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Abstract: Background: During the 2020-2021 academic year, many institutions of higher education 

reopened to residential students while pursuing strategies to mitigate the risk of SARS-CoV-2 

transmission on campus.  Reopening guidance emphasized PCR or antigen testing for residential 

students and social distancing measures to reduce the frequency of close interpersonal contact.  

Connecticut colleges and universities employed a variety of approaches to reopening campuses to 

residential students. Methods: We used data on testing, cases, and social contact in 18 residential 

college and university campuses in Connecticut to characterize institutional reopening strategies and 

COVID-19 outcomes. We compared institutions’ fall 2020 COVID-19 plans, submitted to the Connecticut 

Department of Public Health, and analyzed contact rates and COVID-19 outcomes throughout the 

academic year.  Results: In census block groups containing residence halls, fall student move-in resulted 

in a 475% (95% CI 373%-606%) increase in average contact, and spring move-in resulted in a 561% 

(441%-713%) increase in average contact. The relationship between test frequency and case rate per 

residential student was complex: institutions that tested students infrequently detected few cases but 

failed to blunt transmission, while institutions that tested students more frequently detected more 

cases and prevented further spread. In fall 2020, each additional test per student per week was 

associated with a reduction of 0.0014 cases per student per week (95% CI: -0.0028, -0.000012). 

Residential student case rates were associated with higher case rates in the town where the school was 

located, but it is not possible to determine whether on-campus infections were transmitted to the 

broader community or vice versa. Conclusions: Campus outbreaks among residential students might be 

avoided or mitigated by frequent testing, social distancing, and mandatory vaccination.  Vaccination 

rates among residential students and surrounding communities may determine the necessary scale of 

residential testing programs and social distancing measures during the 2021-2022 academic year.  
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Introduction 

 

Institutions of higher education throughout the United States ended in-person education in response to 

the COVID-19 pandemic in the spring of 2020
1
. Over the summer of 2020, policymakers, advocates, 

researchers, and university leaders developed guidelines and policies for safely reopening colleges and 

universities to residential students and in-person education
2-7

. Recommendations included testing 

(molecular, antigen, antibody), quarantine, contact tracing, social distancing, gating criteria for 

opening/closing, adjustments to academic terms, and masking. A major point of controversy was the 

importance of viral testing for residential students. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 

(CDC) published guidance that did not recommend SARS-CoV-2 viral testing upon arrival on campus
8
, 

which was met with objections from public health scholars
9
. Other guidelines published over the 

summer of 2020 did not specify a recommended frequency for testing for residential students or staff
4,6

. 

Even by October 2020, CDC had not explicitly recommended either entry screening or routine 

asymptomatic testing, though guidelines stated “Testing a random sample of asymptomatic students, 

faculty, and staff could increase the timeliness of outbreak detection […] CDC recommends IHEs 

implement both universal entry screening and expanded serial screening testing at least weekly if 

sufficient testing capacity is available.”
10

. 

 

In the absence of clear recommendations from public health authorities, researchers developed 

mathematical models of disease transmission to predict campus COVID-19 outcomes under different 

testing regimes and guide university reopening plans
11-15

. These model-based analyses provided similarly 

varied prescriptions for safe reopening: some recommended testing only a fraction of students per 

week
16,17

, while others recommended at least twice weekly screening for each student
11,12

. Late in the 

summer of 2020, researchers warned
18

 about the risk of significant outbreaks resulting from low testing 

rates
14,19

 and inequalities in access to comprehensive testing
20

.  

 

In Connecticut, where about 190,000 students are enrolled in institutions of higher education
2
, 

Governor Ned Lamont closed all public schools on March 17, 2020 and encouraged private schools to 

close and transition to remote instruction
21

. In early summer 2020, the education committee of the 

Reopen Connecticut Advisory Group provided detailed recommendations for fall 2020 reopening. The 

committee included representatives from the University of Connecticut, the Connecticut State Colleges 

& Universities (CSCU), and the Connecticut Conference of Independent Colleges (CCIC). The report made 

viral testing a central part of the reopening plan: “residential institutions must also test students upon 

arrival, and at appropriate intervals thereafter in accordance with prevailing public health guidance”
2
. 

Reopening was advised only in the event of low COVID-19 incidence both in surrounding communities 

and the state. Each residential institution of higher education in Connecticut was required to submit a 

reopening plan to the Connecticut Department of Public Health (CT DPH) addressing four topics: 

repopulation, monitoring, case containment, and campus shutdown
22

. Throughout summer 2020, the 

education committee issued additional guidance for fall 2020 in consultation with CT DPH
3
. Specific joint 

recommendations included a 14-day quarantine period for residential students arriving from high 

incidence states
7
, either testing upon arrival or documented pre-arrival testing

3
, and viral testing of 5-

10% of residential students per week throughout the fall 2020 semester
3
. These recommended testing 

rates fell far below the levels separately recommended by transmission modeling analyses for 

suppression of outbreaks
11,12

. The significant anticipated costs of residential screening programs may 

have influenced CT DPH testing frequency recommendations
5,23,24

.  

 

Despite conflicting recommendations and guidelines, most institutions of higher education in 

Connecticut reopened in fall 2020 and continued in-person residential education through spring 2021.  
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Updated guidance for spring was released on January 8, 2021
25

, which recommended pre-arrival testing, 

quarantine after arrival to campus, and increased weekly residential testing through the end of February 

2021. Updates on February 25
26

 and March 26
27

 extended the weekly testing recommendation through 

the end of the spring semester. On April 1, 2021, all Connecticut residents aged ≥16 years became 

eligible to receive a COVID-19 vaccine, and COVID-19 case counts began to decline statewide. As of July 

12, 2021, 12 Connecticut institutions of higher education have established a policy requiring vaccination 

for at least some students
28,29

.  

 

As the fall 2021 semester approaches, colleges and universities must again confront the challenges 

posed by SARS-CoV-2 and COVID-19.  Reports of campus outbreaks and other experiences have 

informed institutions’ plans
30,31

, but uncertainty remains about the changing risk environment due to 

increased levels of immunity through natural infection and vaccination, as well as the threat posed by 

new variants. Though effective vaccines are available in the U.S., vaccination rates among students may 

not be high enough to prevent outbreaks on campus. As of July 2021, only about 600 of the 

approximately 4,000 colleges and universities in the U.S. have announced their intention to mandate 

student vaccination, leaving vaccination optional at most institutions
28

. At those schools, vaccination 

rates are likely to mirror national levels for young people, among whom about 50% are fully 

vaccinated
32

. Even the minority of schools that plan to mandate vaccination may vary widely in their 

degree of enforcement and willingness to grant exemptions. Most institutions of higher education will 

not achieve vaccination coverage rates high enough to eliminate supplementary testing and non-

pharmaceutical prevention options. Assembling and evaluating the limited evidence about what did or 

did not work (and why) on campus last year could make a timely and important contribution to 

prevention portfolio design and planning for the safe return to normalcy in higher education. 

 

Motivated by the lack of high-quality evidence regarding higher education reopening plans and 

outcomes, we present an in-depth study of COVID-19 reopening plans and outcomes at 18 colleges and 

universities in Connecticut – five public and thirteen private institutions – that reopened for at least 

partial instruction and had residential students during fall 2020. First, we compare institutions’ COVID-

19 plans, submitted to CT DPH, with actual testing rates per student per week over the fall 2020 and 

spring 2021 semesters. To study the effects of institutional social distancing policies, we analyze 

patterns of close interpersonal contact in areas containing residential campuses throughout the year.  

We then consider the relationship between testing and COVID-19 case rates among residential students, 

as well as the relationship between campus case rates and case rates in the town where the school was 

located. We conclude with lessons learned and recommendations for institutions of higher education 

during the 2021-2022 academic year.  

 

Methods  

 

We studied 18 Connecticut institutions of higher education that opened for at least partial in-person 

instruction and housed residential students during the fall 2020 semester. We included colleges and 

universities which a) offered traditional four-year bachelor’s degrees; b) belonged to either CSCU or 

CCIC (except University of Connecticut); and c) had at least 500 full-time enrolled undergraduate 

students in Fall 2020
33

. For institutions with more than one campus, we studied only the main campus 

housing residential students. Institutions included the main campus of the flagship state university 

(University of Connecticut), the four Connecticut state universities (Central, Eastern, Southern, and 

Western Connecticut State Universities), and 13 private universities (Albertus Magnus College, 

Connecticut College, Fairfield University, Mitchell College, Quinnipiac University, Sacred Heart 

University, Trinity College, University of Bridgeport, University of Hartford, University of New Haven, 
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University of Saint Joseph, Wesleyan University, and Yale University). Figure 1 shows a map of the 18 

universities studied in this paper.  

 

The University of Connecticut, CSCU, and CCIC
33-36

 provided data on residential enrollment and move-in 

dates. Of the 18 observed colleges and universities, we obtained official reopening plans for at least one 

semester from all schools except Connecticut College, whose reopening plans we obtained from publicly 

available data. Additional data on university policies were collected from publicly available documents. 

Data on cost of attendance (including tuition, fees, room, and board) for residential students (2018-

2019) were obtained from the 2019 Connecticut Higher Education System Data and Trends Report
37

.  

 

Universities reported the number of COVID-19 tests conducted each week, and the number of “positive 

tests” recorded. In this paper, we refer to these positive tests as “cases” or “reported cases”, though it is 

possible that a single individual diagnosed with COVID-19 might correspond with more than one positive 

test. Case rates include positive tests conducted as part of university screening programs, and student-

reported test results. CSCU and CCIC provided weekly data (Monday – Sunday) on student tests and 

cases from member institutions. Residential testing and case data from the University of Connecticut 

was obtained from university officials
38

 and a public dashboard
39

, which was updated daily during the 

fall 2020 semester and on weekdays during the spring 2021 semester. CSCU data included only 

polymerase chain reaction (PCR) tests with no pooling.  University of Connecticut and CCIC member 

institutions reported both PCR and antigen tests, and University of Hartford reported pooled testing 

(with each individual tested reported as a single test). Campus COVID-19 testing and case data were 

disaggregated by residential and commuter (off-campus) students. Data on self-reported cases 

identified outside institutional testing programs were also included for every institution. Some data 

were incomplete: CSCU only collected residential testing data starting on September 20, 2020, 

commuter testing data starting on October 4, 2020, and self-reported cases (both residential and 

commuter) starting on March 14, 2021. From August 24, 2020 to October 5, 2020, Yale University 

reported residential testing rates more than twice the values reported in other weeks. These numbers 

may represent combined residential and commuter tests since reporting had just begun; data from 

these weeks were excluded.  

 

We estimated the frequency of close interpersonal contact occurring on and near institutional campuses 

in Connecticut using mobile device data. The methodology uses location data from a cohort of mobile 

devices to detect likely proximity between devices within the CDC-defined 6-foot contact radius 

occurring over at least five minutes
40-42

. Contact counts are scaled by the estimated fraction of the total 

population present in the mobile device cohort, based on data from the American Community Survey
43

. 

The contact metric represents an estimate of the average number of contact events between distinct 

individuals in the population without regard to their duration or repeated contacts between the same 

devices. The metric excludes contact occurring in devices’ primary dwell locations (defined as locations 

where the device spends most of its time over the prior month) and roadways. The estimated average 

number of detected close contact events for each week was aggregated by census block group (CBG)
44

. 

For each institution, we measured contact in the CBG that most overlapped with the portion of campus 

containing residence halls. Campus-associated contact was defined as the contact occurring in the 

university-associated CBG divided by the number of residential students that semester. Not all 

institution-associated contact occurred on institutional campuses: contact occurring off-campus but 

within university-associated CBGs is included in this analysis. In figures presented below we show 

contact normalized by the number of residential students on campus for comparability across campuses 

with different residential populations; in statistical regression results we use unnormalized estimates of 

total contact.  
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From CT DPH, we obtained counts of confirmed COVID-19 cases in Connecticut towns. Data were 

aggregated by week and town of residential address. 2019 American Community Survey population data 

was downloaded from tidycensus
45

 and used to calculate weekly case rates per resident; college 

students living on or near campus are included in official census counts and estimates
46

. Weekly 

residential testing, case, and contact rates were calculated for each institution for the fall 2020 and 

spring 2021 semesters. We calculated these rates per residential student per week; case rates in the 

town where each school was located were calculated per person to ensure comparability with campus 

rates. We also received testing and case data for commuter students and staff/faculty from private 

institutions, which was used to calculate total campus cases. For contact, test, and case rates, we 

defined the on-campus academic period as the week of move-in through the week of move-out. In 

Supplemental Figure D, which explores the relationship between contact and cases, this definition was 

modified to end the spring semester on the last week of March, when Connecticut residents ≥16 years 

became eligible to receive vaccines. Weeks without data were excluded from the averages and 

calculation of semester-level rates. Associations between variables were estimated by least-squares 

linear regression. Statistical analyses were conducted using R
47

.  

 

 

Results 

 

University plans and policies  

 

Table 1 shows the 18 institutions and their planned testing policies prior to the fall 2020 and spring 2021 

semesters, according to public documents and plans submitted to CT DPH. Institutions brought back 

between 235 (Albertus Magnus College) and 4,603 (University of Connecticut) residential students in the 

fall, and most had fewer residential students in the spring semester. In the fall, nine institutions required 

that students test negative within 14 days of returning to campus, in line with recommendations from 

the Reopen Connecticut education committee and CT DPH
3
. Other institutions adopted stricter policies, 

with seven requiring tests within seven days of move-in and four testing students upon arrival. Similarly, 

most institutions included plans to comply with an initial 14-day quarantine for students coming from 

“hot spot” areas as mandated by Executive Order 7III
7,48

. Some institutions required or recommended 

quarantine for all students prior to (Connecticut College, Trinity College) or upon arrival (University of 

Connecticut, Wesleyan College, Yale University). All institutions planned on testing at least 5-10% of 

residential students every week as recommended by the education committee/CT DPH
3
, while 

Quinnipiac University stated it would test 15% per week. Connecticut College, Trinity College, Wesleyan 

University, and Yale University committed to testing all residential students at least once per week.  

 

CT DPH issued updated guidance for spring 2021 in early January, following several college outbreaks 

during the fall and increasing statewide incidence
25

. Entry testing was recommended for all residential 

students within 7 days of arrival to campus and again on move-in day; of the 18 institutions, 11 required 

a test within 5-7 days prior to move-in and 11 tested students upon arrival. The updated guidance also 

suggested an onboarding quarantine of 7-14 days for all residential students; 16 institutions required 

students to complete at least a 7-day quarantine, with five requiring 14 days. In accordance with the 

updated CT DPH recommendations, most institutions planned to test all residential students at least 

once weekly through the end of February. CT DPH weekly testing recommendations were later extended 

through the end of the spring semester.  In addition to testing, most schools adopted a daily health 

check for those living or working on campus during the fall and spring semesters (13 and 12 institutions, 

respectively). 
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Testing residential students 

 

Figure 2 compares the planned and actual number of tests per student for each institution during fall 

2020 and spring 2021, as well as the annual cost of attendance
37

. Dashed lines show the CT DPH 

recommended testing thresholds for each semester. During the fall 2020 semester, all institutions met 

or exceeded the CT DPH recommended threshold of testing at least 5% of residential students on 

average per week
3
. However, residential student testing rates fell short of planned and recommended 

thresholds during spring 2021
25-27

. Actual tests performed per residential student per week ranged from 

0.18 to 2.08 in fall 2020 and from 0.38 to 1.58 in spring 2021. Connecticut College, Trinity College, 

Wesleyan University, and Yale University reported testing students on average more than once per week 

in both semesters.  

 

Figure 3 shows testing rates per residential student by week during fall 2020 and spring 2021. Testing 

was relatively constant throughout the fall semester, although some schools conducted increased 

testing upon move-in (Fairfield University, University of Connecticut, University of New Haven) or move-

out (Trinity College, University of Connecticut, University of Saint Joseph, Yale University), and several 

expanded testing during campus outbreaks (Quinnipiac University, Sacred Heart University, and 

University of Bridgeport). During spring 2021, testing was again mostly constant throughout the 

semester, with the notable exception of Albertus Magnus College which adjusted testing volume in 

response to several outbreaks. Albertus Magnus College, Fairfield University, Trinity College, and Yale 

University had increased testing during the initial quarantine period.  Of the remaining institutions 

during spring 2021, all tested at least 75% of their students weekly except for University of Connecticut, 

University of New Haven, Western Connecticut State University, Mitchell College, and University of 

Bridgeport. Across both semesters, only Connecticut College, Trinity College, Wesleyan University, and 

Yale University consistently tested students roughly twice per week. 

 

Close interpersonal contact on or near campus 

 

Close interpersonal contact increased in university-associated CBGs beginning in late August, with fall 

2020 contact per residential student per week peaking at most institutions in early to mid-September.  

Absolute increases in contact were less substantial when students returned in the spring semester, 

possibly due to smaller residential enrollment or arrival lockdowns at several campuses. The four 

institutions testing residential students more than once per week (Connecticut College, Trinity College, 

Wesleyan University, and Yale University) had lower rates of contact than other schools, such as Sacred 

Heart University, Quinnipiac University, Fairfield University, and University of New Haven. Figure 4 

shows the estimated number of close interpersonal contact events per residential student per week in 

university-associated census block groups. Data exclude contact occurring in primary dwell locations and 

roadways, and may include close contact events occurring off-campus but within university-associated 

CBGs.  

 

Contact rates in university-associated CBGs significantly increased during weeks when residential 

students were on campus: by 475% (95% CI 373%-606%) in fall 2020, and by 561% (95% CI 441%-713%) 

in spring 2021. Supplementary Figures A and B show contact rates as a function of time before/after 

move-in week. Supplementary Figure C shows estimates of the log contact rate across institutions as a 

function of weeks before and after the move-in date. Contact remained high for the first three weeks 

following campus arrival then slowly decreased throughout the rest of the semester. During spring 2021, 
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contact increased gradually in the weeks leading up to move-in, but there was no jump in contact during 

move-in week or in the following weeks.  

 

Reported cases among residential students 

 

Most institutions reported low residential case rates during the fall semester until early November, 

when most schools experienced an increase in cases. Figure 5 shows increases in the per-student case 

rate generally occurred before exit testing prior to move-out. Albertus Magnus College and Sacred Heart 

University had the highest average case rates for fall semester, while Sacred Heart University, University 

of Connecticut, Fairfield University, and Quinnipiac University had the highest number of absolute cases.   

 

Reported case patterns were more varied during spring 2021. At many institutions, initial elevated case 

rates decreased within a few weeks. In contrast, other institutions such as Albertus Magnus College, 

Central and Western Connecticut State University, and Mitchell College had continuous higher case 

rates or outbreaks later in the semester. These later outbreaks contributed to the highest observed 

spring case rates at Albertus Magnus College and Mitchell College.  

 

Figure 6A shows that both aggregated residential case rates and testing rates were higher at most 

institutions during the spring semester. Institutions with higher testing rates over the entire semester 

had lower COVID-19 case rates in fall 2020, adjusting for the case rate in the town where the school was 

located. Each additional test per student per week during fall 2020 was associated with 0.0014 fewer 

cases per student per week (95% CI: -0.0028, -0.000012). In other words, doubling the testing rate on a 

hypothetical campus where 1000 residential students were tested once per week would have averted 

an additional 1.41 cases per week. The association between the overall semester test rate and reported 

case rate was not significantly different from zero during spring 2020. Figure 6B shows the relationship 

between residential student case rates per student per week and per-person case rates in the town 

where the school was located in the during fall and spring semesters. During fall 2020, the overall 

residential student case rate was positively associated with the town case rate, 0.0845 (95% CI: 0.0607, 

0.108), while no significant relationship was observed for spring 2021. Supplementary Tables A and B 

show estimated regression coefficients and confidence intervals.  

 

A weekly analysis of the relationship between test and reported case rates per residential student 

revealed a more complex story. Figure 7 shows that test rates below 2 times per student per week are 

positively associated with case rates per student, while the association for test rates above twice per 

week is not significantly different from zero (Supplementary Table C, Supplementary Figure D). The 

positive association between testing and reported cases is largest for moderate (0.5 to 1.5 tests per 

student per week) levels of testing, and lowest for the most infrequent (between 0 and 0.5 tests per 

student per week) and most frequent (more than 2 tests per student per week) testing strategies.  

 

Institutions with higher average contact per residential student throughout the semester tended to have 

higher reported case rates, though this relationship is stronger in the spring (Supplementary Figure E). 

During the spring semester the four institutions with the highest residential testing rates (Yale 

University, Wesleyan University, Connecticut College, and Trinity College) also had the lowest reported 

residential case rates. 

 

Most residential cases were detected through institutional testing programs. Supplementary Figure F 

shows the relationship between university-administered tests per residential student per week and the 

percent of residential cases detected by the testing program. In the fall, all institutions except Albertus 
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Magnus detected more than 75% of residential cases through their testing programs. Though testing 

rates increased at most institutions in the spring semester, the proportion of self-reported cases 

remained stable. In both semesters, the four schools testing students more than once per week 

detected nearly 100% of residential cases through their testing program.  

 

We also examined total campus reported cases among residential students, commuter students, and 

staff/faculty in private institutions. Supplementary Figure G shows the relationship between the number 

of residential students and total campus cases in private universities. In both semesters, private 

institutions with greater numbers of residential students had more total campus cases. 

 

 

Discussion 

 

Institutions of higher education adopted a variety of approaches to mitigating the risks of reopening 

residential education during a challenging 2020-2021 academic year. With the availability of effective 

vaccines in the U.S., the question facing higher education leaders this year is not whether there exists a 

risk-free approach to reopening campus; rather, the question is how to design a portfolio of vaccination, 

testing, contact tracing, and distancing strategies that will strike an acceptable balance between safety 

and the return to normalcy. Mandatory vaccination (with limited exceptions) for students and staff is 

the simplest approach to controlling infection on campus in the future. While many campuses have 

instituted mandates, vaccination remains politicized and requirements may face further legal 

challenges
49

. The emergence of new and more transmissible variants
50

 highlights the continued need to 

evaluate and implement infection control measures like testing and social distancing. Several lessons 

from the 2020-2021 academic year in Connecticut may provide insight that can help guide institutional 

plans elsewhere for safely bringing students back to campus during fall 2021.  

 

Conflicting guidance related to the frequency of campus testing may have contributed to low testing 

rates at some institutions, especially during fall 2020. Lack of clarity from CDC guidelines
8
 may have led 

to uncertainty among policymakers and educational leaders about the importance of testing. In 

Connecticut, recommendations from the Reopen CT education committee
3
 and CT DPH

25-27
 set testing 

thresholds far below those recommended by transmission modeling studies
11,12

 to prevent campus 

outbreaks. These thresholds were also set during early summer 2020 when testing capacity was limited; 

on June 1, 2020, 9,252 tests were conducted in Connecticut, compared with 22,198 on June 1, 2021
51

. 

The Reopen CT education committee acknowledged that screening programs could “impose a 

considerable burden on institutions, especially tuition-dependent private colleges and universities, that 

are already coping with substantial incremental costs and revenue shortfalls arising from the 

pandemic”
2
. Institutions that met the minimum recommendation during fall 2020 generally experienced 

higher case rates than those that tested at least once per week. While frequent testing in residential 

institutions may be costly, testing differences across institutions were only partly explained by 

residential tuition and fees. Several private universities, including Quinnipiac University and Fairfield 

University, have high tuition but tested residential students near the CT DPH recommended minimum 

rate. 

 

One of the key findings of this study is the complex relationship between residential student testing and 

recorded residential COVID-19 cases. Testing rates below 0.5 per student per week likely detected few 

asymptomatic infections; as a result, asymptomatic infectious students were not identified and isolated, 

so prevalent infections could spread unabated. Testing rates above 1.5 per student per week (Yale 

University, Wesleyan University, Connecticut College, and Trinity College in spring 2021) likely detected 
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most infections (including asymptomatic infection) among residential students, resulting in isolation of 

infected individuals and suppression of further transmission. Both scenarios – low and high rates of per-

student testing – resulted in low reported case rates. In contrast, moderate testing rates between 0.5 

and 1.5 tests per student per week resulted in the highest reported case counts. One explanation for 

this finding is that moderate testing rates are frequent enough to detect many prevalent infections, but 

not frequent enough to stop most forward transmission and outbreaks. Our finding of similar case rates 

under both low and high testing rates does not mean that testing is ineffective in suppressing infection. 

Rather, low testing misses most infections, failing to stop transmission, while high testing captures most 

infections, slowing forward transmission.   

 

Evidence regarding transmission between university campuses and the broader community suggests the 

possibility that infections on campus caused an increase in community incidence
52-55

. We observed a 

positive association between residential student case rates and case rates in the town where the school 

was located during fall 2021. However, it is not possible to determine whether on-campus infections 

were transmitted to the broader community or vice versa. While some institutions insulated their 

residential populations from the surrounding area via quarantine and lockdown, especially following 

students’ initial arrival on campus, a substantial association in case rates persists over the fall semester, 

indicating the possibility of cross-transmission between residential students and community members. 

We conclude that it may not be possible to prevent infection from spreading between campuses and 

surrounding communities, even under near-quarantine conditions. Institutions must be prepared to 

detect on-campus outbreaks arising from off-campus contact, and to prevent the spread of on-campus 

outbreaks to the community.  

 

Our analysis of contact rates showed dramatic disparities in compliance with social distancing guidelines 

within and around campuses. Fairfield University and Sacred Heart University showed the highest 

contact rates in fall 2020. Both institutions experienced outbreaks on campus within weeks of 

residential student move-in.  Across all institutions, contact rose over 400% following move-in. Close 

interpersonal contact is a necessary but not sufficient condition for COVID-19 transmission to occur. 

Both prevalent infections and high contact rates are needed to spark an outbreak. Institutions can 

control prevalent infection through frequent asymptomatic testing and rapid isolation of identified 

cases, while control of contact rates is achieved through social distancing guidelines and limits on 

gatherings.  

 

Connecticut residents aged ≥16 years became eligible for vaccination on April 1, 2021, but we do not 

have information on vaccination rates on Connecticut campuses during the time frame studied in this 

paper. It is likely that rising vaccination rates on campus mitigated transmission during the remaining 

weeks of spring 2021, but vaccination rates among residential students during fall 2021 may not be 

sufficient to prevent outbreaks on campus
28,32

. CDC recommendations for institutions of higher 

education for fall 2021 appropriately emphasize the importance of maximizing vaccination coverage
56

. 

For “fully vaccinated” campuses, current CDC guidelines permit a return to pre-COVID normalcy. For 

campuses with a mixed population of vaccinated and unvaccinated students, CDC recommend a 

“layered” approach but do not offer evidence to guide the layering or to understand the tradeoffs 

inherent in any layering design. New CDC guidelines on testing at institutions of higher education 

recommend universal entry screening and asymptomatic screening, once or twice per week based on 

risk in the surrounding community, with priority shifting to unvaccinated persons as vaccine coverage 

increases
57

. Guidelines published by the American College Health Association recommend weekly testing 

for unvaccinated students but do not make a clear general recommendation on testing: “how frequently 

to test asymptomatic individuals will vary depending on the level of immunity achieved on campus 
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either through vaccination or recovery from natural disease”
58

. The Massachusetts higher education 

testing group recognizes possible differences in institutions’ approaches but recommends weekly testing 

of all students, regardless of vaccination status
59

. 

 

This study is subject to several limitations. First, we have focused on diagnosed COVID-19 cases 

recorded and reported by universities. However, cases may be a poor proxy for infections in institutions 

where testing rates per student were low or where asymptomatic testing was not commonplace or 

infrequent. It is likely that institutions with frequent asymptomatic testing of students detected 

essentially all infections, asymptomatic and symptomatic. At those institutions, reported case counts 

might be a reliable proxy for incidence of infection. In contrast, institutions that relied solely on 

symptomatic case reporting (and testing capacity in surrounding towns, which was dominated by self-

initiated testing on demand) likely missed asymptomatic infections. For this reason, case incidence rates 

might not be comparable across campuses that adopted different testing strategies. Second, we used 

measures of close interpersonal contact as a proxy for COVID-19 transmission risk. We aggregated 

contact in university-associated CBGs, which may include contact occurring off-campus among non-

students. Contact rates are computed from close-proximity events within a sample of mobile devices 

providing geo-location information
40

. However, this sample might not be representative of residential 

students in university-associated CBGs, or might fail to detect contact events that result in COVID-19 

transmission. Contact events occurring within device primary dwell locations were excluded, so contact 

between students in the same residence hall may not be represented. Third, transmission on campus is 

influenced by a broad range of factors, including behavior of faculty and staff, as well as non-residential 

students on campus. Testing data for faculty, staff, and non-residential students at public universities 

were not routinely reported to CT DPH. These populations also might have been more likely than 

residential students to seek testing outside of university testing programs, given that public, free testing 

options were widely available in Connecticut during the 2020-2021 academic year
60

. We also observed 

significant variation in the rate of self-reported tests (obtained by students at non-university testing 

sites), possibly indicating different reporting policies for this type of test across institutions. This analysis 

was restricted to viral testing and therefore did not consider the impact of wastewater surveillance 

conducted at the University of Connecticut, which could complement future viral testing efforts in 

university outbreak management plans
61,62

. Finally, all Connecticut residents aged ≥16 years became 

eligible to receive a vaccine on April 1, 2021. This age group includes most students at colleges and 

universities. Statewide COVID-19 cases dropped dramatically through Spring 2021, and it is possible that 

during late spring, changes in broader transmission dynamics drove reductions in campus case counts 

more than individual institutional testing strategies or policies. 
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Tables & Figures 

 

Figure 1: Connecticut institutions of higher education studied in this analysis. 

 
   . 

C
C

-B
Y

 4.0 International license
It is m

ade available under a 
 is the author/funder, w

ho has granted m
edR

xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
(w

h
ich

 w
as n

o
t certified

 b
y p

eer review
)

T
he copyright holder for this preprint 

this version posted A
ugust 13, 2021. 

; 
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.11.21261732

doi: 
m

edR
xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.11.21261732
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Table 1 : University characteristics, residential enrollment, and COVID-19 plans and policies for residential students during the 2020-2021 

Academic Year. Bacc. = Baccalaureate. Quar. = quarantine 

 

nstitution 

Institution 

Type 

Highest 

Degree 

Residential 

Enrollment Repopulation Monitoring Sources 

    Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring 

Albertus 

Magnus 

College 

Private 

(Catholic) Masters 235 203 

Test <7 days prior, day of 

arrival; No quar. data 

Test <7 days prior, day 

of arrival; 7 day quar. 

5-10% tested 

weekly; Daily health 

check 

All tested weekly 

through Feb, then 

25%; Daily health 

check 
63-65

  

Central 

Connecticut 

State 

University Public Masters 992 743 

Test <14 days prior; 14 day 

quar. from high-risk areas 

Test <7 days prior*, day 

of arrival, 5 days after; 

7 day quar. 

5-10% tested 

weekly; Daily health 

check 

All tested weekly 

through Feb, then 

25%; Daily health 

check 
66,67

 

Connecticut 

College Private Bacc. 1358 1150 

Test <7 days prior, day of 

arrival; 14 day quar. 

before/after arrival 

Test <7 days prior; No 

quar. data 

All tested 2x 

weekly; Daily health 

check 

All tested 2x weekly; 

Daily health check 
68-71

 

Eastern 

Connecticut 

State 

University Public Masters 1830 1579 

Test <14 days prior; 14 day 

quar. from high-risk areas 

Test <14 days prior, 

day of arrival, 5 days 

after; 7 day quar. 

5-10% tested 

weekly; No daily 

health check 

All tested weekly 

through Feb; Daily 

health check for first 

7 days 
72-74

 

Fairfield 

University 

Private 

(Catholic) Masters 3119 2894 

Test <14 days prior; 14 day 

quar. from high-risk areas 

Test 5 days prior, 2-5 

days after arrival; 7-18 

day quar. 

5-10% tested 

weekly; Daily health 

check 

All tested weekly; 

Daily health check 
75-77

 

Mitchell 

College Private Bacc. 553 325 

Test <5 days prior; No quar. 

data 

Test <3 days prior; 15-

20 day quar. 

5% tested weekly; 

Daily health check 

All tested weekly; 

Daily health check 
78-80

 

Quinnipiac 

University Private Masters 3845 3750 

Test <7 days prior, 6-12 days 

after; 14 day quar. from 

high-risk areas 

Test 10 days prior, day 

of arrival; 11 day quar. 

15% tested weekly; 

Daily health check 

All tested weekly 

through Feb, then 

20%; Daily health 

check 
81-83

 

Sacred Heart 

University 

Private 

(Catholic) Masters 3037 2690 

Test <14 days prior; 14 day 

quar. from high-risk areas 

Test <7 days prior, day 

of arrival; 14 day quar. 

5-10% tested 

weekly; Daily health 

check 

All tested weekly 

through Feb; Daily 

health check 
84,85
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Southern 

Connecticut 

State 

University Public Masters 1433 1042 

Test <14 days prior; 14 day 

quar. from high-risk areas 

Test <14 days prior, 

day of arrival; 7 day 

quar. 

5-10% tested 

weekly; Daily health 

check for first 7 

days 

All tested first week, 

then 5-10% weekly; 

Daily health check for 

first 7 days 
86,87

 

Trinity College Private Bacc. 1670 1614 

Test <5 days prior; 14 day 

quar. before or after* 

Test <7 days prior, day 

of arrival; >7 day quar. 

All tested 2x weekly 

for first 3 weeks, 

then weekly; Daily 

health check 

All tested 2x weekly; 

Daily health check 
88-91

 

University of 

Bridgeport Private Masters 520 580 

Test <14 days prior; 14 day 

quar. from high-risk areas 

Test <5 days prior, 6-10 

days after initial test; 

No quar. data 

5-10% tested 

weekly; Daily health 

check 

All tested weekly; 

Daily health check 
92-94

 

University of 

Connecticut Public Doctoral 4603 4492 

Test day of arrival; 14 day 

quar. 

Test 5-7 days prior, day 

of arrival; 14 day quar. 

5-10% tested 

weekly; Daily health 

check for first 7 

days 

All tested weekly 

through Feb; No daily 

health check 
95,96

 

University of 

Hartford Private Doctoral 2325 2050 

Test <14 days prior; 14 day 

quar. from high-risk areas 

Test <7 days prior, day 

of arrival; 8-11 day 

quar. 

5-10% tested 

weekly; Daily health 

check 

All tested weekly; 

Daily health check 
97-99

 

University of 

New Haven Private Masters 2679 2289 

Test 5 days prior; 14 day 

quar. from high-risk areas 

Test 5 days prior, 

within 9 days of arrival; 

7-9 day quar. 

5% tested weekly; 

Daily health check 

All tested weekly; 

Daily health check 
100-102

 

University of 

Saint Joseph 

Private 

(Catholic) Masters 296 239 

Test <14 days prior; 14 day 

quar. from high-risk areas No data available 

5-10% tested 

weekly; Daily health 

check No data available 
103,104

 

Wesleyan 

University Private Bacc. 2516 2446 

Test <3 days prior*; 7-14 

day quar. 

Test <7 days prior, day 

of arrival; 14 day quar. 

All tested 2x 

weekly; No daily 

health check 

All tested 2x weekly; 

No daily health check 
105-109

 

Western 

Connecticut 

State 

University Public Masters 805 686 

Test <14 days prior; 14 day 

quar. from high-risk areas 

Test <14 days prior; No 

quar. data 

5-10% tested 

weekly; Daily health 

check for first 7 

days 

25% tested weekly; 

Daily health check for 

first 7 days 
110,111

 

Yale University Private Doctoral 1829 2065 

Test <14 days prior, day of 

arrival; 14 day quar. 

Test <14 days prior, 

day of arrival; 8-10 day 

quar. 

All tested 2x 

weekly; Daily health 

check 

All tested 2x weekly; 

Daily health check 
112-115
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*recommended policy 
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Figure 2: Planned and actual residential student testing rates by semester. Gray dashed lines represent CT DPH recommended testing rates for 

each semester.  
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Figure 3: Number of COVID-19 tests per residential student per week. Shading represents weeks when students were living on campus (gray) and 

in quarantine (dark gray).
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Figure 4: Estimated number of close interpersonal contact per residential student per week in university-associated census block groups. Shading 

represents weeks when students are living on campus (grey) and in initial return to campus quarantine (dark grey). 
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Figure 5: Residential student case rate per student per week by institution. Shading represents weeks when students are living on campus (gray) 

and in quarantine (dark gray). 
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Figure 6: (A) Relationship between institutional test rate per residential student and case rate per 

residential student. (B) Relationship between case rate per residential student and case rate per person 

in the town where the school was located.  

 . CC-BY 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 August 13, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.11.21261732doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.11.21261732
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Figure 7: Estimates of residential cases per student per week by residential student testing rate. Estimates are represented by black dots; bars 

represent 95% CI.  
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Supplementary Figures 

Supp Figure A: Estimated frequency of close interpersonal contact per residential student in university-associated census block groups from 

move-in week (week 0), fall 2020.
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Supp Figure B: Estimated frequency of close interpersonal per residential student in university-associated census block groups from move-in 

week (week 0), spring 2021. 
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Supp Figure C. Estimated contact per residential student per week since move-in across institutions.  
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Supplementary Figure D. Estimates of residential cases per student per week by residential student testing rate, with weekly institution data 

overlaid (gray dots). Estimates are represented by black dots; bars represent 95% CI.  
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Supp Figure E. Cases per residential student as a function of contact per residential student. Fall 2020 includes data from full weeks between 

move-in and move-out, while spring 2021 includes data from move-in through the last week of March when college-age individuals became 

eligible to receive the COVID-19 vaccine in Connecticut. 
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Supp Figure F: Residential student testing rate and percent of residential cases detected through university testing program, by semester. 

Semesters include data from full weeks between move-in and move-out. 
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Supp Figure G: Residential students and total campus cases among private universities, by semester. Total campus cases include reported cases 

among residential students, commuter students, and staff/faculty. Semesters include full weeks between move-in and move-out. 
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Supp Table A. Linear regression estimates and 95% confidence intervals describing the negative association between residential test rate (per 

student per week) and residential case rate (per student per week), adjusted for town case rate per person.  

Estimate 2.5% 97.5% 

Intercept 0.00411 0.00211 0.00611 

Residential test rate -0.00141 -0.00281 -0.00001 

Town case rate 0.43244 -0.50911 1.37399 
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Supp Table B. Linear regression estimates and 95% confidence intervals describing the association between residential case rate (per student per 

week) and town case rate (per person per week).  The association is estimated to be positive during fall 2020, and not significantly different from 

zero during spring 2021.  

Estimate 2.5% 97.5% 

Intercept 0.00182 0.00169 0.00195 

Fall 2020 residential case rate 0.08446 0.06065 0.10827 

Spring 2021 residential case rate 0.01871 -0.00228 0.03970 
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Supp Table C: Association between tests per student per week and cases per student per week, by test frequency.  

Tests per student per week Estimate 2.50% 97.50% 

0 – 0.25 0.00216 0.00106 0.00326 

0.25 – 0.5 0.00439 0.00301 0.00578 

0.5 – 0.75 0.00553 0.00351 0.00755 

0.75 – 1 0.00605 0.00485 0.00724 

1 – 1.25 0.00740 0.00530 0.00949 

1.25 – 1.5 0.00350 0.00008 0.00692 

1.5 – 1.75 0.00244 -0.00007 0.00494 

1.75 – 2 0.00340 0.00154 0.00525 

>2 0.00324 -0.00018 0.00666 
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