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Key Points

Question:

What is the transmissibility of COVID-19 asymptomatic and symptomatic cases, respectively?
To date, they have not been well quantified in existing literature.

Findings:
The transmissibility of asymptomatic and symptomatic COV ID-19 increases with patient age.

The asymptomatic cases had a 66.72% lower transmissibility rate than symptomatic cases.

Meaning:

The transmissibility of asymptomatic COVID-19 casesis not low. Asymptomatic cases are
harder to detect compared to symptomatic cases. Consequently, the burden of asymptomatic
transmission could potentially dominate the spreading in certain scenarios.
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Background

COVID-19, caused by the novel coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2),[1] isagreat threat to human
health.[2] Nonpharmaceutical interventions such as socia distancing, case isolation and contact
guarantines are the most common tools for suppressing the pandemic in many countries where
vaccine supplements are limited.[ 3-5] However, much remains unclear regarding SARS-CoV-2
transmissibility which undermined the efforts for tailored interventions.[6,7] COVID-19 patients
may present and remain pre-symptomatic, asymptomatic, or symptomatic and transmission may
occur at each of these disease states.[8-10] Unlike the transmission caused by symptomatic
cases, pre-symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission are hard to detect and difficult to
measure as many surveillance systems rely on symptom-based population screening.[8,11-13]
Previous case studies suggested that asymptomatic COVID-19 individuals are less infectious
than symptomatic cases.[14,15] However, asymptomatic cases may spread for alonger period
due to reduced efficiency in case detection.[16] Several studies investigated the silent
transmission of SARS-CoV-2, but presented contradictory conclusions with estimated burden
ranged from 3% to 79%.[16-18]

Without sufficient follow-up time, asymptomatic and pre-symptomatic cases are often
indistinguishable. Consequently, studies using population-level datato estimate of age-specific
transmission and susceptibility parameters commonly falls short of accuracy which potentially
explains for the heterogeneous findings from different studies.[19-21] Common issues were
modeling without data on observed asymptomatic infection[16-18,22] and inclusion of
pre-symptomatic cases as part of an asymptomatic classification,[19-21] . Meanwhile, few
studies ng asymptomatic infectiousness and viral load with limited sample sizes fail to
capture the transmission dynamics.[14,15,23-30] No studiesto date have attempted to combine
reliable case symptom classification with age-dependent transmissibility, social contact
measures, and susceptibility parameters at the population level to learn the transmission
dynamics. However, a comprehensive understanding of the age-specific symptomatic and
asymptomatic transmission dynamics at the population level is essential to the evaluation of an
epidemic and the creation of responding health policies.
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In this study, we report on alongitudinal cohort of all diagnosed COVID-19 infections, between
January 8th and February 23nd, 2020, from Zhgjiang province, China. All patients without initial
symptoms were followed by at least 90 days to distinguish between asymptomatic and
pre-symptomatic cases, an essential procedure rarely implemented by previous studies to ensure
reliable classification of case symptoms. We then built age-stratified compartmental models to
study the age-dependent population-level transmission roles of symptomatic and asymptomatic
COVID-19 cases.
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M ethods

Data sources

Zhgjiang provinceis an eastern coastal province adjacent to Shanghai city with a population of
approximately 54 million individuals.[31] Thefirst and only major wave of the COVID-19
epidemic in Zhgiang began on early January, 2020 and continued until late February, 2020 after
which only sporadic single-case events were observed. We included information from all
confirmed cases in this mgjor wave (atotal of 1342 cases), aswell as a follow-up investigation
related to all detected asymptomatic infections to distinguish between asymptomatic and
pre-symptomatic cases. Individual-level datarelated to the symptom onset of symptomatic
infections, as well as COVID-19 confirmation dates and ages of both symptomatic and
asymptomatic cases were collected. On January 23rd ,2020, the provincial government changed
its infectious disease alert category to the highest level and, on February 1st, began a
comprehensive set of interventions.[32] As of April 10th, 2020, the date in which we restricted
our datafor thisanalysis, no additiona outbreak had been observed. Trained health professionals
investigated each confirmed case with a predefined questionnaire by which basic health and

demographic information were collected.

Definition of symptomatic and asymptomatic cases

All confirmed cases and their close contacts were isolated or quarantined after being identified
through contact tracing. During the isolation/quarantine period, cases and their contacts received
regular testing and daily symptom screening for fever, cough, and shortness of breath. Tests for
case confirmation were conducted using reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction
(RT-PCR) or viral genome sequencing on samples from throat swabs (oropharynx and
nasopharynx). If a case or contact had a positive test result but without any symptoms, they
would be temporarily classified as an asymptomatic/pre-symptomatic case at the time. All cases
were followed for at least 90 days after their initial positive test to distinguish between
asymptomatic and pre-symptomatic cases. Among these subjects, those who devel oped
symptoms later would receive afinal classification as a symptomatic case. Others who had never
devel oped any symptoms between their initial positive test and first subsequent negative PCR

test would be classified as asymptomatic cases.
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83
84  Mode structure
85 Wedivided thetotal population of Zhejiang province into seven age groups (Figure 1). To
86 consider transmission related to symptomatic and asymptomatic infections among different age
87  groups, our model contained 8 compartments for the it" age group: susceptible population (S?),
88  exposed contacts (E*), pre-symptomatic cases (I, infected but have not yet developed
89  symptoms), symptomatic cases (I%), asymptomatic cases (I}, infected but asymptomatic till
90 confirmed/recovery), and removed/recovery groups (RL,, R%,, R}). We assumed new infections
91  weredriven by transmission from compartmentsof I, Ii and I inall age groups.
92
93  Asymptomatic cases (I}) were infections without typical symptoms which were often
94  untraceablein the clinical survey and, therefore, their contribution to population-level
95 transmission would be underestimated. To account for this, we assumed only a proportion of
96  asymptomatic infections were detected (R, ), while others (R},) would be unconfirmed. We were
97  ableto observe disease confirmation date but not the date of infection for the period from cases
98  becoming infectious to the diagnosis of COVID-19 (A}) in those with confirmed asymptomatic
99 infection. Based on the virus shedding pattern of asymptomatic infections reported in previous
100  studies,[13,15,33,34] we assumed that this period should be less than 30 days, after which virus
101 shedding generally ceases, and infection is no longer detectable through pathogen-specific
102  testing.
103
104  Toidentify age-varying transmissibility and susceptibility,[22] we assumed a time-varying curve
105  for the average contact numbers of it* age group with jt* age group (ctij ), which is estimated
106  with the contact matrix between age groups through surveys conducted in Shanghai.[35,36] We
107  separate the probability of infection into two components: transmissibility (7)) and
108  susceptibility (s). Wedefine transmissibility (T) asthe infectiousness of one case. Similarly,
109 wedefine susceptibility (s) asthe probability of acquiring infection from an infectious case
110 (T =1). Therefore, s = 0 corresponds to a situation in which the susceptible individuals are
111  immuneto the disease. We assumed that case transmissibility would depend on age and the

112  presence of symptoms. To capture the age-dependent pattern, B splines basis functions were
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113  used to modd the variability in age-varying transmissbility smoothly. Finally, the

114  compartmental model was fitted to the daily new symptomatic and asymptomatic casesin

115 Zhgiang province for each age group with Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) agorithm.

116

117  All analyses were implemented in R version 3.5.1. Packages of deSolve,[37] extraDistr,[38] and
118  splineg39] were used for model fitting. Unless stated otherwise, the medians of the posterior
119  didributions were used as the point estimators of parameters and simulated numbers.

120

121  Ethicsapproval

122 Theresearch protocol was approved by the institutional review board at the Zhgjiang Provincial
123  Center for Disease Control and Prevention. The study was based on deidentified data.
124
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125 Results
126
127 Transmissibility

128 The estimated transmissibility presented an age-dependent difference between symptomatic and
129  asymptomatic infections (Figure 2). While the transmission of symptomatic cases monotonically
130  increased with increasing age, the transmissibility of asymptomatic infection remained low until
131  age 40, after which point it significantly increased with increasing age. The age-varying ratios of
132 thetwo kinds of transmissibility indicated asymptomatic cases were, on average, 66.72% lower
133 intransmission than symptomatic cases. However, the difference between the two types of

134  infections was not as big in those aged 0-20 and 60+ years old, but became more obviousin the
135 middle-aged group where the ratios were as low as 24.42% and 23.38% for those aged 30-40 and
136  40-50 years old, respectively.

137

138  The proportion of asymptomatic cases

RL+RLq

139 In Figure 3, the proportion of asymptomatic cases (Ri YT ) estimated by our model was much
h cs ca

140 larger than what was observed in the data. The average proportion of asymptomatic cases was
141 28.22% (95%Cl: 22.97% - 34.56%) of thetotal counts of casesin our mode estimation, but was

142  9.24% in the observed data (i). In our estimation from the empirical data, the highest

REs+Rlg
143  proportion of asymptomatic case was among 0-10 (60.18% (95%CI: 53.61% - 66.99%)) and
144 10-20 (57.64% (95%CIl: 47.45% — 66.98%)) years old groups. For asymptomatic cases, we

145  further estimated the proportion of cases that failed to be detected ;; —). In the posterior

(Rﬁi
146  samples, the average proportion of unconfirmed casesin all asymptomatic infections was
147  74.10% (95%CIl: 65.85% - 80.72%). The maximum proportion of unconfirmed cases was
148  observed in 20-30 years old at 86.59% (95%CI: 73.64% - 92.19%).

149

150 Symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission

151 Toexploretheimpact of symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission, we present several
152  features of the estimated dynamic of the epidemic and the transmission burden caused by
153  symptomatic and asymptomatic casesin Figure 4. The estimated number of daily new
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154  transmissions reached a peak around ten days prior to the peak of the daily reported new

155  confirmed cases (Figure 4A). We estimated a substantial number of undetected asymptomatic
156 cases (109 (95%CIl: 73 - 164)) were infected before the first asymptomatic case was diagnosed
157  (January 27th) (Figure 4B). New transmissions were nearly eliminated by February 2nd, 2020
158  (Figure4A), when a comprehensive set of restrictions had been implemented. The peak of the
159  two types of transmission both occurred between January 18th to 22nd (Figure 4C). The average
160  burden of asymptomatic transmission during the major outbreak period was estimated to be

161  12.86% (95%CIl: 7.54% - 19.27%). The burden of asymptomatic transmission increased with
162 time, ranging from 7.77% to 16.03% (Figure 4D). Simulation studies were conducted to

163 investigate the dynamic changes in the transmission burden over time during a prolonged

164  epidemic. When the duration of the decreasing process of the contact function (represented by
165 “m”) was prolonged by two weeks and each individual’ s daily contact number was increased by
166  one person during the outbreak period, we found a slower decreasing trend in daily new cases
167 infected by asymptomatic cases compared with that contributed by symptomatic cases.

168  Additional scenarios were generated demonstrating the possibility of asymptomatic transmission
169 dominating the total transmission under different conditions, especially when the duration

170  between symptom onset and disease confirmation for symptomatic infections was shortened and
171  the asymptomatic infections were not controlled.

172

173  Age-depended transmission

174  Within each age group, we observed heterogeneous transmission contributions during different
175 timeperiods (Figure 5A). Early on in the epidemic, the transmission burden was dominated by
176  persons of 50-60 years old (32.75% from January 8th to January 12th), but the proportion of
177  transmission contribution from people over 60 years old significantly increased over time,

178  surpassing the 50-60 years old and reaching 30.42% by February 1st, 2020. The proportion of
179 transmission contribution among varying age groups was distinct between symptomatic and
180 asymptomatic cases (Figure 5B). The majority of both symptomatic and asymptomatic

181 transmissions were contributed by persons over 30 years old (Table S9). Individuals below 30
182 yearsold only contributed less than 5% of all symptomatic transmission and approximately 12%
183  of al asymptomatic transmission, respectively, despite representing almost 40% of the entire
184  population. Contributions to asymptomatic transmission among 20-30 and >60 year age groups
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185  (9.44%, and 31.73%, respectively) were substantially higher than their corresponding

186  contributions to symptomatic transmission (3.77%, and 26.55%, respectively). To further

187  understand possible age-dependent vaccination strategies, a simulation of seven scenarios was
188 conducted to assess the percentage decline in different age groups if one age group were to

189  achieve 100% immunity by vaccinations. The results suggested that vaccinations targeting age
190 groups above 30 years are likely to be more effective at the population level, with the most

191 percentage decline of cases from the entire population achieved by targeting the 50-60 years old
192  group. Meanwhile, vaccinating those younger than 30 years old are more likely to benefit their

193  own age groups.

10
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194  Discussion

195

196 Inour study, we found that asymptomatic cases were over 60% less infectious compared to

197 symptomatic cases. While great efforts like mass screening and strict contact tracing were

198  conducted, our results suggested that a large proportion of asymptomatic infections were still not
199  detected.[40] The burden of asymptomatic transmission was inferior in the early outbreak but
200  could become higher with the continuous spread of COVID-19. Under strained resources,

201  age-specific prevention and control strategies aimed at the middle age population may return
202  greater population-level benefits.

203

204  Current evidence suggests that asymptomatic COVID-19 cases are generally less infectioug[ 14]
205  than cases with symptoms. We found that this difference may partially be explained by patient
206  age. Age may directly impact COVID-19 transmission through virus shedding patterng[15] as
207  discussed in previous studies.[41] Symptoms are commonly mild in children[42] but severein
208 thedderly.[43] While still debatable,[44] higher severity has been associated with increased
209  shedding of the virus.[45] In our study, symptomatic and asymptomatic cases were most

210 infectiousin individuals 60 years old or older. In contrary to the monotonic increasing

211  association between age and transmission in symptomeatic cases, there was a plateau of alow
212  degree of transmission in young asymptomatic infections. We suspect older adults are not only
213  the most vulnerable to succumb to COVID-19 but also may be more likely to transmit once

214  infected, regardless of symptom status. Interventions attempting to suppress asymptomatic

215 transmission, such as mask-wearing, should primarily focus on older adultsif interventions to the
216  whole community are not feasible.

217

218  Similar to previous studies, our results suggest a small proportion of asymptomatic cases have
219  been detected since the start of the COVID-19 pandemic in our setting.[46—48] Symptom-based
220  screening has limited capability in asymptomatic case detection,[6] while mass pathogen or

221  immunological-based testing at the population-level consumes tremendous health resources, and
222  thusisnot feasible in most settings. Considering these challenges, age-dependent screening

223  strategies may be more practical. We found that the highest number of undetected asymptomatic
224  cases was among young adults aged 20 to 30 years old (Table S7) and the corresponding

11
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225  transmission contribution was significantly higher than that of symptomatic case (Figure 5B).
226  Young people werelesslikely to adhere to social distancing guidelines,[49] often had mild
227  symptoms or were asymptomatic after infection,[50] and were not prioritized in prevention and
228  controlling strategies.[51] Meanwhile, younger asymptomatic patients were also more likely to
229  have normal CAT scan findings, which may further complicate case detection.[12] Case

230  detection of asymptomatic COVID-19 cases based on current control strategies implemented in
231  thisstudy isaarming.

232

233  Based on the estimated transmission contributions from symptomatic and asymptomatic

234  infections, roughly 13% of infections were associated with asymptomatic transmission and that
235  percentage continuously increased with a prolonged period. The overall burden of transmission
236  was mainly contributed by symptomatic cases at the beginning of the epidemic, but

237  asymptomatic infections appeared to have increasing percentages of subsequent cases later on.
238  Additional smulations suggested that the transmission burden could even be dominated by
239  asymptomatic transmissions under certain circumstances. Therefore, the spreading potential of
240  asymptomatic cases cannot beignored, especialy in the later stages of the epidemic and in

241  regions where socia distancing has not been mandated. Meanwhile, potential differencesin
242  transmission burden by age groups, as shown in Figure 5 and S6, supports prioritizing

243  age-dependent prevention and control strategies when facing strained resources. Asthe larger
244 contributor to the transmission of COVID-19, the older age population is not only a highly

245  vulnerable group but should also be the primary target for prevention strategies. Vaccine

246  Strategies prioritizing the population between 30-60 years old are likely to have the most

247  population-level benefits.

248

249  Thereare several limitationsin this study. First, data collection likely missed potential cases of
250 theepidemic, despite intensified efforts devoted by the local investigation team to trace contacts.
251  Dueto this, weintroduced a compartment in our model (R},) to adjust for poor case

252  ascertainment and missing cases. Second, transmissibility and susceptibility were two factors
253  related to symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission estimation and can be difficult to capture
254  simultaneously. We used the susceptibility estimates from a previous study[22] as priors in our

255 model to account for this parameter identification problem. Third, the contact survey datawe

12
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256  usedinour model were obtained in Shanghai, a city adjacent to Zhgjiang province. Although the
257  two regions share a similar culture and modes of social activities, there were potential

258  uncertainties associated with the discrepancies in contact matrices. To address this limitation, we
259 introduced a correction parameter in our model, so these uncertainties were partially adjusted for
260 intheanalyses.

261

262 Conclusion

263

264  Insummary, our results suggest individual-level transmissibility of COVID-19 increases with
265 patient age, therefore targeting older age groups with prevention and intervention strategiesis
266  expected to be more efficient. While asymptomatic cases are difficult to trace, the burden of

267  asymptomatic transmission is still sizable and should not be ignored. The results from our study

268  can be used to inform policy decisions on pandemic control and safe reopening.

13
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407  Figures

408

409  Figure 1. Compartmental model for SARS-CoV-2 transmission, where “ j” represents another
410 agegroup different from*i” for the compartments.

411

412  Figure2. (A) The estimated transmissibility and 95% credible intervals for each age group; (B)
413  Theratios of asymptomatic transmissibility to symptomatic transmissibility for seven age groups.
414

415 Figure 3. The proportion of asymptomatic infections and unconfirmed asymptomatic infections
416  until February 22nd, 2020 for seven age groups.

417

418 Figure 4. The estimated dynamics of the epidemic and the transmission burdens from

419  symptomatic and asymptomatic cases. (A): The estimated numbers of daily new transmissions
420  with 95% credible interval s and the observed numbers of daily reported new confirmed cases
421  fromJanuary 8th to February 22nd, 2020; (B) The observed numbers of daily reported new
422 confirmed symptomatic (R.,) and asymptomatic cases (R,,) and the estimated numbers of daily
423  new cases that failed to be detected (R;,) with 95% credible intervals; (C): The estimated

424  numbers of infected individual s caused by symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission over
425  time, with 95% credible intervals; (D): Corresponding proportions of symptomatic and

426  asymptomatic transmissions over different time periods.

427

428  Figure5. The burden of transmission caused by different ages. (A) The estimated (contribution)
429  ratios of new transmissions from different ages over different time periods; (B) The estimated
430  (contribution) ratios of symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission from different ages. The
431  contribution ratio of each age group is calculated by the proportion of the transmissions caused
432 by the corresponding age group to the number of all transmissions in each transmission type,
433  fromJanuary 8th to February 1st, 2020.
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434  Figure 1. Compartmental model for SARS-CoV-2 transmission, where “j” represents another

435  agegroup different from “i” for the compartments.
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437  Figure 2. (A) The estimated transmissibility and 95% credible intervals for each age group; (B)
438 Theratios of asymptomatic transmissibility to symptomatic transmissibility for seven age

439  groups.
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441  Figure 3. The proportion of asymptomatic infections and unconfirmed asymptomatic

442  infectionsuntil February 22nd, 2020, for seven age groups. The estimated proportions of

443  asymptomatic cases, the proportions of cases that failed to be detected among asymptomatic
444 infections (unconfirmed proportions), and the observed proportions of asymptomatic cases are

R;.L+Réa R;-L Rtq
Rj+Ris+RL, Rp+RL, RL+RL,'

445  defined as: respectively. The 95% credible intervals for the

446  estimated proportions of asymptomatic cases are shown for each age group.
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448  Figure 4. The estimated dynamics of the epidemic and the transmission burdens from

449  symptomatic and asymptomatic cases. (A): The estimated numbers of daily new transmissions
450  with 95% credible intervals and the observed numbers of daily reported new confirmed cases
451  from January 8th to February 22nd, 2020; (B) The observed numbers of daily reported new

452  confirmed symptomatic (R,.,) and asymptomatic cases (R,.,) and the estimated numbers of daily
453  new casesthat failed to be detected (R;,) with 95% credible intervals; (C): The estimated

454  numbers of infected individuals caused by symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission over
455  time, with 95% credible intervals; (D): Corresponding proportions of symptomatic and

456  asymptomatic transmissions over different time periods.
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458  Figure 5. The burden of transmission caused by different ages. (A) The estimated (contribution)
459  ratios of new transmissions from different ages over different time periods; (B) The estimated
460  (contribution) ratios of symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission from different ages. The
461  contribution ratio of each age group is calculated by the proportion of the transmissions caused
462 by the corresponding age group to the number of all transmissionsin each transmission type,
463  from January 8th to February 1st, 2020.
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