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Abstract

Background

Generation time, representing the interval between infection events in primary and secondary cases, is
important for understanding disease transmission dynamics including predicting the effective
reproduction number (Rt), which informs public health decisions. While previous estimates of SARS-CoV-
2 generation times have been reported for early Omicron variants, there is a lack of data for subsequent
sub-variants, such as XBB.

Methods

We estimated SARS-CoV-2 generation times using data from the Respiratory Virus Transmission
Network — Sentinel (RVTN-S) household transmission study conducted across seven U.S. sites from
December 2021 to May 2023. The study spanned three Omicron sub-periods dominated by the sub-
variants BA.1/2, BA.4/5, and XBB. We employed a Susceptible-Exposed-Infectious-Recovered (SEIR)
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model with a Bayesian data augmentation method that imputes unobserved infection times of cases to
estimate the generation time.

Findings

The estimated mean generation time for the overall Omicron period was 3.5 days (95% credible interval,
Crl: 3.3-3.7). During the sub-periods, the estimated mean generation times were 3.8 days (95% Crl: 3.4-
4.2) for BA.1/2, 3.5 days (95% Crl: 3.3-3.8) for BA.4/5, and 3.5 days (95% Crl: 3.1-3.9) for XBB.

Interpretation

Our study provides estimates of generation times for the Omicron variant, including the sub-variants
BA.1/2, BA.4/5, and XBB. These up-to-date estimates specifically address the gap in knowledge
regarding these sub-variants and are consistent with earlier studies. They enhance our understanding of
SARS-CoV-2 transmission dynamics by aiding in the prediction of Rt, offering insights for improving
COVID-19 modeling and public health strategies.

Funding

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, and National Center for Advancing Translational Sciences.

Introduction

The generation time is a fundamental epidemiological concept for understanding infectious disease
transmission dynamics and represents the time between beginning of infection events in primary and
secondary cases. Accurate generation time estimation is important for predicting the effective
reproduction number (Rt) [1, 2], which helps inform situational awareness and public health decisions.

Previous estimates of SARS-CoV-2 generation times [3, 4, 5, 6] have been reported using data through
the early SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant period (e.g., sub-variant BA.1). However, there is a lack of
estimates for more recent SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant periods of dominance (e.g., sub-variant XBB),
despite evidence showing that generation times have substantially decreased over the course of the
pandemic, particularly across the Alpha, Delta, and Omicron variants [7]. This trend has corresponded to
substantial increases in population immunity, and the emergence of distinct Omicron sub-variants,
which may have impacted the generation time of SARS-CoV-2 [8].

In this study, we adapted a previously published method [9] to estimate SARS-CoV-2 generation times
using data from more recent SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant periods specifically the sub-variants BA.1/2,
BA.4/5, and XBB.

Methods

Household data

Participants were enrolled in a case-ascertained household transmission study, called the Respiratory
Virus Transmission Network — Sentinel (RVTN-S), from seven sites across the U.S., 2021-2023 [10, 11,

12, 13]. Individuals diagnosed with COVID-19 were enrolled, along with their household contacts, within
7 days of the initial illness onset within the household. Participants were then monitored prospectively
for 10 days, and during this follow-up period participants reported daily symptoms, including fever
(including feeling feverish and chills), cough, sore throat, runny nose, nasal congestion, fatigue (including
feeling run-down), wheezing, trouble breathing (including shortness of breath), chest tightness
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(including chest pain), loss of smell or loss of taste, headache, abdominal pain, diarrhea, vomiting, and
muscle or body aches. Daily nasal swabs were also collected and tested for SARS-CoV-2 via RT-PCR.

Estimating the generation time

We employed a mechanistic Susceptible-Exposed-Infectious-Recovered (SEIR) compartmental model
and used a Bayesian Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) approach for parameter estimation and data
augmentation, as proposed by Hart et al. [9]. The data augmentation MCMC approach, based on the
methodology from a household transmission modeling study by Cauchemez et al. [14], was also applied
in previous studies [15, 16]. We imputed symptom onsets and infection times of cases to estimate both
intrinsic and realized household generation times. The intrinsic generation time assumes no depletion of
susceptible individuals, reflecting infection in the community with an unlimited supply of susceptible
individuals. In contrast, the realized household generation time accounts for a gradual reduction in the
number of susceptible individuals as people are infected within the household setting.

The SEIR model incorporates three infectious compartments: asymptomatic, pre-symptomatic, and
symptomatic stages. After infection, individuals enter a non-infectious exposed phase before
progressing to an infectious state through one of two pathways: either remaining asymptomatic or
developing symptoms following a pre-symptomatic phase. Consequently, transmission can occur before
the onset of symptoms, depending on the length of the incubation period. We assumed the incubation
period had a mean of 2.6 days and a standard deviation (SD) of 1.0 days for the Omicron variant [17].
We also conducted a sensitivity analysis by assuming a longer incubation period with a mean of 4.1 days
and an SD of 2.7 days [3].

We also estimated the overall infectiousness, which describes the expected number of household
transmissions generated by a single symptomatic infected primary case.

We compared estimates for each sub-period to the overall Omicron variant period by calculating the
overlapping index, which measures posterior distribution similarity [18, 19]. Values near 100% indicate
high similarity with minimal differences, while values close to 0% suggest low similarity with significant
differences.

The estimation was performed in R (version 4.3.1) with 1,000,000 MCMC iterations, discarding the initial
20% as burn-in and obtaining posterior distributions by thinning every 100 iterations. Each MCMC chain
took approximately 48 hours to run on a single core of a high-performance computing cluster. The code
for the estimations is available at https://github.com/CDCgov/covid-generation time-us.

Ethics statement
This study was reviewed and approved by the IRB at Vanderbilt University Medical Center (see 45 C.F.R.
part 46.114; 21 C.F.R. part 56.114).
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involved in the design of the household study, and accessing, and verifying the data. The National Center
for Advancing Translational Sciences (NCATS) had no role in the study design, data collection, data
analysis, data interpretation, writing of the report, or the decision to submit the paper for publication.
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112 Results

113 Household data

114  We enrolled 745 households with a single primary case (i.e., only one individual within a household

115 exhibited symptoms on the earliest onset date) with laboratory-confirmed SARS-CoV-2, along with their
116 1,334 household contacts, totaling 2,079 individuals including both primary cases and household

117  contacts. The study period spanned from December 2021 to May 2023, encompassing the period when
118  the Omicron variant predominated in the U.S. This period was further categorized into three sub-periods
119  dominated by the sub-variants BA.1/2 (December 18, 2021 — June 17, 2022), BA.4/5 (June 18, 2022 —
120  January 14, 2023), and XBB (January 15, 2023 — May 1, 2023) [20, 21].

121 Of 2079 participants, all of whom had at least two valid SARS-CoV-2 PCR tests [22], 69.4% tested positive
122 and reported symptoms (symptomatic infected), 8.5% tested positive but never reported symptoms

123 (asymptomatic infected), and 22.1% tested negative (uninfected) regardless of symptoms (Table 1). Over
124  the study period, the proportion who remained uninfected increased from 18.5% during the BA.1/2 sub-
125 period to 29.0% during the XBB sub-period.

Period Number of Symptomatic Asymptomatic Uninfected %
participants infected % (n/N) infected % (n/N)
(households) (n/N)

All Omicron 2079 (745) 69.4% (1443/2079) | 8.5% (177/2079) | 22.1% (459/2079)

BA.1/2 569 (200) 72.9% (415/569) 8.6% (49/569) 18.5% (105/569)

BA.4/5 1090 (389) 69.4% (756/1090) 9.4% (102/1090) | 21.3% (232/1090)

XBB 420 (156) 64.8% (272/420) 6.2% (26/420) 29.0% (122/420)

126 Table 1. Participant symptom and infection status by SARS-CoV-2 variant periods: All Omicron (December 2021 — May 2023),
127 and sub-variants BA.1/2 (December 18, 2021 — June 17, 2022), BA.4/5 (June 18, 2022 — January 14, 2023), and XBB (January 15,
128  2023-May 1, 2023).

129  The generation time for the overall Omicron variant period

130  For the overall Omicron variant period, we found a mean intrinsic generation time of 3.5 days (95%

131  credible interval, Crl: 3.3-3.7) and a mean realized household generation time of 3.0 days (95% Crl: 2.8-
132 3.1) (Figure 1 and Supplemental Table S1). In the sensitivity analysis, assuming the longer incubation
133 period, we found a mean intrinsic generation time of 3.6 days (95% Crl: 3.4-3.9) and a mean realized
134 household generation time of 2.6 days (95% Crl: 2.3-2.9), indicating that the estimates are insensitive to
135  changes in the assumed incubation period.
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137 Figure 1. Posterior distribution of mean intrinsic generation time categorized by SARS-CoV-2 variant periods: Omicron

138 (December 2021 — May 2023), and sub-variants BA.1/2 (December 18, 2021 — June 17, 2022), BA.4/5 (June 18, 2022 — January
139 14, 2023), and XBB (January 15, 2023 — May 1, 2023). The blue violin areas represent the kernel densities. The superimposed box
140 plots show the median values and interquartile ranges. The white dots show the mean values.

141  The generation time for the sub-variant periods

142  The estimates during the sub-periods were similar with more than 40% overlapping to those of the

143 overall Omicron period (Table S1). The mean intrinsic generation time for the BA.1/2 sub-period was
144  slightly longer at 3.8 days (95% Crl: 3.4-4.2). The mean intrinsic generation time for the BA.4/5 and XBB
145  sub-periods was 3.5 days (BA.4/5: 95% Crl: 3.3-3.8; XBB: 95% Crl: 3.1-3.9). The mean realized household
146  generation time for each variant sub-period ranged between 2.9 and 3.1 days (BA.1/2: 3.1 days, 95% Crl:
147  2.9-3.4; BA.4/5: 2.9 days, 95% Crl: 2.7-3.2; XBB: 3.1 days, 95% Crl: 2.8-3.4).

148  The overall infectiousness

149 The overall infectiousness during the overall Omicron period was 2.5 (95% Crl: 2.4-2.7). This means that,
150  on average, each symptomatic primary case was responsible for approximately 2.5 secondary infections
151  within the household. Additionally, we observed a substantial decrease across each sub-period, starting
152  at 2.8 (95% Crl: 2.5-3.2) during the BA.1/2 sub-period, followed by a slight decline to 2.7 (95% Crl: 2.4-
153  2.9) with 61% overlapping during the BA.4/5 sub-period, and then a significant drop to 2.0 (95% Crl: 1.6-
154  2.3) with only 3% overlapping during the XBB sub-period (Supplemental Figure S1).

155 Discussion

156  Our estimated mean intrinsic generation time for the overall Omicron variant period was 3.5 (95% Crl:
157  3.3-3.7) days, which is shorter than the estimates for earlier periods of the Delta (4.7 days, 95% Crl: 4.1-
158  5.6), Alpha (5.5 days, 95% Crl: 4.7-6.5) and wild-type variants (5.9 days, 95% Crl: 5.2-7.0) [16, 9]. Our
159 results align with a previous systematic review and meta-analysis [7] that demonstrated a decrease in
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the generation time (and incubation period) across the Alpha, Delta, and Omicron variants from 2021 to
2023.

This decreasing trend in the generation time may be influenced by a combination of factors. These
factors can both shorten the generation time and lower the overall infectiousness, as observed across
different Omicron sub-variant periods, partly because fewer transmissions occur in the later stages of
the infectious period. These include (1) less infectious infectors due to biological changes in the
pathogen, such as specific virological characteristics of the variants/sub-variants, altered viral shedding
patterns, or reduced viral load that lowers virus transmissibility; (2) less susceptible contacts due to
higher population immunity resulting in fewer successful transmissions; and (3) behavioral changes,
such as reduced direct contact with household members and more routine contact with others due to
the relaxation of pandemic mitigation measures [8]. However, the exact underlying reasons for this
trend remain uncertain.

The shorter generation time suggests transmission occurred earlier, implying faster transmission
dynamics, which has implications for public health measures. If it was primarily driven by virologic
factors or altered viral shedding patterns, isolation periods might be shortened and focused more
intensively on the early days. Importantly, we observed a decrease in the overall infectiousness between
the Omicron sub-variant periods. Despite the principle that a shorter generation time does not
necessarily correlate with higher overall infectiousness, the combination of a shorter generation time
paired with reduced infectiousness suggests that transmission might have occurred faster during the
XBB sub-period compared to the earlier Omicron sub-periods, although the overall number of
transmission events was lower.

Our intrinsic generation time estimates exceed a previous estimate of 2.9 days [3], which is currently
used to predict Rt and to infer the current epidemic growth status for states and territories in the U.S.
[1]. This suggests that some current efforts to forecast or model COVID-19 may rely on earlier estimates,
which could introduce biases. For example, given historical surveillance data, an underestimated
generation time would overestimate Rt and prediction trends. Updating generation time estimates to
reflect more recent data and current community transmission settings could improve the accuracy of
real-time infection trend predictions [2].

Our estimated realized household generation time for the overall Omicron variant period was 3.0 days
(95% Crl: 2.8-3.1), half a day shorter than the intrinsic generation time. Similar estimates were found in
earlier studies [3, 4, 5], and a pooled mean for Omicron BA.1 of 3.0 days (95% confidence interval, Cl:
2.5-3.5) [7] closely matches our estimates for the BA.1/2 sub-period at 3.1 days (95% Crl: 2.9-3.4).
Furthermore, Wang et al. [6] found that the mean realized household generation time of Omicron BA.5
variants was 2.8 days (95% Crl: 2.4-3.5), also closely matching our estimate for the BA.4/5 sub-period at
2.9 days (95% Crl: 2.7-3.2). This consistency confirms the robustness of our estimates.

A limitation of our study is that we estimated the generation time across the entire study population,
regardless of prior immunity from vaccination or previous infection. Our objective was to provide more
up-to-date estimates that reflect the combined effects of shifting population immunity, behavioral
changes, and evolving viral lineages, rather than to estimate specific generation times by immune
status. While previous research [16] has shown that fully vaccinated individuals may experience slightly
longer generation times, our estimates are intended to capture the broader trends across the
population. It is worth noting that study participants may not be representative of the general
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202 population, such as correlations due to cluster sampling not being addressed. Another limitation is that
203  we did not consider external infection routes outside the households. Household members might have
204  been infected by the community, leading to an overestimation of the overall infectiousness.

205 Conclusions

206 Based on SARS-CoV-2 household transmission data collected from December 2021 to May 2023 in the
207 U.S., we present updated estimates of the intrinsic and realized household generation time. These

208 estimates offer valuable insights into the transmission dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 within communities and
209 households. Our results are crucial for enhancing COVID-19 modeling and public health strategies and
210  highlight the necessity of ongoing evaluation of transmission patterns for optimal outbreak

211 management.

212
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213 Supplementary material
All Omicron | BA.1/2 BA.4/5 XBB
M T - -
ean Intrinsic generation time 3.5(333.7) |3.8(3.4-42) | 3.5(3.338) | 3.5(3.1-3.9)
(days)
SD of intrinsic generation time 21(1.9-2.3) | 22(1.8-2.7) | 2.1(1.8-2.4) | 1.8 (1.4-2.2)
(days)
M li h hol
ean realized household 3.0(2.8-3.1) |3.1(2.9-3.4) | 29(2.7-3.2) | 3.1(2.8-3.4)
generation time (days)
D of reali h hol
SD of realized household 1.8(1.6-1.9) | 1.8 (1.5-2.0) | 1.8 (1.6-2.0) | 1.5 (1.3-1.8)
generation time (days)
Mean serial interval (days) 3.4(3.2-3.6) | 3.6(3.3-4.1) | 3.4(3.1-3.7) | 3.3(2.9-3.7)
SD of serial interval (days) 2.2(2.0-2.4) | 2.3(2.0-2.8) | 2.3(2.0-2.6) | 1.9(1.5-2.4)
214 Table S1. Posterior mean (95% Crls) of estimates categorized by SARS-CoV-2 variant periods: Omicron (December 2021 — May
215 2023), and sub-variants BA.1/2 (December 18, 2021 — June 17, 2022), BA.4/5 (June 18, 2022 — January 14, 2023), and XBB
216 (January 15, 2023 — May 1, 2023).
@3-
45}
[ ol
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>
9
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e
£
©
g,
@]
All Omicron BA1/2 BA4/5 XBB
Period
217
218 Figure S1. Posterior distribution of overall infectiousness (expected number of household transmissions generated by a single
219 symptomatic infected primary case) categorized by SARS-CoV-2 variant periods: Omicron (December 2021 — May 2023), and
220 sub-variants BA.1/2 (December 18, 2021 — June 17, 2022), BA.4/5 (June 18, 2022 — January 14, 2023), and XBB (January 15,
221 2023 — May 1, 2023). The blue violin areas represent the kernel densities. The superimposed box plots show the median values
222 and interquartile ranges. The white dots show the mean values.
223
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