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Abstract

The incidence of dengue has increased rapidly in Bangladesh since 2010 with an

outbreak in 2018 reaching a historically high number of cases, 10,148. Bangladesh is

located to the northeast of India and spans both tropical and subtropical regions. A

better understanding of the effects of preseasonal climate variability on the increasing

incidence of dengue in Bangladesh may provide insight into whether dengue has been

expanding from tropical to temperate regions through the subtropics in Southeast Asia

and can enable early warning for preventative measures.

We developed a generalized linear model to predict the number of annual dengue

cases based on monthly temperature, rainfall and sunshine prior to dengue season.

Variable selection and leave-one-out cross-validation were performed to identify the best

prediction model and to evaluate the model’s performance.
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Our model successfully predicted the largest outbreak in 2018, with 10,077 cases

(95% CI: [9,912–10,276]), in addition to smaller outbreaks in five different years (2003,

2006, 2010, 2012 and 2014) and successfully identified the increasing trend in cases

between 2010 and 2018. We found that the temperature has an apparent dual effect on

the annual incidence of dengue, with a positive effect seen prior to April and negative

effect seen between April and June. Our results suggest that the optimal minimum

temperature for mosquito population expansion is 21–23◦C. This study has

implications for understanding how climate variability has affected recent dengue

expansion in northern India and Southeast Asia.

Author summary

Bangladesh has experienced an unprecedented outbreak of dengue in recent years.

Climate factors are believed to have played a significant role in the increased mosquito

population, the primary vector of dengue. We have observed an upward trend in the

number of dengue cases since 2010, which has continued until recent years. However, in

previous studies of dengue–climate association, this link was not investigated. Therefore,

we developed a model that uses this information to assess the association of annual

dengue incidence with climate factors such as temperature, rainfall and sunshine

duration. Our findings suggest that warmer springs, with minimum monthly

temperatures of 21–23◦C, are more favorable for mosquito population expansion and

subsequent dengue transmission. Shorter duration of sunshine increase the risk of

dengue, whereas abundant rainfall reduces the incidence of dengue. This research will

help increase understanding of the effect of climate variability on dengue expansion, not

only in Bangladesh but also in northern India and Southeast Asia.
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Background 1

Dengue fever, one of the most prevalent vector-borne diseases, has led to significant 2

socio-economic costs in many parts of the world [1]. Three-quarters of the global dengue 3

cases occur in Southeast Asian and western Pacific countries, due to the associated 4

favorable weather conditions for mosquito population expansion [2, 3]. Outbreaks of 5

dengue fever can significantly reduce life expectancy due to the possibility of developing 6

severe dengue following secondary infections from different dengue serotypes [4]. 7

Therefore, it is critically important to understand the impacts of the climate on the 8

spread of dengue in these regions, as this can serve as early warning system and enable 9

early preventative measures to be put in place before outbreaks become established. 10

Expansion of dengue in the regions surrounding northern India may have occurred in 11

recent years due to climate change. The prolonged rainy seasons and increasing 12

temperatures in subtropical regions of Southeast Asia may provide favorable conditions 13

for expansion of Aedes mosquito populations, the dengue vector [5–8]. In addition, 14

increased incidence of dengue has recently been observed in more temperate regions [9], 15

such as Nepal [10], indicating a possible expansion of the disease from the subtropics to 16

cooler climates, posing a threat to northern India, Pakistan and their neighbors. 17

Bangladesh is located to the northeast of India and to the south of Nepal, and lies along 18

the Tropic of Cancer. Understanding the patterns of recent dengue outbreaks in 19

Bangladesh may provide greater insight into whether dengue has expanded into the 20

region surrounding northern India, a region with more than 140 million inhabitants. 21

Dengue fever was first identified in Bangladesh in 1964 [11] and was not initially 22

considered to be a severe threat to public health. However, in 2000, an outbreak 23

occurred, leading to a total of 5,551 reported cases and 93 confirmed deaths [12,13]. 24

The average annual number of dengue cases decreased between 2000 and 2010. However, 25

since then the number of annual dengue cases in Bangladesh has been increasing rapidly. 26

A recent outbreak in 2019 was the largest ever experienced by the country, whereas the 27

second largest outbreak was seen only a year prior, in 2018. Whether or how climate 28

variability may have driven this unprecedented rise in outbreak size in 2018 and 2019 is 29

still largely unknown [14]. 30

Several studies have been carried out to estimate dengue incidence in Bangladesh 31
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using climate data prior to 2010 [15–17]; however, the driving factors responsible for the 32

increasing disease burden since 2010 remain to be investigated. In these previous 33

studies, temperature and rainfall were found to be significant contributing 34

factors [18–21]. Previous studies also assumed that the effects of climate variables are 35

independent of the time of year. However, the effects of climate variables can also be 36

time-dependent. Several studies have demonstrated that the effects of rainfall on dengue 37

incidence can vary throughout the year [23,24]. The abundant rainfall that occurs 38

during monsoon season is likely to have negative effects on mosquito population size, as 39

the rain can disrupt potential mosquito habitats. In contrast, rainfall in winter months 40

may result in stagnant bodies of water suitable for mosquito breeding. 41

Latest studies have mentioned the dengue incidence and mosquito abundance can be 42

affected by weather conditions up to 5 months before the season starts [23, 24, 37] using 43

data in or near subtropical areas. However, most of the studies focus on climate factors 44

during dengue season. A better understanding of the effects of preseasonal climate 45

variability on the increasing incidence of dengue can provide insight into whether 46

dengue has been expanding in a region and allow early warning system to be built. 47

This study aimed to estimate the effects of preseasonal time-dependent climate 48

factors on annual dengue incidence in Bangladesh using historical data from 2000 to 49

2018. We developed a generalized linear model with a Poisson link function to predict 50

annual dengue cases based on monthly temperature, rainfall and sunshine. We 51

demonstrate that temperature and rainfall have variable effects on dengue incidence 52

depending on the time of year and suggest an ideal temperature range for mosquito 53

population growth based on our findings. 54

Methods 55

Study location 56

Bangladesh is a Southeast Asian country, as defined by the World Health Organization 57

(WHO) [25]. India surrounds it to the east, west and north, and Myanmar borders it to 58

the southeast (Fig 1). The Bay of Bengal is located in the south. Bangladesh is located 59

at 20◦59′N to 26◦63′N and 88◦03′E to 92◦67′E. The Tropic of Cancer line is located at 60
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23◦26′N and 88◦47′E, where it crosses Bangladesh from east to west [26,27].
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Fig 1. Location of Bangladesh on the world map. India surrounds Bangladesh
on three sides (east, west and north) and the Bay of Bengal is to the south. The
country shares a border with Myanmar in the southeast. The Tropic of Cancer line
crosses the middle of the country.

61

Bangladesh is in a tropical climate region. The seasons in Bangladesh can be 62

broadly characterized as summer (March–June; mostly hot and humid), monsoon 63

(June–October; warm and rainy) and winter (October–March; cold and dry). However, 64

March can also be described as the spring, and the duration between mid-October and 65

mid-November can be called the autumn. The maximum temperature ranges from 30◦C 66

to 40◦C during summer, whereas in winter the average temperature reaches as low as 67

10◦C in most areas of the country. The average annual rainfall ranges between 1,500 68

mm and 3,000 mm. Approximately 70–80% of the annual rainfall occurs during 69

monsoon season [28]. The shortest period of sunshine, 5.4–5.8 hours per day, also 70

occurs during this season. In contrast, winter and summer have the longest sunshine 71
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duration, 8.5–9.1 hours per day [29]. 72

Dengue data 73

Dengue cases observed in health facilities across the country are generally reported to 74

the Directorate General of Health Services (DGHS), and are classified into suspected, 75

probable and confirmed cases. Individuals having acute febrile illness with or without 76

non-specific signs and symptoms are classified as suspected cases and those having acute 77

febrile illness with serological diagnosis are considered probable cases. The confirmed 78

cases should have an acute febrile illness with positive dengue NS1 antigen or PCR test. 79

Details of dengue case definitions and management are available from the DGHS [30]. 80

The communicable disease control (CDC) unit of the DGHS compiles the reported 81

dengue cases on a daily basis for further circulation. We accessed monthly dengue cases 82

between January 2000 and December 2018 from the DGHS by collaborating with the 83

Institute of Epidemiology, Disease Control and Research. 84

Climate data 85

Accumulated weather information was monitored and managed by the Bangladesh 86

Meteorological Department (BMD) at 35 distinct weather stations across the country. 87

We collected these weather records from the BMD including daily mean, minimum and 88

maximum temperature, total and maximum daily rainfall and daily sunshine duration. 89

Temperature and rainfall are measured in degree Celsius (◦C) and millimeter (mm), 90

respectively, whereas sunshine duration is recorded in hours. Daily information was 91

averaged for each month to obtain monthly information for each station. The national 92

averages for monthly temperature, sunshine duration and rainfall were obtained by 93

averaging the values of all 35 weather stations. 94

Model formulation 95

To predict annual dengue incidence, cases reported to the DGHS were considered the 96

outcome variable. A generalized linear model with a Poisson link function was utilized 97

to predict dengue incidence. We assumed that dengue cases reported in January, 98

February and March were belonging to the previous year’s dengue outbreak. Hence, 99
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annual dengue incidence is defined as the sum of the number of dengue cases from April 100

to December of a given year and from January to March of the following year. Let yj be 101

the annual dengue cases in the jth year (j = 1, 2, . . . , 19) such that yj ∼ Poisson(λj), 102

where λj represents the expected number of dengue cases in the jth year, i.e. 103

E(yj) = λj . Therefore, the Poisson regression model can be expressed as 104

log(λj) = α+
6∑

i=1

βiTij +
6∑

i=1

γiRij +
6∑

i=4

ηiSij , (1)

where βi, ηi and γi represent coefficients of temperature (T ), rainfall (R) and sunshine 105

duration (S) in the ith month (i = 1, 2, . . . , 6). Therefore, 15 predictor variables exist in 106

the model as shown in Eq.(1). Monthly minimum temperature and total rainfall from 107

January to June and the sunshine duration from April to June were chosen as potential 108

predictor variables. These predictors were preselected during these months as we aimed 109

to predict dengue outbreaks, which often begin during the early summer. 110

Model selection 111

Different models were compared for predicting the annual dengue outbreaks with various 112

combinations of climate variables. A corrected version of the Akaike information criteria 113

(AICc) [31] was used to extract potential predictor variables. The best prediction model 114

was determined using a two-stage selection approach (Fig 2). In the first stage, variable 115

selection was performed using stepwise AICc selection for each of the models. In the 116

final step of the stepwise selection, each model provides a set of variables with minimum 117

AICc. For these models, the model with the lowest AICc was selected as the lowest 118

AICc model (ML). In contrast, the models satisfying the condition 119

|AICc −Min(AICc)| < |AICc − m̄| (2)

were defined as low AICc models (Ml), where m̄ is the average AICc of all candidate 120

models. The reason we included both lowest and low AICc models is that we aim to 121

identify the best prediction model using LOOCV among all the models with low AICc. 122

In the second stage, the ML and Ml models were compared using the mean squared 123

errors obtained from leave-one-out cross-validation (LOOCV ). The best model was the 124
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model with the minimum MSEV a in LOOCV.

Best fitting model

(Lowest 𝐴𝐼𝐶𝑐;𝑀𝐿)

Low 𝐴𝐼𝐶𝑐 model 𝑀𝑙

Yes

Yes

Stage 1

No
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Remove model

Stepwise 𝐴𝐼𝐶𝑐
(All candidate models)

is 

Min(𝐴𝐼𝐶𝑐)
?

is 

𝐴𝐼𝐶𝑐 −𝑀𝑖𝑛(𝐴𝐼𝐶𝑐)
< 𝐴𝐼𝐶𝑐 − ഥ𝑚

?
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Remove model

𝐿𝑂𝑂𝐶𝑉 (only 𝑀𝐿& 𝑀𝑙)

Best prediction model
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Min(𝑀𝑆𝐸𝑉𝑎)

?

Fig 2. Two-stage selection of the best prediction model. Min(AICc) and
Min(MSEV a) refer to the lowest value of AICc and lowest value of mean squared error
of LOOCV validation. m̄ represents the average value of AICc for all candidate models.

125

Model validation 126

Model validation was conducted using LOOCV. To perform LOOCV, the data for a 127

specific test year were removed and the model was fitted based on the remaining data, 128

which served as a training set. The fitted model was then used to predict the annual 129

dengue cases for the test year. We repeated this procedure for all years from 2000 to 130

2018. Mean square errors for the validation set MSEV a and for the training set 131

MSETr were obtained by calculating the difference between predicted and observed 132

numbers of annual dengue cases in the testing set and training set. Next, we checked 133

the mean squared error ratio
(
F = MSEV a

MSETr

)
, the ratio of the mean squared errors of 134

the validation set and the training set, to see whether it was less than the factor c, 135(
c = n+p+1

n−p−1

)
. 136

We computed bootstrap confidence intervals for the predicted annual dengue cases in 137

each year. To do this, we simulated 1,000 random samples from a Poisson distribution 138

by considering LOOCV -estimated annual cases (λ̂) as the parameter of the distribution. 139

The random numbers were used to refit the model 1,000 times, giving the distribution of 140

the estimated parameters. The lower and upper bounds of the 95% confidence intervals 141

were calculated based on the 2.5% and 97.5% quantiles of the parameter distributions. 142
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Assessment of the effects of climate factors 143

Interpretation of the estimated model coefficients for a generalized linear model is not 144

as straightforward as it is for an ordinary linear regression model, as the dependent 145

variable y is associated with a link function, such as a Poisson link [32]. Therefore, we 146

calculated the marginal effect at the mean (MEM) to understand the effect of each of 147

the predictor variables separately using the R-package ggeffect [33]. 148

Results 149

Dengue cases in Bangladesh 150

Dengue cases exhibited a decreasing trend since the outbreak in 2000 until 2010 151

(Fig 3A). After 2010, dengue cases began to increase rapidly until 2018, with a slight 152

drop in cases in 2014. Over 5,000 infections were reported in 2000, 2002 and 2016. In 153

contrast, in 2018, over 10,000 cases were reported. Dengue fever occurs primarily 154

between July and November each year (Fig 3B). Therefore, monthly climate predictors 155

were selected prior to July to predict the overall annual incidence. 156

Climate variabilities 157

Different combinations of temperature (monthly average, maximum or minimum), 158

rainfall (monthly total or maximum) and sunshine duration were used to predict annual 159

dengue incidence. The monthly minimum temperature in Bangladesh increased after 160

January and continued to increase until June/July, with the highest temperature of 161

26.4◦C measured in 2010 and 2014 (Fig 4). However, large variations in temperature 162

were observed between March and June. Rainfall increased between April and October 163

(supplementary S2 Fig). The highest amount of rainfall usually occurs between May 164

and August, with low levels of rainfall recorded in January, February and December. 165

Sunshine duration in January to April and in December exhibits a decreasing trend over 166

the years, an indication of warmer winter (Supplementary S1 Fig). Longer sunlight 167

duration is mostly observed in the period from April to June. 168
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Fig 3. Dengue incidence in Bangladesh for different years and months. (A)
Annual dengue case trends between 2000 and 2018. A LOESS smoothing function is
used to obtain a smooth line to represent the trend over the years. The shaded region
shows the pointwise 95% confidence interval. (B) Month-wise average dengue cases
from January 2000 to December 2018. The shaded area represents the 95% confidence
interval.

Model selection and annual dengue prediction 169

To obtain an appropriate set of predictors for annual dengue prediction, we compared 170

six models with different combinations of climate variables (Table 1). The best 171

prediction model was determined using a two-stage model selection approach. In the 172

first stage, Model 3 and Model 6, which belonged to either the low or the lowest AICc 173

models, were chosen based on the criteria defined in Eq. (2). For details of the stepwise 174

AICc results, please refer to supplementary S1 Table − S6 Table. In the second stage, 175

LOOCV was conducted for the selected models. After LOOCV was performed, Model 176

3 was identified as the best prediction model, with the lowest mean squared error for 177

the validation set, compared with Model 6 (0.29 vs 0.31; see Table 2). We used the best 178

prediction model for further analysis of the impact of climate on dengue incidence. Note 179
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Fig 4. Minimum temperatures (in ◦C) in Bangladesh between January
2000 and December 2018. A LOESS smoothing function is used to obtain a smooth
line to represent the trend over the years. The shaded region represents the 95%
confidence interval. Dots represent the average minimum temperature of a given month
for a particular year.

that the best fitting model (Model 6) also identified similar climate variables to the best 180

prediction model. The best prediction model can be expressed as, 181

log(λj) = 57.6(±1.16) + 0.41(±0.01)T1j + 0.36(±0.01)T2j

+ 0.54(±0.01)T3j − 0.54(±0.01)T4j

− 0.72(±0.02)T5j − 1.34(±0.03)T6j

− 0.48(±0.02)S4j − 0.56(±0.01)S5j

− 0.01(±0.001)R1j + 0.02(±0.001)R2j

+ 0.002(±0.0002)R4j + 0.001(±0.0001)R6j .

(3)

In Eq.(3) the values inside the brackets represent the standard error of the estimates. 182

We evaluated the performance of the model using an LOOCV technique. The best 183
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Table 1. Comparison of candidate models based on different evaluation
metrics.

Model Temperature Rainfall Sunshine AICc R2
V Adj −R2

V

Model 1 ave.Ti tot.Ri Si 1,731 0.9903 0.9566
Model 2 max.Ti tot.Ri Si 3,235 0.9899 0.9635
Model 3 min.Ti tot.Ri Si 791 0.9951 0.9853
Model 4 ave.Ti max.Ri Si 2,026 0.9932 0.9755
Model 5 max.Ti max.Ri Si 3,913 0.9707 0.8683
Model 6 min.Ti max.Ri Si 675 0.9961 0.9861

Models 1, 2 and 3 considered average, maximum and minimum monthly temperature,
respectively, along with monthly sunshine duration and monthly total rainfall. Models 4,
5 and 6 considered average, maximum and minimum monthly temperature, respectively,
with monthly sunshine duration and maximum monthly rainfall. R2

V and Adj −R2
V

represent the pseudo-coefficient of determination and the adjusted coefficient of
determination for the generalized linear model.

Table 2. The second stage of model selection.

Model MSEVa MSETr F ratio c = n+p+1
n−p−1

Best fitting model (Model 6) 0.31 0.03 9.82 8.5
Best prediction model (Model 3) 0.29 0.05 5.73 6.6

Mean squared errors for the validation data set (MSEV a) and the training data set
(MSETr) and their ratios F were used to select the best prediction model. These
measures were calculated while performing LOOCV as given in S7 Table and S8 Table.

prediction model successfully predicted the largest outbreak in 2018 as well as smaller 184

outbreaks in five different years (2003, 2006, 2010, 2012 and 2014) (Fig 5). The 185

estimated number of annual dengue cases for other years fell within a narrow range of 186

the 95% bootstrap confidence interval (S9 Table). 187

Fig 5. Comparison of observed and predicted annual dengue cases. The 95%
confidence intervals were estimated using a bootstrap estimation technique and the
LOOCV estimates.
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Marginal effect of climate predictors 188

To check the impact of each climate variable individually on annual dengue incidence, 189

we further assessed the marginal effects of climate predictors. The optimal minimum 190

temperature for mosquito population expansion is around 21–23◦C (Fig 6). There was 191

an upward trend of temperature from January until June. During this six-month period, 192

the marginal effects of mean minimum temperature from January to March were 193

positive. In contrast, the effects were negative from April to June. Thus, the results 194

indicate that a turning point of marginal effects was located between 21 and 23◦C. 195

Starting from 2,500 predicted cases with a temperature of 23◦C, the number of 196

predicted cases gradually declined to below 1000 predicted cases in April if the 197

temperature was increased by two degrees. The similar patterns were also evident in 198

May and June. 199

Fig 6. Marginal effect of minimum temperature from January to June on
annual dengue cases. T1 represents minimum temperature in January, T2 represents
minimum temperature in February, etc. The shaded area denotes the 95% confidence
interval of annual dengue cases at different values of minimum temperature, whereas the
dotted vertical line represents mean minimum temperature for a month. The marginal
effect here represents marginal effects at the mean (MEMs).

Rainfall also had different effects depending on the time. In February, April and 200
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June, rainfall had a positive relationship with dengue incidence (Fig 7). In contrast, 201

rainfall in a cooler winter period (January) had a negative association with dengue 202

incidence.

Fig 7. Marginal effect of total rainfall on annual dengue incidence in
January, February, April and June. R1 represents total rainfall in January,
whereas R6 represents total rainfall in June, etc. The shaded area denotes the 95%
confidence interval of the expected number of annual dengue cases for different values of
rainfall whereas the dotted vertical line represents mean rainfall for a month. The
marginal effect here represents marginal effects at the mean (MEMs).

203

The mean sunshine duration in April and May were 7.4 and 6.5 hours, respectively 204

and were negatively associated with annual dengue incidence (Fig 8). Comparing the 205

magnitude of all climate predictors, temperature in June (T6), sunshine duration in May 206

(S5) and rainfall in February (R2) had the strongest effects on annual dengue incidence.

Fig 8. Marginal effect of sunshine duration on annual dengue incidence in
April and May. S4 represents sunshine duration in April whereas S5 represents
sunshine duration in May. The shaded area denotes the 95% confidence interval of the
expected number of annual dengue cases for different values of sunshine duration,
whereas the dotted vertical line represents mean sunshine duration for a month. The
marginal effect here represents marginal effects at the mean (MEMs).

207
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Discussion 208

Climate change poses a great threat to global health, particularly for subtropical and 209

tropical climate regions due to the expansion of dengue fever. Since 2010, Bangladesh 210

has had an increasing total number of dengue cases during each seasonal epidemic. In 211

2018, the recorded number of confirmed and suspected cases was more than 10,000, 212

including 26 confirmed deaths [3, 35]. Although many studies have attempted to 213

estimate dengue incidence in Bangladesh using climate data, most of these studies 214

focused on data collected prior to 2010 [15–17]. We developed a model to estimate the 215

impact of various climate factors in the lead-up to dengue seasons, which typically occur 216

during the monsoon season in Bangladesh. This is the first study to demonstrate that 217

climate variability before dengue season can explain dengue expansions in Bangladesh in 218

the past 20 years, suggesting that an early warning system can be built for this area. 219

We found that some climate factors exerted opposing effects on the annual number 220

of dengue cases, depending on the time of year. For example, minimum temperatures 221

from January to March were positively associated with dengue cases, whereas a negative 222

association was seen in the subsequent months from April to June, closer to the start of 223

dengue season. This may be due to a complex dependency between the population 224

dynamics of the dengue vector and the changing environment, such as the seasonal 225

transition from winter to summer and the associated increasing temperatures. One 226

study claimed that temperatures of 21.3− 34.0◦C are optimal for expansion of Aedes 227

aegypti populations [21]. As the average daily minimum temperature is lower than 21◦C 228

before April and higher than 23◦C during and after April, our results suggest that the 229

optimal daily minimum temperature falls in the range of 21–23◦C. 230

Total rainfall in a winter month (January) was found to have a negative relationship 231

with dengue cases, whereas a positive relationship was seen for later months mainly in 232

summer such as April and June. Rainfall is thought to have both beneficial and harmful 233

effects on mosquito population growth. Rainfall can provide standing water for 234

mosquito breeding. However, an excessive amount of rainfall (e.g., heavy rainfall during 235

monsoons or cyclones) has been commonly thought to be able to disrupt potential 236

mosquito habitats [36]. Our study has identified a negative relationship between rainfall 237

and dengue incidence in January. This may be because during this period the number 238
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of adult mosquitoes is low, meaning that rainfall has a larger negative impact by 239

flushing away mosquito eggs than a positive impact due to creating habitats required by 240

adult mosquitoes. A similar pattern of a negative association of pre-dengue-season 241

rainfall with dengue cases has been seen in recent studies [23,24,37]. 242

Additionally, sunshine duration was found to be closely linked to mosquito-related 243

activities, such as frequency of mosquito bites [22]. However, sunshine duration has not 244

been included in any prediction models thus far. Therefore, an evaluation of the 245

increasing dengue incidence since 2010, with respect to these climate variables, is 246

warranted. A shorter duration of sunshine is more favorable for dengue transmission. In 247

general, mosquitoes are more active in darker environments, and there is a greater 248

chance of dengue being transmitted during periods of less sunshine due to the increasing 249

frequency of mosquito bites [39]. The marginal effect of sunshine duration in Fig 8 250

reveals that the shorter the duration of sunlight, the higher the number of dengue cases, 251

supporting the biological characteristics of mosquito activity as described by [38]. A 252

2-hour reduction in sunshine duration in April and May was predicted to result in a 253

3-fold increase in annual cases. These estimates are consistent with a previous study 254

that found a negative association between sunshine duration and dengue incidence [39]. 255

While this study has an implication, some limitations exist in this study. 256

Meteorological data for 2019 were not disclosed at the time of this study; hence, 2019 257

data were excluded from the models. Secondly, the small number of outcome values (19) 258

and a relatively large number of predictor variables might lead to over-fitting the results. 259

Moreover, the epidemiological data includes both laboratory confirmed cases and 260

probable case, hence, actual estimate might be affected due to under/over reporting 261

biased. Because we aim to estimate the effects of preseasonal climate variability on 262

annual incidence rate in this study. We did not plan to include monthly predictors 263

within dengue season. Given the sample size is not huge, too many predictors may lead 264

to over-fitting. 265

In conclusion, our research offers a potential alert system by modeling annual dengue 266

outbreaks before the season begins using climate variables. As an early warning system 267

is required to improve public health and safety, the model we developed may improve 268

disease control systems in Bangladesh. This research will aid our understanding of the 269

effects of climate variability on dengue expansion, not only in Bangladesh but also in 270
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northern India and other Southeast Asian countries with similar climates and 271

social-economic conditions. 272

Supporting information 273

S1 Fig. Sunshine duration (in hours) in Bangladesh between January 274

2000 and December 2018. A LOESS smoothing function is used to obtain a smooth 275

line to represent the trend over the years. The shaded region represents the 95% 276

confidence interval. Dots represent the average sunshine duration of a given month for a 277

particular year. 278

S2 Fig. Monthly total rainfall (in mm) in Bangladesh between January 279

2000 and December 2018. A LOESS smoothing function is used to obtain a smooth 280

line to represent trend over years. The shaded region shows the 95% confidence interval. 281

Dots represent the average rainfall of a given month for a particular year. 282

S1 Table. (Model 1) Step-by-step forward selection results of the 283

generalized Poisson regression model for each step based on AICc. ave.Ti, Si 284

and tot.Ri represent mean temperature, sunshine duration and total rainfall in the ith 285

month. For each of the variables included in the model, the corresponding AICc, the 286

leave-one-out mean squared error for the validation set (MSEV a), the leave-one-out 287

mean squared error for the training set (MSETr), the mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
288

and the factor c,
(
c = n+p+1

n−p−1

)
were calculated. 289

S2 Table. (Model 2) Step-by-step forward selection results of the 290

generalized Poisson regression model for each step based on AICc. max.Ti, 291

Si and tot.Ri represent maximum temperature, sunshine duration and total rainfall in 292

the ith month. For each of the variables included in the model, the corresponding AICc, 293

the leave-one-out mean squared error for the validation set (MSEV a), the leave-one-out 294

mean squared error for the training set (MSETr), the mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
295

and the factor c,
(
c = n+p+1

n−p−1

)
were calculated. 296

S3 Table. (Model 3) Step-by-step forward selection results of the 297
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generalized Poisson regression model for each step based on AICc. Ti, Si and 298

Ri represent minimum temperature, sunshine duration and total rainfall in the ith 299

month. For each of the variables included in the model, the corresponding AICc, the 300

leave-one-out mean squared error for the validation set (MSEV a), the leave-one-out 301

mean squared error for the training set (MSETr), the mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
302

and the factor c,
(
c = n+p+1

n−p−1

)
were calculated. 303

S4 Table. (Model 4) Step-by-step forward selection results of the 304

generalized Poisson regression model for each step based on AICc. ave.Ti, Si 305

and max.Ri represent mean temperature, sunshine duration and maximum rainfall in 306

the ith month. For each of the variables included in the model, the corresponding AICc, 307

the leave-one-out mean squared error for the validation set (MSEV a), the leave-one-out 308

mean squared error for the training set (MSETr), the mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
309

and the factor c,
(
c = n+p+1

n−p−1

)
were calculated. 310

S5 Table. (Model 5) Step-by-step forward selection results of the 311

generalized Poisson regression model for each step based on AICc. max.Ti, 312

Si and max.Ri represent maximum temperature, sunshine duration and maximum 313

rainfall in the ith month. For each of the variables included in the model, the 314

corresponding AICc, the leave-one-out mean squared error for the validation set 315

(MSEV a), the leave-one-out mean squared error for the training set (MSETr), the 316

mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
and the factor c,

(
c = n+p+1

n−p−1

)
were calculated. 317

S6 Table. (Model 6) Step-by-step forward selection results of the 318

generalized Poisson regression model for each step based on AICc. min.Ti, 319

Si and max.Ri represent minimum temperature, sunshine duration and maximum 320

rainfall in the ith month. For each of the variables included in the model, the 321

corresponding AICc, the leave-one-out mean squared error for the validation set 322

(MSEV a), the leave-one-out mean squared error for the training set (MSETr), the 323

mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
and the factor c,

(
c = n+p+1

n−p−1

)
were calculated. 324

S7 Table. Leave-one-out cross-validation (LOOCV) results for Model 6 325

achieved by omitting the jth year in the jth iteration, where j = 1, . . . , 19, and j = 1 326
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indicate the year 2000, j = 2 indicates 2001, etc. Italic font denotes the predicted 327

annual dengue cases when the jth year is removed. 328

S8 Table. Leave-one-out cross-validation (LOOCV) results for Model 3 329

achieved by omitting the jth year in the jth iteration, where j = 1, . . . , 19, and j = 1 330

indicates the year 2000, j = 2 indicates 2001, etc. Italic font denotes the predicted 331

annual dengue cases when the jth year is removed. 332

S9 Table. Comparison between observed and predicted annual dengue 333

cases in Bangladesh between 2000 and 2018. The lower and upper boundaries 334

represent the lower and upper limit of the 95% bootstrap confidence interval, 335

respectively, for the predicted value. 336
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Dengue Outbreaks in 1990â€“2015: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis.

Frontiers in Cellular and Infection Microbiology. 2017;7:317.

doi:10.3389/fcimb.2017.00317.

2. Ferreira GLC. Global Dengue Epidemiology Trend; 2012.

3. (WHO) WHO. Dengue and severe dengue; 2020. https://www.who.int/

news-room/fact-sheets/detail/dengue-and-severe-dengue.

September 17, 2020 19/23

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 22, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.21.20199190doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/dengue-and-severe-dengue
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/dengue-and-severe-dengue
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.21.20199190
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


4. Stanaway JD, Shepard DS, Undurraga EA, Halasa YA, Coffeng LE, Brady OJ,

et al. The global burden of dengue: an analysis from the Global Burden of

Disease Study 2013. The Lancet Infectious Diseases. 2016;16(6):712–723.

doi:10.1016/S1473-3099(16)00026-8.

5. Pasin CI, Elizabeth Halloran M, Gilbert PB, Langevin E, Leon Ochiai R,

Pitisuttithum P, et al. Periods of high dengue transmission defined by rainfall do

not impact efficacy of dengue vaccine in regions of endemic disease. Plos One.

2018;doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0207878.

6. Loo YY, Billa L, Singh A. Effect of climate change on seasonal monsoon in Asia

and its impact on the variability of monsoon rainfall in Southeast Asia.

Geoscience Frontiers. 2015;6(6):817–823. doi:10.1016/j.gsf.2014.02.009.
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Supplementary figures and table 1

Mosquitoes are usually active in darker environments. With an increase in sunshine 2

duration, their activity decreases, and the reverse is true for shorter sunshine 3

duration [2]. Therefore, sunshine duration is expected to has an significant impact on 4

mosquito-borne viral diseases like dengue. Sunshine duration measured in hours was 5

found to have a decreasing trend from January to April and in December for different 6

years between 2000 and 2018. However, it was almost stable from June to November. In 7

addition, sunshine duration was shorter during the monsoon compared to the winter 8

months from December to March (S1 Fig). Therefore, mosquitoes were more active 9

during the monsoon, causing faster dengue transmission, which is reflected by the 10

number of dengue cases in Fig 3 in the main text. 11

September 17, 2020 1/8

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 22, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.21.20199190doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.21.20199190
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


●
●

●
●

●
●

●

● ● ●
●

●
●

●
● ●

●

●

●

● ●
●

●

●

●

● ●

●
●

●
● ● ●

●

●

●

●

●

● ●

●

●

●
● ●

● ●

●
● ●

●

●
●

●
● ●

●

● ●

●

●

●

●

● ●
● ●

●

● ●

●

●
● ●

●
●

●

●

●

● ●
●

●

●

●

●

●
● ●

●
● ●

●

●

●

●

● ●
● ● ●

●
● ● ●

● ●
●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●
●

●
●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●
● ●

●

●

●

●
● ●

●

●

● ● ● ●
●

●

● ●
● ●

●

●
●

● ●

● ● ●
● ● ●

●
●

●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

● ●
●

●

● ●

●

● ●

●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●
● ●

● ●
●

●
●

●

●

●

●

● ● ●
● ●

● ●

●
●

●

● ● ● ●

●

● ● ●

October November December

July August September

April May June

January February March

2000
2003 

2006
2009

2012
2015

2018
2000

2003 
2006

2009
2012

2015
2018

2000
2003 

2006
2009

2012
2015

2018

6
7
8
9

3
4
5
6

4

5

6

4

6

8

10

5
6
7
8
9

3
4
5
6
7
8

3
4
5
6
7

6

7

8

9

4
5
6
7
8
9

5
6
7
8
9

2

4

6

4
5
6
7
8

Year

S
un

sh
in

e 
du

ar
at

io
n 

(in
 h

ou
rs

)

Fig S1. Sunshine duration (in hours) in Bangladesh between January 2000
and December 2018. A loess smoothing function is used to obtain a smooth line to
represent trend over the years. The shaded region shows the confidence interval. Dots
represent the average sunshine duration of a given month for a particular year.
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Fig S2. Monthly total rainfall (in mm) in Bangladesh between January
2000 and December 2018. A loess smoothing function is used to obtain a smooth
line to represent trend over years. The shaded region shows the confidence interval.
Dots represent the average rainfall of a given month for a particular year.

Rainfall is a critical meteorological factor that causes standing water in small storage 12

areas, which are considered potential breeding sites for Aedes mosquitoes [1]. Rainfall 13

was higher from May to August compared to other months of the year (S2 Fig). On the 14

other hand, from December to March, the total amount of rain was minimal. However, 15

the chance of rain water persisting in potential mosquito habitat during this time was 16

higher due to light rain. 17
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Therefore, we found these three climate variables- minimum temperature, sunshine 18

duration, and total rainfall- to be a good combination of climate variables capable of 19

predicting dengue incidence optimally. We assumed that climate factors in the months 20

prior to the dengue season had a significant impact on dengue transmission. 21

Consequently, the minimum daily temperature and total daily rainfall from January to 22

June and the daily sunshine duration from April to June were chosen as possible 23

predictor variables for dengue prediction. 24
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Table S1. (Model 1) Step-by-step forward selection results of the generalized Poisson
regression model in each step based on AICc.ave.Ti, Si and tot.Ri represent mean
temperature, sunshine duration and total rainfall in the ith month. For each of the
variable included in the model, the corresponding AICc, the leave-one-out mean
squared error for the validation set (MSEV a), the leave-one-out mean squared error for

the training set (MSETr), the mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
and the factor c,(

c = n+p+1
n−p−1

)
were calculated.

Step (Intercept) ave.T5 S4 tot.R1 f S5 ave.T3 tot.R4 tot.R3 tot.R6 ave.T6 ave.T1 ave.T2 tot.R5 tot.R2 S6 AICc MSEV a MSETr F ratio c

1 29.36 -0.75 29457 1.064 0.878 1.212 1.375
2 46.60 -1.11 -0.92 14522 0.518 0.386 1.341 1.533
3 48.40 -1.15 -1.06 0.0343 10507 0.395 0.266 1.483 1.714
4 65.26 -1.77 -1.36 0.0380 0.48 7151 0.446 0.260 1.715 1.923
5 59.14 -1.81 -1.41 0.0426 0.54 0.28 5684 0.528 0.303 1.741 2.167
6 48.52 -1.68 -1.13 0.0378 0.48 0.46 0.0041 4818 0.529 0.316 1.675 2.455
7 50.84 -1.71 -1.15 0.0391 0.53 0.41 0.0046 -0.0036 4445 0.575 0.306 1.882 2.800
8 61.03 -1.91 -1.25 0.0379 0.68 0.25 0.0048 -0.0067 -0.0017 3761 0.673 0.348 1.931 3.222
9 74.13 -1.83 -1.25 0.0300 0.57 0.33 0.0058 -0.0072 -0.0033 -0.55 2902 0.740 0.392 1.890 3.750
10 79.97 -1.84 -1.30 0.0333 0.62 0.30 0.0057 -0.0062 -0.0037 -0.64 -0.12 2719 0.762 0.379 2.009 4.429
11 73.70 -1.56 -1.11 0.0432 0.45 0.28 0.0069 -0.0060 -0.0032 -0.82 -0.18 0.22 2467 0.862 0.353 2.441 5.333
12 85.09 -1.30 -0.63 0.0329 -0.28 0.22 0.0082 -0.0072 -0.0051 -1.60 -0.05 0.50 -0.005 2005 0.772 0.301 2.562 6.600
13 81.87 -1.20 -0.35 0.0224 -0.46 0.29 0.0108 -0.0082 -0.0053 -1.75 0.02 0.54 -0.007 0.01 1751 1.039 0.245 4.239 8.500
14 86.27 -1.36 -0.37 0.0039 -0.61 0.30 0.0097 -0.0075 -0.0071 -1.64 0.18 0.46 -0.008 0.02 -0.46 1731 1.334 0.166 8.016 11.667

Table S2. (Model 2) Step-by-step forward selection results of the generalized Poisson
regression model in each step based on AICc. max.Ti, Si and tot.Ri represent
maximum temperature, sunshine duration and total rainfall in the ith month. For each
of the variable included in the model, the corresponding AICc, the leave-one-out mean
squared error for the validation set (MSEV a), the leave-one-out mean squared error for

the training set (MSETr), the mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
and the factor c,(

c = n+p+1
n−p−1

)
were calculated.

Step (Intercept) max.T5 S4 tot.R1 S5 max.T1 tot.R6 tot.R5 S6 max.T6 max.T2 tot.R4 tot.R3 max.T4 AICc MSEV a MSETr F ratio c

1 24.56 -0.50 32362 1.153 0.944 1.221 1.375
2 35.69 -0.67 -0.72 21627 0.807 0.549 1.471 1.533
3 37.57 -0.71 -0.86 0.03 17120 0.625 0.383 1.632 1.714
4 54.34 -1.25 -1.12 0.04 0.48 14477 0.753 0.356 2.115 1.923
5 77.66 -1.64 -1.44 0.05 0.81 -0.40 10918 0.840 0.458 1.833 2.167
6 102.47 -2.22 -1.85 0.06 1.33 -0.56 -0.0037 6959 1.150 0.664 1.731 2.455
7 105.22 -2.22 -2.11 0.07 1.70 -0.75 -0.0032 0.004 5901 1.342 0.797 1.683 2.800
8 107.87 -2.32 -2.25 0.08 2.02 -0.91 -0.0011 0.006 0.48 5326 1.562 0.912 1.713 3.222
9 87.17 -2.21 -2.30 0.09 2.34 -1.03 0.0020 0.010 0.59 0.47 4990 1.576 0.815 1.934 3.750
10 83.18 -2.11 -2.24 0.10 2.25 -1.04 0.0022 0.010 0.60 0.40 0.110 4822 1.638 0.817 2.004 4.429
11 59.01 -1.50 -1.66 0.12 2.17 -1.38 0.0055 0.013 1.32 0.18 0.410 0.008 3833 1.569 0.875 1.793 5.333
12 61.40 -1.49 -1.52 0.12 2.07 -1.30 0.0048 0.012 1.44 0.01 0.441 0.010 -0.004 3603 1.731 0.859 2.015 6.600
13 104.94 -2.25 -1.62 0.09 1.73 -0.98 -0.0030 0.002 0.94 -0.94 0.414 0.015 -0.009 0.51 3235 1.873 0.886 2.114 8.500

Table S3. (Model 3) Step-by-step forward selection results of the generalized Poisson
regression model in each step based on AICc. Ti, Si and Ri represent minimum
temperature, sunshine duration and total rainfall in the ith month. For each of the
variable included in the model, the corresponding AICc, the leave-one-out mean
squared error for the validation set (MSEV a), the leave-one-out mean squared error for

the training set (MSETr), the mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
and the factor c,(

c = n+p+1
n−p−1

)
were calculated.

Step (Intercept) T5 S4 T1 T3 T6 S5 T2 T4 R2 R1 R4 R6 AICc MSEV a MSETr F ratio c

1 33.51 -1.038 30314 1.124 0.913 1.230 1.375
2 59.24 -1.766 -1.051 10893 0.399 0.301 1.326 1.533
3 62.36 -2.014 -1.079 0.257 8311 0.376 0.257 1.463 1.714
4 58.08 -2.002 -1.082 0.280 0.186 7219 0.426 0.285 1.496 1.923
5 76.29 -1.914 -1.142 0.229 0.274 -0.816 5055 0.429 0.262 1.637 2.167
6 74.52 -1.594 -1.044 0.282 0.296 -1.052 -0.298 3763 0.419 0.238 1.759 2.455
7 75.47 -1.393 -0.930 0.289 0.233 -1.340 -0.375 0.151 3152 0.429 0.193 2.219 2.800
8 69.44 -0.894 -0.730 0.322 0.348 -1.537 -0.506 0.353 -0.329 1517 0.258 0.114 2.260 3.222
9 69.27 -0.822 -0.715 0.321 0.422 -1.511 -0.484 0.350 -0.507 0.013 930 0.162 0.078 2.067 3.750
10 68.84 -0.837 -0.683 0.368 0.456 -1.481 -0.498 0.325 -0.548 0.016 -0.007 901 0.211 0.066 3.181 4.429
11 65.63 -0.824 -0.584 0.374 0.482 -1.431 -0.501 0.317 -0.539 0.018 -0.011 0.001 840 0.268 0.062 4.308 5.333
12 57.58 -0.721 -0.478 0.408 0.539 -1.343 -0.555 0.357 -0.536 0.019 -0.010 0.002 0.001 791 0.294 0.051 5.726 6.600
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Table S4. (Model 4) Step-by-step forward selection results of the generalized Poisson
regression model in each step based on AICc. ave.Ti, Si and max.Ri represent mean
temperature, sunshine duration and maximum rainfall in the ith month. For each of the
variable included in the model, the corresponding AICc, the leave-one-out mean
squared error for the validation set (MSEV a), the leave-one-out mean squared error for

the training set (MSETr), the mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
and the factor c,(

c = n+p+1
n−p−1

)
were calculated.

Step (Intercept) ave.T5 S4 max.R1 S5 ave.T3 max.R4 ave.T6 max.R6 max.R3 max.R2 ave.T4 ave.T2 max.R5 AICc MSEV a MSETr F ratio c

1 29.36 -0.75 29457 1.064 0.878 1.212 1.38
2 46.60 -1.11 -0.92 14522 0.518 0.386 1.341 1.53
3 47.90 -1.14 -1.04 0.055 10483 0.397 0.265 1.499 1.71
4 64.93 -1.76 -1.34 0.061 0.48 7136 0.453 0.264 1.717 1.92
5 58.93 -1.79 -1.38 0.066 0.53 0.26 5890 0.525 0.298 1.764 2.17
6 49.97 -1.69 -1.15 0.067 0.46 0.42 0.017 5358 0.591 0.336 1.761 2.45
7 49.46 -1.49 -1.01 0.068 0.29 0.63 0.028 -0.38 4660 0.709 0.375 1.893 2.80
8 56.57 -1.55 -1.07 0.062 0.30 0.63 0.029 -0.53 -0.0072 4194 0.818 0.432 1.892 3.22
9 63.33 -1.70 -1.15 0.071 0.42 0.53 0.034 -0.52 -0.0111 -0.0153 3279 0.918 0.476 1.927 3.75
10 57.91 -1.63 -0.88 0.068 0.38 0.64 0.052 -0.58 -0.0104 -0.0214 0.0183 2851 1.023 0.442 2.312 4.43
11 56.22 -1.43 -0.71 0.051 0.30 0.78 0.050 -0.58 -0.0117 -0.0154 0.0360 -0.31 2595 1.000 0.407 2.460 5.33
12 46.07 -0.95 -0.34 0.064 -0.02 0.84 0.057 -0.90 -0.0090 -0.0154 0.0426 -0.44 0.30 2169 0.999 0.386 2.586 6.60
13 45.16 -0.65 -0.02 0.072 -0.39 0.80 0.072 -1.39 -0.0122 -0.0181 0.0432 -0.31 0.51 -0.01 2026 1.022 0.394 2.592 8.50

Table S5. (Model 5) Step-by-step forward selection results of the generalized Poisson
regression model in each step based on AICc. max.Ti, Si and max.Ri represent
maximum temperature, sunshine duration and maximum rainfall in the ith month. For
each of the variable included in the model, the corresponding AICc, the leave-one-out
mean squared error for the validation set (MSEV a), the leave-one-out mean squared

error for the training set (MSETr), the mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
and the

factor c,
(
c = n+p+1

n−p−1

)
were calculated.

Step (Intercept) max.T5 S4 max.R1 S5 max.T1 max.R6 max.R5 S6 max.R3 max.T2 max.R4 max.T6 max.T3 max.R2 AICc MSEV a MSETr F ratio c

1 24.56 -0.50 32362 1.153 0.944 1.221 1.375
2 35.69 -0.67 -0.72 21627 0.807 0.549 1.471 1.533
3 37.43 -0.71 -0.85 0.06 16823 0.622 0.375 1.656 1.714
4 55.06 -1.27 -1.13 0.06 0.50 14041 0.748 0.355 2.105 1.923
5 75.63 -1.62 -1.40 0.08 0.79 -0.36 10991 0.836 0.446 1.875 2.167
6 95.35 -2.07 -1.77 0.08 1.15 -0.46 -0.016 8549 1.231 0.664 1.853 2.455
7 106.00 -2.25 -2.02 0.10 1.48 -0.71 -0.013 0.016 7505 1.491 0.810 1.841 2.800
8 116.58 -2.56 -2.21 0.12 1.96 -0.96 -0.003 0.025 0.54 6037 1.723 0.953 1.807 3.222
9 116.96 -2.64 -2.25 0.13 2.04 -0.87 -0.004 0.023 0.59 -0.011 5578 1.777 0.957 1.856 3.750
10 109.73 -2.50 -2.17 0.15 1.95 -0.93 -0.001 0.027 0.54 -0.009 0.12 5380 1.846 0.913 2.022 4.429
11 97.07 -2.25 -1.84 0.17 1.87 -1.07 0.006 0.035 0.67 -0.013 0.24 0.02 4872 2.162 0.879 2.459 5.333
12 99.56 -1.99 -1.51 0.19 1.59 -1.15 0.005 0.031 1.04 -0.020 0.45 0.04 -0.56 4432 2.896 1.090 2.657 6.600
13 89.20 -1.89 -1.39 0.18 1.52 -1.12 0.003 0.031 0.88 -0.013 0.33 0.05 -0.49 0.23 4291 3.217 0.956 3.367 8.500
14 75.70 -1.71 -0.92 0.16 1.15 -0.93 -0.009 0.019 0.40 -0.016 0.34 0.08 -0.53 0.42 0.03 3913 9.728 0.683 14.240 11.667

Table S6. (Model 6) Step-by-step forward selection results of the generalized Poisson
regression model in each step based on AICc. min.Ti, Si and max.Ri represent
minimum temperature, sunshine duration and maximum rainfall in the ith month. For
each of the variable included in the model, the corresponding AICc, the leave-one-out
mean squared error for the validation set (MSEV a), the leave-one-out mean squared

error for the training set (MSETr), the mean square ratio
(
F = MSEva

MSETr

)
and the

factor c,
(
c = n+p+1

n−p−1

)
were calculated.

Step (Intercept) min.T5 S4 min.T1 min.T3 min.T6 S5 min.T2 min.T4 max.R2 max.R4 max.R6 max.R1 S6 AICc MSEV a MSETr F ratio c

1 33.51 -1.04 30314 1.12 0.91 1.23 1.38
2 59.24 -1.77 -1.05 10893 0.40 0.30 1.33 1.53
3 62.36 -2.01 -1.08 0.26 8311 0.38 0.26 1.46 1.71
4 58.08 -2.00 -1.08 0.28 0.19 7219 0.43 0.28 1.50 1.92
5 76.29 -1.91 -1.14 0.23 0.27 -0.82 5055 0.43 0.26 1.64 2.17
6 74.52 -1.59 -1.04 0.28 0.30 -1.05 -0.30 3763 0.42 0.24 1.76 2.45
7 75.47 -1.39 -0.93 0.29 0.23 -1.34 -0.38 0.15 3152 0.43 0.19 2.22 2.80
8 69.44 -0.89 -0.73 0.32 0.35 -1.54 -0.51 0.35 -0.33 1517 0.26 0.11 2.26 3.22
9 69.21 -0.75 -0.68 0.32 0.44 -1.56 -0.49 0.37 -0.56 0.02 899 0.15 0.07 2.15 3.75
10 66.33 -0.70 -0.56 0.31 0.47 -1.55 -0.51 0.38 -0.57 0.03 0.007 813 0.14 0.07 2.18 4.43
11 60.01 -0.57 -0.44 0.33 0.52 -1.55 -0.56 0.42 -0.57 0.03 0.010 0.0048 709 0.14 0.05 2.73 5.33
12 60.54 -0.60 -0.41 0.37 0.55 -1.51 -0.56 0.39 -0.64 0.04 0.011 0.0036 -0.01 693 0.20 0.04 4.75 6.60
13 57.67 -0.68 -0.36 0.44 0.61 -1.31 -0.61 0.35 -0.67 0.05 0.014 0.0004 -0.03 -0.23 675 0.31 0.03 9.82 8.50
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Table S7. Leave-one-out cross-validation (loocv) results for Model 6 by omitting the
jth year in the jth iteration, where j = 1, . . . , 19, and j = 1 indicates the year 2000,
j = 2 indicates 2001 and so on. Italic font represents the predicted annual dengue cases
when the jth year is removed.

Year omitted in the jth iteration

Year Observed cases 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

2000 5551 4122 5491 5632 5429 5445 5414 5396 5473 5403 5489 5305 5356 5436 5447 5373 5503 5540 5343 5408
2001 2430 2213 1642 2419 2186 2281 2172 2160 2400 2140 2155 2231 2358 2126 2119 2063 2196 2271 2155 2084
2002 6232 6496 6411 9933 6609 6533 6641 6631 6330 6639 6496 6590 6498 6656 6602 6627 6537 6494 6669 6618
2003 487 490 452 459 590 583 550 528 606 549 556 614 459 529 540 551 560 406 511 556
2004 3934 3834 3905 3900 3796 2217 3849 3800 3996 3812 3807 3869 3829 3830 3794 3768 3875 3809 3779 3769
2005 1047 1003 1039 973 967 1103 872 956 1097 977 902 963 931 1075 948 946 1045 1004 946 903
2006 2200 2189 2268 2254 2221 2129 2148 2020 2126 2171 2182 2176 2306 2125 2174 2144 2133 2255 2218 2176
2007 466 664 596 563 689 593 661 682 1790 678 651 599 609 660 683 632 639 671 682 681
2008 1153 1083 1157 1091 1169 1099 1131 1175 1120 1204 1124 1217 1275 1125 1136 1208 1073 1136 1225 1169
2009 474 426 382 512 368 369 347 371 441 374 287 375 364 340 409 396 409 388 342 419
2010 409 595 475 493 569 480 548 546 361 550 540 713 434 585 574 532 554 604 532 555
2011 1359 1520 1407 1427 1488 1492 1515 1494 1408 1512 1510 1439 3270 1523 1524 1474 1534 1469 1464 1512
2012 671 771 809 817 792 766 756 809 738 796 837 847 832 1054 796 682 769 739 788 806
2013 1773 1745 1871 1719 1823 1869 1850 1832 1846 1825 1727 1905 1906 1821 2150 1781 1784 1778 1865 1769
2014 351 196 173 210 201 180 198 198 266 199 214 207 229 257 211 151 188 221 230 237
2015 3195 3176 3144 3231 3072 3193 3120 3067 3232 3090 3138 3065 3008 3118 3105 3036 2272 3118 3011 3068
2016 6213 6257 6246 6223 6278 6312 6305 6304 6297 6312 6302 6354 6268 6279 6300 6289 6297 14014 6299 6313
2017 2635 2464 2562 2472 2565 2460 2514 2549 2510 2521 2462 2563 2704 2559 2501 2663 2428 2581 2121 2535
2018 10169 10075 9933 10124 10041 9930 9983 10049 10037 10048 10183 10022 10024 10034 10112 10233 10030 10051 10054 8440

Table S8. Leave-one-out cross-validation (loocv) results for Model 3 by omitting the
jth year in the jth iteration, where j = 1, . . . , 19, and j = 1 indicates the year 2000,
j = 2 indicates 2001 and so on. Italic font represents the predicted annual dengue cases
when the jth year is removed.

Year omitted in the jth iteration

Year Observed cases 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

2000 5551 4047 5491 5604 5367 5449 5349 5320 5636 5354 5321 5245 5304 5321 5384 5305 5342 5307 5230 5321
2001 2430 2190 1459 2357 2152 2256 2107 2093 2336 2086 2083 2230 2089 2073 2073 2024 2085 2071 2127 2088
2002 6232 6492 6382 9731 6649 6490 6677 6689 6266 6673 6671 6589 6691 6693 6641 6671 6666 6710 6743 6697
2003 487 512 438 498 634 627 582 561 590 577 579 665 575 575 563 557 579 589 525 573
2004 3934 3812 3876 3877 3741 1796 3799 3753 3966 3770 3759 3888 3760 3760 3748 3720 3767 3761 3743 3764
2005 1047 1025 1038 1001 954 1149 880 954 1079 978 954 980 965 989 937 904 975 958 968 973
2006 2200 2209 2291 2235 2255 2101 2152 2087 2129 2179 2184 2137 2185 2170 2196 2166 2176 2178 2220 2185
2007 466 658 631 595 728 611 709 725 2258 712 722 608 726 726 708 649 717 718 740 721
2008 1153 1070 1156 1094 1181 1099 1155 1181 1031 1290 1178 1211 1188 1178 1145 1224 1164 1175 1253 1173
2009 474 476 466 603 440 453 430 452 481 452 440 447 458 455 480 440 468 444 408 442
2010 409 694 558 600 696 532 661 670 446 671 667 932 662 681 692 620 673 654 642 664
2011 1359 1487 1278 1327 1379 1355 1378 1383 1534 1416 1372 1308 1408 1369 1444 1441 1386 1405 1287 1393
2012 671 693 755 700 710 689 667 718 740 710 709 823 705 743 714 627 697 726 686 714
2013 1773 1734 1863 1720 1825 1882 1864 1838 1715 1823 1831 1934 1852 1843 2169 1764 1827 1841 1917 1845
2014 351 164 144 173 170 143 159 166 265 163 166 191 165 173 178 132 164 169 194 164
2015 3195 3278 3192 3346 3155 3259 3195 3162 3283 3188 3182 3097 3167 3185 3205 3116 2964 3157 3085 3164
2016 6213 6162 6128 6105 6152 6206 6181 6188 6283 6197 6185 6303 6183 6173 6192 6231 6183 5721 6168 6196
2017 2635 2420 2573 2431 2543 2467 2506 2509 2428 2477 2492 2555 2514 2510 2455 2610 2484 2497 1905 2504
2018 10169 10122 10060 10253 10164 10046 10131 10189 10075 10170 10219 10128 10201 10203 10220 10328 10200 10179 10180 10445

Table S9. Comparison between observed and predicted annual dengue cases in
Bangladesh between 2000 and 2018. The lower bound and the upper bound represents
the lower and upper limit of 95% bootstrap confidence interval respectively for the
predicted value.
year 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Observed 5551 2430 6232 487 3934 1047 2200 466 1153 474 409 1359 671 1773 351 3195 6213 2635 10169
Predicted 5142 2599 8132 436 2468 1339 2098 1547 889 616 343 1473 740 1895 291 3415 5693 1798 10096
Lower bound 5047 2525 7930 409 2402 1288 2029 1474 830 584 322 1424 705 1800 276 3307 5547 1727 9872
Upper bound 5264 2686 8335 468 2545 1373 2181 1642 940 644 370 1520 779 1984 310 3501 5821 1896 10269
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