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1 Model Details

1.1 Equations

The full set of equations used to describe CRAM is provided in this appendix. Each compartment is
divided into 17 age groups and two risk groups. The 34 (33 non-null) sub-compartments are indexed by
a,r» Where a is the age group and ris the risk group. The population size of each group is given by N, ,.
and a compartment sub-indexed by N, . represents the sum of both risk groups for one age group.
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Some parameters are functions, as in the following.
hsp, = Max[e?*Y(®, 0]

where a is the age group and d, y are fitted parameters from an exponential regression.

PThosp*hspa
_ log(o)+log (M,:lffm)ﬂ()g (ORposp*(r=1))
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where 7 is the risk group index.
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S¢ = season * Cos [(t * 365 * 7'[) + 0.1] + (1 — season)
Where 7 is the numeric constant Pi, t is the date, and season controls the amplitude of the seasonal
effect, larger numbers will increase the difference in transmission maximum and minimum values. The
shift of 0.1 centres the minimum on the centre date between the hottest days of the year in Alberta’s
major cities, Edmonton and Calgary.

The contact matrix is decomposed into four locations: home, workplace, school, and other, where other
comprises all remaining possible locations. Total contacts are given as the sum of contacts for each age
to age (q«) entry in each of the matrices. Decomposing the total contact matrix by location allows for
adjustments in contact rates at locations to align with policy interventions. For example, school closure
is reflected by adjusting the school contact matrix (school, i +) by a scalar value, for the duration of
dates during which the school is closed:

schoolg .+ = 1SOgcpoor * SChOOL g,
where iS0sch001 = 0 While schools are closed, and is0s.p00; = 1 otherwise (thatis, 0 < iS05cp001 < 1).

Similarly, for interventions which would reduce contact rates in schools, iS0s.p001,, May be applied to
specific age groups, adjusting the school contact matrix at various points in time according to age group.

Reductions iso,ork, ISOhome, @aNd iSO, e are applied to the remaining contact matrices, which are then
summed to generate the total matrix, contact, i, at each time step. Reduction in contacts for seniors
age 75+ are applied directly to the total contact matrix, as a scalar multiplied through the rows and
columns where a or k equals 16. Reduction in contacts for high-risk individuals are applied to the total
contact matrix, only for those individuals whose r equals 2. For example:

contactg
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where is0,;s; = 1 for non-high-risk individuals.



1.2 Assumptions
The CRAM makes the following assumptions:

e Only susceptible individuals who have not been exposed to COVID-19 are immunised. In
practice, this may require serology testing prior to vaccine.

e The vaccine behaves as an all-or nothing vaccine, where the vaccine protects a proportion of
those immunised corresponding to vaccine effectiveness.

e Daily contact rates are based on age group in CRAM. This limits the types of contacts
represented in the model; for example, the model cannot represent cohorts of students (that is,
students seeing the same limited group of students/staff each day).

e There are no additional school contacts between individuals older than 20 years in our model
(for example, between school staff). Therefore, when contacts were increased with in-person
schooling, increases in contact rates only applied to contacts between students and other
students, and contacts between students and adults.

e All public health interventions were modelled by reducing the contacts of specific age or risk
groups. This necessitates assumptions about contact reductions associated with each public
health intervention (for example, how masks reduce contacts between school-aged children).
Therefore, CRAM cannot test which public health interventions are most likely to reduce
contacts; rather, it estimates the impact that reducing contacts through public health
interventions may have on overall disease outcomes.

e Provincial level modelling is broadly informative at a local level. Where local case counts
increase, this may indicate that additional actions need to be taken, including possible changes
to schooling arrangements, but local factors relative to the provincial dynamics presented in
these results should be taken into context.

e All strategies in place at the start of the period, other than vaccine and other clearly stated
changes will remain in place for the duration of the model period. Therefore, the results reflect
what might happen in a scenario where no mitigating actions are taken. Any interventions
implemented at a local or regional level in response to an outbreak would result in a different
number of expected infections and hospitalisations.

1.3 Evaluating Minimum Iterations Required

Complex mathematical models such as the CRAM are computationally expensive and have long run
times. To identify the sufficient number of simulations to achieve stable results, mean results for total
number of cases, hospitalizations, total cost, and total utility loss were collected for simulation iterations
from 10 to 800. The results from different simulation sizes were compared using Welches’ t-test, which
was selected since comparator samples can not be assumed to have equal variances due to inequal
sample size.

The difference in means was compared for the four results (i.e., total number of cases, hospitalizations,
total cost, and total utility loss) for simulations above a ‘threshold’ number of simulations. A rejection of
the null hypothesis is interpreted as an indication that the number of simulations is insufficient. The
number of iterations for which the null hypothesis is rejected above a given threshold is presented for
different significance levels. Interpreting the 0.1 significance level as a low tolerance for differences in
means, we found a minimum of 200 simulations is required to ensure stability in results. These values
are presented in Table 1.



Table 1: Count of iterations by threshold for which difference in means
statistically different than large-N simulation

Simulation threshold

0.01 significance

0.05 significance

0.1 significance

50 0 36 61
75 0 22 36
100 0 4 11
150 0 0 0
200 0 0 0
250 0 0 0
300 0 0 0
350 0 0 0




2 Model Inputs

2.1 Expert Elicitation

To generate estimates for parameters for which there was no information source, a rapid expert
elicitation exercise was developed. The elicitation drew from the SHELF tool and adapted the
guestionnaire to be given through a web-based survey. Expert opinions were pooled to derive the
median and 90% Cl estimates for each value of interest.

An initial set of questions was disseminated to seven public health experts, identified in partnership with
Alberta Health. Experts were provided with a short online training module, and responses were
restricted to a 11-point Likert scale between 0 and 10. The median, and upper and lower tertiles were
elicited, and beta distributions were fit to estimate response values. These values are presented in Table
2.

A second elicitation was disseminated to ten public health and education experts, using two return to
school scenarios defined by the Alberta Government. Experts were provided with a webinar training,
and then the questionnaire was disseminated online, with responses restricted to an 11-point Likert
scale as before. The median, 5™ and 95" quantiles were elicited, and beta distributions were fit to
estimate response values. These values are presented in Table 3.

Note that following the expert elicitation, Alberta Health mandated mask use in schools. An additional
reduction in contact rates using a uniform distribution ranging from 20-80% relative to the elicited
values was applied to the school contact matrix. A uniform distribution was selected to account for the
high degree of uncertainty in these estimates, meaning, for example, that 50% effectiveness is equally
probably to 30% effectiveness. This value was based on a rapid review which found evidence of mask
effectiveness at reducing spread, but uncertainty in the degree of effectiveness [1].



Table 2: Elicitation question and responses

Quantity

Pooled response values, median [90% Cl]

Elicited values and linear pool

Factor by which
Albertans have

0.586 [0.070, 0.995]

reduced their 051 expert
contacts at home, A
given current ) i
public health & 047 D
orders and - ' E
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a8 linear pool
0. TS
U‘U 25 5‘0 75 10.0
X

Factor by which 0.387[0.137, 0.945]
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0.00- E-
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current public ) Z
health orders and 017 linear pool
guidance )
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Table 3: School Elicitation question and responses

Quantity, Values | Age group: 5-9 years Age group: 10-14 years Age group: 15-19 years
0:8-
expert 08-
Age Contact 75- A expert expert
group  reduction B 06- '; B ';‘
¢ 0 1
5-9 | 0.692 - ‘¢ [V ¢
50- D =T D
years | [0.358, = § E Eoa- E z | %{ : B
0.869] = e = F = I, |
10- 0573 25- - W ™
| 0:2- 024
14 [0.314, I |
years 0.846] ! linear pool linear pool
linear pool
0.0- 0.0- 0.0- g .
15— 0.522 ! ! . !
9 0278 0.0 25 50 75 100 0.0 0.0 25 50 75 10.0
ql [0.278, X X X
years = 0.861]
expert expert , i expert
Age Proportion a 75- a 75- : ! A
group returning ] . B 5 3 ; 5
) c c ' | c
59 0760 R : o _s0- |° _50- i o0
years = [0.399, =4 i E = . E = ! " E
0.933] - i = i = :
i -G i - G i -G
10- 0.831 2- : ‘H 25~ - :—1 - g ) IH
14 [0.399, i | . | |
years 0.941] | linear pool . linear pool | linear pool
0- . 0.0- 1 0.0- =
15- 0.860 0o 2% 50 75 100 0.0 2% 5.0 75 100 0.0 2 50 75 100
19 [0.634, X X X
years | 0.994]

Cl: confidence interval
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2.2 Estimating Utility Decrement and Incremental Cost related to ‘Chronic
coviD’

It is known that following SARS-Cov-19 infection, that some individuals experience long term health
consequences, often referred to as ‘Chronic COVID’ or ‘Long COVID/Long-haulers’. To estimate the
health utility decrement and incremental costs associated with Chronic COVID, we identified several
chronic conditions which have emerged following SARS-Cov-19 infection: Chronic Fatigue, Diabetes,
Chronic Kidney Disease, Chronic liver Disease, Adverse Cardiovascular events, and Psychiatric conditions.
We converted incremental cost values identified in the literature to 2020 Canadian dollars following
CADTH guidelines [2-10], and estimated utility decrements by identifying relevant general population
comparison [11-17]. Estimates were combined by weighting relative to the prevalence of each condition
in the pre-pandemic population [18-22]. Given that the duration of Chronic COVID is unknown, we
conservatively include one year of utility decrement and incremental cost outcomes in our model inputs.
Furthermore, we make the conservative assumption that Chronic COVID occurs only for hospitalized
cases, and use the proportion of patients reporting ‘fatigue on discharge’ from [23], as chronic fatigue
was a major contributor to utility decrements among the chronic conditions we identified. An excel
workbook with full calculations, options to change the time period for discounting, and references is
provided at https://github.com/eKirwin-IHE/chronicCOVID.



OoOoNOULL b WN

AP PAPEAEDEPEPWWWWWWWWWWNNNNNNNNNNRPRRRPERPRRERRERERPRERPR
b WNRPOOONOULLPPW NP OOOONOUPWNRERPOOOLONOUIPE WNEO

References

1. Warkentin L, Wright E, Guo B, Bond K. The Effectiveness of Community Face Mask Use for the
Prevention of Covid 19 Transmission and Infection. 2020. https://www.ihe.ca/advanced-search/the-
effectiveness-of-community-face-mask-use-for-the-prevention-of-covid-19-transmission-and-infection.
2. Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies in Health. Guidelines for the Economic Evaluation of
Health Technologies: Canada. 2017.

3. Valdez AR, Hancock EE, Adebayo S, Kiernicki DJ, Proskauer D, Attewell JR et al. Estimating Prevalence,
Demographics, and Costs of ME/CFS Using Large Scale Medical Claims Data and Machine Learning. Front
Pediatr. 2018;6:412. doi:10.3389/fped.2018.00412.

4. Small Steps for Big Changes Program. Diabetes in Canada. 2021. http://ok-
smallsteps.sites.olt.ubc.ca/health-care-providers/diabetes-facts/. Accessed 2012/02/15.

5. Bilandzic A, Rosella L. The cost of diabetes in Canada over 10 years: applying attributable health care
costs to a diabetes incidence prediction model. Health Promot Chronic Dis Prev Can. 2017;37(2):49-53.
doi:10.24095/hpcdp.37.2.03.

6. Manns B, Hemmelgarn B, Tonelli M, Au F, So H, Weaver R et al. The Cost of Care for People With
Chronic Kidney Disease. Can J Kidney Health Dis. 2019;6:2054358119835521.
d0i:10.1177/2054358119835521.

7. Gordon SC, Pockros PJ, Terrault NA, Hoop RS, Buikema A, Nerenz D et al. Impact of disease severity on
healthcare costs in patients with chronic hepatitis C (CHC) virus infection. Hepatology. 2012;56(5):1651-
60. doi:10.1002/hep.25842.

8. Smolderen KG, Bell A, Lei Y, Cohen EA, Steg PG, Bhatt DL et al. One-year costs associated with
cardiovascular disease in Canada: Insights from the REduction of Atherothrombosis for Continued
Health (REACH) registry. Can J Cardiol. 2010;26(8):297-305. doi:10.1016/s0828-282x(10)70437-2.

9. Chiu M, Lebenbaum M, Cheng J, de Oliveira C, Kurdyak P. The direct healthcare costs associated with
psychological distress and major depression: A population-based cohort study in Ontario, Canada. PLoS
One. 2017;12(9):e0184268. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0184268.

10. Exchange Rates. Exchange Rates UK - Compare Live Foreign Currency Exchange Rates. 2021.
https://www.exchangerates.org.uk/. Accessed 2021/02/15.

11. Scheeres K, Wensing M, Bleijenberg G, Severens JL. Implementing cognitive behavior therapy for
chronic fatigue syndrome in mental health care: a costs and outcomes analysis. BMC Health Serv Res.
2008;8:175. doi:10.1186/1472-6963-8-175.

12. Clarke P, Gray A, Holman R. Estimating utility values for health states of type 2 diabetic patients
using the EQ-5D (UKPDS 62). Med Decis Making. 2002;22(4):340-9. doi:10.1177/0272989X0202200412.
13. Gorodetskaya |, Zenios S, McCulloch CE, Bostrom A, Hsu C-Y, Bindman AB et al. Health-related
quality of life and estimates of utility in chronic kidney disease. Kidney Int. 2005;68(6):2801-8.
d0i:10.1111/j.1523-1755.2005.00752 .x.

14. El Khoury AC, Vietri J, Prajapati G. The burden of untreated hepatitis C virus infection: a US patients'
perspective. Dig Dis Sci. 2012;57(11):2995-3003. do0i:10.1007/s10620-012-2233-1.

15. Public Health Agency of Canada. Describing the population health burden of depression: health-
adjusted life expectancy by depression status in Canada.

16. M Versteegh M, M Vermeulen K, M A A Evers S, de Wit GA, Prenger R, A Stolk E. Dutch Tariff for the
Five-Level Version of EQ-5D. Value Health. 2016;19(4):343-52. d0i:10.1016/j.jval.2016.01.003.

17. Szende A, Janssen B, Cabases J. Self-Reported Population Health: An International Perspective based
on EQ-5D. Dordrecht (NL): Springer; 2018.

18. Government of Canada. Diseases and Conditions in Canada. 2021.

10


https://www.ihe.ca/advanced-search/the-effectiveness-of-community-face-mask-use-for-the-prevention-of-covid-19-transmission-and-infection
https://www.ihe.ca/advanced-search/the-effectiveness-of-community-face-mask-use-for-the-prevention-of-covid-19-transmission-and-infection
http://ok-smallsteps.sites.olt.ubc.ca/health-care-providers/diabetes-facts/
http://ok-smallsteps.sites.olt.ubc.ca/health-care-providers/diabetes-facts/
https://www.exchangerates.org.uk/

OCooONOOULL A WN K

I
w N Rk O

=
o

19. World Health Organization. Diabetes prevalence (% of population ages 20 to 79) - Canada. 2021.
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SH.STA.DIAB.ZS?locations=CA. Accessed 03/12 2021.

20. Arora P, Vasa P, Brenner D, Iglar K, McFarlane P, Morrison H et al. Prevalence estimates of chronic
kidney disease in Canada: results of a nationally representative survey. CMAJ. 2013;185(9):E417-23.
doi:10.1503/cmaj.120833.

21. Flemming JA, Dewit Y, Mah JM, Saperia J, Groome PA, Booth CM. Incidence of cirrhosis in young
birth cohorts in Canada from 1997 to 2016: a retrospective population-based study. Lancet
Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2019;4(3):217-26. doi:10.1016/52468-1253(18)30339-X.

22. Canadian Mental Health Association. Fast Facts about Mental lliness. 2021. https://cmha.ca/fast-
facts-about-mental-illness. Accessed 03/12 2021.

23. Moreno-Perez O, Merino E, Leon-Ramirez JM, Andres M, Ramos JM, Arenas-Jimenez J et al. Post-
acute COVID-19 syndrome. Incidence and risk factors: A Mediterranean cohort study. J Infect.
2021;82(3):378-83. doi:10.1016/j.jinf.2021.01.004.

11


https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SH.STA.DIAB.ZS?locations=CA
https://cmha.ca/fast-facts-about-mental-illness
https://cmha.ca/fast-facts-about-mental-illness

	1 Model Details
	1.1 Equations
	1.2 Assumptions
	1.3 Evaluating Minimum Iterations Required
	Table 1: Count of iterations by threshold for which difference in means statistically different than large-N simulation


	2 Model Inputs
	2.1 Expert Elicitation
	Table 2: Elicitation question and responses
	Table 3: School Elicitation question and responses

	2.2 Estimating Utility Decrement and Incremental Cost related to ‘Chronic COVID’

	References

