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Summary

Background Rotations of schoolchildren on a weekly basis is one of the non-
pharmaceutical interventions often considered in the covid-19 pandemic. This study
aims to investigate the impact of different types of rotations in various testing con-
texts.

Methods We built an agent-based model of interactions among pupils and teach-
ers based on an online survey in an elementary school in Prague, Czechia. This
model contains 624 schoolchildren and 55 teachers (679 nodes) and about 27 thou-
sands social contacts (edges) in 10 layers. The layers reflect different types of con-
tacts (in classroom, cafeteria etc.) as described in the survey. On this multi-graph
structure we run a modified SEIR model of the covid-19 dynamics. The parameters
of the model are calibrated on data from the outbreak in the Czech Republic in the
period March to June 2020.

Findings There are three main findings in our paper.

1. Weekly rotations of in-class and distance learning reduce the spread of covid-
19 by 75-81% and thus represent an effective preventative measure in school setting.

2. Regular antigen testing twice a week, or weekly PCR testing, significantly
reduces infections even when using tests with a lower sensitivity: tests with a 40%
sensitivity reduce infections by more than 50 percent.

3. The density of revealed contact graphs for older pupils is 1.5 times higher
than the younger pupils graph, the teachers network is yet an order of magnitude
denser. Consequently, the infection transmission between teachers is highly over-
proportional in our school. Moreover, teachers act as bridges connecting clusters of
classes, especially in the secondary grade where they are responsible for 14-18% of
infections, in comparison to 8-11% in primary grade.

Interpretation Weekly rotations with regular testing are a highly effective non-
pharmaceutical intervention for the prevention of covid-19 spread in schools and a
way to keep schools open during an epidemic or to reopen them as the epidemio-

logical situation improves.
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1 Introduction

Interpersonal contacts are the main channel of transmission of the SARS-CoV-2 coro-
navirus. The transmission may occur in many locations of human activity such as
households, shops, or workplaces. Schools in general are one of the major environ-
ments where the virus may spread and infect large numbers of individuals both within
and outside of a particular school (Gold, 2021; Stein-Zamir et al., 2020; Torres et al.,
2020); see also Forbes et al. (2021); Ismail et al. (2021); Lessler et al. (2021); SAGE (2020);
Brauner et al. (2021); Haug et al. (2020), but also Zhu et al. (2020); Zimmerman et al.
(2021).

School closures were therefore among the first large-scale epidemic control mea-
sures during the covid-19 pandemic. Since the spring of 2020, schools all over the
world have been either closed for in-person education or operating under some re-
strictive measures. For instance, in Czechia, where we based our study, schools closed
in mid-March 2020, briefly reopened in September 2020 only to close down again in
October 2020 due to the rapid increase in the number of newly detected cases. With
some exceptions affecting only small numbers of students and over short periods of
time, Czech schools remained closed until the middle of April 2021.

The reopening of schools amidst an ongoing pandemic poses a distinct challenge.
On the one hand, school reopening may expose pupils, their families, teachers, and
other school staff to the risk of contracting the infection and subsequently spreading
it further (Forbes et al., 2021; Lessler et al., 2021; SAGE, 2020); see also Brauner et al.
(2021); Haug et al. (2020), but also Zhu et al. (2020). Even though covid-19 is unlikely
to cause severe disease in children, estimates of the prevalence of long covid symptoms
based, e.g. in the UK (ONS, 2021) suggest that 13% of children aged 2-10 years and 15%
of those aged 12-16 years have at least one persistent symptom 5 weeks after testing
positive (Gurdasani et al., 2021).

On the other hand, there is evidence that a long-term lack of contacts with peers
may negatively affect children’s psychological development and well-being (Bignardi
et al., 2020; ECDC, 2020; Di Pietro et al., 2020; Ravens-Sieberer et al., 2021), but see also
Hafstad et al. (2021); as well as their educational outcomes (Di Pietro et al., 2020; Engzell
et al., 2020; Maldonado and De Witte, 2020), with home-schooling and online learning
disproportionately negatively affecting pupils and students from disadvantaged social
backgrounds (Di Pietro et al., 2020; ECDC, 2020).

Despite the importance of re-opening schools, there is a lack of empirical evidence
on how to do so safely, not least because it is hardly conceivable to conduct experiments
in schools during the covid-19 pandemic and it is very difficult to acquire sufficiently

granular data from epidemiological records.
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One way to gain insight from imperfect empirical data is to leverage a combina-
tion of agent-based simulations with epidemiological models on empirical contact net-
works. The structure of contact networks relevant to the spread of a particular pathogen
affects the extent and the dynamics of its spread in the given population (Danon et al.,
2011; Luke and Harris, 2007). This has also been recognized in previous research focus-
ing on the structure of contact networks within schools and their effect on transmission
of respiratory infections such as influenza (McGee et al., 2021; Gemmetto et al., 2014;
Stehlé et al., 2011).

In this study we contribute to the existing research by utilizing empirical data to
build a network of interpersonal contacts within an elementary school and use it in
agent-based simulations of the SARS-CoV-2 transmission. To our knowledge this is the
first such study. Other modelling studies have been published (Phillips et al., 2021;
McGee et al., 2021; Panovska-Griffiths et al., 2020) but none uses empirical data on in-
terpersonal contacts among pupils. We use simulations to assess the effect of a range of
schedules and measures on the extent and dynamics of the epidemic in a school setting.
We investigate the effect of rotation (i.e. alternating groups of pupils that are physically
present in school) and testing. We thus obtain realistic results that would otherwise
be impossible to obtain due to ethical and practical considerations. The results of our
model have already been leveraged by the Czech government to construct a set of mea-

sures to reopen schools in April 2021.

2 Methods

2.1 Data

To accurately capture the network of contacts between all individuals, we conducted a
questionnaire survey in a selected elementary school in Czechia, which educates pupils
in grades 1-9 (1-5 primary school, 6-9 lower secondary school). In this survey, we asked
both pupils and teachers with whom, where, and how often they interacted. The sur-
vey was conducted online after the schools were closed for the second time in Czechia
on November 2, 2020 (school closure started on October 14, 2020). For the full question-
naire, further details about data collection, and descriptive analysis, see the Appendix.

Data from the survey described a multilevel multiplex network with two types of
nodes: pupils and teachers. Six types of contacts among pupils relevant to SARS-CoV-2
transmission were studied in the survey: sitting next to each other at a desk; contacts
during breaks between classes; contacts during lunch break; contacts in after-school
care facilities; contacts during school-based voluntary activities; and contacts outside
the school. Additional three types of relevant contacts among teachers were examined
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in the survey: contacts in a shared office; contacts within the school but outside the
office; and contacts outside the school. The intensity of all these types of contacts was
measured on a four-point scale ranging from 0 (no contact) to 4 (multiple times a day).
The last type of contacts are contacts that connect the teachers and the pupils during
classes.

2.2 Model

An agent-based network model consists of three components: a realistic synthetic pop-
ulation, its social contact network, and an epidemiological SEIR model (Eubank et al.,
2004). The population and the contacts are directly built from the collected data as de-
scribed above. The epidemiological model consists of our extension of the SEIR model
applied to an agent-based model of a Czech municipality described in (Berec et al.,
2021). Basic disease-related parameters were taken from this model calibrated to the
pandemic situation in Czechia in March-June 2020. The probability of infection in our
model depends on three factors: the disease infection rate, contact intensity, and the
level of individual protection. The infection rate is taken directly from our calibrated
model as 0.32 for symptomatic individuals and 0.16 for asymptomatic ones. Contact
intensities for various school environments are also taken from our previous research.
They take into account contact duration and the distance and environment at which
the contact takes place. The level of covid-19 epidemic in the society is reflected in our
model by random daily infection imports. Details of the model and simulation param-
eters are presented in the Appendix.

2.3 Simulated measures

We model the impact of two measures, weekly rotation of in-class and distance learn-
ing, regular testing of pupils and teachers, and the combination thereof. We look at the
spread of covid-19 at grades 1-5 (primary education, typically children aged 6-11 years)
and grades 6-10 (lower secondary education, typically children aged 11-15 years).

For weekly rotation, we consider alterations of entire classes without any reduction
in the number of pupils in the class, i.e. all pupils in a given class attend in-class learn-
ing in week 1, followed by distance learning in week 2. A scenario where all classes are
divided into halves and these halves alternate on a weekly basis is also considered to
estimate the impact of in-class contacts.

For different testing regimes, we consider weekly PCR tests with a conservative 80%
sensitivity and antigen tests with sensitivities of 10%, 20% and 40% performed once or

twice a week. In both regimes we assume that positive pupils won’t infect other pupils
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Panel 1: Simulation scenarios overview. Basic scenarios serve as baseline for further
experiments and they also estimate the relative role of pupils in primary and lower sec-
ondary grades and the role of teachers. Rotation scenarios compare different versions of
class-based weekly rotation and rotation of a half of a class. Testing scenarios consider
various testing efficiency and performance parameters.

Basic scenarios

Baseline everything open except after-school clubs

Closed

G1-5 full, G6-9 closed
G1-5 closed, G6-9 full
no teachers

the whole school is closed

only grades 1-5 are attending

only grades 6-9 are attending

theoretical scenario where teachers never spread in-

fection

Rotation scenarios
Rotations all groups are attending school in a weekly rotation
manner

Half rotations each group is divided in half, these halves are attend-
ing school in weekly rotation manner, i.e. each week,
half of each group at home, the other half at school
G1-5 rotate, G6-9 closed grades 1-5 are attending school in rotations, grades
6-9 are at home

grades 1-5 are attending school daily, grades 6-9 in a

rotation manner

G1-5 full, G6-9 rotate

Testing scenarios

PCR test once students are tested on Sundays by PCR test (0.8 sen-
sitivity)
Antigen test twice students are tested on Mondays and Thursdays by

antigen test (0.1/0.2/0.4 sensitivity)

students are tested on Mondays by antigen test
(0.1/0.2/0.4 sensitivity)

Antigen test once

after taking the test and that they don’t continue to attend school after testing positive.

We don’t assume any other quarantine or isolation measures for the rest of the class.

3 Results

3.1 Scenarios

All scenarios used in our simulations are summarized in Panel 1 divided into three
categories. The baseline scenarios model situations where the school is open (except for
after-school clubs), completely closed, or where only primary grades or only secondary
grades pupils attend. The last two variants were also considered in an artificial scenario

without teachers present at school, in order to estimate the contribution of teachers to
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the spread of the infection (this case corresponds to a hypothetical scenario of fully
immune, noninfectious teachers).

Rotation scenarios comprise weekly rotation of primary grades pupils (secondary
grades are closed), secondary grades rotation (primary grades without restrictions),
weekly rotation of all classes, and weekly rotation of halves of classes. The testing sce-
narios comprise highly sensitive PCR testing performed on Sundays or antigen testing
using tests of various sensitivity performed either once or twice a week (on Mondays,
or Monday and Thursday mornings, respectively).

All simulations were run at four different strengths of the epidemic characterized
by daily infected imports corresponding to 146 per 100 000 people (what we refer to as
severe epidemic), 73 (50% of the severe epidemic) 36 (25%), and 15 (10%). All simulation
results can be found in the Appendix.

We used the simulations to compare three effects: the effect of rotation only, the

effect of testing only, and the combined effect of rotation and testing.

3.2 Rotations

Weekly rotation has a major impact on curbing the spread of the infection within the
school (Figure 1 and Table 1). When all groups of pupils take part in rotation schedules
the infection rate drops to 19-25% compared to a fully open school. When the school
opens only for primary grades, alternatively introducing also rotation , the infection
rate drops to 51-54% or to mere 12-15%, respectively, compared to the infection rate of
a fully open school. Rotation of halves of all classes is comparably efficient (13-15%).

3.3 Testing

The impact of testing depends heavily on the sensitivity of the testing procedure (Fig-
ure 2 and Table 2). Highly sensitive PCR tests are able to reduce infection rates down
to 38-45%, while low sensitivity antigen tests have a much lower impact even when
performed twice a week (from 43% of infections compared to no intervention for 0.4
sensitivity tests and a mild epidemic to 85% of infections for 0.1 sensitivity tests and
a severe epidemic). For comparison antigen tests performed once a week are also in-
cluded in the experiments. Unsurprisingly, their effect is even lower (61% of infections
in contrast to 43%, and 92% in contrast to 85% with corresponding epidemic level and

sensitivities).
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Table 1: Rotation scenarios. Percentage of infected cases compared to the baseline six
weeks after the start of the policy. Mean values of 1000 runs are reported. (Baseline, i.e.
no restrictions, corresponds to 100%, closed schools corresponds to 0%).

import 0.1 import0.25 import0.5 import1.0

G1-5 full, G6-9 closed 50.67 54.67 52.98 54.38
G1-5 full, G6-9 rotate 60.19 63.87 63.92 64.46
rotations 18.93 21.94 22.69 24.79
half rotations 13.18 12.57 14.02 15.42
G1-5 rotate, G6-9 closed 12.17 12.47 13.83 15.32

Figure 1: Rotation scenarios for medium epidemics: Comparison of the number of
infected active cases during the run. The x-axis represents days of simulation, the y-axis
represents the number of infections at school, mean values of 1000 runs with standard
deviation are plotted for each simulation.
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3.4 Combined measures

The already strong effect of rotation is further amplified by adding testing (Figure 3 and
Table 3). The combination of rotations and sensitive PCR tests drops infection numbers
to the range of mere 13-15% compared to no restrictions, and even low sensitivity anti-
gen tests reduce infections to 15-23% when performed twice a week, and 17-24% when
performed once a week.
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Table 2: Testing scenarios. Number of infected cases compared to baseline six weeks
after the start of the policy expressed as a percentage. The numbers in brackets denote
the sensitivity of the test. (Baseline, i.e. no restrictions, corresponds to 100%, closed
schools correspond to 0%).

import 0.1 import0.25 import0.5 import1.0

PCR test once 38.34 42.26 42.26 44.59
antigen test twice (0.1) 83.43 83.28 83.60 85.27
antigen test twice (0.2) 64.02 67.91 67.55 71.33
antigen test twice (0.4) 43.48 44.42 45.98 48.43
antigen test once (0.1) 90.86 93.36 91.26 92.43
antigen test once (0.2) 79.34 82.01 82.13 83.74
antigen test once (0.4) 61.27 64.28 65.81 68.77

Figure 2: Testing scenarios for a medium epidemic: Comparison of the number of in-
fected active cases during the run. The x-axis represents days of simulation, the y-axis
represents number of infections at school, mean values of 1000 runs with standard de-
viation are plotted for each simulation.
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3.5 Role of teachers in spreading the infection

Statistics of the sources of infection in simulations show that contacts between teach-
ers represent almost 6% of school infections. However, teachers represent only 8% of
individuals in our school, i.e. they would be responsible only for 0.64% in a naive sym-
metric graph model. The fact that we find the infection transmission between teachers
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Table 3: Rotation + testing scenarios. Number of infected cases compared to baseline
six weeks after the start of the policy expressed as a percentage. Mean values of 1000
runs are reported. (Baseline, i.e. no restrictions, corresponds to 100%, closed schools
correspond to 0%).

import 0.1 import0.25 import0.5 import1.0

rotation + PCR test once 12.77 13.12 12.95 14.76
rotation + antigen test twice (0.1) 18.46 19.45 19.76 22.50
rotation + antigen test twice (0.2) 16.65 16.96 17.87 20.51
rotation + antigen test twice (0.4) 14.76 14.11 14.25 16.28
rotation + antigen test once (0.1) 19.51 20.24 20.61 23.63
rotation + antigen test once (0.2) 18.70 19.51 19.80 22.23
rotation + antigen test once (0.4) 16.92 16.38 16.94 19.49

Figure 3: Rotations and testing scenarios for a medium epidemic: Comparison of the
number of infected active cases during the run. The x-axis represents days of simu-
lation, the y-axis represents number of infections at school, mean values of 1000 runs
with standard deviation are plotted for each simulation.
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almost ten times higher compared to a symmetric graph is a direct consequence of the
revealed structure of social interactions in our school. The study of relative densities
of contact graphs reveals that the density of older pupils subgraph is 1.5 times higher
than the younger pupils subgraph. The teachers subgraph has yet an order of magni-
tude higher density (cf. Appendix).
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Table 4: The role of teachers. Numbers of infected cases compared to the baseline
six weeks after the start of the policy expressed as a percentage. Mean values of 1000
runs are reported. (Baseline, i.e. no restrictions, corresponds to 100%, closed schools
correspond to 0%).

import 0.1 import0.25 import0.5 import1.0

G1-5 full, G6-9 closed 50.67 54.66 52.98 54.38
G1-5 full, G6-9 closed, no teachers 42.29 44.12 4413 44 .61
difference for G1-5 8.38 10.54 8.85 9.77
G1-5 closed, G6-9 full 45.35 4424 4591 44.50
G1-5 closed, G6-9 full, no teachers 27.22 28.47 29.79 30.24
difference for G6-9 18.13 15.77 15.98 14.26

The scenarios in Table 4 compare a completely open school (taken as 100% infec-
tion rate) with the attendance of grades 1-5 only, resulting in infection rates between
51-54%, and with the attendance of grades 6-9 only, resulting in 44—46% infection rate.
Then an artificial scenario assumes the same attendance with fully immune, noninfec-
tious teachers. We can see that the “absence’ of teachers reduces the infections by 8-11%
for grades 1-5 and by 14-18% for grades 6-9. These results show a bigger role of teach-
ers for the viral spread in grades 6-9 due to their teaching in multiple classes in these
grades.

4 Discussion

The results of our model indicate that weekly rotation of in-class and distance learning
can be very effective in curbing the spread of covid-19 infection in elementary schools
(by as much as 75-81%). As the modelled rotation does not assume any changes to the
composition of the class, it brings about only a limited disturbance to a normal school
operation. The effectiveness of rotation is insensitive to individual compliance within
schools, often a key factor in the effectiveness of other protective measures focused on
individuals, such as wearing protective masks or heightened hygienic measures.

Our results also indicate a strong effect of regular testing of pupils in schools, even
with lower sensitivity tests, provided a negative test is a requirement to participate in
in-class education and the tests are performed twice a week several days apart in the
case of lower sensitivity tests. Antigen tests of a 40% sensitivity performed twice a
week reduce the spread of covid-19 by 52-57%. For comparison, PCR tests (with an
80% sensitivity) performed once a week reduce the spread similarly by 55-62%, while
antigen tests (40% sensitivity) performed once a week result in about 31-39% reduction.
The combined effect of rotation and testing results in a strong 84-86% reduction of

infections for antigen tests with a 40% sensitivity performed twice a week. Our results
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also show that teachers play a key role in the spread of covid-19 in schools, especially
in the secondary school grades. The contribution to reduction of in infection rates by
excluding teachers from school represents is 8-11% for primary grades, but 14-18%
for secondary grades. This is roughly in line with observation studies indicating that
teachers tend to be overrepresented among secondary cases in schools compared to
students (see, e.g., Gold, 2021; Ismail et al., 2021; Schoeps et al., 2021), though there is
some heterogeneity in the literature, with the reported raw ratio of teachers:students
being approx. 1:2 (Schoeps et al., 2021), but also approx. 1:5 (Gold, 2021).

An additional analysis of contact networks of children in grades 1-5 compared to
children in grades 6-9 indicates that the older children have about 1.5 times more con-
tacts among themselves and also more contacts with teachers (cf. Appendix, Table 3A).
While contacts from the same class are comparable for grades 1-5 and 6-9, the contacts
with other classes are two times more common for older children. This is generally in
line with the observation that school infection clusters among older children tend to be
more frequent than among younger children (ECDC, 2020), see also (SAGE, 2020).

As any other model or simulation, our model is built on certain assumptions. One
such assumption relates to the behavior of a person tested with a negative test result.
We assume that a false negative test result does not alter behavior of the tested person
in a significant way compared to behavior with no test at all. Further research on be-
havioral changes in children and teachers as a result of negative covid-19 test should
be conducted to improve our findings. In a similar vein, we assume that individuals in
our simulations are entirely compliant with the anti-epidemic measures imposed upon
them (such as isolation following a positive test). This assumption may not necessar-
ily hold in all situations, for example after a prolonged lockdown and restrictions. In
these situations, the population may experience compliance fatigue, which may lower
its willingness to comply with the mitigation measures. If the compliance is low, sim-
ulation models including the one we present here are likely to yield less valid results
unless they specifically account for these negative effects. Further research may focus
on how sensitive our results are to a lower compliance.

Other limitations of our study relate to the virological properties of the virus. Specif-
ically, we are not considering different variants of SARS-CoV-2 and their effect in the
epidemiological component of our SEIR model. The model was calibrated based on the
Czech epidemiological situation from March to June 2020. However, different epidemic
levels in our simulations, spanning an order of magnitude in infected imports, indicate
the robustness of our results. Additionally, the model may be extended by calibrating
its parameters to different variants of the SARS-CoV-2 virus or even to different viruses
altogether provided that the relevant transmission pathways are interpersonal contact
networks such as with other respiratory diseases.
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Our results indicate the roles of specific components of elementary school operation
in the spread of covid-19 and the effectiveness of selected measures and school regimes
on the spread of covid-19 within schools. They do not pertain in any way to the role of
schools themselves in the spread of covid-19 in the entire population.

To our knowledge, this is the first agent-based model assessing the effectiveness
of individual measures on covid-19 spread in a school setting based on real contact
networks derived from empirical data. Our contact network data align with previ-
ous research based on both simulated data (McGee et al., 2021) or contact networks
obtained using wearable sensors (Gemmetto et al., 2014; Stehlé et al., 2011) in show-
ing densely interconnected contact networks with strong within-class mixing among
pupils. Likewise, the results obtained from our simulations point at similarities with
other studies. Those include the disproportionate effect of only a subset of pupils not
attending the school on decreasing the infection rates (Gemmetto et al., 2014) and in
general, the effects of rotation on curbing the viral transmission (McGee et al., 2021;
Panovska-Griffiths et al., 2020; Head et al., 2021), and the effect of regular testing even
with low sensitivity tests on reducing the infection rates in a study with a similar design
on artificial data (McGee et al., 2021) as well as in a population-level study (Panovska-
Griffiths et al., 2020).

Our study thus presents the first assessment of selected school regimes and mea-
sures based on empirical data. As such it can serve not only to expand our knowledge
of covid-19 transmission but it can also be used by public health authorities and policy
makers for informed decisions on safe school operations during the covid-19 epidemic.
The Czech Government has implemented weekly rotations for primary schools on the
12th of April 2021 for grades 1-5 and on the 3rd of May for grades 6-9 in most regions.
The rotations are is accompanied by testing (twice a week for an antigen test and once a
week for PCR test). While our results may be used for formulation drafting and imple-
mentation of policies in schools, policy-makers and other actors involved in decision
making should always consider the broader epidemiological context and situation.

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628; this version posted July 1, 2021. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

References

Berec, Ludék, Tomas Diviak, Ale§ Kubéna, René Levinsky, Roman Neruda, Gabriela
Suchoparova, Josef Slerka, Martin Smid, Jan Trnka, Vit Tucek, Petra Vidnerova,
Milan Zajicek, and Frantisek Zapletal, “Model-M: An agent-based epidemic model
of a middle-sized municipality,” medRxiv, 2021. DOI: 10.1101/2021.05.13.21257139.

Bignardi, Giacomo, Edwin S. Dalmaijer, Alexander L. Anwyl-Irvine, Tess A. Smith,
Roma Siugzdaite, Stepheni Uh, and Duncan E. Astle, “Longitudinal increases in
childhood depression symptoms during the COVID-19 lockdown,” November 2020.
Accepted: 2020-12-01T07:10:54Z Publisher: BM] Publishing Group.

Brauner, Jan M., Soren Mindermann, Mrinank Sharma, David Johnston, John Sal-
vatier, TomaS Gavenciak, Anna B. Stephenson, Gavin Leech, George Altman,
Vladimir Mikulik, Alexander John Norman, Joshua Teperowski Monrad, Tamay
Besiroglu, Hong Ge, Meghan A. Hartwick, Yee Whye Teh, Leonid Chindelevitch,
Yarin Gal, and Jan Kulveit, “Inferring the effectiveness of government interventions
against COVID-19,” Science, February 2021, 371 (6531). Publisher: American Associ-
ation for the Advancement of Science Section: Research Article.

Danon, Leon, Ashley P. Ford, Thomas House, Chris P. Jewell, Matt J. Keeling,
Gareth O. Roberts, Joshua V. Ross, and Matthew C. Vernon, “Networks and the

epidemiology of infectious disease,” Interdisciplinary Perspectives on Infectious Diseases,
2011, 2011, 284909.

ECDC, “COVID-19 in children and the role of school settings in transmission - first
update,” December 2020.

Engzell, Per, Arun Frey, and Mark D. Verhagen, “Learning Loss Due to School Clo-
sures During the COVID-19 Pandemic,” Technical Report, SocArXiv October 2020.
type: article.

Eubank, Stephen, Hasan Guclu, Sritesh Kumar, Madhav Marathe, Aravind Srini-
vasan, Zoltan Toroczkai, and Nan Wang, “Modeling Disease Outbreaks in Realistic
Urban Social Networks,” 2004, 429, 180-4.

Forbes, Harriet, Caroline E. Morton, Seb Bacon, Helen 1. McDonald, Caroline Mi-
nassian, Jeremy P. Brown, Christopher T. Rentsch, Rohini Mathur, Anna Schultze,
Nicholas J. DeVito, Brian MacKenna, William J. Hulme, Richard Croker, Alex ]J.
Walker, Elizabeth J. Williamson, Chris Bates, Amir Mehrkar, Helen J. Curtis, David
Evans, Kevin Wing, Peter Inglesby, Henry Drysdale, Angel Y. S. Wong, Jonathan

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628; this version posted July 1, 2021. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Cockburn, Robert McManus, John Parry, Frank Hester, Sam Harper, Ian J. Dou-
glas, Liam Smeeth, Stephen J. W. Evans, Krishnan Bhaskaran, Rosalind M. Eggo,
Ben Goldacre, and Laurie A. Tomlinson, “Association between living with children
and outcomes from covid-19: OpenSAFELY cohort study of 12 million adults in Eng-
land,” BM]J, March 2021, 372, n628. Publisher: British Medical Journal Publishing

Group Section: Research.

Gemmetto, Valerio, Alain Barrat, and Ciro Cattuto, “Mitigation of infectious disease
at school: targeted class closure vs school closure,” BMC infectious diseases, December
2014, 14, 695.

Gold, Jeremy A. W., “Clusters of SARS-CoV-2 Infection Among Elementary School
Educators and Students in One School District — Georgia, December 2020-January
2021,” MMWR. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report, 2021, 70.

Gurdasani, Deepti, Nisreen A. Alwan, Trisha Greenhalgh, ZoA< Hyde, Luke John-
son, Martin McKee, Susan Michie, Kimberly A. Prather, Sarah D. Rasmussen,
Stephen Reicher, Paul Roderick, and Hisham Ziauddeen, “School reopening with-
out robust COVID-19 mitigation risks accelerating the pandemic,” The Lancet, March
2021, 397 (10280), 1177-1178. Publisher: Elsevier.

Hafstad, Gertrud Sofie, Sjur Skjershammer Saetren, Tore Wentzel-Larsen, and Else-
Marie Augusti, “Adolescents” symptoms of anxiety and depression before and dur-
ing the Covid-19 outbreak — A prospective population-based study of teenagers in
Norway,” The Lancet Regional Health-Europe, 2021, 5, 100093. Publisher: Elsevier.

Haug, Nils, Lukas Geyrhofer, Alessandro Londei, Elma Dervic, Amélie Desvars-
Larrive, Vittorio Loreto, Beate Pinior, Stefan Thurner, and Peter Klimek, “Ranking
the effectiveness of worldwide COVID-19 government interventions,” Nature Human
Behaviour, December 2020, 4 (12), 1303-1312. Publisher: Nature Publishing Group.

Head, Jennifer R., Kristin L. Andrejko, Qu Cheng, Philip A. Collender, Sophie
Phillips, Anna Boser, Alexandra K. Heaney, Christopher M. Hoover, Sean L. Wu,
Graham R. Northrup, Karen Click, Naomi S. Bardach, Joseph A. Lewnard, and
Justin V. Remais, “School closures reduced social mixing of children during COVID-
19 with implications for transmission risk and school reopening policies.,” 2021,
pp- 20200970-20200970.

Ismail, Sharif A., Vanessa Saliba, Jamie Lopez Bernal, Mary E. Ramsay, and
Shamez N. Ladhani, “SARS-CoV-2 infection and transmission in educational set-
tings: a prospective, cross-sectional analysis of infection clusters and outbreaks in
England,” The Lancet Infectious Diseases, March 2021, 21 (3), 344-353.

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628; this version posted July 1, 2021. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Lessler, Justin, M. Kate Grabowski, Kyra H. Grantz, Elena Badillo-Goicoechea,
C. Jessica E. Metcalf, Carly Lupton-Smith, Andrew S. Azman, and Elizabeth A.
Stuart, “Household COVID-19 risk and in-person schooling,” medRxiv, March 2021,
p- 2021.02.27.21252597. Publisher: Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory Press.

Luke, Douglas A. and Jenine K. Harris, “Network analysis in public health: history,
methods, and applications,” Annual Review of Public Health, 2007, 28, 69-93.

Maldonado, Joana and Kristof De Witte, “The effect of school closures on standardised
student test,” 2020. FEB Research Report Department of Economics.

McGee, Ryan S., Julian R. Homburger, Hannah E. Williams, Carl T. Bergstrom, and
Alicia Y. Zhou, “Model-driven mitigation measures for reopening schools during the
COVID-19 pandemic,” medRxiv, February 2021, p. 2021.01.22.21250282. Publisher:
Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory Press.

ONS, “Office for National Statistics, Updated estimates of the prevalence of long
COVID symptoms,” 2021.

Panovska-Griffiths, Jasmina, Cliff C. Kerr, Robyn M. Stuart, Dina Mistry, Daniel J.
Klein, Russell M. Viner, and Chris Bonell, “Determining the optimal strategy for re-
opening schools, the impact of test and trace interventions, and the risk of occurrence
of a second COVID-19 epidemic wave in the UK: a modelling study,” The Lancet Child
& Adolescent Health, November 2020, 4 (11), 817-827. Publisher: Elsevier.

Phillips, Brendon, Dillon T. Browne, Madhur Anand, and Chris T. Bauch, “Model-
based projections for COVID-19 outbreak size and student-days lost to closure in
Ontario childcare centres and primary schools,” Scientific Reports, March 2021, 11 (1),
6402. Number: 1 Publisher: Nature Publishing Group.

Pietro, Giorgio Di, Federico Biagi, Patricia Costa, Zbigniew Karpinski, and Jacopo
Mazza, “The likely impact of COVID-19 on education: Reflections based on the ex-

isting literature and recent international datasets,” Technical Report 2020.

Ravens-Sieberer, Ulrike, Anne Kaman, Michael Erhart, Janine Devine, Heike
Holling, Robert Schlack, Constanze Loffler, Klaus Hurrelmann, and Christiane
Otto, “Quality of life and mental health in children and adolescents during the first
year of the COVID-19 pandemic in Germany: Results of a two-wave nationally rep-
resentative study,” Preprint available at SSRN 3798710, 2021.

SAGE, “TFC: Children and transmission, 4 November 2020. Paper prepared by the
Children’s Task and Finish Group (TFC) for the Scientific Advisory Group for Emer-
gencies (SAGE).,” 2020.

14


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628; this version posted July 1, 2021. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Schoeps, Anja, Dietmar Hoffmann, Claudia Tamm, Bianca Vollmer, Sabine Haag,
Tina Kaffenberger, Kimberly Ferguson-Beiser, Berit Kohlhase-Griebel, Silke Base-
nach, Andrea Missal, Katja Hofling, Harald Michels, Anett Schall, Holger Kappes,
Manfred Vogt, Klaus Jahn, Till Birnighausen, and Philipp Zanger, “COVID-19
transmission in educational institutions August to December 2020 in Germany: a
study of index cases and close contact cohorts,” preprint, Epidemiology February
2021.

Stehlé, Juliette, Nicolas Voirin, Alain Barrat, Ciro Cattuto, Lorenzo Isella, Jean-
Francois Pinton, Marco Quaggiotto, Wouter Van den Broeck, Corinne Régis, Bruno
Lina, and Philippe Vanhems, “High-Resolution Measurements of Face-to-Face Con-
tact Patterns in a Primary School,” 2011, 6 (8), €23176. Publisher: Public Library of

Science.

Stein-Zamir, Chen, Nitza Abramson, Hanna Shoob, Erez Libal, Menachem Bitan,
Tanya Cardash, Refael Cayam, and Ian Miskin, “A large COVID-19 outbreak in
a high school 10 days after schools” reopening, Israel, May 2020,” Eurosurveillance,
July 2020, 25 (29), 2001352. Publisher: European Centre for Disease Prevention and

Control.

Torres, Juan Pablo, Cecilia Pifiera, Verénica De La Maza, Anne ] Lagomarcino,
Daniela Simian, Barbara Torres, Cinthya Urquidi, Maria Teresa Valenzuela, and
Miguel O’Ryan, “Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 Antibody
Prevalence in Blood in a Large School Community Subject to a Coronavirus Dis-
ease 2019 Outbreak: A Cross-sectional Study,” Clinical Infectious Diseases, July 2020,
(ciaa95b).

Zhu, Yanshan, Conor J. Bloxham, Katina D. Hulme, Jane E. Sinclair, Zhen Wei Mar-
cus Tong, Lauren E. Steele, Ellesandra C. Noye, Jiahai Lu, Yao Xia, Keng Yih Chew,
Janessa Pickering, Charles Gilks, Asha C. Bowen, and Kirsty R. Short, “A meta-
analysis on the role of children in SARS-CoV-2 in household transmission clusters,”
medRxiv, December 2020. Publisher: Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory Press.

Zimmerman, Kanecia O., Ibukunoluwa C. Akinboyo, M. Alan Brookhart, An-
gelique E. Boutzoukas, Kathleen A. McGann, Michael J. Smith, Gabriela Mara-
diaga Panayotti, Sarah C. Armstrong, Helen Bristow, Donna Parker, Sabrina
Zadrozny, David J. Weber, Daniel K. Benjamin, and FOR THE ABC SCIENCE
COLLABORATIVE, “Incidence and Secondary Transmission of SARS-CoV-2 Infec-
tions in Schools,” Pediatrics, April 2021, 147 (4), €2020048090.

15


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628; this version posted July 1, 2021. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Appendix

A1l Introduction

In this Appendix we have collected supplementary material — data, detailed results,
and questionnaires — used in our study. The structure of the Appendix is as follows,
in section A2 we describe the school and the contact networks created from the survey.
Complete results in the form of tables and graphs with sensitivity analysis are gathered
in section A3. Finally, sections A4 and A5 contain transcripts of electronic question-
naires used to collect the contact data from students and teachers, respectively.

A2 Data

Collection and preprocessing

The school where we collected data is located in a suburban area of a large Czech city.
The school has nine grades of primary and lower secondary education (children age 6
to 15). In total, 624 students and 55 teachers were included in the data collection. The
school is representative of suburban schools in the Czech republic. In particular, the
school has one main building where both the primary and lower secondary grades are
located.

The questionnaire had the following format: every student (or teacher) was asked
to fill out every contact they meet at a particular place (e.g. classroom or lunch, cf.
Table A4). They also had to indicate how often they usually meet the person. For
students, contacts with students from the same class and from a different class occurred
at different layers. Every student or teacher was also asked which hobby activities
they attend or teach, respectively. The frequency of contacts was identified by different
options in the questionnaire: several times a day, once per day, every day, sometimes,
rarely. Answers differed between types of contact (e.g. every day for lunch, but once
per day for break). Refer to sections A4 and A5 for complete transcripts of electronic
questionnaires.

We have also used a summarized timetable that contains data of how many hours
per week a teacher has in each class. Using this information, we generated edges be-
tween a teacher and all students in a class where they teach, proportionally weighted
by the number of hours per week.

The contact networks were constructed from the questionnaire data as follows. The
reported contacts are directed (a respondent report whom they are in contact with), but

the underlying transmission network is undirected, we symmetrized the responses by
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Figure A1: The social network of pupils (left) and teachers (right).

the maximum value in each dyad. This also helps with imputing missing responses,
as the response rate among pupils was 63% and among teachers 23%, and thus some
sort of imputation of missing contacts was necessary. The social networks of pupils and
teachers are presented in Table A1, two nodes in the graph are connected whenever the
contact between them exists at least in one of the layers.

Table A3 presents comparison of graph densities for contacts among three main sub-
sets of our graph — teachers, primary and secondary pupils. It can be seen that teachers
contact network is very dense in comparison to the rest of contacts. Secondary pupils
have about 1.5 times more contacts than primary pupils, while the contacts between
younger and older pupils are relatively sparse.

Table A1: Pupil-to-pupil contact networks — descriptive measures

after-school care desk outside lunch break

Nodes 624 624 624 624 624
Edges 1558 1018 2356 3096 9364
Avg Degree 2.497 1.631 3776  4.962 15.006
Centralization 0.038 0.009 0.034 0.031 0.035
Density 0.008 0.005 0.012 0.016 0.048
Connectedness 0.012 0.015 0.746  0.028 1
Closure 0.553 0.235 0.225 0490 0.663
Avg Distance 1.841 3450 6.017 1990 4.790

Building a contact network

After the data preprocessing, we have obtained a network with 624 student nodes, 55
teacher nodes, and 27,677 edges. The edges are divided into 98 layers corresponding to
four types of contacts: students in class, teacher in class, after-school clubs, and others

(friendship, more contacts). The overview of layers is presented in Table A4.

17


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628; this version posted July 1, 2021. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Table A2: Teacher-to-teacher contact networks — descriptive measures

office school outside

Nodes 55 55 55
Edges 1122 50 458
Avg Degree 20.400 0.909 8.327
Centralization 0.646 0.136 0.878

Density 0.378 0.017 0.154
Connectedness 1 0.145 1
Closure 0.505 0 0.251

Avg Distance 1.622 3.740 1.846

Table A3: Subgraph densities for interactions among three categories of nodes — teach-
ers, primary and secondary pupils. For pupils we further differentiate contacts inside
and outside of classes. Weighted density (w.d.) represents a value where contacts are
weighted by their intensity and weight of the layer.

contactl contect2 sameclass nodes layers edges density w.d.
primary  primary - 357 24 9463 0.006205 0.000216
primary  primary no 357 3 241 0.001351 0.000128
primary primary yes 357 21 9222 0.106592 0.003541
primary secondary - 624 3 71 0.000248 0.000026
primary  teacher - 412 17 1414 0.004236 0.000054
secondary secondary - 267 19 6480 0.009604 0.000346
secondary secondary no 267 3 291 0.002996 0.000465
secondary secondary yes 267 16 6189 0.123306 0.003751
secondary teacher - 322 11 4258 0.026359 0.000181
teacher teacher - 55 3 839 0.188327 0.005733

The frequencies of contacts and their types are then used to assess contact inten-
sities. The intensities of contact types are taken from our epidemic model of the city,
and they were obtained by survey of experts processed by the Saaty method. The con-
tact intensity values used in our school model are presented in Table A5. For details,
cf. Berec et al. (2021). The assignment of intensities and their combinations to layer
types is presented in column two of Table A4.

Figure A2 and Table A6 show the results of a simulation of infection spread in a
fully open school (no infection control measures) identifying the sources of infections.
The majority of infections (43%) originate in class and during lunch (19%). Teachers
are subject of two types of interactions (teacher-teacher and teacher-student) which to-
gether result in 17% of infections.

18


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259628; this version posted July 1, 2021. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Figure A2: Sources of infections in open school baseline scenario. The graph represents
daily values of infected individuals categorized by the contact type. Numbers are sums
over 1000 simulation runs. Average numbers in percent are presented in Table A6.
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Table A4: Overview of the types of social contact layers. The contact intensity column
refers to basic contact intensities from Table A5.

layer contact intensity note

break closerandomcontact

lunch dininingcontact

after_school care closerandomcontact Only some students go there
desk-mate_main closelongtermcontact Respondent sits at the same

desk with this person the most
frequently (in Czechia, students
usually sit in pairs)

outside_of_school (closelongtermcontact | Any contact when not at school
+  closeopenair  +
closerandomcontact)/3

outside_of_school_other| (closelongtermcontact
+  closeopenair  +
closerandomcontact) /4
desk-mate_sometimes | closelongtermcontact Respondent sometimes sits at
the same desk with this person

break_other closelongtermcontact
desk- (closelongtermcontact
mate_sometimes_other | + closerandomcon-
tact)/2
office (closerandomcontact*4 | These teachers share an office
+  closelongtermcon-
tact)/5
at_job closerandomcontact
outside_job (closelongtermcontact | Any contact when not at school

+  closeopenair  +
closerandomcontact)/3

teaches_class_XY distantlongtermcontact | Teacher x student contact
(27 classes)

Assistent_class XY closelongtermcontact Teacher x student contact
(2 classes)

hobby (26) closerandomcontact Student x student contact
active_hobby (5) physicalshortterm Student x student contact
class_contact (27) closerandomcontact Student x student contact
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Table A5: Contact categories and their intensities.

contact name intensity

closelongtermcontact 0.255905135951299
physicallongterm 0.209577963668343
physicalshortterm 0.209577963668343
dininingcontact 0.156907515722802
distantlongtermcontact 0.108580705683382
closerandomcontact 0.031870115278543
serviceclientcontact 0.017146327621734
closeopenair 0.010434272405554

Table A6: Percentage of sources of infections over layers in open school baseline sce-

nario.
lunch 19.01 % outside of class 9.11 %
after-school care 419 % outside of school 7.99 %
after-school clubs 1.53 % teacher - teacher 5.56 %
in class 42.96 % teacher - student 9.64 %
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A3 Results

In the following we present complete results of our three experiments that compare
relative efficiency of the following measures: weekly rotations, testing, and their com-
bination. Furthermore, we present an experiment to estimate the importance of teachers
in the epidemics spread within school. For each experiment we present the results in
four epidemics levels represented by average import of infected individuals. Table A7
contains numbers of individuals relative to 100 thousand inhabitants. The levels were

selected to represent severe epidemics and its ratios of 50%, 25% and 10%.

Table A7: Levels of epidemics used in our simulations. Numbers of infected calculated
per 100 thousand inhabitants daily and weekly.

Epidemics daily import per 100k weekly import per 100k
100% — severe 146.38 1024.69
50% — medium 73.66 515.61
25% — quarter 36.36 254.54
10% — weak 14.64 102.47
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Rotations

Table A8: Rotation scenarios. Percentage of numbers of infected six weeks after the
start of the policy.

scenario import 0.1 import 0.25
% mean std % mean std
baseline 100.00 15.35 11.71 100.00 3522 16.57

G1-GS5 full, G6-9 closed 50.67 897 7.77 5467 22.02 11.20
G1-GS5 full, G6-9 rotate 60.19 10.20 842 63.87 24.69 12.04

rotations 1893 487 385 2194 1248 6.03
half rotations 13.18 413 321 12.58 9.76  4.82
G1-G5 rotate, G6-9 closed  12.17 4.00 3.14 1247 9.72 4.72
closed 0.00 242 157 0.00 6.09 232
scenario import 0.5 import 1.0

% mean std % mean std
baseline 100.00 63.46 19.95 100.00 103.86 20.19

G1-GS5 full, G6-9 closed 5298 39.28 13.81 5438 6743 13.74
G1-G5 full, G6-9 rotate 6392 4490 15.02 64.46 7548 14.92

rotations 22,69 2370 739 2479 4380 8.29
half rotations 14.02 1924 6.08 1543 3633 6.68
G1-G5 rotate, G6-9 closed 13.83 19.14 6.26 1532 3624 6.47
closed 0.00 12.03 292 0.00 24.00 275
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Figure A3: Rotation scenarios. (left) Comparison of number of infected active cases
during the run. The x-axis represents days of simulation, the y-axis represents num-
ber of infections at school, mean values with standard deviation are plotted for each
simulation. (right) Violin plots: all infected (cumulative over the whole run).
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Testing

Table A9: Testing scenarios. Percentage of numbers of infected six weeks after the start
of the policy. The numbers in brackets denote the sensitivity of the test.

scenario import 0.1 import 0.25

% mean std % mean std
baseline 100.00 15.35 11.71 100.00 35.22 16.57
PCR test once 38.34 738 659 4226 1840 10.34

antigen test twice (0.1) 83.43 13.21 11.05 83.28 30.35 14.33
antigen test twice (0.2) 64.02 1070 896 6791 2587 13.24
antigen test twice (0.4) 4348 8.04 6.82 4442 19.03 10.31
antigen test once (0.1) 90.87 14.17 1129 9336 33.28 16.12
antigen test once (0.2)  79.34 1268 1036 82.02 2998 14.89
antigen test once (0.4) 61.27 1034 8.61 6429 2482 12.65

closed 0.00 242 157 0.00 6.09 232
import 0.5 import 1.0

% mean std %  mean std

baseline 100.00 63.46 19.95 100.00 103.86 20.19

PCR test once 4226 33.77 1218 4459 59.62 13.44

antigen test twice (0.1) 83.60 55.03 17.73 8527 9210 18.02
antigen test twice (0.2) 67.55 46.77 15.67 71.33 80.97 16.59
antigen test twice (0.4) 4598 35.68 12.25 4843 62.68 13.34
antigen test once (0.1) 91.26 5897 19.18 9243 97.82 18.81
antigen test once (0.2) 82.13 54.27 18.06 83.74 90.88 18.58
antigen test once (0.4) 65.82 4588 1557 68.77 7892 16.99
closed 0.00 12.03 292 0.00 24.00 2.75
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Figure A4: Testing scenarios. (left) Comparison of number of infected active cases dur-
ing the run. The x-axis represents days of simulation, the y-axis represents number of
infections at school, mean values with standard deviation are plotted for each simula-
tion. (right) Violin plots: all infected (cumulative over the whole run).
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Rotations and testing

Table A10: Rotation and testing scenarios. Percentage of numbers of infected six weeks
after the start of the policy.

scenario import 0.1 import 0.25

% mean std % mean std
baseline 100.00 15.35 11.71 100.00 35.22 16.57
rotate + PCR test once 12.77 4.08 336 13.12 991 528

rotate + antigen test twice (0.1) 1846 4.81 3.79 1945 11.76 5.61
rotate + antigen test twice (0.2) 16.65 458 3.69 1696 11.03 527
rotate + antigen test twice (0.4) 1476 433 356 1411 1020 4.86
rotate + antigen test once (0.1) 1951 495 386 2025 1199 5.76
rotate + antigen test once (0.2) 1870 4.84 386 1952 11.78 573
rotate + antigen test once (0.4) 1692 461 371 1639 10.86 5.39

closed 0.00 242 157 0.00 6.09 232
import 0.5 import 1.0

% mean std %  mean std

baseline 100.00 63.46 1995 100.00 103.86 20.19

rotate + PCR test once 295 18.69 6.09 1476 3579 7.04

rotate + antigen test twice (0.1) 19.76 2219 737 2250 4197 7.88
rotate + antigen test twice (0.2) 17.87 2122 6.76 20.51 40.38 7.40
rotate + antigen test twice (0.4) 1425 1936 6.26 1628 37.00 6.90
rotate + antigen test once (0.1) 20.62 2263 723 23.64 4288 7.90
rotate + antigen test once (0.2) 19.81 2222 726 2223 4176 7.79
rotate + antigen test once (0.4) 16.95 20.75 6.65 1950 3957 7.54
closed 0.00 12.03 292 0.00 24.00 275
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Figure A5: Rotating + testing scenarios. (left) Comparison of number of infected active
cases during the run. The x-axis represents days of simulation, the y-axis represents
number of infections at school, mean values with standard deviation are plotted for
each simulation. (right) Violin plots: all infected (cumulative over the whole run).
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The role of teachers

Table A11: The role of teachers. Percentage of numbers of infected six weeks after the
start of the policy.

scenario import 0.1 import 0.25

% mean std % mean std
baseline 100.00 15.35 11.71 100.00 35.22 16.57
G1-GS5 full, G6-9 closed 50.67 897 7.77 54.67 22.02 11.20
G1-Gb5 closed, G6-9 full 4536 829 838 4425 1898 11.52

G1-G5 full, G6-9 closed (no teachers) 4229 7.89 6.93 44.13 1895 9.83
G1-G5 closed, G6-9 full (no teachers) 27.22 594 559 2847 1438 8.00

closed 0.00 242 157 0.00 6.09 232
import 0.5 import 1.0

% mean std % mean std

baseline 100.00 63.46 19.95 100.00 103.86 20.19

G1-GS5 full, G6-9 closed 5298 39.28 13.81 54.38 67.43 13.74

G1-Gb5 closed, G6-9 full 4592 3565 1292 4450 5954 12.79

G1-G5 full, G6-9 closed (no teachers) 44.13 34.73 11.80 44.61 59.63 12.40
G1-G5 closed, G6-9 full (no teachers) 29.79 2735 998 30.24 4815 995
closed 0.00 12.03 292 0.00 24.00 275
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The role of teachers. (left) Comparison of number of infected active cases

during the run. The x-axis represents days of simulation, the y-axis represents num-
ber of infections at school, mean values with standard deviation are plotted for each
simulation. (right) Violin plots: all infected (cumulative over the whole run).
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A4 Questionnaire students

Students filled in the questionnaires electronically. Parents of children in Grades 1-3
were instructed to help children filling in it. A transcription of the online version of the

questionnaire follows.

Introduction
Dear students,

Completing this questionnaire will help to find out which measures in schools are
the most effective against the spread of coronavirus. Therefore, we ask you to think

about the questions and fill them in truthfully. Every answer matters. Careful comple-

tion of the questionnaire should not take more than 10 minutes.

You cannot return to the questionnaire, so please fill in the questionnaire at once.
In the questionnaire, you will fill in who you meet at school and out of school. You
will fill in personal information such as name, but it will remain safe. Only one desig-
nated school staff member will work with the personal data, converting all the names
to anonymous codes and then deleting the names. No one from the research team, no
other school staff, or your classmates will know how you answered this questionnaire.

The questions refer to the standard times, i.e. without school closure or restrictions
of other activities. The goal is to find out who you normally talk to and who you meet.

Research team

Ing. René Levinsky, Ph.D.

Center for modeling biological and social processes

Personal information

What is your name?

What grade and class do you attend?

Participation in school activities

Do you regularly attend after school club? YES NO
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Do you regularly have lunch in the school cafeteria? YES NO

School breaks

The names of students in particular classes was filled in by a designated school employee and
was not accessible by researchers.

With whom from your class do you usually spend time during breaks?

Your name is also in the list, there please fill in ”Several times a day”.

Several times a day | Once in a day | Sometimes | Rarely | Never

Person 1
Person 2
Person 3

With whom outside of your class do you usually spend time during breaks?

Please fill in their names, grade and choose frequency how often do you meet with them. The
maximum number of contacts is 10.

Frequency
Name | Class | Several times a day | Once in a day | Sometimes | Rarely

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
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Outside of school

With whom from your class do you usually spend time outside of school (e.g. on the

way to school, during your free time, in sports activities)?
First check people, you spend time with outside of school and then fill in frequency. Your name
is also on the list, there do not check the box.

Choose classmates Frequency
Yes Several Once | Sometimes | Rarely
times a day | in a day
Person 1
Person 2
Person 3

With whom outside of your class do you usually spend time outside of school (e.g. on

the way to school, during your free time, in sports activities)?
Please fill in their names, grade and choose frequency how often do you meet with them. The
maximum number of contacts is 10.

Frequency
Name | Class | Several times a day | Once in a day | Sometimes | Rarely

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
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Lunch

Filter for students who regularly have lunch in the school cafeteria

With whom from your class do you usually spend time during lunch?

First check people, you spend time with during lunch and then fill in frequency. Your name is
also on the list, there do not check the box.

Choose classmates Frequency
Yes Several Once | Sometimes | Rarely
times a day | in a day
Person 1
Person 2
Person 3

With whom outside of your class do you usually spend time during lunch?

Please fill in their names, grade and choose frequency how often do you meet with them. The
maximum number of contacts is 10.

Frequency
Name | Class | Several times a day | Once in a day | Sometimes | Rarely

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
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After school club

Filter for students who regularly attend afterschool club

With whom from your class do you usually spend time in the after school club?

First check people, you spend time in the after school club and then fill in frequency. Your name
is also on the list, there do not check the box.

Choose classmates Frequency
Yes Several Once | Sometimes | Rarely
times a day | in a day
Person 1
Person 2
Person 3

With whom outside of your class do you usually spend time in the after school club?

Please fill in their names, grade and choose frequency how often do you meet with them. The
maximum number of contacts is 10.

Frequency
Name | Class | Several times a day | Once in a day | Sometimes | Rarely

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
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With whom do you regularly sit next at your school desk?

Fill in the name. In case you sit alone, fill in “alone”.

Do you sit next to someone else from your class during some lessons?

Fill in name of a maximum of five classmates.

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

Do you sit next to someone else from another class during some lessons?

Fill in name of a maximum of three classmates.

D)
2)
3)

Do you attend any of the school free time activities?

Check all that apply.
Athletics Basketball
Bricks 4 kidz Workshop for girls
Floorball Hollywood Club
Inline skating Ceramics
Toscool - English DIY workshop
Guitar Latin and ballroom dances
Little cook Origami
Gardening Computer graphics
Primavera (dance workshop) Preparation for high
school entrance test (Czech)
Rugby Preparation for high
school entrance test (Math)
Chess Afterschool club
School choir Taekwon-do
Arts Cooking
Science is fun Science experiments
Volleyball Other
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A5 Questionnaire teachers

Teachers filled in the questionnaires electronically. This is a transcription of the online

version.

Introduction

Dear school employees,

The second wave of the coronavirus pandemic led to temporary school closures. The
Ministry of Education, in cooperation with the academic community, is now looking for
ways to open schools safely as soon as possible. By completing this questionnaire, you
will provide data to help model the effects of various measures on the spread of coro-
navirus in schools (e.g. grade rotation scheme, afterschool club and school cafeteria
closure, or class division and rotation scheme). It should take no more than 15 minutes
to complete the questionnaire. You cannot return to the questionnaire, so please fill in

the questionnaire at once.

You will fill in personal data in the questionnaire, but it will remain safe. Only one
member of the research team will work with the data with personal data, who will
convert all personal information into anonymous codes and delete the personal data.
Consequently, no one will be able to identify individual answers. The outputs of the

project will always be presented only in aggregated form.

The questions refer to the standard times, i.e. without school closure or restrictions
of other activities. The aim is to find out the contacts before pandemics.

Research team
Ing. René Levinsky, Ph.D.

Center for modeling biological and social processes

I agree with the processing of personal data in this research project.
YES NO

Personal and school information

What is your name?
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What is your age category?
* 20-29
e 30-39
* 40-49
* 50-59
¢ 60 and more
What is your position in your school?
¢ Teacher
* Educational assistant
* After school club assistant
On what school level do you teach?
* Primary (grade 1-5)
* Lower secondary (grade 6-9)
* Both (grade 1-9)

What school subjects do you teach?

Check all that apply
Active English English
Chemistry History
French Music
Physics ICT
Informatics Conversation in English
Mathematics German
DIY Biology
PE Electives
Civics Health education
Arts Basics of administration
Geography
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Do you teach any of the following after school activities?

Check all that apply
Athletics Basketball
Floorball Origami
Gardening Preparation for high
school entrance test (Czech)
Rugby Preparation for high
school entrance test (Math)
School choir Cooking
Other
Contacts

The full list of pedagogues was included in the following questions. We filter the values based
on their answers about their position and grade level

Whom from your colleagues do you meet in your school office?

In case you do not meet the person in a given row, do not check any value. Your name is also in
the list, do not fill any value in that row.

Everyday | Sometimes | Rarely

School staff 1
School staff 2
School staff 3

With whom from your colleagues do you spend time in school (e.g. during teaching,
breaks, lunch)?

In case you do not meet the person in a given row, do not check any value. Your name is also in
the list, do not fill any value in that row.

Everyday | Sometimes | Rarely

School staff 1
School staff 2
School staff 3
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With whom from your colleagues do you spend time outside of school (e.g. on the way
to work, free time)?

In case you do not meet the person in a given row, do not check any value. Your name is also in
the list, do not fill any value in that row.

Everyday | Sometimes | Rarely

School staff 1
School staff 2
School staff 3

In which classes do you teach and how many lessons per week?
In case you do not teach in a given class, do not fill any value.

1/2(3[4/5/6|7(8[9|10

1A
1B
1C
2A
2B
2C
3A
3B
3C
4A
4B
4C
5A
5B
5C
6A
6B
6C
7A
7B
7C
8A
8B
8C
9A
9B
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In which classes do you work as an educational assistant?

1A 1B 1C
2A 2B 2C
3A 3B 3C
4A 4B 4C
5A 5B 5C
6A 6B 6C
7A 7B 7C
8A 8B 8C
9A 9B

Pupils from which classes do you usually meet in your position as the after school club

assistant?

1A 1B 1C
2A 2B 2C
3A 3B 3C
4A 4B 4C
5A 5B 5C
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