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1 Supporting Text S1: Model description

The underlying mathematical model that we have used to capture COVID-19 dynamics in the UK has
been described in detail elsewhere [1], as has the mechanisms to fit the model to available health-care
and serological data [2]. For completeness, here we detail the basics of the system of differential equa-
tions that account for both household saturation of transmission and household quarantining.

As described in the main text, individuals may be susceptible (S), exposed (E), with detectable
infection (D), or undetectable infection (asymptomatic, U). Undetectable infections are assumed to
transmit infection at a reduced rate given by τ . We let superscripts denote the first infection in a
household (F ), a subsequent infection from a detectable/symptomatic household member (SD) and
a subsequent infection from an asymptomatic household member (SU). A fraction (H) of the first
detected case in a household is quarantined (QF ), as are all their subsequent household infections
(QS).
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Model equations

The full equations are given by

dSa
dt

= −
(
λFa + λSDa + λSUa + λQa

) Sa
Na

,

dEF1,a
dt

= λFa
Sa
Na
− εEF1,a,

dESD1,a
dt

= λSD
Sa
Na
− εESD1,a ,

dESU1,a
dt

= λSU
Sa
Na
− εESU1,a ,

dEQ1,a
dt

= λQS − εEQ1,a,

dEFi,a
dt

= ε(EFi−1,a − EFi,a), for i = 2, 3,

dESDi,a
dt

= ε(ESi−1,aD − ESi,aD), for i = 2, 3,

dESUi,a
dt

= ε(ESi−1,aU − ESi,aU), for i = 2, 3,

dEQi,a
dt

= ε(EQi−1,a − E
Q
i,a), for i = 2, 3,

dDF
a

dt
= da(1−H)εEF3,a − γDF

a ,

dDSD
a

dt
= daεE

SD
3,a − γDSD

a ,

dDSU
a

dt
= da(1−H)εESU3,a − γDSU

a ,

dDQF
a

dt
= daHεE

F
3,a − γDQF

a ,

dDQS
a

dt
= daHεE

SU
3,a + daεE

Q
3,a − γD

QS
a ,

dUFa
dt

= (1− da)εEF3,a − γUFa ,

dUSa
dt

= (1− da)ε(ESD3,a + ESU3,a )− γUSa ,

dUQa
dt

= (1− da)εEQ3,a − γU
Q
a ,
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with the forces of infection obeying

λFa = σa
∑
b

(
DF
b +DSD

b +DSU
b + τ(UFb + USb )

)
βNba,

λSDa = σa
∑
b

DF
b β

H
ba,

λSUa = σaτ
∑
b

UFa β
H
ba,

λQa = σa
∑
b

DQF
b βHba,

where βH is household transmission and βN = βS + βW + βO is all other transmission locations,
comprising school-based transmission (βS), work-place transmission (βW ) and transmission in all
other locations (βO). σa corresponds to the age-dependent susceptibility of individuals to infection, da
the age-dependent probability of displaying symptoms (and hence being detected), and τ represents
reduced transmission of infection by undetectable individuals compared to detectable infections.

Amendments to within-household transmission

The raw, un-scaled household transmission would under-estimate the amount of within-household
transmission, as only the first infection generates any secondary cases. However, a simple multiplicative
scaling to the household transmission (βH → zβH , z ≈ 1.3) generates a comparable match between
the new model and the standard approach — even when age structure is included.

Relationship between age-dependent susceptibility and detectability

We interlinked age-dependent susceptibility, σa, and detectability, da, by a quantity Qa. Qa can be
viewed as the scaling between force of infection and symptomatic infection.

Explicitly, we let da = 0.9Q
(1−α)
a and σa = 1

0.9Q
α
a . As a consequence, Qa = daσa.

3



2 Supporting Text S2: Modelling social distancing

Age-structured contact matrices for the United Kingdom were obtained from Prem et al. [3] and
used to provide information on household transmission (βHab, with the subscript ab corresponding
to transmission from age group a against age group b), school-based transmission (βSab), work-place
transmission (βWab ) and transmission in all other locations (βOab). We assumed that the suite of social-
distancing and lockdown measured acted in concert to reduce the work, school and other matrices
while increasing the strength of household contacts.

We capture the impact of social-distancing by defining new transmission matrices (Ba,b) that represent
the potential transmission in the presence of extreme lockdown. In particular, we assume that:

BS
ab = qSβSab, BW

ab = qWβWab , BO
ab = qOβOab,

while household mixing BH is increased by up to a quarter to account for the greater time spent at
home. We take qS = 0.05, qW = 0.2 and qO = 0.05 to approximate the reduction in attendance
at school, attendance at workplaces and engagement with shopping and leisure activities during the
lock-down, respectively.

For a given compliance level, φ, we generate new transmission matrices as follows:

β̂Hab = (1− φ)βHab + φBH
ab

β̂Sab = (1− φ)βSab + φBS
ab

β̂Wab = (1− θ)
[
(1− φ)βWab + φBW

ab

]
+ θ

(
(1− φ) + φqW

)
((1− φ) + φqO)βWab

β̂Oab = βOab((1− φ) + φqO)2

As such, home and school interactions are scaled between their pre-lockdown values (β) and post-
lockdown limits (B) by the scaling parameter φ. Work interactions that are not in public-facing
‘industries’ (a proportion 1 - θ) were also assumed to scale in this manner; while those that interact
with the general populations (such as shop-workers) were assumed to scale as both a function of their
reduction and the reduction of others. We have assumed θ = 0.3 throughout. Similarly, the reduction
in transmission in other settings (generally shopping and leisure) has been assumed to scale with the
reduction in activity of both members of any interaction, giving rise to a squared term.
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3 Supporting Figure S1

Fig. S1: Posterior distributions of key model parameters from fitting to date until 1st June. The
left-hand graphs show how the probability of symptoms (da) and susceptibility (σa) varies with age; given the
low value of alpha most of the age-dependence is in the displaying of symptoms. The right-hand graph shows the
relative adherence with lockdown measures in each region; high values correspond to a dramatic reduction in the
mixing matrix, while an adherence of zero returns the matrix to pre-lockdown levels. This figure supplements
the information in Table 1. Bars show the 95% credible intervals from the posterior distribution.
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4 Supporting Figure S2

Fig. S2: Distribution of household symptomatic, asymptomatic and isolated cases in each age
group on 1st June. Used in conjunction with Fig. 1. Bottom segments (blue shading) represent symptomatic
infection. Middle segments (orange shading) represent asymptomatic infection. Top segments (yellow shading)
represent those in isolation due to household quarantine. Dots specify the fraction of the population within that
age bracket.
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5 Supporting Figure S3

(a) (b)

(c)

Fig. S3: Increase in reproductive number, R, under eight school reopening scenarios for three
regions in England not featured in the main paper. Estimates are depicted for the following three
regions: (a) North West, (b) South East, (c) South West. For each scenario, bars represent the mean absolute
increase in R, compared to what we would observe if schools remained closed. We also give the 95% prediction
intervals. Solid red lines identify the absolute increase required to raise R above 1, within each region, alongside
95% credible intervals (dashed red lines). Means and intervals are calculated from 1000 replicates sampled from
the posterior parameter distributions. All scenarios are implemented on 1st June and continued until 22nd July.
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