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Abstract6

In low- and middle-income countries (LMICs), enteric infections pose a significant threat to chil-7

dren’s health. However, understanding the specifics of when, where, and how young children in8

LMICs are exposed to enteric pathogens and the roles of animal reservoirs, environmental me-9

dia, and human hosts play during exposure remains limited. This study systematically evaluates10

infants’ exposure to E. coli through various pathways in the rural Haramaya woreda of Ethiopia.11

Between June 2021 and June 2022, we conducted over 1300 hours of structured behavioral ob-12

servations on 79 infants when aged 4–8 months (Timepoint 1) and 11–15 months (Timepoint13

2). Enumerators recorded the infant’s behavior related to exposure, including when and where14

it occurred, using the Countee © application. Concurrently, we collected 1338 environmental15

samples from key contact interfaces between infants, other people, and the environment to test16

for E. coli. We used a competing hazard model for duration-based behaviors, an inhomogeneous17

Poisson point process model for frequency-based behaviors, and a left-censored lognormal dis-18

tribution model for E. coli contamination levels. The behavioral and environmental information19

was then integrated into an agent-based exposure model framework to quantify the exposure to20

E. coli through di↵erent pathways.21

The infant behavior, which altered the relative importance of di↵erent exposure pathways, changed22

as children grew older. Notably, we observed increased rates of touching behavior (e.g., touch-23

ing fomites) and soil-pica, increased consumption of solid food, and more time spent on the bare24

ground at Timepoint 2. The major sources of exposure to E. coli were food and breastfeeding at25

Timepoint 1 and food and soil at Timepoint 2. This study provides insights for interventions to26

minimize infants’ risk of exposure to fecal contamination and subsequent risk of enteric infec-27

tions, including improved food handling practices, enhanced personal hygiene for breastfeeding28

caregivers, and education on the risk of soil-pica.29

Keywords: exposure assessment, multi-pathway, infant, rural, Ethiopia, E. coli30
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1 Introduction31

Enteric diseases caused by enteric pathogens pose a substantial disease burden among people living in32

low- and middle-income countries (LMICs),1 with young children being particularly vulnerable.2 Diar-33

rheal diseases are the fifth leading cause of mortality among children under 5, resulting in over 446,00034

global deaths annually, with approximately 90% occurring in South Asia and Sub-Sahara Africa.3,4 Be-35

yond acute diarrhea, enteric infections can lead to various short- and long-term health issues, such as36

malnutrition,5 physical6 and cognitive7 developmental challenges, and environmental enteric dysfunc-37

tion,8 among others. Despite the well-recognized risk of these enteric pathogens, how, when, and where38

children in LMICs are exposed to these enteric pathogens9 and quantitative descriptions of exposure to39

enteric microbes/pathogens through various pathways remain under-investigated and less understood.40

There has been growing attention to young children’s exposure to fecal contamination and enteric pathogens41

in LMICs due to the urgent need to mitigate associated adverse health e↵ects. 9,10,11 Two large water,42

sanitation, and hygiene (WASH) intervention trials in rural African settings (Kenya, Zimbabwe) failed43

to demonstrate improved health outcomes in children under five years of age, and the investigators44

concluded that basic WASH interventions were not su�cient to reduce pediatric diarrheal disease and45

improve linear growth.12 However, these studies did not examine child behavior and only the Kenyan46

study analyzed the impact of the interventions on limited environmental pathways – E. coli on children’s47

hands, stored drinking water, and sentinel objects. 13 So it is not clear to what degree the WASH interven-48

tions reduced overall child exposure to fecal contamination. The SaniPath study has made a significant49

contribution to our understanding of exposure assessment in quantitatively assessing exposure to fecal50

contamination by combining information collected from structured behavioral observations and surveys51

with results from environmental and human microbiological sampling, primarily in urban settings involv-52

ing both children and adults. 14,15,16,17 Other recent studies examined environmental exposure to enteric53

pathogens among infants and children under five in Kenya,18,19 Zimbabwe20 and Bangladesh.21,22 These54

studies have advanced our understanding of the complex pathways through which individuals are ex-55

posed to fecal contamination and enteric pathogens and provided insights that inform WASH intervention56

strategies.57

However, there are critical knowledge gaps about infants’ exposure to enteric pathogens in rural LMIC58

settings. Questions about what the primary pathways of exposure are; how infants’ behavior, including59

interactions with other people and the surrounding environment, mediate these pathways; how behavior60
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changes with age; and how the fecal contamination and enteric pathogens are distributed in the rural envi-61

ronment of LMICs all remain largely unanswered. Given the vulnerability of infants to enteric diseases,62

closing these knowledge gaps is crucial.63

Our study, the Exposure Assessment of Campylobacter Infections in Rural Ethiopia (EXCAM), aims to64

systematically evaluate infants’ exposure to Campylobacter and fecal contamination in the rural Hara-65

maya woreda, Ethiopia. We use Escherichia coli as an indicator organism for fecal contamination and66

employ a holistic modeling approach that integrates infants’ behavior, interactions with other people and67

with their environment, and environmental contamination levels. The objectives of this paper are: (1)68

to comprehensively characterize and quantify infants’ behavior, including interactions with other people69

and their surrounding environment, and (2) to quantify exposure to fecal contamination from di↵erent70

sources through various pathways for two age groups of infants in rural Ethiopia.71

2 Methods72

2.1 Study Setting and Population73

The EXCAM study was nested within the broader Campylobacter Genomics and Environmental Enteric74

Dysfunction (CAGED) study, a longitudinal project that aimed at identifying Campylobacter spp. in-75

fection reservoirs for infants and evaluating the associated health impacts in the rural Haramaya woreda,76

Ethiopia.23,24,25,26,27 Building on a Health and Demographic Surveillance Site (HDSS) that covers 12 ke-77

beles in the Haramaya woreda, established by Haramaya University,26 the CAGED study enrolled 11578

newborn infants, that were randomly selected from 10 kebeles based on defined inclusion and exclusion79

criteria. 26 Demographics and socio-economic characteristics of the population in the study area were80

reported by Havelaar et al. 26. From this cohort, 79 newborns were randomly selected for the EXCAM81

study, which had two rounds of cross-sectional data collection: the first round occurred when infants were82

around 6 months of age (Timepoint 1), and the second round occurred when they were around 12 months83

of age (Timepoint 2). Among the 79 infants enrolled, three dropped out of the study (one infant deceased,84

and the other two moved out of the study area) before Timepoint 2.85
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2.2 Data Collection and Sample Testing86

The design of our structured behavioral observations drew inspiration from the SaniPath study.14,15 We87

customized the target behaviors and operational definitions for the context of the local rural setting, inte-88

grating insights from the CAGED study24,25,26 and initial pilot field surveys. We adapted an application89

for mobile phones and tablets, “Countee”, to capture high-resolution behavioral data on environmental90

contacts and interactions with other people.28,29 Observations were conducted at two critical stages of91

early childhood development, initially in early infancy and subsequently in late infancy, to reflect evolv-92

ing development, mobility, and interactions with surrounding environments. Prior to conducting any93

observations, local enumerators were trained to record behavioral data during observations from both94

videos and live observations. Training continued until enumerators demonstrated competency and were95

able to record data reliably across observations.96

We collected over 1,300 hours of structured behavioral observation across all infants enrolled. At each97

timepoint, local enumerators conducted up to 10 hours of structured behavioral observations per in-98

fant (5 hours in the morning and 5 hours in the afternoon of the same day). This process yielded99

multi-dimensional time series data, recording the start and end time of duration-based behaviors (awake,100

bathing, drinking, and sleeping) and the timestamp of frequency-based behaviors (eating, mouthing, pica,101

and touching). Data on where the behavior occurred, including location (within homestead and out of102

homestead) and compartments (carried by mother, carried by other, down on a surface with barriers, and103

down on the bare ground) was also collected as duration-based records with start and end time.104

After each structured observation, the sampling team, on the following day, collected samples from ten105

pre-identified human and environmental sample types (areola swabs of mothers, breast milk, mother106

handrinse, sibling (child) handrinse, infant handrinse, bathing water, drinking water, fomites, food, and107

soil) linked to the interfaces between infants and environment. Sampling locations in each household were108

selected based on information provided by the enumerators who conducted the behavioral observations.109

A total of 1338 human and environmental samples were collected, and all samples were transported110

in cold boxes containing ice packs to Haramaya University’s laboratory within 6 hours of collection.111

Subsequently, samples were processed and tested for E. coli using two lab methods, depending on the112

nature of the sample.30 EC MUG, a fluorometric approach, was used for clear liquid samples such as113

handrinse, areola swabs, breast milk, drinking water, bathing water, fomites, and liquid food samples.114

Chromocult, a plate count method, was employed for breast milk, resuspended solid food that was opaque,115
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and soil samples. Each sample’s E. coli concentration level was calculated based on the lab method116

(Supplementary Table 1). The details of laboratory methods and results can be found in Deblais et al. 30117

The number of E. coli was quantified as Most Probable Number (MPN) for the EC MUG method and118

Colony Forming Units (CFU) for the Chromocult method. In this study, we assumed 1 MPN is equivalent119

to 1 CFU, and CFU was used as the unit for exposure assessment.120

2.3 Quantifying Infants’ Behavior and Fecal Contamination121

The duration-based behaviors and frequency-based behaviors were modeled in two steps. Similar to122

Teunis et al., 14 a combination of activity, compartment, and location was defined as a state for duration-123

based behaviors. Among 32 possible states, only 21 states were observed in this study. Those states not124

observed were then omitted from the model. A change of state of a child was defined as a transition.125

Then, the sequence of duration-based behaviors can be considered a series of transitions between states.126

Such data can be visualized as a directed, weighted network with states as nodes and transitions as127

edges. The weight of an edge represents the relative frequency of the corresponding transition observed.128

The competing hazard model in Teunis et al. 14 was adapted to model the sequences of duration-based129

behaviors by timepoint. From the start of the current state, all possible transitions with their own hazard130

functions compete for moving to the subsequent state. The rates of transitions were estimated using131

JAGS31 and then used to generate Monte Carlo samples of sequences of duration-based behaviors in132

simulation studies.133

When examining the occurrence of frequency-based behaviors (e.g., touching mother’s hand) on a con-134

tinuous timeline, we noted that the rate of the occurrences depends on the current state of the child (e.g.,135

touching mother’s hand is more likely when awake and carried by mother vs. when sleeping on a surface).136

Therefore, the frequency-based behavior was modeled as an inhomogeneous Poisson point process with137

the rate, �, conditional on the current state. The expected occurrence rate of frequency-based behavior138

(b) during a certain state (s), �b,s, can be estimated as139

�̂b,s =
Nb,s

Ts
,

where Nb,s is the total number of occurrences for frequency-based behavior b during the time period that140

child is in the state s and Ts is the cumulative length of the time period that child is in the state s. The141

inhomogeneous Poisson process of frequency-based behavior can be simulated by scaling (expanding142
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or contracting) the time during di↵erent states with the estimated rates of the frequency-based behavior143

during those states. For example, given a frequency-based behavior has a rate of � = 3 during a state,144

the length of time period of this state is expanded to three times its original length in the scaled timeline.145

Then, the events (i.e., occurrences of frequency-based behavior) can be simulated using a homogeneous146

Poisson process with � = 1 at this scaled timeline and projected back to the original timeline (Figure 1).147

For environmental samples, we conducted two-sample t-tests to compare E. coli results (the concentration148

and proportion of positive samples) between two timepoints and examined the correlations between the149

log10 E. coli concentration levels of di↵erent sample types within the same household. The log10 E.150

coli concentration levels were modeled as a normal distribution with left-censoring, and samples with151

concentration levels below the lower limit of detection (LLOD) were considered negative and thus left-152

censored. Parameters were estimated using the maximum likelihood method for each sample type at each153

timepoint.154

2.4 Multi-pathway Exposure Assessment155

We adapted the Multi-pathway Agent-based Exposure Assessment model framework from the SaniPath156

study to track microbes from environmental and social sources through various pathways to ingestion by157

children.16,32 In the current study, the environmental sources include fomites, soil, areola surface, breast158

milk, food, and drinking water, and the social sources include hands of the mother, other adults, and159

other children (e.g., siblings). The sinks were defined as destinations of microbes, including mouth and160

bathing water. The model includes two vehicles, hands and food, that can carry microbes from sources to161

sinks. We created seven modules to track source-specific microbe numbers transferred between sources,162

vehicles, and sinks, within a network structure:163

1. Hand Touching: attachment and detachment of microbes on hands by touching hands of the164

mother, other adults, other children, and fomites.165

2. Mouthing: microbe ingestion from mouthing hands of the mother, other adults, other children166

(siblings), infant itself, and fomites167

3. Bathing: bathing water ingestion and microbe detachment from hands.168

4. Pica: ingestion of soil and hand touching soil.169

5. Eating: ingestion from eating solid food, possibly accompanied by hand touching of food.170
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6. Breastfeeding: breast milk ingestion and mouthing areola.171

7. Drinking Water: ingestion of drinking water.172

Simulated behavior sequences, including both duration-based behaviors and frequency-based behaviors,173

and estimated E. coli levels of various environmental compartments were input into the Exposure Model174

for each timepoint. Depending on the behavior (duration-based or frequency-based), the corresponding175

module calculates the number of microbes on hands and the microbes ingested, both as a vector of E.176

coli numbers from di↵erent original sources (Figure 2). In this study, we generated microbe transfers177

during 10,000 typical child days (14 hours daytime assumed) for each timepoint. All simulations were178

run using R version 4.3.2.33 All codes for performing the data analyses and modeling are available at179

https://github.com/YWAN446/EXCAM.180

2.5 Ethics Statement181

This study was approved by the University of Florida Institutional Review Board (IRB201802987),182

the Institutional Health Research Ethics Review Committee (IHREC), Haramaya University, Ethiopia183

(IHRERC/091/2020), and National Research Ethics Review Committee, Ministry of Science and Higher184

Education (MoSHE), Ethiopia (SBA\117\7103\20). Written informed consent was obtained from all185

participants of the study in the local language (Afan Oromo).186

3 Results187

3.1 Quantifying Infants’ Behavior188

In this study, the infants’ behavior, in terms of their environmental contact (e.g., touching fomites) and189

interactions with other people (e.g., touching mother’s hands), evolved with age. Table 1 shows the190

di↵erences in infants’ behavior between two timepoints. The infants at Timepoint 1 spent more time191

sleeping during the day compared to those at Timepoint 2. Bathing behavior was infrequent and short192

for both timepoints, with 30.4% of infants bathed for an average of 5.8 min at Timepoint 1 and 57.9%193

of infants bathed for an average of 2.1 min at Timepoint 2. Rates (the number of times per hour) of194

eating, pica, and touching increased substantially while the rate of mouthing decreased from Timepoint 1195

to Timepoint 2.196
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The nature of infant contact with their environment also changed between two timepoints. Infants at197

Timepoint 1 rarely spent any time on the bare ground, in contrast to Timepoint 2, when infants spent198

16.4% of time on the bare ground (e,g., crawling). During 54.7% of the observation period at Timepoint199

1, infants were carried either by mothers or other caregivers; this decreased to 33.9% of the observation200

period at Timepoint 2. Infants in the study rarely went outside the homestead, defined as a cluster of201

buildings accommodating an extended family and their small livestock (chickens, small ruminants).202

Supplementary Figures 1 and 2 present the variations in the proportions of time spent engaging in203

duration-based behaviors and the rates of frequency-based behaviors between individual infants. Table 2204

shows the rates of frequency-based behaviors in each subcategory by timepoint. The rate of consuming205

solid food and drinking water increased while the rate of breastfeeding slightly decreased from Time-206

point 1 to Timepoint 2. At Timepoint 2, infants touched environmental fomites more often and showed207

a greater tendency towards soil-pica than at Timepoint 1. In addition, we examined the patterns in the208

sequences of behavior. Supplementary Figures 3–6 show the activities and compartments for sequences209

of duration-based behaviors at two timepoints. It is visually obvious that sleeping occurred uniformly210

during the day at Timepoint 1, while at Timepoint 2 infants tended to sleep around noon.211

The two-dimensional behavior sequences were visualized as directed weighted networks with states212

(combinations of activity and compartment) as nodes and transitions between states as edges (Supplemen-213

tary Figure 7). The rates of transitions were estimated in the competing hazard model. Supplementary214

Figures 8 and 9 show the marginal and conditional estimated rates of frequency-based behaviors at Time-215

point 1 and Timepoint 2, respectively. Mouthing baby’s hands and touching caregiver’s hands occurred216

across di↵erent states. Touching and mouthing fomites commonly occurred when the infants were awake217

and down on a surface with barriers or down on the bare ground.218

3.2 Quantifying Fecal Contamination219

The percent of E. coli positive samples and the mean E. coli concentration of positive samples, measured220

on a log10 scale, by sample type and timepoint are presented in Table 3, adapted from Deblais et al. 30221

The percent of E. coli positive between the two timepoints was significantly di↵erent for breast milk,222

infant handrinse, and drinking water. The mean log10 E. coli concentrations were significantly di↵erent223

between the two timepoints for infant handrinse and fomites. Infant handrinse samples had both more224

E. coli detection and higher E. coli concentrations at Timepoint 2 compared to at Timepoint 1. After225
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assigning the LLOD to the E. coli concentration for the negative samples, we calculated the correlations226

between E. coli contamination levels (in log10 scale) of di↵erent sample types within the same study227

household (Supplementary Figure 10). We found that the E. coli contamination level of infant handrinse228

was correlated with the E. coli contamination levels of mother handrinse, sibling handrinse, areola swabs,229

and fomites. The E. coli contamination level of mother handrinse was correlated with the E. coli con-230

tamination levels of infant handrinse, sibling handrinse, drinking water, areola swabs, and fomite. More231

detailed correlation analysis results can be found in Deblais et al. 30 Supplementary Table 2 shows the232

estimated parameters of normal distribution for E. coli concentration (in log10 scale) which were used in233

the exposure assessment.234

3.3 Exposure to Fecal Contamination235

Figure 3 shows the average relative contributions of di↵erent social and environmental sources to the in-236

gestion of fecal contamination (measured as E. coli) across 10,000 simulations at the two timepoints, and237

Supplementary Figure 11 shows variation in exposure by sources and timepoint. Food and breastfeeding238

were the major contributors, “dominant pathways”,16 to the exposure to fecal contamination for infants239

at Timepoint 1, and as the infants grew older, food and soil were the major contributors at Timepoint 2.240

The average exposure per day, indicated by the color in Figure 3, was higher at Timepoint 2 compared241

to at Timepoint 1. Figure 4 shows the “fecal microbe transfer networks”16 for infants. Direct pathways242

such as eating, breastfeeding, soil-pica, and mouthing fomites resulted in higher exposure to fecal con-243

tamination. In contrast, hand contact with environmental compartments (i.e., touching fomites or soil)244

and interactions with other people (i.e., touching the hands of the mother, other adults, and other children)245

did not substantially increase the fecal contamination on infants’ hands (even decreased it at Timepoint246

2). The environment-hand-mouth pathways were responsible for a relatively small proportion of the total247

exposure to fecal contamination.248

4 Discussion249

This study represents a significant component of our broader e↵orts to systematically assess the exposure250

to fecal contamination, as measured by E. coli, and ultimately to important enteric pathogens, such as251

Campylobacter for infants in rural regions of Ethiopia. Our primary aim is to gain insights into how chil-252
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dren’s behavior, including interactions with other people and their surrounding environment, modulates253

their exposure to fecal contamination using E. coli as the fecal indicator. This study is notable for being254

the first to collect and analyze extensive, high-resolution, multi-dimensional behavior sequence data for255

exposure assessment in rural settings in LMICs. Along with environmental and human microbiological256

samples as input, a well-calibrated agent-based exposure model can perform a comprehensive assessment257

to investigate infants’ exposure to fecal contamination and enteric pathogens through multiple pathways.258

Overall, though less frequently consumed, solid food is the most dominant pathway that contributes the259

highest exposure to fecal contamination, which is similar to our findings for children 5–12 years old and260

adults in many countries around the globe.17 Several key findings of our study include:261

1. Changes in infant behavior as they grow alter the relative contributions of various environmental262

exposure pathways.263

2. Infants could ingest fecal contamination on mothers’ hands, nipples, and areola areas through264

breastfeeding.265

3. Contaminated soil is an important environmental source of fecal exposure through infants’ hand-266

mouthing and soil-pica behavior.267

The infants’ behavior, including interactions with other people and the surrounding environment, evolves268

rapidly as they grow. For the first few months after birth, infants’ behavior is predominantly, if not purely,269

driven by their biological needs, such as eating, drinking, sleeping, defecating, and seeking comfort.270

Breastfeeding (due to breast milk being the primary food source) and sleeping occur frequently during271

the day without a schedule. Their movements around the environment are generally restricted (within272

the private domain, such as households) and passive (carried by caregivers), while their interactions with273

caregivers (and siblings) are frequent and close. During this stage of life, poor hygiene behavior of care-274

givers (e.g., lack of handwashing) and a lack of cleanliness within the household (e.g., dirty toys for275

mouthing, household surfaces, and food preparation surfaces), due to limited water supply and unim-276

proved sanitation, could have a significant impact on the risk of exposure to fecal contamination and277

enteric pathogens. During late infancy, they develop basic mobility (i.e., crawling or walking), leading278

to more active and frequent interaction with the environment both in private (i.e., within homestead) and279

public domains (i.e., out of homestead). In our study, the infants’ hands were observed to be significantly280

dirtier at Timepoint 2 compared to Timepoint 1. We observed a 120-times increase in the average rate of281
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soil-pica, a high-risk behavior, at Timepoint 2. In addition, the infants observed started consuming more282

solid food to supplement the breast milk and the wider range of food that they ingest increases the risk283

of exposure to contaminated food. These changes in infant behavior alter their exposure profile, which284

is the relative importance of di↵erent environmental pathways contributing to exposure to fecal contam-285

ination and enteric pathogens. Information on the dominant environmental exposure pathways is critical286

for targeting sanitation and hygiene interventions and evaluating their e↵ectiveness. For example, the soil287

pathway was not a major risk for infants in rural Ethiopia at Timepoint 1, but it became a dominant ex-288

posure pathway for fecal contamination, along with the solid food pathway, at Timepoint 2. As a result,289

di↵erent interventions would be recommended to reduce the infants’ exposure substantially enough to290

lead to measurable health impacts.291

Breast milk is universally valued for its nutritional and immunologic benefits for infants. Surprisingly, at292

Timepoint 1, 21.6% of breast milk samples were contaminated with E. coli and breastfeeding was one of293

the most important sources of exposure to fecal contamination for infants. There is no evidence that E.294

coli is secreted in breast milk.34 In 2016, Nakamura et al. 35 reported an outbreak of extended-spectrum295

�-lactamase (ESBL) producing E. coli through breast milk sharing in a neonatal intensive care unit.296

The breast milk was exclusively contaminated from the donor mother’s left breast, which she reported297

was not su�ciently cleaned due to a sore nipple.35 Therefore, it is likely that the E. coli contamination298

in the breast milk samples in our study originated from the mothers’ nipples and areola areas, where299

we detected a similar percent of positive for E. coli (16.7% at Timepoint 1 and 18.7% at Timepoint300

2). Discussions with members of the local field team also indicated that breastfeeding practices often301

overlook personal hygiene measures in rural communities in Ethiopia. For breastfeeding, latching or302

unlatching a young infant requires the mother to put her hands on her breast, as well as in and around the303

infant’s mouth. Many mothers, possibly due to a lack of awareness or understanding of the importance of304

hygienic practices,36 feed their babies without first properly cleaning the breasts or their hands. Instances305

were noted during our structured observations, when a mother merely wiped the nipple with her clothes306

or hands before feeding the child. Our findings suggested that behavioral interventions targeting personal307

hygiene practices, such as handwashing and cleaning the nipple and areola area, before breastfeeding308

should be promoted in rural Ethiopia and areas with similar situations.309

Unlike in urban settings, where concrete floor surfaces are common in households, most floors in rural310

households are composed of soil and cemented mud (a mixture of soil and livestock feces). In our study,311
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fecal contamination was widely distributed with elevated E. coli concentration levels in the soil samples312

collected in the household compound. The soil within and outside households could be contaminated313

with fecal material from both humans and animals. In rural communities, many households do not have314

latrines36 and open defecation in backyards or fields is common. Meanwhile, humans and livestock often315

coexist under the same roof, particularly at night, resulting in animals defecating and urinating in the316

shared living space. In such a living environment, unintentionally ingesting soil through hand-mouthing317

or intentional ingestion through soil-pica could result in a large amount of exposure to fecal contamination318

and enteric pathogens for infants. Previous studies in37,38,20 and the behavioral observation data from319

this study showed that soil-pica is not a rare behavior among young children. Enhancing household320

living environments and implementing e↵ective animal fecal management should be considered to protect321

young children in rural Ethiopia.322

This study had several strengths compared to previous exposure assessment research. Structured behav-323

ioral observation data with much higher resolution were collected with 60,580 infant behavior events in324

1310 hours compared to our previous SaniPath study in Accra, Ghana, which only had 1846 events in325

500 hours.14 The behavioral data in this study were collected at the very early stages of infants’ lives,326

when they are most vulnerable to enteric diseases. Such rich behavioral data enable us to examine the327

behavior di↵erences in detail between age groups and build a more complex behavior model with two328

layers for duration-based and frequency-based behaviors. Environmental samples of di↵erent types were329

collected within the same household right after the behavioral observation, and the enumerators conduct-330

ing those observations informed the sampling locations of environmental samples. This type of matched331

design enabled us to identify the positive correlation between the fecal contamination levels on the hands332

of infants, mothers, and siblings, mothers’ skin (e.g., areola surface), and fomite surfaces. In addition,333

this study included previously overlooked exposure pathways like breastfeeding, mouthing caregivers’334

hands, and soil-pica and revealed surprising findings about the important role of these dominant exposure335

pathways for infants in rural Ethiopia. The model developed here can be generalized to quantify exposure336

to a variety of enteric pathogens and even chemicals in the environment.337

Yet, we acknowledge some limitations underlying the study. Capturing the full spectrum of infants’ be-338

havior and exposure in their environments presents significant challenges due to the dynamic and complex339

nature of daily activities and interactions. Recording only the infants’ behavior in pre-defined behavior340

types that are frequently observed may not fully account for occasional but high-risk exposure pathways,341
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such as touching animal fecal matter. Also, we were not able to observe the infants during specific time342

periods, such as right after waking up in the morning or before going to sleep at night. This could lead to343

potential underestimation or oversight in identifying the contributions from specific pathways to exposure344

to fecal contamination and enteric pathogens. Another limitation of our study comes from the logistical345

and operational challenges exacerbated by unforeseen external circumstances. The behavioral observa-346

tions and environmental sample collection were originally planned during the developmental windows347

of infants ages 1–3 months old and 6–9 months old. However, the concurrent impact of the COVID-348

19 pandemic and geopolitical tension within the country delayed the delivery of necessary lab supplies349

and equipment to Haramaya University and disrupted our fieldwork schedule. Despite the delay in data350

collection, the adjusted timeline windows (spanning ages 4–8 months and 11–15 months) still provided351

valuable insights into the behavior patterns of infants in rural Ethiopia early in their life and associated352

exposure to fecal contamination and enteric pathogens. Infants between 4 to 8 months old (at Timepoint353

1) predominantly rely on breastfeeding and exhibit limited mobility, aligning closely with our initial354

proposed age groups. The observation at Timepoint 2 (11–15 months old) was more distinct from the ob-355

servation of the younger infants and thus o↵ered a unique opportunity to understand evolving behavioral356

patterns and exposure to fecal contamination associated with growing mobility and a more diverse diet.357

The findings from this study have important policy implications. In rural Ethiopia, even young infants358

consume solid food, such as injera, which commonly has fecal contamination. Contamination of injera is359

most likely introduced during food handling and storage rather than its cooking process which involves360

a high temperature. Behavioral interventions to promote handwashing before eating and feeding for both361

infants and their caregivers and better food handling and storage practices are recommended. This re-362

search also highlights the need for targeted sanitation and hygiene improvement initiatives and education363

for expecting and breastfeeding mothers. Such e↵orts should include the separation of human and animal364

spaces, proper disposal of human and animal feces, training on animal husbandry, maintaining house-365

hold cleanliness, and promoting handwashing and personal hygiene before breastfeeding and infant food366

preparation. These improvements are essential for reducing potential fecal-oral transmission of enteric367

pathogens. In addition, information about the behavioral evolution of infants during development should368

be integrated into maternal and child health educational and intervention programs. As infants grow and369

become more mobile, culturally appropriate strategies to prevent soil ingestion need to be developed and370

implemented.371
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Moving forward, our results suggest several directions for future research. First, expanding these research372

methodologies to explore exposure to specific enteric pathogens, with di↵erent ecological and biological373

characteristics, will o↵er a more holistic view of exposure risks and their mitigation. Second, conduct-374

ing an in-depth assessment of the challenges to promoting good personal hygiene for mothers before375

breastfeeding may be beneficial. Developing community-based educational and behavioral intervention376

programs that are culturally sensitive and socially acceptable to the community, is essential for adopting377

recommended practices. Finally, the exposure assessment model developed here can be used to conduct378

simulation studies evaluating the e�cacy of specific behavioral interventions, such as campaigns to pro-379

mote handwashing and education on hygienic breastfeeding practices, and could guide the design and380

implementation of locally sustainable and e↵ective intervention strategies.381

Conclusions382

This study highlights the crucial role of infant behavior, including interactions with other people and383

their immediate living environment, in understanding how infants are exposed to fecal contamination and384

enteric pathogens in rural settings of LMICs. We developed an integrated exposure assessment model385

framework that identified and quantified the changes in the exposure profile (e.g., dominant exposure386

pathways) between infants at two age periods. The findings of high exposure to fecal contamination from387

solid food, breast milk, and soil in this rural study setting are critical evidence for reducing infants’ expo-388

sure risks by promoting safe food handling and storage, improved personal hygiene before breastfeeding,389

education on the risk of soil ingestion and measures to prevent soil-pica.390
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Tables592

Table 1: Descriptive statistics of child behavior during structured observations at two
timepoints.

Timepoint 1 Timepoint 2
(May–Dec 2021) (Dec 2021–June 2022)

# subjects 79 76
mean age (range) in days 184 (132–263) 371 (338–466)

duration of observation (hours) 702 608
# duration-based activity transitions 3315 2787

average % of time spent awake 60.9 76.0
average % of time spent bathing 0.3 0.3
average % of time spent drinking 16.9 11.7
average % of time spent sleeping 21.9 12.1

# frequency-based activities 23,677 30,801
rate of eating (times per hour) 0.35 2.20

rate of mouthing (times per hour) 13.13 10.69
rate of pica (times per hour) 0.05 0.67

rate of touching (times per hour) 20.07 37.11
# compartment transitions 2688 3632

average % of time spent carried by mother 40.3 27.0
average % of time spent carried by other 14.4 6.9

average % of time spent on the bare ground 0.2 16.4
average % of time spent on a surface with barriers 45.1 49.8

# location transitions 47 149
average % of time spent out of homestead 0.4 2.2
average % of time spent within homestead 99.6 97.8
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Table 2: Rate of subcategory duration-based behaviors and drinking behavior during the
structured observations at two timepoints.

Timepoint 1 Timepoint 2
Rate of events (times per hour) (May–Dec 2021) (Dec 2021–June 2022)

drinking breast milk 1.67 1.45
drinking water 0.13 0.23
drinking other 0.22 0.28
eating injera 0.17 0.98

eating raw produce 0.001 0.04
eating other 0.18 1.18

mouthing own hands 8.84 4.55
mouthing mother’s hands 0.59 0.22

mouthing other adult’s hands 0.28 0.08
mouthing other child’s hands 0.21 0.13

mouthing fomites 3.21 5.72
pica feces 0 0.002
pica soil 0.003 0.36

pica other 0.04 0.31
touching mother’s hands 8.80 9.33

touching other adult’s hands 3.99 4.41
touching other child’s hands 3.38 5.17

touching livestock 0.02 0.09
touching fomites 3.88 18.10
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Table 3: Detection and concentration of E. coli in environmental samples at two timepoints.

Sample Type Timepoint N Percent
of E. coli
positive

Log10 Mean
(Range)
Concentration in
Positive Samples

Unit

Areola Swab 1 78 16.7 1.11 (0.68–1.53) per swab
2 75 18.7 2.21 (0.68–3.32) per swab
1 51 21.6 1.95 (0.70–2.86) per mLBreast Milk⇤ 2 69 2.9 1.35 (0.70–1.60) per mL

Mother Handrinse 1 79 81.0 3.64 (1.34–5.05) per pair of hands
2 76 84.2 4.26 (1.34–6.05) per pair of hands
1 64 89.1 5.29 (1.34–7.05) per pair of handsSibling Handrinse 2 62 85.5 4.33 (1.34–6.05) per pair of hands

Infant Handrinse⇤† 1 79 51.9 2.63 (1.34–4.05) per pair of hands
2 76 77.6 3.63 (1.34–5.05) per pair of hands
1 24 91.7 2.40 (-0.96–3.74) per mLBathing Water 2 21 81.0 0.71 (-0.96–1.74) per mL

Drinking Water⇤ 1 75 77.3 0.08 (-0.96–1.32) per mL
2 76 51.3 -0.30 (-0.96–0.75) per mL
1 129 63.6 2.07 (0.63–3.27) per spongeFomites† 2 145 56.6 3.55 (0.63–5.27) per sponge

Food 1 34 35.3 2.51 (0.63–3.39) per gram
2 68 25.0 3.35 (0.63–4.27) per gram
1 0Soil 2 57 98.2 5.94 (3.57–7.35) per boot sock

Total 1 613 58.7
2 725 55.6

⇤The di↵erence in the percent of samples E. coli positive is significant between the two
timepoints with a significance level of 0.05. †The di↵erence in mean log10 E. coli
concentrations is significant between the two timepoints with a significance level of 0.05.
Food includes injera, cow milk, rice, macaroni, biscuits, etc. Fomites include tea cups, baby
bottles, mobile phones, etc.
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Figure Captions593

Figure 1: Illustration of inhomogeneous Poisson process simulation.

Figure 2: Exposure Model structure. Time is denoted as T . State (S ) is a combination of
behavior (BEH) and compartment (COMP). Competing Hazard model will generate the next
time (T ) and state (S ) until Tn - T0 > 14 hours. Modules determined by behavior sequences
calculate the microbes on hands (NH) and microbes ingested (NI).

Figure 3: Average contribution (in percentage) of exposure to E. coli over 10,000 simulated
child days by source and timepoint. The color represents the average daily exposure from a
specific source.

Figure 4: Fecal microbe transfer networks averaged over 10,000 simulated child days for
children at Timepoint 1, subfigure (a), and Timepoint 2, subfigure (b). The size of arrows and
edges are proportional to the log10 of the average numbers of fecal microbes transferred (for
10,000 simulated child days). The color of nodes represents their role in the network. Red:
sources; yellow: vehicles (can be source and sink); green: sinks (remove contamination);
purple: ingestion.
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