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Al. Data pre-processing

Imputing complete shedding, ARl and presence durations.

Given the 3-4 day sampling intervals, complete shedding and ARI durations had to be
imputed, and missing viral loads linearly interpolated. For the model, we will assume that all
the cases were observed, and ignore the possibility of short duration shedding episodes that
could have been missed by the sampling intervals. During the sample-collection visits, if a
household member was not present, they were recorded as being ‘away’ on that particular
day. As with the shedding information, there was incomplete information on continuous

periods of presence or absence from the household which was also imputed.

An RSV A/B shedding episode is defined as a period within which an individual provided PCR
positive samples for RSV A/B that were no more than 14 days apart. Using the mid-point
method, shedding was assumed to start mid-way between the last negative sample and the
first positive sample, and it ended midway between the last positive sample and the first

negative sample of an episode. This is illustrated below:

o O O o O o O
K=t; I=t, J=t3 L=t,
Time
o O O © O o O
K=t; I=t, J=t3 L=t,
Time

Grey circles are positive samples in a single episode, empty circle are negative. ti, t;, tz and t4

are dates of sample collection.
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For (ts-t3) and (t2-t1) <7 days

Duration = [t3 + (t4 - t3/2)] - [tZ - (tz - tl/Z)]

For (ts-t3)>7

Duration = [t; + (x/z)] — [tz - (tz B t1/2)] : Right censoring

For (tz-t1) >7

Duration = [t3 + (t‘* B t3/2)] - [tz + (x/z)] : Left censoring

Where x = mean of sampling intervals for samples in an episode, which was found to be 3.45
days.

Any negative samples (Ct >35 or Ct=0) in between a shedding episode were ignored, i.e.

were not treated like true end of shedding

We imputed complete ARI episodes from intervals of recorded ARI. A virus shedding
episode that had no day where an ARI was reported was assumed to be asymptomatic. For
a virus shedding episode with at least one day of recoded ARI, the duration of symptoms
was imputed using the midpoint method described for shedding episodes. This is illustrated

below:

Imputed Shedding duration

Imputed ARI duration

l_l_\

T, T ;00

—— -0--0--0--0-- |

v

Time
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Green open circles are reported ARl symptoms (ARl positive) within the shedding episode
and black open circles are confirmed absence of ARI (ARl negative). t1, T2, t3and tsare days

within the shedding episode where information on symptoms was collected.

In this case, the mean sampling interval for ARI ‘samples’ within an episode was 3.78 days.

This was obtained from all ARI episodes not just the ones within shedding episodes

The imputation of continuous periods of presence or absence from the household was done
similar to the imputation of shedding durations, however, there was no left or right
censoring. Each participant had a set of days of recorded data, these days were either
marked as ‘away’ or ‘present’ in the household, e.g. a participant might have data on days
{32, 36, 39, 43, 46, 50, 53, 57} with status {away, away, present, away, present, present,
away, present}. Since no data is available for this individual before day 32 and after day 57,
no imputation is done outside this time window. For the days within the window,

imputation is done as illustrated below:

O O0r@! o

1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1
t=32 t=36 | t=39 | t=43
I |
I I
I I

@ O @

t=46 t=50 t=53 t=57
Time
e < » e
Present Present Present

Filled circles are days when the participant was recorded as being present while open ones is
when they were away. The present period starts halfway between the last ‘away’ and first

‘present’ and ends halfway between the last ‘present’ and first ‘away’.
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In order to include information of the amount of virus shed by an infected person into the
transmission model, the Ct value need to be converted to logio RNA copy number which is a
more direct measure of viral load. The formula used to convert Ct values to their logio RNA
equivalent was y=-3.308x + 42.9, where y=Ct values and x=logio RNA copy number[1,2].
Following conversion of the PCR Ct values to viral load, we proceeded to interpolate the
viral loads for days in an episode that did not have data. Linear interpolation was used for all
the shedding episodes. It was assumed that the starting and ending sample, if data was
missing, had a viral load of 2.388 logio RNA (baseline positive Ct value converted to viral
load). For two samples of viral load V; and V, at times t; and tp, tp > tq, the gap in between is
filled out as follows:

For t, — t, =n, viral load V; at time point t; for j=1...(n-1) is given by

JVb=Va)
n

V= Vo +
Viral loads lower than 2.388 logio RNA in between an episode were not included in the

interpolation

Imputing missing genetic information

The WGS data was used to rule out transmission events where it was assumed that cases in
different genetic clusters are not part of the same transmission cluster. It was also assumed
that for cases within the same genetic cluster, the likelihood of a transmission event is
weighed according to pairwise genetic distance dgen(i,j). As mentioned in the main text,
genetic clusters were established based on a combination of criteria: nucleotide distance
cut-off, clustering patterns on the global RSV phylogeny and the inferred date of sequence

divergence. As a result of incomplete sequencing of all the positive samples, there are gaps
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in the genetic data. To fill these in we classified missingness into 3 categories and exploited
elements of the study design to fill in the gaps.

e Missing level 1: non-sequenced samples part of an infection episode with >1 other
sequenced sample. The entire episode was assigned the cluster id of the sequenced
sample(s), where there was more than 1 id, the episode was divided accordingly.

e Missing level 2: none of the samples in an episode were sequenced, but the episode
is part of a spatial-temporal cluster with some genetic information. The entire
episode was assigned the cluster id of the spatial-temporal cluster. This assumes that
if an episode has a temporal overlap with other cases in the same household, they
are likely part of the same infection cluster (household outbreak).

e Missing level 3: none of the samples in an episode were sequenced and there is no
genetic information in the social-temporal cluster. The cluster id for the entire
episode was treated as augmented data and inferred along with the model
parameters.

Within a given RSV group, infection by a particular cluster is assumed to be a mutually
exclusive process, an individual can only shed one cluster type at a time. The genetic data
available is consensus whole genome sequences as such, only one cluster can be identified

from a single sample.

Consider a case i who had an onset after case j, both of whom have sequences. The genetic
distance between case i and jis obtained by comparing the first sequence available from
case i and any sequence from j whose sampling time is closest to the first sequence from i.
In the illustration below, this would mean comparing sequence S;: to S;2 to obtain genetic

distance dgen(i,j). The phylogenetic analysis of Agoti et al [3] found that long shedding
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episodes do not have drastically differing genetic sequences (<6 SNPs) as such it should not
make a significant difference whether we compare sequences forward (S;1 to S;2) or

backward (8;1 to Sj1) in time.

Casej

Casei

v

Time

If either one or both of the cases do not have sequences, then dgen(i,j) is randomly selected
from the set of all pair-wise genetic distances from the specific genetic cluster. For cases
with sequence data, dgen(i,j) is fixed, but for cases where one or both is missing sequences,
dgen(i,j) changes every time the likelihood is calculated to reflect uncertainty. In this way
only pairs of cases with sequence data contribute definitive genetic information to the
parameter inference algorithm while the rest will not. We use nucleotide differences as the
distance dgen(i,j). Once we have dgen(i,j), we then use this to obtain a genetic weight for the
probability of a transmission event given by P;_,; = exp"dgen(i'j)*19 where 9 is the rate of
exponential decay and is estimated along with other model parameters. This function form
results in a negative exponential relationship between the genetic weight and the genetic

distance between a pair of cases.
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A2. Further details of the transmission model

The rate of exposure
In our model, an individual can get infected by someone they share a household with or
from a source outside the household, resulting in a two-component rate of exposure: a

within household exposure component and a community exposure component.

A; . (t) = [baseline household rate of exposure * number of infectious household contacts(t)]
_/_

[baseline community rate of exposure * number of infectious community contacts(t)]

Je®={ne D L@ |+ ex D Ge®

j€ infectious j€ infectious
household community
contact contact

The number of infectious household contacts is observed in the data. Though there are
cases from different households in the data, the sample in the study is small relative to the
number of households in the community, as such the true number of infectious community
contacts is unknown. We further split the community rate of exposure into two
components: exposure from sampled neighbours and exposure from unknown sources
represented by a time varying function fc(t). We assumed that the rate of exposure from a
sampled neighbour is dependent on the spatial distance between individuals. The per capita

rate of exposure now takes the form:
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A; o (t) = [baseline household rate of exposure * number of infectious household contacts(t)]
+
{baseline community rate of exposure * [number of infectious neighbour contacts(t) +

background community function(t)[}

e@=|ne D L@ |+er| | D he® [+£O

jE€ infectious jE€ infectious
household sampled
contact neighbour
contact

We extended this basic formulation to include our assumptions on RSV natural history and
explore factors that could influence the rate of exposure such as household size. In detail,
we present the model by specifying the rate of exposure to a particular RSV cluster ¢ acting

on a susceptible person i from household h at time t, denoted A; , .(t) as:

Dine(®) = S5 () |Mia(®) Z HH_Ratey,;;(t) + Comm_Rate; (t) .. (EqA2.1)

Jj#i
Where:
S; 4(t) is the factor modifying exposure by recent group specific infection history, age and

group specific shedding status at time t given by:

Sig (t) = exp (qby,hist(Infection_Historyl-(t)) + ql)X,age(Age_groupS,i)

+ dw curr (S hedding_statusi(t)))

10
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HH_Ratey,  j,;(t) is the cluster specific within household exposure rate from infectious

individual j present in the household at time t, and is given by:

HH_Rateh,CJ-_,l- (t)

= ng X Yy(Household_size;) X lp,_inf(lnfectivityj,hlc(t)) X M;,(t)

Comm_Rate; .(t) is the cluster specific community (external to the household) exposure

rate given by:

Comm_Risk; .(t)
=&

g

XI/JE,age(Age_groupE,i) M, (t) Z Sampled_Neighbour _Risky, . ;_,;(t)
Jj#i, jnotin

,
i s house

+ f,(t)

Where:

Sampled_Neighbour_Risky, . ;_,;(t) is the cluster specific exposure rate from sampled

infectious individual j present in a neighbouring household at time t, and is given by:
Sampled_Neighbour_Risky, ;,;(t) = zp,,l-nf(Infectivityj,h,c(t)) X K(di,j, K) X M;,(t)

The parameter k is the rate of exponential decay for the spatial distance kernel given by

K(di']‘, K') = e_K*di'j .

11
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The background community function
We defined a background cluster-specific rate of exposure, f,(t), which affects susceptible
individuals outside their household. This background function allows for introduction of new

transmission clusters. The function form for a cluster c at time t is given as

fc(t) =0+ Z e(t_'fi,c)ﬁ

i shedding
RSV cluster ¢

Where § is the basic risk prior to any observed onsets and [ is the rate of exponential decay
related to the time since onset of a case shedding cluster type ¢, B is a measure of the rate
at which the cluster might disappear from the community and 7; . is the onset time of RSV
cluster type c by person i. The parameters § and [ are not cluster or group specific. The sum
of the cluster specific curves has to add up to the group specific curve, otherwise using
clusters could lead to an over or under representation of the background community
exposure rate. To ensure that Y, f.(t) = f;(t) we need to normalize the cluster level curves
such that their sum adds up to the group level curve. The equation for the normalized

function £,(t) is given as:

L@ =6+ Z (=78 | « Z 5+ Z o(t=ti0)B

i shedding cec’ i shedding
RSV cluster ¢ RSV cluster ¢

Where C' is the set of all clusters in a given RSV group.

An example of the shapes of the background community rate of exposure curves is shown in

Figure A2. 1 for the 5 clusters in RSV A and Figure A2. 2 for the 7 clusters in RSV B.

12
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The RSV A background community function for cluster 1 The RSV A background community function for cluster 2 The RSV A background community function for cluster 3
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Figure A2. 1: The background cluster-specific rate of exposure curves for RSV A. The

normalized fc(t) curves are shown for the 5 different clusters and the group.
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Figure A2. 2: The background cluster-specific rate of exposure curves for RSV B. The

normalized fc(t) curves are shown for the 7 different clusters and the group.
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Table A2. 1 lists all the parameters in the model and gives a brief description. Despite
identifying the infection pathogen at the cluster level, we do not have any cluster-specific

parameters in the model.

Table A2. 1: Model parameters and their descriptions
Parameter Parameter Description
(symbol) (GETN))
Prev.hom, Coefficients modifying susceptibility to infection by a
Prev.het particular RSV group depending on infection history.
Prev.hom estimates the effect of a previous homologous
group infection, while Prev.het estimates the effect of a
previous heterologous group infection
Sus.age.2, Coefficients modifying susceptibility to RSV depending on
Sus.age.3, age. Sus.age.2 estimates the effect being in age group 1-4
Sus.age.4 years, Sus.age.3 the effect of group 5-14 and Sus.age.4 of
group 215 relative to group <1 year.
Curr.het Coefficient modifying susceptibility to a particular RSV

group based on shedding status of the heterologous group

type
HH.rsv.a, Baseline rate of within household exposure by RSV group,
HH.rsv.b per person per day.
HH.size Coefficient modifying the amount of within household

exposure by household size. HH.size estimates the effect

14



Gen.rate

Low.Sym

High.Sym

Comm.rsv.a

Comm.rsv.b

<=
o

Exp.age.2

Exp.age.3

Dist.rate

Delta,

Beta

of being in a large household(>8 inhabitants) relative to a
small one

For P = exp~gen(tD*9 the genetic distance kernel
giving the genetic weight on probability of transmission,
Gen.rate is the rate of exponential decay.

Coefficients modifying infectiousness by viral load and
symptom status. Relative to being asymptomatic,
Low.Sym estimates the effect of shedding low viral load
and being symptomatic and High.Sym the effect of
shedding high viral load and being symptomatic

Baseline rate of community exposure by RSV group, per
person per day.

Coefficients modifying the rate of community exposure by
age group. Exp.age.2 estimates the effect being in age
group 1-4 years and Exp.age.3 the effect of group =5,
relative to the <1-year age group

The rate of exponential decay for the spatial distance
kernel given by K(di,j, K) = e %

For the cluster specific background community function

given by

f.t) =6+ Z e(t=Tic)B

i shedding
RSV cluster ¢

15
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Delta(8) is the basic risk and Beta(f) is the rate of
exponential decay related to the time since onset of a

case shedding cluster type c.

Following from the rate of exposure is the probability of exposure to cluster c given an
exposure event has occurred, expressed as:

Probability of exposure = prob(any exposure event) * prob(exposure to cluster c)

Ai,h,c (t) >

—ZC’Ai,h,C(t) .. (EqA2.2)

Aine(t) = (1 — exp™Zc dine®) « (

Where C'is the set of all clusters in a given RSV group.

This formulation factors in the fact that on any given day, an individual can only be shedding
virus from a single cluster, in the respective group. The clusters are therefore competing for
susceptible hosts. Exposure events are mutually exclusive and distributed according to a

multinomial distribution. We thus have

prob(no exposure) + Z prob(exposure to cluster c)| =1

All clusters

Assuming that the duration of latency can range from 0 to 5 days with probabilities [0,
0,0.33,0.33,0.25,0.083] [4], we then have the following probability of onset at time t given

no onsets or shedding until t:

L
Pine(®) = ) Baipnct=D .. (Bq423)
=0

16
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Where L is the maximum latency period and 0, is the probability that the latency period is
exactly [ days. In this way, the genetic clusters are used together with the spatial/social
clusters (households) and the latency distribution (which implicitly works based on temporal

clusters) to make joint inference on transmission parameters.

The Likelihood

Since the model is focused on the determinants of infection onset process, the data whose
likelihood we are interested in is the onset data. Given the model described, the likelihood
of an individual’s observed cluster c data is the probability of all the onsets, and days of no
onsets where the individual was at risk of infection, i.e. not shedding RSV cluster c. For a

particular cluster, this follows a Bernoulli distribution with probability p; , - (u).

For i with no onset of type c:

T

L= 1_[[1 — Pine(®]

t=1

Where T is the end of the observation period.
For i with an onset of type c, the likelihood is give as:
Lic= 1_[ DineW) | * 1_[ (1 — Pinc (a))
ueonsets;p c a€Atrisk;p
In this instance, to factor in the genetic data we modify the rate of exposure given in (Eq
4.1) such that:
HH_Riskp . j;(t)
= ng X Yy(Household_size;) X Pj,; X lp,,inf(lnfectivityj,hlc (t))

X M],h(t)

17
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Sampled_Neighbour_Risky, ;,;(t) = Pj_,; X lpl,c,j(t) X K(di,j, K) X M;,(t)
With this formulation, the genetic components of the model are dependent on the
epidemiological in that they are not expressed independently in the likelihood function as is
the case with modular approaches such as the kind implemented in the Outbreaker
packagel[5,6]. We introduce P;_,; into the rate of exposure equation as opposed to directly
into the likelihood because for a given case, we are not making direct inference on the
source of infection or the exact date of exposure: we consider all likely dates and sources

given the latency distribution.

The total likelihood is thus given by the product of L; . over all the genetic clusters and

individuals in the data

R

ueOnsets;p ¢ A€Atriskip

18
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A3. Further details of the adaptive MH-MCMC algorithm

We used Bayesian inference to obtain estimates of the model parameters ¢= {Prev.hom,
Prev.het, Sus.age.2, Sus.age.3, Sus.age.4, Curr.het, HH.rsv.a, HH.rsv.b, HH.size, Gen.rate,
Low.Sym, High.Sym, Comm.rsv.a, Comm.rsv.b, Exp.age.2,Exp.age.3, Dist.rate, Delta, Beta}
and the augmented data Da given the observed data D. We assume that all the cases were
observed but that for some of the cases, there is no information on the cluster id of the
shedding episode, as such, the augmented data is the set of all shedding episodes whose
cluster id was left unassigned by the imputation process previously described. These include
cases that are part of household outbreaks with no genetic information and cases that are
part of household outbreaks with more than one possible genetic cluster id. For cases that
are part of an outbreak with no genetic information, a single cluster id is inferred for all the

cases in the household outbreak.

Bayesian inference results in an updated distribution of the parameter of interest (posterior
distribution) given prior assumptions/knowledge of the parameter (prior distribution) and
an expression giving the probability of a parameter value given data (likelihood) i.e.
P(@|D,D,) < P(p) X L(@|D,D,). Where there is no exact expression for the posterior
distribution, numerical methods are used to find an approximation of the target

distribution, adaptive MH-MCMC is a popular first step.

We specified the target distribution as p(¢|D, D4) = P(D|D,)L(@|D,D4)P(@); P(D|Dy) =
probability of the observed data given the augmented data; L(¢|D, D,) = the likelihood of
the parameters given the observed and augmented data; P(¢) = the prior probability of the

parameters. The augmented and observed data are independent and we have no
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information to inform what the missing cluster ids could be, making every combination of
and D, equally likely. Consequently, we did not include P(D|A) when calculating the
posterior probability. We used weakly informative priors in the form of a normal

distribution with mean 0 and a standard deviation of ~3 for the log of parameters. We

D

initiated 3 chains and set the algorithm to start adapting the proposal distribution based on

accepted parameters after 10000, 15000 and 10000 iterations respectively. Burn-in was
assessed visually after which the results of the three concurrent chains were combined to

infer the posterior distribution. The three chains were run for 250,000 iterations each.

Choice of proposal distributions for the parameters

For the parameter set ¢ we used a multivariate normal distribution as the proposal
distribution. For iteration n in the chain a new set ¢* will be proposed such that
@*~Normal(¢™ 1|Z). The choice of the variance-covariance matrix T will determine the
size of the space that is explored and how fast the MCMC chain converges. After a certain
number of iterations, £ was modified to ensure proper mixing. The modification was
automated through an adaptive random walk MH-MCMC algorithm. There are several
adaptation algorithms [7], we chose one that learns from the empirical distribution of
values up to the (n-1)™ iteration to modify the X at iteration n. For samples

{@1, 02, @3,...0,_1} in the MCMC chain so far, at iteration n the proposal density g(.) is

given by

gn() = (L — ON(@"1[2.3828,,_, /d)) + eN(p™]0.125,/d)

Where:
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& = A small positive constant, chosen to be 0.05 as in [7].
Yn—1 = The empirical variance-covariance matrix derived from samples

{01, 02,03,... 001}

d = The dimension of the parameter set

%o = The initial guess of the parameter variance-covariance matrix. This is usually a

diagonal matrix of variances.

This notation means for a fraction of the time (1 — ¢), the proposal distribution will be
N(p™1|2.38%2%,_,/d)) and the rest of the time it will be N (9™ 1]0.12Z,/d). Prior to

adaptation beginning at iteration n, the proposal distribution at iteration k is given by

gk () = N(p*7110.1%%,/d)

Pseudo algorithm for our implementation of MH-MCMC
For each MCMC chain
1. Setinitial values for the parameters and assign cluster ids at random for the
outbreaks with no sequence information (uninformed outbreaks).
2. For every iteration n
a. Update parameter values
i. Propose a new set of parameters by sampling from the proposal
distribution: ¢*~Normal(¢™ 1|X)
ii. Calculate the acceptance probability p(¢™1, ¢*) =

min41 p((p* D'Dzzll_l)
'p((pn—l D’D}{L—l)
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ii. Ifp(e™ 1, @*) >r~Uniform(0,1) update ™ = @* otherwise @™ =

n-1

%
b. Update cluster id for a single uniformed outbreak
i. Randomly select an uniformed outbreak from the set of uninformed

outbreaks, all with the same probability of being selected.

ii. Given the present cluster id for the chosen outbreak C,, randomly
select a new cluster id from the set of all possible clusters excluding
C,.

iii. With C, as the proposed cluster id, the proposed change to the

augmented data is accepted with probability

"D, D, C
p,(DX_l'DD:min{l p(e™ID,0;) 1| }

‘p(@™1D, D7) 1G5 +1
Where |C,| is the number of household outbreaks in C,. in the present
permutation of the augmented data D} ' and |C;| is the number of

household outbreaks in C;.

iv. Ifp'(D} %, D) > r'~Uniform(0,1) update D}, D; otherwise

n n-1
Dy, Dy

|Crl
ICsl+1

The correction factor is introduced into the acceptance ratio for a proposed change in

cluster id because the proposal distributions are not symmetric. For an update of cluster id
from Cs to C, the proposed change is uniformly distributed over the set of all household
outbreaks/cases in cluster Cs that are part of the augmented dataset. Conversely the

reverse move of a change of cluster id from C, to Cs is uniformly distributed over the set of
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all household outbreaks/cases in cluster C; that are part of the augmented dataset. As such,
the proposal distributions are dependent on the number of uniformed household outbreaks

in each cluster.

23



397

398

399

400

401

402

403

404

405

406

407

408

409

410

411

412

413

414

415

416

417

418

A4. Further details of the HPTS

Establishing the highest probability transmission source (HPTS)

Per case, we identified the transmission source that had the highest likelihood given the
data and a parameter set ¢* sampled from the joint parameter posterior distribution
(highest probability transmission source: HPTS). Consider a case i ,with onset date Tl-O. Given
our assumption of a maximum latency duration of 5 days, we define a time window where
potential infection could have occurred. For each day in the time window, potential sources
of infection are {Q, Q? ... Q"} . An infection source is assigned if it gives the highest value of

i's likelihood defined as “ the likelihood of i's onset date, infection date and infection source

given sample parameter set ¢*.

We modified the likelihood to establish the most likely infection source (HPTS) for every
case. For a given case i infected with RSV cluster ¢ within group g, there are three possible
sources of infection (Q;), either a sampled housemate, a sampled neighbour or an unknown
community source. The total rate of exposure is given as:

Dine(®) = S5 () | Min(®) Z HHgater, o ;.;(t) + Comm_Rate; (t) .. (Eq A4.1)

Jj#i

Where (as in the main text):
S; 4(t) is the factor modifying exposure by recent group specific infection history, age and
group specific shedding status at time t
Comm_Rate; .(t) is the cluster specific community (external to the household) exposure

rate.
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The probability of exposure is = prob(any exposure event) * prob(exposure to cluster c)

Ai,h,c (t) >

Yo Aipe .. (Eq A4.2)

ai,h,c(t) = (1 - exp"zc' Ai,h,c(t)) * (

For a given source of infection (); in the same household as i, the rate of exposure is given

by:

Aqsine(t) = Si,g(t)[Ml-,h(t) X Po._i X ng X Py(Household size;)

X ll’l,inf(InfeCtiVitYQi,h,c(t)) X Mﬂi,h(t)]

For Q; not in the same household as i but among the sampled individuals, the rate of

exposure is given by:

AQi—n',h,c(t) = Si,g (t) [Sg X l/)E,age (AgegroupE,l-) X Mi,h(t) X Pﬂi—n'

X lpl,inf (Infectivityni,h'c(t)) X K(di,ﬂi’K) X Mﬂi:h(t)]

For Q; an unknown source external to the household, the rate of exposure is given by:

Aﬂi—n',h,c(t) = Si,g () [gg X ll}E,age (AgegroupE,i) X fc(t)]

The probability of transmission from a single source (}; at time t thus becomes:

Aﬂi—n',h,c (t)

.. (Eq A4.3
Ai,h,c(t) ( 1 )

Proinc(t) =
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The likelihood function

The probability given in (Eq A4.1) is calculated for a time point t = exposure time of
individual i, tlE. This is not observed in the data, however, given our assumption on the
latency duration, we can define a 6-day window of possibility. If case i had a shedding onset
at time T, then the window for transmission is from day (T — 5) to (T — 0). For each
day in the window, potential sources are identified based on shedding status and for each
combination of infection source (); and exposure date tf, the likelihood is calculated using

the formula below:

LT, t£,0) = aipe@® * | | | (1= @ne®) *(elm’—tf))*<_ﬁf;f;hv{t§)ﬂ>

ti#tE

The first part of the product is the probability of infection with cluster c at time tF, the
second part is the probability of escaping infection at any time t; # tf, the third is the
probability of a latency duration of length (T — tF) and the last term is the probability of

transmission from source (; to i.

Given the likelihood, the highest-probability-source is chosen as the infection source that

gives the highest value of the likelihood.
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A5. Extra results

Parameter trace plots and convergence checks

Three MCMC chains were run, and the burn-in point assessed for each, after which, the
reminder of the three chains were combined to give the posterior estimates for the
parameters presented as median and 95% credible intervals. The figures below show the
evolution of the parameter value with increasing number of iterations for the model with
pathogen identification at the genetic cluster level (cluster model) and at the group level

(group model).
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Figure A5. 1: Trace plots of parameters in the cluster model.

Three chains were initiated at different parameter values and these are shown in black

(Chain 1), green (Chain 2) and blue (Chain 3) lines. The x-axis shows the iteration number,

while the y-axis shows the log parameter value.
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Figure A5. 2: Trace plots of parameters in the group level data model.
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Three chains were initiated at different parameter values and these are shown in black

(Chain 1), green (Chain 2) and blue (Chain 3) lines. The x-axis shows the iteration number,

while the y-axis shows the log parameter value.

To confirm convergence observed in the trace plots, we calculated the Gelman-Rubin-

Brooks statistic and the effective sample size. When using the GRB statistic, convergence is

said to have occurred if the ratio of pooled/within chain variance is close to 1. The GRB
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statistic assumes that the target distribution is Normal. The plot below shows the value of
the GRB statistic as the number of iterations increases for each parameter. This is to check
whether a value close to one was reached by chance or if the trend line had truly stabilized

close to 1.

15 20
1 1

GRB shrink factor
10
L

last iteration

Figure A5. 3: The evolution of the Gelman-Rubin-Brooks (GRB) statistic (shrink factor) as
the number of iterations increases.
Each grey line represents a model parameter in the cluster level data model and the dashed

red line shows the value 1.

The point estimated of the GRB and the values of the ESS after burn in are given in the table

below.
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Table A5. 1: The value of the GRB statistic (to 3 significant figures) and the ESS after burn-

in are shown for the parameters in the cluster level data model.

Parameter Point estimate ESS

GRB statistic
e i
R

)
)

1

10607

10073

7131

9154

9771

10384

9476

9765

10147

9987

9774

10455

10436

7847

7823

8432

9863

7908

6678
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The mGRB is 1.07 and the mESS is 10008.
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Figure A5. 4: The evolution of the Gelman-Rubin-Brooks (GRB) statistic (shrink factor) as
the number of iterations increases.
Each grey line represents a model parameter in the group level data model and the dashed

red line shows the value 1.

Table A5. 2: The value of the GRB statistic (to 3 significant figures) and the ESS after burn-

in are shown for the parameters in the group level data model.

Parameter Point estimate ESS

GRB statistic

1.02

Curr.het 1.07 2309
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Sus.age.2 1.02
Sus.age.3 1.03
Sus.age.4 1.04
1.01
1.01
1.02
Low.Sym 1.04
High.Sym 1.03
1.07
Comm.rsv.a N0
Comm.rsv.b NS
Exp.age.2 1.02
Exp.age.3 1.02
1.04

Beta 1.04

The mGRB is 1.09 and the mESS is 4146.

2998

3617

3694

3426

3361

3673

3957

3744

3374

4069

4093

2858

3476

5331

3873
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514  Table A5. 3: Median and 95% credible intervals for parameters estimated using the model

515  with sequence data.

Symbol

by

dw

bx

Description

Coefficients modifying susceptibility = Prev.hom
to infection by a particular RSV Prev.het
group depending on infection

history. Prev.hom estimates the

effect of a previous homologous

group infection, and Prev.het the

effect of a previous heterologous

infection

Coefficient modifying susceptibility Curr.het
to a particular RSV group based on

shedding status of the heterologous

group type

Coefficients modifying susceptibility  Sus.age.2
to RSV by age. Sus.age.2 estimates Sus.age.3
modification to group 1-4 years, Sus.age.4
Sus.age.3 5-15 years and Sus.age.4

>15 years relative to group <1 year.

Median (95%

Credible interval)

0.4328 (0.2665,
0.6727)
0.5126 (0.2601,

0.8985)

0.9520 (0.2494,

2.262)

0.8804 (0.4997,
1.616)

0.2741 (0.1591,
0.4946)

0.1562 (0.08867,

0.2852)
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Baseline rate of within household HH.rsv.a 0.02360 (0.0119,

exposure by RSV group, per person HH.rsv.b 0.04361)

per day. 0.02272 (0.01120,
0.04196)

Coefficient modifying the amount of HH.size 0.4457 (0.2892,

within household exposure by 0.6843)

household size for households of 8

or more relative to <8.

Coefficients modifying Low.Sym 2.1(1.214, 3.67)

infectiousness by viral load and High.Sym 4.437 (1.8, 8.959)

symptom status. Relative to being

asymptomatic, Low.Sym estimates

the effect of shedding low viral load

and being symptomatic and

High.Sym the effect of shedding high

viral load and being symptomatic

The rate of exponential decay on the Dist.rate 207.7 (7.819,

spatial distance kernel 169100)

The rate of exponential decay on the Gen.rate* 0.0002631

genetic weight function. (0.000001027,
0.003817)
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516

Baseline rate of community
exposure by RSV group, per person

per day.

Coefficients modifying the rate of

community exposure by age group.

Exp.age.2 for 1-4 years and
Exp.age.3 for 25 years, relative <1
year

Parameters for the cluster specific

background community function.

Comm.rsv.a

Comm.rsv.b

Exp.age.2

Exp.age.3

Delta

Beta

0.0003091
(0.0001198,
0.0008682)
0.0003849
(0.0001525,
0.001072)
0.5311 (0.2179,
1.221)

1.64 (0.7705,

3.386)

1.58 (0.5466,
4.693)
0.1929 (0.08315,

0.7321)
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A6. Model validation

To validate the model, we simulated multiple epidemics and checked to see if the observed
epidemic was captured by the range of simulated dynamics. In addition to comparing the
time course of cases, we also looked at the total number of cases in an epidemic, the
proportion of individuals with multiple onsets and the number of cases in the first and last
week of the time period. These values from the data were compared to the range of
simulated values to check that key aspects of the epidemic were being reproduced by the

simulations.

The results of the model fitting are the posterior parameter distribution and corresponding
augmented data for the cluster ids of cases with no genetic information. A simulation based
on a set of parameter values will also be based on the corresponding augmented data which
will be used to derive a complete set of shedding profiles from the observed data. A single
shedding profile is a combination of duration of shedding, viral loads and symptom status,

and genetic cluster. The simulation pseudo code per simulation is as follows:

1. Initiate system such that everyone one is susceptible to RSV.
2. Atevery time step keep track of the following variables:
a. Exposure status (by RSV cluster)
b. Shedding status by group
c. Shedding status by genetic cluster
d. Infectiousness status (combination of viral load and symptom status)
e. Infection history (by RSV group)

f. The background rate of exposure from the community
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3. Atevery time step:

a.

Update the background community function to reflect any new shedding
onsets
Calculate the cluster specific rate of exposure, 4; , .(t), as defined in the
main text.
Determine the number of group specific transmission events E; where
E, = Poisson Z PEg,i
i€SE,
SEg = set of all individuals susceptible to infection event E,.

PEg,L- = probability of person i experiencing event £

Aip,c(6)
Pegi = Z 1 — exp™ L dinc()) « (;)
Eg,l (( 4 ) Zc’ Ai_hlc (t)

c = clusters
ing

Where A; , . (t)= rate at which person i is exposed to infection of
cluster type C.
Given the number of group specific transmission events, determine the
cluster id of each through weighted sampling. E.g. if Eg=4 and ¢ ={1,2,3} are
the cluster ids in the group, the probability of a case being any one if the

three clusters is:

{ Ap,1(0) Ap2(t) Ap3(t)

Zc’ Ah,c(t) ’ ch Ah,c(t) ! Zc’ Ah,c(t)} ;fOT' Ah,l(t) = Z Ai,h,c(t)

Determine who experiences each cluster specific transmission event. For a
given event, order individuals capable of experiencing the event. For a given

person p to experience the event, the following inequality has to be satisfied.
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isp-1 isp

562 Pg_; <| RAND X Z Pg | < Z Pg_;
i=1 i €SE, i=1
563 Where:
564
565 Pe,i = (1 — exp™Zc tinc®) <%)
566 Sg, = all individuals susceptible to infection of cluster type c.
567 RAND = a random number between (but not including) 0 and 1.
568
569 This is illustrated in the figure below.

Cumulative probability

Random number * cumulative probability

Pgi rd
& RAND x Z P
i€Sg,
P1r P2 P3s Pa Ps Ps

Person chosen to

experience infection
570 event
571
572 Repeat this until the required number of events
573
574 f. For each individual experiencing a transmission event, assign a latency
575 duration and shedding profile by sampling from the relevant empirical
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distributions. The empirical latency distribution is the same as was used in
estimating the parameters and is homogeneous for every individual.
Shedding profiles are derived from the observed data and a combination of
duration of shedding, viral loads and symptom status, and genetic cluster.
The shedding profiles are grouped by age in the following 4 groups <1,1-5, 5-
15 and 215 years. Once latency durations and shedding profiles have been

assigned, the state variables for each individual are updated accordingly.

To explore how much variation there can be in the simulations from a single parameter set,
a set of 12 parameter set samples were used, and for each set, 100 simulations were run,
giving a total of 1200 simulations. We then sampled 100 parameter sets and run single
simulations from each to explore between-parameter-set variation. The results of the
simulations are presented in the form of epidemic curves and summary measures that are

used to compare the main features of the outbreak.
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592 Figure A6. 1: A comparison of simulated and observed data for RSV A.

593  Each panel shows the results of 100 simulations from a single parameter set. The grey lines
594  show the simulated data while the black lines show the observed data. Time is shown on the
595  x-axis while the y-axis shows the total number of people who are shedding at a given point

596 in time.
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Figure A6. 2: A comparison of simulated and observed data for RSV B.

Each panel shows the results of 100 simulations from a single parameter set. The light blue

lines show the simulated data while the dark blue lines show the observed data. Time is

shown on the x-axis while the y-axis shows the total number of people who are shedding at

a given point in time.
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Figure A6. 3: Violin plots showing the distribution of the total number of people infected
in the simulations by RSV group and age.

Each panel shows the distribution of the total numbers infected in the simulations run using
12 different parameter sets (violin plots) compared to the total number from the observed
data (dashed red line). The y-axis shows the total number and the x-axis is labeled by
parameter set used. Top row: RSV A results for all the cases (1%t column), cases < 1 year old
(2" column), cases between 1-5 years old (3" column) and cases > 5 years old (4t column).
Bottom row: RSV B results. Violin plots are a combination of box plots and density
distributions, the shapes should therefore be interpreted as density plots would while the

ranges should be interpreted as the tips of whiskers in a box and whisker plots.
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Figure A6. 4: Violin plots showing the distribution of the proportion of cases that had
multiple onsets in the simulations by RSV group and age.

Each panel shows the distribution of the proportion of cases that had multiple onsets in the
simulations run using 12 different parameter sets (violin plots) compared to the proportion
from the observed data (dashed red line). The y-axis shows the proportion and the x-axis is
labeled by parameter set used. Top row: RSV A results for all the cases (1% column), cases <
1 year old (2" column), cases between 1-5 years old (3™ column) and cases > 5 years old (4"

column). Bottom row: RSV B results.

44



626

627

628

629

630

631

632

RSV A: Number of cases in the first week RSV A: Number of cases in the last week

3-

40-

BAAALAALA i RARRLRREN

Total numbers infected
Total numbers infected

100'sets Set1 Sef10 Sef11 Sef12 Set2 Set3 Set4 Set5 Set6 Set7 Set8 Set9 100'sets Set1 Sef10 Sef11 Sef12 Set2 Set3 Set4 Set5 Set6 Set7 Set8 Set9
Simulation parameter set Simulation parameter set
RSV B: Number of cases in the first week RSV B: Number of cases in the last week
3
40~
o o
2 £ 30-
O 2- o
2 2
£ £
2 2
8 8
€ € 20~
5 5
2 2
Si- s
= =
10-
AN A_ AN ANYAN o/ M/ LY AVANYAYA
100'sets Set1 Sef10 Sef1l Sef12 Set2 Set3 Set4 Set5 Set6 Set7 Set8 Set9 100'sets Set1 Sef10 Sef11 Sef12 Set2 Set3 Set4 Set5 Set6 Set7 Set8 Set9
Simulation parameter set Simulation parameter set

Figure A6. 5: Violin plots showing the distribution of the number of cases in the first (1%
column) and last (2" column) week of the observation/simulation period in the
simulations by RSV group.

The y-axis shows the total number of people infected and the x-axis is labeled by parameter
set used. The dashed red line shows what was observed in the data, i.e. there were no cases

observed in the first and last week of the 180-day observation period.
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A7. Model modification to fit pathogen data identified at group resolution

The null model is similar in structure to the model of sequence data presented in the main
text, however, there is no identification of the infecting pathogen at the cluster level, only at
the group level. The rate of exposure to a particular RSV cluster g acting on a susceptible

person i from household h at time t:

Aing(®) = Sig () [Min(®) D HHparey o () + Comm_Rate; o () . (Eq A7.1)

Jj#i
Where:
S; 4(t) is the factor modifying exposure by recent group specific infection history, age and

group specific shedding status at time t given by:

Sig (t) = exp (qby,hist(Infection_Historyl-(t)) + ql)X,age(Age_groupS,i)

+ dw curr (S hedding_statusi(t)))
HH_Rateh,g,j_)l-(t) is the group specific within household exposure rate given by:

HH_Rateh_g,j_)i (t)

= ng X Yy(Household_size;) X lp,,inf(lnfectivityj,h,g(t)) X M;p,(t)

Comm_Rate; 4(t) is the cluster specific community (external to the household) exposure

rate given by:
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Comm_Rate; , (t)

X I/JE,age(Age_groupE,i) M, (t) Z Sampled_Neighbour_Ratey, 4 ;_,;(t)
Jj#i, jnotin

,
i s house

+ f,(t)
Where:
Sampled_Neighbour_Ratey, 4 ;_,;(t) = lpl,g,j(t) X K(di,j, K) X M;,(t)

The background function f, (t) is derived the same way £, (t) is, as described in the main text.
Since we do not use genetic distances in this version of the model, we do not estimate 9 for
P, = exp~tgen(bD*0 o P =1if dgen(i,j) <19,0 otherwise, making the total

number of parameters 17.
Following from the rate of exposure is the probability of exposure give by:

Aipg(t) = (1 — exp~ting®) . (EqA7.2)

The probability of onset is given as:

L
Ping(t) = Z 01t p g (t — 1) ..(Eq A7.3)
=0
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Where L is the maximum latency period and 0, is the probability that the latency period is

exactly [ days.

The likelihood for individual i's data is given as:

L; = Hl 1_[ Ding (W) 1_[ (1-ping(@)
g

U€Ujpg a€Ajng

The total likelihood is thus given by the product of L; over all the individuals in the data

e

U€Ujh,g a€Ajhg
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