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ABSTRACT37

Several SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern (VOC) are spreading rapidly in different regions of
the world. The underlying mechanisms behind their transmission advantage remain unclear.
We measured viral load in 950 individuals and found that infections with variant Alpha exhibit a
higher viral load and longer viral shedding compared to non-VOC. We then used a transmission
model to analyze the spread of variant Alpha in Geneva, Switzerland, and variant Beta in South
Africa. We estimated that Alpha is either associated with a 37% (95% compatibility interval,
CI: 25–63%) increase in transmissibility or a 51% (95% CI: 32–80%) increase of the infectious
duration, or a combination of the two mechanisms. Assuming 50% immune evasion for Beta,
we estimated a 23% (95% CI: 10–37%) increase in transmissibility or a 38% (95% CI: 15–78%)
increase of the infectious duration for this variant. Beta is expected to outgrow Alpha in regions
where the level of naturally acquired immunity from previously circulating variants exceeds 20%
to 40%. Close monitoring of Alpha and Beta in regions with different levels of immunity will
help to anticipate the global spread of these and future variants.
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INTRODUCTION51

Novel SARS-CoV-2 variants emerged independently in different geographic regions of the world.52

According to the definition of the World Health Organization (WHO) as of 25 February 2021,53

a SARS-CoV-2 variant is defined as a variant of concern (VOC) if it has been demonstrated54

to be associated with an increase in transmissibility or profound changes in the epidemiology,55

increased virulence or change in clinical disease presentation; or decrease in effectiveness of56

public health and social measures or available diagnostics, vaccines, and therapeutics (World57

Health Organization, 2021). To date, there are four variants identified that fulfill the criteria,58

namely variant Alpha, first detected in the UK, variant Beta, first detected in South Africa, variant59

Gamma that emerged in Brazil, and variant Delta, first documented in India. All four variants60

have become the dominant circulating virus in the affected regions within a short time period,61

raising concerns about their increased fitness and transmission advantage (Abdool Karim and62

de Oliveira, 2021).63

For Alpha, several studies have estimated an increased transmissibility between 40% to64

100% in the United Kingdom, the United States, Denmark, and Switzerland (Leung et al.,65

2021; Davies et al., 2021a; Volz et al., 2021; Chen et al., 2021). A higher transmissibility per66

contact with an infectious person is supported by findings that patients infected with Alpha67

(or S-gene target failure, SGTF) appear to have lower Ct values (Davies et al., 2021b) and68

higher viral loads (Ratcliff et al., 2021). A recent study compared 1453 Alpha cases with 97769

non-Alpha cases and found a 1.0 higher mean log10 viral load and a 2.6 times higher cell culture70

replication probability in Alpha cases (Jones et al., 2021). However, others found no differences71

in viral burden for SGTF (Walker et al., 2021). In addition, preliminary data suggest that Alpha72

could also be associated with extended periods of viral shedding when compared to previously73

circulating variants (Kissler et al., 2021). In contrast, evasion from naturally acquired immunity74

seems to play little to no role for the transmission advantage of Alpha as neutralization by both75

convalescent sera from previous infections, as well as vaccine-derived antibodies, were able to76

neutralize Alpha in a similar or only slightly reduced manner (Abdool Karim and de Oliveira,77

2021).78

The mechanisms of the transmission advantage of Beta are less well understood. While an79

increased transmissibility and/or a longer infectious duration cannot be ruled out (Pearson et al.,80

2021), the constellation of mutations in the spike receptor-binding-domain (particularly mutation81
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E484K and K417N) and the N-terminal domain has been associated with escape from mono-82

clonal antibodies (mAb) and polyclonal serum mediated neutralization (Tegally et al., 2021;83

Wibmer et al., 2021; Cele et al., 2021; Collier et al., 2021). Gamma, with which Beta shares84

E484K and other critical mutations, was estimated to evade 21–46% of protective immunity85

elicited by previous infection with non-VOC (Faria et al., 2021). In order to anticipate the global86

spread of Alpha, Beta and other variants, it is critically important to understand the consequences87

of these altered transmission characteristics in different epidemiological settings.88

In this study, we aimed at better understanding the mechanisms that result in a transmission89

advantage of Alpha and Beta. First, we measured viral load in 950 individuals infected with90

either Alpha or non-VOC. Second, we analyzed the increase in the proportion of Alpha in91

Geneva, Switzerland, and Beta in South Africa using a transmission model. We then estimated92

the fitness advantage of the two variants considering the following mechanisms: i) increase93

in transmissibility, ii) increase of infectious duration, and iii) immune evasion. We compared94

the fitness advantage of both variants at different levels of naturally acquired immunity, and95

discussed the implications of our findings for anticipating the further spread of these and other96

SARS-CoV-2 variants.97

METHODS98

Data99

Viral load100

We assessed individuals presenting at the outpatient SARS-CoV-2 screening site at the Geneva101

University Hospitals presenting for routine diagnostic SARS-CoV-2 testing. The majority of102

patients had symptoms compatible with SARS-CoV-2 infection and a small proportion were103

asymptomatic contacts. All participants were ≥ 16 years old with suspected SARS-CoV-2104

infection according to the local governmental testing criteria, i.e., suggestive symptoms for105

coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) and/or recent exposure to a SARS-CoV-2 positive person.106

We included only nasopharyngeal swabs (NPS) collected from symptomatic patients with known107

date of symptom onset. We analyzed all NPS samples using the Cobas® SARS-CoV-2 RT-108

PCR assay on the 6800 system (Roche), targeting the E and ORF1 gene, or the TaqPath assay109

(Thermofisher), targeting the N, ORF1, and S gene. To convert Ct values into SARS-CoV-2110

RNA copy numbers/ml, we performed serial testing of dilutions of cultured SARS-CoV-2, which111

were quantified by using in vitro transcribed RNA obtained from the European Virus Archive by112

using the Charité E gene assay (Corman et al., 2020; Baggio et al., 2020).113

From 13 January 2021 to 24 March 2021, we re-screened all positive samples with a114

diagnostic Ct value ≤ 32 with a single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) specific RT-PCRs for115

mutations 501Y and E484K, allowing to assess presence or absence of the mutation by melting116

curve analysis (VirSNiP SARS Spike 501Y, VirSNiP SARS Spike E484K, TibMolBiol, Berlin).117

To identify samples belonging to Alpha, we defined presence of the 501Y mutation and absence118

of the E484K mutation. Next generation sequencing of a subset of positive specimens confirmed119

that this combination of mutations correlated with Alpha. In order to increase our sample size120

for the comparison group for non-VOC viruses, we also included patient samples from the same121

setting tested from 1 October 2020 to 16 December 2020, a time when no VOCs were circulating122

in Geneva or Switzerland. We excluded all asymptomatic cases, patients with missing values123

for date of symptom onset, symptom onset > 12 days, other types of material, and a Ct value of124

initial diagnostic RT-PCR > 32.125
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Viral variants126

To track the spread of Alpha in Geneva, Switzerland, we relied on the identification of Alpha127

described above. To cover the period of November and December 2020, we used sequence data128

from randomly chosen samples from Geneva that were submitted to GISAID by the Swiss SARS-129

CoV-2 Sequencing Consortium. The data on the proportion of Alpha in Geneva, Switzerland,130

have been made available on the following website: https://ispmbern.github.io/131

covid-19/variants/. For Beta in South Africa, we retrieved all South African SARS-132

CoV-2 sequences from the GISAID database as of 20 January 2021 (n = 2986, collected from 6133

March 2020 to 6 January 2021) (Shu and McCauley, 2017). We excluded three sequences with134

unknown collection date, leaving 2983 sequences for analysis.135

Model136

Competitive spread between variant and non-variant (‘wild-type’) strains of SARS-CoV-2 can
be described within the susceptible-infected-recovered (SIR) framework by the following two
ordinary differential equations:

dW
dt

= βSW − 1
D

W, (1)

dV
dt

= (1+ τ)β (S+ ε(1−S))V − 1
(1+κ)D

V, (2)

where W and V are individuals infected with wild-type and variant, respectively, and S the137

population of susceptibles. β is the transmission rate and D the infectious duration of the138

wild-type. The fitness advantage of the variant can act via three different mechanisms:139

1. Increase in transmissibility: The transmission rate of the variant is increased by the factor140

τ .141

2. Increase of infectious duration: The infectious duration of the variant is increased by the142

factor κ .143

3. Immune evasion: The variant can partially evade the acquired immunity from previous144

infections by the wild-type (1 − S). Immune evasion can vary from complete cross-145

protection (ε = 0) to full evasion (ε = 1).146

One can show that the proportion of the variant among all infections increases according to
logistic growth (Marée et al., 2000):

p(t) =
V (t)

W (t)+V (t)
=

1
1+µe−ρt , (3)

where µ =W (0)/V (0) and ρ corresponds to the difference in the net growth rates between the
variant and the wild-type:

ρ =
dV
dt
V

−
dW
dt
W

= (1+ τ)β (S+ ε(1−S))− 1
(1+κ)D

−βS+
1
D
. (4)

Eq. 4 can be solved algebraically for τ , κ or ε . If the transmission advantage acts via a single147

mechanism only, we obtain the following simplified solutions. First, the increased transmissibility148

of the variant is given by τ = ρ/(βS), assuming there is no change in the infectious duration149

and no immune evasion (κ = ε = 0). Since the effective reproduction number of the wild-type150

is Rw = βSD, we obtain τ = ρD/Rw. Second, the increased infectious duration of the variant151
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is given by κ = ρ/(1/D−ρ), assuming there is no change in transmissibility and no immune152

evasion (τ = ε = 0). Finally, assuming there is no change in transmissibility nor the infectious153

duration (τ = κ = 0), the level of immune evasion is given by ε = ρ/(βΩ) = ρD(1−Ω)/(ΩRw),154

where Ω = 1− S corresponds to the proportion of the population with previously acquired155

immunity against earlier variants, i.e., the cumulative incidence or seroprevalence, at the time156

the variant starts to grow.157

We estimated ρ by fitting a logistic growth model (binomial regression) to the proportion158

p(t) of Alpha in Switzerland, Geneva, and Beta in South Africa. To propagate the uncertainty,159

we constructed 95% compatibility intervals (CIs) for τ , κ and ε from 10,000 parameter samples160

of ρ , the generation time D, the effective reproduction number of the wild-type Rw, and the161

seroprevalence Ω (Amrhein et al., 2019). We assumed a normally distributed generation time162

with a mean of 5.2 days and a standard deviation of 0.8 days (Figure 1A) (Ganyani et al., 2020).163

We sampled from publicly available estimates of the daily effective reproduction number based164

on confirmed cases during the early growth phase of the variants in Geneva, Switzerland, (1165

November 2020 to 31 January 2021; range: 0.58–1.04) and South Africa (1 September 2020166

to 31 October 2020; range: 0.90–1.12) (https://github.com/covid-19-Re) (Figure167

1B) (Huisman et al., 2020). In Geneva, Switzerland, seroprevalence was estimated at 21.1%168

(95% credible interval: 19.2–23.1%; n = 4,000) in samples collected from 23 November 2020169

to 23 December 2020 (Figure 1C) (Stringhini et al., 2021). In South Africa, seroprevalence was170

estimated at 30.2% (95% CI: 28.8–31.2%; n = 4,387) in samples collected from 17 August 2020171

to 25 November 2020 (Shinde et al., 2021). We ignored vaccine-induced immunity as vaccination172

uptake was still low during the study periods in both countries. All data and R code files are173

available on GitHub: https://github.com/calthaus/sarscov2-variants.174
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Figure 1. Parameter distributions of the generation time, effective reproduction number, and
seroprevalence. A: Generation time based on Ganyani et al. (2020). B: Effective reproduction
number during the early growth phase of the variants
(https://github.com/covid-19-Re) (Huisman et al., 2020). C: Seroprevalence
estimates for Geneva, Switzerland (Stringhini et al., 2021), and South Africa (Shinde et al.,
2021).

RESULTS175

We analyzed viral load in a total of 950 specimens from Geneva, Switzerland (604 non-VOC,176

346 Alpha). We found a higher mean viral load for Alpha compared to non-VOC (7.4 vs. 6.9177

SARS-CoV-2 log10 RNA copies/ml, p < 0.001) (Figure 2A). Analyzing viral load by day post178

onset of symptoms showed a delayed decrease in viral load for Alpha compared to non-VOC179

5/13

 . CC-BY 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 preprintthis version posted June 15, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.10.21258468doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://github.com/covid-19-Re
https://github.com/calthaus/sarscov2-variants
https://github.com/covid-19-Re
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.10.21258468
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


(Figure 2B). Notably, viral load for non-VOC fell below the threshold for presence of infectious180

(culturable) virus (106 SARS-CoV-2 RNA copies/ml) at day 6 to 11. In contrast, viral load181

remained above that threshold for B.1.1.7 in samples taken from day 6 to 11 post onset of182

symptoms. Together, these data suggest that Alpha exhibits a transmission advantage that is183

mediated by either an increased transmissibility or a longer infectious duration, or a combination184

of both mechanisms.185
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Figure 2. SARS-CoV-2 viral load for non-VOC and Alpha. A: Comparison of overall viral
load. B: Comparison of viral load per day post onset of symptoms. Data: 950 (604 non-VOC,
346 Alpha) individuals from the outpatient screening site at the Geneva University Hospitals,
Switzerland. Error bars correspond to the 95% compatibility intervals of the mean. Dashed line:
Assumed threshold for presence of infectious virus (106 SARS-CoV-2 RNA copies/ml).

Alpha was first detected in Geneva, Switzerland, in a sample from 22 December 2020 and186

almost completely replaced the previously circulating variants by the end of March 2021 (Figure187

3A). We estimated the logistic growth rate of the proportion of Alpha at 0.065 (95% CI: 0.060–188

0.071) per day. This corresponds to either a 37% (95% CI: 25–63%) increase in transmissibility189

or a 51% (95% CI: 32–80%) increase of the infectious duration. As expected, immune evasion190

alone can be ruled out as an explanation for the observed spread of Alpha as seroprevalence191

levels in Geneva were not high enough even if evasion was complete (94% of parameter samples192

resulted in ε > 1) (Figures 4B and C).193

Beta was first detected in South Africa in a sample from 8 October 2020 and practically194

replaced all previously circulating variants by the end of December 2020 (Figure 3B). We195

estimated the logistic growth rate of the proportion of Beta at 0.095 (95% CI: 0.085–0.106) per196

day. This corresponds to either a 49% (95% CI: 34–67%) increase in transmissibility or a 97%197

(95% CI: 54–187%) increase of the infectious duration. Complete immune evasion alone would198

require a seroprevalence level of 33% (95% CI: 25–40%) to explain the spread of B.1.351, which199

is only slightly higher than the estimated level of 30% in South Africa. Nevertheless, since 78%200

of parameter samples resulted in ε > 1 (Figures 4E and F), we conclude that Beta is likely to be201

associated with an increased transmissibility and/or an increased infectious duration in addition202

to partial immune evasion.203

Based on our analysis, it is not possible to quantify the degree of immune evasion for Beta204
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Figure 3. Increase in the proportion of SARS-CoV-2 variants among confirmed cases. A:
Alpha in Switzerland, Geneva. B: Beta in South Africa. Error bars and shaded areas correspond
to 95% compatibility intervals of the data (blue) and model (red), respectively.

(Figures 4E and F). An analysis of Gamma – which shares E484K with Beta – in Brazil estimates205

that this variant evades 25–61% of protective immunity elicited by previous infection with other206

variants (Faria et al., 2021). Assuming 50% immune evasion for Beta, we estimated an additional207

23% (95% CI: 10–37%) increase in transmissibility or a 38% (95% CI: 15–78%) increase of the208

infectious duration, which is less than for Alpha without immune evasion (Figures 4E and F).209

In regions where both Alpha and Beta are present, the existing level of protective immunity210

against previously circulating variants, i.e., the cumulative incidence or seroprevalence, may211

influence which variant will outgrow the other, although transmission heterogeneity and other212

epidemic drivers will mediate this. We estimated the expected growth advantage of both variants213

as a function of seroprevalence, assuming no immune evasion for Alpha and varying levels of214

immune evasion for Beta (Figure 5). Depending on the level of immune evasion, Beta is expected215

to outgrow Alpha when the level of naturally acquired immunity against previously circulating216

variants exceeds 20% to 40%.217

DISCUSSION218

We used clinical and epidemiological data to better understand the mechanisms and implications219

of the transmission advantage of the SARS-CoV-2 variants Alpha and Beta. We found that Alpha220

infections exhibit a higher viral load and longer viral shedding compared to non-VOC. Using a221

transmission model, we estimated that Alpha is either associated with a 37% (95% CI: 25–63%)222

increase in transmissibility or a 51% (95% CI: 32–80%) increase of the infectious duration.223

Assuming that Beta results in partial immune evasion, we estimated that Beta exhibits a lower224

increase in transmissibility and/or the infectious duration compared to Alpha. Nevertheless, our225

analysis suggests that Beta might be expected to outgrow Alpha in regions where the level of226

naturally acquired immunity against previously circulating variants exceeds 20% to 40%.227

A strength of our study is the combination of clinical and epidemiological data to analyze228

the mechanisms and the epidemiological implications of the transmission advantage of Alpha229

and Beta. The transmission model allowed us to study the competitive spread between variant230

and non-variant strains of SARS-CoV-2 within the framework of evolutionary and population231

biology. We considered multiple uncertainties, such as the underlying epidemic dynamics and232
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Figure 4. Relationship between increase in transmissibility, increase of infectious duration, and
immune evasion. Top row: Alpha in Geneva, Switzerland. Bottom row: Beta in South Africa.
Lines and shaded areas correspond to the median and 95% compatibility intervals.
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Figure 5. Growth advantage of Alpha and Beta over ‘wild-type’ variants of SARS-CoV-2. For
Alpha, we assumed no immune evasion (ε = 0), i.e., the growth advantage is constant and
independent of the seroprevalence. For Beta, we assumed immune evasion of 25% (A), 50% (B),
and 75% (C). The growth advantage is relative to a ‘wild-type’ variant with Rw = 1. Lines and
shaded areas correspond to the median and 95% compatibility intervals.

the level of population immunity.233

Our study has a number of limitations. First, we inferred specimens from Geneva, Switzer-234

land, as being Alpha by using mutation specific RT-PCR only. However, NGS surveillance of235

circulating variants in Switzerland confirmed that presence of 501Y was closely correlated with236

Alpha. Second, we only included samples with a Ct value ≤ 32 to account for testing selection237
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for mutation specific RT-PCR, so absolute viral loads could be biased towards higher values.238

Third, the threshold for infectious virus (106 SARS-CoV-2 RNA copies/ml) was assessed for239

non-VOC at the beginning of the pandemic (Wölfel et al., 2020; L’Huillier et al., 2020). As240

no experimental data on this threshold have been published for Alpha, we assumed that Alpha241

shows a similar pattern for the presence of culturable virus compared to non-VOC. Fourth, the242

transmission model did not allow us to quantify the individual contribution of the different243

mechanisms to the transmission advantage. Fifth, we assumed an exponentially distributed244

generation time for estimating the increase in transmissibility. A delta distributed generation245

time would result in slightly higher estimates (Davies et al., 2021a; Volz et al., 2021; Chen et al.,246

2021). Sixth, estimates of the effective reproduction number based on confirmed cases come with247

considerable uncertainty. We took this uncertainty into account by sampling from daily estimates248

over a period of 2 to 3 months. Finally, we used seroprevalence estimates from single studies249

(South Africa not being based on population representative sampling) and did not consider an250

increase of seroprevalence during the early growth phase of the variants, heterogeneity across251

the population, or a potential waning of antibodies.252

Our findings support the notion that the transmission advantage of Alpha is likely to be253

mediated via a higher viral load (increase in transmissibility) and/or longer viral shedding254

(increase of infectious duration). The estimated increase in transmissibility for B.1.1.7 is in good255

agreement with the lower end of earlier estimates (Leung et al., 2021; Davies et al., 2021a; Volz256

et al., 2021; Chen et al., 2021). In addition, we also estimated a potential increase of the infectious257

duration, i.e., the generation time. These findings have important implications for infection258

control. A higher transmissibility per contact requires an additional reduction in contacts to259

prevent further spread. In contrast, the transmission advantage of a longer infectious duration260

could be compensated by early case finding and isolation, particularly in low incidence settings261

with efficient contact tracing capacities. The typically used isolation period also appears to be262

sufficient for Alpha, as no considerable increase in SARS-CoV-2 infections among healthcare263

workers has been reported.264

Immune evasion is arguably of bigger concern than increases in transmissibility or the in-265

fectious duration, especially if there is similar evasion of vaccine-elicited immunity. Similar to266

Gamma, Beta appears to exhibit partial immune evasion. The finding that Beta is not expected267

to outgrow Alpha in regions where the cumulative incidence of infections with previously cir-268

culating variants does not exceed 20% is in agreement with the observation that Beta does not269

seem to replace Alpha in Switzerland or Denmark (https://cevo-public.github.io/270

Quantification-of-the-spread-of-a-SARS-CoV-2-variant, https://www.271

covid19genomics.dk). Similarly, it has been shown that Gamma does not seem to be able272

to outcompete Alpha in Italy (Stefanelli et al., 2021). On the other hand, Alpha might not be273

able to outcompete Beta in South Africa. Hence, Beta might outgrow Alpha in some areas of274

Europe that experience a high cumulative incidence of SARS-CoV-2 in 2020.275

Our study helps to understand the consequences of the altered transmission characteristics276

of Alpha and Beta in different epidemiological settings. The presented modeling framework,277

which considers three different mechanisms that result in a transmission advantage of VOCs,278

can be readily applied to data sets from other regions and countries. More research is needed to279

better understand how VOCs affect symptomaticity and disease severity, and how they respond to280

cellular and humoral immune responses elicited by natural infection and vaccines. We conclude281

that the further spread of Alpha and Beta will strongly depend on the level of acquired immunity282

from previously circulating variants. Hence, it will be important to closely monitor the spread283

of these and other VOCs in regions with varying levels of naturally acquired immunity and284

vaccination uptake.285
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