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Abstract
Purpose  Residents in nursing homes for the elderly (NH) are at high risk for death from COVID-19. We investigated whether 
repeated non-mandatory RT-PCR SARS-CoV-2 surveillance of NH staff and visitors reduces COVID-19 incidence rates in 
NH residents and allows to reduce visiting restrictions.
Methods  This pilot study at the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic compared a surveillance approach of regular, twice-
weekly voluntary PCR testing of health-care workers (HCW) and visitors in interventional NH (INH) with a setting without 
regular testing in control NH (CNH). Residents were not tested routinely within this study. Testing was performed in a mobile 
testing site with same-day result reporting. SARS-CoV-2 incidence among residents in both INH and CNH was the primary 
endpoint; secondary endpoints being SARS-CoV-2 infection among visitors and HCW in INH.
Results  Two INH and two CNH participated between October and December, 2020. At INH1, 787 tests of HCW and 350 
tests of visitors were performed, accounting for 18.1% (n = 1930) of visits. At INH2, 78 tests of HCW and 372 tests of visi-
tors were done, i.e., 30.5% (n = 1220) of visits. At the two INH 23 HCW and three visitors tested positive for SARS-CoV-2. 
COVID-19 outbreaks occurred among residents in INH1 (identified through study testing) and in CNH1. Utilization of 
voluntary testing was low.
Conclusion  In a real-world setting without available rapid testing, voluntary RT-PCR SARS-CoV-2 testing of HCW and 
visitors does not prevent COVID-19 outbreaks in NH. Complete, non-selective testing for these groups should be instituted 
before visiting restrictions can be reduced.
Trial registration  The study has been registered at ClinicalTrials.gov with the identifier: NCT04933981.
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Introduction

The COVID-19 pandemic continues to cause an unprece-
dented burden for health-care systems worldwide due to high 
levels of morbidity and mortality [1]. In particular, residents 
in nursing homes for the elderly (NH) are a high-risk popula-
tion for an untoward course of COVID-19 [2, 3]. It is esti-
mated that almost half of all COVID-19 deaths worldwide 

occurred in NH residents [4]. Outbreaks in NH have led to 
a case fatality of up to 32% and a sixfold excess mortality 
compared with the pre-pandemic period [5]. SARS-CoV-2 
may be transmitted to NH residents via asymptomatic or oli-
gosymptomatic infected health-care workers (HCW) and vis-
itors [6]. Therefore, at the beginning of the COVID-19 pan-
demic, visits to NH were largely suspended in Germany with 
broad psychological and social constraints for NH residents 
[7]. Surveillance strategies were implemented, but did not 
prevent COVID-19 outbreaks successfully [8, 9]. PCR test-
ing of HCW and visitors has been suggested a safe approach 
to prevent outbreaks in NH, because an asymptomatic per-
son with a negative PCR test may not transmit SARS-CoV-2 
for up to 72 h post-sampling [10, 11]. However, PCR testing 
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can have a substantial turnaround time from swab to report-
ing of the result. Besides, testing capacity is often limited 
[12]. Meanwhile, point-of-care rapid antigen tests (POCT) 
became available as standard method for entry policy in NH 
and other facilities, while PCR remains the gold standard for 
reliable diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2 [13].

At the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic, when 
POCT were not available, we hypothesized that offering 
repeated rapid turnaround PCR surveillance to NH staff and 
visitors may reduce incidence in NH residents and subse-
quently allows to reduce visiting restrictions. We addressed 
this hypothesis by accompanying a regional pilot study of a 
mobile testing site (MTS) in nursing homes.

Methods

Study design

The study compared an approach of regular (i.e., two-to-
three times weekly) and voluntary, i.e., non-mandatory, 
on-site testing of HCW and visitors (interventional nursing 
homes; INH) with the routine setting without frequent regu-
lar testing (control nursing homes; CNH).

Residents were not tested as part of this study. When there 
was a medical indication for SARS-CoV-2 testing such as 
symptoms compatible with COVID-19, testing was per-
formed by local health authorities. The pre-specified obser-
vational period was planned to span from early October 2020 
to mid-December 2020 at maximum.

We evaluated the occurrence of symptomatic SARS-
CoV-2 incidence among residents in both INH and CNH as 
primary endpoint (with an outbreak defined as occurrence 
of ≥ 1 SARS-CoV-2-infected resident in a timely and situa-
tional context). Secondary endpoints were (1) SARS-CoV-2 
infections, both asymptomatic and symptomatic, among visi-
tors in INH and (2) SARS-CoV-2 infections, both asympto-
matic and symptomatic, among HCW in INH.

We added the following post hoc exploratory descriptive 
analyses: (1) Ct values in RT-PCR samples to compare sen-
sitivity of SARS-CoV-2 PCR and POCT. A Ct value of 27 in 
RT-PCR was set as cut-off for secure detection by POCT as 
described before [14]. (2) Overall mortality, COVID-19-re-
lated mortality defined as death while infected with SARS-
CoV-2, and excess mortality were assessed by comparing 
NH mortality data of the same period in the previous year.

Nursing homes and infection control policy

NH in Cologne were selected for study inclusion by number 
of residents and willingness to take part, either as control 
nursing home (CNH) or interventional nursing home (INH). 
INH and CNH were group-matched according to number of 

residents and facility size. Four NH participated in the study, 
each two INH—INH1 with 180 residents and INH2 with 
80 residents; and two CNH—CNH1 with 176 residents and 
CNH2 with 85 residents. In the INHs and CNHs, 335 and 
425 permanent personnel were employed and provided care 
and supporting services for 260 and 261 residents, respec-
tively. We assumed that a dense testing interval of HCW 
and visitors (two-to-three times weekly) is able to detect 
a potential SARS-CoV-2 infection early. All entry/access 
precautions for NH visitors were implemented according to 
state law [15, 16]. Upon entering a NH, wearing PPE includ-
ing surgical or FFP2-masks were mandatory for employees 
and visitors. During the observational period, visits were 
only allowed for 30 min per day in a visiting area, not in an 
NH resident’s room. We addressed these restrictions in our 
tested population as follows: for INH visitors tested SARS-
CoV-2 negative via PCR up to 72 h ago, visiting times were 
expanded from 30 min per day up to 4 h and visits inside 
the residents’ private rooms were allowed as well as PPE 
reduction to FFP-masks only, i.e., without full body PPE.

Mobile testing site (MTS)

The MTS is a vehicle provided and equipped by the Univer-
sity Hospital of Cologne (UHC) as part of the UHC COVID-
19 rapid response infrastructure [17].

Every participating HCW and visitor was registered via 
the “UHC Corona Web Tool” (Healex GmbH, Cologne, 
Germany), a browser-based smartphone application that, 
among other functions, records recent history of symptoms 
and includes an informed consent form for anonymous data 
utilization [18]. During the login process, personal data are 
entered, and a QR code is created to register an individual 
into the UHC electronic patient chart (ePA) (ORBIS®, 
Dedalus Healthcare Group, Bonn, Germany) and allow auto-
mated test result delivery via text message.

After registration, a combined naso-oropharyngeal (NOP) 
swab for SARS-CoV-2 detection was performed (Fig. 1).

Laboratory testing

All samples collected during a given testing day were 
transferred to the UHC virology laboratory and processed 
immediately. SARS-CoV-2 RNA detection in combined 
NOP swabs of asymptomatic individuals was performed 
with pipette-pool testing (pool size n = 10) using the cobas® 
SARS-CoV-2 test on a cobas® 6800 system (Roche Diag-
nostics, Mannheim, Germany) [19]. SARS-CoV-2 RNA-
positive pools were resolved by testing individual samples. 
Swabs of individuals with symptoms compatible with 
COVID-19 were analyzed without pooling using either the 
cobas® SARS-CoV-2 test, the Xpert® Xpress SARS-CoV-2 
assay (Cepheid Europe, Maurens-Scopont, France), or the 
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Alinity m SARS-CoV-2 assay (Abbott, Wiesbaden, Ger-
many) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. These 
three CE- and IVD-marked assays are dual-target qualitative 
multiplex real-time PCRs for the detection of SARS-CoV-2 
RNA in NOP swab samples. Results of SARS-CoV-2 PCR 
were available on the same night of the sampling day and 
were delivered via text message to the participants’ smart-
phone immediately. In case of a positive result, the affected 
individual was also called by a physician for further instruc-
tions (Fig. 1).

Data documentation and statistical analysis

Participant data were exported from the “UHC Corona 
Web Tool” and UHC electronic patient record. Aggre-
gated, thus anonymous, results of NH residents or employ-
ees tested by local health authorities were transferred to 
the study team. Qualitative data were summarized by 
absolute and relative (%) frequency, quantitative data 
by median, and interquartile range (IQR). Differences in 

categorical frequency distributions were only tentatively 
evaluated using the Chi-square test, since the assumption 
of independent observations is untenable, while more ade-
quate methods require more data. Figures were created 
using the open-source python plotting library Matplotlib 
(https://​matpl​otlib.​org/). Data documentation was done in 
Excel (Microsoft Corp., Redmond, WA, USA), and the 
statistical analysis was performed with Excel and SPSS 
Statistics (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA).

Informed consent and ethical assessment

Informed consent was obtained as part of the registration 
process. Implementation of the UHC Corona Web Tool for 
this study was registered with the data privacy software 2B 
Advice PrIME and approved by the UHC data protection 
body. This study was approved by the Ethics Committee 
(No 20-1500_1) of the Medical Faculty of the University 
of Cologne.

Fig. 1   Structure and process of mobile SARS-CoV-2 testing at interventional nursing homes. MTS mobile testing site; PCR polymerase chain 
reaction; UHC University Hospital of Cologne;

https://matplotlib.org/
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Results

At the beginning of the study period, local incidence 
of SARS-CoV-2 in the City of Cologne was 99.4 infec-
tions/100,000 inhabitants/week, then rose to a maximum 
of 227.9 infections/100,000 inhabitants/week on October 
30th, subsequently decreased to a lowest level of 129.3 
infections/100,000 inhabitants/week on November 27th, 
and then rose again to 161.8 infections/100.000 inhabit-
ants/week by December 18th, 2020.

During the observational period, 1587 NOP swabs—
722 from visitors and 865 from employees of the INH—
were performed by the MTS. The mean number of tests 
per week across all INH was 174.5 (min 136–max 242).

At INH1, 787 tests of HCW and 350 tests of visitors 
were performed, accounting for 18.1% (n = 1930) of vis-
its. At testing, 89 individuals reported symptoms com-
patible with COVID-19. Sixty visitors and 158 employ-
ees were tested more than once during the observational 
period.

At INH2, 78 tests of employees and 372 tests of visi-
tors were done, accounting for 30.5% (n = 1220) of all vis-
its. At testing, 17 individuals reported symptoms compat-
ible with COVID-19. Fifty visitors and eleven employees 
were tested more than once (Table 1).

Test results

In total, three visitors and 23 employees tested positive for 
SARS-CoV-2, i.e., three visitors and 22 HCW of INH1 and 
one HCW of INH2 (Table S1).

Based on data provided by local health authorities includ-
ing separate and concurrent testing, in the two CNH 25 
employees and 20 residents and in the INH, 63 employees 
and 76 residents tested SARS-CoV-2 positive (Table S2).

One outbreak each were first detected at INH1 by the 
MTS (Fig. 2a–c) and at CNH1 by local health authorities.

Mortality

Sixty-three (12.1%) NH residents died during the observa-
tional period, compared to 54 (10.4%) during the period in 
the previous year (Fig. S2a–b). All-cause mortality in the 
INH was 15% (39/260) and COVID-19-related mortality 
was 8.8% (23/260), all of them in INH1, during the study 
period. All-cause mortality in the CNH was 9.2% (24/261), 
and COVID-19-related mortality was 1.5% (4/176), all of 
them in CNH1 (Table 2).

Detection of SARS‑CoV‑2 in RT‑PCR versus POCT

During the conduct of this study, the MTS detected 53 
positive SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR from NOP swabs. This 
included NH employees who were tested sequentially, 

Table 1   Characteristics of interventional nursing homes (INH1 and INH2) and control nursing homes (CNH1 and CNH2)

NH nursing home; INH interventional nursing homes; CNH, control nursing homes; POCT, point-of-care test
a numbers only for tests within the surveillance study, tests by local health authorities excluded

Categories INH1 INH2 CNH1 CNH2

Employees in total, n 250 85 315 110
 Nursing staff, n 120 42 152 55

Single room rate, % 80% 100% 80% 86%
Number of residents, n 180 80 176 85
Location of NH Urban Suburb Urban Suburb
Distribution of residents with COVID-19 

at time of outbreak
On several wards On several wards

Use of rapid tests (POCT) from 15-Dec-2020 21-Dec-2020 16-Dec-2020 01-Dec-2020
Use of rapid tests (POCT) for visitors 

available from
24-Dec-2020 15-Dec-2020

Visits in total, n 1930 1220 1596 2098

Tests within surveillance studya INH1 INH2

Employees, n 787 78
 External employees, n 12 12

Visitors, n 350 372
SARS-CoV-2-positive employees, n 22 1
 SARS-CoV-2-positive external employees, n 0 0

SARS-CoV-2-positive visitors, n 3 0
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i.e., more than once. Further virological analysis showed 
Ct values > 27 in 34 and ≤ 27 in 19 samples, respectively. 
Of those 53 tests, 26 were first-time positive test results 
of individual visitors (n = 3) and employees (n = 23) (Tab. 
S1). Evaluation of Ct values in this group revealed Ct val-
ues > 27 in 13 and ≤ 27 in 13 samples, respectively. Of the 
SARS-CoV-2 infected NH staff, 12 had Ct values > 27 at 
the time of their first test, meaning that detection by com-
mercially available POCT would not have been reliable 
due to limited sensitivity. (Fig. 3).

Discussion

This pilot study compared two approaches for SARS-
CoV-2 surveillance of NH: an interventional approach 
with frequent voluntary, i.e., non-mandatory, SARS-CoV-2 
testing of HCW and visitors versus a control approach 
without any specific surveillance. We underline the real-
world setting in which the study was performed, mean-
ing that in many places, routine SARS-CoV-2 testing was 
not available and local health-care authorities were not 

Fig. 2   a Timeline of testing and positive results at interventional 
nursing homes. b SARS-CoV-2 PCR test results and voluntary utili-
zation of testing in INH1. c SARS-CoV-2 PCR test results and volun-

tary utilization of testing in INH2. CW calendar week; HCW health-
care worker; INH interventional nursing home
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prepared to support high-risk settings such as NH which 
is still the case to date in many countries with resource-
limited health-care settings [20, 21].

Both approaches complied with local pandemic law reg-
ulations, while the first approach allowed partial loosening 
of certain visiting policies for visitors as described. The 
INH and CNH were comparable regarding their size and 
location. The MTS provided an example of resource allo-
cation for regular non-mandatory testing as part of public 
health measures in response to the COVID-19 pandemic 
in NH [22].

With regards to the primary endpoint, SARS-CoV-2 
incidence of NH residents, our pilot study failed to demon-
strate a significant benefit of the interventional surveillance 
approach over the control strategy. However, surveillance 
with regular non-mandatory testing also identified solitary 
cases of SARS-CoV-2 infection among HCW leading to 
immediate isolation of the affected individuals and subse-
quently may have avoided even more SARS-CoV-2 infec-
tions in NH.

Two observed outbreaks among residents occurred in 
INH1 and CNH1, both being facilities with more than 100 
residents. Larger facility size has been described as risk 
factor for SARS-CoV-2 outbreaks with a higher number of 
HCW and visitors amplifying the risk for transmission [23].

Utilization of testing was low in our study, probably due 
to the voluntary approach. A systematic surveillance study 
in a congregate housing setting modeled a 154% increase 
of SARS-CoV-2 detection when frequent regular voluntary 
testing upon invitation was performed compared with ran-
dom voluntary testing only [24]. Interestingly, in our study, 
a higher utilization of tests by HCW was observed when 
incidence among residents increased in INH1 in the outbreak 
during the study period.

In our study, positive SARS-CoV-2 tests were far more 
frequent among HCW than among visitors. We believe that 
mandatory and regular (e.g., twice weekly) RT-PCR SARS-
CoV-2 testing is crucial for HCW working in congregated 
housing settings and needs to be addressed adequately by 
policy makers and NH operators.

Table 2   Mortality (number of deaths) in INH and CNH from 2017 until 2020

a Data of CNH2 are not evaluable until third quarter of 2019 due to construction work and hence varying numbers of residents and staff numbers
b Mortality compared to previous year using the Chi-square test

2017, n 4th Quarter 
2017, n

2018, n 4th Quarter 
2018, n

2019. n 4th Quarter 
2019. n

2020, n 4th Quarter 
2020, n

COVID-19-related 
mortality, n

INH1 45 15 67 8 45 9 55 28 23
INH2 17 8 29 5 29 8 40 11 0
INH total 62 23 96 13 74 17 95 39 23
CNH1 53 10 63 15 71 23 59 17 4
CNH2a 14 14 7 0
CNH total 53 10 63 15 85 37 59 24 4

p < 0.05b p < 0.05b

Fig. 3   Ct values of all posi-
tive SARS-CoV-2 test results 
(including-INH participants and 
sequentially tested participants). 
CNH control nursing home; Ct 
cycle threshold; INH interven-
tional nursing home; RT-PCR 
reverse-transcriptase poly-
merase chain reaction; others 
include SARS-CoV-2 swabs 
performed by the MTS outside 
the study population during the 
observational period
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The social situation in NH has dramatically changed 
during the pandemic [25]. Prohibition of visits of residents 
leads to substantial psychological sequelae [26, 27]. Based 
on our observations, visitors do not seem to represent an 
important transmission source of SARS-CoV-2 compared 
to HCW. We hypothesize that our approach—if made man-
datory for visitors—may decrease visiting restrictions and 
may thus lead to increased emotional well-being through 
ensuring a minimum of social contacts without favoring the 
occurrence of SARS-CoV-2 outbreaks. Studies assessing a 
socio-psychological benefit for nursing home residents may 
further elucidate any such effect.

Mortality

Despite the two outbreaks that occurred, there was no 
increased mortality compared with previous years across all 
NH in our study. However, in INH1—with one SARS-CoV-2 
outbreak—a three times higher mortality in the fourth quar-
ter of 2020 was observed. Nevertheless, COVID-19-related 
mortality across all NH in our study was slightly lower than 
in other studies in NH during the same period [28].

An association of increased mortality in NH residents 
after SARS-CoV-2 infection of employees was demonstrated 
with an adjusted mortality incidence rate ratio for death 
per infected staff member of 1.17 [29]. This underlines the 
impact of infected HCW on viral spread in NH. We found 
more SARS-CoV-2-positive subjects among HCW than 
among visitors, suggesting that mainly employees with close 
contact to residents are a risk for transmission to residents, 
whereas visitors may not be drivers of infection.

SARS‑CoV‑2 RT‑PCR vs. POCT

Meanwhile, the development of POCT has progressed and 
wide-spread availability is now ensured. Leading infection 
control authorities recommend POCT use for SARS-CoV-2 
testing to support regular screening of staff and outbreak 
investigations [2, 30]. POCT have become the diagnostic 
standard for screening due to availability, lower cost, and 
shorter time-to-result.

However, the sensitivity of POCT remains low for sur-
veillance purposes, since mostly asymptomatic individuals 
are screened and can be as low as 41.2% in a real-world set-
ting [31]. Subjects tested without symptoms compatible with 
COVID-19 reduce pre-test probability of POCT and contrib-
ute to a low positive predictive value. False-negative POCT 
rates will rise during times of high incidence of COVID-19 
making PCR the more secure method for effective mitigation 
of SARS-CoV-2 transmission in NH [13].

We detected 34 individuals (64.2%) with positive SARS-
CoV-2 RT-PCR with a Ct value higher than 27. Of those, 
13 were staff or visitors of NH without previous knowledge 

of their SARS-CoV-2 infection who probably would not 
have been detected by POCT and subsequently could have 
infected NH residents despite adhering to infection control 
policies.

These results suggest a rather low detection rate for 
POCT [32, 33]. We propose frequent regular RT-PCR test-
ing for SARS-CoV-2 to maintain the gold standard for HCW 
surveillance to secure best available protection of an at-risk 
population for severe COVID-19 and death.

Limitations

An intensified testing strategy arouses suspicion of reporting 
bias with a higher infection rate due to increased detection 
of asymptomatic individuals. Our pilot study involved only 
four NH leading to a small number of observations. Thus, 
the statistical power to detect relevant differences between 
intervention and control strategies was expectedly deficient. 
Of note, voluntary testing may lead to self-selection bias. 
Besides, due to regulatory and ethical reasons, we were not 
able to take swabs, neither voluntary nor mandatory, from 
NH residents. Our study required use of a smartphone to 
get tested. Smartphones are not widely distributed among 
the elderly and their relatives which may also limit wider 
implementation of our approach.

Future prospects

Since December 2020, a number of anti-SARS-CoV-2 vac-
cines have been licensed in Europe. Vaccination strategies 
differ by country and region and residents of NH and HCW 
represent a high priority group; therefore, large numbers of 
residents of NH are already vaccinated against SARS-CoV-2 
[34]. Nonetheless, surveillance of NH remains important, 
since vaccines may not prevent COVID-19 in all subjects, 
especially in the elderly population due to immunosenes-
cence [35, 36]. Even after vaccination of residents, outbreaks 
in NH still occur, although with less impact in terms of dis-
ease severity and mortality, but with a potential high impact 
as drivers of infection [37]. Our findings remain relevant 
if emerging immune-escape SARS-CoV-2 variants-of-con-
cern with the potential of vaccine-derived humoral immune 
escape cause infections in NH in the future [38, 39]. Our 
study can be considered an innovative pilot project to assess 
feasibility of systematic SARS-CoV-2 testing with the goal 
of reducing restrictions under real-life conditions in the con-
text of the COVID-19 pandemic in Germany [40].

First, we show that despite offering regular on-site 
PCR-based surveillance testing, NH outbreaks can occur. 
Second, we highlight that utilization of tests remains low 
and conclude that especially HCW may introduce infec-
tions into the facilities. Third, we encourage non-selective, 
i.e., mandatory, surveillance testing in NH settings, so any 
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SARS-CoV-2 infection can be rapidly detected among 
employees to prevent outbreaks efficiently. We generated 
an initial knowledge base and thus a potential template for 
larger surveillance studies in NH. This may support scien-
tists and public health specialists in developing concepts for 
future pandemics and encourage policy makers to allocate 
testing resources efficiently.
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Acknowledgements  We thank the four nursing homes and their 
employees for participating in the project, especially Ms. Römisch, 
Ms. Stubbe, and Mr. Mohebali; all the staff of University Hospital 
of Cologne who set up the MTS “Coronamobil”, especially Anke 
Kropp; the UHC IT department, especially Christian Trappe, Bernd 
Binder, and Thomas Steffen for supporting the MTS “Coronamobil”; 
Siri Hartmann, Marouan Zarrouk, Nathalie Bauer, Corinna Kramer, 
and Sebastian Rahn for technical assistance, all medical students and 
staff supporting the MTS project, Jon Salmanton-García for critically 
reviewing the manuscript, and all nurses, doctors, and non-health-care 
professionals working in hospitals and health-care systems all over the 
world in these unprecedented times.

Author contributions  JS conceived the study idea, designed the study, 
and drafted the protocol, accompanied the MTS, performed statistical 
analysis, performed literature research, wrote the initial draft of the 
manuscript, reviewed, and approved the final version of the manuscript. 
TK accompanied the MTS, performed SARS-CoV-2 testing, performed 
statistical analysis, wrote the initial draft of the manuscript, reviewed, 
and approved the final version of the manuscript. VD was a project 
manager for the MTS, accompanied the MTS, reviewed, and approved 
the final version of the manuscript. UW performed virological analysis 
and literature research, wrote parts of the initial draft of the manuscript, 
reviewed, and approved the final version of the manuscript. SS accom-
panied the MTS, reviewed, and approved the final version of the manu-
script. RS accompanied the MTS, reviewed, and approved the final 
version of the manuscript. MO performed statistical analysis, reviewed, 
and approved the final version of the manuscript. GW conceived the 
study idea, designed the study, and drafted the protocol, delivered data 
of the local Department of Health, reviewed, and approved the final 
version of the manuscript. HR conceived the study idea, designed the 
study, drafted the protocol, and reviewed and approved the final ver-
sion of the manuscript. SP accompanied the MTS, performed SARS-
CoV-2 testing, performed analysis, reviewed, and approved the final 
version of the manuscript. UB conceived the study idea, designed the 
study, and drafted the protocol, wrote the initial draft of the manuscript, 
reviewed, and approved the final version of the manuscript. CL leads 
the UHC rapid response infrastructure, and reviewed and approved 
the final version of the manuscript. MH performed statistical analysis, 
reviewed, and approved the final version of the manuscript. FK per-
formed virological analysis, reviewed, and approved the final version 
of the manuscript. GL led the MTS, accompanied the MTS, reviewed, 
and approved the final version of the manuscript. OAC conceived the 
study idea, designed the study, and drafted the protocol, wrote the ini-
tial draft of the manuscript, reviewed, and approved the final version 
of the manuscript.

Funding  Open Access funding enabled and organized by Projekt 
DEAL. This study was supported by the German Ministry of Edu-
cation and Research (Bundesministerium für Bildung und Forschung 
(BMBF)) under the umbrella of the national network university 

medicine (“Nationales Netzwerk Universitätsmedizin”) within the work 
package 6—B-FAST—surveillance with the grant number 01KX2021.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest  JS has received research grants by the Ministry of 
Education and Research (BMBF) for this study and from Basilea Phar-
maceuticals Inc. outside the submitted work and has received travel 
grants by German Society for Infectious Diseases (DGI e.V.) and 
Meta-Alexander-Foundation. TK, VD SS, RS, MO SP, UB, CL, and 
FK have nothing to disclose. UW is employed at Institute of Virology, 
University of Cologne, and has received funding from the Ministry 
of Education and Research (BMBF) for this study. GW has received 
research grants by the Ministry of Education and Research (BMBF) for 
this study. HR has received research grants by the Ministry of Educa-
tion and Research (BMBF) for this study. MH has received research 
grants by the Ministry of Education and Research (BMBF) for this 
study. GL has received research grants by the Ministry of Education 
and Research (BMBF) for development of the UHC Corona Webtool. 
OAC is supported by the German Federal Ministry of Research and 
Education, is funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, 
German Research Foundation) under Germany's Excellence Strat-
egy—CECAD, EXC 2030—390661388, and has received research 
grants from, is an advisor to, or received lecture honoraria from Acteli-
on, Allecra Therapeutics, Al-Jazeera Pharmaceuticals, Amplyx, Astel-
las, Basilea, Biosys, Cidara, Da Volterra, Entasis, F2G, Gilead, Grupo 
Biotoscana, Immunic, IQVIA, Janssen, Matinas, Medicines Company, 
MedPace, Melinta Therapeutics, Menarini, Merck/MSD, Mylan, Na-
briva, Noxxon, Octapharma, Paratek, Pfizer, PSI, Roche Diagnostics, 
Scynexis, and Shionogi.

Ethical approval  This study was approved by the Ethics Committee 
(No 20-1500_1) of the Medical Faculty of the University of Cologne. 
This study complied with ethical standards and all the methods were 
carried out in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki.

Informed consent  Informed consent was obtained as part of the digital 
registration process at the mobile testing site. Implementation of the 
UHC Corona Web Tool for this study was registered with the data 
privacy software 2B Advice PrIME and approved by the UHC data 
protection body.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

	 1.	 Organization WH. WHO Director-General’s opening remarks at 
the media briefing on COVID-19. Geneva: World Health Organi-
zation; 2020.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s15010-021-01716-4
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


615Mobile PCR‑based surveillance for SARS‑CoV‑2 to reduce visiting restrictions in nursing homes…

1 3

	 2.	 Increase in fatal cases of COVID-19 among long-term care facility 
residents in the EU/EEA and the UK. 2020, European Centre for 
Disease Prevention and Control: Stockholm. https://​www.​ecdc.​
europa.​eu/​en/​publi​catio​ns-​data/​rapid-​risk-​asses​sment-​incre​ase-​
fatal-​cases-​covid-​19-​among-​long-​term-​care-​facil​ity#​copy-​to-​clipb​
oard. Accessed 19 Oct 2021

	 3.	 Bonanad C, et al. The effect of age on mortality in patients with 
COVID-19: a meta-analysis with 611,583 subjects. J Am Med Dir 
Assoc. 2020;21:915–8.

	 4.	 Comas-Herrera, A., et al. Mortality associated with COVID-19 in 
care homes: international evidence. 2020; Available from: https://​
ltcco​vid.​org/​2020/​04/​12/​morta​lity-​assoc​iated-​with-​covid-​19-​outbr​
eaks-​in-​care-​homes-​early-​inter​natio​nal-​evide​nce/. Accessed 14 
Oct 2020 04 Jan 2021.

	 5.	 Cangiano B, et al. Mortality in an Italian nursing home during 
COVID-19 pandemic: correlation with gender, age, ADL, vitamin 
D supplementation, and limitations of the diagnostic tests. Aging 
(Albany NY). 2020;12:24522.

	 6.	 Fell A, et al. SARS-CoV-2 exposure and infection among health 
care personnel—Minnesota, March 6-July 11, 2020. MMWR 
Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2020;69:1605–10.

	 7.	 Heller E. Allgemeinverfügung des Ministeriums für Arbeit, 
Gesundheit und Soziales (CoronaAVPflegeundBesuche)—Schutz 
von Pflegeeinrichtungen vor dem Eintrag von SARS-CoV-2-Viren 
unter Berücksichtigung des Rechts auf Teilhabe und sozialer Kon-
takte der pflegebedürftigen Menschen. 2020, Ministerium für 
Arbeit, Gesundheit und Soziales des Landes Nordrhein-Westfalen: 
Düsseldorf. p. 2128.

	 8.	 Rios P, et al. Preventing the transmission of COVID-19 and other 
coronaviruses in older adults aged 60 years and above living in 
long-term care: a rapid review. Syst Rev. 2020;9:218.

	 9.	 Yen MY, et al. Recommendations for protecting against and miti-
gating the COVID-19 pandemic in long-term care facilities. J 
Microbiol Immunol Infect. 2020;53:447–53.

	10.	 Böhmer MM, et al. Investigation of a COVID-19 outbreak in Ger-
many resulting from a single travel-associated primary case: a 
case series. Lancet Infect Dis. 2020;20:920–8.

	11.	 He X, et al. Temporal dynamics in viral shedding and transmis-
sibility of COVID-19. Nat Med. 2020;26:672–5.

	12.	 See I, et al. Modeling effectiveness of testing strategies to prevent 
COVID-19 in nursing homes—United States, 2020. Clin Infect 
Dis, 2021.

	13.	 Dinnes J, et al. Rapid, point-of-care antigen and molecular-based 
tests for diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2 infection. Cochrane Database 
Syst Rev. 2021;3:Cd013705.

	14.	 Korenkov M, et al. Evaluation of a rapid antigen test to detect 
SARS-CoV-2 infection and identify potentially infectious indi-
viduals. J Clin Microbiol. 2021;59:e0089621.

	15.	 Laumann KJ. Verordnung zum Schutz vor Neuinfizierungen mit 
dem Coronavirus SARS-CoV-2 (Coronaschutzverordnung—Coro-
naSchVO), 2020, Ministerium für Arbeit, Gesundheit und Sozi-
ales des Landes Nordrhein-Westfalen: Düsseldorf.

	16.	 Laumann KJ. Besondere Schutzmaßnahmen vor Infektionen mit 
dem SARS-CoV-2-Virus in vollstationären Einrichtungen der 
Pflege, der Eingliederungshilfe und der Sozialhilfe - Allgemein-
verfügung des Ministeriums für Arbeit, Gesundheit und Sozi-
ales (CoronaAVEinrichtungen), 2020, Ministerium für Arbeit, 
Gesundheit und Soziales des Landes Nordrhein-Westfalen: 
Düsseldorf.

	17.	 Augustin M, et al. Rapid response infrastructure for pandemic 
preparedness in a tertiary care hospital: lessons learned from the 
COVID-19 outbreak in Cologne, Germany, February to March 
2020. Euro Surveill. 2020;25(21):2000531.

	18.	 Stemler J, et al. Web-based, rapid and contactless management of 
ambulatory patients for SARS-CoV-2-testing. BMC Infect Dis. 
2021;21:535.

	19.	 Wunsch M et al. Safe and effective pool testing for SARS-CoV-2 
detection available at SSRN: https://​papers.​ssrn.​com/​sol3/​papers.​
cfm?​abstr​act_​id=​36844​70. Accessed 19 Oct 2021.

	20.	 Waya JLL, et al. COVID-19 case management strategies: what are 
the options for Africa? Infect Dis Poverty. 2021;10:30.

	21.	 Patel LN, et al. Safer primary healthcare facilities are needed to 
protect healthcare workers and maintain essential services: les-
sons learned from a multicountry COVID-19 emergency response 
initiative. BMJ Glob Health. 2021;6:e005833.

	22.	 Ouslander JG, Grabowski DC. COVID-19 in nursing homes: 
calming the perfect storm. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2020;68:2153–62.

	23.	 Abrams HR, et al. Characteristics of U.S. nursing homes with 
COVID-19 cases. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2020;68:1653–6.

	24.	 Rennert L, et al. Surveillance-based informative testing for detec-
tion and containment of SARS-CoV-2 outbreaks on a public uni-
versity campus: an observational and modelling study. Lancet 
Child Adolesc Health, 2021.

	25.	 The Lancet Healthy Longevity. Care home staff and residents on 
the pandemic front line. Lancet Healthy Longev. 2020;1(2):e48

	26.	 Galea S, Merchant RM, Lurie N. The mental health consequences 
of COVID-19 and physical distancing: the need for prevention and 
early intervention. JAMA Intern Med. 2020;180:817–8.

	27.	 Li Y, et al. COVID-19 infections and deaths among connecticut 
nursing home residents: facility correlates. J Am Geriatr Soc. 
2020;68:1899–906.

	28.	 Kosar CM, et al. COVID-19 mortality rates among nursing home 
residents declined from March To November 2020. Health Aff 
(Millwood). 2021. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1377/​hltha​ff.​2020.​02191.

	29.	 Fisman DN, et al. Risk factors associated with mortality among 
residents with coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) in long-
term care facilities in Ontario, Canada. JAMA Netw Open. 
2020;3:e2015957.

	30.	 Considerations for Use of SARS-CoV-2 Antigen Testing in Nurs-
ing Homes. 2020; Available from: https://​www.​cdc.​gov/​coron​avi-
rus/​2019-​ncov/​hcp/​nursi​ng-​homes-​antig​en-​testi​ng.​html. Accessed 
4 Jan 2021.

	31.	 Pray IW, et al. Performance of an antigen-based test for asymp-
tomatic and symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 testing at two university 
campuses—Wisconsin, September-October 2020. MMWR Morb 
Mortal Wkly Rep. 2021;69:1642–7.

	32.	 Corman VM, et al. Comparison of seven commercial SARS-
CoV-2 rapid point-of-care antigen tests: a single-centre laboratory 
evaluation study. Lancet Microbe. 2021;2(7):e311–e319.

	33.	 Lanser L, et al. Evaluating the clinical utility and sensitivity of 
SARS-CoV-2 antigen testing in relation to RT-PCR Ct values. 
Infection, 2020; 1–3.

	34.	 ECDC. COVID-19 vaccination and prioritisation strategies in the 
EU/EEA, in Technical report. Stockholm: European Center for 
Disease Prevention and Control; 2020.

	35.	 Ciabattini A, et al. Shelter from the cytokine storm: pitfalls and 
prospects in the development of SARS-CoV-2 vaccines for an 
elderly population. Semin Immunopathol. 2020;42:619–34.

	36.	 Schenkelberg T. Vaccine-induced protection in aging adults 
and pandemic response. Biochem Biophys Res Commun. 
2021;538:218–20.

	37.	 Britton A, et al. Effectiveness of the Pfizer-BioNTech COVID-19 
vaccine among residents of two skilled nursing facilities experi-
encing COVID-19 outbreaks—Connecticut, December 2020-Feb-
ruary 2021. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2021;70:396–401.

	38.	 Garcia-Beltran WF, et al. Multiple SARS-CoV-2 variants escape 
neutralization by vaccine-induced humoral immunity. Cell. 
2021;184(9):2372-2383.e9.

	39.	 Phillips N. The coronavirus is here to stay—here’s what that 
means. Nature. 2021;590:382–4.

	40.	 Haserück A. Coronapandemie: Modellversuche als Ausweg. Dtsch 
Ärztebl, 2021; 118.

https://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/publications-data/rapid-risk-assessment-increase-fatal-cases-covid-19-among-long-term-care-facility#copy-to-clipboard
https://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/publications-data/rapid-risk-assessment-increase-fatal-cases-covid-19-among-long-term-care-facility#copy-to-clipboard
https://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/publications-data/rapid-risk-assessment-increase-fatal-cases-covid-19-among-long-term-care-facility#copy-to-clipboard
https://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/publications-data/rapid-risk-assessment-increase-fatal-cases-covid-19-among-long-term-care-facility#copy-to-clipboard
https://ltccovid.org/2020/04/12/mortality-associated-with-covid-19-outbreaks-in-care-homes-early-international-evidence/
https://ltccovid.org/2020/04/12/mortality-associated-with-covid-19-outbreaks-in-care-homes-early-international-evidence/
https://ltccovid.org/2020/04/12/mortality-associated-with-covid-19-outbreaks-in-care-homes-early-international-evidence/
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3684470
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3684470
https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2020.02191
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/nursing-homes-antigen-testing.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/nursing-homes-antigen-testing.html


616	 J. Stemler et al.

1 3

Authors and Affiliations

Jannik Stemler1,2,3   · Theresa Kramer1,2   · Vassiliki Dimitriou1,2,3 · Ulrike Wieland4   · Sofie Schumacher1,2,3   · 
Rosanne Sprute1,2,3   · Max Oberste5   · Gerhard Wiesmüller6 · Harald Rau7   · Sally Pieper1,2 · Ullrich Bethe1,2   · 
Clara Lehmann8   · Martin Hellmich5   · Florian Klein4   · Georg Langebartels9 · Oliver A. Cornely1,2,3,10 

1	 Faculty of Medicine and University Hospital Cologne, 
Department I of Internal Medicine, Excellence Center 
for Medical Mycology (ECMM), University of Cologne, 
Cologne, North Rhine‑Westphalia, Germany

2	 Faculty of Medicine and University Hospital Cologne, Chair 
Translational Research, Cologne Excellence Cluster On 
Cellular Stress Responses in Aging‑Associated Diseases 
(CECAD), University of Cologne, Herderstrasse 52, 
50931 Cologne, North Rhine‑Westphalia, Germany

3	 German Centre for Infection Research (DZIF), Partner Site 
Bonn‑Cologne, Cologne, North Rhine‑Westphalia, Germany

4	 Faculty of Medicine and University Hospital Cologne, 
Institute of Virology, University of Cologne, Cologne, 
North Rhine‑Westphalia, Germany

5	 Faculty of Medicine and University Hospital Cologne, 
Institute of Medical Statistics and Computational 
Biology (IMSB), University of Cologne, Cologne, 
North Rhine‑Westphalia, Germany

6	 Department of Public Health, City Council of Cologne, 
Cologne, North Rhine‑Westphalia, Germany

7	 Department of Social Affairs, Health and Environment, City 
Council of Cologne, Cologne, North Rhine‑Westphalia, 
Germany

8	 Faculty of Medicine and University Hospital Cologne, 
Department I of Internal Medicine, University of Cologne, 
Cologne, North Rhine‑Westphalia, Germany

9	 Faculty of Medicine and University Hospital Cologne, 
Department for Clinical Affairs and Crisis Management, 
University of Cologne, Cologne, North Rhine‑Westphalia, 
Germany

10	 Faculty of Medicine and University Hospital Cologne, 
Clinical Trials Centre Cologne (ZKS Köln), University 
of Cologne, Cologne, North Rhine‑Westphalia, Germany

http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9152-2469
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5187-6510
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3480-4413
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8805-1421
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2457-6437
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1224-5385
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6681-2288
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9979-1671
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7042-1578
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5174-928X
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1376-1792
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9599-3137

	Mobile PCR-based surveillance for SARS-CoV-2 to reduce visiting restrictions in nursing homes during the COVID-19 pandemic: a pilot study
	Abstract
	Purpose 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusion 
	Trial registration 

	Introduction
	Methods
	Study design
	Nursing homes and infection control policy
	Mobile testing site (MTS)
	Laboratory testing
	Data documentation and statistical analysis
	Informed consent and ethical assessment

	Results
	Test results
	Mortality
	Detection of SARS-CoV-2 in RT-PCR versus POCT

	Discussion
	Mortality
	SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR vs. POCT
	Limitations
	Future prospects

	Acknowledgements 
	References




