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Covid-19 vs BCG: Statistical Significance Analysis

Serge Dolgikh?{0000-0001-5629-8954]

Abstract. We present an updated time-adjusted dataset and conclusions at Covid-
19 Time Zero + 5 month (04.06.2020). The conclusions of the original analysis
reviewed and mostly maintained at this time point. With the data accumulated to
date a statistical significance of the BCG immunization correlation hypothesis is
evaluated with the conclusion that it has achieved the level of confidence. Several
specific cases are discussed with respect to the induced immunity hypothesis.
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1 Data

1.1  Terminology

Covid-19 global Time Zero (TZ) was defined in [1] as 31.12.2020: Along with the
global Time Zero was defined local Time Zero (LTZ) indicating the time of arrival of
the epidemics in the given locality. It can be sensibly defined as the date of the first
confirmed case in the area.

The impact of the epidemics is measured by Covid-19 caused mortality per 1 M capita:
M.p.c = Total lethal cases / Total population (M)

It is believed that this parameter is a more current and accurate measure of the epidem-
ics impact than the number of cases that strongly depends on the testing practice, on the
assumption that policies and protocols in the selected administration allow more accu-
rate identification of cause and reporting.

1.2 Case Data

The following datasets were compiled from publicly available data:

1. An updated current time snhapshot of selected jurisdictions dataset as of approxi-
mately, TZ + 5 m (04.06.2020).

2. A time-adjusted selected jurisdictions dataset, with data of Wave 1 and Wave 2 cases
adjusted by the time of first exposure to Covid-19. Specifically, the dataset is comprised
of the Wave 1 cases as of approx. TZ + 4 m and Wave 2 cases as of, approx. TZ+ 5 m
i.e. with approximately the same local exposure of approximately 3 months. The sig-
nificance of this point in the epidemics development timeline is that most exposed ju-
risdictions can be expected to have achieved the peak of the impact by this point.
BCG universal vaccination record is measured in the following bands as defined in [2]:

A: has universal or near-universal BCG coverage
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AZ2: has current BCG coverage with some limitations or qualifications (such as a late
start; inconsistencies in application practice, interruptions and other)

B: had BCG vaccination in the past covering significant part of population (> 50%)
B2: UIP was offered for a limited time interval or specific groups

B3: UIP practice inconsistent with the hypothesis of early age induced immunity pro-
tection for example, delivered at an older age

C: never had a UIP/BCG

As well, we define groups of cases by the reported impact of Covid-19 on the popula-
tion, where relative M.p.c. is measured as a ratio of the local M.p.c. to the world’s
highest value, at the time of writing, near 2500 / 1 million.

Very Low (VL), relative m.p.c. near 0.001

Low (L): r.m.p.c. below or near 0.01

Medium: (M): r.m.p.c. below or near 0.1

High (H): relative m.p.c. noticeably higher than 0.1

Several common sense criteria were applied such as: certain expectation of reliability
and consistency of the reporting jurisdiction; a reasonable level of exposure to Covid-
19, e.g. certain minimum number of reported cases; geographical and development
level variation.

Disclaimers:

1. Consistency and reliability of data reported by the national, regional and local health
administrations.

2. Alignment in the time of reporting may be an issue due to reporting practices of
jurisdictions.

3. Availability, consistency and reliability of historical data and statistics on the admin-
istration of immunization programs in the national, regional and so on, jurisdictions can
be an issue.

Case datasets can be found in the Appendix. Sources: [3-11].

2 Observations

2.1 New Developments

New cases of rapid onset added: Brazil, Mexico.

High impact cases in Europe and North America including Netherlands; Ireland; USA
and Quebec (Canada) appear to be entering the sustained phase or in decline since the
last update.

2.2  Effective Management Cases

Low epidemics impact, measured by relative M.p.c. in the range of 0.001-0.003 is
maintained in this group. New cluster development in Japan appears to have been
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stabilized since the previous update. All countries in this group have a current BCG
UIP except Australia that had it till mid-1980-ies.

2.3 BCG UIP Correlation

The hypothesis of a correlation between a universal immunization program with BCG
tuberculosis vaccine (BCG UIP) and milder epidemics impact was proposed in [12] and
analyzed based on available at the time data in [1]. The conclusions of the original
analysis are mostly maintained at this time point:

All countries in the VL category currently have a UIP or had it recently still covering
most of age cohorts. The majority of countries in the L category have an ongoing UIP
or had it till recently.

No cases from the group C that never had a UIP are found in the groups VL, L with
lower impacts of Covid-19, though regional variations are possible (e.g. Prairie prov-
inces, Canada Canada).

Figure 1 illustrates the distribution of cases with respect to BCG UIP record by epi-
demiological impact measured as logarithm of M.p.c., time adjusted to LTZ + 3 months.
Apart from outliers, the bulk of cases falls into the interval [1.5, 9.5]. Three impact
groups defined were “Low”, with the impact in the lower half of the range; and “Mid”
and “High”, with the impact in the third and the fourth quarter, respectively.

Log(Mortality per 1M capita) »

Low < 50% (15) Med <75% ( 13) High > 75% (12)

-2: Taiwan 5.5 7.5 +11: NYC
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Fig.1 Case distribution by severity of impact

As can be seen in the diagram, the mean impacts observed in the groups A and equiv-
alent (that included group B cases with a very recent UIP ceased after 2005) and group
C and equivalent (that included group B2 cases with a very short UIP such as Spain ,16
years in total and Quebec, Canada 18 years that could not be expected to provide
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significant protection effect compared to no UIP scenario) clearly tend toward the op-
posite ends of the impact range.

2.4  Cessation of UIP vs. Impact

In the group B, where a BCG immunization program existed but was ceased earlier, a
strong correlation can be observed between the time of cessation of the UIP and the
severity of Covid-19 impact as shown in the diagram of Fig.2 (the data is time adjusted
toLTZ + 3 m):

300

250

Mortality per capita, 1M
" v
C

Years past BCG UIP

Fig.2 Impact vs. Time past BCG UIP relationship

2.5 Regional and Age Cohort Variation Analysis

In certain jurisdictions significant regional variability in administration of BCG vac-
cination can be noted, providing further information relevant to the correlation hypoth-
esis.

Portugal — Spain

Portugal: group A2 (current BCG UIP, late start 1965)

Spain: group B3, C-equivalent (short UIP duration, 1965 — 1981)

The observation of a correlation in the original analysis is strongly maintained at
LTZ+3: Portugal, M.p.c 139.4 vs. Spain, 544.5.

Northern Europe

Adjusted to the same time of local exposure (LTZ + 3 m), the four cases of Northern
Europe show strong correlation between Covid-19 impact and the time of cessation of
BCG UIP (Table 3).

Table 3 Covid-19 impact vs. Termination of BCG UIP, Northern Europe

Case Sweden Denmark Norway Finland
M.p.c. 265.3 103.6 439 58.2
UIP cessation 1975 1986 1995 2006
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South America

All reviewed cases in South America with a current UIP show lower impact than those
without it (Table 4).

Table 4 Covid-19 impact South America

Case Peru Mexico Brazil Ecuador
M.p.c. 135.4 92.9 149.1 195.3
Current UIP yes yes yes (late start) no

New York vs Kyiv

The cities offer almost a classical case for a comparison analysis with a very clear sep-
aration by most factors. Large and dense urban centers with high concentration of pop-
ulation, a large network of public transport, bustling social, commercial and entertain-
ment hubs. Both are busy and popular hubs of national and international travel. Since
2017 Ukraine has a visa-free travel agreement with the European Union.

Kyiv, Ukraine: population 4 million; group A (current BCG UIP)
New York City, USA: population 8.6 million; group C (no UIP)

The conclusions of the original analysis are strongly maintained at LTZ + 3 m: NYC,
M.p.c. (03.05.2020): 2095 vs. Kyiv (03.06.2020): 18.2.

2.6  Rapid Onset Cases in BCG Group A

Several cases of rapid onset of Covid-19 disease were reported in countries with a cur-
rent BCG UIP, including but probably not limited to, the following: Iran; Russia; China;
Brazil; Ireland. Without going into specific details of each case that can be done in
another study, we will make some general observations.

On the assumption that a UIP is being offered from around 1950-ies (before that, the
effects of WWII would likely compromise any such plans in the cases of significance)
large groups of population would remain not covered even in the group A countries,
such as age cohort above 70, people with chronic illness etc. Consequently, these
groups would remain at a higher risk of a heavier outcome even in the scenario with
induced immunity.

In cases where these vulnerable groups would happen to be more exposed to the
infection, it is possible to see higher impact numbers, and rapid onset of the infection.
At least three such scenarios can be named immediately: 1) a tradition of compact and
large family dwelling with representatives of different age groups; 2) a practice of con-
centrated group residence of vulnerable people in a close community; 3) a record of
prolonged social disorder that could have compromised the administration of UIP. Most
of the observed rapid onset cases in group A fall into one of these categories, though
certainly a more detailed analysis of those cases is warranted.
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2.7  Possible Mechanism

The hypothesis of induced early age immunity protection from the exposure to BCG
proposed in [2] based on a number of reports pointing at a possible association between
early delivery of BCG vaccine and a broad immunity against several conditions [13-
15]. It is further supported by a study indicating a possible mechanism for increased
production of immune cells in infants following vaccination with BCG [16].

If boosting the production of immune cells can be confirmed to have a lasting effect,
it could certainly contribute to the explanation of the epidemiological patterns discussed
earlier that appear to indicate a correlation between universal immunization and a
milder epidemiological scenario of Covid-19.

3 Statistical Significance of the Correlation Hypothesis

With the accumulated data of 40 cases in each of the time-adjusted datasets (LTZ+2m,
LTZ+3m, plus Wave 1 dataset at LTZ+ 4m (early June, 2020)), approximately 100 data
points overall, a question about statistical significance of the correlation hypothesis can
be approached quantitatively. The analysis will be based on the distribution of the epi-
demiological impact measured by a logarithm of M.p.c. in the groups by BCG UIP
record.

The null hypothesis would imply that immunization would carry no statistical sig-
nificance for the epidemics impact, and therefore distributions in all of BCG group
sample points (A, B, C) as defined above described by a single distribution with, in all
likelihood, time-dependent parameters u(t), o(t) that can be estimated from the overall
dataset distribution to have a standard deviation ¢ of ~2.55. The basis for the analysis
that follows is the observation of a strong disparity between the sample means in groups
Aand Cas seen in Fig.1, Section 2.3. Under the null hypothesis, whereby immunization
has no significant effect on the impact, these cases should be treated as a difference
between the means of randomly drawn samples of a given length, for which distribution
parameters can be estimated with the sample-mean law.

Table 5 Group samples

Sample Size (number Sample mean Sample STD
of cases)
A (and equivalent) 18 4.42 242
C (and equivalent) 12 8.26 1.43

Because all three samples (in each dataset) are drawn from the same null hypothesis
distribution, the rule of sample means dictates that the means of the samples of groups
A — C with the number of samples Ns will be distributed with the same mean and a

standard deviation gy as:
a

05 = 7ne @)

From (1) based on the count of points in each group, one can estimate sample mean
standard deviations for the groups A and C samples, as, respectively, 0.6 and 0.74.
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To satisfy the null hypothesis, the means of samples A and C would need to, both
and independently, satisfy the normal distribution laws with the same mean us and os
defined by (1). Easy to see that the probability of the null hypothesis would be maxim-
ized if both of the sample means ua and uc were at the minimal distance from us i.e. the
latter positioned at the midpoint between ua and uc, so that us = (uc — ua)/2.

Ha Hs Hc

Fig.3 Sample means distributions, BCG groups

With the mean of the sample means estimated, one can easily calculate the probability
of the null hypothesis as:

P(uy i) = PQualps,04) X Pluc | us,0c)
where the first term on the right is the probability of ua within the observed range below
us with a standard deviation oa and the second, similarly, of uc within the observed
range above us with a standard deviation oc.

Then with the values of sample means and sample mean standard deviations ob-
tained above the p-value of the null hypothesis can be estimated as:
p=N(x< —-320)XN(x>260)~33 x107°
excluding the null hypothesis at a confidence level of at least 107>,
Further, the distributions of BCG group samples in the time point datasets under the
assumption of the null hypothesis must be independent between the datasets as well, so

that accumulation of data can further improve the confidence of the correlation hypoth-
esis.

To summarize the results of this analysis, if the immunization group samples had no
correlation with the impact and therefore, considered as independent random samples
under the null hypothesis, repeated observations of sample means as far apart as in the
observations of BCG groups would lead to a strong estimate for the p-value of the null
hypothesis and the resulting rejection conclusion. Note that for the sake of consistency,
in group A were included the cases of Ireland and Brazil, both in the subgroup A2 with
certain qualifications on UIP (Ireland: consistency of administration practice [17]; Bra-
zil: late start of the immunization program). Exclusion of these cases would likely have
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resulted in a significantly lower sample mean and STD for this group and consequently,
stronger constraints on the null hypothesis.

4 Conclusion

We hope that time-adjusted datasets compiled in this work as the early observations
obtained with it can be useful to other researchers in the field looking for effective
approaches to understanding and eventually, taking the pandemics under control.

In addition to convincing, in our view, arguments in favor of the BCG immunization
correlation hypothesis presented in Sections 2.2 — 2.6, the statistical analysis of the
correlation between BCG UIP and milder epidemiological scenarios confirms statistical
significance of the correlation with confidence of at least 0.0001 providing a strong
rationale for further studies that would investigate possible mechanism for such protec-
tion with the potential of developing effective methods of long-term immunity devel-
opment against a broad range of diseases.
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Appendix Case Datasets

Table 1 Current Dataset (updated 04.06.2020)

Case Population LTZ M.p.c M.p.c, BCG band,
(M) rel. termination
VLow 0.003
Taiwan 23.8 21.01 0.29 0.000 A
Japan 126.8 16.01 7.10 0.003 A
Australia 24.6 25.01 4.19 0.002 B, 1986
South Korea 51.5 20.01 5.30 0.002 A
Singapore 5.6 23.01 4.29 0.002 A
Low 0.026
Slovakia 5.5 6.03 5.09 0.002 A
Prairies (Can) 2.6 12.03 6.92 0.003 B2W
Argentina 45.2 3.03 12.59 0.005 A
Chile 18.1 3.03 65.64 0.026 A
Ukraine 42.2 29.02 17.42 0.007 A
Kyiv, Ukraine 3.8 16.03 18.16 0.007 A
South Africa 57.8 5.03 12.2 0.005 A
Poland 38.0 4.03 29.00 0.011 A
Czechia 10.7 1.03 30.19 0.012 B, 2010
Croatia 4.1 25.02 25.12 0.010 A
Albania 2.9 08.03 11.38 0.005 A
Greece 105 28.02 17.05 0.007 A
Israel 8.7 21.02 33.33 0.013 B, 1986
Finland 55 29.01 58.18 0.023 B, 2006
Mid 0.178
California 39.5 26.01 108.51 0.043 C
Canada 37.6 25.01 199.34 0.079 B2
Ontario (Can) 14.6 25.01 158.36 0.063 C
Brazil 210 25.02 149.09 0.059 A2 (st. 1968)
Mexico 126.2 28.02 92.93 0.037 A
Moldova 3.6 7.03 86.11 0.034 A
Peru 35.2 6.03 135.43 0.054 A
Ecuador 17.6 29.02 195.34 0.077 B (?)
Norway 54 26.02 43.89 0.017 B (1995)
Denmark 5.6 27.02 103.57 0.041 B (1986)
Sweden 10.1 31.01 449.70 0.178 B (1975)
Switzerland 8.6 25.02 193.02 0.077 B (1987)
Austria 8.8 25.02 76.02 0.030 B (1990)
Germany 82.8 27.01 104.76 0.042 B (1998)
Portugal 10.3 2.03 139.42 0.055 A2 (st. 1965)
Ireland 4.9 29.02 338.37 0.134 A20)
Netherlands 17.2 27.02 347.50 0.138 C
USA 327.2 21.01 329.46 0.131 C
High 1.00
Quebec (Can) 8.5 28.02 554.47 0.220 B2, 1956-74
Italy 60.5 31.01 555.39 0.220 C
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Spain 46.7 31.01 580.90 0.230 B2 (1965-81)
UK @ 66.4 29.01 598.31 0.237 B3
Belgium 114 04.02 835.26 0.331 C
France @ 67.0 24.01 431.94 0.171 B3
NYC 8.6 15.02 | 2523.02 1.000 C

™ Manitoba, Saskatchewan provinces of Canada: aboriginal population
@ Immunization provided at an older age (not at birth)

Table 2 Time-Adjusted Combined Dataset, @LTZ + 3 m (updated 04.06.2020)

Case Population LTZ M.p.c M.p.c, BCG band,
(M) rel. termination
Taiwan 23.8 21.01 0.25 0.000 A
Japan 126.8 16.01 4.27 0.002 A
Australia 24.6 25.01 3.86 0.002 B, 1986
South Korea 51.5 20.01 4.89 0.002 A
Singapore 5.6 23.01 3.21 0.002 A
Slovakia 5.5 6.03 5.09 0.002 A
Prairies (Can) 2.6 12.03 6.92 0.003 C
Argentina 45.2 3.03 12.59 0.005 A
Chile 18.1 03.03 65.64 0.026 A
Ukraine 42.2 29.02 17.42 0.007 A
Kyiv (Ukraine) 3.8 16.03 18.16 0.007 A
South Africa 57.8 5.03 12.2 0.005 A
Moldova 3.6 07.03 12.2 0.005 A
Poland 38.0 04.03 29.00 0.011 A
Czechia 10.7 01.03 30.19 0.012 B, 2010
Croatia 4.1 25.02 25.12 0.010 A
Albania 2.9 08.03 11.38 0.005 A
Greece 105 28.02 17.05 0.007 A
Israel 8.7 21.02 33.33 0.013 B, 1986
Finland 5.5 29.01 41.82 0.020 B, 2006
California (US) 39.5 26.01 108.51 0.043 C
Canada 37.6 25.01 199.34 0.079 B2
Ontario (Can) 14.6 25.01 158.36 0.063 C
Brazil 210 25.02 149.09 0.059 | A2 (st. 1968)
Mexico 126.2 28.02 92.93 0.037 A
Peru 35.2 06.03 135.43 0.054 A
Ecuador 17.6 29.02 195.34 0.077 B
Norway 5.4 26.02 43.89 0.017 B (1995)
Denmark 5.6 27.02 103.57 0.041 B (1986)
Sweden 10.1 31.01 265.25 0.127 B (1975)
Switzerland 8.6 25.02 193.02 0.077 B (1987)
Austria 8.8 25.02 76.02 0.030 B (1990)
Germany 82.8 27.01 82.92 0.052 B (1998)
Portugal 10.3 02.03 139.42 0.055 A
Ireland 4.9 29.02 338.37 0.134 A
Netherlands 17.2 27.02 347.50 0.138 C
USA 327.2 21.01 208.70 0.100 C
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12
Quebec (Can) 85| 2802 | 55447 ] 0220 B2, 1956-74
Italy 605 | 3101 | 47742 | 0.228 C
Spain 467 | 3101 | 54450 | 0.260 | B2 (1965-81)
UK 66.4 | 29.01 | 428.40 | 0.04 | B3 (2005)
Belgium 114 | 0402 | 417.05] 0.199 C
France 670 | 2401 | 37157 | 0.177 B3 (2007)
NYC (US) 8.6 | ~15.02 | 209535 |  1.000 C
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