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Abstract
Objective: We undertook this study to explore the role of important determinants affecting

global COVID-19 incidence and mortality taking multifactorial disease dynamics into

consideration.

Design: Secondary data as on March 28, 2020 were obtained for 97 countries. Association of
COVID-19 cumulative incidence and mortality measures were assessed with ten indictors
representing health system characteristics, climate, demography, promptness of international

travel restriction and population movement using Generalized Linear Modelling.

Main outcome measur es. Country-specific COVID-19 cumulative incidence, cumulative cause-

specific mortality and case fatality rate.

Results: Significant inter-country variation in incidence and mortality rates were observed. Five
variables were found to be associated with cumulative incidence: testing rate per 1000
population (f = 0.119, p < 0.01), UHC index (p = 0.043, p = 0.04), percentage elderly population
(B = 0.122, p < 0.01), percentage below-poverty line population (B = -0.048, p < 0.01) and
disability adjusted life years due to NCDs (p = -0.013, p < 0.01). Case fatality rate was observed
to be associated with testing rate per 1000 population (f = -0.058, p = 0.03) and population
density (p = 0.002, p = 0.02), while the cumulative cause-specific mortality was associated with
only percentage elderly population ( = 0.096, p = 0.04) in the country.

Conclusions: Health system response, population susceptibility and demography were the most
important factors determining the progression. Policy response should focus towards increasing
testing, primarily targeting high population density areas. Health system strengthening and
reduction in population risk factors should be long term goals for a better response to such

epidemics.
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Strengths and limitations of this study

e We undertook a large scale cross-country analysis to explore the impact of

background factors in a country on COVID-19 disease dynamics.

e |Information from 97 countries as on March 28, 2020 were retrieved from public
repositories and analysed.

e Generalized linear models were employed to understand percentage change in
county-specific cumulative incidence, cumulative cause-specific mortality and case
fatality rate with selected explanatory variables representing health system

characteristics, climate, demography, policy promptness and population movement.

e Our main limitation was lack of data availability in the public domain, especially on
the number of COVID-19 tests conducted by many countries, which forced us to
restrict our sample size to 97 countries.

e We could not include a quality parameter for community based mitigation strategies,
hence the effectiveness of these in reducing COVID-19 incidence and mortality
could not be assessed.
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Introduction
Novel Coronavirus disease (COVID-19) has emerged as one of the fastest growing epidemics of

the 21% century. Despite having alower case fatality rate than previous epidemics, its fast global
spread, coupled with lack of effective treatment options forced World Heath Organization
(WHO) to declare it as a public health emergency of international concern on January 30, 2020,
in less than a month of its first notification.[1, 2] The impact on lives across the 214 affected
countries is so extensive that it is already being compared to mortality expenses in world war
[1.[3] As of 06 May 2020, more than three million cases (3,517,345) of COVID-19 have been
reported, including 243,401 deaths across the world.[4] Countries such as United States of
America (61906 deaths), Italy (29079 deaths), United Kingdom (28734 deaths) and Spain (25428
deaths) have been reeling from the shock, as the extensive spread of virus has exposed the health
system preparedness in these countries. Most of the countries have also been suffering loss of life
and economy, due to affected trade, transport, tourism and productivity in many other sectors.[5]
Economists warn a major global recession and increase in unemployment rates as opposed to
limited labor market damage initially suspected.[6] It is estimated that the global cost of the
outbreak may be USD 4.1 trillion with recession as severe as global financial crisis experienced
between 2007-2009.[7] Measures towards mitigation and control of COVID-19 have already
forced many governments to pledge a substantial proportion of their Gross Domestic Product
(GDP) to it, with Germany deciding to spend as high as 28.5%.[8]

As many of the disease characteristics of this novel outbreak are unknown, related scientific
research has attracted an intense focus. The scale and pattern of the epidemic, basic reproduction
number, case fatality rates and pre-symptomatic transmission rates are a few basic factors being
studied and reported from different settings.[9-13] Another major set of research work included
attempts to forecast the progression of the disease and ascertain the likely impact of proposed
public health interventions usng mathematical models and scenario analysis.[14-16] However,
an equally important approach towards successful control of the disease lies in understanding the
determinants defining the behavioral dynamics of this novel disease transmission. Excluding a
few studies that have tried to relate the virus spread to changes in temperature, humidity or BCG
vaccination induced innate immunity, most of the published research has left the relationships of

the transmission with the background factors unexplored.[17-21].
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Previous studiesin relation to similar infectious conditions have identified numerous other social
determinants affecting the outcomes, in addition to the pathogenic behavior of the microbe and
environmental factors. The health system preparedness in general, and capacity of health system
to respond in times of catastrophes in particular, can majorly influence the extent of spread as
well as severity of the disease in the community. The proactive approach of the policy,
evidenced with swiftness in decision making, in relation to imposition of travel restrictions,
social distancing, timely isolation of infected populations, ban on mass gatherings and closure of
workplaces & educational institutes, may play an important role in controlling the outbreak. The
importance of both these factors was amply evident, when countries that had suffered the wrath
of SARS epidemic demonstrated better ability to contain the spread of COVID-19 in its early
stages.[5] Demographic characteristics may further influence the spread of infectious conditions,
as susceptible populations such as ederly, patients with chronic non-communicable diseases
(NCDs), patients with multiple co-morbidities and people living with HIV-AIDS may provide a
more vulnerable environment. Finaly, population density, ease of transportation and
geographical proximity to the origin of outbresk may increase the likelihood of spread
throughout, and hence need to be further explored.

Keeping this in mind, the current study was planned with an objective to explore the role of
important socio demographic, economic, health system and environmental factors affecting the
spread of COVID-19 epidemic globally. Concrete answers on these parameters might increase
our understanding of the factors facilitating the spread of current epidemic and help in drafting

solutions liable to be transferable as policy measures.

Methods

Model overview
We developed three statistical models employing Generalized Linear Modelling to quantify the

e lect of various determinants on the measures of incidence and mortality of COVID-19. The
outcomes identified to represent the impact of the epidemic were country-specific cumulative
incidence, case fatality rate and cumulative cause-specific mortality. Cumulative incidence was
defined as the number of COVID-19 positive confirmed cases since 1% December 2019 till study
end date, per million population, case-fatality rate as percentage of deaths reported among
COVID-19 positive confirmed cases in the aforementioned period and cumulative cause-specific
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mortality as number of reported deaths due to COVID-19 in the same period, per million

population in acountry.

A number of probable determinants influencing these outcomes for communicable diseases were
identified from previously published literature through a non-systematic review. These were
divided into five broad domains. Health system characteristics, climate, demography,
promptness of international travel restriction and population movement. A total of ten indicators
were identified to represent these five domains. Universal health coverage (UHC) service
coverage index provided by World Bank for each country was selected as an indicator of general
health system preparedness. It is an index for essential health services (based on tracer
interventions that include reproductive, maternal, newborn and child health, infectious diseases,
NCDs and service capacity and access) presented on a scale of 0 to 100. Number of tests
conducted in the country per 1000 population was utilized as an indicator of health system’s
response to the epidemic. Details of these indicators and rationale for their use has been provided
in Table 1.

As different countries used different time frames to impose travel restrictions, we used the delay
in decision making as an indicator to assess a country’s promptness in policy related matters.
Number of days elapsed between confirmation of 1st COVID-19 case and date of imposition of
international travel restrictions to China or other countries was computed and used as an

explanatory variable in the models to explain the outcomes.

Two variables were selected to represent the country demography characteristics considered
important in facilitating the disease transmission and severity. These were percentage population
in the country living below international poverty line (BPL) and population density in the
country per square km of surface area. Two indicators, percentage population above 65 years of
age and disability-adjusted life years (DALY s) due to NCDs were included to represent burden
of susceptible population in a country. DALY's was selected as it is a comprehensive summary
measure to identify burden of a morbidity, that includes both years of life lost and years of life
lived with disability.

Air transport passenger movement, which reflected the number of air passengers carried on both
domestic and international aircraft carriers registered in the country, was selected as a proxy
indicator for connectivity and population movement facilitating spread of the pathogen. Finally,
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in order to represent the general climate of the county around the time of 1% case identification,

two indicators, average temperature in °Celsius and average percentage relative humidity, were
utilized.

Table 1: Indicators, their data sources, derivation and rational for use.

S. No. | Indicator Domain Derived from Data source* Rationale for Inclusion
1 Case fatdlity rate Measures of | Number of total WHO Situation | Key measure of mortality
(%) mortality positive cases; Report-68
Number of total
COVID-19 deaths
2. Cumulative Measureof | Number of total WHO Situation | Key measure of morbidity
Incidence (per incidence positive cases, Report-68
million population) Total mid-year
population
3. Cumulative cause- | Measuresof | Number of total WHO Situation | Key measure of mortality
specific mortality mortality COVID-19 deaths; | Report-68
(per million Total mid-year
population) population
4. UHC service Health World An essentia service
coverage index system Development coverage index constructed
preparedness Indicators using coverage of 16
(WD) essential services.
Reflective of health
system’ s preparednessin
organizing response
towards COVID-19
5. Number of tests Health Number of GitHub public | Timely identification and
conducted per system’s COVID-19 tests repository; guarantine through testing
thousand pop. responseto | conducted by Worldometer, expected to decrease
the epidemic | countries; Total Official incidence and associated
mid-year Government cause-specific mortality in
population websites; Press | the population
releases
6. Number of days Promptness | Date of index case | GitHub public | A fast policy response by
between 1% case of identification in repository; the Government may be
identification and international | country; Date of Officid associated with less
imposition of travel | travel imposition of Government importation and
restrictions on restriction travel restrictions | websites; Press | transmission of virusin the
international travel on international releases community
travel
7. Population below Demography World Poverty directly affects
international Development health and indirectly
poverty line (%) Indicators reduces affordability of
(WDI) resources for seeking
healthcare. May be
associated with incidence
and case-fatality rate.
8. Population density | Demography World High density facilitates
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(per sg. km) Development faster infection
Indicators transmission. Expected to
(WDI) be associated with higher
incidence.

0. Population above Susceptible World Agerelated declinein
65 years of age (%) | population Development immune system responseis

Indicators widely acknowledged. May

(WD) be associated with poor
outcomes due to COVID-
19.

10. DALYsdueto Susceptible Global Burden | Presence of comorbidities
NCDs (per 100k Population of Disease with NCDs prove major
population) study risk factors for virulent

infectious diseases.
Expected to be related to
higher incidence and poorer
outcomes.

11. Temperature on Climate Hourly Wesather General climate of country
day of first case Temperature Underground influences transmission of
identification (in recording at local | website infectious agents. Expected
Degree Celsius) weather station to be associated with spread

of COVID- 19 epidemic.

12. Relative humidity | Climate Hourly humidity | Weather General climate of country
(%) recording at local | Underground influences transmission of

weather station website infectious agents. Expected
to be associated with spread
of COVID- 19 epidemic.

13. Air transport Population IATA’sWorld | Higher local and
passengers connectivity Air Transport international population
movement (in and Statistics movement may facilitate
millions) movement Report (2019) | faster spread of the

pathogen, expected to be
related to higher incidence.

Data collection

* Details of the sources with references have been provided in text under data collection section.

Data on all indicators was obtained from secondary sources in public domain. As the pandemic
was (and is) sill progressing, March 28, 2020 was considered as the end-point for data
collection. Country-wise information on cumulative number of COVID-19 confirmed positive
cases and associated deaths was collected from WHO Situation Report-68 for March 28,
2020.[22]

World Development Indicators (WDI) was used as the primary source of information for four
explanatory variables: UHC service coverage index, percentage population above 65 years of
age, percentage population living below international poverty line and population density per

8
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square km of surface area. WDI is a World Bank collection of development indicators, compiled
from officialy recognized international sources and considered providing accurate national,
regional and global estimates.[23] UHC index values for different countries at the WDI online
data base were available for years 2015 and 2017, from which the most recent available values
for each country were selected. Data on below poverty line (BPL) population was obtained in
terms of poverty headcount ratio at $1.90 aday using 2011 Purchasing Power Parity (PPP) rates.

Country-wise information on date of first COVID-19 positive case confirmation was derived
from GitHub public repository.[24] Around 10% of this data was cross-verified with countries
official health system/ COVID-19 response web portals to confirm accuracy. Data on Disability
Adjusted Life Years (DALYS) due to non-communicable diseases (NCDs) per 100,000
population was derived from Global Burden of Disease study database.[25] The weather
information for each country’s capital around the time of epidemic initiation was obtained from
weather stations located at cities international airports. An established web portal called
‘Weather Underground’ was used for this purpose.[26] Mean temperature and humidity values
were generated from hourly temperature and relative humidity values being reported by the
stations on the day of first case identification in the country. For the largest 20 countries in the
world, the information was collated from four selected cities at different latitudes to make the

values representative at the country level.

Data on country-wise air transport passenger movement was obtained from International Air
Transport Association’s World Air Trangport Statistics Report for the year 2019.[27] Details of
timeline, extent of travel restrictions imposed and number of Coronavirus tests conducted in
various countries till March 28, 2020 were triangulated from multiple online sources. These
included official federal Governments COVID-19 response information portals, press releases
and newspaper reports. Some data was retrieved from Worldometer (A reference website
providing real time information on number of tests conducted for COVID- 19), which was cross-

validated with information from other sources.[ 28]

Total number of countries (including territories and overseas dependencies) with at least one
confirmed COVID-19 positive case till Mar 28, 2020 were 202.[22] Out of these, information on
number of Coronavirus tests conducted was not available online for 95 countries. This included

China, which provided information on number of tests conducted for a single province only.
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Additionally, data on UHC service coverage index, date of travel restrictions imposition or air

passenger movement could not be located for ten other countries.

All data retrieval was conducted systematically by two researchers (AS and GJ), while a third

researcher (SP) adjudicated any differences in interpretation between the two primary reviewers.

Data analysis
The final dataset utilized for analysis included information from a total of 97 countries.

Generalized Linear Models (GLM) were employed to assess the association of COVID-19

measures of incidence and mortality to the selected explanatory variables at country level.

This approach uses maximum likelihood estimation (MLES) for parameters, and relaxes the
assumptions of normality of residuals providing consistent estimates for further use. The

relationship in the generalized linear model is assumed to be

Y = g(bo + lel + bZXZ + kak) +e

where X; is the value of the i predictor, eis the error, and g() is a function. Formally, the
inverse function of g(), say f (), iscalled the link function; so that

f(‘uy) = bo + lel + bzXz + .“kak

where u,, stands for the expected value of y. Various link functions can be chosen, depending on
the assumed distribution of they variable e.g. identity, gamma, inverse normal, and Poisson
digtributions.[29, 30] In the current study, we employed the identity link function.

All three outcome measures were log-transformed to normalize their distribution before
modelling. Omnibus test and deviance per degree of freedom were used to assess models
goodness of fit. The deviance value per degree of freedom for goodness of fit ranged between 1.1
to 2.5, with significant omnibus tests in all three cases. The regression approaches employed
were coupled with bootstrapping of data to estimate the 95% Confidence Interval for the
estimates. All data were collected using MS Excel and analyzed using IBM SPSS ver. 22.
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Patient and public involvement
This research was done without any patient or public involvement. Any members of public were

not invited to comment on the study design or consulted to develop outcomes or interpret the
results. Members of the public were not invited to contribute to the writing or editing of this

document for readability or accuracy.

Results
A significant variation was observed between countries in terms of measures of incidence and

mortality due to COVID-19. The number of confirmed cases ranged from 1 in some countries to
as high as 86,498 in Italy, while the number of deaths attributable to COVID ranged from O to
9136 (Figure 1). The confirmed cases per million population were lowest in Angola (0.06 per
million) and highest in Iceland (2625 per million), with a mean of 204 cases and a median of 61
cases per million population across the sample (Supplementary material S1). On the other hand,
the case fatality rate ranged from 0% to 20%, with a mean case fatality of 2.1% and a median
case fatality of 0.88% across the studied 97 countriestill March 28, 2020 (Figure 1).

Figure 1: Summary measures of incidence and mortality due to COVID-19 across various countriestill March 28, 2020*

Figure 2 presents the information on explanatory variables for the selected sample of countries.
UHC service coverage index among these countries varied from 37 to 89. While the number of
tests for COVID-19 that different countries conducted ranged from O to 31 (per thousand), the
mean was only 2.50 per thousand population. Twenty-seven countries in the list closed their
borders proactively before the first case was identified (Supplementary Material S2). Twelve
countries had more than 20% of their population above 65 years of age. African and South-east
Asian countries had highest proportion of BPL population, population density aswell as DALY's
due to NCDs (Supplementary Material S2). The mean temperature on the day of first case
identification ranged from -4.56 °C (Norway) to 30.82 °C (Nigeria), whereas the humidity in the
selected countries ranged from 37% to 96%. A significant variation was observed with respect to
domestic and international air passenger movement in different countries, with a mean of 36

million and amedian of 7.4 million travellers.
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Figure 2: Summary country characteristics and policy response measures to COVID-19 across various countriestill March 28,
2020*

Table 2 presents results of the three models analysing the associations among different variables
of interest and outcome measures. Model 1 explored the relationships with cumulative incidence
of COVID-19 in the population. In this model, five variables were found to be significantly
associated with the outcome: Number of tests conducted per thousand population (p = 0.119, p <
0.01), UHC index (p = 0.043, p = 0.04), percentage population aged more than 65 (p = 0.122, p <
0.01), percentage population below poverty line (p = -0.048, p < 0.01) and DALY s dueto NCDs
(B = -0.013, p < 0.01). The results implied an increase of 12.2% in cumulative incidence with
every 1 percent increase in elderly population aged above 65, 11.9% increase with per unit
increase in number of tests conducted per thousand population and a 4% increase with UHC
service coverage index. A decline in incidence is observed with increase in BPL population and
DALY sdueto NCDs (4.8% and 1.3% respectively).

Model 2 assessed the association between the predictor variables and the case fatality rate.
Statistical significance was observed for number of tests conducted per thousand population (f =
-0.058, p = 0.03) and population density per sg. km. (B = 0.002, p = 0.02) (Table 2). Hence,
while case fatality rate increased by 0.2% with per unit increase in population density, it declined

by 5.8% with every unit increase in number of tests conducted.

Model 3 showed only percentage population aged more than 65 (B = 0.096, p = 0.04) in the
country to be associated with its cumulative cause-specific mortality. This implied a 9.6%
increase in mortality due to COVID with every 1% increase in population above 65 years of age

in the community.

Table 2: Factors associated with cumulative incidence, case-fatality and cause-specific mortality of COVID-19

Model | Outcome Predictors B (95% CI LL, UL) P-value
1 Log (Cases per million I ntercept 0.216 (-4.107, 4.538) 922
population) UHC Index 0.043 (0.001, 0.084) .042*
Number of days between -0.005 (-0.016, 0.007) 426
1% case identification and
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travel restriction

imposition

Population aged more than 0.122 (0.057, 0.185) .000*

65 years

population density per sq. -0.001 (-0.002, 0.000) 207

km.

Number of tests conducted 0.119 (0.060, 0.176) .000*

per thousand population

Air transport passengers 0.001 (-0.001, 0.003) .652

movement

Temp. on day of first case -0.000 (-0.037, 0.036) .980

identification

Humidity on day of first 0.016 (-0.004, 0.036) 17

case identification

Population below poverty -0.048 (-0.081, -0.014) .005*

line

DALY sdueto NCDs -0.013 (-0.021, -0.004) .003*
Log (Case fatality rate) I ntercept -2.759 (-8.181, 2.663) 319

UHC Index 0.030 (-0.013, 0.073) A77

Number of days between -0.002 (-0.014, 0.009) .684

1% case identification and

travel restriction

imposition

Population aged more than 0.024 (-0.037, 0.086) 447

65 years

population density per sg. 0.002 (0.000, 0.003) .015*

km.

Number of tests conducted -0.058 (-0.108, -0.007) .025*

per thousand population

Air transport passengers -0.000 (-0.002, 0.002) .882

movement

Temp. on day of first case 0.030 (-0.006, 0.066) 105

identification

Humidity on day of first 0.017 (-0.003, 0.037) 110

case identification

Population below poverty 0.027 (-0.011, 0.065) 164
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line

DALY sdueto NCDs 0.007 (-0.004, 0.017) 220
3 Log (Deaths per million I ntercept -4.167 (-12.192, 3.858) .309

population) UHC Index 0.041 (-0.023, 0.105) .209

Number of days between -0.004 (-0.021, 0.013) .636

1% case identification and

travel restriction

imposition

Population aged more than 0.096 (0.004, 0.188) .040*

65 years

population density per sg. 0.001 (-0.001, 0.002) .603

km.

Number of tests conducted 0.045 (-0.030, 0.119) 242

per thousand population

Air transport passengers 0.000 (-0.002, 0.003) .852

movement

Temp. on day of first case 0.014 (-0.039, 0.068) .607

identification

Humidity on day of first 0.027 (-0.004, 0.057) .089

case identification

Population below poverty -0.041 (-0.098, 0.015) 156

line

DALYsdueto NCDs -0.013 (-0.029, 0.003) 21

* Significant at p-value < 0.05

Discussion
The results of our study indicate the response of the health system, in terms of number of tests

conducted, and the susceptibility of the population (higher elderly, BPL and DALY's due to
NCDs) to be the most important factors determining the incidence of COVID-19 in the
community. Susceptibility of the population also played an important role in determining cause-
specific mortality. While general health system preparedness and population demography were
also found to have a role in both incidence and case-fatality rates, we could not ascertain any
association of the three outcome measures with general climate of the area, connectivity of the

population or promptness of international travel restriction.
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Health system performance and its capacity to deliver services has frequently been cited as an
important determinant of morbidity rates in the community.[31] In line with the same, capacity
of the system to bear the patient burden have been observed to be closely related to case-fatality
rate for COVID-19.[32] Countries with a more evolved health system, in response to previous
epidemics of SARS and MERS, have also been reported by some to counter the current epidemic
better.[33] Increased testing for COVID-19 has been termed an extremely important control
strategy, as it substantially reduces the risk of undetected positive cases in the community. It may
also result in a higher cumulative incidence, as observed in our results, since countries with low
testing rates may not be identifying cases in the community with mild or moderate symptoms
leading to falsely low case counts.[34] In the same vein, the incremental effect of testing is
higher towards detection of milder asymptomatic cases that do not result in mortality. This
inflates the denominator for case-fatality rates, leading to a lower value. We also found negative
association of testing with case fatality.[35] As a result, the case-fatality rate for COVID-19
appears to be a misleading indicator since it is significantly being affected by the testing rate.

Hence, inter-country comparision of case fatality should be standardized for coverage of testing.

Previous research has established that COVID-19 affects individuals in older age groups more,
as the mortality rates are disproportionately higher in this age group.[8, 36] Similar results were
observed in our study, wherein we found positive associations between population above 65
years of age with both incidence as well as COVID-specific mortality. Research indicates that
age-dependent decline in immune function, with defectsin T-cell and B-cell function and excess
production of type-2 cytokines, leads to deficient control of viral replication and more prolonged
pro-inflammatory responses, potentially leading to poor outcomes in elderly population.[37] This
may be coupled with psychological and physical barriers for this age group, such as more social
isolation and poorer accessibility & affordability to health services, further aggravating the
problem.[38]

We observed a negative association of COVID-19 cumulative incidence with below poverty line
population in a country. There may be many plausible explanations for this, most of which had
been adjusted for in our models. The poorer countries have, relatively, poorer performing health
systems, lower testing rates and lower international passenger connectivity. Also, most of the

developing countries have skewed population demography, with much higher proportion of
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younger population, unlike developed countries with higher proportion of elderly
populations,[39] Our results indicated that higher population density was also significantly
associated with higher case-fatality rates. This relationship has been validated earlier in context
of MERS and SARS outbreaks, as wel as in current COVID pandemic, where spatia
associations have been well established as a key to spread.[40, 41] Because COVID-19 is
primarily transmitted through respiratory droplets, and people in geographically compact
neighborhoods areas tend to have more close interactions with each other, this might play arole

in accelerating transmission of the virus.[34, 42]

Our study could not ascertain a significant association between incidence and promptness of
decison making. This is in contrast with previous understanding which states that timing of
community mitigation strategies help to decrease rates of infections as well as poor
outcomes.[34] The reason for our results could be the inclusion of a single objective parameter
(implementation of travel restrictions) to explain the models, not accounting for the extent and
quality of other mitigation strategies put in place by various Governments. Our study results also
could not establish any relationships between our measures of incidence and mortality, and the
general climate variables. Previously published studies present contrasting evidence with respect
to the role of temperature and humidity in COVID-19 transmission dynamics.[18, 43] While
some of these state that there is decreased viability of the virusin higher temperatures, thereis no
evidence supporting that the case count will decline with increase in mean temperatures.[44]
Again, we did not observe any association between the cumulative incidence and air passenger
connectivity. Thisis in agreement with results of a previous study which stated that strategies to
reduce global passenger volume will have negligible impact on the risk of importation of
COVID-19 in different countries.[45]

Over the last few months, researchers have proposed numerous concepts to enhance
understanding of origin, spread and control strategies of COVID- 19. Several websites tracking
virus spread and outcomes have been giving live updates on disease progression. Coupled with
other readily available datasets on environmental conditions, population demographics, health
system preparedness, several theories have been put forward and tested. However, ours is one of
the first cross country analysis to take into consideration the impact of background factors in a

country on COVID-19 disease dynamics. We examined a broad range of determinants from five
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major domains to understand their impact on incidence as well as fatality rates to find answers to

key questions for better evidence-informed policymaking.

The study has a few limitations related to data availability and inferences which one can draw on
causality. We excluded many countries, including China, from the analysis due to lack of
authentic data related to number of COVID-19 tests conducted. This reduced the dataset from a
total of 202 countries to 97 countries. Also, different countries employ different testing and
reporting strategies which may bias the results. We could not include a quality parameter for
community based mitigation strategies, such as cancellation of mass gatherings and school/
workplace closures, because, unlike travel ban which is easier to impose and examine, assessing
the quality and effectiveness of other mitigation and control strategies is not entirely possible.
Information related to mean temperature, mean relative humidity and impositions of travel
restrictions for different countries was retrieved from different sources, however, the authors
tried to alleviate the potential problems due to this by extensive triangulation and cross-
verification of the data. Finally, the study is limited by retrospective nature of design for a
continuously progressing epidemic. As more data on patterns and trends emerge, the role of
health system, demographic and environmental variables may evolve to support or contradict the

current findings.

Conclusions and recommendations
While this analysis was being undertaken, control and mitigation strategies were in place in most

parts of the world. Our analysis thus focused on studying effects of potential background
determinants across the world, which may help in shaping the policy response towards this
public health emergency. Keeping in mind the fact that it is not possible to plan quick
interventions against non-modifiable risk factors, such as susceptibility of the population towards
contracting COVID- 19, the results of our study indicate that governments should focus the
policy response towards increasing testing, with emphasis on areas with high population density.
Identified positive active cases should be quarantined under strict containment measures to avert
the effects of transmission to susceptible population with high risk factors due to NCDs. Slum
areas with higher population density and BPL population, as well as old age homes have a higher
risk of incidence and mortality, hence should be monitored diligently. Age-specific social
distancing strategy should be actively pursued along with geographic social distancing. In
addition to community mitigation strategies, health system strengthening, to improve UHC
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service coverage index, for a better response to the epidemic should be undertaken.[46, 47] This
may be accomplished in short term by investing in material and human resources for health:
increasing the numbers of trained work force as well as capacity building of existing staff.[48]
Many countries have an existing Community Health Worker workforce operating in underserved

areas, whose involvement in prevention and control activities may be explored.[49]

More research should be encouraged to understand the spatial associations of COVID-19 in
various settings and explore other key determinants affecting the spread of virus. Since test
conduction rates proved to be an important determinant of both identification of cases (or
incidence) and mortality due to this disease, the inter-state or inter-national comparisons of
positive cases or desths should be adjusted for the level of testing in the corresponding regions.
Similarly, model based analysis for forecasting the outcomes should be calibrated for the extent
of under-reporting due to insufficient number of tests conducted for COVID-19 case detection.
The case-fatality rate should also be standardized as per the coverage of testing prior to
comparison among different areas. All these changes will significantly improve the ability of the
current models to successfully predict the future scenarios and recommend potential solutions to
the policymakers. Though global community is working towards development of vaccines,
enhanced therapeutics and diagnostic methods for this new disease, the policy response should
also keep in consideration the associations established in this study to improve the global as well

as local response.
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