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Abstract 23 

Because of the importance of schools to childhood development, the relationship between in-24 

person schooling and COVID-19 risk has been one of the most important questions of the 25 

COVID-19 pandemic. Previous work using data from the United States in winter 2020-21 26 

showed that in-person schooling carried some risk for household members, and that mitigation 27 

measures reduced this risk. However, in-person schooling behavior and the COVID-19 28 

landscape changed radically over the 2021 spring semester. Here we use data from a massive 29 

online survey to characterize changes in in-person schooling behavior and associated risks over 30 

that period. We find a significant increase in the frequency of in-person schooling and a 31 

reduction in mitigation, and that in-person schooling is associated with increased reporting of 32 

COVID-19 outcomes, even among vaccinated individuals (though the absolute risk among the 33 

vaccinated is greatly reduced). Moreover, vaccinated teachers working outside the home were 34 

less likely to report COVID-19-related outcomes than unvaccinated teachers reporting no work 35 

outside the home. Adequate mitigation measures appear to eliminate the excess risk associated 36 

with in person schooling. 37 

 38 

Introduction 39 

The role of children and in-person schooling in SARS-CoV-2 transmission continues to be a 40 

contentious issue. Policies regarding in-person schooling have varied dramatically across 41 

school districts in the United States, with a heterogenous mix of in-person and remote learning, 42 

as well as varying approaches to mitigation (1). Over the spring semester of the 2020-21 school 43 

year many school districts made major updates to their approach to in-person schooling as the 44 

winter wave of the COVID-19 pandemic receded. Unfortunately, resurgences related to the 45 

Delta variant in the fall of 2021 have meant that, at the time of writing, COVID-19 remains a 46 

major health threat in the US and world-wide (2, 3). However, in light of increased vaccine 47 
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availability  and a broad consensus on the benefits of in-person schooling, the vast majority of 48 

school districts in the United States are conducting in-person classes despite this new surge in 49 

cases (4). Hence, understanding the risks associated with in-person schooling and how best to 50 

control them remains an important area of research.  51 

 52 

A challenge in quantifying the risk of in-person schooling has been limited information on the 53 

degree to which children, who mostly have mild or asymptomatic infections, can infect teachers 54 

and family members (5). In an effort to address this issue, we previously analyzed data 55 

collected by the nation-wide US COVID-19 Trends and Impact Survey (US CTIS) between 56 

November 24, 2020 and February 10, 2021 (6). This survey is administered by the Delphi Group 57 

in partnership with Facebook and includes questions on demographics, symptoms related to 58 

COVID-19, positive SARS-CoV-2 test results, and schooling for any children in the household 59 

(13,14). We showed that individuals in a home with a child engaged in in-person schooling were 60 

at significantly higher risk of developing COVID-19-related outcomes (7). We also found that this 61 

risk decreased with increasing numbers of school-based mitigation measures, with no additional 62 

risk – as compared to no in-person schooling – associated with children attending schools with 63 

seven or more mitigation measures (7). 64 

 65 

Between the time of this original study and the end of the 2021 spring semester in June, there 66 

were major changes in both the pandemic situation and schooling policies in most US schools. 67 

These include rising vaccination rates and the rise of the Alpha (and later the Delta) variant in 68 

the US, both of which had major impacts on the dynamics of the COVID-19 epidemic (8). The 69 

proportion of the US adult population who received at least one COVID-19 vaccine dose 70 

increased from about 7% at the end of January to 53% by mid-June (9). Beginning in mid-71 

February 2021, the Alpha variant, which is roughly 50% more transmissible than the previously 72 

 . 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 October 23, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.20.21265293doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=ihtnq9
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=ihtnq9
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=ihtnq9
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=xYWHEd
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=xYWHEd
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=xYWHEd
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=hHbopQ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=hHbopQ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=hHbopQ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=QEKh9J
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=QEKh9J
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=XJvTsD
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=XJvTsD
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=bLysm8
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=bLysm8
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=bLysm8
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=VToqtB
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=VToqtB
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=VToqtB
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=ovYCOA
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=ovYCOA
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=ovYCOA
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=ffGdg1
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=ffGdg1
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?broken=ffGdg1
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.20.21265293
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

   
 

4 

dominant SARS-CoV-2 strains (10), spread rapidly throughout the country (3, 11). In June, the 73 

Delta variant, which is about 60% more transmissible than Alpha (12), began to dominate (3, 74 

11). It was unclear how these factors modified the risk posed by in-person schooling.  75 

 76 

In this study, we expand our previous analysis (7) to include data from the US CTIS for the 77 

entire 2021 spring semester (which includes four weeks from the previous study), with the goals 78 

of 1) characterizing how rates of in-person schooling and implementation of school-based 79 

mitigation measures changed over the course of the semester, 2) understanding if and how 80 

vaccination status and variant prevalence modified the association between household COVID-81 

19 risk and living with a child in in-person schooling, and 3) identifying other temporal trends in 82 

the relationship between in-person schooling and the risk of household members reporting 83 

COVID-19-related outcomes. 84 

 85 

Results 86 

We analyzed data from 1,082,773 respondents living with school-aged children in 50 US states 87 

and Washington, DC that were collected through the Delphi Group at Carnegie Mellon 88 

University US COVID-19 Trends and Impact Survey (US CTIS) from January 12, 2021 to June 89 

12, 2021 (Table S1). Though the total number of respondents decreased over the study period, 90 

patterns in the relative number of respondents by county remained consistent (Fig. 1a).  91 

 92 

Overall, 59.4% of respondents living with school-aged children reported having at least one 93 

child in their household attending in-person schooling. The proportion of respondents living with 94 

school-aged children reporting any in-person schooling increased from 47.0% during the week 95 

of January 12, 2021 to 65.3% during the week ending June 12, 2021 (Fig. 1b, Fig. 2a). Of those 96 
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reporting any in-person schooling, 74.0% reported full time in-person instruction, increasing 97 

from 69.0% to 82.1% over the study period (Fig. 1c).  98 

 99 

Of those respondents living with a child attending school in-person, 93.1% reported at least one 100 

mitigation measure in place, 72.2% reported at least four, and 46.9% reported at least seven. 101 

The average number of mitigation measures decreased from 6.3 to 5.0 over the study period 102 

(Fig. 1d, Fig. 2b).  103 

 104 

The biggest changes in in person schooling behavior occurred in places with the least in-person 105 

schooling at the start of the study period (Fig. 1b-1d), though the geographic regions with the 106 

most cautious approaches to in person instruction remained largely the same.  107 

 108 
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 109 

Fig. 1. Changes over time in in-person schooling by county. Distribution of survey responses from 110 

Jan. 12 to Mar. 31 (left column), Apr. 1 to Jun. 12 (center column) and change over time (right column). 111 

Results are shown for (A) number of survey respondents reporting ≧1 school-aged child in the household, 112 

(B) percent reporting in-person schooling, (C) percent of respondents with in-person schooling reporting 113 
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full-time in-person instruction, and (D) average number of school-based mitigation measures. “Relative 114 

Amount” in the right column indicates values in Apr. 1 to Jun. 12 (center column) divided by values in Jan. 115 

12 to Mar. 31 (left column). Grey indicates county/periods where fewer than 10 respondents reported in-116 

person schooling. 117 

 118 

Since the 7th wave of the survey, starting on January 12, 2021, the US CTIS has included 119 

questions on the respondent’s vaccination status and number of doses received (13, 14). 120 

Overall, 43.1% of 1,082,773 respondents living with school-aged children reported having 121 

received at least one COVID-19 vaccine dose, compared with 50.8% among all 5,273,116 122 

survey respondents. Though vaccination among those with school-aged children was lower on 123 

average (Fig. S1a), the magnitude of these differences varied by county (Fig. S1b). Vaccination 124 

among survey respondents living with school-aged children was strongly correlated with rates 125 

reported by the CDC (15) (Pearson’s r = 0.83), but rates were higher among survey 126 

respondents in most counties (particularly those in New Mexico, South Dakota, and Nebraska) 127 

(Fig. S1c, S1d). 128 

 129 

While in-person schooling increased over the study period, vaccination rates and the prevalence 130 

of Alpha and Delta variants increased to a greater extent (Fig. 2, Movie S1).  Because of the low 131 

proportion of cases from the Delta variant over the study period, we analyze the Alpha and 132 

Delta variants together throughout this manuscript. The prevalence of Alpha/Delta variants 133 

circulating in the population increased from 1.7% in the week of January 12 to 72.6% in the 134 

week ending June 12th (Fig. 2c, Movie S1). At the same time, the percentage of respondents 135 

living with school-aged children that reported having received any number of COVID-19 vaccine 136 

doses increased from 8.7% to 74.4% (Fig. 2d, Movie S1). Monthly rates of in-person schooling, 137 

vaccination, and average number of mitigation measures varied widely across counties, and this 138 

variation persisted throughout the spring semester (Fig. 2a,b,d). 139 
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 140 

 141 

Fig. 2. Concurrent changes in in-person schooling, vaccination, and variant prevalence. Changes 142 

over time between Jan. 12 and Jun. 12 in (A) percent of respondents living with school-aged children 143 

reporting any in-person schooling, (B) average number of school-based mitigation measures, (C) 144 

smoothed percent of GISAID SARS-CoV-2 sequenced isolates that were Alpha or Delta, and (D) percent 145 

of respondents living with school-aged children reporting having received at least one COVID-19 vaccine 146 

dose. Upper panel line plots show national averages by week weighted using US CTIS survey weights 147 
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(A-B), state population (C), and county population (D). Lower panel histograms show the number of 148 

county-months with the indicated percentages (A,C,D) or numbers (B). Note that the number of 149 

respondents decreased over time (Fig 1d), which may contribute to the increasing number of zero values 150 

in the histograms in June. 151 

 152 

The percent of respondents living with school-aged children that reported COVID-19-like illness 153 

(CLI; defined as fever of at least 100℉, as well as cough, shortness of breath, or difficulty 154 

breathing) remained similar across the study period, ranging from 1.83% in January to 1.99% in 155 

June (Table S2). The more specific indicators of potential SARS-CoV-2 infection, loss of taste 156 

and/or smell and a positive SARS-CoV-2 test with the past 14 days, decreased from 3.65% to 157 

2.17% and 3.44% to 0.09% respectively (Table S2). These temporal trends were similar among 158 

all survey respondents and among respondents stratified by in-person schooling status; though, 159 

respondents living with school-aged children not participating in any in-person schooling saw a 160 

decrease in CLI over the study period, from 1.36% to 0.97% (Table S2). 161 

 162 

Overall—from January 12 to June 12, 2021—after adjusting for county-level SARS-CoV-2 163 

biweekly attack rates averaged over the past four weeks, COVID-19 vaccination status, and 164 

other individual- and county-level factors, living in a household with a child in full-time in-person 165 

schooling was associated with increased odds of CLI (aOR, 1.32; 95% CI, 1.25 to 1.40), losing 166 

taste and/or smell (aOR, 1.19; 95% CI, 1.15 to 1.24), and reporting a positive SARS-CoV-2 test 167 

(aOR, 1.32; 95% CI, 1.27 to 1.38) (Fig. 3). In contrast to our previous analysis (7), we saw no 168 

clear trends by grade in any of the COVID-19-related outcomes associated with in-person 169 

schooling (Fig. 3, Fig. S2).  170 

 171 
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 172 

Fig. 3. Risk associated with in-person schooling overall and by grade level. Odds ratios of COVID-173 

19-related outcomes by full- and part-time in-person schooling compared to no in-person schooling, 174 

overall and stratified by grade, adjusted for individual- and county-level covariates across the study period 175 

from Jan. 12 to Jun. 12. Note: grade-stratified analyses include only those respondents who reported 176 

living with school-aged children in a single grade category, while the overall analyses include all 177 

respondents living with school-aged children; thus, the overall estimates do not always fall in-between the 178 

grade-specific estimates. 179 

 180 

Consistent with our previous study (7), the most commonly reported mitigation measure was 181 

student masking, reported by 88% of respondents with in-person schooling in January and 84% 182 

in June (Fig. 4a). The second most common measure was teacher masking, at 76% in January 183 

and 62% in June (Fig. 4a). Among those with in-person schooling, teacher masking was 184 

associated with the greatest risk reduction across all COVID-19-related outcomes, followed by 185 

daily symptom screens, student masking and restricted entry (Fig. 4b). These trends were 186 

consistent over time, with larger uncertainty in risk estimates in May-June (Fig. S3). These 187 

patterns were also consistent for other households and individual level COVID-19-related 188 

outcomes (Fig. S4). 189 
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 190 

 191 

Fig. 4. Individual mitigation measures. (A) Percent of respondents with in-person schooling that 192 

reported each mitigation measure being used in January and June, weighted using US CTIS survey 193 

weights. (B) Odds ratio of COVID-19-related outcomes among respondents with children in in-person 194 

schooling who reported each mitigation measure compared to those with children in in-person schooling 195 

who did not report each measure, adjusted for individual- and county-level covariates across the study 196 

period from Jan. 12 to Jun. 12. 197 

 198 

Across the 2021 spring semester, the association between of CLI and loss of taste/smell and  199 

full-time and part-time in-person schooling disappeared with report of four or more school-based 200 
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mitigation measures, and risk of a SARS-CoV-2 positive test disappeared with report of seven 201 

or more mitigation measures (Fig. 5). Results were consistent for other household and individual 202 

level COVID-19-related outcomes (Fig. S5). These patterns were consistent from January to 203 

February and March to April (Fig. 5). By May to June, risks of all COVID-19-related outcomes 204 

disappeared when four or more mitigation measures were reported (Fig. 5). 205 

 206 

 207 
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Fig. 5. Risk associated with in-person schooling over time by number of reported mitigation 208 

measures. Odds ratio of COVID-19-related outcomes by full- and part-time in-person schooling and 209 

number of school-based mitigation measures compared to no in-person schooling, adjusted for individual- 210 

and county-level covariates. “Overall” indicates adjusted odds ratios of full-time and part-time schooling 211 

with any number of mitigation measures compared to no in-person schooling. Odds ratios are shown 212 

across the entire study period from Jan. 12 to Jun. 12. (Jan-Jun), as well as within time periods from 213 

Jan.12 to Feb. 28 (Jan-Feb), Mar. 1 to Apr. 30 (Mar-Apr), and May 1 to Jun. 12 (May-Jun). 214 

 215 

Over the study period, each ten percent increase in the state-level prevalence of Alpha/Delta 216 

variants was associated with increased baseline risk of CLI (aOR 1.05; 95% CI, 1.03 to 1.07), 217 

loss of taste and/or smell (aOR 1.02; 95% CI, 1.01 to 1.03), and reporting a positive SARS-CoV-218 

2 test (aOR 1.05; 95% CI, 1.03 to 1.06), after adjusting for background incidence, vaccination 219 

status, and other individual- and county-level characteristics. The rise of Alpha/Delta variants 220 

did not change the relative association between in-person schooling and COVID-19-related 221 

outcomes (Fig 6). These findings did not change noticeably when we additionally adjusted for 222 

cumulative incidence of confirmed SARS-CoV-2 as an indirect indicator of population immunity 223 

(Fig. S6). 224 

 225 
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 226 

Fig. 6. Risk associated with in-person schooling and Alpha/Delta variants over time. Estimated 227 

baseline risk (top panel) associated with the proportion of cases due to the Alpha and Delta variants and 228 

interaction with part-time (middle panel) and full-time (bottom panel) in-person schooling status. 229 

Interaction terms show the additional impact of the variant on top of baseline risk due to part- and full-time 230 

in-person schooling. Risk is shown within two-month time strata. 231 

 232 

We next examined if and how the relationship between respondent vaccination status and living 233 

in a household with a child in in-person schooling varied over time (Fig. 7). We found that, by 234 
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the end of the study period, there was a modest correlation between increased in-person 235 

schooling and lower vaccination rates at the county level (Pearson’s r =  -0.15; 95% CI, -0.18 to 236 

-0.12), while there was a positive correlation between vaccination rates and the number of 237 

school-based mitigation measures reported in a county (Pearson’s r =  0.36; 95% CI, 0.32 to 238 

0.39). 239 

 240 

241 

Fig. 7. Correlations between vaccination, in-person schooling, and mitigation measures. Pearson’s 242 

correlation coefficients between percent vaccinated with at least one dose of a COVID-19 vaccine, 243 

percent of respondents living with school-aged children reporting in-person schooling, and average 244 

number of school-based mitigation measures by county-month. Results are shown within time periods 245 

Jan. 12 to Feb. 28 (left), Mar. 1 to Apr. 30 (center), and May 1 to Jun. 12 (right). All coefficients shown 246 

were significant (p < 0.05). Limited to county-months with at least 5 respondents. 247 

 248 

We explored the combined impact of living with a child in in-person schooling and vaccination 249 

status on COVID-19-related outcomes, and whether interactions existed between the two risk 250 

factors (Fig. 8; Table S7). Overall, we found a reduction in the odds of COVID-19-related 251 

outcomes associated with both no in-person schooling and vaccination, with the latter having 252 

the far larger impact (Fig. 8a). Those having received two vaccine doses and not engaged in in-253 
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person schooling had the lowest risk of reporting COVID-19-related outcomes by a large margin 254 

(Fig. 8a). In-person schooling did not modify the association between vaccination status and 255 

reporting CLI but was, unexpectedly, associated with some variation in the apparent impact of 256 

vaccination on loss of taste/smell and reporting a positive SARS-CoV-2 test (Fig. 8b). The 257 

relative increase in the odds of reporting COVID-19-related outcomes associated with in-person 258 

schooling was the same regardless of vaccination status (Fig. 8c).  259 

 260 

 261 
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 262 

Fig. 8. Risk associated with in-person schooling and number of vaccine doses. (A) Odds ratio of 263 

COVID-19-related outcomes by number of reported vaccine doses (0, 1 or 2) and in-person schooling 264 

status (living in a household with a child participating in any in-person (Any IP) or no in-person (No IP) 265 

schooling), adjusted for individual- and county-level covariates. Zero vaccine doses and any in-person 266 

schooling is the reference group. (B) Odds ratio of COVID-19-related outcomes with one and two vaccine 267 

doses compared to zero doses, when data are stratified by none, part-time, and full-time in-person 268 

schooling. (C) Odds ratio of COVID-19-related outcomes with part- and full-time in-person schooling 269 

compared to no in-person schooling when data are stratified by vaccine doses. 270 
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 271 

To understand COVID-19-related risk among teachers, we analyzed data from the 116,014 K-272 

12 teachers included in the full US CTIS survey, whether or not they lived with a child 273 

participating in in-person schooling. We found that 86.0% of K-12 teachers reported work for 274 

pay conducted outside of their home in the previous four weeks. The percentage of teachers 275 

reporting paid work outside of the home increased from 77.5% in January to 92.4% in June, 276 

which was the largest increase in work outside the home for any occupation group (Fig. S7). In 277 

comparison, the proportion of office and administrative support professionals that reported 278 

working outside of the home increased by a much smaller amount, from 61.5% to 66.9% (Fig. 279 

S7). 280 

 281 

Overall, being a K-12 teacher conducting any work outside the home was associated with 282 

higher risk of losing taste/smell (aOR 1.37; 95% CI, 1.13 to 1.65) and receiving a positive 283 

SARS-CoV-2 test (aOR 2.04; 95% CI, 1.67 to 2.48) compared to K-12 teachers working 284 

exclusively from home (Fig. 9). However, we found no differences in the risk of reporting 285 

COVID-19-related outcomes between teachers and office and administrative support 286 

professionals working outside the home (other professions also had similar risk). These trends 287 

held across time periods (Fig. S8; Table S8). Notably, vaccinated teachers working outside the 288 

home were less likely to report COVID-19-related outcomes than unvaccinated teachers 289 

reporting no work outside the home (Fig. S9).  290 

 291 
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 292 

Fig. 9. Risk by occupation and paid work outside the home. Odds ratio of COVID-19-related 293 

outcomes, contrasting office workers not reporting extra-household work for pay to those in other 294 

employment categories not reporting work for pay outside the home (top), and to those reporting work for 295 

pay outside the home (bottom). The middle row shows the odds ratio (i.e., increased risk) within each 296 

category associated with working outside the home compared to no work outside the home. Food service 297 

workers are excluded from this analysis because less than 5% reported working exclusively from home 298 

(Fig. S7). 299 

 300 

Discussion 301 
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In-person schooling increased across the US over the spring semester 2021, a period which 302 

also saw increasing COVID-19 vaccination rates and the spread of SARS-CoV-2 variants. In 303 

this study we show that, despite these changes, associations seen in winter 2020-21 (7) hold: 304 

in-person schooling is associated with increased risk of COVID-19-related outcomes in the 305 

household, but this risk can be reduced or eliminated with implementation of multiple mitigation 306 

measures in schools (Fig. 5, Fig. S5). These findings were consistent across the study period 307 

even as vaccination rates increased, emphasizing the importance of layered mitigation 308 

measures to reduce the risk of transmission in schools. Such measures remain crucial in light of 309 

increased COVID-19 cases due to the Delta variant (3) and the potential for future outbreaks, 310 

and are consistent with CDC guidance (16). 311 

 312 

We also found that changes in in-person schooling and mitigation measures varied between 313 

states and counties, which has likely contributed to heterogeneity in risk. We found that higher 314 

levels of in-person schooling were accompanied by lower levels of mitigation measures (Figs. 315 

1,2,7). We also found that from March to April, and even more so from May to June, vaccination 316 

rates were positively correlated with mitigation measures and inversely correlated with in-person 317 

schooling (Fig. 7). This tendency of communities to eschew both kinds of control may lead to 318 

significant increases in overall COVID-19 risk in these areas.  319 

 320 

We found that being unvaccinated and living with a student engaged in in-person schooling was 321 

associated with the highest risk of reporting COVID-19-related outcomes, while, unsurprisingly, 322 

those reporting two doses of vaccine and no one in the household engaged in in-person 323 

schooling had the lowest risk (Fig. 8a). Even among individuals with two vaccine doses, in-324 

person schooling was associated with significantly increased risk of COVID-19-related 325 

outcomes in household members compared to individuals with no children in in-person 326 
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schooling (Fig. 8c). In other words, our results suggest that even though adult vaccination 327 

substantially reduces the overall risk from living with a child engaged in in-person schooling, the 328 

relative change in risk due to in-person schooling is similar to that seen in the unvaccinated. 329 

 330 

The proportion of teachers working outside the home increased more than any other 331 

professional group over the spring semester 2021 (Fig. S7). Consistent with the in-person 332 

schooling results, K-12 teachers working for pay outside the home were at increased risk of 333 

COVID-19-related outcomes (Fig. 9), although the additional risk was similar to that in other 334 

occupations (Fig. 9). Importantly, vaccinated K-12 teachers working outside the home reported 335 

fewer COVID-19-related outcomes than the unvaccinated not working outside their homes. This 336 

emphasizes the critical role that vaccination can play in a safe return to the classroom for 337 

teachers.  338 

 339 

Furthermore, similar to previous work (7), we found that teacher masking, student masking, 340 

restricted entry, and symptom screens were individually associated with the greatest reduction 341 

in the risk associated with in-person schooling (Fig. 4). We also found a particularly strong 342 

signal for CLI for teacher masking, which may indicate that masks are preventing the spread of 343 

other respiratory infections. In addition, we found that some of the less commonly used 344 

mitigation measures, such as desk shields and closed playgrounds, were associated with 345 

increased risk (Fig. 4). This may reflect reduced utility of these measures and/or a saturation 346 

effect since these are often in place alongside other mitigation approaches. Closed 347 

extracurricular activities were associated with reduced risk of positive tests in both respondents 348 

and family members, but not CLI or loss of taste/smell (Fig. 4, Fig. S4), which could reflect 349 

increased testing in households with students in extracurricular activities. 350 

 351 
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Although our results do not indicate that the rise of the Alpha variant over the study period 352 

changed the risk associated with in-person schooling, there were some unexpected patterns in 353 

the interaction between full-time schooling and variant prevalence, which may reflect a limitation 354 

of the data. As the prevalence of the Alpha variant was increasing in all states over the study 355 

period, as well as within each time strata we investigated, some of this effect may be due to 356 

other time-varying factors that are not captured in the data such as changing compliance with 357 

intervention measures. Additionally, data on variant prevalence was only available at the state-358 

level, which may obscure important county-level differences. 359 

 360 

This study has several additional limitations. The survey data that informed the risk estimates 361 

were self-reported and subject to recall bias. They were also gathered through the Facebook 362 

platform and may not be representative of the underlying populations, though this should be 363 

accounted for at least in part through the survey weights (19). We found that vaccination rates 364 

were higher in the survey data compared to CDC’s reported data (15) (Fig. S1). While CDC’s 365 

reported vaccination data is known to be under-reported, this could also reflect a bias in the 366 

survey data (20). For example, the US CTIS survey may be capturing a more affluent, less rural 367 

population, which could explain in part why we found particularly large differences in the survey 368 

data compared to CDC data in states with large rural populations (Fig. S1b). 369 

 370 

We were also limited by data available to us in the survey or at the county-level. In our analysis 371 

of risk by occupation, we were unable to examine risk by the amount of time spent working 372 

outside of the home. In addition, there may be confounding factors that we were not able to 373 

adjust for, such as community-level vaccination and immunity. Though, additionally adjusting for 374 

cumulative incidence as a proxy for this did not noticeably impact on our results (Fig. S6). We 375 

were also not able to evaluate timing of vaccine doses in relation to COVID-19-related 376 
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outcomes. Thus, it is possible that some of the individuals who received two vaccine doses had 377 

been infected prior to developing immunity. Finally, out of the seven COVID-related outcomes 378 

we measured, none specifically assessed asymptomatic infection. In addition, SARS-CoV-2 test 379 

positivity requires seeking out a test, and CLI is not specific for COVID-19. That our findings 380 

were largely concordant between these varied outcomes supports our overall conclusions. 381 

Some of the differences we did find between CLI and SARS-CoV-2 positive tests could reflect 382 

increases in non-SARS-CoV-2 respiratory infections over the spring semester, as was found in 383 

a study in Hong Kong (21).  384 

 385 

Overall, our findings support previous studies that have shown secondary transmission and 386 

outbreaks associated with in-person schooling and child care (22–26). While there are other 387 

studies that have shown relatively low risk of transmission in schools (27–31), SARS-CoV-2 388 

mitigation measures were in place in each of these settings. Thus, there is abundant evidence 389 

to indicate that in-person schooling plays a role in SARS-CoV-2 transmission, but that this risk 390 

can be mitigated. Despite major changes in in-person schooling behavior and the 391 

epidemiological situation over the course of the spring semester 2021, the apparent relative 392 

risks associated with in person schooling – and the measures that worked to mitigate these 393 

risks – remained mostly the same. Hence, as we confront the current and possible future 394 

COVID-19 epidemics, these results can help guide us as we strive to keep our homes safe 395 

while not sacrificing the education of our children.  396 

 397 

 398 

Materials and Methods 399 

Survey data 400 
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We analyzed survey data collected by the US COVID-19 Trends and Impact Survey (US CTIS). 401 

The US CTIS is administered by the Delphi Group in partnership with Facebook and includes 402 

questions on demographics, symptoms related to COVID-19, positive SARS-CoV-2 test results, 403 

vaccination, and schooling for any children in the household (13); detailed survey 404 

questionnaires are available at (14). The survey employs two-stage sampling (19, 32), and 405 

throughout this study we used the survey weights to adjust for 1) differences between the US 406 

population and US Facebook users, and 2) the propensity of a Facebook user to take the 407 

survey. Our study period encompasses Waves 7-8 and 10-11 of this survey (33), covering the 408 

spring semester of the 2020-21 school year from Jan. 1 to June 12, 2021. Additional details can 409 

be found in the Supplementary Methods. 410 

 411 

Variant Data 412 

Daily state-level SARS-CoV-2 variant data were obtained from outbreak.info (35), which utilizes 413 

data from GISAID (11). This data includes the daily proportion of sequences for each variant. 414 

For each state, a smooth spline with six degrees of freedom was fitted to the combined Alpha 415 

and Delta variant proportion over time. Each survey response was assigned the fitted variant 416 

proportion for their state corresponding to seven days before the survey response date. 417 

 418 

CDC Vaccine Data 419 

Daily county-level vaccination data were obtained from the US Centers for Disease Control and 420 

Prevention (15) on July 14th, 2021. Weekly proportions of individuals in each county that had 421 

received at least one vaccine dose were calculated by taking into account county populations 422 

and percent completeness of the reported CDC data. These data were used in linear regression 423 

and Pearson’s correlation analyses to examine how county-level vaccination rates reported by 424 

the CDC compared with those reported by the Facebook survey respondents living in a 425 
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household with school-aged children. The latter survey data were used as individual-level 426 

covariates to adjust for respondent vaccination status in the analyses described below and in 427 

the Supplementary Methods. 428 

 429 

COVID-19 Case Data 430 

County-level COVID-19 case data were obtained through the Johns Hopkins Center for 431 

Systems Science and Engineering (JHU-CSSE) COVID-19 Dashboard (34). County-week-level 432 

attack rates were calculated as the average 2-week incidence in the past 4 weeks. Attack rates 433 

were calculated by dividing reported COVID-19 cases by 2020 county populations, which were 434 

obtained from the US Census Bureau using the tidycensus package (https://cran.r-435 

project.org/package=tidycensus). Adjustment for attack rates was done based on the log base 2 436 

cases per thousand (i.e., log2([average biweekly attack rate per 1000] + 1)). 437 

 438 

Covariates and Outcomes 439 

In addition to average 2-week incidence in the past 4 weeks, county-level covariates (obtained 440 

from the 2014-2018 American Community Survey using the tidycensus package) included total 441 

population, percent of the population that was white, percent of households with income below 442 

the poverty threshold, a measure of income inequality, and metropolitan type. Individual- and 443 

household-level covariates (obtained from the US CTIS dataset) included gender, age, 444 

occupation, educational level, household size, masking behavior, out-of-state travel, vaccination 445 

with any number of COVID-19 vaccine doses, and whether they reported a visit to a 446 

bar/restaurant/cafe, to an event with more than 10 people, and whether they used public transit. 447 

Primary outcomes included COVID-19 like illness, loss of taste and/or smell, and a positive 448 

SARS-CoV-2 test results in the past 24 hours. Secondary outcomes included CLI in any 449 

household member, contact with a household member who received a positive test result, and a 450 
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positive test result when the test was not indicated. Detailed descriptions of all variables and 451 

outcomes can be found in the Supplementary Methods. 452 

 453 

Analysis 454 

All analyses were conducted using quasibinomial regression accounting for survey weights 455 

using the srvyr package (https://cran.r-project.org/package=srvyr) in the R statistical language. 456 

The overall analysis included adjustments for the baseline covariates described above as well 457 

as full- and part-time in-person schooling status of children living in the household. The analysis 458 

of COVID-19 risk and number of school-based mitigation measures included full- and part-time 459 

in-person schooling variables categorized by number of mitigation measures. The analysis of 460 

individual control measures was restricted to respondents living with children in in-person 461 

schooling and adjusted for baseline covariates as well as each individual school-based 462 

mitigation measure. The analysis of in-person schooling and Alpha/Delta variants included the 463 

baseline covariates, the fitted combined Alpha/Delta variant proportion, and two interaction 464 

terms between variant proportion and each of full- and part-time in-person schooling. The 465 

analyses of in-person schooling and number of vaccine doses included the baseline covariates, 466 

but with vaccination status replaced by the number of COVID-19 vaccine doses. The analysis of 467 

the risk of COVID-19-related outcomes among educational professionals was conducted among 468 

all respondents, regardless of living with a child in in-person schooling, and included baseline 469 

covariates as well as an interaction term between occupation types and an indicator for any paid 470 

work outside the home in the last four weeks. Full details of each analysis including regression 471 

formulas can be found in the Supplementary Methods. 472 

 473 
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