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Abstract
Background

The second wave of the 2020 COVID-19 pandemic in England has been characterized by
high growth and prevalence in the North with lower prevalence in the South. High prevalence
was first observed at younger adult ages before spreading out to school-aged children and
older adults. Local tiered interventions were in place up to 5th November 2020 at which time
a second national lockdown was implemented.

Methods

REACT-1 is a repeated cross-sectional survey of SARS-CoV-2 swab-positivity in random
samples of the population of England. The current period of data collection (round 7)
commenced on 13th November 2020 and we report interim results here for swabs collected
up to and including 24th November 2020. Because there were two distinct periods of growth
during the previous round 6, here we compare results from round 7 (mainly) with the second
half of round 6, which obtained swabs between 26th October and 2nd November 2020. We
report prevalence both unweighted and reweighted to be representative of the population of
England. We describe trends in unweighted prevalence with daily growth rates, doubling
times, reproduction numbers (R) and splines. We estimated odds ratios for swab-positivity
using mutually-adjusted multivariable logistic regression models.

Results

We found 821 positives from 105,123 swabs giving an unweighted prevalence of 0.78%
(95% Cl, 0.73%, 0.84%) and a weighted prevalence of 0.96% (0.87%, 1.05%). The weighted
prevalence estimate was ~30% lower than that of 1.32% (1.20%, 1.45%) obtained in the
second half of round 6. This decrease corresponds to a halving time of 37 (30, 47) days and
an R number of 0.88 (0.86, 0.91). Using only data from the most recent period, we estimate
an R number of 0.71 (0.54, 0.90). A spline fit to prevalence showed a rise shortly after the
previous period of data collection followed by a fall coinciding with the start of lockdown. The
national trends were driven mainly by reductions in higher-prevalence northern regions, with
prevalence approximately unchanged in the Midlands and London, and smaller reductions in
southern lower-prevalence regions. Sub-regional analyses showed variable changes in
prevalence at the local level including marked declines in the North, but also local areas of
growth in East and West Midlands. Mutually adjusted models in the most recent period
indicated: people of Asian ethnicity, those living in the most deprived neighbourhoods, and
those living in the largest households, had higher odds of swab-positivity.

Conclusion

Three weeks into the second national lockdown in England there has been a ~30%
proportionate reduction in prevalence overall, with greater reductions in the North. As a
result, inter-regional heterogeneity has reduced, although average absolute prevalence
remains high at ~1%. Continued monitoring of the epidemic in the community remains
essential until prevalence is reliably suppressed to much lower levels, for example, through
widespread vaccination.



Introduction

England entered a second national lockdown in response to the COVID-19 pandemic on 5th
November 2020. This followed rises in prevalence across the country, and high prevalence
of people testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 virus especially in the North [1]. The REal-time
Assessment of Community Transmission-1 (REACT-1) study has been undertaking
surveillance of the epidemic in England since May 2020 [2] using self-administered throat
and nose swabs approximately monthly among random samples of the general population.
We recently reported results from the sixth round of data collection, which was undertaken in
two halves, from 16th to 25th October [3] and from 26th October to 2nd November 2020 [1].
In the most recent round 6 data (second half) we found evidence for a fall then rise in
prevalence. Here we present interim round 7 results, denoted 7a, covering the first period of
data collection in this round (13th - 24th November 2020).

Methods

REACT-1 methods are published [2]. Briefly, we send a letter of invitation to named
individuals randomly selected from the list of GP patients held by the National Health Service
(NHS), stratified by lower-tier local authorities (LTLAs, n=315) in England. Following
registration, we obtain self-administered throat and nose swabs (or swabs administered by
parent/guardian for children ages 5 to 12 years) which are then sent on a cold chain for
analysis by RT-PCR in a single laboratory. Participants are also invited to complete a brief
guestionnaire. Achieved sample sizes have ranged from 120,000 to 175,000 across the six

rounds of data collection from May to beginning of November 2020 [1,2].

We estimate prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 infection (and 95% confidence intervals) by age,
sex, region and other socio-demographic and clinical characteristics both unweighted and
weighted to be representative of the population of England. For each round of data
collection, we estimate time-trends of prevalence of people testing positive both between
successive rounds and within rounds. We use exponential growth and decay models to
describe the trends and multivariable logistic regression to investigate associations of key
covariates with odds of testing positive on RT-PCR. We also assess sub-regional trends in

SARS-CoV-2 prevalence using a neighbourhood prevalence statistic as previously described

[3]-
All statistical analyses are carried out in the R environment [4].

Research ethics approval has been obtained from the South Central-Berkshire B Research
Ethics Committee (IRAS ID: 283787).
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Results

In this first part of round 7 (round 7a) we found 821 positives from 105,123 swabs giving an
unweighted prevalence of 0.78% (95% ClI, 0.73%, 0.84%) and a weighted prevalence of
0.96% (0.87%, 1.05%). The weighted prevalence estimate was ~30% lower than that of
1.32% (1.20%, 1.45%) obtained in round 6b, the second half of round 6 (Table 1), and has

now returned to levels seen in mid-October (Figure 1, Figure 2).

The decrease in prevalence between rounds 6b and 7a represents a national halving time of
37 (30, 47) days with a corresponding R number of 0.88 (0.86, 0.91) (Table 2, Figure 1).
Using data only from within round 7a, we estimate an R number of 0.71 (0.54, 0.90) (Table 2,
Figure 1). After the fall and rise previously reported for 6b [1], our spline estimate of
prevalence suggests an increase into the start of the second lockdown followed by a
decrease (Figure 2). Sensitivity analyses showed slightly lower R numbers for: double gene
target positives, positives with a lower CT value cut-off for the N gene, and non-symptomatic
participants (Table 2).

Between rounds 6b and 7a, there was a marked decrease in swab-positivity in the North
West and North East, where there was a reduction in prevalence of over 50% (Table 3b,
Figure 3). In contrast there was little change in prevalence between rounds 6b and 7a in East
and West Midlands and London (Table 3b, Figure 3). The highest prevalence was in the
West Midlands at 1.55% (1.14%, 2.10%) (Table 3b, Figure 3).

At the regional level, R numbers between rounds 6b and 7a ranged from 0.76 (0.71, 0.82) for
North West to 0.95 (0.86, 1.04) for London (Table 4). We also calculated regional average R
numbers across the entire period of round 6 and 7a, resulting in similar, but slightly higher

estimates (Table 4, Figure 4).

Differences in neighbourhood prevalence between rounds 6, 6a, 6b and 7a (smoothed at the
level of lower tier local authority, LTLA) reveal variable sub-regional patterns. These mainly
show decline especially in North West, North East and Yorkshire and The Humber, but with
local areas of growth seen in East and West Midlands (Figure 5, Figure 6). For comparison,

unsmoothed LTLA prevalence data are also shown (Figure 7).

In the most recent round 7a data compared with round 6b, there was suggestion of an
increase in weighted prevalence in participants aged 5 to 12 years and those aged 13 to 17
years, i.e. among school-aged children, but a decline in all adult age groups (Table 3b,
Figure 8). Differences in prevalence between ages at the national level are supported by
multivariable logistic regression (Table 5, Figure 9). Our data were also suggestive of age

patterns being different between regions (Figure 10). In the North West and Yorkshire and
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The Humber, among the 18 to 24 year age group, which had the highest prevalence, there
was a substantial reduction between rounds 6b and 7a. In contrast, in the West Midlands

prevalence in this age group was stable, while it increased in the East Midlands.

In the most recent round 7a data compared with round 6b, there was no evidence of decline
in prevalence among people of Black and Asian ethnicity with an increase in prevalence
among people living in the largest households (Table 3b). Further, using an adjusted
multivariable logistic regression model, people of Asian ethnicity had increased odds of
swab-positivity, 1.72 (1.27, 2.35) during round 7a compared with white people, contrasting
with odds of 1.09 (0.80, 1.49) during round 6b (Table 5, Figure 9). Moreover, those living in
the most deprived neighbourhoods had higher odds of being swab positive than those living
in less deprived neighbourhoods. In addition, healthcare workers and care home workers
had 1.69 (1.29, 2.22) increased odds of swab-positivity compared to the employment group

ffot hekeymowor ker so.

Discussion

The REACT-1 programme is carrying out population-based surveillance of the SARS-CoV-2
epidemic in England. In this interim report from the seventh round of data collection, we
found a reduction in national prevalence of infection by around 30% from the high levels in
the latter half of round 6 (26 October to 2 November 2020). The national prevalence has now
dropped to ~1%, a level last seen 6 weeks earlier. This fall in prevalence covers a period of
nearly three of the four weeks of the second national lockdown, and is consistent with an
observed reduction in the number of daily swab-positive cases recorded in routine

surveillance data [5].

The decline in prevalence was especially large in the North where it fell by over 50% in the
two regions that had experienced the highest levels in the country during the latter half of
round 6 (North West and North East). In contrast, prevalence in London and the Midlands
remained almost unchanged. However, the rapid growth of the epidemic seen in London and
the South of the country during mid- to late-October [3] was no longer apparent. Our data
suggested falls in prevalence across the adult age ranges, including those at older ages who
are at the highest risk of severe COVID-19. However, compared with the second half of
round 6, prevalence of infection among school aged children (ages 5-12 and 13-17 years)
appeared to increase. We note that, in contrast with the first national lockdown in England,

schools remained open during this period.

As was the case during the early rounds of REACT-1 [6], during the first half of round 7,

swab-positivity was higher among people of Asian ethnicity than white people. We also found
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higher prevalence among individuals living in the most deprived areas and those living in
households with the largest number of people. These findings suggest that social and
structural inequalities may be contributing to the transmission of the virus in different

communities and that these trends may have been exacerbated during lockdown [7].

We found higher prevalence among healthcare and care home workers during this round
compared to other workers which was also the case during the first wave [6], but has been
less apparent in our more recent data [1]. This finding indicates possible recent increased

transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in clinical and care home settings in England.

We can use our data on prevalence to obtain an estimate of the number of people with
detectable virus from a throat and nose swab in England. The national prevalence estimate
of 0.96% translates to ~720,000 infections in England on any one day, with the assumption
that sensitivity to detect the virus when present is around 75% [8]. We can also estimate the
incidence of infection, assuming an average period of shedding of virus, which we have
taken to be ~10 days. With this assumption, estimated incidence in England is around 72,000
(58,000 to 78,000) infections per day (where the 95% confidence intervals are based on
those for the weighted national prevalence estimate). This estimate is down from around
100,000 (90,000 to 104,000) new infections per day at the end of October [1].

Strengths of our study include its size and the use of random community-based sampling to
obtain representative estimates of prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 in the population that are not
dependent on testing behaviours. Specifically, we are able to detect both symptomatic and
asymptomatic infections to provide a more complete picture of the state of the epidemic at
any one time than is available from testing only symptomatic individuals. Our study also has
a number of limitations. While we do approach a random sample of the population, it is
possible that those that respond are, on average, not fully representative of the population as
a whole. While we cannot exclude such biases, they are unlikely to materially affect trends in
prevalence. We utilise RT-PCR results from self-administered throat and nose swabs which
may vary in their ability to detect virus when present, depending on technique of data
collection. We correct for sensitivity in our overall estimate of numbers of people infected
and, again, this is unlikely to affect trends in prevalence over time. Furthermore, it is possible
that changes in sample handling or laboratory procedures could affect swab positivity rates.
However, we have well established quality control protocols that should guard against any

such systematic differences.

In conclusion, we report a fall in national prevalence and an R number reliably below one
during the second national lockdown in England. The largest declines in prevalence since

our previous report [1] have been seen in the North of England. These regions include areas
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that were subject to strict controls on population mixing based on a national tier system that
was in place prior to lockdown. After lockdown ends on 2 December 2020, England will
return to a tiered local system of restrictions. Despite reductions in national prevalence
described here, absolute levels remain high (around 1%). Continued monitoring of the
epidemic in the community remains essential until prevalence is reliably suppressed to much

lower levels, for example through widespread vaccination.
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Tables and Figures

Supporting data to support tables and figures are available here.


https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1ia14z_YWtWM4AeZnkE0QK7iHbYN0EqJkJeljw7Y7X5s/edit?usp=sharing

Table 1. Unweighted and weighted prevalence of swab-positivity across seven rounds of
REACT-1.

Round Tested swabs Positive swabs Unweighted prevalence (95% Cl) Weighted prevalence (95% CI) First sample Last sample

1 120,620 159 0.13% (0.11%, 0.15%) 0.16% (0.13%, 0.19%) 1/5/2020 1/6/2020
2 159,199 123 0.077% (0.065%, 0.092%) 0.088% (0.068%, 0.11%) 19/6/2020 71772020
3 162,821 54 0.033% (0.025%, 0.043%) 0.040% (0.027%, 0.053%) 24/7/2020 11/8/2020
4 154,325 137 0.089% (0.075%, 0.11%) 0.13% (0.096%, 0.15%) 20/8/2020 8/9/2020
5 174,949 824 0.47% (0.44%, 0.50%) 0.60% (0.55%, 0.71%) 18/9/2020  5M10/2020
6 160,175 1732 1.08% (1.03%, 1.13%) 1.30% (1.21%, 1.39%) 16/10/2020  2/11/2020
Ba 85,965 863 1.00% (0.94%, 1.07%) 1.28% (1.16%, 1.42%) 16/10/2020  25/10/2020
6b 74,210 869 1.17% (1.10%, 1.25%) 1.32% (1.20%, 1.45%) 26/10/2020%  2/11/2020
fa 105,123 821 0.78%(0.73%, 0.84%) 0.96% (0.87%, 1.05%) 13M11/2020™ 2411172020

*Includes small number of samples from prior period
**3mall number of samples ceollacted on 13 - 15 Nov and 24 Nov
Round 7a is updated with data on 25 Nov, not complete.
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Table 2. National estimates of growth rate, doubling time and reproduction number for

rounds 6b and 7a together, rounds 6 and 7a together, and for round 7a alone.

Round Qutcome Growth Rate R Probability R=1 Doubling(+)/Hahing(-) Tme

Bb&7a All positives™ -0.019 ( -0.023 |, -0.015 ) 0.88 ( 0.86, 0.91) <0.01 -3B.7 (=301 A7)
Non-symptomatics -0.031 ( -0.037 , -0.024 ) 0.82 ( 0.78 , 0.85) <0.01 226 (186, -291)
Positive for both N
E and N genes -0.017 ( -0.022 , -0.012 ) 0.90 ( 0.87 , 0.93) <0.01 409 ( -316 )
Positive for both
E and N genes or
positive only for N -0.017 ( -0.021 , -0.012 ) 0.90 ( 0.87 , 0.92) <0.01 413 ( -326 ")
gene with CT 35 or
less

B&7a All positives** -0.010 { -0.013 , -0.007 ) 0.94 ( 092, 0.95) <0.01 * *, =)
Non-symptomatics -0.021 ( -0.026 , -0.016 ) 0.87 ( 0.84 , 0.90) <0.01 331 (269, 427)
Positive for both . n N
E and N genes -0.008 ( -0.012 , -0.004 ) 0.95 ( 0.93 , 0.97 ) <0.01 ( . )
Positive for both
E and N genes or
positive only for N -0.009 ( -0.012 , -0.006 ) 0.94 ( 092, 0.96 ) <0.01 bl . ")
gene with CT 35 or
less

Ta All positives™ -0.050 ( -0.085 , -0.016 ) 0.71 ( 0.54, 0.90) <0.01 138 ( 82, 432)
MNon-symptomatics -0.084 ( -0.144 |, -0.024 ) 0.55( 031, 0.85) <0.01 83 ( 48, -284)
Positive for both
E and N genes -0.088 ( -0.129 , 0.046 ) 0.53 ( 036, 0.73) <0.01 T79( 54, -151)
Positive for both
E and N genes or
positive only for N -0.062 ( -0.100 , -0.026 ) 0.65( 047 , 0.84) <0.01 11 ( 69, 27 )

gene with CT 35 or
less

* Doubling/Halving time had an estimated magnitude greater than 50 days and so represented approximately constant prevalence
** Positive for both E and N genes or positive only for N gene with CT 37 or less.
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Table 3a. Unweighted and weighted prevalence of swab-positivity by variable and category
for rounds 6 and 6a.

Varizhle Catzgory Found & Aaund &2
Positive  Total u d prevelence Wweighted Prevalence Positive  Total Unweighted Prevalence weighted Prevalence
Gender Male 768 72,316 1.06% [ 0.99% 1.14% ) 120% [ 1a7% , 1.43% ) 387 39,319 D.2B% 1.09% |} 131% [ 1.13% 1.53% )
Female 053 E7,ES3 1.00% [ 1.03% , 117% ] 1318 [ 119% , 1.44% | 476 48,84E 1.02% 1.12% | 125% [ 1a0% , 1.43% )
Age 05-12 113 11,245 1.00% [ 0.84% , 1.21% ) 1327 | 0.o8% , 158 | 55 5513 1.00% 130% )  1.40% [ 0.98% , 226% |
1317 113 8,515 1388 [ 118% , 1.85% | 17z [ 133%, 2.21% | & 5189 1.16% 1.45% ) 158% [ 108% , 231% )
1B-24 120 5,308 180% [ 158% , 2.27% ) 23EM | L79% , 3.18% | 53 3,001 1.71% 22a% ) 225% [ 147%, 3.42% )
25-34 08 15,242 1358 [ 118% , 1.55% ) 1= [ 130% , 1.88% | 27 788 1.35% 164% | 1.52% [ 1.25% , 2.08% |
35-44 214 21,004 6 ( 1.16% } 125% [ 1.05% , 148%) S8 10,079 0.97% 1.18% |} 120% [ 0.08% , 1.68% )
45-54 314 26,828 { 1.30% |} 1.26% [ 1.20% , 1.44% ) 137 13,009 1.05% 1.24% ) 122% [ 00%% , 1.51%)
55-84 326 ) 120% [ 1.05% , 138%) 167 15,768 1.06% 1.23% } 1.20% [ 0.0%% 1.45% |
55+ 320 | 0.82% [ 0.71% , 0.94% | 195 25,135 0.75% [ 0.55% , 0.88% | 0.1 | 0.58% , 0.98% |
Region South East 244 }  0.59% [ 0.60% , 0.80% | 108 12,387 0.55% { 0.45% , 0.56% )  0.55% [ 0.45% , 0.58% )
North East =) ] 1.40% [ 117% , 1.89% ) a5 3323 1358 [ L01% , 1.E1% ] 117 | 0E4% , 1.84% |
North West 372 ] 230% [ 210% , 2.73% ) 102 10,035 191% [ 1858% , 2.20% |  227% [ Lo0% , 2.72% |
orkshire an 183 ] 232% [ 190% , 2.81% ) 113 5,178 1E3% [ 152% , 8% | 27z [ 2a2% , 3.50% |
East Midla 233 ] 125% [ 1.07% , 1.45%) 128 11,461 112% [ 004% , 1.33% ) 1720% [ 0.08% , 1.47% |
West Midlands 188 1508 | 1.18% , 2.13% ) 20 3,005 1128 [ 092% , L1388 | 182% [ 1.05% , 2.4o% )
East of England 150 0.50% [ 0.57% , 0.33% ) 74 12,612 0.50% [ 0.47% , O074% )  0.54% [ 0.48% , 0.55% )
London 141 , 1.18% ) 1 7,298 0.B4% [ 085% , 1.07% | 0.9 [ 085% , 1.10% |
South West 118 6, 0.99% ) 54 7,680 0.70% | 054% , 022% )  0.72% [ 052% , 0.20% )
Employment type :ZE'L:‘!':EFE or ears hame 124 8,257 1.50% |} 17B% [ 1.33% , 239%) 34 4,065 133% [ 102%, 1.73%) 2.10% [ 1.35% , 3.54% )
::‘,i;'essenn!”ke? 357 25,684 133% [ 1.20% , 1.47% ) 164% [ 1.41% , 192% ) 159 12, 503 135% [ 1.16% , 157% ) 1B6% [ 1.48% , 2.35% )
Other worker 577 84,511 , LA3% ) 122% [ 1.10%, 137%) 66 34,782 1.07% [ 0.85% |, L.1E% | 130% [ 113% , 150% |
:,?::;L-:-r;i\,zzn-me' 520 55,445 0.84% [ 0.88% , 1.02% ) 113% [ 008% , 128 | 56 33,135 0.77% [ 0.58% , ] 081% [ 078% , 1.08% )
Ethnic group white 1550 185338  1.07% | 1.24% [ 1.16% , 133% ) 703 72,406 1.00% | ¢, LO7% | 124% [ 112% , 1.37% |
Asian B4 §,712 1.25% [ 2.05% [ 1.45% , 2.8E% | 35 2,863 122% [ 6, 170% )  206% [ 1.22% , 3.48% )
Black 23 1,780 131% [ 1.23% [ 0.76% , 1.98% | 7 503 1.16% [ , 23B% | 160% [ 0.72% , 3.52% )
Mixed 2B 2,697 1.04% [ 101% [ 0.66% , 153% ) 14 1,328 1.06% [ , 176% )  103% [ 057% , 1.33% |
Other 17 1,184 1.44% | 1.81% [ 1.00% , 3.24% | 5 538 1.12% [ , 2.42% ) 134% [ 054% , 331% )
Household size 1 228 23830 0.96% [ 108% [ 0.91% , 129% ) 106 12,388 0.86% [ , LOG% ] 0.82% [ 072% , 117% )
z 553 52,771 0.83% | 1.13% [ 0.99% , 128% ) 06 34,115 0.80% | , Lo0% ) 112% [ 095% , 130% )
3 IS 30,043 1.20% [ 147% [ 1.25% , 1.73% 1B0 15,400 117% [ , 135% ) 150% [ 124% , 2.04% )
4 345 31,911 1.00% [ 130% [ 1.11% , 152% ) 151 15,329 D.20% | , 115% ) 136% [ 1.05% , 1.75% )
= 172 10,795 1.50% [ 1.73% [ 1.44% , Z.08% | 76 5438 1.40% [ , 175% ) 1.42% [ 108% , 1.385% )
5 50 3158 1.58% [ TUE% [ 148% , 3.12% ) 27 1832 1.55% | , 2.40% ) 237% [ 1.40% , 4.00% )
i 21 1407 1.49% | 112% [ 0.67% , 1.36% ) 7 572 1.03% [ , 211% ) 096% [ 039%, 234% |
COVID case contact No 1131 128,070 D.BB% [ 102% [ 0.04% , 111% ) 528 67,864 0.78% | , 0.85% ) D.24% [ 0.82% 1.07% )
‘Yes, contact with a
confirmed/tested 301 3521 B.31% [ 7.48% , D28% | B0I¥ | 7.E57% , 10.35% | 147 1,787 B.23% [ 7.04% , D.58% | oEek | 771% , 11.80% |
COVID-19 case
:’E:F':::::‘:cé:‘:;ig cee 50 1889 5.00% , 383% ) 3.55% [ 2.28% , 5.53% ) 22 842 2.82% [ L73% , 3.82% | 475 | 2as¥, E1%¥ |
Symptom status Classic COVID symptoms 423 65,284 5.73% , 738% ) 7.51% [ 653% , B5.4%% | 201 5.85% [ 520% , 6.70% |  6.01% [ 578% , E25% |
Other symptoms 266 20,738 1.28% , L145% ) 135 [ 117% , 1.57% ) 118 1.04% [ 0ETH, 1.24% ) 1128 [ 000% , 1.41% )
No symptoms 708 105,432 0.75% , 080% )  050% [ 081%, 1.04% ) 250 0.58% [ 0.52% , 0.75% )  0.90% [ 0.75% , 1.08% |
Deprivation 1 Most deprived 254 1.51% , 1.82% ) [ ., 2.50% ) 118 150% { 1.26% , 1.80% )  2.16% [ 1.66% , 2.51% )
2 2B 1.16% . 1.30% ) . [ . Lask | 143 1.12% [ 085% , 1.32% ) 132 [ 107%, 181
£l 354 1.03% , 11a% |} 100% [ 0.95% , 1.24% | 178 0.86% [ 083% , 1.01% ] 113% [ 0o2% , 133 |
4 407 1.02% , L13% ) 110% | 008% , 1.25% | 100 0.82% [ 080% , 1.05% )  102% [ 088% , 121% )
5 Least deprived 428 0.54% , Loa% ] 102% [ 091% , 1.15% ) 226 0.ED% [ 078% , 1.02% | 0.87H [ 083, 1.14% |
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Table 3b. Unweighted and weighted prevalence of swab-positivity by variable and category
for rounds 6b and 7a.

varizble catesory Round §& Round 7a
Positive  Total u d lence weighted Frevalence d lence weighted Frevalence

Gender WMale 382 33,000 105%, 128% )  127% [ 111% , 1.45% | 0.73% , D80% )  101% | 0.88% , 1.16% |

Female 487 41,208 108%, 120% )  L37% [ 120% , 1.57% 0.59% , DEI% ) 0.9% | 080k, 1.03% )
age 05-12 ss 5732 078%, 131% |  107E | 077H , 14E% 0.88% , 148% | 1317 | 0.88%

1347 ss 3487 133% , 2.20% 192% [ La0% | 142%, 208% |  2.01% [ 1.60% ,

1824 & 3217 168%, 264% )  2.51% [ 171% , 118%, 186% |  LEEH [ 115,

2534 108 5055 112% , 1508 | 118% , 0.67% , | ospE [ 074%

35-24 116 10,925 0.85% , 1228% | 0.98% , 0.62% , | ose¥ [ o71%,

15-54 177 13,889 110% , 1288 | 1.08% , 0.75% , | s [ 075%

5554 153 13,984 0.57% , 121% | 0.98% , 0.51% , | s | 0S0%,

65+ 124 14,960 0.70% , 0.53% [ 0.57% 0.38% , T
Region South East 0.70% , D.B4% { 0.70% , 0.58% , ) 0.72% { 0.60% ,

North East 130% , 1.88% [ 133% , 0.50% , | T [ Dal%

North west 199% , 2.53% | 2.08% , 0.77% , | lo8% [ ok,

“Yorkshire and The Humber 1.35% , 1E0% { 1.33% , . ) 117% { 0B7% ,

0.57% , 131% | 1.04% , 0.83% , | 127 L03%

West Midlands 128% , 156% | 1.08% , 0.95% , 1558 | 1.14% ,

East of England 057% , 0.74% { 057% , 0.38% , 0.57H | 0.43%

London 0.78% , 103% | 0.78% , 0.62% , 0.28% | 0.75% ,

South West 0.66% , 0.88% [ 0.54% , 0.44% 0.62% | 0.43% ,
Employment type :?L:‘fire or cars hame Fil 5,212 134% { 1.08% , 1.47% | 1.08% , 1.06% , 1.45% { 1.08% ,

::'i:m"""m" 188 14,427  L30% ( 1.13%, 1.50% )  1.46% [ 121% 168 0.54% [ 0.51% , 1.08% |  1.05% [ 0.86% , 1.28%

Other worker 345 33,018 L04% [ 0.84% , 1.16% )  114% [ 0S7% , 135% ) 280 35478  0.73% [ 0.65% , 0.82% |  0.92% [ 0.77% , 1.08% |

g:::l'ﬂ;:i;adn'me' 228 19,547  1.147% [ 1.03% , 133%)  142% [ 118% , 168%) 254 0.62% [ 0.55% , 0.70% )  0.51% [ 0.68% , 0.95% ]
Ethnic grovp White 757 £5S36  145% | 107H, 123% 125% [ 114% , 136%) 723 0.74% | | oTEH

Asian 43 3B4e  127% [ 0.98% , 1.68% 205% [ 128% , 3.18% 50 1525 | [ 147% ,

Black 16 1157 13E% | 085H, 2.23% 102% [ 057% , 1.84% 10 1.25% | [ nEE%

Wined 14 1371 Loz | 061%, 171% 0s9% [ 053% , LE1% 12 0.58% | [ Das¥ ,

Other 11 sas [ 0.95% , 3.01% 2.40% [ 1.03% , 4.83% 5 1025 | [ D585,
Household size 1 122 11,273 108% { 091% , 129% 125% [ 098% , 161%) 80 15483  0.52% | | 0.a3% ,

2 247 35100 09E% | 0.ETH, 111% 114% [ 091% , 141% 231 apgER 0.55% | [ D.60% ,

3 178 14,634 L1228 { 108%, 1.41% 1358 [ 111% , L185% 167 15,368 0.80% | s | 0Bk,

4 185 15582 121% | 1.05%, 139 125% [ L05% , 148 202 20511 0.88% | [ DEEH

5 %6 5357 [147%, 2.18% 2o3% [ 158% , 181% 52 6861 1.34% | [ 123% ,

5 23 1527 L5 [ 101k, zask 1oa% [ 11s% , 323 34 1573 1.82% | s | Laok

7+ 11 7 183% [ 115% , 320% ) 127% | 06s% , 230% ) 15 B3 1.79% | [ 153% , 7.48% )
COVID case contact No 541 54514 0.88% | 0.81% , L.08% ) 1.01% [ 088% , 124% | 437 E4550  0.51% | [ 0.56% , 0.71% |

‘Yes, contact with a

confirmed;tested 135 1,565 B34 [ 7.41%, | 40 [ 570% 238 3,108  7.67% [ 6.79% , B.86% )  7.41% { 636% , 5.63%

COVID-18 case

:’E:pi‘:::acéowalg e 2 7S4 3.70% [ 2.58% , 3.08% | 185% 18 oo1 152% [ 1.15% , ) LBTH [ 108% , 3.30% )
Symptom ststus _ Classic COVID symptoms 196 2,885  7.41% [ 6.4T% , 500%  6.65% 266 7.79% [ 6.94% , | TELE [ £73% , S0d% |

Other symptoms 133 s LE0% | 138, 1828 132% 145 1288 | 1.05% , ) L13E% [ 113% , L71% |

No symptoms 377 45716 0.582% [ 0.75% , 0.83%  081% 286 0.39% [ 0.34% , | 049% [ 0.43% }
Deprivation 1 Most deprived 135 7,818 L73% [ 1.46% 201% [ 158% , 256% ) 126 1328 | 111% | 151 [ 123% , LE6% |

2 145 12208 120% | 1.02%, 123% [ 1.02% , 149%) 145 0.51% [ 0.78% , ) 108% [ 0.83% , 135% )

3 178 18088 1.11% | 0.88% 108% [ 091% , 128%) 170 0.76% [ 0.65% , ) D.B4% [ 070% , L02% |

4 208 15043 L15% | 101% 121% [ 102% , 143% ) 184 25801  0.58% | 0.58% | 0B [ 088, 0.57% )

5 Least deprived 02 0051 L01% | 0.88% 109% [ 093% , 128% ) 196 30484 0.54% | 0.58% , | DEe% [ D5EW , 0.78% |
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Table 4. Regional estimates of growth rate, doubling time and reproduction number for

rounds 6b and 7a together, and rounds 6 and 7a together.

Round Region Growth Rate R Probability R=1 Doubling(+)/Halving(-) Time
6b&7a East Midlands -0.010 ( -0.021 , 0.001 ) 0.94 ( 0.87 , 1.00 ) 0.03 0331 )
West Midlands -0.016 ( -0.027 . -0.005 ) 0.90 ( 084 , 097 ) =0.01 440 ( -255 *)
East of England -0.01& ( -0.032 . -0.004 ) 089 ( 081, 097 ) <0.01 -386 ( -218 *)
London -0.00& ( -0.022 . 0.006 ) 0,95 ( 0.86 . 1.04 ) 0.13 311, *)
North West -0.040 ( -0.050 , -0.030 ) 076 ({ 0.71, 0.82 ) =0.01 72 ( 138, 230
North East -0.036 ( -0.057 , -0.016 ) 0.76 ({ 0.67 , 0.90 ) =0.01 190 ( 121, 438
South East -0.010 ( -0.020 . 0.000 ) 0.94 ( 0.88 . 1.00 ) 0.03 * * *)
South West -0.017 ( -0.033 . 0.000 ) 0.90 ( 0.80 . 1.00 ) 0.02 416 ( 212, *)
Yorkshire -0.026 ( -0.040 , -0.012 ) 0.84 (076, 092 ) =0.01 267 ( 172, *)
6&7a East Midlands -0.006 ( -0.013 , 0.002 ) 0.96 ( 092, 1.01) 0.06 * * *)
West Midlands -0.004 ( -0.012 , 0.004 ) 0.97 (092, 1.03) 017 “ * )
East of England -0.00& ( -0.018 . 0.001 ) 0.95 ( 0.89 . 1.01 ) 0.05 {377 . *)
London -0.003 ( -0.013 . 0.008 ) 098 (092 . 105) 0.32 i = *)
North West -0.026 ( -0.033 . -0.019 ) 084 ( 080, 089 ) =0.01 -26.8 ( -208, -371)
North East -0.022 ( -0.037 , -0.008 ) 086 ( 0.78 , 095 ) =0.01 312 (186 *)
South East 0.003 ( -0.005 . 0.010 ) 1.02 ( 097 . 1.06 ) 0.76 * * *)
South West -0.00& ( -0.020 . 0.003 ) 095 ( 088 . 1.02) 0.09 *{ -350 . *)
Yorkshire -0.022 ( -0.032 | -0.013 ) 0.87 (081, 092 ) =0.01 34 (217 )

* Doubling/Halving time had an estimated magnitude greater than 50 days and so represented approximately constant prevalence
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Table 5. Estimated odds ratios for swab-positivity for rounds 6, 6a, 6b and 7a of the REACT-

1 study.

ariable Category Round 6 Round Ga Round &b Round 7a
Male reference

Gender
Female 1.01[0.91,1.11] 1.03 [0.90,1.19] 0.98 [0.85.1.13] 0.92 [0.80,1.07]
512 0.93 [0.73,1.17] 1.00 [0.72,1.40] 0.86 [0.62,1.20] 1.45 [1.07,1.96]
1317 1.54[1.18,1.99] 1.63[1.13,2.35] 1.59 [1.10,2.30] 2.39[1.71,3.35]
18-24 1.86[1.48.2 35] 1.79 [1.27,2 52] 1.93 [1.41,2.64] 204 [1.46.2 85]
2534 1.34 [1.10,1.64] 1.42 [1.07.1.88] 1.28 [0.98.1 69] 1.11[0.80.1 53]

Age Group 35-44 reference
4554 1.14 [0.95.1.36] 1.09 [0.84,1.42] 1.18 [0.93,1.51] 1.18 [0.90,1.55]
55-64 1.14 [0.95,1.37] 1.21[0.93,1.58] 1.00 [0.84,1.42] 0.98[0.73,1.32]
65+ 0.93 [0.75,1.14] 1.04 [0.78,1.39] 0.86 [0.64,1.16] 0.85 [0.61,1.16]
North East 220[170.2.83] 233 [1.613.36] 209 [1.46,.2.98] 1.00 [0.64.1 56]
North West 3.11 [2.62,3.68] 351 [2.74,4.49] 280 [2.21,354] 1.29[1.00,1 67]
:mir:rm and The 5 g4 1921 3 27] 343 [2.61,451] 2.08 [1.56,2.80] 144 [1.07192]
EastMidlands 168 [139.2.07] 2.04 [1.56,2 65] 1.39 [1.06,1 81] 1.40[1.10,1 77]

Region West Midlands 1.86 [1.53.2.27] 2.09 [1.57,2.79] 1.68 [1.28,2.21] 1.66[1.29,2.13]
EastofEngland  0.93[0.75,1.15] 1.07 [0.79,1 .45] 0.82 [0.61,1.10] 0.68 [0.51,0.91]
London 1.22[0.98.1 52] 1.36 [0.98,1.80] 1.08 [0.80,1.45] 0.88 [0.64,1.20]
South East reference
South West 1.20 [0.96.1 50] 1.36 [0.97.1 89] 1.07 [0.79,1 45] 084 [0611.16]
E;;”;‘Ofﬁ;ev%mer 1.14 [0.94,1.40] 112 [0.83,1.50] 1.15 [0.87,1.50] 1.69[1.29,2.22]
Other )

Koy Worker :sosr:glrlalfk&y 116 [1.01,1.32] 117 [0.97.1 41] 112 [0.94,1 35] 1.20[0.98.1 46]

Status
Other worker reference
Mot full-time, pari-
time, or self- 0.92 [0.81,1.05] 0.71 [0.60,0.86] 1.15 [0.95,1.39] 0.87 [0.71,1.06]
employed
Asian 1.15[0.91,1.46] 1.22 [0.85,1.75] 1.09 [0.80,1.49] 1.72 [1.27,2.35]
Black 1.31[0.86.1.99] 1.24 [0.58,2.64] 1.32 [0.79,2.20] 1.25 [0.64,2 45]

Ethnicity Mixed 0.94 [0.64,1.40] 1.02 [0.50,1.78] 0.89 [0.51,1.55] 1.00 [0.58,1.70]
Other 1.52 [0.94.2 48] 1.26 [0.56,2 .85] 1.71[0.93,3.14] 1.42 [0.63,3.20]
White reference
1-2 People reference

Household Size 3-5 Peaple 1.20 [1.07.1.35] 1.17 [0.99,1.39] 1.23[1.04.1 46] 1.28 [1.06.1 55]
6+ People 1.41[1.07.1.85] 1.46 [0.99.2.16] 1.33[0.90,1.97] 1.82 [1.27.2.61]
1 - Most Deprived reference

o 2 0.87 [0.73,1.04] 0.88 [0.68,1.13] 0.87 [0.68,1.12] 0.76 [0.59,0.98]

E.%%ngile 3 0.83 [0.70,0.99] 0.81[0.64,1.03] 0.86 [0.68,1.10] 0.68 [0.53,0.88]
4 0.82 [0.69,0.97] 0.77 [0.61,0.97] 0.88 [0.69,1.11] 0.61[0.47,0.77]
5 - Least Deprived 0.81 [0.69,0.96] 0.82 [0.65.1.04] 0.79 [0.62,1.00] 0.60 [0.47.0.77]

Models were jointly adjusted for gender, age group, region, key worker status, ethnicity, household size, and deprivation
index. The deprivation index is based on the Index of Multiple Deprivation {2019) at lower super output area. Here we

group scores into guintiles, where 1 = most deprived and 5 = least deprived.

15



2.01

1.5+

1.01

0.54 | ‘

0.04 wn see

May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
Day of swab

2.0

Daily Prevalence (%)
o

1.54

1.04

0.5+

0.04

Figure 1. Constant growth rate models fit to REACT-1 data for sequential and individual
rounds. A models fit to REACT-1 data for sequential rounds; 1 and 2 (yellow), 2 and 3 (blue),
3 and 4 (green), 4 and 5 (pink), 5 and 6 (purple), and 6 and 7a (cyan). B models fit to
individual rounds 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6a, 6b and 7a (red). Vertical lines show 95% confidence
intervals for observed prevalence (black points). Shaded regions show 95% posterior
credibility intervals for growth models.
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Figure 2. Prevalence of swab-positivity estimated using a p-spline for the full period of the
study with central 50% and 95% credible intervals.
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Figure 3. Weighted prevalence of swab positivity by region for rounds 6a, 6b and 7a. Bars
show 95% confidence intervals.

18



Figure 4. Constant growth rate models fit to regions for REACT-1 data for sequential rounds;
1 and 2 (yellow), 2 and 3 (blue), 3 and 4 (green), 4 and 5 (pink), 5 and 6 (purple), and 6 and
7a (cyan). Vertical lines show 95% confidence intervals for observed prevalence (black
points). Shaded regions show 95% credible intervals for growth models.
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