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Abstract

Influenza is currently the most frequent cause of acute respiratory illness,
affecting all age groups. The severe morbidity and mortality worldwide were due to
annual epidemic of influenza. It is substantially requiring control measures to reduce
the spread of influenza. The purpose of this study was to estimate the natural history
and transmission parameters estimations and to relate it to key epidemiological
parameters for understanding influenza virus type and subtypes. The recent
published experimental data'of viral shedding and symptom score dynamics were
reanalyzed. A simple statistical “algorithm was develqped for linking between
experimental human influenza infect'iija?;_g'nd epidemiological factors. This study
calculated threshold-adjusted‘area under the viral shedding versus time curve (AUC)
of the fitted viral shedding models fo obtain the virus-specific transmission rate (f),
recovery rate (), infectious rate (o), and basic reproduction number (R)). We used
the mapping technique on virus-specific Ry and vital shedding data to estimate the
infectiousness. The asymptomatic probability based on temporal variation of
symptom scores was constructed. Results indicate that A (H3N2) had the highest
viral load AUC value (6.09) than those of type B (3.78) and A (HINI) (2.81),

leading to the corresponding recovery rates () were estimated to be 0.17, 0.20, and

0.30 d!' and infectious rate (o) were 0.39, 0.42, and 0.40 d' respectively. Based on a

II



reference value of #= 0.51 d' of A (HIN1), mean £ and R, for A (H3N2) were
estimated to be 1.11 d” and 6.5, respectively, whereas = 0.69 d”' and Ry = 3.4 were
estimated for type B. Results also indicate that the estimated Ry = 1.74 for A (HIN1)
is consistent with published data ranged from 1.7 — 2.0. Finally, this study linked
both the dose-response relationship between experimental symptom scores and viral
titer and the relationship between symptom scores and contact rate to map contact
rate to viral titer. This study could offer a useful analytical tool not only to link
virus-specific experimental human influenza data to natural history and transmission
parameter estimates but also toselate it to key epidemiological factors.

Keywords: Influenza; Virus shedding; Sggptoms, Epidemiology; Basic reproduction
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@%%axmm ZE. 5 (StLouis) ~ Fl %
® & (Baltimore)% ™ X (Plttsburgh)

i‘ﬁ/u},&,rﬁ“‘é#ﬁ.lp @ o
CRFIE BRI E o

48 8§ (Maryland) ~ 273 ¥ % ‘2 3 (Scandinavian cities)* £ A

B

12

(Cleveland)

A 1 % (Boston) -

§ i 2 £ R eRE



33 g intTHEE L ER Sk
331 A4 1 23k (R)

B oOFRMAR AT R AT § SR M oA R R E R ORAE 2 M AT
3 ¥ AR 4 #ic (Basic reproduction number, Ry) k $7 it o Ry T_& 5 T5H -
BHRFAAHREEEEFEL Adod R>1ATARE &%FY Ry 2 g 44
BAPE R TR RE A BRI ABRAAR RS L F R<I A7 AR
€ R T KRR B A (Anderson #2 May > 1991) 0 1= R e A 2 = 5 23
SRR R (T A B0 1918 & 1920 &2 A (HIND)& L7 jig ~ 1957 # —1958 &
A (H2N2)Z i g 2 1968 & 41969 & A (H_3N2)z§ BE o BAAL A B

WAL 5 1.55—2+1.65 2 2245 BhE Sk i 72 T ok A £ 4 9 1.9 (Gani
| = |
1l m |
% 1 2005) -
i |

s | ) )
Moghadas (2008) i&- ﬁiﬁ\‘ﬂ!ﬁ:ﬁ%@ﬁ?}ﬁ‘ (Transmission rate, f)2. - % &
%4 [§ (Generation time, T,)z & &% € # 55 )]354 AAE A8 (R)>vd T

= 47258 & (Keeling £2 Rohani > 2008) :

gL
Y

3.1]
He BA @ﬁ%]i’%" (dH2 y 542 B % (Recovery rate) (d)e1/y B] 5 & 24 ¥ (Infectious
period) (d) - FIo % HH B 2 B AW E LT ARRG E @R 2§
B SR gAY BT o R RRE LR GRS B W i g

B F LR B R AT
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AALAEF TRFR {2 E AR SR Ao B SRR
P L (EI R - BT REGES 20T B SR 5 ()i R ER L
FOOHAAL IR QM ME A F 2 BAS (EFeRAIRE) 2 Q)R A
E#dF2 2RI (&r%ﬁv} WITRW S F AR Fup A E) o RS A AL 2
BT B :}l;q{'g\%;éii bo'e o0 i@ ido i 2 474 Weg (Ferguson 3 - 2005 ;5 Tuite

% 5 2009) -
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332 B AIE (Ty

A (T)s AR RGER A2 ERY BAFRAST -2 H2F
REIE AP Y BARA T A4 L BL 4 2 p5fF (Fraser ¥ >2004) i@ % >
BARIEGERFRY (R RH TIA 2 i) K Ap B LA

P @A RS SRR e TR A F AL R T T EHE A 2

F_‘.

B4 Ei A m O Rse AR T P Y AR B R A IER £ R
o 52 EA P RUEA R R A ZEES T o R BRAERES
Ly @A 2 ERFF

Fraser ¥ (2004) ™I 358 i—’,@ilw\ 07 ﬁ(t)#iﬁ '3%,4‘ B (D R

[RZGLE (M= <) ‘i
= —OO ’ 11"__"-' ' [3.2]
[ By |

2o L) s AR FEy ERR tz],@,{z,; (d—lpT!o
CaITat —L:f- (2008) IE:»;/L: ]?3—%# i’ll@#% ;J}. I’L—iﬁﬁg l/,/éf‘ s ﬂll'b J"(-'}?‘j—%- %‘i’f
DA @A RIE (d) B AN AT

| "t ()dt
Tg — —OOO ) [3.3]
Lme

He VO PREFPUFHEL 2 pd o
Carrat % (2008) F1* :}?5% oty Tm@g g He A (HIND S
23 % ~A(H3N2): 31 %2 BA[RZ 34 % o s5&or5 51 % 277 3 Taidg

RFE % 2.5 % » fix Fraser & (2004) #7dafc @ 2 3 R 2Z i THBL R E 5@ -
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3.3.3 @mdkt bl (0)

# g4k v B] (asymptomatic proportion, 6) & F —

LA
=

2w 4 B

F~

Rz Bt HFRMLAFEHFET AT 0 240k 0 2

/ﬁ%\?ﬂ Hp )/ 4‘ﬁp ° - ﬂk'fﬁ‘— = pnt

(Ferguson % > 2006 ; Fraser % > 2004 ; Germann % > 2006 ; Mills %

Fraser & (2004) 7=dp M35 d @oppt o ()= 4afk > 7

:fﬂ@amh
'[ " B(t)de

FARAR S -

@+w@4$%&m}w

'74
=

FFfF’T

FHR

A& l[-.a-[""'ﬁ_ﬁ. _{

{

% 4
()2 3tz ¥ i B2 R 4“‘“’5"},—’&ﬁ

’%iﬁ
S (ST oy o) L

16

Bk 2t b R

.:‘z

%’:}’F,

TRIpAE S
RAEERR

TE w O=(FRI-

B AEEA B (O B A 30—50%2 F

) 2004) -

@ 2

L“&*ﬁ@%&%%ﬁﬁﬁﬂi

[3.4]
“ﬁ"?"%’?*”ﬁﬂ  E A D

<Y,
A R B FE D



34 BEHE AP E
341 & &7 & ff 550
W AT G ff 5% (Area under the curve model)2 PEA F AR * N EH 2 4 F F

szt (Bioequivalence) » 7= s dr b A SESATE S N G KB R a4 o B

=

4 Pfeid 44 2 i 4 oHeldens % (2002) fI%* o A7 & f ;N7 1 A B
RRATS i LR BAR AT BB R AT L AR BT

B R R bR A %*4$¢ﬁo

Hayden % (1996) i ?w;a%#k%ﬁ% (gw%’ St 4 ) R PR
T N, 4

—

[ ]
E
=
NiLS F
s |
1 L
T

. "':r‘ i
N p
@Pi%&ﬁﬁ4wmﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%“%hb%"?%@@%ﬁﬁTiﬁﬁﬁ

AR TS LR R
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342 HE A H5

Fraser ¥ (2004) # 1 {1* &SR A FRE S L > WEFLFE LR
B BRSO WS LERT REFT AR BE-BF R
(homogeneous) » # % 2 > 73 % R HEHRL ST 2 AT S E 71”4% v ¥
P E2PIEA FE AR L ﬁ prsg 2 B4 4 (Infectiousness, £(£))22 & Jgk 2- 1%

# (Asymptomatic probability, S(¢)) (B 3.3) - 2% &1 2 f(O)4EF T3BE L 3

AR SOTEL 2 X ot AAL A B R ZFEFRLZBLA VAT G H

&:fﬂ@mo = 3.5]
Ferguson % (2006) 4% fayden % (1998)42 2% . 20 iz 2 %4

B LR A (HINDESEPRE ¢ i g R > 28462

21N

#(

Il m |
¥W§ﬁ&;uﬂmmwmﬂ’{4%%£#m&%%@%%@44ﬂm@ﬁ@
i | 1 i
B A4 (R 34A) 5% Bm a3y

TR RS A R pOd s -

N

Ferguson % (2005 ;2006) H& 7 R (JE R 2 3| B 4ok i B2 & 5 o
B #dp ik p >t Elveback % (1976) 247 % » T h- dpefe kg H7° - Linp
BEd s #7237 ARG A BRI G B IR Ao A 2 sk B
#BHOS X FNER L2 F DA (2—parameter Weibull Distribution) #: &
By 0 B % Bor #8235k S8k (Shape parameter) 5 2.21 (95%CIL: 1.36—3.37)
% % R %¥c (Scale parameter) % 1.10 (95%CI: 0.83 —1.42) (8] 3.4 B)- < % 3.4 (B)

PRI H TR L 148 1 2 HRE X 5 047 X o
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2.5 - 100
A N = Asymptomatic probability S(f)
20 r h » Infectiousness distribution g(f)§ 80
15 F 41 60
1.0 F 41 40
S 05 } { 20
g
2 0.0 *e o A 0
Z 0 2 4 6 8 10
=)
S 25 o 100
E B N = Asymptomatic probability S(t)
20 N % Infectiousness distribution g(f) [{1 80

»)s Smqeqoad snewoydwAsy

Day post infection

B 3.3 Mot it TR A TFF dA L B aehtd T Blr L F ARG R @
AP0 (Fhh) e ~ B¢ BURTZRTAEL BRI SO () E
PFg2 BAA 20 RTRfFE R BEP(A) 27 MR 2L BFRDPEERD > 7
(B) RI# 77 % %8 2 B2~ (Fraser & > 2004) o
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2 5 <
A 1 viral titers 5
< — Infectiousness distribution B(t\H 4 oy
Z 15 F =
S z
< 413 =
2 i s
: ] o
3 412 a
g =
3 05 p &
0 " | T 0
0 2 4 6 8 10
20 B O Incubation probability
— Fitted model
= 15 p
:'_E'
8 10 |
e
-
5 -
0 ' L — L b A
0 055 A1l 15 [|.2 2.5 3

Day post infection

W34 FRAFTLPIF HR I (A) B+ EREFTRET RS B2
Bl(L)EEg B4 6 R E A 7.8 % &£ B (Ferguson % > 2005) -
(B) * R PEIp e B 5 L2 F 94 (Ferguson % > 2006) -
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Tuite % (2009)F= § B % & i 72 HINI #7415 g s 3 > 2 % 8 #ic#hd 2009 # 4

A

P13 p 260 200 o BRI G Ae £ X F Ak g o B0 Bk F AEn T B HINI 377
N )?5-% Fhld g 31526 H ¢ 316 bnj?ﬁi#ﬁvﬁs@&é%ﬂ&ﬁ’%i%ﬁﬂﬁ“ v 1Y
e FRGBEKRY - A3ZmT P E% Hikd 4 (Lognormal Distribution) #
AL BRI EIp o TOEE T ERY S 43 % (95%CL 5 2.6—6.6 X) - d §
35(A) Bard BRI RAE YT L 4% -

V-2 o R dat o Bl 712 biiesF p o E A ) 0 d W

5] JCI T
Gk ey
35(B) 7 5 4T ;;1,#% WW ji’r% °E'_ﬂ ; é;gﬂ ;ﬁmw@& 18 & 2 7

,r i

—
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140
. 120 kA 7 1 Number of cases
2 — Fitted model
S 100 }
T
= 80 F
=
§ 60 F
S 40 F
S
z 20 F
0 [ I_I [ [ [
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Estimated incubation period, days
100
" B - B Number of cases
2 75 F ‘ - ~ | = Fitted model
5 -
S .
[P}
=
o
=
=
3
L]
=)
S
4
0

! | ‘
0 3 6 .9.712 15 1821 24 27 30

Duratioﬁ of symptoms, days
W 35 HINI 373 g 2 BRI o R F P I o (A) 316 B % b8 3 K )

BB GREZHEFEAT - B) TR BAMRGRAEFIET 2L e
2 ¥#c¥ A % (Tutie % - 2009) °
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35 #EF K=
A€ & F ™% (Dose-response assessment)i & P G P A R ARR R B
ME2ZA2FM 32 PRRREZGITERE T 42 P F BAER MHT

ML G o 2R e A A F A A

<

Handel % (2007) #-# & & 5 Bt B * *t s 4 R agphks» 2 M
Bompst A 2md 4 GREZHRZN G R howl 7= ALAF BE ER
A AL CTF R HE A G ER AP Rl 2 BAGACLRF o
Heo g A2 2 pdicdy o &4 Sk 3t A4 (Symptom score, )il & 0 b 4R
& e — 4p e i (Expon_ential function)%‘i@_ gt:}fi (@7‘3.6) o

{ - 9 BB R 1;1_,1* j ﬁiai_, (Contact rate, w)Z_ 4p i o &

| ﬁ ||
—@&@%mﬁﬁ@%wﬁwF +w%%;nJﬁ~ﬁ%1ﬁ’%&%
éﬁ/*w&ﬁﬁﬁwﬂﬁfm“* ﬁﬁ“@%vﬁ YRR
oV R ER S L R ME R R AR Flet I R A ARG 7 ST
IR LN P TR L T EE AL PR
ERAT R TS BRI TGRS 2 RIS 2 B

AR M AR 2 B AR 0 A 2 e ot B R S - )0 Handel ¥ (2007)

I - RN R F ke M

1
I+y

e : 3.6]

e Wm#ﬁ-ﬁﬁﬁyﬁ)i#)‘l’/”\"
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Hayden et al., 1998
| | ® Fritz et al., 1999 P
= Fitted model

2.5

Symptom Score

Viral titers (log TCIDs, ml'l)
W 3.6 i+ 4 2kt A2 B G B (Handel| % > 2007) o B ¥ #icdy 5 bkt A
Bt 4 kP AR 5 AR R L3 B S 0 S S AL
HEO0—125% HY 3a57% (Haytfgn F 11998) 209z 0 F175 5 (Fritz & »
1999)2 #cfh - L %
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Toch o g RA (DR RS ()L S TE R fisdc: 1

4 & ¥ (Handel % > 2007) >

1
e 1+ _flef21°g10(V) ’ 1371

2P B s £ =0.15 2 =077 _[3.7]58 ¢ #pm 4 4 F 2GS Fp g
FREE AP RS GERD R ERRKLBRATL I F 2§ AP pE

BRARG MBI ERREZRAETE > T Fopd d GE BT R G
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B Hps s

4.1 A IR R kR Edy

AP AREY Carat 3 Q008)&# g inFRpE 2 hldy 0 At R
7 £f1* PubMed FHLE &iE 1965 3 2005 £ F > ApB A Mg F R E 2 2
}I% » H ¥z 2_ 4% % human influenza, influenza, human, volunteer, experimental,
shedding, symptoms, deliberate infection » ¥ = }gL?r}—'zj%;T VAN SR )
o RE A R RS A RS LA R AR BRI R TR ST
2 oA B TR o 2 A MUTE BRI ARAIE Cp L S BT RS R
Biboom g BURIE R R AR rnTac B[P LL—} 1—% %; s 2t #235% (generalized

1 h |
estimating equations)#- | ?3%/77‘ )EE r,_ifai r‘ B2 F A =B R (cluster) 3

e MR R \T 'Jﬁ% ﬁg&ﬁbj&:;\%iﬁ’rzfiﬂx<J L

i n
B 4Bk o

B Y e g 56 A7 AR EAIZ IR A Y 0 1280 & A
182 40 % 50 fk FF 2 ig B S22 K & 7 F % A 480 A (HIND)A (H3N2)
L2 BAZfpmdto £ 9 F 532 A g4 AHINDR# <473 £ g 4 A(H3N2)

Fd 2 189 A B A BAlpA > ML E =24 4§ 4 10°-107 TCIDs
ml™! (50% tissue culture infective dose, TCIDs ml'l) ° :}ﬁa:’i 4 23K 5L 5 H >
FA2JiERd R S0%mr A 2w X pA R AL E AL RS

PRS- LIS LR RCEREY BE SRR S R VS P
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BRI o
1 (% 41) # A (HINI)

Carrat % (2008) % & g %
TR AY EHBER A FAYME LA pA e B PR Tiond R OpET
A (HINI)Z 4.50 = (95%CI 3.71—5.28 <)~ A (H3N2)5 5.14 = (95%CI

|—L },*E‘I% 4‘;&—43}:&

4.48—5.80 )2 B3| % 3.70 = (95%CI 1.73—5.66 = ) o
R 2 RS =k S

AR (R 42) 0 R AR AR A
BEFERAEET A R BER T 01 2 FFIN - 8 R
.- Jl[ -!‘-U-"ﬁ‘-‘.ff..?{;»

1 -
NITRE EMK (ER }fE;P‘) 'f@{f’ %A(Hﬁl)

(H3N2) % 64.5% (95(@3154

% (95%CI 50.4—85.2%) ~ A
s ",{_.

[} ]
¥ 4 =l oy JESEON | g
kT Mm@;g # riw—-
'.';' o
B i &

2 S

L, it

_'?; ot ] I-f\,'

".";5 "’
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241 7 FA BB G2 AR Ed g

A (HIN1) A (H3N2) Type B
Day Results of viral she_(}ding
[log(TCID50 ml )]

1 1.78 (0.22)° 2.31(0.39) 1.82
1.5 (-) (-) 2.94

2 2.98(0.22) 3.17 (0.36) 2.03
2.5 -) (-) 2.26

3 2.53(0.25) 2.96 (0.40) 2.49
3.5 (-) () 2.73

4 1.81 (0:25) 3.13(0.11) 3.18

5 1.24 (0:30) 2.3510.25) 1.95

6 0.71 (0%18) | #ﬁZOO (0.24) 1.70

7 0.51(0.10) ‘-:’1.28 (0.59) 0.46

8 0.23 (0:06) 0:42% (-)

9 (-) 0.33 (-)

31% g Carrat & (2008) °
PrioE (L)
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342 2 FBE LI RIS RpE R A

A (HIN1) A (H3N2) Type B
Day Results of total symptoms scores

1 0.24 0.34 0.08
2 0.69 0.64 0.99
3 0.86 0.80 0.97
4 0.62 0.69 0.87
5 0.41 0.59 0.35
6 0.28 0.44 0.09
7 0.12 0.33 0.01
8 0.04 0:16 0

*51% p Carrat & (2008),°
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42 B RH
AL A MR 2 R A BN SR A B R R B S
AR MR ARA G BRA A AN AT RALR (W
4.1) :
(1) fI* 25 b o & 2 2 F S dicdy > & 44 Carrat % (2008) 3% 12
Tiopmd T SRR+ 4§ 2 B @ (threshold) » i - H Az

2 W BT G A (B 4.1A)

(2) * A (HIND R & 2 @ﬁ;‘l-’% = “‘;n 5 ;ﬁd % W AT G ff (Area under

the curve)+“ & B ffiﬁﬁﬁi? o 4;;] A(H3N2)£‘ B 3"]; TM"‘I (B &—- #H3E
AAE 2 H (RYMIE fﬁ)ﬁa%@fﬁ(ﬂfﬁm)

() FI* A~E 28K (R)> T L1E~i|, ‘1!4517’5%%@—?’! OEE-E N J 00
LR 3 ®44ﬁm fuﬁ%faﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ%%$sm(m
4.1C) -

4) o FRBLS POR REARB T S8R GBS R R B L SR (T
BRI B ()0 Bl 0 BRI R BN E M AR TS 2
B R RS B RA Y (DL HRF R 5 R

A OBRERRACERHAL LM G 2- HAZRATF WEREE G ()

2 B () 4.1D) -
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~
Fitted models to Calculate threshold-adjusted

viral shedding data area under the viral shedding
Y, vs. time curve (AUC)

= N =

\

Calculate AUC-based . .
e Ry estimation
transmissibility

J

= N =

|
ﬁ 1
)

Manbing b - T Optimal fitted infectiousness
apping between vira
. bp g‘ ) over time distribution: A()
titer and infectiousness
Optimal fitted asymptomatic

based on R, estimates

> probability: S(7)

—
- i_'i,'.'

N [

6 { /-

Mapping behavior to viral titer

\\

*“ A'dose=response relationship

Key epidemiological
y P 8 between symptom scores (y)

and viral titer (V)

determinant estimations -

Tyand 0 )
e Relation between contact rate

k (w) and symptom score (y) /

.

W4l A7 ing €8 S w8 %
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43 ¢ RT 5

AT VAT RS SR I RANELANE AR R 2
BRPE P AR IR SRE FR R - FT R
Fd A B VR TRRIEMEAEFE B2 R FERY o A s AR
B AR S RT 6 NGRS RAE F A X 5 RS
By FpE 4 B APEEY RIEHA o T E- 4 RT G (AUC) > gt AT
G E R AGHIND ~ AH3N2)E 31 % B AlnE fid B9 SHcas & 20t e
431 B gtz

AR R IR R i_éi JREET A WP 7 Wﬁi&%fﬁ’éﬂ— TALR 2 H|
P B e AT dh A o 2 R 4”4’uﬁrnh&ﬁ®ﬁ%&(&ﬂmgﬁRmmw

|
|
1 i

2w&°vuw%¢waip ﬁJ@?i’ﬁ@L R R

r
M”

R LB A2 d e
ARG ALY AR RS R RN Ry 0 v TR B G ARR (R
42A)> £ 14395 Carrat £ (2008) A7 5 » 1T iopsd p R (F 4.2B) & o 4
PHRE IR LR A2t o AN - BE (B 4204 7 FAAY

RgpE C E DA RES BRBE A2 pad Bot - REZFAHER LS

Eﬂ-

iéﬁﬁﬁ&% fe1 & @%%4iﬁ4’UE%W§E%@iﬁﬁﬁ%%?‘

BRPBERE LAY > I EARESEEZ Y AT G (K 4.2D)
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4.3.2 @ﬁ?li,’“:}'a‘.fa

el A RNEEFRF L4 AT A (AUC)TL LR @ﬁig?lfﬁ‘ (B) (Hayden
£ 01996) R E 1918 £ aT § FRRAMFLIAEHE A (HINDZ
@ﬁa?lf}’ Baguny » %+ & (Massad & >2007) iE- # 42 A(H3N2)2 B Al

[f‘;_*?\@%l H 28 4eT (B 42E)

B = :BA(HlNl) x AUCi/AUC ’ [4.1]

A(HINI)

B i w2 RAINE LA 54 0 ¢ 7 AHIN2)L A2 BAlRE -

I PLElET:
2pEils e
KA e Uqua b3 .ﬁ:ﬁ (ﬂ)r 24 A (HIND) ~ A
r.-_';,E-"_,_ .
(H3N2)% B )i 2 %1\4'
l-\.:_'ﬁ
""h' |
o Roz 485 B s
RO,’:& ’ l-'-I'h:?-
TV ks

SRERLR

= 5-'

Fd 0 ¢ 3 AHINID ~ A(H3N2) r“r-ai B*‘*’i
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(Sub)type-specific viral Determine mean duration
of viral shedding

shedding fitted models

Viral titers

\

Calculate threshold \

Determine viral shedding
adjusted-AUC

C based threshold D

v

Viral titers
Viral titers

2 Wy Threshold ;
\K Time j < K Time
—) &

/ AUC-based /—[ (Sub)tyge-specific Ry
E transmission rate g F estimation

v

DFIAN

estimates

|
NS

R

Viral titers

Bi = Bppna xAUC, /AUC 1

—

Bl 4.2 17 7 30l § 22 B & B0 3o P i B L2 R B3
A AT R @EF B RRF()E AR L ER) -
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44 FREL ARERPBIRE
1295 Fraser % (2004) # )14 #3554 f& (Gamma distribution)st & & % ¥ P
ROBLF PO B AT FAELAAE 2 (R Fl- AL ERY P32 0
AAEL2H R)FEGHREL A L) -
@ Ferguson ¥ (2005 ; 2006) 7|4 &1 1% dp B4 472 %o 4 £ 0 F % fcdf il
L (Bl 4.3A) @44 B¢ (B 4.3B) A4 5 134544 = 2 2 & Carrat % (2008)
SH AR R RS PR B AL AR (W4.30) ¢
kFE g Al &g &#}LA\&%#EL FEERP IS0 B ELT
(1) #- Carrat ¥ (2008).47 ki A(HlNl) A(H3N2)£ B Az & p o3t
A KT ECE Y A f(‘ )E-« \_ }

(2) w2 RN ) RAVEHE B i? 5 %& Probablhty Density Function) p(x) :

AUC = j: f(x)dx =Ko ~ % [4.3]

S(x) S(x)
(x)= =— ) [4.4]
P AUC J'O F(x)dx

(3) A& WFpA Idad R H A F S#ic (Cumulative Distribution Function) ¢(?) :

o - J, (x)dx_J-f(x)dx jf(x)dx , (451
7 P AUC J'O F(x)dx .

(4) B FFd RAEA oA E L EERE S SO

J- f(x)dx c

[4.6]
[ f@dx

S =1-q(t)=1- _[p(x)dx—l
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Infectiousness £(7)

<

=

DN

AN
AMIEN.

i

(1w S@ID L 01) SI331) [eAIA

Day post infection

Day post infection

Infectiousness £(7)

2 = S NN

‘ t.__...-.__.._m.;um H ..L..m,”.. -..

(1w 95@ID L S0[) 1331 [BHIA

Day post infection

43 it 209 RS E PR OR S DRTL T -
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PRIEROA S BOEERA BT SOEHZ BAAFTREL LR Sl

RhE A g R)EBEF (BF R hS ()5 ¥ oo 2 1345 Fraser ¥ (2004)4

Fﬁ%fﬁ%" ﬁ(t)";’ilfé?%& fﬁé\?%g'Ro’ 2};\'..}"7’1‘ :

R, = _[: A(t)dt = ¥ #e [4.7]
e AL BlElETs,,
" 1 '{FE_’_'II
BRI (T)a Ti=- ""1,5:-,\#‘ A Ii’i,,ﬁd‘ %ﬁv‘*‘ a r%“ﬁ?ft? » #% Fraser % 2004
¥ ’1'&
& i ’f"' “*&’{ &,
t I E SRR
B b (0) R ¥ KGR TR A (7 AR E )
(Fraser » 2004) » 3+ 2
[ BO)S @)t
0= == ’ [4.8]

Fins [ Bt

\ v tine © tlat;‘ tmf'é"\ v“'] i Z\,ﬁ—-‘l’kﬂﬂ ~ ,ﬁ'—-‘;?qﬂﬂ pA }’\- j‘Lﬁp °
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4.6 B FRRAT A M
AELAT M F RIS EH R (DFERT S LN B FH

e A ] % ﬂﬂl]-‘*ﬁ&:}%%ﬂ:}%i 2 R ARk A R AR 2 ARS B4R

@RS AN EAMEF BRdk (V) H 2 4T
()= —— ’ [4.9]
L+, V)

R Vo s 50%2 b B R KTAFRT 254 4§ (log TCIDs ml)2 n 3
Hill e (x i A5 F3) ()ondi= 275 B opd 4§ ¢ 5 5z gk o
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RIEXED oL ¥ 5L I 7 %ﬁ%“9$ﬁﬁ$?ﬁi’%
N [~ ) v

R A A Eﬁwﬁ%ébﬁlf}ﬂ%xp%ﬁaﬁ»F4'#Mﬁ“§@ﬁ4
R AR B RTT
iy | }
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b2 BE RN 00 Rk A ERERASF 2 2 (Handel ¥ > 2007) > 2 3% &

= 1 ’ [4.10]
1+ y()

FPow LR y (DRSS S L Sk

Bfs A ARD N SEHEF RS BRI ER RS LM B A
BRI 5 % AR A 2 B AR 0 T M R [A10]54 4 gk

PAZMGE 4] ERA 4 GRRHEF T ML 2 ST

1
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4.7 M3t e s
PFEE AP 3 # + B (Monte Carlo)iz #3741 2 2.5 v 97 5t A

BK %95 % % I (Confidence interval, CI) » 12 10,000 = & 4§ 4 7 F& T_H4%

2 %% e F4 2 f1* Kolmogorov—Smirnov $t3+ > /% i & it & i# (4 Normal,

i

2. % %88 % Crystal Ball® (Version 2000.2,

Lognoornal, Gamma % ){g > #7i¢ *
Decisioneering Inc., Denver, CO, USA) £ {7 FAL A 47 ¥ 326 A 7 2 S8 E o
M B EHE S 2 MY % 1 2 Ak TableCurve 2D (Version 5, AISN

P ,,‘.,_juﬂh.»fa':'a'f":'.{@&-j
Software Inc., Mapleton, ORq@'é'A) £5 _é’ﬁ] * ﬁ;%‘l < ??gr oo E AL E A
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51 FWA¥pE S fodg
5.1.1 & # A8 8

Carrat % (2008)#F 74 4 SFHfEin i+ 7 %2 4 # N Bk d o d £
4.1 ﬁ_%ii:)]%* % (Viral titer)Sg FF AP S 10 2 Bicdy 0 Rl s = A7 AN )
R A e AR B PRI A o Hop A 2Ny R B S FEE
AR B A 2 SdiciE o @@ % Table Curve 2D #1048 A )it fFii g A (HINT)
2 A(H3N2)E 2] 2 B 32 shlicF 4 i 28w LNA(ab.cde) (% 5.1) -

Nelson ¥ (2001)4p 14 AMER %% 7 b Wy d b M) SRR Y Y

“@’M%“Jx’ qEN TR A o AR

|
|

1—3a,aﬁ@%kaéﬂ&@?i
I

l
< Pl #é/‘rh AEETR o T E_ AR AT ez
'.

i*;\:‘]‘&%ﬁ 4‘/!1 )?i-‘l- fé —ﬂ%&
N |

RE - ¥ pdERACE S - Em’ﬁﬂkéﬁﬁﬁo
RhFTE 1% Carrat % (2008)7 Tl Bl g I 4]5h B s 4 T30 4 4 0 pE T
A (HINDE 450 = (95%CI % 3.71—528 %) A (H3N2)L 4] & 5.14 =
(95%CI % 448—5.80 =) 2 B A% 3.70 = (95%CI % 1.73—5.66 %) » X
AL pA 2 BEo A Y BAZ B EEF 5 2.10 logTCIDso ml™ £ A (H3N2)
% 1.92 logTCIDso ml™ % B i<z A (HIN1) % 1.08 logTCIDso ml™ (% 5.2) « = #&

A e A S A I F Rk £ AF 10,000 A 4R T =

EHA PRI G B UHEF A G TR GRET BE S P Lo
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(Geometric mean)¥? % = % X (Geometric standard deviation) : A (HIN1) % (1.08
log TCIDsoml™, 1.16) ~ A (H3N2) % (1.89 log TCIDsoml™, 1.08)2 B 3] % (1.80 log
TCIDsoml”,1.21) (B 5.1) -

SPREE N AR IHE I RANE FAZFEREE uFe+
RREFZERAsRRESE L2 WF o G KT A T s i Lo
¥ LN (1.53 log TCIDso mI™, 1.34) (B 5.2) o & t& » BB % A {5 2. T30 1.60

logTCIDsoml™ 1F 5 = #67 Al W& L A]2 B & (% 5.2) -
S ey,
VB
! !

" S
S $/ 4
Ei.{_-,:- ::;P 5.';?_'—_-‘., ig" @ﬁ\lﬁﬁg

“opszeien
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%51 2 FASWE TAGE BE DB m e RS o

Viral

(sub)type Fitted equation® P
A (HINT) LN4(0.047,2.91, 2.13, 3.58, 1.82) 0.99
A (H3N2) LN4(-7.76, 10.98, 2.63, 14.98, 3.71) 0.98
Type B LN4(-703.71, 706.47, 3.04, 1998.50, 214.69) 0.84

? LN4(a,b,c,d,e)=a+b><exp{-» ln2><ln[1—i-(x-c)><(e2 —1)/(a?><e)]2 /ln(e)zg °
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252 fl% Tiopd P AER TR R AN R TR R ORE

Virus (sub)type
Estimated parameter A (HIN1) A (H3N2) Type B
Mean duration of viral 4.50° 5.14 3.70
shedding (d)* (3.71 -5.28) (4.48 —5.80) (1.73 - 5.66)
Viral shedding threshold
(logTCIDso ml™)
) 1.08 1.92 2.10
Estimated
(0.80—1.44) (1.63-2.2) (1.24-2.61)
Fixed" 1.60 1.60 1.60

1% g Carrat & (2008) °
b ayaE (95% E R )
CREZMET FANELA RSN 2 B ESI60 048 (TioiE + REL) -
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0.08
0.07 | B A (H1N1)
I A (H3N2)
0.06 Bl TypeB
0.05 | LN (1.08, 1.16
£ ( ) LN (1.89, 1.08)
= 004 |
=
£
& 0.03 |
0.02 |
\ LN (1.80, 1.21)
0.01 |
0.00 |||I|""""||IIII||...
0-51 2.31

96
Viralshedding old ﬂpg‘TCIDso )
m 51 2 [ ‘ft'l ‘;vljl,fli’ E;' ;‘ ‘-_‘.-n.-: ] 1 e #‘ﬁ e g\
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0.04

0.03
0.03
£ 002
2
]
S  0.02
|
=W
0.01
0.01
0.00

L 21T
\
I / }y “\ LN (1.53, 1.34)
I
- \.i.
_ N\
| | b | Tm]]mmz

0.51 0.96 1.41 1.86 2.31

Viral'shedding threshold-(log TCIDs, mI™")

W52 &6=/7 FANELIRAR D LR E2 B5 26 F -
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512 ¢ 87T & HHA R

AP LRI R pA 4 B R T G B EHT A (HIN)ZH AT 5
ez RASE LAY 5F 0 5 6.09 log TCIDso ml™ d (95% CI 3.76—8.85
log TCIDso ml" d) > = % B 3] 3.78 log TCIDso ml" d (95% CI 0.11—10.26 log
TCIDsoml" d) > & B 5 A (HIN1)2.81 log TCIDso ml™" d (95% CI 2.41—3.24 log
TCIDsy ml" d) (B 53)c @ d BTG F | T AT EP2 LB 2 g7
PLARF (N2 ml 74T AMHIN)Z R RF (D5 0.17d ' ~BA % 020d
'z AHIND): 0.30d™ ' (& 5.3)

#4310 Massad %, (2007)57 22 A (H1N1)f$§§l§< ($)0.51 d°' (95% CI

044—0.59d )% %4 i - % A (HBN2JEEAIZ | B A1/ & & 5 4 @ 8 ~ 5 4278

|

Il m |
[4.1] 7 42 &2 A (H3NQ)L 2| 2 % J,*f]}mxﬁgig]:;« By ®l % 1.11d" (95% CI
A : l‘:

0.69—1.62d )% 0.69 d""(95% CT0.02=1.87 &) » # % kg A (H3N2)2 5

B @855 5% (% 53) Liao % (2008)745 1 = s % A (HIN2)Z 4 5 500 A
(HINDE 4] %2 BAlF -

WS4 57 RS2 HAGHKIL w4 # Y FH 4 R (Monte
Carlo) i 4 d $t#cF i A Tt - % > 2% E g B AMHINI -

AH3N2)L 4 5 B g R o
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A A(HIND) — Fitted model

4 F -- 95 % ClI

O Data

-~ Estimated mean duration
T standard error

Viral titers (log TCIDs, ml™)

Day post infection

W53 2252 SRR A LR R REHE RN (A)AHINDE 2
o AT 531t OB
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253 32 RAEE LRI SR T A BHF PERAF ()

Virus (sub)type

Estimated parameter A (HINT1) A (H3N2) Type B
Threshold adjusted AUC 781 6.09 378
(logTCID50 ml™ d) (2.41-3.24) (3.76 — 8.85) (0.11 - 10.26)
AUC-based transmission 0.51° L1 0.69°
rate, B(d™") (0.44 —0.59) (0.69 —1.62) (0.02 -1.87)
Recovery rate, y(d")* 0.30 0.17 0.20
(0.28 - 0.32) (0.15-0.21) (0.14 - 0.68)

TR A 2w it 4o 5.3 T o
®51% p Massad % (2007) -
B, = Baginny X AUC, / AUC B # 7=1,2" 2w ik 4 A (H3N2)% 4] B 4] -
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0.06 F
A A (HIND

0.04 F

LN(0.51, 1.08)

0.02

0.00
0.40 0.45 0.49 0.54 0.58

0.06

B A(H3N2)

0.04 }
- LN(1.05,1.24)

Probability

0.02

0.00 = |
0.26 0.56 ¥ | 1).86"];u 116 1.46

0.06

0.04

0.02

0.00
0.01 0.41 0.81 1.21 1.61

o e -1
Transmission rate (f,d )

W54 7 RS2 GARE B+ BB 0 6 1 (A) AMHINDE I (B)A
(H3N2) #3]* (C)B 1] -
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513 B4 o Ghs

BAL 2 ROZAFZ BWF 2R RFFH o Fl w467 B
T2 BEFERRFES 22N [42] TTEE A (HINDZ & A 24 #K
(Ro) » 1.74 (95%CI 1.48—2.04) > ¥ Ferguson % (2005 ; 2006) #7iz 2. k& f
48 (Ro)s 1.7—2.0#cdbdpis » ¥ ¢ > A (H3N2) 2 A+ E 48 (R))% 652 B
AR5 34

dlige il AR L de (Ro) AR LRI A ATE 2 RS 2L &
Belp oA 2o (R B il A L4 (RY)GHIREF AT 2 1
RN CRESE F LT R ~ P (Ganima distribution) % & #c3}. 4
54 Z# L2 4pR %38k - Billoir % (2@ "Hl]’# Pedh A HA TR LRE Y £

|
¥ }Shape parameter @)% % R %#c (Scale

Ty | } F |
parameter, B) " G (a, f) & oo &FZ - A (HIN1 ""A (H3N2)%2 B 42 G (a, H)~ &)
i 3

*ﬂ’?ﬁ'ﬁi% K- he3f A w0 Ak B

H—

5 G(1.87,1.56)~ G (3.52, 1.55)%2 G (471.73,0.26) - . & 2 % & A (HIND)Z R
EEF (099 H= i A(HIN2 (0.96) @ BAlz RP i 5 091 (% 54) - d

FAro AEFHPIE L G AITRRZ B4 pO)EIpE S R RE (B SS) -
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%54 2 FANHETANERFRBL S O R ERE A T ke
Fitted coefficients

b b 2
d

Function a b c e r
A (HINT1)
B()° -0.002 0.48 1.99 1.56 1.87 0.99
A (H3N2)
L(1) -0.27 1.96 2.89 1.55 3.52 0.96
Type B
L(1) -3.49 4.33 3.57 0.26 471.73 0.91

T B HEELE N ReIE A G
F(x¥) = a+bexp(=(x — )/ d)x (FL ) dyLe=1) /(e — 1)

PGa, P REMIEA G SR g B AR E N e f 5 R SEENG
#d-

W
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Viral titers (log TCIDs E—-_v

1 (A) A HINDZ 42 (B) A
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Day post infection
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52 nfTpEERINE $k

EPEPERLBA Y PR THRE AN E R EL Sl - F AR @
AN Ty HPER2 @A BN » 255 [48] 0 B %57 AHINDI - R
2K BALE R FOERTIEL 374 2 > AH3N2) A 3.79 2 2 B4 4 357 % -
peeb s AR 1 * Carrat & (2008) 473 A spdfA R %%?%iiﬁ)ﬁ:}i;{%?/}
Bl o HRERY A G AoB) 5.6 0 B Rt A B H B A LA RE A
iAo B 5.6 (A)EMB)E(C) B%450 A (HIN) T@Ry HFL):
3.04+1.28 = 7 A(H3N2) 5354 1,91 = £ B 3|Afs 2.94+1.5 % o

d B 5.7 Koo ;i,qipwgw;mwg.rz A Jfa A= p sz 4
F S ZREFERLBAL B() '* »;—;, ﬂfl 8] T F @A B (O)F A A
ﬂzx&ﬁ#r%@ﬁ%:@i;@w A EpL IL]L"T;E}& gg,}w,g\; ) H Z % ks AHIND)Z 6

iy w 1

=0.16 ~ A (H3N2)2. #=0.18 aB:J\ OB, 5502 4 FAlw 2 A2 &R
AT SOz B R E 5 i

Bofl o AL RIE A (48] REARGEEFY (TEEBIE LA TE B
2 i#§42) > A (HIN1) % 249 % (95% CI 0.71—5.59 %)~ A (H3N2)% 2.56 =
(0.10—7.64 )% B4l 5% 236 % (95% CI038—6.17 %) R % F o 5 HFwkdy

g Flt AHIND~AH3N2)G A 2 B3] 24 A % % 040039 2 0.42

d'o
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0.4

A A (HIND) [ Symptomatic probability
03 F — Fitted model
02 F
LN(2.80, 1.50)
01 F
0 0 A | A [ [ iy

Probability

cxis |

e

02 f =
% LN(2.64, 1.62)

01 } o ﬁ

:l :;JE_EE

=
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N
w
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~
0

Day post infection

B 5.6 it 6 5 4 ffF 82 B AR & HES 1 (A) A (HINDE 3122 (B) A (H3N2) %3
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= A (H3N2)
iy 0.8 F —-O— Type B
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%55 2 RAlBE AR BEREF S B E B Tl
Fitted coefficients
Function a b c d ”
A (HIN1)
SiH)* 1.004 0.13 -0.32 0.08 0.99
A (H3N2)
S(7) 0.99 0.11 -0.25 0.06 0.99
Type B
S(7) 1.03 0.22 -0.43 0.11 0.99

CEBBABSN f(X)=a+bx+ex +dx’ o
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5.3 Fff 5 Bk 2 R
AR RA A MR sl ek 2 R R BREY FO A2 y =
V(W) > da AR &2 F st y()2 B k> B = 5 S0%EMke 4 2 7
48 Vot A (HIND)2Z Vo = 1.65 log TCIDso ml™" & A (H3N2) 2 ¥, = 2.09 log
TCIDso mlI' 2 B %2 ¥y = 1.96 log TCIDsy ml™" o & % &% A (H3N2) & 50% %
PAZTRA S BERERR BEZ REEA L 0810855 0.98 (K 5.8) -
F- 3G 0 AR [4.10]° hp(V) 0 1 VARV V)BT R4
KA A 2 M ow = AR W59 F 4 4 k- 5T 0B
2] A2 AHIND 2 A (H3N2) 3 ﬁi%_”i.ﬁ:;l%éf.é} ; - s; ] A BARE 2k

R s X8 L9 )T%ﬁ-‘ v’ I'_ﬁiﬁrﬂf’]«* n % 119.08 i + A (HINI)

1.62 2 A (H3N2) n=1.61 7 #la ﬁ %,,. }3_;#;%\ PP ET S SNl
| iL Ii:
B 2 vkt A 01 ’%@P\?ﬂ@ i‘%‘ﬁﬁ-?f Z A By o Flet o d B S9 A

FREA B URERT 45 W AL LR T B 5 SRS

’lﬂ

-\ 2L oo
e

CE RS ERER AR MR EAR LARFDBEWLL AT

AR H RS gk € RO RARE
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A A (HIND) o
0.8 |

06 r

04 F
— Fitted model

0.2 © 95 % Cl
O Data
0 b= L :
0 1 2 3 4

B A (H3N2)

Symptom score

| QO
0(/ L L

0 1 2 3 4

Viral titers (log TCIDs, ml'l)

W58 2 FANEEI2Z S FERRFATLE D (A) AHINDL A (B)
A(H3N2) 312 (C)B 3l -
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6.1 73 224

(1) AR 2 ARITR RS lyp i &8 280k 5 1812402 50 k2 &> %ha o
1395 WHO (2009a)dn 1 j 22 % /5 ' %3 5 B2 2% £ & & TP AT g F
HiE2Z PR EBHIEE DEHT LR Sl (WAAL 2R BRI
Tg 2 #IE A b 0) 3 * S0 A FDRE (62 B -

(2) AT @ F 2 W RT G A S IR TRE VREER LY AT G  daR

iﬁﬂkﬁwiﬂﬁi@ﬁ$ﬁ°ﬁ”’Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?@’p@*ﬂiﬂ

» ¥
l I
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SRR ApA S BT ERRA I A L AR 2R 7
AAEF R AL EAL EEBAIL o gt AT A WIER AHIND S A

(H3N2)%; 412 B Al frig 2 2 ek ik A B o R v 2 g et o (&

2o TR ARALE B ASEREY -
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6.2 5,‘-'5(-',"3\’@%]2»&
T3-SR RLIE S SRAF R R R X S 2 REY R

RigAz2 e R V0TSRRI 12 R R R E £

JA

* 3 41 Massad & (2007) @ﬁg,] [ S S

1

(i

5
1918 # A (HIN1) /g ini7* = ¢ Bigks > ufFHipandy- 2450
AR AL A Rzt £ 61 AL HBIE B A2 B S
%&%iﬁ%’ﬁﬁﬁﬁA{mND yg@%$%a,$p;ﬁ%@ﬁ;04
d's weeriph 2 7 g I8 0 > 0.5—0053 d’ F'* PRl P
(Chowell % 2006 ; Chowell % 1008:: Mlllsr » 2004 ; Vynnycky % >2007) o
AGHNDEKN@@@$€M> #éigmwﬂa]ﬁo3dl, AR &2 S/
%@10205dmomé%@+&&@ﬁ¢%plmwwujms2MV
5 Qﬁ&&;ﬁim 1.5—43 F o T > 472061 ¥ fr 257 7 A7 I 2 St ER RN 4
RS NLEUE = SHE R XA

S A HN)LAREZRRFEL AT > THFT] - mypeimd 2573
Befp v e AP TR LSS 039d % 05d A RFHE S 0.17
20134935 (R 6.1)° 2 » EEAR DI AAT AHIN2)AXE 4 #icRy2 38
B OSERWH L REFFL 15220 S BARE 257 242 8 Flak

<\w%vfk&%ﬁ FREg TN g
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% 6.1 iRz 1B

P
L

LR VEES STEE 3

Year Location AW o@dh  ydhH R References
A (HIN1)
1918 US cities” (-) 0.53 0.24 <4 Mills et al. (2004)
1918 Geneva, 8 0.53 034  1.49 (1.45-1.53)° Chowell et al.
Switzerland 5.75 0.53 045  3.75(3.57-3.93)° (2006)
1918 Four types of study ) 0.50 0.50 2430 Vynnycky et al.
settings® (2007)
1918 N . Massad et al.
Sao Paulo, Brazil 0.51 (-) 0.19 2.68 (2007)
1918 United States, Chowell et al.
France, Australia ) 0.53 0.24 1.5-3.0 (2008)
1978 o Keeling and
British 1.66 -) 0.46 3.65 i
Rohani (2008)
0.519 ,0.40° 0.30 1.74 Carrat study’
A(H3N2)
1968 United States, Chowell et al.
France, Australia (=) © ) 1.9-2.2 (2008)
1985 ot Flahault ez al.
France (-) (5) 5040 1.5
o (1988)
1968 U.S.S.R. and © (‘) Ko ik o1k 3 Rvachev and
Bulgaria i 5 | ’ Longini (1985)
1.11 0.39 0.17" 6.50 Carrat study’
Type B
0.69 0.42 0.20 3.40 Carrat study’

"ERB S ¢ 7 ey (New York City) ~ 224 # (Chicago) ~ % 33 (Philadelphia)
R 4 & (Detroit) ~ B % (St Louis) ~ 5§11 % @ (Cleveland) ~ /& X # (Boston) ~
= f & (Baltimore) % 7 % i (Pittsburgh) °

bIiaE (95% CI) -

°5 2 i (Maryland) ~ #73 3+ 3 2 7 (Scandinavian cities)% & A & =3t % WenE
Broe

451% p Massad % (2007) -

R A AFTZAGE -

P51% g Carrat % (2008) o

62



T &2 0 fdpdp NAERY (RE A B+ 2 R BR4) 2FRY (K
ALAZREA)EFREI 2L BRYPRFFY L - £ F > BFED BEAF
z_ 5 l/o)fe s @5 24—2.6 % > @ BRPHE E 5 3.0-3.5 % i & > Ferguson
% (2005)2. T 3o B 1.48£047 X - ¥ - B 7 Bldg *%Qéﬁﬁ%%ﬂﬂ
Aol—d4 R (T2 A) . HEAFLERY P E 2 a2 ¢ F (Carrat ¥ o
2008) o gt ek > moEpt ] 0 B EERET 5 16—18%% ) %“€>ﬁk§k$§~. 30—
50% (Ferguson % - 2006 ; Fraser % > 2004 ; Germann % > 2006 ; Mills % > 2004)
% 19—44% (Liao % > 2008)

Ferguson % (2005) :kﬂ DAk F_,,, A 5@&:}7; g3 ;gﬁ.kﬁp % 1% %lﬁ::}j%?f T A
1o AT RS (PR B q_,_@(z)br FIp kAT R B - St e

IR A
@%zkywaﬁyikﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁi@ﬁﬁﬁ”ﬁﬁ%*

i, i
Hoo AP Y A E RSO TR RE LG TS WA TR F S

N
9

poixy
R LU R IOk 2 A KO Flt mUERER A Y 2% B AR 2 AR R

iﬁ%@ﬁ@%ﬁw@o
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6.3 #rFI R g2 %

dOTIRE KR TR A S RE 2 RS E S 5 Fl R TR M
Ko P g h (TR o F A FROE AR R R T S 2P R
RN EERE EEREEER > SR EZFIRE T LI METFZ 2 - (Carrat
% > 2008 ; Ferguson % > 2005 ; Ferguson % > 2006 ; Fraser % > 2004) °

Handel # (2007) 45 1 41* g4 4 HBr A gl L4 R 4108 P hlore

i
A
tﬂ
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