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Summary 31 

 32 

To prevent the catastrophic health and economic consequences from COVID-19 epidemics, some 33 

nations have aimed for no community transmission outside of quarantine. To achieve this, 34 

governments have had to respond rapidly to outbreaks with public health interventions. But the 35 

exact characteristics of an outbreak that trigger these measures differ and are poorly defined. We 36 

used existing data from epidemics in Australia to establish a practical model to assist stakeholders 37 

in making decisions about the optimal timing and extent of interventions. We found that the number 38 

of reported cases on the day that interventions commenced strongly predicted the size of the 39 

outbreaks. We quantified how effective interventions were at containing outbreaks in relation to the 40 

number of cases at the time the interventions commenced. We also found that containing epidemics 41 

from novel variants that had higher transmissibility would require more stringent interventions that 42 

commenced earlier. In contrast, increasing vaccination coverage would enable more relaxed 43 

interventions. Our model highlights the importance of early and decisive action in the early phase 44 

of an outbreak if governments aimed for zero community transmission, although new variants and 45 

vaccination coverage may change this.  46 
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Introduction： 47 

 48 

The coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic continues to cause catastrophic health and 49 

economic crisis around the world1,2. To prevent the consequences of the COVID-19 epidemic, 18 50 

vaccine candidates have been approved by the World Health Organization3. Yet, achieving global 51 

herd immunity with these vaccines will take time, and existing vaccines also face challenges from 52 

emerging SAR-CoV-2 variants with mutations that evade vaccine-elicited immune response4. Non-53 

pharmaceutical interventions remain the most effective means for COVID-19 control until herd 54 

immunity can be achieved. Non-pharmaceutical interventions have been successful in countries 55 

such as New Zealand, Australia, China, and Singapore. These countries all share one thing in 56 

common; that early intervention results in more effective control of outbreaks. 57 

 58 

Outbreak surveillance for early COVID-19 detection is essential to inform control measures. It 59 

enables stakeholders to commence interventions in time to avoid lengthy and extensive restrictions 60 

down the track and minimise health and economic losses. Several studies have explored surveillance 61 

indicators for the early detection of COVID-19 outbreaks, including COVID-19-related digital data 62 

streams and SARS-CoV-2 viral fragments detection in wastewater5,6. Modelling studies have also 63 

informed stakeholders by projecting the trends and severity of COVID-19 epidemics in the context 64 

of different policy decisions7–11. However, none of these studies quantified the commencement time 65 

and extent of interventions when facing a COVID-19 outbreak of unknown severity and impact to 66 

the community. A predictive model that provides timely alerts for intervention commencement 67 

would be of great practical value in curbing a COVID-19 outbreak. 68 

 69 

Our objective was to establish a predictive model to assist stakeholders in decision-making 70 

regarding timely intervention commencement based on limited surveillance data in the early stages 71 

of an outbreak. This model integrates existing public health interventions (including contact tracing, 72 

social distancing, face mask use, voluntary testing, and vaccination). It predicts the severity of the 73 

COVID-19 epidemic in the near future depending on the extent and timing of interventions. This 74 

allows outbreaks to be contained. We selected Australia as a case study because it is one of the few 75 

countries that dramatically limit the health and economic consequences of the COVID-19 epidemic 76 

through a zero community transmission approach. Our study finding would provide an early 77 

outbreak warning to intervention commencement in Australia and is transferrable to other settings 78 

worldwide. 79 

 80 

Results: 81 

 82 

Historical outbreaks of the COVID-19 epidemic and Re  83 

We identified nine local outbreaks in the four selected Australian states from 25 January 2020, when 84 

the first COVID-19 case was reported in Australia, to 12 March 2021 (Table 1, Fig. 1). We observed 85 

that the reported cases on the day interventions commenced were highly predictive of the subsequent 86 

size of the epidemic peak and duration of the outbreak (Fig. 2, Spearman correlation, ρ1=0.97, 87 

ρ2=0.78, both p<0.05). Of the nine outbreaks, four times the state government intervened when the 88 

number of daily reported cases was below 10 cases, and the subsequent peak size of the outbreak 89 

was limited (1–10 cases), and the outbreak was contained within a month. In contrast, on four 90 
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occasions, the state governments intervened when the number of daily cases was between 10–30 91 

cases. The subsequent outbreak peak was substantial (<100 cases), and the outbreak was contained 92 

within three months. On one occasion, intervening late at a daily reported case of 149 resulted in a 93 

very high outbreak peak of 687 cases and an outbreak duration of almost five months (Table 1, Fig. 94 

1–2). 95 

 96 

At a baseline scenario with contact tracing, voluntary testing, but no vaccination, we estimated the 97 

effective reproduction number (Re) of COVID-19 to be 1.88 (95% CI: 1.85–2.13) in Australia. We 98 

observed that the interval between intervention commencement and reduction of Re to below one 99 

was shortened with increasing experience in responding to the COVID-19 epidemic (Table 1, Fig. 100 

1). In four recent outbreaks (after the second outbreak in Victoria), Re was reduced to near or below 101 

one less than one week after the intervention commencement. 102 

 103 

Surveillance for outbreak severity 104 

Fig. 3a illustrated the prediction of the potential outbreak severity based on current daily reported 105 

cases and public health interventions. The first panel illustrated how the combinations of various 106 

levels of reduction in social activity and face mask coverage might impact on Re under the baseline 107 

scenario. We observed that in the Australian setting, reducing social activity by two-third of the pre-108 

epidemic level or increasing face mask use to at least 77% would reduce Re to below the threshold 109 

curve of one. The second panel demonstrated the projected average number of daily cases over the 110 

next 7 days based on various combinations of Re and the actual numbers of daily reported cases. It 111 

showed three distinct regions that reflect various epidemic severities. Region A, where Re≥1, 112 

indicated an uncontrolled and expanding epidemic in the near future; Region B, where Re < 1 but 113 

the predicted average daily cases over the next 7 days would still exceed a manageable level (e.g. 114 

10 cases/day), indicated a controlled epidemic with a substantial risk of resurgence; Region C, where 115 

Re < 1 and the predicted average daily cases over the next 7 days were <10 cases, indicated a 116 

controlled epidemic with a reducing risk of resurgence. 117 

 118 

Fig. 3b–j illustrated the trajectories of intervention change and the predicted outbreak severity for 119 

the above nine outbreaks, from the date of intervention commencement to the date Re dropped to 120 

one, to the date with a minimum Re, and to the date of easing intervention. We observed that on five 121 

occasions, the trajectory of the projected epidemic severity underwent a shift from region A to region 122 

B before moving to region C, suggesting a substantial risk of a larger and longer-lasting outbreak. 123 

In contrast, on the remaining four occasions, the trajectory of the projected epidemic severity shifted 124 

directly from region A to region C, suggesting a well-controlled outbreak. These were consistent 125 

with the actual outbreak outcomes (Table 1, Fig. 1–2). More importantly, the trajectories of 126 

intervention change did not differ substantially across the nine occasions (all reduced Re below one), 127 

and the number of cases on the day intervention commenced largely determined whether the 128 

trajectory of epidemic severity would pass through region B. 129 

 130 

Critical timing for intervention commencement to avoid major outbreaks 131 

We predicted the average number of daily cases over the first 7 days after interventions at various 132 

combinations of the number of daily reported cases and Re on the day of intervention 133 

commencement (Fig. 4). We imposed a condition that the interventions of social distancing and face 134 
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mask use would reduce Re uniformly to one within 7 days. We found that in the baseline scenario, 135 

to contain the epidemic to an average of ≤10 daily cases over the next 7 days, the critical number of 136 

daily reported cases that should trigger interventions would be 6 cases. 137 

 138 

Impact of viral variants on Re and critical timing for intervention commencement 139 

If the transmissibility of the novel variants increased by 50%, 80%, 110%, and 140%, Re would be 140 

increased to 2.75, 3.25, 3.73, and 4.20, respectively. Consistently, we observed a rising or even 141 

vanishing threshold curve of Re (Re=1, Fig. 5). It indicated that more stringent combinations of social 142 

distancing and face mask use, even in combinations with vaccination, would be required to reduce 143 

Re below one. Further, the critical timing for intervention commencement would need to be 144 

advanced as the transmissibility of the variants increases (Fig. 4). With a 50% (estimated 40–80% 145 

for the Alpha variant12–14) increase in transmissibility and no vaccination, reducing social activity 146 

by 80% of the pre-epidemic level combined with mandatory masks (50% coverage) could reduce 147 

Re to one. The critical number of cases to trigger intervention commencement would be limited to 148 

4 cases to maintain the average number of daily cases over the next 7 days to ≤10 cases (Fig. 4–5). 149 

In contrast, with a 140% (estimated to be 60% higher for the Delta variant than for the Alpha 150 

variant15) increase in transmissibility, social distancing and face mask use alone would not be 151 

sufficient to reduce Re below one.   152 

 153 

Impact of vaccination on Re and critical timing for intervention commencement 154 

If COVID-19 vaccination coverage reach 30%, 50%, 70% and 90% in a wildtype dominant 155 

epidemic, Re would be significantly reduced to 1.43, 1.13, 0.82, and 0.51, respectively (Fig. 5). We 156 

also observed a substantial decrease in the threshold curve of Re (Re=1). The curve would disappear 157 

if vaccination coverage exceeds 70% (Fig. 5), indicating that social distancing and face mask use 158 

restrictions would not be necessary if 70% of Australians are vaccinated. However, in an Alpha-159 

dominant epidemic, vaccination coverage would need to reach 90% for social distancing and mask 160 

use restrictions to be fully relaxed. In a Delta-dominant epidemic, combinations of vaccination with 161 

social distancing and face mask use restrictions were required to reduce Re to one. Further, in all 162 

wildtype and variants dominant epidemics, the critical timing for intervention commencement could 163 

be delayed with increasing vaccination coverage (Fig. 4).  164 

 165 

Discussion: 166 

 167 

Our study identified the critical timing and extent for commencing public health interventions to 168 

contain COVID-19 outbreaks in an Australian setting. We found that in the past outbreaks in four 169 

Australian states, the number of reported cases on the day interventions commenced was a strong 170 

predictor of the subsequent peak size of the outbreaks. We quantified the effective combinations of 171 

interventions that would reduce Re below one and the critical number of daily cases for the 172 

commencement of interventions. We indicated that in the early phase of an outbreak, containing the 173 

prospective epidemic to a low level (≤10 cases/day) required effective interventions to be 174 

commenced before the number of daily reported cases reaches 6 cases. However, an increase in viral 175 

transmissibility would require stricter interventions to be commenced with a lower number of daily 176 

cases. In contrast, increasing vaccination coverage would allow for less strict interventions and an 177 

increase in the threshold for their commencement. 178 
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 179 

Our study developed a practical model to assist decisions for determining the optimal timing and 180 

extent of interventions from a stakeholders' perspective. To our best knowledge, this study is the 181 

first of its kind to integrate existing public health interventions and epidemic severity to quantify 182 

the risk of COVID-19 resurgence. It provides intuitive recommendations to stakeholders to take 183 

early and decisive action. Our study also quantified the impact of various potential changes in viral 184 

transmissibility and levels of vaccination on the timing and extent of interventions for future 185 

adjustments, which is an important consideration given the current epidemic of the Delta variant 186 

worldwide. Additionally, the model may be extended to demonstrate future epidemic trends 187 

resulting from various combinations of different levels of public health interventions commenced 188 

at different time points and may be transferable to other countries facing resurgent COVID-19 189 

epidemics by adjusting appropriate parameters. 190 

 191 

Our study confirmed that the early commencement of strong public health interventions is critical 192 

in containing a COVID-19 outbreak. Our findings are echoed in many outbreaks in other settings. 193 

For example, in two outbreaks in New Zealand in August 2020 and February 2021, the government 194 

immediately declared an elevated alert level with only 4 and 3 cases per day, respectively, resulting 195 

in rapid containment of both outbreaks and a return to no community transmision16,17. Similar 196 

interventions were initiated very early and aggressively in both Vietnam and Taiwan, and both 197 

regions showed success in their control of the first wave of the epidemic18. 198 

 199 

Our results are particularly relevant when facing the emergence of more transmissible SARS-CoV-200 

2 variants. The Alpha variant reported in the UK in late 2020 has about 50% (range: 40–80%) higher 201 

transmissibility than the wildtype12–14. It has become dominant in the United States and many parts 202 

of Europe, leading to a rebound of the epidemic19,20. For this variant, our model predicts that stricter 203 

measures that include 80% reduction in social activities and 50% public face mask use would be 204 

necessary to contain the epidemic without vaccination, and these restrictions need to be 205 

implemented earlier when there are only 4 reported daily cases. The recent report of the Delta variant 206 

demonstrated an even higher (60%) transmissibility than that of the Alpha variant15. That implies 207 

that combinations of vaccination and other interventions would be necessary to contain it (Fig. 5). 208 

However, our study encouragingly illustrated that expanded COVID-19 vaccination is an effective 209 

way for COVID-19 control and socioeconomic recovery in the future. Nevertheless, concerted 210 

efforts of other public health interventions are still necessary if high coverage of vaccination cannot 211 

be guaranteed in the short term or facing more transmissible new variants. 212 

 213 

Our study has several limitations. First, we simulated historical epidemics based on four Australian 214 

states but excluding Queensland, which experienced a significant outbreak in March–April 2020. 215 

That is because the state's official reports did not include information on whether a diagnosed case 216 

is from a known or unknown source and hence cannot inform our model. Second, the rate of viral 217 

transmission may vary across countries due to differences in health care capacities and the extent of 218 

public health interventions. Our study uses Australia as a case study but intends to generalise this 219 

work to other settings in future investigations. Similarly, we did not consider environmental 220 

differences, which is likely to play a role and differ between states. Third, to the completion date of 221 

this study, reliable data on the transmissibility and mortality of the novel variants of SARS-CoV-2 222 
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and the effectiveness of the COVID-19 vaccine against new variants are still under investigation. 223 

Our study was conducted with limited availability of these data. Finally, we did not differentiate 224 

between the nature of the new cases. Cases in the same household as a known case and those who 225 

were isolated at the time of their diagnosis will be different from cases that are not linked to known 226 

cases and who were not isolated at the time of their diagnosis. It was not possible to incorporate 227 

these qualitative differences in a quantitative model, but they clearly matter. 228 

 229 

In conclusion, our study quantified, for the first time, the extent of public health interventions that 230 

would effectively control an outbreak and the critical timing for the commencement of interventions. 231 

It provides stakeholders with intuitive recommendations to assist them in taking early and decisive 232 

action and is, therefore, has important implications for facilitating the achievement of the ambitious 233 

goal of rapid and complete control of the COVID-19 outbreak. 234 

 235 

Methods: 236 

 237 

Data source  238 

We collected COVID-19 epidemic data, including the number of daily reported cases (both with 239 

known and unknown sources), cumulative confirmed cases, and deaths in Victoria, Australia (25 240 

January 2020 – 12 March 2021) based on official reports from the Victorian Department of Health 241 

and Human Services. We calibrated our model against the Victorian data. We also searched and 242 

collected similar data (if available) from other Australian states, including New South Wales, 243 

Australian Capital Territory, and Western Australia, for model validation. We collected relevant 244 

health policies and intervention implementation timelines in response to the COVID-19 epidemic 245 

from the official website of the Australian Government Department of Health by states and social 246 

activity data from Google COVID-19 community mobility data21 (Supplementary Fig. 2–4). 247 

 248 

Model structure and assumptions 249 

We constructed a Susceptible-Infected-Recovered compartmental model to simulate the 250 

transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in the Australian population. The model consisted of ten 251 

compartments (Supplementary Fig. 1). Susceptible individuals could be infected through contact 252 

with an infectious source in public places and households. The force of infection was dependent on 253 

the infectivity of the virus, the presence and severity of symptoms of the infectious source, the venue 254 

of exposure, and public health interventions in the population (Supplementary Information p4–5). 255 

The model assumed that approximately 17% of the infected individuals were asymptomatic and 256 

never developed any noticeable symptoms22. Asymptomatic individuals would not be isolated but 257 

later spontaneously recovered unless they were diagnosed due to voluntary testing or contact tracing. 258 

The remaining 83% infected individuals would be 'pre-symptomatically infected' with an incubation 259 

period (5.8 days on average)23, then later become symptomatic. Symptomatic individuals would be 260 

diagnosed and isolated after an interval from symptom onset to isolation (4.2 days on average)24. 261 

We assumed diagnosed individuals would die of COVID-19-related complications with a certain 262 

probability. Transition probabilities in the model were shown in Supplementary Table 1. 263 

 264 

Interventions in the model 265 

We simulated five public health interventions in the model, including contact tracing, social 266 
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distancing, face mask use, voluntary testing, and vaccination.  267 

 268 

Contact tracing enabled back-tracing of the individuals who were in close contact with diagnosed 269 

individuals. We simulated the effect of contact tracing in three steps. First, we estimated the number 270 

of close contacts for newly diagnosed individuals in public places and households based on the 271 

definition of close contacts25,26. Second, the number of infected individuals among close contacts 272 

was estimated according to the force of infection. According to the model, infected close contacts 273 

would enter the asymptomatic/pre-symptomatic infection compartments. Uninfected close contacts 274 

would enter the susceptible compartment. Third, depending on the effectiveness of contact tracing 275 

(i.e., the ability to detect and quarantine all close contacts), a proportion of infected close contacts 276 

would be diagnosed and isolated, while a proportion of uninfected close contacts would be tested 277 

and quarantined but later returned to the susceptible compartment. The effectiveness of contact 278 

tracing may depend on various factors, such as willingness to cooperate, recall bias, availability of 279 

contact tracers, and quarantine compliance. Previous reports have indicated that 20% of the close 280 

contacts would be uncooperative, and among those who cooperate, 60% of recollected information 281 

may be incorrect27,28. Also, a further 20% of close contacts would likely fail to comply with 282 

quarantine27. Considering the above unavoidable factors, we estimated that approximately 80% of 283 

close contacts among the remaining close contacts (cooperative and without recall bias) were 284 

detected and isolated in Australia through model calibration (Supplementary Information p5–6, 10). 285 

 286 

Voluntary testing was given to individuals who believed they were in close contact with infected 287 

individuals and may be at risk of infection. According to the cumulative number of COVID-19 288 

voluntary tests over the past 7 days and the population size, we estimated that 0.09%–0.2% of the 289 

Australian population would receive voluntary testing each day. We hence assumed the same 290 

proportion of asymptomatic/pre-symptomatic individuals would voluntarily test each day and be 291 

subsequently diagnosed and isolated (Supplementary Information p6, 11). 292 

 293 

Social distancing would reduce the average number of daily contacts in the public space. Based on 294 

proportional deviations of real-time mobility from the pre-epidemic level in public places from 295 

'Google COVID-19 community mobility data', we estimated the average number of contacts at 296 

various levels of social distancing restrictions. Further, we estimated the daily probability of 297 

exposure to infectious individuals in public places (Supplementary Information p4–5, 9–10).  298 

 299 

Face mask use would reduce the probability of transmission in each exposure, which would be 300 

reduced by 85% (95% CI: 50–95%) in a single exposure with the presence of a face mask29,30 301 

(Supplementary Information p4–5, 10).  302 

 303 

Vaccination would reduce the proportion of susceptible individuals in the population. According to 304 

Australia's vaccine agreements, the Pfizer/BioNTech vaccine (40 million doses available), the 305 

Oxford/AstraZeneca vaccine (53.8 million doses available), and the Moderna vaccine (25 million 306 

doses available) will account for 33.7%, 45.3%, and 21.0% of COVID-19 vaccination in Australia, 307 

respectively31. The efficacy of the Pfizer/BioNTech vaccine, the Oxford/AstraZeneca vaccine, and 308 

the Moderna vaccine has been reported to be 95% (90.3–97.6%), 67.1% (52.3–77.3%), and 94.1% 309 

(89.3–96.8%), respectively32–34. We hence estimated the weighted population vaccination 310 
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effectiveness to be about 82.2%. Recent studies have shown that the existing vaccines remain 311 

equally effective in preventing clinical severities in patients infected with Alpha and Delta variants. 312 

Still, there was a slight decrease in effectiveness against infection. The efficacy of the 313 

Pfizer/BioNTech vaccine reduced to 93.4% (90.4–95.5%) for Alpha and 87.9% (78.2–93.2%) for 314 

Delta variant35–37. The efficacy of the Oxford/AstraZeneca vaccine reduced to 66.1% (54.0–75.0%) 315 

for Alpha and 59.8% (28.9–77.3%) for Delta variant35–37. We, therefore, assumed a 2% and 10% 316 

reduction in the efficacy of the vaccine against Alpha and Delta (Supplementary Information p6, 317 

11). 318 

 319 

Model simulation and calibration 320 

We calibrated the model by comparing the model-simulated epidemic indicators with the observed 321 

data, including the number of daily reported cases, the number of daily known-source cases, the 322 

number of daily unknown-source cases, and cumulative deaths in Victoria. We employed a 'genetic 323 

algorithm' to search within the model parameters' initial ranges to determine the 'optimal' parameter 324 

set based on the goodness-of-fit score and the likelihood ratio test38,39. We performed about 325 

1,000,000 simulations in total. We ranked the goodness-of-fit scores of the 'good-fitting sets' in 326 

ascending order and retained the top 1000 sets of best goodness-of-fit. The comparison of the model 327 

outputs of the top 1000 parameter sets with the corresponding observed data were shown in 328 

Supplementary Fig. 5. The best-fitting set was introduced into the model as the base-case values of 329 

model parameters (Supplementary Table 1), and the top 1000 parameter sets were used for 330 

sensitivity analysis. All analyses and simulations were performed in MATLAB R 2019a 331 

(Supplementary Information p11–13). 332 

 333 

Implications of daily reported cases with known and unknown sources 334 

When a COVID-19 case was diagnosed, contact-tracers would adopt a backwards-tracing strategy 335 

to identify the source of transmission. A diagnosed case could be linked to the source of infection if 336 

(1) the source was symptomatic and had been diagnosed, or (2) the source was pre-337 

symptomatic/asymptomatic but had been diagnosed through voluntary testing, or (3) the source was 338 

pre-symptomatic and was diagnosed due to the onset of symptoms during contact tracing. A 339 

diagnosed individual could have an unknown source of infection only when the source was 340 

asymptomatic and had not been detected by voluntary testing. With these assumptions, the actual 341 

reported number of unknown-source cases might reflect the number of potentially asymptomatic 342 

infections. In contrast, the number of known-source cases might reflect the number of pre-343 

symptomatic/symptomatic infections in the population. The reasoning progress was graphically 344 

depicted in Supplementary Fig. 7. 345 

 346 

To quantify the above relationships, we explored the association between reported daily locally 347 

acquired cases and model-estimated potential undocumented infections using data from the second 348 

outbreak in Victoria (1 June 2020 – 30 October 2020). Data from this period were selected for 349 

analysis because (1) since all international passenger flights were cancelled in Victoria during the 350 

second outbreak, this largely excluded the impact of cases from overseas, and (2) this was the most 351 

severe of the COVID-19 outbreaks in Australia and data were adequate. An approximately linear 352 

relationship was found between the number of daily unknown-source cases and the number of 353 

estimated active asymptomatic infections with the Pearson correlation coefficient of 0.741 (linear 354 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 7, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.06.21260055doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.06.21260055
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


regression, b = 13.32 [IQR: 12.9–14.14], p < 0.001). A significant linear relationship was found 355 

between the number of daily known-source cases and the number of estimated active pre-356 

symptomatic/symptomatic infections with a Pearson correlation coefficient of 0.92 (linear 357 

regression, b = 13.13 [IQR: 12.96–13.9], p<0.001) (Supplementary Fig. 8–9). 358 

 359 

Key model outputs 360 

 361 

Undocumented infections during outbreaks 362 

Undocumented cases represented a potential risk of further community transmission of SARS-CoV-363 

2. Three types of infections were considered 'undocumented' in our model. They were asymptomatic 364 

infections, pre-symptomatic infections, and symptomatic infections before diagnosis 365 

(Supplementary Fig. 6).  366 

 367 

Basic and effective reproduction number 368 

The basic reproduction number (R0) quantified the transmissibility of an infectious pathogen in its 369 

initial phase. It was defined as the average number of secondary cases generated by a single 370 

infectious case introduced into a fully susceptible population40,41. Our model calculated the Next-371 

Generation Matrix42 to derive expressions of R0 and estimated R0 to be 2.01 (1.91–2.21) in Australia, 372 

consistent with the previous finding of 1.40–2.2743–45. The effective reproduction number (Re) 373 

measured changes in the actual transmissibility of an infectious disease in a population with the 374 

implementation of public health interventions46,47. We presented the time-varying Re of COVID-19 375 

by the Australian state from 25 January 2020 to 12 March 2021 in Fig. 1. More detailed derivation 376 

and calculation of R0 and Re were presented in the Supplementary Information p13. 377 

 378 

Predicted number of reported cases in the next 7 days 379 

We assessed the risk of the COVID-19 outbreak by predicting the number of secondary cases 380 

potentially caused by undocumented cases over the next 7 days. In this setting, we assumed all 381 

documented cases were well isolated and would not lead to further community transmission. We 382 

estimated the number of secondary infections caused by the currently undocumented cases as 383 

follows. First, we estimated Re under the influence of the current public health interventions (Fig. 384 

1), representing the average number of secondary cases caused by an undocumented case during an 385 

average infectious period of 14 days. The 14 days was estimated by weighting the average interval 386 

from infection to isolation for symptomatic individuals and the average interval from infection to 387 

spontaneous recovery for asymptomatic individuals (Supplementary Information p16). Second, the 388 

number of undocumented cases was estimated based on the daily number of unknown-source and 389 

known-source cases through the above linear relationships. Third, the overall number of secondary 390 

cases over the next 14 days was obtained by multiplying Re with the number of undocumented cases. 391 

Based on data from past outbreaks, we found that dividing this number by 2 gave a good fit for the 392 

number of reported cases over the next 7 days (Supplementary Information p16–17). 393 

 394 

Critical timing for intervention commencement 395 

We used the number of daily reported locally acquired cases as an indicator to inform the critical 396 

timing for intervention commencement. Previous studies had reported that the turning point of the 397 

epidemic would occur after a delay of approximately one week from the intervention 398 
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commencement48–50. At the same time, the number of daily reported cases would likely continue to 399 

rise until Re was effectively reduced below one. The turning point marked the peak of the outbreak. 400 

Therefore, for the time gap between intervention commencement and when Re fell below one, it 401 

would be in the best interest for the stakeholders to confine the number of daily reported cases to a 402 

manageable level (e.g. ≤10 cases/day) to avoid overloading its care capacity or substantially impact 403 

on country's economic activities. We defined the number of reported cases that would trigger 404 

intervention commencement to reduce Re to below one and maintain the average number of daily 405 

reported cases over a 7-day period into interventions to be the critical timing for intervention 406 

implementation. 407 

 408 

We assumed that Re would decrease uniformly from its initial value to one after 7 days into the 409 

interventions. We used an autoregressive approach to estimate the average number of reported cases 410 

7 days into the intervention. First, we projected the average daily number of cases over the next 7 411 

days using the number of reported locally acquired cases and Re on the day of intervention 412 

commencement. We assumed that the average daily number of cases equals the number of cases on 413 

the 4th day; we then linearly interpolated the cases to obtain the number of reported cases one day 414 

after intervention. We used a similar approach iteratively to estimate the number of reported cases 415 

over the first 7 days after interventions. The critical timing was obtained by limiting the estimated 416 

average daily number of cases over the next 7 days after interventions to an average of ≤10 cases/day. 417 

 418 

Model Validation 419 

To validate the reliability and generalisability of the model predictions, we compared the projected 420 

number of cases over the next 7 days with the actual number of reported cases over a 7-day period 421 

in each of Victoria, New South Wales, Australian Capital Territory, and Western Australia, for the 422 

period 25 January 2020 –12 March 2021(Supplementary Fig. 10). The predictions matched the 423 

actual epidemic trends well, with an R-squared of 0.99, 0.85, 0.74, and 0.87, respectively. 424 

 425 

Uncertainty and sensitivity analysis 426 

Probabilistic sensitivity analysis was conducted based on 1000 simulations to accommodate the 427 

uncertainty of model parameters and determine the 95% confidence interval of the reproduction 428 

number. In addition, multiple scenarios were established to explore the impact of the effectiveness 429 

of transmissibility of SARS-CoV-2 variants and vaccination coverage on Re, the predicted number 430 

of reported cases over the next 7 days, and the critical timing of intervention commencement. 431 
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Table 1 Nine COVID-19 outbreaks in the four Australian states 447 

COVID-19 

outbreaks 

Restriction 

period 
Implemented interventions 

The daily 

number of 

reported locally 

acquired cases 

at intervention 

commencement 

Estimated 

undocumented 

cases at 

intervention 

commencement 

The number of 

reported locally 

acquired cases 

at subsequent 

outbreak peak 

Duration from 

the first locally 

acquired case to 

three 

consecutive 

days without 

new cases 

Estimated Re at 

intervention 

commencement 

(95% CI) 

Number of 

days 

required to 

reduce Re to 

below one 

Minimum Re 

during the 

restriction 

period 

(95% CI) 

Number of 

days 

required to 

reach 

minimum Re 

VIC 1 
(Scenario 1) 

16/03/2020 
to 

13/05/2020 
(58 days) 

- State of emergency declaration; 
- Non-essential business closure;  
- Mandatory self-isolation for travelers; 
- Stay-at-home restrictions 

17 cases* 
199 (65-283) 

cases* 
56 cases 87 days 1.83 (1.80-2.07) 13 days 0.82 (0.78-0.94) 26 days 

VIC 2 
(Scenario 2) 

08/07/2020 
to 

13/09/2020 
(67 days) 

- Stay-at-home restrictions; 
- Daily curfew from 8:00pm to 5:00am; 
- “Five kilometre rule”; 
- Compulsory wearing of face mask  

indoors and outdoors 

149 cases 
2230 (2197-
2357) cases 

687 cases 143 days 1.17 (1.14-1.32) 24 days 0.63 (0.56-0.76) 32 days 

VIC 3 
(Scenario 3) 

31/12/2020 
to 

18/01/2021 
（18 days） 

- Reduction of the limit on the number 
of people gathering in the home from 
30 to 15; 

- Compulsory wearing of face mask in 
public indoor spaces 

5 cases 50 (49-53) cases 10 cases 7 days 1.28 (1.24-1.44) 3 days 0.98 (0.91-1.14) 4 days 

VIC 4 
(Scenario 4) 

12/02/2021 
to 

17/02/2021 
（5 days） 

- Stay-at-home restrictions; 
- “Five kilometre rule”; 
- Compulsory wearing of face mask  

indoors and outdoors 

5 cases 27 (26-29) cases 5 cases 9 days 1.19 (1.15-1.33) 1 day 0.65 (0.57-0.81) 4 days 

NSW 1 
(Scenaior 5) 

16/03/2020 
to 

15/05/2020 
(60 days) 

- Non-essential business closure;  
- Mandatory self-isolation for travelers; 
- Stay-at-home restrictions 

29 cases* 
428 (218-554) 

cases* 
72 cases 68 days 1.74 (1.71-1.96) 13 days 0.81 (0.77-0.93) 26 days 

NSW 2 
(Scenario 6) 

02/08/2020 
to 

16/10/2020 
(75 days) 

- Strongly encouraging greater use of 
masks in public indoor spaces 

12 cases 
153 (151-162) 

cases 
18 cases 77 days 1.19 (1.15-1.33) 2 days 0.94 (0.88-1.09) 8 days 

NSW 3 
(Scenario 7) 

18/12/2020 
to 

29/01/2021 
(42 days) 

- Stay-at-home restrictions; 
- Compulsory wearing of face mask in 

public indoor spaces  
19 cases 

200 (197-211) 
cases 

28 cases 32 days 1.27 (1.23-1.43) 3 days 0.81 (0.77-0.93) 12 days 

ACT 1 
(Scenario 8) 

16/03/2020 
to 

08/05/2020 
(53 days) 

- State of emergency declaration; 
- Non-essential business closure;  
- Mandatory self-isolation for travelers; 
- Stay-at-home restrictions 

1 case* 5 (3-6) cases* 3 cases 20 days 1.89 (1.86-2.14) 14 days 0.89 (0.84-1.02) 26 days 

WA 1 
(Scenario 9) 

15/03/2020 
to 

- State of emergency declaration; 
- Non-essential business closure;  

5 cases* 
77 (18-179) 

cases* 
10 cases 25 days 1.83 (1.80-2.06) 14 days 0.91 (0.85-1.07) 26 days 
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27/04/2020 
(43 days) 

- Mandatory self-isolation for travelers; 
- Stay-at-home restrictions 

* From 16 March 2020, all arrivals in Australia were required to be in self-imposed isolation for 14 days, and this became mandatory from 28 March 2020. Therefore, we counted overseas cases 448 

as local cases up to 16 March 2020; 50% of overseas cases as local cases between 17 March 2020 and 28 March 2020; and overseas cases after 28 March 2020 were no longer counted as local 449 

cases. 450 

Abbreviations: VIC, Victoria; NSW, New South Wales; ACT, Australian Capital Territory; WA, Western Australia; Re, effective reproduction number.451 
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 452 

Fig. 1  Historical outbreaks of the COVID-19 epidemic and Re in four Australian states (25 January 2020 – 12 March 2021)453 
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 454 

Fig. 2  Association between the reported cases on the day interventions commenced and the 455 

subsequent peak size and duration of the outbreak  456 
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 457 

 458 

Fig. 3  Trajectories of changes of intervention, Re and the predicted outbreak severity for the past 459 

COVID-19 outbreaks in four Australian states 460 
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 461 

Fig. 4  Predicted outbreak severity at various combinations of the number of daily reported cases and 462 

Re on the day of intervention commencement 463 
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 464 

Fig. 5  Effect of various levels of reduction in social activity and face mask coverage on Re under different scenarios 465 
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