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Abstract

During the COVID-19 pandemic, some countries, such as Australia, China, Iceland, New
Zealand, Thailand and Vietnam, successfully implemented an elimination strategy. Until
June 2021, Atlantic Canada and Canada’s territories had also experienced prolonged peri-
ods with few SARS-CoV-2 community cases. Such regions had a need for epidemiological
models that could assess the risk of SARS-CoV-2 outbreaks, but most existing frameworks
are applicable to regions where SARS-CoV-2 is spreading in the community, and so it
was necessary to adapt existing frameworks to meet this need. We distinguish between
infections that are travel-related and those that occur in the community, and find that
in Newfoundland and Labrador (NL), Nova Scotia, and Prince Edward Island the mean
percentage of daily cases that were travel-related was 80% or greater (July 1, 2020 – May
31, 2021). We show that by December 24, 2021, the daily probability of an Omicron vari-
ant community outbreak establishing in NL was near one, and nearly twice as high as the
previous high, which occurred in September 2021 when the Delta variant was dominant.
We evaluate how vaccination and new variants might affect hypothetical future outbreaks
in Mt. Pearl, NL. Our modelling framework can be used to evaluate alternative plans to
relax public health restrictions when high levels of vaccination are achieved in regions that
have implemented an elimination strategy.

Keywords: Importations; COVID-zero; Elimination; SARS-CoV-2; Atlantic
Canada; COVID-19; Pandemic preparedness; Travel-related; Reopening

Introduction

To manage SARS-CoV-2 infections, countries including Australia, China, Iceland, New
Zealand, Thailand and Vietnam used an elimination approach (also known as a zero-
COVID policy). This two-pronged approach combines strong border control aiming to
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diminish travel-related cases as much as possible, with pharmaceutical (PIs) and non-
pharmaceutical interventions (NPIs) that curtail or completely end community transmis-
sions if border measures fail (Baker et al., 2020a; Heywood and Macintyre, 2020). Elimi-
nation differs from eradication in that its intended region of influence is localised, typically
to the jurisdiction pursuing the goal. This policy was also used in infranational jurisdic-
tions such as Atlantic Canada and Canada’s territories (Bignami, 2021; Contandriopoulos,
2021).

The elimination strategy has had mixed success. Altogether, countries that used it had
less SARS-CoV-2 mortality until the end of 2021; e.g. see Baker et al. (2020b); Nam
et al. (2020). However, there were also issues; for instance, Hong Kong managed very
well through very strict border control, quarantine and NPIs, but did not vaccinate abun-
dantly, which exposed the population to severe disease outcomes when the Omicron vari-
ant emerged (Ma and Parry, 2022). Further, the feasibility and success of an elimination
strategy may depend on variant characteristics, and jurisdictional geographic and social
characteristics (Silver, 2022; Martignoni and Hurford, 2022). In Canada, provinces that ex-
perienced prolonged periods with no SARS-CoV-2 cases in the community are the Atlantic
Provinces (Newfoundland and Labrador (NL), Nova Scotia (NS), Prince Edward Island
(PE), and New Brunswick (NB)), and the Territories in Northern Canada (Nunavut (NU),
Northwest territories (NT), and Yukon (YT)). Other provinces all reported SARS-CoV-2
in their communities consistently from Fall 2020 until the end of 2021, when eligibility for
Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) tests was restricted to a much smaller proportion of
the provincial populations, and substantially impacted reported case numbers.

This highlights some of the success stories of elimination since provinces such as NL,
which implemented border restrictions (Hurford et al., 2021) and NPIs consistent with
an elimination approach (Hurford and Watmough, 2022), also achieved prolonged periods
with no community cases and low SARS-CoV-2 mortality: 19 deaths from the beginning
of the pandemic until December 31, 2021 (Government of Newfoundland and Labrador,
2021) for a provincial population of 522,453 people (Statistics Canada, 2021).

However, the elimination strategy also comes with costs, both societal and economical.
Some argue that the benefit of the strategy far outweighs its cost (Philippe and Marques,
2021) and point out that it was well received by the population (Choi et al., 2021). Others
note the policies impact on mental health (Aknin et al., 2022), leading some to assert that
the costs are more substantial than the benefits, a view widely endorsed by political leaders
in countries and regions that did not use the policy. Both these opinions are most likely
valid in specific locations and for specific periods of time as costs and benefits likely depend
on complex interactions between regional characteristics, public health policy, community
behavioral responses, and variant epidemiological characteristics. As a consequence, it is
important to obtain models providing a satisfactory description of the process.
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In the following, we call an importation an individual who arrives in a jurisdiction from an-
other jurisdiction while infected with the virus. An importation occurs due to the traveller
becoming infected at the point of origin or during travel to their destination. Travel-
related infections consist of both importations and close contacts who become infected by
the infected traveller. A community infection is an infection from an individual with a
travel-related infection to a community member that is not a close contact of the traveller,
or from a community member to another community member. We note that this terminol-
ogy differs from that used in NL Public Service Advisories, which reports cases as ‘related
to international (or domestic) travel’ or ‘close contacts of a known case’. Some community
infections may be travel-related but are not understood to be such as no direct chain of
transmission can be established from a traveller. Travel-related and community cases differ
from infections in that cases are the infections that are reported.

Travel-related and community infections arise through different processes, and therefore
carry different risks and occur at different rates. The rate of arriving imported cases
is dependent on the prevalence of infection at the travellers’ points of origin, the rates of
inbound travel to the local community, and the risk of infection during travel (Russell et al.,
2021). The rate that travel-related cases generate subsequent infections depends on contact
rates with community members and can be curtailed through quarantine (Arino et al.,
2020; Chen et al., 2021; Dickens et al., 2020), but such contact rates may be substantially
higher with individuals that are defined as close contacts of the infected traveller (i.e.,
household members) as compared to members of the wider community. As a consequence,
for regions with few community cases of SARS-CoV-2, it is necessary to distinguish between
importations, close contacts who were infected by an imported infection, and community
infections (see Price et al. 2020 for related comments ).

Here, we develop an approach to estimate the potential future impact of SARS-CoV-2 in
communities that have experienced long periods with no SARS-CoV-2 community cases,
to inform the relaxation of an elimination strategy once community vaccination levels are
high. During the pandemic, new SARS-CoV-2 variants emerged (Otto et al., 2021), and
our framework considers this evolving risk. Our approach uses two models: importations
and community spread, in a pipeline rather than only a single model that couples both.
Our first model describes the probability of a community outbreak, and our second model
assumes that a community outbreak is occurring and considers the number of reported cases
over time for a hypothetical future outbreak. The first model that describes the probability
of a community outbreak is not coupled to the community spread model because for such
coupling community outbreaks might hypothetically begin on any given day, and averages
taken across such outbreaks obscure key information (Juul et al., 2021). Considering a
pipelined uncoupled framework is useful because some decisions that public health officials
make are conditional on whether a community outbreak has been detected (notably the
implementation of NPIs as part of an elimination strategy), while other decisions are better

3

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 18, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.18.22277695doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.18.22277695
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


informed by the average across outbreaks with all possible hypothetical start dates (i.e.,
generally applicable measures, such as provincial mask mandates).

We consider three categories of public health measures: border restrictions, NPIs in the
local community, and vaccination. In July 2021, most Canadians had received at least one
dose of a SARS-CoV-2 vaccine, and there was a need to transition to a sustainable approach
for SARS-CoV-2 management should high immunity levels be maintained. At this time,
continued isolation of regions that implemented elimination strategies might be unrealistic,
particularly given the economic and social impacts of these strategies (Committee for the
Coordination of Statistical Activities, 2021). As a consequence, there is a need to develop
guidelines to advise regions with zero or low SARS-CoV-2 prevalence in exiting elimination
strategies (Lokuge et al., 2021; Open Society Common Purpose Taskforce, 2021). This
remains an important topic even as most Canadian provincial governments have relaxed
COVID-19 control measures. Indeed, vaccine coverage still lags in a large proportion of
the world, and the emergence risk of novel variants remains high (Otto et al., 2021).

Materials and Methods

Data

Our analysis combines data from multiple sources (summarized in Table 1). Data are from
the Public Health Agency of Canada or provincial governments except for travel-related
case data. Some of the data for travel-related cases are from the COVID-19 Canada
Open Data Working Group (CCODWG) (Berry et al., 2020; Berry, 2021), a group of
volunteers who curate data from government and non-government sources. We validate
the CCODWG data (Fig. S1) for NL and NB by comparing to government data from
the Newfoundland and Labrador Centre for Health Information (NLCHI; Health Research
Ethics Board reference number 2021.013), and with our own data curated from public
releases from the Government of New Brunswick (Government of New Brunswick, 2022).
We find that the CCODWG data describing travel-related cases is consistent with travel-
related cases as reported by the NL and NB provincial governments (Figure S1).

All modelling was performed in R (R Core Team, 2022). All publicly available data and
code is archived at https://github.com/ahurford/pandemic-COVID-zero. Parameters
estimates are summarized in Tables 2 and 3 with complete details provided in the Supple-
mentary Material.
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Table 1: Data sources. The line list for CCODWG (Berry et al., 2020) was discontinued on
May 31, 2021, and as such, no data on travel-related cases or cases in close contacts of travellers
are available from CCODWG after this date.

Table 2: Variant parameter estimates.

.

5

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 18, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.18.22277695doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.18.22277695
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Table 3: Parameter estimates to calculate the probability of a community outbreak, S(t) (Equation
4)
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Modelling framework

Central to our approach are two quantities: nj,k(t), the number of travel-related infections,
and pij(t),k(t), the probability that a traveller or their close contacts infects a community
member; both quantities depend on the date t. Travellers and their close contacts are
indexed by their vaccination status, i.e., the number of vaccination doses completed, j
which can be 0, 1, 2, or 3, and the infecting variant, k, referring to the Original (OR),
Alpha (α), Delta (δ), or Omicron (o) variants (BA.1 subvariant). Border control measures
applying to travellers with vaccination status j are described by ij(t), and pit,j,k(t) also
depends on vaccination levels and NPIs in the local community.

Statistical model of imported cases to NL

We used a Poisson regression to model the daily number of imported cases arriving to
NL. Explanatory variables were time series of active cases per 10,000 population for (from
east to west) Nova Scotia, Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta and British
Columbia. Provincial population sizes were based on Statistics Canada (2021) estimates
for the first quarter of 2021. Fitted coefficients were constrained to be non-negative, since it
is not sensible that high infection prevalence in other provinces could reduce the number of
imported cases arriving in NL. No intercept was considered as we assumed no importations
occurred when there were no active cases in Canada.

The probability of a community outbreak

To estimate the probability of a community outbreak arising from an infected traveller, we
first obtain the number of travellers and their close contacts with vaccination status j and
infected with variant k as,

nj,k(t) = (1 + c)D(t)Tj,k(t), (1)

where c is the number of close contacts infected per imported infection, and D(t) is the
number of imported infections reported on date t. We assume all infected travellers are
identified and reported. Equation (1) assumes a similar frequency of vaccination statuses
for travellers and their close contacts, and that the number of close contacts infected from
an infected traveller does not depend on the variant. Given a travel-related infection,
Tj,k(t) is the probability that the traveller has vaccination status j and is infected with
variant k,

Tj,k =
vk(t)x

T
j (t)zj,k∑

j,k vk(t)x
T
j (t)zj,k

, (2)

where xTj (t) is the fraction of travellers with vaccination status j at time t, vk(t) is the
frequency of the variant k at the origin sites of travellers, and zj,k is the probability that
a traveller with vaccination status j is infected with the variant k, where we assume no
changes in zj,k over time, i.e., as might occur due to waning of the vaccination.
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As data on variant frequencies is not reliably available for jurisdictions within Canada,
we parameterize vk(t) as the variant frequency in Canada. To parameterize zj,k(t), we
equate reported vaccine efficacies against symptomatic infection with the probability of
infection (see Table 2). Realistically, vaccines prevent less against infection and transmis-
sion than symptomatic infection, however, data for vaccine efficacies against infection and
transmission are less available.

For each imported infection or their infected close contacts, the probability of transmission
to a community member is,

pij(t),k(t) = mij(t),k(t)ω(t)(xC0 (t) + z1,kx
C
1 (t) + z2,kx

C
2 (t)), (3)

where mij(t),k(t) is the probability that a traveller with vaccination status j infected with
the variant k infects an unvaccinated member of the destination community when the lowest
level of NPIs are in place, ω(t) describes reduction in the probability of infection due to
the level of NPIs in place at time t, and ij(t) describes the border restrictions applying to
a traveller with vaccination status j on date t. The parameterization of mij(t),k(t) is quite
involved, and provided in Table 3) and the Supplementary Material. The fraction of the
community with different vaccination statuses is xCj (t).

As this methodology will be applied to NL until December 24, 2021, and because no third
dose of the vaccine had been administered at the time, we do not consider members of the
local community with three doses of the vaccine. A critical component of our parameter
estimation was to observe that only 1 community outbreak occurred in NL due to the Alpha
variant, and that when the Alpha variant was prevalent, border restrictions for travellers
arriving in NL were unchanging (most travellers were to self-isolate for 14-days).

As such, the estimated probabilities of infection spread from an infected traveller (or their
close contact) to a member of the NL community is based on a concrete observation from
the province where the analysis is to be applied. This parameter estimate is then the basis
for determining the impact of different border restrictions that may involve self-isolation
for less than 14 days and/or completing Rapid Antigen Test (RAT) or Polymerase Chain
Reaction (PCR) tests, which are derived from known properties describing the infection
probability for different days since exposure (Ferretti et al., 2020), and sensitivities of the
tests (Hellewell et al. 2021, see Supplementary Material for complete details).

For the model parameterization, we equate the strictness of local NPIs with Special Mea-
sures Orders in NL for mandatory masking, or NL government recommendations to wear
masks. Many NPIs in the local community, beyond mask wearing, may influence the strict-
ness of NPIs, e.g., capacity limits, but we considered only mask wearing due to a lack of
data to parameterize the effect of other measures, and because sometimes these other NPIs
have applied only to specific regions within NL.

On each date t, the probability that at least one traveller or their infected close contacts
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infects a community member is the probability that no such infections occur for any variants
or traveller vaccination statuses subtracted from 1,

S(t) = 1 −
∏
j,k

(1 − pij(t),k(t))
nj,k(t). (4)

This quantity, S(t), describes the daily probability that a community outbreak of SARS-
CoV-2 may begin in a region that is not currently experiencing a community outbreak.
Quantifying SARS-CoV-2 risks in regions that do not have SARS-CoV-2 community cases
was an area of need during the first 18 months of the COVID-19 pandemic. Equation 4 has
the form of a multivariate geometric distribution; however, related questions can be con-
sidered using analogous formulations based on a multinomial distribution, i.e., to calculate
the expected number of community infections from a traveller or their close contacts, and
a negative binomial distribution when considering super-spreading events.

Infection spread in vaccinated communities

A second aspect of quantifying SARS-CoV-2 risk in regions that do not have community
cases, is to understand, ‘if a community outbreak is established, how will the number of
cases change over time, and how many cases will occur in the outbreak?’ To illustrate this
modelling for a region that had few community cases of SARS-CoV-2, we again consider
NL. In NL, through to December 15, 2021, the largest community outbreak of SARS-CoV-2
occurred from February 1 to 27, 2021, with spread predominately in the Mt. Pearl region
(in the greater St. John’s area), and due to the Alpha variant.

We fit a stochastic Susceptible-Infected-Recovered (SIR) model (see Supplementary Ma-
terial for details) by calibration to the data describing the daily new reported cases, and
their symptom onset dates, for cases identified as belonging to the Mt. Pearl outbreak.
These fitted parameters are the basis to explore the dynamics of a hypothetical future
outbreak in Mt. Pearl, NL. In response to the Mt. Pearl outbreak, on February 10, 2021
the province implemented its strictest level of NPIs (Alert level 5) in the St. John’s region.
For comparison, future scenarios retain this pattern of NPI implementation, although it
is possible to explore scenarios without this assumption. We consider future scenarios
where vaccination levels may have changed, and where a different variant may cause the
outbreak. For simplicity in interpreting the results of vaccination scenarios, we assume
that all individuals in the community are either unvaccinated or have had two doses of
vaccine.

Results

From July 1, 2020 to May 31, 2021, most of the SARS-CoV-2 cases reported in Atlantic
Canada and Canada’s territories were travel-related (Figure 1). The period prior to July 1,
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Figure 1: In Atlantic Canada and Canada’s territories, from July 1, 2020 to May 31,
2021, most SARS-CoV-2 cases were importations and close contacts of these travellers.
A-F: Imported cases (dark shading, solid line), their close contacts (medium shading, dashed line),
and community cases (light shading, no line) with the vertical axis limit as 20% more than the
maximum number of reported weekly travel-related cases so that brief periods of large community
outbreaks do not dominate the graphs. G: Percentage of reported daily cases that are travel-related
with the median shown as a large semi-transparent circle. H: Total number of imported cases and
their close contacts (July 1, 2020 – May 31, 2021).
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Figure 2: The daily number of imported cases to NL (reported by NLCHI for March
15, 2020-December 24, 2021) is reliably predicted as 0.105 times the number of active
cases per 10,000 population in NS. This relationship was determined by using the publicly
available CCODWG data (curation of these data ended on May 31, 2021), but still the relationship
validates well with the NLCHI data which spans a longer time period and includes importation of
the Omicron variant.

2020 was not considered because very few cases of any type were reported during this time.
Notable differences that occur between these jurisdictions are that a much lower percentage
of daily reported cases were travel-related in NB (mean = 13%, median = 37%), NT (mean
= 0%, median = 13%) and YT (mean = 0%, median = 30%), as compared to NL (mean =
100%, median = 77%), NS (mean = 80%, median = 62%), and PE (mean = 100%, median
= 91%) (Figure 1G). The total number of imported cases (and their close contacts reported
in parenthesis) from July 1, 2020 to May 31, 2021 also differed between jurisdictions with
NL: 259 (159); NS: 239 (281); and NB: 204 (302), having reported at least 2.75 times more
travel-related cases than PE: 112 (40); and the YT: 12 (18); and NT: 10(6) having reported
very few travel-related cases at all (Figure 1H). Other Canadian provinces and Nunavut
(NU) were not considered because travel-related case data was not reliably reported for
these jurisdictions.

We found that the number of importations to NL was predicted as 0.105 times the number
of active cases per 10,000 population in NS (Figure 2). Estimated coefficients for the
contribution of other provinces to the prediction of imported cases to NL were not different
than zero.

The probability at least one infection spreads from a traveller or their close contacts to
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Figure 3: The probability of a community outbreak in NL rises sharply in mid-
December 2021 due to high numbers of imported cases and low vaccine efficacy for
NL community members with two doses of vaccine exposed to the Omicron BA.1 vari-
ant. A: Variant frequency, vk(t). B: Vaccination levels for Canada, xTj (t) (shaded), and NL, xCj (t)
(lines). C: Imported cases, D(t). D: The probability a traveller or their close contact infects an
unvaccinated NL community member with the Omicron BA.1 variant, pij(t),o when NPIs are at
their lowest level (for other variants, see Figure S2). E: The probability that at least one infected
traveller or their close contacts infects an NL community member, S(t) (black - equation 4; with
the variant-specific probability shown with colours). The timing of actual community outbreaks
with more than 5 cases are shown along the bottom bar. Grey dashed vertical lines show July 1,
2022, when the NL relaxed border restrictions and reopened to Canadian travellers.
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an NL community member (as calculated by Equation (4)) is near 1 by December 24,
2021 (Figure 3E). At this time, a community outbreak involving the Omicron variant was
already occurring, with the first Omicron variant case reported in St. John’s on December
15, 2021. The high risk of a community outbreak from mid-December onward was due
to both the high number of imported cases (Figure 3C) and the reduced efficacy of two
vaccine doses in protecting the NL community from infection with the Omicron variant
(Figure 3D). The probability that at least one infection spread to the NL community from
a travel-related infection on December 24, 2021, was approximately 2 times higher than
the previous high value, which occurred in September 2021 when the Delta variant was
dominant (Figure 3A), and after the province relaxed entry requirements for Canadian
travellers on July 1, 2021 (Table 3).

The stochastic SIR model (Figure 4A, green lines and shading) shows close agreement with
the data from the Mt. Pearl, NL outbreak in February, 2021 (Figure 4A, green dots). When
the Mt. Pearl outbreak occurred few community members were vaccinated, such that all
the scenarios shown in Figure 4A assume a fully susceptible community. Our estimation
of the relative transmissibility of variants found that in a fully susceptible community,
the Alpha and the Omicron variants (specifically, the BA.1 subvariant) have similar net
reproduction numbers (see the Supplementary Material for the derivation). The Delta
variant is much more transmissible in a fully susceptible community than other variants
(see Table 2), such that a hypothetical Delta variant outbreak in a fully susceptible Mt.
Pearl, NL community (Figure 4A, blue line) cannot be completely shown given the y-axis
limits that were set to emphasize the actual Mt. Pearl Alpha variant outbreak.

We note that Figure 4A does not consider the arrival of imported cases. This is because the
Mt. Pearl data was strictly for cases known to belong to this outbreak and therefore does
not include imported cases and any subsequent infections that could occur. The Omicron
variant emerged only after NL had reopened to Canadian travellers, and realistically a
hypothetical Omicron variant community outbreak might also consider the increased im-
portation rate that would occur with high Omicron prevalence in Canada and no border
restrictions for travellers arriving to NL, as was the case since early 2022. Using the same
rationale as was used to derive Equation 4, but instead calculating the expected number of
infections spread from an infected traveller (or their close contacts) to an NL community
member, we estimate 0.014 such infections, on average, per day for the Alpha variant for
February 1-27, 2021, and 5.33 such infections for the Omicron variant on December 24,
2021.

The number of cases reported in the Mt. Pearl outbreak was 472 (Figure 4B, green dashed
line). This outbreak was assumed to occur when community members were fully suscepti-
ble to infection. For other variants the total number of reported cases after 27 days (the
duration of the Mt. Pearl outbreak) when the community is fully susceptible are: Original
variant (161); Delta (4400); and Omicron variant (437). We assumed that community
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Figure 4: Epidemiological model fit and hypothetical future variant and vaccination
scenarios for Mt. Pearl, NL. In A) the lines show the mean of 100 stochastic simulations and
the shaded region shows the range. The Mt. Pearl, NL, outbreak was due to the Alpha variant
and the y-axis limits were selected to show the Alpha variant (green line) and the Mt. Pearl data
(A. green dots), which meant that large values for Delta variant scenarios are truncated from the
graph. Not shown is that the peak number of reported daily new cases for the Delta variant is 479.
In B) vaccination scenarios assume community members are either unvaccinated or vaccinated with
2 doses. The values are the mean of 100 simulations. Not shown due to the graph truncation is that
after 27 days of a Delta outbreak in a fully unvaccinated community we estimate 4400 reported
cases. For Parameter estimates see Table 2 and for model details see the Supplementary Material.
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members could be either unvaccinated or have two doses of vaccine. The effect of vaccina-
tion is to substantially reduce the number of reported cases in the outbreak after 27 days
for all variants except the Omicron variant (Figure 4B). As the Omicron variant has low
vaccine efficacy for community members with two doses of vaccine, the number of reported
cases after 27 days for an outbreak of the Omicron variant decreases only very slightly as
the community is increasingly more vaccinated (Figure 4B, red line).

Discussion

In regions that have extended periods with few community cases of SARS-CoV-2, for
example, regions that effectively implement an elimination strategy, travel-related cases are
a high proportion of reported cases (Arino et al., 2021; Godin et al., 2021), and modelling
importations is particularly important; e.g., Zhang et al. (2022). Here, we extend such
importation modelling to incorporate border restrictions, community vaccination levels,
and NPIs into the risk assessment frameworks for regions with few community SARS-
CoV-2 infections.

Atlantic Canada and Canada’s territories experienced few SARS-CoV-2 cases prior to
June 2021, however, there were some differences between these jurisdictions. NT and YT
reported few travel-related cases. NL, NS, and NB reported similar numbers of travel-
related cases, but NB reported a much lower percentage of daily cases that were travel-
related (Figure 1). Finally, while NL and NS had similar epidemiology until May 31, 2021,
during this time NL had enacted strict travel restrictions (Hurford et al., 2021), while NS
enacted an extensive community testing program (Johnson-León et al., 2021). The YT
implemented strict travel restrictions, but experienced an outbreak of the Gamma variant
that overwhelmed hospital capacity (McPhee-Knowles et al., 2022).

We considered a statistical model describing the daily number of reported importations
arriving in NL. During the pandemic response it was helpful to use this approach to forecast
importations so that future risk could be assessed using Equation 4. That was not done
in this manuscript because such an exercise would never be current, but this could be
valuable to assess the threat of a new variant, or the impacts of waning immunity in the
future.

We applied our framework (Equation 4) to inform the potential for community outbreaks in
NL. The estimated risk is broadly consistent with the timing of actual community outbreaks
in NL (Figure 3). There was an elevated risk of community outbreaks in NL after reopening
began on July 1, 2021 (Figure 3); however, community outbreaks of the Delta variant were
controlled due to high vaccination levels and vaccine efficacy, and stringent regional NPIs
in place during that time (Figure 3E). In mid-December 2021, the NL community was
vulnerable to a community outbreak of SARS-CoV-2, and this was due to the easing of
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public health restrictions since July 1, 2021 (3), and the low efficacy of two vaccine doses
against the Omicron variant.

Our analysis considers only known travel-related infections, such that estimates per infected
traveller equate to per known infected traveller. In NL, for the pandemic until July 1,
2021, testing of arriving travellers was intensive (owing to few ports of entry, reduced travel
volumes (Hurford et al., 2021), testing requirements for rotational workers, and requests for
travellers potentially exposed during inbound flights to report for asymptomatic testing).
This intensive testing, combined with few occurrence of community cases, suggests that a
high proportion of imported cases were detected in NL during this time.

The main limitation of our analysis is parameter estimation. It is difficult to estimate the
change in relative transmissibility due to a new variant because these data are estimated in
different regions (or pooled across regions), and as the susceptible population changes owing
to vaccination and infection during the time period that the estimation is made. Vaccine
efficacies are estimated in specific populations, and application to other regions assumes
no differences in population structure with regard to age and immunity, and does not
estimate protection against infection and onward transmission, which is a critical parameter
for epidemiological models. Finally, the impact of NPIs on transmission is difficult to
assess, and how the effectiveness of NPIs is impacted by new variant characteristics is
unknown.

Our work was motivated by a need for regions that successfully implemented an elimina-
tion strategy during the first 18 months of the COVID-19 pandemic to quantify the risk of
SARS-CoV-2 spread in their communities, and from a need for guidelines to exit an elim-
ination strategy when high vaccination levels have been achieved to be developed. While
guidelines for reopening have been developed by many jurisdictions, those using criteria
expressed as the number of observed community cases (Anderson et al., 2021; Nali et al.,
2021) are not helpful for regions that are reopening when there are few community cases.
There is a need to communicate reasonable expectations to the public in regions where
elimination has been implemented, as relaxation of measures might have little or no im-
pact on the epidemics when infection prevalence is already high (Russell et al., 2021; Chen
et al., 2020), but might well bring risk to populations with zero or low COVID-19 preva-
lence (Russell et al., 2021; Chen et al., 2020; Arino et al., 2021), even when measures are
carefully and reasonably relaxed, and particularly if the prevalence of variants of concern
is higher outside the jurisdiction than in (Wells et al., 2020; Grépin et al., 2021).

Prior to May 31, 2021, Atlantic Canada and Canada’s territories had experienced prolonged
periods with few community SARS-CoV-2 cases. In this manuscript, we characterize dif-
ferences within these jurisdictions, and distinguish between travel-related and community
cases (Figure 1). We illustrate a type of epidemic modelling that is useful in these regions.
This framework extends importation modelling such that border restrictions, variants, NPIs
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and vaccination in the local community are considered. Additionally, hypothetical future
outbreaks are considered by simulating variant and vaccination scenarios. Our framework
can be used to inform the risk associated with different candidate reopening plans when
vaccination levels are high in regions that have experienced prolonged periods with few
SARS-CoV-2 cases, and help inform plans to exit an elimination strategy.
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Supplementary Material

Validation of the CCODWG data

The COVID-19 Canada Open Data Working Group (CCODWG) (Berry et al., 2020; Berry,
2021) is a group of volunteers who curate data from government and non-government
sources. Data from the CCODWG line list are the basis of Figure 1. To validate these
data we compared the reported number of imported cases in the CCODWG data for
Newfoundland and Labrador (NL) and data from the Newfoundland and Labrador Centre
for Health Information (NLCHI).

Additionally, we compared the reported number of imported cases in the CCODWG data
for New Brunswick (NB) with the same data reported from News Releases from the Gov-
ernment of New Brunswick (Government of New Brunswick, 2022). Each news release has
a ‘new cases’ section that specifies the number of new cases and whether they are travel-
related (which we define as an imported case in this manuscript), contacts of previously
confirmed cases, or under investigation. For the most part, cases that are labelled ‘under
investigation’ are not travel-related, since travel-related cases are quickly apparent. The
news releases refer to the cases of the previous day and are recorded as occurring on the
previous date. There is frequently a 1-day offset with the CCODWG data for this reason
(corrected for in Figure S1).

Figure S1 shows that the CCODWG data validates well with government data. Figure
S1A and C show few differences between the CCOWDG data (lines) and the government
data (shading). For both NL and NB over 60% of the daily reported number of imported
cases are identical for both the CCOWDG data and the government’s data (Figure S1 B
and D).

Additional details for Table 2

Campbell et al. (2021) reports the Alpha variant (B.1.1.7) and the Delta variants (B.1.617.2)
as having effective reproduction numbers 29% and 97% greater than non-variants of inter-
est or concern, respectively (bOV,α = 1.29 and bOV,δ = 1.97) (pooled estimate for reported
case data from 15 countries to July 3, 2021). It should be noted that these estimates reflect
the change in the effective reproduction number for these variants of concern in populations
with some immunity, and not in a fully susceptible population. To estimate the change in
the net reproduction number (i.e., in fully susceptible population), we consider the amount
of vaccination at a reference date corresponding to the data collection period reported in
Campbell et al. (2021). We do not consider infection-derived immunity in our calculations
as vaccine-derived immunity is a more substantial source of immunity, but we note that
this is a simplification.

The Delta variant was still relatively recently emerged when data collection ended on July
3, 2021 for the Campbell et al. (2021) analysis, and so we consider June 1, 2021, as the
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Figure S1: The daily number of imported cases reported in the CCODWG line list for
NL and NB agrees with the number of imported cases reported by the NL and NB
governments. A: The CCOWDG daily reported importations for NL (orange line) compared to
NLCHI data (orange shading). B: Frequency histogram of reported importations for NL: CCOWDG
value - NLCHI values (July 1, 2020 – May 31, 2021). C: The CCOWDG daily reported importations
for NB (black line) compared to NB government reports (grey shading) D: Frequency histogram of
reported importations for NB: CCOWDG value - NB government reported value (January 1, 2021
– May 31, 2021).

reference date. The relationship between the effective reproduction number (considering
vaccine-derived immunity), and the net reproduction number (in a fully susceptible popu-
lation) for the variant, k, is assumed to be,

Rkt = Rk0S
k
t where Skt = (x0 + (1 − z1,k)x1 + (1 − z2,k)x2), (5)

where xj is the fraction of individuals with j doses of vaccine, which for this calculation is
taken on the reference date, and where zj,k is the vaccine efficacy for the vaccination status,
j, and the variant, k. Vaccine efficacies describe the prevention of symptomatic infection,
which we equate with preventing infection owing to limited data for the latter.

Noting that our values quoted from Campbell et al. (2021) are pooled estimates for 15
countries, we consider worldwide vaccination levels (Mathieu et al., 2021) on the reference
date, June 1, 2021:

SOV01−06−2021 = 0.89 + (1 − z1,OV )0.05 + (1 − z2,OV )0.06 = 0.920,
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Sα01−06−2021 = 0.89 + (1 − z1,α)0.05 + (1 − z2,α)0.06 = 0.920,

Sδ01−06−2021 = 0.89 + (1 − z1,δ)0.05 + (1 − z2,δ)0.06 = 0.923,

where having one dose of vaccine is equated with being partially vaccinated. Noting that,
given our assumptions,

Rα01−06−2021

ROV01−06−2021

= bOV,α and
Rδ01−06−2021

ROV01−06−2021

= bOV,δ,

and substituting Equation 5, then:

Rα0 = 1.29ROV0 and Rδ0 = 1.97ROV0 .

The World Health Organization Weekly Epidemiological update for March 22, 2022, states
that Omicron has an effective reproduction number that is 85% greater than the Delta
variant (bδ,o = 1.85) under the assumption of equal generation times. Our analysis considers
the BA.1 subvariant of Omicron, and so we consider February 1, 2022, as our reference
date since the BA.1 variant was prevalent at this time. Using the same methodology as
the previous calculations,

Sδ01−02−2022 = 0.39 + (1 − z1,δ)0.08 + (1 − z2,δ)0.53 = 0.494

So01−02−2022 = 0.39 + (1 − z1,o)0.08 + (1 − z2,o)0.53 = 0.952

Then,
Ro01−02−2022

Rδ01−02−2022

= bδ,o,

such that,

Ro0 = ROV0

1.29 × 1.85 × 0.494

0.952
= 1.24ROV0 .

These calculations suggest that in a fully susceptible population the Delta variant is the
most transmissible (97% higher net reproduction number than the Original variant), and
the Omicron BA.1 variant is the least transmissible (24% higher net reproduction number
than the Original variant), however, given worldwide vaccination levels on February 1, 2021,
the Omicron variant is much more transmissible owing to much higher vaccine efficacies
for the Delta variant relative to the Omicron variant.
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Additional details for Table 3

To parameterize the probability that a traveller infects a community member, we note that
from March 15, 2020 to July 1, 2021, border restrictions and community NPIs in NL saw
limited changes, while vaccination levels in the NL community were low for most of this
period. In NL during this time there was one community outbreak of the Alpha variant
that occurred in Mt. Pearl in February 2021. This observation allows us to estimate
the probability of a community outbreak under these reference conditions: all travellers
are required to isolate for 14 days; mandatory maskwearing/high community NPIs; no
community vaccination, and the Alpha variant. Next, we estimate how many travellers
arrived in NL while infected with the Alpha variant.

Multiplying the daily reported number of imported cases to NL by the estimated daily
frequency of the Alpha variant in Canada, we estimate that 119 travellers infected with the
Alpha variant arrived in NL over the entire study period (March 15, 2020 to December 24,
2021). For all travellers and variants, over the entire study period, each infected traveller
generated a mean of c = 0.25 infections among close contacts (estimated from NLCHI
data). Finally, we assumed that NPIs in place during this time decreased transmission by
50% (see below for details). Therefore, we estimate one community outbreak of the Alpha
variant occurs per 119(1+0.25)/0.5 = 298 travellers or their close contacts, when travellers
were required to self-isolate for 14 days, assuming the NL community is unvaccinated, and
when few NPIs are in place. Accordingly, we estimate m0j ,α = (1 outbreak)/298 = 0.0034.
The subscript 0j refers to re-opening step 0, whereby travellers of all vaccination statuses,
j, were required to self-isolate for 14 days, and the subscript α notes that this calculation
is for the α variant. To consider different variants, we multiply m0j ,α by a correction factor
based on the values in Table 2, and as illustrated in Table 3.

Next, we should consider how to adjust m0j ,α for different reopening steps, which involved
travellers self-isolating for periods of shorter than 14 days, and exiting self-isolation condi-
tional on negative Rapid Antigen Test (RAT) or Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) test
results.

To determine the impact of shorter duration self-isolation on the probability of a community
outbreak, we ask, ‘how much potential infectivity remains if an individual leaves self-
isolation after n days?’ This depends on when the traveller was infected, and here we
assume the number of days since infection of the arriving traveller is uniformly distributed
between 0 to 10 days ago.

Infectivity as a function of days since exposure is based on Ferretti et al. (2020) who
reports that the generation interval for the Original variant follows a Weibull distribution
with shape parameter equal to 2.83 and scale parameter equal to 5.67 (mean value of 5
days between infections). Summing this distribution for days since exposure from 0 to
10 gives a value near 1, meaning that after 10 days of self-isolation, there is a negligible
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chance of transmitting an infection. If an individual self-isolates for 8 days, assuming the
uniform distribution of days since exposure at the beginning of self-isolation, then at exit
from self-isolation the individual’s days since exposure is uniformly distributed from 8 to
18 days. Summing the generation interval over these values gives 0.11, which we interpret
to mean that 8-day self-isolation increases the probability of a community infection by 11%
relative to a 10 days or longer self-isolation. The impact of self-isolation periods of other
durations are calculated similarly.

If a PCR test is required to exit self-isolation, then we consider the probability of a false
negative (the test sensitivity) as based on Figure 3B in Hellewell et al. (2021):

1 − [0, 0.19, 0.39, 0.58, 0.77, 0.73, 0.68, 0.64, 0.59, 0.55, 0.5]

where these values correspond to 0 to 10 days since exposure. We assume the PCR test
occurs on the day before exiting self-isolation.

On December 21, 2021, travellers with two doses of vaccine entering NL were required to
self-isolate for 5 days and complete a RAT on each of these days. Our study period ends
on December 24, 2021, since due to a rapid rise in infection, case data is less reliable after
this date. Therefore, no individuals subject to these restrictions left self-isolation during
the study period, and we assume the impact of these restrictions is mainly due to the
self-isolation of travellers that arrived on December 21, 2021.

The frequency of SARS-CoV-2 variants at the travellers’ points of origin vk(t) is assumed to
be the variant frequency in Canada. The proportion of travellers with a given vaccination
status, xTj (t), is assumed to be equal to the frequency of the different vaccination statuses in
Canada. As variant and vaccination data were reported weekly, we used linear interpolation
to infer daily values.

We assume that mandatory masking in the community reduces the probability of infection
by 50%. We assume that when masks are not mandatory, but are recommended by the
government, that the probability of infection is reduced by 25%, each relative to the lowest
level of NPIs. We equate the strictness of NPIs in the NL community with periods of
mandatory mask wearing or mask recommendations, which is an oversimplification and
only captures the impact of NPIs on infection spread very generally.

Stochastic SIR model

A stochastic Susceptible-Infected-Recovered (SIR) model was calibrated to fit the Mt.
Pearl, NL outbreak data. The stochastic SIR model is a Markov chain for the time interval
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Figure S2: Probability pit,j,k(t) of a community outbreak arising from a traveller, given
the border control and community measures in place at the time, it, where the traveller
has vaccination status j and is infected with variant k, considering vaccination levels in
the Newfoundland and Labrador community at time, t. Values are not shown prior to April
1, 2021 since the only change was from no mask requirements to mandatory masking beginning on
August 24, 2020 and ending on August 10, 2021.
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(t, t+ ∆t] the transition probabilities are:

Pr
((

∆Ir(t),∆Iu(t)
)

= (u, v)
∣∣ (Ir(t), Iu(t)

))
=

πβ(t)(Iu(t) + Ir(t)κ)∆t+ o(∆t) (u, v) = (1, 0)

(1 − π)β(t)(Iu(t) + Ir(t)κ)∆t+ o(∆t) (u, v) = (0, 1)

γIr(t)∆t+ o(∆t) (u, v) = (−1, 0)

γIu(t)∆t+ o(∆t) (u, v) = (0,−1)

1 − β(t)
(
Iu(t) + Ir(t)κ

)
∆t

−γ
(
Iu(t) + Ir(t)

)
∆t+ o(∆t) (u, v) = (0, 0)

o(∆t) otherwise.

where Ir(t) and Iu(t) are the number of reported and unreported cases actively infected
at time t, respectively. The probability that an infection is reported is π (assumed to be
0.6). Infections that are reported may self-isolate and this reduces overall transmission by
κ (assumed to be 0.5). The recovery rate from infection is γ (assumed to be 1/10 days).
The transmission rate is β(t) and is assumed to decrease from β0 to a1β0 after some time
t∗ (assumed to be 10 days after the outbreak begins). We assume the change in β(t) occurs
gradually, at an exponentially decreasing rate, with coefficient a2, such that,

β(t) =

{
β0 if 0 < t ≤ t∗,

β0
(
a1 + (1 − a1) exp(−a2(t− t∗))

)
if t > t∗.

Our model can be expressed as a multivariate counting process N(t) with exponential
inter-arrival times and intensity,

λ(t) =


πβ(s)

(
N2(t) −N4(t) + κ

(
N1(t) −N3(t)

))
(1 − π)β(s)

(
N2(t) −N4(t) + κ

(
N1(t) −N3(t)

))
γ
(
N1(t) −N3(t)

)
γ
(
N2(t) −N4(t)

)


where Nj(t), j = 1, 2, 3, 4 are the counts up to time t of reported infections, unreported
infections, and individuals recovered from the reported and unreported groups, respec-
tively.

We do not consider the number of susceptible individuals as a dynamic variable since for
the application of this model to regions that have few community cases of SARS-CoV-2 it is
likely that the outbreak infects only a very small fraction of the population. Therefore, the
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number of susceptible individuals is relatively unchanging. We assume that the outbreak
is relatively short and that vaccination levels do not change during the outbreak.

Parameter values for the calibrated fit are β0 = 0.35, a1 = 0.4 and a2 = 0.2.

The effect of different variants was considered by multiplying β0 by the appropriate values
given in Table 2. The effect of vaccination was considered by multiplying β0 by x0 +x2z2,k
where x0 is the fraction of the population that is unvaccinated, x2 is the fraction of the pop-
ulation that is fully vaccinated (assumed to be 1−x0), and z2,k is the efficacy of two doses
of vaccine against symptomatic infection (assumed to be equivalent to infection; see Table
2). Only the β0 parameter was changed for the different hypothetical outbreaks.
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NL reopening plan: Together.Again

Table S1: NL’s reopening plan: Together.Again. Table 3 describes the actual course of reopening
in NL, which deviated from the reopening plan.

9

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

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 18, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.18.22277695doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.18.22277695
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

