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ABSTRACT
Background
During Fall 2020 in the United States (U.S.), despite high COVID-19 case numbers and
recommendations from public health officials not to travel and gather with individuals
outside one’s household, millions of people gathered for Thanksgiving. The objective of
this study was to understand if individuals’ behaviors and risk perceptions influenced their
decision to gather, and if they did gather, their subsequent test seeking and diagnoses.
Methods
Participants were part of the CHASING COVID Cohort study - a U.S. national prospective
cohort. The study sample consisted of participants who completed routine questionnaires
before and after Thanksgiving. Non-pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs) use informed
behavioral risk scores and a score of perceived risk of COVID-19 were assigned to each
participant. Multinomial logistic regression models were used to assess the association
between higher risk behaviors and gathering with other households, and the association
of gathering with subsequent testing and test positivity.
Results
A total of 1,932 (40.5%) cohort participants spent Thanksgiving with individuals from at
least one other household. Participants with higher behavioral risk scores had greater
odds of gathering with one other household (aOR: 2.35, 95% CI: 2.0, 2.7), two other
households (aOR: 4.54, 95% CI: 3.7, 5.6), and three or more other households (aOR:
5.44, 95% CI: 4.1, 7.2). Participants perceiving COVID-19 as a low-risk to themselves
and others had greater odds of gathering with one other household (aOR: 1.12, 95% CI:
0.97, 1.3), two other households (aOR: 1.39, 95% CI: 1.1, 1.7), and three or more other
households (aOR: 1.86, 95% CI: 1.4, 2.4). Those who spent Thanksgiving with one or
more other households had 1.23 times greater odds (95% CI: 1.1, 1.4) of having a COVID19 test afterward. There was no association between gathering for Thanksgiving and
subsequent COVID-19 test positivity or developing COVID-19 symptoms.
Conclusions
Those who gathered with other households for Thanksgiving tended to engage in higherrisk activities. Thanksgiving gathering with other households was not associated with
subsequently testing positive for COVID-19, but only a small proportion obtained posttravel testing. Public health messaging should emphasize behavior change strategies that
promote safer gathering.
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INTRODUCTION
Pandemic control efforts in the United States (U.S.) were insufficient to prevent a second
wave of the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) cases in late 2020. A combined
approach of policy changes, public messaging, and non-pharmaceutical interventions
(NPIs) were leveraged in response to increasing COVID-19 cases and deaths, but
ultimately demonstrated limited effectiveness due to their lack of consistent use [1–5].
Public health officials repeatedly advised avoiding travel and gathering during the holiday
season, and the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) issued an
advisory on November 19th, 2020, recommending that Americans should not travel for
Thanksgiving [6], yet millions of Americans still traveled during the winter holiday season
in November and December 2020 [7–9]. Data from the Transportation Security
Administration (TSA) suggests air travel during the week of Thanksgiving was the highest
since the beginning of the pandemic, about 10 times higher than the lowest rate of air
travel in April, 2020 [9]. Ground travel increased almost 50% compared to earlier in the
pandemic when shelter-in-place orders were implemented across the country [10,11].
Notably, in November and December 2020, when millions of people traveled and
gathered for the holidays, the numbers of daily new COVID-19 cases in many states were
among the highest reported to date, and U.S. case counts peaked in January 2021 [12].
Many have maintained that the second surge in COVID-19 daily new case numbers was
largely caused by holiday travel and indoor gatherings among different households
without proper protective measures [13,14]. While a few studies have shown holiday
gatherings could have been associated with increased numbers of new COVID-19
infections [15], no published research to date has used longitudinal data to examine
people's decision-making around holiday gatherings and subsequent testing and
diagnosis. The purpose of this analysis is to understand the relationships between
individuals’ behaviors, risk perceptions, and decisions to gather with other households
during Thanksgiving in late November 2020 and subsequent SARS-CoV-2 test seeking
and diagnoses.
METHODS
Study design and participants
Study participants were screened and enrolled into the Communities, Households, and
SARS-CoV-2 Epidemiology (CHASING) COVID Cohort study. The CHASING COVID
Cohort study is a national prospective cohort study that was launched on March 28, 2020
to understand the spread and impact of the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic within households
and communities. The survey methodology is described in detail elsewhere [16]. Study
participants were recruited through social media platforms or through referrals using
advertisements that were in both English and Spanish. The platform Qualtrics (Qualtrics,
Provo, UT), an online survey platform widely used in social and behavioral research, was
used for data collection.
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The study conducted six rounds of routine data collection (Visit 1-Visit 6) in Project Year
1. The current sample consists of participants who completed a monthly follow-up survey
(Visit 4) between November 17 and December 3, 2020, and a second monthly follow-up
survey (Visit 5) between December 16 and December 28, 2020. The Institutional Review
Board at the City University of New York (CUNY) approved the study protocol.
Association between behavioral risk and risk perception and Thanksgiving gathering
In the first set of models, the outcome was Thanksgiving gathering, which was
categorized into gathering with no other household, gathering with one other household,
gathering with two other households, or gathering with three or more other households.
Behavioral risk-taking and COVID-19 risk perception were the main exposures of interest.
The survey included a total of 42 questions related to the adoption of NPIs. We captured
information on the use of protective gear (face masks, gloves, face shields, goggles),
frequency of mask-use for indoor and outdoor activities, maintaining social distancing with
known and unknown people, gathering in groups of 10 or more (attending protests,
political rallies), spending time in public places (salons/gym/restaurants/places of
worship), use of public transit, and air travel. The survey included 6 questions that
captured participants’ perceptions about the risk of COVID-19 to themselves, their loved
ones, and the community. Specifically, we asked participants if they stayed home from
work when sick, if they self-quarantined, and the extent to which they were worried that
they would get sick or reinfected with coronavirus, that their loved ones would get sick
from coronavirus, and that coronavirus will overwhelm hospitals.
We assigned risk scores to each participant using their responses to the 42 behavioral
risk questions and 6 risk perception questions in the Visit 4 survey (late November), as
described above. For each question, we coded risk-affirmative responses as 1 and riskaverse responses as 0. Thus, higher scores reflected higher behavioral risks and lower
perceived risk of COVID-19. For example, we asked participants how often they wore
masks indoors during grocery shopping (indoor area with lots of people) in the past month.
Those who responded with “Never” or “Sometimes” were coded as 1, and “Always” was
coded as 0. We created behavioral risk and risk perception scores for each participant
as the sum total of responses in each category. A participant could have a maximum
behavioral risk score of 42 and a maximum risk perception score of 6. Median scores for
each category were used to categorize participants’ higher/lower behavioral risk and
higher/lower COVID-19 risk perception. Full details on the creation of risk scores can be
found in the supplementary materials (sTable 1).
We also examined the association between Thanksgiving gathering and prior COVID-19
infection (if participants thought they had a COVID-19 infection at any time point between
March 2020 and Thanksgiving), polymerase chain reaction (PCR) test at the prior visit
(Visit 4), and COVID-19 symptoms at the prior visit (Visit 4).
Association between Thanksgiving gathering and subsequent SARS-CoV-2 testing and
diagnosis
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Thanksgiving gathering in November was the main exposure and was dichotomized as
gathered for Thanksgiving with no other household vs. with one or more households. The
main outcome was self-reported SARS-CoV-2 PCR-test positivity (tested positive/tested
negative/waiting for results) in the month prior among those who reported getting tested
in the Visit 5 survey between December 16 and December 28, 2020. We only included
incident cases reported at Visit 5 and excluded anyone who reported a positive PCR test
in surveys prior to Visit 5.
Since only a quarter of participants reported getting tested post-Thanksgiving, we also
examined if gathering with other households for Thanksgiving was associated with getting
tested, as well as experiencing COVID-19 symptoms post-Thanksgiving.
Statistical analysis
Chi-squared tests for categorical variables and Wilcoxon rank-sum test for continuous
variables with corresponding p-values were used to describe the distribution of
characteristics across participants who did and did not gather for Thanksgiving with other
households. Multinomial logistic regression was used to estimate ORs and 95% CIs for
all models. All models were adjusted for demographic factors such as age, gender,
income, education, employment, and essential worker status. The model for the
association between gathering for Thanksgiving and subsequent COVID-19 PCR
positivity was additionally adjusted for participants’ behavioral risk score. Data were
analyzed using R v4.0.1 [17].
RESULTS
Of the 6,753 total CHASING COVID Cohort study members, 4,772 (70%) completed both
the Visit 4 and Visit 5 surveys and were included in this analysis. 6 participants responded
to the Visit 4 survey between November 26, Thanksgiving Day and December 3, 2020,
one week later. Because the Visit 4 survey included questions about participants’ risk
behaviors in the past month, which are relevant for this analysis, we included these 6
participants in the analysis. Participants with behavioral risk and risk perception scores
greater than the median (12 for behavioral risk and 1 for risk perception) were categorized
as “higher risk” or “lower risk perception”, respectively. Compared to other racial/ethnic
groups, non-Hispanic White participants were more likely to be in the higher behavioral
risk category (58.7% in low-risk and 68% in the higher-risk group; p-value <0.001). Lower
income was associated with lower risk scores. In the lowest income category, 37.5%
showed higher-risk behavior, compared to 50.1% in the highest income group; p-value
<0.001)
In total, 2,783 participants (58.3%) reported that they did not spend Thanksgiving with
other households, while 40.5% (n=1,932) reported gathering with at least one other
household. Of these, 1,171 (60.6%) gathered with people from one other household, 484
(25.1%) with people from two other households, and 283 (14.6%) with people from three
or more other households. The median behavioral risk score for those who did not gather
with other households for Thanksgiving was lower compared to those who did (10 [IQR
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7-13] vs. 13 [IQR: 10-17]). The median risk perception score was also lower for those
who did not gather with other households (1 [IQR 0-2] vs. 2 [IQR 0-3]) (Table 1). About
one-third of the participants reported COVID-19 symptoms in the month prior to
Thanksgiving, but there was no meaningful difference in the COVID-19 symptoms
between those who gathered (32.2%) versus those who did not gather (31.7%). Of those
who did not gather with other households, 21.0% reported receiving a test prior to
Thanksgiving, compared to 25.7% among those who did gather with other households. A
total of 324 of the 1,094 (29.6%) participants who tested prior to Thanksgiving responded
that they were motivated to test prior to seeing friends or family.
Among the 1,923 participants who reported gathering during Thanksgiving, 141 (7.3%)
had received a positive COVID-19 test between March 2020 and Thanksgiving; among
the 2,783 participants who did not report gathering during Thanksgiving, 146 (5.3%)
received a positive COVID-19 test in the same time period. In the post-Thanksgiving Visit
5 survey, only 25.9% of participants reported receiving a COVID-19 test, but testing was
more common among those who gathered for Thanksgiving with members from other
households (29.3% vs. 23.7%). Some participants reported a positive PCR test (n=52)
and infection risk was lower among those who did versus did not gather with other
households for Thanksgiving, but the difference was not statistically significant (3.5% vs.
4.9%, RR: 0.7, 95% CI: 0.4, 1.2). Of the 1,237 participants who reported a test in Visit 5,
59 (4.7%) got tested because they “attended gathering with more than 10 people”, of
whom 4 (6.7%) tested positive; 139 (11.2%) got tested “after traveling”, of whom 4 (2.9%)
tested positive; and 149 (12%) got tested “after seeing friends or family”, of whom 4 (2.7%)
tested positive.
Participants categorized as having higher behavioral risk had a higher odds of gathering
for Thanksgiving with one other household (aOR: 2.35, 95% CI: 2.0, 2.7), two other
households (aOR: 4.54, 95% CI: 3.7, 5.6), and three or more other households (aOR:
5.44, 95% CI: 4.1, 7.2), compared to those categorized as lower behavioral risk, after
adjusting for age, race/ethnicity, education, income, geographic area of residence, and
essential worker status (Table 2, Model 1). Participants categorized as perceiving COVID19 as a lower risk had a higher odds of gathering for Thanksgiving with one other
household (aOR: 1.12, 95% CI: 0.97, 1.3), two other households (aOR: 1.39, 95% CI: 1.1,
1.7), and three or more other households (aOR: 1.86, 95% CI: 1.4, 2.4), compared to
those perceiving COVID-19 as a higher risk, after adjusting for demographic variables
(Table 2, Model 1). Those who thought they previously had COVID-19 (but were never
diagnosed with a laboratory test) had higher odds of gathering with one other household
(aOR: 1.33; 95% CI: 1.1, 1.6) as well as with three or more households (aOR: 1.56, 95%
CI: 1.1, 2.2) compared to those who did not think they previously had COVID-19 (Table
2, Model 2). Having a negative test in the month prior to Thanksgiving and having COVID19 symptoms during the period leading up to Thanksgiving were not associated with
gathering with other households for Thanksgiving (Table 2, Models 3,4).
Those who gathered with one or more other households for Thanksgiving were more
likely to get a COVID-19 test after gathering, compared to those that did not (aOR: 1.23,
95% CI: 1.1, 1.4) (Table 3, Model 1). However, the likelihood of testing does not differ by
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participants’ risk scores. Only 25.9% of the cohort received a COVID-19 test in Visit 5
post-Thanksgiving, of which 4.2% tested positive (Table 1). Post-thanksgiving testing was
low, even among those who reported symptoms. Only 32.5% (420/1,291) of those who
reported COVID-like symptoms post-Thanksgiving got tested. We did not find an
association between gathering for Thanksgiving and subsequent self-reported COVID-19
infection or self-reported COVID-19 symptoms following the holiday among our
participants (Table 3, Models 2,3).
DISCUSSION
Travel and indoor gatherings with other households during the Thanksgiving holiday may
have contributed to the already increasing numbers of COVID-19 cases and deaths in the
U.S. [18]. This study explored different behavioral and risk perception factors and their
associations with gathering during Thanksgiving in November 2020. Participants who
perceived COVID-19 to be a lower risk to themselves and others and those who regularly
engaged in higher COVID-19 risk activities the month prior to Thanksgiving were more
likely to gather with people outside their households at Thanksgiving. Having COVID-like
symptoms and test positivity prior to and post-Thanksgiving gathering were not
significantly associated with gathering at Thanksgiving, but a substantial proportion
(22.9%) of participants tested for SARS-CoV-2 prior to Thanksgiving, and the pointprevalence was not insubstantial (3.5%) among those who did gather and tested on their
return.
Although lacking coordination and consistency, the public health message from various
sources advising not to gather during Thanksgiving was strong. However, the CDC did
not advise against Thanksgiving holiday travel until one week before Thanksgiving in
2020 [6]. By then, many people had already booked flights or made travel plans [19].
More timely and coordinated guidelines at the federal, state, and local levels were
necessary during the holiday season when travel was anticipated, and could have
included pre- and post-travel testing and quarantining, as the CDC currently recommends
for unvaccinated persons [20].
Travel often involves passing through crowded places such as train stations or airports,
and using public transportation where social distancing can be difficult to maintain.
Although 91% of long-distance holiday travel occurs by personal vehicles, such as by car,
according to the U.S. Department of Transportation, the average Thanksgiving longdistance trip length is 214 miles [21], seven times longer than the distance an average
driver travels on a daily basis [22]. People with symptomatic and asymptomatic COVID19 who travel and gather with other households have the potential to spread the virus
beyond their local communities, which makes contact tracing even more challenging than
usual. Regulations related to traveling, testing, and quarantine vary by jurisdiction, which
can be confusing for travelers [23]. A set of simple, clear, and standard national-level
COVID-19 prevention guidelines for interstate and long-distance travelers could be easier
for travelers to adopt and practice consistently. State and local governments could choose
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to strengthen the established federal standard if additional preventive measures are
deemed necessary, given local or other contextual considerations.
A quarter of study participants who gathered at Thanksgiving reported receiving a COVID19 test in the month prior. Participants may have encountered barriers to testing such as
higher than usual demand for COVID-19 tests before Thanksgiving, reducing availability,
and increasing wait time [24]. It is concerning that the majority of the respondents who
gathered at Thanksgiving did not know their COVID-19 status immediately prior to
gathering, a third of whom also experienced COVID-related symptoms in the month
before gathering. Depending on timing, some of the above-mentioned participants should
have self-isolated if COVID-related symptoms began during the 14 days leading up to
Thanksgiving. However, given the virus’s incubation period, negative COVID-19 test
results should not serve as a green light for safe indoor gatherings without masks [25].
Notably, in this analysis, receiving negative test results prior to Thanksgiving and having
COVID-19 symptoms during the period leading up to Thanksgiving were not associated
with gathering with other households at Thanksgiving. Our data suggest that many in our
cohort appeared to have used testing pre- and post-Thanksgiving as a strategy for risk
reduction. 4.9% of those who stayed home for Thanksgiving tested positive for COVID19 in the month prior, suggesting the result of the test may have driven some participants
to change their plans and stay home. However, since there was no clear guidance on this
from public health authorities, the use of this strategy may have been uninformed at worst
or suboptimal at best, with neither leading to optimal risk reduction. Moreover, many who
could have reduced risk through testing did not and visited with other households anyway.
All of these scenarios should be anticipated by public health authorities, and directly
addressed with/incorporated into pandemic-related public health messaging in the future.
Therefore, in addition to encouraging the public not to gather, early and consistent
messaging related to interventions around how to more safely gather during major
holidays may have been more effective in preventing new infections. Strategies used in
reducing COVID-19 transmission at indoor gatherings, such as mask use at home, open
windows to increase air circulation, and reduced close contact can be transferable in the
context of holiday gatherings with different households [26,27]. In addition, heightened
sequestering or full quarantine in the 10-14 days leading up to such gatherings, when
feasible, is a very effective strategy for safer gathering.
Although the self-reported PCR positivity after Thanksgiving among those who gathered
for Thanksgiving was lower compared with those who did not gather in our cohort, a
substantial proportion of those who gathered still tested positive after Thanksgiving
(3.5%). If this proportion extends to the untested cohort, a considerable number of people
could have been infectious while/after visiting other households during Thanksgiving.
However, our ability to detect an association between positivity and gathering was limited
by the small number of participants who reported receiving a COVID-19 test after
Thanksgiving. In contrast to our results, a study conducted by Mehta et al. after
Thanksgiving in 2020 found that those who celebrated Thanksgiving with non-household
members or celebrated outside their home were significantly more likely to report COVID19 symptoms, testing for SARS-CoV-2, and testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 infection,
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compared to those who had Thanksgiving with household members only [15]. In another
study using serologic data from the CHASING COVID Cohort, we found an increased risk
of seroconversion among participants who reported gathering with large groups indoors
and those who traveled by air [27]. A lack of testing after such gatherings also makes it
less possible for people to self-quarantine/isolate when exposures did occur. Therefore,
pandemic mitigation efforts that focus on limiting large gatherings or emphasizing the
importance of NPIs and testing are still needed. Even as the vaccine rollout continues,
vaccinated individuals should continue to wear masks, maintain physical distance, and
practice other prevention measures when visiting or gathering with unvaccinated
vulnerable populations [28].
Several limitations should be considered when evaluating the results of this study. We
used a self-administered survey and the data on both risk behaviors and COVID-19
infection status could be subject to self-report bias. Participants’ answers on gathering
and testing behaviors may have also been impacted by social desirability bias.
Additionally, only a limited number of participants reported getting tested before and after
Thanksgiving. Hence, it is difficult to estimate the actual incidence of COVID-19 infection
due to gathering with other households. However, by assessing other behaviors and
COVID-19 symptoms, we were able to assess the potential risk of transmission. Finally,
it is possible that risk-averse participants are more likely to get tested and test negative.
Therefore, the positivity rate among testers after Thanksgiving gatherings could have
been an underestimate of the true positivity rate among Thanksgiving gatherers in our
study.
CONCLUSIONS
Those who participated in Thanksgiving gatherings with other households tended to
regularly engage in higher COVID-19 risk activities prior to Thanksgiving. For the current
and future pandemics, a set of simple, clear, and standard national-level COVID-19
prevention guidelines for interstate and long-distance travelers to prevent spread, along
with well-timed public health messaging that incorporates guidance on testing and
quarantine (pre/post-travel), would likely help reduce risk at and following indoor
gatherings. In addition to public health messaging, future research should also emphasize
behavior change strategies that promote safer gathering via risk reduction.

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.22.21255631; this version posted April 25, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

REFERENCES
1.

Achenbach J, Rozsa L. Some Americans refuse to wear masks even as their
hometowns become covid-19 hot spots. The Washington Post [Internet]. 2020 Oct
28 [cited 2021 Feb 18]; Available from:
https://www.washingtonpost.com/health/mask-wearing-coronavirus-hotspots/2020/10/27/71001546-1883-11eb-82db-60b15c874105_story.html

2.

Moore RC, Lee A, Hancock JT, Halley M, Linos E. Experience with Social
Distancing Early in the COVID-19 Pandemic in the United States: Implications for
Public Health Messaging. medRxiv [Internet]. 2020 Apr 11; Available from:
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.08.20057067

3.

Grossman G, Kim S, Rexer JM, Thirumurthy H. Political partisanship influences
behavioral responses to governors’ recommendations for COVID-19 prevention in
the United States. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2020 Sep 29;117(39):24144–53.

4.

Leonhardt D, Leatherby L. The Unique U.S. Failure to Control the Virus. The New
York Times [Internet]. 2020 Aug 6 [cited 2021 Feb 18]; Available from:
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/08/06/us/coronavirus-us.html

5.

Altman D. Understanding the US failure on coronavirus-an essay by Drew Altman.
BMJ. 2020 Sep 14;370:m3417.

6.

Maggie Fox CNN. CDC recommends against travel for Thanksgiving [Internet].
CNN; 2020 [cited 2021 Apr 1]. Available from:
https://www.cnn.com/2020/11/19/health/cdc-thanksgiving-travel-wellnessbn/index.html

7.

Fernandez M, Holder J, Leatherby L, Valentino-DeVries J, Tompkins L. As
Christmas Nears, Virus Experts Look for Lessons From Thanksgiving. The New
York Times [Internet]. 2021 Jan 12 [cited 2021 Feb 18]; Available from:
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/12/20/us/covid-thanksgiving-effect.html

8.

Groves S. Data shows Americans couldn’t resist Thanksgiving travel [Internet].
Associated Press. 2020 [cited 2021 Feb 18]. Available from:
https://apnews.com/article/data-americans-thanksgiving-travel209e88a889664ad5e25a81ee0d46201c

9.

TSA checkpoint travel numbers (current year(s) versus prior year/same weekday)
[Internet]. [cited 2021 Feb 18]. Available from:
https://www.tsa.gov/coronavirus/passenger-throughput?page=1

10. Bureau of Transportation Statistics, US Department of Transportation. Monthly
Transportation Statistics.
11. Mervosh S, Lu D, Swales V. See Which States and Cities Have Told Residents to
Stay at Home. The New York Times [Internet]. 2020 Apr 27 [cited 2021 Mar 26];

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.22.21255631; this version posted April 25, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Available from: https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/us/coronavirus-stay-athome-order.html
12. CDC. COVID Data Tracker [Internet]. 2020 [cited 2021 Feb 18]. Available from:
https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker
13. Horton J. Covid: Thanksgiving the cause of a spike in US infections? [Internet].
BBC News. 2020 [cited 2021 Feb 18]. Available from:
https://www.bbc.com/news/55363256
14. Stone W. Epidemiologists Urge A Cautious Christmas, After Thanksgiving Surge in
Some States [Internet]. Kaiser Health News. 2020 [cited 2021 Mar 9]. Available
from: https://www.npr.org/sections/healthshots/2020/12/21/948809129/epidemiologists-urge-a-cautious-christmas-afterthanksgiving-surge-in-some-state
15. Mehta SH, Clipman SJ, Wesolowski A, Solomon SS. “There’s No Place Like Home
for The Holidays:” Travel and SARS-CoV-2 Test Positivity Following Thanksgiving
Weekend. medRxiv. 2020 Dec 24;2020.12.22.20248719.
16. Robertson MM, Kulkarni SG, Berry A, Mirzayi C, Rane M, Chang M, et al. Cohort
Profile: A national prospective cohort study of SARS-CoV-2 pandemic outcomes in
the U.S. - The CHASING COVID Cohort Study. medRxiv. 2021 Jan
4;2020.04.28.20080630.
17. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing : Reference Index. 2010.
1731 p.
18. COVID-19 Data Explorer [Internet]. [cited 2021 Apr 13]. Available from:
https://ourworldindata.org/coronavirus-data-explorer
19. Wen L. There is no reason to wait. Cancel your holiday travel plans now. The
Washington Post [Internet]. 2020 Dec 1 [cited 2021 Apr 1]; Available from:
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2020/12/01/cancel-holiday-travel-plansnow/
20. CDC. Domestic Travel During COVID-19 [Internet]. 2021 [cited 2021 Apr 16].
Available from: https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/travelers/travel-duringcovid19.html
21. U.S. Holiday Travel [Internet]. [cited 2021 Mar 5]. Available from:
https://www.bts.gov/archive/publications/america_on_the_go/us_holiday_travel/enti
re
22. Pat S. Hu TRR. Summary of Travel Trends, 2001 National Household Travel
Survey [Internet]. U. S. Department of Transportation; 2004 Dec [cited 2021 Mar 5].
Available from: https://nhts.ornl.gov/2001/pub/STT.pdf

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.22.21255631; this version posted April 25, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

23. CDC. Travel During COVID-19 [Internet]. 2021 [cited 2021 Apr 1]. Available from:
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/travelers/travel-during-covid19.html
24. Krouse S. Covid-19 Testing Demand Surges Again, from Thanksgiving Travelers
and Rising Infections. The Wall Street Journal [Internet]. 2020 Nov 20 [cited 2021
Mar 7]; Available from: https://www.wsj.com/articles/covid-19-testing-demandsurges-again-from-thanksgiving-travelers-and-rising-infections-11605896783
25. Lauer SA, Grantz KH, Bi Q, Jones FK, Zheng Q, Meredith HR, et al. The Incubation
Period of Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) From Publicly Reported
Confirmed Cases: Estimation and Application. Ann Intern Med. 2020 May
5;172(9):577–82.
26. Nash D, Qasmieh S, Robertson M, Rane M, Zimba R, Kulkarni S, et al. Household
factors and the risk of severe COVID-like illness early in the US pandemic.
medRxiv [Internet]. 2020 Dec 4; Available from:
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.03.20243683
27. Nash D, Rane M, Chang M, Kulkarni SG, Zimba R, You W, et al. Recent SARSCoV-2 seroconversion in a national, community-based prospective cohort of U.S.
adults. medRxiv. 2021 Feb 16;2021.02.12.21251659.
28. CDC. Interim Public Health Recommendations for Fully Vaccinated People
[Internet]. 2021 [cited 2021 Mar 10]. Available from:
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/vaccines/fully-vaccinatedguidance.html

Table 1: Characteristics of CHASING COVID Cohort participants who gathered for Thanksgiving with other households
Thanksgiving with no other
household (n=2,783)
Median Age in years (IQR)

%*

41 (32-56)

Thanksgiving with >=1
household (n=1,932)

%

37 (29-50)

Total
(n=4,772)******

%

p-values*******

39 (31, 54)

Gender
Male

1227

44.09

893

46.22

2138

44.80

Female

1473

52.93

989

51.19

2499

52.37

83

2.98

50

2.59

135

2.83

NH White

1714

61.59

1273

65.89

3000

62.87

NH Black

266

9.56

170

8.80

449

9.41

Asian

205

7.37

135

6.99

347

7.27

Hispanic

472

16.96

291

15.06

782

16.39

Other

116

4.17

56

2.90

176

3.69

10

0.36

7

0.36

18

0.38

Less than $35,000

773

27.78

468

24.22

1265

26.51

$35-49,999

308

11.07

204

10.56

518

10.85

$50-69,999

391

14.05

302

15.63

698

14.63

$70-99,999

437

15.70

343

17.75

788

16.51

$100,000+

791

28.42

566

29.30

1365

28.60

82

2.95

47

2.43

135

2.83

Northeast

808

29.03

577

29.87

1399

29.32

Midwest

492

17.68

335

17.34

836

17.52

South

739

26.55

588

30.43

1345

28.19

West

714

25.66

418

21.64

1147

24.04

3

0.11

2

0.10

5

0.10

27

0.97

12

0.62

40

0.84

Yes

369

13.26

256

13.25

631

13.22

No

2287

82.18

1609

83.28

3940

82.56

127

4.56

67

3.47

201

4.21

Non-Binary

0.2

Race/ethnicity

Missing

0.04

Annual Household Income (in USD)

Missing

0.05

Geographic region

US Territories
Missing

0.006

Essential workers**

Missing
Median behavioral risk score at V4 (IQR)

10 (7-13)

13 (10-17)

12 (8-15)

<0.001

Median risk perception score at V4 (IQR)

1 (0-2)

2 (0-3)

1 (0-2)

<0.001

0.9

Table 1: Characteristics of CHASING COVID Cohort participants who gathered for Thanksgiving with other households (cont'd)
Thanksgiving with no other
household (n=2,783)

%*

Thanksgiving with >=1
household (n=1,932)

%

Total
(n=4,772)******

%

p-values*******

Antibody positive at S1 (%)
Reactive
Non-reactive
Did not submit sample

112

4.02

79

4.09

193

4.04

1734

62.31

1207

62.47

2958

61.99

0.9

937

33.67

646

33.44

1621

33.97

Had symptoms at V4 (CSTE definition)***

881

31.66

622

32.19

1520

31.85

0.7

Had symptoms at V5 (CSTE definition)

737

26.48

544

28.16

1291

27.05

0.2

Yes

584

20.98

497

25.72

1094

22.93

<0.001

No

1965

70.61

1287

66.61

3281

68.76

136

4.89

71

3.67

211

4.42

98

3.52

77

3.99

186

3.90

Got tested at V4

Tried
Missing
Self-reported positive test prior to
Thanksgiving****
Yes

146

5.25

141

7.30

298

6.24

2637

94.75

1791

92.70

4474

93.76

Yes

660

23.72

566

29.30

1237

25.92

No

2006

72.08

1272

65.84

3310

69.36

95

3.41

77

3.99

178

3.73

22

0.79

17

0.88

47

0.98

No

1

Got tested at V5

Tried
Missing
Self-reported positive test at V5 among
those who were tested*****
Yes
No test
Waiting
Missing
Thought they had COVID before
Thanksgiving

32

4.85

20

3.53

52

4.20

491

74.39

428

75.62

926

74.86

29

4.39

29

5.12

59

4.77

108

16.36

89

15.72

200

16.17

462

16.60

386

19.98

855

17.92

<0.001

0.4

<0.001

* col%
** Essential workers include those who work in law enforcement, emergency management, retail (groceries, pharmacies, food), delivery, transportation, construction/agriculture,
healthcare (including front office staff), school as teachers daycare, childcare
*** CSTE definition of CLI: At least 2 of these symptoms: fever, chills, rigors, myalgia, headache, sore throat, nausea, vomiting, diarrhea, fatigue, congestion, runny nose OR at
least 1 of these symptoms: cough, shortness of breath, difficulty breathing, new loss of smell or taste
**** Reported a positive PCR test at V0, V1, V2, V3, or V4
***** Removed those who reported a positive test prior to V5 (n=28), i.e. counted only new incident cases
****** 57 responded with Do Not Know for the Question "Did you spend Thanksgiving with a person outside your household" and are not shown in this table
******* Chi squared p-values for categorical variables and Wilcox rank sum p-values for continuous variables
Abbreviations - NH: Non-Hispanic; IQR: Inter quartile range; V4: Visit 4 in November; V5: Visit 5 in December; S1: Sample collection 1 where dried blood spot samples were
collected (May-September)

Table 2: Results of multivariable models for association between risk scores, COVID history, and Thanksgiving gathering
1 Household
aOR* (95% CI)
p-value
Model 1: Association between risk scores and Thanksgiving gathering
Behavioral risk score >12 (ref: risk score<=12)
2.35 (2.0, 2.7) <0.001
Risk perception score >1 (ref: risk score<=1)
1.12 (0.97, 1.3)
0.1
Model 2: Association between COVID history and Thanksgiving gathering
Thought had prior infection
1.33 (1.1, 1.6)
Did not think they had prior infection
-ref-

2 Households
aOR (95% CI)
p-value

3+ households
aOR (95% CI)
p-value

4.54 (3.7, 5.6)
1.39 (1.1, 1.7)

<0.001
0.001

5.44 (4.1, 7.2)
1.86 (1.4, 2.4)

<0.001
<0.001

0.003

1.02 (0.7, 1.3)
-ref-

0.8

1.56 (1.1, 2.2)
-ref-

0.007

0.8
0.7

0.82 (0.3, 1.8)
1.86 (0.7, 4.8)
-ref-

0.6
0.2

0.53 (0.2, 1.2)
1.21 (0.4, 3.4)
-ref

0.1
0.7

0.4

1.01 (0.8, 1.2)
-ref-

0.9

1.16 (0.9, 1.5)
-ref-

0.2

Model 3: Association between PCR testing and Thanksgiving gathering
PCR Test prior to Thanksgiving gathering
Negative
Waiting for result
Positive

1.08 (0.6, 1.9)
1.12 (0.5, 2.5)
-ref-

Model 4: Association between COVID symptoms and Thanksgiving gathering
Had symptoms prior to gathering
0.93 (0.8, 1.1)
Did not have symptoms prior to gathering
-ref-

* Odds ratios as adjusted for age, gender, employment, education, region of residence, and essential worker status.
Abbreviations - PCR: Polymerase chain reaction

Table 3: Multivariable models for association between Thanksgiving gathering with other households and PCR positivity for COVID
Model 1**: Association between Thanksgiving gathering and COVID PCR testing post-Thanksgiving
Tested
OR (95% CI)
p-value
Thanksgiving gathering >=1 Household
1.23 (1.1, 1.4)
0.004
Thanksgiving gathering with no other household
-ref-

Tried but did not test
OR (95% CI)
p-value
1.28 (0.9, 1.7)
0.1
-ref-

Model 2: Association between Thanksgiving gathering and COVID PCR positivity post-Thanksgiving
Tested positive
OR (95% CI)
p-value
Thanksgiving gathering >=1 Household
0.67 (0.4, 1.3)
0.3
Thanksgiving gathering with no other household
-ref-

Waiting for results
OR (95% CI)
p-value
1.18 (0.6, 1.9)
0.7
-ref-

Model 3: Association between Thanksgiving gathering and COVID PCR symptoms post-Thanksgiving
Tested positive
OR (95% CI)
p-value
Thanksgiving gathering >=1 Household
1.05 (0.91, 1.2)
0.5
Thanksgiving gathering with no other household
-ref* Odds ratios as adjusted for age, gender, employment, education, region of residence, and essential worker status.
** Model 1 additionally adjusted for behavioral risk category
Abbreviations - PCR: Polymerase chain reaction

