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ABSTRACT 

The COVID-19 pandemic has given rise to numerous articles from different scientific fields 
(epidemiology, virology, immunology, airflow physics...) without any effort to link these 
different insights. In this review, we aim to establish relationships between epidemiological 
data and the characteristics of the virus strain responsible for the epidemic wave concerned. 
We have carried out this study on the Wuhan, Alpha, Delta and Omicron strains allowing us 
to illustrate the evolution of the relationships we have highlighted according to these different 
viral strains. 

We addressed the following questions: 

1) How can the mean infectious dose (one quantum, by definition in epidemiology) be 
measured and expressed as an amount of viral RNA molecules (in genome units, GU) 
or as a number of replicative viral particles (in plaque-forming units, PFU)?  

2) How many infectious quanta are exhaled by an infected person per unit of time? 

3) How many infectious quanta are exhaled, on average, integrated over the whole 
contagious period?  

4) How do these quantities relate to the epidemic reproduction rate R as measured in 
epidemiology, and to the viral load, as measured by molecular biological methods?  

5) How has the infectious dose evolved with the different strains of SARS-CoV-2? 



We make use of state-of-the-art modelling, reviewed and explained in the appendix of the 
article (Supplemental Information, SI), to answer these questions using data from the 
literature in both epidemiology and virology. We have considered the modification of these 
relationships according to the vaccination status of the population.  

We hope that this work will allow a better integration of data from different fields (virology, 
epidemiology, and immunology) to anticipate the evolution of the epidemic in the case of 
COVID-19, but also in respiratory pathologies induced by a virus or a bacterium 
transmissible in an airborne manner. 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Evidence of aerosol transmission of SARS-CoV-2, the virus responsible for COVID-19 
disease, has accumulated over the months (Fennelly, 2020; Lewis, 2020; Morawska and 
Milton, 2020; Zhang et al., 2020, p. 19) until a consensus was reached, six months after the 
start of the pandemic. Viral particles, with or without a liquid droplet surrounding them, are 
dispersed by turbulent air movements. When they are light enough, hydrodynamic 
fluctuations keep these particles suspended in the air, despite gravity. The mixture of air and 
particles then constitutes a phase called aerosol. These droplets, which may or may not carry 
the virus, are produced by atomization in the respiratory tract when an airflow of sufficient 
velocity causes the fragmentation of a mucus film (Bourouiba, 2021; Johnson et al., 2011; 
Johnson and Morawska, 2009; Moriarty and Grotberg, 1999). This is the case when large 
millimeter-sized droplets are emitted by coughing or sneezing, as well as when smaller 
micron- or submicron-sized droplets are emitted during human exhalation activities (e.g., 
breathing, speaking or laughing). The water in the droplets then evaporates into the air, 
concentrating the droplets into virions and mucus proteins, some of which have antiviral 
properties that help inactivate the virus after a few hours. When airborne viral particles, 
regardless of their production process, are inhaled, infection can occur (Figure 1). Pathogens 
responsible for other diseases such as influenza, tuberculosis or measles can also be carried 
by these small droplets (Blanchard, 1989; Chingin et al., 2018; Du et al., 2020; Zhou et al., 
2018). 

Airborne particles are the primary route of transmission of SARS-CoV-2 (Cheng et al., 2021; 
Johansson et al., 2021). The epithelial cells serving as loci of original infection and reservoirs 
of dissemination are located in the nasal cavity (for strains prior to Omicron), which points to 
airborne transmission. The heavier, millimeter-sized droplets emitted specifically in the 
Covid symptomatic phase have a ballistic trajectory that is relatively insensitive to the 
presence of air and are stopped by all types of face masks and respirators. The reduction of 
the risk of transmission of the virus outdoors or in well-ventilated closed environments 
(Gettings, 2021) that is obtained by wearing respirators designed to filter aerosols (Goldberg 
et al., 2021; Klompas et al., 2021), but also the long-distance transmission in super-spreading 
events where a single virus carrier infects a large number of people (Endo et al., 2020; Yang 
et al., 2021), are evidence of the importance of airborne transmission of SARS-CoV-2. 
Transmission by contact with fomites on which these drops are deposited is probably 
insignificant (Chen et al., 2021; Goldman, 2020; Lewis, 2021); however, regardless of its 
actual weight in SARS-CoV-2 transmission, improved hand hygiene remains a recommended 
habit to prevent transmission of other pathogens — for instance, viruses causing 
gastroenteritis have a major handheld transmission route associated with a specific locus of 
infection: the gastrointestinal epithelium (Green et al., 2020; Robilotti et al., 2015). Finally, 



possible transmission through feces (Nouri-Vaskeh and Alizadeh, 2020) via aerosolization 
during toilet flushing remains controversial and is probably a minor route, if relevant at all.  

Two approaches have been proposed in the scientific literature to characterize the infectivity 
and transmissibility of viral strains. The epidemiological approach, based on contact tracing 
and population-scale testing, provides precise quantitative information but has a blind spot: 
the epidemic propagation depends on social practices, the full complexity of which is difficult 
to delineate, and which themselves depend on age, education, number and duration of social 
contacts, vaccination status, etc. It also depends on the degree of immunity in the population. 
The ab initio approach, based on knowledge of virology, immunology, and molecular 
biology, is complementary; it allows one to characterize viral strains in vivo and in vitro but 
suffers from the need of large-scale statistics, and can present important biases of 
parameterization and calibration. This review article aims to bridge the gap between these 
two approaches and to review methods combining epidemiological and biological 
measurements performed on viral strains to deduce their intrinsic characteristics. 
 
Figure 1-A illustrates how the viral mist exhaled by an infected person (index case) can infect 
non-immune individuals (secondary case) at some distance, and after a time delay. The 
infection risk increases with the intake viral dose d, defined as the amount of inhaled viral 
particles accumulated over time. d increases with the time of exposure to the virus and with 
the concentration of infectious viral particles in the inhaled air. The dilution factor between 
exhaled and inhaled air is controlled at short distance by turbulent dispersion and at long 
distance by ventilation, which is the process of introducing fresh air into indoor spaces while 
removing stale air (Poydenot et al., 2022). The dose-response curve expresses the ratio of 
infected individuals as a function of the intake dose d (Figure 1-A). We hypothesize that a 
single replicating virion among the numerous particles inhaled can initiate infection. In tissue 
culture assays, the number of infected cells is proportional to the number of viral cells, which 
shows that there is no cooperativity between viral particles, in vitro(Houng et al., 2004). 
Then, each inhaled viral particle can be considered as an independent attempt to contaminate 
the individual. Statistically, more than one is required, as the probability of a single virus 
successfully overcoming the host immune defenses is low, and since a large fraction of 
inhaled viral particles, being damaged or defective, are intrinsically unable to infect cells and 
replicate therein. Infection occurs when a single flawless virion enters a vulnerable location 
where conditions are permissive to cellular colonization and viral replication. The dose-
response therefore follows a cumulative Poisson distribution. By definition, an infectious 
quantum is the dose inhaled by the individuals of a cohort which leads to the infection of 
63% of the cohort. In the field of epidemiology, infectious quanta are used to express a 
quantity of virus needed to induce contamination or a given symptom (fever, mortality for 
example). 
 
The dose-response curve has not been directly measured on humans. Infectious challenge 
trials during which healthy young volunteers are deliberately infected are rare since they are 
ethically controversial (Adams-Phipps et al., 2022); in the single one led to study COVID-19 
(Killingley et al., 2022), a large viral dose (10 TCID50) is introduced via intranasal drops. 
How can the mean infectious dose (one quantum, by definition) be measured and expressed 
as an amount of viral RNA molecules (in genome units, GU, Figure 1-B) or as a number of 
replicative viral particles (in plaque-forming units, PFU, Figure 1-C)? How many infectious 
quanta are exhaled by an infected person per unit of time? How many infectious quanta are 
exhaled, on average, integrated over the whole contagious period? How do these quantities 
relate to the epidemic reproduction rate R as measured in epidemiology, and to the viral load, 



as measured by molecular biological methods? How has the infectious dose evolved with the 
different strains of SARS-CoV-2?  
 
In this manuscript, we review concepts and methods providing preliminary answers to these 
questions. We first describe the mechanism of viral infection and the antiviral response. 
Then, we detail the viral kinetics and the subsequent time evolution of the viral exhalation 
flux. The determination of the infectious dose by combining methods from molecular biology 
and epidemiology is then reviewed. Finally, the evolution of the characteristics of successive 
viral strains is presented and discussed. 

To generate the figures of this review, we have used standard epidemiological modelling. The 
specific theoretical frame chosen has been published in a previous paper (Poydenot et al., 
2022). In the supplementary material section, we provide a detailed model accessible with 
basic knowledge of physics and mathematics, focusing on the parameter’s calibration. 

          Mechanism of viral infection 

SARS-CoV-2 is a virus enveloped by a lipid bilayer in which E, M, and S proteins are 
inserted (Figure 1-B). The lipid membrane originates from the cell in which the virus 
replicated before being released. The virus contains a copy of the viral genomic RNA 
protected by a capsid, structured by the assembly of the nucleocapsid protein N. Viral 
particles measure 80-90 nm in diameter, and are decorated with an average of 48 spike (S) 
proteins anchored in their envelope. The RNA genome encodes 29 proteins, including the 
envelope (E, M, and S) and capsid (N) proteins, as well as non-structural proteins required for 
replication and assembly of the virus within the host cell (Bar-On et al., 2020; Yao et al., 
2020). To colonize a cell, the virus interacts via the S protein which is cleaved by a host cell 
protease (mainly the TMPRSS2 protease for the wild strain, Wuhan-1) with a host cell 
membrane protein (mainly the ACE2 receptor). This interaction leads to the formation of a 
virus-ACE2 complex (via the virus spike, a trimer of the S (Yin et al., 2022)) which triggers 
the internalization of the virus into the cell (Figure 2-A). A series of cellular events leads to 
the disassembly of the virion and the undressing of the RNA molecule. The released viral 
RNA is taken over by the host cell ribosomes, which read the information it encodes and 
produce the viral proteins needed for virus production. New viral particles are then assembled 
by hijacking the host cell mechanisms, and then released, leading to the colonization of 
neighboring cells (Snijder et al., 2020). From the nasal cavity or throat, which are probably 
the first tissues to be infected, the virus, embedded in the mucus secreted by goblet cells of 
the nasal epithelium, is transported to the trachea, then to the lungs or esophagus, and finally 
to deeper organs (Figure 2-B and 2-C). The severity and variety of disease symptoms depend 
on the likelihood of the viral infection overcoming host defenses and reaching multiple sites, 
as well as on the damage caused to the host by the potent inflammatory and interferon 
responses launched against the viral assault. In contrast, the spread of the virus depends 
primarily on its ability to colonize the host airways, and thus the viral load cannot be 
correlated with symptom severity (Le Borgne et al., 2021). From the nasal cavity, the virus 
has the ability to travel to the brain and colonize cells of olfactory bulb, which could explain 
the changes in taste and smell and, in the long term, some of the neurological symptoms 
associated with long COVID (Fodoulian et al., 2020; Pereira, 2020). More rarely, the virus 
cpean be found in the blood or lymph, reach different organs in the body and colonize 
specific cell types in various organs (liver, kidney, heart, prostate, etc.) (Dong et al., 2020) 
(Figure 2-C). 



When the virus is concentrated in the nasal cavity or in the throat, it is spread by a mist of 
fine droplets of mucus or saliva which can be dispersed by breathing, speaking or singing. A 
sneeze or cough produces larger droplets containing viral particles. As these droplets are 
formed, their viral particle content increases linearly with the viral load, in the nasal cavity 
for mucus droplets, or in the throat for saliva droplets (Buonanno et al., 2020b). An organism 
can be infected if enough viral particles interact with cells expressing both the TMPRSS2 
protease and the ACE2 receptor and if the virus is able to hijack cellular mechanisms to 
produce and disseminate new virions. 

For the Omicron viral strain, the TMPRSS2 protease appears to be less essential, in favor of 
an alternative pathway of entry into epithelial cells via the endosomal route (Peacock et al., 
2022b). At each cycle, the virus must enter a novel host cell, replicate its RNA molecule, 
produce the proteins necessary for its self-assembly and then be released as virions. 

Omics databases such as the Human Cell Atlas (https://www.humancellatlas.org/) provide 
insight into the tissues and cell types that express the TMPRSS2 protease and ACE2 receptor 
in different tissues of the human body. It is commonly assumed that these cells are the 
primary target cells of SARS-CoV-2 (Hoffmann et al., 2020). The nasal epithelium is most 
often the first infected tissue, which is amongst the strongest proofs in favor of a transmission 
of SARS-CoV-2 primarily by inhalation of virus-laden aerosols. Accordingly, there exists a 
cluster of nasal cells in the ACE2/TMPRSS2 expression map (Singh et al., 2020; Sungnak et 
al., 2020). However, due to its lower dependence on TMPRSS2, the Omicron viral strain 
illustrates the changes of cellular tropism that can happen as a result of evolution of the virus 
(Gupta, 2022).  

Antiviral response 

The viral load of an infected person is the result of viral replication and of the antiviral 
response. The arrival of the virus in the nasal cavity or in the throat induces an antiviral 
response, due to the recognition of viral components considered as danger signals by relevant 
cellular receptors (Silva-Lagos et al., 2021). This interaction triggers a non-specific antiviral 
defensive response, which relies to a large extent on the production of a class of molecules 
called interferons. By binding to their receptors on target cells, interferons induce the 
expression of a wide range of interferon-stimulated genes (ISGs) that, through various 
mechanisms, help limit viral replication (Gallo et al., 2021). 

Interferons are produced by infected cells but also by sentinel immune cells such as 
macrophages and dendritic cells. After their secretion, they diffuse and bind to their receptors 
on surrounding cells without discriminating whether they are infected or not, stopping 
cellular functions. Since the concentration is higher around the site of infection, diffusion 
leads to an efficient stochastic control of infected cells. If the interferon response is initiated 
early, in a localized and circumscribed manner, viral spread through the tissue can be 
controlled (Katze et al., 2002; Perry et al., 2005). However, a too strong interferon response 
is not only antiviral but also destructive to host cells. Moreover, the outcome of the virus-host 
crosstalk is further complicated by the fact that some viral proteins counteract host interferon 
responses and, conversely, host interferon responses can sometimes amplify viral infectivity 
(Ziegler et al., 2020). Others mechanisms may also modulate the infectivity of specific 
strains, for instance the modulation of splicing of ACE2 in response to interferon responses 
(Blume et al., 2021).Therefore, the nasal cavity is a site of ongoing conflict between SARS-
CoV-2 replication and the body's efforts to inhibit the virus. The efficiency of the viral 
replication and secretion processes, as well as the body's interferon response, can vary across 



time and space within the nasal cavity. These above described and antagonists processes can 
influence the ability of the virus to establish an infection in the body. 

Because viral transmission depends directly on viral loads, the kinetics of the replication and 
secretion of the virus characterizes the capacity of an individual to transmit the infection. 
Moreover, the kinetics of the interferon response correlates with an individual’s susceptibility 
to infection (Hadjadj et al., 2020). Although it is often forgotten, mucus also modulates 
significantly that kinetics in the nasal cavity and participates in the immune response. Mucus 
is composed mainly of water (95%), lipids and glycoproteins (mucins) (Bansil and Turner, 
2018; Fahy and Dickey, 2010). It is secreted by specialized cells named goblet cells which 
are also among the cells infected by the virus. Mucus forms two layers at the surface of the 
nasal epithelium: a gel constituted by a network of polymerized mucins anchored to the 
membrane of epithelial cells, and a solution that moves under the action of the cilia of the 
epithelial cells. The viscoelastic properties of mucus depend on the type of mucins (Moniaux 
et al., 2001) and on the physicochemical environment (humidity, calcium concentration and 
pH). Inflammation modifies the expression and the glycosylation/fucosylation of MUC5B 
and MUC5AC (Amini et al., 2019; Chatterjee et al., 2020), the major airway gel-forming 
mucins. 

Mucosal immunity results from a synergy between the mucus and the immune system (innate 
immunity, secreted IgA and IgA for the acquired immunity, and cellular immunity), as the 
network created by polymerized mucins traps particles down to a few hundred nanometers in 
size (which is the size of viruses). Mucus also contains enzymes that can neutralize viruses 
and bacteria in a non-specific manner. It should be noted that nasal mucus and saliva, which 
is also a specific mucus, have different compositions and physicochemical characteristics. 
Lastly, the nasal microbiota, a community of bacteria that live within the mucus, also plays a 
role in defense against infection by viruses or pathogenic bacteria (Kolhe et al., 2021). 

Viral load 

The viral load in the oropharyngeal cavities, which determines the exhaled particle flux, is 
highly time-dependent (Figure 3-A). It can be measured in different ways. The concentration 
of viral genomes in a sample can be measured using RT-qPCR (Reverse transcription 
followed by quantitative Polymerase Chain Reaction), using as targets one or more nucleic 
acid sequences in the viral RNA genome (Figure 3-B). The sample is collected with a swab, 
and then its RNA contents are extracted in a given volume of an RNA extracting and 
stabilizing solution. This volume differs depending on the test used. The RT-qPCR result is 
expressed in threshold polymerase reaction cycles (Ct) which is transformed into a number of 
copies of viral RNA molecules (genome units, GU), after calibration using a solution of viral 
RNA molecules of known concentration. The concentration of viral genomes is thus 
expressed in viral RNA molecules per unit of volume of extraction solution (GU/mL in 
practice). Considering that the swab collects at most 100 microliters of nasal extract and the 
volume of extracting solution varies between 1 and 3 mL depending on the kit used, the 
concentration of viral RNA is probably an order of magnitude higher in the oropharyngeal 
cavity than the concentration in the extraction solution. Alternatively, the ability of the virus 
to infect a cell monolayer and cause cell lysis can be measured. Using serial dilutions of a 
virus-containing sample, the number of lysis plaques (Plate Forming Unit, PFU) produced 
within a well monolayer for a given volume of sample is measured (Figure 3-C). The 
concentration of replicative virus expressed in PFU/mL depends on the type of cells used, as 
susceptibility to infection varies depending on cell types. 



For a given sample and a given cell type, the number of cell lysis plaques obtained is 
proportional to the concentration of viral genomes in solution. This experimental linearity 
indicates that cell infection events can be considered as independent from each other. The 
number of lysis plaques induced on the average by one viral genome unit is the viral 
infectivity and is expressed in PFU/GU (Dabisch et al., 2021; Wang et al., 2021). As this 
quantity reflects the ability of the virus to enter cells and replicate, it primarily depends on the 
viral strain considered and on the type of cells. In practice, the viral infectivity is a highly 
variable quantity as it reflects viral integrity for a given sample. It therefore depends on the 
time and site of sampling, as well as on the protocol used for sample collection and 
preservation. A viral infectivity equal to one would imply that each virion is able to colonize 
a cell, replicate, be released to colonize neighboring cells and lyse the colonized cells. This 
value is never reached as it implies a perfect replication and assembly of all virus particles, 
the absence of damaged or inactivated viruses, as well as perfect sample preservation. In 
other words, low values of the viral infectivity indicate viral solutions that contain high loads 
of mis-assembled, non-functional or degraded viral particles. Part of this degradation may be 
due to the antiviral response or the immune response of the body. Conversely, a null viral 
infectivity means that no virion can form lysis plaques on a cell monolayer. For SARS-CoV-
1, the viral infectivity was between 6 × 10-4 and 8 × 10-4 PFU/GU on VERO cells (Houng et 
al., 2004) : one viral particle over 1200 to 1600 was able to form a cell lysis plaque. For the 
Wuhan-1 strain of SARS-CoV-2, the literature provides different measurements of infectivity 
for high preservation quality samples (Bao et al., 2020; Yu et al., 2020), which lead to an 
estimate of  7 × 10-4 PFU/GU (1 cell lysis plaque for 1400 virions) for the initial, 
asymptomatic phase of the pathology. As the disease progresses, the fraction of replicating 
virions decreases and the infectivity decreases. 

The viral kinetics has standardly been described in the literature by an exponential growth of 
the viral load (replication and shedding) followed by an exponential decay (immunity 
response). The SARS- CoV-2 “human challenge” trial (Killingley et al., 2022) has provided 
unprecedented time-resolved data showing a more rounded viral load curve (Figure 3-A). The 
viral strain used in this study was close to the wild-type strain, Wuhan-1. In the nose, the 
maximum viral load, expressed in genome units, was reached after Tm=7.0 days, around the 
onset of symptoms. This time lapse provides an estimate of the incubation period. This period 
was slightly smaller, around Tm=5.9 days, when considering the maximum replicable viral 
load, measured in PFU. This difference may be ascribed to the effect of the antiviral 
responses on infectivity. As an alternative hypothesis, we cannot exclude the possibility of 
incorrect assembly of the virus by the colonized cell leading to a decrease of infectivity (in 
PFU/GU), although a potential inhibition of the virus assembly could also be a consequence 
of antiviral responses. The infectious period T, defined as the average time between 
infections of the index and secondary cases, is estimated to be 7.2 days (Figure 3-A). The 
exponential growth rate just after infection is approximately 15.0 days-1 (growth time 8.5 
hours). The exponential decay rate long after this maximum is 3.3 days-1 (decay time 39 
hours). The infectivity is around 10-5 PFU/GU at maximum, which is two orders of 
magnitude weaker than the value found when using virus replicated on cultured cells. 

The viral emission rate, defined as the quantity of viral particles exhaled per unit of time, has 
been measured in several pioneering studies. In the study by Ma et al. (Ma et al., 2020), 
patients were asked to exhale into a cooled hydrophobic film through a long straw to collect a 
sample of exhaled breath condensate. The measured concentration of SARS-CoV-2 viral 
particles was between 105 and 2 × 107 GU/m3. The authors noted that the exhalation rate was 
correlated with the viral load in the nose and in the throat but not in the lungs. In the study by 



Malik et al. (2021),	 the mean viral load per swab was 7.8 × 106 GU whereas exhaled breath 
samples displayed 2.47 × 103 GU per 20 times exhaling, which corresponds to 2.5 × 105 
GU/m3. In the scientific literature, it is standardly considered that the viral emission rate is 
proportional to the viral load. This is reasonable if the infected epithelium surface is 
reasonably constant and if there is no viral enrichment at the interface between muco-salivary 
fluid and air. In the following sections, we will adopt this hypothesis and use the 
multiplicative factor 0.4 between the viral load, in GU/mL, and the viral emission rate, in 
GU/ day found in Malik et al. (2021). 

The total viral emission of an infected person is the quantity of viral particles exhaled during 
its infection. Considering the viral kinetic displayed in Figure 3-A, the total viral emission, 
obtained by integrating over time the viral emission rate, would be around 9 × 107 GU, or 
6 × 104 PFU, within a half-decade uncertainty. 

Molecular vs epidemiologic determination of the infectious dose 

As mentioned in the introduction, the determination of the infectious dose a priori requires 
measuring a dose-response relationship. Importantly, infection can be defined from different 
observables (amount of virus in the nasal cavity, presence of specific symptoms — like 
rhinitis, pneumonia or acute respiratory distress syndrome — or mortality). The infectious 
dose therefore depends on the viral strain, on the capacity of the upper airway mucosal 
immune system and of the systemic immune system for the lung or other organs to neutralize 
the virus, and on the type of observables used to monitor infection. The inhaled dose only 
dictates the primary infection in the upper airways. The severe acute respiratory syndrome in 
the lungs typically results from a secondary infection, after the virus has colonized the nasal 
cavity (Wölfel et al., 2020). As a consequence, the relevant viral dose is the one that is 
transferred from upper to lower airways. The viral dose in the inoculum is therefore not 
directly related to disease severity, as it is negligible compared to the production of virus by 
colonized host cells in the upper airways. 
 
The dose response relationship allows expressing the mean infectious dose (one quantum, by 
definition) as an amount of viral RNA molecules or as a number of replicative viral particles. 
However, it can only be measured on animal models. No such study exists for SARS-CoV-2, 
to the best of our knowledge, but it has been measured on a non-human primate model for 
SARS-CoV-1 (Watanabe et al., 2010). The ID50 (median infectious dose) describes the 
amount of replicable virus (expressed in PFU) needed to infect 50% of the population (Figure 
1-A). Note that the same quantity, when measured on a population of cells in tissue culture 
assays, is called TCID50 (median tissue culture infectious dose). For SARS-CoV-1, the 
reported measurement is ID50=280 TCID50. We recall that an infectious quantum is the dose 
inhaled by the individuals of a cohort that leads to the infection of 63% of the cohort, and that 
it is used in epidemiology as a unit. This convention leads to a multiplicative factor 
1/log(2)=1.44 between the epidemic quantum and the ID50 quantity. The mean infectious 
dose therefore relates an epidemiological quantity to a characteristic quantity of virus, 
defined using molecular biology experiments (Figure 1): the reported measurement for 
SARS-CoV-1 leads to 400 PFU/quantum. Using these estimates, the infectious dose for the 
raw Wuhan-1 strain on humans is in the range of 5.6 × 105 GU, within a factor 2. Considering 
the viral kinetic displayed in Figure 3-A, the total viral emission ħ would be around 150 
quanta, within a factor 6. This corresponds to a typical viral emission rate of 1 quantum/hour, 
and a maximal viral emission rate of 2 quanta/hour.  



From the epidemiological point of view, reference points are provided by closed micro-
societies inside which the virus propagates. They provide estimates of the total viral emission 
ħ expressed in infectious quanta. In other words, the exhaled dose of an infected person as the 
potential to infect ħ other people, on the average. However, thanks to ventilation, only a small 
fraction of this exhaled dose is actually inhaled. The exponentially growing epidemics 
onboard the ship Diamond Princess (Almilaji and Thomas, 2020) and onboard the French 
aircraft carrier Charles de Gaulle are the most important events for the Wuhan-1 strain 
(Figure 3-A). Both events were characterized by a low rate of replacement of stale air by 
fresh air, and by an air conditioning system lacking HEPA filters to remove pathogens. Using 
the viral load curve of Figure 3, the growth rate can be converted into an epidemic 
reproduction rate (R=4.8 and R=3.2, respectively). Then, using a model dilution factor 
between exhaled air and inhaled air (Poydenot et al., 2022), one deduces the total viral 
emission ħ=490 quanta (retired people) and ħ=460 quanta (young adults), respectively. This 
corresponds to a typical viral emission rate of 3 quanta/hour, and a maximal viral emission 
rate of 6.3 quanta/hour. Schools constitute the best documented social sub-system (Bazant 
and Bush, 2021; Vouriot et al., 2021), although not isolated from the rest of society as ships 
were. Figure S4 shows the epidemic evolution for secondary school pupils, between 
lockdown and holidays, in UK, together with the typical CO2 concentration measurement 
(Poydenot et al., 2022) that gives a total viral emission ħ = 270 quanta for pupils from age 10 
to age 14. It corresponds to a typical viral emission rate of 1.6 quanta/hour and a maximal 
emission rate in the range of 3.3 quanta/hour.  

In conclusion, although calibrations are lacking large-scale statistics, the molecular and 
epidemiologic determinations of the mean infectious dose are consistent with each other, 
within error bars. It is important to note that the infectious dose is approximately 6 × 105 GU 
for the wild type strain Wuhan-1 and not between 10 and 100 as mentioned in a series of 
recent articles (Bazant and Bush, 2021; Buonanno et al., 2020a; Lelieveld et al., 2020; 
Pöhlker et al., 2021; Vouriot et al., 2021; Vuorinen et al., 2020). A large part of the results on 
the airborne transmission risk, based on the volume of exhaled drops, is quantitatively flawed 
by the omission of the infectivity ratio between plaque forming units (PFU) and genomic 
units (GU). The estimated typical emission rate is between 15 and 30 quanta/hour in Bazant 
and Bush (2021) and Miller et al. (2021) found 1,000 quanta/hour for singing, to be compared 
to 1-3 quanta/hour estimated here. Accordingly, the total viral emission ħ, which ranges 
between 450 and 500 quanta on average for adults, is almost 10-fold smaller than previous 
estimates. 

Evolution of viral strain characteristics      

In the previous sections, we have discussed at length the absolute characteristics of the wild 
strain, Wuhan-1. Comparing the characteristics of the variants presents different difficulties. 
On the one hand, relative measurements are much more precise; on the other hand, the 
immunity induced by infection or by vaccination induces a strong heterogeneity in the 
population. The evolution of the parameters presented here for the wild type strain, Wuhan-1, 
and for variants Alpha (B1.1.7), Delta (B.1.617.2), Omicron BA.1 and Omicron BA.2, is 
based on relative measurements, the wild type strain serving as a reference. We have selected 
the variants that have led to an epidemic wave and we have retained the date of the first case 
in France to display the results. Although this choice is somehow arbitrary, it is justified by 
the fact that most measurements are performed using French epidemic data. 



Figure 4-D shows that the incubation period Tm and the infectious period T, measured in vivo 
using the viral load kinetics, are almost equal. They are slightly decreased for the variants 
Alpha and Delta, which leads to a higher growth rate and therefore to an evolutionary 
advantage. By contrast, the advantage of Omicron is not due to a change of incubation and 
infectious period. Figure 4-D compares these two characteristic times, Tm and T, to the 
replication time, measured in vitro using human nasal epithelial cells (hNECs). To get 
comparable orders of magnitude, we define the latter as the time needed in vitro to multiply 
the number of viral particles by 1 billion. Interestingly, the replication time of the virus in a 
human lung cell line that expresses abundant ACE2 and TMPRSS2 (Calu-3) has strongly 
decreased for the Delta variant, in direct relation with a higher risk of pneumonia. Omicron is 
milder than Delta (but more severe than the wild-type strain) for lung symptoms, which is 
coherent with its increased replication time in Calu-3 cells. 

In Figure 5, we propose a meta-analysis of various characteristics for the successive variants 
of interest. It combines epidemiologic and biological data, following standard methods in 
both domains. We emphasize that this meta-analysis is deduced from the definitions and 
measurement methods defined previously in a straightforward and robust way.  

Figure 5-A shows the evolution of the inverse of infectivity, measured as the average number 
of viral particles (GU) needed to induce one lysis plaque on a generic Vero cell culture (PFU) 
(data from Bao et al., 2020; Despres et al., 2022; Ghezzi et al., 2020; Houng et al., 2004; 
Killingley et al., 2022; Paton et al., 2021; Peacock et al., 2022; Peña-Hernández et al., 2022; 
Puhach et al., 2022); measurements performed on hNECs and Calu-3 cells would be more 
relevant but are lacking. The Delta variant is more infectious (240 GU/PFU) than the Alpha 
variant (1,000 GU/PFU), itself being more infectious than the wild-type strain (1,400 
GU/PFU). Omicron is slightly less infectious than Delta (300 GU/PFU). This confirms the 
evolution of the replication time. The evolutionary advantage of the Delta variant is due to its 
higher binding affinity with ACE2, which increases the probability of cell entry and 
replication. 
 
Figure 5-B shows the total viral emission ħ (in quanta), deduced from epidemiologic 
measurements. The reference value of ħ is deduced from the infections onboard the Diamond 
Princess and Charles de Gaulle boats (Figure 3-A).  ħ is the key biological characteristic that 
determines the epidemic growth rate, for given social practices. The ratio of ħ for two 
successive strains is deduced from the period of time during which these two strains coexist, 
as the ratio of the epidemic reproduction rates R. The two values of R are themselves deduced 
using the Euler-Lotka equation from the epidemic growth rates. Figure 5-B shows that ħ has 
increased from one variant to the next. For Alpha and Delta, this increased epidemic growth 
rate is probably a direct consequence of the evolutionary increase of binding affinity for the 
ACE2 receptor. For Omicron, a reasonable hypothesis is that the increased epidemic growth 
rate results from a displacement of the first entry point from the nasal cavity to the throat. A 
possibility would be that lower density of lymphid follicles in the throat than in the 
nasopharynx renders this mucosa less potent in launching an effective immune response 
against infection (Ogra, 2000). The total viral emission ħ (in quanta) is also displayed when 
both the index and secondary cases are fully vaccinated. For this, we used data of the relative 
transmissibility and susceptibility deduced from household transmission. Although the 
vaccines were optimized to induce circulating antibodies and systemic T and B cell responses 
to prevent viral diseases, they were very effective to prevent transmission for the Alpha and 
Delta strain. On these variants, the vaccines were reducing both the transmissibility, which is 
by definition the replicable viral emission rate, and the susceptibility of contact cases to be 



infected. However, this prevention of viral spreading by the vaccine has almost disappeared 
with Omicron. Incidentally, by maintaining a broad viral pool in circulation, increased 
immune escape is amongst the reasons for Omicron increased transmissibility (Paz et al., 
2022). 
 

Figure 5-C shows the evolution of the infectious dose (1 quantum) in the upper airways, in 
genome units (GU). This measurement combines the number ħ of infectious quanta exhaled 
during the infectious period (Figure 5-B) and the evolution of the maximum viral load. The 
ratio between the number of genome units in a swab and in one breath is around 1.6 105 
(Adenaiye et al., 2021; Leung et al., 2020; Ma et al., 2021; Malik et al., 2021; Ryan et al., 
2021). The result is multiplied by the mean number of breathes per day (2 × 104) and by the 
integral over time of the viral load in the upper airways to obtain the number of genome units 
(GU) exhaled on the average during the whole infectious period. The number of genome 
units in the infectious dose is obtained by dividing the number of genome units (GU) exhaled 
in total by the number of quanta exhaled in total, ħ. Figure 5-C shows that the reason for the 
increase of the integral viral exhalation ħ is not primarily a larger viral load but a strong 
decrease of the number of virions statistically needed to induce the infection. 

Figure 5-D shows the evolution of the infectious dose (1 quantum) in the lower airways, 
measured in genome units (GU), for the successive variants of interest. The mean dose 
required to infect the lower airway is measured as the ratio of the number of genome units 
(GU) transferred by inhalation from the upper airways to the lungs, divided by the probability 
to develop a lung pathology. In first approximation, inhalation moves the same quantity of 
viral particles towards the lungs as exhalation does towards the outside. The probability that 
the lungs get infected by SARS-CoV-2 when the upper airways are, is approximated by the 
hospitalization hazard ratio. The infectious dose is much larger for the lungs than for the 
upper airways due to the fact that viral particles are not diluted when transported to the lower 
airways (Heyder, 2004; Hinds, 1999). The rather low probability of infection shows that the 
immune system is more effective in the lungs than in the nose or throat. 

Figures 5-E and S8 shows the maximum likelihood phylogenies inferred from spike 
nucleotide sequences for major SARS-CoV-2 lineages. SARS-CoV-2 does not currently 
show the unbalanced, unidirectional phylogenetic tree that is a hallmark of immune escape 
for viruses under a strong immune selection pressure, and where each new variant emerges 
from the last dominant variant (Volz et al., 2013). Indeed, the Omicron strain is not a 
mutation of the Delta strain, nor was the Delta strain a mutation of the Alpha strain, but each 
one of them emerged from very different branches of the phylogenetic tree. So far, each new 
variant of concern has arisen from very different branches of the phylogenetic tree by novel 
mutations that have remained undetected over long periods of time, resulting in a relatively 
balanced tree. By contrast, endemic viruses such as influenza or seasonal coronaviruses can 
be recognized by the shape of their unbalanced, unidirectional phylogenetic tree (or ladder-
like evolutionary tree, when represented as a function of time): they circulate and mutate; in 
parallel, immunity develops against them, leading to the gradual extinction of the ancestral 
branches. Some of the mutations lead to new variants that escape immunity; their branches 
expand until immunity develops against these new variants, and so on. At this endemic stage, 
each new variant thus derives by mutation from one of the last hegemonic strains, usually by 
a limited evolutionary jump that allows it to escape immunity, which is partially 
predictable(Carabelli et al., 2023). Meanwhile, at the present stage of SARS-CoV-2 
evolution, new viral strains do not present such a phylogenetic pattern: they may emerge 



from all branches as well as from the root of the tree, after having spread silently for a time. It 
is then impossible to predict how close the next hegemonic variant will be to the previous 
one. 

Discussion 

In this article, we have first reviewed a series of epidemiological and molecular biology 
methods that can be combined to characterize the airborne transmission of respiratory 
viruses: 

(i) replication kinetics of viral strains in tissue culture assays, using RT-qPCR and 
cell lysis plaques measurements, provides access to the viral replication time in 
the absence of immunity response and to the viral infectivity 

(ii) the dose response curve, determined using model animals close enough to 
humans, provides the expression of the epidemic quantum in GU and PFU 

(iii) the viral exhalation rate can be measured as a function of time t after infection, 
directly, by collecting virus in a mask, or via viral load curves. This measurement 
gives access to the total viral exhalation in GU and in PFU, to the infection time T 
and to the rescaled viral transmissibility ψ(t) 

(iv) the epidemic reproduction rate R can be deduced from the epidemic growth rate σ, 
using the rescaled viral transmissibility ψ(t). This measurement gives access to the 
total viral exhalation in quanta, if the epidemic growth rate σ is measured on an 
isolated micro-society 

This toolbox can be used to characterize viral strain and calibrate quantitatively the models 
for airborne transmission risk. 

Some limitations to the present conclusions of this study should be highlighted. The severity 
of the symptoms and the transmissibility depend on the personal status (age, weight, 
immunodeficiency conditions, comorbidity factors, etc.). Epidemic databases annotated with 
such information do not exist as open data for obvious ethical reasons: it would be necessary 
to chain different databases. Such an investigation would be extremely interesting but is 
outside the scope of this review. 

A better molecular determination of infectious quanta requires measuring the number of viral 
particles per unit of time (or per unit of volume of exhaled air) during expiratory human 
activities such as breathing or speaking. This would require the design and calibration of face 
masks that allow patients to breathe normally and collect all viral particles in a filter. We 
have used here epidemiological data to estimate the infectious quantum, expressed in viral 
RNA (GU), for the successive SARS-CoV-2 variants. The systematic use of respiratory 
aerosol samplers (Li et al., 2021) is essential to characterize quantitatively SARS-CoV-2 
strains, which is necessary for risk assessment and subsequent risk reduction policies. 
Similarly, standard quantitative molecular biology techniques, such as plaque assays and RT-
qPCR could be used directly to measure face mask efficacy. 

Second, it would be useful to measure systematically the replication kinetics of SARS-CoV-2 
strains in tissue culture assays with large enough statistics and controls to infer replication 
properties in the absence of immune response. Although viral multiplicative curves are 



regularly measured and published, the necessary scientific coordination is missing as well as 
systematic comparison with epidemiologic data, for which the immune response is present. 

Third, another limitation of this study is the lack of knowledge about the generation of virus-
containing aerosols in the upper respiratory tract, particularly in the nasal cavity. We have 
shown that indirectly determining the exhalation rate of viral particles using the aerosol 
droplet emission rate underestimates the result by three orders of magnitude (Duan et al., 
2021). 

Fourth, several issues regarding evolution during desiccation of mucus droplets carrying 
virions remain open: 

- The evolution of the physicochemical characteristics of mucus as a function of time, 
temperature, humidity, pH, ionic concentration (especially calcium, which condenses mucin 
polymers at high concentrations), and pathology (Ma et al., 2018). 

- The role of mucus in the formation of droplets and their contaminating character: 
concentration of the virus, size of the droplets, mixing of the mucus of two different 
individuals—mucus of the transmitter and mucus of the receiver (Edwards et al., 2021). 

- The respective contributions of mucus and interferon responses to the clearance of SARS-
CoV-2 (Persson, 2021). 

Finally, the mechanisms of SARS-CoV-2 inactivation remain poorly understood. In order to 
assess the effectiveness of alternative risk reduction techniques, it is necessary to know how 
environmental conditions (temperature, humidity, chemical concentrations, ultraviolet 
irradiation) affect the viability of SARS-CoV-2 (Duan et al., 2003; Fears et al., 2020; 
Lednicky et al., 2020). 

The evolution of the virus takes place under a double selection pressure, an increase in 
transmissibility and an escape from neutralizing antibodies. The increase in transmissibility is 
due to an optimization of the virus ability to replicate in the epithelial cells of the throat and 
nose, which release more and more replicable virions. This optimization occurs 
independently of the symptoms that the different mutants may cause in the contaminated 
organisms. The existence of neutralizing antibodies affects the quality of the exhaled virions. 
Thus, immune escape of new variants participates in a temporary increase of transmissibility 
by increasing the quantity of replicable exhaled viruses. 

The severity of symptoms induced by a given variant is not correlated with the 
transmissibility and therefore, does not seem to be important in the evolution of the virus 
(Alizon and Sofonea, 2021). Thus, new variants appear randomly, which may either induce 
more severe, or milder, symptoms. However, the speed and diversity of virus evolution is 
correlated with its circulation flow and its ability to remain present in an organism for long 
periods. Thus, the ability of new variants to infect animals or persist in immunocompromised 
individuals accelerates virus circulation and the appearance of new variants with enhanced 
transmissibility. The greater the diversity of these new variants, the greater the possibility of 
variants inducing severe symptoms, even in younger individuals. Following a precautionary 
principle, it is important to decrease as much as possible the circulation of the virus by 
improving the air quality in closed areas and to monitor the circulation of the virus and the 
appearance of new variants in a given spatial territory. This requires appropriate means 



allowing a timely monitoring of viral circulation in the environment and not only at the level 
of individuals (Rios et al., 2021). 

Figure captions 

Figure 1: How to relate epidemiologic characteristics to measurements performed in 
molecular biology? (A) The dose-response curve relates the probability of infection to the 
amount of inhaled viral particles accumulated over time, called the intake dose. The mean 
infectious dose is defined as ID50 for animals (50 % probability), as TCID50 for cells (50 % 
probability) and as the infectious quantum for humans (dose-response curve approximated by 
1-exp(-d), where d is the dose expressed in quanta; red curve). (B) The mean infectious dose 
can be expressed as a quantity of viral genome copies, expressed in genome units (GU). (C) 
Alternatively, it can be expressed as a quantity of viral particles able to replicate on a certain 
type of cell, expressed in plate forming units (PFU). 
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Figure 2: Mechanism of viral infection. (A) Pathway used by SARS coronavirus 2 (SARS-
CoV-2) to enter and infect the cell by intermolecular interactions between the spike protein of 
the virus and its host cellular receptor angiotensin converting enzyme 2 (ACE2). Effective 
binding is dependent upon spike protein activation by transmembrane protease or furin. (B) 
The nasal cavity and the throat are usually the first tissues to be infected, after inhalation of 
viral particles. The infection of other organs where the ACE2 receptor is expressed is induced 
in a second stage, after the virus has colonized the upper airways. (C) Viral particles issued 
by replication in the nasal cavity can be transported by the air (to the lungs), in the nerves (to 
the brain) and possibly through the blood or lymph, by a Trojan horse mechanism (to deeper 
organs). 

Inhalation

ACE2
receptor

Viral RNA
release

Endocytosis

Protease

Upper
airways

infection

Viral
replication

Membrane
fusion

Blood and
lymphatic
transport

Axonal
transport

Respiratory
transport

Lungs secondary infection
through lower

respiratory tract

Brain secondary
infection through
olphactory nerve

Multiple organ secondary
infection through blood,

lymph or nerves

A

B C



Figure 3: Viral kinetics of SARS-CoV-2. (A) Viral kinetics of SARS-CoV-2. Average viral 
load in the nasal cavity and the throat as a function of time since infection. Data from 
Killingley et al. (2022), using a strain close to Wuhan-1. (B) Viral load expressed in genome 
units (GU) is obtained by reverse transcription followed by quantitative PCR (RT-qPCR), 
which measures the quantity of viral genome copies in a viral solution. (C) Viral load 
expressed in plaque forming units (PFU) is measured using plaque assays, which consist 
counting lysis plaques in a cell monolayer in contact with a viral solution. Data of panel A are 
obtained for Vero Cells, using a 3 mL solution per swab.  

Figure 4: Calibration of the epidemic quantum. (A) Curve of the proportion P of infected 
individuals aboard the cruise ship Diamond Princess (blue) and aboard the French aircraft 
carrier Charles de Gaulle (red) as a function of time t. The solid lines correspond to the best 
fit by exponential growth, resulting in a growth rate σ = 0.23 day−1 and σ = 0.17 day−1, 
respectively. The dashed horizontal line is the theoretical collective immunity limit P → 1/R. 
The dotted line is the numerical integration of the infection equation SI-(6). On both boats, 
the persistence of viral particles is limited by their deactivation timescale rather than by the 
ventilation. The fast transmission in the Charles de Gaulle French aircraft carrier (Laval et al., 
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2022) is due to the lack of filtration of the recycled air. Over 1,767 people onboard, crew and 
commandos together, 1,288 were infected in a short period of time. The indoor relevant 
volume is estimated around 150 × 103 m3. The fast transmission on the Diamond Princess 
boat (Bazant and Bush, 2021) is due to a mostly recycling (at 70%, no HEPA filters), air 
conditioning, due to the cold weather conditions (−5°C). The surface accessible to passengers 
is 78 × 103 m2 and the ceiling height is 2.4 m. The indoor volume, 187 × 103 m3, is rather 
large compared to the number of people, N = 3,711, crew and passengers together. (B) Model 
dimensionless transmissibility as a function of time t, in days, after infection. The viral 
transmissibility of a person (index case) is defined as the rate of emission of replicable viral 
particles. In first approximation, transmissibility is proportional to the viral load in the upper 
respiratory tract. The incubation period Tm is defined as the time between infection and 
maximum transmissibility, and the infectious period T as the average time between infections 
of the index and secondary cases. (C) Relation between the epidemic reproduction rate R, 
defined as the mean number of secondary cases per index case, and the epidemic growth rate 
σ, predicted by the Euler-Lotka equation SI-(7), for a given transmissibility curve. It gives R 
= 4.8 for the cruise ship and R = 3.2 for the aircraft carrier. The red line is the approximation 
for small growth rate: σ = (R − 1)/T. (D) Incubation period Tm and infectious period T for the 
wild-type strain, Wuhan-1, and of variants Alpha (B1.1.7), Delta (B.1.617.2), Omicron BA.1 
and Omicron BA.2, represented at the date of the first case in France. Viral replication time-
scale is measured using primary cultures of human nasal epithelial cells (hNECs), human 
lung cell that expresses abundant ACE2 and TMPRSS2 (Calu-3). It is defined as the time 
needed to multiply the viral particles by 1 billion (109).	 

Figure 5: Epidemiologic and biological characteristics of the wild-type strain, Wuhan-1, and 
of variants Alpha (B1.1.7), Delta (B.1.617.2), Omicron BA.1 and Omicron BA.2. (A) Viral 
infectivity, defined as the average number of lysis induced by a viral particle on a Vero cell 
culture. It is expressed in plaque forming units per genome units (PFU/GU). (B) Mean viral 
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exhalation during the whole contagious time, expressed in quanta. The measurement is 
deduced from the variant frequency curves. (C) Infectious dose in upper airways, measured in 
genome units (GU). (D) Infectious dose in lower airways, measured in genome units (GU). 
(E) Maximum likelihood phylogenies inferred from spike nucleotide sequence; Distance 
corresponds to number of mutations. Source: Gisaid/ Nextstrain. 
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Abstract

In this supplementary information document, we provide a self-contained review of the foundations
of standard epidemiological models, aimed at being accessible with basic knowledge of physics and
mathematics. The particular formulation of epidemiological equations used to construct the figures of the
review has been published in a companion paper [1]. We review the assumptions and the parametrization
of the model using epidemiological data. We furthermore provide the table of published measurements
used in the review paper.

1 Epidemic growth rate and reproduction rate
Sustained airborne transmission of SARS-CoV-2 from an index case to contacts depends on biological
and immune characteristics of the index case (transmissibility) and the contacts (susceptibility), but also
on social and physical characteristics such as the number of available contacts, the duration of exposure,
and the ventilation and mask wear during the contact (see Figure S1). We have developed the social and
physical aspects of transmission in a companion paper [1], and we discuss here the calibration of biological
quantities, both from a molecular and epidemiologic point of view.

Starting from the molecular description of the index case, viral kinetics determine both the transmis-
sibility through the viral shedding rate, and the dynamics of transmission through the course of evolution
of the illness. The viral kinetics is standardly described in the literature by an exponential growth of the
viral load (replication and shedding) followed by an exponential decay (immunity response). However, the
SARS-CoV-2 human challenge trial [2] has provided unprecedented time resolved data showing a more
rounded viral load curve (Fig. 3). Here, we parametrize the viral load V by the law

V = Vψ(t) (1)

where V is a characteristic concentration for a particular infected person andψ(t) the rescaled transmissibil-
ity at a time t after infection (Fig. 4-B). We therefore assume that infected people with different maximum
viral load present on the average the same viral kinetics up to a constant. The infectious period T is defined
as the average time from infection, weighted by the transmissibility:

T =

∫∞
0
τψ(τ)dτ∫∞

0
ψ(τ)dτ

(2)

It is worth noting that the integrals run from t = 0, which is the infection time. More precisely, we choose
a convenient normalization of ψ(t) to ensure that it is dimensionless:

T =

∫ ∞
0

ψ(τ)dτ and T 2 =

∫ ∞
0

τψ(τ)dτ (3)
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Figure S1: (a) Transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in a certain space depends on the duration ∆t, on the number
N of people present, on the the viral emission rate (transmissibility), on the susceptibility of contacts to
be infected and on the viral dilution ε due to ventilation and to face masks. (b) The mean number of
people infected by an index case is the average over possible situations weighted by the duration ∆t. Four
examples are schematized. From left to right: high number N but short time ∆t and moderate dilution
factor ε (public transportation); Long time ∆t but moderate number N and low dilution factor ε (work);
Long time ∆t and high dilution factor ε (restaurant); Very long time ∆t with a high dilution factor ε but
small N (household transmission). (c) Transmissibility is by definition the viral emission rate, which is
proportional to the replicable viral load. The infection rate I is the number of new infected people per unit
time. It is related to the infection rate over the past period, to the epidemic reproduction rate, and to the
fraction of non-infectible people.

Here, we have introduced a phenomenological equation of the form

logψ = logψm −
a(t− Tm)2

1 + bt
(4)

2



to fit these data with the same number of parameters. V is a characteristic viral load. Tm is the incubation
period, defined as the time from infection to the maximum viral load. The parameters a and b determine the
initial growth rate and final decay rate. The constant ψm is fixed by the normalization condition. We have
performed a mapping of the double exponential model onto equation (4) in order to deduce the parameters
that best describe the average kinetics for different variants. The resulting curves are shown in Figure S2.
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Figure S2: (a) Modelled average viral kinetics for younger and older patients, vaccinated or not, obtained
by mapping the double exponential kinetics to equation (4). The characteristics are those of the Delta strain.
From Néant et al. [3] (b) Modelled average viral kinetics for the successive variants of interest, obtained
using the data reported in table 1. The parameters of equation (4) are reported in table 2.

The viral transmissibility of a particular infected person (the index case) is defined here as the rate
of emission of replicable viral particles (Fig. S1). Under the simplifying assumption that emission is
proportional to the viral load in the upper respiratory tract, the transmissibility is proportional to the viral
load in the upper respiratory tract. We therefore parametrize the concentration of viral particles in the
exhaled air by the law:

C = Cψ(t) (5)

where C is a characteristic concentration for a particular infected person and ψ(t) the rescaled transmissi-
bility at a time t after infection (Fig. 4-B).

The infection rate I is defined as the mean number of infected people per unit time in a given population.
At time t, a secondary case infection is induced by an index case contaminated before, at a time t− t′, with
a probability proportional to ψ(t′). Introducing R, the epidemic reproduction rate, defined as the mean
number of secondary cases per index case, I obeys an integral equation (see Grassly and Fraser [4] for a
review and derivation):

I(t) = A(t)
R

T

∫ ∞
0

I(t− t′)ψ(t′)dt′ (6)

where A(t) is the fraction of the population susceptible to be infected (Fig. S1). A(t)R(t)ψ(t′)/T is
classically known as the infectiousness at time t of the index case that has been infected for a duration t′.
It is the product of the contact rate AR/T at the time of contact and the biological factor of infectiousness
since the onset of infection ψ(t′). Importantly, equation (6) remains valid even when the transmission time
is comparable to the epidemic growth timescale as it takes into account the viral kinetics.I(t) and A(t) are
unknowns, and must be solved together. When a small fraction of the population is immune,A is close to 1,
and the equation admits an exact exponential solution to I(t), I(t) = I0e

−σt. Plugging this into equation
(6), we can relate the growth rate σ to the epidemic reproduction rate R by the Euler-Lotka equation:

R =

∫
ψ(t)dt∫

ψ(t) exp(−σt)dt
(7)
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This relation is plotted in figure 4-C for the rescaled viral load shown in figure 4-B. A discussion of the
Euler-Lotka renewal equation in a more general context can be found in chap. 13 of Martcheva [5].

The epidemic prevalence P is defined as the fraction of the population that has been infected in the
past:

P (t) = N−1
∫ t

−∞
I(t′)dt′ (8)

Then, assuming that each infection leads to long term immunization, a simple approximation of the sus-
ceptible fraction is A(t) = 1− P (t). However, A may be very different from 1− P due to vaccination, or
to the gradual loss of immunity.

2 Reference point for the evaluation of the epidemic reproduction
rate R0

The epidemic reproduction rate R is the average number of secondary infections per index case. It com-
bines biological factors that determine infection susceptibility and viral transmissibility, and social factors
(Fig. S1). To define a reference reproduction rate R0 that would characterize the transmissibility of a given
viral strain, it is necessary to choose a reference state of the social behaviors. The simplest choice is to
define R0 as the epidemic reproduction rate when society ignores the virus and behaves ”normally”. This
is, by definition, only possible when the epidemic starts. Figure S3 shows the initial stage of SARS-CoV-2
epidemics in different French departments and different European countries, before the first 2020 lock-
down. It can be safely assumed that the number of deaths per unit time was proportional to the number of
cases, in this initial stage. The curves show the multiplicative nature of the epidemic and is direct evidence
of the effect of the lockdown. The epidemic reproduction number is around the same value R0 = 6.9 in
both departments/countries where the epidemic arrived earlier or later. For small values of the epidemic
growth rate σ, the Euler-Lotka equation can be linearized:

R '
∫
ψ(t)dt∫

ψ(t)(1− σt)dt
' 1 + σT (9)

This popular approximation leads to a much lower value of the epidemic reproduction number, around
R0 = 3. This difference can be ascribed to the non-linearity in the relation between σ and R, at large σT ,
when the growth time σ−1 is comparable or larger than the infectious period T .

3 Relation between the reproduction rate and the infectious quan-
tum

The model described in this section is discussed in a companion paper [1] in the context of the social
and physical aspects of transmission. We recall here its underlying assumptions and the calibration of the
biological factors in the transmission risk. We assume here that a single viral particle initiates the infection
when it penetrates a vulnerable locus where conditions are favorable. The probability that at least one viral
particle manages to enter a cell and replicates is independent of the presence of others viral particles. It
depends on factors such as the type of cells or the density of ACE2 receptors. Wells [6] introduced the
notion of dose and quantum to describe this probability. For a person having inhaled an intake dose d, the
probability law of infection p(d) takes the form p(d) = 1 − e−ad. a−1 is the infection dose of the person
considered. Its average over the population, ā−1, is by definition the quantum of infection. The product
ad is therefore the dose, expressed in infectious quanta. At small ad, the probability of infection can be
linearized: p(d) ' ad. This excludes super-spreading events, which occur when an infected person with
a large exhaled viral concentration C attends an under-ventilated place, leading to multiple simultaneous
infections. The total number of exhaled viral particles is, on average, equal to

∫
q̄Cψ(t)dt = q̄CT , where

q̄ is the mean exhalation flow rate. This number can be expressed in infectious quanta to define the mean
integrated quantum emission h̄:

h̄ = q̄CāT (10)
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Figure S3: (a) Curve of the cumulative number of deaths D as a function of time, in days, in different
French departments. The time axis is shifted so as to superimpose the curves in the first phase of the
epidemic on a jointly fitted exponential (σ = 0.28 day−1). For each curve, the best fit gives the time
at which, statistically, the first death would have occurred on average, given the epidemic history. The
further away departments are from major cities, the later the epidemic occurs and the more lockdown,
imposed at the same date everywhere, has limited the number of deaths. (b) Curve of the cumulative
number of COVID-19 deaths normalized by the same number, on the day of lockdown, as a function of
time, in days, relative to the date of lockdown. Although the epidemic arrived at very different dates in the
countries represented, the curves superimpose on a master curve, which shows the multiplicative nature
of the epidemic. The best fit of the first phase of the epidemic by an exponential gives the growth rate
σ = 0.28± 0.03 day−1, which corresponds to R0 = 6.9± 2. This is much higher than the common value
deduced from the linearization of the Euler-Lotka equation (9), which underestimates R0 to 3.

The mean integrated quantum emission h̄ measures the transmissibility and encodes all the biological
part of the risk (Fig. S1). It is defined as an average over the sub-population attending the public space
considered of the number of quanta that would have been exhaled if an infected person were there. It may
depend on the particular activity taking place in the public space through the mean inhalation rate q̄.

We consider a virtual situation in which N people would stay in a certain place during their entire
infectious period. Consider that an infected person amongst the N people. It would exhale a dose d = h̄/ā
or equivalently a number of infectious quanta ād = h̄. Introducing the dilution factor ε between exhalation
and inhalation (Fig. S1), which characterizes the ventilation and dispersion efficiency, as well as the effect
of face masks, the inhaled dose (in quanta) is h̄ε. The average secondary case number is therefore:

r = (N − 1)ād = (N − 1)εh̄ (11)

It is proportional to the total number of exhaled infectious quanta, to the number of infectible people
(Fig. S1). The epidemic reproduction rate R deduces by averaging over the population, weighting the
different places in which they live according to the time they spent inside (Fig. S1):

R = 〈ε(N − 1)〉 h̄ (12)

R is the product of three terms (Fig. S1): 〈ε(N − 1)〉 characterizes the social behaviour, including the
effect of ventilation and face masks; h̄ characterizes the biological factors. The mean integrated quantum
emission h̄ can be determined using equation (12), if social behaviours are known. Figure S4 shows the
calibration of the mean integrated quantum emission using the epidemic evolution in secondary schools in
the United Kingdom. We discuss the effect of masks on this determination in a companion paper [1].
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Figure S4: The epidemic evolution for secondary school pupils, between lockdown and holidays. (a) Cases
per million people in the United Kingdom, from 1 February to 12 April. Blue: pupils from age 10 to age
14, with no mandatory mask. The best fit by an exponential provides the reproduction number: R = 1.45
(σ = 0.052 day−1) during school period vs R = 0.76 before (σ = −0.037 day−1) and R = 0.53
(σ = −0.087 day−1) after. Red: pupils from age 15 to age 19, with mandatory masks. The best fit by
an exponential provides the reproduction number: R = 1.10 during school period vs R = 0.78 before
and R = 0.63 after. Uncertainties are typically 5%. The contribution of schools to the epidemic rate,
in the absence of mandatory masks, is estimated to R = 0.8 in March 2021. (b) Typical ventilation in
British schools in March, as deduced from Vouriot et al. [7], in a classroom of volume per pupil 10 m3.
Left axis: CO2 concentration as a function of time. The pupils are not present in the classroom during
the periods of time shown in gray. The average concentration is C = 1070 ppm. Right axis: deduced
transmission risk r. Considering that the average school time for secondary schools is 27.5 hours per
week, a total viral emission h̄ = 270 quanta is deduced. It corresponds to a typical viral emission rate
q̄āC = 1.6 quanta/hour and an emission rate at maximum on the order of 3.3 quanta/hour.

4 Relative transmissibility and infectivity of successive variants
Variants only interact through immunization. At low prevalence, each variant epidemic can be considered
as independent from the others. The results of massive RT-PCR tests can then be used to determine the in-
fectious quantum of successive variants of concern. Let us consider the simplest case were a variant noted
+ replaces a variant noted−. The local epidemic growth rates σ− and σ+ are measured during the replace-
ment period. The infection rate of the strains are written I− = I− exp(σ−t) and I+ = I+ exp(σ+t). The
relative prevalence of the new variant therefore obeys the logistic equation:

I+
I+ + I−

=
1

1 + I−/I+ exp ((σ− − σ+) t)
(13)

The best fit of the new variant relative prevalence by equation 13 gives the difference σ− − σ+ within a
few percent uncertainty. The growth rate σ+ of the new variant is determined by fitting the evolution of
the number of new cases during the same period of time. Using the Euler-Lotka equation, the epidemic
reproduction rates R− and R+ are deduced. Taking the ratio R+/R−, the social component of the repro-
duction rate 〈ε(N − 1)〉 is eliminated, leaving the ratio of total viral emission h̄+/h̄−. For simplicity we
have ignored possible small differences of immunity between the strains Wuhan-1, Alpha and Delta.

Figure S5 shows the replacement of the Wuhan strain by the Alpha strain during the winter 2021 and the
replacement of the Alpha strain by the Delta strain during the summer 2021, in France. The transmissibility
of the strain Alpha (resp. Delta), as measured by h̄, is 1.7 (resp. 3.4) times larger than the wild strain. The
description of the transition from the strain Delta to the strain Omicron is described in the next section.

6



100806040200

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

100806040200

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

10
5

10
4

10
3

10
4

10
3

10
2

Ja
n 1

, 2
021

Feb 1
, 2

021

M
ar 1

, 2
021

Apr 1
, 2

021

Ju
n 1

, 2
021

Ju
l 1

, 2
021

Aug 1
, 2

021

Sep 1
, 2

021
6050403020100100806040200

Figure S5: (a) Frequency of the variant Alpha in RT-PCR tests performed in France, as a function of time.
The time origin t = 0 corresponds to January 1, 2021. The best fit by the logistic equation (12) gives
σ+ − σ− = 0.077 day−1. Insert: number of Alpha cases identified by positive RT-PCR tests in France.
The growth rate at the emergence of the alpha epidemic wave is σ+ = 0.070 day−1. (b) Frequency of the
variant Delta in RT-PCR tests performed in France, as a function of time. The time origin t = 0 corresponds
to January 1, 2021. The best fit by the logistic equation (12) gives σ+−σ− = 0.135 day−1. Insert: number
of Alpha cases identified by positive RT-PCR tests in France. The growth rate at the emergence of the delta
epidemic wave is σ+ = 0.147 day−1.

5 Relative transmissibility and susceptibility of vaccinated people
The relative susceptibility S is by definition the ratio of the probability that vaccinated people get infected
to the probability that unvaccinated, never infected people, with the same immunological characteristics,
get infected. It depends on age and on the vaccination status (type of vaccine, vaccination date). The
relative susceptibility can be measured from the transmission rate of sub-populations. Such measurements
are well converged statistically but suffers from social biases (mask wearing, attendance of restaurants and
bars, attendance of public spaces). Alternatively, it can be measured from household transmission, which
removes an important bias: the vaccination status of the index case is known. On the other hand, social
biases persist and the statistics is in general much lower. Other biases like age can be adjusted. However,
as age, vaccination status and intrinsic susceptibility to infection (quality of the immunity) are strongly
correlated, it becomes problematic to exhibit a single quantity characterizing vaccination efficiency. From
the molecular biology point of view, relative susceptibility characterizes the neutralization of virus by
the antigenic response. There currently exists no calibration relating molecular aspects to epidemiologic
aspects.

The relative transmissibility T is by definition the ratio of the probability that vaccinated people with
the virus (index case) infect other people (secondary cases) to the same probability for unvaccinated people.
From the molecular biology point of view, the relative transmissibility can be measured as the ratio of the
integral viral emission between vaccinated and unvaccinated people. From the epidemiological point of
view, the relative transmissibility can only be measured through contact tracing and in particular household
transmission statistics. The crude measurement is the ratio of the secondary attack rates, conditioned by
the index vaccination status. The measurement suffers from social biases and a lack of statistics. Age,
vaccination status and intrinsic transmissibility (quality of the immunity) are strongly correlated. It is
therefore problematic to exhibit a single quantity characterizing vaccination efficiency against transmission,
after an adjustment.

Figure S6 (d) shows a compilation of measurements of S and T for an up to date vaccination status.
Although dispersed, the data show a clear common decrease of relative susceptibility S and relative trans-
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Figure S6: Incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection for all sub-populations with different vaccination status, as
a function of time, in France. (a) Raw incidence data for the Delta variant. (b) Raw incidence data for the
Omicron BA.1 variant. The time origin t = 0 corresponds to December 7th, 2021. The best fit by expo-
nentials with the same rate for all vaccination status is superimposed. The good fit confirms that vaccinated
and unvaccinated people infect each other sufficiently to share the same overall dynamics. (c) Relative sus-
ceptibility between fully vaccinated people and unvaccinated people, estimated from the relative incidence
Ij/Nj , as a function of relative susceptibility between fully vaccinated people and unvaccinated people.
(d) Relative transmissibility T as a function of relative susceptibility S for up to date vaccination status. T
and S both should tend to 1 (no effect of vaccination on transmission) and to 0 (effective barrier immunity)
together. Solid line: phenomenological fit T = 1− (1− S)2.

missibility T . We know that they both should tend to 1 (no effect of vaccination on transmission) and to 0
(effective barrier immunity) together. A good phenomenological fit to the data is provided by the relation
T = 1− (1− S)2 and is shown in solid line in figure S6 (d).

As a simplifying assumption, we consider that contacts of vaccinated and unvaccinated people are
similarly composed: then, each person is statistically in contact with vaccinated and unvaccinated people,

8



10
0

10
1

10
2

10
3

10
4

10
5

Ja
n

 1
, 2

0
2

2

Fe
b

 1
, 2

0
2

2

D
e

c 
1

, 2
0

2
1

6040200

B
A
.1

B
A
.2

Figure S7: (a) Number of new cases of the variants BA.1 and BA.2 in France. The black and green solid
lines are the best exponential fit in two different periods of time.

following the fractions of the whole society. We consider a division of society into J classes (according
to age, vaccination status, etc.) whose size is denoted Nj (such that N =

∑
j Nj). We denote by Sj and

Tj , the relative susceptibility and relative onward transmissibility associated with the class j. The infection
rate Ij , defined as the mean number of infected people per unit time in the class j, obeys the equation:

Ij(t) = Sj(1− Pj(t))
R

T

Nj
N

∫ ∞
0

∑
k

TkIk(t− t′)ψ(τ)dt′ with T =

∫ ∞
0

ψ(τ)dt′ (14)

The epidemic reproduction rate R is here defined for a virtual society of unvaccinated, never infected
people. At small P , these equations admit an exact exponential solution of the form:

Ij ∝ Sj(1− Pj(t))
Nj
N

exp(σt) (15)

whose growth rate σ is related to R by the generalised Euler-Lotka equation:

R =

∫
ψ(t)dt (

∑
j Nj)∫

ψ(t) exp(−σt)dt (
∑
j SjTjNj)

(16)

Figure S6 (a) and (b) shows that incidences for all sub-populations share the same growth rate, meaning
that vaccinated and unvaccinated people infect each other enough to obey the same dynamics. Under this
assumption, the relative incidence Ij/Nj provides an estimate of the relative susceptibility Sj for different
vaccination schemes, displayed in Figure S6 (c). For the Delta strain, the susceptibility is ordered from 0.15
for a complete vaccination scheme in 3 doses to 1, the unvaccinated reference. For Omicron, on the other
hand, the susceptibility is mostly 1 within noise except for people vaccinated with two doses but delaying
or refusing the third one. This may point to biases introduced by different social behaviors correlated with
the vaccination status.

During three weeks, the growth rate of Omicron was σ+ = 0.23 day−1 vs σ− = 0.0 day−1 for Delta.
The transmissibility of the strain Omicron BA.1, as measured by h̄, is 1.8 times larger than the Delta strain,
6 times larger than the wild strain. Figure S7 (a) shows the number of cases of Omicron BA.1 and BA.2 in
France during the replacement period. An exponential phase is observed during two short periods of time.
The transmissibility of the strain Omicron BA.2 is 1.7 larger for BA.2 than BA.1, consistently between the
two estimates.

9



D
ec 1, 2019

A
pr 1, 2020

A
ug 1, 2020

D
ec 1,2020

A
pr 1, 2021

A
ug 1, 2021

D
ec 1, 2021date

W
u

h
a

n
-1

Alpha

(21J)

(21I)

Delta 

Beta

Gamma

Omicron

BA.1 (21K)

BA.2 (21L)

(21A)

Alpha

Delta (21I)

Delta (21A)

Delta (21J) 

Beta
Gamma

Omicron BA.1 (21K)

Omicron BA.2 (21L)

Figure S8: Phylogenetic tree up for the strains included in the article: Alpha, Beta, Gamma, Delta, Omicron
BA.1 and Omicron BA.2. Source: GISAID/Nextstrain [8].

10



D
ec 1, 2019

M
ay 1, 2020

O
ct 1, 2020

M
ar 1,2021

A
ug 1, 2021

Jan 1, 2022

N
ov 1, 2022date

W
u

h
a

n
-1

Alpha

Delta 

Beta

Gamma

Omicron BA.2 (21L)

BQ.1.1

(22E)

BA.2.75 (22D)

XBB (22F)

BA.4 (22A)

BA.5

(22B)

BA.1 (21K)

Alpha

Delta (21I)

Delta (21A)

Delta (21J) 

Beta
Gamma

Omicron BA.1 (21K)

Omicron BA.2 (21L)
Omicron BA.4 (22A)

Omicron BA.5 (22B)
Omicron BA.2.75 (22D)

Omicron BQ.1.1 (22E)

Omicron XBB (22F)

Figure S9: Phylogenetic tree including the Omicron variants: BA.1, BA.2, BA.4, BA.5, BA.2.75 and XBB.
Source: GISAID/Nextstrain [8].

11



6 Supplementary Tables

Table 1: References used for viral kinetics

Strain Maximum
viral load
(log10 copies/mL)

Growth time
(days)

Decay time (days) Reference; com-
ments

Wuhan 7.2 0.35 0.62 [2]
Wuhan 8.1 0.22 2.7 [9]
Wuhan 8.2 0.30 0.53 [10]
Wuhan 9.7 0.19 1.2 [3]; old people
Wuhan 9.6 0.22 0.91 [3]; young people
Wuhan 7.6 1.4 [11]
Wuhan 9.2 [12]
Alpha 8.0 0.26 0.47 [10]
Alpha 7.8 1.3 [11]
Delta 7.6 1.1 [11]
Delta 8.3 0.21 0.44 [10]
Delta 7.4 [13]
Omicron 6.9 [13]
Omicron 7.1 [13]
Omicron 7.0 1.2 0.70 [14]
Unvaccinated 8.1 0.26 0.56 [10]
Vaccinated 8.1 0.24 0.41 [10]
Delta 8.1 0.35 0.47 [10]
Delta 8.0 [12]
Delta unvacci-
nated

8.6 [12]

Delta vaccinated 8.2 [12]
Delta vaccinated 7.7 [15]
Delta unvacci-
nated

7.6 [15]

Delta symp-
tomatic vacci-
nated

8.0 [15]

Delta symp-
tomatic unvacci-
nated

7.9 [15]

Delta asymp-
tomatic vacci-
nated

7.2 [15]

Delta asymp-
tomatic unvacci-
nated

7.4 [15]

Delta unvacci-
nated

7.2 [16]

Delta vaccinated 7.4 [16]
Delta vaccinated 7.7 [17]
Delta unvacci-
nated

7.3 [17]

Delta 7.3 0.25 0.89 [18]
Omicron BA.1 5.7 0.70 0.76 [18]
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Omicron BA.1 7.3 0.40 0.47 [10]
Omicron BA.1 7.8 [12]
Omicron BA.1
boosted

6.9 [19]

Omicron BA.1
unvaccinated

7.1 [19]

Omicron BA.2
boosted

7.0 [19]

Omicron BA.2
vaccinated

7.2 [19]

Omicron BA.2
unvaccinated

7.4 [19]

Table 2: Parameters of the viral kinetics model

Strain logψm
(log10 copies/mL)

a
(log10 copies/mL)

b (days−1) Tm (days)

Wuhan 7.8 0.28 0.19 7.0
Alpha 7.8 0.40 0.33 5.8
Delta 8.0 0.58 0.40 4.9
BA.1 7.5 0.51 0.30 5.1
BA.2 7.8 0.51 0.30 5.1

Table 3: References used for the PFU/GU ratio

Strain PFU/GU Cells Replication Reference
Wuhan 85000 Vero In vivo [2]
Wuhan throat 94000 Vero In vivo [2]
Wuhan 13000000 Vero In vivo [12]
Alpha 430000 Vero In vivo [20]
Delta 43000 Vero In vivo [20]
Delta 590000 Vero In vivo [12]
Omicron BA.1 1500000 Vero In vivo [12]
Delta unvacci-
nated

1300000 Vero In vivo [12]

Delta vaccinated 2500000 Vero In vivo [12]
Delta unvacci-
nated

1400000 Vero In vivo [12]

Delta vaccinated 63000 Vero In vivo [16]
Delta unvacci-
nated

70000 Vero In vivo [16]

Delta 200 hNEC In vitro [21]
Delta 2100 Vero In vitro [21]
Delta 600 Calu In vitro [21]
Omicron 4400 hNEC In vitro [21]
Omicron 5600 Vero In vitro [21]
Delta 22000 hNEC In vitro [22]
Omicron 17000 hNEC In vitro [22]
Alpha 360 Vero-TMPRSS2 In vitro [20]
Delta 90 Vero-TMPRSS2 In vitro [20]
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Epsilon 1400 Vero-TMPRSS2 In vitro [20]
Alpha 210 Calu-3 In vitro [20]
Delta 60 Calu-3 In vitro [20]
Beta 1700− 2800 Vero In vitro [23]
SARS-CoV-1 Ur-
bani

2300 Vero In vitro [24]

Alpha 700 Vero In vitro [25]
Wuhan 6400 Vero In vivo [26]

Table 4: References used for the susceptibility and transmissibility

Strain Susceptibility Transmissibility Odds ratio type Reference
Alpha 0.15 0.32 adjusted [27]
Alpha 0.34 0.29 adjusted [28]
Wuhan and Alpha 0.53 adjusted [29]
Delta 0.15 raw This study
Delta 0.16 adjusted [30]
Delta 0.4 raw [30]
Delta 0.19 0.5 adjusted [27]
Delta 0.34 0.45 raw [31]
Delta 0.53 0.48 adjusted [32]
Delta 0.61 1.1 raw [33]
Delta 0.36 0.91 raw [34]
Delta 0.33 0.71 adjusted [34]
Delta 0.29 adjusted [35]
BA.1 0.77 adjusted [35]
BA.1 0.53 adjusted [30]
BA.1 0.83 raw [30]
BA.1 0.53 0.83 adjusted [19]
BA.1 0.67 raw [19]
BA.1 0.83 raw This study
BA.2 0.71 0.67 adjusted [19]
BA.2 0.77 raw [19]

Table 5: References used for the prevention of hospitalization

Strain Hospitalization hazard ratio Reference; comments
Alpha 1.62 [36]
Alpha 2 [37] (from [38])
Alpha 1.7 [39] (from [38])
Alpha 1.42 [40]
Alpha 1.52 [41] (from [38])
Alpha 1.62 [36] (from [38])
Alpha 1.89 [42] (from [38])
Alpha 1.47 [43] (from [38])
Alpha 1.6 [44] (from [38])
Alpha 1.52 [45] (from [38])
Delta 2.08 w.r.t. Wuhan [41]
Delta 0.97 w.r.t. Alpha [46]
Delta 2.3 w.r.t. Alpha [47]
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Delta 2.8 w.r.t. Alpha [48]
Delta 1.9 w.r.t. Alpha [49]
Omicron 0.4 w.r.t. Delta [50]
Omicron 0.56 w.r.t. Delta [51]

Table 6: References used for the vaccine efficiency against hospitalization

Strain Vaccine efficiency against hos-
pitalization

Reference

Alpha 4.3 [46]
Delta 3.6 [46]
Omicron 4.5 [50]
Omicron 10 [52]
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Kåre Mølbak, Camilla Holten Møller, Robert Leo Skov, Tyra Grove Krause, Morten Rasmussen,
Raphael Niklaus Sieber, Thor Bech Johannesen, Troels Lillebaek, Jannik Fonager, Anders Foms-
gaard, Frederik Trier Møller, Marc Stegger, Maria Overvad, Katja Spiess, and Laust Hvas Mortensen.
Transmission of SARS-CoV-2 Omicron VOC subvariants BA.1 and BA.2: Evidence from Dan-
ish Households. medRxiv preprint, January 2022. doi: 10.1101/2022.01.28.22270044. URL
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2022.01.28.22270044.

[20] Hannah W. Despres, Margaret G. Mills, David J. Shirley, Madaline M. Schmidt, Meei-Li Huang,
Pavitra Roychoudhury, Keith R. Jerome, Alexander L. Greninger, and Emily A. Bruce. Measuring
infectious SARS-CoV-2 in clinical samples reveals a higher viral titer:RNA ratio for Delta and Ep-
silon vs. Alpha variants. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 119(5):e2116518119,
February 2022. ISSN 0027-8424, 1091-6490. doi: 10.1073/pnas.2116518119. URL http:
//www.pnas.org/lookup/doi/10.1073/pnas.2116518119.

[21] Thomas P. Peacock, Jonathan C. Brown, Jie Zhou, Nazia Thakur, Joseph Newman, Ruthiran Kugath-
asan, Ksenia Sukhova, Myrsini Kaforou, Dalan Bailey, and Wendy S. Barclay. The SARS-CoV-2
variant, Omicron, shows rapid replication in human primary nasal epithelial cultures and efficiently
uses the endosomal route of entry. bioRxiv preprint, January 2022. doi: 10.1101/2021.12.31.474653.
URL http://biorxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.12.31.474653.

[22] Bo Meng, Isabella A.T.M Ferreira, Adam Abdullahi, Niluka Goonawardane, Akatsuki Saito, Izumi
Kimura, Daichi Yamasoba, Pehuén Perera Gerba, Saman Fatihi, Surabhi Rathore, Samantha K
Zepeda, Guido Papa, Steven A. Kemp, Terumasa Ikeda, Mako Toyoda, Toong Seng Tan, Jin Ku-
ramochi, Shigeki Mitsunaga, Takamasa Ueno, Kotaro Shirakawa, Akifumi Takaori-Kondo, Teresa
Brevini, Donna L. Mallery, Oscar J. Charles, CITIID-NIHR BioResource COVID-19 Collabora-
tion, The Genotype to Phenotype Japan (G2P-Japan) Consortium, Ecuador-COVID19 Consortium,
John E Bowen, Anshu Joshi, Alexandra C. Walls, Laurelle Jackson, Sandile Cele, Darren Mar-
tin, Kenneth G.C. Smith, John Bradley, John A. G. Briggs, Jinwook Choi, Elo Madissoon, Ker-
stin Meyer, Petra Mlcochova, Lourdes Ceron-Gutierrez, Rainer Doffinger, Sarah Teichmann, Mat-
teo Pizzuto, Anna de Marco, Davide Corti, Alex Sigal, Leo James, David Veesler, Myra Hos-
millo, Joo Hyeon Lee, Fotios Sampaziotis, Ian G Goodfellow, Nicholas J. Matheson, Lipi Thukral,
Kei Sato, and Ravindra K. Gupta. SARS-CoV-2 Omicron spike mediated immune escape and
tropism shift. bioRxiv preprint, December 2021. doi: 10.1101/2021.12.17.473248. URL http:
//biorxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.12.17.473248.

[23] Susan Paton, Antony Spencer, Isobel Garratt, Katy-Anne Thompson, Ikshitaa Dinesh, Paz Aranega-
Bou, David Stevenson, Simon Clark, Jake Dunning, Allan Bennett, and Thomas Pottage. Per-
sistence of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) Virus and Viral
RNA in Relation to Surface Type and Contamination Concentration. Applied and Environmen-
tal Microbiology, 87(14):e00526–21, July 2021. doi: 10.1128/AEM.00526-21. URL https:
//journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/AEM.00526-21. Publisher: American Society for
Microbiology.

[24] Huo-Shu H Houng, David Norwood, George V Ludwig, Wellington Sun, Minta Lin, and David W
Vaughn. Development and evaluation of an efficient 3’-noncoding region based SARS coronavirus
(SARS-CoV) RT-PCR assay for detection of SARS-CoV infections. Journal of Virological Meth-
ods, 120(1):33–40, September 2004. ISSN 0166-0934. doi: 10.1016/j.jviromet.2004.04.008. URL
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7119649/.

18

http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2022.01.13.22269257
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2022.01.13.22269257
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2022.01.28.22270044
http://www.pnas.org/lookup/doi/10.1073/pnas.2116518119
http://www.pnas.org/lookup/doi/10.1073/pnas.2116518119
http://biorxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.12.31.474653
http://biorxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.12.17.473248
http://biorxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.12.17.473248
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/AEM.00526-21
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/AEM.00526-21
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7119649/


[25] Silvia Ghezzi, Isabel Pagani, Guido Poli, Stefano Perboni, and Elisa Vicenzi. Rapid Inactiva-
tion of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) by Tungsten Trioxide-
Based (WO3) Photocatalysis. medRxiv preprint, page 2020.08.01.232199, August 2020. doi: 10.
1101/2020.08.01.232199. URL https://www.biorxiv.org/content/10.1101/2020.
08.01.232199v1. Section: New Results Type: article.

[26] Linlin Bao, Wei Deng, Baoying Huang, Hong Gao, Jiangning Liu, Lili Ren, Qiang Wei, Pin Yu,
Yanfeng Xu, Feifei Qi, Yajin Qu, Fengdi Li, Qi Lv, Wenling Wang, Jing Xue, Shuran Gong, Mingya
Liu, Guanpeng Wang, Shunyi Wang, Zhiqi Song, Linna Zhao, Peipei Liu, Li Zhao, Fei Ye, Huijuan
Wang, Weimin Zhou, Na Zhu, Wei Zhen, Haisheng Yu, Xiaojuan Zhang, Li Guo, Lan Chen, Conghui
Wang, Ying Wang, Xinming Wang, Yan Xiao, Qiangming Sun, Hongqi Liu, Fanli Zhu, Chunxia Ma,
Lingmei Yan, Mengli Yang, Jun Han, Wenbo Xu, Wenjie Tan, Xiaozhong Peng, Qi Jin, Guizhen
Wu, and Chuan Qin. The pathogenicity of SARS-CoV-2 in hACE2 transgenic mice. Nature, 583
(7818):830–833, July 2020. ISSN 0028-0836, 1476-4687. doi: 10.1038/s41586-020-2312-y. URL
http://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-020-2312-y.

[27] David W. Eyre, Donald Taylor, Mark Purver, David Chapman, Tom Fowler, Koen B. Pouwels,
Sarah A. Walker, and Tim E.A. Peto. The impact of SARS-CoV-2 vaccination on Alpha & Delta
variant transmission. medRxiv preprint, page 28, 2021. doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.28.
21264260.

[28] Brechje de Gier, Stijn Andeweg, Rosa Joosten, Ronald ter Schegget, Naomi Smorenburg, Jan
van de Kassteele, RIVM COVID-19 surveillance and epidemiology team 1,, Susan JM Hahné, Su-
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ology team, Susan J.M. Hahné, Susan van den Hof, Hester E. de Melker, and Mirjam J. Knol.
Vaccine effectiveness against SARS-CoV-2 transmission to household contacts during dominance
of Delta variant (B.1.617.2), August-September 2021, the Netherlands. medRxiv preprint, Octo-
ber 2021. doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.14.21264959. URL http://medrxiv.org/
lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.10.14.21264959.

[33] Anika Singanayagam, Seran Hakki, Jake Dunning, Kieran J Madon, Michael A Crone, Aleksan-
dra Koycheva, Nieves Derqui-Fernandez, Jack L Barnett, Michael G Whitfield, Robert Varro, Andre

19

https://www.biorxiv.org/content/10.1101/2020.08.01.232199v1
https://www.biorxiv.org/content/10.1101/2020.08.01.232199v1
http://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-020-2312-y
https://www.eurosurveillance.org/content/10.2807/1560-7917.ES.2021.26.31.2100640
https://www.eurosurveillance.org/content/10.2807/1560-7917.ES.2021.26.31.2100640
http://www.nejm.org/doi/10.1056/NEJMc2107717
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.12.27.21268278
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.12.27.21268278
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.07.12.21260377
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.07.12.21260377
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.10.14.21264959
http://medrxiv.org/lookup/doi/10.1101/2021.10.14.21264959


Charlett, Rhia Kundu, Joe Fenn, Jessica Cutajar, Valerie Quinn, Emily Conibear, Wendy Barclay,
Paul S Freemont, Graham P Taylor, Shazaad Ahmad, Maria Zambon, Neil M Ferguson, Ajit Lalvani,
Anjna Badhan, Simon Dustan, Chitra Tejpal, Anjeli V Ketkar, Janakan Sam Narean, Sarah Ham-
mett, Eimear McDermott, Timesh Pillay, Hamish Houston, Constanta Luca, Jada Samuel, Samuel
Bremang, Samuel Evetts, John Poh, Charlotte Anderson, David Jackson, Shahjahan Miah, Joanna
Ellis, and Angie Lackenby. Community transmission and viral load kinetics of the SARS-CoV-
2 delta (B.1.617.2) variant in vaccinated and unvaccinated individuals in the UK: a prospective,
longitudinal, cohort study. The Lancet Infectious Diseases, 22(2):183–195, February 2022. ISSN
14733099. doi: 10.1016/S1473-3099(21)00648-4. URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.
com/retrieve/pii/S1473309921006484.

[34] Oon Tek Ng, Vanessa Koh, Calvin J Chiew, Kalisvar Marimuthu, Natascha May Thevasagayam,
Tze Minn Mak, Joon Kiat Chua, Shannen Si Hui Ong, Yong Kai Lim, Zannatul Ferdous, Alifa
Khairunnisa bte Johari, Mark I-Cheng Chen, Sebastian Maurer-Stroh, Lin Cui, Raymond Tzer Pin
Lin, Kelvin Bryan Tan, Alex R Cook, Prof. Yee-Sin Leo, and Prof. Vernon JM Lee. Impact of Delta
Variant and Vaccination on SARS-CoV-2 Secondary Attack Rate Among Household Close Contacts.
The Lancet Regional Health - Western Pacific, 17:100299, December 2021. ISSN 26666065. doi:
10.1016/j.lanwpc.2021.100299. URL https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/
pii/S266660652100208X.

[35] Brian J. Willett, Joe Grove, Oscar A. MacLean, Craig Wilkie, Nicola Logan, Giuditta De Lorenzo,
Wilhelm Furnon, Sam Scott, Maria Manali, Agnieszka Szemiel, Shirin Ashraf, Elen Vink, William T.
Harvey, Chris Davis, Richard Orton, Joseph Hughes, Poppy Holland, Vanessa Silva, David Pas-
call, Kathryn Puxty, Ana da Silva Filipe, Gonzalo Yebra, Sharif Shaaban, Matthew T. G. Holden,
Rute Maria Pinto, Rory Gunson, Kate Templeton, Pablo R. Murcia, Arvind H. Patel, The COVID-
19 Genomics UK (COG-UK) Consortium, John Haughney, David L. Robertson, Massimo Palmarini,
Surajit Ray, and Emma C. Thomson. The hyper-transmissible SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant exhibits
significant antigenic change, vaccine escape and a switch in cell entry mechanism. medRxiv preprint,
January 2022. doi: 10.1101/2022.01.03.21268111. URL http://medrxiv.org/lookup/
doi/10.1101/2022.01.03.21268111.

[36] Daniel J. Grint, Kevin Wing, Catherine Houlihan, Hamish P. Gibbs, Stephen JW Evans, Elizabeth
Williamson, Helen I. McDonald, Krishnan Bhaskaran, David Evans, Alex J. Walker, George Hick-
man, Emily Nightingale, Anna Schultze, Christopher T. Rentsch, Chris Bates, Jonathan Cockburn,
Helen J. Curtis, Caroline E. Morton, Sebastian Bacon, Simon Davy, Angel YS Wong, Amir Mehrkar,
Laurie Tomlinson, Ian J. Douglas, Rohini Mathur, Brian MacKenna, Peter Ingelsby, Richard Cro-
ker, John Parry, Frank Hester, Sam Harper, Nicholas J. DeVito, Will Hulme, John Tazare, Liam
Smeeth, Ben Goldacre, and Rosalind M. Eggo. Severity of SARS-CoV-2 alpha variant (B.1.1.7)
in England. Clinical infectious diseases, page ciab754, September 2021. ISSN 1058-4838. URL
https://researchonline.lshtm.ac.uk/id/eprint/4662827/. Publisher: Oxford
University Press.

[37] Daniela Loconsole, Francesca Centrone, Caterina Morcavallo, Silvia Campanella, Anna Sallustio,
Marisa Accogli, Francesca Fortunato, Antonio Parisi, and Maria Chironna. Rapid Spread of the
SARS-CoV-2 Variant of Concern 202012/01 in Southern Italy (December 2020–March 2021). In-
ternational Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 18(9):4766, January 2021. ISSN
1660-4601. doi: 10.3390/ijerph18094766. URL https://www.mdpi.com/1660-4601/18/
9/4766. Number: 9 Publisher: Multidisciplinary Digital Publishing Institute.

[38] Lixin Lin, Ying Liu, Xiujuan Tang, and Daihai He. The Disease Severity and Clinical Outcomes
of the SARS-CoV-2 Variants of Concern. Frontiers in Public Health, 9:775224, November 2021.
ISSN 2296-2565. doi: 10.3389/fpubh.2021.775224. URL https://www.frontiersin.org/
articles/10.3389/fpubh.2021.775224/full.

[39] Tjede Funk, Anastasia Pharris, Gianfranco Spiteri, Nick Bundle, Angeliki Melidou, Michael
Carr, Gabriel Gonzalez, Alejandro Garcia-Leon, Fiona Crispie, Lois O’Connor, Niamh Mur-
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