medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.29.21250764; this version posted February 1, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Testing out of quarantine

Lucy D’Agostino McGowan, PhD", Elizabeth C. Lee, PhD? Kyra H. Grantz, BA?, Lauren
M. Kucirka, MD, PhD?, Emily S. Gurley, PhD,? and Justin Lessler, PhD?

'Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Wake Forest University, Winston-Salem, NC, USA
?Department of Epidemiology, Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health,
Baltimore, MD, USA
*Department of Gynecology and Obstetrics, Johns Hopkins School of Medicine, Baltimore, MD,
USA

*Corresponding author:

Lucy D’Agostino McGowan, PhD
Department of Mathematics & Statistics
Wake Forest University
Winston-Salem, NC 27106

Phone: 336-830-2615

Email: mcgowald@wfu.edu

This work was supported by funding from State of California Institute of Technology (19-13081)
(ECL, KHG, JL), Johns Hopkins Hospital (ECL, JL), and Bloomberg Philanthropies (ECL, KHG,
ESG, JL)

Word count: 598

Abstract

Since SARS-CoV-2 emerged, a 14-day quarantine has been recommended based on
COVID-19’s incubation period. Using an RT-PCR or rapid antigen test to “test out” of quarantine
is a frequently proposed strategy to shorten duration without increasing risk. We calculated the
probability that infected individuals test negative for SARS-CoV-2 on a particular day
post-infection and remain symptom free for some period of time. We estimate that an infected
individual has a 20.1% chance (95% CI 9.8-32.6) of testing RT-PCR negative on day five
post-infection and remaining asymptomatic until day seven. We also show that the added
information a test provides decreases as we move further from the test date, hence a less

sensitive test that returns rapid results is often preferable to a more sensitive test with a delay.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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Background

Quarantine of potentially infected individuals is a time-tested approach for controlling
epidemics. Since SARS-CoV-2 emerged, the US Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
(CDC), World Health Organization and others have recommended a 14-day quarantine based
on COVID-19’s incubation period.

Concerns have been raised that this is overly burdensome and provides limited added
benefit versus shorter durations that may increase compliance by reducing disruptions to normal
activities (e.g., work, school). Using an RT-PCR or rapid antigen test to “test out” of quarantine
is a frequently proposed strategy to shorten duration without increasing risk. The CDC recently
issued guidance that a 7-day quarantine with a negative RT-PCR test from a sample collected
within 48 hours of exit, or a 10-day quarantine with no test, may sometimes be acceptable.(1)
However, RT-PCR tests can miss infections, particularly prior to symptom onset.(2) The goal of
our study was to quantify the proportion of infections that escape detection under different

testing strategies and varying quarantine durations.

Methods

We calculated the probability that infected individuals test negative for SARS-CoV-2 on a
particular day post-infection and remain symptom free for some period of time. This is
equivalent to the probability that an infected individual leaves quarantine given a particular test
time and quarantine duration. See supplement for details.

To calculate these probabilities, we developed a biologically plausible model assuming
that test sensitivity and symptom onset are independently linked to an unobserved time point
after infection where viral load crosses a critical threshold (Figure 1). Available sensitivity data is
usually indexed to time of symptom onset or an inferred time of infection.(2—4) Using such data
directly tacitly assumes test sensitivity is either fully dependent on, or fully independent of,

symptom onset timing. More likely, both depend on infection timing and an underlying process
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of viral replication, and thus, as our model assumes, are partially correlated. We obtain
estimates of sensitivity conditional on the timing of infection and symptom onset using

empirically derived distributions of the incubation period(5) and test performance(2).

Results

An RT-PCR test after the first few days of quarantine appreciably decreases the
likelihood of an infected individual going undetected (Figure 2A). However, the added
information decreases as we move further from the test date, hence a less sensitive test that
returns rapid results is often preferable to a more sensitive test with a delay (e.g., Figure 2B).
We estimate that an infected individual has a 20.1% chance (95% CI 9.8-32.6) of testing
RT-PCR negative on day five post-infection and remaining asymptomatic until day seven,
similar to an 8-day quarantine without a test. A negative test on day seven and remaining
asymptomatic until day eight misses 9.4% of infections (95% CI 3.1-20.1), similar to a 10-day
quarantine, and a negative test and no symptoms on day 10 misses 2.2% (95% CI 0.5-7.4),

similar to a 14-day quarantine.

Discussion

A negative test can substantially increase the confidence that an individual in quarantine
is uninfected, potentially achieving an impact similar to that of quarantines 3-4 days longer.
However, the importance of a negative test decreases each day an individual goes without
developing symptoms after the test. Hence, a less sensitive test that returns rapid results, and
can be taken closer to the end of quarantine, may be more beneficial than a more sensitive test
with a delay. The importance of timely test results has been shown to be critical in other
contexts(6), and is one reason a negative test on day 5 adds little benefit to 7 days of

quarantine without a test.
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Figure 1. A comparison of our model to other test sensitivity frameworks. Each scenario

describes a different relationship between testing and symptom onset, where scenarios 1 and 2

share similar timing between testing and symptom onset, and scenarios 2 and 3 share similar

timing between testing and infection time. Only an approach that, like ours, accounts for both

dependencies will correctly distinguish between these three cases.
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Figure 2. (A) The percent of infections missed is compared between a baseline scenario,
quarantining with no symptoms for x days since infection (black dashed line), and 4 quarantine
+ testing scenarios (solid lines) where individuals without symptoms may exit quarantine when a

single negative RT-PCR test sample is collected on either 3 (red), 5 (green), 7 (blue), or 10
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(purple) days after infection and remains in quarantine until day x. The circles indicate the day
post infection that the test sample was collected. The dotted lines represent a reference point
for the proportion of infections missed with a 10 and 14 day quarantine, 8.9% and 2.2%,
respectively. (B) Comparison of the percent of infections missed given a test sample was
collected 48 hours prior to quarantine exit with a highly sensitive test (orange) to the percent
missed given the test sample was collected on the same day as quarantine exit with a less

sensitive test (blue).
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