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Abstract 

Background: The Omicron variant has caused a new wave of SARS-CoV-2 infections worldwide. We 

explore crucial epidemiological parameters driving seasonal patterns of SARS-CoV-2 transmission in 

secondary schools and assess various infection control interventions over a 2.5-year time frame.  

Methods: We developed an agent-based model parameterised with data from secondary schools in 

the Netherlands. We modelled the circulation of Omicron assuming a stable introduction rate of 

infections and accounted for uncertainty in epidemiological parameters describing virus 

transmissibility, susceptibility to reinfection, vaccine immune escape, and waning of sterilising 

immunity. We quantified the SARS-CoV-2 health burden defined as number of symptomatic student 

days. We further evaluated the cost-benefit (number of prevented infected students per absent 

student) for reactive quarantine interventions, regular screening using antigen tests, and annual 

booster vaccinations.   

Findings: Durability of sterilising immunity is a key parameter that governs temporal SARS-CoV-2 

transmission patterns in secondary schools. Our model predicts pronounced within-school seasonal 

patterns with dominant autumn outbreaks and smaller winter outbreaks and a maximum prevalence 

of 2.9% (95% CI: 0.7%-6.6%) symptomatic students during infection peaks. Regular screening and 

annual booster vaccination may reduce the health burden up to 15% (95% CI: 1.5%-27.8%) and have 

a higher cost-benefit ratio than reactive quarantine interventions (reduction: 4.3%; 95% CI: -10.1% to 

17.6%).  

Interpretation: Immunity waning will determine the intensity and pattern of SARS-CoV-2 transmission 

in secondary schools in the medium-term future. If mitigation strategies are needed, screening and 

annual booster vaccination have the highest cost-benefit by reducing viral transmission with little 

educational disruption. 

 

 



Introduction 
 
To curtail SARS-CoV-2 transmission, many countries implemented school closures or school-based 

mitigation measures throughout the pandemic.1,2 More recently, high population immunity from 

vaccination and natural infection have allowed easing of mitigation policies in most regions. However, 

the emergence of the SARS-CoV-2 variant Omicron in November 2021 has significantly hampered the 

progress in controlling the pandemic. The future epidemic trajectory of SARS-CoV-2 and the need for 

additional vaccination or temporary re-instalment of mitigation measures remain uncertain.3  

Mathematical modelling studies have proven very useful in exploring possible scenarios for the 

medium and long-term trajectory of SARS-CoV-2 and transitioning to an endemic phase at the 

population level.4–6 Already early in the pandemic, a modelling study informed by data on seasonality, 

immunity and cross-immunity of human coronaviruses suggested that recurrent wintertime outbreaks 

would probably occur after the initial pandemic wave.4 Another study concluded that if SARS-CoV-2 

immunological protection is comparable to that of other seasonal human coronaviruses, SARS-CoV-2 

will cause no more than a common cold-like disease once the endemic phase is reached.6 Keeling and 

colleagues simulated the potential impact of the Omicron variant in the UK over three months from 

January to April 2022 under the assumption of lifting control measures.7 The authors showed that due 

to its growth advantage, Omicron can generate high levels of infection that could put a high burden 

on the healthcare system.     

While these studies capture potential future dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 at the population level, longer-

term dynamics in specific settings such as secondary schools and the associated burden of infections 

in school children have not been assessed. Modelling studies in school populations thus far mainly 

focused on estimating within-school reproduction numbers and on short-term predictions of the 

potential impact of school-based mitigation measures (e.g., school closure, regular testing, mask-

wearing, room ventilation, cohorting) during single waves of the pandemic.8–10 Regular screening using 

rapid antigen tests was found to be efficient in preventing infections while reducing absent student 

days.8,10 Its effectiveness, however, highly depends on testing adherence and turn-around time.8,9 A 

modelling study calibrated to Austrian data found that large infection clusters are effectively 

prevented by a combination of school-based measures only.9  

Many of these within-school mitigation interventions take a substantial toll on students’ well-being 

and education, while infections rarely result in severe morbidity and mortality.11,12 It, thus, remains 

crucial to investigate the expected magnitude of future SARS-CoV-2 transmission in schools, the 

accompanying burden of infections on students’ health as well as the impact of school-based 

interventions on virus circulation and school absence. These projections need to account for 



uncertainties about Omicron’s epidemiological characteristics such as altered transmissibility, disease 

severity, immune escape, and the rate of immunity waning after vaccination, infection, or both.13,14  

Here, we developed an agent-based model to investigate the transmission dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 in 

secondary school children aged 12 to 18 years over a 2.5-year time frame. Our model was 

parameterised using data from secondary schools in the Netherlands. Starting with the dominance of 

Omicron in the community at the beginning of 2022, we investigated how uncertainties in important 

epidemiological characteristics such as intrinsic transmissibility, susceptibility to reinfection, degree 

of vaccine immune escape, and immunity waning affect the temporal transmission patterns in a 

secondary school. We further studied the effectiveness and cost-benefit of reactive quarantine 

interventions, regular screening using rapid antigen tests, and of an annual booster vaccination 

campaign. Our analyses highlight the key epidemiological parameters for understanding school 

transmission dynamics and school-based measures that could be effective in a medium-term future.  

 

  



Methods 

Data 

Field data were collected from a pilot project on rapid antigen testing in secondary schools initiated 

by the Dutch ministry of education. In brief, between January and April 2021, a representative 

selection of 45 secondary schools in the Netherlands providing education to 12-18 years-old students 

in grades 1-6 adopted a risk-based testing policy. Upon report of an index case, school officials 

identified all school-based contacts of the index case during the presumed infectious period for at 

least one teaching hour. These students were offered antigen testing on the same day and a repeat 

test 3-5 days later. Testing was conducted on school premises and performed by a certified test 

supplier. The invited student and teachers were asked to complete a short questionnaire about 

COVID-19 symptoms, recent contacts with known infected subjects and details on the number and 

type of their school contacts. These data, supplemented with data from literature, served as the main 

input for our model. A detailed description of the pilot is given in Appendix A. 

 

Agent-based model 

We developed an agent-based model to simulate SARS-CoV-2 transmission in a secondary school 

informed by data previously described. We provide a model overview and most important model 

parameters in Figure 1 and Table 1, and a brief description below.  A more detailed description of the 

model is given in Appendix B. The code for the model can be found on Github.15  

We distinguished two types of individuals: (1) students, characterised by the grade and class they 

belong to; (2) teachers, characterised by the classes they educate. Based on average values reported 

in the pilot (Appendix A), the secondary school in our model comprises six grades and 944 students in 

total. Students attend five subjects per day and teachers educate two to three classes per day, 

resulting in 72 teachers in our model.  

 

Contact network 

We defined contacts relevant for transmission based on data from the pilot (Appendix A.2). Students 

reported the number of contacts (defined as conversations at less than 1.5 m and for at least 15 min, 

or physical touch) with fellow students within the same class and outside their class during and after 

school hours. Results were summarized into contact matrices in the school environment.  

We distinguished weekdays (Monday to Friday) and weekends (Saturday and Sunday), and divided the 

day into three periods of eight hours each, distinguished by the types of contacts: 

1. School hours: Students and teachers have within-school contacts described by the respective 

contact matrices (Appendix B).  



2. Outside school hours: Students are assumed to have two school-related contacts during their 

leisure time activities. These contacts are randomly sampled from their within-school 

contacts. Teachers are assumed to have no contacts with other teachers after school hours. 

Transmission risks caused by school-unrelated contacts are modelled by a constant 

introduction rate of infected students and teachers (Appendix B).  

3. Night hours: Neither students nor teachers are assumed to have any contacts during this time.  

 

Transmission characteristics 

Individuals may be either susceptible, vaccinated, symptomatically infected, asymptomatically 

infected, or recovered. The baseline infectivity is distributed according a Gamma distribution (mean = 

2.2 days) based on results specific for Omicron16 and the assumed basic reproduction number. 

Symptomatically infected individuals are assumed to develop symptoms according to a Weibull-

distributed incubation period (mean = 2.7 days). The infectivity per contact is assumed to be on 

average 50% lower for asymptomatic than for symptomatic individuals,17 and additionally 15% lower 

for students when compared to teachers.18 Susceptible individuals may become infected upon direct 

contact according to the contact network described above but also indirectly through aerosol 

transmission in a classroom (Appendix B). We assumed age-specific susceptibility to infection based 

on estimates from studies on the wild-type virus (Table 1).19 

 

Prior infection 

We assumed that 35% of students and 30% of teachers were infected prior to the study period.20 Each 

of those infected individuals is assigned an infection time according to SARS-CoV-2 incidence data 

from the Netherlands.21  

 

Vaccination 

We used a vaccination coverage of 60% for students and 80% for teachers, and assigned vaccination 

times according to data from the Netherlands.22 Vaccinated teachers are assumed to have received 

one booster dose while no booster doses were assumed for students. Vaccine efficacies in reducing 

susceptibility to infection are based on estimates reported for the Delta variant scaled by a factor, 

representing a lower efficacy for the Omicron variant (Table 1 in Keeling and colleagues).7,23 We 

assumed no direct effect of vaccination on infectivity but rather that it reduces the probability of 

developing a symptomatic infection, thereby indirectly lowering infectivity.  

 

  



Waning of immunity 

We allowed for reinfections after recovery from natural infection or after vaccination. Sterilising 

immunity wanes exponentially with an average waning time of nine months as estimated by 

Townsend and colleagues.24 In our baseline scenario, we assumed that individuals return to 75% of 

their original susceptibility value, representing residual protection from previous infection or 

vaccination. At each reinfection, the probability of a symptomatic infection is assumed to be reduced 

by 20% in line with reported decrease of COVID-related symptoms after reinfection.25 

 

Simulation scenarios 

Simulations were performed over a course of 30 months assuming a start date of 3rd January 2022. 

We explored the effect of variation of several parameters on the transmission dynamics and on the 

percentage of students who are (symptomatically) infected, susceptible, and absent due to isolation 

and (if applicable) quarantine for each week of the study period. We show the mean and 95% 

uncertainty intervals (95% CI). We defined the health burden on students as the number of 

symptomatic student days. Since annual booster vaccinations only starts after 1st September 2022, we 

computed the health burden for the intervention scenarios from that date. As a cost-benefit measure 

for intervention scenarios, we computed the number of prevented infections per absent student. 

Fixed parameters including those for the baseline scenario are given in Table 1. Parameters that are 

varied in other scenarios are given in Table 2.  

 

Baseline scenario  

The baseline scenario assumes a school-related basic reproduction number for Omicron of 2.0 during 

the winter period (October to March) and of 1.5 during the summer period (25% decrease compared 

to winter, April to September), assuming a 40%-60% increase to estimates from the Delta variant.8,10 

We assumed compliance to isolation guidelines for symptomatically infected students of 33%,26 i.e. 

home isolation for seven days upon a positive PCR test, but no other mitigation measures in schools.  

 

Reproduction number 

We distinguished two scenarios to account for the uncertainty in the school-related reproduction 

number: (a) 50% lower reproduction number in winter (!!"#$%&  = 1.0, !'())%&  = 0.75), (b) 100% 

higher reproduction number in winter (!!"#$%&  = 4.0, !'())%&  = 3.0).  

 

Susceptibility to reinfection  



We distinguished (a) a lower susceptibility to reinfection of 50% and (b) full susceptibility to 

reinfection, i.e., 100% of the original susceptibility value.  

 

Vaccine immune escape 

We assumed (a) 25% lower and (b) 25% higher average vaccine efficacy in reducing susceptibility to 

reinfection, reflecting higher and lower immune escape in vaccinated individuals, respectively.   

 

Waning of immunity  

We investigated two alternative average durations of sterilising immunity: (a) 3 months and (b) 18 

months, as opposed to 9 months for the baseline scenario.  

 

Intervention: Quarantine of close contacts and classmates  

Upon a positive test result of a compliant symptomatically infected student, all close contacts and 

classmates quarantine for ten days. Individuals who have a negative antigen test result on day five 

after the start of quarantine, may exit quarantine. Assuming an increased case detection in 

comparison with the baseline scenario, we distinguished (a) 50% and (b) 75% symptomatic case 

isolation. 

  

Intervention: Regular screening  

A proportion of students will perform an antigen test twice weekly with (a) 50% and (b) 75% adherence 

to this screening intervention.   

 

Intervention: Booster vaccination  

All fully vaccinated students and teachers are assumed to receive one booster dose annually during 

summer holidays. The efficacy of booster vaccination in reducing the susceptibility to infection is 

assumed to be increased by 20% with respect to the initial efficacy.  

 

Sensitivity analyses 

The robustness of our results was tested in sensitivity analyses (Appendix E).  

 

Role of the funding source 

The funders had no role in study design, data collection, data analysis, data interpretation, writing of 

the manuscript, or the decision to submit for publication. 

  



Results 

Pilot project 

Between February and April 2021 (dominance of the Alpha variant), 45 schools with a total of 33,274 

students and 3,898 teachers participated for a period of 5 to 12 weeks (mean of 9 weeks). A total of 

32 secondary schools (71% of participating schools) reported detailed data on 151 SARS-CoV-2 index 

cases, resulting in testing of 3652 contacts. The number of index cases reported per school varied 

between 0 and 9 per week with corresponding community incidence rates varying between 180 and 

300 per 100,000 person weeks. Upon the report of each index case, a round of risk-based testing of 

school contacts was instigated, with one case reported on average per week per school (varying 

between 0 and 5 per week). Among index cases, 79.5% (n = 120) were students and 20.5% (n = 31) 

were teachers.  The results are summarized in Table 3.  

 

Simulation results 

Baseline scenario 

Under our baseline assumptions, we reproduced a large school epidemic after the Christmas holidays 

at the beginning of 2022 (Appendix Figure 2),27 followed by low virus circulation from April till July 

2022. Subsequently, large “autumn waves” (September till December 2022/2023) are followed by 

smaller “winter waves” (January till April 2023/2024) and low virus circulation in spring and summer 

(April till August 2023/2024, Figure 2A). Due to higher reproduction numbers in winter, we observe 

higher peaks in autumn than in spring and summer. In our model, a maximum of 26.1% (95% CI: 14.0%-

35.5%) of students are infected during the first peak in January 2022, and 8% (95% CI: 3%-15%) of 

students at the peak of the last autumn wave in 2023. We expect few symptomatic infections and 

absenteeism after the initial wave in January 2022 with a peak of 2.9% (95% CI: 0.7%-6.6%) of students 

symptomatically infected and 0.9% (95% CI: 0.1%-1.9%) of students absent from school in mid-

October 2022 (Figure 2B-C).  

 

Reproduction number governs the magnitude and timing of epidemic peaks 

An increase in the reproduction number expectedly results in higher peaks of the epidemic waves 

(Figure 3A), with autumn waves reaching their peaks about a month earlier when compared to the 

baseline scenario. For lower reproduction numbers, there is only one pronounced initial peak and 

rather low virus circulation subsequently with only about 2 to 3% of infected students per week.  

 

Small impact of susceptibility to reinfection 



Generally, the impact of susceptibility to reinfection seems to be small. If individuals are fully 

susceptible to reinfection, the peaks of the outbreaks are not only higher but also the wave occurs 

earlier in comparison to the baseline scenario (Figure 3B). Similarly, if individuals have a lower 

susceptibility to reinfection, the peaks of the epidemic waves are lower and also slightly delayed 

(Figure 3B).  

 

Varying vaccine immune escape mainly affects the initial peak 

A higher virus escape from vaccine-induced immunity leads to a higher initial peak in January 2022 

and slightly lower autumn peaks in the next two years.  Lower vaccine immune escape causes a smaller 

initial outbreak but higher peaks in subsequent autumn waves due to the accumulation of susceptible 

individuals.   

 

Durability of sterilising immunity significantly changes infection patterns 

If immunity to infection wanes very quickly (on average after three months, Figure 3D), one additional 

pronounced wave can be expected pre-Christmas from the end of November till mid-December in 

2022 and 2023. On the contrary, if immunity wanes slower (on average after eighteen months, Figure 

3D), only few infections may be observed after a large initial peak post-Christmas 2021. Among all 

simulation scenarios waning of immunity has the largest impact on the transmission dynamics and on 

the health burden (Appendix Figure 4). 

 

Impact of interventions 

Quarantining classmates and close contacts in reaction to isolation of symptomatically infected 

students would have had the highest impact in January 2022 (Figure 4A). Its impact is predicted to be 

small on subsequent outbreaks with larger effects during autumn waves. However, due to lower 

population immunity, the winter outbreaks are of similar extent when compared to the baseline 

scenario. Overall, the reduction in health burden of symptomatic student days is small with a mean 

reduction of 4.3% (95% CI: -10.1% to 17.6%). The proportion of absent students is hugely increased. 

The cost-benefit of this intervention is low (Figure 5B) throughout the study period with a maximum 

of 0.32 prevented infected students per absent student.  

 

Twice weekly screening with 50% and 75% adherence, respectively, prevents at most 5% of infected 

students (Figure 4C). While the maximum effect is achieved during the initial wave in January 2022 for 

75% adherence, screening is more effective than quarantine interventions in preventing infections in 

subsequent waves. The mean reduction in health burden is 15.1% (95% CI: 1.5% to 27.8%). Screening 



has the highest cost-benefit of all interventions (Figure 5B). Its mean value is stable over time but its 

variation strongly depends on the time period. Screening with 50% adherence achieves a maximum 

of 3.4 (95% CI: -2.0 to 9.9) prevented infected students per absent student in September 2022.  

 

Similarly, annual booster vaccinations are mainly effective in mitigating autumn waves (Figure 4E). Its 

cost-benefit depends strongly on the time period of the year (Figure 5B), with the highest mean cost-

benefit of 2.3 (95% CI: -0.8, 5.3) in winter 2022/23. Due to waning of immunity, the cost-benefit is low 

in summer periods. Annual booster vaccinations reduce the health burden for students to a similar 

extent as screening interventions.  

 

Discussion 
Our analyses show that in the baseline scenario where variant characteristics are kept constant during 

the whole time period of 2.5 years, we expect two distinct epidemic waves during a secondary school 

year. The highest peaks are expected in autumn due to the accumulation of susceptibles in summer. 

Peaks are lower in winter than in autumn. This is different to seasonal influenza that usually peaks 

annually between November and April in the Northern Hemisphere.28  

Our modelling results suggest that future transmission trajectories in secondary schools are governed 

by the durability of sterilising immunity. If immunity wanes fast, i.e., on average three months, autumn 

and winter waves are more pronounced and another wave in spring/summer and one additional peak 

before the Christmas may be observed. If immunity wanes slow, the number of school-related 

infections remains low throughout the year.  

Our results also show that screening has a higher cost-benefit in terms of number of prevented 

infections per absent student than reactive quarantine interventions. These results agree with 

previous results by Colosi and colleagues that assessed the impact of interventions in primary and 

secondary schools over three months.8 Our analyses further show that the cost-benefit of annual 

booster vaccinations is similar to screening during winter periods. Due to waning of immunity, their 

cost-benefit is low in summer. Assuming a similar incidence as in October 2021 in the Netherlands, we 

would expect few symptomatic infections among students even in winter. Hence, interventions might 

not be needed to reduce the health burden in secondary schools. However, surges in SARS-CoV-2 

transmission in the general population may require school-based interventions to mitigate the spread. 

Our analyses imply that regular screening and annual booster campaigns can help slowing 

transmissions in schools with little disruption of the education of students. 

Qualitatively, our results concur with data from the Netherlands where a large outbreak after the 

Christmas holidays was reported in adolescents aged 10 to 19 years in 2022.27 Our results also agree 



with previous modelling studies on a population level, which found that due to immunity waning, 

SARS-CoV-2 will enter regular long-term circulation.4,5 Similar to short-term predictions for the effect 

of potential variants of concern in England by Dyson and colleagues, we found that the magnitude and 

timings of epidemic peaks highly depend on epidemiological characteristics of the circulating variant.29  

Our study adds to existing literature by revealing seasonal patterns and highlighting key parameters 

that characterise SARS-CoV-2 transmission trajectories in secondary schools over a longer time period 

of 2.5 years. We parameterised our model using data on school characteristics and contact structure 

in secondary schools in the Netherlands, and accounted for uncertainty in important epidemiological 

characteristics of the Omicron variant.  

Nevertheless, we made several simplifying assumptions in our model. The interpretation of our results 

has, therefore, limitations. We assumed no further introduction of new variants with substantially 

different epidemiological characteristics. The timing of such introductions and respective 

epidemiological characteristics are highly uncertain. Projections on how new variants of concern 

would impact ongoing transmission dynamics are, therefore, more relevant and feasible on a shorter 

time scale. Since community incidence on a longer time horizon is difficult to predict, we, further, 

assumed a constant infection risk for students and teachers from the community throughout the study 

period. The extent of outbreaks of SARS-CoV-2 infections in schools will depend on the infection risk 

students and teachers are exposed to outside the school setting. In our model, 33% of symptomatically 

infected individuals would adhere to self-isolation. These values might vary across different schools 

and countries, and may impact the predictions on absenteeism and infection prevalence. Finally, in 

our main analysis, we assumed that vaccine efficacy reducing susceptibility to infection increased by 

20% for booster vaccinations. While previous studies have shown an increase in vaccine efficacy 

against symptomatic disease after booster vaccinations against Omicron,7 there is no similar data on 

efficacy against infection, yet. We performed various sensitivity analyses and showed that our general 

conclusions remained unaffected.  

 

In conclusion, our results highlight that future transmission trajectories in secondary schools highly 

depend on the epidemiological characteristics of the circulating SARS-CoV-2 variant. We expect that 

annual school outbreaks will be dominant in autumn, followed by a smaller winter outbreak. 

Knowledge about how long immunity against reinfection of SARS-CoV-2 will last in school populations 

will be decisive for the need of mitigation measures in secondary schools.  Of the studied 

interventions, regular screening or annual booster vaccinations have the most favourable cost-benefit 

ratio. 
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Table 1. Epidemiological parameters used in the baseline scenario. 
Description Value/Distribution Mean (SD) Source 

Reproduction number !† 
 (winter/summer) 

2.0/1.5 

 

 40-60% increase of 

estimates for the 

Delta variant 

Generation time Gamma(shape=0.66, scale=3.31) 2.2 Abbott et al31 

Incubation period Weibull(shape=1.58, scale=3) 2.69 (1.74) 60% shorter than 

for wild-type virus32 

Proportion of asymptomatic 

infections 

     Students 

     Teachers 

 

 

Uniform(0.15, 0.6) 

Uniform(0.17, 0.25) 

 

 

0.375 (0.13) 

0.21 (0.02) 

Pilot project, 

Buitrago-Gracia and 

colleagues17 

Relative infectivity of 

asymptomatically infected individuals 

Uniform(0.3, 0.7) 0.5 Buitrago-Gracia and 

colleagues17, 

McEvoy and 

colleagues33 

Susceptibility of students relative to 

teachers 

Truncated Normal(" = 0.64, 
)* = 0.09) 

 

0.64 (0.09) Dattner and 

colleagues19 

Infectivity of students relative to 

teachers 

Truncated Normal(" = 0.85, 
)* = 0.1) 

 

0.85 (0.1) Davies and 

colleagues18 

Proportion of vaccinated students 

(age 12-17) 

60%  Dutch public health 

data34 

Proportion of vaccinated teachers*  80%  Dutch public health 

data34 

Seroprevalence among students 35%  Sanquin research20 

Seroprevalence among teachers 30%  Sanquin research20 

Peak PCR test sensitivity 100%  Smith and 

colleagues35 

Peak antigen test sensitivity 88%  12% lower than 

reported in Smith 

and colleagues35 

PCR/antigen test specificity  100%  Assumed 

Vaccine efficacy in reducing 

susceptibility to infection 

     Students 

     Teachers 

 

 

Uniform(55%, 57%) 

Uniform(40%, 59%) 

 

 

56% (0.006) 

50% (0.05) 

Vaccine 

effectiveness for 

Delta variant 

adjusted for 

Omicron7,23 



Average duration of waning of 

sterilizing immunity 

9 months  Townsend and 

colleagues24 

Baseline susceptibility to reinfection 75% of original susceptibility  Assumed, loosely 

based on Townsend 

and colleagues24 

Proportion of individuals compliant to 

isolation 

33%  Dutch behavioural 

data26 

Proportion of individuals compliant to 

quarantine 

87%  Dutch behavioural 

data26 

Winter period October - March 

Summer period April - September 

Christmas holidays 15th December – 3rd January 

Summer holidays 15th July – 1st September 

*scaled to age distribution of teachers in pilot schools: mean age = 43 (SD 11.9) 

†Within-school basic reproduction number 
 

 

Table 2. Epidemiological parameters for simulation scenarios. 

Simulation scenario Varied parameters 
Values/Distribution 

Low/Short High/Long 

Reproduction number " 
"*+,-./ = $. & 
R012234 = 0.8 

"*+,-./= 4.0 
R012234=3.5 

Susceptibility to reinfection Susceptibility to reinfection 50% 100% 
Vaccine immune escape Vaccine efficacy in reducing 

susceptibility to infection Uniform(23%, 33%) Uniform(15%, 35%) 

Waning of immunity Average duration of waning 
of immunity 3 months 18 months 

Quarantine of close contacts 
and classmates 

Symptomatic case isolation 50% 75% 

Regular screening Adherence to twice weekly 
testing 50% 75% 

Annual booster campaign Vaccine efficacy in reducing 

susceptibility to infection 
Students: Uniform(66%, 68%) 

Teachers: Uniform(48%, 71%) 

 
Table 3. Results of risk-based testing in schools participating in pilot project in the Netherlands.  

 
Index 

cases1 

No. (%) 

Index cases with at least 

one detected secondary 

case 

Classroom contacts 

participating in antigen 

testing1 

Classroom contacts 

with positive 

antigen test 

Classroom contacts per 

index case Mean (SD)3 

Close 

contacts4 

Non-close 

contacts 

Students 120 (79.5%) 11 (61.1%) 2863 (78.7%) 21 (87.5%) 1.7 (2.2) 23.6 (22.6) 

Teachers 31 (20.5%) 7 (38.9%) 774 (21.2%) 3 (12.5%) 2.7 (5.1) 28.8 (29.3) 

Total 151 18 3637 24 1.9 (3.0) 24.4 (23.6) 

1Index case: student or teacher with SARS-CoV2 infection reported to the school and identified at testing facility outside school. 
2Classroom contacts with at least one antigen test performed  
3Based on the numbers available (58 student index cases and 14 teacher index cases). 
4Close contacts are defined as individuals who had a contact with the index case <1.5 metres for at least 15 minutes, or a household member 
of the index case 



 

 
Figure 1. Model overview. (A) Overview of agents and contact network of the agent-based model. (B) Infectivity and symptom onset of infectious individuals. 

(C) Test sensitivity curve for PCR and antigen test used in the model.  
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Figure 2. SARS-CoV-2 transmission dynamics for the baseline scenario. Bold points represent the mean value per week over 100 simulations. Shaded coloured 

areas are 95% uncertainty intervals over 100 simulations. Dark grey background represents the “winter” period (October till March). Light grey background 

represents the “summer” period (April till September). (A) Proportion of students infected per week due to school-related infections and introductions from 

community. (B) Proportion of students symptomatically infected per week. (C) Proportion of students at risk for infection per week, weighted by their 

susceptibility value (with a baseline of 100% for unvaccinated teachers). (D) Proportion of students either isolated or quarantined per week.  
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Figure 3. SARS-CoV-2 transmission dynamics for the simulation scenarios. Proportion of students infected with SARS-CoV-2 in each week form 03/01/2022 

till 24/05/2024. Bold points represent the mean value per week over 100 simulations. Shaded coloured areas are 95% uncertainty intervals over 100 

simulations. Dark grey background represents the “winter” period (October till March). Light grey background represents the “summer” period (April till 

September). (A) Scenarios where the within-school reproduction number is varied: (i) lower (!!"#$%& = #. %, !'())%& = %. '() and (ii) higher reproduction 

number (!!"#$%& = ). %, !'())%& = *. +). (B) Scenarios where susceptibility to reinfection is varied: (i) susceptibility to reinfection is reduced by 50% of the 

original susceptibility value and (ii) the full susceptibility to reinfection. (C) Scenario with lower vaccine efficacy against susceptibility of infection. (D) Scenarios 

where average duration of waning of immunity is varied: (i) slow waning (average duration: 18 months) and (ii) fast waning (average duration: 3 months).
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Figure 4. SARS-CoV-2 transmission dynamics for the intervention scenarios. Results are shown for 

the baseline scenario, quarantine interventions, regular screening and annual booster vaccinations. 
Bold points represent the mean value per week over 100 simulations. Shaded coloured areas are 95% 

uncertainty intervals over 100 simulations. Dark grey background represents the “winter” period 

(October till March). Light grey background represents the “summer” period (April till September). (A), 

(C), (E) Proportion of students infected with SARS-CoV-2. (B), (D), (F) Proportion of students absent 

due to isolation of quarantine. 
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Figure 5. Relative health burden and cost-benefit of intervention scenarios with respect to the baseline scenario. Results are shown for class and close 
contact quarantine interventions (50% and 75% case isolation), regular screening interventions (50% and 75% adherence), and annual booster vaccinations. 
(A) Reduction in health burden (defined as the number of symptomatic student days). Since annual booster doses are administered only from September 
2022, the reduction is computed for the time period from 01/09/2022 till 24/05/2024. (B) Cost-benefit (number of prevented infected students, compared 
to baseline, is divided by the mean number of absent students for the respective intervention scenario. The respective numbers are summarised by winter 
(October till March) and summer period (April till September). All results were obtained by a bootstrapping method. Bold points represent the mean values 
and error bars represent 95% bootstrapping uncertainty intervals.

−20

0

20

R
ed

uc
tio

n 
in

 n
um

be
r o

f s
ym

pt
om

at
ic

 s
tu

de
nt

 d
ay

s 
af

te
r 1

st
 S

ep
te

m
be

r 2
02

2
(%

, c
om

pa
re

d 
to

 b
as

el
in

e 
sc

en
ar

io
)

A

Winter 2023/24

Winter 2022/23 Summer 2023

Winter 2022 Summer 2022

−5

0

5

10

−5

0

5

10

−5

0

5

10

N
um

be
r o

f p
re

ve
nt

ed
 in

fe
ct

ed
 s

tu
de

nt
s 

pe
r a

bs
en

t s
tu

de
nt

(c
om

pa
re

d 
to

 b
as

el
in

e 
sc

en
ar

io
)

Class quarantine (50% case isolation)
Class quarantine (75% case isolation)
Screening 2x weekly (50% adherence)
Screening 2x weekly (75% adherence)
Annual booster campaign

B



References 
1.  UNESCO, UNESCO Institute for Statistics. Dashboards on the Global Monitoring of School 

Closures Caused by the COVID-19 Pandemic [Internet]. 2021 [cited 2022 Mar 17]. Available 

from: https://en.unesco.org/covid19/educationresponse 

2.  Krishnaratne S, Littlecott H, Sell K, Burns J, Rabe JE, Stratil JM, et al. Measures implemented in 

the school setting to contain the COVID-19 pandemic: a rapid review. Cochrane Database Syst 

Rev. 2022;2022(1).  

3.  Baker RE, Park SW, Wagner CE, Metcalf CJE. The limits of SARS-CoV-2 predictability. Vol. 5, 

Nature Ecology and Evolution. Nature Publishing Group; 2021. p. 1052–4.  

4.  Kissler SM, Tedijanto C, Goldstein E, Grad YH, Lipsitch M. Projecting the transmission 

dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 through the postpandemic period. Science (80- ). 2020 May 

22;368(6493):860–8.  

5.  Saad-Roy CM, Wagner CE, Baker RE, Morris SE, Farrar J, Graham AL, et al. Immune life history, 

vaccination, and the dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 over the next 5 years. Science (80- ). 2020 Nov 

13;370(6518):811–8.  

6.  Lavine JS, Bjornstad ON, Antia R. Immunological characteristics govern the transition of 

COVID-19 to endemicity. Science (80- ). 2021 Feb 12;371(6530).  

7.  Keeling MJ, Brooks-Pollock E, Challen RJ, Danon L, Dyson L, Gog JR, et al. Short-term 

Projections based on Early Omicron Variant Dynamics in England. medRxiv. 2021 Dec 

30;2021.12.30.21268307.  

8.  Colosi E, Bassignana G, Contreras DA, Poirier C, Boëlle P-Y, Cauchemez S, et al. Screening and 

vaccination against COVID-19 to minimise school closure: a modelling study. Lancet Infect Dis. 

2022 Apr;  

9.  Lasser J, Sorger J, Richter L, Thurner S, Schmid D, Klimek P. Assessing the impact of SARS-CoV-

2 prevention measures in Austrian schools using agent-based simulations and cluster tracing 

data. Nat Commun 2022 131. 2022 Jan 27;13(1):1–17.  

10.  Leng T, Hill EM, Holmes A, Southall E, Thompson RN, Tildesley MJ, et al. Quantifying pupil-to-

pupil SARS-CoV-2 transmission and the impact of lateral flow testing in English secondary 

schools. Nat Commun 2022 131. 2022 Mar 1;13(1):1–11.  

11.  World Health Organisation. COVID-19 disease in children and adolescents: Scientific brief, 29 

September 2021. 2021.  

12.  Osmanov IM, Spiridonova E, Bobkova P, Gamirova A, Shikhaleva A, Andreeva M, et al. Risk 

factors for long covid in previously hospitalised children using the ISARIC Global follow-up 

protocol: A prospective cohort study. Eur Respir J. 2022 Feb 1;59(2):22.  

13.  European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control. SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern as of 11 



March 2022 [Internet]. 2022 [cited 2022 Mar 17]. Available from: 

https://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/covid-19/variants-concern 

14.  World Health Organization. Enhancing response to Omicron SARS-CoV-2 variant: Technical 

brief and priority actions for Member States. Update #6: 21 January 2022. 2022.  

15.  Pham TM, Westerhof I, Bootsma MCJ, Kretzschmar ME, Rozhnova G, Bruijning-Verhagen P. 

Github repository for ‘Medium-term SARS-CoV-2 transmission in secondary schools: a 

modelling study’ [Internet]. 2022 [cited 2022 Apr 17]. Available from: https://github.com/tm-

pham/sarscov2_secondary_school_transmission 

16.  Abbott S, Sherratt K, Gerstung M, Funk S. Estimation of the test to test distribution as a proxy 

for generation interval distribution for the Omicron variant in England. medRxiv. 2022 Jan 

10;2022.01.08.22268920.  

17.  Buitrago-Garcia D, Egli-Gany D, Counotte MJ, Hossmann S, Imeri H, Ipekci AM, et al. 

Occurrence and transmission potential of asymptomatic and presymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 

infections: A living systematic review and meta-analysis. Ford N, editor. PLOS Med. 2020 Sep 

22;17(9):e1003346.  

18.  Davies NG, Klepac P, Liu Y, Prem K, Jit M, Pearson CAB, et al. Age-dependent effects in the 

transmission and control of COVID-19 epidemics. Nat Med. 2020 Jun 16;26(8):1205–11.  

19.  Dattner I, Goldberg Y, Katriel G, Yaari R, Gal N, Miron Y, et al. The role of children in the 

spread of COVID-19: Using household data from Bnei Brak, Israel, to estimate the relative 

susceptibility and infectivity of children. PLoS Comput Biol. 2021 Feb 1;17(2):e1008559.  

20.  Sanquin. Antistoffen bij 95% van donors [Internet]. 2021 [cited 2022 Mar 1]. Available from: 

https://www.sanquin.nl/over-sanquin/nieuws/2021/08/antistoffen-bij-95-van-donors 

21.  Rijksinstituut voor Volksgezondheid en Milieu. Covid-19 karakteristieken per casus landelijk 

[Internet]. 2021 [cited 2022 Mar 19]. Available from: 

https://data.rivm.nl/meta/srv/dut/catalog.search#/metadata/2c4357c8-76e4-4662-9574-

1deb8a73f724 

22.  Rijksinstituut voor Volksgezondheid en Milieu. Cijfers COVID-19 vaccinatieprogramma 

[Internet]. 2022 [cited 2022 Mar 1]. Available from: https://www.rivm.nl/covid-19-

vaccinatie/cijfers-vaccinatieprogramma 

23.  Lopez Bernal J, Andrews N, Gower C, Gallagher E, Simmons R, Thelwall S, et al. Effectiveness 

of Covid-19 Vaccines against the B.1.617.2 (Delta) Variant. N Engl J Med. 2021 Aug 

12;385(7):585–94.  

24.  Townsend JP, Hassler HB, Wang Z, Miura S, Singh J, Kumar S, et al. The durability of immunity 

against reinfection by SARS-CoV-2: a comparative evolutionary study. The Lancet Microbe. 



2021 Dec 1;2(12):e666–75.  

25.  Hall V, Foulkes S, Insalata F, Kirwan P, Saei A, Atti A, et al. Protection against SARS-CoV-2 after 

Covid-19 Vaccination and Previous Infection. N Engl J Med. 2022 Feb 16;  

26.  Rijksinstituut voor Volksgezondheid en Milieu. Draagvlak [Internet]. 2022 [cited 2022 Mar 1]. 

Available from: https://www.rivm.nl/gedragsonderzoek/maatregelen-welbevinden/draagvlak 

27.  The National Institute for Public Health and the Environment (RIVM). Positief geteste 

mensen. Coronadashboard. [Internet]. 2022 [cited 2022 Mar 27]. Available from: 

https://coronadashboard.rijksoverheid.nl/landelijk/positief-geteste-mensen 

28.  European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control. Disease facts about seasonal influenza 

[Internet]. 2018 [cited 2022 Apr 4]. p. 1–7. Available from: 

https://ecdc.europa.eu/en/seasonal-influenza/facts 

29.  Dyson L, Hill EM, Moore S, Curran-Sebastian J, Tildesley MJ, Lythgoe KA, et al. Possible future 

waves of SARS-CoV-2 infection generated by variants of concern with a range of 

characteristics. Nat Commun. 2021 Dec 30;12(1):5730.  

30.  European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control. Guidance on ending the isolation period 

for people with COVID, third update, 28 January 2022. Stockholm; 2022.  

31.  Abbott S, Sherratt K, Gerstung M, Funk S. Estimation of the test to test distribution as a proxy 

for generation interval distribution for the Omicron variant in England. medRxiv. 2022 Jan 

10;2022.01.08.22268920.  

32.  Sun K, Wang W, Gao L, Wang Y, Luo K, Ren L, et al. Transmission heterogeneities, kinetics, 

and controllability of SARS-CoV-2. Science (80- ). 2021 Jan;371(6526).  

33.  McEvoy D, McAloon C, Collins A, Hunt K, Butler F, Byrne A, et al. Relative infectiousness of 

asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infected persons compared with symptomatic individuals: A rapid 

scoping review. BMJ Open. 2021 May 1;11(5):e042354.  

34.  Rijksinstituut voor Volksgezondheid en Milieu. Cijfers COVID-19 vaccinatieprogramma 

[Internet]. [cited 2022 Mar 1]. Available from: https://www.rivm.nl/covid-19-

vaccinatie/cijfers-vaccinatieprogramma 

35.  Smith RL, Gibson LL, Martinez PP, Ke R, Mirza A, Conte M, et al. Longitudinal Assessment of 

Diagnostic Test Performance Over the Course of Acute SARS-CoV-2 Infection. J Infect Dis. 

2021 Sep 17;224(6):976–82.  

 


