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Abstract 14 

Background: Evidence regarding the effects of ambient air pollutants and meteorological factors 15 

on COVID-19 transmission is limited. 16 

Objectives: To explore the associations of air pollutants and meteorological factors with COVID-17 

19 confirmed cases across 31 Chinese provinces during the outbreak period. 18 

Methods: The number of COVID-19 confirmed cases, air pollutant concentrations and 19 

meteorological factors in 31 Chinese provinces from January 25 to February 29, 2020 were extracted 20 

from authoritative electronic databases. The associations were estimated for a single-day lag (lag0-21 

lag6) as well as moving averages lag (lag01-lag05) using generalized additive mixed models 22 

(GAMMs), adjusted for time trends, day of the week, holidays and meteorological variables. 23 

Region-specific analyses and meta-analysis were conducted in five selected regions with diverse air 24 

pollution levels and weather conditions. Nonlinear exposure-response analyses were performed. 25 

Results: We examined 77,578 COVID-19 confirmed cases across 31 Chinese provinces during the 26 

study period. An increase of each interquartile range in PM2.5, PM10, SO2, NO2, O3 and CO at lag4 27 

corresponded to 1.40 (1.37-1.43), 1.35 (1.32-1.37), 1.01 (1.00-1.02), 1.08 (1.07-1.10), 1.28 (1.27-28 

1.29) and 1.26 (1.24-1.28) odds ratios (ORs) of daily COVID-19 confirmed new cases, respectively. 29 

For 1 °C, 1% and 1 m/s increase in temperature, relative humidity and wind velocity, the ORs were 30 

0.97 (0.97-0.98), 0.96 (0.96-0.97), and 0.94 (0.92-0.95), respectively. The estimates of PM2.5, PM10, 31 

NO2 and all meteorological factors remained statistically significant after meta-analysis for the five 32 

selected regions. The exposure-response relationships showed that higher concentrations of air 33 

pollutants and lower meteorological factors were associated with daily COVID-19 confirmed new 34 

cases increasing. 35 

Conclusions: Higher air pollutant concentrations and lower temperature, relative humidity and 36 

wind velocity may favor COVID-19 transmission. As summer months are arriving in the Northern 37 

Hemisphere, the environmental factors and implementation of public health control measures may 38 

play an optimistic role in controlling COVID-19 epidemic. 39 

Key words: COVID-19; ambient air pollutants; meteorological factors 40 

Abbreviations: CO, carbon monoxide; IQR, interquartile range; NO2, nitrogen dioxide; O3, ozone; OR, odds ratio; PM, particulate matter; 41 

PM10, PM with an aerodynamic diameter ≤10 μm; PM2.5, PM with an aerodynamic diameter ≤2.5 μm; SO2, sulfur dioxide.  42 
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1. Introduction 43 

Since December 2019, coronavirus disease (COVID-19) caused by SARS-CoV2 has been epidemic 44 

in Wuhan, China (Li et al. 2020). An increasing number of COVID-19 confirmed cases have since 45 

been identified throughout China and the world, resulting in a declaration of a pandemic by the 46 

World Health Organization (WHO) due to human-to-human transmissibility and rapid spread across 47 

countries (Zhou et al. 2020). Environmental factors may influence the trends of infectious disease 48 

outbreaks by changing the host susceptibility and the survival time of viruses in vitro (Wu et al. 49 

2016). Previous studies have found that air pollution, temperature and wind velocity were related to 50 

the outbreak of SARS (Cai et al. 2007; Cui et al. 2003; Kan et al. 2005; Tan et al. 2005), which has 51 

an 80% genetic sequence identity to COVID-19 (Lu et al. 2020). However, the associations of 52 

environmental factors with COVID-19 transmission remain incompletely understood. 53 

Ambient air pollution exposures may play a role in respiratory diseases, such as asthma, influenza 54 

and SARS (Gehring et al. 2020; Kan et al. 2005; Liu et al. 2019). A time-series study has shown 55 

that particulate matter (PM) and nitrogen oxides (NOx) were positively associated with lower 56 

respiratory infection hospital admissions (Nhung et al. 2018). Kan et al. also found that 5-day 57 

moving average concentrations of PM with an aerodynamic diameter <10 μm (PM10) and nitrogen 58 

dioxide (NO2) corresponded to the increased daily mortality of SARS (Kan et al. 2005). However, 59 

the evidence of air pollutants and COVID-19 infection is limited with only two reported studies 60 

investigating the associations between them. Yao et al. found positive associations between NO2 61 

levels and spread ability of COVID-19 across 63 Chinese cities (Yao et al. 2020a). Zhu et al. also 62 

reported that the number of COVID-19 confirmed cases was positively associated with PM2.5, PM10, 63 

NO2 and O3, but negatively associated with SO2 (Zhu et al. 2020). More epidemiological studies 64 

and laboratory evidence are needed to verify the current results. 65 

Meteorological factors can impact the survival time of pathogens and change the host susceptibility, 66 

which further influence the trends of infectious disease outbreaks (Wu et al. 2016). Temperature and 67 

humidity affect influenza virus transmission and survival (Ianevski et al. 2019; Liu et al. 2018; Peci 68 

et al. 2019). Lowen et al. proposed that cold temperature and low relative humidity are favorable to 69 

the spread of influenza virus (Lowen et al. 2007). Limited studies have shown that temperature may 70 

change COVID-19 transmission significantly (Liu et al. 2020; Shi et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2020). 71 
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However, Yao et al. and Luo et al. found that there was no association of COVID-19 transmission 72 

with temperature and humidity, respectively (Luo et al. 2020; Yao et al. 2020b). Therefore, the 73 

effects of temperature and humidity on this novel pathogen are still unclear. In addition, wind 74 

velocity is another key factor affecting the pathogens of respiratory-borne diseases. A study on 75 

SARS data has suggested a negative correlation between daily average wind velocity and attack rate 76 

(Cai et al. 2007). However, evidence regarding the associations of wind velocity with COVID-19 77 

infection remains sparse. 78 

The present study aimed to assess the associations of ambient air pollutants and meteorological 79 

factors with COVID-19 confirmed cases across 31 Chinese provinces during the outbreak period 80 

(from January 25 to February 29, 2020) and to provide evidence for the further prevention and 81 

control of the COVID-19 epidemic. 82 

2. Methods 83 

2.1 Data collection 84 

2.1.1 Study population data 85 

The study population was the daily confirmed new cases of COVID-19 in 31 Chinese provinces 86 

from January 25 to February 29, 2020. The number of cumulative confirmed cases was collected 87 

from reports released on the official websites of the National Health Commission 88 

(http://www.nhc.gov.cn/xcs/xxgzbd/gzbd_index.shtml), and then daily confirmed new cases were 89 

calculated and used in the present study. 90 

Because the study population data was public data and was derived from official websites, there 91 

was no requirement for ethical review. 92 

2.1.2 Ambient air pollution data 93 

The concentrations of PM2.5 (particulate matter <2.5 μm in aerodynamic diameter), PM10 94 

(particulate matter <10 μm in aerodynamic diameter), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), sulfur dioxide (SO2), 95 

carbon monoxide (CO) and ozone (O3) were obtained from the China National Environmental 96 

Monitoring Centre (http://www.cnemc.cn/sssj/). Continuous hourly concentrations were gathered 97 

from January 25 to February 29, 2020. The daily average concentrations of PM2.5, PM10, SO2, NO2 98 

and CO at each station were used only if >20 of the 24-hourly measurements were available. For 99 

O3, at least six hourly concentrations of O3 per day were needed to calculate the 8-hour average 100 
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concentration of O3. The air pollutant concentrations were valid and were in accordance with the 101 

China Ambient Air Quality Standards (GB 3095-2012). Finally, daily pollutant concentrations of 102 

the province were averaged from all valid stations within it. 103 

2.1.3 Meteorological data 104 

Daily mean ambient temperature, relative humidity and wind velocity from January 25 to February 105 

29, 2020 (without missing data) were obtained from the National Meteorological Information Center 106 

(http://data.cma.cn/). 107 

2.2 Statistical analysis 108 

We characterized the distributions of all the covariates according to the mean and standard deviation 109 

(SD) or the median and interquartile range (IQR). The correlations between the concentrations of 110 

ambient air pollutants and meteorological factors during the study period were analyzed using 111 

Spearman rank correlation coefficients. 112 

Generalized additive mixed models (GAMMs) were used to estimate the associations between air 113 

pollutants and daily COVID-19 confirmed new cases, in which days and provinces were treated as 114 

the first- and second-level units, respectively. Because the number of confirmed new cases 115 

approximately followed a Poisson distribution, a log-link function was used in GAMMs. Penalized 116 

cubic regression splines were used to capture time trends. We used the partial autocorrection 117 

function (PACF) of the residuals to determine the number of degrees of freedom for the spline 118 

function of time. Finally, we selected seven degrees of freedom in the spline function of time for all 119 

pollutants. In addition, we included the following potential confounders in the models: daily mean 120 

temperature, relative humidity, wind velocity, and categorical variables for day of the week and 121 

public holidays. We adjusted for meteorological factors averaged over the same day and the previous 122 

day as well as over the seven days preceding this period. The generalized cross-validation (GCV) 123 

values were used to select the best averaging period for meteorological factors. We used three 124 

degrees of freedom for the spline function of meteorological factors, which reportedly allowed 125 

adequate control for their effects on health outcomes (Samet et al. 2000). In all pollutant models, 126 

province was incorporated as a random effect, and the covariates were incorporated as fixed effects. 127 

The statistical analyses for the associations of meteorological factors were similar to those for air 128 

pollutants. 129 

Regarding the levels of air pollutants and meteorological factors, the associations were estimated 130 
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with different lag structures using a single-day lag from the current day up to the previous six days 131 

(lag0–lag6) as well as moving averages of the current and previous days (lag01–lag06). To facilitate 132 

comparisons, the associations of air pollutants and meteorological factors with daily confirmed new 133 

cases were reported as odds ratio (OR) with 95% confidence interval (95% CI) for an IQR increase 134 

in daily average concentrations of air pollutants as well as 1 °C, 1% and 1 m/s increase in daily 135 

mean temperature, relative humidity and wind velocity, respectively. 136 

Considering the heterogeneity of 31 Chinese provinces, we conducted subgroup analyses to explore 137 

region-specific associations. From the north to south of China, five regions (i.e., Heilongjiang, 138 

Beijing, Hubei, Guangdong and Hainan) with sufficient sample size of COVID-19 confirmed cases 139 

were investigated due to their diversity of air pollution levels and climate conditions. The total 140 

effects of air pollutants and meteorological factors in five regions were then calculated through 141 

meta-analysis by fixed models or random effect models. 142 

The nonlinear exposure-response relationships were examined because linearity assumption of air 143 

pollutants and meteorological factors with COVID-19 confirmed cases may not hold. Instead of 144 

linear parameters, we included a penalized cubic regression spline of air pollutants or 145 

meteorological factors with three degrees of freedom into the GAMMs. To determine the susceptible 146 

weather characteristics, we further investigated the three-dimensional exposure-response 147 

relationships of temperature, relative humidity and wind velocity by including an interaction term 148 

with two of them into the models. 149 

To assess the robustness of the associations of air pollutants and meteorological factors with 150 

COVID-19 confirmed cases, we conducted sensitivity analyses using four degrees of freedom in 151 

meteorological factors and varying the level of smoothness of the time trend function (with six to 152 

eight degrees of freedom). 153 

All of the statistical analyses were performed using R version 3.5.3 (https://www.r-project.org/). A 154 

P-value <0.05 was considered as statistically significant for a two-tailed test. 155 

3. Results 156 

3.1 Descriptive statistics 157 

Descriptive statistics for daily number of COVID-19 confirmed new cases, air pollutant 158 

concentrations, and meteorological factors are summarized in Table 1. We examined 77,578 159 
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COVID-19 confirmed new cases (approximately 2155 cases per day) in 31 Chinese provinces from 160 

January 25 to February 29, 2020. The concentrations of PM2.5, PM10, SO2, NO2, O3 and CO varied 161 

greatly during the study period with medians (IQR) of 46.7 (14.6) μg/m3, 62.6 (17.6) μg/m3, 10.6 162 

(2.0) μg/m3, 18.5 (4.1) μg/m3, 80.9 (14.3) μg/m3, and 0.8 (0.2) mg/m3, respectively. Meteorological 163 

factors ranged from 1.4 °C to 11.6 °C in temperature, from 48.7% to 78.8% in relative humidity, 164 

and from 2.1 m/s to 4.7 m/s in wind velocity. As shown in Table 2, the daily concentrations of air 165 

pollutants were strongly and positively correlated with each other with the exception of O3 and CO. 166 

Meteorological factors were moderately correlated with each other. In addition, wind velocity was 167 

negatively correlated with all air pollutants. The distribution of air pollutant concentrations and 168 

meteorological factors was diverse among the five selected regions (i.e., Heilongjiang, Beijing, 169 

Hubei, Guangdong and Hainan). For instance, daily average concentration of PM2.5 ranged from 170 

13.6 μg/m3 in Hainan to 72.0 μg/m3 in Beijing, and daily mean temperature ranged from -12.1 °C 171 

in Heilongjiang to 19.9 °C in Hainan (Supplementary Table A1). 172 

The time series distribution of daily COVID-19 confirmed new cases, air pollutant concentrations 173 

and meteorological factors in 31 Chinese provinces are presented in Figure 1. The epidemic curve 174 

of COVID-19 daily confirmed new cases reached a peak twice (5 February and 13 February) during 175 

the study period with 3841 cases and 14,893 cases, respectively. The periodic peaks of PM2.5, PM10, 176 

SO2, NO2 and O3 concentrations were four days earlier than confirmed cases. The time series plots 177 

of temperature and relative humidity presented inverse trends compared to confirmed cases, 178 

especially after February 16, 2020.  179 
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics for daily COVID-19 confirmed new cases, air pollutant concentrations, 180 

and meteorological factors in 31 Chinese provinces from January 25 to February 29, 2020. 181 

Variable Total Mean SD Min P25 Median P75 Max IQR 

Daily number of outcomes 

Confirmed cases, N 77,578 2155 2467 126 658 1836 2692 14,893 2035 

Daily air pollutant concentrations  

PM2.5, μg/m³ - 46.1 13.7 16.1 38.0 46.7 52.7 85.6 14.6 

PM10, μg/m³ - 61.9 14.4 32.1 53.9 62.6 71.5 101.7 17.6 

SO2, μg/m³ - 10.7 1.9 7.1 9.7 10.6 11.7 17.3 2.0 

NO2, μg/m³ - 18.0 3.5 9.8 16.0 18.5 20.0 24.9 4.1 

O3, μg/m³ - 80.4 8.4 65.9 73.0 80.9 87.3 98.6 14.3 

CO, mg/m³ - 0.8 0.1 0.5 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.2 

Daily meteorological factors 

Temperature, °C - 5.7 3.1 1.4 2.9 4.7 8.4 11.6 5.5 

Relative humidity, % - 68.3 7.8 48.7 63.8 69.2 74.6 78.8 10.8 

Wind velocity, m/s - 2.8 0.6 2.1 2.4 2.7 3.0 4.7 0.6 

Abbreviations: PM2.5, particulate matter <2.5 μm in aerodynamic diameter; PM10, particulate matter 182 

<10 μm in aerodynamic diameter; SO2, sulfur dioxide; NO2, nitrogen dioxide; CO, carbon monoxide; 183 

O3, ozone; SD, standardized deviation; Min, minimum; Max, maximum; P25, 25th percentile; P75, 184 

75th percentile; IQR, interquartile range. 185 

 186 

Table 2. Spearman rank correlation coefficients between daily air pollutant concentrations and 187 

meteorological factors. 188 

Variable PM2.5 PM10 SO2 NO2 O3 CO Temperature 
Relative 

humidity 

Wind  

velocity 

PM2.5 1.00 0.80a 0.78a 0.31 0.24 0.89a -0.13 0.05 -0.41b 

PM10 - 1.00 0.63a 0.62a 0.50b 0.56a 0.23 -0.15 -0.21 

SO2 - - 1.00 0.32 0.32 0.76a -0.20 -0.16 -0.52b 

NO2 - - - 1.00 0.58a 0.18 0.68a -0.08 -0.33b 

O3 - - - - 1.00 -0.04 0.30 -0.78a -0.24 

CO - - - - - 1.00 -0.15 0.33b -0.49b 

Temperature - - - - - - 1.00 0.12 -0.08 

Relative humidity - - - - - - - 1.00 0.02 

Wind velocity - - - - - - - - 1.00 

a P-value <0.001. 189 

b P-value <0.05.  190 
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 191 

Figure 1. The time series distribution of daily COVID-19 confirmed new cases, air pollutant concentrations, and meteorological factors in 31 Chinese provinces from 192 

January 25 to February 29, 2020. 193 

Note: Columns: daily COVID-19 confirmed new cases. Curves: daily mean air pollutant concentrations and meteorological factors.  194 
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3.2 Associations of air pollutants and meteorological factors with COVID-19 195 

The ORs of COVID-19 confirmed new cases per an IQR increase in the concentrations of air 196 

pollutants with different lag structures are presented in Figure 2. For the single-day lag, similar 197 

trends were observed in air pollutant estimates, reaching peaks at lag0 and lag4, except for SO2 198 

(reaching peaks at lag1 and lag3) and O3 (reaching peaks at lag1 and lag4). The number of COVID-199 

19 confirmed new cases was significantly positively associated with all pollutants at lag4, 200 

corresponding to 1.40 (1.37-1.43), 1.35 (1.32-1.37), 1.01 (1.00-1.02), 1.08 (1.07-1.10), 1.28 (1.27-201 

1.29) and 1.26 (1.24-1.28) ORs per an IQR increase in the concentrations of PM2.5, PM10, SO2, NO2, 202 

O3 and CO, respectively. For the moving averages, positive significant associations were observed 203 

for the following parameters: PM2.5 at lag01 and lag04; PM10 at lag01, lag05 and lag06; SO2 at 204 

lag01-lag05; NO2 at lag01-lag03, lag05 and lag06; and O3 and CO at lag01-lag06. 205 

The associations between meteorological factors and COVID-19 confirmed new cases using 206 

different lag structures are shown in Figure 3. The negative significant associations were observed 207 

for all meteorological factors at both single-day and moving average lag structures with the 208 

following exceptions: temperature at lag0, lag1, lag01 and lag02; relative humidity at lag0, lag5, 209 

lag6, lag01, lag05 and lag06; and wind velocity at lag2 and lag3. Regarding the incubation period 210 

of COVID-19, we focused on the associations at the previous four days lag structure (lag4). The 211 

estimates per 1 °C, 1% and 1 m/s increase in temperature, relative humidity and wind velocity at 212 

lag4 were 0.97 (0.97-0.98), 0.96 (0.96-0.97), and 0.94 (0.92-0.95), respectively.  213 
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 214 

Figure 2. Odds ratios with 95% confidence intervals per an interquartile range increase in the 215 

concentrations of air pollutants using different lag structures for COVID-19 confirmed new cases in 216 

31 Chinese provinces. 217 

Note: Orange circles: a single-day lag from the current day up to the previous six days (lag0-lag6). 218 

Blue triangles: moving averages of the current and previous days (lag01-lag06).  219 
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 220 

Figure 3. Odds ratios with 95% confidence intervals per 1 °C, 1% and 1 m/s increase in temperature, 221 

relative humidity and wind velocity using different lag structures for COVID-19 confirmed new 222 

cases in 31 Chinese provinces. 223 

Note: Orange circles: a single-day lag from the current day up to the previous six days (lag0-lag6). 224 

Blue triangles: moving averages of the current and previous days (lag01-lag06).  225 
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3.3 Region-specific associations and meta-analysis 226 

Meta-analysis of the associations between air pollutant concentrations and COVID-19 confirmed 227 

new cases at lag4 among the five selected regions are presented in Figure 4. The number of 228 

confirmed new cases was significant positively associated with PM2.5, PM10, NO2, O3 and CO in 229 

both Heilongjiang and Hubei. Positive significant association of SO2 was only observed for Hubei. 230 

However, negative significant associations were observed for SO2 in both Beijing and Hainan as 231 

well as O3 in Beijing. The estimates of PM2.5 (1.13, 95% CI: 1.10-1.15), PM10 (1.20, 95% CI: 1.17-232 

1.23) and NO2 (1.12, 95% CI: 1.11-1.13) remained significantly positive after meta-analysis for the 233 

five regions. In contrast, the estimates of SO2, O3 and CO lost statistical significance after meta-234 

analysis. 235 

Meta-analysis results of the ORs of COVID-19 confirmed new cases with meteorological factors at 236 

lag4 among the five regions are shown in Figure 5. The number of confirmed new cases was 237 

significantly negatively associated with temperature and relative humidity among Guangdong, 238 

Heilongjiang and Hubei. Negative associations were observed for wind velocity in Beijing, 239 

Guangdong, Heilongjiang and Hubei. However, the estimate of wind velocity with statistical 240 

significance were only examined in Hubei. After meta-analysis of the five regions, the estimates of 241 

temperature (0.95, 95% CI: 0.90-1.00), relative humidity (0.99, 95% CI: 0.98-1.00) and wind 242 

velocity (0.90, 95% CI: 0.82-0.98) remained significantly negative.  243 
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 244 

Figure 4. Meta-analysis of the associations between air pollutant concentrations and COVID-19 245 

confirmed new cases at the previous four days lag structure (lag4) in the five selected regions. 246 
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 247 

Figure 5. Meta-analysis of the associations between meteorological factors and COVID-19 248 

confirmed new cases at the previous four days lag structure (lag4) in the five selected regions.  249 
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3.4 Exposure-response analyses 250 

Exposure-response relationships for COVID-19 confirmed new cases associated with the 251 

continuous air pollutants (lag4) as spline functions are presented in Figure 6. In general, PM2.5 and 252 

PM10 were positively associated with daily confirmed new cases, and the estimates were 253 

monotonically increased with increasing concentrations. Positive associations were observed for 254 

SO2, NO2, O3 and CO with a certain concentration range, and reached a peak at 35 μg/m3, 30 μg/m3, 255 

100 μg/m3 and 1.5 mg/m3, respectively. In addition, the associations became negative at lower or 256 

higher concentrations. 257 

Exposure-response relationships between COVID-19 confirmed new cases and meteorological 258 

factors (lag4) are shown in Figure 7. For temperature, the positive associations were observed below 259 

-10 °C and 5-20 °C, whereas the negative associations were examined ranging from -10 °C to 5 °C 260 

and above 20 °C. The positive estimates of temperature showed a peak at approximately 10 °C. The 261 

associations of relative humidity became negative and attenuated above 70%. For wind velocity, 262 

negative associations were observed ranging from 2 m/s to 5 m/s, and positive associations were 263 

observed at lower or higher speeds. For the interaction terms of meteorological factors, the number 264 

of daily COVID-19 confirmed new cases was negatively associated with the following combinations: 265 

extreme high temperature and low relative humidity; high temperature and extreme wind velocity; 266 

and extreme low relative humidity and low wind velocity. 267 

3.5 Sensitivity analyses 268 

Sensitivity analyses involved the use of four degrees of freedom in meteorological factors and 269 

variations in the level of smoothness of the time trend function (with six to eight degrees of freedom) 270 

(Supplementary Figure A1 and Figure A2). All results were stable with the following exceptions: 271 

PM2.5 at lag05 and lag06; SO2 at lag06; and wind velocity at lag3. 272 
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 273 

Figure 6. Exposure-response relationships for COVID-19 confirmed new cases with the continuous 274 

air pollutant concentrations (lag4) as spline functions.  275 
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 276 

Figure 7. Exposure-response relationships for COVID-19 confirmed new cases with the continuous meteorological factors (lag4) as spline functions. 277 

Note: A, B and C: with the single meteorological factor. D, E and F: with interaction terms of meteorological factors. 278 
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4. Discussion 279 

There were 77,578 COVID-19 confirmed cases reported in 31 Chinese provinces from January 25 280 

to February 29, 2020. This was a time-series study to explore the associations of ambient air 281 

pollutants and meteorological factors with COVID-19 infection covering the outbreak period. Our 282 

results indicated that COVID-19 transmission may be associated with air pollutants and 283 

meteorological factors. Higher concentrations of air pollutants as well as weather with relative lower 284 

temperature, humidity and wind velocity likely favor its transmission. 285 

Previous studies have found that respiratory infectious diseases are associated with ambient air 286 

pollutants (Gehring et al. 2020; Kan et al. 2005; Liu et al. 2019). A case-crossover study conducted 287 

in the U.S. showed that short-term exposure to elevated PM2.5 was associated with acute lower 288 

respiratory infections in both children and adults (Horne et al. 2018). Kan et al. also found that an 289 

increase of 10 μg/m3 over a 5-day moving average of PM10 and NO2 corresponded to 1.06 (1.00-290 

1.12) and 1.22 (1.01-1.48) relative risks (RRs) of daily SARS mortality, respectively (Kan et al. 291 

2005). However, the evidence for ambient air pollution exposure and COVID-19 infection is limited. 292 

To our knowledge, there are only two published studies that have investigated the effects of air 293 

pollutants on COVID-19 infection. Yao et al. reported significant association between NO2 exposure 294 

and basic reproduction number (R0) of COVID-19, suggesting that NO2 may contribute to the spread 295 

ability of COVID-19 (Yao et al. 2020a). Zhu et al. also observed positive significant associations of 296 

PM2.5, PM10, NO2 and O3 with COVID-19 confirmed cases, whereas, a negative association was 297 

observed for SO2 (Zhu et al. 2020). Our results indicated that higher concentrations of all air 298 

pollutants (i.e., PM2.5, PM10, SO2, NO2, O3 and CO) were positively associated with COVID-19 299 

infection throughout China. Furthermore, positive significant associations of all air pollutants were 300 

also observed in Hubei, which was the province with the most serious COVID-19 infection. 301 

Regarding regional heterogeneity, the positive significant associations of PM2.5, PM10 and NO2 302 

remained after the meta-analysis for the five selected regions. The pathogenic mechanisms between 303 

air pollutants and infectious diseases are still unclear. Experimental evidence has suggested that the 304 

increased transmission ability in the presence of air pollutants may not be caused by improvement 305 

of epithelial cell susceptibility to infection but may result from effects on host defenses that prevent 306 

the spread of virus (Becker and Soukup 1999). In addition, positive associations may also be affected 307 
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by the relationship between population movement and virus transmission because PM2.5, PM10 and 308 

NO2 are traffic-related air pollutants (Yao et al. 2020a). Furthermore, we conducted exposure-309 

response analyses between air pollutants and COVID-19 infection. The estimates of PM2.5 and PM10 310 

monotonically increased, but, the estimates attenuated and became negative in higher concentrations 311 

of gaseous pollutants (i.e., SO2, NO2, O3 and CO). These results may be explained by the saturation 312 

mechanism that the underlying biochemical and cellular processes become saturated with small 313 

doses of a toxic component (Pope et al. 2009). The specific mechanisms are still unclear and need 314 

further investigation. 315 

Meteorological factors affect both the host and virus during the outbreak of an infectious disease. 316 

On one hand, meteorological factors can influence human immunity and activity patterns 317 

(McMichael 2015). On the other hand, they can also affect the transmission and virulence of the 318 

virus (Lowen et al. 2007; Wu et al. 2016). There have been several studies investigating the effects 319 

of ambient temperature on the transmission of infectious diseases. An ecological analysis of the 320 

SARS outbreak among four Chinese cities found that the risk of increased daily SARS incidence 321 

differed greatly at high and low temperature, suggesting that temperature was a powerful indicator 322 

for the transmission of SARS-CoV (Tan et al. 2005). For COVID-19, Liu et al. found that each 1 °C 323 

increase in ambient temperature was related to 0.80 (0.75, 0.85) RR of daily confirmed case counts 324 

(Liu et al. 2020). Wang et al. and Shi et al. also examined similar associations that low temperature 325 

likely favored COVID-19 transmission (Shi et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2020). Furthermore, Shi et al. 326 

found that the RRs of the daily confirmed case counts increased to a peak at approximately 8-10 °C 327 

(Shi et al. 2020). Consistent with these results, we examined negative associations between 328 

temperature and COVID-19 confirmed new cases with a corresponding OR of 0.97 (0.97-0.98). The 329 

nonlinear exposure-response relationship indicated that negative associations were observed for 330 

temperatures ranging from -10 °C to 5 °C and above 20 °C, whereas positive associations were 331 

observed below -10 °C and 5-20 °C. The positive estimates of temperature reached a peak at 332 

approximately 10 °C, which agreed with the previous study. The overall negative estimate observed 333 

in our study may be due to the relative low temperature (5.7 ± 3.1 °C) throughout China during the 334 

study period. However, Yao et al. found that there were no significant association of COVID-19 335 

transmission with temperature (Yao et al. 2020b). Therefore, more epidemiological and laboratory 336 

evidence for the associations of temperature are still needed. 337 
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Relative humidity is another meteorological factor that may play a part in infectious disease 338 

outbreaks. A previous study found that 12% of influenza virus transmission variability and 36% of 339 

influenza virus survival variability could be explained by relative humidity (Shaman et al. 2011). 340 

Our study found that the number of COVID-19 confirmed new cases was negatively associated with 341 

relative humidity with a corresponding OR of 0.96 (0.96-0.97). With regard to regional 342 

heterogeneity, the negative significant association remained after the meta-analysis for the five 343 

selected regions. Furthermore, the exposure-response relationship indicated that the associations 344 

became negative and attenuated above 70%, which was the mainly range of relative humidity during 345 

the study period. In line with our results, Liu et al. found that absolute humidity was significantly 346 

associated with decreased COVID-19 confirmed case counts at lag07 (RR: 0.72, 95% CI: 0.59-0.89) 347 

and lag014 (RR: 0.33, 95% CI: 0.21-0.54) (Liu et al. 2020). A previous study on SARS data also 348 

reported a significant inverse correlation between relative humidity and the number of confirmed 349 

cases in Guangzhou, Beijing and Taiyuan (Tan et al. 2005). Possible mechanism is that lower 350 

humidity in a certain range increases the stability of coronavirus and favors its transmission (Lowen 351 

et al. 2007). However, a previous study on the early COVID-19 outbreak are somewhat different 352 

from our results as it reported that the changes in temperature and humidity as spring and summer 353 

months arriving might not necessarily decline the case counts (Luo et al. 2020). Although the 354 

coming warmer season (with relative high temperature and humidity) may play an optimistic role 355 

in decreasing the transmission, the implementation of extensive public health control measures and 356 

medication mainly contribute to controlling COVID-19 epidemic (Pan et al. 2020). 357 

Wind velocity is an important meteorological factor affecting the suspension time of pathogens in 358 

the air. High wind velocity facilitates dilution and removal of pathogens, thereby reducing the 359 

transmission potential. An ecological study found that higher daily average wind velocity 360 

corresponded to a lower secondary attack rate of SARS (Cai et al. 2007). Consistent with the 361 

previous study, we examined the negative associations between wind velocity and COVID-19 362 

confirmed new cases in Hubei and throughout China. Regarding regional heterogeneity, the negative 363 

significant association remained after the meta-analysis for the five selected regions. The exposure-364 

response relationship also indicated that higher wind velocity was associated with lower infection 365 

case counts when the wind velocity ranged from 2 m/s to 5 m/s. To our knowledge, we are the first 366 
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to investigate the effects of wind velocity on COVID-19 transmission. Therefore, more 367 

epidemiological studies and direct laboratory evidence are needed to verify our results. 368 

In addition, we considered the associations of meteorological factor combinations on COVID-19 369 

infection. The three-dimensional exposure-response relationship indicated that weather with high 370 

temperature, low humidity and high wind velocity may decrease COVID-19 transmission but that 371 

weather with low temperature, low humidity and low wind velocity may favor its transmission. The 372 

survival characteristics of coronavirus support our results. An experimental study on SARS-CoV 373 

found that the virus soon lost its activity when the temperature increased to 38 °C and the relative 374 

humidity reached 95% (Chan et al. 2011). Another study on MERS-CoV, a virus also sharing genetic 375 

similarities with COVID-19, indicated that it could maintain activity for a long time both as droplets 376 

on solid surface and as aerosol in low temperature (20 °C) and low humidity (40%) conditions (van 377 

Doremalen et al. 2013). Our results were also accordance with the weather condition of COVID-19 378 

outbreak in China and countries with similar latitude (e.g., U.S., Italy, Japan and Korea), which was 379 

in winter and early spring with relative low temperature and low humidity (Rothan and Byrareddy 380 

2020). As summer months (hot and humid) are arriving in the Northern Hemisphere, the weather 381 

conditions may play an optimistic role in decreasing the transmission. At the same time, it should 382 

be noted that COVID-19 is pandemic throughout the world, even in several tropic countries with 383 

hot and dry weather conditions (e.g., India, Mexico and Brazil). Therefore, the implementation of 384 

extensive public health control measures (e.g., shutting down cities, extending holidays and travel 385 

ban) and medication (Pan et al. 2020) is more efficient and powerful than weather changing for 386 

controlling the COVID-19 infection. 387 

Identifying the associations of environmental factors in different lag structures is of great importance 388 

in the estimation of health risk. Incubation period, the time of diagnosis and reporting delay should 389 

be considered in risk assessment of infectious diseases. For COVID-19, previous four days lag 390 

structure (lag4) may be the most appropriate for the OR estimations because at least five days were 391 

required for case confirmation with the shortest incubation period (three days of incubation, one day 392 

for laboratory diagnosis, and one day delay for case reporting). In addition, the associations of air 393 

pollutants and meteorological factors with COVID-19 infection at lag4 were more stable than other 394 

lag structures through sensitivity analyses. Therefore, estimates at lag4 were selected for our study. 395 
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There were several strengths in the present study. First, the study period (from January 25 to 396 

February 29, 2020) covered the COVID-19 outbreak in China, which allowed representative 397 

association estimates between environmental factors and disease infection. Second, 31 Chinese 398 

cities with diverse air pollution levels (e.g., daily mean PM2.5 ranging from 3.2 μg/m³ to 311.5 μg/m³) 399 

and meteorological conditions (e.g., daily mean temperature ranging from -21.3 °C to 26.3 °C) were 400 

included in our study, which provided enough span for association estimates and exposure-response 401 

analyses. Third, to our knowledge, we are the first to explore the associations of meteorological 402 

factor combinations on COVID-19 infection. The three-dimensional exposure-response relationship 403 

suggested that low temperature, low humidity and low wind velocity likely favor COVID-19 404 

transmission. 405 

Our study also had some limitations. First, this is a province-level ecological study without 406 

considering the implementation ability of COVID-19 control policy, urbanization rate and 407 

availability of medical resources, which may affect COVID-19 transmission and confound our 408 

results. Second, demographic variables (e.g., age, gender and history of cardiopulmonary diseases) 409 

were not considered in our study due to a deficiency of detailed information for each infectious case. 410 

Third, our study was conducted with a certain range of air pollutant concentrations and 411 

meteorological factors. The results may not be applicable to countries with different air pollution 412 

levels and weather conditions. Therefore, global studies are needed to verify our results. 413 

5. Conclusions 414 

Our study indicates that COVID-19 infection is associated with both air pollutant exposures and 415 

meteorological factors. Higher air pollutant concentrations and weather with relative lower 416 

temperature, humidity and wind velocity may favor its transmission. As summer months with 417 

increasing temperature and humidity are arriving in the Northern Hemisphere, the environmental 418 

factors and the implementation of extensive public health control measures may play an optimistic 419 

role for controlling COVID-19 epidemic. 420 
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