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ABSTRACT 57 
BACKGROUND  58 

Debate about the level of asymptomatic severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-59 

CoV-2) infection continues. The amount of evidence is increasing and study designs have changed 60 

over time. We conducted a living systematic review to address three questions: (1) Amongst people 61 

who become infected with SARS-CoV-2, what proportion does not experience symptoms at all 62 

during their infection? (2) What is the infectiousness of asymptomatic and presymptomatic, 63 

compared with symptomatic, SARS-CoV-2 infection? (3) What proportion of SARS-CoV-2 64 

transmission in a population is accounted for by people who are asymptomatic or presymptomatic?  65 

METHODS AND FINDINGS  66 

The protocol was first published on 1 April 2020 and last updated on 18 June 2020. We searched 67 

PubMed, Embase, bioRxiv and medRxiv, aggregated in a database of SARS-CoV-2 literature, most 68 

recently on 2 February 2021. Studies of people with PCR-diagnosed SARS-CoV-2, which documented 69 

symptom status at the beginning and end of follow-up, or mathematical modelling studies were 70 

included. Studies restricted to people already diagnosed, of single individuals or families, or without 71 

sufficient follow-up were excluded. One reviewer extracted data and a second verified the 72 

extraction, with disagreement resolved by discussion or a third reviewer. Risk of bias in empirical 73 

studies was assessed with a bespoke checklist and modelling studies with a published checklist. All 74 

data syntheses were done using random effects models. Review question (1): We included 94 75 

studies. Heterogeneity was high and we could not reliably estimate values for the proportion of 76 

asymptomatic infections overall (interquartile range 13-45%, prediction interval 2-89%), or in studies 77 

based on screening of defined populations (interquartile range 18-59%, prediction interval 3-95%). In 78 

screening studies at low risk of information bias, the prediction interval was 4-69% (summary 79 

proportion 23%, 95% CI 14-35%). In 40 studies based on contact or outbreak investigations, the 80 

summary proportion asymptomatic was 18% (95% CI 14-24%, prediction interval 3-64%) and, in 81 

studies at low risk of selection bias, 25% (95% CI 18-33%, prediction interval 5-66%). (2) The 82 
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secondary attack rate in contacts of people with asymptomatic infection compared with 83 

symptomatic infection was 0.43 (95% CI 0.05-3.44, 5 studies). (3) In 11 modelling studies fit to data, 84 

the proportion of all SARS-CoV-2 transmission from presymptomatic individuals was higher than 85 

from asymptomatic individuals. Limitations of the evidence include high heterogeneity in studies 86 

that were not designed to measure persistently asymptomatic infection, high risks of selection and 87 

information bias, and the absence of studies about variants of concern or in people who have been 88 

vaccinated. 89 

CONCLUSIONS 90 

This review does not provide a summary estimate of the proportion of asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 91 

across all study designs. In studies based on contact and outbreak investigation, most SARS-CoV-2 92 

infections were not persistently asymptomatic. Summary estimates from meta-analysis may be 93 

misleading when variability between studies is extreme. Without prospective longitudinal studies 94 

with methods that minimise selection and measurement biases, further updates with the study 95 

types included in this living systematic review are unlikely to be able to provide a reliable summary 96 

estimate of the proportion of asymptomatic infections caused by wild-type SARS-CoV-2. 97 

 98 

REVIEW PROTOCOL: Open Science Framework (https://osf.io/9ewys/ )  99 
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Introduction 100 
 101 
There is ongoing debate about the true proportion of severe acute respiratory syndrome 102 

coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection that remains asymptomatic [1]. A well-recognised source of 103 

overestimation arises when people without symptoms at the time of testing are reported as having 104 

asymptomatic infection, with such cross-sectional studies often reporting percentages of 80% or 105 

more [2, 3]. These studies overestimate the proportion of persistently asymptomatic infection 106 

because they misclassify people with so-called presymptomatic infection, who will develop 107 

symptoms of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) if reassessed after an adequate follow-up period 108 

[1]. Other sources of bias can result in over- or underestimation of the proportion with persistent 109 

asymptomatic infections, even when participants are adequately followed up [1]. For example, 110 

studies that assess a limited range of symptoms could overestimate the proportion asymptomatic 111 

through misclassification if they do not ask participants about all possible symptoms. Since COVID-19 112 

was first identified as a viral pneumonia, the spectrum of symptoms has grown to include gastro-113 

intestinal symptoms and disturbances of smell and taste [1]. On the other hand, selection bias would 114 

be expected to underestimate the proportion with asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 if people with 115 

symptoms are more likely to be tested for SARS-CoV-2 infection than those without symptoms [4].  116 

Accurate estimates of the proportions of true asymptomatic and presymptomatic infections are 117 

needed to determine the balance and range of control measures [5]. Recognition of asymptomatic 118 

and presymptomatic infections has shown the importance of control measures such as physical 119 

distancing, active case-finding through testing of asymptomatic people [6] and the need for rapid 120 

quarantine [7]. The number of published studies about SARS-CoV-2 is increasing continuously and 121 

the types of published studies are also changing [8], including the designs of studies that report on 122 

the proportion of people with asymptomatic infection. In systematic reviews, reported estimates 123 

from random effects meta-analysis models range from 17 to 41% [9-14]. Authors of these reviews 124 

acknowledge high heterogeneity, typically reporting values of the I2 statistic >90%, which is the 125 
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proportion of the variability between estimates due to study differences other than chance [15]. 126 

Sources of heterogeneity are often not explored in detail, however, with infrequent reporting of 127 

prediction intervals [9, 10], even though they give information about all between-study variability 128 

and show the range of estimates that would be expected in future studies [15]. In this fourth update 129 

of our living systematic review [10] we aimed to improve and understand the changing evidence 130 

over time for three review questions: (1) Amongst people who become infected with SARS-CoV-2, 131 

what proportion does not experience symptoms at all during their infection? (2) What is the 132 

infectiousness of people with asymptomatic and presymptomatic, compared with symptomatic 133 

SARS-CoV-2 infection? (3) What proportion of SARS-CoV-2 transmission is accounted for by people 134 

who are either asymptomatic throughout infection, or presymptomatic? 135 

Methods  136 
We conducted a living systematic review, a systematic review that provides an online summary of 137 

findings and is updated when relevant new evidence becomes available [16]. The protocol, which 138 

describes modifications for each update, was first published on 1 April 2020 and amended for this 139 

version on 18 June 2020, (https://osf.io/9ewys/). Previous versions of the review have been posted 140 

as preprints [17] and published as a peer-reviewed article [10]. We report our findings according to 141 

statements on preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and meta-analyses 2020 (S1 PRISMA 142 

2020 Checklist) [18] and on synthesis without meta-analysis in systematic reviews (SWiM) [19]. 143 

Ethics committee review was not required for this review. Box 1 shows our definitions of symptoms, 144 

asymptomatic infection and presymptomatic status.  145 

Box 1. Definitions of symptoms and symptom status in a person with SARS-CoV-2 infections 146 

Symptoms: symptoms that a person experiences and reports. We used the authors’ definitions. 
We searched included manuscripts for an explicit statement that the study participant did not 
report symptoms that they experienced. Some authors defined ‘asymptomatic’ as an absence of 
self-reported symptoms. We did not include clinical signs observed or elicited on examination. 

Asymptomatic infection: a person with laboratory-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection, who has no 
symptoms, according to the authors’ report, at the time of first clinical assessment and had no 
symptoms at the end of follow-up. The end of follow-up was defined as any of the following: 
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virological cure, with one or more negative RT-PCR test results; follow-up for 14 days or more 
after the last possible exposure to an index case; follow-up for seven days or more after the first 
RT-PCR positive result. 

Presymptomatic: a person with laboratory-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection, who has no 
symptoms, according to the authors’ report, at the time of first clinical assessment, but who 
developed symptoms by the end of follow-up. The end of follow-up was defined as any of the 
following: virological cure, with one or more negative RT-PCR test results; follow-up for 14 days or 
more after the last possible exposure to an index case; follow-up for seven days or more after the 
first RT-PCR positive result. 

Information sources and search  147 
We conducted the first search on 25 March 2020 and updated it on 20 April 2020, 10 June 2020 and 148 

2 February 2021. We searched the COVID-19 living evidence database [20], which uses automated 149 

workflow processes to: (1) provide daily updates of searches of four electronic databases (Medline, 150 

PubMed, Ovid Embase, bioRxiv and medRxiv), using medical subject headings and free-text 151 

keywords for SARS-CoV-2 infection and COVID-19; (2) de-duplicate the records; (3) tag records that 152 

are preprints; and (4) allow searches of titles and abstracts using Boolean operators. We used the 153 

search function to identify studies of asymptomatic or presymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection using a 154 

search string of medical subject headings and free text keywords (S1 Text). We also examined 155 

articles suggested by experts and the reference lists of retrieved studies. Reports were planned to be 156 

updated at 3-monthly intervals, with continuously updated searches. 157 

Eligibility criteria 158 
We included studies, in any language, of people with SARS-CoV-2 diagnosed by RT-PCR that 159 

documented follow-up and symptom status at the beginning and end of follow-up or investigated 160 

the contribution to SARS-CoV-2 transmission of asymptomatic or presymptomatic infection. We 161 

included contact tracing and outbreak investigations, cohort studies, case-control studies, and 162 

mathematical modelling studies. We amended eligibility criteria in the protocol for this update in 163 

two ways. First, we excluded studies that only reported the proportion of presymptomatic SARS-164 

CoV-2 because the settings and methods of these studies were very different and their results were 165 

too heterogeneous to summarise [10]. Second, we aimed to reduce the risk of bias from studies with 166 

inclusion criteria based mainly on people with symptoms, which would systematically underestimate 167 
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the proportion of people with asymptomatic infection. We therefore excluded the following study 168 

types: case series restricted to people already diagnosed and studies that did not report the number 169 

of people tested for SARS-CoV-2, from whom the study population was derived.  We also excluded 170 

case reports and contact investigations of single individuals or families, and any study without 171 

sufficient follow-up (Box 1).  Where data from the same study population were reported in multiple 172 

records, we extracted data from the most comprehensive report. 173 

Study selection and data extraction 174 
Reviewers worked in pairs to screen records using an application programming interface in the 175 

electronic data capture system (REDCap, Vanderbilt University, Nashville, TN, USA). One reviewer 176 

applied eligibility criteria to select studies and a second reviewer verified all included and excluded 177 

studies. We reported the process in a flow diagram, adapted for living systematic reviews [21] (S1 178 

Fig). The reviewers determined which of the three review questions each study addressed. One 179 

reviewer extracted data using a pre-piloted extraction form in REDCap and a second reviewer 180 

verified the extracted data. For both study selection and data extraction, a third reviewer 181 

adjudicated on disagreements that could not be resolved by discussion. We contacted study authors 182 

for clarification where the study description was insufficient to determine eligibility or if reported 183 

data in the manuscript were internally inconsistent. The extracted variables included, study design, 184 

country and/or region, study setting, population, age, sex, primary outcomes and length of follow-up 185 

(full list of variables in S1 Form). We extracted raw numbers of individuals with an outcome of 186 

interest and relevant denominators from empirical studies. From statistical and mathematical 187 

modelling studies we extracted proportions and 95% credibility intervals.  188 

The primary outcomes for each review question were (1) the proportion of people with 189 

asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection who did not experience symptoms at all during follow-up; (2) 190 

secondary attack rate from asymptomatic or presymptomatic index cases, compared with 191 
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symptomatic cases; (3) model-estimated proportion of SARS-CoV-2 transmission accounted for by 192 

people who are asymptomatic or presymptomatic.  193 

Risk of bias in included studies 194 
For this update, we developed a new tool to assess the risk of bias in studies estimating the 195 

proportion of asymptomatic infections because the study designs of included studies have changed 196 

over the course of the review. In previous versions, we used items from a tool to assess case series, 197 

which had dominated the literature early on [22] and from a tool assessing the prevalence of mental 198 

health disorders [23]. The new tool was based on possible biases in observational studies of 199 

prevalence in general and in COVID-19 in particular [4, 24]. We developed signalling questions in the 200 

domains of selection (two items), information (three items) and selective reporting (one item) biases 201 

(S2 Text). For mathematical modelling studies, we used a checklist for assessing relevance and 202 

credibility [25]. Two authors independently assessed the risk of bias, using a customised online tool, 203 

which saved responses into the REDCap database. A third reviewer resolved disagreements. 204 

Synthesis of the evidence 205 
The data extracted from the included studies and the code used to display and synthesise the results 206 

are publicly available: https://github.com/leonieheron/LSR_Asymp_v4. We used the metaprop and 207 

metabin functions from the meta package (version 4.11-0) [26] and the ggplot2 package (version 208 

3.3.5) in R (version 3.5.1) to display the study findings in forest plots and synthesise their results, 209 

where appropriate. The 95% confidence intervals (CI) for each study were estimated using the 210 

Clopper-Pearson method [27]. For review question 1, in studies that identified participants through 211 

investigation of contacts or in outbreak investigations, we subtracted the index cases from the total 212 

number of people with SARS-CoV-2 infection, because these people were likely to have been 213 

identified because of their symptoms and their inclusion might lead to underestimation of the 214 

asymptomatic proportion [14]. For all meta-analyses, we used stratified random effects models. 215 

Where a meta-analysis was not done, we present the interquartile range (IQR) and describe 216 

heterogeneity visually in forest plots, ordered by study sample size [19]. For statistical examination 217 
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of heterogeneity, we calculated the I2 statistic, which is the approximate proportion of between-218 

study variability that is due to heterogeneity other than chance and τ2, the between-study variance, 219 

which is used to generate the 95% prediction interval for the likely range of proportions that would 220 

be obtained in subsequent studies conducted in similar settings [15]. The protocol pre-specified 221 

subgroup analyses according to study design, setting and risk of bias. We did a χ2 test to compare 222 

subgroups of studies assessed as being at low risk of bias in each domain versus those of unclear or 223 

high risk of bias of bias and between studies assessed as being at low risk of bias in all domains with 224 

those at unclear or high risk of bias in any domain. In additional analyses, we examined studies with 225 

at least ten cases of SARS-CoV-2 infection and according to publication date. To compare our 226 

findings with other studies, we extracted the raw data from three large systematic reviews [12-14] 227 

and calculated prediction intervals. For review question 2, as a measure of infectiousness, we 228 

calculated the secondary attack rate as the number of SARS-CoV-2-infected contacts as a proportion 229 

of all close contacts ascertained. For each included study, we compared the secondary attack rate 230 

from asymptomatic or presymptomatic index cases with that from symptomatic cases in the same 231 

study. If there were no events in a group, we added 0.5 to each cell in the 2x2 table. We did not 232 

account for potential clustering of contacts because the included studies did not report the number 233 

and size of infection clusters consistently. We used the Hartung-Knapp method for random effects 234 

meta-analysis to estimate a summary risk ratio (with 95% CI) [28]. For review question 3, we 235 

reported the findings descriptively because of large differences between study settings, methods 236 

and results. We did not construct funnel plots to examine bias across studies because their utility in 237 

studies reporting on proportions is not clear. 238 

Results 239 
The searches for studies about asymptomatic or presymptomatic SARS-CoV-2, on 25 March, 20 April 240 

and 10 June 2020 and 2 February 2021 resulted in 89, 230, 688 and 4,293 records for screening, 241 

respectively (S1 Fig). In the first version of the review [17], 11 articles were eligible for inclusion [7, 242 

29-38], version 2 identified another 26 eligible records, version 3 [10] identified another 61 eligible 243 
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records and this update, version 4, identified another 74 articles [39-112]. Owing to the change in 244 

eligible study designs, this update excludes 66 articles from earlier versions, comprising 23 contact 245 

tracing studies or outbreak investigations, 39 screening studies, and four mathematical models (S1 246 

Table). This review version included a total of 107 studies addressing one or more objectives; 94 247 

empirical studies that estimate the proportion of people with asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 248 

(summarised in Table 1 and S2 Table) [39-48, 50-54, 56-80, 82-90, 92-97, 99-102, 104-138], five 249 

studies reporting on secondary attack rates [119, 129, 138-140], and 11 mathematical modelling 250 

studies reporting on the contribution of asymptomatic or presymptomatic infection to all SARS-CoV-251 

2 transmission [7, 49, 55, 81, 91, 98, 103, 141-144].  252 

Proportion of people with asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection 253 
The 94 studies reported on 16,193 people with SARS-CoV-2 infection (5,905 defined as having 254 

asymptomatic infection) in 31 countries [39-48, 50-54, 56-80, 82-90, 92-97, 99-102, 104-138] (Table 255 

1). Thirty-two studies, including 9,121 infected people, were done in the United States (S3 Table). At 256 

time of the latest search date, 17 records were preprints, 14 of which had been published in peer-257 

reviewed journals by 23 November 2021 [7, 49, 55, 89, 92, 98, 102, 105, 125, 126, 128, 133, 141, 258 

145] and 3 were still preprints [95, 96, 144]. In all included studies, 86 followed participants for 259 

seven days or more, 19 followed participants for at least 14 days after a known exposure, 27 260 

followed participants until they had at least one negative RT-PCR test and 29 studies used more than 261 

one method of follow-up (Table 1, S2 Table). Most studies included adults (39 studies) or people of 262 

all ages (35 studies); only three studies included children only [65, 69, 132] and seven included older 263 

adults [48, 71, 84, 94, 114, 121, 122]. Ten studies did not report the age of the participants. Only 15 264 

studies reported the median age [39, 47, 57, 59, 61, 64, 86, 107, 118, 121, 123, 124, 127, 137, 145] 265 

and only 21 studies reported the sex distribution of people with asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 [39, 40, 266 

46, 48, 50, 57, 59, 61, 63, 64, 72, 86, 87, 107, 113, 118, 121, 123, 124, 127, 137] (Table 1, S2 Table). 267 

The types of included studies changed across the four versions of the review. In the first version [17], 268 

six of nine studies were contact tracing investigations of single-family clusters. In this version, two 269 
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main types of study design generated the study populations of people with SARS-CoV-2: contact 270 

tracing or outbreak investigation methods were used to identify and test potentially infected 271 

contacts (40 studies, referred to as contact and outbreak investigations); and studies that involved 272 

screening of a defined group of people in settings in the community, institutions, such as long-term 273 

care facilities, or occupational groups (54 studies, referred to as screening studies). 274 
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Table 1. Summary of characteristics of studies reporting on proportion of asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infections (review question 1) 275 
 Study designs and settings All 

studies Contact 
investigation 

Outbreak 
investigation 

Screening of defined study population 
Community Institutional Occupational  

Total studies, n 12 28 17 24 13 94 
Study characteristicsa 

Publication date, n studies January 2020 – June 2020 6 9 3 3 4 25 
July 2020 – December 2020 5 17 11 17 6 56 
January 2021 – June 2021 1 2 3 4 3 13 

Regionb, n studies Africa 0 0 1 0 0 1 
Americas 4 9 3 12 5 33 
South-East Asia 0 3 1 1 1 6 
Europe 2 11 5 11 4 33 
Eastern Mediterranean 0 0 3 0 1 4 
Western Pacific 6 5 4 0 2 17 

Follow-up method, n studies 14 days after last possible exposure  1 1 0 0 0 2 
≥7 days after diagnosis  4 16 8 18 6 52 
Until negative RT-PCR result  1 2 2 4 2 11 
Two or more follow-up methods  6 9 7 2 5 29 

Age range of study participants Children (<18 years), n studies 1 1 0 1 0 3 
Adults (18 – 65 years), n studies 2 9 7 10 11 39 
Older adults (>65 years), n studies 0 5 0 2 0 7 
All ages, n studies  7 12 7 8 1 35 
Not reported, n studies 2 1 3 3 1 10 

Participant characteristics 
Total SARS-CoV-2 infections, n individuals 1055 4620 2378 7045 1095 16193 
Total asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 total, n individuals 246 1316 1093 3003 247 5905 
Gender of asymptomatic cases 
(if availablec) 

Male, n 1 11 140 10 16 178 
Female, n 0 1 169 294 26 490 

SARS-CoV-2, severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus.  
a S1 Table reports the characteristics of each study included for review question 1; b World Health Organization regions; c80 studies did not report the 
gender of asymptomatic cases. 

276 
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Between-study heterogeneity was considerable and we could not reliably estimate a range of 277 

plausible values for the proportion of asymptomatic infections for all included studies, or for 278 

screening studies (Fig 1). The IQR of estimates for all 94 included studies was 13-45% and the 279 

prediction interval from random-effects meta-analysis was 2-89% (S2 Fig). In studies enrolling people 280 

found through contact or outbreak investigations, for example in long-term care facilities, in 281 

aeroplanes, or on cruise ships, we estimated a summary estimate for the proportion asymptomatic 282 

(18%, 95% CI 14-24%, prediction interval 3-64%, IQR 8-35%, 40 studies [53, 60, 62, 65-68, 71, 73, 74, 283 

82-86, 88, 90, 92, 93, 101, 105, 111, 112, 114-117, 119-123, 128-130, 132, 133, 136-138]. The 284 

estimated proportions of asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infections were similar in studies of contact 285 

investigations (16%, 95% CI 10-25%) and outbreak investigations (19%, 95% CI 14-26%) (S3 Fig).  286 

[Fig 1] 287 

In 54 screening studies, the IQR for estimates from individual studies was 18-59% and the prediction 288 

interval from random-effects meta-analysis was 3-95% [39-48, 50-52, 54, 56-59, 61, 63, 64, 69, 70, 289 

72, 75-80, 88, 89, 94-97, 99, 100, 102, 104, 106-110, 113, 118, 124-127, 131, 134, 135]. We 290 

distinguished three settings in which screening studies were conducted; people in a community 291 

setting (17 studies, prediction interval 1-97%), institutional settings such as nursing homes (23 292 

studies, prediction interval 5-95%), and occupational settings such as amongst groups of healthcare 293 

workers (13 studies, prediction interval 2-95%) (S3 Fig).  294 

Risk of bias in individual studies 295 
There were risks of bias in all types of empirical studies (S4 Fig). In pre-specified subgroup analyses 296 

according to risk of bias domains (Table 2), statistical heterogeneity remained very high (I2 ≥ 84%) 297 

and the prediction intervals remained wide. In contact and outbreak investigations, the estimated 298 

proportion of asymptomatic individuals was associated with the risk of selection bias. In studies 299 

judged to be at low risk, 25% (95% CI 18-33%, prediction interval 5-66%) and 13% (95% CI 8-20%, 300 
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prediction interval 1-61%) in studies at unclear or high risk of bias (p=0.02 from χ2 test for subgroup 301 

differences). In screening studies, heterogeneity was lower in studies judged to be at low risk of 302 

information bias in the assessment of symptoms (p>0.01, test for subgroup differences), with a 303 

summary estimate of the proportion asymptomatic of 23% (95% CI 14-35%, prediction interval 4-304 

69%). Only nine studies were judged to be at low risk of bias in all domains, with some evidence of 305 

reduced heterogeneity (p=0.05, test for subgroup differences). For all other domains, estimates of 306 

heterogeneity were not associated with the assessment of the risk of bias. 307 

Additional analyses 308 
When restricted to studies with more than ten people with SARS-CoV-2 infection (S5 Fig), the 309 

estimated proportions with asymptomatic infection were very similar to the overall estimates (Fig 1, 310 

Table 2). The estimates of the proportion asymptomatic in the three periods of publication date 311 

were similar (S6 Fig, S7 Fig). In the three systematic reviews that we re-analysed, prediction intervals 312 

were: 1-83% (241 studies [12]); 4-97% (95 studies [13]); and 3-89% (170 studies [14]). I2 values were 313 

between 94% and 99% (S4 Table). 314 
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Table 2. Summary of findings from subgroup analyses according to risk of bias in studies estimating the proportion of asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infections  315 
Included studies Contact and outbreak investigations Subgrou

p diff,  
p value 

Included 
studies 

Screening of defined study population Subgroup 
diff, 

 p value 
nb Summary 

estimate (95% CI) 
Prediction 

interval 
I2 ꞇ2 nb Summary 

estimate (95% 
CI) 

Prediction 
interval 

I2 ꞇ2 

Risk of 
selection biasa 

Low  
(S8 Fig) 

22 0.25 (0.18-0.33) 0.05-0.66 84% 0.699 0.02 
 

Low 
 (S9 Fig) 

16 0.40 (0.27-0.56) 0.05-0.90 93% 1.334 0.86 
 

Unclear/high 
(S8 Fig) 

23 0.13 (0.08-0.20) 0.01-0.61 87% 1.214 Unclear/high 
(S9 Fig) 

40 
 

0.42 (0.29;057) 0.02-0.97 93% 3.271 

Risk of 
information 
biasa 

Low  
(S10 Fig) 

12 0.16 (0.08-0.30) 0.01-0.80 87% 1.664 0.68 
 

Low 
(S11 Fig) 

9 0.23 (0.14-0.35) 0.04-0.69 92% 0.612 <0.01 

Unclear/ 
high  
(S10 Fig) 

33 0.19 (0.14;0.25) 0.03-0.61 88% 0.865 Unclear/ 
high 
(S11 Fig) 

47 0.49 (0.33;0.59) 0.03-0.97 93% 2.935 

Risk of 
misclassificati
on biasa 

Low  
(S12 Fig) 

35 0.17 (0.11-0.23) 0.02-0.69 88% 1.366 0.14 Low 
(S13 Fig)  

41 0.41 (0.29-0.54) 0.03-0.95 94% 2.564 0.87 

Unclear/high 
(S12 Fig) 

10 0.23 (0.18-0.29) 0.09-0.47 89% 0.194 Unclear/high 
(S13 Fig)   

15 0.43 (0.23-0.66) 0.02-0.97 77% 2.849 

Risk of 
selective 
reporting 
biasa 

Low  
(S14 Fig) 

40 0.19 (0.14-0.25) 0.03-0.65 91% 0.992 0.18 Low 
(S15 Fig) 

50 0.44 (0.32-0.56) 0.03-0.96 89% 2.807 0.18 

Unclear/high 
(S14 Fig) 

5 0.11 (0.05-0.23) 0.00-0.76 88% 0.820 Unclear/high 
(S15 Fig) 

6 0.27 (0.13-0.49) 0.01-0.91 98% 1.212 

All domainsa Low  
(S16 Fig) 

6 0.20 (0.09-0.39) 0.01-0.85 92% 1.011 0.73 Low 
(S17 Fig) 

3 0.17 (0.06-0.42) 0.00-1.00 89% 0.769 0.05 

Unclear/high 
(S16 Fig) 

39 0.18 (0.09-0.39) 0.03-0.64 86% 1.032 Unclear/high 
(S17 Fig) 

53 0.43 (0.32-0.55) 0.03-0.95 93% 2.641 

 a Assessed in the risk of bias tool (S2 Text), with full assessments in S4 Fig;  
b n = number of clusters analysed, which exceeds the total number of studies. 

 

 316 
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Infectiousness of people with asymptomatic or presymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 317 
Five of the studies that conducted detailed contact investigations provided enough data to calculate 318 

a secondary attack rate according to the symptom status of the index cases and to compare the 319 

secondary attack rates by symptom status (Fig 2) [119, 129, 138-140]. The updated search did not 320 

identify any new studies. Four studies compared the secondary attack rate from asymptomatic with 321 

symptomatic index cases (summary risk ratio 0.43 (95% CI 0.05-3.44, prediction interval 0-67%) [119, 322 

129, 139, 140]. One study compared asymptomatic with presymptomatic index cases (summary risk 323 

ratio 0.19, 95% CI 0.02-1.46) [138] and three studies compared presymptomatic with symptomatic 324 

index cases (summary risk ratio 0.71 (95% CI 0.36-1.41, prediction interval 0.10-5.28) [119, 129, 325 

139]. The risk of information bias, specifically in symptom assessment, was judged to be high or 326 

unclear in all five studies included (S4 Fig).  327 

[Fig 2.]  328 

Contribution of asymptomatic and presymptomatic infection to SARS-CoV-2 to transmission 329 
We included 11 mathematical modelling studies (Fig 4) [7, 49, 55, 81, 91, 98, 103, 141-144]. Four 330 

studies were new [49, 81, 91, 98] and one study from the previous version [31] was replaced by a 331 

more recent analysis based on the same data [103]. The models in eight studies were informed by 332 

analyses of data from contact investigations in China, South Korea, Singapore, and from an outbreak 333 

on the Diamond Princess cruise ship, using data to estimate the serial interval or generation time [7, 334 

49, 55, 91, 98, 103, 141, 142]. In the other three studies the authors did not analyse any original data 335 

sources [81, 143, 144].  336 

Estimates of the contributions of both asymptomatic and presymptomatic infections SARS-CoV-2 337 

transmission were very heterogeneous. For asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection, three studies 338 

contributed four estimates [7, 55, 81]. Three estimates suggested a contribution to SARS-CoV-2 339 

transmission of asymptomatic infection of less than 10%. One study estimated a higher proportion 340 

(69%, 95% CrI 20–85%) with a wide credibility interval [55] (Fig 4). The estimates have large 341 
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uncertainty intervals, and the disparate predictions result from differences in the proportion of 342 

asymptomatic infections and relative infectiousness of asymptomatic infection.   343 

We included 11 studies providing 16 estimates of the contribution of presymptomatic transmission. 344 

The models examined a range of epidemic settings and used different assumptions about the 345 

durations and distributions of infection parameters such as incubation period, generation time and 346 

serial interval [7, 49, 55, 81, 91, 98, 103, 141-144]. In seven studies, point estimates for the 347 

estimated contribution of presymptomatic infection to all SARS-CoV-2 transmission in at least one 348 

reported scenario were 40% or greater [7, 81, 91, 98, 103, 142, 144] (Fig 3). In one study that 349 

estimated a contribution of <1% [143], the model-fitted serial interval was longer than observed in 350 

empirical studies. The credibility of most modelling studies was limited by the absence of external 351 

validation and of uncertainty intervals for the estimates cited. (S18 Fig). The estimates from studies 352 

that relied on data from different published sources that might not have been compatible were 353 

assessed as providing low quality evidence (S5 Table).  354 

Discussion 355 

Summary of main findings 356 
Between-study heterogeneity precluded a reliable estimate of a range of plausible values for the 357 

proportion of asymptomatic infections for all included studies, or for screening studies. In studies 358 

that identified participants through contact tracing of index cases and outbreak investigations, the 359 

proportion of asymptomatic infections was 18% (95% CI 14-24%, prediction interval 3-64%, 40 360 

studies). In 54 studies that identified SARS-CoV-2 infection through screening of defined populations, 361 

the prediction interval was 3-94% (IQR 18-59%). The risk ratio for the secondary attack rate from 362 

asymptomatic compared with symptomatic infections was 0.43 (95% CI 0.05-3.44, prediction interval 363 

0.0-67.1) and for presymptomatic infections compared with symptomatic infection was 0.71 (95% CI 364 

0.36-1.41, prediction interval 0.10-5.28). In mathematical modelling studies, estimated proportions 365 

of all SARS-CoV-2 infections that result from transmission from asymptomatic individuals were 366 

mostly below 10%, and from presymptomatic individuals mostly higher than 40%. 367 
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Strengths and weaknesses of the living systematic review methods 368 
A strength of the methodology of this review is the transparent reporting, with openly available data 369 

and changes over different versions reported in the protocol. Our inclusion criteria attempted to 370 

reduce risks of bias and we developed a new tool to address potential biases in the studies included 371 

in this review. In contact investigations, we subtracted index cases from the total number of people 372 

with SARS-CoV-2 to avoid underestimation of the proportion asymptomatic [14]. We examined 373 

heterogeneity in detail and, as a result of the wide prediction interval, we chose not to report an 374 

overall summary estimate [19, 146]. A limitation of the methods for this living systematic review is 375 

that this update only includes published studies up to 2 February 2021. Although we made extensive 376 

efforts to comply with the planned 3-monthly updates, with weekly searches and a continuous 377 

process of screening, data extraction and risk of bias assessment, the pace of publications about 378 

SARS-CoV-2 exceeds the capacity of our crowd of reviewers [8, 20]. In reviews of observational 379 

epidemiological studies, search terms are broad so the number of studies that needs to be screened 380 

is high, but the yield of included studies is low. We are in the process of updating our findings and 381 

preliminary analyses show that the main findings do not change when including studies published up 382 

to April 2021. The four databases that we searched are not comprehensive, but they cover the 383 

majority of publications and we do not believe that we have missed studies that would change our 384 

conclusions. We have also not considered the possible impact of false negative RT-PCR results, which 385 

might be more likely to occur in asymptomatic infections [147] and would underestimate the 386 

proportion of asymptomatic infections [148]. We found no published studies of people infected with 387 

SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern or of vaccinated people, in line with another systematic review that 388 

includes studies published up to April 2021 [14]. Other limitations related to the studies included are 389 

discussed below.  390 

Comparison with other reviews and interpretation 391 
The type of studies that provide estimates of the proportion of asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infections 392 

and heterogeneity between them has changed over the course of the pandemic. In our living 393 

systematic review, the prediction interval has widened from 23-37% in studies published up to 25 394 
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March 2020 [17], to 3-67% up to June 2020 [10] and 2-89% up to 2 February 2021. We found three 395 

systematic reviews, in which authors reported restriction of inclusion to studies with adequate 396 

follow-up [9, 11, 14]. In two reviews of studies published up to mid-2020, authors also applied 397 

inclusion criteria to reduce the risks of selection bias, with summary estimates of 18% (95% CI 9–398 

26%, I2 84%, 9 studies) [11] and 23% (95% CI 16–30%, I2 92%, 21 studies) [9]. In both reviews, many 399 

included studies used designs that we defined as contact or outbreak investigations (Fig 1, S2 Table). 400 

Sah et al. reviewed studies published up to April 2021 and their subgroup estimate from studies in 401 

long-term care facilities, which include many outbreak investigations, was 17.8%, 95% CI 9.7-30.3%, 402 

15 studies [14]. The summary estimates from all these reviews are compatible with our estimate 403 

from 40 studies in similar settings (18%, 95% CI 0.14-24%, prediction interval 3-64%, I2 91%) (S3 Fig).  404 

It may not be possible to obtain a single summary estimate from published literature of the 405 

proportion of persistently asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection. Systematic reviews from meta-406 

analysis might be precise, but are likely to be unreliable owing to unacceptably high levels of 407 

heterogeneity. In the three largest systematic reviews, other than ours, authors provided overall 408 

estimates with narrow confidence intervals [12-14].  I2 values were 94-99%, describing heterogeneity 409 

other than that due to chance, but prediction intervals, which show the extent of all between-study 410 

variability were not reported [15]. The prediction intervals that we calculated extended more or less 411 

from zero to 100%, making the summary estimates, and any differences in estimates between these 412 

studies, uninterpretable. We expected this update to our living systematic review to provide a more 413 

precise and less heterogeneous estimate of the proportion of people with asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 414 

than in the previous version [10]. In particular, we expected that studies that detect SARS-CoV-2 415 

through screening of defined populations and follow up of those infected would be less affected by 416 

biases in study methodology [24] and would provide a more accurate estimate of persistently 417 

asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2, which should be influenced mainly by properties of the virus and the 418 

host response to infection [149]. Information bias, resulting from the way in which asymptomatic 419 

status is determined, was the factor most strongly associated with the estimated proportion of 420 
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asymptomatic infection in screening studies (Table 2). Studies in which a wide range of possible 421 

COVID-19 symptoms are assessed frequently will classify more people as having symptoms than 422 

studies with a limited symptom list. Studies based on contact and outbreak investigations might 423 

obtain more detailed data about symptoms, resulting in lower estimates of the proportion that is 424 

classified as asymptomatic. Selection bias affected studies based on contact and outbreak 425 

investigations more than screening studies, however. These studies include people identified mainly 426 

through contact tracing and differential inclusion of contacts with symptoms might underestimate 427 

the true proportion of asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2. Age might play a role as children appear more 428 

likely than adults to have an asymptomatic course of infection, but age was poorly reported in 429 

studies included in this review (Table 1).  430 

The analysis of secondary attack rates in this update provides some evidence of lower infectiousness 431 

of people with asymptomatic than symptomatic infection, but the small number of studies and wide 432 

confidence intervals are compatible with both no difference in transmissibility or higher 433 

transmissibility (Fig 2) [128, 129, 139]. The difference in secondary attack rates between 434 

asymptomatic and symptomatic index cases in our meta-analysis is smaller than that obtained when 435 

groups of studies of asymptomatic index cases and of symptomatic cases are analysed separately 436 

[149, 150]. In meta-analyses of two proportions, the direct comparison within studies reduces 437 

heterogeneity and is less biased [28]. Since SARS-CoV-2 can be transmitted a few days before the 438 

onset of symptoms [151], presymptomatic transmission likely contributes substantially to overall 439 

SARS-CoV-2 epidemics. If both the proportion and transmissibility of asymptomatic infection are 440 

relatively low, people with asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection should account for a smaller 441 

proportion of overall transmission than presymptomatic individuals. This is consistent with the 442 

findings of modelling studies in our review. 443 

Implications and unanswered questions 444 
The finding that, in studies of contact and outbreak investigations, a substantial minority of people 445 

with SARS-CoV-2 infection remains asymptomatic throughout the course of infection, and that 446 
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almost half of all transmission might occur before symptoms develop has already had implications 447 

for prevention. When SARS-CoV-2 community transmission levels are high, physical distancing 448 

measures and mask-wearing need to be sustained to prevent transmission from close contact with 449 

people with asymptomatic and presymptomatic infection. Integration of evidence from 450 

epidemiological, clinical and laboratory studies will help to clarify the relative infectiousness of 451 

asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2. Studies using viral culture as well as RNA detection are needed since RT-452 

PCR defined viral loads appear to be broadly similar in asymptomatic and symptomatic people [147, 453 

152]. Since late 2020, several SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern have spread internationally [153]. The 454 

omicron variant is substantially different from both wild type SARS-Cov-2 and other variants of 455 

concern and, owing to high infectiousness and immune evasion, is the dominant variant globally 456 

[154]. The clinical characteristics of SARS-CoV-2 infection caused by the omicron variant are not yet 457 

known. Future studies and systematic reviews should address evidence about the effects of both 458 

variants of concern and vaccines on asymptomatic and presymptomatic SARS-CoV-2. Studying the 459 

proportion of asymptomatic infection have become more complicated, however, because of the 460 

availability of vaccines that reduce the risk of infection and transmission, and which might also 461 

change the clinical presentation of breakthrough infection.  462 

This living systematic review shows the challenges of synthesising evidence from observational 463 

epidemiological studies and has implications for the design and reporting of both systematic reviews 464 

and the methodology of individual studies. Methodological guidance to refrain from meta-analysis 465 

when the variability between studies is extreme is often ignored in favour of summary estimates, 466 

which are easy to cite [146]. Heterogeneity in systematic reviews of proportions is a recognised 467 

challenge [28, 155]. Part of the heterogeneity arises from the fact that many studies included in this 468 

review were not designed to estimate the proportion of asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection. The 469 

incomplete descriptions of inclusion criteria, follow-up and definitions of symptom status required in 470 

this review made it difficult to assess the risks of bias. To estimate the true proportion of 471 

asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infections, researchers need to design studies to address this specific 472 
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research question. Prospective longitudinal studies with methods that minimise selection and 473 

measurement biases, with frequent prospective documentation of symptom status, based on a 474 

defined symptom list [1]. More studies that assess symptom status carefully in index cases and 475 

assess transmission to contacts are needed to quantify the relative transmissibility of SARS-CoV-2 476 

more precisely. Transparent reporting in all studies will help to assess the risks of bias. Without 477 

prospective longitudinal studies with methods that minimise selection and measurement biases, 478 

further updates to this living systematic review are unlikely to provide a reliable summary estimate 479 

of the proportion of asymptomatic infections caused by wild-type SARS-CoV-2.   480 
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Figure legends 481 
Figure 1. Forest plot of proportion of people with asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection, stratified by 482 
study design. The x-axis displays proportions. Where more than one cluster was reported, clusters 483 
are annotated with '[cluster]'. The interquartile range is given below the individual study estimates. 484 
The red bar and grey text show the prediction interval. 485 

Figure 2. Forest plot of the secondary attack rate of SARS-CoV-2 infections comparing infections in 486 
contacts of asymptomatic and presymptomatic index cases with infections in contacts of 487 
symptomatic cases. The RR is on a logarithmic scale. The diamonds show the summary estimate and 488 
its 95% confidence interval. CI, confidence interval; E, number of secondary transmission events; N, 489 
number of close contacts; RR, risk ratio; Symp. = symptomatic individuals. 490 

Figure 3. Forest plot of proportion (‘Prop.’) of SARS-CoV-2 infection resulting from asymptomatic or 491 
presymptomatic transmission. For studies that report outcomes in multiple settings, these are 492 
annotated in brackets. CI, confidence interval; SI, serial interval. 493 

 494 
  495 

  496 
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