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Abstract 1 

Age-dependent asymptomatic and symptomatic transmission dynamics of COVID-19 have not 2 

been well quantified due to limited data. Through a population-based surveillance network, we 3 

collected data on 1342 confirmed cases with a 90-days follow-up for all asymptomatic cases. 4 

The difference in transmissibility of a symptomatic and asymptomatic case depended on age 5 

and was most distinct for the middle-age groups. The asymptomatic cases had a 66.72% lower 6 

transmissibility rate than symptomatic cases, and 74.10% (95%CI: 65.85% - 80.72%) of all 7 

asymptomatic cases were missed in detection. The average proportion of asymptomatic cases 8 

was 28.22% (95%CI: 22.97% - 34.56%). Simulation showed that the burden of asymptomatic 9 

transmission increased as the epidemic continued and could potentially dominate the 10 

spreading. Asymptomatic COVID-19 cases play a significant role in transmission. Vaccine 11 

Strategies prioritizing the population between 30-60 years old are likely to have the most 12 

population-level benefits.   13 
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Background 14 

COVID-19, caused by the novel coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2),[1] is a great threat to human 15 

health.[2] Nonpharmaceutical interventions such as social distancing, case isolation and contact 16 

quarantines are the most common tools for suppressing the pandemic in many countries where 17 

vaccine supplements are limited.[3–5] However, these interventions are less effective in 18 

asymptomatic transmission prevention and control.[6] 19 

 20 

COVID-19 patients may present and remain pre-symptomatic, asymptomatic, or 21 

symptomatic and transmission may occur at each of these disease states.[7–9] Unlike the 22 

transmission caused by symptomatic cases, pre-symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission 23 

are hard to detect and difficult to measure as many surveillance systems rely on 24 

symptom-based population screening.[7,10–12] Previous case studies suggested that 25 

asymptomatic COVID-19 individuals are less infectious than symptomatic cases.[13,14] 26 

However, asymptomatic cases may spread for a longer period due to reduced efficiency in case 27 

detection.[15] Several studies investigated the silent transmission of SARS-CoV-2, but presented 28 

contradictory conclusions with estimated burden ranged from 3% to 79%.[15–17]  29 

 30 

Without sufficient follow-up time, asymptomatic and pre-symptomatic cases are often 31 

indistinguishable. Consequently, studies using population-level data to estimate of age-specific 32 

transmission and susceptibility parameters commonly falls short of accuracy which potentially 33 

explains for the heterogeneous findings from different studies.[18–20] Common issues were 34 

modeling without data on observed asymptomatic infection[15–17,21] and inclusion of 35 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 10, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.11.21257060doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.11.21257060
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


5 
 

pre-symptomatic cases as part of an asymptomatic classification,[18–20] . Meanwhile, few 36 

studies assessing asymptomatic infectiousness and viral load with limited sample sizes fail to 37 

capture the transmission dynamics.[13,14,22–29] No studies to date have attempted to 38 

combine reliable case symptom classification with age-dependent transmissibility, social 39 

contact measures, and susceptibility parameters at the population level to learn the 40 

transmission dynamics. However, a comprehensive understanding of the age-specific 41 

symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission dynamics at the population level is essential to 42 

the evaluation of an epidemic and the creation of responding health policies.  43 

 44 

In this study, we report on a longitudinal cohort of all diagnosed COVID-19 infections, 45 

between January 7th and February 22nd, 2020, from Zhejiang province, China. All patients 46 

without initial symptoms were followed by at least 90 days to distinguish between 47 

asymptomatic and pre-symptomatic cases, an essential procedure rarely implemented by 48 

previous studies to ensure reliable classification of case symptoms. We then built age-stratified 49 

compartmental models to study the age-dependent population-level transmission roles of 50 

symptomatic and asymptomatic COVID-19 cases. 51 
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Methods 52 

Data sources 53 

Zhejiang province is an eastern coastal province adjacent to Shanghai city with a 54 

population of approximately 54 million individuals.[30] The first and only major wave of the 55 

COVID-19 epidemic in Zhejiang began on January 7th, 2020 and continued until February 22nd, 56 

2020 after which only sporadic single-case events were observed. We included information 57 

from all confirmed cases in this major wave (a total of 1342 cases), as well as a follow-up 58 

investigation related to all detected asymptomatic infections to distinguish between 59 

asymptomatic and pre-symptomatic cases. Individual-level data related to the symptom onset 60 

of symptomatic infections, as well as COVID-19 confirmation dates and ages of both 61 

symptomatic and asymptomatic cases were collected. For the contact data, we obtained 62 

contact matrices between age groups from surveys conducted in Shanghai.[31,32] Other 63 

primary sources of data used in our analyses include the population census data of Zhejiang 64 

province[30] and the estimated age-dependent susceptibility of COVID-19 from a previous 65 

study.[21] 66 

 67 

On January 23rd ,2020, the provincial government changed its infectious disease alert 68 

category to the highest level and, on February 1st, began a comprehensive set of 69 

interventions.[33] As of April 10th, 2020, the date in which we restricted our data for this 70 

analysis, no additional outbreak had been observed. Trained health professionals investigated 71 

each confirmed case with a predefined questionnaire by which basic health and demographic 72 

information were collected. 73 
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 74 

Definition of symptomatic and asymptomatic cases 75 

All confirmed cases and their close contacts were isolated or quarantined after being 76 

identified through contact tracing. During the isolation/quarantine period, cases and their 77 

contacts received regular testing and daily symptom screening for fever, cough, and shortness 78 

of breath. Tests for case confirmation were conducted using reverse transcription polymerase 79 

chain reaction (RT-PCR) or viral genome sequencing on samples from throat swabs (oropharynx 80 

and nasopharynx). If a case or contact had a positive test result but without any symptoms, 81 

they would be temporarily classified as an asymptomatic/pre-symptomatic case at the time. All 82 

cases were followed for at least 90 days after their initial positive test to distinguish between 83 

asymptomatic and pre-symptomatic cases. Among these subjects, those who developed 84 

symptoms later would receive a final classification as a symptomatic case. Others who had 85 

never developed any symptoms between their initial positive test and first subsequent negative 86 

PCR test would be classified as asymptomatic cases. 87 

 88 

Model structure 89 

We divided the total population of Zhejiang province into seven age groups: 0-10, 10-20, 90 

20-30, 30-40, 40-50, 50-60, 60+. To consider transmission related to symptomatic and 91 

asymptomatic infections among different age groups, our model contained 8 compartments for 92 

the ��� age group: susceptible population (�� ), exposed contacts (��), pre-symptomatic cases 93 

(���
� , infected but have not yet developed symptoms), symptomatic cases (��

�), asymptomatic 94 

cases (��
� , infected but asymptomatic till confirmed/recovery), and removed/recovery groups 95 
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(���
� , ���

� , ��
� ). We assumed new infections were driven by transmission from compartments 96 

of ���
� , ��

�  and ��
�  in all age groups. Asymptomatic cases (��

� ) were infections without typical 97 

symptoms. These infections were difficult to identify through symptom-based screening; 98 

therefore, underreporting in this category of infections was notable. While some asymptomatic 99 

cases may have been quarantined through contact tracing, others may have remained 100 

unnoticed throughout the entirety of their transmissibility. As such, it is essential to consider 101 

unconfirmed asymptomatic cases, also referred as the self-recovered asymptomatic cases (��
�  102 

in Figure 1) in modeling. For all age groups, the details of the compartments are given in Table 103 

1, and the state transitions in the compartmental model are given in Figure 1. 104 

 105 

Social contacts 106 

To identify age-varying transmissibility and susceptibility within the compartmental 107 

model,[21] we assumed a time-varying curve for the average contact numbers of ��� age 108 

group with ��� age group (��
��

), which is estimated with the contact matrix between age groups 109 

through surveys conducted in Shanghai.[31,32] The surveys provided two different strengths of 110 

contact (before and during the epidemic). The first survey conducted in 2017 to 2018 in 111 

Shanghai was considered as a background of the strength of contact.16 The second survey, with 112 

the same design, was conducted during the epidemic (from February 1 to 10, 2020). The details 113 

of the modeling of the contact function (��
��

) are further described in the Supplementary 114 

Appendix. 115 

 116 
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Susceptibility-contact-transmissibility transmission process 117 

When modeling transmission dynamics of infectious diseases, a key factor to consider is 118 

the probability of infection for a susceptible individual given contact with an infectious 119 

individual. Here, we separate this concept into two components: transmissibility �	
 and 120 

susceptibility ��
. We define transmissibility �	
 as the infectiousness of one case. 121 

Theoretically, it is the secondary attack rate in their fully susceptible contacts (� � 1
. Similarly, 122 

we define susceptibility (�
 as the probability of acquiring infection from an infectious case 123 

(	 � 1
. Therefore, � � 0 corresponds to a situation in which the susceptible individuals are 124 

immune to the disease (this setting was later used to conduct a simulation study to assess 125 

possible age-dependent vaccination strategies if a certain age group were to achieve 100% 126 

immunity by vaccinations). We assumed that case transmissibility would depend on age and the 127 

presence of symptoms. To better quantify transmissibility and susceptibility, we introduced the 128 

estimated susceptibility (��) for ��� age group from a previous study as a prior in our 129 

model.[21] In this setting, the occurrence of a transmission event depends on both 130 

transmissibility of the index case and the susceptibility of the contact. The number of secondary 131 

cases (�) from one infectious case at unit time can be calculated as: 132 

� � � � contact number �  	 

Let 	�,� be the transmissibility of symptomatic infections in ��� age group. To capture 133 

the age-dependent pattern, B splines basis functions were used to model the variability in 134 

age-varying transmissibility smoothly. Given 	�,�, we assumed that the age-varying 135 

transmissibility of asymptomatic infectious individuals was equivalent to 	�,�:� ��	�,�, where 136 

�� � 1, i.e., the transmissibility of asymptomatic cases is no stronger than that of symptomatic 137 
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cases across different age groups, based on currently available evidence[13,14,34]. The 138 

estimated mean of ��  and the B spline functions mentioned above are shown in Table S3 and 139 

Figure S2 (in the Supplementary Appendix).  140 

 141 

Asymptomatic infections 142 

Our compartmental model (Figure 1) considered the transmission from asymptomatic 143 

infections, which were often untraceable in the clinical survey and, therefore, their contribution 144 

to population-level transmission would be underestimated. To account for this, we assumed 145 

only a proportion of asymptomatic infections were detected (���
� ), while others (��

� ) would be 146 

unconfirmed (and not diagnosed) if self-recovery occurred prior to diagnosis. We were able to 147 

observe disease confirmation date but not the date of infection for the period from cases 148 

becoming infectious to the diagnosis of COVID-19 (�

� ) in those with confirmed asymptomatic 149 

infection. Based on the virus shedding pattern of asymptomatic infections reported in previous 150 

studies,[12,14,35,36] we assumed that this period should be less than 30 days, after which virus 151 

shedding generally ceases, and infection is no longer detectable through pathogen-specific 152 

testing. As such, a uniform prior with an upper bound of 30 days was adopted for�

� . For the 153 

period from being infectious to becoming non-infectious (negative conversion of virus shedding) 154 

in the undetected asymptomatic infections (��), we used a more informative log normal prior 155 

with a mean of 17 days and standard error of 1.07 based on estimated parameters from a 156 

previous study.[12,14,35,36] The difference between �

�   !" �� would reflect the intensity 157 

of the contact tracing for different ages. More details are provided in the Supplementary 158 

Appendix.  159 
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 160 

Model fitting 161 

Let #�  be the total population of ��� age group in Zhejiang province. Based on the 162 

setting above, we defined a dynamic system for the 8 % 7 compartments, which is shown in 163 

the equation (S3) (in the Supplementary). The state transitions in the compartmental model are 164 

given in Figure 1. Based on our compartmental model, we can estimate the secondary cases 165 

transmitted by symptomatic and asymptomatic indexes respectively, which are used to 166 

evaluate the burden of both symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission from different age 167 

groups. More details are given in the equation (S4) and (S5) (in the Supplementary). 168 

 169 

We built our model with features mentioned in above sections through a Bayesian 170 

procedure for the estimation and inference of model parameters (listed in Table S5).[37–39] 171 

Specifically, the compartmental model was fitted to the daily new symptomatic and 172 

asymptomatic cases in Zhejiang province for each age group. The Bayesian procedure with a 173 

Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampling algorithm also utilized information relating to the 174 

COVID-19 transmission from other sources of datasets, e.g. survey studies on the contact 175 

matrix, and estimated age-dependent susceptibility from previous studies, therefore, the 176 

posterior distributions of parameters could be elegantly extracted by the sufficient prior and 177 

sample evidence. More details of the Bayesian model structure, assessment, and estimation of 178 

parameters are given in the Supplementary Appendix. All analyses were implemented in R 179 

version 3.5.1. Packages of deSolve,[40] extraDistr,[41] and splines[42] were used for model 180 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 10, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.11.21257060doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.11.21257060
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


12 
 

fitting. Unless stated otherwise, the medians of the posterior distributions were used as the 181 

point estimators of parameters and simulated numbers. 182 

 183 

Ethics approval 184 

The research protocol was approved by the institutional review board at the Zhejiang 185 

Provincial Center for Disease Control and Prevention. The study was based on deidentified data. 186 

  187 
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Results 188 

 189 

Transmissibility 190 

The estimated transmissibility presented an age-dependent difference between 191 

symptomatic and asymptomatic infections (Figure 2). While the transmission of symptomatic 192 

cases monotonically increased with increasing age, the transmissibility of asymptomatic 193 

infection remained low until age 40, after which point it significantly increased with increasing 194 

age. The age-varying ratios of the two kinds of transmissibility indicated asymptomatic cases 195 

were, on average, 66.72% lower in transmission than symptomatic cases. However, the 196 

difference between the two types of infections was not as big in those aged 0-20 and 60+ years 197 

old, but became more obvious in the middle-aged group where the ratios were as low as 24.42% 198 

and 23.38% for those aged 30-40 and 40-50 years old, respectively. 199 

 200 

The proportion of asymptomatic cases 201 

In Figure 3, the proportion of asymptomatic cases (
��
�

���

�

�
�
� 
���

� 
���
�
) estimated by our model 202 

was much larger than what was observed in the data. The average proportion of asymptomatic 203 

cases was 28.22% (95%CI: 22.97% - 34.56%) of the total counts of cases in our model 204 

estimation, but was 9.24% in the observed data (
���
�

���
� 
���

�
). In our estimation from the empirical 205 

data, the highest proportion of asymptomatic case was among 0-10 (60.18% (95%CI: 53.61% - 206 

66.99%)) and 10-20 (57.64% (95%CI: 47.45% – 66.98%)) years old groups. For asymptomatic 207 

cases, we further estimated the proportion of cases that failed to be detected (
��
�

�
�
� 
���

�
). In the 208 
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posterior samples, the average proportion of unconfirmed cases in all asymptomatic infections 209 

was 74.10% (95%CI: 65.85% - 80.72%). The maximum proportion of unconfirmed cases was 210 

observed in 20-30 years old at 86.59% (95%CI: 73.64% - 92.19%). 211 

 212 

Symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission 213 

To explore the impact of symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission, we present 214 

several features of the estimated dynamic of the epidemic and the transmission burden caused 215 

by symptomatic and asymptomatic cases in Figure 4. The estimated number of daily new 216 

transmissions reached a peak around ten days prior to the peak of the daily reported new 217 

confirmed cases (Figure 4A). We estimated a substantial number of undetected asymptomatic 218 

cases (109 (95%CI: 73 - 164)) were infected before the first asymptomatic case was diagnosed 219 

(January 27th) (Figure 4B). New transmissions were nearly eliminated by February 1st, 2020 220 

(Figure 4A), when a comprehensive set of restrictions19 had been implemented. The peak of the 221 

two types of transmission both occurred between January 17th to 21st (Figure 4C). The average 222 

burden of asymptomatic transmission during the major outbreak period was estimated to be 223 

12.86% (95%CI: 7.54% - 19.27%). The burden of asymptomatic transmission increased with time, 224 

ranging from 7.77% to 16.03% (Figure 4D). Simulation studies were conducted to investigate 225 

the dynamic changes in the transmission burden over time during a prolonged epidemic (Figure 226 

S5). When the duration of the decreasing process of the contact function (represented by “'” 227 

in Figure S1) was prolonged by two weeks and each individual’s daily contact number was 228 

increased by one person during the outbreak period, we found a slower decreasing trend in 229 

daily new cases infected by asymptomatic cases compared with that contributed by 230 
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symptomatic cases (Figure S5, scenario 1). Additional scenarios were generated demonstrating 231 

the possibility of asymptomatic transmission dominating the total transmission under different 232 

conditions, especially when the duration between symptom onset and disease confirmation for 233 

symptomatic infections was shortened and the asymptomatic infections were not controlled 234 

(Figure S5, scenarios 2 and 3). 235 

 236 

Age-depended transmission 237 

Within each age group, we observed heterogeneous transmission contributions during 238 

different time periods (Figure 5A). Early on in the epidemic, the transmission burden was 239 

dominated by persons of 50-60 years old (32.75% from January 7th to January 11th), but the 240 

proportion of transmission contribution from people over 60 years old significantly increased 241 

over time, surpassing the 50-60 years old and reaching 30.42% by January 31st, 2020. The 242 

proportion of transmission contribution among varying age groups was distinct between 243 

symptomatic and asymptomatic cases (Figure 5B). The majority of both symptomatic and 244 

asymptomatic transmissions were contributed by persons over 30 years old (Table S9). 245 

Individuals below 30 years old only contributed less than 5% of all symptomatic transmission 246 

and approximately 12% of all asymptomatic transmission, respectively, despite representing 247 

almost 40% of the entire population. Contributions to asymptomatic transmission among 20-30 248 

and >60 year age groups (9.44%, and 31.73%, respectively) were substantially higher than their 249 

corresponding contributions to symptomatic transmission (3.77%, and 26.55%, respectively). To 250 

further understand possible age-dependent vaccination strategies, a simulation of seven 251 

scenarios was conducted to assess the percentage decline in different age groups if one age 252 
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group were to achieve 100% immunity by vaccinations (Figure S6). The results suggested that 253 

vaccinations targeting age groups above 30 years are likely to be more effective at the 254 

population level, with the most percentage decline of cases from the entire population 255 

achieved by targeting the 50-60 years old group. Meanwhile, vaccinating those younger than 30 256 

years old are more likely to benefit their own age groups. 257 
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Discussion 258 

In our study, we found that asymptomatic cases were over 60% less infectious 259 

compared to symptomatic cases. While great efforts like mass screening and strict contact 260 

tracing were conducted, our results suggested that a large proportion of asymptomatic 261 

infections were still not detected.[43] The burden of asymptomatic transmission was inferior in 262 

the early outbreak but could become higher with the continuous spread of COVID-19. Under 263 

strained resources, age-specific prevention and control strategies aimed at the middle age 264 

population may return greater population-level benefits. 265 

 266 

Current evidence suggests that asymptomatic COVID-19 cases are generally less 267 

infectious[13] than cases with symptoms. We found that this difference may partially be 268 

explained by patient age. Age may directly impact COVID-19 transmission through virus 269 

shedding patterns[14] as discussed in previous studies.[44] Symptoms are commonly mild in 270 

children[45] but severe in the elderly.[46] While still debatable,[47] higher severity has been 271 

associated with increased shedding of the virus.[48] In our study, symptomatic and 272 

asymptomatic cases were most infectious in individuals 60 years old or older. In contrary to the 273 

monotonic increasing association between age and transmission in symptomatic cases, there 274 

was a plateau of a low degree of transmission in young asymptomatic infections. We suspect 275 

older adults are not only the most vulnerable to succumb to COVID-19 but also may be more 276 

likely to transmit once infected, regardless of symptom status. Interventions attempting to 277 

suppress asymptomatic transmission, such as mask-wearing, should primarily focus on older 278 

adults if interventions to the whole community are not feasible. 279 
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 280 

Similar to previous studies, our results suggest a small proportion of asymptomatic 281 

cases have been detected since the start of the COVID-19 pandemic in our setting.[49–51] 282 

Symptom-based screening has limited capability in asymptomatic case detection,[6] while mass 283 

pathogen or immunological-based testing at the population-level consumes tremendous health 284 

resources, and thus is not feasible in most settings. Considering these challenges, 285 

age-dependent screening strategies may be more practical. We found that the highest number 286 

of undetected asymptomatic cases was among young adults aged 20 to 30 years old (Table S7) 287 

and the corresponding transmission contribution was significantly higher than that of 288 

symptomatic case (Figure 5B). Young people were less likely to adhere to social distancing 289 

guidelines,[52] often had mild symptoms or were asymptomatic after infection,[53] and were 290 

not prioritized in prevention and controlling strategies.[54] Meanwhile, younger asymptomatic 291 

patients were also more likely to have normal CAT scan findings, which may further complicate 292 

case detection.[11] Case detection of asymptomatic COVID-19 cases based on current control 293 

strategies implemented in this study is alarming. 294 

 295 

Based on the estimated transmission contributions from symptomatic and 296 

asymptomatic infections, roughly 13% of infections were associated with asymptomatic 297 

transmission and that percentage continuously increased with a prolonged period. The overall 298 

burden of transmission was mainly contributed by symptomatic cases at the beginning of the 299 

epidemic, but asymptomatic infections appeared to have increasing percentages of subsequent 300 

cases later on. Additional simulations suggested that the transmission burden could even be 301 
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dominated by asymptomatic transmissions under certain circumstances (Figure S5). Therefore, 302 

the spreading potential of asymptomatic cases cannot be ignored, especially in the later stages 303 

of the epidemic and in regions where social distancing has not been mandated. Meanwhile, 304 

potential differences in transmission burden by age groups, as shown in Figure 5 and S6, 305 

supports prioritizing age-dependent prevention and control strategies when facing strained 306 

resources. As the larger contributor to the transmission of COVID-19, the older age population 307 

is not only a highly vulnerable group but should also be the primary target for prevention 308 

strategies. Vaccine Strategies prioritizing the population between 30-60 years old are likely to 309 

have the most population-level benefits. 310 

 311 

There are several limitations in this study. First, data collection likely missed potential 312 

cases of the epidemic, despite intensified efforts devoted by the local investigation team to 313 

trace contacts. Due to this, we introduced a compartment in our model (��
� ) to adjust for poor 314 

case ascertainment and missing cases. Second, transmissibility and susceptibility were two 315 

factors related to symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission estimation and can be difficult 316 

to capture simultaneously. We used the susceptibility estimates from a previous study[21] as 317 

priors in our model to account for this parameter identification problem. Third, the contact 318 

survey data we used in our model were obtained in Shanghai, a city adjacent to Zhejiang 319 

province. Although the two regions share a similar culture and modes of social activities, there 320 

were potential uncertainties associated with the discrepancies in contact matrices. To address 321 

this limitation, we introduced a correction parameter in our model, so these uncertainties were 322 

partially adjusted for in the analyses.  323 
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 324 

In summary, our results suggest individual-level transmissibility of COVID-19 increases 325 

with patient age, therefore targeting older age groups with prevention and intervention 326 

strategies is expected to be more efficient. While asymptomatic cases are difficult to trace, the 327 

burden of asymptomatic transmission is still sizable and should not be ignored. The results from 328 

our study can be used to inform policy decisions on pandemic control and safe reopening.329 
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Tables and Figures 471 

Table 1. The definitions of compartments. 472 

Figure 1. Compartmental model for SARS-CoV-2 transmission, where “�” represents another age 473 
group different from “�” for the compartments. 474 

Figure 2. (A) The estimated transmissibility and 95% credible intervals for each age group; (B) 475 
The ratios of asymptomatic transmissibility to symptomatic transmissibility for seven age 476 
groups. 477 

Figure 3. The proportion of asymptomatic infections and unconfirmed asymptomatic infections 478 
until February 22nd, 2020 for seven age groups. 479 

Figure 4. The estimated dynamics of the epidemic and the transmission burdens from 480 
symptomatic and asymptomatic cases. (A): The estimated numbers of daily new transmissions 481 
with 95% credible intervals and the observed numbers of daily reported new confirmed cases 482 
from January 7th to February 21st, 2020; (B) The observed numbers of daily reported new 483 
confirmed symptomatic (���) and asymptomatic cases (���) and the estimated numbers of 484 
daily new cases that failed to be detected (��) with 95% credible intervals; (C): The estimated 485 
numbers of infected individuals caused by symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission over 486 
time, with 95% credible intervals; (D): Corresponding proportions of symptomatic and 487 
asymptomatic transmissions over different time periods.  488 

Figure 5. The burden of transmission caused by different ages. (A) The estimated (contribution) 489 
ratios of new transmissions from different ages over different time periods; (B) The estimated 490 
(contribution) ratios of symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission from different ages. The 491 
contribution ratio of each age group is calculated by the proportion of the transmissions caused 492 
by the corresponding age group to the number of all transmissions in each transmission type, 493 
from January 7th to February 1st, 2020. 494 
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Table 1. The definitions of compartments 496 

Compartments Meaning 

�
�  Represents the individuals who are susceptible to the infectious disease. 

�
�  

Represents the individuals who are exposed to the infectious disease but are 

not infectious. The individuals of � would transfer to ���  or ��  with 

proportion ��
�  and ��

�  for different ages after latent period �. 

���
�  

Represents the symptomatic infectious individuals before symptom onset, 

which would transfer to ��
�
 after the period of pre-symptomatic transmission 

��. 

��
�  

Represents the symptomatic infectious individuals after symptom onset, which 

would transfer to ���
�  after the period of symptomatic transmission ��

� . 

��
�  

Represents the asymptomatic infectious individuals, which would transfer to 

���
�  (confirmed by testing after ��

�  days for different ages) or ��
�  

(self-recovered after �� days) eventually. 

���
� , ���

�  and ��
�  

Represents the individuals assumed to be noninfectious and immune to the 

disease in the first wave of Zhejiang epidemic (roughly two months). 
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Figure 1. Compartmental model for SARS-CoV-2 transmission, where “�” represents another age 498 
group different from “�” for the compartments. 499 
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Figure 2. (A) The estimated transmissibility and 95% credible intervals for each age group; (B) 501 
The ratios of asymptomatic transmissibility to symptomatic transmissibility for seven age 502 
groups. 503 

 504 
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Figure 3. The proportion of asymptomatic infections and unconfirmed asymptomatic   505 
infections until February 22nd, 2020 for seven age groups. The estimated proportions of 506 
asymptomatic cases, the proportions of cases that failed to be detected among asymptomatic 507 
infections (unconfirmed proportions), and the observed proportions of asymptomatic cases are 508 

defined as: 
��
�

���

�

�
�
� 
���

� 
���
�

, 
��
�

�
�
� 
���

�
, and 

���
�

���
� 
���

�
, respectively. The 95% credible intervals for the 509 

estimated proportions of asymptomatic cases are shown for each age group. 510 
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Figure 4. The estimated dynamics of the epidemic and the transmission burdens from 512 
symptomatic and asymptomatic cases. (A): The estimated numbers of daily new transmissions 513 
with 95% credible intervals and the observed numbers of daily reported new confirmed cases 514 
from January 7th to February 21st, 2020; (B) The observed numbers of daily reported new 515 
confirmed symptomatic (���) and asymptomatic cases (���) and the estimated numbers of 516 
daily new cases that failed to be detected (��) with 95% credible intervals; (C): The estimated 517 
numbers of infected individuals caused by symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission over 518 
time, with 95% credible intervals; (D): Corresponding proportions of symptomatic and 519 
asymptomatic transmissions over different time periods.  520 
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Figure 5. The burden of transmission caused by different ages. (A) The estimated (contribution) 522 
ratios of new transmissions from different ages over different time periods; (B) The estimated 523 
(contribution) ratios of symptomatic and asymptomatic transmission from different ages. The 524 
contribution ratio of each age group is calculated by the proportion of the transmissions caused 525 
by the corresponding age group to the number of all transmissions in each transmission type, 526 
from January 7th to February 1st, 2020. 527 
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