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Abstract 

This study aimed to examine the relationship between telecommuting and the regional 

cumulative COVID-19 incidence. This was a cross-sectional study analyzing 13,468 office 

workers. The participant groups, according to the level of cumulative COVID-19 incidence 

by prefecture, were used as the predictor variable, and telecommuting frequency and 

preference were used as outcomes. We employed an ordinal logistic regression analysis. In 

regions with a high cumulative COVID-19 incidence, the proportion of participants who 

telecommuted more than two days per week was 34.7%, which was approximately 20% 

higher than in other regions. Telecommuting preference was stronger in areas with higher 

COVID-19 influence. However, in other regions, the proportion of participants who did not 

want to telecommute was higher than that of those who wanted to telecommute. We found 

that telecommuting frequency and preference were higher in regions with high cumulative 

COVID-19 incidence. 

 Keywords: telecommuting, office worker, COVID-19, regional COVID-19 epidemic, 

Japan 
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Introduction 

At the end of 2019, an outbreak of pneumonia of unknown cause was confirmed in 

Wuhan, People's Republic of China, and a novel coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2) was discovered 

as the etiologic agent (Lai et al., 2020). The communicable disease caused by SARS-CoV-2 

has been designated as Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), and this pandemic continued 

in 2021. In Japan, the first, second, and third waves of the COVID-19 pandemic occurred in 

April 2020, July to August 2020, and December 2020 to February 2021, respectively. 

The COVID-19 pandemic greatly impacted the work environment and practices, 

resulting in changes in work systems and management (Alon et al., 2020). Globally, the 

expansion of telecommuting in the wake of the COVID-19 pandemic has been one of the 

most drastic changes in the way people work in recent decades (Belzunegui-Eraso & 

Erro-Garcés, 2020; Khan & Javed Hasan, 2020). In February 2020, the Japanese government 

released a basic policy describing preventive measures for the COVID-19 epidemic; this 

included a recommendation for companies to implement telecommuting to prevent the spread 

of COVID-19 (Ministry of Health, Labor and Welfare, 2020). As the COVID-19 incidence 

continued to increase throughout Japan, more companies introduced telecommuting, and the 

proportion of telecommuters increased. A survey conducted by the Tokyo Metropolitan 

Government at the end of February 2021, among companies with 30 or more employees, 

reported that more than 50% of companies have introduced telecommuting systems (Tokyo 

Metropolitan Government, 2021). In a survey conducted in April, May, and November 2020 

among approximately 20,000 workers in the Japanese private sector, the implementation rate 

of telecommuting was approximately 25% (PERSOL RESEARCH AND CONSULTING Co., 

2020a, 2020b, 2020c). However, the survey also reported regional differences in the status of 

telecommuting implementation, with the highest and lowest proportions of telecommuters 

being 45.8% and 3.5%, respectively, in November 2020 (PERSOL RESEARCH AND 
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CONSULTING Co., 2020b).  

Many workers could have recognized that workplace and commuting have high risk 

for COVID-19 infection and that telecommuting is an important measure to prevent 

COVID-19. The regional state of COVID-19 epidemic may reflect discrepancies in the 

spread of telecommuting. Its introduction is thought to be mainly for preventing increased 

COVID-19 incidence, and the pandemic may be suppressed in regions with a high proportion 

of telecommuters. There could also be regional discrepancies in the telecommuting 

preference. Workers who live in a region with high COVID-19 incidence may have higher 

telecommuting preference, or there may be a contradiction that workers in the areas where 

telecommuting is not spreading have a higher telecommuting preference. We consider it 

necessary to evaluate the relationship between the degree of cumulative COVID-19 incidence 

in the region and the telecommuting frequency, or telecommuting preference. This study 

clarified the relationship between telecommuting and the state of the COVID-19 pandemic in 

these regions.  

 

Methods 

Study Design and Setting  

We conducted a prospective cohort study of the novel coronavirus and work study 

(CORoNaWork study) through a research group consisting of the University of Occupational 

and Environmental Health, using collaborative online research. Data were obtained through a 

self-administered questionnaire survey conducted by a Japanese Internet survey company 

(Cross Marketing Inc. Tokyo); a baseline survey was conducted from December 22 to 25, 2020. 

Incidentally, during the baseline survey, the number of COVID-19 infections and deaths were 

overwhelmingly higher than in the first and second waves; therefore, Japan was on maximum 

alert during this third wave. This study implemented a cross-sectional design using part of a 
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baseline survey of the CORoNaWork study. Fujino et al. introduced the details of this study 

protocol (Fujino et al., 2021). 

 

Participants 

Participants in this survey were aged between 20 and 65 years and working at the time 

of the baseline survey. A total of 33,087 participants, who were stratified in clusters by gender, 

age, region, and occupation, participated in the CORoNaWork study. We confirmed that very 

few of the participants belong to the same company. A database of 27,036 individuals was 

created by excluding 6,051 individuals with invalid responses. As such, we analyzed 13,468 

office workers in this database. Manual workers such as assembly-line worker, construction 

worker, electricians, etc., and hospitality workers such as concierge, waiter/waitress, beautician, 

etc. were excluded because it was supposed that they might have difficulty in telecommuting 

and consequently were exempted.  

This study was approved by the ethics committee of the University of Occupational and 

Environmental Health, Japan（reference No. R2-079）. Informed consent was obtained in the form of the 

website. 

 

Questionnaire 

The questionnaire items used in this study were described in detail by Fujino et al 

(Fujino et al., 2021). The questionnaire collected data on information, including sex, age, 

educational background, area of participants’ residence, job type, company size of 

participants’ workplace, working hours per day, family structure, telecommuting frequency, 

and telecommuting preference. As for telecommuting frequency, we asked participants, “Do 

you telecommute? Please choose the answer that is closest to your current situation,” and 

respondents chose one of the following five options: four days a week or more, two to three 

days a week, one day a week, more than once a month but less than once a week, and never. 
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Participants were divided into four levels by telecommuting frequency: telecommuting ≥4 

days/week (4. high), 2–3 days/week (3. moderate), telecommuting once a week to once a 

month (2. low), and not-telecommuting (1. none). Regarding telecommuting preference, we 

asked participants, “How do you feel about telecommuting? (telecommuting preference).” 

Respondents chose one of five options: “I want to telecommute as much as possible (strongly 

agree with telecommuting);” “I want to telecommute often (slightly agree with 

telecommuting);” “either is fine (neither agree nor disagree);” “I want to work in my 

workplace often (slight disagree with telecommuting);” and “I want to work in my workplace 

as much as possible  (strongly disagree with telecommuting).” 

 

Cumulative COVID-19 Incidence by Prefecture and Group Classification of Prefectures 

by Cumulative COVID-19 Incidence 

In this study, we used data on the cumulative COVID-19 incidence in each prefecture of 

Japan. Japan Broadcasting Corporation's data on cumulative COVID-19 incidence by 

prefecture (Japan Broadcasting Corporation [NHK], 2020) was downloaded and tabulated 

from January 15, 2020, when patients with COVID-19 were first identified in Japan, to 

December 22, 2020, the start date of this study's questionnaire. Using information from the 

Statistics Bureau of the Ministry of Internal Affairs and Communications, the cumulative 

COVID-19 incidence per 100,000 people was calculated using the 2020 population data for 

each prefecture (Statistics Bureau, 2021); see Supplementary Table 1). 

According to the cumulative COVID-19 incidence in each prefecture, 47 prefectures 

were divided into three levels. High-level regions were composed of 17 prefectures with a 

cumulative COVID-19 incidence of ≥100 per 100,000 population. Middle-level regions 

included 19 prefectures with a cumulative COVID-19 incidence of ≥50 per 100,000 population. 

Finally, low-level regions were composed of 15 prefectures with a cumulative COVID-19 
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incidence of ≤50 per 100,000 population. As of December 22, 2020, the prefecture with the 

highest cumulative COVID-19 incidence was Tokyo (371.2/100,000 people), and the lowest 

was Akita (10.0/100,000 people; Supplementary Table 1). Using data on prefectural residence 

data, participants living in the high, middle, and low-level regions were assigned to the H, M, 

and L groups, respectively.  

 

Variables 

We set telecommuting frequency and preference as the outcome variables. The 

participant groups according to the level of cumulative COVID-19 incidence in each 

prefecture (H, M, and L group) were set as predictor variables. Sex, age, educational 

background, job type, company size, working hours per day, marital status, and presence of 

family living together were adjusted for potential confounders. 

 

Statistical Analysis 

We employed ordinal logistic regression analysis (OLR) to analyze the dependent 

variables—telecommuting frequency or preference—and the groups (H, M, and L groups). 

We treated the H, M, and L groups as independent variables and adjusted for sex and age. We 

also adjusted for multivariate factors, such as personal, work-related, and familial factors. 

Cox and Snell R-squared analyses were used to determine the goodness of fit of the statistical 

model. The p-values of logistic regression analysis were calculated by considering each 

category scale of the groups as continuous variables (p for trend). In all tests, the threshold 

for significance was set at p < 0.05. SPSS 25.0 J analytical software (IBM, NY) was used for 

the statistical analyses.  
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Results 

Participants and Descriptive Data 

There were 5,641, 4,549, and 3,278 participants, respectively, in the H, M, and L  

groups (see Figure 1). Participant characteristics classified by telecommuting frequency 

groups are shown in Table 1. The H group had a higher proportion of participants who were 

over 50 years old, university graduates or had finished graduate school, managers, and 

working at companies with more than 10,000 employees. Meanwhile, the L group had a 

higher proportion of participants who were aged under 40 years, junior or senior high school 

graduates, and working at companies with 10 to 49 employees. The proportion of participants 

who telecommuted more than two days per week was 34.7%, 16.3%, and 12.2% in the H, M, 

and L groups, respectively. The proportion of participants who wanted to telecommute were 

48.4%, 36.4%, and 34.3% in the H, M, and L groups, respectively; participants in the H 

group tending to have higher telecommuting preference. In the L group, more participants 

wanted to work in their place of employment (36.4%) than telecommute. 

 

Comparison of Telecommuting Frequency and Preference According to the Cumulative 

COVID-19 Incidence in the Prefectures 

Table 2 presents a comparison of telecommuting frequency and preference among 

groups, according to cumulative COVID-19 incidence in each prefecture. Participants in the 

H group had higher telecommuting frequency. In sex-age adjusted OLR models, the 

telecommuting frequency of participants was signficantly higher in the H and M groups 

compared to the L group (OR=3.83, 95% CI: 3.44–4.25, OR=1.49, 95% CI: 1.33–1.67). In 

the multivariate adjusted OLR models, the telecommuting frequency of participants was also 

significantly higher in the H and M groups compared to the L group (OR=3.32, 95% CI: 

2.96–3.72, OR=1.29, 95% CI: 1.14–1.47). 
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In the sex-age adjusted OLR models, telecommuting preference was significantly 

higher in the H and M groups compared to in the L group (OR=1.75, 95%CI: 1.62–1.89, 

OR=1.10, 95% CI: 1.01–1.19). However, in the multivariate adjusted ORL model, the 

telecommuting preference in the M group was not significantly higher compared to L groups 

(OR=1.03, 95% CI: 0.95–1.11). 

 

Discussion 

This study provides an overview of the telecommuting state based on the cumulative 

COVID-19 incidence in each prefecture of Japan. We found that as the regional cumulative 

COVID-19 incidence increased, the telecommuting frequency among office workers also 

increased. Furthermore, we found that 35% of office workers telecommuted more than two 

days a week in regions with a high level cumulative COVID-19 incidence, which is 

approximately 20% higher than in other regions. A survey regarding telecommuting by the 

Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, Transport, and Tourism (MLIT) reported that the proportion 

of employees who telecommuted before the COVID-19 pandemic were approximately 

9–10% from 2017 to 2019 (Ministry of Land, Infrastructure, Transport and Tourism, 2020). 

Although the aggregation method in this study differs from that of the survey conducted by 

the MLIT, it suggests that telecommuting has been widely introduced in the wake of the 

COVID-19 pandemic. 

The current increase in the number of telecommuters could be attributed to the 

Japanese government’s request to implement methods to control the spread of the COVID-19 

pandemic. Therefore, the COVID-19 pandemic may be suppressed depending on 

telecommuting frequency (Vyas & Butakhieo, 2020; World Health Organization, 2020). However, 

from January to March 2021, after the survey period in this study, there were many new 

occurrences of COVID-19 in regions with a high cumulative COVID-19 incidence. A 
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previous study has reported that the average number of contacts decreased by 81% with a 

regional lockdown in France, and the basic reproductive number (R0), that is the 

reproduction number when there is no immunity from past exposures or vaccination, nor any 

deliberate intervention in disease transmission, decreased from 3.18 (95% CI [3.09, 3.24]) 

before lockdown to 0.68 (95% CI [0.66, 0.69]) during lockdown (Di Domenico, Pullano, 

Sabbatini, Boëlle, & Colizza, 2020). Given the current state of telecommuting in Japan, it is 

difficult to drastically reduce the average number of contacts, as has been observed in 

previous studies. Furthermore, prefectures with a high cumulative COVID-19 incidence have 

a high population density, and the effect of telecommuting on controlling the COVID-19 

epidemic could be limited. When COVID-19 spread nationally, the government was 

instructed to encourage telecommuting, and the telecommuting frequency increased 

temporally. However, when instructions were lifted, the telecommuting frequency decreased. 

Regardless, we speculate that it is difficult to effectively control t telecommuting during the 

COVID-19 pandemic. 

Regarding telecommuting preferences, we observed several trends. The 

telecommuting preference of participants in regions with a high cumulative COVID-19 

incidence tended to be much higher than in other regions, and about half of the participants 

preferred to telecommute. However, in regions with a low cumulative COVID-19 incidence, 

the proportion of participants who wanted to telecommute was lower than those who wanted 

to work from the office. A previous study reported that a high perception of the risk of 

COVID-19 infection can increase anxiety, and people become more aware of preventive 

measures for the COVID-19 (Kwok et al., 2020). However, we considered other factors. The 

great difference between the industrial structures of urban and rural prefectures (Ministry of 

Health, Labor and Welfare, 2015) may have affected the results of this study. For example, in 

urban prefectures, the proportion of wholesale/retail and finance/insurance industries is high, 
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while the proportion of factories with production sites is low (Ministry of Health, Labor and 

Welfare, 2015). In this study, we found that in regions with a high cumulative COVID-19 

incidence, there were high proportions of participants who were well-educated, working in 

large-scale companies, and engaged in managerial positions; this might have positively 

affected the availability and adaptability of telecommuting. The traffic conditions in each 

region may also have had an effect. In this study, because regions with a high cumulative 

COVID-19 incidence were mostly urban prefectures, there might be many opportunities to 

use public transportation for commuting and travel. It has been reported that riding a crowded 

train for a long time increases the R0 of influenza (Furuya, 2007). Conversely, in regions with 

a moderate or low cumulative COVID-19 incidence, it is speculated that many people 

commute to work by private car. Therefore, if preventive measures for the COVID-19 

epidemic are implemented in the workplace, telecommuting preference as a preventive 

measure may not increase.  

This study has certain limitations. Given that the CORoNaWork survey is an 

internet-based survey, the generalizability of the results is uncertain. To address this issue, 

this study used cluster sampling—stratified by gender, region, and occupation. On the other 

hand, since few participants belonged to the same companies, this study can be interpreted as 

a company-based survey. This study was also a cross-sectional study, and it is unclear how 

telecommuting or telecommuting preferences varied during the COVID-19 epidemic. We 

believe that future longitudinal studies may clarify the relationship between the COVID-19 

epidemic and telecommuting. Some examples are the sustainability of telecommuting 

frequency when the COVID-19 epidemic is declining, and the minimum degree of 

telecommuting frequency required to control the spread of the pandemic. 
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Conclusion 

In this study, we reviewed the prevalence of telecommuting, based on the cumulative 

COVID-19 incidence in each prefecture of Japan in the third wave of December 2020. In the 

region with a high cumulative COVID-19 incidence, 35% of office workers telecommuted 

more than two days per week. In these regions, both telecommuting frequency and preference 

were higher than in other areas. Further studies are needed to determine the extent to which 

telecommuting is effective as a preventive measure for the COVID-19 epidemic and how to 

promote effective telecommuting. 
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Table 1. Participants’ Characteristics by Groups According to Regional Cumulative COVID-19 Incidence; n (%)   

Items 
Total 

(n=13468) 
 Groups by COVID19 infection status in the prefecture 

H (n=5641)  M (n=4549)  L (n=3278) 
n (%)  n (%)  n (%)  n (%) 

Sex, male 6896 (51.2)  2938 (52.1)  2346 (51.6)  1612 (49.2) 
Generation            

20-29yr 751 (5.6)  240 (4.3)  287 (6.3)  224 (6.8) 
30-39yr 2227 (16.5)  883 (15.7)  745 (16.4)  599 (18.3) 
40-49yr 4080 (30.3)  1650 (29.3)  1412 (31.0)  1018 (31.1) 
50-59yr 4682 (34.8)  2092 (37.1)  1542 (33.9)  1048 (32.0) 
≥60yr  1728 (12.8)  776 (13.8)  563 (12.4)  389 (11.9) 

Education            
Junior or senior high schools 3018 (22.4)  963 (17.1)  1119 (24.6)  936 (28.6) 
Junior college or vocational school 2780 (20.6)  1114 (19.7)  944 (20.8)  722 (22.0) 
University or graduate school 7670 (56.9)  3564 (63.2)  2486 (54.6)  1620 (49.4) 

Occupation            
Regular employees 6483 (48.1)  2682 (47.5)  2213 (48.6)  1588 (48.4) 
Managers 1743 (12.9)  872 (15.5)  543 (11.9)  328 (10.0) 
Executives 545 (4.0)  242 (4.3)  176 (3.9)  127 (3.9) 
Public service worker 1758 (13.1)  458 (8.1)  656 (14.4)  644 (19.6) 
Temporary workers 1411 (10.5)  673 (11.9)  451 (9.9)  287 (8.8) 
Freelances or professionals 1257 (9.3)  591 (10.5)  416 (9.1)  250 (7.6) 
Others 271 (2.0)  123 (2.2)  94 (2.1)  54 (1.6) 

Company size            
≤9 employees 2732 (20.3)  1211 (21.5)  898 (19.7)  623 (19.0) 
10-49 employees 2009 (14.9)  734 (13.0)  686 (15.1)  589 (18.0) 
50-99 employees 1164 (8.6)  444 (7.9)  391 (8.6)  329 (10.0) 
100-499 employees 2543 (18.9)  983 (17.4)  886 (19.5)  674 (20.6) 
500-999 employees 1038 (7.7)  442 (7.8)  364 (8.0)  232 (7.1) 
1000-9999 employees 2767 (20.5)  1181 (20.9)  925 (20.3)  661 (20.2) 
≥10000 employees 1215 (9.0)  646 (11.5)  399 (8.8)  170 (5.2) 
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Table 1. (Continued). Participants’ Characteristics by Groups According to Regional Cumulative COVID-19 Incidence; n (%)    

Items 
Total 

(n=13468) 
 Groups by COVID19 infection status in the prefecture 

H (n=5641)  M (n=4549)  L (n=3278) 
n (%)  n (%)  n (%)  n (%) 

Working hours per day            
< 8h/d 2658 (19.7)  1224 (21.7)  830 (18.2)  604 (18.4) 
8≤ and <9h/d 7769 (57.7)  3076 (54.5)  2666 (58.6)  2027 (61.8) 
9 ≤ and <11h/d 2583 (19.2)  1146 (20.3)  886 (19.5)  551 (16.8) 
≥11h/d  458 (3.4)  195 (3.5)  167 (3.7)  96 (2.9) 

Marriage status, married 7764 (57.6)  3108 (55.1)  2719 (59.8)  1937 (59.1) 
Presence of family living together 10642 (79.0)  4166 (73.9)  3750 (82.4)  2726 (83.2) 
Telecommuting intensity            

None 9416 (69.9)  3157 (56.0)  3513 (77.2)  2746 (83.8) 
≤1 d/w 952 (7.1)  527 (9.3)  293 (6.4)  132 (4.0) 
2–3 d/w 1058 (7.9)  741 (13.1)  218 (4.8)  99 (3.0) 
≥4 d/w 2042 (15.2)  1216 (21.6)  525 (11.5)  301 (9.2) 

Telecommuting preference            
I want to work in my workplace as 
much as possible. 

2608 (19.4)  898 (15.9)  978 (21.5)  732 (22.3) 

I want to work in my workplace often. 1769 (13.1)  674 (11.9)  632 (13.9)  463 (14.1) 
Either is fine, 3583 (26.6)  1343 (23.8)  1282 (28.2)  958 (29.2) 
I want to telecommute often 2396 (17.8)  1104 (19.6)  751 (16.5)  541 (16.5) 
I want to telecommute as much as 
possible  

3112 (23.1)  1622 (28.8)  906 (19.9)  584 (17.8) 

Regarding telecommuting preferences, respondents chose one of the following options: I want to telecommute as much as possible (strongly agree with 
telecommuting), I want to telecommute often (slightly agree with telecommuting), either is fine (neither agree nor disagree), I want to work in my workplace often 
(slight disagree with telecommuting), and I want to work in my workplace as much as possible (strongly disagree with telecommuting). 
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Table 2. Comparison of Telecommuting Intensity and Preference Among Groups According to Regional Cumulative COVID-19 Incidence.  

Outcome Groups* 
Sex-age adjusted 

 
Multivariate** adjusted  

OR 95%CI p p for trend† 
 

OR 95%CI p p for trend† 

Telecommuting 
intensity 

    <0.001     <0.001 
H 3.83 [3.44-4.25] <0.001   3.32 [2.96-3.72] <0.001  

 M 1.49 [1.33-1.67] <0.001   1.29 [1.14-1.47] <0.001  
 L Reference    Reference   

Telecommuting 
preference 

    <0.001     <0.001 
H 1.75 [1.62-1.89] <0.001   1.53 [1.41-1.65] <0.001  

 M 1.10 [1.01-1.19] 0.023   1.03 [0.95-1.11] 0.539  
 L Reference    Reference   
CI: confidence interval; OR: odds ratio.  
* Groups according to the level of cumulative COVID-19 incidence in each prefecture (H, M, and L groups) 
**The multivariate model included sex, age, education, job type, company size, working hours per day, marital status, and presence of family living together.  
†The p-value for trend was calculated using logistic regression analysis, considering each category scale of the groups as continuous variables. 
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Figure 1. Flow chart of Sample Selection in this Study. 
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