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Abstract

Increasing evidence of regional pathogen transmission networks highlights the importance of
investigating the dissemination of multidrug-resistant organisms (MDROSs) across a region to
identify where transmission is happening and how pathogens move across regions. We
developed a framework for investigating MDRO regional transmission dynamics using whole-
genome sequencing data and created regentrans, an easy-to-use, open source R package that
implements these methods (https://github.com/Snitkin-Lab-Umich/regentrans). Using a dataset
of over 400 carbapenem-resistant Klebsiella pneumoniae isolates collected from patients in 21
long-term acute care hospitals (LTACHS) over a one-year period, we demonstrate how to use

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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our framework to gain insights into differences in inter- and intra-facility transmission across
different LTACHs and over time. These tools will allow investigators to better understand the
origins and transmission patterns of MDROs, which is the first step in understanding how to stop
transmission at the regional level.

Impact statement

Increasing evidence suggests that pathogen transmission occurs across healthcare facilities.
Genomic epidemiologic investigations into regional transmission shed light on potential drivers
of regional prevalence and can inform coordinated interventions across healthcare facilities to
reduce transmission. Here we present a framework for studying regional pathogen transmission
using whole-genome sequencing data, and a corresponding open-source R package,
regentrans, that implements these methods. We also discuss how these methods can be
extended to study transmission in other settings.

Data summary

The authors confirm all supporting data, code and protocols have been provided within the
article or through supplementary data files.

e The regentrans R package can be downloaded from GitHub: https://github.com/Snitkin-
Lab-Umich/regentrans/

e The manuscript figures are generated from regentrans example data and can also be
found on GitHub: https://github.com/Snitkin-Lab-
Umich/regentrans/tree/master/vignettes/manuscript_figures

e The example data used in the package and manuscript is from BioProject accession no.
PRJIJNA415194. The metadata corresponding to these sequences can be found on the
SRA Run Selector (isolate column) and as example data in the regentrans package.

Introduction

Multidrug-resistant organisms (MDROS) are a global public health threat due to limited
treatment options paired with widespread global transmission [1]. Healthcare facilities in
particular, where critically ill patients reside in close proximity to one another, are hotspots of
MDRO transmission [2]. Furthermore, increasing evidence suggests that substantial
transmission occurs not only within facilities, but also between facilities in regional healthcare
networks, and that intra- and inter-facility transmission does not occur evenly across these
networks [3, 4]. This observation, paired with limited resources for state and regional public
health efforts, necessitates the identification of optimal intervention locations to reduce overall
regional prevalence. Investigating MDRO transmission from a regional perspective can shed
light on the origin and spread of MDROSs, providing critical information for precision public health
interventions to allocate resources to maximally reduce transmission across a region [5, 6].
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88  Understanding where and how recent transmission is occurring is an integral first step in
89 developing interventions to curb transmission at the regional level. A powerful tool for studying
90 regional pathogen transmission is whole-genome sequencing, which allows us to investigate
91 pathogen movements at very high resolution [4, 6]. Several studies have used whole-genome
92  sequencing, sometimes paired with additional epidemiological metadata, to gain insights into
93 locations [6, 7] and drivers [3, 4] of elevated intra- or inter-facility transmission. These types of
94  analyses have the potential to transform our public health response to MDROs if they are
95 regularly performed at, or in collaboration with, regional public health centers.
96
97  Here, we provide a framework for studying regional pathogen transmission using whole-genome
98 sequencing data, and present the regentrans R package that implements these methods. We
99 discuss methods to study transmission within and between healthcare facilities using whole-
100 genome sequencing data from a single colony isolate from each patient, and discuss how these
101  methods can be applied to study transmission within and between other locations such as zip
102 codes. The methods presented here focus on studying recent transmission in a clonal set of
103 isolates and can be applied to investigate overall transmission or transmission patterns over
104 time, and to compare the transmission dynamics of different strains circulating in a region. We
105 Dbelieve that these tools will help investigators better understand regional pathogen transmission,
106  and thus potentially guide interventions to reduce transmission.
107
108 Investigating regional transmission patterns
109
110 Below we describe the questions, data, and methods for studying regional pathogen
111 transmission. More details about using regentrans to implement these methods can be found in
112  the vignette.
113
114  Questions
115
116  Our framework for studying regional pathogen transmission aims to help investigators
117  interrogate the following questions (Table 1):

118

119 1. Is transmission occurring within and/or between facilities?

120 2. What facilities is transmission occurring within/between?

121 3. Have transmission dynamics changed over time?

122 4. Is transmission occurring along paths of higher patient/person flow?
123 5. Are there any observable geographic trends in prevalence/transmission?
124

125 Data

126

127  Data required

128

129  Whole-genome sequences from studies such as prospective observational studies, point-
130 prevalence surveys, and regional surveillance across different facilities in a region can be used
131 toidentify the genetic relatedness between isolates and subsequently investigate intra- and
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132 inter-facility transmission. Depending on the method being used to study transmission, the

133  genetic data required is either a recombination-filtered variant alignment or a phylogeny of all
134  the isolates. We suggest using Gubbins [8] to mask recombinant sites and IQ-TREE [9] to

135 generate a maximum-likelihood phylogeny. Researchers can also investigate the relationship
136  between genetic distance and patient transfer between facilities, which requires a patient

137  transfer network that minimally includes all facilities represented in the dataset. Finally, it is
138 possible to visualize and quantify potential geographic trends in prevalence and transmission.
139  We describe the specific inputs required for the regentrans package in the vignette and package
140  documentation.

141

142  Data pre-processing

143

144  The suggested data preprocessing steps prior to performing a regional transmission analysis
145 are shown in Figure 1. First, as the methods we present here are focused on identifying recent
146  transmission events, we suggest that they be used only on closely related isolates, e.g. ones
147  within the same sequence type (ST) or clonal complex. However, comparisons between the
148 transmission dynamics of different groups can be performed. Furthermore, we suggest that the
149  dataset be subset to include only one isolate from each unique colonization event per patient
150 per facility, so that intra-facility transmission events are exclusively between different patients.
151  One simple way of doing this is to use only unique combinations of patient, ST, and facility.
152

153 Datasets used in the package and for analyses

154

155 Genomic data

156

157  The genomic data used for this manuscript, and included in the regentrans package, were

158 generated from whole-genome sequences of clinical isolates obtained from 21 long-term acute
159 care hospitals across the U.S. [4]. The original study was reviewed and approved by the

160 Institutional Review Board of the University of Pennsylvania with a waiver of informed consent.
161  The data was processed as in [10]. Briefly, trimmed Illlumina short reads were aligned to the
162  KPNIH1 reference genome (BioProject accession no. PRINA73191) using the Burrows-

163  Wheeler short-read aligner (bwa v0.7.17) [11] and recombinant sites were masked using

164  Gubbins v2.3.4 [8]. We used the Gubbins variant output fasta file to generate a pairwise single
165 nucleotide variant (SNV) distance matrix using the dist.dna() function (method = ‘N’,

166  pairwise.deletion = TRUE, as.matrix = TRUE) in ape v5.5 [12]. IQ-TREE v1.6.12 [9] was used to
167  generate a whole-genome phylogeny of all isolates. For all analyses, the data was subset to
168 include only ST258 isolates, and only one isolate per patient. Sequence types were determined
169 using Kleborate v0.4.0 [13].

170

171  Patient transfer data

172

173  Aggregate patient transfer data from all hospitals in the state of California was used to calculate
174  paths of maximum patient flow. The data and methods are described in [4].

175



https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.25.21261097
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.25.21261097; this version posted July 30, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

176  Methods

177

178  QO: How do you choose pairwise SNV distance thresholds?

179

180  Several of the methods discussed below rely on interpreting, comparing, or thresholding

181  pairwise SNV distances between isolates to make inferences. It is generally understood that
182 small pairwise SNV distances between isolates implies recent transmission [14-16], but that this
183 method is not entirely accurate due to within-host evolution and variable mutation rates [17, 18].
184  To identify recent transmission pairs using pairwise SNV distances, investigators must choose a
185 threshold to determine what pairs are considered closely related [14—16]. The threshold for

186  “closely related” depends on the pathogen mutation rate and the setting; the mutation rate of
187  pathogens in outbreak settings is often higher than endemic settings [19]. Thus, for a given

188 pathogen, closely related isolate pairs in an outbreak setting will likely have a higher pairwise
189 SNV distance than closely related pairs in an endemic setting. For this reason, knowledge of the
190 epidemiologic context of the isolates, and the species or sequence type itself, is very important
191  for interpreting pairwise SNV distance distributions.

192

193 One way to choose a pairwise SNV distance threshold is using the genome length and mutation
194 rate. For instance, in the context of the dataset we use here, K. pneumoniae ST258 isolates
195 from an endemic setting, we could calculate a pairwise SNV distance threshold based on the
196 KPNIH1 reference genome length of 5,394,056 base pairs and a mutation rate of 1.03e-6 per
197  base pair per year [20] (2 isolates * 5,394,056 bases * 1.03e-6 bases per year per isolate).

198 However, it is often difficult or impossible to calculate the evolutionary rate of the pathogen in
199 the particular instance being studied, and more general estimates of mutation rate may not be
200 translatable.

201

202  Another way to identify potential pairwise SNV distance thresholds is by visualizing the fraction
203 of isolate pairs from the same facility for various pairwise SNV distances and look for a

204  decrease in the fraction of intra-facility isolate pairs, which suggests a potentially reasonable
205  threshold under the assumption that intra-facility transmission is more likely than inter-facility
206  transmission. Performing this analysis on our data indicated that using SNV distance thresholds
207 of =10 and < 6 are reasonable (Figure 2). We chose to use these two thresholds for our

208  sensitivity analysis as they are more directly supported by our data compared to the more

209  general mutation rate analysis.

210

211  When performing analyses where choosing a pairwise SNV distance threshold is necessary, we
212  suggest that investigators evaluate the robustness of their results by comparing their findings for
213  different pairwise SNV distance thresholds. Here, we compare the results using a threshold of 6
214  and 10, but a wider range of values can be used in instances with more uncertainty about what
215 the threshold should be.

216

217  Q1:Is transmission occurring within and/or between facilities?

218
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219  One of the first questions an investigator might ask about isolates collected from a certain

220 region is if transmission is occurring within particular facilities and/or between facilities.

221  Phylogenetic and variant-based methods can be used to probe this question, and concordant
222  findings between methods increase our confidence in the results.

223

224  Investigating intra-facility transmission using the phylogeny

225

226  One way to investigate the extent of intra-facility transmission is to identify maximum subclades
227  that all originate from the same facility and quantify the size of these clusters. Larger clusters
228 indicate more intra-facility transmission, as those isolates are all more closely related to one
229 another than to the isolates from other facilities. In our dataset, we see that some facilities

230  exhibit extensive intra-facility transmission as evidenced by large cluster sizes, while some

231 facilities exhibit relatively little intra-facility transmission (Figure 3). However, it is important to
232  note that isolates within a cluster may still be distantly related if, for instance, transmission is
233  occurring at a facility that is more geographically isolated, or across longer timescales.

234

235 Investigating intra- and inter-facility transmission using pairwise SNV distances

236

237  Inspecting pairwise SNV distances between all isolates can provide information about the extent
238  of recent transmission both within and between facilities, which will often manifest as an

239  enrichment in closely related isolate pairs (i.e. isolate pairs with small pairwise SNV distances;
240  see note above on what to consider closely related). In our example dataset, we observe an
241  enrichment in both closely related intra-facility pairs and inter-facility pairs (pairwise SNV

242  distance of £ 10 or < 6), suggesting that recent transmission is occurring both within and

243  between facilities (Figure 4).

244

245  Q2: What facilities is transmission occurring within/between?

246

247  Once we have investigated the extent of transmission occurring within and between facilities on
248  ageneral scale, we can dig deeper into identifying certain facilities and facility pairs with closely
249  related isolates. regentrans provides two methods to do this — one threshold-free approach, and
250 one approach that requires the investigator to choose a pairwise SNV distance threshold to
251  define closely related pairs.

252

253  Shared variants between facilities

254

255 Identifying variants that are shared among isolates at different facilities by calculating gene flow
256  (Fsp) [21] provides a threshold-free population-level approach to investigating the extent of

257  inter-facility transmission. This method is particularly useful in endemic scenarios when the

258 relationship between individual isolates may be relatively diffuse due to frequent patient transfer
259  overtime. Using our dataset, we found that certain facilities have many more shared variants
260 than others, indicating that there is likely more transmission between those facilities (Figure 5).
261

262  Pairwise SNV distance threshold



https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.25.21261097
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.25.21261097; this version posted July 30, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

263

264  Using a pairwise SNV distance threshold, the number of closely related pairs within and

265  between facilities can be determined and used to identify facilities and with more or less putative
266  spread. For instance, we observed a large number of closely related intra-facility pairs between
267  some facilities, and few at other facilities (Figure 6). As there are limitations to choosing SNV
268  cutoffs, we highly recommend doing a sensitivity analysis by choosing several different SNV
269 thresholds and seeing how robust the results are to these changes.

270

271  Q3: Does transmission correlate with patient transfer?

272

273  In addition to only using genomic information to study transmission, inter-facility transmission
274  can be studied in the context of patient flow between facilities. While sometimes investigators
275 may have access to patient-level information regarding prior facility exposures, this information
276  is often not available. In this case, aggregate patient transfer data can be used to study the

277  relationship between patient flow and transmission. The simplest way to do this is to determine
278  whether there is a relationship between direct flow between facilities and either the number of
279  closely related pairs defined by pairwise SNV distances, the actual values of pairwise SNV

280 distances, or Fsp. To take into account potential indirect transfers that may influence

281  transmission, a more complex algorithm can be used to identify paths of maximum patient flow
282  between facilities, and then this can be compared to metrics of genomic relatedness [4]. These
283  analyses can provide insight into whether patient flow may be driving transmission between
284  facilities. For instance, when subsetting our data to 11 Los Angeles area LTACHSs, we observe a
285  negative correlation between patient flow and Fsp, indicating that facilities connected by more
286  patient flow often have more similar populations (Figure 7A). We also observed a positive

287  correlation between patient flow and the number of closely related isolate pairs between

288 facilities, suggesting that patient flow may, in part, drive inter-facility transmission (Figure 7B).
289

290  Q4: Have transmission dynamics changed over time?

291

292  All of the methods described above can be applied to discrete time chunks to gain insight into
293  whether transmission dynamics have remained stable or changed over time. For instance, in an
294  outbreak setting we observed an increase in intra-facility transmission followed by an increase
295 in inter-facility transmission [7]. In an endemic setting, these trends may remain more stable
296  over time. In our data, we observe an increase in the total number of pairs from 2014 to 2015,
297  but no change in the distribution of closely related intra- or inter-facility isolate pairs (Figure 8).
298

299  Q5: Are there any observable geographic trends in prevalence/transmission?

300

301  Finally, it is often useful to visualize the geographic distribution of closely related isolates. This
302 can provide insight into whether inter-facility transmission is concentrated in a certain

303 geographic region, or is more diffuse. For instance, we can see in our data that facilities that are
304  geographically more proximate tend to have more transmission between them, as indicated by a
305 positive correlation between geographic distance and Fsp and a negative correlation between
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306 geographic distance and number of closely related isolate pairs for a given facility pair (Figure

307 9).

308

309 Package implementation
310

311 regentrans is implemented in R [22] and is available on GitHub (https://github.com/Snitkin-Lab-
312  Umich/regentrans). Our package depends on several other packages including tidyverse [23]
313  packages (dplyr and tidyr), ape [12], phytools [24], igraph [25], and future.apply [26]. The

314  ggplot2 [23], ggtree [27], and pheatmap [28] packages are used in the vignette for plotting. The
315 required and optional inputs to each function, as well as a reference to a manuscript that uses
316 the method, can be found in Table 1. Each of the references describes in more detail the

317  algorithm used in the underlying function [3, 4, 6, 7, 21]. Many functions require a phylogenetic
318 tree read in by ape::read.tree() and/or a pairwise SNV distance matrix calculated using

319 ape::dist.dna(), which requires a DNAbin object input that can be read in using ape::read.fasta().
320 The example geographic data provided in the package was de-identified by adding random
321  horizontal, vertical, and rotational shifts using the R package tangles v0.8.1 [29]. Our

322  introductory vignette provides examples of how to read in data, use each function, and plot the
323  corresponding output for interpretation.

324

325 Additional possible uses

326

327  While our expertise in studying regional transmission largely lies in investigating transmission
328  within and between healthcare facilities, the methods implemented in regentrans can be used
329 for many additional applications. Rather than investigating transmission between facilities, users
330 could investigate transmission between different zip codes, different rooms or wards within a
331 hospital, or even transmission between patient and environmental sources. As one example,
332  Popovich and Thiede et al. [30] identified transmission signatures within a large urban jail by
333 comparing pairwise SNV distances of community-onset MRSA to MRSA acquired within the jail.
334

335 Cautionary notes on interpretation

336

337 ltis important to emphasize that there are several limitations to the methods we describe here.
338  First, none of these methods include the use of epidemiological data to confirm or corroborate
339  putative transmission links. Therefore, while we can gain useful insight into the likely extent of
340 transmission within and between facilities, we cannot understand the nuances of actual

341 transmission events. If epidemiological data is available, we highly recommend incorporating
342  this information into the analysis to provide further insights into putative transmission pathways
343 (examples: [6, 30]). Additionally, as mentioned above, for methods where choosing a threshold
344  of genomic relatedness is required, care in choosing the threshold and investigating the

345  sensitivity of the threshold on your interpretation of the results is warranted as the results may
346  change drastically depending on what threshold is chosen [31]. Finally, the sampling schemes
347  ortime frames used in the study can influence the output of the methods presented here [32,
348  33]. Therefore, as always, the strengths and limitations of the dataset being used must be

349  considered carefully when interpreting the results.
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350

351 Conclusion

352

353 Investigating regional pathogen transmission can provide insight into transmission dynamics
354  and guide infection prevention and control. Here we provide a framework for studying regional
355  pathogen transmission within and between healthcare facilities using whole-genome

356  sequencing data, and implement these methods in the easy-to-use R package regentrans.

357 regentrans allows users to interrogate the transmission dynamics of pathogens using various
358  metrics of genomic relatedness, including SNV-threshold and threshold-free approaches. Using
359  several complementary methods to investigate intra- and inter-facility transmission allows

360 investigators to gain a better understanding of the robustness of their findings and provide

361 different insights into transmission dynamics in the region of interest. Therefore, we believe that
362 this tool will be a useful resource for researchers and public health practitioners interested in
363 investigating regional pathogen transmission.
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498 Figures and tables
499
500 Table 1: Questions regentrans can help investigate, and corresponding regentrans
501 functions
502
Question Method regentrans Referen
function ce
QO [ How do you choose Visualize the fraction of intra- | get_frac_intra [4]
pairwise SNV distance facility pairs for various
thresholds? pairwise SNV distances
Q1 | Is transmission occurring | Phylogenetic clustering of get_clusters [6]
within and/or between isolates from the same
locations? location
Pairwise SNV distances get_pair_types | [7]
within and between facilities
Q2 | What locations is
transmission occurring Population-level similarity get facility fsp |[21]
within/between? between locations
Number of closely related - -
pairs within and between
facilities
Q3 | Have transmission Methods above but split over | - [7]
dynamics changed over | time
time?
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Q4 | Is transmission occurring | Compare patient/person flow | get_patient flo | [3]
along paths of higher between locations to inter- w
patient/person flow? location pairwise SNV summarize_pair
distances or Fsp s
Q5 | Are there any observable | Visualize geographic - [4]
geographic trends in distribution of prevalence
prevalence/transmission? | and closely related pairs or
Fsp
503
504
e 3
, [ Perform whole-genome ] [ Identify aroups of closely ] regentrans
& l sequencing of isolates |—>| related isolates (e.g. sequence I = .
from different facilites | | type [ST], clonal complex [CC)) pre-processing
L workflow
'q l 3
For each group of closely related isolates:
: Generate variant
Agﬁgﬁger g];esrggfg L. alignment with L Create
g ST/CC recombinant sites phylogeny
masked
Subset to first isolate per patient per +
facility regentrans
‘. o’ )
L
505

506 Figure 1: regentrans data pre-processing workflow. Whole-genome sequences of closely
507 related isolates are aligned to a reference genome, non-recombinant variants are identified, a
508 phylogeny is recreated, and the data is subset to the first isolate per patient per facility.
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511  Figure 2: Choosing pairwise SNV distance thresholds. Plotting the fraction of intra-facility
512  pairs for various pairwise SNV distances can help identify drops in intra-facility pair fraction that
513 may indicate a reasonable pairwise SNV distance threshold, assuming that intra-facility

514  transmission is more common than inter-facility transmission. This data can be generated using
515 the get_frac_intra function.
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Figure 3: Clusters of isolates from the same facility suggest intra-facility transmission.
(A) Mapping isolate location on the phylogeny provides a visual for the extent of clustering by
facility. Here we can see clustering of isolates from the same facility in several subclades of the
phylogeny. (B) Quantification of the size of phylogenetic clusters from a single facility using
get_clusters.
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Figure 4: Pairwise single nucleotide variant (SNV) distances between facilities suggest
recent intra- and inter-facility transmission. Data generated using the get_pair_types
function. Inset shows all pairs with a pairwise SNV distance < 10, which we consider indicative
of recent transmission (see QO on SNV distance thresholds in main text). This plot also
indicates that transmission is likely occurring both within and between facilities.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.25.21261097
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

530
531

532
533
534
535

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.25.21261097; this version posted July 30, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

P

T 0.6
- a8

] wo
B o2

o |

—

H

=il | B EEE m

®@ ™ 4 O ¥ m o m T — Z O <

Figure 5: Some facility pairs have similar populations, indicating potential transmission
between them. Fsp was calculated using the get_facility_fsp function in regentrans. Rows and
columns are facilities. Lower Fsp indicates more similar populations and thus more putative
transmission.
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Figure 7: Facilities with more patient flow tend to have more similar CRKP populations.
(A) Patient flow and Fsp are negatively correlated. (B) Patient flow and number of closely
related isolate pairs are positively correlated. Patient flow is the path of maximum patient flow.
For this analysis we considered indirect transfers as LTACHSs are often not connected by direct
transfers, but rather are connected by transfers to an intermediate facility such as an acute care
hospital. Lines were plotted using ggplot::geom_smooth() with the ‘Im” method.
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Figure 8: Pairwise SNV distance distribution does not change over time. (A) Count of

pairwise SNV distances faceted by year. (B) Fraction of intra- vs. inter-facility pairwise SNV
distances faceted by year. Trends are similar across both years.
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Figure 9: Geographically close facilities are often connected by closely related isolate
pairs. (A) Facilities are located as they are geographically in space but latitude and longitude
are de-identified by horizontal, vertical, and rotational shifts. The smaller SNV threshold was
chosen for visualization purposes. (B) Physical distance between facilities is positively
correlated with Fsp. (C) Physical distance between facilities is negatively correlated with number
of closely related isolate pairs (€10 SNVSs). The larger SNV threshold was chosen to have a
wider distribution of number of closely related isolate pairs. Physical distance was calculated as
the shortest distance between the points of latitude and longitude for the facility pair. Lines in
panels B and C were plotted using ggplot::geom_smooth() with the ‘Im’ method.
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