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Abstract 1 

The global outbreak of mpox (formerly monkeypox) in 2022 raised public awareness 2 

about the disease. The ensuing sporadic outbreaks in 2023 highlighted the importance of 3 

sustaining nonpharmaceutical interventions, such as case isolation and contact tracing. Using 4 

viral load data, we developed a modelling framework to characterize the various infectiousness 5 

profiles of infected individuals. We used this model to examine the potential effectiveness of two 6 

different possible isolation rules: specifically, rules permitting infected individuals to stop isolating 7 

after either a fixed-duration or following negative tests for infection. Our analysis showed large 8 

individual variations in the duration of viral shedding, ranging from about 23 to 50 days. The risk 9 

of infected individuals ending isolation too early (i.e., while they remained an infection risk) was 10 

estimated to be about 5% after 3 weeks of isolation. Unnecessary isolation after the end of the 11 

infectious period could be reduced by use of a testing-based rule. These findings support the 12 

choice of a 3-week isolation period following symptom onset if a fixed-duration rule is used, but 13 

also demonstrate how testing can mitigate unnecessarily prolonged isolation for those who have 14 

shorter infectious periods.  15 
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Main Text 16 

Since May 2022, a global outbreak of mpox (formerly monkeypox) has spread primarily 17 

among men who have sex with men (MSM), first in European and North American countries, and 18 

later in other regions1. Although growth of the outbreak was initially rapid, the global trend in 19 

reported cases changed around the summer of 2022 and has been declining ever since2. Recent 20 

studies have suggested that the case saturation in many countries may be explained largely by 21 

infection-derived immunity accumulated among individuals who have many sexual partners3, 22 

and the following decline in cases may have been accelerated by vaccination campaigns or 23 

behavioral changes4,5. However, since the beginning of 2023, sporadic outbreaks have been 24 

reported, mainly in Asian countries, which were least affected by the 2022 outbreak and where 25 

vaccination campaigns had not yet been initiated, leading to a substantial number of individuals 26 

remaining at risk of infection6. There are also reports of some breakthrough infections and 27 

reinfections in European countries7,8. These findings warrant caution against a resurgence of 28 

mpox and highlight the importance of maintaining nonpharmaceutical interventions (NPIs). 29 

One essential NPI is case isolation. The effectiveness of isolation has been extensively 30 

studied in the context of COVID-199,10 and other diseases11,12. In general, if cases are detected 31 

earlier (e.g., via contact tracing) and isolation begins sooner, a larger proportion of onward 32 

transmissions can be prevented13. When determining the end of isolation, later is always safer, 33 

as a longer isolation period minimizes the risk of releasing individuals who remain infectious. 34 

However, case identification may require a substantial public health investigation effort, and 35 

redundant isolation induces societal cost and burden for individuals14,15. Furthermore, more 36 

stringent control strategies may also lead to reduced efficacy due to non-adherence16. To 37 

mitigate these burdens, testing-based rules were applied during the COVID-19 pandemic17,18, 38 

which typically involved ending isolation following a specified number of successive negative 39 

PCR or antigen test results. Individual-level viral load data have been used to balance the 40 

effectiveness and cost of isolation rules19, which is key to sustainable implementation. 41 
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Current guidelines for mpox generally suggest individuals who are exposed to the virus 42 

quarantine for about three weeks18,20-23 and refrain from sexual contact for 12 weeks after the 43 

end of isolation20. The three-week monitoring period is based on the estimated incubation 44 

period24,25, in which more than 98% of cases show symptoms within 21 days of exposure. 45 

Although the exact duration of the infectious period is unclear, several studies have investigated 46 

serial intervals (i.e., the time interval between symptom onset dates of primary and secondary 47 

cases) and have suggested that, for symptomatic cases, more than 90% of transmission occurs 48 

within two weeks of symptom onset26,27. Recent findings have also indicated that there might be 49 

considerable heterogeneity in the infectious period between infected individuals. For example, 50 

there is substantial variation in observed serial intervals26, and some confirmed cases in Europe 51 

exhibited prolonged viral shedding in their bodily fluids28,29. Consequently, isolation rules that do 52 

not account for heterogeneity between infected individuals (e.g. rules based on isolating for a 53 

fixed period following symptom onset) may lead to either a risk of ending isolation too early for 54 

those who are still infectious, or an unnecessarily long isolation period for those who are no 55 

longer infectious. 56 

In this study, we first characterize individual infectiousness profiles among mpox cases by 57 

analyzing longitudinal viral load data. We describe the time course of virus shedding using a 58 

mathematical model that captures individual heterogeneity in the duration of viral clearance. We 59 

then stratify the population according to the characterized shedding profiles and evaluate the 60 

effectiveness of two different isolation rule types: a fixed-duration rule and a testing-based rule 61 

(i.e., a tailored rule for individuals who test negative several times). Our study provides an 62 

approach to quantify both the risk of ending isolation too early and the period for which infected 63 

individuals are isolated but do not pose an infection risk. Our model can be used by policy makers 64 

to inform decision making, allowing isolation strategies to be determined that balance cost and 65 

effectiveness appropriately.  66 
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Results 67 

Analyzed data and model fitting 68 

We conducted a literature review of individual-level mpox patient data and identified a total 69 

of 90 mpox cases with lesion samples meeting the inclusion criteria (see Methods). All cases 70 

were symptomatic, and most of them were reported in Europe. To standardize the collected data, 71 

we converted the reported cycle threshold values to viral load (copies/ml) using the conversion 72 

formula proposed in a previous study30 (Supplementary Table 1). We then fitted the viral 73 

clearance model to the longitudinal viral load data from lesion samples (Extended Data Fig. 1a 74 

and Supplementary Fig. 1). Estimated parameters suggested a median viral load of 107.7 75 

copies/ml (95% CI: 107.3-108.2) at symptom onset. Additionally, a prolonged duration of viral 76 

shedding was estimated: the viral load dropped below the detection limit (102.9 copies/ml) 30.9 77 

days (95% CI: 23.4-50.6) after symptom onset (Extended Data Fig. 1bc). This finding is 78 

consistent with previous studies suggesting the persistent presence of mpox viruses in clinical 79 

specimens28,31. 80 

 81 

Stratification for mpox cases 82 

The 90 analyzed mpox cases were stratified into three groups based on their estimated 83 

individual parameters using the K-means clustering algorithm: Group 1 (medium risk of 84 

transmission), Group 2 (high risk of transmission), and Group 3 (low risk of transmission) (Fig. 85 

1a and 1b): Group 3 was characterized by a lower viral load at symptom onset and faster 86 

clearance, whereas Group 2 was characterized by a higher viral load at symptom onset and 87 

slower clearance. In addition, to compare the viral dynamics between the three groups, we 88 

conducted statistical tests: Individuals in Group 2 had significantly higher viral loads at symptom 89 

onset than individuals in the other groups (� � 1.0 � 10�� from the Mann-Whitney test). Also, 90 

individuals in this group had a larger area under the viral load curve (AUC) (� � 1.0 � 10�� from 91 

the Mann-Whitney test), that is, the total amount of virus excreted between symptom onset and 92 
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the end of shedding. Viral clearance was significantly faster in Group 3 than in the other groups 93 

(� � 1.0 � 10�� from the Mann-Whitney test) (Fig. 1c). To describe the difference in timing of 94 

viral clearance, we additionally simulated the probability of detectable virus over time by using 95 

the model with estimated parameters for each group (Fig. 1d). In all stratified groups, the 96 

probability was greater than 90% at 3 weeks after symptom onset. However, in the total group 97 

(i.e., a group of all analyzed cases), the probability dropped to 69.9% (95% CI: 67.0-73.2) at 4 98 

weeks after symptom onset, which is the upper bound of the isolation period recommended by 99 

the CDC21. The probability in Group 3 at 4 weeks after symptom onset was 55.3% (95% CI: 100 

51.8-55.0), whereas the corresponding probability in Group 2 was 90.6% (95% CI: 88.7-92.1). 101 
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102 

Fig. 1: Stratification of mpox virus infections. a, Results of K-means clustering of mpox cas103 

based on estimated individual parameters. Data points indicate individuals and are colore104 

based on the group that each individual is in. The dimensions represent standardized estimate105 

model parameters. b, Reconstructed individual mpox viral load trajectories in each group a106 

shown. Group 1, Group 2, and Group 3 represent cases with medium, high, and low risk 107 

transmission, respectively. c, Comparison between groups of: virus at symptom onset (le108 

panel); area under the viral load curve (AUC), i.e., the total amount of virus shed over tim109 

(middle panel); and duration of viral clearance (right panel), respectively. The Mann-Whitney te110 

was used to test for significant differences between groups. d, Viral clearance in each grou111 

Probability of detectable virus after symptom onset for each group (left panel). The solid lin112 

and shaded regions indicate means and 95% confidence intervals, respectively. Bar plo113 

represent the probabilities for 3 weeks (right upper panel) and 4 weeks (right lower panel) aft114 

symptom onset, respectively.  115 
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Fixed-duration rule 116 

Under the estimated viral dynamics, we compared two types of rule for ending the isolation 117 

of mpox cases (fixed-duration and testing-based). To assess the effectiveness of the two rules, 118 

we considered three metrics: 1) the risk of prematurely ending isolation, 2) the average infectious 119 

period after ending isolation (where this period was defined to be zero for individuals who isolate 120 

beyond the duration of their infectious period), and 3) the average duration for which individuals 121 

were isolated unnecessarily after the end of their infectious period (which could be positive or 122 

negative). Whether an individual was infectious or not was ascertained based on a viral load 123 

threshold for infectiousness that was obtained from data on viral replication in cell culture28,32,33. 124 

Under a fixed-duration rule of ending isolation 3 weeks after symptom onset, the risk of 125 

ending isolation prematurely in the total group was estimated to be 5.4% (95% CI: 4.1-6.7). The 126 

average duration for which individuals were isolated unnecessarily after the end of their infectious 127 

period was 8.3 days (95% CI: 8.0-8.6). Group 3 had a lower risk of ending isolation prematurely of 128 

0.7% (95% CI: 0.3-1.3), and a longer unnecessary isolation period of 10.4 days (95% CI: 129 

10.2-10.6). However, in Group 2, a higher risk of 16.1% (95% CI: 13.9-18.1) was estimated, with 130 

a shorter unnecessary isolation period of 4.6 days (95% CI: 4.2-4.9). To guarantee a risk of 131 

prematurely ending isolation below 5% and an infectious period after ending isolation shorter than 132 

1 day, we found that the total group, Group 1, Group 2, and Group 3 needed to be isolated for 22, 133 

23, 26, and 17 days, respectively. In this case, the duration for which individuals were isolated 134 

unnecessarily after the end of their infectious period was estimated to be 9.4, 8.1, 9.6, and 6.3 135 

days for the total group, Group 1, Group 2, and Group 3, respectively (Fig. 2a). 136 

 137 

Testing-based rule 138 

For a fixed-duration rule, isolation of mpox cases ends after a fixed time period following 139 

symptom onset, so the three metrics considered here can be calculated based on the isolation 140 

period alone (Fig. 2a). By contrast, a testing-based rule is dependent on both the time interval 141 

between tests and the exact criterion used for ending isolation (see Methods). Under a criterion in 142 
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which isolation ends following two consecutive negative results with daily testing (a criterion 143 

widely used for COVID-19)17, the total group had a risk of prematurely ending isolation of 52.2% 144 

(95% CI: 49.7-54.6), and the infectious period after ending isolation was calculated to be 2.3 days 145 

(95% CI: 2.1-2.5). Similarly, high risks of prematurely ending isolation, accompanied with an 146 

infectious period after ending isolation longer than 1 day, were estimated in the stratified groups 147 

(first-row and second-row panels in Fig 2b). 148 

By varying the criteria (i.e., the required number of consecutive negative results and the 149 

time interval between tests), different testing-based isolation strategies can be tested in terms of 150 

their effects on the three metrics. The risk of prematurely ending isolation and the infectious 151 

period after ending isolation decreased with a longer interval between tests and with a larger 152 

number of consecutive negative results (first-row and second-row panels in Fig 2b), whereas the 153 

duration for which individuals were isolated unnecessarily after the end of their infectious period 154 

increased (third-row panels in Fig 2b). Under the conditions that the risk of prematurely ending 155 

isolation is lower than 5% and infectious period after ending isolation is shorter than 1 day, the 156 

minimum value of the unnecessary isolation period in the total group was 7.4 days (95% CI: 157 

7.1-7.7) with three consecutive negative results and an interval of 5 days between tests. 158 

Correspondingly, an isolation period of 20.1 days (95% CI: 19.7-20.5) was required on average 159 

(purple triangles in Fig 2b). On the other hand, under the same conditions, stricter strategies were 160 

needed for Group 2: four consecutive negative results and an interval of 2 days between tests 161 

were needed to minimize the duration for which individuals were isolated unnecessarily after the 162 

end of their infectious to 8.0 days (95% CI: 7.7-8.2), with a mean isolation period of 20.6 days 163 

(95% CI: 20.1-21.0) (red triangles in Fig 2b). 164 

  165 
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166 

Fig 2: Fixed-duration and testing-based rules for different groups. a, Fixed-duration rule167 

The risk of prematurely ending isolation for different isolation periods (left panel). The bla168 

horizontal line corresponds to 5%. Infectious period after ending isolation for different isolatio169 

periods (middle panel). The grey horizontal line corresponds to 1 day. The time period for whi170 

individuals were isolated unnecessarily after the end of their infectious period for differe171 

isolation periods (right panel). The circles correspond to the points with the lowest unnecessar172 

prolonged isolation period for which the following conditions are satisfied: i) the risk 173 

prematurely ending isolation was required to be lower than 5% and ii) the infectious period aft174 

ending isolation was required to be shorter than 1 day. The shaded regions in each pan175 

indicate 95% confidence intervals. b, Testing-based rules. The risk of prematurely endin176 
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isolation (first row of panels), the infectious period after ending isolation (second row of panels), 177 

the isolation period following the end of infectiousness (third row of panels), and the optimal 178 

isolation period (fourth row of panels) are shown for different intervals between PCR tests and 179 

numbers of consecutive negative results necessary to end isolation. The areas surrounded by 180 

black and grey lines are those with 5% or lower risk of prematurely ending isolation and with 1 181 

day or shorter infectious period after ending isolation, respectively. The triangles correspond to 182 

the points with the shortest isolation period following the end of infectiousness for which both 183 

conditions noted above are satisfied. Color keys and symbols apply to all panels. Note that the 184 

estimated values are based on 100 independent simulations.  185 
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Comparison between fixed-duration and testing-based rules for ending isolation 186 

To highlight the difference between fixed-duration and testing-based rules for each group, 187 

we compared the two types of rule by computing the optimal isolation strategies in which the 188 

isolation period following the end of infectiousness is minimized while ensuring that the risk of 189 

prematurely ending isolation is less than 5% and the infectious period after ending isolation is less 190 

than 1 day. For testing-based rules, the mean isolation period that the optimal strategies then lead 191 

to can be computed for each stratified group. In the total group, the optimized fixed-duration and 192 

testing-based rules gave isolation periods of 22 and 20.1 days, resulting in minimized 193 

unnecessary isolation periods of 9.4 and 7.4 days, respectively (Extended Data Fig. 2). In Group 194 

2, the testing-based rule led to an unnecessary isolation period that was 1.4 days shorter than the 195 

fixed-duration rule, whereas Groups 1 and 3 showed similar unnecessary isolation periods when 196 

either rule was applied. However, compared with the fixed-duration rule in the total group, the 197 

testing-based rule in Group 3 could reduce the optimal isolation period and the unnecessarily 198 

isolation period to 17.1 days and 6.5 days, respectively. 199 

As a sensitivity analysis, we varied the assumed infectiousness threshold and investigated 200 

the corresponding difference in the period for which individuals were isolated unnecessarily after 201 

the end of their infectious period between the two rules (Supplementary Fig. 2). When the 202 

infectiousness threshold is higher, the corresponding infectious period becomes shorter, leading 203 

to a shorter required isolation period and shorter period of unnecessary isolation given the same 204 

acceptable risk. Our analysis showed that a higher infectiousness threshold resulted in smaller 205 

differences between the two rules for each stratified group (Supplementary Fig. 2), which was 206 

consistent with our previous findings for COVID-199. 207 

 208 

Comparison between lesion and other samples for infectiousness after ending isolation 209 

To demonstrate that lesion samples are suitable for designing isolation rules, we 210 

compared the viral dynamics that we inferred using lesion samples to analogous results obtained 211 

using other samples. Specifically, we used longitudinal viral load data measured in upper 212 



13 
 

respiratory tract, blood, and semen samples from the same mpox cases to estimate mpox virus 213 

dynamics in those samples (Supplementary Table 1 and Extended Data Fig. 3a). Following 214 

symptom onset, other samples exhibited lower viral loads compared with lesion samples. In 215 

particular, at the optimal ending isolation period of 22 days under a fixed-duration rule, the viral 216 

load in lesion samples was substantially higher than in other samples (Extended Data Fig. 3b). 217 

Moreover, we compared the predicted infectiousness when lesion samples and other samples 218 

are used by computing the proportion of individuals who remained infectious on day 22 after 219 

symptom onset. Around 3% of individuals were estimated to be infectious when lesion samples 220 

were used, whereas the viral load never exceeded the infectiousness threshold for the other 221 

samples (Extended Data Fig. 3c). This suggests that infectious mpox cases may be missed if 222 

we implement a testing-based rule with samples other than lesion samples.  223 
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Discussion 224 

In this study, we have compared different strategies that can be implemented to determine 225 

when mpox infected individuals stop isolating. If a single population-wide fixed-duration isolation 226 

strategy is used, then we found that allowing individuals to end their isolation after a period of 227 

three weeks following symptom onset is a reasonable threshold. Under this strategy, more than 228 

95% of onward transmissions would be prevented. Our modelling analysis showed that there was 229 

individual heterogeneity in viral shedding kinetics, indicating that the use of testing-based rules 230 

may reduce the period for which infected individuals with a shorter duration of virus shedding are 231 

required to isolate.  232 

We observed different shedding kinetics between patients in the analyzed data. We 233 

therefore stratified the patients based on their viral load during the decay phase of infection (Fig. 234 

1). Variations in virus shedding may lead to substantial heterogeneity in infectiousness between 235 

individuals. For mpox, existing studies have focused on individual variations in the number of 236 

sexual contacts or partners4,34, because higher contact rates generally result in a larger number of 237 

secondary cases. In contrast, variations in viral shedding have received limited attention to date. 238 

Our study found that some mpox cases exhibit a 5–10-day shorter (or longer) duration of virus 239 

shedding than the average. Individuals in those groups may thus contribute to virus transmission 240 

for shorter (or longer) periods, resulting in a lower (or higher) number of secondary cases. When 241 

designing tailored interventions to ensure that the time-dependent reproduction number, R (the 242 

average number of secondary cases generated by each infected individual)35, is below one (i.e., 243 

the outbreak is declining), our approach provides a way to incorporate such heterogeneity in the 244 

infectious period by using individual viral load as a proxy. 245 

For evaluating the risk of transmission following the end of isolation, the use of longitudinal 246 

viral load data may be advantageous over symptom-based approaches. One difficulty lies in the 247 

inherent uncertainty in self-reported symptoms; many confirmed mpox cases have been found to 248 

be not fully aware of their symptoms at the time of reporting36. Viral load data have the potential to 249 

provide more objective and quantitative criteria for ending isolation37. If viral load data are used, 250 
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measuring viral load in lesion samples (rather than the other sample types that we considered) is 251 

the safest choice, as lesion samples showed the highest viral load and the longest detectable 252 

period (Extended Data Fig. 3). 253 

Isolation rules need to balance the risk of releasing infectious cases prematurely and the 254 

societal burden of extended isolation. Our results indicate that optimized fixed-duration and 255 

testing-based rules can result in comparable risk levels if the same rule is applied to all cases. By 256 

contrast, the total duration of unnecessary isolation can be reduced using a testing-based rule. It 257 

is possible to shorten the isolation period for those with faster viral clearance, leading to a reduced 258 

burden at the population level. A testing-based approach may also be beneficial for evaluating the 259 

times at which individuals can resume sexual activities. Despite the current recommendation of 260 

using a condom for 12 weeks after scabs have fallen off as a precaution20, having additional 261 

information about patients' infectiousness would offer reassurance to them and help to prevent 262 

discrimination and stigma related to sexual behaviors. As outlined in Extended Data Fig. 3c, our 263 

assessment revealed that viral load in semen had fallen below the infectiousness threshold by the 264 

endpoint of an optimized 22-day isolation period. 265 

As with any modelling analysis, there are several limitations to our study. First, our analysis 266 

relied on the patient data collected, which may not be representative of all mpox cases in the 267 

affected population. The estimated parameters were obtained using data from untreated patients, 268 

but in outbreak settings antiviral drugs such as tecovirimat may be provided to infected individuals 269 

and used prophylactically. Further investigations into the association between clinical 270 

characteristics of patients, treatments, and viral load would be needed for a more granular 271 

understanding of heterogeneous infectiousness profiles. This may enable, for example, different 272 

fixed-duration isolation periods to be specified for individuals with different characteristics. 273 

Second, the association between mpox viral load and infectiousness needs to be understood 274 

more deeply. Specifically, based on experimental data on viral culturability, we used 106 275 

copies/ml as the infectiousness threshold value in main analysis; however, this involves 276 

uncertainty28,32,33. Accordingly, we performed sensitivity analyses (Supplementary Fig. 2) and 277 
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found similar results regardless of the assumed threshold value. Last, our analysis did not capture 278 

external sources of uncertainty affecting the false-negative rate of testing. In practical settings, 279 

imperfect swab sampling, especially with self-collection, could occur (leading to differential test 280 

specificity/sensitivity). There may also be cases who repeatedly get tested until obtaining a 281 

negative result, as occurred during the COVID-19 pandemic38. Such challenges need to be 282 

considered when implementing testing-based rules. 283 

In conclusion, this study provides empirical evidence for heterogeneity in virus shedding 284 

kinetics and infectiousness among mpox cases and describes the impact of such heterogeneity 285 

on the effectiveness of different isolation rules. Rules that recommend isolating following a fixed 286 

period after being exposed to the virus are straightforward to apply, and can be effective at 287 

preventing transmission. Rules that are instead based on obtaining negative test results prior to 288 

ending isolation are more nuanced and can have advantages, for example by reducing the 289 

period for which some individuals are required to isolate after they are no longer infectious. 290 

Careful consideration of the benefits and drawbacks of different strategies for ending isolation is 291 

essential. Ensuring sustainable implementation of NPIs remains key to responding effectively to 292 

future outbreaks of mpox.  293 
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METHODS 294 

Viral load data 295 

We searched the literature for longitudinal data from mpox cases meeting the following 296 

criteria: 1) viral load was measured at least at two different time points; 2) viral load was measured 297 

in different samples including lesion samples; and 3) patients did not receive any antivirals (as our 298 

model does not consider antiviral treatment). A total of 7 publications met those criteria, and 90 299 

mpox cases were identified. We used only de-identified data from published studies and thus 300 

ethics approval was not required. 301 

 302 

Modelling mpox viral clearance and parameter estimation 303 

Using the viral load data, we parameterized a mathematical model of temporal viral 304 

clearance dynamics in each infected individual. For this, we employed an exponential decay 305 

model, which was previously utilized in an mpox study28: 306 

��	
�

�

� 
��	
�, 

where the variable �	
� is the viral RNA load (copies/ml) at time 
 and parameter � represents 307 

the viral clearance rate. Note that the timescale is time after symptom onset; 
 � 0 is thus the 308 

date on which symptoms of mpox first began. �	0� is the initial viral load at symptom onset. 309 

A nonlinear mixed-effect model was used to estimate the parameters � and �	0�9,10. This 310 

approach captures the heterogeneity in the viral dynamics by including both a fixed effect (the 311 

shared effect among individuals, i.e., population parameter) and a random effect (the 312 

individual-level effect) in each parameter. Population parameters and the standard deviation of 313 

random effects were estimated by using the Stochastic Approximation Expectation Maximization 314 

algorithm to compute the maximum likelihood estimator of the parameters, assuming a Gaussian 315 

distribution (mean 0 and variance ��) for the residuals (i.e., differences between predicted log 316 

viral load and measured log viral load) to quantify the error used in our simulations39. Individual 317 
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parameters were subsequently computed using Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC). The 318 

estimation procedures were performed using MONOLIX 2023R1 (www.lixoft.com).   319 

 320 

Clustering algorithm to stratify mpox cases 321 

We stratified the mpox cases using the K-means clustering algorithm40, which finds cluster 322 

assignments by minimizing the sum of squared Euclidean distances between estimated 323 

parameter sets. We first standardized the estimated parameters, since the two parameters in the 324 

viral clearance model have different units. Then, the algorithm partitioned the set of estimated 325 

individual parameters into � clusters. The optimal number of clusters was determined by the 326 

Silhouette method41. 327 

 328 

Simulation of viral dynamics and different rules for ending isolation  329 

To account for individual variability in viral dynamics when determining the optimal duration 330 

of isolation, we simulated the predicted viral load, �	
�, for 1000 virtual patients by running the 331 

viral clearance model. Parameter sets for each virtual patient were sampled from distributions of 332 

estimated model parameters. The measured viral load, ��	
�, was obtained from the following 333 

equation: log�� ��	
� � log�� �	
� � �, � � �	0,�
��, where � is the error term. For each individual, 334 

the residuals were calculated at all measurement time points, and by fitting the Gaussian 335 

distribution to all computed residuals, the variance of error, ��, was estimated. For parameter 336 

sets for virtual patients in each stratified group, we used individual parameters drawn from 337 

conditional distributions (i.e., distributions conditioned on the observed data and the estimated 338 

population parameters) characterizing the estimated parameters for individuals in each group, as 339 

estimated in the MCMC procedure. 340 

Under a fixed-duration rule, it was assumed that isolation would end at a specified time 341 

following symptom onset. On the other hand, under testing-based rules using PCR tests, isolation 342 

ended when a given number of consecutive negative results was met with a given interval 343 

between tests. Here, we assumed that patients began to take tests immediately following 344 
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symptom onset. To simulate various situations, we varied the interval between tests (from 1 to 5 345 

days) and the number of consecutive negative results (from 1 to 5 times). To ascertain individuals’ 346 

infectious periods, a viral load threshold of infectiousness was considered. If the viral load of a 347 

patient was above the threshold, the patient was considered as being infectious. The threshold 348 

values considered were obtained from studies on viral replication in cell culture28,32,33. In this study, 349 

we set 106 copies/ml as the main threshold value. However, this value is still uncertain and thus 350 

we also considered different threshold values from 105 copies/ml to 107 copies/ml as sensitivity 351 

analyses. For the evaluation of different rules, three metrics were computed: 1) risk of 352 

prematurely ending isolation, 2) infectious period after ending isolation, and 3) unnecessarily 353 

prolonged isolation period. The first metric gives the probability of releasing patients while they 354 

are still infectious. The second metric is defined as the mean number of days for which patients 355 

remain infectious after they are released from isolation (defined to be zero for an individual who is 356 

no longer infectious when released from isolation). The third metric gives the mean difference 357 

between the time when patients are no longer infectious and the time at which their isolation 358 

ends9,10 (which is negative for individuals who are infectious beyond the end of isolation). 359 

Specifically, the risk of prematurely ending isolation was computed as 360 

∑ �	��	��� � Infectiousness threshold�/1000� , where �  is the indicator function, ��  is the 361 

predicted viral load of patient �, and �� is the time when isolation of patient � ends. We computed 362 

the infectious period after ending isolation by use of the following formula: ∑ max�
	0, �#� 
 ���/363 

1000, where �#� indicates the time when the predicted viral load of patient � drops below the 364 

infectiousness threshold. Finally, the unnecessarily prolonged isolation period was calculated as 365 

∑ 	�� 
 �#��/1000� . By running 100 simulations (1000 patients for each simulation), we reported the 366 

mean and 95% confidence intervals for distributions of those three metrics, respectively. All 367 

analyses were conducted using the statistical computing software R (version 4.2.3). 368 
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EXTENDED DATA FIGURES 507 

508 

Extended Data Fig. 1: Characterization of mpox virus infection dynamics. a, Estimated vir509 

load trajectory for mpox cases with lesion samples. The solid line is the estimated viral loa510 

trajectory under the best-fit fixed effect parameters. The shaded regions indicate 95% predictio511 

intervals computed using a bootstrap approach. b, Distributions of estimates of the viral RN512 

load at symptom onset (upper panel) and distributions of estimates of the duration of vir513 

shedding (lower panel). The vertical dashed lines indicate median values. 514 
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 516 

Extended Data Fig. 2: Comparison between fixed-duration and testing-based rules f517 

different groups. The circles and triangles represent fixed-duration and testing-based rule518 

respectively. Each symbol represents the mean length of isolation using the strategy th519 

minimizes unnecessarily prolonged isolation under the conditions that the risk of premature520 

ending isolation is less than 5% and the infectious period after ending isolation is less than 1 da521 

Note that for testing-based rules, the interval between tests and the number of consecuti522 

negative results necessary to end isolation were chosen to minimize the unnecessar523 

prolonged isolation period. 524 
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526 

Extended Data Fig. 3: Comparison of mpox virus infection between lesion samples an527 

other samples. a, Estimated viral load trajectories for mpox cases with different samples. Th528 

solid lines are estimated viral load trajectories for the best-fit parameters of fixed effect. Th529 

shaded regions indicate 95% prediction intervals computed using a bootstrap approach. Th530 

purple, yellow, orange, and grey colors correspond to lesion, upper respiratory, blood, an531 

semen samples, respectively. b, Distribution of viral RNA load with different samples at the en532 

of isolation. c, Proportion of infectious individuals with different samples (%) at the end 533 

isolation. Note that the optimal ending isolation period of 22 days under a fixed-duration rule w534 

used as the end of isolation. Color keys apply to all panels. 535 
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