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Abstract  21 
 22 
The factors leading to the global emergence of enterovirus D68 (EV-D68) in 2014 as a cause 23 
of acute flaccid myelitis (AFM) in children are unknown. To investigate potential changes in 24 
virus transmissibility or population susceptibility, we measured the seroprevalence of EV-25 
D68-specific neutralising antibodies in serum samples collected in England in 2006, 2011 26 
and 2017. Using catalytic mathematical models, we estimate an approximately two-fold 27 
increase in the basic reproduction number over the 10-year study period, coinciding with 28 
the emergence of clade B around 2009. Despite such increase in transmission, the virus was 29 
already widely circulating before the AFM outbreaks and the increase of infections by age 30 
cannot explain the observed number of AFM cases. Therefore, the acquisition of or an 31 
increase in neuropathogenicity would be additionally required to explain the emergence of 32 
outbreaks of AFM. Our results provide evidence that changes in enterovirus phenotypes 33 
cause major changes in disease epidemiology.  34 
 35 
  36 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 9, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265913doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265913
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 3 

Introduction 37 
 38 
Interest in understanding the epidemiology and disease impact of enterovirus D68 (EV-D68) 39 
and other enteroviruses has increased in recent years. Contrary to most human 40 
enteroviruses, EV-D68 causes severe respiratory disease and is transmitted by the 41 
respiratory route, sharing properties with rhinoviruses (1). Although this virus was first 42 
isolated in 1962, for decades it was only reported from isolated cases or small case clusters 43 
of respiratory disease (2).  44 
 45 
From 2009-2010 onwards however, an increasing number of outbreaks of EV-D68-46 
associated severe respiratory illness (SRI) have been reported worldwide (3, 4). In 2014, the 47 
United States experienced the first big outbreak of respiratory disease linked to EV-D68, 48 
with >1,100 cases reported by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (5). In parallel 49 
with this outbreak, an unusual number of acute flaccid myelitis (AFM) cases (a newly 50 
recognized condition that includes the sudden onset of flaccid limb weakness (6)) was also 51 
reported, and similar AFM outbreaks subsequently occurred in 2016 and 2018 (7). 52 
Retrospectively, it now appears, an unusual spike of ‘polio-like’ cases reported in 2012 in 53 
California (8) was an early occurrence of what was subsequently defined as AFM. In the UK 54 
and elsewhere in Europe, AFM cases have also been reported in recent years associated 55 
with upsurges in EV-D68 detections (9-11). Evidence that EV-D68 is the main cause of these 56 
AFM outbreaks has been growing (7, 12), although the role of other enterovirus serotypes 57 
such as enterovirus A71 (EV-A71) has not been discounted (13). There is no effective 58 
treatment or vaccine for EV-D68 infection yet, and residual paralysis and neurological 59 
sequelae after AFM is common and lifelong. 60 
 61 
The mechanisms that have led to the emergence of EV-D68 outbreaks since the late 2000s 62 
remain unknown. One hypothesis is that transmission has increased as a result of 63 
evolutionary selection for increased replication fitness, or through the appearance of 64 
immune escape-associated mutations that lead to the evasion of pre-existing population 65 
immunity. Another is that the virus has become more pathogenic, and, as a consequence, 66 
the number of symptomatic (and therefore, reported) infections has increased 67 
independently of its transmissibility (i.e. the virus already circulated in the past but went 68 
mostly undetected).  69 
 70 
As for other enterovirus serotypes, many EV-D68 infections are asymptomatic or mild and 71 
self-limiting. In addition, enterovirus surveillance is passive in most countries, based on 72 
laboratory reporting for samples submitted by clinicians for testing. It is consequently 73 
difficult to determine the true incidence of infection or whether changes in EV-D68 74 
circulation have occurred. A recent study based on data from the BioFire FilmArray 75 
Respiratory Panel (14) has shown biennial cycles of EV-D68 circulation in the US at the 76 
national level since 2014, coinciding with the years of AFM outbreaks (7). However, these 77 
data are limited before 2014 and respiratory samples or throat swabs are infrequently 78 
tested by enterovirus surveillance programmes in the US or elsewhere. Seroprevalence 79 
surveys therefore offer an attractive potential alternative opportunity to investigate 80 
patterns of exposure to EV-D68. Detection of EV-D68 antibodies with adequate sensitivity 81 
and specificity can indicate prior infection and can be analysed using mathematical models 82 
to infer trends in the incidence of infection over time, by age-group and location. 83 
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 84 
Here, we use data on the prevalence of neutralising antibodies against EV-D68 from 85 
opportunistically collected serum samples broadly representative of the general population 86 
in England in 2006, 2011 and 2017 to reconstruct long-term changes in EV-D68 87 
transmission. Using a mathematical model-based framework, we estimate changes in the 88 
annual force of infection (FOI) and the basic reproduction number (R0) and reconstruct the 89 
estimated annual number of new infections in each age class.  90 
 91 
 92 
Results 93 
 94 
Individuals are assigned an antibody titer as the highest antibody dilution (1:4, 1:8,…, 95 
1:2048) preventing virus replication (i.e. showing neutralization) (15). For EV-D68, it is 96 
unknown which neutralising antibody titer (or seropositivity cut-off) is indicative of true past 97 
infection. A simple method to determine a seropositivity cut-off is based on fitting a mixture 98 
model to the individual titer distribution, in order to differentiate between two sub-99 
populations (seronegatives and seropositives) (16). However, determining such a cut-off 100 
was not possible here, as for two of the three serosurveys and for all the data combined, the 101 
distributions did not show a bi-modal shape (Figure S1). We therefore present our modelling 102 
analysis for two different cut-offs: a first weak cut-off of 1:16, which has been previously 103 
used in the literature to define EV-D68 seropositivity (15, 17), and a more stringent cut-off 104 
of 1:64, which we show next that provides seroprevalence curves by age similar to an even 105 
more stringent cut-off of 1:128 (Figure 1). 106 
 107 
High rates of acquisition of EV-D68 infection could be inferred from seroprevalence 108 
frequencies in different age groups from the three serosurveys of samples collected in 2006, 109 
2011 and 2017 (Figure 1). At each timepoint, irrespective of the cut-off antibody titre 110 
chosen to define seropositivity, seroprevalence slightly decreases from the 0 years-old (yo) 111 
to the 1-4 yo age classes, and then increases sharply with age until the 20-29 yo, when it 112 
reaches a plateau (Figure 1). As for many other viruses, higher values in the 0-yo age class 113 
are likely the result of the presence of transplacentally acquired maternal antibodies that 114 
subsequently decline over the following 6-12 months with lowest antibody titers and 115 
seroprevalence in the 6-12 month age class for EV-D68 (15). For a seropositivity cut-off of 116 
1:16, the proportion seropositive at ages 1-4 yo ranged between 0.65 (95% CI 0.54 – 0.75) in 117 
2006 and increased to 0.92 (95% CI 0.84 – 0.97) in 2017. For a more stringent cut-off of 118 
1:64, the proportion seropositive in this age group decreased to 0.29 (95%CI 0.19 – 0.40) in 119 
2006 and 0.51 (95% CI 0.40 – 0.62) in 2017. Age-stratified seroprevalence was generally 120 
lower in 2006 compared to 2011 and 2017, which suggests a decrease in the mean age of 121 
exposure through the study period, potentially consistent with increased transmission. 122 
 123 
We first conducted exploratory analysis using two simple catalytic models that assumed the 124 
risk of infection (becoming seropositive) was independent of age and that the FOI was 125 
constant over time (Model 1), or that it was different and independent each year (Model 2) 126 
(Materials and Methods). As expected, Model 1 did not capture the different changes in 127 
seroprevalence by age among the three studies (Figure S2). Model 2 was able to capture 128 
these differences (Figure S3) but resulted in unrealistically high estimates of the annual 129 
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probability of infection for the years the studies were conducted in order to reproduce the 130 
high seropositivity rates observed at age 1 (Figure S4).  131 
 132 
Based on the results of the exploratory analyses (Models 1 and 2), we developed three 133 
further models (Models 3 to 5) with fewer free parameters than Model 2 but that allowed 134 
us to address the question of whether transmission had increased over time (before the first 135 
reported big outbreak of EV-D68 in the US in 2014). Model 3 uses a step-function to account 136 
for a single change in the FOI over time, and therefore consists of two constant FOI periods 137 
separated by an instantaneous step at a to-be-estimated timepoint (year), T. Model 4 138 
assumes that the FOI changes over time following a random walk. For Models 3 and 4, we 139 
further assume that individuals of 1 year of age (i.e. 12-23 months old) have a higher risk of 140 
infection than subsequent age classes, which is modelled as the product of the FOI in a given 141 
year multiplied by a coefficient a that is estimated. The last model, Model 5, expands Model 142 
4, and further assumes that the risk of infection decreases exponentially with age, with a 143 
coefficient b that is also estimated. See details of the models in the Materials and Methods 144 
section. 145 
 146 
Models 3 to 5 provided a good fit to the data (Figures 3, S5 and S6) and all estimated an 147 
increase in transmission over time independent of the seropositivity cut-off that was used, 148 
as shown by the estimated annual probability of infection in Figure 2. The step-function 149 
model (Model 3) estimates an approximately 2-fold increase in the annual probability of 150 
infection using both seropositivity cut-offs (median of 0.11 in the first period vs. 0.21 in the 151 
second one for the 1:16 cut-off, and 0.06 vs. 0.15 for the 1:64 cut-off) (Figures 2A and 2B). 152 
When using the weak cut-off (1:16), the change is estimated to occur around 2007 (95% CrI 153 
2005 – 2011), whereas for the more stringent cut-off, the model estimated a slightly earlier 154 
change in the FOI, around 2006 (95% CrI 2003 – 2008) (Figure S7). The models based on a 155 
random walk (Models 4 and 5) estimated a smooth and slow increase in the annual 156 
probability of infection that started in the early 2000s and continued until around 2010, 157 
when using a seropositivity cut-off of 1:64 (Figures 2D and 2F), or continued until the end of 158 
the study period, in 2017, for a cut-off of 1:16 (Figures 2C and 2E).  159 
 160 
Models 3 and 4 both estimated similar coefficients for the relative risk of infection at age 1 161 
compared to other ages (median 7.89 and 6.56 for Models 3 and 4 respectively, for a 162 
seropositivity cut-off of 1:16, Table S1), which was lower for the more stringent 163 
seropositivity cut-off of 1:64 (median 3.32 and 3.17 for Models 3 and 4 respectively, Table 164 
S1). Model 5, which assumes an exponential decrease in the risk of infection through age, 165 
had a median estimate of the relative risk of infection at age 1 vs. age 2 of 3.32 and it 166 
increased up to 32.44 for age 1 vs. age 40 for a seropositivity cut-off of 1:16 (for a 167 
seropositivity cut-off of 1:64, these were 1.73 for age 1 vs. 2 and increased up to 7.93 for 168 
age 1 vs. 40). 169 
 170 
Models 3, 4 and 5 provided a similarly good fit to the data, as indicated by the close 171 
estimates of the log-likelihood (Table 1). However, the best model according to the leave-172 
one-out (LOO) information criterion, which accounts for over-parameterisation, was Model 173 
5, closely followed by Model 4 (p=0.21 and p=0.13 for the seropositivity cut-offs of 1:16 and 174 
1:64 respectively, i.e. we did not find a statistically significant difference in their predictive 175 
performance). Surprisingly, the step-function model (Model 3) ranked last, perhaps 176 
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indicating that the LOO criterion is very sensitive to the abrupt change in FOI assumed in 177 
Model 3.  178 
 179 
We next used the FOI estimates from the two best models (Models 4 and 5) and data on the 180 
age structure of the population to reconstruct the overall EV-D68 seroprevalence in the 181 
population (Figure 4A) and the annual basic reproduction number (Figure 4B) for the period 182 
between the first and last cross-sectional serosurveys, 2006-2017. The two models estimate 183 
a progressive increase in the overall seroprevalence, driven by a progressive increase in the 184 
basic reproduction number between 2006 and 2017 (Figure 4). As expected, these estimates 185 
are higher when using the lower seropositivity cut-off (1:16).  186 
 187 
The amount of transmission or extent of virus circulation is better quantified by the number 188 
of infections than the FOI, which is sensitive to changes in the age structure of the 189 
population (e.g. driven by changes in birth rates) (18). Using the two best models (Models 4 190 
and 5), we reconstructed the annual number of infections in each age class over time 191 
(Figures S9 and S10), which provided similar results. For a weak seropositivity cut-off of 192 
1:16, the models predicted an increase in the number of infections in the 1-yo age group 193 
over time (Figures S9A and S10A), but a decrease over time in the subsequent age classes, 194 
with perhaps a slight increase in older age classes (Figure S9B and S10B). The decrease over 195 
time in infections in those aged 2, 3, etc. yo is due to the high and increasing seroprevalence 196 
in the 1-yo age class, which means only a small fraction of these children remain susceptible 197 
when they are 2, and so on. For the more stringent cut-off of 1:64, the model also predicts 198 
an increase over time in the number of infections in the 1-yo age group, that seems to 199 
plateau from around 2011 (Figure S9C and S10C). In this case, there is also a slight increase 200 
over time in the number of infections in the 2- and 3-yo, but a decrease in the older age 201 
classes (Figure S9D and S10D).  202 
 203 
 204 
Discussion 205 
 206 
The model-based analysis of individual serological data for EV-D68 from three time points 207 
(2006, 2011 and 2017) in England presented here suggests an increase in transmission of 208 
EV-D68 that started during the 2000s. This coincides with the increased number of 209 
outbreaks of EV-D68-associated severe respiratory diseases reported worldwide since the 210 
late 2000s (2, 4). 211 
 212 
These findings point to a clear increase in transmission as measured by the estimated 213 
annual probability of infection and the basic reproduction number (approximately, two-214 
fold). However, the reconstructed annual number of new infections in each age class 215 
suggests that this increase is mostly driven by an increase in the total number of infections 216 
in children aged 12-23 months old. Increased transmission in the youngest age groups may 217 
be consistent with observed data showing higher and increasing numbers of respiratory 218 
illnesses associated with EV-D68 in these age groups (<5 yo) (19). However, these results on 219 
their own are unlikely to explain the worldwide emergence of AFM outbreaks reported since 220 
2014. First, the analyses suggest that EV-D68 was already widely circulating before 2014. 221 
Second, AFM cases do not exclusively or predominantly occur in the youngest age groups. In 222 
the US, for example, AFM cases reported in 2014 had a median age of 7.1 yo (IQR, 4.8 – 12.1 223 
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yo) (20). In the UK, a study from 2018 reported 40 cases, of which only 22 were 0-5 yo (10). 224 
A study from European countries (2016) reported a median age of cases of 3.8 yo and a 225 
range of 1.6 – 9.0 yo. In Japan, a case series study of an AFM cluster reported an overall 226 
median age of cases of 4.4 yo (IQR, 2.6 – 7.7 yo) (21). Although susceptibility to EV-D68-227 
related AFM may vary with age (22) (making it difficult to make a link between the inferred 228 
number of infections by age class and the observed number of cases by age), our model-229 
based results suggest that incidence of infections in the age groups affected by AFM has not 230 
increased, despite the general increase in transmission. Therefore, the acquisition of or an 231 
increase in neuropathogenicity as well as transmission seems necessary to explain the 232 
emergence of AFM through an as-yet unidentified biological mechanism. 233 
 234 
Our best-fitting models predict an increase in the number of infections in children 1-yo 235 
because of the high seroprevalence observed at age 1 (Figure 1) and also because we do not 236 
allow for re-infections. As a consequence, only a small number of infections occur at older 237 
ages (>1 yo), because most of the population has already been infected at age 1. Indeed, the 238 
three models that best explained the data required a higher FOI at age 1 (compared to the 239 
other age classes) to be able to explain the high seropositivity rates observed at this age. 240 
Although the extremely high seropositivity rates at age 1 are not generally found with other 241 
enteroviruses, they have been reported for EV-D68 in other places (23), e.g. the US (24), the 242 
Netherlands (17) and China (25, 26). Clarifying the origin and the meaning of this high 243 
prevalence of neutralising antibodies at this young age (the role of serum neutralising 244 
antibodies in protection against infection and diseases) should be a priority for EV-D68 245 
research (23). 246 
 247 
If serum neutralising antibodies are not a good correlate of protection against infection, the 248 
models may not capture well the age at which infections have increased, and it could be 249 
that the increase in infections is across age groups, not mainly in the 1 yo. Indeed, increased 250 
transmission may have also been associated with re-infections (and subsequent boosting of 251 
antibodies) in older age groups, consistent with the observed rise in geometric mean titers 252 
(GMTs) with age (15). However, it seems unlikely that secondary infections can lead to 253 
paralysis, based on data for poliovirus. 254 
 255 
Whether antigenic escape can explain re-infections in older children is not fully understood. 256 
There is evidence of amino acid changes in the BC and DE loop regions of the VP1 (which are 257 
thought to be epitopes for neutralising antibodies) that might have resulted in altered 258 
antigenic properties (27, 28). However, although neutralisation assays conducted against 259 
different EV-D68 strains found some differences in neutralisation titers, study results have 260 
been inconsistent and their clinical and epidemiological significance unclear (15, 24). 261 
 262 
Three major co-circulating EV-D68 clades (A-C) emerged globally in the 2000s (4) and have 263 
subsequently diversified, with only one monophyletic group (B1 and B3 genotypes) with a 264 
common ancestor in 2009 so far associated with AFM (29) (with the exception of one case 265 
associated with D1 in 2018 in France (30)). Individual viral lineages show rapid global spread, 266 
with recent outbreaks synchronised across Europe and the US representing circulation of 267 
the same dominant genotypes (e.g. co-circulating B3 and D1 in 2018). In vitro studies of the 268 
neurotropism of these viruses compared with the ancestral strains have yielded conflicting 269 
results as to whether neurotropism has increased (22, 31, 32). The timing of the increase in 270 
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transmission estimated here based on the analysis of the serology data roughly corresponds 271 
to the genetic emergence of clade B around 2007, and thus one could hypothesise that 272 
increased virus transmissibility is a trait associated with this clade. More efficient viral 273 
replication may enhance transmission as well as the probability of virus reaching the central 274 
nervous system, although changes in receptor usage could also play a role.  275 
 276 
Our ability to recover more complex changes in transmission is limited by the data available. 277 
It would not be surprising if EV-D68 has exhibited biennial (or longer) cycles of transmission 278 
in England over the last few years, as it has been shown in the US (7) and is common for 279 
other enteroviruses (33). However, it is difficult to recover changes at this finer time scale 280 
with serology data unless sampling is very frequent (at least annual). Therefore, our study 281 
can only reveal broader long-term secular changes. 282 
 283 
This work shows the value of modelling age-stratified seroprevalence data from consecutive 284 
cross-sectional studies in the understanding of the epidemiology of diseases caused by 285 
emerging human enteroviruses. The dynamics of most enterovirus serotypes over relatively 286 
long time scales have been shown to be driven by population immunity (33). However, in 287 
rare instances, enterovirus serotypes have emerged as important causes of diseases after 288 
many years of circulation causing diseases at a much lower rate or even silently circulating. 289 
For example, coxsackievirus A6 (CVA6) has emerged as the main serotype causing HFMD 290 
worldwide over the last decade (34). Analysis of CVA6 serological data could help confirm 291 
whether there have been changes in transmission contributing to this emergence. Finally, 292 
this work also shows the need to better understand and interpret individual serological data 293 
in terms of previous exposure and protection against infection and disease. This would help 294 
refining analytical approaches such as those used here to infer population-level processes. 295 
 296 
 297 
Materials and Methods  298 
 299 
Serological data 300 
 301 
We use data from three retrospective cross-sectional studies analysing serum samples 302 
representative of England’s population in 2006 (n=516), 2011 (n=504) and 2017 (n=566) and 303 
available through the National Seroepidemiology Programme at Public Health England (35). 304 
The number of samples per age class and cross-sectional study, for the age classes used in 305 
the analyses are shown in Table S2. The neutralisation assay method and results from 306 
serological testing of the 2006 and 2017 sample sets have been previously described in (15). 307 
Neutralisation assays measured neutralising antibody titers against a B3 strain (15, 29), but 308 
Kamau et al. showed similar neutralisation effects across three different EV-D68 strains (15). 309 
 310 
Statistical analysis 311 
 312 
The FOI is the rate at which seronegative (susceptible) individuals become seropositive 313 
(infected). Cross-sectional age-stratified seroprevalence data can be used to estimate the 314 
FOI through so-called catalytic models (36). Catalytic models avoid modelling the dynamics 315 
of infected individuals directly; rather, they assume an unspecified mechanism that results 316 
in a susceptible individual becoming infected, its magnitude defining the FOI. For 317 
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seroprevalence data, these models rely on the idea that the age and serostatus of an 318 
individual provide information on the probability of infection for the years between birth 319 
and the serosurvey.  320 
 321 
General approach. Let 𝑆!(𝑡) be the proportion of susceptible (seronegative) individuals born 322 
at time 𝜏 at some subsequent time 𝑡 ≥ 𝜏. We assume that after infection (seroconversion), 323 
individuals cannot become susceptible again (i.e. we do not include seroreversion). This 324 
seems reasonable since seroprevalence does not show a decline through age (Figure 1). This 325 
results in the following equation: 326 
 327 

𝑑𝑆!(𝑡)
𝑑𝑡 = −𝜆(𝑡, 𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑆!(𝑡), 328 

 329 
where we suppose that the FOI, 𝜆(𝑡, 𝑡 − 𝜏) > 0, can vary over time 𝑡 and with the age of an 330 
individual 𝑎 = 𝑡 − 𝜏.  331 
 332 
To avoid the effect of maternal antibodies, we exclude individuals <1 year of age from the 333 
analysis and we assume that individuals enter the model at age 1 being seronegative, so 334 
that 𝑆!(𝜏 + 1) = 1. This permits the solution: 335 
 336 

𝑆!(𝑡) = exp4−5 𝜆(𝑡", 𝑡" − 𝜏)𝑑𝑡
#

!$%
′7. 337 

 338 
We assume that the historical FOI is different each year but constant within it. This is 339 
important for enteroviruses, as most serotypes do not circulate every year, but rather in 340 
longer cycles of two or more years (33). This means we can rewrite the above equation as: 341 
 342 

𝑆!(𝑡) = exp9− : 𝜆(𝑡", 𝑡" − 𝜏)
#

#!&!$%

;, 343 

 344 
where 𝑡 is now a discrete measure of time in years. 345 
 346 
An individual is deemed “seropositive” if their antibody titer exceeds a given cut-off. We let 347 
𝑋!(𝑡|𝑐) denote the serostatus (seropositive or seronegative) of an individual born in year 𝜏 348 
in a subsequent year 𝑡 ≥ 𝜏 assuming a seropositivity cut-off 𝑐. Then the probability an 349 
individual is seropositive in year	𝑡 is given by:  350 
 351 

𝑃𝑟(𝑋!(𝑡|𝑐) = 1) = 1 − 𝑆!(𝑡) 352 
 353 
which implicitly assumes that antibody titers are long lasting, and as such, once an individual 354 
has seroconverted there is no waning immunity. 355 
 356 
We further assume that all individuals born in the same year have been exposed to a 357 
common historical FOI throughout their lives. We also assume that testing uncovers 358 
seropositivity with 100% accuracy. The count of seropositive individuals within a serosurvey 359 
in year t can then be modelled using a binomial distribution: 360 
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 361 
𝑧!(𝑡|𝑐)~	binomial(𝑛!(𝑡|𝑐), Pr	(𝑋!(𝑡|𝑐) = 1)), 362 

 363 
where 𝑛!(𝑡|𝑐) indicates the sample size in year 𝑡 for individuals born in year 𝜏 as collected 364 
during the serosurvey; and 𝑧!(𝑡|𝑐) = ∑ 𝑋!(𝑡|𝑐)'"(#|*)

,&%  is the count of those individuals who 365 
are seropositive. 366 
 367 
We test five different models representing different hypotheses about how the FOI changes 368 
over time t (in years), and also through age a. The mathematical details describing the 369 
different models are given below. 370 
 371 
Model 1: Constant FOI over time and age,  372 
 373 

𝜆(𝑡, 𝑎) = 𝜆,	∀𝑡, 𝑎. 374 
 375 
This model has a single parameter, 𝜆. 376 
 377 
Model 2: Different and independent FOIs each year but FOI is age-independent,  378 
 379 

𝜆(𝑡, 𝑎) = 𝜆# . 380 
 381 
Model 3: Step-function model with increased FOI at age 1, 382 
 383 

𝜆(𝑡, 𝑎) = 𝜆# × 𝑓- 384 
 385 
where 386 
 387 

𝜆# = R𝜆%, 𝑡 < 𝑇
𝜆., 𝑡 ≥ 𝑇 388 

 389 
and 390 
 391 

𝑓- = U𝛼 + 1, 𝑎 = 1
1, 𝑎 > 1 392 

 393 
The parameter T, the year when the force of infection changes, is estimated, and the 394 
parameter 𝛼 > 0, describing the increase in FOI at age 1 compared to the other ages, is also 395 
estimated. 396 
 397 
Model 4: Random walk model of order one, with increased FOI at age 1, 398 
 399 

𝜆(𝑡, 𝑎) = 𝜆# × 𝑓- 400 
 401 
where 402 
 403 

𝜆#&## 	~	normal(0, 𝜎/) 404 
 405 
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𝜆#0## 	~	normal(𝜆#1%, 𝜎) 406 
and 407 
 408 

𝑓- = U𝛼 + 1, 𝑎 = 1
1, 𝑎 > 1 409 

 410 
Model 5: Random walk model of order one, with increased FOI at age 1 and exponential 411 
decrease in FOI through age, 412 
 413 

𝜆(𝑡, 𝑎) = 𝜆# × 𝑓- 414 
 415 
where 416 
 417 

𝜆#&## 	~	normal(0, 𝜎/) 418 
 419 

𝜆#0## 	~	normal(𝜆#1%, 𝜎) 420 
and 421 
 422 

𝑓- = R (𝛼 + 1), 𝑎 = 1
𝛾 × (𝛼 + 1) × exp	(−𝛽(𝑎 − 1)), 𝑎 > 1 423 

 424 
This model is an extension of Model 4. 425 
 426 
The annual probability of infection, which is the proportion of the susceptible population 427 
that will become seropositive in a given year, can be derived from the FOI. With our 428 
approach, the annual probability of infection for year t and age a,	𝑝(𝑡, 𝑎), is 𝑝(𝑡, 𝑎) = 1 −429 
exp(−𝜆(𝑡, 𝑎)).  430 
 431 
Because seroprevalence in adults reaches almost 100% from about the 20-yo age class for a 432 
seropositivity cut-off of 1:16, and from the 30-yo for a more stringent cut-off of 1:64 (Figure 433 
1), we fit the models to the data for the first N=40 age classes. 434 
 435 
The models were implemented in RStan (37) and fitted to the data using MCMC. Four 436 
independent chains were simulated, each of 10,000 iterations, with a warmup of 3,000. 437 
Convergence was checked using the Rhat function. 438 
 439 
Annual overall seroprevalence, basic reproduction number and reconstructed number of 440 
infections in each age class 441 
 442 
Using the estimates of the FOI from the catalytic models above and data on population 443 
structure, we can estimate the overall (age-weighted) seroprevalence in the population 444 
each year t. We used data on the population structure in England for the years 1998, 2008 445 
and 2018 (Figure S8), from (38). The size of each age class for the years in between was 446 
obtained by linear interpolation.  447 
 448 
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We then used age-specific estimates of the FOI and seroprevalence to obtain annual 449 
estimates of the basic reproduction number, using equation (3) from Farrington et al. (39), 450 
which gives the relationship: 451 
 452 

𝑅/,# =
∑ 𝜆(𝑡, 𝑎).3/
-&%

∑ 𝜆(𝑡, 𝑎). × 𝑆(𝑡, 𝑎)3/
-&%

 453 

 454 
where 𝑆(𝑡, 𝑎) is the proportion seronegative at age a and year t. Note that we further make 455 
the hypothesis that age-specific mortality rate is zero in the 40 age classes that we consider. 456 
 457 
Finally, we reconstructed the annual number of (new) infections in each age class using the 458 
estimates of the FOI and population structure data. To reconstruct the number of infections 459 
in a given year t and age class a, we first reconstructed the proportion seronegative in the 460 
age class a-1 until year t-1, and then derived the proportion who would seroconvert during 461 
year t. We then multiplied that proportion by the population size of the corresponding age 462 
class and year. 463 
 464 
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Figure 1. Seroprevalence by age in years. Seroprevalence by age class for the three 586 
serosurveys and for different cut-offs of neutralising antibody titre used to define positivity: 587 
(A) 1:16, (B) 1:32, (C) 1:64 and (D) 1:128. Bars are 95% binomial confidence intervals. Note 588 
that individuals in the [0-1) age class from the 2017 serosurvey were in fact sampled in 2016 589 
and as such, are shown with a different colour. These individuals were not included in the 590 
analysis, as all individuals <1 yo were excluded to avoid the effect of maternal antibodies 591 
(Materials and Methods). 592 
 593 
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Figure 2. Estimated annual probability of infection. In green, the annual probability of 597 
infection for the 1-year-old age class and in purple for the rest of age classes. Results are 598 
presented for Model 3 (A, B), Model 4 (C, D) and Model 5 (E, F), and for two different 599 
seropositivity cut-offs, 1:16 (A, C, E) and 1:64 (B, D, F). Orange arrows indicate the years for 600 
which there is cross-sectional seroprevalence data. 601 
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Figure 3. Model fit to data. Observed (brown squares) and modelled (green points) 606 
seroprevalence by age for the three cross-sectional serosurveys (2006, 2011 and 2017). 607 
Model fit is shown for the best model (Model 5) and for the two seropositivity cut-offs, (A) 608 
1:16, and (B) 1:64. Green bars indicate the 95% binomial confidence intervals around the 609 
mean estimates, accounting for sample size. Similar results for Models 3 and 4 are shown in 610 
Figures S2 and S3 respectively. 611 
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Figure 4. Seroprevalence and basic reproduction number. (A) Estimated overall (age-616 
weighted) seroprevalence in the population and (B) basic reproduction number for the two 617 
best models (Models 4 and 5) and two different seropositivity cut-offs. 618 
 619 
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 20 

Table 1. Model comparison for the two different datasets, corresponding to two different 623 
seropositivity cut-offs. For each model comparison, the first row corresponds to the model 624 
with the largest expected log pointwise density (ELPD), which measures the model expected 625 
predictive accuracy. For each model, its log-likelihood and the difference in the Bayesian 626 
leave-one-out (LOO) estimate of the ELPD compared to the best model are shown.  627 
 628 

Model log-likelihood DLOO 
Seropositivity cut-off 1:16 

5 -70.75 0.00 
4 -73.52 -2.37 
2 -80.75 -11.33 
1 -151.13 -79.98 
3 -74.40 -118.02 

Seropositivity cut-off 1:64 
5 -148.95 0.00 
4 -152.35 -3.05 
2 -153.96 -5.16 
1 -214.20 -63.06 
3 -149.33 -82.41 
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Supplementary Material 632 
 633 
Figure S1. Individual log2 titer distributions. (A) For each serosurvey. (B) For all surveys 634 
combined. 635 
 636 
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 22 

Figure S2. Model 1 fit to data. Observed (brown squares) and modelled (green points) 640 
seroprevalence by age for the three cross-sectional serosurveys (2006, 2011 and 2017). 641 
Model fit is shown for Model 1 and for the two seropositivity cut-offs, A) 1:16, and B) 1:64. 642 
Green bars indicate the 95% binomial confidence intervals around the mean estimates, 643 
accounting for sample size. 644 
 645 

 646 
 647 
  648 

2006 2011 2017

0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

Age

Se
ro

pr
ev

al
en

ce

A) Model 1 fit to data, cut−off 1:16

2006 2011 2017

0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

Age

Se
ro

pr
ev

al
en

ce

B) Model 1 fit to data, cut−off 1:64

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 9, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265913doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265913
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 23 

Figure S3. Model 2 fit to data. Observed (brown squares) and modelled (green points) 649 
seroprevalence by age for the three cross-sectional serosurveys (2006, 2011 and 2017). 650 
Model fit is shown for Model 2 and for the two seropositivity cut-offs, A) 1:16, and B) 1:64. 651 
Green bars indicate the 95% binomial confidence intervals around the mean estimates, 652 
accounting for sample size. 653 
 654 

 655 
 656 
  657 

2006 2011 2017

0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

Age

Se
ro

pr
ev

al
en

ce

A) Model 2 fit to data, cut−off 1:16

2006 2011 2017

0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

Age

Se
ro

pr
ev

al
en

ce

B) Model 2 fit to data, cut−off 1:64

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 9, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265913doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265913
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 24 

Figure S4. Estimated annual probability of infection for Models 1 and 2. Results are 658 
presented for Model 1 (A, B) and Model 2 (C, D), and for two different seropositivity cut-659 
offs, 1:16 (A, C) and 1:64 (B, D). Orange arrows indicate the years for which there is cross-660 
sectional seroprevalence data. 661 
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Figure S5. Model 3 fit to data. Observed (brown squares) and modelled (green points) 666 
seroprevalence by age for the three cross-sectional serosurveys (2006, 2011 and 2017). 667 
Model fit is shown for Model 3 and for the two seropositivity cut-offs, A) 1:16, and B) 1:64. 668 
Green bars indicate the 95% binomial confidence intervals around the mean estimates, 669 
accounting for sample size. 670 
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Figure S6. Model 4 fit to data. Observed (brown squares) and modelled (green points) 675 
seroprevalence by age for the three cross-sectional serosurveys (2006, 2011 and 2017). 676 
Model fit is shown for Model 4 and for the two seropositivity cut-offs, A) 1:16, and B) 1:64. 677 
Green bars indicate the 95% binomial confidence intervals around the mean estimates, 678 
accounting for sample size. 679 
 680 
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Figure S7. Posterior distribution for the estimated year of the change in FOI for the step-684 
function model (Model 3) for seropositivity cut-offs of (A) 1:16, and (B) 1:64. 685 
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Figure S8. England population age structure for the years 1998, 2008 and 2018. 690 
 691 
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Figure S9. Reconstructed number of infections with Model 5. Reconstructed annual number 695 
of new infections in each age class using the best model (Model 5) for the two seropositivity 696 
cut-offs: 1:16 (A, B) and 1:64 (C, D). Note that (B) and (D) are a zoom in of (A) and (C) 697 
respectively for the age classes above 1 year of age. 698 
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Figure S10. Reconstructed number of infections with Model 4. Reconstructed annual 703 
number of new infections in each age class using the second best model (Model 4) for the 704 
two seropositivity cut-offs: 1:16 (A, B) and 1:64 (C, D). Note that (B) and (D) are a zoom in of 705 
(A) and (C) respectively for the age classes above 1 year of age. 706 
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Table S1. Model parameter estimates. Estimates of the parameters describing the age-710 
related increased risk of infection in the 1-year-old age class (a) and the other age classes (g, 711 
b). 712 
 713 
Parameter Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 
Seropositivity cut-off 1:16 

a 6.89 (4.18,11.05) 5.56 (3.05, 9.97) 2.10 (0.07, 15.85) 
g - - 0.32 (0.16, 0.58) 
b - - 0.06 (0.02, 0.13) 

Seropositivity cut-off 1:64 
a 2.32 (0.95, 4.14) 2.17 (0.97, 4.00) 1.14 (0.03, 13.42) 
g - - 0.60 (0.31, 1.06) 
b - - 0.04 (0.01, 0.07) 
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Table S2. Number of samples in each age class for the age classes used in the analyses. 717 
 718 
Age class 2006 2011 2017 

1 31 10 18 
2 11 10 20 
3 16 10 17 
4 22 10 31 
5 19 10 14 
6 8 10 8 
7 8 10 11 
8 5 10 8 
9 10 10 10 

10 8 10 14 
11 7 9 9 
12 4 13 13 
13 15 0 6 
14 14 12 9 
15 20 8 12 
16 16 8 7 
17 9 6 10 
18 8 6 10 
19 12 6 8 
20 9 6 15 
21 12 6 14 
22 11 5 14 
23 13 5 15 
24 10 5 7 
25 8 5 1 
26 4 5 3 
27 3 2 8 
28 3 3 6 
29 4 5 8 
30 4 7 5 
31 8 0 8 
32 2 2 4 
33 3 3 5 
34 6 2 9 
35 5 0 7 
36 6 4 6 
37 3 3 7 
38 4 2 4 
39 3 7 4 
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