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Abstract 
 
 
Background 
Contact tracing is a key part of the public health surveillance toolkit. However, it is labor 
intensive and costly to carry it out. Some countries have faced challenges implementing contact 
tracing, and no impact evaluations to our knowledge have assessed its impact on COVID-19 
mortality. This study assesses the impact of contact tracing in a middle-income country and 
provides data to support the expansion of contact tracing strategies with the aim of improving 
infection control.  
 
Methods 
We obtained publicly available data on all confirmed COVID-19 cases in Colombia between 
March 2 and June 16, 2020. (N=54,931 cases over 135 days of observation). We proxied 
contact tracing performance as the proportion of cases identified through contact tracing out of 
all cases identified, as suggested by WHO guidelines. We calculated the daily proportion of 
cases identified through contact tracing across 37 geographical units (32 departments and five 
districts). Further, we used a sequential log-log fixed-effects model to estimate the 21-days, 28-
days, 42-days and 56-days lagged impact of the proportion of cases identified through contact 
tracing on the daily number of COVID-19 deaths. Both the proportion of cases identified through 
contact tracing and the daily number of COVID-19 deaths are smoothed using 7-day moving 
averages. Models control for prevalence of active cases, second-degree polynomials, and 
mobility indices. Robustness checks to include supply-side variables were performed. 
 
Results 
We found that a 10 percent increase in the proportion of cases identified through contact tracing 
is related to COVID-19 mortality reductions between 0.8% and 3.4%. Our models explain 
between 47%-70% of the variance in mortality. Results are robust to changes of specification 
and inclusion of supply-side variables. 
 
Conclusion 
Contact tracing is instrumental to contain infectious diseases and its prioritization as a 
surveillance strategy will have a substantial impact on reducing deaths while minimizing the 
impact on the fragile economic systems of lower and middle-income countries. This study 
provides lessons for other LMIC. 
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Contributions to the literature 

 
• Contact tracing is a key part of the public health surveillance toolkit. However, there are 

no previous statistical inference studies assessing the effectiveness of contact tracing in 
reducing mortality. 
 

• Contact tracing is effective in reducing mortality even when controlling for mobility 
indices (as a proxy for lockdown policies) and supply-side factors. 
 

• Contact tracing changes have a relevant effect on mortality for COVID-19 as soon as 
three weeks after implemented. 
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Introduction 

  

Since the first case report on December 31, 2019 (1), the rapid spread of the novel coronavirus 

(SARS CoV-2) led to the worst pandemic in the century (2). In April 2020 over 2.4 million cases 

were detected and up to 165,000 deaths were reported worldwide. By mid-July, more than 14 

million cases and 600,000 deaths were reported around the globe (3), being at that time the 

region of the Americas the most affected in the world with more than half of all cases. 

Specifically, in Latin America, poverty, a prevalent informal economy, inequality, and weak 

health and social service networks collided with the first wave of the pandemic (4). For this 

reason, the main challenge for all countries, but particularly for middle and lower-income ones 

(LMIC), is to contain the spread of the virus while minimizing the adverse consequences of 

lockdowns and other measures that threaten recent gains in terms of poverty reduction (5). This 

fact has led to calls for better instruments to strengthen epidemiological surveillance tools in 

order to break transmission chains and reduce the adverse consequences of both COVID-19 

and non-pharmaceutical interventions (6). A key tool to break transmission chains is contact 

tracing (7), which has proved its effectiveness to control other deadly diseases such as the 2014 

Ebola outbreak in West Africa (7,8). 

 

In the specific case of COVID-19, many different strategies have emerged to improve contact 

tracing, ranging from Northern Ireland that has performed contact tracing through telephone 

calls (9) to South Korea and China which have used mobile phone apps (10). Previous models 

have suggested the high value that contact tracing can have on curbing the transmission (10–

12). 

 

However, contact tracing is extremely labor intensive and it is difficult to implement in most 

LMICs (5,13), particularly during peaks of the epidemic. Therefore it is likely to be left behind as 
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a useful tool to curb outbreaks. For this reason, data on the effectiveness of contact tracing on 

mortality is key, so decision makers can make better informed decisions on whether including 

contact tracing within their priority setting processes. 

 

Colombia’s political division is comprised by 37 geographical units, 32 departments and five 

districts (Santa Marta, Barranquilla, Buenaventura, Cartagena, and Bogota) located within those 

departments. In Colombia, contact tracing must be done jointly by both departmental/district and 

municipal governments. Departmental/district and local governments are in charge of identifying 

contacts, testing them and isolating them. The departmental heterogeneity on contact tracing 

performance represents an opportunity to assess the impact of contact tracing on mortality. The 

study aims at determining the extent to which differences in contact tracing explain changes in 

mortality in Colombia. This study will become a key resource for decision makers about the 

effectiveness of this tool and more broadly about how epidemiological surveillance can reduce 

the burden of COVID-19, particularly for LMIC.  

 

Materials and methods 

 

Data 

 

In this study, we use publicly available and anonymized data on all confirmed novel Coronavirus 

cases obtained from the “Open Data” portal of the Colombian National Institute of Health. The 

de-identified data can be accessed here (14). This dataset was obtained on June 17th, 2020 and 

contains data on 54,931 cases identified between March 2nd and June 16th, 2020 (135 days of 

observation period). This is our main sample. All novel Coronavirus cases are confirmed 

through Polymerase Chain Reaction in Real Time (PCR-RT). We included data for all 32 

departments plus five districts for a total of 37 geographical units as described earlier. The main 
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sample is used for our main analysis and one of the two robustness checks including the 

number of installed ICU beds per department (equations 1 and 2 below, respectively). 

 

For the other robustness check, which includes the percentage of ICU occupation (equation 3 

below), we took a different set of cases outside the study period of our main sample. All cases 

between June 17th and July 15th (study period of 28 days), for a total of 112,279 confirmed 

cases were obtained in July 17th, 2020 to run a robustness check including the percentage of 

ICU occupation by day and department to account for time-varying supply-side conditions. 

Percentage of ICU occupation was only available for that period of time and was obtained from 

the Ministry of Health dashboard (15). Cases for the robustness check double the original 

sample as a consequence of the exponential increase in COVID-19 cases in Colombia in mid-

2020. 

 

A useful performance metric to ascertain the completeness and quality of epidemiological 

surveillance is the proportion of cases that are identified through contact tracing out of all 

identified cases (16). In Colombia, cases identified through contact tracing are called “related 

cases”, which is a confirmed case detected through a test with a known epidemiological link 

(17). In this study, we use the 7-day moving average daily departmental proportion of related 

cases out of all cases detected as a proxy metric for contact tracing performance.  

 

We used all COVID-19 confirmed deaths for the same period (N=1,853 for the main sample; 

N=3,738 for the robustness check sample), which is our outcome measure. To account for 

supply-side conditions, we also included data on total ICU beds per department. Unfortunately, 

we only have data on ICU beds installed as of June 14th, 2020 and data on ICU bed occupation 

between June 17th and July 15th. Data on both ICU beds installed and percentage occupation of 

ICU beds is obtained from the Ministry of Health dashboard (15). We used data from the Google 
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Community Mobility Reports (18) for six modes of mobility: retail/recreation activities, trips to 

grocery/pharmacy stores, parks, transit stations and workplace sites. As the Google mobility 

report has data discriminated by department but not by district, we imputed the mobility data of 

the departments where the corresponding districts are located as follows: Santa Marta in 

Magdalena department; Barranquilla in Atlantico department; Buenaventura in Valle del Cauca 

department, and Cartagena in Bolivar department. The capital district of Bogota is included in 

Google as a separate department. The mobility index corresponds to the percentage change in 

mobility compared to the baseline, which is the median value for the corresponding day of the 

week, during the 5-week period between Jan 3-Feb 6, 2020. Finally, to capture concurrent time-

varying epidemiological conditions that might affect surveillance (i.e. lack of capacity to surveil 

beyond a given number of cases) we calculated the number of daily active cases by department 

defined as the number of cases diagnosed minus those recovered or deceased. For the 

definition of active cases, we used the date of diagnosis. In the case of 622 cases from the main 

sample and 3,706 from the robustness check sample the date of diagnosis was not available. 

Therefore, we imputed the date of notification to the INS. 

 

Analysis 

 

Our empirical strategy takes advantage of the heterogeneity of the proportion of cases that 

resulted from contact tracing, as a proxy of the effectiveness of contact tracing for each 

department over a 135-days observation period. We use a fixed-effects model, a widely 

accepted econometric technique to assess the effectiveness of public policy interventions that 

controls for both unobservable and observable time-invariant variables that might confound the 

relationship between contact tracing and mortality. With this identification approach, we prevent 

that baseline heterogeneity across departments (e.g. institutional strength of local health 

departments, funding, built capacity, etc.) bias our results.  
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We smoothed the trends of 1) daily departmental percentage of cases detected through contact 

tracing and 2) the daily number of COVID-19 deaths using a 7-day moving average. Next, we 

obtained logarithms for both metrics to be able to interpret the results as elasticities (percentage 

changes). Then, we assessed the relationship between the lagged (21, 28, 42 and 56 days) 

logarithm of the number of COVID-19 deaths and the logarithm of the percentage of the cases 

detected through contact tracing using a fixed-effects model and controlling for the logarithm of 

the number of active cases, for a second degree polynomial for contact tracing in order to 

account for any non-linear effects, and for the corresponding lag on the mobility index in six 

different dimensions of mobility. 

 

As any effect that contact tracing has will only be observed at a population level between 2 and 

6 weeks after (19), we obtained four different lags for the contact tracing variable at 21 days 

(model 1), 28 days (model 2), 42 days (model 3), and 56 days (model 4). We incrementally 

included lags to assess the effectiveness of contact tracing (sequential model). 

 

In Equation 1 we present the full log-log fixed-effects model used in this study: 

 

 

Equation 1: 
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Where i is the department, t represents the day, β represents the coefficients, µ is the error term 

and ai represents the department-specific intercept. p represents the four lagged periods 

observed: t-21; t-28; t-42; t-56. 

 

Robustness checks 

 

Since supply-side conditions (e.g. ICU beds) are relevant for COVID-19 mortality. To capture 

supply-side effects, we used a random effects specification to introduce a time-invariant 

variable, the log of the number of ICU beds as of June 14th ,2020. In Equation 2, we present the 

log-log random-effects model used in this study: 

 

Equation 2: 
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Where i is the department, t represents the day, β represents the coefficients, µ is the between-

departments error term and ait represents the within-department error term. p represents the 

four lagged periods observed: t-21; t-28; t-42; t-56. 

 

Another way to capture the mortality effects of supply-side conditions is not only to ascertain the 

number of ICU installed beds as in Equation 2, but also the daily departmental percentage of 

ICU occupation. We obtained available data on percentage of ICU occupation by department 

between June 17th and July 15th. We did not have data outside this period, but that fact allowed 
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us to conduct this robustness check on a different set of cases. As the available period of study 

was 28 days, we ran model 1(21 days) and 2 (28 days) using a fixed effects model with the aim 

of capturing the time-varying effects of ICU on concurrent mortality. In Equation 3 we present 

the log-log fixed-effects model used in this study: 

 

Equation 3: 
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Where i is the department, t represents the day, β represents the coefficients, µ is the error term 

and ai represents the department-specific intercept. p represents the two lagged periods 

observed: t-21; t-28.  

 

Results 

 

From the 54,931 confirmed cases from March 2nd to June 16th, total daily cases by department 

ranged between 1 to 567 cases with a mean of 26.54 cases. Regarding the number of active 

cases the maximum was of 608 with a mean of 15.08, ICU beds per department ranged from 1 

to 1206 with a mean of 276.6. The average of cases identified through contact tracing in our 

sample is 30.91% ranging between 0% to 100%. Total deaths by department by June 16 

spanned between 1 to 24 with a mean of 2.65. Mobility indices averaged between -47% and -
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69% with overall mobility reduced across all departments. In table 1, we present these figures 

and also the figures for the sample for the robustness check. 

 

<Insert table 1> 

 

As it can be seen in Table 2, performance metrics for contact tracing in the previous 21 to 56 

days significantly predict mortality reductions in Colombia. An increase in 10% in the proportion 

of cases identified through contact tracing is related to mortality reductions in the next 21 to 56 

days of between 2.1 and 2.3%, depending on the model. Second-order polynomials reveal a 

slight but statistically significant convex behavior. As these results are from cases obtained 

before the surveillance system is overwhelmed, it is possible that as cases increases, the 

second derivative turns concave and marginally decreasing returns might take place.  

 

<Insert table 2> 

 

Seemingly, in table 3 we display the results from the random-effects design where the number 

of ICU beds per department were included with no major changes with respect to the fixed-

effects model and a range of reduction in mortality between 2.1% (model 1) and 3.4% (model 3) 

after a 10% increase on the proportion of cases detected through contact tracing.  

 

<Insert table 3> 

 

In table 4, we present the results of the robustness checks including percentage of ICU 

occupation with a different set of cases, where an increase in 10% in the proportion of cases 
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identified through contact tracing is related to mortality reductions in the next 21 to 28 days of 

between 0.8% and 2.2%, depending on the model. 

 

<Insert table 4> 

 

Conclusion 

 

This study is the first to our knowledge identifying substantial mortality reductions associated to 

contact tracing for COVID-19 and provides guidance on its effectiveness not only for Colombia 

but also potentially for other LMICs. An increase in 10% of cases detected through contact 

tracing in the 3 to 8 weeks before might be related to reductions in mortality ranging between 

0.8% and 3.4% 

 

Contact tracing is a known infection containment strategy recommended by the World Health 

Organization (16). Several modeling studies have suggested contact tracing would allow easing 

lockdown restrictions, particularly in LMICs with high levels of informality and weak health and 

social services networks (10). Rapid identification, and isolation of COVID-19 contacts 

increases detection of secondary cases and avoids the spread to tertiary cases, which might 

have an impact on mortality and ICU occupation.  

 

Contact tracing capabilities often rely on strong public health infrastructure, well-trained human 

resources and adequate funding, which in many LMIC’s might be lacking, especially in rural 

areas.  

One of the many challenges of contact tracing is keeping track of the contacts as the epidemic 

grows. The ability for tracing enough contacts in a timely fashion (11) is substantially better 
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when contact rates are lower. Previous modelling work suggests that there is a strong synergic 

effect between contact rates and ability of contact tracing, primarily mediated by the traceability 

of those (20). 

 

Traditional strategies for contact tracing have always relied on trained staff, which many times 

include volunteers, students and retirees, as well as health professionals, NGO workers, and 

community members (6). They carry out tracking activities that include locating and identifying 

infectious case contacts, and with coordinating support, allow for the monitoring and 

management of information to guide decision-making. Another strategy is community-based 

contact tracing which allows for improved community engagement and ownership of this 

epidemiological surveillance measures (21). 

 

Finally, there are technology-based contact tracing strategies that take advantage of mobile 

phone apps to identify proximity of cases. From a public health perspective, these technologies 

are highly useful, but they often present challenges including privacy concerns and limitations 

on mobile network coverage.  

 

This paper presents some limitations. 1) We are using a performance parameter to proxy 

contact tracing, which might be endogenously related to the performance in non-pharmaceutical 

interventions. However, we control for mobility indices with the aim of reducing potential 

endogeneity due to concurrent lockdowns. 2) For our metric of contact tracing to capture 

mortality effects, needs to be accompanied by isolation of the contacts. As we cannot measure 

isolation performance from this data, the assumption is that there is homogeneous isolation 

compliance across departments. This is important because contact tracing is not effective 

without effective isolation and our indicator might represent a broader indicator for 

epidemiological surveillance performance rather than only contact tracing. 3) Officially confirmed 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 16, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.14.20158535doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.14.20158535


COVID deaths might be underestimated as some suspected cases might not be classified as 

COVID-19 deaths. A recent report of the Ministry of Health flagged this issue (22), but no 

specific figures on COVID-19 suspected mortality have been provided at this time. However, the 

ministry estimates an overall excess mortality of only 3.8% for the first semester of 2020. 4) We 

are providing data only for Colombia because of the quality of the datasets that can be obtained. 

However, we expect that the lessons of this paper can guide decision-makers in other LMICs 

about the impact that contact tracing can have on reducing COVID-19 mortality while also 

allowing less restrictive or more localized lockdowns to minimize the adverse economic and 

societal impacts these have.  

 

Our study suggests contact tracing is effective in reducing mortality. Nonetheless, no 

epidemiological surveillance strategy should be isolated from other measures. Whereas we are 

measuring a performance metric for contact tracing, other tools such as increased testing, 

isolation, and economic and social support for contacts must be part of an integrated approach. 
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the sample 

 

  Main sample   Sample for robustness check 
  Mean Minimum Maximum   Mean Minimum Maximum 

Total daily new cases by department 26.54 1.00 567.00   113.01 12112.00 2112.00 

Number of active cases (incident cases) 15.08 -461.00 608.00   2064.56 338570.00 39238.00 

Number of ICUs beds per department 276.50 1.00 1206.00     1.00 1206.00 

Percentage of ICU occupation by department         56.12 0% 10000% 

Percentage of cases traced by department 30.91% 0% 100%   5.53% 0% 100% 

Total deaths by department 2.65 1.00 24.00   6.16 0.00 54.00 

Percentage change in mobility to retail/recreation activities -67.68 -93.00 5.00     -89.00 -24.00 

Percentage change in mobility to grocery/pharmacy stores -47.19 -91.00 32.00     -82.00 10.00 

Percentage change in mobility in parks -59.79 -91.00 10.00     -82.00 -12.00 

Percentage change in mobility to transit stations -69.25 -100.00 17.00     -100.00 -6.00 

Percentage change in mobility to workplace sites -46.96 -89.00 25.00     -79.00 7.00 

Note: Main sample is comprised by 54,931 confirmed cases reported to the National Institute of Health. Surveillance data covers the period between 
March 2nd, 2020 and June 16th, 2020. Cases are defined as confirmed (PCR-RT) cases. Deaths include deaths of confirmed cases. Departments 
represent 32 departments plus 4 special districts (Santa Marta, Cartagena, Buenaventura and Barranquilla) and the capital district (Bogotá). Mobility 
data is obtained from Google and the values reflect percentage changes with regards to the baseline. the data corresponds on the mobility index in six 
different modes of mobility: retail/recreation activities, trips to grocery/pharmacy stores, parks, transit stations and workplace sites. The mobility index 
corresponds to the percentage change with regards to the baseline, which is the median value for the corresponding day of the week, during the 5-week 
period Jan 3-Feb 6, 2020.                                                                                                                                                                                          Sample for 
robustness checks is comprised by 112,279 confirmed cases reported to the National Institute of Health between June 17, 2020 and July 15, 2020 for a 
28-day observation period.  Departments represent 26 departments plus 4 special districts (Santa Marta, Cartagena, Buenaventura and Barranquilla) and 
the capital district (Bogotá). We excluded the departments of Amazonas, Choco, Guaviare, Guainia, Vaupes, and Vichada because they did not have 
consistent data on ICU occupation in the 28-day sub study period.  
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Table 2. Fixed effects design at the department level on the effect of contact tracing on COVID-19 mortality 

Log of the number of COVID-19 deaths 
Model 1                

(lag for 21 days) 

Model 2                
(lags for 21 and 28 

days) 

Model 3                
(lags for 21, 28, and 42 

days) 

Model 4                
(lags for 21, 28, 42, and 

56 days) 
Effect SE p Effect SE p Effect SE p Effect SE p 

Logarithm of the percentage of cases 
traced 21 days before 

-0.212 0.036 <0.001 -0.210 0.038 <0.001 -0.212 0.039 <0.001 -0.190 0.040 <0.001 

Logarithm of the percentage of cases 
traced 28 days before 

      -0.011 0.033 0.738 -0.001 0.034 0.981 -0.010 0.035 0.782 

Logarithm of the percentage of cases 
traced 42 days before 

            -0.003 0.029 0.929 0.005 0.030 0.868 

Logarithm of the percentage of cases 
traced 56 days before 

                  -0.032 0.025 0.211 

Squared of the logarithm of the percentage 
of cases traced 21 days before 

0.009 0.002 0.844 0.009 0.002 <0.001 0.009 0.002 <0.001 0.008 0.002 <0.001 

Squared of the logarithm of the percentage 
of cases traced 28 days before 

      0.001 0.001 0.409 0.000 0.001 0.789 0.001 0.001 0.244 

Squared of the logarithm of the percentage 
of cases traced 42 days before 

            0.001 0.001 0.174 0.001 0.001 0.014 

Squared of the logarithm of the percentage 
of cases traced 56 days before 

                  0.001 0.001 0.056 

                          
R-square (within) 0.503 0.523 0.512 0.507 
R-square (between) 0.519 0.399 0.428 0.438 
Observations (department/day units) 549 542 521 497 
Note: N=54,931 confirmed cases reported to the National Institute of Health. The outcome is the logarithm of the daily number of COVID-19 deaths (7-day 
moving average) mortality rate between March 2nd, 2020 and June 16th, 2020. Cases are defined as confirmed (PCR-RT) cases. Deaths include deaths of 
confirmed cases. Departments represent 32 departments plus 4 special districts (Santa Marta, Cartagena, Buenaventura and Barranquilla) and the capital district 
(Bogotá). All models represented are a fixed effects model with intercepts for department.  All models control for the logarithm of the 7-day moving average of 
new active cases in each department,  for second-degree polynomials of the percentage of cases detected through contact tracing, and for the corresponding lag on 
the mobility index in six different modes of mobility: retail/recreation activities, trips to grocery/pharmacy stores, parks, transit stations and workplace sites. The 
mobility index corresponds to the percentage change with regards to the baseline, which is the median value for the corresponding day of the week, during the 5-
week period Jan 3-Feb 6, 2020. The coefficients presented represent the logarithm of the percentage of cases traced (7-day moving average). Stratification is done 
for 21, 28, 42 and 56 days in advance of the observed date.  
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Table 3. Random effects design at the department level on the effect of contact tracing on COVID-19 mortality 

Log of the number of COVID-19 deaths 
Model 1                

(lag for 21 days) 

Model 2                
(lags for 21 and 28 

days) 

Model 3                
(lags for 21, 28, and 42 

days) 

Model 4                
(lags for 21, 28, 42, and 

56 days) 
Effect SE p Effect SE p Effect SE p Effect SE p 

Logarithm of the percentage of cases 
traced 21 days before 

-0.217 0.035 <0.001 -0.214 0.037 0.074 -0.229 0.041 <0.001 -0.203 0.042 <0.001 

Logarithm of the percentage of cases 
traced 28 days before 

      -0.014 0.032 0.656 0.030 0.035 0.384 0.012 0.036 0.737 

Logarithm of the percentage of cases 
traced 42 days before 

            -0.067 0.030 0.024 -0.062 0.030 0.040 

Logarithm of the percentage of cases 
traced 56 days before 

                  -0.080 0.026 0.002 

Squared of the logarithm of the percentage 
of cases traced 21 days before 

0.008 0.002 0.478 0.009 0.002 <0.001 0.010 0.002 <0.001 0.009 0.002 <0.001 

Squared of the logarithm of the percentage 
of cases traced 28 days before 

      0.001 0.001 -0.001 0.001 0.002 0.327 -0.001 0.001 0.701 

Squared of the logarithm of the percentage 
of cases traced 42 days before 

            0.001 0.001 0.205 0.002 0.001 0.058 

Squared of the logarithm of the percentage 
of cases traced 56 days before 

                  0.001 0.001 0.171 

                          
R-square (within) 0.503 0.521 0.468 0.449 
R-square (between) 0.519 0.543 0.677 0.747 
Observations (department/day units) 549 542 521 497 

Note: N=54,931 confirmed cases reported to the National Institute of Health. The outcome is the logarithm of the daily number of COVID-19 deaths (7-day 
moving average) mortality rate between March 2nd, 2020 and June 16th, 2020. Cases are defined as confirmed (PCR-RT) cases. Deaths include deaths of 
confirmed cases. Departments represent 32 departments plus 4 special districts (Santa Marta, Cartagena, Buenaventura and Barranquilla) and the capital district 
(Bogotá). All models represented are a fixed effects model with intercepts for department.  All models control for the logarithm of the 7-day moving average of 
new active cases in each department, the logarithm of the number of ICU beds in that department as of June 15th to account for supply-side factors,  for second-
degree polynomials of the percentage of cases detected through contact tracing, and for the corresponding lag on the mobility index in six different modes of 
mobility: retail/recreation activities, trips to grocery/pharmacy stores, parks, transit stations and workplace sites. The mobility index corresponds to the percentage 
change with regards to the baseline, which is the median value for the corresponding day of the week, during the 5-week period Jan 3-Feb 6, 2020. The 
coefficients presented represent the logarithm of the percentage of cases traced (7-day moving average). Stratification is done for 21, 28, 42 and 56 days in 
advance of the observed date.  
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Table 4. Fixed effects design at the department level on the effect of contact tracing on COVID-19 mortality 

Log of the number of COVID-19 deaths 

Model 1                      
(lag for 21 days) 

Model 2                      
(lags for 21 and 28 days) 

Effect SE p Effect SE p 

Logarithm of the percentage of cases traced 21 days before -0.078 0.034 0.024 -0.082 0.034 0.017 

Logarithm of the percentage of cases traced 28 days before       -0.139 0.039 <0.001 

Squared of the logarithm of the percentage of cases traced 21 days before 0.000 0.001 0.991 0.000 0.002 0.012 

Squared of the logarithm of the percentage of cases traced 28 days before       0.004 0.019 0.170 

              

R-square (within) 0.307 0.351 

R-square (between) 0.665 0.680 

Observations (department/day units) 383 383 

Note: N=112,279 confirmed cases reported to the National Institute of Health between June 17, 2020 and July 15, 2020. The outcome is the logarithm of the daily 
number of COVID-19 deaths (7-day moving average) mortality rate between June 17, 2020 and July 15, 2020. Cases are defined as confirmed (PCR-RT) cases. 
Deaths include deaths of confirmed cases. Departments represent 26 departments plus 4 special districts (Santa Marta, Cartagena, Buenaventura and Barranquilla) 
and the capital district (Bogotá). We excluded the departments of Amazonas, Choco, Guaviare, Guainia, Vaupes and Vichada because they did not have consistent 
data on ICU occupation in the 28-day sub study period. All models represented are a fixed effects model with intercepts for department.  All models control for the 
logarithm of the 7-day moving average of new active cases in each department, daily ICU occupation in that department as  to account for supply-side factors,  for 
second-degree polynomials of the percentage of cases detected through contact tracing, and for the corresponding lag on the mobility index in six different modes of 
mobility: retail/recreation activities, trips to grocery/pharmacy stores, parks, transit stations and workplace sites. ICU occupation for five dates (June 16, 19, 20, 22, 
and 25) in the 28-days of this sub study period were interpolated. The mobility index corresponds to the percentage change with regards to the baseline, which is the 
median value for the corresponding day of the week, during the 5-week period Jan 3-Feb 6, 2020. The coefficients presented represent the logarithm of the percentage 
of cases traced (7-day moving average). Stratification is done for 21 and 28 days in advance of the observed date. 
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