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Abstract

Background: Strict travel restrictions have been imposed by numerous countries and have contributed to the large

socioeconomic burden of the COVID-19 pandemic. The long quarantines that are applicable to contacts of cases may be

excessive for travel policy.

Methods: We developed an approach to evaluate imminent countrywide COVID-19 infections after 0–14-day quarantine

and testing compared to travel ban, identifying the minimum quarantine duration for travelers from an origin country that

did not increase the infection rate within the destination country as “sufficient.” We integrated prevalence, daily incidence,

vaccine coverage, immunity, age demographics, and travel flow for 31 European countries.

Findings: For the vast majority of country pairs, no testing, testing alone, or short quarantine were as effective as travel

ban. Sufficient quarantines were predominantly influenced by disease prevalence and travel asymmetries. Analysis of the

widespread variant of concern B.1.1.7 yielded similar results as for nonspecific viral incidence, whereas application to the

heterogeneously distributed B.1.351variant required longer, more idiosyncratic quarantines. Adaptation to the European

Union traffic-light risk stratification provided a simplified policy tool. Hospitalization rates were far more sensitive to

countrywide vaccination coverage than to the duration of the travel quarantine or to the country of origin. Our analytical

approach provides rigorous guidance for travel policy during early and late phases of pandemic disease.

Interpretation: For nearly half of country pairs analysed, travel can be permitted in the absence of quarantine and testing

without increasing short-term infection rates; for the majority of origin-destination pairs requiring controls, a three-day or

shorter quarantine with RT-PCR or antigen testing on exit suffices. These travel quarantine durations are substantially

shorter than those specified for traced contacts.
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Notsew Orm Sands Foundation (JPT and APG), and the National Institutes of Health (MCF).

Keywords: SARS CoV-2, RT-PCR test, antigen test, tourism, travel quarantine

2

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 7, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.25.21256082doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.25.21256082
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Research in context

Evidence before this study: Evidence from early in the pandemic indicates that border closures at the epicenter slowed

global dissemination of COVID-19. As community transmission became established in many nations, studies have

suggested that the benefit of strict border closures in mitigating the transmission of disease from travellers diminished.

Research for community settings has shown that testing later during quarantine, rather than upon entry to, can

substantially shorten the duration of quarantine needed to reduce post-quarantine transmission.

Added value of this study: No study has evaluated the effect of quarantine durations in the context of international travel,

or for specific pairs of origin and destination countries. By accounting for prevalence, daily incidence, vaccine coverage,

immunity, age demographics, and travel flow between countries, we quantified the contribution of travel towards

imminent infections in the destination country under different quarantine and testing strategies. We developed a

framework to identify quarantine and testing strategies that enable travel from specific origins without increasing their

infection and hospitalization rates in the destinations. For travel between 31 European countries, our results demonstrate

that there are often less burdensome quarantine and testing strategies that can serve as equivalent alternatives to strict

border closure. Specifically, these sufficient quarantine durations are especially dependent on COVID-19 prevalence

within the two countries and the asymmetry in the travel flow. Using data on variants of concern, we found whether a

border control strategy is sufficient to limit variant spread depends strongly on their geographical distribution. Our

framework is applicable not just for international travel, but can be applied at any spatial or population scale within which

movement restrictions could feasibly be implemented.

Implications of all available evidence: Travel quarantine and testing strategies can effectively mitigate importation and

onward transmission within the country. Identifying these sufficient strategies can allow countries to permit travel with

other countries, without risking an increase in their short-term infection rates. Once community transmission of disease or

disease variants is ongoing, the long-term epidemic trend within the destination country is more apt to be determined by

other disease control measures, e.g., contact tracing, vaccination, and non-pharmaceutical interventions. Together, travel

quarantine and other related control measures can mitigate the risk of transmission between countries; limiting the threat

of variants of concern.
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Introduction

Quarantine of travelers to prevent the importation of disease has been a cornerstone of efforts to prevent infectious

disease since at least the fourteenth century [1]. Ongoing efforts to limit the importation and global dissemination of

COVID-19 cases have included the imposition of strict national border control measures, typically mandating an extensive

quarantine. These restrictions mitigated the spread of SARS-CoV-2 to unafflicted nations [2]. However, border closures at

the epicenter only minimally delayed global spread [3], border restrictions and extended quarantines have had diminishing

effects as the pandemic has progressed [4–6], and these interventions carry a large socioeconomic burden. A policy that

enables safe travel between countries and shortens travel quarantine without increasing the country-specific infection rate

would aid in the rejuvenation of the international economy.

Quarantine duration has traditionally been set with the objective of ensuring prevention of post-quarantine

transmission with or without testing [7]. Such a goal is reasonable for those entering a country experiencing zero or

near-zero prevalence of disease [8], or for a traced contact with a high chance of being infected. For example, the World

Health Organization recommends a 14-day quarantine of exposed individuals to mitigate onward transmission from cases

who have extended incubation periods [9,10]. However, travelers are typically far less likely to have been infected than

traced contacts; if disease prevalence in their origin country is not substantially elevated in comparison to their

destination, then their risk of transmitting is presumably equivalent to residents of the destination country who are

following the same country-specific public health precautions. Because international travel is generally considered a

desirable activity for diverse socioeconomic reasons, it would be reasonable for border controls in these global pandemic

scenarios to have the objective not of preventing any transmission of pandemic disease by travelers—which, after all, is

typically exchangeable in impact with transmission by residents—but instead of ensuring that travel does not cause a net

increase in disease compared to border closure or complete ban of travel. Because sufficient quarantine and testing at the

border can decrease in-country post-quarantine transmission to arbitrarily low levels [7,11], and infected individuals

departing the country diminish in-country transmission, such a balance should be determinable.

Questions regarding the efficacy of travel quarantine and testing have recently been brought to the fore by the

emergence of variants of concern of SARS CoV-2 (VOCs). Some VOCs are more transmissible than previous strains [12],
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and there is uncertainty regarding the extent of protection provided by natural and vaccine acquired immunity against each

VOC [13–15]. VOC emergence has spurred the renewal of border closures, long quarantines, and extensive COVID-19

testing to prevent VOCs from establishing in unaffected countries [4]. Impeding the establishment of VOCs with an

appropriate travel quarantine strategy could provide time for vaccine coverage to be scaled up, limiting overall

transmission [16]. However, it is unclear what travel quarantine and testing strategies are sufficient to reduce the seeding

of new VOC cases. Therefore, knowledge of the potential suppressive effects of travel quarantine and testing on

prevalence of known VOCs is important to limiting the resurgence of the disease, and should be considered in the

specification of country-specific and individualized travel quarantine strategies.

Here we integrate analytical approaches for the calculation of post-quarantine transmission [7] with a model of

country-specific imminent infections (i.e., new infections generated from the daily net change in infected individuals) to

identify travel quarantine and testing strategies that will not increase infections in the destination country compared to a

strategy of complete border closure. For quantifying the duration of travel quarantine among each pair of 31 countries in

Europe, we incorporate the travel flow between countries, country-specific age structure, seroprevalence, and vaccine

coverage and efficacy. We also generalize the analysis to provide quarantine and testing strategies based on EU

traffic-light stratification of COVID-19 risk instead of country-specific strategies. Lastly, we examine the consequences of

these strategies for hospitalization rates.

Results

Conservatively assuming long-term stays (i.e., prevalence in travelers was assumed to rise to the prevalence in the

country visited by the time of return) and parameterizing with data specifying a basic reproduction number of 2.5 [7],

age-dependent symptomatic disease [17], vaccine efficacy [18] and country-specific coverage [19], an incubation period

of 8.29 days [7,20,21], and isolation upon symptom onset [7], we derived theory enabling the calculation of sufficient

quarantines— the minimum travel quarantine duration with and without RT-PCR and antigen testing such that the number

of imminent infections remains equivalent or lower than that estimated under border closure (Fig. 1; Methods). For each

available pairing of 31 European countries, we defined the country to which individuals travel as the destination country,

and the country of departure as the origin country. Utilizing reported daily incidence [22], vaccine coverage [19],
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country-specific age demographics [23], and 2019 pairwise travel flow [24–34] (Table S1–S2), we calculated a sufficient

quarantine with an RT-PCR test conducted on exit at which daily imminent infections would not exceed those in the

destination country if travel were not permitted. If the sufficient quarantine duration exceeded 14 days, we indicated a

travel ban by the destination country from the origin country. Furthermore, we classified countries based on the European

Union (EU) system for COVID-19 travel restrictions [35]. This system stratifies countries based on reported caseload over

the preceding two weeks: i) < 25 cases (Green);  ii) 25–150 cases (Amber); iii) 150–500 cases (Red); and iv)  > 500 cases

(Dark Red), per 100,000 residents.

Figure 1. Model schematic diagram for imminent infections and travel quarantine. With travel between country A (red)
and country B (blue), the travel quarantine specified by country A is dependent on the intensity of infection in both
country A and B, the number of residents leaving country A for country B, the number of travellers entering country A
from country B, the number of residents returning to country A, and the number of travellers from country B returning to
country B. In the most general instantiation of our model, the minimum duration of travel quarantine is dependent on the
number of daily travellers from country A to country B, nAB, the number of daily travellers from country B to country A,
nBA, the country-specific prevalence of non-isolated infections 𝜌, country-specific immunity 𝜑, the number of travellers
from country B abroad in country A, nB, the number of citizens of A who are non-travellers and not quarantined, NA,
daily fractional incidence, c. The amount of remaining transmission (RA, RV, RQv, V) is calculable based on virus- or
variant-specific properties and the temporal infectivity and test sensitivity [7].

Country-specific quarantines

Evaluation on the basis of our full model with all parameters as of April 12, 2021 yielded quarantine and testing

regimes sufficient to enable travel without increasing within-country transmission (Fig. 2). By following country-specific

travel quarantine strategies that are individualized for origin and destination pairs, we found that travel can be allowed
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among most pairings without increasing the imminent infections in the destination country (Fig 2, Fig S1). Countries with

lower prevalences of disease tended to require more stringent regimes of quarantine and testing (Fig. S2). For example, as

of April 12, the United Kingdom (UK) was classified in Amber EU travel status and exhibited the lowest case burden per

capita among the 31 European countries studied. We found that quarantine durations ranging between zero and five days

would result in fewer imminent infections in the UK than would closed borders (Fig. 2A). Portugal was also at Amber

status; sufficient quarantine durations for Portugal ranged between 2–7 days, including quarantines of at least six days for

travelers from high-prevalence Czechia, Poland, and Hungary (Fig. 2B). Belgium and Italy—each with Red EU travel

status—exhibited sufficient quarantine durations of zero to three days and zero to four days respectively (Fig. 2C–D).

Dark-red EU travel status countries Cyprus and Hungary—with high prevalence—require quarantine durations of zero to

five days and no quarantine respectively, with a travel ban from the UK and Norway into Cyprus (Fig. 2E–F). In general,

we found that the recommended duration of travel quarantine increases with the ratio of the prevalence for the origin

country relative to the destination country (Fig. 2G). In particular, destination countries with low prevalence (Amber

status) should implement longer quarantine durations with a median of three days, whereas destination countries with high

prevalence (Dark Red status) would require quarantine durations with a median of zero days. Similarly, the duration of

travel quarantine required for travellers from origin countries with high prevalence (Dark Red status; median two days)

was longer than for travellers departing from origin countries with moderate prevalence (Amber status; median zero days).

In addition to prevalence of disease, travel volume has a significant impact on quarantine and testing regimes that

are sufficient to enable travel without increasing within-country transmission (Fig. S2). For instance, a comparison of

Belgium and Italy—both with Red status—reveals that sufficient quarantines to visit Italy would need to be longer, not

only because of differences in prevalence, but also due to differences in typical travel volume associated with the

popularity of Italy as a travel destination (Fig. 2C–D). The effect of travel volume is even stronger in a comparison of

quarantine durations for two Dark Red status countries, Cyprus and Hungary (Fig. 2E–F). Travel from the UK to Cyprus

is historically high; consequently, a ban on travel for visitors from the UK would be required to ensure transmission within

Cyprus is not increased. For a few destination countries, we found that even a travel quarantine duration of 14 days would

be insufficient to keep imminent infections equivalent to or lower than that achieved by a complete travel ban (Fig. 2G;

Fig. S1). This result can arise when there is substantial asymmetry in the number of travellers abroad. For example, the
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average duration of stay for visitors to Turkey is 9.9 days [34], which is longer than 97% of stays in any of the other

countries. In addition, substantially more travellers enter Turkey than residents of Turkey travel out. A large number of

travellers in the country and fewer residents abroad leads to serious challenges in devising a sufficient quarantine and

testing procedure that could maintain travel at typical levels. Sensitivity analysis of the sufficient quarantine duration for

each parameter revealed that the disease prevalence in the destination and origin countries, number of daily travellers

between the countries, and the fractional incidence (i.e. daily incidence per capita) in the destination country exhibited

substantial impact on the quarantine duration (Fig. S2). The number of travellers abroad, natural immunity, and

vaccine-induced immunity in both the origin and destination country had moderate impact, while age demographics and

population size in the origin and destination countries had negligible effects on the duration of travel quarantine (Fig. S2).

We further evaluated the effect of opening borders for travel on hospitalization within the destination country. Using

the estimated imminent infections as of April 12, we calculated the two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents for

each of the country pairings assuming a zero-day travel quarantine with an RT-PCR test, an antigen test, or no test.

Regardless of the testing approach, we found that there was negligible change in the short-term two-week hospitalization

rate for a destination country—a result that was robust irrespective of the prevalence in the origin country (Figs. S3–S7).

Imposing an extensive travel quarantine of 14 days with an RT-PCR test on exit only nominally reduced the country-wide

two-week hospitalization rate (Figs. S8–S11). Without testing, the maximum reduction in the two-week hospitalization

rate was 8.8%. Moreover, 84.3% of all country pairs exhibited less than a 1% reduction in the two-week hospitalization

rate. With RT-PCR testing on exit, the maximum reduction in two-week hospitalization rate was 5.6%, with 92% of all

country pairs exhibiting less than a 1% reduction. Correspondingly, there was little difference in the two-week

hospitalization rates depending on permitting open travel or prohibiting travel (Fig. S7).
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Figure 2. The estimated minimum duration of travel quarantine for specified country pairs that reduces
imminent infections to be equivalent to border closure. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and proportion
of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of non-isolated infections,
vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the minimum duration of travel quarantine with an
RT-PCR test on exit (colour gradient) that should be stated by the destination country for individuals arriving from the
origin country. The countries are ranked based on their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks and
stratified based on the European Union country classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25–150
cases per 100,000; Red, 150–500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. We consider travel
quarantine durations of zero-days (white) to no travel (dark purple with “X”, i.e., sufficient travel quarantine would
exceed 14 days) for A) Portugal, B) the United Kingdom, C) Finland, D) Greece, E) Italy, F) Czechia, and G) 20 of 31
countries analyzed (cf. Fig. S1). Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel flow
data was not available for all country pairs (gray). For quarantine durations of 1 day or longer, there was a 24-h delay in
obtaining the RT-PCR test result. For a zero-day travel quarantine, there was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the
RT-PCR test result.

Variants of concern

In our base case scenario (Fig. 2), we evaluated a general goal of eliminating the impact of travel on all imminent

infections and did not distinguish among genetic variants or their characteristics. As variants of concern (VOC) emerge,

they can be incorporated into the general framework or alternatively analyzed individually. Specifying 100%

cross-immunity and no reduction in vaccine efficacy, we evaluated the impact of VOCs B.1.1.7 [36] and B.1.351 [37] at

current estimates of their frequencies of circulation within the destination and origin countries [38], and quantified the

sufficient duration of travel quarantine with the goal of no net increase in the incidence of VOCs or wild-type (Fig. 3 and

Fig. S12). Preventing both increased general transmission and increased transmission of VOCs within-country due to

international travel would require lengthier quarantines and more travel restrictions compared to preventing general

transmission alone (Fig. 3 vs Fig. 2G and Fig. S12 vs Fig. S1). The sufficient duration of travel quarantine increased

substantially (median of six days vs median of zero days; Fig. S12 vs Fig. S1).

Because the effect of travel restriction on within-country hospitalization is so small (Fig. S3–S7), it may be

warranted to focus travel policy on preventing an increase of within-country infections by specific VOC, incorporating

any additional knowledge about the level or duration of infectiousness and test sensitivity. As of April 12, the highly

contagious B.1.1.7. variant was widespread across much of Europe. Therefore, among countries with surveillance

enabling estimation of the variant frequency, sufficient quarantine and testing is similar for this variant to that determined
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for general transmission (Fig. 2G vs. Fig. 3A). In contrast, the B.1.351 VOC was at relatively low frequency in most

European countries, with much greater variance in prevalence. Consequently, sufficient quarantine and testing would be

more extreme and more distinct for this variant than that determined in a general analysis of COVID-19 transmission

(Fig. 3B vs. Fig. 2G and Fig. 3A). Combining concern for two variants leads to sufficient quarantines for each

origin-destination pair determined by the maximum of those deemed sufficient for each variant (Fig. 3C). Consequently,

incorporating additional VOCs into the goal of assuring no additional infections due to travel leads to potentially longer

quarantines and significant travel restrictions (Fig. 3D).

Figure 3. The estimated minimum duration of travel quarantine for specified country pairs that reduces imminent
infections to be equivalent to banning travel when considering variants of concern. Specifying age-dependent vaccine
efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of
non-isolated infections, percentage of variants of concern, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we
determine the minimum duration of travel quarantine (colour gradient) that should be stated by the destination country
for individuals arriving from the origin country when considering A) transmission of the variant of concern B.1.1.7.,
B) transmission of the variant of concern B.1.351, C) transmission of the variants of concern B.1.1.7 and B.1.351, and
D) general transmission and transmission of the variants of concern B.1.1.7. and B.1.351. We consider travel
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quarantine durations of zero-days (white) to no travel (dark purple, i.e., specified quarantine can exceed 14 days).
Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel flow data was not available for all
country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks
and stratified based on the European Union country classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to
150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150–500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. For travel
quarantine durations of 1 day or longer, there was a 24-h delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result. For a zero-day
travel quarantine, there was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result.

Generalization of travel quarantine

We next calculated sufficient quarantines based on the input used by the EU COVID risk classification system [35].

Setting population sizes, natural immunity, vaccine coverage, travel duration, and travel flow between countries to be the

average of obtained data on the countries analyzed, we found that for origin countries at equal or lower COVID-19 status

than the destination country, a zero-day travel quarantine with RT-PCR test is equivalent to or better than travel ban

(Fig. 4). As the ratio of the two-week case count in the origin country to the destination country increases, so does the

specified duration of travel quarantine(Fig. 4). For origin countries with a greater number of infections per capita over the

preceding two weeks than the destination country, the median duration of travel quarantine with an RT-PCR test on exit

was three days, and durations ranged from one to six days (Fig. 4A).

Because testing approaches and quarantine durations vary across different countries, we compared sufficient travel

quarantine durations under alternative strategies of no testing, a RT-PCR test conducted on exit, a rapid antigen test on

exit, and a rapid antigen test on both entry and exit. Regardless of the testing approach, discrete tier categorization as

opposed to quantitative calculation led to sufficiency of zero-day travel quarantine in any origin-destination pair for which

the destination status was equivalent or worse than the origin status (Fig. 4; cf. Fig. 2G). Among origin countries with

more infections per capita than the destination country, the median sufficient quarantine duration with no test was five

days, and duration ranged from two to nine days (Fig. 4B). With an RT-PCR test on exit from quarantine, the sufficient

quarantine duration reduced by a median of two days, and the decrease in the duration ranged from one to three days

(Fig. 4A). Switching to less-sensitive but inexpensive and logistically flexible rapid antigen tests yields results nearly

identical to those determined using RT-PCR testing on exit (Fig. 4C vs. Fig. 4A). Only when the status of the destination

country is Green and the status of the origin country is Dark Red does the sufficient quarantine duration exceed the

RT-PCR test on exit duration by one day. Performing an antigen test on entry to quarantine in addition to exit eliminated
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that difference (Fig. 4A,D). We also quantified the effects of these alternative testing strategies in the context of our much

more richly parameterized country-pair analysis (Fig. S13–S15), and found that these trends were largely consistent with

the results obtained from a tier-based analysis (Fig. S16). Specifically, when the origin country was assigned lower-risk

status than the destination country, the durations of quarantine for travelers from the origin country were equal to the

median for equivalent country pairs in the tier-based analysis (Fig. S16). When the origin country was assigned

higher-risk status, the tier-based analysis exhibited the same increasing trend of quarantine duration with increasing EU

risk status as did the country-pair analysis. The greatest discrepancy was associated with the strategy of no testing for an

Amber status destination country and Dark-Red status origin country (Fig. S16B), where the median of quarantine

duration from the country-pair analysis was as much as three days longer than that determined from the tier-based

analysis.
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Figure 4. Duration of travel quarantine for specified country pairs sufficient to prevent additional imminent infection due
to travel, using prevalence associated with European Union traffic-light categorization of COVID-19 risk. Sufficient
quarantine durations (colour gradient) are calculated including A) an RT-PCR test on exit, B) no testing, C) a rapid
antigen test on exit, and D) a rapid antigen test on both entry and exit, specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and
proportion of asymptomatic infections, average European age structure, 17.6% vaccine coverage, and 18.8% natural
immunity, for origin countries whose EU traffic-light status is Green (25 cases per 100,000), Amber (150 cases per
100,000), Red (500 cases per 100,000), or Dark Red (1,000 cases per 100,000). For travel quarantine durations of one
day or longer, there was a 24-h delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result and no delay in obtaining the rapid antigen
test. For a zero-day travel quarantine, there was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result.

We calculated the two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents for vaccine coverage ranging from 0% to

100% within both the origin and destination country under the minimum specified travel quarantine duration (Fig. 5). For

countries interested in setting quarantine duration based on hospitalization rates, instead of imminent infections, we

considered an alternative threshold for the minimum travel quarantine that requires the two-week hospitalization rate to be

equivalent or lower than the two-week hospitalization rate when there is no vaccination and no travel, assuming the

destination country has a Green status. For origin countries that are not assigned Green status, this travel quarantine

duration is shorter than that required under the criterion of imminent infections. We found that a longer travel quarantine

based on the imminent infection criterion provides a minimal decrease in the two-week hospitalization rate when

compared to zero-day travel quarantine (Fig. 5).
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Figure 5. Expected two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents in a Green-light destination country across
varying vaccine coverage and travel quarantine durations. We calculated the projected two-week hospitalization rate for
vaccine coverages between 0% and 100% (in both origin and destination), for a destination country whose traffic-light
status is Green (25 cases per 100,000) visited by people from an origin country whose traffic-light status is Dark Red
(1,000 cases per 100,000) with an RT-PCR test quarantine was zero days (orange), six-days (black) or 14 days (light
blue) combined with an RT-PCR test on exit. For travel quarantine durations of one day or longer, there was a 24-h
delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result. For a zero-day travel quarantine, there was assumed to be no delay in
obtaining the RT-PCR test result.

Alternative diagnostic sensitivity curve for RT-PCR testing

We examined the impact of an RT-PCR test on exit with an alternative temporal diagnostic sensitivity curve from

Wells et. al. [7] on the minimum duration of quarantine (Figs. S17–S20). In the country-paired analysis, the median

sufficient duration of quarantine with an RT-PCR test on exit was equivalent to the median duration from our baseline

analysis. Furthermore, the sufficient duration of quarantine was shorter (by at most three days) than that in our baseline for

37% of the country pairings. In our tier-based analysis, the median sufficient duration of quarantine with an RT-PCR test

on exit decreased from three days to two days, when the origin country was assigned higher-risk status. In this case, the

sufficient quarantine duration was at most two days shorter when compared to our baseline.

Discussion

Here we have identified strategies of travel quarantine and testing that ensure in-country imminent transmission is

no greater than would occur under a travel ban. We demonstrated that quarantines for European destinations that are

specific to travel origin can be informed by country-specific prevalence, daily incidence, vaccine coverage, immunity,

age-demographics, and travel flow. Our analysis indicated that for nearly half of these European country pairs, no

quarantine or test is necessary to prevent increased imminent in-country transmission from travel, and for the majority, a

test with no quarantine is sufficient. For many other origin-destination pairs, a travel quarantine of a few days paired with

testing will suffice. The duration of travel quarantine is influenced mainly by the relative prevalence of disease between

the two countries, the volume of travel, and the asymmetry of travel. With a goal of preventing the introduction of VOCs,

quarantine and testing strategies that are sufficient for the general case will usually prevent imminent in-country VOC

transmission as well. The strategies diverge when VOCs are infrequent and prevalence is heterogeneous on the

international scale.
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Implementing travel quarantine and testing policies that are specific to many input parameters, dependent on

country of origin as well as destination—and that change dynamically as waves of the pandemic strike and recede—is

logistically challenging. Indeed, some countries have specified a single quarantine duration for any traveller entering their

country [39,40]. However, such a policy may be unduly restrictive—or in some cases may not be restrictive enough. An

intermediate approach is to simplify input parameters and discretize country classification in accordance with existing

frameworks, such as the incidence-based EU Traffic Light system. By considering European averages for other

parameters, we demonstrated the feasibility of mapping our more highly parameterized approach to the EU Traffic Light

system. The agreement between our highly parameterized country-pair specific results and the results that we obtain

mapping it to the prevalence-only EU Traffic Lights categories is imperfect. However, it provides analytical justification

for decision-making that can otherwise be politicized rather than evidence-based.

Our analyses focused on imminent infection in comparison to travel ban, justifying the imposition of quarantine and

testing regimes only insofar as they reduce in-country transmission more than would travel ban. However, whether the

sufficient quarantine and testing strategies identified here are worthwhile from a public health or cost-effectiveness

perspective requires additional consideration. For instance, high rates of hospitalization can overwhelm the healthcare

infrastructure in a country. Thus, policy makers may want to apply travel quarantines to ensure that the hospitalization rate

remains manageable. We found that two-week hospitalization rates in the destination country were not greatly influenced

by where travellers are coming from or even by quarantine duration. This low impact is attributable to the relatively small

numbers of travellers when compared with widespread infection among the resident population during a fully emerged

pandemic [41]. In this circumstance, travel quarantines have an almost trivial impact on total in-country imminent

infections and a proportionately small contribution toward hospitalization rate. A balanced consideration of quarantine

duration should come both from an understanding of the relative impact of travel on infection and on the public health

consequences of infections.

Our analysis focuses on the European region, where SARS-CoV-2 infection is already widespread. Globally, there

are only a few instances where the virus has been forestalled at a national [22] or geographic border [42]. Over the

majority of the pandemic, for instance, New Zealand has effectively maintained low COVID-19 case numbers [22]. Travel

to New Zealand was restricted to citizens of New Zealand, who were only able to enter the country upon a negative test
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prior to departure, followed by a highly effective 14-day quarantine with two negative tests [7,43]. New Zealand aims to

maintain closed borders with most of the globe until there is sufficient vaccine protection [43,44]. This strategy is

supported by our analysis for a country with very low or zero reported daily incidence.

Similarly, our approach would indicate border closure by many countries early in the pandemic before global spread

of infection—a closure that did not happen for a variety of geopolitical reasons, but also because of technological and

supply limitations that prevented rapid, widespread, global testing. Even today, infections may be under-reported due to

limited health resources and a high proportion of asymptomatic infections [45–48]. In part for this reason, the EU Traffic

Lights system elevates their assessment of risk for countries that have high rates of test positivity. Disproportionate

under-reporting of infections in the origin country relative to the destination would limit the informativeness of our

analyses. To overcome this limitation, an analytical layer can be added that adjusts reported prevalence by test positivity

[48,49].

As the pandemic progresses, quarantine decisions may shift completely toward prevention of one or multiple

variants of concern that are more transmissible or can escape natural and vaccine-mediated immunity [12]. Higher

transmissibility and greater potential to escape vaccine-mediated immunity are both serious public health threats that may

justify imposition of highly restrictive quarantine and testing regimes, or even border closure. Just as in the early

COVID-19 pandemic [50], strong implementation could forestall variants of concern at the border. Accurate identification

of variant properties is crucial, because attempting to forestall even a few different low-frequency variants would

essentially entail complete border closure, which may be unnecessary if public health threat is minor. Therefore, genomic

surveillance for variants of concern, and approaches to rapidly and accurately assess their epidemic properties, should be a

priority so that decision-making regarding imposition of variant-related border quarantine and testing can be informed and

judicious.

Although we have applied our analysis at a national level—where border controls are typically strongest and easiest

to impose—our approach is not limited to travel between countries. It can be applied to any distinct population that can be

monitored for the entry and exit of travellers. Furthermore, international quarantine and testing should not be considered a

substitute for national policy preventing the spread of disease at a more localized scale within the country itself. Even if a
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0-day quarantine is sufficient between countries, widespread local travel may lead to infections where there were

previously none [51].

The expected success of quarantine and testing can be undermined by non-compliance. It should be kept in mind

that non-compliance is increased by the stringency of the requirement, so that it is possible to achieve less by requiring

more. For example, some entrants to Canada opt not to comply with the stringent quarantine requirement [52–54]. As the

first days of quarantine are often the most important to the prevention of SARS-CoV-2 transmission [7], it can be

disadvantageous to public health goals to require a longer quarantine that elicits poor adherence instead of a shorter

quarantine with improved compliance. Furthermore, these shorter individualized quarantion durations could free up

resources that could then be better utilized to improve compliance through measures such as providing low-cost, safe

accommodations and convenient, rapid, and accurate testing.

There is some controversy as to whether antigen testing can substitute for RT-PCR testing [55–57]. On the one

hand, antigen tests provide quicker turnaround time and lower cost than RT-PCR tests and are also logistically easier to

perform. On the other hand, antigen tests have lower sensitivity, a higher false-positive rate, and may result in missed

cases. In our analysis, we accounted for the sensitivity of the tests along the disease time course and found that antigen

tests can play a significant role in effective quarantine and testing. Except when the prevalence ratio was high between

origin (Dark Red status) and destination (Green) country, the sufficient quarantine duration was the same whether antigen

or RT-PCR test was used on exit. A major driver is the faster turnaround for the processing of antigen tests, which permits

its use a day later in quarantine than the RT-PCR test. This feature enables its timing just before travel departure, while

RT-PCR would need to be scheduled days in advance and therefore may miss an infection in its early stages [7]. We also

showed that multiple rapid antigen tests could potentially be equivalent to or better than RT-PCR tests for prevention of

post-quarantine transmission. Furthermore, use of an antigen test does not preclude one from sampling variants of

concern, as positives can be referred for RT-PCR validation and genetic sequencing.

Our analytical approach to determining sufficient quarantines was designed to address the global COVID-19

pandemic. However, the model can be reparameterized with the dynamic infectiousness, sensitivity to testing, and other

properties of other emerging diseases that may carry a global risk, to obtain policies of quarantine and testing that are

sufficient to prevent increased in-country transmission in the context of global spread. Country borders would be specified
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to be closed during very early stages of pandemic spread, strictly controlling the quantity of travel associated with the

epicenter. Border closure can markedly limit the global dissemination of the virus in the early stages [58], but has

provided little demonstrated benefit once transmission becomes established in the country [4]. As the trajectory of a

pandemic continues to unfold and country-specific prevalence, circulation of VOCs, and potentially vaccination coverage

changes, travel quarantine strategies can be adjusted to assure equitable and safe international travel conditions between

countries. In the unfortunate case of global spread, quarantines can be managed to prevent an increase in in-country

transmission because of travel, as well as to enable effective and judicious response to new genetic variants of pandemic

disease.

Methods

Infectivity profile

Our infectivity profile was based on 77 transmission pairs of COVID-19 cases from the computational code

provided by He et al [59,60], specifying a latent period of 2.9 days and an incubation period of 8.29 days [7,20,21]. An

age specified proportion pA of infections remains asymptomatic after the incubation period [17], with those exhibiting

symptoms isolating and no longer producing infections. The duration of infectivity is 20 days after symptom onset

[61–63], after which we specify the infectivity to be zero. A basic reproduction number of 2.5 was assumed [7], which

reduced to an average of 2.1 when considering isolation upon symptom onset (based on the average age structure in

Europe).

COVID-19 test diagnostic sensitivity

We use a similar methodology to Hellewell et al [64] to infer the temporal diagnostic sensitivity of the RT-PCR

assay over the course of disease by fitting the diagnostic sensitivity curve of the RT-PCR assay to the results from serial

testing (Supplementary Methods).

Country epidemic profile
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We specify prevalence to be infections that are active and not isolated based on reported daily incidence (Supplementary

methods). Seroprevalence estimates were used to determine the proportion of the population that is recovered and immune

[22], and vaccine coverage determined vaccine-acquired immunity [19]. Those recovered or actively infected were

assumed to vaccinate at equal frequency to those never infected.

Long-term travel quarantine

To evaluate the sufficient duration of travel quarantine for a specified testing strategy, we require the imminent number of

infections under a travel ban to be greater than or equal to that when travel is allowed under the quarantine and testing

scheme (Supplementary methods). Under a travel ban, the country-specific imminent infection is proportional to the

fractional incidence, the effective reproduction number including non-immunological public health measures, and the

level of immunity in the country. Country-specific imminent infection with long-term travel is composed of non-travelers

and travelers, accounting for current disease burden, and level of immunity of both countries (Fig. 1). The daily

contribution to imminent infections from residents and travellers—not previously infected—is dependent on the daily

fractional incidence, number of people abroad, and the effective reproduction number. Residents and travellers who are

leaving the destination andare infected, their number of imminent infections to be discounted depends on the daily number

of travellers, prevalence of disease in the destination country, and the average residual extent of transmission. Residents

returning and travellers entering the destination country add to the number of imminent infections, which is dependent on

the daily number of travellers, prevalence of disease in the origin country, and the average residual extent of transmission

after quarantine and testing.

Travel quarantine strategies

For our base case, we evaluated a travel quarantine strategy of 0–14 days quarantine duration with RT-PCR test

conducted on exit. With the exception of zero-day quarantine, a delay of 24 h was assumed in obtaining results for an

RT-PCR test (e.g. an RT-PCR test is conducted 24 h before exit from quarantine). We consider three alternative quarantine

strategies: i) no testing, ii) antigen test on exit from quarantine, and iii) antigen test on entry to and exit from quarantine.

20

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 7, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.25.21256082doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.25.21256082
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


When evaluating median quarantine durations across sets of country pairs for any of our results, a value associated with

travel ban was accounted for, and was specified to be longer than 14 days.

Vaccination, prevalence and hospitalization

We assume that vaccination coverage initiates within the elderly age group (≥80) and ends in the youngest age

group (0–19).We specify age- and dose-specific efficacy in the reduction of documented infection (𝜀a,j) to determine the

level of vaccine-acquired immunity. Specifying uniform natural immunity ( ) across age groups, age-specific prevalence𝑟

of non-isolated infections was estimated based on the level of natural and vaccine-acquired immunity within all age

classes (Supplementary methods). We utilize age-specific hospitalization probabilities estimated from the epidemic in

France [65], the age demographics, and age-dependent efficacy in reduction of hospitalizations (𝜔a,j) to estimate the

hospitalization rate (Supplementary methods).

Variants of concern

We incorporated two known variants of concern, B.1.1.7 and B.1.351, in an additional analysis [38]. We consider

increased transmission of the VOC relative to the general transmission, 100% cross-immunity, and no reduction in vaccine

efficacy (Supplementary methods).When considering multiple variants of concern, the sufficient duration of travel

quarantine was defined as the duration that satisfies the imminent infection inequality for all variants considered.

Generalized Approach

For generalized implementation of our modeling framework, we classified a country’s status based on the EU

traffic-light system—two-week caseload per capita and percentage of positive tests— utilizing the age demographics of

Europe [66]. Based on the number of new cases in the past 14 days, a country’s risk was stratified into Green

(25/100,000), Amber (150/100,000), Red (500/100,000) and Dark Red (1,000/100,000). We assumed that the vaccination

coverage in the origin country is the same as that in the destination country, and specified all parameters other than

vaccine coverage and age demographics to be that of the average of the 31 European countries from our country-specific

data (Supplementary methods). We assumed a single vaccine efficacy based on reduction in transmission and reduction in
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hospitalization from time of initial vaccine to the end of follow-up [18] (Table S5) to attain a generalized efficacy for

individuals receiving either one dose or two doses, as to consider all scenarios of coverage of a second dose would be

computationally intensive.

We also calculated the two-week hospitalization rates in the destination country under each scenario. Irrespective of

their current risk category, the destination country was considered to want to keep their hospitalization rates consistent

with the lowest risk category (Green). Therefore, we specified this threshold to be the rate of hospitalization for a

destination country in Green status with 0% of vaccination coverage and no travel. We then calculated the minimum

quarantine duration and resulting two-week hospitalization rates using this alternative threshold and compared it with the

corresponding results obtained using imminent infections threshold.
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Table 1. Parameter descriptions and references for determination of sufficient durations of travel quarantine

Parameter Definition Reference

NT Country population size [22]

NA The number of non-traveling and non-quarantined country-A residents [22,24–34]

nB The number of residents of country B abroad in country A [24–34]

nAB The daily number of country-A residents returning from a long-term
visit to country B

[24–34]

RA Average imminent infection in country A [7]

𝑅
𝑄
𝐴
,𝑉

Average ‘left-over’ imminent infection in country A of an infected
person who underwent the quarantine-and-testing regime 𝑄

𝐴

[7]

RV Average ‘left-over’ imminent infection of an infected individual in
country A leaving at an unknown time in their infection period.

[7]

cA Daily fractional incidence in country A [22]

𝜌A Prevalence of non-isolated infections in country A [22]

rA Proportion recovered in country A [22]

vA Proportion of the population receiving at least one dose of the vaccine [19]

φA Proportion of the population immune to infection [18,19,22]

pA Proportion of infections that are asymptomatic [17]
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