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Summary 14 

Background: In May 2021, the Delta SARS-CoV-2 variant became dominant in the UK. 15 

This variant is associated with increased transmissibility compared to the Alpha variant that 16 

was previously dominant. To understand ongoing transmission and interventions, a key 17 

question is whether the Delta variant generation time (the time between infections in infector-18 

infectee pairs) is typically shorter–i.e., transmissions are happening more quickly–or whether 19 

infected individuals simply generate more infections. 20 

Methods: We analysed transmission data from a UK Health Security Agency household 21 

study. By fitting a mathematical transmission model to the data, we estimated the generation 22 

times for the Alpha and Delta variants. 23 

Results: The mean intrinsic generation time (the generation time if there had been a constant 24 

supply of susceptibles throughout infection) was shorter for the Delta variant (4·6 days, 95% 25 

CrI 4·0-5·4 days) than the Alpha variant (5·5 days, 95% CrI 4·6-6·4 days), although within 26 

uncertainty ranges. However, there was a larger difference in the realised mean household 27 

generation time between the Delta (3·2 days, 95% CrI 2·4-4·2 days) and Alpha (4·5 days, 28 

95% CrI 3·7-5·4 days) variants. This is because higher transmissibility led to faster 29 

susceptible depletion in households, in addition to the reduced intrinsic generation time. 30 

Conclusions: The Delta variant transmits more quickly than previously circulating variants. 31 

This has implications for interventions such as contact tracing, testing and isolation, which 32 

are less effective if the virus is transmitted quickly. Epidemiological models of interventions 33 

should be updated to include the shorter generation time of the Delta variant.  34 
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Introduction 35 

In mid-2021, the Delta SARS-CoV-2 variant became the dominant variant in the UK1 and 36 

globally.2 This variant presents a higher risk of severe disease compared to previously 37 

circulating variants,2,3 although vaccination still provides significant protection.4 38 

Concerningly, the Delta variant led to an increase in the growth rate of COVID-19 cases in 39 

the UK, swiftly outcompeting other SARS-CoV-2 variants.1,5 This was attributed to the 40 

increased transmissibility of the Delta variant, with an epidemiological study5 suggesting that 41 

it is 43-68% more transmissible than the Alpha variant that was identified in the UK in late 42 

2020.6 43 

Transmission of a SARS-CoV-2 variant can be characterised in two complementary ways: 44 

speed and strength.7,8 Speed refers to how quickly the variant grows at the population level, 45 

which is measured by the exponential growth rate and can be inferred from disease incidence 46 

data for that variant.8 However, understanding transmission of a novel variant also requires its 47 

strength to be estimated8 – this is the variant’s transmissibility, which is typically measured 48 

by the time-dependent reproduction number, or “R number” (the number of people that each 49 

infected person is expected to infect). The generation time (the time between infection events 50 

in infector-infectee pairs) determines the relationship between the speed and strength of a 51 

variant,8–11 and is a crucial input to many models used to estimate the reproduction number 52 

from case notification data.12,13 In principle, an increase in the growth rate of COVID-19 53 

cases as observed for the Delta variant can be attributed to either an increase in 54 

transmissibility or a shortening of the generation time, or both of these factors.8,14 55 

Previous studies have estimated the generation time for SARS-CoV-2 (for example 15–18), with 56 

most of these estimates using data collected during the very early months of the COVID-19 57 

pandemic. A household study conducted by Public Health England (PHE) between February 58 
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and November 2020 in the UK indicated that the generation time became shorter in the 59 

autumn of 2020 compared to earlier months.18 Since the SARS-CoV-2 generation time is 60 

changing, up-to-date generation time estimates are crucial to inform estimates of the 61 

reproduction number and to understand the relative transmissibility of different variants. 62 

However, the Alpha variant was responsible for infections in only two households in that 63 

study, while the Delta variant had not yet emerged by the end of the study.18 The effect of 64 

different variants on the SARS-CoV-2 generation time has therefore not been properly 65 

assessed. 66 

Here, we report analyses of data from an ongoing household study conducted by the UK 67 

Health Security Agency (UKHSA; formerly PHE). As the study began in February 2021, 68 

there was an opportunity to estimate the generation time for both the Alpha and Delta 69 

variants and to analyse the transition from the Alpha variant to the Delta variant being 70 

dominant. We estimated two quantities for each variant. First, we estimated the intrinsic 71 

generation time (the generation time if the supply of susceptible individuals remains constant 72 

throughout infection). This quantity is widely applicable, since its distribution describes the 73 

relative transmission risk posed by an infected host at each time since infection, 74 

independently of the household structure. Second, we estimated the household generation 75 

time (the realised generation time in the study households). The mean household generation 76 

time is always shorter than the mean intrinsic generation time. This is because the household 77 

generation time reflects the fact that, in small household populations, infected individuals run 78 

out of susceptible individuals to infect.9,19 Most realised transmissions therefore happen more 79 

quickly within households than the intrinsic generation time distribution suggests. 80 

In addition to estimating the household generation time for the Alpha and Delta variants, we 81 

estimated this quantity for individuals of different ages and vaccination statuses, and at 82 
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different times during the study period. We found that the variant responsible for the 83 

infections within households had a larger effect on the household generation time than any of 84 

these other factors. This indicates that the increased growth rate of COVID-19 cases due to 85 

the Delta variant can be attributed to both an increase in transmissibility and a shortening of 86 

the generation time. 87 

Methods 88 

Data 89 

We analysed household transmission data from the UKHSA HOCO2 study (Supplementary 90 

Data). This study began in February 2021 and is ongoing, and data were available from 227 91 

households consisting of 557 participants at the time of our analyses (September 2021). 92 

Households were recruited to the study after an index case returned a positive PCR test, and 93 

(in most cases) three further PCR tests were subsequently carried out on each participating 94 

household member to determine whether they became infected. The following data were also 95 

collected from each participating household member: 96 

● The date of any previous positive test result, where available. 97 

● Symptom onset dates (for individuals who developed symptoms). 98 

● The number of vaccine doses received, the vaccine type, and the date(s) of vaccination. 99 

We assumed individuals were infected during the household transmission cluster if they 100 

returned a positive PCR test (including tests taken up to 28 days before the household was 101 

recruited to the study) and/or developed symptoms. Otherwise, we assumed individuals 102 

remained uninfected if they returned only negative tests. Household members who did not 103 

participate in the study, or withdrew before either taking a test or developing symptoms, were 104 

excluded from our analyses (but were included in the household size). 105 
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Genomic sequencing was carried out in 60% of study households. Where sequencing data 106 

were not available, we assumed that the Alpha variant was responsible for infections in 107 

households that were recruited to the study before May 2021, and the Delta variant for 108 

infections in households recruited after May 2021 (data from three households recruited 109 

during May 2021 in which sequencing was not carried out were excluded from our 110 

analyses).1 Overall, the Alpha and Delta variants were determined to be responsible for 111 

infections in 131 and 96 households, respectively. 112 

Mathematical modelling 113 

We provide an overview of the model and the parameter inference approach here. Full details 114 

are given in the Supplementary Material. 115 

We estimated the generation time from the household transmission data using a mechanistic 116 

approach motivated by compartmental modelling.17,18 In the model, each infection is divided 117 

into three successive, independently distributed, stages: latent, presymptomatic infectious and 118 

symptomatic infectious. Unlike commonly used approaches for estimating the SARS-CoV-2 119 

generation time,15,16 this approach explicitly links the individual infectiousness profile of an 120 

infected host to exactly when they develop symptoms. 121 

Data augmentation MCMC was used to fit the transmission model to the household data.18,20 122 

We made the following assumptions when fitting the model to data: 123 

● An incubation period distribution with mean 5.8 days and standard deviation 3.1 124 

days.21 125 

● Entirely asymptomatic infected hosts are 35% as infectious as those who develop 126 

symptoms.22 127 
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● Reduced susceptibility of vaccinated individuals compared to unvaccinated 128 

individuals (a ‘leaky’ vaccine was assumed), using estimates of protection against 129 

infection obtained by Pouwels and colleagues (Table S1).23 130 

● All household transmission clusters in the study originated with a single primary case, 131 

with no further infections introduced into the household from outside. 132 

Values of four model parameters for each of the Alpha and Delta variants were estimated in 133 

the parameter fitting procedure: 134 

● The mean latent period (the time from being infected to becoming infectious), as a 135 

proportion of the mean incubation period. 136 

● The mean symptomatic infectious period. 137 

● The relative infectiousness of presymptomatic infectious hosts compared to those with 138 

symptoms. 139 

● The overall transmissibility parameter, �
�
, which describes the expected number of 140 

household transmissions generated by a single infector (who develops symptoms) in a 141 

large, otherwise entirely susceptible and unvaccinated, household. 142 

Posterior distributions of fitted model parameters are shown in Figure S1. 143 

The intrinsic generation time distribution was calculated for each variant from the assumed 144 

and estimated values of model parameters. Realised generation times within the study 145 

households were also estimated at each step of the MCMC procedure. This enabled us to 146 

compare household generation times based on variant, vaccination status, date and age. 147 

Results 148 

In Figure 1A, we show posterior estimates of the mean intrinsic generation time (which 149 

involves an assumption that infected individuals have contacts with susceptible hosts at a 150 
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constant rate throughout their infectious period, and therefore provides a generalised 151 

generation time estimate that is independent of the household size) for the Alpha and Delta 152 

variants. We estimated this quantity to be slightly shorter for the Delta variant (4·6 days, 95% 153 

CrI 4·0-5·4 days) compared to the Alpha variant (5·5 days, 95% CrI 4·6-6·4 days), although 154 

there was overlap between the credible intervals (Figure 1A). On the other hand, our results 155 

indicate a substantially higher transmissibility within households of the Delta variant 156 

compared to the Alpha variant (Figure 1B). 157 

 158 

Figure 1. The effect of variant on the intrinsic generation time and the household generation time. Violin 159 

plots indicate posterior estimates for the Alpha (blue) and Delta (red) variants of: A. The mean intrinsic 160 

generation time (i.e., the mean generation time if the supply of susceptibles remains constant throughout 161 

infection); B. The overall transmissibility parameter, �
�
 (i.e., the expected number of household transmissions 162 

generated by a single infected individual introduced into a large, entirely susceptible, household); C. The mean 163 

household generation time (i.e., the mean generation time accounting for susceptible depletion in the 164 
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households); D. The standard deviation of household generation times. Posterior means and 95% credible 165 

intervals for these quantities are given in Table S2 and Table S3 in the Supplementary Material. 166 

Estimates of the mean household generation time for the two variants (Figure 1C) are shorter 167 

than the corresponding intrinsic generation time estimates (Figure 1A), since the household 168 

generation time accounts for susceptible depletion within households (which means that 169 

potential transmissions with longer generation times are less likely to occur). We found a 170 

shorter mean household generation time for the Delta variant (3·2 days, 95% CrI 2·4-4·2 171 

days) than for the Alpha variant (4·5 days, 95% CrI 3·7-5·4 days). This is due to the higher 172 

transmissibility of the Delta variant (Figure 1B) leading to faster susceptible depletion, in 173 

addition to the smaller reduction in the intrinsic generation time shown in Figure 1A. We also 174 

estimated the standard deviation of generation times within households to be smaller for the 175 

Delta variant than for the Alpha variant (Figure 1D). In Figure S2 of the Supplementary 176 

Material, we combined the estimates obtained in each step of the data augmentation MCMC 177 

parameter fitting procedure (which are summarised in Figure 1) to obtain an estimate of the 178 

entire household generation time distribution. This also indicates that household 179 

transmissions with the Delta variant typically occur earlier in infection (Figure S2C). 180 

We note that the estimates in Figure 1B cannot be compared directly with previous estimates 181 

of the transmission advantage of the Delta variant (e.g., an estimate of 43-68% obtained using 182 

incidence data5), since the value of �� reflects the instrinsic transmissibility of the Alpha and 183 

Delta variants rather than realised transmission. The intrinsic transmission advantage of the 184 

Delta variant will only be realised if sufficiently many susceptibles are available to each 185 

infector. 186 

We also explored the effects of vaccination (Figure 2A-C), age (Figure 2D-E) and month of 187 

recruitment to the household study (Figure 2F) on household generation times. We estimated 188 
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the generation time associated with infectors (Figure 2A) and infectees (Figure 2B) of 189 

different vaccination status, as well as considering infector-infectee pairs with different 190 

combinations of vaccine status (Figure 2C), each time stratifying our estimates by variant. In 191 

each case, the effect of variant on the household generation time was substantially larger than 192 

the effect of vaccination status (Figure 2A-C). Similarly, for both variants there was no clear 193 

effect of the age of infectors (Figure 2D) or infectees (Figure 2E) on the generation time. 194 

Finally, a reduction in the household generation time occurred between April and June 2021 195 

(Figure 2F), likely due to the Delta variant becoming dominant in the UK during May 2021.1 196 

 197 

Figure 2. The effect of different factors on household generation times. Violin plots indicate posterior 198 

estimates of the mean household generation time for infectors, infectees and households with different 199 

characteristics, showing comparisons based on: A. Vaccination status of the infector and variant; B. Vaccination 200 

status of the infectee and variant; C. Combination of vaccination statuses in the infector-infectee pair (for 201 

example, U->V corresponds to transmissions from unvaccinated infectors to vaccinated infectees) and variant; 202 

D. Age of the infector and variant; E. Age of the infectee and variant; F. Recruitment month of the household 203 

into the study (all months shown are in 2021). 204 
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Discussion 205 

Novel SARS-CoV-2 variants possess different transmission characteristics to the virus that 206 

originally emerged in Wuhan, China.5,14 A key transmission characteristic is the generation 207 

time, which measures the speed of transmission between individuals.17,19,24 To estimate the 208 

generation time, it is necessary to analyse datasets in which it is possible to determine or 209 

estimate who-infected-whom.17,19,24 Household studies provide an opportunity to conduct such 210 

analyses.18,20 Here, we have analysed data from the HOCO2 household study conducted by 211 

the UKHSA, and compared the generation time for the Alpha and Delta variants (which were 212 

the dominant variants in England at the beginning and end of the time period considered1). 213 

We first estimated the intrinsic generation time, which describes the generation time under 214 

the assumption that there is a steady supply of susceptible individuals available to infect (i.e., 215 

susceptible depletion in households is not accounted for). The mean intrinsic generation time 216 

was found to be slightly lower for the Delta variant than for the Alpha variant (Figure 1A), 217 

but there was a substantial overlap in the credible intervals between the two variants. 218 

However, the data indicated that the Delta variant is much more transmissible in households 219 

than the Alpha variant (Figure 1B). The impact of this increased transmissibility is a larger 220 

difference in realised generation times within households between the two variants (Figure 221 

1C) than would be expected from the difference in the intrinsic generation time alone. This is 222 

because increased transmissibility leads to susceptible individuals in the household being 223 

infected quickly, thereby being unavailable for infection later (thus shortening the average 224 

period between realised transmissions). The effect of variant on the household generation 225 

time was more substantial than the effects of other factors, including age and vaccination 226 

status (Figure 2). 227 
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Our study is the first to compare the generation time for different SARS-CoV-2 variants 228 

directly, and we are not aware of any other generation time estimate for the Alpha variant. A 229 

generation time estimate for the Delta variant based on 55 transmission pairs was recently 230 

stated in China CDC Weekly,25 although the methods underlying that estimate were not 231 

presented. Nonetheless, the mean generation time estimate of 2·9 days in that study25 lies 232 

within the credible interval of our estimate of the mean household generation time for the 233 

Delta variant (3·2 days, 95% CrI 2·4-4·2 days) and is shorter than the lower credible limit of 234 

our estimate for the Alpha variant (4·5 days, 95% CrI 3·7-5·4 days). This supports our finding 235 

that the Delta variant is transmitted more quickly than the Alpha variant. 236 

Other studies have estimated quantities related to the generation time for the Alpha and Delta 237 

variants, including the serial interval26–28 and the viral load trajectories of infected hosts.29–31 238 

However, while the serial interval (the interval between symptom onset times in infector-239 

infectee pairs) is sometimes used as a proxy for the generation time (the interval between 240 

infection times), these two quantities may not follow the same distribution24 – for example, 241 

the generation time always takes positive values, whereas the serial interval can be negative 242 

for pathogens such as SARS-CoV-2 for which presymptomatic transmission can occur – and 243 

may not even have the same mean value.18 Similarly, although it may be possible to infer how 244 

infectiousness varies during infection based on viral load data,32 the timing of realised 245 

transmissions also depends on other factors as well as intrinsic infectiousness, such as 246 

behaviour (for example, individuals may be less likely to transmit after developing symptoms 247 

and isolating) and the availability of susceptibles. Our approach explicitly accounts for 248 

changes in the transmission risk following symptom onset, while our estimates of the 249 

household generation time account for depletion of susceptibles within households. 250 
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Estimates of the generation time underlie a range of epidemiological analyses, including 251 

estimation of the time-varying reproduction number (or “R number”)12,13 in different regions 252 

or countries and the relative transmissibility of different variants5,14. Such analyses often 253 

neglect temporal changes in the generation time, but our results indicate that the generation 254 

time is shorter for the Delta variant than for the Alpha variant. When estimating reproduction 255 

numbers, overestimation of the mean generation time generally leads to reproduction number 256 

estimates that are further from one (the threshold for an outbreak being under control) 257 

compared to the true value.10 When analysing the transmissibility advantage of the Delta 258 

variant over the Alpha variant, neglecting a shorter generation time for the Delta variant 259 

would lead to its transmissibility advantage being overestimated.8 We contend that the 260 

observed growth rate advantage of the Delta variant is likely due to a combination of both 261 

increased transmissibility and a shorter generation time.  262 

Since susceptible depletion during infection may be a less important determinant of the 263 

timing of transmissions occurring outside households than within households, we expect the 264 

overall generation time distribution (accounting for transmissions across all settings) to lie 265 

somewhere between our “household” and “intrinsic” estimates. This suggests that inferring 266 

the transmissibility advantage of the Delta variant over the Alpha variant from incidence data 267 

using our household generation time estimates (which show a greater difference between 268 

variants) would give a lower bound for the transmissibility advantage (since the observed 269 

increased growth rate of the Delta variant is then explained in part by a substantial generation 270 

time reduction). In contrast, we expect that inferring the transmissibility advantage of the 271 

Delta variant over the Alpha variant using the intrinsic generation time estimates would give 272 

an upper bound. 273 
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In summary, our analyses suggests that the Delta variant transmits more quickly than the 274 

previously circulating Alpha variant. This has implications for interventions, since public 275 

health measures such as contact tracing are less effective if transmission occurs quickly. It is 276 

essential for public health that epidemiological models are updated to reflect the generation 277 

time of the variants driving transmission, and that the generation time is assessed in future as 278 

the characteristics of SARS-CoV-2 transmission continue to change. 279 
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