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Figure 1: Left. The three types of intervention for reducing eR in a setting. Top: reducing
transmission β, Middle: reducing the number of contacts at a given time k, Bottom: reducing
mixing by increasing τ . Right. The effects of these interventions on eR. At baseline, k =
10, β = 0.5, T = 20 and τ = 4. In each panel, reducing transmission means reducing β
by half, distancing means reducing k (the number of people in proximity) by half, and “strict
bubbles” means ensuring that attendees contact only k individuals over the whole event rather
than mixing with others outside their bubble. Top: no mixing (τ = T ); the horizontal axis is the
total event duration in hours. Middle: Mixing occurs every 4 hours. Bottom: A setting with a
10x lower propensity for transmission (β = 0.05). Here, transmission never “saturates” because
1− e−βτ remains small enough that it is approximately βτ , which is small.
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Figure 2: Transmission rate and saturation vary over reported events with transmission rates
in the range 0.02-0.5 transmissions per hour (given contact). Transmission rates are highest
for events involving sharing meals, singing and speaking (presumably at volume, though we
do not have this information). Among the events we described, the choir, birthday parties, call
centre and lunch are the most “saturated”. The re-sampled parameters (100 per outbreak) yield
variable eR but overall, saturating events with high turnover present the highest numbers of
infections per infectious attendee.
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Figure 3: Four different kinds of events depending on whether they are linear (low transmission
probability) or saturating (high transmission probability); and whether they are static (same
contacts for whole event) or dynamic (high turnover of contacts). We select representative
parameters for each type of event, determine the number of new infections, and show how
the three interventions effect this number. Interventions are reducing transmission (halving β),
introducing distancing (halving k), and strict bubbling (setting τ = T ). The parameters used
for the plots are: Funeral: k = 10, τ = 2, T = 2, β = 0.05, Birthday Party: k = 9, τ = 3,
T = 3, β = 0.05, Public Transport: k = 15, τ = 1, T = 4, β = 0.05, School: k = 20, τ = 3,
T = 24, β = 0.3.
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Supplementary Information

Materials and Methods
Reported outbreaks

Our starting point for fitting our model to COVID-19 outbreak data was a database of reported
clusters in the scientific literature and news media (20). From the more than 100 outbreaks de-
scribed there we selected a small number of incidents where there were enough details reported
for us to estimate our parameters. Most reported outbreaks list the total number of infected
individuals, including two or three generations of infection, and individuals who were not at the
event in question. Since our eR is defined to be the number of new infections directly caused
by one infected individual at the event in question, we selected outbreaks where: (1) there was
likely only one infected individual initially at the event, and (2) where there was an estimate of
how many people were directly infected by this individual at the event, or there was information
about the timing of the appearance of symptoms in all infected cases. This meant that we could
estimate eR, using information about the time interval between infection and the expression of
symptoms. For each event we selected maximal and minimal values of eR that were consistent
with the reported data.

T , τ , and k were estimated using the description of the events where the outbreaks occurred.
Often T was reported, but otherwise we picked a reasonable number for events of that type. For
example, we selected T = 2 hours for a funeral. There was no specific data available for τ and
k for any of the outbreaks. τ was guessed using what was known about the type of event. For
example, in a choir people typically stand in the same place for most but not all of the duration
of the practice, and so we set τ = 2, T = 2.5. As for eR, we chose a range of values for each
k based on the principle that transmission can occur when individuals are within two meters of
each other. In many cases our estimates were just informed by our own experiences of such
events. For others, we were able to estimate ranges for k using photographs of similar events;
see below for details.

Uncertainty

We took the following approach to incorporating uncertainty in the parameters from our out-
breaks. Given our range for k we sampled k from a normal distribution whose mean is the
midpoint of the range, and whose standard deviation is 1/4 the range (so that 95% of the sam-
ples lie within the estimated lower and upper values). We took the same approach for eR (using
our estimates of upper and lower values and using a normal distribution to sample primarily
within that range). For τ , we interpreted our estimated τ above as a mean τ̂ and sampled τ
from a normal distribution with standard deviation 0.1τ̂ . In outbreaks with little to no mixing
(T = τ̂ ), we reflected the samples with the mapping τr = T − |T − τ |, where τ is the sample
from N(τ̂ , 0.1τ̂), and τr is reflected so that the re-sampled values are always less than the total
time T .
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As stated in the main text, for each choice of the parameters k, T, τ and β, according to the
model the expected number of new infections is

eR = k(T/τ)(1− exp(−βτ)).

But given a set of parameters, the actual number of new infections X is a binomial random
variable with parameters p = (1 − exp(−βτ)) and n = ke = k(T/τ). We used a standard
Bayesian framework to determine a probability distribution for p and hence β. (See (10, Ch. 2)
for an exposition of this case.) Let the observed number of new infections be X , where

Pr[X = i] =

(
n

i

)
pi(1− p)n−i

Given that we observe X = eR, and assuming a uniform prior on p, this gives the likelihood
for a given value of p proportional to

pi(1− p)n−i = peR(1− p)ke−eR

which is a Beta distribution with shape parameters (α, β) = (eR + 1, ke − eR + 1). Once p is
sampled from this distribution, β is then given by

β = −1

τ
ln(1− p).

For each event we generated the points in the plot in Figure 2 by (1) selecting k, eR, T, τ at
random from the distributions described above; (2) generating a value of p from the above Beta
distribution and (3) inverting to obtain a sample of the transmission rate β, which we then show
in Fig. 3 and use to explore the impacts of interventions in different events.

Despite our attempts to account for the many sources of uncertainty in our data when we
obtain our posterior distributions for β, there is an important source of bias we could not account
for. By definition, an outbreak could only enter our study if there was some transmission.
Likewise, the likelihood of an outbreak being noticed and entered into a database probably
increases with the number of infected individuals. This means that we are observing unusually
large eR for the events that occur, and so are overestimating β. It might be possible to adjust for
this effect using carefully collected datasets (9) but fundamentally this would require knowledge
of exposures that did not lead to infections, and this is seldom collected systematically.

Approximating k with images

An important parameter in our model is k, the number of people within transmission range of
an infected individual. We fixed the transmission range to two metres, and sought to estimate k
for various events using images of similar events obtained via Google image search. After one
person in the image was chosen, we used the fact that average shoulder width is approximately
40cm (31) to estimate what 2 metres corresponded to in the image. We then counted the number
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of people within that range of the given person. We repeated the same process for another person
on the image if possible, and for several images. After several such counts, we could obtain a
range of values for k, which we show in the following table.

location type image links lower bound k upper bound k
nightclub 1, 2, 3 20 35
bar 1, 2, 3 15 25
restaurant 1, 2, 3 10 15
conference 1, 2, 3 5 15
gym 1, 2 5 10
church 1, 2 15 25
funeral 1, 2 10 25
lecture 1, 2 5 15
hallway 1, 2 5 25
swimming pool 1, 2 5 10
bus 1, 2 5 25
choir 1, 2 20 30

Stochastic mixing model

We chose an oversimplified model of interaction in dynamic environments in order to capture
the essential ideas and have simple closed-form solutions. But the key features of our analysis
remain true for more realistic models of mixing. Here we demonstrate such a model and also
illustrate how these models can be simulated stochastically.

First we describe a probabilistic simulation of a static situation, which we show in the top
plot of Fig. S1. We imagine a single infected individual in the presence of k = 10 susceptible
individuals, for T = 20 hours, with a transmission rate of β = 0.5, which leads to a saturating
situation. We simulate transmission by choosing a small δt = 0.01 hours and for each suc-
cessive time interval of that length infecting each of the remaining susceptible individuals with
probability δtβ. The plot shows the number of newly infected individuals as a function of time
in the baseline case and the two interventions where β is halved and k is halved. Results are
similar to those for the deterministic simulation in Fig. 1 in the main text.

For a dynamic simulation with a more complicated mixing model than in the main paper
we imagine a single infected individual walking past a long line of susceptible individuals and
interacting with them in turn. The individuals are spaced so that the infected individual is always
within range of k initially susceptible individuals. The person walks at a speed so that every
τ time units there is a complete replacement of the k people in range. However, susceptible
individuals enter and leave the walker’s range one by one. As above, transmission occurs at rate
β for every susceptible individual in range of the infected individual. The infected individual
walks past the line for total duration T . The simulation is performed in the same way as in the
static case, whilst keeping track of which individuals are in range of the walker. The middle
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and bottom plots of Fig. S1 show the results for the same parameter choices as in Fig. 1, and
we see that the relative performance of the different interventions remains unchanged.

Variability in transmission

There are several ways in which the transmission of COVID-19 is likely more complex than
indicated in our model.

As one example, if a threshold viral inoculation is required for infection, and if short ex-
posures can be under that threshold, then multiple very short exposures could be preferable to
fewer longer exposures. This would change our conclusions about mixing, and would result in
a “sub-linear” regime in place of the linear one at low transmission rates. We have also not in-
cluded a possible infectious dose-severity effect; if higher viral inoculations lead to more severe
disease, then in saturating settings it is crucial not only to reduce mixing but also to reduce viral
dose (for example with masks and other barriers).

Furthermore, we did not explicitly incorporate factors that affect the rate of transmission
from an individual. These include the individual’s severity and viral load (22), time since in-
fection, droplet production, and behaviour, among others. In Eq. 1, we could represent these
factors during the course of infection using an infection-age-dependent βi(a) (where a is the
time since infection and i denotes a ”host type”). Naturally we do not know at which stage
an infectious individual may attend an event, and we do not fully understanding variability in
infectiousness among individuals. If we knew the infectivity profile over time, and denote the
infectious profile in a host of type i (in the relevant setting), we could write the probability of
transmission after a time τ given a host of type i a time a after infection as

1− e−
∫ a+τ
a

βi(s)ds.

In this case, what was βτ is now
∫ a+τ
a βi(s)ds. When τ is much shorter than the duration of

infectiousness, as in all of our examples, the integral is well approximated by βiτ . The overall
framework of linear, saturating, mixed or static events remains the same; the transmission rate β
depends on the event and the infectious individual, and in our exploration of reported outbreaks
we have explored β for particular event-person pairs.

Outbreak Details

Here we briefly describe each of the outbreaks shown in Fig. 1 along with how we obtain our
range of values for our parameters.
E1: Restaurant. This outbreak was traced to a single infected individual eating dinner at a
restaurant in Gaungzhou, China (23). A range for k was estimated by looking at the restaurant
seating plan, but also allowing a larger k for the hypothesized transmission by air conditioning
in this setting. Nine people at the restaurant at that time were eventually infected; taking into
account certain and probable secondary infections put eR between 5 and 7.
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Figure S1: Results of the same simulations as in Fig. 1 but with the stochastic model of inter-
action.

E2: Choir. In this now famous case a single infected individual led to the infection of probably
52 of 60 other individuals in a choir (12). The report determined that all of the transmission from
the index case occurred in a single choir practice. We followed this assumption, even though
we think it possible that some transmission occurred asymptomatically during the practice a
week before. We assumed that all people present were potential contacts (k between 55 and 60)
and that τ = 2, T = 2.5. Certainly it is possible that all 52 cases were infected at the practice,
but some of the reported cases were probable and not confirmed, and we also cannot rule out
secondary infection if some choir members socialized together before or after the practice. So
we chose a range of eR between 30 and 52.
E3: Nightclub. According to a news report 19 people were infected by a single infected indi-
vidual (2). There was not any data to determine how many of these infections were secondary,
but we estimated a range of 10 to 16 for eR. For the k range we used our image data for
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nightclubs; see above.
E4: Boat party. In this event it is believed that a single taxi driver who had transported pas-
sengers from Wuhan led to the infection of 10 others at a party on a boat with approximately
90 guests total (32). Based on excluding possible secondary cases we chose eR to run between
5 and 10. The approximation for k was chosen based on the ranges of k for restaurants and
nightclubs cases as being similar settings.
E5: Call center. This synopsis article describes the outbreak at a call center (25). Out of 1143
people tested 97 were confirmed to have the disease, and in particular, 94 worked in a call center
on the 11th floor of the building, mostly on the same side. The first case-patient (with symptoms
onset) worked on the 10th floor and never went to the 11th one. The second case-patient worked
at that call center on the 11th floor. k was computed using the detailed floor plan provided by
the article. A range for eR was estimated using the epidemic curve which was provided in the
paper.
E6: Lunch. According to this news article (26), at least 60 out of 850 members of Rio de
Janeiro country club were confirmed to have the virus. The source mentioned the lunch at the
mansion, where more than half of the approximately 70 guests tested positive. Assuming that
there were many secondary infections we chose eR to range from 7 to 18. Since we didn’t know
the arrangement of seating at the lunch we gave k a particularly wide range, from 5 to 20. We
assumed that lunch lasted T = 2 hours with a lot of mixing τ = 0.5.
E7: Funeral. In this report (11), 4 attendees of a funeral were tested positive for the virus. The
transmission happened at the meal and/or following funeral lasting 3 and 2 hours respectively.
Based on descriptions of the events and the timings of symptom onsets, we believe that there
was only one actual transmission at the funeral. k was chosen to be between 5 and 15.
E8: Birthday party I. In the same report (11), three days after the funeral, a birthday party
took place with 10 attendees including the index case from the funeral. 7 out of 9 developed
the virus after several days. The article reports close contacts among the attendees leading to
k = 9. Based on the detailed contact tracing, eR was estimated to be between 5 and 7.
E9: Birthday party II. According to this news report (13), 7 out of 25 birthday party attendees
are believed to have caught the virus from a single infected individual. (Eventually a total 18
family members were confirmed infected.) We chose a wide range for k, lacking data about
how the party was organized.
E10: Family Dinner. The reference (14) describes in detail an outbreak brought to Nanjing,

China by a traveller who had passed through Wuhan. Ten other people were infected in a variety
of events, but we focused on one family dinner where 3 people were infected out of the 7 guests.
We chose T = τ = 3 hours.
E11: Household Survey. This reference (30) is different from the others in that it surveys

transmission in the households of 85 patients that were infected with COVID-19. Household
sizes ranged in size from 1 to 7 other people (giving us our range of k) and in the vast majority
of cases at most 2 other people were infected, giving an eR range running from 0 to 2. We
assumed that individuals in households would spend 8 hours a day together, and that they would
have two days of opportunity to transmit the virus before they practiced preventative measures,
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giving T = τ = 16 hours.
E12 and E13: Chalet. This outbreak occurred in the French Alps where an infectious British

tourist stayed at two separate chalets (6). The data is sufficiently detailed that we could estimate
parameters for each of the chalet visits. At the first chalet there were k = 10 other adult guests,
9 of which were eventually infected. Taking into account of secondary infections we put the
eR range as running from 4 to 9. At a second night at a different chalet 3 out of 5 others were
eventually infected; we chose k = 5 and eR between 1 and 3. We assumed T = τ = 8 hours
for both nights.
E14 and E15: Bus trips. An infected individual from Chongqing, China took two bus trips

in quick succession, the first with a face mask, and the second without (21). Five people were
infected on the first bus trip and none were infected on the second. We estimated ranges for k
in each case by looking at plans of buses, and using the fact that the second bus was a minibus.
The durations of the bus trips were recorded quite accurately and in each case we set T = τ .
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Nicolò Navarin, et al. Suppression of a SARS-CoV-2 outbreak in the Italian municipality
of Vo’. Nature, 2020. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2488-1.

20. Quentin J Leclerc, Naomi M Fuller, Lisa E Knight, CMMID COVID-19 Working Group,
Sebastian Funk, and Gwenan M Knight. What settings have been linked to sars-cov-2
transmission clusters? Wellcome Open Research, 2020.
https://wellcomeopenresearch.org/articles/5-83. Accessed on 07.07.2020.

21. Xiaopeng Liu and Sisen Zhang. COVID-19: Face masks and human-to-human
transmission. Influenza and Other Respiratory Viruses, 14(4):472–473, July 2020.

22. Yang Liu, Li-Meng Yan, Lagen Wan, Tian-Xin Xiang, Aiping Le, Jia-Ming Liu, Malik
Peiris, Leo L M Poon, and Wei Zhang. Viral dynamics in mild and severe cases of
COVID-19. Lancet Infectious Diseases, 20(6):656–657, June 2020.

23. Jianyun Lu, Jieni Gu, Kuibiao Li, Conghui Xu, Wenzhe Su, Zhisheng Lai, Deqian Zhou,
Chao Yu, Bin Xu, and Zhicong Yang. COVID-19 Outbreak Associated With Air
Conditioning in Restaurant, Guangzhou, China, 2020. Emerging Infectious Diseases,
26(7):1628–1631, 2020.

24. Temet M McMichael, Dustin W Currie, Shauna Clark, Sargis Pogosjans, Meagan Kay,
Noah G Schwartz, James Lewis, Atar Baer, Vance Kawakami, Margaret D Lukoff, et al.
Epidemiology of covid-19 in a long-term care facility in king county, washington. New
England Journal of Medicine, 382(21):2005–2011, 2020.

25. Shin Young Park, Young-Man Kim, Seonju Yi, Sangeun Lee, Baeg-Ju Na, Chang Bo Kim,
Jung-Il Kim, Hea Sook Kim, Young Bok Kim, Yoojin Park, In Sil Huh, Hye Kyung Kim,
Hyung Jun Yoon, Hanaram Jang, Kyungnam Kim, Yeonhwa Chang, Inhye Kim,
Hyeyoung Lee, Jin Gwack, Seong Sun Kim, Miyoung Kim, Sanghui Kweon, Young June
Choe, Ok Park, Young Joon Park, and Eun Kyeong Jeong. Coronavirus Disease Outbreak
in Call Center, South Korea. Emerging Infectious Diseases, 26(8), April 2020.

26. Tom Phillips and Caio Barretto Briso. Brazil’s super-rich and the exclusive club at the
heart of a coronavirus hotspot. The Guardian, 2020.

18

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 10, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20149435doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://montrealgazette.com/news/coronavirus-infects-nine-of-11-students-in-trois-rivieres-classroom
https://montrealgazette.com/news/coronavirus-infects-nine-of-11-students-in-trois-rivieres-classroom
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2488-1
https://wellcomeopenresearch.org/articles/5-83
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20149435
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/apr/04/
brazils-super-rich-and-the-exclusive-club-at-the-heart-of-a-coronavirus-hotspot
Accessed on 26.05.2020.

27. Sheldon M Ross. Applied probability models with optimization applications. Courier
Corporation, 2013.

28. The New York Times. Coronavirus in the U.S.: Latest Map and Case Count. The New
York Times, March 2020.
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/us/coronavirus-us-cases.html. Accessed on
07.07.2020.

29. Lauren C Tindale, Jessica E Stockdale, Michelle Coombe, Emma S Garlock, Wing
Yin Venus Lau, Manu Saraswat, Louxin Zhang, Dongxuan Chen, Jacco Wallinga, and
Caroline Colijn. Evidence for transmission of COVID-19 prior to symptom onset. eLife,
9, June 2020.

30. Zhongliang Wang, Wanli Ma, Xin Zheng, Gang Wu, and Ruiguang Zhang. Household
transmission of SARS-CoV-2. Journal of Infection, 81(1):179–182, 2020.

31. Kathryn Watson and Alana Biggers. What’s an average shoulder width? Healthline, 2018.
https://www.healthline.com/health/average-shoulder-width Accessed on 05.07.2020.

32. Sui-Lee Wee and Makiko Inoue. What a Party in Japan May Tell Us About the
Coronavirus’s Spread. The New York Times, 2020.
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/02/20/world/asia/japan-coronavirus-clusters.html.
Accessed on 26.05.2020.

33. Sameer Yasir. Days after a wedding, a dead groom and dozens of coronavirus cases. New
York Times, 2020.
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/07/02/world/asia/india-coronavirus-wedding-groom.html.
Accessed on 04.07.2020.

19

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 10, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20149435doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/apr/04/brazils-super-rich-and-the-exclusive-club-at-the-heart-of-a-coronavirus-hotspot
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/apr/04/brazils-super-rich-and-the-exclusive-club-at-the-heart-of-a-coronavirus-hotspot
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/us/coronavirus-us-cases.html
https://www.healthline.com/health/average-shoulder-width
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/02/20/world/asia/japan-coronavirus-clusters.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/07/02/world/asia/india-coronavirus-wedding-groom.html
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.09.20149435
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

