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Abstract (word count 378) 36 

Background 37 

There is ongoing uncertainty regarding transmission chains and the respective roles of healthcare 38 

workers (HCWs) and elderly patients in nosocomial outbreaks of severe acute respiratory syndrome 39 

coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) in geriatric settings. 40 

Methods 41 

We performed a retrospective cohort study including patients with nosocomial coronavirus disease 42 

2019 (COVID-19) in four outbreak-affected wards, and all SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR positive HCWs from a 43 

Swiss university-affiliated geriatric acute-care hospital that admitted both Covid-19 and non-Covid-44 

19 patients during the first pandemic wave in Spring 2020. We combined epidemiological and 45 

genetic sequencing data using a Bayesian modelling framework, and reconstructed transmission 46 

dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 involving patients and HCWs, in order to determine who infected whom. 47 

We evaluated general transmission patterns according to type of case (HCWs working in dedicated 48 

Covid-19 cohorting wards: HCWcovid; HCWs working in non-Covid-19 wards where outbreaks 49 

occurred: HCWoutbreak; patients with nosocomial Covid-19: patientnoso) by deriving the proportion of 50 

infections attributed to each type of case across all posterior trees and comparing them to random 51 

expectations. 52 

Results 53 

During the study period (March 1 to May 7, 2020) we included 180 SARS-CoV-2 positive cases: 127 54 

HCWs (91 HCWcovid, 36 HCWoutbreak) and 53 patients. The attack rates ranged from 10-19% for 55 

patients, and 21% for HCWs. We estimated that there were 16 importation events (3 patients, 13 56 

HCWs) that jointly led to 16 secondary cases. Most patient-to-patient transmission events involved 57 

patients having shared a ward (97.6%, 95% credible interval [CrI] 90.4-100%), in contrast to those 58 

having shared a room (44.4%, 95%CrI 27.8-62.5%). Transmission events tended to cluster by type of 59 
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case: patientnoso were almost twice as likely to be infected by other patientnoso than expected 60 

(observed:expected ratio 1.91, 95%CrI 1.08 – 4.00, p = 0.02); similarly, HCWoutbreak were more than 61 

twice as likely to be infected by other HCWoutbreak than expected (2.25, 95%CrI 1.00-8.00, p = 0.04). 62 

The proportion of infectors of HCWcovid were as expected as random. The proportions of high 63 

transmitters (≥2 secondary cases) were significantly higher among HCWoutbreak than patientnoso in the 64 

late phases (26.2% vs. 13.4%, p<2.2e-16) of the outbreak. 65 

Conclusions 66 

Most importation events were linked to HCW. Unexpectedly, transmission between HCWcovid was 67 

more limited than transmission between patients and HCWoutbreak. This highlights gaps in infection 68 

control and suggests possible areas of improvements to limit the extent of nosocomial transmission. 69 

 70 

 71 

Key words: COVID-19, SARS-CoV-2, infection prevention and control, healthcare-associated 72 

infection, nosocomial outbreaks, geriatric hospitals 73 
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Introduction 76 

Nosocomial acquisition of severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) in geriatric 77 

institutions and long-term care facilities (LTCFs) may account for large proportions of all declared 78 

coronavirus disease 2019 (Covid-19) cases in many countries, and contribute to a large extent to 79 

morbidity and mortality [1-4]. The reservoir of SARS-CoV-2 in healthcare environments may 80 

contribute to amplifying the pandemic [5], and as such, it is important to understand transmission 81 

dynamics in these settings. 82 

The terms healthcare-associated, hospital-onset, and nosocomial Covid-19 reflect the 83 

uncertainty around defining and distinguishing community- versus healthcare-acquired Covid-19 84 

cases [6]. Nevertheless, in some settings such as LTCFs and nursing homes these definitions are 85 

relatively straightforward. In other settings, such as those with a high turnover of patients, or where 86 

patients are admitted from the community and both Covid-19 and non-Covid-19 cases are 87 

hospitalised in the same institution, defining, and more importantly detecting cases is crucial to 88 

avoid cross-contamination. Determining sources and transmission pathways of infection may thus 89 

help improve infection prevention and control (IPC) strategies. 90 

The role of healthcare workers (HCWs) in nosocomial Covid-19 is complex, as they can be 91 

victims and/or vectors of SARS-CoV-2 infection, and can acquire from or transmit to their peers and 92 

patients as well as the community [7, 8]. There is ongoing controversy and uncertainty surrounding 93 

the role of HCWs in infecting patients in nosocomial outbreaks, and in particular findings from acute-94 

care hospitals cannot be applied directly to LTCFs and geriatric hospitals [9-12]. 95 

The aim of this study was to reconstruct transmission dynamics in several nosocomial 96 

outbreaks of SARS-CoV-2 involving patients and HCWs in a Swiss university-affiliated geriatric 97 

hospital that admitted both Covid-19 and non-Covid-19 patients during the first pandemic wave in 98 

Spring 2020. 99 
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 100 

Methods 101 

We performed a retrospective cohort study including patients with nosocomial COVID-19 in four 102 

outbreak-affected wards, as well as all SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR positive HCWs from March 1 to May 7, 103 

2020. 104 

Setting 105 

The Hospital of Geriatrics, part of the Geneva University Hospitals (HUG) consortium, is a facility with 106 

196 acute-care and 100 rehabilitation beds. During the first pandemic wave, a maximum of 176 107 

acute-care beds were dedicated to admitting geriatric patients with Covid-19 who were not eligible 108 

for escalation of therapy (e.g. intensive care unit admission) [13]. During the same period, patients 109 

were also admitted for non-Covid-19 hospitalisations, and the rehabilitation beds were also open to 110 

convalescent Covid-19 patients. The implemented IPC measures are detailed in the Supplement. RT-111 

PCR screening of SARS-CoV-2 on admission for all patients, even if asymptomatic or without clinical 112 

suspicion of Covid-19, started on April 01, 2020. From April 07, 2020, weekly screening surveys were 113 

performed in non-Covid wards, until May 30, 2020. HCWs from outbreak wards were encouraged to 114 

undergo PCR testing on nasopharyngeal swabs, even if asymptomatic between April 09 and April 16, 115 

2020. 116 

Definitions 117 

Healthcare-associated (HA) Covid-19 was defined by an onset of symptoms ≥ 5 days after admission 118 

in conjunction with a strong suspicion of healthcare transmission, in accordance with Swissnoso 119 

guidelines [14]. Patients with HA-Covid-19 were classified as “patientnoso”, the others were assumed 120 

community-acquired or “patientcommunity”. An outbreak was declared when there were ≥3 cases of 121 

HA-Covid-19 cases (HCWs and patients) with a possible temporal-spatial link [14]. HCWs were 122 

included in the outbreak investigation if they presented a positive RT-PCR for SARS-CoV-2. HCWs 123 
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were classified as “HCWcovid” if they worked in a Covid-19 cohorting ward admitting community-124 

acquired cases, or “HCWoutbreak” if they worked in a “non-Covid” ward (i.e. not admitting community-125 

acquired Covid-19 cases) in which nosocomial outbreaks occurred. 126 

Data sources 127 

The data used for this study were from the same sources as described previously [9]. First, we used 128 

prospectively collected data from the Swiss Federal Office of Public Health-mandated surveillance of 129 

hospitalised Covid-19 patients [1]. We also used prospectively collected data from HUG’s 130 

Department of Occupational Health for symptom-onset data as well as the Department of Human 131 

Resources (HR) for HCW shifts. 132 

Descriptive epidemiology 133 

We produced an epidemic curve using dates of symptom onset; where these were unavailable (e.g. 134 

lack of symptoms), we imputed them with the median difference between date of symptom onset 135 

and date of nasopharyngeal swab. 136 

Microbiological methods 137 

All COVID-19 cases in the outbreak were confirmed by RT-PCR on nasopharyngeal swabs. We 138 

performed SARS-CoV-2 whole genome sequencing (WGS) using an amplicon-based sequencing 139 

method in order to produce RNA sequences, as previously described [9] and summarised in the 140 

Supplement. 141 

Phylogenetic analysis 142 

Sequence alignment was performed with MUSCLE (v3.8.31). The evolutionary analyses were 143 

conducted in MEGA X [15] using the Maximum Likelihood method and Tamura 3-parameter model 144 

[16]. All SARS-CoV-2 complete genomes sequenced by the Laboratory of Virology (HUG) in the 145 

context of city-wide epidemiological surveillance were integrated to the phylogenetic analysis in 146 

addition to the case samples of this outbreak analysis.  147 
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Statistical analysis 148 

We performed descriptive statistics with medians and interquartile ranges (IQR), and counts and 149 

proportions, as appropriate.  150 

Reconstruction of transmission trees 151 

We combined epidemiological and genomic data to reconstruct who infected whom using the R 152 

package outbreaker2 [17, 18], as described elsewhere [9] and in the Supplement. Briefly, the 153 

model uses a Bayesian framework, combining information on the generation time (time between 154 

infections in an infector/infectee pair), contact patterns, with a model of sequence evolution to 155 

probabilistically reconstruct the transmission tree (see Supplement). 156 

Because formal contact tracing was limited during the study period, we constructed contact 157 

networks based on ward or room presence for patients based on their trajectories, and on HCW 158 

shifts obtained from HR. A contact was defined as simultaneous presence on the same ward on a 159 

given day (see Supplement). The manner by which outbreaker2 handles these contacts is 160 

conservative in that it allows for A) non-infectious contacts to occur, and B) incomplete reporting of 161 

infectious contacts; the proportions of these are estimated in the model output.  162 

Using the reconstructed transmission trees, we calculated the number of secondary (i.e. 163 

onwards) infections for each case, i.e. the individual reproductive number (R), which we stratified by 164 

epidemic phase (early or late with a cut off on April 09, 2020) and type of case (HCWcovid, HCWoutbreak, 165 

patientnoso, patientcommunity, see Supplement).  166 

We assessed the role of each type of case in transmission by estimating the proportion of 167 

infections attributed to the type of case (fcase), which we compared to the random expectation 168 

considering the prevalence of each type among cases (see Supplement). To better understand the 169 

transmission pathways between and within wards, we also estimated (for outbreak and non-170 

outbreak wards), the proportion of infections attributed to infectors in the same ward. We also 171 
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constructed a matrix representing ward-to-ward transmission. Patient movements between wards 172 

were constructed using the implementation of the vistime package (visualisation tool) as in the 173 

publication by Meredith et al. [19]. Statistical analyses were performed in R software version 4.0.3 174 

(https://www.R-project.org/). 175 

Ethical considerations 176 

The Ethics Committee of the Canton of Geneva (CCER), Switzerland, approved this study (CCER no. 177 

2020-01330 and CCER no. 2020-00827). 178 

 179 

Results 180 

During the study period, we included a total of 180 SARS-CoV-2 positive cases: 127 HCWs of whom 181 

91 HCWcovid, and 36 HCWoutbreak, and 53 patients from the 4 outbreak wards. Of the 53 included 182 

patients, post-hoc epidemiological analysis showed that 4 of these were highly likely community-183 

acquired Covid-19 (CA-Covid-19). 184 

The remaining 49 nosocomial cases represented 20.2% (49/242) of all hospitalised COVID-19 185 

patients, and 81.7% (49/60) of nosocomial Covid-19 cases of the Geriatric Hospital. The ward-level 186 

attack rates ranged from 10 to 19% among patients. Moreover, 21% of all HCWs in the geriatric 187 

hospital had a PCR-positive test. The epidemic curve is shown in Figure 1, and ward-level epidemic 188 

curves in Supplementary Figure S1. Characteristics of patients and HCWs are summarised in Tables 1 189 

and 2, respectively. 190 

Phylogenetic tree 191 

We obtained SARS-CoV-2 sequences for 148 of the 180 cases (82.2%), including 105 HCWs (82.7%) 192 

and 43 patients (81.1%). A rooted phylogenetic tree suggests a large amount of genetic diversity, 193 

with at least 9 clusters and sub-clusters (Figure 2). One cluster (with moderate bootstrap support 194 

[BS] 26%) comprises sequences from 17 HCWs, 3 patients, and 6 community isolates in multiple 195 
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subclusters (e.g. BS 72% with signature mutation C5239T). Another cluster (BS 78% with signature 196 

mutations C28854T & A20268G) shows a HCW sequence (H1048) with high similarity with 197 

community isolates. A large cluster (BS 68% with signature mutations C8293T, T18488C, and 198 

T24739C) with several subclusters includes 19 HCWs, 9 patients, and 3 community cases; ward 199 

movements for the patients are shown in Supplementary Figure S3A. A well-defined cluster (BS 200 

100%) shows isolates from patients and HCWs from the same ward. 201 

Imported cases 202 

In our reconstruction of who infected whom, we identified 16 imported cases of whom 13 were 203 

HCWs and three were patients (C107, C115, and C123, Table 3), two of which (C107 and C115) were 204 

initially classified as nosocomial. These 16 imported cases were found to have generated a total of 205 

16 secondary cases, with 1 patient being involved in 5 onward transmissions. Together, imported 206 

cases and their direct secondary cases account for 21.6% of all cases.  207 

Reconstructing who infected whom 208 

The output from our ancestry reconstruction is shown in Figure 3 (see Supplement for more results 209 

and sensitivity analyses). In addition to the 16 cases identified as imported, we were able to 210 

reconstruct with high confidence (>50% posterior probability) the ancestry of 36/132 (27.2%) of the 211 

remaining cases. The model estimated that the reporting probability was 91.5% (95% credible 212 

interval [CrI] 91.2%-91.9%), suggesting that only 8.5% of cases involved in transmission were 213 

unidentified. For most (92.0%) cases, the model identified the direct infector, without intermediate 214 

unobserved cases. 215 

Ward attribution 216 

There was 95% agreement between the epidemiological attribution of the presumptive ward of 217 

infection (for patients) and that suggested by the model output (see Supplement). For 3 patients, the 218 

ward attribution was modified by the modelling analysis.  219 
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Transmission patterns 220 

Among patient-to-patient transmission events, and across all posterior trees, 97.6% (95%CrI 90.4-221 

100%) involved patients who had shared a ward during their hospital stay. In contrast, only 44.4% 222 

(95%CrI 27.8-62.5%) of patient-to-patient transmissions involved patients who had shared a room. 223 

The model predicted that C107 infected C131 with a 70.5% probability although they did not share a 224 

ward (Supplementary Figure S3B); the probabilities that this was a direct infection and indirect 225 

infection with an unreported intermediate infector were 36.2% and 34.3%, respectively 226 

(Supplementary Figure S3B). 227 

Secondary infections  228 

The number of secondary infections caused by each infected case (individual reproductive number, 229 

estimated from the transmission tree reconstruction), ranged from zero to nine (Figure 4). We 230 

compared the proportion of cases with no secondary transmissions ("non-transmitters”) and of 231 

cases with ≥2 secondary transmissions ("high transmitters”) across types of cases and phase of the 232 

outbreak. We found that the proportion of non-transmitters among both HCWoutbreak and patientnoso 233 

was smaller in the early than in the late stage (approximately 30% in early and 50% in late phase for 234 

both groups), suggesting that the contribution of these groups to ongoing transmission decreased 235 

over the study period. Conversely, the proportion of non-transmitters among HCWcovid was stable at 236 

about 55% across the early and the late phase. The proportions of high transmitters were 237 

significantly higher among HCWoutbreak than either patientnoso or HCWcovid in the late phases (26.2% vs. 238 

13.4% and 11.4%, p<2.2e-16) of the outbreak. These trends were similar in the sensitivity analyses 239 

(Supplementary Table S2). 240 

Role of HCWs and patients in transmission events 241 

We found that cases were significantly less likely than expected at random to be infected by HCWs 242 

from COVID wards (proportion infected by HCWcovid, fHCW = (43%; 95%CrI 36-49% versus 53% 243 
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expected at random; 95%CrI 44-62%; p = 0.043). This was true across all cases, but particularly 244 

among HCWs in outbreak wards (fHCW = 31%, 95% CrI 16-46%; p = 0.07) and patients, (fHCW = 26%, 245 

95%CrI 14-37%, p = 0.005). Conversely HCWoutbreak were significantly more likely than expected at 246 

random to become infected by other HCWoutbreak (proportion infected by HCWoutbreak, foutbreak = 38%, 247 

95%CrI 24-54% versus 18%; 95%CrI 4-35%, p = 0.03). Patients with nosocomial Covid-19 (patientnoso) 248 

were significantly more likely than expected at random to be infected by other patientnoso 249 

(proportion infected by patientnoso, fpat = 54%, 95%CrI 40-69% versus 28%; 95%CrI 14-45%, p = 0.01). 250 

Full results are shown in Figure 5. 251 

Role of within-ward and between-ward transmission 252 

Infected staff or patients in outbreak wards were responsible for significantly more transmission in 253 

general (54%; 95%CrI 48-61%) than expected (43.7%, 95%CrI 35-53%). This was driven in particular 254 

by transmission from staff or patients to other staff or patients in outbreak wards (73%, 95%CrI 63-255 

82%) (Figure 5). Within-ward transmission was more pronounced in outbreak wards (mean 48%; 256 

range: 20-70% of all infections within a ward) than in non-outbreak wards (mean 14%; range 0-63%) 257 

as shown in Supplementary Figures S4 and S5.  258 

 259 

Discussion 260 

This in-depth investigation of SARS-CoV-2 transmission between patients and HCWs in a geriatric 261 

hospital, including several nosocomial outbreaks, has provided many valuable insights on 262 

transmission dynamics. First, we showed that the combination of epidemiological and genetic data 263 

using sophisticated modelling was able to tease out overall transmission patterns. Second, we 264 

showed that transmission dynamics among HCWs differed according to whether they worked in 265 

Covid wards or in wards where outbreaks occurred: while there was no excess HCW-to-HCW 266 

transmission in Covid wards, we observed a two-fold higher risk of transmission between HCWs in 267 
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non-Covid wards. Third, we identified excess patient-to-patient transmission events, most of which 268 

occurred within the same ward, but not necessarily the same room. Fourth, we identified multiple 269 

importation events mainly from HCWs, but also from one patient with community-acquired Covid-270 

19, that led to a substantial number of secondary cases and/or clusters. 271 

These results are particularly important, as settings which care for elderly patients, such as 272 

geriatrics and rehabilitation clinics or LTCFs have high attack rates of SARS-CoV-2 for both patients 273 

and HCWs [7]. In an institution-wide seroprevalence study in our hospital consortium, the 274 

Department of Rehabilitation and Geriatrics, of which the hospital in this study was part of, had the 275 

highest proportion of HCWs with anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies [20]. 276 

The different transmission patterns between HCWs in Covid wards and outbreak wards (i.e. 277 

meant to be “Covid-free”) is intriguing. One hypothesis may be behavioural; indeed, it has been 278 

shown that HCWs caring for Covid-19 patients had significant concerns about being infected by their 279 

patients, and therefore may apply IPC measures more rigorously than when not caring for Covid-19 280 

patients [21]. It may be that HCWs working in non-Covid wards did not feel threatened by Covid-19 281 

patients on other wards, and thus not in their direct care. Also, it may be that HCWs underestimated 282 

the transmission risk from their peers to a greater extent in non-Covid wards than in Covid wards, 283 

leading to less physical distancing. Another contributing factor, which gives credence to the 284 

abovementioned hypotheses, is the higher mean duration of presenteeism despite symptoms 285 

compatible with Covid-19 in HCWs in non-Covid wards (2.9 days) compared to HCWs in Covid wards 286 

(1.6 days). There may be other factors (e.g. work culture, baseline IPC practices) that contribute to 287 

explain this difference in transmission patterns. 288 

Most patient-to-patient transmission events involved patients having shared a ward, and 289 

were therefore in close proximity. Although we cannot exclude transmission from a “point-source” 290 

or hand borne transmission (i.e. an unidentified HCW infecting multiple patients in the same ward), 291 

there is little evidence to suggest that this is the case; indeed, these transmission patterns were 292 
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robust to changes in the model assumptions. Mathematical models suggest that single-room 293 

isolation of suspected cases could potentially reduce the incidence of nosocomial SARS-CoV-2 294 

transmission by up to 35% [22]. In the outbreaks we describe, symptomatic patients were identified 295 

promptly, with a median delay of 0 days between symptom onset and first positive swab. This may, 296 

however, not be sufficient as patients may be able to transmit pre-symptomatically to other patients 297 

[23]; thus, forecasting patients at high risk of developing nosocomial Covid-19 [24] may be useful 298 

should single-rooms not be available for all contacts of positive cases (e.g. in cases of overcrowding). 299 

Indeed, it has been suggested that exposure to community-acquired cases (i.e. already identified 300 

and therefore segregated/cohorted) was associated with half the risk of infection when compared to 301 

exposure to hospital-acquired cases or HCWs (who may be asymptomatic) [25]. One possible 302 

explanation is that by the time CA-Covid cases are hospitalised, they have passed the peak of 303 

infectiousness, whereas HA-Covid cases are in frequently unprotected contact with HCWs and other 304 

patients during their period of peak infectiousness. 305 

It is our view that there is currently no strong evidence for the use of real-time genomics for 306 

control of SARS-CoV-2 nosocomial outbreaks [26]. Nevertheless, in this investigation, as in many 307 

others, we performed WGS to investigate transmission patterns [12]. Although we were able to gain 308 

considerable insight from the powerful combination of genetic sequencing data and rich 309 

epidemiological data, the outbreaks were successfully controlled without the availability of WGS, as 310 

was the case in many published reports [27, 28]. Furthermore, WGS may be more useful for ruling 311 

out transmission rather than for confirmatory purposes, due to the low number of mutations 312 

accumulated in the SARS-CoV-2 genome between transmission pairs [29].  313 

Our study has several strengths. To the best of our knowledge, it is the only extensive 314 

outbreak investigation with WGS and sophisticated modelling in a geriatric acute-care hospital. Our 315 

WGS coverage was very high with 80% of cases involved providing sequencing data, including 316 

sequences from HCWs which has been previously shown to improve understanding of transmission 317 
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dynamics [8]. The data collected for the purposes of this study were prospectively collected, 318 

minimising the risk of bias. 319 

Despite these strengths, some limitations must be acknowledged. First, we did not include 320 

sequences from CA-Covid cases, bar one. However the method we used to reconstruct who infected 321 

whom is able to cope with and identify missing intermediate cases; here we estimated that the 322 

overwhelming majority of cases (91.5%) was captured in our sample. Another limitation is that these 323 

investigations were performed during the first pandemic wave in a susceptible population, and 324 

therefore the results may no longer be applicable in settings with high vaccination coverage and/or 325 

substantial natural immunity. Nevertheless, the lessons learned may be useful in a large number of 326 

countries with slow vaccine roll-out due to vaccine hesitancy, particularly in HCWs where there is no 327 

vaccine mandate, or unequal access to vaccine supplies [30]. Furthermore, nosocomial outbreaks of 328 

SARS-CoV-2 still occur despite high vaccination coverage [31, 32]. Also, these valuable lessons may 329 

be applicable for nosocomial outbreak control in the case of future pandemics due to respiratory 330 

viruses with characteristics similar to SARS-CoV-2. 331 

In conclusion, strategies to prevent nosocomial SARS-CoV-2 transmission in geriatric settings 332 

should take into account the complex interplay between HCWs in dedicated Covid-19 wards versus 333 

non-Covid wards, and the potential for patient-to-patient transmission. 334 

 335 

  336 
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Tables 469 

Table 1. Characteristics of CoVID-19 patients with nosocomial acquisition 470 

Characteristics All patients 

(N = 49) 

Female, n (%) 28 (57.1) 

Age, median (IQR) 85.4 (83.5 – 89.3) 

  

Asymptomatic, n (%) 3 (6.1) 

Onset of symptoms before swab date, n (%) 12 (24.5) 

Days from onset of symptoms to swab, median (IQR) 0 (0-0) 

Days from onset of symptoms to swab, mean (SD) -0.29 (2.19) 

 471 
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Table 2. Characteristics of SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR positive HCWs 473 

Characteristics All HCWs 

(N = 127) 

Female, n (%) 92 (72.4) 

Age, median (IQR) 32.0 (43.3 – 54.8) 

  

Profession, n (%)  

Nurse 57 (44.9) 

Nurse assistant 39 (30.7) 

Doctor 19 (15.0) 

Care assistant 4 (3.2) 

Transporter 4 (3.2) 

Physical therapist 2 (1.6) 

Logopedist 1 (0.8) 

Medical student 1 (0.8) 

  

Asymptomatic, n (%) 

missing data for 5 

5 (3.9) 

Days from onset of symptoms to swab, median (IQR) 1 (-2 to 21) 

 HCWs in Covid-19 wards 1 (1-2) 

 HCWs in non-Covid (outbreak) wards 1 (0-3) 

Days from onset of symptoms to swab, mean (SD) 1.91 (2.86) 

 HCWs in Covid-19 wards 1.60 (1.78) 

 HCWs in non-Covid (outbreak) wards 2.88 (4.84) 

 474 
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Table 3. Imported cases and secondary infections 476 

Imported case Probability of 

importation 

Secondary onward 

transmission 

Posterior 

probability of 

onward 

transmission 

C115 0.60 C114 0.60 

C107 1.00 C131 

C124 

H1068 

H1005 

H1077 

0.70 

0.39 

0.16 

0.33 

1.00 

C123 0.97 H1058 0.89 

H1025 0.87 H1085 0.94 

H1082 0.83 H1052 0.83 

H1110 0.86 H1064 

H1063 

0.32 

0.60 

H1008 0.84 H1059 0.84 

H1073 1.00   

H1015 1.00   

H1011 0.66 H1019 0.62 

H1012 1.00   

H1013 1.00   

H1122 0.86 C113 0.57 

H1057 0.50 C153 0.50 

H1048 1.00   

H1021 1.00 H1017 1.00 

 477 
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Figure legends 479 

Figure 1. 480 

Epidemic curve of the nosocomial COVID-19 outbreak in a geriatric hospital involving HCWs and 481 

patients. 482 

 483 

Figure 2. 484 

Phylogenetic tree of SARS-CoV-2 genome sequences. The tree includes 148 sequences related to the 485 

outbreak (patient and employee sequences are named C1xx [blue] and H10xx [red], respectively), 486 

alongside the community cases in the canton of Geneva, Switzerland, that were sequenced in 487 

March-April 2020 by the Laboratory of Virology (Geneva University Hospitals) and submitted to 488 

GISAID (virus names and accession ID (i.e. EPI_ISL_) are indicated) in the context of an 489 

epidemiological surveillance. For each sequence the date of the sample collection is mentioned 490 

(yyyy-mm-dd). 491 

 492 

Figure 3. 493 

Ancestry reconstruction (who infected whom) of the outbreaker2 model. Infectors are on the 494 

vertical axis and infectees are on the horizontal axis. Each bubble represents the posterior 495 

probability of each infector-infectee transmission pair. The bottom row denotes the probability that 496 

an infectee was in fact an imported case. Patients and employees are named C1xx and H10xx, 497 

respectively. 498 

 499 

Figure 4. 500 

Histograms of distribution of secondary cases by each case type (“HCWcovid”, HCWs working in Covid-501 

19 wards; “HCWoutbreak”, HCWs working in outbreak wards; “patientnoso”, patients with hospital-502 
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acquired Covid-19; “patientcommunity”, patients with community-acquired Covid-19) and stratified 503 

according to early (up to April 09, 2020) and late phases (as of April 10, 2020). Number of cases in 504 

early phase: HCWoutbreak 19, HCWcovid 43, patientnoso 25, patientcommunity 1. Number of cases in late 505 

phase: HCWoutbreak 7, HCWcovid 36, patientnoso 17, patientcommunity 0. 506 

 507 

Figure 5. 508 

Proportions of transmissions (fcase) attributed to each case type (HCWcovid, HCWoutbreak, patientnoso, 509 

patientcommunity) proportion of infections attributed to the type of case for each of the 1000 posterior 510 

trees retained. The blue histograms indicate the expected random distributions of fward, given the 511 

prevalence of each type of case. The red histograms show the observed distribution of fward, across 512 

1000 transmission trees reconstructed by outbreaker2. A. All cases. B. Transmission to HCWs in 513 

Covid-19 wards only. C. Transmission to HCWs in non-Covid-19 wards (i.e. outbreak wards) only. D. 514 

Transmission to patients with nosocomial Covid-19 only. 515 

 516 

 517 

 518 
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