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Supplementary methods

Long-term travel quarantine

With no travel. Country-specific imminent infection in country A with no travel from country B to country A is

, where is the total population of country A, is the fractional incidence per day within country A,𝑁
𝑇
𝑐

𝐴
𝑅

𝐴
1 − φ

𝐴( ) 𝑁
𝑇

𝑐
𝐴

is the effective reproduction number including non-immunological public health measures, and is the percent of𝑅
𝐴

φ
𝐴

country A that is immune. The term can be decomposed into the fraction who are currently infected plus the fractionφ
𝐴

that have either recovered from infection and remain immune or have been vaccinated and remain immune.

With only long-term travel to country B and return to country A. Country-specific imminent infection in country A with

long-term travel is composed of non-travelers and travelers. The daily contribution to imminent infection of non-travelers

is , where is the number of non-traveling and non-quarantined country-A residents. At steady-state,𝑁
𝐴

𝑐
𝐴

𝑅
𝐴

1 − φ
𝐴( ) 𝑁

𝐴
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the daily contribution to imminent infection of returning travelers is , where is the daily𝑛
𝐴,𝐵

ρ
𝐵

𝑅
𝑄

𝐴
,𝑉

1 − φ
𝐴( ) 𝑛

𝐴,𝐵

number of country-A residents returning from a long-term visit to country B, is the prevalence of non-isolatedρ
𝐵

infections in country B, and is the average ‘left-over’ imminent infection in country A of an infected visitor who𝑅
𝑄

𝐴
,𝑉

underwent the quarantine-and-testing regime . Simultaneously, the departure of infected individuals decreases𝑄
𝐴

imminent infection by , where is the average ‘left-over’ imminent infection of an infected visitor to𝑛
𝐴,𝐵

ρ
𝐴

𝑅
𝑉

(1 − φ
𝐴

) 𝑅
𝑉

country A leaving at an unknown time in their infection period. The details of computing and are described later𝑅
𝑉

𝑅
𝑄

𝐴
,𝑉

in Supplementary Materials. Therefore, permitting the population in country A to perform long-term travel to and return

from country B is no worse than border closure in terms of daily imminent infection when

(1)𝑁
𝑇
𝑐

𝐴
𝑅

𝐴
1 − φ

𝐴( )  ≥  𝑁
𝐴

𝑐
𝐴

𝑅
𝐴

1 − φ
𝐴( ) − 𝑛

𝐴,𝐵
ρ

𝐴
𝑅

𝑉
1 − φ

𝐴( ) + 𝑛
𝐴,𝐵

ρ
𝐵

𝑅
𝑄

𝐴
,𝑉

1 − φ
𝐴( ) .

A sufficient quarantine to ameliorate transmission in country A from long-term travel to country B and return to country

A, and long-term travel to country A from country B. Country-specific imminent infection in country A with long-term

travel is also increased by travelers from country B, whose contribution is , where is the daily𝑛
𝐵,𝐴

ρ
𝐵

𝑅
𝑄

𝐴
,𝑉

1 − φ
𝐴( ) 𝑛

𝐵,𝐴

number of long-term visitors from country B to country A. Country-specific imminent infection in country A with

long-term travel is also increased by travelers from country B infected in country A, whose contribution is

where is number of residents of country B abroad in country A, and is the infection𝑛
𝐵

 𝑐
𝐴

1−φ
𝐵

1−φ
𝐴

( )𝑅
𝐴

1 − φ
𝐴( ) , 𝑛

𝐵

1−φ
𝐵

1−φ
𝐴

risk ratio for individuals who are not immune to infection at frequency while in country A with its frequency of1 − φ
𝐵

susceptibility . Simultaneously, the departure of infected individuals from country B decreases imminent infection1 − φ
𝐴

by Therefore, permitting the population in country A to perform long-term travel to and𝑛
𝐵,𝐴

ρ
𝐴

1−φ
𝐵

1−φ
𝐴

( )𝑅
𝑉

1 − φ
𝐴( ) .

return from country B, as well as permitting long-term travel from country B to country A, is no worse than border closure

in terms of daily imminent infection when
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𝑁
𝑇
𝑐

𝐴
𝑅

𝐴
1 − φ

𝐴( )  ≥

(2)  𝑁
𝐴

𝑐
𝐴

𝑅
𝐴

1 − φ
𝐴( ) + 𝑛

𝐵
 𝑐

𝐴

1−φ
𝐵

1−φ
𝐴

( )𝑅
𝐴

1 − φ
𝐴( )  

.− 𝑛
𝐴,𝐵

ρ
𝐴

𝑅
𝑉

1 − φ
𝐴( ) + 𝑛

𝐴,𝐵
ρ

𝐵

1−φ
𝐴

1−φ
𝐵

( )𝑅
𝑄

𝐴
,𝑉

1 − φ
𝐴( ) + 𝑛

𝐵,𝐴
ρ

𝐵
𝑅

𝑄
𝐴

,𝑉
1 − φ

𝐴( ) − 𝑛
𝐵,𝐴

ρ
𝐴

1−φ
𝐵

1−φ
𝐴

( )𝑅
𝑉

1 − φ
𝐴( )

Countries may wish to impose the least onerous quarantine-and-testing approach that satisfies this condition.𝑄
𝐴

We summarize the terms of the inequality for the imminent infections (Eq. 2) using indexed symbols (Table S4).

Specifically, we simplify the different terms of the expressions to reflect age-dependent disease characteristics using toλ
𝑘,𝑗

denote the kth term for age class j (Table S4). Accounting for age-dependent disease characteristics, we can specify the

inequality as

𝑗=1

𝑋

∑ 1 − φ
𝐴( )λ

0,𝑗
≥

𝑗=1

𝑁

∑ 1 − φ
𝐴( ) λ

1,𝑗
+ λ

2,𝑗
− λ

3,𝑗
+ λ

4,𝑗
+ λ

5,𝑗
− λ

6,𝑗( ).  

Specifying that proportion of infections are of variant k in country i, portion of the entire population immune to theθ
𝑘,𝑖

infection , increasing transmission by factor the inequalities determining the number of imminentφ
𝑖,𝑘

=
𝑗=1

𝐴

∑ 𝑤
𝑖,𝑗

φ
𝑖,𝑘,𝑗

τ
𝑖
,

infections in or destination country i when interacting with origin country m is

𝑗=1

𝐴

∑ (1 + τ
𝑘
)(1 − φ

𝑘,𝑖
)θ

𝑘,𝑖
λ

0,𝑗
≥

𝑗=1

𝐴

∑ (1 + τ
𝑘
)(1 − φ

𝑘,𝑖
) θ

𝑘,𝑖
λ

1,𝑗
+ θ

𝑘,𝑖
λ

2,𝑗
− θ

𝑘,𝑖
λ

3,𝑗
+ θ

𝑘,𝑚
λ

4,𝑗
+ θ

𝑘,𝑚
λ

5,𝑗
− θ

𝑘,𝑖
λ

6,𝑗( ) ∀𝑘.  

Specifically, the minimum travel quarantine travel duration is the period in which all inequalities for the variants of

interest are satisfied (i.e. the maximum of all the minimum travel quarantine durations). For our analysis on the variants of

concern, we evaluate B.1.1.7,  B.1.351, and generalized transmission by non-B.1.1.7 non-B.1.351 strains. In this analysis,

we specify the proportion of infections of from general transmission to be θ
1,𝑖

= 1 − θ
2,𝑖

− θ
3,𝑖

.

Variants of concern
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Our analytical approach can naturally incorporate variants of concern as independent factors to control. To

demonstrate this flexibility, we incorporated two known variants of concern, B.1.1.7 and B.1.351, in an additional

analysis. We consider increased transmission of the VOC relative to general transmission, 100% cross-immunity, and no

reduction in vaccine efficacy. The B.1.1.7 VOC has been estimated to be up to 82% more infectious than previous strains

[1–3] , where B.1.351 has been estimated to be 50% more transmissible [3].  Current studies have highlighted reduction in

neutralization for the VOC in regards to immunity, but it is not clear how much this reduced neutralization translates to

reduction in the efficacy of the vaccine. These components can be integrated as more information about immunity and

VOC appear. The assumption of 100% cross immunity also pertains to limited information of the proportion of the

population previously infected with the VOC. We obtained the frequency of these two variants based on genetic

surveillance [4]. The accuracy of the frequency of the VOC obtained from the data is limited by the country's frequency of

genetic analysis of the samples. When considering multiple variants of concern, the sufficient duration of travel quarantine

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

Effective reproduction number

A proportion of infections will remain asymptomatic over the entire disease time course where𝑝
𝐴

𝑡
𝐸

, 1 − 𝑝
𝐴

infections will develop symptoms days post-infection. Once an individual exhibits symptoms, they are assumed to𝑡
𝑆

self-isolate and to no longer transmit the disease. To indicate the appearance of symptoms post infection, we use a binary

step function,

where f(t) is the infectivity over the course of the disease and tE is the duration of the disease. We denote the infectivity

over time
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The average number of secondary infections in the absence of self-isolation is

𝑅
0

=
0

∞

∫ 𝑟(𝑡)  𝖽𝑡.

For an asymptomatic individual, the transmission over time is rA(t) = r(t). To model the isolation of infected individuals

for whom symptoms manifest, we denote their transmission over time as rS(t) = r(t) (1-H(t)).·

For a soon-to-be symptomatic case from the time of infection until the time they develop symptoms, we calculate

the effective reproduction number

.𝑅
𝑆𝑦𝑚

=
𝑡=0

∞

∫ 𝑟
𝑆

𝑡( )𝖽𝑡 =
𝑡=0

𝑡
𝑆

∫ 𝑟 𝑡( )𝖽𝑡

For asymptomatics from the time of infection until the end of the disease time course, we calculate the effective

reproduction number

.𝑅
𝐴𝑠𝑦𝑚

=
𝑡=0

∞

∫ 𝑟 𝑡( )𝖽𝑡

Thus, the effective reproduction number including non-immunological public health measures in country A is

𝑅
𝐴

= (1 − 𝑝
𝐴

)𝑅
𝑆𝑦𝑚

+ 𝑝
𝐴

𝑅
𝐴𝑠𝑦𝑚

.

Unknown time of infection

Quarantine and testing

We model individuals as entering quarantine randomly over the period in which they do not exhibit symptoms. The

diagnostic sensitivity of a test at time t is denoted s(t). Individuals who are showing symptoms are not eligible for

quarantine and instead are placed in isolation. For a specified duration of quarantine (q), delay in obtaining test result (dt)

and testing occurring over the course of quarantine (ti), the expected post-quarantine transmission for a soon-to-be

symptomatic case is who is tested for disease at any time is0≤ 𝑡
𝑛
 ≤ 𝑞 − 𝑑

𝑡

.𝑅
𝑆𝑦𝑚,𝑄,𝑉

𝑞( ) = 1
 𝑡

𝑆
 

𝑢= 0

𝑡
𝑆

∫
𝑡=𝑞

∞

∫ 𝑟
𝑆

𝑡 + 𝑢( ) ·
𝑛=1

𝑁

∏ 1 − 𝑠 𝑡
𝑛

+ 𝑢( )( )𝖽𝑡 𝖽𝑢
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For asymptomatic carriers,

.𝑅
𝐴𝑠𝑦𝑚,𝑄,𝑉

𝑞( ) = 1
 𝑡

𝐸
 

𝑢= 0

𝑡
𝐸

∫
𝑡=𝑞

∞

∫  𝑟 𝑡 + 𝑢( ) ·
𝑛=1

𝑁

∏ 1 − 𝑠 𝑡
𝑛

+ 𝑢( )( )𝖽𝑡 𝖽𝑢

Therefore, the expected post-quarantine transmission is

𝑅
𝑄

𝐴
𝑉

𝑞( ) = (1 − 𝑝
𝐴

)𝑅
𝑆𝑦𝑚,𝑄,𝑉

𝑞( ) + 𝑝
𝐴

𝑅
𝐴𝑠𝑦𝑚,𝑄,𝑉

𝑞( ).

Some individuals travelling abroad will be infectious and will no longer contribute to transmission within the

country. The remaining amount of transmission for these individuals is analogous to a zero-day quarantine with no test.

The expected remaining transmission for a soon-to-be symptomatic case is

𝑅
𝑆𝑦𝑚,𝑉

= 1
 𝑡

𝑆
 

𝑢= 0

𝑡
𝑆

∫
𝑡=0

∞

∫ 𝑟
𝑆

𝑡 + 𝑢( )𝖽𝑡 𝖽𝑢.

For asymptomatic carriers,

.𝑅
𝐴𝑠𝑦𝑚,𝑉

= 1
 𝑡

𝐸
 

𝑢= 0

𝑡
𝐸

∫
𝑡=0

∞

∫  𝑟 𝑡 + 𝑢( )𝖽𝑡 𝖽𝑢

Therefore, the expected remaining transmission for infected travellers is

𝑅
𝑉

= (1 − 𝑝
𝐴

)𝑅
𝑆𝑦𝑚,𝑉

+ 𝑝
𝐴

𝑅
𝐴𝑠𝑦𝑚,𝑉

.

Temporal diagnostic sensitivity of an RT-PCR test

To determine the diagnostic sensitivity of the RT-PCR assay, we use serial testing data conducted within the

healthcare setting [5]. We use a similar methodology as Hellewell et al  [5] to infer the diagnostic sensitivity. However,

unlike Hellewell et al  [5], we specified the diagnostic sensitivity function to be dependent on the infectivity, f(t), (a proxy

for the viral load) instead of only time. Specifically, the probability the RT-PCR test is positive (i.e. diagnostic sensitivity)

at time t is expressed as

𝑠(𝑡) = 𝑓(𝑡)𝑛/ 𝑓(𝑡)𝑛 + 𝐾( ),

where is the Hill coefficient and K is a saturation constant to be estimated in the fitting.𝑛

Data from Hellewell et al  [5] specifies whether or not the individual exhibited symptoms on the testing date, the

6



outcome of the self-administered nasal RT-PCR test, as well as the Ct value. Hellewell et al [5] used the serology testing

to obtain a subset of 27 healthcare workers who seroconverted during the study period. To determine the shape of the

diagnostic sensitivity curve of the RT-PCR assay (Fig. S21), we aim to maximize the log-likelihood

𝐿 = 𝐿
𝑇

+ 𝐿
𝑃

where LT is the log-likelihood for the time of infection and LP is the log-likelihood of the result of the RT-PCR test.

The methodology specified by Hellewell et al  [5], accounts for the censoring of symptoms between the testing time

to determine the time of infection. Given the date at which they were last asymptomatic ( ) and the time of in which they𝑡
𝑖
𝐿

are first symptomatic for the N individuals, the log-likelihood for the time of infection is(𝑡
𝑖
𝐹)

𝐿
𝑇

=
𝑖=1

𝑁

∑ log 𝐹(𝑡
𝑖
𝐹 − 𝑇

𝑖
) − 𝐹(𝑡

𝑖
𝐿 − 𝑇

𝑖
)( ),

where F is the cumulative distribution of the incubation period specified by Qin et al [6]. We specify the upper bound of

the time of infection to be the minimum time of the first positive test, the first day of symptoms, and the first day of a

non-zero cycle threshold. The lower bound is assumed to be a month prior to the data-driven upper bound.

For the specified diagnostic sensitivity of the test for all individuals and Mi tests for individual i, the likelihood for

the test result is expressed as

𝐿
𝑃

=
𝑖=1

𝑁

∑
𝑗=1

𝑀
𝑖

∑ log 𝑠(𝑥
𝑖,𝑗

)
𝑇

𝑖,𝑗(1 − 𝑠(𝑥
𝑖,𝑗

))
1−𝑇

𝑖,𝑗( ),

where Ti,j indicates the result of test j for individual i.

Temporal diagnostic sensitivity of a rapid antigen test

The diagnostic sensitivity of the rapid antigen test is expressed as the product of the diagnostic sensitivity of the

RT-PCR and the percent positive agreement of the rapid antigen test with an RT-PCR test. For the rapid antigen test, we

utilized percent positive agreement data for BD Veritor [7]. We model the percent positive agreement at time t post

infection for the rapid antigen test using a linear logistic model

.ln 𝑝(𝑡)
1−𝑝(𝑡)( ) = β

0
+ β

1
𝑡

We fit the model to the data by maximizing the log-likelihood
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𝐿 =
𝑖=1

𝑁

∑ log 𝑝(𝑡
𝑖
)

𝑆
𝑖(1 − 𝑝(𝑡

𝑖
))

𝐹
𝑖( ),

where Si is the number of successes at time point ti and Fi is the number of failures. We specify that such that theβ
1

< 0

percent positive agreement declines with respect to time during the optimization. However, the data for the percent

positive agreement does not include the temporal dynamics prior to symptom onset. To infer the percent positive

agreement during the incubation period, we construct a mapping between the viral load and the percent positive agreement

post-symptom onset.

Vaccination, prevalence and hospitalization

We utilize age specific hospitalization probabilities estimated from the epidemic in France [8] and the age

demographics of Europe [9]. We assume that vaccination coverage initiates at the elderly age group (≥80) and ends in the

youngest age group (0–19). The country specific vaccination coverage is that reported for April 12, 2021 [10] Specifying

a vaccine coverage of (i.e. have received at least one dose), the proportion of the age class vaccinated isν

,ν
𝑎

= ν −
𝑖=1

𝑎−1

∑ 𝑛
𝑖 ( )/𝑛

𝑎

the proportion to receive the full two doses is

,ν
𝑎,2

= ν
2

−
𝑖=1

𝑎−1

∑ 𝑛
𝑖 ( )/𝑛

𝑎

and the proportion of the population to receive one dose is , where na is the fraction of the population inν
𝑎,1

= ν
𝑎

− ν
𝑎,2

age class a.

We utilize age specific vaccine efficacy in the reduction of documented infection (𝜀) and hospitalizations (𝜔),

stratified by dose [11]. Specifying uniform natural immunity across age groups, the proportion of the population that has

vaccine acquired immunity to infection is 𝜀1νa,1(1−r)+𝜀2νa,1(1−r). Using this the level of natural and vaccine-acquired

immunity within an age class, the cumulative number of infections over the past t days within age class a is

𝐼
𝑎
(𝑡) = 𝐼

𝑇
(𝑡) · 𝑤

𝑎
· 1 − 1 − 𝑟( ) · ε

𝑎,1
ν

𝑎,1
+ ε

𝑎,2
ν

𝑎,2( ) − 𝑟( )/ 
𝑗=1

𝑋

∑ 𝑤
𝑗

· 1 − 1 − 𝑟( ) · ε
𝑗,1

ν
𝑗,1

+ ε
𝑗,2

ν
𝑗,2( ) − 𝑟( ),
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where wa is the proportion of the population in age class a, and is the cumulative number of infections over the past t𝐼
𝑇
(𝑡)

days in the whole population. Specifying pA,a proportion of infections are asymptomatic in age class a, the prevalence of

non-isolated active infections capable of transmission in age class a is

ρ
𝑎

= (1 − 𝑝
𝐴,𝑎

) · 𝐼
𝑎
 (𝑡

𝑆
) + 𝑝

𝐴,𝑎
· 𝐼

𝑎
 (𝑡

𝐸
)( )/(𝑤

𝑎
· 𝑁

𝑇
).

With incidence data being at the daily time scale and an incubation period of 8.29 days, we specify the age based

prevalence of non-isolated cases to be

ρ
𝑎

= (1 − 𝑝
𝐴,𝑎

) · 𝐼
𝑎
  (8) + 𝑝

𝐴,𝑎
· 𝐼

𝑎
 (28)( )/(𝑤

𝑎
· 𝑁

𝑇
).

Therefore, the proportion of age class a who are immune to infection is specified as

φ
𝑎

= 1 − 𝑟 − ρ
𝑎( ) · ε

𝑎,1
ν

𝑎,1
+ ε

𝑎,2
ν

𝑎,2( ) + 𝑟 + ρ
𝑎
.

Specifying the age specific probability of hospitalization ha and uniform proportion of natural immunity, the age specific

proportion of infections being hospitalized is

Ψ
𝑎

= ℎ
𝑎

1 − 1 − 𝑟 − ρ
𝑎( )ν

𝑎
− 𝑟

𝑎
− ρ

𝑎
+ 1 − 𝑟 − ρ

𝑎( ) (1 − ε
𝑎,1

)(1 − ω
𝑎,1

)ν
𝑎,1

+ (1 − ε
𝑎,2

)(1 − ω
𝑎,2

)ν
𝑎,2( )( )/(1 − φ

𝑎
)

For a specified quarantine strategy, the number of imminent infections in age class is

𝐼
𝑎

= 𝑤
𝐴,𝑗

· (1 − φ
𝐴,𝑗

) ·
𝑗=1

𝑁

∑ λ
1,𝑗

+ λ
2,𝑗

− λ
3,𝑗

+ λ
4,𝑗

+ λ
5,𝑗

− λ
6,𝑗( ).

Thus, the overall number of hospitalizations is

𝐻 =
𝑎=1

𝐴

∑ Ψ
𝑎

· 𝐼
𝑎
.

Since this number of hospitalization is quantified on an absolute daily scale, we divide by the population size (NT) and

multiple by 14 and by 100,000 to obtain the two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents.

Generalized Approach

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

traffic-light system, utilizing the age demographics of Europe [9]. Based on the number of new cases in the past 14 days, a

9



country’s risk was stratified into Green (25/100,000), Amber (150/100,000), Red (500/100,000) and Dark Red

(1,000/100,000). Given a vaccination coverage in the destination country of travel and risk category of origin country of

travel, we computed optimal duration of travel quarantine using the inequality for imminent infections (Eq. 2) with a

RT-PCR test on exit from quarantine. To adapt our approach to the limited policy-relevant input currently incorporated

into the EU traffic-light system—two-week caseload per capita and percentage of positive tests—we assumed that the

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

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

country-specific data, so that the population size of the origin country and the destination country were 24.5 million, the

population travelling each day was 2452, the average duration of stay was four days, , such that 18.8% of the𝑟 =  0. 188

destination population possessed natural immunity based on recovery from infection, and 17.6% vaccination coverage.

Daily fractional incidence (c) was calculated by averaging over two weeks of daily cases (e.g., (25 cases / 100,000

people) / 14 days). Considering duration of infection was specified to be 28.29 days and assuming a constant daily

incidence, the estimated prevalence of non-isolated infections was calculated as . To examine the effect𝑐(8. 29 + 20𝑝
𝐴

)

of the vaccine coverage on the minimum duration of quarantine, we varied vaccination coverage between 0–100%. We

assumed a single vaccine efficacy based on reduction in transmission and reduction in hospitalization from time of initial

vaccine to the end of follow-up [11] (Table S5) to attain a generalized efficacy for individuals receiving either one dose or

two doses, as to consider all scenarios of coverage of a second dose would be computationally intensive.

Estimating the population abroad

Within the calculation of imminent infections for a specified travel quarantine, we require the number of travellers

who are abroad. To obtain these estimates, we utilize the average duration of stay dAB , the fraction of the total population

travelling per day mAB , and the duration of quarantine for our analysis pertaining to long-term travel quarantine.

The daily number of country-A residents leaving for a long-term visit to country B is where𝑛
𝐴,𝐵

= 𝑚
𝐴𝐵

· 𝑁
𝑇,𝐴

, 𝑁
𝑇,𝐴

is the population size of country A and is the proportion of the total population travelling each day. Since travel is𝑚
𝐴𝐵
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assumed to be constant and in steady state, the daily number of country-A residents returning for a long-term visit to

country B is equal to the daily number of country-A residents leaving for a long-term visit to country B.

The number of residents of country A abroad in country B is , whereas the number of𝑛
𝐴

= 𝑚
𝐴𝐵

· 𝑑
𝐴𝐵

· 𝑁
𝑇,𝐴

non-traveling and non-quarantined country-A residents for a specified quarantine qA is

We consider only the quarantine duration of the destination country (qA), as the choice𝑁
𝐴

= 𝑁
𝑇,𝐴

(1 − 𝑚
𝐴𝐵

· (𝑑
𝐴𝐵

+ 𝑞
𝐴

)).

of quarantine is independent of the paired countries strategy. Thus, specifying no quarantine for the origin country

provides a conservative estimate of the duration of quarantine specified by the destination country.

Sensitivity analysis

To identify the parameters that have the largest one-way influence on the estimated sufficient duration of travel

quarantine, we iteratively altered the value of each parameter by one standard deviation towards the median of the 31

countries while retaining all other parameters fixed. For the age-based parameters—prevalence, vaccine-acquired

immunity, natural immunity, and age-demographics—the age-specific values were perturbed by one standard deviation

towards the median calculated for the age class. To eliminate the division by zero, the level of immunity was set to 99.9%

when the immunity in the age class was 100% or larger after the perturbation. to prevent the population size from adopting

negative values due to the perturbation, a log10 transformation of scale was first conducted on the population size

parameter.

Implementation

We used MATLAB R2019b for the computation and analysis of sufficient travel quarantine durations. When

evaluating the inequality for imminent infections, we specified an upper bound error tolerance of 5 × 10﹣19 to avoid the

effects of floating-point precision error in the calculation.
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Supplementary Figures

Figure S1. The estimated minimum duration of travel quarantine with an RT-PCR test on exit for specified country pairs
that reduces imminent infections to be equivalent to border closure. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and
proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of non-isolated
infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the minimum duration of travel quarantine
with an RT-PCR test on exit (colour gradient) that should be stated by the destination country for individuals arriving
from the origin country. We consider travel quarantine durations of zero-days (white) to no travel (dark purple, i.e.,
specified travel quarantine can exceed 14 days). Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis
(black). Travel flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported
incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European Union country classification
system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per 100,000; and
Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. For travel quarantine durations of one day or longer, there was a 24-h delay in
obtaining the RT-PCR test result. For a zero-day travel quarantine, there was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the
RT-PCR test result.
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Figure S2. Sensitivity of sufficient travel quarantine duration to changes in parameters. Specifying age-dependent
vaccine efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as well as country-specific demographics, incidence,
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prevalence of non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence, and travel flow, we determine the change in
the sufficient duration of travel quarantine with an RT-PCR test on exit when A) prevalence in the destination country,
B) proportion of the population travelling from the destination country to the origin, C) proportion of the population
travelling from the origin country to the destination, D) prevalence in the origin country, E) fractional incidence in the
destination country, F) duration of stay in destination (used in determining population abroad), G) natural immunity in
origin, H) duration of stay in origin (used in determining population abroad), I) natural immunity in the destination
country, J) vaccine immunity in the destination country, K) vaccine immunity in the origin country, L) age demographics
in the destination country, M) age demographics in the origin country, N) the log10 populations size of the origin country,
and O) the log10 population size in the destination country is moved one standard deviation towards the median of the
31 countries while other parameters remained fixed. We included retention of travel ban in our counts of a zero change
in travel quarantine. We excluded from our counts the cases where either a travel ban is lifted or added as a result of
the perturbation. Ban of travel was lifted in less than 2% of the scenarios for prevalence in the destination, proportion of
the population travelling from the origin country to the destination, proportion of the population travelling from the origin
country to the destination, fractional incidence in the destination. A switch from implementing quarantine to mandating
Ban of travel occurred in less than 3% of the scenarios for proportion of the population travelling from the origin country
to the destination, proportion of the population travelling from the origin country to the destination, fractional incidence in
the destination, duration of stay in destination, natural immunity in origin, and vaccine immunity in destination. Direction
of changes in duration of quarantine are indicated by colour (increased, blue; decreased, orange). Panels are ordered
by decreasing standard deviation in the change of quarantine duration (top left). For travel quarantine durations of one
day or longer, there was a 24-h delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result. For a zero-day travel quarantine, there was
assumed to be no delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result.
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Figure S3. The two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents for a zero-day travel quarantine with an RT-PCR
test on exit. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as
country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and
travel flow, we determine the two-week hospitalization rate from the estimated imminent infections for a zero-day travel
quarantine with an RT-PCR test on exit. Hospitalization rates in the destination country in comparison to rates above
(blue), below (orange), or equivalent to (white) the median value were computed across the origin countries.
Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel flow data was not available for all
country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks
and stratified based on the European Union country classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to
150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. For a zero-day
travel quarantine, there was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result.
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Figure S4. The two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents for a zero-day travel quarantine with a rapid
antigen test on exit. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as
country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and
travel flow, we determine the two-week hospitalization rate from the estimated imminent infections for a zero-day travel
quarantine with a rapid antigen test on exit. Hospitalization rates in the destination country in comparison to rates above
(blue), below (orange), or equivalent to (white) the median value were computed across the origin countries.
Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel flow data was not available for all
country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks
and stratified based on the European Union country classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to
150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. There was
assumed to be no delay in obtaining the rapid antigen test result.
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Figure S5. The two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents for a zero-day travel quarantine with a rapid
antigen test on both entry and exit. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic
infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of non-isolated infections, vaccine
coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the two-week hospitalization rate from the estimated imminent
infections for a zero-day travel quarantine with a rapid antigen test on entry and exit (i.e. dual test). Hospitalization rates
in the destination country in comparison to rates above (blue), below (orange), or equivalent to (white) the median value
were computed across the origin countries. Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis (black).
Travel flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported
incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European Union country classification
system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per 100,000; and
Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. There was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the rapid antigen test result.
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Figure S6. The two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents for a zero-day travel quarantine with no testing.
Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific
demographics, incidence, prevalence of non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we
determine the two-week hospitalization rate from the estimated imminent infections for a zero-day travel quarantine with
no test conducted. Hospitalization rates in the destination country in comparison to rates above (blue), below (orange),
or equivalent to (white) the median value were computed across the origin countries.Within-country travel quarantine is
not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are
ranked based on their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European
Union country classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to
500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000.
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Figure S7. The change in the two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents as a result of allowing travel with no
testing compared to two-week hospitalization with a travel ban. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and
proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of non-isolated
infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the change for two-week hospitalization
rate from the estimated imminent infections under a travel ban as a result of allowing travel with a 0-day travel
quarantine with no testing. The change in hospitalization rate is stratified by colour (blue = travel decreases the
hospitalization rate; red = travel increases the hospitalization rate). Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in
the analysis (black). Travel flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on
their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European Union country
classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per
100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000.

19



Figure S8. The relative decrease in the two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents when extending a zero-day
travel quarantine to a 14-day travel quarantine, with an RT-PCR test on exit. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy
and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of
non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the relative reduction for
two-week hospitalization rate from the estimated imminent infections for extending a zero-day travel quarantine with an
RT-PCR test on exit to a 14-day travel quarantine with RT-PCR test on exit. Within-country travel quarantine is not
evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are
ranked based on their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European
Union country classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to
500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. For travel quarantine durations of 14 days, there was
a 24-h delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result. For a zero-day travel quarantine, there was assumed to be no delay in
obtaining the RT-PCR test result.

20



Figure S9. The relative decrease in the two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents when extending a zero-day
travel quarantine to a 14-day travel quarantine, with a rapid antigen test on exit. Specifying age-dependent vaccine
efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of
non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the relative reduction for
two-week hospitalization rate from the estimated imminent infections for extending a zero-day travel quarantine with a
rapid antigen test on exit to a 14-day travel quarantine with a rapid antigen test on exit. Within-country travel quarantine
is not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are
ranked based on their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European
Union country classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to
500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. There was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the
rapid antigen test result.
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Figure S10. The relative decrease in the two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents when extending a
zero-day travel quarantine to a 14-day travel quarantine, with a rapid antigen test on both entry and exit. Specifying
age-dependent vaccine efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific demographics,
incidence, prevalence of non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the
relative reduction for two-week hospitalization rate from the estimated imminent infections for extending a zero-day
travel quarantine with a rapid antigen test on entry and exit (i.e. dual testing) to a 14-day travel quarantine with rapid
antigen test on entry and exit. Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel flow data
was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported incidence per 100,000
over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European Union country classification system: Green, < 25 cases
per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per
100,000. There was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the rapid antigen test result.
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Figure S11. The relative decrease in the two-week hospitalization rate per 100,000 residents when extending a
zero-day travel quarantine to a 14-day travel quarantine, with no testing conducted. Specifying age-dependent vaccine
efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of
non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the relative reduction for two
week hospitalization rate from the estimated imminent infections for extending a zero-day travel quarantine with no
testing to a 14-day travel quarantine no testing. Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis (black).
Travel flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported
incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European Union country classification
system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per 100,000; and
Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000.
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Figure S12. The estimated minimum duration of travel quarantine for specified country pairs that reduces imminent
infections to be equivalent to border closure when considering variants of concern. Specifying age-dependent vaccine
efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as well as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of
non-isolated infections, percentage of variants of concern, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we
determine the minimum duration of travel quarantine (colour gradient) that should be stated by the destination country
for individuals arriving from the origin country when considering the general transmission and the variant of concern the
variants of concern B.1.1.7. and B.1.351. We consider travel quarantine durations of zero-days (white) to no travel (dark
purple, i.e., specified quarantine can exceed 14 days). Within- country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis
(black). Travel flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported
incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European Union country classification
system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per 100,000; and
Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. For travel quarantine durations of one day or longer, there was a 24-h delay in
obtaining the RT-PCR test result. For a zero-day travel quarantine, there was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the
RT-PCR test result. Please note that the frequency of sampling in some of the countries presented in this
Supplementary Figure may not be sufficient enough to adequately assess the level of circulation of the VOCs in the
country.
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Figure S13. The estimated minimum duration of travel quarantine with no testing for specified country pairs that
reduces imminent infections to be equivalent to border closure. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and
proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of non-isolated
infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the minimum duration of travel quarantine
with no test conducted (colour gradient) that should be stated by the destination country for individuals arriving from the
origin country. We consider travel quarantine durations of zero-days (white) to no travel (dark purple, i.e., specified
travel quarantine can exceed 14 days). Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel
flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported incidence per
100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European Union country classification system: Green, < 25
cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500
cases per 100,000.

25



Figure S14. The estimated minimum duration of travel quarantine with a rapid antigen test on exit for specified country
pairs that reduces imminent infections to be equivalent to border closure. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy
and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of
non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the minimum duration of travel
quarantine with a rapid antigen test on exit (colour gradient) that should be stated by the destination country for
individuals arriving from the origin country. We consider travel quarantine durations of zero-days (white) to no travel
(dark purple, i.e., specified travel quarantine can exceed 14 days). Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in
the analysis (black). Travel flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on
their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European Union country
classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per
100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. We assumed that there was no delay in obtaining the test result from
a rapid antigen test.
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Figure S15. The estimated minimum duration of travel quarantine with a rapid antigen test on entry and exit for
specified country pairs that reduces imminent infections to be equivalent to border closure. Specifying age-dependent
vaccine efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence,
prevalence of non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the minimum
duration of travel quarantine with a rapid antigen test on entry and exit (colour gradient) that should be stated by the
destination country for individuals arriving from the origin country. We consider travel quarantine durations of zero-days
(white) to no travel (dark purple, i.e., specified travel quarantine can exceed 14 days). Within–country travel quarantine
is not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are
ranked based on their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European
Union country classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to
500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. There was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the
test result from a rapid antigen test.
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Figure S16. Comparison between the country-specific quarantine durations and the durations determined from the EU
COVID classification system. The estimates for the minimum quarantine duration are stratified by destination country
and origin country (x axis) for the country-pair analysis (dots; median dashed line) and our tier-based analysis (solid
line) for a quarantine with A) a RT-PCR test on exit, B) no testing conducted, C) rapid antigen test on exit, and D) a
rapid antigen test on both entry and exit. For travel quarantine durations of one day or longer, there was a 24-h delay in
obtaining the RT-PCR test result and no delay in obtaining the rapid antigen test. For a zero-day travel quarantine, there
was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result.
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Figure S17. The estimated minimum duration of travel quarantine with a RT-PCR test on exit (parameterized with an
alternate diagnostic sensitivity curve) for specified country pairs that reduces imminent infections to be equivalent to
border closure. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as
country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and
travel flow, we determine the minimum duration of travel quarantine with a rapid antigen test on entry and exit (colour
gradient) that should be stated by the destination country for individuals arriving from the origin country. We consider
travel quarantine durations of zero-days (white) to no travel (dark purple, i.e., specified travel quarantine can exceed 14
days). Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel flow data was not available for all
country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks
and stratified based on the European Union country classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to
150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. For travel
quarantine durations of one day or longer, there was a 24-h delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result. For a zero-day
travel quarantine, there was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result. The alternate diagnostic
sensitivity curve for the RT-PCR test is that specified previously by Wells et al [12].

29



Figure S18. The estimated minimum duration of travel quarantine with a rapid antigen test on exit (parameterized by an
alternate diagnostic sensitivity curve)  for specified country pairs that reduces imminent infections to be equivalent to
border closure. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as
country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of non-isolated infections, vaccine coverage, seroprevalence and
travel flow, we determine the minimum duration of travel quarantine with a rapid antigen test on exit (colour gradient)
that should be stated by the destination country for individuals arriving from the origin country. We consider travel
quarantine durations of zero-days (white) to no travel (dark purple, i.e., specified travel quarantine can exceed 14 days).
Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel flow data was not available for all
country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported incidence per 100,000 over the last two weeks
and stratified based on the European Union country classification system: Green, < 25 cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to
150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500 cases per 100,000. We assumed
that there was no delay in obtaining the test result from a rapid antigen test. The diagnostic sensitivity of the RT-PCR
test, used to determine the diagnostic sensitivity of the rapid antigen test, is that specified previously by Wells et al [12].
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Figure S19. The estimated minimum duration of travel quarantine with a rapid antigen test on both entry and exit
(parameterized by an alternate diagnostic sensitivity curve) for specified country pairs that reduces imminent infections
to be equivalent to border closure. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic
infections, as wells as country-specific demographics, incidence, prevalence of non-isolated infections, vaccine
coverage, seroprevalence and travel flow, we determine the minimum duration of travel quarantine with a rapid antigen
test on entry and exit (colour gradient) that should be stated by the destination country for individuals arriving from the
origin country. We consider travel quarantine durations of zero-days (white) to no travel (dark purple, i.e., specified
travel quarantine can exceed 14 days). Within-country travel quarantine is not evaluated in the analysis (black). Travel
flow data was not available for all country pairs (gray). The countries are ranked based on their reported incidence per
100,000 over the last two weeks and stratified based on the European Union country classification system: Green, < 25
cases per 100,000; Amber, 25 to 150 cases per 100,000; Red, 150 to 500 cases per 100,000; and Dark Red, > 500
cases per 100,000. There was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the test result from a rapid antigen test. The
diagnostic sensitivity of the RT-PCR test, used to determine the diagnostic sensitivity of the rapid antigen test, is that
specified previously by Wells et al [12].
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Figure S20. The estimated minimum duration of travel quarantine for specified country pairs based on the European
Union risk states that reduces imminent infections to be equivalent to border closure for an alternative diagnostic
sensitivity curve. Specifying age-dependent vaccine efficacy and proportion of asymptomatic infections, as wells as
European demographics, 17.6% vaccine coverage, 18.8% natural immunity, we determine the minimum travel duration
of quarantine (colour gradient) that should be stated by the destination country for individuals arriving from the origin
country. We consider travel quarantine durations of zero days (white) to a travel ban (dark purple, i.e., specified
quarantine exceeding 14 days) with A) an RT-PCR test on exit, B) no test, C) a rapid antigen test on exit, and D) a rapid
antigen test on both entry and exit. For travel quarantine durations of one day or longer, there was a 24-h delay in
obtaining the RT-PCR test result and no delay in obtaining the rapid antigen test. For a zero-day travel quarantine, there
was assumed to be no delay in obtaining the RT-PCR test result. The diagnostic sensitivity of the RT-PCR test used for
this figure is that specified previously by Wells et al [12].
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Figure S21. The temporal diagnostic sensitivity of a RT-PCR test and rapid antigen test. Specifying an incubation
period of 8.29 days (vertical gray dashed line) and a latent period of 2.9 days, the A) diagnostic sensitivity of an
RT-PCR test (represented by a Hill function; black line) that was fit to the empirical data from Hellewell et al [13], B) the
estimated percent positive agreement for a rapid antigen test (red line) that was fit to the percent positive agreement
data for the BD Veritor rapid antigen test [7] (red dots), C) the comparison of the diagnostic sensitivity of the RT-PCR
test (black line) and rapid antigen test (red line) using the data from Hellewell et al [13] and D) the comparison of the
diagnostic sensitivity of the RT-PCR test (black line) and rapid antigen test (red line) using the RT-PCR curve specified
by Wells et al [12].
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Supplementary Tables

Table S1. References for the construction of the travel flow matrix and duration of stay for the 31 countries

Country Data source Year Reference

Austria TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]

Belgium TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]

Bulgaria a TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]

Czechia TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]

Cyprus TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2018 and 2019 [14–16]

Denmark Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [15,16]

Estonia TourMIS 2018 and 2019 [14]

Finland TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]

France Office for National Statistics (UK); Ministry of Economy
for France

2019 [15–17]

Germany TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]

Greece Hellenic Statistical Authority; TourMIS ; Office for
National Statistics (UK)

2019 [14–16,18,19]

Hungary TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]

Republic of Ireland TourMIS; Failte Ireland; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16,20]

Italy National Institute of Statistics, Italy; TourMIS; Office for
National Statistics (UK)

2019 [14–16,21]

Lithuania Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [15,16]

Luxembourg Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [15,16]

Malta Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [15,16]

Netherlands TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]

Norway b Statistics Norway; TourMIS; Office for National Statistics
(UK)

2019 and 2021 [14–16,22,23]

Poland TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]

Portugal TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]
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Romania Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [15,16]

Russia Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [15,16]

Serbia Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [15,16]

Slovakia Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [15,16]

Slovenia TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]

Spain Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [15,16]

Sweden Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [15,16]

Switzerland c TourMIS; Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [14–16]

United Kingdom Office for National Statistics (UK) 2019 [15,16]

Turkey d Turkey Statistical Institute; TourMIS; Office for National
Statistics (UK)

2019 [14–16,24]

a Arrivals determined by “Arrivals of visitors at frontiers”, with average duration of stay determined by “Arrivals of
visitors at frontiers” and “Bednights in all forms of paid accommodation”
bAverage duration Norway assumed to be fixed for all countries and based on Jan 2021 travel
cSwitzerland numbers are based only on arrivals to hotel accommodations, likely underestimating arrivals
dAverage duration of stay in Turkey is fixed for all countries as there is no country stratified values

35



Table S2. Parameters describing the epidemic profile of the 31 European countries a.

Country Population
size

Cases per
100,000 b

Prevalence of
non-isolated

infections per
100,000 c

Daily
fractional

incidence per
100,000

Seroprevalence Vaccine
coverage

d

Level of
vaccine-acquired

immunity e

Austria 8916185 442 748 21.8 19% 17% 8%

Belgium 11419166 475 818 15.4 20% 17% 7%

Bulgaria 6934625 604 1043 45.0 26% 7% 2%

Cyprus 1313477 536 773 40.2 7% 10% 5%

Czechia 10643487 605 1305 9.3 30% 13% 6%

Denmark 5802733 166 241 8.9 8% 17% 9%

Estonia 1312361 779 1691 20.5 24% 20% 7%

Finland 5534095 106 210 4.1 9% 20% 6%

France 66204315 787 1219 59.1 28% 17% 6%

Germany 84914056 270 414 15.6 11% 16% 7%

Greece 10337172 400 584 15.5 10% 14% 8%

Hungary 9674413 869 1646 52.5 35% 31% 11%

Republic of
Ireland

4910357 127 230 7.8 7% 15% 8%

Italy 60313170 389 688 16.2 16% 16% 7%

Lithuania 2794223 444 623 21.8 15% 18% 8%

Luxembourg 618550 454 778 22.3 19% 16% 7%

Malta 439221 165 521 10.7 11% 40% 20%

Netherlands 17156788 598 956 39.2 16% 18% 7%

Norway 5348847 189 345 12.1 4% 16% 8%

Poland 38434445 829 1382 31.3 27% 15% 6%

Portugal 10651263 66 102 2.5 30% 15% 6%

Romania 19237066 354 604 12.1 21% 12% 6%

Russia 146717428 81 136 5.6 16% 6% 3%

Serbia 8746785 625 1138 33.9 18% 20% 12%
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Slovakia 5437223 240 479 1.9 25% 16% 6%

Slovenia 2074271 666 1010 13.8 30% 16% 6%

Spain 46021218 219 324 16.8 21% 17% 7%

Sweden 10222546 783 1206 34.0 25% 15% 6%

Switzerland 8775204 304 473 31.3 15% 13% 8%

Turkey 81359693 815 1068 67.1 21% 14% 8%

United
Kingdom

67220447 64 139 5.3 18% 48% 18%

a The data specified here is for April 12, 2021.
b Cases per 100,000 is determined over a two-week period, as specified by the European Union COVID-19 risk stratification
c Prevalence of non-isolated infections is a weighted calculation based on the proportion of symptomatic infections and asymptomatic
infections, with symptomatic cases isolating on symptom onset. For symptomatic infections, case counts over the last eight days are used
to reflect the duration of the incubation period. For asymptomatic infections, case counts used over the last 28 days are used to reflect the
duration of disease.
d We define vaccination coverage to be the percentage of the population to receive at least one dose of the vaccine
e The level of vaccine acquired immunity is dependent on the age-demographics of the country, proportion of the population partially and
fully immunizes, as well as age and dose specific vaccine efficacy.
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Table S3. The percentage of infections that are attributed to the variants of concern B.1.1.7. and B.1.351 [4] a

Country Percentage of cases attributed to VOC
B.1.1.7.

Percentage of cases attributed to VOC
B.1.351

Austria 0.906 0

Belgium 0.799 0.024

Bulgaria 0 N/A

Cyprus 0 N/A

Czechia 0.825 0

Denmark 0 0

Estonia 0 0

Finland 0 0

France 0.525 0.043

Germany 0.909 0.018

Greece 0 N/A

Hungary 0 N/A

Republic of Ireland 0.809 0.007

Italy 0.893 0.001

Lithuania 0.798 0

Luxembourg 0.658 0.289

Malta N/A N/A

Netherlands 0.359 0.009

Norway 0.911 0.089

Poland 0.972 0.003

Portugal 0 0

Romania 0.818 N/A

Russia 0 0

Serbia 0 N/A
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Slovakia 0.979 0

Slovenia 0.718 0

Spain 0.769 0.021

Sweden 0.969 0.01

Switzerland 0.946 0.009

Turkey 0.041 0.128

United Kingdom 0.976 0.005

a These percentages are based on the proportion of cases in the past four weeks based on the data accessed April 23, 2021, which
would contain the date of April 12 in Table S2.
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Table S4. Definitions of the terms in the inequality for daily imminent infection

Imminent infections Infection term Age class j infection term Abbreviation

Due to border closure between country A
and country B

𝑁
𝑇
𝑐

𝐴
𝑅

𝐴 𝑁
𝑇

𝑐
𝐴

·
𝑤

𝐴,𝑗
(1−φ

𝐴,𝑗
)

(1−φ
𝐴

)( ) · 𝑅
𝐴,𝑗

λ
0,𝑗

From residents of country A who are not
travelling and are susceptible to infection

 𝑁
𝐴

𝑐
𝐴

𝑅
𝐴 𝑁

𝐴
𝑐

𝐴
·

𝑤
𝐴,𝑗

(1−φ
𝐴,𝑗

)

1−φ
𝐴

( ) · 𝑅
𝐴,𝑗

λ
1,𝑗

From previously susceptible residents of
country B who are currently in country A 𝑛

𝐵
 𝑐

𝐴

1−φ
𝐵

1−φ
𝐴

( )𝑅
𝐴

𝑛
𝐵

· 𝑐
𝐴

·
𝑤

𝐵,𝑗
(1−φ

𝐵,𝑗
)

1−φ
𝐴

( ) · 𝑅
𝐴,𝑗

λ
2,𝑗

From infectious residents of country A who
are travelling to country B that need to be
removed

𝑛
𝐴,𝐵

ρ
𝐴

𝑅
𝑉

𝑛
𝐴,𝐵

· 𝑤
𝐴,𝑗

· ρ
𝐴,𝑗

· 𝑅
𝑉,𝑗

λ
3,𝑗

From residents of country A who where
infected abroad, have gone through
quarantine and are returning to country A

𝑛
𝐴,𝐵

ρ
𝐵

1−φ
𝐴

1−φ
𝐵

( )𝑅
𝑄

𝐴
,𝑉

𝑛
𝐴,𝐵

· 𝑤
𝐴,𝑗

· ρ
𝐵,𝑗

1−φ
𝐴,𝑗

1−φ
𝐵,𝑗

( ) · 𝑅
𝑄

𝐴
,𝑗

λ
4,𝑗

From infectious residents of country B who
are travelling to country A and have gone
through quarantine

𝑛
𝐵,𝐴

ρ
𝐵

𝑅
𝑄

𝐴
,𝑉

𝑛
𝐵,𝐴

· 𝑤
𝐵,𝑗

· ρ
𝐵,𝑗

· 𝑅
𝑄

𝐴
,𝑗

λ
5,𝑗

From infectious residents of country B who
were infected abroad in country A and are
returning to country B that need to be
removed

𝑛
𝐵,𝐴

ρ
𝐴

1−φ
𝐵

1−φ
𝐴

( )𝑅
𝑉

𝑛
𝐵,𝐴

· 𝑤
𝐵,𝑗

· ρ
𝐴,𝑗

1−φ
𝐵,𝑗

1−φ
𝐴,𝑗

( ) · 𝑅
𝑉,𝑗

λ
6,𝑗
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Table S5. Age-specific parameters used in the travel quarantine analysis

Parameter
Age class Reference

0–19 20–29 30–39 40–49 50–59 60–69 70–79 ≥80

Percentage of infections
asymptomatic

81.91% 77.59% 77.59% 69.46% 69.46% 64.54% 64.54% 35.44% [25]

Percentage of infections
hospitalization

0.1% 0.5% 1.1% 1.4% 2.9% 5.8% 9.3% 26.2% [8]

Vaccine efficacy (First dose):
Transmission a

32% 32% 32% 30% 30% 30% 26% 26% [11]

Vaccine efficacy (Second dose):
Transmission b

94% 94% 94% 90% 90% 90% 95% 95% [11]

Vaccine efficacy (First dose):
Hospitalization c

33% 33% 33% 70% 70% 70% 51% 51% [11]

Vaccine efficacy (Second dose):
Hospitalization d

87% 87% 87% 87% 87% 87% 87% 87% [11]

Vaccine efficacy (General):
Transmission e

50% 50% 50% 48% 48% 48% 47% 47% [11]

Vaccine efficacy (General):
Hospitalization f

50% 50% 50% 74% 74% 74% 57% 57% [11]

a Reduction in documented infection during the time from 0–27 days after first dose
b Reduction in documented infection from 7 days after second dose to the end of follow-up
c Reduction in hospitalization from 0–27 days after the first dose
d Reduction in hospitalization across all age groups from 7 days after second dose to the end of follow-up
e Reduction in documented infection from day 0 to the end of follow-up
f Reduction in hospitalization from day 0 to the end of follow-up
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Table S6. Parameter descriptions and values used to determine the minimum duration of travel quarantine

Parameter Definition Value Reference

tS Incubation period 8.29 days [6]

tL Latent period 2.9 days [26]

tE = tS + 20 Duration of disease 28.29 days [27–29]

R0 Basic reproduction number 2.5 [12]

N Population size
(EU traffic light analysis)

24.5 × 106 The average
population size of the

31 countries

nAB and nBA Number of travellers each day
(EU traffic light analysis)

2452 Based the average
proportion of the total
population travelling

for the different
country pairs

r Natural immunity
(EU traffic light analysis)

0.188 The average level of
natural immunity

among the 31 countries

dAB and dBA Duration of stay to determine proportion abroad
(EU traffic light analysis)

4 days The average duration
of stay among the

country pairs

τ Increase in transmission for B.1.1.7 variant of
concern

0.82 [1–3]

τ Increase in transmission for B.1.351 variant of
concern

0.50 [3]

n Hill coefficient for the RT-PCR diagnostic
sensitivity curve

0.903 Estimated

K Saturation constant for the RT-PCR diagnostic
sensitivity curve

0.038 Estimated

𝛽0 Logistic regression coefficient for the percent
positive agreement curve for the rapid antigen test

5.698 Estimated

𝛽1 Logistic regression coefficient for the percent
positive agreement curve for the rapid antigen test

-0.379 Estimated
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