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21  Abstract

22  Nasally inoculated influenza cases reported milder symptoms and shed lower viral
23 RNA load in exhaled breath aerosols (EBA) than people with classic influenza-like
24 illness including fever, in a previous study. Whether nasally inoculated influenza is
25  representative of mild natural influenza infection, the majority of natural infections, is
26 unknown. Here, we extend our previous analyses to include a broader range of

27  community-acquired influenza cases. Previously, we reported on two groups: (A)

28  volunteers intranasally inoculated with a dose of 5.5 l0g;oTCIDs of influenza

29  A/Wisconsin/67/2005 (H3N2) and (B) cases with cough and sore throat plus fever or
30  apositive rapid antigen test recruited on a college campus in the same year (2013).
31  Here we added two additional groups from a later study: (C) cases from a 2017-2019
32 surveillance cohort of college dormitory residents and their contacts, and (D) cases
33 recruited from a university health center in 2019. All cases had an influenza A(H3)
34 infection. Using a Gesundheit-11 sampler, we collected 30-minute EBA samples.

35  Community-acquired cases from the surveillance cohort (C) shed more EBA viral

36  RNA and were more symptomatic than the nasally inoculated cases (A) but shed less
37  viral RNA than the natural cases that were selected for symptoms (B) in 2013, but not
38 (D) recruited in 2019. Despite sharing a similar symptomatic profile with the 2013
39  selected natural cases (B), the 2019 community-acquired cases (D) recruited post-
40 infection showed a lower fine aerosol viral RNA load. Nasal inoculation of influenza
41  virus did not reproduce EBA viral RNA shedding or symptoms observed in mild

42  natural infection. Circulating strains of influenza A(H3) may differ, year-to-year in

43  the extent to which symptomatic cases shed virus into fine aerosols. New models,
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44 including possibly aerosol inoculation, are needed to study viral aerosol shedding

45  from the human respiratory tract.
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46  Author Summary

47  In this study, we compared influenza A (H3) viral aerosol shedding in the exhaled

48  breath of four different groups of influenza cases: (A) volunteers given the influenza
49  virus intranasally, naturally infected (B) college community members with classic

50 influenza-like illness including fever recruited in 2013, (C) dormitory residents

51  undergoing active surveillance, and (D) patients from a university health center

52  recruited in 2019. We found that mild symptomatic cases among healthy college

53  students (C) released more viral RNA in their exhaled breath than those nasally

54 inoculated with influenza virus (A). We also observed that more symptomatic and

55  medically attended cases from different flu seasons (B and D), although reporting

56  similar symptom severity, shed different levels of viral RNA in their exhaled breath.
57  Our findings indicate that influenza viral aerosol shedding varies from season to

58  season. Most volunteers nasally inoculated at a high virus dose did not shed

59  detectable viral RNA in their exhaled breath or show symptoms, suggesting that nasal
60 inoculation may not accurately mimic natural infection. Our results highlight the need

61  for improved models to study the spread of influenza virus in aerosol forms.
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62 I ntr oduction

63  Seasonal influenza virus infections impose a tremendous health burden (1-4). In the
64  United States alone, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention estimated that

65 influenza-related deaths ranged from 12,000 to 52,000 per season from 2010 to 2020,
66  with between 140,000 and 710,000 hospitalizations per season (5). Among the

67  influenza strains, A(H3N2) viruses often result in more severe disease burdens in

68 terms of morbidity and mortality compared to other strains, such as A(HLN1) and B
69  viruses (2).

70

71  Existing research demonstrates the major role of aerosol inhalation in influenza

72 transmission (6,7). One study estimated that approximately half of influenza

73 transmissions in households occur via inhalation of aerosols (6). Experimental

74 influenza cases infected via intranasal inoculation of viruses typically shed lower

75  levels of fine and coarse EBA than naturally-infected symptomatic influenza cases
76  (7,8), and experience milder symptoms compared to those infected naturally (8,9) or
77  viaaerosol inoculation (10). Influenza A viral shedding quantity typically aligns with
78  the progression of clinical symptoms over the course of the disease (8,11). For

79  instance, the peaks of EBA viral shedding and symptom scores were observed on day
80  one post symptom onset for selected natural cases and on the third day post-

81 inoculation for experimental cases (8).

82

83  Prior research comparing viral shedding between natural and intranasally inoculated

84  influenza cases has primarily focused on naturally infected cases presenting with
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85  acute respiratory illness, a fever or a positive rapid antigen test (8,9). This tendency to
86  recruit symptomatic cases from the population for aerosol shedding studies led to a
87  lack of data on those with mild or asymptomatic influenza viral infection.
88  Additionally, there has been limited comparative research on EBA viral shedding
89 trajectories for both natural cases unselected for symptoms and experimental nasal
90 inoculated cases. Despite observations that experimentally infected cases shed less
91 virus in EBA than naturally infected cases, there is a lack of overlap in symptom
92  severity between the two groups, with the experimentally infected cases mostly
93  presenting with mild illness or asymptomatically (8). The observed relationship
94  between symptom severity and exhaled breath viral shedding was potentially
95  confounded by the distinct populations under study, one being naturally infected and
96  the other infected via nasal inoculation.
97
98  This study sought to address these limitations by broadening the scope of prior
99 analyses. We included unselected community-acquired influenza cases from a
100  surveillance cohort of college dormitory residents and their contacts. This group was
101  defined as “unselected” due to being enrolled and followed up for cold or flu-like
102  symptoms regularly, with validated incentives for consistent responses (12). We also
103  included cases recruited post infections from a university health center, who generally
104  presented with more symptoms. We compared these two groups with volunteers
105 intranasally inoculated with influenza A/Wisconsin/67/2005(H3N2) as well as
106  selected naturally infected influenza cases with cough and sore throat plus fever or a

107  positive rapid antigen test recruited in 2013 that were reported previously (8). Our
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108  aim was to examine the EBA viral shedding in an unselected sample of community-
109 acquired influenza cases and compare the EBA viral RNA loads and their trajectories

110  between nasally inoculated cases and different community-acquired influenza cases.

111
112 Results
113 Characteristics of the study population

114  This study included a total of 143 participants infected with influenza A(H3), with 36
115  nasally inoculated with influenza A/Wisconsin/67/2005(H3N2) (Group A), 83

116  selected symptomatic cases with fever or positive antigen test recruited in 2013

117  (Group B), 17 unselected cases recruited from the surveillance dorm resident cohort
118  (Group C), and 7 symptomatic cases recruited from a university health center (UHC)
119  in 2019 (Group D) (Figure 1). Group A had the most participants over 25 years of age
120  (mean age: 30.1 years), while the other three groups predominantly consisted of

121  younger adults, aged 18 to 25 years. A higher proportion of females was found in
122 Groups B (57%) and C (65%) compared to Groups A (31%) and D (29%) (Table 1
123  and Supplementary Table 1).

124

125  Table 1. Characteristics of the study population

A: Nasal B: C: D: All
Inoculation = Symptoma = Surveillan = Symptomat participa
with tic with ce cohort  ic, seeking nts
influenza T>37.8°C  withany medical
A/Wisconsin = or positive = symptoms care
167/2005 antigen and
test positive

PCR

Number of 36 83 17 7 143
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participants

Influenza
Season,
N(%)
2012-2013 36 (100) 83 (100) 0 (0) 0 (0) 119 (83)
2016-2017 0 (0) 0 (0) 3 (18) 0 (0) 3(2)
2017-2018 0 (0) 0 (0) 4 (24) 0 (0) 4 (3)
2018-2019 0 (0) 0 (0) 10 (59) 7 (100) 17 (12)
Female, 11 (31) 47 (57) 11 (65) 2 (29) 71 (50)
N (%)
Age, 301+72 223+76 193x09 2014 238+
mean + SD 7.8
Age group,
N(%)
<18 0 (0) 2 (2) 0 (0) 0 (0) 2 (1)
18-25 11 (31) 73 (88) 17 (100) 7 (100) 108 (76)
>25 25 (69) 8 (10) 0 (0) 0 (0) 33 (23)
With fever > 1(3) 17 (20) 2 (12) 1(14) 21 (15)
37.9°C,
N (%)?
Coughs per 2+6 27 £33 13+18 15+21 19+29
30 min, (0-35) (0-265) (0-66) (0-60) (0-265)
mean+ SD
(range)”
Temperature 36.6+06  37.3x06 373+x08 37.6+0.7 37.2
©. 0.7
mean + SD°
Median 1 7 6 5 5
upper (0-3) (5-9) 4-7 (3.5-6.5) (3-8)
respiratory
symptoms
(IQR)’
Median 0 3 3 2 2
lower 0-0) (2-4) (2-3) (2-4.5) 1-4)
respiratory
symptoms
(IQR)
Median 0 5 3 6 4
systemic 0-1) 4-7 (1-6) (4-7.5) (1-6.5)
symptoms
(IQR)
126  a. Fever at the time of breath sample collection. Tympanic temperature was
127 measured for Group A and oral temperature was measured for Groups B, C, and
128 D. One subject in Group C did not have body temperature measured.
129  b. Cough counts were missing for 4 observations in Group A, 3 observations in
130 Group B, and 3 observations in Group C.
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131 c¢. Temperature was missing for 1 observation in each of Groups A, B, and C.
132  d. Upper respiratory symptoms (range 0-15): runny nose, stuffy nose, sneezing, sore

133 throat, and earache symptom scores; lower respiratory symptoms (range 0-6):

134 shortness of breath and cough; systemic symptoms (range 0-9): malaise, headache,
135 and muscle/join ache.

136

137  As previously reported (8), Group A had very mild or non-existent symptoms. This
138  group had the lowest median score for all the three symptoms — upper respiratory
139  symptoms, lower respiratory symptoms, and systemic symptoms. They also had the
140  lowest incidence of febrile cases (3%) and a reduced frequency of coughs at the time
141  of sampling. Group C, the unselected community-acquired cases from the

142  surveillance cohort, demonstrated a medium level of symptom severity across the
143  groups. Specifically, we found a significant difference among the three community-
144 acquired infection groups in terms of their systemic symptoms and a borderline

145  significant difference for upper respiratory symptoms (Supplementary Table 1).
146 Group C had significantly lower upper respiratory and systematic symptom scores
147  than Group B. For Group B and D, the symptom distribution, as well as other

148  characteristics reported, did not demonstrate substantial differences (Table 1,

149  Supplementary Table 1, and Supplementary Figure 1).

150

151 Positive detection rates and geometric means of EBA viral shedding

152  Group A demonstrated a significantly lower rates of positive detection for both coarse
153 and fine EBA, in terms of the number of positive samples and positive cases, than
154 Group B and D. Group C had a slightly higher proportion of positive cases and

155  samples than Group A, although the differences were not significant.
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156

157  There was no significant difference between Groups B and D in the proportions of
158  positive cases and positive EBA samples. When comparing to Group C, we only
159  found significant difference in the rates of positive cases and samples for fine EBA
160  between Groups B and C (Table 2).

161

162  Table 2. Viral shedding into exhaled breath aerosols

B: CI:I
" .. Surveillance D:
A: Nasal Inoculation Sym\[;)\}i?rl’]n atic cohort with ~ Symptomatic,
with influenza T>37.8°C or any seeking
A/Wisconsin/67/2005 pos.i tive symptoms medical care
antigen test and positive
PCR
Year 2013 2013 2017-2019 2019
EBA Coarse Fine  Coarse Fine Coarse Fine Coarse Fine
Cases 36 36 83 83 17 17 7 7
Samples 64 64 143 143 21 21 7 7
No. of
positive 43 71 8 6
cases 6 (17) 11 (31) (52)  (86) 5(29) @7) 4 (57) (86)
(%)
No. of
positive 64 110 8 6
samples () 1422 g5y 77y SR (55 40T (g
(%)

163
164  Figure 2 shows geometric mean viral RNA copy numbers measured in aerosols

165  collected per 30-mimute sampling period. In this analysis without controlling for

166  confounders, Group A had a significantly lower geometric mean viral RNA copy

167  numbers in both fine and coarse EBA, relative to the other three groups (Figure 2).
168  Group B presented a significantly higher geometric mean viral RNA copy numbers in

169  fine, but not in coarse EBA, compared to Group C and D. Both Group C and D

10
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170  displayed intermediate levels of fine EBA viral RNA load, although D had a higher
171 value than C.

172

173 Temporal Patterns of Symptoms and EBA Viral RNA Shedding

174  For Groups B, C, and D, symptom scores peaked on the first day following symptom
175  onset, with the exception of upper respiratory symptom scores in Group C, which
176  fluctuated post-onset. For Group A, all symptom scores reached their peak on the
177  third day post-inoculation. Based on the observed trajectories, we estimate an

178 incubation period of two days for Group A (Figure 3).

179

180  The trajectories of EBA viral RNA shedding mirrored those of the symptom scores,
181  with the exception of Group C. For this group, the EBA shedding trajectory followed
182  the symptom trajectory for the initial two days, but then increased on the third day
183  post-symptom onset (Figure 4).

184

185 Modeling Group Effects on EBA Viral RNA Shedding

186  In models controlling for potential confounding variables and effect modifiers (age,
187  sex, and study days), Group A continued to present a significantly lower viral RNA
188 load in both aerosol fractions. The ratio of viral RNA shedding of Group A to that of
189  Group C was the lowest, with a value of 3.3x102 (95%ClI: 1.1x107%, 0.99) for fine
190  aerosol and 9.5 x 10 (95%Cl: 4.4 x 10°®, 0.21) for coarse aerosol. Group B, on the

191  other hand, had a significantly higher viral RNA load in both aerosols compared to

11
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192  Group C, with the ratio as 2.2x10° (95%Cl: 1.7x107, 2.8x10") for fine and 88

193 (95%ClI: 1.6, 4.8x10°) for coarse aerosols. There was no significant difference

194  between Group C and Group D in terms of viral RNA load in both EBA size fractions
195  (Figure 5 and Supplementary Table 2). Contrast analysis revealed that Group B had a
196  significantly higher viral load in fine aerosols than Group D, although no significant
197  difference was found for coarse aerosols (Supplementary Table 3).

198

199  Regarding shedding trajectories over time, no significant difference was observed
200  between Group C and the rest of the groups concerning the dynamics of EBA viral
201  RNA shedding by study days (Supplementary Table 4).

202

203 Discussion

204 This study provides a unique comparison of EBA viral shedding pattern among

205 influenza A/H3 infected individuals in distinct groups: nasally inoculated cases,

206  unselected community-acquired cases from a surveillance cohort, and selected natural
207  cases from different influenza seasons. We found previously that selected natural

208  cases shed higher viral load in EBAs and were more symptomatic than experimental
209  cases (8). This study further adds that unselected community-acquired cases,

210  representing a wider spectrum of symptom severity, shed more viral RNA in their
211  exhaled breath aerosols and were more symptomatic than the experimental, nasally
212  inoculated cases as well, but on average shed less viral RNA than the selected natural
213  cases that were more symptomatic and from different influenza season.

214

12
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215  Those inoculated nasally with a high dose of influenza virus A/Wisconsin/67/2005
216  strain had a high percentage of people who did not have detectable level of viral RNA
217  load in their exhaled breath aerosols or have any symptoms, despite shedding

218  substantial virus into nasopharyngeal swabs. This indicates that nasal inoculation with
219 this strain may not provide a robust model for understanding EBA viral shedding

220  patterns or the range of symptom severity typical in natural influenza virus infections.
221  Given the major role of aerosol inhalation in influenza transmission (6,7), inoculation
222  via aerosol inhalation might offer a more representative model for mimicking natural
223 influenza infections (13). Previous studies showed that inhalation of various strains of
224 influenza viruses led to fevers in human subjects, a response rarely seen with

225 intranasal instillation (14). Also, animal studies have demonstrated that aerosol

226  inhalation of recombinant influenza viruses results in a more efficient infection of the
227  lower respiratory tract and faster viral replication compared to intranasal inoculation
228  (15). This might explain the lower viral load found in the exhaled breath aerosols of
229 individuals inoculated intranasally, as opposed to those infected naturally.

230

231  Of note, despite sharing a similar characteristic and symptomatic profile, the two

232  groups of medically attended cases from different years (Groups B and D) exhaled
233  statistically different fine aerosol viral RNA loads. The discrepancy in the

234 relationship between viral shedding and symptoms could be related to year-to-year
235  differences in circulating strains of influenza A(H3). The elevated viral load in fine
236  aerosols observed in participants from the 2012-2013 influenza season might, in part,

237  explain the heavier influenza burden during that season compared to the 2018-2019

13
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238 influenza season in the United States (5). This discovery underscores the importance
239  of monitoring influenza virus strains, even within the same influenza A(H3) subtype,
240  to better inform public health measures to mitigate the impact of future influenza
241  seasons and protect vulnerable populations more effectively.

242

243  This study had several strengths. We did a unique comparison of EBA viral shedding
244 pattern among influenza A(H3) infected individuals from three sources, allowing us
245  to compare the viral shedding between experimental infections and the full range of
246  ambulatory community-acquired influenza virus infections. Including participants
247  from different years also allowed us to explore the difference between different

248  strains of influenza A(H3).

249

250  Our research was subject to some limitations. Our study volunteers were all

251 ambulatory; hence the results of this study may not be generalizable to those who are
252  critically ill. We did not have culture results for all the EBA samples, hence we could
253  not directly compare infectious viral load, and potentially the risk of inhalation

254  transmission, among the groups. Despite this, previous work reported a correlation
255  between viral RNA and quantitative culture (7).

256

257  This study reveals that the route of infection and strain difference could contribute to
258  the level of viral aerosol shedding in influenza virus infections. We highlight the need
259  for new models to study viral aerosol shedding from the human respiratory tract. In

260  particular, aerosol inoculation may represent a promising avenue for future research,

14
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261  as this approach could better mimic natural infection process and offer insights into
262  aerosol transmission dynamics. Overall, this study contributes to the broader

263  understanding of viral shedding patterns in EBA and underscores the importance of
264  developing robust models to further our understanding of influenza transmission.

265

266 Materialsand Methods

267 Data sources and sample groups

268  This study used data obtained from three studies. The first two of these studies -

269  Evaluating Modes of Influenza Transmission challenge study (EMIT-1 experimental
270  study) (16), and an observational study of selected acute respiratory illness (ARI)

271  cases (EMIT-1 campus study) (7) - have been previously reported (8). The third study
272  followed uninfected volunteers over an academic year for their ARI occurrence,

273  known as the Prometheus study (12).

274

275 EMIT-1 experimental study

276  This study, initiated in 2013 to investigate questions related to influenza transmission
277  (16), involved volunteers divided into two groups: "Donors" and "Recipients”. The
278  Donors were intranasally inoculated with a dose of 5.5 log1oTCIDsg influenza

279  A/Wisconsin/67/2005 and subsequently confirmed to have an influenza A infection
280  (H3N2). After inoculation, the Donors were paired with uninfected healthy Recipients
281  in.acommon room to encourage interaction (16). For the purposes of this report, we
282  exclusively included the Donors, representing experimental cases, and have

283  designated them as Group A.

15
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284

285 EMIT-1 campus study

286  The EMIT-1 campus study was conducted at the University of Maryland, College
287  Park (UMD) (7,8). Volunteers presenting symptoms of acute respiratory infections
288  were recruited from December 2012 to March 2013. Those who eventually provided
289  breath samples were within 3 days of symptom onset, and had a positive QuickVue
290 Influenza A + B test (Quidel, San Diego, CA) or were still febrile with an oral

291  temperature of greater than 37.8 °C plus coughing or a sore throat (7,8). In the context
292  of our current study, we incorporated those with a positive nasopharyngeal swab for
293 influenza A/H3NZ2 as confirmed by reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction
294  (RT-PCR). This group, representing the severe spectrum of symptoms, was classified
295  as Group C.

296

297  Prometheus study

298  The Prometheus study was also conducted at the UMD community (12). From 2017
299  to 2020, students and staff from UMD were actively recruited and monitored for the
300 occurrence of acute respiratory infections during each academic year. VVolunteers
301  were instructed to report to the study team immediately upon developing cold or flu-
302  like symptoms. The identified volunteers and their close contacts were then invited to
303  aresearch clinic to provide samples for further examination. For the 2018-2019 flu
304  season, additional volunteers were recruited from the university health center,

305 typically presenting with more severe symptoms than those recruited from the

306  surveillance cohort. For this study, we included individuals with confirmed influenza
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307 A via mid-turbinate or nasal and/or throat swabs, as identified by a TagMan® Array
308  Card (Thermo Fisher, Waltham, MA, USA). Participants from the community,

309 generally presenting with very mild symptoms, were assigned to Group B1, while
310  those recruited from the university health center were classified as Group B2.

311

312 Sample Collection

313  For all these studies, volunteers with confirmed viral infections were invited to

314  provide 30-minute EBA samples using a Gesundheit-11 sampler (17). They were
315  allowed to breathe normally and cough spontaneously during the collection. After
316  collection, EBA samples were categorized by size into two fractions: fine aerosols
317  (diameter <5 um) and coarse aerosols (>5 um). Viral RNA was extracted from both

318 fine and coarse aerosol samples and quantified using real-time RT-PCR.

319 Satistical analyses

320 In our statistical analysis, we included only EBA samples on which day their nasal
321  and/or throat swabs were positive.

322

323  Descriptive analysis was carried out for the four comparison groups (A, B1, B2, and
324  C). We compared the four groups and the three natural infection groups using

325  Kruskal-Wallis test for the continuous variables and Fisher’s exact test for the

326  categorical variables. We also did pair-wise comparison among the three natural
327  infection groups, using T-test for the continuous variables and Fisher’s exact test or

328  Chi-square test for the categorical variables.
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329

330  To visualize change over time, we plotted the EBA viral RNA loads as well as

331  symptom scores by study day for the four groups separately. The study day was

332  defined as days post symptom onset for Group B1, B2, and C and days post

333 inoculation for Group A, as most of the experimental cases were asymptomatic or not
334  sampled on the days after symptom onset. We then identified the incubation period (1)
335  for Group A by comparing the peak of symptom scores in Group A and the other

336  three groups.

337

338  Linear mixed effect models with censored responses (R package ‘Imec’, version 1.0
339  (18)) were used to calculate the geometric means (GM) of the EBA viral RNA load
340  for the four comparison groups. These models accounted for the censored outcome
341  variable (i.e., viral RNA load below limit of detection) as well as nested random

342  effects of individuals and samples within the same individuals. We also used the Imec
343  model to estimate the group effect on EBA viral shedding (Model I) and the shedding
344 over time (Model Il), controlling for potential confounders and effect modifiers. For
345  Model |, age, sex, and study day (defined as day post symptom onset for Group Bl1,
346 B2, and C, and day post inoculation minus I for Group C) were included into the

347  models as potential confounders. Then the product terms of each of these three

348  variables and the group variable were included for further interaction assessment. The
349  Dbest models were selected based on Akaike Information Criterion (AIC). For Model
350 I, we forced the interaction terms of group and study day into the model along with

351  age and sex, and then further selected the final model based on AIC.
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352
353  We conducted all analyses in R version 4.2.3 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing,
354  Vienna, Austria) and RStudio.
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444  Figure 2. Geometric means of EBA viral shedding for the four groups

445  GM, geometric means; GSD, geometric standard deviation. Group A: Nasal

446  Inoculation with influenza A/Wisconsin/67/2005; Group B: Symptomatic with

447  T>37.8°C or positive antigen test; Group C: Surveillance cohort with any symptoms
448  and positive PCR; Group D: Symptomatic, seeking medical care. The GM and GSD
449  were computed for all the samples using linear mixed-effects models for censored
450  responses (R Project package “Imec”). These models accounted for the censored
451  outcome variable as well as nested random effects of individuals and samples within

452  the same individuals.
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454 Population ~ Group A ~ Group B = Group C -~ Group D
455  Figure 3. Trajectories of symptom scores over study days

456  Group A: Nasal Inoculation with influenza A/Wisconsin/67/2005; Group B:

457  Symptomatic with T>37.8°C or positive antigen test; Group C: Surveillance cohort
458  with any symptoms and positive PCR; Group D: Symptomatic, seeking medical care.
459  Study day was defined as day post symptom onset for Group B, C, and D, and day
460  post inoculation for Group A.
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463 Population ~ Group A ~ Group B ~ Group C ~ Group D
464  Figure4. Trajectoriesof EBA viral shedding over study days

465  Group A: Nasal Inoculation with influenza A/Wisconsin/67/2005; Group B:

466  Symptomatic with T>37.8°C or positive antigen test; Group C: Surveillance cohort
467  with any symptoms and positive PCR; Group D: Symptomatic, seeking medical care.
468  Study day was defined as day post symptom onset for Group B, C, and D, and day
469  post inoculation for Group A.

470
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474  Figureb. Theratio of viral shedding in EBA of selected and inoculated casesto
475  shedding by unselected cases (Group B1), controlling for age, sex, and study

476  days

477  Group A: Nasal Inoculation with influenza A/Wisconsin/67/2005; Group B:

478  Symptomatic with T>37.8°C or positive antigen test; Group C: Surveillance cohort
479  with any symptoms and positive PCR; Group D: Symptomatic, seeking medical care.
480  We included only those samples whose study day was not missing (three C and one D
481  cases were excluded due to not having symptom onset date on file or having no

482  symptoms over the course of the follow-up period). We used linear mixed-effects
483  models for censored responses (R Project package “Imec”) to estimate the ratio of
484  viral shedding in EBA of Group A/B/D to Group C. These models accounted for the

485  censored outcome variable as well as nested random effects of individuals and
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486  samples within the same individuals. The best models were selected based on Akaike
487  Information Criterion (AIC).
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544  Supplementary Tables
545  Supplementary Table 1. Group comparisonsfor the Characteristics of the study

546  population

4-group 3-group
comparison® comparison Cvs. D", Bvs.C, | Bvs.D,
(A B, C,D), (B, C, D), p p p
Y p
Flu season <0.001 <0.001 0.222 <0.001 <0.001
Female 0.02 0.293 0.182 0.73 0.239
Age <0.001 0.008 0.159 <0.001 0.433
Age group <0.001 0.695 1 0.549 1
With fever >
0.056 0.896 1 0.73 1
37.9°C
Coughs per 30
<0.001 0.042 0.826 0.08 0.338
min
Temperature
<0.001 0.14 0.32 0.711 0.256
(©)
Upper
respiratory <0.001 0.061 0.87 0.028 0.139
symptoms
Lower
respiratory <0.001 0.403 0.498 0.146 0.939
symptoms
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Systemic
<0.001 0.004 0.08 <0.001 0.957
symptoms

547 a. Four-group and three-group comparison: Kruskal-Wallis test for the continuous
548 variables and Fisher’s exact test for the categorical variables
549 b. Two-group comparison: T-test for the continuous variables and Fisher’s exact test

550 or Chi-square test for the categorical variables.
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551  Supplementary Table 2. The effect of group (ref = Group C) on EBA viral RNA

552  shedding®”.

Variables Fine EBA Coarse EBA
A 0.033 (0.0011, 0.99) 0.00095 (4.4e-06, 0.21)
Group®(Ref=C) B 2200 (170, 28000) 88 (1.6, 4800)
D 2.8 (0.048, 160) 3.9 (0.0072, 2100)
Study Day®
0.27 (0.14, 0.52) 0.19 (0.079, 0.46)
(DPS/DPI-2)
Age 1.1(0.95,1.2) 1.1(0.94, 1.3)
Sex 8.2 (1.8, 36) 6.4 (0.65, 62)

553  a. Group A: Nasal Inoculation with influenza A/Wisconsin/67/2005; Group B:

554  Symptomatic with T>37.8°C or positive antigen test; Group C: Surveillance cohort
555  with any symptoms and positive PCR; Group D: Symptomatic, seeking medical care.
556  b. We used linear mixed-effects models for censored responses (R Project package
557  “Imec”) to estimate the ratio of viral shedding in EBA of Group A/B/D to Group C.
558  These models accounted for the censored outcome variable as well as nested random
559  effects of individuals and samples within the same individuals. The best models were
560 selected based on Akaike Information Criterion (AIC).

561 c. Study Day was defined as day post symptom onset for Group B, C, and D, and day
562  post inoculation minus two days for Group A. We included only those samples whose
563  study day was not missing (three C and one D cases were excluded due to not having
564  symptom onset date on file or having no symptoms over the course of the follow-up

565  period).
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Supplementary Table 3. Contrast analysis on therelative effect of selected and

inoculated cases”
Fine EBA Coarse EBA
Contrast | Standard Contrast | Standard
p-value p-value
coefficient error coefficient error
Group A
43X
vs. Group -11 1.2 <0.001 -11 1.9
107
B
Group A
vs. Group -4.4 2 0.025 -8.3 3.1 0.007
D
Group D
vs. Group -6.7 1.7 0.00012 -3.1 2.7 0.24
B

a. Group A: Nasal Inoculation with influenza A/Wisconsin/67/2005; Group B:

Symptomatic with T>37.8°C or positive antigen test; Group D: Symptomatic, seeking

medical care.
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Supplementary Table 4. The effect of group (ref = Group C) on EBA viral RNA

shedding over study day®"°

Variables Fine EBA Coarse EBA
A 0.0052 (1.7e-05, 1.6) 3.7 (4.6e-05, 310000)
Group
B 1200 (4.9, 280000) 720000 (13, 4e+10)
(Ref=C)
D 0.25 (4.5e-06, 14000) 11000 (0.00017, 6.5e+11)
Study Day (DPS/DPI-
0.13 (0.0098, 1.8) 10 (0.11, 910)
2)
Age 1.1 (0.95, 1.2) 1.1 (0.96, 1.3)
Sex 8.5 (1.9, 38) 4.7 (0.49, 45)
Group A x Study Day 10 (0.51, 210) 0.019 (0.00011, 3.4)

Group B x Study Day

1.5 (0.096, 22)

0.012 (0.00012, 1.2)

Group D x Study Day

4.7 (0.0035, 6300)

0.027 (3.7e-07, 1900)

a. Group A: Nasal Inoculation with influenza A/Wisconsin/67/2005; Group B:

Symptomatic with T>37.8°C or positive antigen test; Group C: Surveillance cohort

with any symptoms and positive PCR; Group D: Symptomatic, seeking medical care.

b. We used linear mixed-effects models for censored responses (R Project package

“Imec”) to model the effect of groups on viral shedding over time. These models

accounted for the censored outcome variable as well as nested random effects of

individuals and samples within the same individuals. The best models were selected

based on Akaike Information Criterion (AIC). None of the interaction terms

demonstrated a significant effect.
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c. Study Day was defined as day post symptom onset for Group B, C, and D, and day
post inoculation minus two days for Group A. We included only those samples whose
study day was not missing (three C and one D cases were excluded due to not having

symptom onset date on file or having no symptoms over the course of the follow-up

period).
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592  Supplementary Figure

Total symptoms Mean 95% ClI Upper resp. symptoms Mean 95% Cl
Group A 26 18,35 Group A 17 12,23
Group B . 16 15,17 Group B 71 66,77
Group C —— n 8.4,14 Group € —— 55 41,69
Group D 14 9.2.19 Group D 5.4 27,82
5 10 15 2 4 6 8
Lower resp. symptoms Mean 95% Cl Systemic symptoms Mean 95% Cl
Group A 0.2 0.094, 0.31 Group A 0.72 0.39, 1
Group B [ 33 3,36 Group B ey 55 5,5.9
Group C —— 26 19,34 Group € ——i 3.1 18,45
Group D 31 14,49 Group D 5.4 2.8,8
o 1 2 3 4 5 2 4 6 8
Body temperature Mean 95% Cl Cough count Mean 95% CI
Group A 36.6 36.5, 36.8 Group A 1.5 -0.14,3.2
Group B ey 37.4 372,375 Group B 26 20,33
Group C e 37.4 37,37.8 Group C - 14 4.1, 24
Group D 37.6 37,383 Group D 15 48,35
365 370 375 380 0 0 20 30

593

594  Supplementary Figure 1. Mean symptom scor es, body temper atur es, and cough
595  countsacrossgroups.

596  Group A: Nasal Inoculation with influenza A/Wisconsin/67/2005; Group B:

597  Symptomatic with T>37.8°C or positive antigen test; Group C: Surveillance cohort
598  with any symptoms and positive PCR; Group D: Symptomatic, seeking medical care.

599
600
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