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Abstract

Introduction:

In August 2024, the World Health Organization (WHO) declared a public health emergency due to the rapid
spread of mpox in African and beyond. International travel controls (ITCs), such as health screening and viral
testing, could help avoid/delay the global spread of the monkeypox virus (MPXV), fostering preparedness and
response efforts. However, it is not clear whether the viral tests at immigration are sufficient to avoid
importation of MPXV and which samples should be used on the viral tests.

Methods:

We conducted a simulation study using epidemiological and viral load data to assess the effectiveness of health
screening and PCR testing at immigration. This provides estimates of the proportion of infected travelers
identified with this policy. Viral dynamics models were used to estimate false-negative rates of PCR tests with
different detection limits according to testing regimens at three different sites: oropharynx, saliva, and rectum.
We also simulated the effects of these border control methods on the recommended duration of a monitoring
period for travelers from mpox-affected regions, during which individuals would self-monitor for symptoms
and practice cautionary behavior.

Results:

Our results show that the combination of health screening and PCR testing of saliva swabs under an endemic
scenario identify only 74% of MPXV infected travelers. The use of rectal swabs combined with health
screening allows the identification of a marginally larger share of infected travelers (79%) compared to saliva
swabs. A similar identification rate could be achieved by using more sensitive PCR tests (detection limit [DL]:
10 copies/mL vs. 250 copies/mL used in our baseline analysis). We estimated that travelers from mpox-
affected areas should monitor themselves and practice precautionary behavior for 16 days.

Conclusion:

Health screening and PCR testing at immigration are likely to miss a significant proportion of MPXV-infected
travelers, thus a lengthy quarantine period would be required to prevent onward local transmission. Careful

consideration on other factors such as economic costs and likelihood of widespread local outbreak will need
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66  to be weighed against the adoption of these measures to prevent local mpox transmission given MPXV

67  transmissibility and severity.
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Introduction

Monkeypox virus (MPXV), the causative agent of mpox, has caused sporadic infections in African
countries for over 50 years mainly due to zoonotic spillover!. Two clades, I and II, have been observed in
Central and West Africa, respectively?. Clade I is associated with more severe symptoms and higher
mortality rates®. In 2022, human-to-human transmission, mainly during sexual intercourse, of clade IIb
caused a global epidemic®. In September 2023, a different subtype of mpox (clade Ib) began to spread in the
Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC). Notably, unlike the clade IIb epidemic, which predominantly
impacted men who have sex with men (MSM) populations, clade Ib infection was reported in a substantial
number of children and commercial sex workers*?, raising significant public health concerns. In response,
the World Health Organization (WHO) declared the mpox outbreak a public health emergency of
international concern®. Furthermore, importations of the same subtype were identified in non-African
countries, including Thailand, Sweden, India, Germany, the United Kingdom, the United States, Canada and
Belgium. Moreover, secondary transmission was also found in the United Kingdom and Germany’, raising
concerns about its potential for further international spread.

Implementing effective international travel controls (ITCs) is instrumental to reduce the spread of
infections to other regions and is especially important when local transmission is not yet established. Common
ITCs include health screenings, viral testing (e.g., PCR and antigen tests), case isolation, and quarantine and/or
active monitoring of suspected cases®. Although avoiding case importation entirely may not be feasible,
delaying the spread may gain time to prepare resources and plan strategies to mitigate the impact of potential
epidemics. In particular, health screening and viral tests play a critical role in preventing the importation of
infected individuals. Health screening aims to detect infected individuals who are symptomatic, while viral
tests are used both to confirm infection in symptomatic individuals and identify pre-symptomatic and
asymptomatic infected individuals. Given the relatively long incubation period of mpox (approximately 8 days
both for the clade IIb strain responsible for the 2022 outbreak and for historical strains — clade Ia and Ila)’,
the probability of individuals traveling while pre-symptomatic is non-negligible.

To delay (and/or potentially avoid) an epidemic being seeded by international travelers, health

screenings and viral tests are often paired with quarantine periods for travelers!®!!. Quarantine measures vary

5
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widely depending on the pathogen's severity and transmissibility and the political milieu. The implementation
can range from quarantine in dedicated facilities, as seen in the early stages of the COVID-19 pandemic in
China and other countries with effective pandemic control, to self-quarantine at home'2, or simply monitoring
symptoms and practicing precautionary behavior!'®. Typically, the duration of quarantine is determined by the
incubation period of the virus (e.g., the 95th/99th percentile). For instance, during the early phase of the
COVID-19 pandemic, the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) initially recommended a
14-day quarantine for individuals exposed to SARS-CoV-2!“, based on epidemiological evidence suggesting
that the 99th percentile of the incubation period was 14 days'®>. However, for travelers from disease-prevalent
regions, such long quarantine periods may be overly conservative and suboptimal. For example, while the
mean incubation period of HIN1-2009 was 2.1 days!¢, the mean time from departure to symptom onset for
(infected) Japanese travelers returning from Hawaii was only 0.7 days'’.

For mpox, several questions remain regarding international travel controls (ITCs) and quarantine
measures. First, it is uncertain whether viral testing bundled together with health screening at immigration is
sufficient to prevent the importation of MPXV. Second, with multiple sampling sites available, including
saliva and rectum (details provided in the next section), it is unclear which sample type should be prioritized
for viral testing. Third, if viral testing proves insufficient, the appropriate quarantine duration for travellers
from mpox-affected countries who may have been exposed remains to be determined. To address these

questions, we developed mathematical models informed by viral load data and epidemiological insights.
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Methods

False negative rates from viral dynamics model

Critical to determining the effectiveness of border measures is the false negative rate of viral tests,
including PCR tests, which is influenced by the viral load and the ability of the test to detect the virus
(detection limit). Since the viral load varies throughout the course of an infection, increasing initially,
reaching a peak, and then declining, the false negative rate also changes over time'>. In a previous study, we
estimated false negative rates for PCR tests for SARS-CoV-2 using a mathematical model of within-host
viral dynamics, considering the timing of tests and different detection limits'®. Here we adapted the same

approach to estimate the false-negative rate of PCR tests for MPXV.

MPXYV viral load data

To parameterize the viral dynamics model, we analyzed two prospective longitudinal cohort studies.
The first cohort enrolled 77 men with acute mpox infections (clade IIb) hospitalized in Shenzhen, China,
between June 9 and November 5, 2023, Participants were followed up to 21 days after symptom onset.
Samples were collected every 2-3 days from various sites, including skin lesions, rectum, saliva,
oropharynx, urine, and plasma. The second cohort enrolled 25 individuals who had high-risk contact with
mpox infected patients in Antwerp, Belgium, between June 24 and July 31, 20222°. Participants were
followed up for a maximum of 21 £ 2 days after inclusion, while infected participants were monitored until
they tested MPXV-PCR positive with typical mpox symptom onset and then referred to routine clinical care.
During weekly follow-up visits, blood, saliva, oropharyngeal swabs, genital swabs, anorectal swabs, and
skin lesion swabs were collected. Additionally, anorectal swabs, genital swabs, and saliva were also
collected through daily self-sampling. PCR sensitivity was higher with oropharynx, saliva, rectum, and skin
lesions (>70%), while PCR sensitivity was lower with urine, serum, genital swabs and plasma samples
(<50%). Hence, we have focused our analysis on samples with higher PCR sensitivity (oropharynx, saliva,
and rectum) for ITC purposes. It is worth noting that we have excluded the skin lesion data in the analysis,
as PCR testing on skin lesions can only be conducted after lesions are visible. Therefore, relying on skin

lesions for PCR testing at immigration to identify infected individuals is moot. Quantitative reverse
7


https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.10.25320302
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.10.25320302; this version posted January 10, 2025. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

141  transcription PCR (qQRT-PCR) was used to measure cycle threshold (Ct) values. To convert the Ct value to
142 viral load, we applied the following equation: Ct = —3.611(log,o RNA) + 41.388 as described in the
143 paper'. Ct values > 40 (i.e., < 10° copies/mL for viral load) are considered negative.

144

145 Viral dynamics model and fitting

146 To characterize the MPV X viral dynamics, we used the following system of ordinary differential
147  equations, which accounts for the fundamental biological process of the infection within a host, including

148  wviral replication and elimination due to immune response:

infection of uninfected cells

dT(t —_—
149 B __ BTV (t) ,
dt
dl (t) infection of uninfected cells removal of infected cells
150 T = ﬁT(t)V(t) - 51(1:) ,
dV(t) production of viruses  removal of viruses
151 T pl(t) - cV(t) ,

152 where the variables T(t), I(t), and V (t) represent the number of uninfected target cells, number of infected
153  target cells, and amount of virus at t days after symptom onset, respectively. These represent the infection of
154  uninfected cells at rate BT (t)V (t) and the removal of infected cells at rate 61(t) cells per day, and the

155  production of virus at rate pI(t) and the removal of virus at rate cV (t) viral units per day. Note that we use
156  days after symptom onset as the time scale. The model parameters £, §, p, and ¢ represent the rate of virus
157  infection, death rate of infected cells, (per cell) viral production rate, and (per capita) clearance rate of the
158  wvirus, respectively. Under the quasi-steady-state assumption, the model is reduced to a two-dimensional

159  model as follows:

dg(t)
160 e —Bg@V(b),
dv (t)
161 5 - yg@Vv(e) — sV (t),

162  where g(t) is the fraction of uninfected target cell population at day t to that at day 0 (i.e., g(0) = 1), and

163 V(t) is the amount of virus at day t (copies/mL), respectively. Note that time 0 corresponds to the day of

8
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symptom onset. Details on the transformation of this model are reported in the reference®'. The quasi-
steady-state assumption is generally reasonable for most viruses causing acute infectious disease because the
clearance rate of virus (c) is typically much larger than the death rate of the infected cells (&) as evidenced
by in vivo observations?!?*. Thus, we estimated the four parameters: 3, y, &, and V(0) (viral load at the day
of symptom onset). We fit the viral dynamics model to the viral load data collected from the three different
sites (rectum, saliva, and oropharynx) independently using a non-linear mixed effect model.

The nonlinear mixed-effects model incorporates fixed effects and random effects accounting for
inter-site variability in viral dynamics. Specifically, the parameter for site k, 8, (= 6 X e™k), is represented
by the fixed effect, 6, and the random effect, m;, is assumed to follow the Gaussian distribution with mean 0
and standard deviation Q. The fixed effect (population parameter) and random effect were estimated by
using the stochastic approximation expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm and empirical Bayes’ method,
respectively. We chose these methods because the EM algorithm is well-suited for estimating population-
level parameters in the presence of latent variables, whereas the empirical Bayes allows us to efficiently
estimate inter-site-level variations by using prior information. Using estimated parameters and a Markov
Chain Monte Carlo algorithm, we obtained the conditional distribution of model parameters for each site.
Left censoring was considered based on the lower limit of detection (Ct values < 40). Monolix 2023R1

(https://www.lixoft.com) was used for viral dynamics model fitting.

Simulation analysis to estimate false negative rates over time

We repeatedly randomly resampled a parameter set for individual i at site k (i.e., Bik, Vik» Oix, and
V' (0);x) from the estimated posterior distributions, and ran the viral dynamics model. The viral load obtained
by running the viral dynamics model is considered as the “true” viral load, V;;, (t). However, PCR test
results are influenced by measurement error. To account for this, we added measurement error to the true
viral load to simulate measured viral load, Vi, (t), whereby logy Vir (t) = logyo Vi () + €ixs
i~N(0,0%)**%. As the time scale of the viral dynamics model is days after symptom onset, we corrected
the time scale to time after infection by adding incubation period, 1, drawn from the incubation period

distribution obtained from the meta-analysis®. That says, V;; (7) = Vi (t + 1), n~logN (1.92,0.60)
9
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(mean=8.1, 95th percentile=18), where 7 is the infection age (i.e., the time which has elapsed since
infection). The error distribution is obtained by fitting a normal distribution to the residuals (i.e., the
difference between the common logarithms of the true viral load and the measured viral load). We repeated
this process 10,000 times to create the viral-load distribution over time. The false-negative rate at site k at
infection age t is computed as the proportion of cases with a viral load below the detection limit: p, (1) =
1090 1 (1, (t) < DL)/1000, where DL is the detection limit, and I is the identity function. We used 250
copies/mL as the detection limit of PCR tests?®. As a sensitivity analysis, we performed the same simulation

using different detection limits, namely 10 and 1,000 copies/mL.

Detection rates by health screening and PCR tests and post-entry incubation periods for travelers

To assess the impact of health screenings and PCR tests, we examined a population of individuals
infected during travel in mpox-affected countries and moving to non-mpox-aftfected countries. Upon arrival
in non-mpox-affected countries, the time elapsed since infection, referred to as the infection age (1),
represents the duration between the date of infection and the date of arrival at the travel destination.
Assuming that the mpox cases still were exponentially increasing at the country of origin at a growth rate r
and travelers are exposed proportionally to the number of the cases, the number of infected (traveling)
individuals with infection age T at immigration is described as follows: j(1) = joexp (—r1), where j, is a
constant number representing those at infection age T = 0 (j(0) = j,). Given that health screenings at
immigration detect individuals with symptoms, we aim to use PCR tests to identify asymptomatic
individuals at the time of entry. These individuals are modeled as being in the early stages of infection,
where the infection age 7 is below the threshold for symptom manifestation. The probability of detecting an
asymptomatic individual with a PCR test is described as a function of viral load dynamics over t, modeled
as Jpre(t) = joexp (—r7)L(7), where L(7) is the survival function of symptom development by infection
age 7. The survival function of symptom development L(7) can be computed from the probability density

function of incubation period, f(7),as L(z) = 1 — [ OT f (w)du. The number of pre-symptomatic individuals

who test negative for mpox on PCR tests conducted at immigration is represented by j e neg () =

10
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joexp (—r7)L(t)p(7), where p(7) is the false-negative rate of PCR tests at infection age 7. The proportion
of infected travelers who develop symptoms and are subsequently identified by the health screenings at
immigration (including those who cancelled travel due to symptoms) can be modeled as H = 1 —

f(:o Jpre(w)du —1— f;o exp (—ru)L(w)du
I jwau

= . This assumes that the health screenings detect all symptomatic mpox
J, exp (-rw)du

cases. The proportion of infected travelers identified through PCR testing can be modeled as T =

fooojpre(u)—jpre,neg(u)du _ fooo exp(—ru)L(u)(1-p(w))du
Iy jwadu Iy exp (-rw)du

. Note that j, is cancelled in the derivation process of H

and T.

The quarantine period can be determined based on the incubation period, assuming that the time of
exposure is known — typically the 95" percentile of the incubation period distribution?”. However, in this
study, we assume that the timing of exposure is not known and only the timing of entrance to the country is
known. Therefore, the quarantine period begins upon entry into the country. To determine the appropriate
length, we estimated the remaining incubation period for pre-symptomatic individuals at immigration (time
from immigration to symptom onset, hereafter referred to as post-entry incubation period). The 95th, 80th,
and 70th percentiles of this post-entry incubation period were used to define the quarantine period. We
emphasize here that quarantine refers to self-monitoring for mpox symptoms and practicing precautionary
behavior (e.g., abstinence).

From the mathematical standpoint, we set the time after immigration, s, as a time scale. Given a
maximum travel duration of k days, the number of individuals that developed symptoms at time s, i(s), can

be modeled as

J premneg ()

k
L T fo f(s + wjoexp (—rwp(u)du,

k
i(s) = f f(s 4w
0

because those who are presymptomatic and test-negative on mpox PCR test at immigration with infection
age U, fpreneg (1), have already survived (i.e., did not develop symptoms) for u days at the time of
immigration, L(u), and develop symptoms s days after immigration, when their infection age is s + u. In
other words, the distribution of a presymptomatic and test-negative infected traveler’s time from

immigration to symptom onset, s, conditional to time from exposure to immigration being u and the absence

11
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of symptoms by immigration is f(s + w)/L(u). As i(s) is a number, it can be normalized to be a probability
density function of the post-entry incubation period as i(s)/ [ Ooo i(u)du. Note that j, is cancelled after

normalization. We also conducted sensitivity analyses under an epidemic scenario assuming

R, = 1.5 ?%. Supplemental Table 1 summarizes the variables used in this study. All epidemiological
parameters except false-negative rate (obtained by fitting the viral dynamics model to the viral load data) are
obtained from literature on clade IIb except incubation period (from clade Ia, Ila, and IIb) (Supplemental

Table 2).

Result

Time-and-site-dependent false-negative rates

The viral load curve for each of the four sites shows a similar trend, but remarkable differences
(Figure 1). The peak viral load occurred at 5 days after symptom onset for rectum and oropharynx samples
and 6 days for saliva samples. Peak viral load levels from the rectum samples were the highest levels (10%*
copies/mL), around ten-fold higher than from saliva samples (107 copies/mL), which in turn was around
ten-fold higher then from the oropharynx samples (10*® copies/mL). MPXV remained detectable for varying
durations: 19 days for rectum, 18 days for saliva, and 14 days for oropharynx. We emphasize that the length
of viral shedding may exceed that of infectiousness, as the infectiousness threshold for mpox, 1057
copies/mL?%, is higher than the detection limit. A comparison between the simulated viral load curves and
the observed data for each infected individual is shown in Supplemental Figure 1, showing good overall
concordance to the theoretical model. We also compared the estimated parameter values from the different
sites (Supplemental Figure 2) and found a moderate correlation in the viral dynamic parameters of
oropharynx and saliva. Estimated model parameters are reported in Supplemental Table 3.

The estimated viral dynamics allowed us to estimate false negative rate over time for various
detection limits: 10, 250, and 1000 copies/mL (Figure 2). Using 250 copies/mL as the reference detection
limit, we observed that the false negative rate is initially at 82%, 89%, 91% for rectum, saliva, and
oropharynx, respectively and then decreases towards the viral load peak and subsequently increases as the

viral loads fall. The lowest false negative rates were 15%, 25%, and 34% for rectum, saliva, and oropharynx,
12
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respectively, implying that even with the ideal timing, a high proportion of infections would be missed from
border screening. The high false negative rate for oropharynx is explained by the relatively low mean viral
load compared with saliva. Similar trends were observed for other detection limits, with higher detection
limits generally associated with higher false negative rates.

Given the ease of saliva sampling, we selected saliva for PCR testing at immigration as a primary

analysis. Rectal and oropharyngeal swabs were considered for sensitivity analyses.

Effectiveness of health screenings and PCR tests in identifying infected travelers

Assuming an endemic situation at the source, health screenings at immigration will successfully
identify 62% of infected individuals (Figure 3). When PCR tests are conducted on saliva samples from all
pre-symptomatic individuals, an additional 12% of MPXYV infected individuals will be identified (detection
limit: 250 copies/mL). Assuming a more sensitive detection limit of 10 copies/mL, the detection rate would
increase to 16%. A different fraction of MPXYV infected travelers would be identified if rectal or
oropharyngeal swabs were to be collected: 17% and 11%, respectively, assuming a detection limit of 250
copies/mL. As the mean incubation period is 8.1 days and only those who are not symptomatic could be
identified by PCR tests at the border, the lower false-negative rate before the symptom onset yields to higher
detection rate. Under the assumption of a growing epidemic (with R, of 1.5) at the source, health screenings
at immigration would identify 51% of infected individuals (Supplemental Figure 3). 20, 14, and 12% more
cases would be identified by PCR tests on rectal, saliva, and oropharyngeal swabs, respectively.
Length of the quarantine period

We defined quarantine periods based on the 95th, 80th, and 70th percentiles of the incubation period
and post-entry incubation period distribution, as illustrated in Figure 4. The 95th percentile is commonly
used, allowing for a 5% risk of ending quarantine before symptom development. Using lower percentiles
(70th or 80th) can reduce the quarantine period, but increases the risk of infected individuals being released
prematurely while still being pre-symptomatic.

Assuming endemicity at the source, when solely relying on the 95th percentile of the incubation

period, a quarantine of 18 days is recommended. However, using the 80th or 70th percentiles reduces the
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quarantine period to 11 and 9 days, respectively. If health screening is implemented at immigration, the 95th
percentile of the post-entry incubation period is 15.5 days, suggesting a 2.5-day reduction in quarantine
period compared to using the incubation period alone. Conversely, when PCR tests (DL=250 copies/mL) are
conducted, the 95th percentile of the post-entry incubation period increases slightly, suggesting a quarantine
period of 15.6 days. Even when assuming epidemic situation, we confirmed the quarantine period (i.e., the
95th percentile of the incubation period) is about 15.7 days with health screening and PCR tests.
Supplemental Figure 5 illustrates the incubation period distribution and post-entry incubation period for
different samples with different detection limits under epidemic and endemic situations.

Similar results were observed in sensitivity analyses that varied the percentile used to determine the
quarantine period (70th and 80th percentiles) and considered different swab types for PCR testing at

immigration (rectal and oropharyngeal swabs).

Discussion

In response to the Public Health Emergency of International Concern declared by the WHO and the
identification of MPXV outside the African continent, public health authorities and other major stakeholders
are evaluating the possibility of implementing immigration control measures. For example, on August 23,
2024, Singapore Ministry of Health has implemented health screenings, including temperature checks and
visual assessments, at international airports and seaports for travelers and crew arriving from mpox-affected
regions>’.

To evaluate the effectiveness of immigration control measures, we developed a mathematical model
to assess the proportion of infected travelers identified through health screenings and PCR testing. We found
that a combination of health screenings and PCR testing of saliva at immigration can identify 74% of the
MPXYV infected travelers. Even considering more sensitive tests (i.e., 10 copies/mL as the detection limit) or
other swab sites (i.e., oropharynx and rectum samples) would not allow the identification of about 20% of
MPXYV infected travelers. Should public health authorities aim at fully preventing onward local transmission,
combining health screening and PCR testing would need to be supplemented by a quarantine period for

travelers coming from mpox-affected areas. Our findings indicate that a quarantine duration of 16 days would
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be required. We also provide time-varying false negative rate estimates for various detection limits, offering
critical insights into the effectiveness of deploying different test types as they become available.

This study has some limitations. First, due to the limited clinical and epidemiological information
available for clade Ib, most parameters were based on clade IIb, which caused the 2022 outbreak. As more
relevant data becomes available for clade Ib it would be advantageous to update this modeling analysis.
Second, we did not fully account for fully asymptomatic infections in our analysis. Serological surveys and
screening tests have provided evidence of asymptomatic MPXV clade IIb infections®!*. Further research is
warranted to investigate the role of asymptomatic infection in MPXV transmission. Third, we only modelled
quarantine of individuals who may have been infected; therefore, we have not argued how to treat confirmed
cases such as medical treatment and isolation (to avoid further transmission). Fourth, our analysis considered
the time elapsed between exposure and arrival at the destination country. On one hand, this enables us to
obtain more realistic estimation of the post-entry incubation period; on the other hand, this means that our
findings should be revised if the MPXV affected areas start to show larger or lower rates of local
transmission. Fifth, we did not consider specificity of health screening and PCR tests. In general, the
specificity of PCR tests is high (and considered as the gold standard test method)**; however, given that
mpox can present with typical symptoms (such as fever), high specificity (i.e., to minimize the risk of false
positives) is important from an operational perspective in health screening.

It is important to stress that our study does not discuss whether or under which circumstances ITCs are
recommended; instead, it provides quantitative estimates of the effectiveness of a combination of health
screenings and PCR tests at immigration (approximately 75% of infected travelers) and of quarantine duration
after arrival (approximately 2 weeks). The decision to implement public health interventions is for local
authorities to make based on a wider range of considerations that go beyond the effectiveness of ITCs and
quarantine, such as disease severity, likelihood of a widespread local outbreak, ability to control local spread
through other measures, economic costs, strategy feasibility, among others. Furthermore, these factors may

evolve over time. For example, Murayama and Asakura et al.>

suggested that clade Ib acquired the capacity
to be sexually transmitted, which is a possible explanation for the increased outbreak potential. For this reason,

careful thought should be taken on the right degree of surveillance at the border as the epidemiology changes.
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Figures

Figure 1: Estimated viral load over time.
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The thick lines are the estimated mean viral load trajectories for the three sites: rectum, saliva, and

oropharynx. The shaded regions correspond to 50% and 95% CIs. The red horizontal line corresponds to the

detection limit in the original study'® (10° copies/mL).
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Figure 2: False-negative rates of PCR tests on rectum, saliva, and oropharynx
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The false-negative rates of PCR tests were computed for rectum, saliva, and oropharynx over time. The

different types of lines correspond to different detection limits (10, 250, 1000 copies/mL).
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Figure 3: Effectiveness of health screening and PCR tests on identifying infected travelers under

endemic situation.

Infected traveler
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Among travelers infected in mpox-affected countries, a portion is detected through screenings based on

symptom presence (dark blue) and PCR tests (light blue) conducted at immigration. We considered four

scenarios: health screening only (HS), health screening combined with PCR testing at a detection limit of 10

copies/mL (HS+PCR1), 250 copies/mL (HS+PCR2), or 1000 copies/mL (HS+PCR3). For PCR testing, we

simulated the use of rectum, saliva, or oropharyngeal sample assuming endemic situation.
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Figure 4: Quarantine period under health screening and PCR tests at immigration assuming endemic

situation.
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Quarantine period was computed as 70™, 80", and 95" percentiles of (post-entry) incubation period
distribution. We considered four scenarios: no health screening and PCR tests (No tests), health screening
only (HS), health screening combined with PCR testing at a detection limit of 10 copies/mL (HS+PCR1),
250 copies/mL (HS+PCR2), or 1000 copies/mL (HS+PCR3) under endemic situation. For PCR testing, we

simulated the use of rectum, saliva, or oropharyngeal sample assuming endemic situation.
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Supplemental Figures

Supplemental Figure 1: Estimated viral load curve for each infected individual

The thick lines are the viral load trajectory drawn based on the best-fit parameter set for the three sites:
rectum (orange), saliva (purple), and oropharynx (pink) for individuals with detectable viral load. The
circles correspond to observed viral load. The viral load below the detection limit (10 copies/mL) is shown

by open circles.
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510  Supplemental Figure 2: Rank correlation between individual parameter of the three sites
511
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Supplemental Figure 3: Effectiveness of health screening and PCR tests on identifying infected travelers

under epidemic situation
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Among travelers infected in mpox-affected countries, a portion is detected through screenings based on

symptom presence (dark blue) and PCR tests (light blue) conducted at immigration. We considered four

scenarios: health screening only (HS), health screening combined with PCR testing at a detection limit of 10

copies/mL (HS+PCR1), 250 copies/mL (HS+PCR2), or 1000 copies/mL (HS+PCR3). For PCR testing, we

simulated the use of rectum, saliva, or oropharyngeal sample under epidemic situation.

Supplemental Figure 4: Quarantine period under health screening and PCR tests at immigration

assuming epidemic situation.
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Quarantine period was computed as 70", 80", and 95" percentiles of (post-entry) incubation period

distribution. We considered four scenarios: no health screening and PCR tests (No tests), health screening
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528  only (HS), health screening combined with PCR testing at a detection limit of 10 copies/mL (HS+PCR1),
529 250 copies/mL (HS+PCR2), or 1000 copies/mL (HS+PCR3) under epidemic situation. For PCR testing, we
530  simulated the use of rectum, saliva, or oropharyngeal sample assuming epidemic situation.

531

532  Supplemental Figure 5: Post-entry incubation period distributions

533  The incubation period distribution and the post-entry incubation distributions. We assumed PCR tests with
534  different detection limits are performed at immigration (10, 250, and 1000 copies/mL). We performed the
535  same simulation assuming PCR tests are performed on rectum, saliva, or oropharyngeal sample assuming

536  epidemic and endemic situation.
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540  Supplemental Tables

Supplemental Table 1. Variables related to infected individuals

Variables Description
(1) The number of infected travelers who reach countries without mpox outbreaks at infection
J age, T
Jpre(T) Among j(7), the number of infected travelers who are not symptomatic (pre-symptomatic)
. ) Among j(t), the number of individuals who are test negative by PCR tests performed at
Jpreneg immigration
i(s) The number of infected travelers who develop symptom at time s
p(7) False-negative rate of PCR tests
541
Supplemental Table 2. Epidemiological parameters for mpox
Parameter Description Value Ref
L The proportion of infected travelers still presymptomatic Estimated from
() (incubating) at infection age 7: 1 — fOT f(s)ds f(o) )
f (@) The probability density function of incubation period lognorm(1.92,0.60) ?
(mean=8.1, 95%ile=18)
R, Basic reproduction number 1.5 28
T, Mean generation time 8.7 ’
r Epidemic growth rate: (Ry — 1)/Ty Estimated ’It:rom Ry and -
g
assu
k The maximum duration of travel (days) 21 mpti
on
542
Supplemental Table 3. Estimated model parameters for the viral dynamics model
Maximum rate Rate constant
constant for ] Death rate of Viral load at
Parameter? . for virus .
viral ] . infected cells symptom onset
.. infection
replication
Symbol 4 B é 7 (0)
ies/mL)’!
Unit day’! (copies IF ) day’! copies/mL
day
Rectum 2.71x107® 0.88 1.08x10*
(2.44x10%) (0.27) (9.61x10%)
. 3.19 2.0x107 0.85 1.37x10?
Saliva © "
(0.66) (2.4x10™) (0.25) (3.26x10°%)
Oropharvix 2.15x10°¢ 0.89 4.71x10!
phary (6.3x10°) (0.25) (1.3x10%)
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Sta.ndard devi:ltion of the 1.4 (0.09)
residual error

numbers in parentheses are the standard deviation
®normal distributions were assumed with mean 0

Supplemental Table 4. Mean, median, variance of post-entry incubation period distributions (days)

Mean Median Variance
HS 5.8 4.5 23.6
HS+PCR1 6.0 4.8 23.5
HS+PCR2 6.0 4.8 23.5
HS+PCR3 6.0 4.7 23.5

Health screening only: HR, Health screening combined with PCR testing at a detection limit of 10
copies/mL: HS+PCRI1, 250 copies/mL: HS+PCR2, 1000 copies/mL: HS+PCR3.
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