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Summary 

Background  

The SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant (B.1.1.529) has rapidly replaced the Delta variant (B.1.617.2) to 

become dominant in England. This epidemiological study assessed differences in transmissibility 

between the Omicron and Delta using two methods and data sources. 

 

Methods  

Omicron and Delta cases were identified through genomic sequencing, genotyping and S-gene target 

failure in England from 5-11 December 2021. Secondary attack rates for Omicron and Delta using 

named contacts and household clustering were calculated using national surveillance and contact 

tracing data. We used multivariable logistic regression was used to control for factors associated with 

transmission. 

 

Findings  

Analysis of contact tracing data identified elevated secondary attack rates for Omicron vs Delta in 

household (15.0% vs 10.8%) and non-household (8.2% vs 3.7%) settings. The proportion of index 

cases resulting in residential clustering was twice as high for Omicron (16.1%) compared to Delta 

(7.3%). Transmission was significantly less likely from cases, or in named contacts, in receipt of three 

compared to two vaccine doses in household settings, but less pronounced for Omicron (aRR 0.78 and 

0.88) compared to Delta (aRR 0.62 and 0.68). In non-household settings, a similar reduction was 

observed for Delta cases and contacts (aRR 0.84 and 0.51) but only for Omicron contacts (aRR 0.76, 

95% CI: 0.58-0.93) and not cases in receipt of three vs two doses (aRR 0.95, 0.77-1.16). 

 

Interpretation  

Our study identified increased risk of onward transmission of Omicron, consistent with its successful 

global displacement of Delta.  We identified a reduced effectiveness of vaccination in lowering risk of 

transmission, a likely contributor for the rapid propagation of Omicron.  
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INTRODUCTION 

On 11 November 2021, a new SARS-CoV-2 variant, B.1.1.529, was reported in Botswana. 

Subsequent investigations revealed that the earliest case of this variant was detected on 9 November 

in South Africa. On 26 November 2021, B.1.1.529 was classified as a ‘variant of concern’ by the 

World Health Organisation (WHO) and given the designation of ‘Omicron’.1 By this point, the variant 

had most likely already reached several countries. 

The Omicron variant has over 30 mutations in the spike protein receptor-binding domain 

characterised by a minimum of 30 amino acid substructions, three deletions and one mutation.2-4 At 

present, three distinct clades (BA.1, BA.2 and BA.3) have been identified.  

The first Omicron case in England, confirmed by genomic sequencing, was detected on 16 November 

2021, during a time when the dominant circulating variant was Delta.5 A dramatic rise in incidence of 

COVID-19 ensued, seeing the highest UK incidence reported in the pandemic to date, with over 

245,000 cases diagnosed in a single day by late December 2021 . Preliminary analyses suggested that 

the Omicron variant was associated with increased transmission and reduced vaccine effectiveness 

compared to other SARS-CoV-2 variants.6  Data from Gauteng province in South Africa showed a 

fourth wave of COVID-19 infections with twice as many cases compared to previous waves, 

indicating rapid spread of this variant.7 Surveillance data from England suggested that the Omicron 

variant may infect more individuals compared to Delta based on the rapid rise in confirmed cases 

observed following the emergence of the Omicron variant.8  

Previous emerging SARS-CoV-2 variants, Alpha and Delta, resulted in surges in incidence in 

England, with increased household clustering observed for both these variants.9-11 In contrast, Beta 

and Gamma variants had lesser impact on case numbers after their emergence.8  

We applied two different methods (secondary attack rate estimates, household clustering) to assess the 

transmissibility of the emerging SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant compared to the Delta variant at a 

time when both variants were circulating in England.  

  

METHODS 

We assessed transmission of SARS-CoV-2 from cases confirmed as Omicron or Delta variants in 

England within household and non-household settings, using two different data sources and analytical 

methods:  

1. Secondary attack rates and risk of transmission to named contacts of cases 

2. Risk of clusters within cases’ households 
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Data sources 

Cases  

All analyses were based on cases in England identified as Delta or Omicron with positive specimen 

date between 05 and 11 December 2021, a time period where both Omicron and Delta variants were 

circulating in England.  

In accordance with statutory requirements, positive SARS-CoV-2  tests are reported by private and 

National Health Service (NHS) laboratories to the UK Health Security Agency (UKHSA). Laboratory 

reports along with self-reported positive rapid Lateral Flow Device (LFD) testing data are stored 

within the UKHSA Second Generation Surveillance System (SGSS).12 13 14 

Genomic sequencing in England is co-ordinated by the COG-UK (COVID-19 Genomics UK) 

consortium and held in the Cloud Infrastructure for Big Data Microbial Bioinformatics database 

(CLIMB).15 SARS-CoV-2 variants were detected from genomic sequencing and genotyping of PCR 

confirmed cases and by the presence of S-gene target failure (SGTF) identified through PCR 

processing. Identification of variants is based on UKHSA’s single and multinucleotide 

polymorphisms variant definitions.13 Specimens are selected for sequencing through geographic-

weighted population-level sampling of community cases supplemented by targeted selection such as 

recent international travellers, care homes, or NHS diagnostic laboratories. For these analyses, Delta 

and Omicron variants were defined through genomic sequencing and genotyping; Omicron cases were 

also identified by S-gene target failure (SGTF). In England, the CT value threshold for defining SGTF 

is ≤30CT for both N and ORF1ab genes. Samples may be selected for sequencing or genotyping if 

they have a ≤30CT value for at least one gene target.  

Vaccinations 

COVID-19 vaccination data for England was obtained from the National Immunisation Management 

System (NIMS)16 system. 

Contact tracing data  

All individuals testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 via PCR were referred for contact tracing with data 

collated nationally (NHS Test and Trace). Where an individual had multiple positive tests within a 10-

day period, only the first positive test triggered the creation of a case record. Information about the 

case’s symptoms and symptom onset, date of birth, sex, ethnicity, and address were collected during 

contact tracing. Cases were asked to name people they may have exposed to COVID-19 through close 

contact during the period they may have been infectious (from two days before symptom onset or, if 

asymptomatic, test date, until date of contact tracing), with setting type and exposure dates collected. 
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These data were used to assess secondary attack rates in named contacts and to provide proxy 

information on household size for household clustering analysis.  

Data linkage and processing 

Vaccination status of cases and contacts was obtained by linking case data to the National 

Immunisation Management System (NIMS)16 using a unique patient identifier (NHS number) or 

combinations of NHS number, forename, first initial, surname, date of birth and postcode. 

Vaccination status was derived from calculating time between date of vaccination and positive test or 

symptom onset (cases) or exposure (contacts).  

Case data were linked to NHS Test and Trace records using a combination of specimen identifiers, 

NHS number, and date of birth, to enrich with the number of named household contacts, and to 

identify individuals with no household contact. 

NHS Test and Trace data were enriched with variant information through linkage on specimen 

identifiers and dates.  

Transmission to named contacts  

For assessment of transmission among named contacts, close contacts named to NHS Test and Trace 

formed the study population in this analysis. Only contacts of cases with exposure date between 03 

and 12 December 2021 were included, capturing the majority of contacts of these exposers and 

allowing time for follow-up. Close contacts were defined as: household members, face-to-face 

contacts within one metre of the case, or people within 2 metres for 15 minutes.17 Contacts not named 

by the case (for example, identified as part of contact tracing of international travellers on flights) 

were excluded. Contacts of cases with missing information on sex were excluded. 

The outcome of interest was whether an individual identified as a contact went on to become a 

secondary case, regardless of their sequencing status. This was identified by matching the named 

contact data of a COVID-19 PCR-positive case (the exposer) to another COVID-19 PCR-positive 

case (secondary case) in the NHS Test and Trace data with a symptom onset date (test date if 

asymptomatic) between 2-14 days (inclusive) after exposure date. Records were matched using 

forename and surname (including allowing matching of one of these via its initial) and combinations 

of NHS number, date of birth, postcode, email or telephone number. Where the named contact was a 

household contact, the symptom onset date (test date if asymptomatic) of their exposer was taken as 

the exposure date for the contact. To derive the outcome, where multiple contact events (arising either 

from multiple cases, or the same case on multiple occasions) were matched to a single secondary case 

record for one individual, rule-based prioritisation prioritising household exposures, and most recent 

exposures were applied to select a single contact event.  
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Household clustering 

The household clustering analyses included ‘index’ cases, the first positive test within a given 

household. Index cases within a household were laboratory confirmed sequenced cases identified as 

Omicron or Delta whereas further household cases within any ensuing clusters included cases 

confirmed by any method (including lateral flow device) regardless of sequencing status to optimise 

case ascertainment. Index cases included individuals with their first positive specimen during the 

study period (05 and 11 December 2020) and did not include re-infection cases. Only cases living in 

private dwellings (including household types: flats, terraced, semi-detached or detached houses or 

flats) were included. 

A household cluster was defined as two or more SARS-CoV-2 cases at the same private residential 

dwelling, identified through having the same UPRN, within 14 days of the date of first positive 

specimen. A household forms a cluster on the date the second case tested positive. Sporadic cases 

refer to a single case detected in a household within 14-day period. To assess household clustering, 

residential household clusters of COVID-19 were identified from cases’ home addresses self-reported 

at the time of booking a COVID-19 test, or from the diagnosing laboratory or NHS spine (summary 

care records). Residential addresses were address-matched against Ordnance Survey reference 

databases to derive a Unique Property Reference Number (UPRN) to facilitate cluster identification, 

and Basic Land and Property Unity (BLPU) to identify property type.  

Index cases were excluded from this analysis if any of the following applied i) cases from households 

with a case with an earliest positive test in the preceding 90 days of the index case test date as this 

could independently reduce the number of susceptible persons in a household ii) household clusters 

with co-primary cases, defined as more than one case diagnosed within one day of each other, as 

further household transmission could be from either case iii) cases with no named household contacts 

at the time of contact tracing by NHS Test and Trace, including those who did not complete contact 

tracing documents. iv) cases identified through non-community testing i.e. hospital testing (tests 

captured in Pillar 1), to reduce any bias by including hospitalised patients who would not contribute to 

household clustering. 

 

Descriptive analysis 

For transmission among named contacts, contacts of Delta and Omicron cases were described by 

exposure date, age group, sex, vaccination status and whether they completed contact tracing and by 

the age group, sex, ethnicity, index of multiple deprivation (IMD) quintile, region of residence, 

symptom status and vaccination status of their exposer. IMD quintiles for 2019 within England at 

Lower Super Output Area (LSOA) level (2011 boundaries) were used. 
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Median serial intervals were calculated for symptomatic index cases and each subsequent 

symptomatic case among named contacts as the period in days between the dates of symptom onset of 

the two cases. 

The proportions of genotyped and sequenced Omicron and Delta cases with CT value data available 

that had ≤30CT for both N and ORF1ab genes were assessed to address whether there was any bias in 

CT values introduced by the use of S-gene status as an indicator for Omicron but not for Delta. 

Secondary attack rates, the proportion of close contacts of cases with Omicron and Delta variants that 

became cases, were calculated. This was based on all cases reported to NHS Test and Trace, including 

individuals with previous diagnosed infection. For the household clustering analyses, Delta and 

Omicron index cases were described by specimen test date, age group, sex, ethnicity, IMD, region, 

number of household contacts and vaccination status. The mean number of household contacts for 

each variant was described.  

Statistical analysis  

To evaluate differences in transmission among named contacts of cases with Omicron and Delta 

variants, logistic regression models were used to compare the risk of close contacts becoming a case 

for each variant. Separate models using the same methods were conducted for household and non-

household contacts. The multivariable models adjusted for exposure date, characteristics of index 

cases and contacts (age group, sex, vaccination status), whether the contact completed contact tracing 

and the symptom status, region of residence, IMD and ethnicity of the index case. To allow for 

potential differential protection from vaccination, interactions between the variant and the vaccination 

status of the index case and the contact were also included in the models, and model fit assessed using 

likelihood ratio tests. To assess any differences in transmission of Omicron compared to Delta in the 

context of vaccination, adjusted risk ratios of transmission among contacts of cases with Omicron and 

Delta within exposer and contact vaccination status categories, and adjusted risk ratios of transmission 

comparing exposer and contact vaccination statuses within contacts of cases with each variant were 

calculated from these models. Adjusted secondary attack rates and adjusted risk ratios among contacts 

of cases where both case and contact were unvaccinated were derived from the same models. To 

support interpretation of the results as risks and changes in risk, adjusted secondary attack rates and 

risk ratios were calculated, standardised to the study population via post-estimation of subject-specific 

predicted risks from the models in both Omicron and Delta scenarios. 18 

For household clustering, to assess whether Omicron cases were more likely to result in clusters of 

cases at the same residential property compared to Delta, a logistic regression model was conducted.  
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The index case of the household was included in the model with the outcome variable as a binary 

indicator for clustering. 

A multivariable model adjusting for age group, sex, ethnicity, IMD in quintiles, number of household 

contacts, household type (terraced, semi-detached, detached or flat), earliest specimen date, region, 

asymptomatic vs. symptomatic and vaccination status prior to infection was carried out. Furthermore, 

two interaction parameters were assessed to identify any interaction between SARS-CoV-2 variant 

and the specimen date as well as between variant and vaccination status to account for both changes in 

PCR test availability in December 2021 and differential vaccine effectiveness by variant, respectively. 

As for the analyses among named contacts of cases, adjusted risks of clustering and risk ratios of 

clustering were derived using post-estimation of subject-specific predicted risks from the models in 

both Omicron and Delta scenarios. 18 19 Finally, a further model was constructed based on individuals 

who had no recent travel history outside of the UK as a sensitivity analysis to consider behavioural 

and testing differences among who recently travelled. 

The household transmission analysis was conducted in Stata version 15.20 Transmission among named 

contacts analysis was conducted in R version 4.0.5. 21 The household transmission analysis was 

conducted in Stata version 15.20 Transmission among named contacts analysis was conducted in R 

version 4.0.5.21  

 

RESULTS (1392 words) 

Secondary attack rates 

23,667 Omicron and 59,031 Delta cases with test dates between 05 and 11 December 2021 were 

linked to contact tracing data; of those, 13,874 Omicron and 40,453 Delta cases had at least one 

named contact (in any setting) during their contact tracing. After excluding contacts whose exposure 

dates were outside of the study period, 03 to 12 December 2021, and contacts of cases without 

recorded sex (n = 54) or IMD (n = 260), 40,123 contacts of Omicron cases and 111,469 contacts of 

Delta cases were included in the secondary attack rate analysis. They were exposed by 13,680 

Omicron and 37,601 Delta cases respectively.  

Delta cases reported a mean of 2.0 contacts per case (SD (standard deviation) 2.2), 1.6 (SD 1.5) in the 

household and 0.4 (SD 1.5) non-household contacts. Omicron cases reported fewer contacts overall, 

but with more variation; 1.7 contacts per case (SD 2.9) of which 1.1 household contacts (SD 1.3) and 

0.6 (SD 2.4) non-household contacts. 

Where exposure was in the household, the median serial interval from an exposer to a secondary case 

was 4 days (IQR (inter-quartile range): 2-6 days) for Delta and 3 days (IQR: 2-5 days) for Omicron. 
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Similar serial intervals were observed for exposure outside the household, with a median 4 days (IQR: 

2-7 days) for Delta and 3 days (IQR: 1-5 days) for Omicron. 

Of those cases identified by sequencing or genotyping and having CT value data available, 98.7% of 

Delta cases and 99.2% of Omicron cases had CT≤30 for both N and ORF1ab genes. 

The unadjusted secondary attack rate among named household contacts of Omicron cases was 15.0% 

compared to 10.8% for Delta cases. Similarly, secondary attack rates among named non-household 

contacts were higher for Omicron than Delta, 8.2% vs 3.7%.  

Multivariable logistic regression models were fitted with interactions of variant with exposer (index 

case) vaccination status, and variant with contact vaccination status. These were found to be 

significant in the household model (p< 0.05), and hence included.  

The overall risk ratio of transmission to household contacts of Omicron cases was 1.48 (95% 

confidence interval [CI]: 1.41 - 1.55) compared to those of Delta cases; for non-household contacts of 

Omicron cases, this was even greater at 2.14 (95% CI: 1.91 - 2.40) (Table 1). Although the effect of 

variant on risk of transmission varied according to the vaccination status of both the exposer and 

contact (Table 1), adjusted secondary attack rates were consistently higher for Omicron than Delta for 

every stratum of vaccination dose for index cases or contacts.  

For Delta cases, adjusted secondary attack rates were lowest among exposers and contacts with three 

doses of vaccine in both settings (Tables 1a and 1b). For contacts exposed to Delta, secondary attack 

rates were 3.0% (95% CI: 2.2% - 3.8%) for individuals who had received 3 doses vs 5.1% (95% CI: 

3.4% - 6.8%) in unvaccinated contacts in non-household settings, and 7.6% vs 12.9% in household 

settings. Similarly, transmission was reduced according to number of vaccine doses received by the 

exposer, 3.1% (95% CI: 2.1% - 4.2%) vs 4.9% (95% CI: 4.0% - 5.8%) for three doses vs no doses in 

non-household settings and 6.2% (95% CI: 5.3% - 7.1%) vs 11.8% (95% CI: 11.4% - 12.3%) in 

household settings. The adjusted risk ratio of transmission for contacts who had received a third 

vaccine dose compared to two doses was 0.51 (95% CI: 0.39 - 0.66) for non-household cases and 0.68 

95% CI: (0.562 - 0.74, p <0.0001) for household contacts (Supplementary Table 1B).  

The impact of exposer or contact vaccination on transmission rates for Omicron cases was 

considerably attenuated compared to Delta, with secondary transmission rates similar for household 

contacts regardless of number of vaccine doses received, although marginally lower for exposers with 

3 doses (12.4%) compared to less than 3 doses or unvaccinated groups (14.9 to 15.8%; Table 1). In 

non-household settings, a gradient of decreasing secondary attack rates was evident for Omicron cases 

according to increasing number of vaccination doses received by exposers, although less distinct for 

number of vaccination doses received by contacts. Adjusted risk ratio analyses showed however a 

clear protective effect in contacts (0.88, 95% CI: 0.79 - 0.97, p=0.0129) or exposers (0.78 (95% CI: 
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0.69 - 0.88), p <0.0001) having received 3 doses (compared to 2 doses) in household settings 

(Supplementary Table 1B). In non-household settings, a protective effect for contacts having received 

3 doses vs 2 doses was observed (0.76 (95% CI: 0.61 - 0.94), p=0.0115), but there was no evidence of 

differences in protection according to number of doses received by exposers (Supplementary Table 2). 

 

Adjusted secondary attack rates in households were slightly higher for unvaccinated contacts of 

unvaccinated Omicron cases (16.2%, 95% CI: 14.8% - 17.6%) compared to unvaccinated Delta cases 

(14.6%, 95% CI:13.9% - 15.3%) with an adjusted risk ratio of 1.11 (95% CI: 1.01 - 1.22). Among 

unvaccinated non-household contacts of unvaccinated cases the difference between secondary attack 

rates for Omicron and Delta was more marked, with 11.6% (95% CI: 8.2% - 14.9%) for Omicron and 

6.3% (95% CI: 4.1% - 8.6%) for Delta and an adjusted risk ratio of 1.84 (95% CI: 1.19 - 2.85). 

 

Table 1: Adjusted* secondary attack rates and adjusted risk ratios of transmission to named contacts 

from Omicron compared to Delta cases in household (1A) and non-household (1B) settings. Exposer 

and contacts with unknown vaccination status omitted. 

Table 1: Household settings 

1A: Household 

 
Adjusted secondary attack 
rate Delta (95% CI) 

Adjusted secondary attack 
rate Omicron (95% CI) 

Adjusted risk ratio of 
Omicron vs Delta 
(95% CI) 

p 

All 10.5% (10.3% - 10.7%) 15.6% (15.0% - 16.1%) 1.48 (1.41 - 1.55) <0.0001 

Contact vaccination status 

Unvaccinated 12.9% (12.4% - 13.5%) 15.9% (14.8% - 17.0%) 1.23 (1.14 - 1.32) <0.0001 

1 dose + 21 days 10.6% (9.7% - 11.5%) 14.8% (12.8% - 16.8%) 1.40 (1.19 - 1.63) <0.0001 

2 doses + 14 days 11.2% (10.8% - 11.6%) 18.3% (17.4% - 19.3%) 1.64 (1.55 - 1.75) <0.0001 

3 doses + 14 days 7.6% (6.9% - 8.3%) 16.1% (14.5% - 17.7%) 2.13 (1.87 - 2.43) <0.0001 

Exposer vaccination status 

Unvaccinated 11.8% (11.4% - 12.3%) 15.8% (14.7% - 17.0%) 1.33 (1.23 - 1.44) <0.0001 

1 dose + 21 days 9.6% (8.8% - 10.4%) 14.9% (13.1% - 16.8%) 1.55 (1.34 - 1.81) <0.0001 
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1A: Household 

 
Adjusted secondary attack 
rate Delta (95% CI) 

Adjusted secondary attack 
rate Omicron (95% CI) 

Adjusted risk ratio of 
Omicron vs Delta 
(95% CI) 

p 

2 doses + 14 days 10.0% (9.6% - 10.3%) 15.8% (15.1% - 16.5%) 1.58 (1.50 - 1.67) <0.0001 

3 doses + 14 days 6.2% (5.3% - 7.1%) 12.4% (10.9% - 13.8%) 1.99 (1.66 - 2.39) <0.0001 

* with additional adjustment for exposure date, characteristics of index cases (age, sex, IMD and ethnicity, 

symptom status, region of residence) and contacts (age group, sex, whether they completed contact tracing). 

1B: Non-household 

 
Adjusted secondary 
attack rate Delta 
(95% CI) 

Adjusted secondary 
attack rate Omicron (95% 
CI) 

Adjusted risk ratio of 
Omicron vs Delta 
(95% CI) 

P 

All 3.9% (3.7% - 4.2%) 7.6% (7.2% - 8.1%) 2.14 (1.91 - 2.40) <0.0001 

Contact vaccination status 

Unvaccinated 5.1% (3.4% - 6.8%) 10.1% (7.4% - 12.8%) 1.99 (1.32 - 2.99) 0.0009 

1 dose + 21 days 6.0% (3.2% - 8.9%) 7.4% (3.8% - 11.0%) 1.22 (0.62 - 2.39) 0.560 

2 doses + 14 days 5.9% (5.1% - 6.7%) 9.6% (8.4% - 10.9%) 1.64 (1.43 - 1.87) <0.0001 

3 doses + 14 days 3.0% (2.2% - 3.8%) 7.3% (5.7% - 9.0%) 2.43 (1.80 - 3.29) <0.0001 

Exposer vaccination status 

Unvaccinated 4.9% (4.0% - 5.8%) 8.8% (7.2% - 10.4%) 1.33 (1.23 - 1.44) <0.0001 

1 dose + 21 days 4.7% (3.2% - 6.3%) 6.7% (4.6% - 8.9%) 1.55 (1.34 - 1.81) <0.0001 

2 doses + 14 days 3.7% (3.4% - 4.1%) 7.5% (6.9% - 8.0%) 1.58 (1.50 - 1.67) <0.0001 

3 doses + 14 days 3.1% (2.1% - 4.2%) 7.1% (5.7% - 8.4%) 1.99 (1.66 - 2.39) <0.0001 

* with additional adjustment for exposure date, characteristics of index cases (age, sex, IMD and ethnicity, 

symptom status, region of residence) and contacts (age group, sex, whether the completed contact tracing). 

 

Compared to contacts aged 30-39 years, risk of household transmission was generally lower in all 

other age groups (except 40-49 years old), particularly children (Figure 1). Likelihood of transmission 

was also lower in male than female contacts. Where assessed according to characteristics of the 

exposer, exposers aged under 30 were less likely to transmit infection to their contacts than exposers 
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aged 30-79 years old. Similarly, in settings outside the household, exposers aged under 20 were less 

likely to transmit than 30-69-year-olds. Non-household contacts of exposers in London were more 

likely to become cases than those in the reference region (East Midlands) and household contacts of 

exposers in the North West were less likely to become cases. Within households, cases who reported 

being asymptomatic (13.5% of Delta, 8.8% of Omicron) were half as likely to transmit to their 

household contacts (aOR 0.47 (0.44-0.51)) than those reporting symptoms, but no such (significant) 

differences were seen for non-household exposures. 

Figure 1: Transmission to named contacts: adjusted odds ratios for selected variables* from 

multivariable analyses (x-axis limited to 2), 05 to 11 December 2021, England 

 

 

*with additional adjustment for variant, exposer vaccination status, contact vaccination status, interaction of 

variant with exposer vaccination status, interaction of variant with contact vaccination status, whether contact 

completed contact tracing, exposer IMD quintile, date of exposure. Missing values omitted for all categories. 

 

Household clustering 
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For inclusion in the household clustering analysis, a total of 307,034 individuals tested positive for 

SARS-CoV-2 for the first time of which 60,393 cases were confirmed as Delta by genotyping or 

sequencing and 21,402 identified as Omicron through genomic sequencing or the presence of S-gene 

target failure, representing a total of 26.6% of all cases reported England during the study period, 05 

to 11 December 2021.   

After exclusion criteria were applied, 8,692 Omicron and 29,094 Delta index case were included in 

the household clustering analysis. The mean number of named household contacts was 1.96 (range 1-

11) and 2.37 (range 1-10), respectively for Omicron and Delta cases. 

Of the cases included in the analysis, 16.13% (1,404) Omicron cases resulted in household clustering, 

compared to 7.34% (2,136) Delta cases. 

The multivariable logistic regression model showed a significant effect modification between variant 

and the vaccination status of the index case and this interaction was retained in the final model. 

Postestimation analysis to assess the risk ratio of household clustering found that the overall risk ratio 

was 3.54 (95% CI (3.29 to 3.81) for Omicron compared to Delta variants. Furthermore, for each of 

vaccination status there was an increased risk of household clustering for Omicron compared to Delta 

variants, most notably among index cases who were  ≥14 days post their third vaccine dose with an 

risk ratio of household clustering of 6.81 (95% CI (4.91 to 9.46) (Table 2).  

Table 2. Risk of household clustering for Omicron vs. Delta by vaccination status of the index case.  

Vaccination status of index 

case  

Adjusted risk of 

clustering, Delta 

 Adjusted risk of 

clustering, Omicron 

Adjusted risk ratio 

(aRR) 

Omicron vs Delta  

Overall 6.58 (6.31 to 6.86) 23.32 (21.97 to 24.67) 3.54 (3.29 to 3.81) 

Unvaccinated 7.79 (7.14 to 8.45) 24.83 (22.04 to 27.62) 3.19 (2.79 to 3.64)  

≥21 days post dose 1 6.10 (4.98 to 7.22) 24.93 (20.55 to 29.31) 4.09 (3.19 to 5.23) 

≥14 days post dose 2 6.19 (5.73 to 6.64) 22.02 (20.55 to 23.5) 3.56 (3.25 to 3.90) 

≥14 days post dose 3 3.05 (2.13 to 3.98) 20.80 (17.64 to 23.97) 6.81 (4.91 to 9.46) 

Unknown vaccination status 6.80 (5.35 to 8.25) 27.54 (22.49 to 32.59) 4.05 (3.06 to 5.37) 

  
 

The effect modification between specimen date and variant was evaluated and identified as not being 

significant (p=0.123). 
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Additional factors associated with likelihood of household clustering were age, with younger (<30 

years old) index cases having the lowest likelihood of resulting in household clustering, compared to 

30-39 years old, and those over 40 years old having higher risk, and ethnicity, with reduced clustering 

for black vs white index cases. 

The overall results of the model for household clustering among Omicron vs Delta index cases did not 

significantly change in a restricted model excluding those with travel history outside of the UK, 

showing an overall adjusted odds ratio of 4.53 (95% CI 4.04 to 5.08)), compared to 4.51 (95% CI 4.03 

to 5.05) in the final model including those with travel history. 

Figure 2. Household clustering for selected variables from multivariable analyses: adjusted odds 

ratios, 5 to 11 December 2021, England* 

*The full adjusted model includes adjustment for variant (Omicron and Delta), sex, age group, ethnicity, IMD, 

household type, earliest specimen date, region, vaccination status, number of household contacts, symptomatic 

status.  

 

DISCUSSION 

Our study confirms  early observations suggesting increased transmission for Omicron compared to 

Delta.8 We identified a significant attenuation of the protective effect of a booster dose of vaccine in 

reducing risk on onwards transmission from Omicron cases, or susceptibility to infection in contacts,  
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a likely contributor to its rapid expansion in the UK and other countries worldwide. The UK 

experienced a vertiginous  acceleration in incidence since the arrival of Omicron on its shores in 

November 2021, breaching 2,000 reported cases per 100,000 population by 04 January 2022. The 

swift domination of Omicron globally highlights the importance of rapid genomic surveillance to 

detect and better understand the impact of new variants on disease incidence, hospitalisations and 

mortality.  

The emergence of Omicron triggered several public health measures to be reinstated (‘Plan B’). These 

included compulsory face coverings in most public indoor venues other than hospitality, the 

implementation of NHS COVID Passes showing proof of vaccination for specific settings, and return 

to work from home, where possible.22 Coupled with evidence of reducing protection from waning 

immunity, public campaigns strongly encouraged a third dose (booster) of vaccine, which saw the 

public queuing for hours to receive vaccination ahead of our fourth wave. Our assessment of the 

impact of this third dose for either cases or their contacts indicates modest benefit in reducing 

transmission, although a clear and substantial benefit to patient outcomes and maintaining a 

functioning health service was likely to have been achieved through the booster immunisation 

programme.23 

Our study utilised complementary but distinct methods to assess transmission to named contacts 

identified through contact tracing, and household clustering through geocoding of surveillance data. 

Our results suggest that the Omicron variant is far more transmissible than the Delta variant in both 

households and non-household settings.  Our findings support those of Gu et al. who reported 

probable Omicron transmission between two fully vaccinated travellers staying in rooms across the 

corridor, despite quarantine restrictions.24 The elevation in transmission risk between Omicron and 

Delta was particularly apparent in non-household settings, with twice the likelihood of contacts 

developing infection than for Delta; this increased risk was particularly notable in transmission to 

unvaccinated non-household contacts of unvaccinated Omicron cases (compared to their Delta 

counterparts). This suggests that briefer, less proximate contact events may be sufficient for 

transmission from Omicron cases (relative to Delta). It could also, however, relate to milder 

symptoms for Omicron than Delta, leading to reduced awareness of possible infection and 

consequently early testing and self-isolation in individuals with Delta compared to Omicron.25  

After adjustment for potentially confounding factors and accounting for the interaction between 

variant and vaccination status, the risk of transmission was reduced for those with a booster dose of a 

COVID-19 vaccine for both Omicron and Delta. These results support early findings of vaccine 

effectiveness against infection with Omicron which indicates higher effectiveness among individuals 

with a third dose of the vaccine.23  The interaction observed between vaccination status and variant 

indicates that vaccination status, in particular a recent booster vaccination, may not have substantially 
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decreased the number of household clusters where the index case had Omicron, whereas a booster 

vaccine significantly reduced household clustering arising from Delta. This indicates that viral 

shedding still occurs despite a booster vaccination. These findings align with initial findings from 

Denmark and recent data from the Netherlands. 26 27  

This is one of the first studies to investigate Omicron transmission in households and outside of 

household settings among close contacts. Having a robust national level dataset and being able to link 

individual cases by address to secondary cases, as well as through named household contacts 

identified via contact tracing, have allowed for two complementary methods to assess household 

transmission in England. Routine collection of named contacts outside the household in national 

contact tracing of all cases, additionally allowed the evaluation of transmission in these settings. 

Through linkage of national immunisation datasets to both cases and contacts, we were able to 

robustly assess the reduction in transmission from vaccination, and evaluate the effect of different 

doses, on risk, both for onward transmission from the index, and for susceptibility of the contact. 

These results must be interpreted with caution due to the potential impact of increased case finding 

among contacts of individuals testing positive for Omicron, although this was focused before our 

study period. Conversely, as the fourth wave of COVID-19 infections began and considerable 

demands for tests resulting in known shortages in supply, it is likely that not all clusters or 

transmission events were detected.28 Furthermore, it is possible that people were more cautious closer 

to the Christmas period which may have suppressed transmission rates observed.  However, this is 

unlikely to have differentially affected Omicron compared to Delta cases. Secondary attack rates from 

routinely-collected contact tracing data are likely to be lower bounds due to limitations of data 

completeness and quality caused by variation in testing behaviour and engagement with contact 

tracing. Our assessment of impact of vaccine dosing on risk of transmission did not consider the 

timing of the vaccinations received, and as such, we could not distinguish the effect of multiple doses 

from recency of the vaccination. 

Conclusion 

In summary, our study identified increased risk of transmission from Omicron compared to Delta, in 

part explained by an attenuated impact of vaccination on reducing transmission for Omicron 

compared to Delta. As such, Omicron’s worldwide success may be more attributable to immune 

escape and a milder symptom profile than increased infectivity. Our findings underscore the value of 

assessing growth advantage of new variants as they emerge to inform potential public health 

interventions such as the roll-out of the booster vaccinations and other non-pharmaceutical public 

health interventions.  
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SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURES 

Supplementary Table 1A: Adjusted risk ratios of vaccination on transmission to household contacts of 

cases with Omicron and Delta. Reference category is vaccinated with 2 doses + 14 days.  

Household 

Vaccination status 
Adjusted risk ratio of 
vaccination status on 
Delta cases 

p 
Adjusted risk ratio of 
vaccination status on 
Omicron cases 

p 

Exposer 

Unvaccinated 1.19 (1.12 - 1.27) <0.0001 1.00 (0.92 - 1.09) 0.9323 

1 dose + 21 days 0.96 (0.87 - 1.06) 0.4550 0.94 (0.83 - 1.08) 0.4062 

3 doses + 14 days 0.62 (0.54 - 0.72) <0.0001 0.78 (0.69 - 0.88) <0.0001 

Contact 

Unvaccinated 1.16 (1.08 - 1.24) <0.0001 0.87 (0.79 - 0.95) 0.0015 

1 dose + 21 days 0.95 (0.86 - 1.04) 0.2627 0.80 (0.69 - 0.93) 0.0029 

3 doses + 14 days 0.68 (0.62 - 0.74) <0.0001 0.88 (0.79 - 0.97) 0.0129 

Adjusted as in main model for exposure date, characteristics of index cases and contacts (age group, sex), 

whether the contact completed contact tracing and the symptom status, region of residence, IMD and ethnicity 

of the index case. 

Supplementary Table 1B: Adjusted risk ratios of vaccination on transmission to non-household contacts of cases 

with Omicron and Delta. Reference category is vaccinated with 2 doses + 14 days. 

Non-household 

Vaccination status 
Adjusted risk ratio of 
vaccination status on 
Delta cases 

p 
Adjusted risk ratio of 
vaccination status on 
Omicron cases 

p 

Exposer 

Unvaccinated 1.32 (1.06 - 1.65) 0.0125 1.18 (0.97 - 1.44) 0.1044 

1 dose + 21 days 1.28 (0.9 - 1.81) 0.1676 0.9 (0.64 - 1.26) 0.5434 

3 doses + 14 days 0.84 (0.59 - 1.19) 0.3320 0.95 (0.77 - 1.16) 0.6042 

Contact 

Unvaccinated 0.86 (0.61 - 1.21) 0.3960 1.05 (0.8 - 1.36) 0.7299 

1 dose + 21 days 1.02 (0.63 - 1.66) 0.9218 0.76 (0.47 - 1.25) 0.2829 

3 doses + 14 days 0.51 (0.39 - 0.66) <0.0001 0.76 (0.61 - 0.94) 0.0115 
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Adjusted as in main model for exposure date, characteristics of index cases and contacts (age group, sex), 

whether the contact completed contact tracing and the symptom status, region of residence, IMD and ethnicity 

of the index case. 

 

Supplementary Table 2.  

Variable 
Omicron/ Total cases (% 
Omicron) 

Univariable OR 
(95% CI) 

Multivariable OR 
(95% CI) 

Variant Delta  -  Baseline 
Omicron 8692 / 37786 (23.00) 2.43 (2.26 to 2.61) * 

Sex Female 4702 / 20065 (23.43) Baseline 
Male 3990 / 17717 (22.52) 1.05 (0.98 to 1.12) 1.03 (0.96 to 1.10) 

Age Group 

30-39 1977 / 6425 (30.77) Baseline 
<10 259 / 5653 (4.58) 0.83 (0.74 to 0.95) 0.77 (0.65 to 0.91) 
 10-19 1085 / 7546 (14.38) 0.88 (0.78 to 0.98) 0.74 (0.64 to 0.86) 
20-29 2486 / 4767 (52.15) 0.80 (0.70 to 0.91) 0.65 (0.57 to 0.75) 
40-49 1507 / 6992 (21.55) 1.17 (1.05 to 1.30) 1.23 (1.10 to 1.38) 
50-59 954 / 4333 (22.02) 1.02 (0.89 to 1.16) 1.26 (1.10 to 1.45) 
60-69 326 / 1530 (21.31) 0.87 (0.72 to 1.06) 1.28 (1.04 to 1.58) 
70+ 98 / 536 (18.28) 0.78 (0.56 to 1.08) 1.61 (1.13 to 2.29) 

Ethnicity 

White 6616 / 32457 (20.38) Baseline 
Mixed 348 / 1213 (28.69) 0.98 (0.81 to 1.20) 0.96 (0.78 to 1.18) 
Asian 537 / 2011 (26.7) 1.11 (0.96 to 1.29) 1.11 (0.95 to 1.29) 

Black 1009 / 1537 (65.65) 1.25 (1.06 to 1.47) 0.79 (0.66 to 0.95) 
Other 182 / 564 (32.27) 1.26 (0.97 to 1.64) 1.25 (0.95 to 1.65) 

IMD Quintile 

3 1686 / 7552 (22.33) Baseline 
1 - most deprived 1128 / 5019 (22.47) 0.98 (0.87 to 1.11) 1.04 (0.92 to 1.19) 
2 1811 / 6945 (26.08) 1.07 (0.96 to 1.20) 1.08 (0.96 to 1.21) 
4 1867 / 8252 (22.62) 0.96 (0.86 to 1.07) 0.97 (0.86 to 1.08) 
5- least deprived 2200 / 10014 (21.97) 1.08 (0.98 to 1.20) 1.08 (0.97 to 1.21) 

Household type 

Detached 1931 / 9861 (19.58) Baseline 
Terraced 2562 / 11417 (22.44) 1.12 (1.02 to 1.23) 1.2 (1.09 to 1.33) 

Semi-Detached 2321 / 11946 (19.43) 1.05 (0.96 to 1.15) 1.15 (1.04 to 1.27) 
Flat 1878 / 4558 (41.2) 0.99 (0.87 to 1.12) 1.07 (0.93 to 1.24) 

Earliest 
Specimen Date 

05/12/2021 173 / 4609 (3.75) Baseline 
06/12/2021 456 / 5823 (7.83) 0.93 (0.81 to 1.05) 0.91 (0.80 to 1.03) 
07/12/2021 773 / 5708 (13.54) 1.05 (0.93 to 1.19) 0.92 (0.81 to 1.05) 
08/12/2021 1207 / 5410 (22.31) 1.03 (0.91 to 1.18) 0.80 (0.70 to 0.92) 
09/12/2021 1568 / 5429 (28.88) 0.91 (0.80 to 1.03) 0.63 (0.54 to 0.72) 
10/12/2021 2270 / 5766 (39.37) 0.77 (0.67 to 0.88) 0.45 (0.39 to 0.52) 
11/12/2021 2245 / 5037 (44.57) 0.57 (0.49 to 0.66) 0.30 (0.26 to 0.35) 

Region 

London 2903 / 5886 (49.32) Baseline 
East Midlands 562 / 3099 (18.13) 0.81 (0.70 to 0.95) 1.14 (0.96 to 1.35) 
East of England 1323 / 4767 (27.75) 0.96 (0.84 to 1.09) 1.13 (0.98 to 1.30) 
North East 119 / 1579 (7.54) 0.77 (0.63 to 0.94) 1.21 (0.97 to 1.51) 
North West 1016 / 3508 (28.96) 0.85 (0.74 to 0.99) 1.00 (0.85 to 1.17) 
South East 1694 / 9201 (18.41) 0.97 (0.87 to 1.09) 1.28 (1.13 to 1.45) 
South West 351 / 5283 (6.64) 1.15 (1.02 to 1.29) 1.92 (1.67 to 2.21) 
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West Midlands 449 / 2507 (17.91) 0.72 (0.61 to 0.86) 1.05 (0.87 to 1.26) 
Yorkshire and Humber 275 / 1952 (14.09) 0.69 (0.57 to 0.84) 1.02 (0.83 to 1.25) 

Vaccination 
status 

>=14 Days post dose 2 5628 / 18704 (30.09) Baseline 
>=14 Days post dose 3/ 
booster 843 / 2093 (40.28) 0.85 (0.73 to 1.00) 

* >=21 Days post dose 1 480 / 2329 (20.61) 0.85 (0.73 to 0.99) 
Unknown/ unlinked 372 / 1463 (25.43) 1.04 (0.87 to 1.24) 

Unvaccinated 1369 / 13193 (10.38) 0.88 (0.81 to 0.95) 

Number of 
household 
contacts 

1 household contact 4006 / 12789 (31.32) Baseline 
2 household contacts 2092 / 8908 (23.48) 1.17 (1.06 to 1.29) 1.33 (1.20 to 1.47) 
3 household contacts 1858 / 11031 (16.84) 1.50 (1.37 to 1.64) 1.86 (1.68 to 2.06) 
4 or more household 
contacts 736 / 5054 (14.56) 1.65 (1.48 to 1.83) 2.15 (1.91 to 2.43) 

Symptomatic 
status 

Symptomatic 15734 / 20516 (76.69) Baseline 
Unknown 1454 / 1605 (90.59) 0.77 (0.63 to 0.93) 0.92 (0.76 to 1.13) 
Asymptomatic 11906 / 15665 (76.00) 1.02 (0.95 to 1.10) 1.02 (0.95 to 1.10) 

*Multivariable not reported due to effect modification with omicron 
 

 

Table S3: Descriptive analysis of household contacts and their exposing cases, and results of 

household model 

Household 

  Delta Omicron OR (univariable) OR (multivariable) 

Variant Delta 88831 (77.8)  - - 

 Omicron  25401 (22.2) 1.46 (1.41-1.52, p<0.001) * 

Exposer Age 0 - 9 21009 (23.7) 1320 (5.2) 0.72 (0.68-0.77, p<0.001) 0.74 (0.68-0.81, p<0.001) 

 10 - 19 23135 (26.0) 4492 (17.7) 0.69 (0.65-0.73, p<0.001) 0.69 (0.64-0.74, p<0.001) 

 20 - 29 5080 (5.7) 6351 (25.0) 0.81 (0.75-0.87, p<0.001) 0.75 (0.70-0.82, p<0.001) 

 30 - 39 12831 (14.4) 5018 (19.8) - - 

 40 - 49 17111 (19.3) 4785 (18.8) 1.03 (0.97-1.09, p=0.301) 1.09 (1.03-1.16, p=0.005) 

 50 - 59 7137 (8.0) 2612 (10.3) 1.04 (0.96-1.11, p=0.337) 1.11 (1.03-1.21, p=0.007) 

 60 - 69 1916 (2.2) 635 (2.5) 1.12 (1.00-1.26, p=0.051) 1.34 (1.18-1.53, p<0.001) 

 70 - 79 483 (0.5) 163 (0.6) 1.20 (0.97-1.49, p=0.097) 1.74 (1.37-2.21, p<0.001) 

 80+ 129 (0.1) 25 (0.1) 0.70 (0.41-1.19, p=0.190) 1.24 (0.70-2.19, p=0.465) 

Exposer Sex Female 46844 (52.7) 13992 (55.1) - - 

 Male 41987 (47.3) 11409 (44.9) 1.04 (1.00-1.08, p=0.040) 1.04 (1.00-1.08, p=0.060) 

Exposer 
Ethnicity Asian 5615 (6.3) 1904 (7.5) 0.92 (0.85-0.99, p=0.027) 0.96 (0.88-1.03, p=0.248) 
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Household 

  Delta Omicron OR (univariable) OR (multivariable) 

 Black 1447 (1.6) 2908 (11.4) 0.94 (0.85-1.03, p=0.187) 0.88 (0.79-0.98, p=0.016) 

 Mixed 2236 (2.5) 945 (3.7) 1.10 (0.99-1.22, p=0.080) 1.14 (1.02-1.27, p=0.021) 

 Other/Unknown 7194 (8.1) 2117 (8.3) 0.90 (0.84-0.96, p=0.002) 0.97 (0.91-1.04, p=0.442) 

 White 72339 (81.4) 17527 (69.0) - - 

Exposer 
Region 

East Midlands 7206 (8.1) 1683 (6.6) - - 

 East Of England 10273 (11.6) 3959 (15.6) 1.01 (0.93-1.09, p=0.905) 0.97 (0.89-1.05, p=0.443) 

 London 8922 (10.0) 8201 (32.3) 1.11 (1.03-1.20, p=0.010) 1.04 (0.95-1.12, p=0.395) 

 Missing 506 (0.6) 229 (0.9) 1.05 (0.84-1.32, p=0.674) 1.17 (0.91-1.52, p=0.226) 

 North East 4202 (4.7) 356 (1.4) 0.89 (0.79-0.99, p=0.036) 0.94 (0.84-1.06, p=0.311) 

 North West 6936 (7.8) 2937 (11.6) 0.95 (0.87-1.04, p=0.228) 0.90 (0.82-0.99, p=0.026) 

 South East 24434 (27.5) 4863 (19.1) 1.00 (0.93-1.08, p=0.950) 1.00 (0.93-1.08, p=0.977) 

 South West 15551 (17.5) 921 (3.6) 0.93 (0.85-1.00, p=0.065) 0.98 (0.90-1.06, p=0.622) 

 West Midlands 6138 (6.9) 1371 (5.4) 0.93 (0.84-1.02, p=0.120) 0.95 (0.86-1.05, p=0.320) 

 
Yorkshire And 
Humber 4663 (5.2) 881 (3.5) 0.89 (0.80-0.99, p=0.030) 0.91 (0.82-1.02, p=0.101) 

Exposer 
IMD 

1 - most deprived 12405 (14.0) 3453 (13.6) 0.90 (0.85-0.96, p=0.002) 0.96 (0.90-1.03, p=0.224) 

 2 15562 (17.6) 5254 (20.7) 0.99 (0.93-1.05, p=0.651) 0.99 (0.94-1.05, p=0.827) 

 3 18048 (20.4) 4715 (18.6) - - 

 4 19106 (21.5) 5362 (21.2) 1.01 (0.96-1.07, p=0.702) 1.00 (0.94-1.05, p=0.898) 

 5 - least deprived 23546 (26.6) 6557 (25.9) 0.99 (0.94-1.04, p=0.727) 0.97 (0.92-1.02, p=0.245) 

Exposer 
Vaccination 

Unlinked 3495 (3.9) 1273 (5.0) 0.76 (0.69-0.84, p<0.001) * 

 Unvaccinated 42484 (47.8) 5287 (20.8) 0.77 (0.74-0.80, p<0.001) * 

 1 Dose + 21 Days 5994 (6.7) 1706 (6.7) 0.66 (0.61-0.72, p<0.001) * 

 2 Doses + 14 Days 34266 (38.6) 15144 (59.6) - * 

 3 Doses + 14 Days 2592 (2.9) 1991 (7.8) 0.75 (0.68-0.82, p<0.001) * 

Exposer Had 
Symptoms 

True 76845 (86.5) 23154 (91.2) - - 

 False 11986 (13.5) 2247 (8.8) 0.40 (0.37-0.43, p<0.001) 0.47 (0.44-0.51, p<0.001) 

Date of 
Exposure 

2021-12-03 6735 (7.6) 520 (2.0) 1.36 (1.25-1.48, p<0.001) 1.41 (1.29-1.53, p<0.001) 
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Household 

  Delta Omicron OR (univariable) OR (multivariable) 

 2021-12-04 10112 (11.4) 984 (3.9) 1.22 (1.13-1.31, p<0.001) 1.23 (1.14-1.33, p<0.001) 

 2021-12-05 14409 (16.2) 2001 (7.9) 1.07 (0.99-1.14, p=0.069) 1.13 (1.05-1.21, p=0.001) 

 2021-12-06 15892 (17.9) 3510 (13.8) 1.03 (0.96-1.10, p=0.465) 1.06 (0.99-1.13, p=0.110) 

 2021-12-07 13216 (14.9) 3971 (15.6) 0.94 (0.88-1.01, p=0.078) 0.96 (0.89-1.03, p=0.216) 

 2021-12-08 10808 (12.2) 3971 (15.6) - - 

 2021-12-09 8418 (9.5) 4390 (17.3) 0.92 (0.85-0.99, p=0.029) 0.91 (0.84-0.98, p=0.013) 

 2021-12-10 5974 (6.7) 4004 (15.8) 0.88 (0.81-0.96, p=0.002) 0.88 (0.81-0.96, p=0.003) 

 2021-12-11 3043 (3.4) 1904 (7.5) 0.78 (0.70-0.87, p<0.001) 0.88 (0.79-0.98, p=0.023) 

 2021-12-12 224 (0.3) 146 (0.6) 0.53 (0.35-0.80, p=0.003) 0.46 (0.30-0.70, p<0.001) 

Contact 
Completed 

True 82731 (93.1) 22034 (86.7) - - 

 False 6100 (6.9) 3367 (13.3) 0.56 (0.52-0.61, p<0.001) 0.95 (0.76-1.19, p=0.656) 

Contact Age 0 - 9 19112 (21.5) 3568 (14.0) 0.76 (0.71-0.81, p<0.001) 0.66 (0.61-0.72, p<0.001) 

 10 - 19 18030 (20.3) 4141 (16.3) 0.73 (0.69-0.78, p<0.001) 0.66 (0.61-0.72, p<0.001) 

 20 - 29 4955 (5.6) 3457 (13.6) 0.92 (0.85-1.00, p=0.046) 0.82 (0.75-0.89, p<0.001) 

 30 - 39 13007 (14.6) 3179 (12.5) - - 

 40 - 49 17468 (19.7) 3430 (13.5) 0.98 (0.92-1.04, p=0.427) 1.02 (0.96-1.09, p=0.508) 

 50 - 59 7215 (8.1) 3134 (12.3) 0.95 (0.88-1.02, p=0.167) 0.91 (0.84-0.99, p=0.026) 

 60 - 69 2246 (2.5) 1086 (4.3) 0.84 (0.74-0.94, p=0.002) 0.76 (0.67-0.86, p<0.001) 

 70 - 79 813 (0.9) 277 (1.1) 0.83 (0.68-1.00, p=0.049) 0.82 (0.67-1.01, p=0.067) 

 80+ 250 (0.3) 89 (0.4) 0.77 (0.54-1.08, p=0.132) 0.85 (0.60-1.22, p=0.380) 

 Missing 5735 (6.5) 3040 (12.0) 0.45 (0.41-0.49, p<0.001) 0.83 (0.63-1.10, p=0.196) 

Contact Sex Female 41304 (46.5) 11686 (46.0) - - 

 Male 39666 (44.7) 10205 (40.2) 0.92 (0.89-0.96, p<0.001) 0.93 (0.89-0.97, p<0.001) 

 Missing 7714 (8.7) 3458 (13.6) 0.55 (0.51-0.60, p<0.001) 0.89 (0.78-1.02, p=0.103) 

 Not Specified 147 (0.2) 52 (0.2) 0.65 (0.39-1.06, p=0.086) 0.75 (0.45-1.24, p=0.267) 

Contact 
Vaccination 

Unlinked 16938 (19.1) 6500 (25.6) 0.45 (0.42-0.47, p<0.001) * 

 Unvaccinated 30119 (33.9) 5827 (22.9) 0.82 (0.79-0.86, p<0.001) * 

 1 Dose + 21 Days 5581 (6.3) 1437 (5.7) 0.69 (0.63-0.75, p<0.001) * 

 2 Doses + 14 Days 30413 (34.2) 9177 (36.1) - * 
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Household 

  Delta Omicron OR (univariable) OR (multivariable) 

 3 Doses + 14 Days 5780 (6.5) 2460 (9.7) 0.73 (0.67-0.78, p<0.001) * 

*Multivariable not reported due to effect modification with omicron 
 

Table S4: Descriptive analysis of non-household contacts and their cases, and results of non-

household model 

Non-household 

  Delta Omicron OR (univariable) OR (multivariable) 

Variant Delta 22811 (60.7)  - - 

 Omicron  14790 (39.3) 2.30 (2.10-2.52, p<0.001) * 

Exposer Age 0 - 9 3032 (13.3) 435 (2.9) 0.47 (0.38-0.59, p<0.001) 0.69 (0.52-0.91, p=0.009) 

 10 - 19 3616 (15.9) 1125 (7.6) 0.45 (0.37-0.55, p<0.001) 0.62 (0.49-0.79, p<0.001) 

 20 - 29 2362 (10.4) 4746 (32.1) 1.38 (1.22-1.57, p<0.001) 1.17 (1.02-1.34, p=0.023) 

 30 - 39 4306 (18.9) 3814 (25.8) - - 

 40 - 49 4982 (21.8) 2532 (17.1) 0.96 (0.84-1.10, p=0.583) 1.15 (1.00-1.32, p=0.054) 

 50 - 59 3242 (14.2) 1470 (9.9) 0.85 (0.72-0.99, p=0.040) 1.12 (0.95-1.33, p=0.175) 

 60 - 69 946 (4.1) 532 (3.6) 0.79 (0.61-1.02, p=0.069) 1.10 (0.84-1.44, p=0.495) 

 70 - 79 265 (1.2) 111 (0.8) 0.43 (0.23-0.81, p=0.009) 0.73 (0.38-1.42, p=0.360) 

 80+ 60 (0.3) 25 (0.2) 0.57 (0.18-1.82, p=0.344) 0.96 (0.29-3.10, p=0.941) 

Exposer Sex Female 13140 (57.6) 8771 (59.3) - - 

 Male 9671 (42.4) 6019 (40.7) 0.98 (0.90-1.08, p=0.719) 1.02 (0.93-1.12, p=0.655) 

Exposer 
Ethnicity 

Asian 724 (3.2) 643 (4.3) 1.42 (1.15-1.75, p=0.001) 1.25 (1.00-1.55, p=0.045) 

 Black 206 (0.9) 881 (6.0) 1.68 (1.35-2.09, p<0.001) 1.15 (0.91-1.46, p=0.249) 

 Mixed 511 (2.2) 704 (4.8) 1.30 (1.04-1.64, p=0.024) 1.13 (0.89-1.44, p=0.306) 

 Other/Unknown 983 (4.3) 798 (5.4) 1.03 (0.83-1.27, p=0.815) 0.98 (0.79-1.23, p=0.872) 

 White 20387 (89.4) 11764 (79.5) - - 

Exposer 
Region 

East Midlands 1880 (8.2) 929 (6.3) - - 

 East Of England 2681 (11.8) 1887 (12.8) 0.85 (0.69-1.06, p=0.159) 0.80 (0.64-1.00, p=0.053) 

 London 2156 (9.5) 5129 (34.7) 1.72 (1.43-2.07, p<0.001) 1.24 (1.02-1.52, p=0.031) 

 Missing 101 (0.4) 85 (0.6) 1.52 (0.86-2.68, p=0.152) 1.34 (0.73-2.44, p=0.343) 
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Non-household 

  Delta Omicron OR (univariable) OR (multivariable) 

 North East 1018 (4.5) 224 (1.5) 0.93 (0.68-1.27, p=0.646) 1.07 (0.78-1.46, p=0.692) 

 North West 1785 (7.8) 1651 (11.2) 1.05 (0.84-1.31, p=0.678) 0.97 (0.77-1.22, p=0.813) 

 South East 6468 (28.4) 2900 (19.6) 1.00 (0.82-1.21, p=0.966) 1.00 (0.83-1.22, p=0.961) 

 South West 4147 (18.2) 509 (3.4) 0.72 (0.57-0.90, p=0.004) 0.92 (0.73-1.16, p=0.470) 

 West Midlands 1415 (6.2) 969 (6.6) 1.02 (0.80-1.31, p=0.857) 1.12 (0.87-1.44, p=0.369) 

 
Yorkshire And 
Humber 

1160 (5.1) 507 (3.4) 0.92 (0.69-1.21, p=0.539) 0.94 (0.71-1.26, p=0.691) 

Exposer 
IMD 

1 - most 
deprived 2272 (10.0) 1757 (11.9) 0.99 (0.83-1.17, p=0.884) 0.93 (0.78-1.11, p=0.432) 

 2 3772 (16.5) 2555 (17.3) 1.21 (1.05-1.40, p=0.009) 1.11 (0.96-1.28, p=0.169) 

 3 4803 (21.1) 3041 (20.6) - - 

 4 5110 (22.4) 3443 (23.3) 1.11 (0.97-1.27, p=0.142) 1.12 (0.98-1.29, p=0.099) 

 5 - least deprived 6845 (30.0) 3986 (27.0) 1.04 (0.91-1.18, p=0.574) 1.13 (0.99-1.30, p=0.080) 

Exposer 
Vaccination Unlinked 689 (3.0) 643 (4.3) 1.02 (0.81-1.28, p=0.856) * 

 Unvaccinated 6483 (28.4) 1579 (10.7) 0.63 (0.55-0.71, p<0.001) * 

 
1 Dose + 21 
Days 

1189 (5.2) 617 (4.2) 0.64 (0.50-0.81, p<0.001) * 

 
2 Doses + 14 
Days 13248 (58.1) 10522 (71.1) - * 

 
3 Doses + 14 
Days 

1202 (5.3) 1429 (9.7) 0.86 (0.72-1.03, p=0.108) * 

Exposer Had 
Symptoms 

True 21322 (93.5) 13989 (94.6) - - 

 False 1489 (6.5) 801 (5.4) 0.69 (0.56-0.86, p=0.001) 0.89 (0.71-1.11, p=0.298) 

Date of 
Exposure 

2021-12-03 3295 (14.4) 580 (3.9) 0.90 (0.75-1.09, p=0.291) 1.33 (1.10-1.61, p=0.004) 

 2021-12-04 4189 (18.4) 1540 (10.4) 1.09 (0.93-1.28, p=0.275) 1.43 (1.21-1.69, p<0.001) 

 2021-12-05 3623 (15.9) 1440 (9.7) 0.92 (0.77-1.09, p=0.316) 1.20 (1.01-1.44, p=0.040) 

 2021-12-06 2722 (11.9) 1528 (10.3) 0.94 (0.79-1.13, p=0.508) 1.10 (0.92-1.33, p=0.284) 

 2021-12-07 2668 (11.7) 2547 (17.2) 0.81 (0.68-0.97, p=0.022) 0.85 (0.71-1.01, p=0.068) 

 2021-12-08 2527 (11.1) 2465 (16.7) - - 

 2021-12-09 2035 (8.9) 2675 (18.1) 0.97 (0.82-1.16, p=0.757) 0.94 (0.79-1.12, p=0.466) 
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Non-household 

  Delta Omicron OR (univariable) OR (multivariable) 

 2021-12-10 1451 (6.4) 1757 (11.9) 1.04 (0.86-1.25, p=0.715) 1.04 (0.86-1.26, p=0.700) 

 2021-12-11 236 (1.0) 204 (1.4) 0.78 (0.49-1.25, p=0.303) 0.91 (0.57-1.47, p=0.711) 

 2021-12-12 65 (0.3) 54 (0.4) 0.28 (0.07-1.14, p=0.076) 0.33 (0.08-1.34, p=0.120) 

Contact 
Completed 

True 9817 (43.0) 6797 (46.0) - - 

 False 12994 (57.0) 7993 (54.0) 0.43 (0.39-0.47, p<0.001) 0.87 (0.73-1.05, p=0.147) 

Contact Age 0 - 9 73 (0.3) 23 (0.2) 0.79 (0.36-1.72, p=0.555) 1.19 (0.53-2.69, p=0.674) 

 10 - 19 207 (0.9) 264 (1.8) 1.04 (0.75-1.44, p=0.827) 1.22 (0.86-1.72, p=0.262) 

 20 - 29 1620 (7.1) 2166 (14.6) 1.23 (1.06-1.42, p=0.006) 1.07 (0.92-1.25, p=0.368) 

 30 - 39 2380 (10.4) 1891 (12.8) - - 

 40 - 49 2319 (10.2) 1342 (9.1) 0.90 (0.76-1.05, p=0.169) 0.96 (0.82-1.13, p=0.623) 

 50 - 59 1960 (8.6) 1080 (7.3) 0.65 (0.54-0.78, p<0.001) 0.75 (0.62-0.91, p=0.003) 

 60 - 69 1402 (6.1) 631 (4.3) 0.43 (0.34-0.55, p<0.001) 0.61 (0.47-0.79, p<0.001) 

 70 - 79 694 (3.0) 216 (1.5) 0.39 (0.27-0.56, p<0.001) 0.73 (0.49-1.08, p=0.113) 

 80+ 118 (0.5) 26 (0.2) 0.36 (0.15-0.89, p=0.027) 0.69 (0.27-1.74, p=0.431) 

 Missing 12038 (52.8) 7151 (48.4) 0.33 (0.29-0.38, p<0.001) 0.87 (0.11-6.89, p=0.892) 

Contact Sex Female 6552 (28.7) 4281 (28.9) - - 

 Male 4202 (18.4) 3341 (22.6) 1.07 (0.96-1.19, p=0.222) 1.02 (0.91-1.14, p=0.716) 

 Missing 12044 (52.8) 7158 (48.4) 0.39 (0.35-0.44, p<0.001) 0.87 (0.11-6.87, p=0.895) 

 Not Specified 13 (0.1) 10 (0.1) 1.80 (0.53-6.06, p=0.344) 1.67 (0.48-5.78, p=0.418) 

Contact 
Vaccination 

Unlinked 12830 (56.2) 7775 (52.6) 0.34 (0.30-0.37, p<0.001) * 

 Unvaccinated 545 (2.4) 448 (3.0) 1.10 (0.89-1.37, p=0.384) * 

 
1 Dose + 21 
Days 

217 (1.0) 171 (1.2) 0.91 (0.64-1.31, p=0.626) * 

 
2 Doses + 14 
Days 

6590 (28.9) 4998 (33.8) - * 

 
3 Doses + 14 
Days 2629 (11.5) 1398 (9.5) 0.46 (0.39-0.54, p<0.001) * 

*Multivariable not reported due to effect modification with omicron 
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