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2 
 

Abstract 28 

Background: We assessed the impact of testing contacts immediately instead of at the end of 29 

quarantine on the transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in schools in Reggio Emilia Province.  30 

Methods: We analysed surveillance data on notification of COVID-19 cases in schools 31 

between 1 September 2020 and 4 April 2021.  32 

Results: Median tracing delay decreased from 7 to 3.1 days and the percentage of the known 33 

infection source increased from 34% to 54.8% (IRR 1.61 1.40-1.86). Implementation of 34 

prompt contact tracing was associated with a 10% decrease in the number of secondary cases 35 

(excess relative risk, EER -0.1 95%CI -0.35 to 0.15). Knowing the source of infection of the 36 

index case led to a decrease in secondary transmission (IRR 0.75 95% CI 0.63-0.91) while 37 

the decrease in tracing delay was associated with decreased risk of secondary cases (1/IRR 38 

0.97 95%CI 0.94-1.01 per one day of delay). The direct effect of the intervention accounted 39 

for the 29% decrease in the number of secondary cases (EER -0.29 95% -0.61 to 0.03). 40 

Conclusions: Prompt contact testing in the community seems to reduce the time of contact 41 

tracing and increases the ability to identify the source of infection in school outbreaks. Yet, 42 

observed differences can be also due to differences in the force of infection and to other 43 

control measures put in place. 44 

Funding: This project was carried out with the technical and financial support of the Italian 45 

Ministry of Health – CCM 2020 and Ricerca Corrente Annual Program 2023. 46 
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Background 51 

Closure of educational institutions was one of the non-pharmacological infection control 52 

measures often adopted during the pandemic of SARS-CoV-2, mostly based on the temporal 53 

coincidence between schools reopening and COVID-19 outbreaks in some countries and the 54 

concern regarding potential school-to-home transmissions of the virus from students to more 55 

susceptible family members.  56 

Evidence on the SARS-CoV-2 transmission in educational settings indicates not only that 57 

schools opening and closing have a small impact on the increase or decrease of SARS-CoV-2 58 

rates in the population, but that transmission is even lower in schools than that in the general 59 

population [1-3]. However, the risk of in-school SARS-CoV-2 transmission is still considered 60 

high, making prevention measures vital to restoring in-person learning [4,5]. The control of 61 

infection in school-age children became even more critical after the introduction of mass 62 

vaccination, which reduced transmission between adults, and with the spread of the Omicron 63 

variant, which has much higher transmissibility in indoor settings.  64 

Timely reporting of COVID-19 cases to the health authorities and case investigation, 65 

followed by timely testing, contact tracing, and isolation, remain crucial to allow safe 66 

resumption of in-presence activities. Contact tracing practices have been subject to changes 67 

over time along with emerging evidence and the introduction of the vaccine. While the 68 

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) recommends that people get tested at least 69 

after five days from close contact with a person with COVID-19 [6,7], the European Centre 70 

for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC) recommends testing all high-risk exposure 71 

contacts, whether vaccinated or not, as soon as possible after they have been identified to 72 

allow for further contact tracing [4,5]. Regardless of this, it has always been acknowledged 73 
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that isolation of contacts is effective if initiated shortly after confirmation of the index case 74 

since the delay in isolation of contacts has a major impact on the transmission of the virus [8]. 75 

Enhanced contact tracing, such as backward contact tracing (BCT), has also been 76 

recommended to facilitate the identification of the primary case, also called “source” or 77 

“original” case from which an index case acquired his/her infection [5,7]. The rationale 78 

behind this recommendation is to stop chain transmission that originates from this relatively 79 

small proportion of primary cases usually responsible for a large proportion of transmission. 80 

By extending contact tracing window or performing source investigation, BCT aims to 81 

identify asymptomatic cases that are the actual source of newly detected (index) cases. 82 

Modelling studies show that primary cases generate 3-10 times more infections than a 83 

randomly chosen case [9]. These cases would not have otherwise been identified and, in the 84 

case of educational settings, would not have been linked to school investigation. Given that 85 

BCT tend to “catch” infection sources at the end of their infectious period, it the BCT is 86 

highly susceptible to testing and contact tracing delays, therefore it is meaningful only in the 87 

presence of prompt tracing of contacts [10]. 88 

Starting from 27 November 2020, the local health authority of Reggio Emilia, Italy, improved 89 

contact tracing protocols by introducing a prompt molecular tests for all contacts, whether 90 

symptomatic or asymptomatic, at the beginning of quarantine (test to trace), with the aim to 91 

identify all possible sources of infection in asymptomatic contacts. Before the intervention, 92 

contacts of index cases were only tested at the end of the isolation period (test to release). In 93 

this way, primary (asymptomatic) cases were not diagnosed or were diagnosed very late in 94 

their infection course and, given that they were not attending school since they were isolated, 95 

they were not indicated as a school contact until one of the school contacts become 96 

symptomatic (Figure 1). Given that a large part of the infections in students is asymptomatic 97 

or paucisymptomatic, they are often identified when an adult in the same household presents 98 
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symptoms. Prompt testing of all contacts in community allows the timely identification of 99 

positive children/teachers who may be primary cases in school outbreaks. Thus, allowing a 100 

prompt investigation in the school setting to start. 101 

 102 

Fig. 1. Simplified illustration of the pre and post intervention scenarios. In panel A we report 103 
the scenario without prompt contact testing in community and its effect on the SARS-CoV-2 104 
transmission in educational setting. Day 0: One of the children in a household became 105 
infected (primary case) but asymptomatic (grey). Day 5: One parent and one classmate 106 
became infected, also asymptomatic (grey). Day 10: The infected parent became 107 
symptomatic (orange), tested positive (red circle) and considered as index case of the 108 
household. Entire family is quarantined (bold line) but not tested. Meanwhile, primary case 109 
transmit infection further to two other classmates while index case transmit infection to a co-110 
worker. Classmates of the primary case are not tested because they are not identified as 111 
school contacts due to late testing of the household contacts. The contact co-worker is 112 
isolated but not tested promptly. Day 20: Family members of the index case are tested at the 113 
end of the quarantine. One positive classmate of the primary case became symptomatic, 114 
tested positive and considered an index case in the school cluster given that the classmates 115 
were not considered contacts of the primary case since he was already isolated. Other 116 
classmates are tested only when an index case occur. Panel B illustrates the scenario with 117 
prompt contact testing in community. Day 10: The infected parent became symptomatic, 118 
tested positive and entire family is quarantined and tested at the beginning of quarantine. 119 
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Primary case is identified promptly; his classmates are identified as contacts, tested and 120 
isolated preventing further transmission of the virus.  121 
 122 

This study aimed to estimate the impact of changing contact tracing intervention from testing 123 

contacts at the end of quarantine to testing contacts immediately, on the secondary 124 

transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in educational settings in Reggio Emilia Province. To better 125 

understand the mechanism of the possible impact that the intervention has on secondary 126 

transmission, we assessed whether this association is mediated by two process indicators, 127 

tracing delay and known source of infection of the index case, which was the actual target of 128 

the intervention, bearing in mind limits of the before-and-after design of this study conducted 129 

in a period when several changes could confound the results.  130 

Methods 131 

Design and setting 132 

In the present study, population-based surveillance data were analysed including 1 604 133 

consecutive positive cases confirmed with RT-PCR for SARS-COV-2 infection between 1 134 

September 2020 and 4 April 2021 in Reggio Emilia Province that led to an epidemiological 135 

investigation among children and adolescents (0–19 years old) or school staff in 1 884 classes 136 

who may have been exposed or in contact with positive cases at school. 137 

In Reggio Emilia Province (531 751 inhabitants, Emilia Romagna, Northern Italy) there are 138 

approximately 95 000 inhabitants from 6 months-olds to 19-year-olds attending infant-toddler 139 

centres (ages 0-3), preschools (ages 3-5), primary schools (ages 6-10), middle schools (ages 140 

11-13) and high schools (ages 14-19), and about 12 000 teachers/ school staff members. 141 

During the study period, there were two peaks of infections: in November 2020 and in 142 

February/March 2021 (Supplementary file 1) [11]. After the school reopening on 1 September 143 

2020 for preschool and remedial courses and, on 15 September 2020, for the regular school 144 
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year, in-class learning was in place until 26 October 2020 when policies to reduce crowding 145 

especially in high schools were introduced (reducing the in-class time by 50% to 75%) as 146 

were several short closures in the periods of highest incidence. In addition, because of the 147 

high circulation of the virus, the Christmas school holidays were extended to the second week 148 

of January (from 20 December to 11/15 January). Another lockdown led to the closing of 149 

schools on 3 March 2021. Only infant-toddler centres and preschools, schools that require 150 

laboratory work, and schools with pupils with disabilities or special needs continued in-151 

presence didactic activities.  152 

Infection control measures in place during the study period were previously described in 153 

detail [12-14]. 154 

Intervention  155 

Starting from 27 November 2020, the local health authority improved contact tracing 156 

protocols and introduced immediate molecular tests for all contacts, whether symptomatic or 157 

asymptomatic, at the beginning of quarantine, with the aim to identify all possible sources of 158 

infection in asymptomatic contacts and facilitate backward tracing [13]. This strategy was 159 

applied to all contacts, independently from the setting of infection, including all household 160 

members of sporadic cases, and particular attention was given to testing of children and 161 

adolescents because they were most commonly asymptomatic (Supplementary file 2). This 162 

strategy was explicitly thought to correctly identify in a timely manner the contacts of 163 

asymptomatic cases before they started the quarantine. Testing only at the end of quarantine 164 

guarantees a safe return to the community of contacts and to identify secondary transmission 165 

in the cluster, but, by definition, assumes that the asymptomatic cases are secondary cases 166 

and became infectious during the quarantine and thus could not have contacts.  167 
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Outcome and variables of interest 168 

The main outcome was the number of secondary cases per class. Two process indicators of 169 

contact tracing performance were considered: the first one, tracing delay, was calculated as 170 

the time from swab positivity of the index case to the date on which the swab for (the 171 

majority of) classmates was scheduled; the second indicator was the proportion of index 172 

cases who had close contact with a known COVID-19 case in the ten days before the onset of 173 

symptoms or diagnosis. This indicator, called “the known source of infection of the index 174 

case”, is a proxy of backward contact tracing success which should reflect the extent to which 175 

school index cases were tested and linked to the school investigation because of a known 176 

contact with a positive person. Delay in the diagnosis of the index case was also calculated, 177 

as the number of days between symptom onset and the date of swab positivity, but this 178 

indicator is expected to only be marginally influenced by contact tracing strategies. 179 

Definitions and assumptions 180 

The first case that tested positive (considering the date on which the swab was done) per class 181 

was considered an index case. If more than one case in a class tested positive on the same 182 

day, the one with the earliest symptom onset was considered the index case. The same class 183 

can be included more than once in the analysis because it may have been involved in more 184 

than one investigation during the study period.  185 

When more than one class was included in a between-class transmission, index cases 186 

belonging to different classes had shared exposures, or there was a single index case for more 187 

than one class (usually, but not only, when the index case was a teacher), this was considered 188 

a multi-class cluster.  189 

Overall attack rate was calculated by dividing the number of cases by the population at risk; 190 

i.e., classmates, teachers/staff who had had close contact with the index case in a period 191 
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starting from 48h before symptom onset of the symptomatic index case and, for 192 

asymptomatic cases, 48h before diagnosis. 193 

If a classmate was already in isolation prior to symptom onset or swab positivity of the index 194 

case, due to contact with a positive person or re-entry from abroad, he/she was excluded from 195 

the denominator. Any student or staff who refused to perform a swab was excluded from the 196 

denominator.  197 

Data sources 198 

Following the identification and notification of a COVID-19 case, qualified Public Health 199 

Department (PHD) personnel performed a detailed field investigation and managed the index 200 

case, and identified contacts according to the regional recommendations and control measures 201 

in place. Comprehensive surveillance data containing information on index cases, contacts, 202 

school and class characteristics, swabs performed, secondary cases, and measures undertaken, 203 

were collected by PHD, and stored in electronic forms. Each case and cluster was re-204 

abstracted by a study investigator and checked for consistency and plausibility. Missing data 205 

were imputed from the COVID-19 Surveillance Registry software and a de-identified 206 

research database was constructed for the analysis.  207 

Statistical analysis 208 

During the study period many factors that could influence secondary transmission in schools 209 

occurred, including change in overall incidence, changes in in-school and out-of-school 210 

(especially transports and leisure-time activities) control measure, time of in-person and 211 

distance teaching, and the spread of the Alpha variant. Therefore, simply measuring the 212 

outcome before and after the intervention would be surely biased and would not allow any 213 

causal inference.  214 
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To test the hypothesis that the contact tracing strategy in the community had an impact on the 215 

secondary case transmission in schools, we first assessed if the introduction of the new 216 

strategy actually changed the tracing process analysing the trend of the timeliness of testing 217 

and the proportion of index cases with a known source of infection during the study period. 218 

The class was the statistical unit for analyses. Median testing delay and the proportion of 219 

index cases with the known source of infection were compared before and after 220 

implementation of the intervention (27 November 2020). Secondly, we tested the association 221 

between the two process indicators that were the direct target of the new tracing strategy and 222 

the final health outcome (number of secondary cases). Two negative binomial regression 223 

models were constructed with the number of secondary cases per class as outcome and 224 

intervention indicators, tracing delay and known infection source as exposures. Incidence rate 225 

ratios with a 95% confidence interval (CI) were reported. Models were adjusted for types of 226 

school (infant-toddler centre, primary school, middle school, high school, other educational 227 

services), class size (<21 and ≥21 pupils), and types of index case (student vs. teacher). Given 228 

that tracing delay and known contact were strongly negatively correlated (r= -0.76), their 229 

effects were analysed separately. 230 

Lastly, a novel effect decomposition method was used in a subset of pre-Alpha variant 231 

(before 31.12.2020) classes to test whether one of the two process indicators mediated the 232 

association between intervention and the number of secondary cases (Supplementary file 3). 233 

The total effect of the intervention on the number of secondary cases is expressed as the 234 

excess relative risk (ERR); i.e., an incidence risk ratio (IRR) from the negative binomial 235 

regression minus one. In the presence of an exposure-mediator interaction ERR is 236 

decomposed into four components: controlled directed effect (CDE) due to intervention only, 237 

at a fixed level of the mediator; pure indirect effect (PIE) due to mediation only; reference 238 

interaction (IntRef) due to interaction only; and mediated interaction (IntMed) due to 239 
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mediation and interaction [15]. Given that classes could not be randomly assigned to the 240 

intervention and control group, and that the period before the intervention was used for the 241 

comparison, we assume that there might be a significant interaction between the period 242 

before and after intervention and two mediators. Stata’s ‘Med4way’ command was used to 243 

estimate mediation and interaction effects simultaneously [16]. The Stata code used is 244 

provided in the Supplementary file 4. All analyses in this study were conducted using 245 

STATA 13.0 SE (Stata Corporation, Texas, TX). 246 

Results 247 

Description of investigated classes and secondary transmission 248 

We investigated 1884 classes overall, 1882 in which at least one case/contact was recorded, 249 

and two classes where screening was done due to out-of-school contact with an index case 250 

from another class. One thousand seven hundred and five secondary cases (1047 students and 251 

658 teachers/staff) were identified among 43214 tested contacts linked to 1604 index cases, 252 

resulting in an overall secondary attack rate of 3.9% (95%CI 3.8-4.1).  253 

The median number of secondary cases per class was 1 (IQR 1-3); 2 before, and 1 after the 254 

intervention (test of equal medians 0.83) (Table 1). The proportion of classes where 255 

secondary transmission occurred was overall 38.6%; 37.4% and 39.0% before and after the 256 

intervention, respectively (p = 0.51). 257 

The number of symptomatic index cases significantly decreased in the period after 258 

intervention from 85.3% to 80% (IRR 0.94 95%CI 0.89-0.98). There were no changes in the 259 

number of classes that made up part of a multi-class cluster, as well as in the type of index 260 

case.  261 
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Table 1. Characteristics of 1 884 classes and 1 604 index cases for which a school contact 262 

with Covid-19 cases was suspected, before and after the intervention 263 

  n (%) 

Before 
intervention 

n=490 

After 
intervention 

n=1394 

 
 

RR (95%CI) 

 
 

p-value* 
Classes (n=1884)      
Type of school     
      Infant-toddler centre 350 (18.5) 107 (21.8) 243 (17.4) ref 0.028 
      Primary school 540 (28.7) 125 (25.5) 415 (29.8) 1.17 (1.03-1.34)  
      Middle school 496 (26.3) 128 (26.1) 368 (26.4) 1.11 (0.97-1.26)  
      High school 478 (25.4) 129 (26.3) 349 (25.0) 1.08 (0.94-1.23)  
      Other educational 
services 20 (1.1) 1 (0.2) 19 (1.4) na  

Calendar period     
      September/October 248 (13.1)     
      November 263 (13.9)     
      December 316 (16.8)     
      January 265 (14.1)     
      February 523 (27.8)     
      March/April 269 (14.3)     
Class size     
      <21 862 (45.7) 191 (39.0) 671 (48.1) ref <0.001 
      ≥21 1 011 (53.7) 293 (59.8) 718 (51.5) 0.85 (0.78-0.93)  
      Missing 11 (0.6) 6 (1.2) 5 (0.4)   
Secondary transmission      
      No 1 157 (61.4) 307 (62.6) 850 (61·0)  0.512 
      Yes 727 (38.6) 183 (37.4) 544 (39·0)   
Number of secondary cases^ 1 (1-3) 2 (1-3) 1 (1-3)  0.830 
Part of a school cluster     
      No 1 367 (72.6) 368 (75.1) 999 (71.7) ref 0.142 
      Yes 517 (27.4) 122 (24.9) 395 (28.3) 1.14 (0.95-1.35)  
Tracing delay^ 3 (2-5) 7 (5-10) 3 (2-4) na <0.001 
Testing delay^ 4 (2-8) 5 (3-8) 4 (2-7) na <0.001 
Index cases (n=1604)  n=429 n=1175   
Type of index case      
      Student 1 213 (75.6) 321 (74.8) 892 (75·9) ref 0.613 
      Teacher 391 (24.4) 108 (25.2) 283 (24.1) 0·96 (0.79-1.16)  
Index case symptomatic      
      No 298 (18.6) 63 (14.7) 235 (20) ref 0.018 
      Yes 1 306 (81.4) 366 (85.3) 940 (80) 0·94 (0.89-0.98)  
Potential source of infection     
      Unknown 814 (50.7) 283 (66·0) 531 (45.2) ref <0.001 
      Known 790 (49.3) 146 (34·0) 644 (54.8) 1·61 (1.40-1.86)  
Type of source      
      Household outbreak 614 (77.7) 97 (66.4) 517 (80.3) ref <0.001 
      Social contact 26 (3.3) 7 (4.8) 19 (2.9) 1.03 (0.98-1.09)  
      Sport contact 18 (2.3) 7 (4.8) 11 (1.7) 1.05 (1.00-1.11)  
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      Unidentifiable contact 132 (16.7) 35 (24.0) 97 (15.1) 1.15 (1.03-1.28)  
*Chi-square or Mann Whitney test 264 
†Median (IQR), calculated only in classes with secondary transmission 265 

 266 

Association between intervention and indicators 267 

Overall median tracing delay was 3 days (IQR 2-5), decreasing from 7 (IQR 5-10) in the 268 

period before intervention to 3.1 (IQR 2-4) days in the period after intervention (Table 1). 269 

The testing delay also significantly decreased from 5 to 4 days following the implementation 270 

of the intervention. The percentage of index cases with a known source of infection was 271 

49.3%, and it increased from 34% in November to 54.8% in the period after intervention 272 

(IRR 1.61 95%CI 1.40-1.86). The number of index cases that were part of a household 273 

outbreak increased from 66.4% before intervention to 80.3% after the intervention. Weekly 274 

average contact tracing delay decreased while the percentage of known sources of infection 275 

increased in the period after intervention implementation (Figure 2).  276 

 277 

Fig. 2. Weekly average contact tracing delay and percentage of index cases with a known 278 
source of infection. 279 
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Results of negative binomial regression covering the entire period show that both known 280 

source of infection (IRR 0.75 95%CI 0.63-0.91) and decrease in tracing delay (1/IRR 0.97 281 

95%CI 0.94-1.01 per one day of delay) were associated with the decrease of the number of 282 

secondary cases (Table 2). Sensitivity analyses restricted to the period before the spread of 283 

the Alpha variant showed similar results (Table 2). 284 

Table 2. Negative binomial regression of the association between the number of secondary 285 

cases (outcome) and intervention promptness indicators (exposure)  286 

 
Entire period  

(n=1 884) 
Before Alpha variant 

(n=827) 
 IRR* 95%CI IRR* 95%CI 
Tracing delay 1.08 0.89-1.30 1.23 0.95-1.61 
Known source of infection of 
the index case 0.75 0.63-0.91 0.73 0.55-0.96 

*Adjusted for the type of school, type of index case, and class size.  287 

 288 

Mediation analysis 289 

Only the known source of infection of the index case was significantly associated with the 290 

outcome (number of secondary cases) in multivariate analysis and it was therefore tested for 291 

the mediation and interaction in the four-way decomposition method.  292 

Implementation of prompt contact tracing was associated with a 10% decrease in the number 293 

of secondary cases (EER -0.1 95%CI -0.35 to 0.15) (Table 3). The direct effect of the 294 

intervention accounted for the large part of the excess in risk (EER -0.29 95% -0.61 to 0.03), 295 

leading to the 29% decrease in the number of secondary cases if the source of infection of the 296 

index case is known. Interaction only accounted for the other large part of the excess risk 297 

(EER 0.35 95% 0.03 to 0.68); knowing the source of infection of the index case in the period 298 

before the intervention when tracing delay was high, would significantly increase the risk of 299 

secondary cases by 35%. However, we found evidence of mediated interaction that had a 300 
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negative effect on the secondary transmission (EER -0.14 95%CI -0.28 to -0.01). The known 301 

source of infection of the index case alone accounted for only a small percent of the reduction 302 

of excess risk (EER -0.02 95% -0.10 to 0.07).  303 

Table 3. Four-way decomposition mediation analysis of the association between intervention 304 

and number of secondary cases 305 

 ERR* 95%CI p-value 
Total effect -0.1 -0.35 to 0.15 0.441 
Controlled direct effect    
     Known contact (M=1) -0.29 -0.61 to 0.03 0.074 
     Unknown contact (M=0) 0.31 -0.49 to -0.02  
Pure indirect effect -0.02 -0.10 to 0.07 0.709 
Mediated interaction -0.14 -0.28 to -0.01 0.041 
Reference interaction  
     Known contact (M=1) 0.35 0.03 to 0.68 0.033 
     Unknown contact (M=0) -0.25 -0.49 to -0.02 0.036 
*Adjusted for the type of school, type of index case, and class size.  306 
ERR, excess relative risk; M, mediator. 307 

 308 

 309 

Discussion 310 

We found that both process indicators used to evaluate contact tracing intervention (tracing 311 

delay and known source of infection of the index case) improved after implementation of the 312 

public health intervention while the median number of secondary cases decreased, despite the 313 

higher daily absolute number of classes investigated in the period after the intervention. 314 

However, only the known source of infection of the index case evinced a significant 315 

association with a decrease in secondary transmission in school classes.  316 

Our findings are consistent with those of modelling studies reporting that contact tracing 317 

efficacy decreases sharply with increasing delays between symptom onset and tracing and 318 

with a lower fraction of symptomatic infections being tested [8,17,18]. Observational studies 319 

also demonstrated that various improvements in contact tracing [19] can reduce the secondary 320 
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transmission or even mortality in the community [20], but there is no data on how it reflects 321 

in educational settings.  322 

Our results suggest that there is a modest association between the intervention and the 323 

number of secondary cases. It has been shown that the effectiveness of contact tracing highly 324 

depends on the number of cases being traced; i.e., it decreases when the burden of new cases 325 

is too high for the tracing capacity of the health services [17]. In fact, BCT is more effective 326 

when community transmission is low to moderate [21]. Similarly, increased new cases burden 327 

and high transmission during the winter months in our study could be factors that might have 328 

minimised the true effect of the intervention.  329 

Interestingly, tracing delay was not significantly associated with the decrease in the 330 

secondary transmission in schools, despite its notable decrease after intervention 331 

implementation. This unexpected finding might be explained by two factors. Firstly, before 332 

the intervention, most classes were put in quarantine immediately independently of the 333 

presence of secondary transmission in the class, considering all classmates as close contacts, 334 

thus, delay in testing was not relevant for secondary transmission in these classes. 335 

Furthermore, the unmeasured tracing delay in the family/community better reflects the 336 

intervention efficacy and represents the timeliness in linking SARS-CoV-2 positive children 337 

to the school investigation. A better link between sporadic cases in households to school 338 

exposure after the intervention implementation is also supported by the higher fraction of 339 

asymptomatic index cases identified as well as the higher fraction of index cases that were 340 

part of a household cluster. 341 

The direct effect of the intervention would lead to an almost 30% reduction in secondary 342 

transmission if the source of infection of all index cases was known. Moreover, the known 343 

source of infection had a greater impact on the secondary transmission when acting in the 344 
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interaction with the intervention than independently (14% vs. 2% reduction in the number of 345 

secondary cases). 346 

The four-way decomposition analysis also showed that interaction alone accounted for a 347 

considerable part of the excess risk associated with the intervention. This practically means 348 

that knowing the source of infection of the index case in the period before the intervention, 349 

i.e., when contacts are not promptly tested, would have had a substantially detrimental effect 350 

on the secondary cases (35% increase). This possibly reflects that, before the intervention, 351 

often the source of infection for the school index case was identified during the field 352 

investigation and not before, thus, in the absence of BCT, knowing the source of infection is 353 

not a sign of timeliness at all. 354 

The major limitation of the study is its before-and-after design; i.e., the impossibility to make 355 

an inference that observed changes are due to intervention and not due to other factors. In 356 

fact, multivariate and mediation analysis may not be enough to control for the fact that the 357 

force of infection was changing over the time series. However, under a public health 358 

emergency, the only way to assess the effectiveness of an intervention is to design an 359 

observational study that minimises the effect of confounding. A possible solution is testing 360 

the effect of mediators strictly linked to the intervention process [22]. We adjusted analyses 361 

for major sources of confounding, but there are still unmeasured confounders. In fact, we 362 

could not classify the preventive measure put in place in each school, the time spent by each 363 

index case in the classroom, or the out-school contacts between classmates. Another 364 

important limitation is the lack of testing delay in a family/community as a process indicator, 365 

that we consider one of the real mechanisms of action of the new tracing strategy (first grey 366 

part of the DAG), but we assume this delay in the community follows the same trend as the 367 

delay observed in schools. Lastly, the same intervention may not yield the same results in a 368 

different epidemiological context, such as the presence of other variants of the virus 369 
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(Omicron), or different control measures. However, it can have important public health 370 

implications in informing the management of the pandemic and the potential interaction 371 

between control measures in the family and in the school.  372 

To our knowledge, this is the only study that attempted to quantify the potential effect of 373 

changing a contact tracing strategy in community on secondary transmission in schools by 374 

estimating the excess risk associated with the intervention, through the application of a new 375 

mediation analysis method which allowed to partition the total excess risk into separate 376 

effects of the intervention and its process indicators in the presence of their interaction 377 

(14,15). As such it can have important methodological implications as well.  378 

Conclusion 379 

Changing contact tracing strategy in the community, from testing contacts at the end of 380 

quarantine to testing contacts immediately, reduced the time of contact tracing and increased 381 

the ability to identify the source of infection in school outbreaks. The improvement in tracing 382 

performance appears to be linked to a decrease in the number of secondary cases in school 383 

contacts, although the intervention was implemented in a changing context just after the 384 

incidence peak of the autumn wave, and we cannot exclude that the observed differences are 385 

due to differences in the force of infection and to other control measures put in place before 386 

as the reduction of in presence school attendance. 387 
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