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FIGURES

Figure 1. School closure in Europe and empirical contact networks in a primary school and a secondary school in
France. (a) Average number of in-presence school weeks lost by students in Europe because of school closures due
to the pandemic. Source: Unesco [1]. (b), (c) Visualization of the empirical temporal contact data aggregated over
two days, for the primary (panel b) and the secondary (panel c) school. Nodes represent teachers and students,
each circle represents a class (each of a different color), and links represent contacts, with the thickness coding the
contact duration. (d) Daily average number of distinct contacts per individual within the same class or in different
classes, in the primary and secondary school. Horizontal dashed lines represent the average class size. (e) Daily
average time that an individual spends in interaction within the same class or in different classes, in the primary
and secondary school. (f) Daily average time that an individual spends in interaction for teachers and students in
the primary school. In the three bottom panels, histogram bars refer to the empirical networks. Points and error
bars refer to the synthetic networks (errors represent 95% confidence intervals). In panels d and e for the
secondary school, there is an increase of average number of contacts and their duration in the synthetic networks
compared to their empirical counterparts, due to the ad hoc addition of contacts between school years. In panel f,
only values from the synthetic networks are shown, as teachers did not participate to the data collection, and their
contact behavior was inferred from another dataset (see Methods).
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Figure 2. Efficiency of regular testing in educational environments. (a) Number of schools participating to the
screening initiative during the third wave in France, according to school level (pre-school, primary school, middle
school, and high school). (b) Predicted percentage of reduction in the number of cases achieved by each
intervention protocol with respect to the basic strategy of the symptom-based testing (ST) in the primary school.
Intervention protocols are: symptom-based testing and case isolation, with reactive quarantine of the class
(ST+Qc); symptom-based testing and case isolation, with reactive quarantine of the class level (ST+Ql); symptom-
based testing and case isolation, coupled with regular testing with a percentage of adherence (ST+RTa%), with
a=10%, 50%, and 75%. For regular testing, different frequencies are shown: one test every two weeks, a weekly
test, two tests per week. Error bars correspond to 95% confidence intervals. The empty marker corresponds to the
adherence estimated from empirical data recorded in schools of that level (from panel d). (c) As in panel b, for the
secondary school. (d) Estimated adherence to screening recorded in the different school levels participating to the
screening initiative in the third wave in France. Error bars correspond to 95% confidence intervals. (e) Probability
distribution of the simulated final epidemic size in the primary school for selected protocols at the end of the
trimester. Regular testing is done with weekly frequency. (f) As in panel e, for the secondary school.
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Figure 3. Cost-benefit of regular testing in educational environments. (a) Predicted increase in student-days lost
with respect to symptom-based testing, ST for different protocols in the primary (solid bars) and the secondary
(lighter color bars) schools. The empty marker corresponds to the adherence estimated from empirical data
recorded in schools of that level. (b) Predicted percentage of reduction in the number of cases vs. predicted
increase in student-days lost in the primary school. Both quantities are computed relatively to the basic strategy
(symptom-based testing, ST). Each point in the plot corresponds to a protocol. Additional values of R in the range
1.1-2.0 are also shown. (c) As panel b, for the secondary school.
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Figure 4. Reactive class closure coupled with regular testing. (a) Predicted percentage of reduction in the number
of cases achieved by weekly testing protocols (ST+RT) and by weekly testing protocols coupled with the reactive
quarantine of the class after the detection of a case (ST+RT+Qc). Quantities are computed relatively to the basic
strategy (symptom-based testing, ST). (b) As panel a, for the secondary school. (c) Predicted increase in student-
days lost obtained with weekly testing protocols (ST+RT) and weekly testing protocols coupled with the reactive
quarantine of the class after the detection of a case (ST+RT+Qc). Quantities are computed relatively to the basic
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strategy (symptom-based testing, ST). (d) As panel c, for the secondary school. In all panels, the empty markers
and bars correspond to the adherence estimated from empirical data recorded in schools of that level.
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Figure 5. Impact of increasing vaccination coverage. (a) Predicted percentage of reduction in the number of cases
achieved by selected protocols as a function of the vaccination coverage in teachers in the secondary school. The
case reduction is computed relatively to the basic strategy (symptom-based testing, ST). (b) Predicted percentage
of reduction in the number of cases achieved by intervention protocols as a function of the median epidemic size
in the secondary school. The case reduction is computed relatively to the basic strategy (symptom-based testing,
ST). Dots of the same protocol for different vaccination coverage are clustered together. (c) Predicted increase in
student-days lost for selected protocols as a function of the vaccination coverage in teachers in the secondary
school. The increase in days lost is computed relatively to the basic strategy (symptom-based testing, ST). (d)
Predicted percentage of reduction in the number of cases achieved by selected protocols as a function of the
vaccination coverage in adolescents in the secondary school. The case reduction is computed relatively to the basic
strategy (symptom-based testing, ST). (e) Predicted total epidemic size at the end of the trimester vs. the
vaccination coverage in adolescents in the secondary school in selected protocols. (f) Predicted increase in
student-days lost for selected protocols as a function of the vaccination coverage in adolescents in the secondary
school. The increase in days lost is computed relatively to the basic strategy (symptom-based testing, ST). The 50%
and 70% data-points are not shown as the median student-days lost for ST is equal to zero (the likelihood of
generating a clinical infection among the pupils - recognizable on the basis of the symptoms - becomes low with
increasing vaccination coverage). In all panels, the empty markers and bars correspond to the adherence
estimated from empirical data recorded in schools of that level.

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.15.21261243
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

