, in addition to the daily number of positive cases and deaths, also the 
daily number of positive tests. This procedure increased the data fitting accuracy (see Fig. SM-1), since 
the number of positive cases was normalized to the actual number of tests. As shown in Fig. SM-1, data 
fitting was markedly improved (compare Fig. SM-2 and Fig. SM-3 to Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 in the main text) 
and the model prediction tended to follow closely the cyclic data fluctuations. 
 
Predictive Validity on dataset 2 

The procedure performed to validate the model described in the main text was repeated with 
data up to August 9th (20 days starting from July 20th were excluded from input data). In this case, the 
model predicted an increasing trend for both the number of daily positive cases and deaths for Lombardy 
and Emilia-Romagna, the regions with the highest number of daily cases at the peak of epidemic (Fig 
2-3 here). The forecast for these regions attests to a mild increment of daily cases and deaths that follow 
the general trend of prediction and mostly remain within the Bayesian 90% confidence interval. 
Notably, the predictions for Veneto, Piedmont and Tuscany are expected to reach a baseline close to 
zero within the next few weeks. The actual data (Fig. SM-2 and Fig. SM-3) for the number of positive 
cases fall outside the Bayesian 90% interval and may thus prelude to a sudden start of the second 
epidemic wave. It is however important to highlight that these data often reflect new outbreak episodes 
in small and localized areas, such as the one reported in a migrant reception center at the beginning of 
August in Veneto. It should also be noted that, in both cases, the number of daily deaths follows the 
general trend of the prediction lie mostly within the confidence bands. 

 
Estimates of the period of immunity loss 

The period of immunity loss was estimated by Bayesian model comparison on the 32 models 
for each of the regions under consideration (see Methods and Fig. SM-4). Model inversion returned 
accurate data fitting, shown in Fig. SM-4 in terms of the total number of deaths and positive cases.   

 
Effective reproduction rate 

The model of infection transmission supports the calculation of an effective reproduction rate 
(Rt, always positive, Friston et al 2020). This number summarizes how many people I am likely to 
infect, in case I am infected. This, in turn, depends upon the probability that any contact will cause an 
infection (transmission strength parameter), the probability of transition between the susceptible state 
and the infection state and the number of people I contact either at home or out (effective number of 
contacts: home and effective number of contacts: out parameters respectively). Note that the effective 
reproduction rate is not a biological rate constant. It is indeed a useful epidemiological value indicating 
the rate of outbreak diffusion. When less than one, the infection will decay to an endemic equilibrium 
otherwise the infection will spread with a velocity proportional to Rt (Fig. SM-5). 
 
Efficacy of testing and tracking strategy  

In order to quantitatively estimate the effect of testing and tracking strategies, we have measured 
the cumulative number of positive cases and deaths in different conditions. Values were then 
normalized to the maximum cumulative number and plotted on a relative scale (Fig. SM-6). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Supplementary figures 
 

 
 
Fig. SM-1. Model predictions using tests as input data. The plots show the model fitting (red lines) to 
the actual data about the number of  daily positive cases for the six regions under consideration resulting 



from the simulations performed by using the number of daily tests as input. As can be gleaned from the 
graphs, model fitting is significantly improved, even for what concerns the cyclic fluctuations (in the 
range from a few days to one week) related to the working period of healthcare workers performing 
PCR tests.    

 

 
 
 

Fig. SM-2. Model predictive validity (Lombardy, Emilia-Romagna and Veneto). Left. Black dots 
represent daily data of positive cases reported by the “National Civil Protection Agency” for the six 
regions under investigation. Black lines represent the posterior expectations following model inversion. 
Gray bands represent the 90% Bayesian confidence intervals. Red dots correspond to data of reported 
positive cases from July 21st to August 9th that were excluded from data fitting, in order to validate the 
model prediction on the time interval shown in the inset. Right. Similarly, plots show the reported daily 
deaths from January 22nd to July 21st (black dots) and the corresponding fitting with 90% confidence 
intervals (black lines and gray bands). Red dots represent daily deaths in the subsequent 20 days along 
with model prediction and 90% confidence interval (inset).   

 



 
 

Fig. SM-3, Model Predictive validity (Liguria, Piedmont and Tuscany). This figure uses the same 
format as figure 2. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Fig. SM-4. Loss of immunity. A Posterior density over the period of immunity based upon the marginal 
likelihood of a series of models assuming a particular prior expectation. The posterior density is plotted 
on a log scale.  The trajectories have been shifted in time, such that zero corresponds to the time point 
at which the prevalence of the infection was estimated to be 0.1%. B. The accuracy of model inversion 
is shown by plotting the empirical data for cumulative deaths (left) and cumulative new cases (right). 
The empirical data are shown as large dots whose time course overlaps that of the model prediction 
(thin lines).. 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Fig. SM-5. Effective reproduction rate. Estimates of the effective reproduction rate, Rt for the 
six regions under consideration. Left. All regions (solid lines) show an initial R level above 1 
at the beginning of the pandemic. The model-inferred value of R falls rapidly below 1 in 
response to the lockdown imposed by the Italian government (blue vertical lines), while also 
likely reflecting the acquisition of immunity.  Around the beginning of July, R exhibits a slight 
increase and crosses again the threshold of R=1 in all regions. Right. The plot is a zoomed 
version of the results around the crossing time (dashed line), showing that different regions 
cross the threshold at different times (then the R values remain above 1 for a variable period 
subtending the rise of the second waves). This result is confirmed by the official Rt reports of 
the “Italian Minister of Health” (https://www.epicentro.iss.it/coronavirus/aggiornamenti).  
 

 
Fig. SM-6. Efficacy of testing and tracking. The plot shows the effects of increasing the efficacy 
of testing and tracking on the normalized cumulative cases (left) and on the normalized 
cumulative deaths (right). It should be noted that, as the efficacy increases, the number of cases 
and deaths tends to decrease, although with a variable impact on the different regions.   
 



 
Table SM-1: Parameter priors using alternative input data sets. List of parameters, with 
corresponding prior values for mean and variance, used for model inversion (left) when using as input 
the data of serological tests, and (right) when performing the Bayesian model comparison procedure. 
Note that variances are reported as log-values. 
 
 

 
 
Table SM-2. Ratio between the second and first peak. The values indicated in the table represent the 
ratio between the 1st and 2nd peak amplitude for the predicted time series of the proportion of positive 
cases, symptomatic cases and infected individuals. Note that there is a significant reduction in the 
proportion of infected individuals, as well as in the proportions of symptomatic cases, compared to the 
overall positive cases. 
 
 



 
 
Table SM-3. Posterior estimates of model parameters obtained following the procedure of Bayesian 
model comparison (i.e. period of immunity set to 7 months). 
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