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 2 

Abstract  24 

Background 25 

In December 2020, Public Health England with NHS Test and Trace initiated a pilot study in 26 

which close contacts of people with confirmed COVID-19 were given the option to carryout 27 

lateral flow device antigen tests at home, as an alternative to self-isolation for 10-14 days. In 28 

this study, we evaluated acceptability of and engagement with daily testing, and assessed 29 

levels of adherence to the rules relating to behaviour following positive or negative test 30 

results. 31 

Methods  32 

We conducted a service evaluation of a pilot study, involving an online cross-sectional survey 33 

offered to adult (> 18 years) contacts of confirmed COVID-19 cases who were invited to 34 

participate in seven days of daily testing instead of isolation.  We used a comparison group of 35 

contacts who were not offered testing and performed self-isolation. Herein, we examine 36 

survey responses from a subset of those who took part in the pilot study and who responded 37 

to the evaluation questionnaire. 38 

Results  39 

Acceptability of daily testing was lower among survey respondents who were not offered the 40 

option of having it and among people from ethnic minority groups.  Overall, 52% of 41 

respondents reported being more likely to share details of people that they had been in 42 

contact with following a positive test result, if they knew that their contacts would be offered 43 

the option of daily testing. Only 2% reported that they would be less likely to provide details 44 

of their contacts. On the days that they were trying to self-isolate, 19% of participants 45 

reported that they left the house, with no significant demographic group differences. 46 

Following a negative test, 13% of respondents reported that they increased their contacts, but 47 

most (58%) reported having fewer risky contacts. 48 
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Conclusions  49 

Our data suggest that daily testing is potentially acceptable, and may facilitate sharing contact 50 

details of close contacts among those who test positive for COVID-19, and promote 51 

adherence to self-isolation. A better understanding is needed of how to make this option more 52 

acceptable for all households. The impact of receiving a negative test on behaviour remains a 53 

risk that needs to be monitored and mitigated by appropriate messaging. Future research 54 

should examine attitudes and behaviour in a context where infection levels are lower, testing 55 

is more familiar, much of the population has been vaccinated and restrictions on activity have 56 

been reduced.  57 
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Background  58 

Within the UK, efforts to reduce the spread of SARS-CoV-2 have focussed on the isolation of 59 

people who display symptoms of COVID-19, those who test positive for SARS-CoV-2, and 60 

their close contacts. This presents a substantial burden for the people involved, financially, 61 

socially and psychologically [1]. The isolating of close contacts, most of whom will not be 62 

infectious, also generates a wider impact on society and the economy, with sectors deprived 63 

of their employees, students, congregants and volunteers. To give an example of the scale 64 

involved, in a single week in February 2021 the UK’s NHS Test and Trace service identified 65 

191,242 people (including some duplicates) as having had close contact with someone 66 

infected with SARS-CoV-2 [2]. These people were required, by law, to self-isolate for 10 67 

days, meaning that they could not leave their home except for a limited number of reasons 68 

(e.g., for an essential medical appointment). Concern exists that even this number is too low, 69 

and that many people with confirmed COVID-19 infection do not provide NHS Test and 70 

Trace with details of all their contacts [3] perhaps out of concern about the burden self-71 

isolation would place on them. 72 

The extent to which people adhere to the rules relating to self-isolation is unclear. 73 

Quantitative estimates provided to date focus on “full adherence.” These studies include 74 

people who commit a single minor transgression of the rules which may pose a negligible 75 

risk to public health in the same category as people who disregard the rules entirely [4-8]. 76 

Despite this limitation, some patterns have emerged from the literature regarding risk factors 77 

for non-adherence to self-isolation. These include low income; inability to work from home; 78 

and being in jobs that do not provide pay for time off [4]. Periods of lockdown may be 79 

particularly challenging for those from lowest income backgrounds (which is over 80 

represented by people from minority ethnic groups), who are less able work from home, more 81 

likely to be in work where furloughing is not offered, and more likely to experience financial 82 

 . CC-BY-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 March 13, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.13.21253500doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.13.21253500
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 5 

concerns and anxieties than those from less deprived groups [9, 10]. Understanding and 83 

supporting adherence to mitigation measures among these populations is critical. 84 

One alternative to self-isolating that has recently been suggested is to ask contacts of cases to 85 

undertake a daily coronavirus test using a lateral flow device. If the test result is negative, the 86 

individual can continue with their daily activities for a 24 hour period, including leaving their 87 

home, provided that they adhere to the governmental policy restrictions that apply for their 88 

local area [11]. If the result is positive, the individual must enter 10 days of isolation 89 

immediately. If effective and used correctly, this system would dramatically reduce the 90 

overall number of days that people spend in self-isolation across the population and may 91 

improve case detection. Testing of contacts could be particularly important for maintaining 92 

confidence and adherence to the test, trace and isolate system as infection levels decline, 93 

since the proportion of false positives in index cases is likely to increase and there will be 94 

public awareness that they may be asked to self-isolate when their contact was not actually 95 

infectious.  However, there are several uncertainties about this proposed system that need to 96 

be clarified before it can be used with confidence. Many of these relate to how people use 97 

lateral flow devices and whether they adhere to guidance on how to respond to a positive or 98 

negative result. Specific challenges include whether people: adhere to guidance to self-isolate 99 

while waiting for their test kit to arrive in the post; find the tests easy to use; reduce their 100 

adherence to local guidance in the event of a negative result (for example, as a result of false 101 

reassurance); and adhere to guidance to isolate in the event of a positive result [12-16]. 102 

In December 2020, Public Health England with NHS Test and Trace initiated a pilot study in 103 

which close contacts of confirmed cases of COVID-19 were given the option to either enter a 104 

10-14 day self-isolation period as normal or to undertake consecutive lateral flow device 105 

antigen tests during the first 7 days post exposure. A report on the testing element of the 106 

study has been provided elsewhere [17]. For this study, we carried out a survey to evaluate 107 
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the acceptability of daily testing and assess levels of adherence to the rules relating to 108 

behaviour following a positive and negative test result in a subset of individuals who 109 

performed serial testing. Our specific objectives were to: 110 

 Investigate whether the offer of daily testing would motivate people who have 111 

COVID-19 to provide details about more contacts to NHS Test and Trace; 112 

 Understand the reasons for accepting daily testing, any issues people have conducting 113 

daily testing, and levels of confidence in daily testing; 114 

 Assess levels of adherence to the rules, including leaving the house and number of non-115 

household contacts, following positive or negative test results; 116 

 Determine the proportion of contacts who reported close contact with other people or 117 

activities outside the home when they had a positive, negative or inconclusive test and 118 

when they were trying to self-isolate. 119 

Method 120 

This study examines data which was part of a larger study where asymptomatic contacts of 121 

cases (recruited between 11 and 23 December 2020 and 4 to 12 January 2021) received six  122 

lateral flow devices (LFD), a PCR self-sample postal swab kit and study documentation. 123 

They were asked to complete up to six tests and report results daily to a PHE data collection 124 

portal. The findings of this study are reported elsewhere [17].   125 

Design 126 

We conducted an ethically approved service evaluation (granted by Public Health England 127 

Research Ethics and Governance Group: Reference NR0235), involving an online cross-128 

sectional survey of adult contacts of confirmed COVID-19 cases who were invited to 129 

participate in seven days, post exposure daily testing, as an alternative to 10-14 days 130 

isolation.  131 
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Participants who agreed to daily testing were posted a study testing pack consisting of 6 132 

lateral flow devices, a PCR self-sample postal swab kit and study documentation. A text 133 

message was sent to all participants with a valid mobile number to inform them that their kit 134 

had been sent, and to provide participants with the hyperlink to a “results portal” where they 135 

were required to submit daily test results, a digital image of the test, identifiers (name, date of 136 

birth, postcode, NHS number), a record of any symptoms experienced and the date the kit 137 

arrived. Participants were asked to complete up to 6 tests and report results to PHE each day 138 

using the results portal. 139 

Survey recruitment 140 

A survey was sent via text message to all consenting participants recruited into the main 141 

study if they had a valid mobile phone number. Individuals were divided into three groups: 142 

those offered daily testing and who accepted it, those offered daily testing but who declined 143 

it, and those eligible but not offered daily testing.  144 

Figure one shows the flow of participants through the study. Of the 1760 individuals offered 145 

daily testing, 882 agreed to it and 878 declined. A total of 923 individuals consented to 146 

further contact from NHS Test and Trace for the purposes of our service evaluation. As a 147 

non-randomised comparison group, 857 individuals who were eligible for inclusion in the 148 

daily testing trial but who were not offered it for capacity reasons, and who had agreed to 149 

further contact from NHS T&T, were also sent a link to the evaluation questionnaire. This 150 

group was matched to those offered daily testing by age and the date daily testing was 151 

offered. 152 

A total of 668 surveys were returned. Although the survey could be completed anonymously, 153 

participants had the option to provide identifiable information (names and NHS Test and 154 

Trace identifying number). Where participants did not provide these details (N = 332), we 155 

checked if they had answered the correct sections of the questionnaire (checking, for 156 
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example, if participants offered testing had completed items suggesting they had taken tests). 157 

We could not confirm group allocation for 74 participants, and these participants were 158 

excluded. A total of 21 participants completed the survey on multiple occasions (e.g., after 159 

reminder emails were sent to all respondents). For these participants, we retained only their 160 

first set of answers for the analyses. We also excluded 72 participants who reported that they 161 

did not receive a testing kit in time to participate. 162 

Only 12 participants out of 142 who provided consent (1.4%) provided usable data in the 163 

“declined testing” group. We therefore excluded this group from all analyses. Usable data 164 

were included from 319 people who had agreed to daily testing (out of 781 who provided 165 

consent, 36.2%) and 205 who were not offered daily testing (24.0%).     166 

Study materials  167 

All those consenting to further contact were sent a link to an electronic evaluation 168 

questionnaire, developed in Snap Survey. Survey questions were filtered depending on 169 

participants’ self-selected group allocation (accepted, declined or not offered daily testing). 170 

Full survey materials are available in Appendix 1.  171 

Demographics  172 

We asked participants to report their age, gender, highest educational qualification and 173 

ethnicity.  174 

Preference for daily testing and sharing contacts 175 

We asked participants to rate their preference for daily testing on a five-point item (strongly 176 

prefer testing to strongly prefer self-isolating). We asked them to rate how likely they would 177 

be to share contact details of close contacts if the option of daily testing (instead of self-178 

isolating) was available to their contacts (much more likely to much less likely).  179 
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Perceptions of daily testing 180 

We asked participants who had accepted daily testing to select from prescribed options their 181 

reasons for daily testing and any problems that made it hard to complete the tests and submit 182 

the results, more than one option could be selected. Participants were also asked if they had to 183 

repeat tests (yes or no). 184 

We asked these participants to rate on five-point items how confident they were that they had 185 

taken the tests correctly, and how confident they were in the test results (very confident to not 186 

at all confident).  187 

Activities and contacts 188 

Participants who completed daily testing were asked to report a test result (positive, negative 189 

or invalid) on each day that they took a test.  They were also asked to report the number of 190 

times that they came into close contact with someone that they did not live with (0 times, 1 191 

time, 2-4 times, 5-10 times, and 11 or more times) on each day during the seven day, post 192 

exposure testing period.  193 

We asked participants to state whether or not they had left their home 1) on days that they 194 

were trying to self-isolate (which should have included days spent waiting for the test kit to 195 

arrive and any days after testing positive) and 2) on days that they had a negative test result.  196 

For both of these, participants could select from: 1) to go to the shops for groceries, toiletries 197 

or medicine; 2) to go to the shops for other items; 3) to go to work, school or university; 4) to 198 

help or provide care for someone; 5) to spend time indoors and in close contact (less than a 199 

meter apart and for more than 15 minutes) with friends or family that they did not live with; 200 

6) to go out for a meal or to an entertainment venue; 7) to take a child to or from school; 8) to 201 

exercise; 9) to attend a medical appointment; 10) or for any other reason. Participants could 202 

also select 11) ‘did not go out for any reason’ as an option.  203 
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Finally, we asked participants to rate on a five point item the frequency of close contacts 204 

(with people you do not live with, indoors and for more than 15 minutes; much more contact 205 

to much less contact) on the days when they were trying to self-isolate, and on the days when 206 

they had a negative test result. 207 

Ethics  208 

Ethical approval for this study was granted by Public Health England’s Research Ethics and 209 

Governance Group (Reference NR0235).  210 

Data analysis 211 

We split the sample into those who accepted testing and self-reported that they received at 212 

least one LFD positive result from a lateral flow device (PosTest N = 54), those who accepted 213 

LFD testing and did not self-report a positive result (NegTest N = 265), and those who were 214 

not offered daily LFD testing (Not Offered N = 205). As we had low group sizes and because 215 

we were interested in examining those with lower levels of education and those from an 216 

ethnic minority background, we created two binary groups. Education was collapsed into 217 

secondary education (did not complete school or finished education after School; N = 289) 218 

and higher education (completed university or postgraduate degree; N = 163).  Ethnicity was 219 

collapsed into ethnic minority (N = 42) and White (N = 440).  Age was collapsed into five 220 

categories (18-24; 25-34; 35-44; 45-54; 55+ years).  221 

To explore acceptability of daily testing, we present proportions of respondents selecting 222 

each option for items on their preference for daily testing or self-isolating and the likelihood 223 

of providing details of contacts item by testing groups and by demographic group.    224 

To explore behaviour, we used three measures. First, we coded behavioural activities as 225 

higher risk non-essential contacts (items 1-6, 10), lower risk non-essential contacts (items 7-226 

8), or no non-essential contacts (items 9 and 11) and report proportions when self-isolating 227 

and following a negative test result. Second, we report whether people reported more or less 228 
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close contact when self-isolating or following a negative test result. Third, we present the 229 

frequency of contacts following a positive test result. 230 

Finally, we present proportions of respondents selecting each option of the two confidence 231 

items and proportions of participants selecting each option regarding motives for accepting 232 

daily testing.  233 

Chi square tests were used to examine differences in proportions between the groups. Data 234 

were analysed using R version 3.4.3 [18] 235 

Results  236 

Demographics 237 

Demographic breakdowns are presented in Table 1. In the Not Offered group there was a 238 

higher proportion of participants self-reporting to be in the higher education category and a 239 

higher proportion of women than in the PosTest and NegTest groups.  In the PosTest group, 240 

data suggested that there was a higher proportion of participants from ethnic minority groups 241 

than in the NegTest or Not Offered groups, and a higher proportion of participants in the 242 

secondary education category.   243 

 244 

--- Table 1 about here --- 245 

 246 

Preference for daily testing and sharing contacts 247 

Of the 1760 participants offered daily testing, 882 accepted.  Of the 878 who declined, 343 248 

(39.1%) reported that this was because they already had access to testing. Adjusting for this, 249 

of the 1,417 people who had not accessed testing, 882 (62.2%) accepted daily testing.  250 

Participants’ preferences for daily testing or self-isolation are presented in Figures 2 and 3. 251 

Individuals who eligible but were not offered daily testing appeared most divided of the 252 

groups, with 46% preferring or strongly preferring testing and 41% preferring or strongly 253 
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preferring isolation. Participants from ethnic minority communities were similarly divided, 254 

with 48% preferring or strongly preferring testing and 48% preferring or strongly preferring 255 

isolation (compared with participants identifying as White, with 70% preferring or strongly 256 

preferring testing and 23% preferring or strongly preferring isolation). 257 

Participants also reported that the availability of daily testing would encourage sharing of 258 

contact details, with 52% of the sample reporting that they would be more likely to share the 259 

details of people that had been in contact with following a positive test result, and 44% 260 

reporting that it would make no difference (Table 2). Only nine people across the whole 261 

sample (2%) reported that it would make them less like to share contact details.  262 

 263 

--- Table 2 about here --- 264 

 265 

Perceptions of daily testing 266 

The most commonly given reasons for accepting daily testing as reported in the survey were: 267 

I wanted to know if I had the virus (22%); To help beat the virus in my area (20%); It 268 

sounded easy to do (17%); and I needed to know if I was infected so I could protect 269 

vulnerable people that I live with or meet regularly (13%).  This was broadly similar between 270 

ethnicity groups and education categories, however, participants from ethnic minority 271 

communities also reported: I was concerned that I might have coronavirus (11%).   272 

Two thirds (67%) of participants reported that they had no problems with daily testing.  Of 273 

those who did report any issues (N = 108, 20%), the most frequent responses were: 274 

Internet/technology access (6%); The testing procedure was unpleasant (4%); and 275 

Instructions were not clear (4%). Only 2% of those in the daily testing groups had to repeat 276 

tests due to inconclusive results.   277 
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Of the participants in the daily testing groups, 88% were completely or very confident that 278 

they did the test correctly, and 68% were completely or very confident that the test was 279 

accurate (Table 3).  280 

 281 

--- Table 3 about here --- 282 

 283 

Activities and contacts  284 

Most participants reported not engaging in any non-essential activities on days when they 285 

were trying to isolate (80% PosTest, 82% NegTest and 83% Not Offered; Table 4). There 286 

were no observed differences between the groups ( = 1.64, p = .199).  287 

 288 

--- Table 4 about here --- 289 

 290 

As expected, participants engaged in more non-essential activities following a negative test 291 

result than on the days that they were trying to self-isolate (Table 5). Participants in the 292 

PosTest group appeared less likely to engage in non-essential activities following a negative 293 

test result than those in the NegTest group. They also reported fewer lower contact activities 294 

following a negative test result than those in the NegTest group (15% versus 49%,  = 21.89, 295 

p = < .001).  296 

Among those who tested negative, only 20 people (13%) reported engaging in more high risk 297 

activity (i.e. indoor close contact for more than 15 minutes) than prior to testing, and most 298 

(58%) reported having fewer risky contacts than they had before they were contacted by NHS 299 

Test and Trace.  300 

Out of the 54 people who reported a positive test, 7 (13%) reported having close contact with 301 

people that they did not live with following the positive test. Of these seven, two reported 302 
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contacts with only a single person on one day. The other five reported multiple contacts (the 303 

categories were: ‘two to four’, ‘five to ten’ and  ‘eleven or more’).   304 

 305 

--- Table 5 about here --- 306 

 307 

Discussion  308 

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to investigate the acceptability of daily 309 

testing of confirmed COVID-19 cases, and to attempt to understand the impact of testing on 310 

activities and contacts. Participants from White backgrounds reported a strong preference for 311 

daily testing over 10 days isolation. However, participants who were not offered the option of 312 

daily testing and those from ethnic minority groups were more divided. These findings 313 

suggest that if daily home testing is offered there is a need to develop materials and 314 

campaigns to explain the rationale and procedures and address concerns, especially among 315 

ethnic minority communities. 316 

In addition to exploring whether or not daily testing is preferable to self-isolation, we also 317 

explored whether the option of daily testing would encourage positive cases to share the 318 

contact details of their close contacts. Contact tracing is dependent on the willingness of 319 

positive cases to share the details of those they have been in contact with, and individuals 320 

may be reluctant to cause disruption to their friends and family [19]. Over half the 321 

participants who completed this survey reported that knowing that their contacts would have 322 

the option of daily testing would make them more likely to provide their details, and most 323 

other participants reported that it would make no difference. Very few participants reported 324 

that it would make them less likely to share contact details of close contacts. If obtaining the 325 

details of more contacts of cases is a priority for NHS Test and Trace, or other agencies 326 

around the world, the offer of daily testing may go some way towards achieving this goal.   327 
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Overall, participants were confident in their ability to perform the tests correctly and two-328 

thirds of participants were very, or completely, confident in the accuracy of the lateral flow 329 

test results.  At the time this study was carried out there was considerable public debate in the 330 

media about the accuracy of lateral flow tests, which may have contributed to concerns. In 331 

future studies, further explanation of the benefits and limitations of testing could be provided. 332 

The most common motives for taking daily tests were to find out if you had the virus, to help 333 

beat the virus, and to protect vulnerable people that they lived with or met regularly. 334 

Participants also reported that they wanted to take daily tests because it sounded easy to do.  335 

In addition, those from ethnic minority groups reported wanting to take part in daily testing 336 

because they were concerned that they may have the virus. Two thirds of participants 337 

reported having no issues with daily testing. The most common problems reported by 338 

participants included unclear instructions, tests being unpleasant, and IT/internet issues. 339 

While the unpleasantness of tests is perhaps unavoidable, further work to clarify the 340 

instructions and provide alternative, non-internet-based routes to certify a test result may be 341 

beneficial.  342 

Most participants in the survey reported that they either had less close contact, or about the 343 

same amount of close contact, with people outside of their household than before they were 344 

contacted by NHS test and trace. In contrast to previous research [5] the majority of 345 

participants who completed the survey reported that they did not leave the house for any 346 

reason on the days that they were trying to self-isolate (either in response to a positive test 347 

result, or whilst waiting for testing kits to arrive). This may be in part because participants 348 

were recruited for daily testing when infection rates were extremely high, and many 349 

participants had their daily activities limited by the restrictions in place in their local areas. 350 

Nonetheless, it was notable that those with a positive test result during the seven day testing 351 

period reported engaging in fewer contact activities compared to those who only had negative 352 
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tests. Seven people (13%) reported contact with people they did not live with following a 353 

positive test result, sometimes on multiple occasions, although it is not clear what the reasons 354 

for this were. In future research, it will be important to examine reasons for non-adherent 355 

behaviour following a positive test. The behaviour following a negative test result of 356 

participants in our study is consistent with data generated as part of mass testing in Liverpool, 357 

where 17% of respondents reported being more likely to go to the shops, and 9% more likely 358 

to visit friends and family, following a negative test [16]. 359 

This study has several limitations. First, the overall response rate was low. It is possible that 360 

those who completed the survey are not representative of the general population, and may 361 

have been more adherent than those who declined to take part in the survey. In particular, the 362 

response rate of participants who declined to take part in daily testing was very low, and as a 363 

result this group had to be excluded from the analyses. Comparisons between those who 364 

accepted daily testing and the comparison group who were not offered testing are problematic 365 

as the comparison group was non-randomised and only partially matched, and had a lower 366 

uptake, with a higher proportion of women and those with higher education levels 367 

participating. Second, all data were self-reported and may therefore have been susceptible to 368 

social desirability bias. Third, the fact that some participants were invited to take part in daily 369 

testing over the Christmas may have had an impact on the study. For example, activity 370 

patterns may have been unusual. Finally, daily testing was introduced so that individuals who 371 

have a negative test result do not have to isolate. At the time that daily testing was 372 

introduced, many areas of the UK were in Tiers three or four, meaning that substantial 373 

restrictions were in place.  On the 5th January 2021, the government introduced a third 374 

national lockdown and all non-essential businesses had to close. It is possible that participants 375 

were less willing to take daily tests during lockdown if the need to leave the home was 376 

reduced.   377 
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Conclusion  378 

Overall, our data suggested that daily testing has the potential to be an acceptable alternative 379 

to self-isolation. However, there is a need to develop materials and campaigns to explain the 380 

rationale and procedures and address concerns, especially among BAME communities. Our 381 

data also suggests that daily testing may facilitate sharing contact details of close contacts 382 

among those who test positive for COVID-19, and could promote adherence to self-isolation. 383 

While receiving a negative test result did not appear to lead to substantially increased activity 384 

in this study, this remains a risk that needs to be monitored and minimised as far as possible 385 

by appropriate messaging. Further research is now needed to explore the uptake and efficacy 386 

of daily testing among a wider range of individuals outside of lockdown.  387 

 388 

  389 
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 504 

Figure 1. Flow chart showing participants invited to take part, consenting to take part in the 505 

study, responding to surveys, exclusions, and final group count 506 
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the whole sample and by group 507 

    
Whole 
sample % 

Pos 
Test % 

Neg 
Test % 

Not 
offered % 

Group N 524 - 54 10% 265 51% 205 39% 
Ethnicity         
 BAME 42 8% 8 15% 18 7% 16 8% 

 White 440 84% 40 74% 229 86% 171 83% 

 No response 42 8% 6 11% 18 7% 18 9% 
Sex         
 Female 266 51% 21 39% 116 44% 129 63% 

 Male 170 32% 16 30% 90 34% 64 31% 

 No response 88 17% 17 31% 59 22% 12 6% 
Education         

 
Secondary 
education 289 55% 28 52% 85 32% 62 30% 

 Higher education 163 31% 16 30% 145 55% 116 57% 

 No response 72 14% 10 19% 35 13% 27 13% 
Age         
 18-24 years 33 6% 0 0% 20 8% 13 6% 

 25-34 years 94 18% 7 13% 51 19% 36 18% 

 35-44 years 107 20% 16 30% 59 22% 32 16% 

 45-54 years 126 24% 16 30% 68 26% 42 20% 

 55+ years 146 28% 14 26% 55 21% 77 38% 
  No response 18 3% 1 2% 12 5% 5 2% 

 508 

 509 

  510 
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Table 2. Likelihood of sharing contacts if daily testing was available 511 

  
Whole 
sample % 

Pos 
Test % 

Neg 
Test % 

Not 
offered % 

Much more likely 224 43% 22 41% 135 51% 67 33% 
Somewhat more likely 49 9% 9 17% 24 9% 16 8% 
It would make no 
difference 228 44% 21 39% 100 38% 107 52% 
Somewhat less likely 4 1% 0 0% 1 0% 3 1% 
Much less likely 5 1% 0 0% 1 0% 4 2% 
Don't know 14 3% 2 4% 4 2% 8 4% 
* Item: "If you had a positive test in the future and you knew that your contacts would be able 
to have daily testing (instead of self-isolating), would you be more or less likely to give their 
contact details?" 

 512 

Table 3. Confidence in tests (daily testing groups) 513 

 
Did test 
correctly % 

Test was 
accurate % 

Completely 
confident 163 51% 101 32% 
Very confident 119 37% 117 37% 
Fairly confident 32 10% 79 25% 
Not very confident 5 2% 5 2% 
Not at all confident 0 0% 14 4% 
Don't know 0 0% 4 1% 
Item: "How confident, if at all, are you that your test results were 
accurate?" 

 514 
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Table 4.  Contact activities when self isolating, by group 515 

  
Whole 
sample N 

Pos 
Test % 

Neg 
Test % 

Not 
offered % *Chi2 p 

Contact activities           

 Higher contact activity 49 10% 6 11% 28 11% 15 7% 1.66 .436 

 Lower contact activity 53 10% 5 9% 30 11% 18 9% 0.87 .648 

 
No non-essential 
activity 429 81% 43 80% 216 82% 170 83% 0.36 .835 

Contacts 

Testing 
groups 

combined          

 Much more 1 1% 0 0% 1 1% na na na na 

 Slightly more 2 2% 0 0% 2 2% na na na na 

 About the same 23 18% 4 13% 19 20% na na 0.00 .951 

 Slightly less 5 4% 1 3% 4 4% na na 0.01 .909 

  Much less 94 75% 25 83% 69 73% na na 8.86 .003 

* Note. All pairwise chi square tests were also nonsignificant        
Item: Contact activities: "On the days that you were trying to self-isolate, did you do any of the following..." 

Item: Contacts: "Thinking about the days you did not take a test or had a positive/inconclusive test result, did you have more or 
less close contact with people you do not live with (indoors and for more than 15 minutes) than you had before you were contacted 
by NHS Test and Trace?" 

 

 

 516 

 517 

 518 

 519 
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Table 5.  Contact activities with a negative test result, by group 520 

  
Whole 
sample N 

Pos 
Group % 

Neg 
Group % 

Not 
offered % *Chi2 p 

Contact activities           

 Higher contact activity 88 26% 10 19% 78 29% na na 2.68 .102 

 Lower contact activity 139 41% 8 15% 131 49% na na 21.89 < .001 

 
No non-essential 
activity 111 33% 30 56% 81 31% na na 12.35 < .001 

Contacts 

Testing 
groups 

combined          

 Much more 7 3% 0 0% 7 4% na na na na 

 Slightly more 15 7% 1 4% 14 7% na na 1.18 .278 

 About the same 63 30% 6 24% 57 30% na na 3.06 .080 

 Slightly less 20 9% 1 4% 19 10% na na 2.19 .142 

  Much less 108 51% 17 68% 91 48% na na 0.16 .686 

* Note. All pairwise chi square tests were also nonsignificant 

Item: Contact activities: "On the days that you had a negative test result, did you do any of the following ..." 

Item: Contacts: "Thinking about the days you had a negative result, did you have more or less close contact with people you do not 
live with (indoors and for more than 15 minutes) than you had before you were contacted by NHS Test and Trace?"  

 521 

 522 

 523 
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 524 

Figure 2. Preference for daily testing or self isolating, by isolation group 525 
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 528 

Figure 3. Preference for daily testing or self isolating, by demographic group 529 
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Supplementary materials 536 

 537 

Supplementary table 1. Survey questions and answers 538 

Quarantine/testing evaluation questionnaire 539 

Thank you so much for taking part in this study of the views of quarantine and testing. 540 

It would be very helpful if you could complete this brief survey about your views, so we can 541 
improve the service.  542 

The survey only takes around 10-15 minutes to complete and it is anonymous - you do not 543 
need to give your name or any details about yourself. 544 

Many thanks for sharing your views with us 545 

The COVID Study Team  546 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------547 
----------- 548 

Please complete this questionnaire in one sitting 549 

Use the arrows to go through the survey. The reset option clears answers from the current 550 
page.  551 

To submit your answers click 'Submit' on the final page. 552 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------553 
----------- 554 

 The COVID study team. 555 

1. If you have been in contact with someone testing positive for coronavirus the usual 556 
option is to self-isolate by staying at home for 10 days.  557 
A new option is to carry out daily home tests for up to 7 days, which means that every 558 
day you have a negative test you can carry on with your normal activities and do not 559 
need to self-isolate.    560 
Which option do you prefer? 561 

 Strongly prefer 10 day self-isolation option 562 
 Somewhat prefer 10 day self-isolation option 563 
 No preference for either option 564 
 Somewhat prefer daily testing option 565 
 Strongly prefer daily testing option 566 
 Don't know 567 

2. If you had a positive test in the future and you knew that your contacts would be 568 
able to have daily testing (instead of self-isolating), would you be more or less 569 
likely to give their contact details? 570 

 Much more likely 571 
 Somewhat more likely 572 
 It would make no difference 573 
 Somewhat less likely 574 
 Much less likely 575 
 Don't know 576 

3. Some people are being offered a daily testing kit by NHS Test and Trace. Did 577 
NHS Test and Trace offer a daily testing kit to you? 578 
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 Yes, and I agreed that they could send one to me  - go to Q4  579 
 Yes, but I did not agree that they could send one to me – go to Q5 580 
 No, I was not offered a daily testing kit – go to Q15  581 

4. Did you receive a testing kit in time for you to complete some daily testing rather 582 
than self-isolation? 583 

 Yes – go to Q6 584 
 No  - go to Q5 585 

5. Why did you decide not to take part in daily testing?  586 
(tick all reasons that you agree with) 587 

 I don’t believe in the threat of coronavirus 588 
 Daily testing seemed too difficult 589 
 I felt the testing process could be unpleasant 590 
 I don’t want to share data about myself with government bodies  591 
 I feel unsure about the accuracy of the test results 592 
 I couldn’t afford to have time off work if I tested positive 593 
 I am probably immune, as I have already had coronavirus 594 
 I don’t mix enough with others to be a risk to them 595 
 It is easy, or easier for me to self-isolate 596 
 I had symptoms, so I wanted to just take the usual test and self-isolate right 597 

away 598 
 I believed I would test positive at some point, so it was easier to self-599 

isolate from start 600 
 I don't want to take any risk of spreading the virus to others 601 
 I had already tested positive 602 
 None of these reasons 603 
 Other reason 604 

On all answers move to Q15 605 

6. Why did you decide to complete daily tests rather than self-isolate for 10 days? 606 
(tick all reasons that you agree with) 607 

 I felt it was compulsory / I had no choice 608 
 It sounded quite easy to do 609 
 It would be difficult to self-isolate/ did not want to self-isolate 610 
 I needed to go out to work  611 
 My friends and family wanted me to do it 612 
 My employer wanted me to do it 613 
 I wanted to know if I had the virus 614 
 I wanted to meet up with friends/family 615 
 I know other people who were getting tested 616 
 To help beat the virus in my area 617 
 I was concerned that I might have coronavirus 618 
 I needed to know if I was infected so I could protect vulnerable people that 619 

I live with or meet regularly  620 
 None of these reasons 621 
 Other reason 622 

7. How confident, if at all, are you that you did the tests correctly? 623 
 Completely confident  624 
 Very confident  625 
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 Fairly confident  626 
 Not very confident  627 
 Not at all confident  628 
 Don't know 629 

8. How confident, if at all, are you that your test results were accurate? 630 
 Completely confident  631 
 Very confident  632 
 Fairly confident  633 
 Not very confident  634 
 Not at all confident 635 
 Don't know 636 

9. Did you have to repeat any home tests?  637 

e.g. due to an inconclusive result or invalid test 638 

 Yes  639 
 No 640 

10. Did any of these problems make it hard for you to do the tests and submit your 641 
results?  642 

(tick all reasons that you agree with) 643 

 Instructions not clear 644 
 I was not sure how to take the tests 645 
 The testing procedure was unpleasant  646 
 Daily testing was too much hassle 647 
 I forgot to take one or more tests 648 
 Internet / technology access 649 
 I did not have any problems  650 
 Don't know 651 
 Other 652 

11. Starting from the day you first spoke to NHS Test and Trace, please tick the 653 
option that best describes the result of your daily test.  654 

Please select an answer for each day. 655 

 Positive  Negative Inconclusive I don’t 
know 

I didn’t do 
a test 

1      

2      

3      

4      

5      

6      

7      
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 656 

12. On the days that you had a negative test result, did you do any of the following  657 

(tick all reasons that you agree with)? 658 

 Go to the shops for groceries, toiletries, medicines or other items 659 
 Attend a medical appointment (e.g. an outpatient appointment) 660 
 Go to the shops for non-essential items 661 
 Go to work, school or university 662 
 Give help to, or provide care for, someone else (e.g. delivering food to them) 663 
 Take a child to or from school 664 
 Go for outdoor exercise (e.g. for a walk or run) 665 
 Spend time indoors and in close contact (less than a meter apart and for more 666 

than 15 minutes) with friends or family you do not live with    667 
 Go out for a meal or to an entertainment venue  668 
 Go out for any other reason 669 
 I did not do any activities 670 

 671 
13. Thinking about the days you had a negative result, did you have more or less 672 

close contact with people you do not live with (indoors and for more than 15 673 
minutes) than you had before you were contacted by NHS Test and Trace? 674 

 Much more contact 675 
 Slightly more contact  676 
 About the same  677 
 Slightly less contact 678 
 Much less contact 679 
 Does not apply 680 

14. Thinking about the days you did not take a test or had a positive/inconclusive 681 
test result, did you have more or less close contact with people you do not live 682 
with (indoors and for more than 15 minutes) than you had before you were 683 
contacted by NHS Test and Trace? 684 

 Much more contact 685 
 Slightly more contact  686 
 About the same  687 
 Slightly less contact 688 
 Much less contact 689 
 Does not apply 690 

15. Thinking about the whole period from when you spoke to NHS Test and Trace to 691 
now, how many days, if any, did you self-isolate for? Please include any days 692 
before the daily tests arrived. 693 

 1 – 14 days  694 
16. Why did you self-isolate?  695 

(tick all reasons that you agree with) 696 

 I was complying with Government guidelines 697 
 I was waiting for my test kit to arrive 698 
 I performed daily testing and had a positive/inconclusive result 699 
 I had symptoms 700 
 Someone in my household had symptoms/ tested positive  701 
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 I stopped taking the daily tests or skipped some tests 702 
 None of the above 703 
 Other reason 704 

17. Starting from the time you first spoke to NHS Test and Trace, how often did you 705 
come into close contact (indoors and for more than 15 minutes) with someone 706 
that you do not live with?  707 

For example, selecting the option 0 times would mean that you had no close 708 
contact, indoors and for more than 15 minutes, with anyone that you do not live 709 
with on that day. 710 

 0 times 1  time 2-4 times 5-10 times 11 times or 
more  

1      

2      

3      

4      

5      

6      

7      

 711 

18. On the days that you were trying to self-isolate, did you do any of the following 712 

 (tick all reasons that you agree with)? 713 

 Go to the shops for groceries, toiletries, medicines or other essential items 714 
 Attend a medical appointment (e.g. an outpatient appointment) 715 
 Go to the shops for non-essential items 716 
 Go to work, school or university 717 
 Give help to, or provide care for, someone else (e.g. delivering food to them) 718 
 Take a child to or from school 719 
 Go for outdoor exercise (e.g. for a walk or run) 720 
 Spend time indoors and in close contact (less than a meter apart and for more 721 

than 15 minutes) with friends or family you do not live with    722 
 Go out for a meal or to an entertainment venue  723 
 Go out for any other reason 724 
 I did not do any activities 725 

19. Please provide your age (optional) 726 
20. Please provide your ethnicity (optional) 727 

 Asian - Indian 728 
 Asian - Pakistani 729 
 Asian - Bangladeshi 730 
 Asian - Chinese 731 
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 Asian - Other 732 
 Black - African  733 
 Black - Caribbean  734 
 Black - Other 735 
 White British 736 
 White Irish  737 
 White - Other  738 
 Mixed - White and Black Caribbean 739 
 Mixed - White and Black African 740 
 Mixed - White and Asian  741 
 Mixed - Other 742 
 Other ethnic group 743 

21. Please state when you left full time education  744 

(if you are still in education, please select the stage you are at now) 745 

 Before finishing school 746 
 After finishing school 747 
 After finishing university 748 
 After finishing post graduate studies 749 

22. Please provide your name (optional) 750 
23. Please provide the ID provided by NHS Test and Trace (optional)  751 
24. Are there any other comments or suggestions you have to improve the daily self-752 

testing service? 753 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------754 
---------- 755 

 Thank you for taking the time to complete this survey. 756 

Your responses will help to improve the NHS Test and Trace service.  757 

For more information about COVID-19, please visit: https://www.gov.uk/coronavirus758 
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Supplementary table 2.  Issues with daily testing 759 

  N % 

Instructions not clear 12 4% 

I was not sure how to take the tests 1 0% 

The testing procedure was 
unpleasant  50 15% 

Daily testing was too much hassle 4 1% 

I forgot to take one or more tests 2 1% 

Internet / technology access 18 6% 

I did not have any problems  220 67% 

Don't know 3 1% 

Other 16 5% 

Item: "Did any of these problems make it hard for you to do 
the tests and submit your results?..."  

 

 760 

  761 
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Supplementary table 3. Why did you decide to complete daily tests rather than self-isolate for 10 days? 762 

Item 
Whole 
sample % 

Ethnic 
minority % White % 

Secondary 
education % 

Higher 
education % 

I felt it was compulsory / I had no choice 3 0% 2 3% 1 0% 1 0% 1 0% 

It sounded quite easy to do 175 17% 13 16% 151 17% 54 16% 97 17% 

It would be difficult to self-isolate/ did not 
want to self-isolate 81 8% 5 6% 72 8% 36 10% 41 7% 

I needed to go out to work  38 4% 5 6% 31 3% 8 2% 26 5% 

My friends and family wanted me to do it 16 2% 2 3% 14 2% 7 2% 6 1% 

My employer wanted me to do it 3 0% 0 0% 2 0% 2 1% 1 0% 

I wanted to know if I had the virus 226 22% 15 19% 195 22% 80 23% 122 22% 

I wanted to meet up with friends/family 21 2% 0 0% 21 2% 7 2% 11 2% 
I know other people who were getting 
tested 10 1% 3 4% 7 1% 5 1% 4 1% 

To help beat the virus in my area 206 20% 11 14% 180 20% 66 19% 117 21% 
I was concerned that I might have 
coronavirus 91 9% 9 11% 76 9% 32 9% 46 8% 
I needed to know if I was infected so I 
could protect vulnerable people that I live 
with or meet regularly  133 13% 11 14% 113 13% 38 11% 73 13% 

None of these reasons 2 0% 0 0% 1 0% 0 0% 2 0% 

Other reason 28 3% 3 4% 25 3% 9 3% 13 2% 

Item: "Why did you decide to complete daily tests rather than self-isolate for 10 days?..." 

Note. This item was also asked elsewhere in the participant recruitment that was not part of this survey, so numbers reported elsewhere 
may differ  

 763 
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