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Abstract 

Background: We aimed to quantify the risk of transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in the school setting by 

type of school, characteristics of the index case and calendar period in the Reggio Emilia province 

(RE), Italy, from school reopening in September 2020 until the beginning of April 2021. The 

secondary aim was to estimate the promptness of contact tracing.  

Methods: A population-based analysis of surveillance data of all COVID-19 cases occurring in RE, 

Italy, from September 1, 2020, to April 4th, 2021, for which a school contact and/or exposure was 

suspected. Indicator of the delay in contact tracing was computed as the time elapsed since 

positivity of the index case and the date on which the swab for classmates was scheduled (or most 

were scheduled). 

Results: Overall, 30,426 and 13,571 contacts among classmates and teachers/staff, respectively, 

were identified and received recommendation for testing; 43,414 (98.7%) performed the test. 

Secondary transmission occurred in about 40% of the investigated classes, and the overall secondary 

case attack rate was 4%, slightly higher when the index case was a teacher, but with almost no 

differences by type of school and stable during the study period. Promptness of contact tracing 

increased during the study period, reducing the time from index case identification and testing of 

contacts from 7 to 3 days, as well the ability to identify possible source of infection in the index case 

(from 42% in September/October, to 22% in November, to 50% in December–April). 

Conclusions: Despite the spread of the Alpha variant during the study period in RE, the secondary 

case attack rate remained stable from school reopening in September 2020 until the beginning of 

April 2021.    
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Background 

Since the first case of COVID-19 was described at the end of 2019, there have been almost 210 

million cases and 4.4 million deaths reported globally up to August 2021.1 In the period prior to the 

implementation of mass vaccination programmes, social distancing and movement-restriction 

measures were the main measures undertaken to prevent virus transmission. Closure of educational 

institutions was one of the preventive measures considered and sometimes adopted during the 

pandemic, despite the lack of scientific evidence that students and schools contribute to the spread 

of the virus. This was due to the concern about potential school-to-home transmissions of the virus 

from students to more susceptible family members, although the overall risk of severe COVID-19 in 

children and young people was shown to be very small.2 

The role of school contacts in the spread of the virus as well the effectiveness of school closures in 

controlling the epidemic have been debated, and inconsistent results have emerged.3,4 Modelling 

studies have provided scenarios with a small impact of school closure on virus transmission under 

certain conditions.5,6,7 A recent systematic review of empiric studies8 showed heterogenous results 

ranging from no effect to an important reduction in virus transmission in the community, with 

studies with lower risk of bias showing a small effect.9,10 Finally, three large studies from the US, the 

UK and Italy suggest a limited role of school transmission in determining mortality in the 

community.11-13 It is worth noting that school opening may impact on virus transmission because of 

the increase in public transport-related contacts and other non-school activities, not only through 

contacts occurring in the classroom.  

In our first study conducted between 1 September and 15 October 2020, non-negligible secondary 

attack rates were detected, especially in secondary schools. After this first report, several changes 

occurred that could have influenced the risk of transmission and its control in schools.
14

 Starting 

from 27 November 2020, the local health authority improved contact tracing protocols and 

introduced immediate molecular tests for all contacts, whether symptomatic or asymptomatic, at 

the beginning of quarantine, with the aim of identifying all possible sources of infection in 

asymptomatic contacts, i.e., backward tracing (figure 1). Policies to reduce crowding especially in 

high schools were introduced (reducing in-class time by 25% to 50%) as were several short closures 

in the periods of highest incidence (figure 2).  Finally, at the end of December 2020, the Alpha 

variant started to circulate in our province, becoming predominant in February 2021.
15

 

In this study we present the results of comprehensive epidemiological investigations conducted over 

a long period of time, from school reopening in September 2020 until the end of March 2021. Our 

aim was to quantify the risk of infection transmission in the school setting by type of school, 
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characteristics of the index case and calendar period in the Reggio Emilia province by analysing 

surveillance data about all cases who had contacts in the school setting.  The second aim was to 

estimate the promptness of contact tracing. 

Methods 

Setting 

There are approximately 31,000 children attending infant-toddler centres (ages 0-3 years), 

preschools (ages 3-5), primary schools (ages 6-10), middle schools (ages 11-13) and high schools 

(ages 14-19), and 12,000 teachers/ school staff members in Reggio Emilia province (531,751 

inhabitants, Emilia Romagna, Northern Italy). During the study period, there were two peaks of 

infections: in November 2020 and in February/March 2021 (figure 2). After the school reopening on 

1 September 2020 for remedial courses and on 15 September 2020 for the regular school year, in-

class learning was in place until 10 November 2020, when most high schools moved to remote 

learning for at least 75% of scheduled lessons. In addition, because of the to the high circulation of 

the virus, the Christmas school holidays were extended to the second week of January, i.e., from 20 

December to 11/15 January. Another lockdown led to the closing of schools on 3 March 2021 (figure 

2). Only infant-toddler centres and preschools, schools that requires laboratory work and schools 

with pupils with disabilities or special needs continued in-class didactic activities.  

Design 

An analysis of population-based surveillance data was conducted including all consecutive positive 

cases confirmed with RT-PCR for SARS-COV-2 infection between 1 September 2020 and 4 April 2021 

in Reggio Emilia province that led to an epidemiological investigation among children and 

adolescents (0–19 years) who may have had exposure or contact with positive cases at school. Given 

that reporting positivity of even one child led to a field investigation, contact tracing and, in some 

cases, quarantine measures, all cases were included, regardless of the presence of an outbreak or 

not. We excluded cases that occurred among children not attending schools in the period 

investigated for contact tracing, i.e., in the period starting 48 h before symptom onset, and for 

asymptomatic cases, 48 h before diagnosis or 48 h after contact with a certain case, whichever 

occurred first.  

Control measures 

When a case occurred in primary and secondary schools, in-class activities were usually suspended, 

but quarantine was not mandatory if all physical distancing measures were respected (sufficient 

distance in the classroom, physical distance during all activities and utilization of face masks). All 
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students and school personnel were asked to perform a swab, with an appointment scheduled as 

early as possible and communicated to the parents by means of a text message. If at least one 

secondary case was found, quarantine was mandatory for all students in that class. For all close 

contacts identified during the epidemiological investigation, a 10-day quarantine and an exit 

negative test were required. In the infant-toddler and preschool settings, both the teachers and 

children were considered close contacts if they had had contact with a case at school 48h before 

symptom onset or a positive swab, in which case they were subjected to quarantine. In some cases, 

based on the surveillance team’s evaluation, the entire school was closed. Teachers were never 

quarantined for school contacts, except if they taught in an infant-toddler centre or preschool.  

Other control measures have been described more in detail elsewhere14; the major changes 

occurring during the study period are described in figure 1.   

 

Outcome definition and variables of interest 

The main outcome was the secondary transmission rate. Overall attack rates were calculated by 

dividing the number of cases by the population at risk, i.e., classmates, teachers and staff, who had 

had close contact with the index case in a period starting from 48h before symptom onset of the 

symptomatic index case and, for asymptomatic cases, 48h before diagnosis or 48h after contact with 

a confirmed case, whichever occurred first. Mean attack rate was calculated as the mean value of all 

class-level transmissions.  

A classroom cluster was defined as the presence of two or more positive students or teachers/staff 

members in the same class.  

In this analysis we consider each single case or outbreak within a class as one statistical unit. For 

each class an index case was identified, i.e., the first case who tested positive (considering the date 

the swab was done). If more than one case in a class tested positive on the same day, the one with 

the earliest symptom onset was considered the index case. The same class can be included more 

than once because it may have been involved in more than one investigation during the study 

period.    

When more than one class was included in a between-class transmission or there was a single index 

case for more than one class (usually, but not only, when the index case was a teacher), this was 

considered a school cluster.  
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If a classmate was already in isolation prior to symptom onset or swab positivity of the index case, 

due to contact with a positive person or re-entry from abroad, he/she was excluded from the 

denominator. Any student or staff who refused to perform a swab was excluded from the 

denominator. Cluster characteristics are reported; instead, information on the characteristics of 

cases diagnosed outside the province or that were identified during some experimental screening 

programme (2 classes) are missing. 

Index cases were classified as student or teacher/staff and according to whether the case had a 

known contact outside the school setting (household, social activity, sport activity, not identified, 

and other/unspecified). The classes were classified according to the type of school (infant-toddler 

centre and preschool, primary school, lower secondary school, upper secondary school) and whether 

they were part of a multiclass cluster.  

Delay in diagnosis of the index case, computed only for symptomatic cases, as the number of days 

between symptom onset and the date of swab positivity. Delay in contact tracing was computed as 

the time from swab positivity of the index case to the date on which the swab for (the majority of) 

classmates was scheduled.  

Data were analysed using Microsoft Excel and Stata v.13.1 (Statacorp, Tx). 

Ethical statement 

The study was approved by the Area Vasta Emilia Nord Ethics Committee (no. 2020/0045199). The 

Ethics Committee authorised the use of subject data even in the absence of consent if every 

reasonable effort had been made to contact that subject no one denied consent. 

 

Results 

A total of 1216 student and 398 teacher/staff index cases were identified. The corresponding 

investigated classes included 1228 and 645 individuals, respectively, because some index cases, 

particularly teachers, had contacts in more than one class. A total of 43,977 swabs were requested 

for contact tracing in these classes; 43,414 (98.7%) were performed (table 1). The number of 

students and teachers/staff involved in contact tracing almost equalled the number of total resident 

students and teachers/staff in the province. However, this does not mean that all were involved in 

an epidemiological investigation at least once, because some classes might have been involved in 

more than one investigation during the study period. Teacher index cases were more frequent in 

preschools and primary schools than in secondary schools.  
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Student index cases were identified in 55.6% of cases as a contact of other cases, the vast majority 

of which were within the same household; a possible source of infection was identified for only 23% 

of teacher index cases (Table 1).     

Secondary transmission occurred in less than 40% of classes, and the overall attack rate was 3.9% 

(95% CI 3.9-4.1%), with 3.5% (95% CI 3.3-3.7%) for student index cases and 4.9% (95% CI 4.5-5.2%) 

for teacher index cases (Table 1). The attack rate over the study period was 4.8% in September and 

October, 2.6% in November, 3.9% in December and 4% from January to April (Table 2). The attack 

rate was similar in all types of schools (Table 3).   

The mean delay in testing was 6 days in student index cases and 5.8 in teachers (Table 1); this did 

not change over the study period, except for a slight increase in December, and was similar across 

types of schools (Table 3). On the contrary, the delay in contact tracing decreased from December 

2020 on, from about 7 days to 3 days (Table 2), not showing any differences between type of index 

case and type of school (Table 3). 

  

Discussion 

We confirm a modest secondary attack rate in schools, as already observed in previous studies.16-19 

Secondary cases occurred in about 40% of classes that were exposed to an infected classmate or 

teacher, and the overall attack rate was about 4%. Compared to our previous report14 and other 

studies reporting data on school cluster investigations,19 the attack rate was similar in preschools, 

primary schools and secondary schools. In fact, compared with the first two months of the study 

period,14 the attack rate increased in preschools from almost no transmission to 4%, while it 

remained stable in secondary schools. It must be considered that remote learning and periodic 

closures were implemented much more frequently in secondary schools, starting from December 

2020. Furthermore, an increase in the secondary case attack rate starting form late 

December/January was expected because the spread of the Alpha variant, which is more infectious 

than the previously circulating variants,20 started in that period in our region.15  

The difference in attack rate between classes where the index case was a student and those where 

the index case was a teacher was also small, despite the different kind of interactions and length of 

exposure of student-student contact and teacher-student contacts in the school setting. 

Unfortunately, we do not have any analytical information to define the quality and the duration of 

interactions between index cases and contacts.    
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The effect of changes in contact tracing strategies introduced mainly after the second wave of the 

pandemic, i.e., at the end of November 2020, was appreciable in the reduction in the delay in 

contact tracing and in the increase in the proportion of index cases for which a contact, particularly a 

contact in their household, was known. Indeed, a higher proportion of school investigations with a 

known link to household clusters was precisely the anticipated effect of introducing immediate 

testing of all asymptomatic contacts for all incident cases in the community, because this backward 

tracing made it possible to identify asymptomatic or paucisymptomatic students and to link them to 

their school contacts.  

 

Limitations and strengths  

The main limitation of this study is that any observed association between changes in secondary 

attack rate and school or index case characteristics and especially actions implemented during the 

study period could be confounded by other factors that we could not measure. Among these, the 

most important was the spread of the Alpha variant, which probably started in our region around 

Christmas and which became the dominant circulating variant in February. Unfortunately, as very 

few cases were sequenced in Italy in that period,
15

 we cannot determine which clusters were due to 

the Alpha variant. Other variables that were missing or difficult to standardize were the duration and 

intensity of contacts between the index case and other classmates and the control measures each 

school independently put in place both before the occurrence of the case and during the outbreak.       

The main strength of the study is its population-based nature; it included all cases for a which a 

school contact or exposure was identified. For an analysis of routine surveillance data, the 

completeness of field investigations is surprisingly high; only a few classes were not characterized, 

and very few classmates refused to be tested. Each outbreak in each school was investigated and re-

checked for plausibility by the investigation team, thereby partially overcoming the shortcomings of 

cross-sectional, retrospective and self-reported studies.  

Conclusions  

Overall, we confirmed a moderate risk of secondary transmission in the school setting (4.1% vs 3.2% 

in the previous study up to 15th October 2020), similar across all types of schools. The attack rate 

was also stable during the study period, despite the fact that the Alpha variant, which is much more 

infectious than the previously circulating variants, became predominant in the last few included 

months.  The promptness of contact tracing increased over the study period, reducing the time from 
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index case identification to testing of contacts from 7 to 3 days, as well the ability to identify possible 

sources of infection in the index case.  
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Figure legends 

Figure 1. Timeline of the major changes in regulations and recommendations for management of 

COVID-19 cases in educational settings in Reggio Emilia province   

Figure 2. Weekly notification rates of new COVID-19 cases per 100,000 inhabitants aged 0-19 years, 

by age class, Reggio Emilia province, 1 September 2020 – 31 March 2021. In the graph the main 

changes in school opening and closure are also reported, and (in red) the proportion of Alpha variant 

among sequenced cases as reported by the Italian National Institute of Health.   
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Tables 

 

Table 1. Characteristics of the field investigation in 1875* classes for which a school contact with a COVID-19 case was suspected, by type of index case. 

Reggio Emilia, September 2020-March 2021   

  Student Teacher Total* 

N of classes 1228  645  1873  

Type of school, n (%) 
           Infant-toddler centre 194 15.8 154 23.9 348 18.6 

      Primary school 341 27.8 196 30.4 537 28.7 

      Middle school 309 25.2 182 28.2 491 26.2 

      High school 371 30.2 106 16.4 477 25.5 

      Other educational services 13 1.1 7 1.1 20 1.1 

Classes with secondary transmission, n (%) 475 38.7 451 69.9 726 38.8 

Classes that were part of a school cluster, n (%) 91 7.4 380 58.9 471 25.1 

School clusters, n (%) 44   132   176   

Testing delay - days mean (SD) 6.1  4.8 4.8 4.2 5.7 4.6 

Tracing delay - days mean (SD) 4.3 3.3 4.2 3.0 4.2 3.2 

Number of contacts 30,426 13,571 43,997 

Number of tested contacts 30,044 13,370 43,414 

N of secondary cases 1058 650 1708 

Overall attack rate, % (95% CI)* 3.5  3.3 - 3.7 4.9  4.5 - 5.2 3.9  3.7 - 4.1 

Mean attack rate* 3.6 5.0 4.1 

N of index cases 1216   398   1614   

Possible source of infection of index case, n (%) 
            Household outbreak 551 45.3 55 13.8 606 37.5 

       Social contact 19 1.6 8 2.0 27 1.7 

       Sport contact 18 1.5 0 0.0 18 1.1 

       Someone’s contact 88 7.2 48 12.1 136 8.4 

       No contact reported 540 44.4 287 72.1 827 51.2 

*In two classes there were no index cases due to screening 

**Swabs not performed were excluded, as were 11 classes with unknown number of contacts 
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Table 2.  Characteristics of the field investigation in 1875 classes for which a school contact with a COVID-19 cases was suspected, by calendar period. 

Reggio Emilia, September 2020-March 2021 

  September+October November December January+February+March+April* 

N of classes 248  262  312  1053  

Type of school, n (%)                 

      Infant-toddler centre 39 15.7 72 27.5 51 16.3 186 17.7 

      Primary school 46 18.5 89 34.0 113 36.2 291 27.6 

      Middle school 52 21.0 81 30.9 103 33.0 255 24.2 

      High school 111 44.8 18 6.9 41 13.1 307 29.2 

      Other educational services 0 0.0 2 0.8 4 1.3 14 1.3 

Classes with secondary transmission, n (%) 106 43.6 86 33.0 124 40.3 411 39.1 

Classes that are part of a school cluster, n (%) 55 22.6 68 26.1 96 31.2 254 24.1 

N of school clusters 22   27   31   96   

N of index cases 226   220   249   919   

Type of index case, n (%)         

      Teacher 38 16.8 75 34.1 72 28.9 213 23.2 

      Student 188 83.2 145 65.9 177 71.1 706 76.8 

Possible source of infection of index case 
              Household outbreak 59 26.1 45 20.5 114 45.8 389 42.3 

       Social contact 7 3.1 0 0.0 5 2.0 15 1.6 

       Sport contact 7 3.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 1.2 

       Unidentifiable contact 27 11.9 9 4.1 20 8.0 80 8.7 

       No contact reported 126 55.8 166 75.5 110 44.2 424 46.1 

Number of contacts 6,392  6,313  6,857  24,468  

Number of tested contacts 6,272  5,997  6,822  24,356  

N of secondary cases 301  157  267  984  

Overall attack rate, % (95% CI)** 4.8  4.3 - 5.4 2.6  2.2 - 3.1 3.9  3.4 - 4.4 4.0  3.8 - 4.3 

Mean attack rate** 4.7  2.8  4.3  4.2  

Testing delay - days mean (SD) 5.7 (4.3) 5.8 (3.8) 7.0 (5.1) 5.2 (4.6) 

Tracing delay - days mean (SD) 7.4 (3.8)   7.4 (3.9)   3.5 (1.7)   2.9 (1.9)   
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*Until 4 April 2021 

**Swabs not performed were excluded, as were 11 classes without known number of contacts 
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Table 3. Characteristics of the field investigation in 1875 classes for which a school contact with a Covid-19 cases was suspected, by type of school. Reggio 

Emilia, September 2020-March 2021 

  
Infant-toddler centre Primary school Middle school High school 

Other educational 

services 

 N of classes 348  539  491     477        20  

Classes with secondary transmission 131 37.6 216 40.4 173 35.3 202 42.8 5 26.3 

Classes that were part of a school 

cluster 20 5.7 151 28.2 191 39.0 106 22.5 5 26.3 

N of school clusters 8   68   59   39   2   

N of index cases 338  469  372  419  16  

Type of index case, n (%)                     

      Teacher 144 42.6 129 27.5 68 18.3 53 12.6 4 25.0 

      Student 194 57.4 340 72.5 304 81.7 366 87.4 12 75.0 

Number of contacts 7,790   11,776   12,192   11,966   306   

Number of tested contacts 7,674   11,638   12,008   11,829   298   

N of secondary cases 349   556   387   408   9   

Overall attack rate (95% CI)* 4.5  4.1 - 5.0 4.8  4.4 - 5.2 3.2  2.9 - 3.5 3.5  3.1 - 3.8 3.0  1.4 - 5.7  

Mean attack rate* 4.8   5.0   3.4   3.3   2.1   

Testing delay - days mean (SD) 6.0  4.6 5.8 4.8 5.4 4.6 5.4 4.3 6.3 5.0 

Tracing delay - days mean (SD) 4.4  3.5 4.1 3.1 4.1 3.3 4.4 3.0 3.4 2.3 

*Swabs not performed were excluded, as were 11 classes without known number of contacts 
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Figure 1 
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Figure 2 

 

 

 . 
C

C
-B

Y
-N

C
-N

D
 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 S

eptem
ber 6, 2021. 

; 
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.03.21263061

doi: 
m

edR
xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.09.03.21263061
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

