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Brief Report 16 

Accounting for imported cases in estimating the time-varying reproductive 17 

number of COVID-19 18 

 19 

ABSTRACT 20 

Background: Estimating the time-varying reproductive number, Rt, is critical for 21 

monitoring transmissibility of an emerging infectious disease during outbreaks. 22 

When local transmission is effectively suppressed, imported cases could 23 

substantially impact transmission dynamics. 24 

Methods: We developed methodology to estimate separately the Rt for local 25 

cases and imported cases, since certain public health measures aim only to 26 

reduce onwards transmission from imported cases. We applied the framework 27 

to data on COVID-19 outbreaks in Hong Kong. 28 

Results: We estimated that the Rt for local cases decreased from above one in the 29 

early phase of outbreak to below one after tightening of public health measures. 30 

Assuming the same infectiousness of local and imported cases underestimated Rt 31 

for local cases due to control measures targeting travelers. 32 

Conclusions: When a considerable proportion of all cases are imported, the 33 

impact of imported cases in estimating Rt is critical. The methodology described 34 

here can allow for differential infectiousness of local imported cases. 35 

 36 
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INTRODUCTION 37 

During an emerging infectious disease epidemics, monitoring transmissibility is 38 

important for guiding the implementation of public health measures and 39 

providing situational awareness on the effectiveness of interventions [1-3]. This 40 

can be achieved by estimating the time-varying reproductive number, Rt, a 41 

measure of the transmissibility of the virus over time. A wide range of methods 42 

have been proposed [3-8] but the impact of imported cases on estimation of Rt is 43 

rarely explored [5].  44 

 45 

Imported cases are cases that have been infected outside an area but travelled 46 

into and identified in the local area during their incubation period or 47 

symptomatic period. They have not been infected locally, but could potentially 48 

generate local transmissions. It is expected that the impact of imported cases on 49 

estimation of Rt would be limited when a local epidemic is underway as most 50 

infections occur locally. However, imported cases can play a more important role 51 

in the early stages of a local epidemic, or when local transmission is being 52 

suppressed by public health measures. While one study [5] proposed a 53 

modification by assuming the same infectiousness among imported and local 54 

cases, such modification may not be accurate if there are specific interventions 55 

targeting imported cases, such as testing on arrival at the border, or quarantine 56 

for inbound travelers [9].  57 

 58 

To address such issues related to imported cases, we extend the framework in 59 

Cori et al [4] to estimate the Rt  for local cases and imported cases separately. 60 

Using the first two waves of COVID-19 outbreaks in Hong Kong as an example, 61 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


5 
 

we illustrate the use of inappropriate methods to estimate Rt would lead to a 62 

biased assessment of transmissibility. 63 

 64 

METHODS 65 

Sources of Data 66 

COVID-19 has been a notifiable disease in Hong Kong since 8 January 2020. Data 67 

on laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 cases were obtained from the webpage of 68 

Centre for Health Protection. Cases are classified as “imported cases”, “local cases 69 

epidemiologically linked with imported cases”, “unlinked local cases” and local 70 

cases epidemiologically linked with local cases” according to their 71 

epidemiological characteristics and location of infection [10]. 72 

 73 

Statistical analysis 74 

We examined different methods to handle imported cases in the estimation of Rt. 75 

First, when we ignored the fact that imported cases were infected overseas and 76 

assumed them as local cases, Rt. could be estimated in the framework described 77 

by Cori et al. [4]. In this approach, Rt was the ratio between the number of new 78 

cases at time t and the total infectiousness of cases at time t, given by ∑ 𝐼𝑡−𝑠𝑤𝑠
𝑡−1
𝑠=1 , 79 

where It was the number of infections at time t and wt was probability 80 

distribution of infectiousness profile. Second, assuming equal infectiousness for 81 

imported cases and local cases [5], the total infectiousness of cases could be 82 

represented by ∑ (𝐼𝑡−𝑠
𝐿𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙 + 𝐼𝑡−𝑠

𝐼𝑚𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑡𝑒𝑑)𝑤𝑠
𝑡−1
𝑠=1 , where 𝐼𝑡−𝑠

𝐿𝑜𝑐𝑎𝑙 and 𝐼𝑡−𝑠
𝐼𝑚𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑡𝑒𝑑  were the 83 

numbers of local and imported cases at time t-s. 84 

 85 
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To account for the different infectiousness of local cases and imported cases due 86 

to travel-related measures [11], we extended the framework to estimate the Rt of 87 

local cases and imported cases. We modified the estimation so that Rt for 88 

imported cases was the ratio of the number of new local cases infected by 89 

imported cases at time t and the total infectiousness of imported case at time t, 90 

given by ∑ 𝐼𝑡−𝑠
𝐼𝑚𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑡𝑒𝑑𝑤𝑠

𝑡−1
𝑠=1 . The Rt for local cases could be calculated by using the 91 

same approach. 92 

 93 

For unlinked local cases, their source of infection was unclear. In addition, 94 

because of the potential for pre-symptomatic infectiousness of COVID-19 [12], it 95 

is preferable to conduct inference on the epidemic curve by infection date 96 

(unobserved) instead of by case confirmation date (observed). Therefore, we 97 

used a bootstrap approach that involved sampling of the source of unlinked local 98 

cases (linked with local cases or imported cases), and a deconvolution approach 99 

[13] to reconstruct the epidemic curve by infection date from the epidemic curve 100 

by confirmation date, with the distribution of delay from infection to 101 

confirmation, which was the convolution distribution of the incubation period 102 

distribution, with mean 5.2 days (SD 3.9) [14], and the empirical distribution of 103 

delay from onset to reporting. Our inference was based on a Bayesian framework 104 

and we developed Markov chain Monte Carlo algorithm to estimate the model 105 

parameters (Appendix).  We conducted simulation to validate that our approach 106 

could obtain unbiased estimates of Rt for imported and local cases. 107 

 108 

We used these three approaches to fit the data for the first two waves of COVID-109 

19 outbreak in Hong Kong. We compared the estimates of Rt from the alternative 110 
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methods. All analyses were conducted in R version 3.5.2 (R Foundation for 111 

Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria). 112 

 113 

RESULTS 114 

From 18 January to 8 May 2020, there were 719 imported cases and 326 local 115 

cases detected in Hong Kong. Among the 326 local cases, there were 62 (19%), 116 

73 (22%) and 191 (59%) cases epidemiologically linked with imported cases, 117 

unlinked local cases, and epidemiologically linked with local cases respectively 118 

(Figure 1A).  119 

  120 

Based on our approach, we estimated that the surge in local case numbers 121 

corresponded to an estimated Rt for local cases greater than one during March 122 

14 to 26, which was the period before public health measures were tightened 123 

(Figure 1B). During the period with implemented interventions in the 124 

community (civil servant special work arrangement and additional social 125 

distancing measure), the estimated Rt for local cases was decreasing. The Rt for 126 

imported cases were well below one even when there were more than 10 daily 127 

imported cases during early March (Figure 1C), consistent with the 128 

implementation of a 14-day quarantine for inbound travelers. 129 

 130 

We explored two alternative approaches to account for imported cases when 131 

estimating Rt. Assuming same infectiousness for local cases and imported cases 132 

would have Rt less than one all along since late February, which would miss the 133 

local outbreaks in mid-March (Figure 2A). Assuming all cases were local cases in 134 
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the estimation led to a peak in Rt in early March, which was inconsistent with the 135 

low number of local cases in that period (Figure 2B). 136 

 137 

Simulation studies suggested that our model could obtain unbiased estimate of Rt 138 

for local cases and imported cases with constant Rt (Figure S1), and with an 139 

intervention controlling for local cases only so that Rt decreased from 2.0 to 0.8 140 

(Figure S2). 141 

 142 

DISCUSSIONS 143 

In this study, we extended the current framework for estimation of Rt to account 144 

for differential transmission from imported cases. In this framework, we 145 

separately estimated the Rt for local cases and imported cases, so that when 146 

control measures were targeting the imported cases, our framework would be 147 

feasible to allow Rt for imported cases to be lower than for local cases. 148 

 149 

We compared the extended framework with the current two approaches, namely 150 

assuming all cases were local cases, or assuming equal infectiousness for 151 

imported cases and local cases [5]. These two approaches would have little 152 

impact when local transmission was substantial, but would bias the estimated Rt 153 

in measuring transmissibility in the community, when the number of local cases 154 

and imported cases were comparable. In particular, assuming all cases were local 155 

cases would overestimate the number of local transmissions as imported cases 156 

could not be infected locally. This was improved in the framework assuming 157 

equal infectiousness of local and imported cases [5]. However, this would be 158 

inappropriate if there were targeted control measures for inbound travelers.  159 
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 160 

Given that pre-symptomatic transmission was substantial for COVID-19, using 161 

serial intervals as a proxy of infectiousness profile would be inappropriate [4, 162 

15]. Hence, we used a deconvolution approach to infer the epidemic curve by 163 

infection date from the observed epidemic curve that was by confirmation date, 164 

and using the infectiousness profile since infection [16]. Misspecification of the 165 

infectiousness profile since infection, or using a wrong approach to obtain the 166 

epidemic curve by infection dates such as back-shifting based on the delay 167 

distribution would bias the estimated Rt [8, 17]. We also properly accounted for 168 

the uncertainty in each step by using a bootstrap approach [18].  169 

 170 

Our study has some limitations. First, we did not account for incomplete 171 

observations. Mild or asymptomatic cases would likely be undetected. Also, 172 

testing availability and criteria would also be likely changing over time. If the 173 

proportion of undetected cases were constant over the outbreak, the Rt would 174 

still be unbiased [17]. Further investigation would be necessary to develop 175 

method to account for the changing proportion of undetected cases. Finally, 176 

rapid changes in the parameters could affect the estimated Rt, such as the sudden 177 

change for the delay distribution from infection to confirmation caused by 178 

overwhelmed healthcare systems, changing case definition during the epidemic 179 

[19], or superspreading events during the outbreaks [20]. 180 

 181 

In conclusion, we developed methodology to estimate separately the Rt for local 182 

and imported cases, to account for the potential differential infectiousness 183 

between them, due to control measures targeting inbound travelers. We 184 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


10 
 

compared the developed framework with the two current approaches to account 185 

for imported cases and illustrate the importance of properly accounting for the 186 

differential infectiousness in the estimation of Rt. Accurate estimation of Rt 187 

allows situational awareness of transmission and control in the community. 188 

 189 
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FIGURE LEGENDS 275 

Figure 1. Epidemic curve of the COVID-19 transmission in Hong Kong from 276 

January through May 2020 (Panel A) and the estimated time-varying 277 

reproductive number for local cases (Panel B) and imported cases (Panel C). 278 

 279 

Figure 2. Comparison of estimation of time-varying reproductive number using 280 

our proposed framework, with alternative approaches that assuming equal 281 

infectiousness for local cases and imported cases (Panel A), or assuming all cases 282 

were local cases in the analysis (Panel B). 283 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


20 27 3 10 17 24 2 9 16 23 30 6 13 20 27 4 11
January February March April May

0

10

20

30

40

50

A

Imported cases
Unlinked local cases
Local cases linked with imported cases
Local cases linked with local cases

14−day mandatory quarantine for arriving persons

Civil servants special work arrangements
Additional social distancing measures

Epidemic curve

Date of symptom onset

N
o.

 c
as

es

20 27 3 10 17 24 2 9 16 23 30 6 13 20 27 4 11
January February March April May

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

Time varying reproductive number for local cases

Date

E
ffe

ct
iv

e 
re

pr
od

uc
tiv

e 
nu

m
be

r

Civil servants special work arrangements
Additional social distancing measures

B

20 27 3 10 17 24 2 9 16 23 30 6 13 20 27 4 11
January February March April May

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

Time varying reproductive number for imported cases

Date

E
ffe

ct
iv

e 
re

pr
od

uc
tiv

e 
nu

m
be

r

14−day mandatory quarantine for arriving persons

C

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


20 27 3 10 17 24 2 9 16 23 30 6 13 20 27 4 11
January February March April May

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

Assuming equal infectiousness for imported and local cases

Date

E
ffe

ct
iv

e 
re

pr
od

uc
tiv

e 
nu

m
be

r

Estimates based on our proposed method
Estimates assumed equal infectiousness

Civil servants special work arrangements
Additional social distancing measures

A

20 27 3 10 17 24 2 9 16 23 30 6 13 20 27 4 11
January February March April May

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

Assuming all cases were local cases

Date

E
ffe

ct
iv

e 
re

pr
od

uc
tiv

e 
nu

m
be

r

Estimates based on our proposed method
Estimates mixed local or imported cases

Civil servants special work arrangements
Additional social distancing measures

B

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

0

1

2

3

Days since epidemics

R
t f

or
 im

po
rt

ed
 c

as
es

A

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

0

1

2

3

Days since epidemics

R
t f

or
 lo

ca
l c

as
es

B

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

0

1

2

3

Days since epidemics

R
t f

or
 im

po
rt

ed
 c

as
es

A

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

0

1

2

3

Days since epidemics

R
t f

or
 lo

ca
l c

as
es

B

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.09.21251416
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

