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Abstract

Solar geoengineering is often framed as a stopgap measure to decrease the magnitude, impacts, and injustice
of climate change. However, the costs or benefits of geoengineering for human health are largely unknown.
We project how geoengineering could impact malaria risk by comparing transmission suitability and
populations-at-risk today against moderate and high emissions scenarios (RCP 4.5 and 8.5) with and
without geoengineering over the next half-century. We show that if geoengineering deployment cools the
tropics, it could help protect high elevation populations in eastern Africa from the encroachment of malaria,
but could increase transmission in lowland sub-Saharan Africa and southern Asia. Compared to extreme
warming, we also find that by 2070, geoengineering would nullify a projected reduction of nearly one
billion people at risk of malaria. Our results indicate that geoengineering strategies designed to offset
warming are not guaranteed to unilaterally improve health outcomes, and could produce regional trade-offs
among Global South countries that are often excluded from geoengineering conversations.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.21.20217257
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.21.20217257; this version posted October 25, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint

40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48

49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64

65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79

80
81
82

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

The impacts of climate change are often felt most acutely and personally through human health.
Climate change threatens hard-earned progress in infectious disease control and population health
during the 20" and early 21% centuries, and most countries’ public health infrastructures are likely
unprepared to some degree. This is particularly true in developing countries, which already face
some of the most severe impacts and the greatest adaptation challenges, often with the least
adequate multilateral support. The potential for mass mortality attributable to climate change is
increasingly clear and, with existing greenhouse gas emissions mitigation pledges insufficient to
keep global warming below 2°C (1), radical responses to climate change risks are being
considered.

Among these proposed radical schemes is solar geoengineering (also called solar radiation
modification, or SRM), whereby the deliberate injection of aerosols into the stratosphere could
reflect a small amount of sunlight back to space, cooling Earth. SRM has never been tested
outdoors, but large volcanic eruptions are evidence that increasing stratospheric aerosols would
cool the planet (2,3). While responses of temperature and precipitation to SRM have been studied
in detail, very little is known about possible consequences for humans or ecosystems (4,5).
Although there is high confidence in the adverse impacts of global warming—and therefore,
motivation to avoid unmitigated warming—the climate of a world with SRM would still differ in
notable ways from the current or preindustrial climates. As a result, there is no a priori reason to
think that geoengineering would necessarily improve health outcomes uniformly across regions or
health burdens. One study has examined the potential impact of SRM on skin cancer and pollution-
related illness (6), while another has explored health impacts of urban heat stress (7). However,
very little is known about possible impacts on infectious diseases, which account for a much higher
proportion of global mortality (especially in low- and middle-income countries). This constitutes
a major research gap (8), especially given increased attention on SRM and the critical need to
consider risks to health in policymaking on climate change.

Of all the possible infectious diseases to prioritize for health impact assessments, many of the best
candidates are vector-borne diseases, given their massive global burden and their well-
demonstrated (and easily forecasted) climate linkage. Pathogens transmitted by arthropod vectors
like mosquitoes or ticks are particularly sensitive to temperature, which determines both their rate
of replication in hosts, and the activity and metabolism of their ectothermic (cold-blooded) vectors.
Together, these produce a pattern where their transmission responds unimodally to temperature,
in a roughly Gaussian response curve (9). Thanks to recent advances in experimental and modeling
approaches, scientists can rapidly evaluate these response functions, and confidently identify
thermal optima (7o) and outer limits of transmission (7min and Tmax). Using these parameters,
modelers can identify when climatic conditions fall within the boundaries of transmission, and
evaluate how the seasonal window of transmission would change in a warming climate (10,11). In
the best-quantified cases, temperature can even be explicitly linked to the basic rate of reproduction
Ro(T), which quantifies the per-infection ability of the pathogen to transmit onwards; projections
of Ro(T) under different climate scenarios can be used to infer whether particular conditions would
support epidemic or endemic transmission.

Thanks to these approaches, an emerging body of evidence shows a high confidence link between
global climate change and a potential resurgence of vector-borne diseases. By 2070, climate
change is expected to increase the global population at risk of the 4edes mosquito-borne dengue
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83  fever by up to one billion people (11,12), and could plausibly expose a similar or greater number
84  of people to Zika virus if waning population immunity permits another global epidemic (13). In
85  Africa, deaths from yellow fever could increase by 10% to 25%, depending on warming
86 trajectories and vaccination program coverage (14). But none of these viral infections have a
87  remotely comparable burden to malaria. For comparison, dengue fever is the highest-burden
88  mosquito-borne virus (15). In 2019, the Americas experienced a world-record 3 million reported
89 cases, including at least 1,200 reported deaths. In contrast, the global annual case total of malaria
90 exceeds 200 million, with at least 400,000 deaths almost all caused by the parasite Plasmodium
91  falciparum. Malaria remains the sixth largest cause of death in low income countries; though
92  highly effective control efforts have reduced falciparum malaria prevalence in Africa by half since
93  the turn of the century (16)—making elimination plausible within a generation (17) —the impacts
94  of COVID-19 might jeopardize this progress (18,19). Most available evidence suggests that
95 climate change will favor the expansion of falciparum malaria into southern Africa and high-
96 elevation regions of east Africa, and possibly reduce transmission in central Africa and the west
97  African Sahel, though less certainty exists on the second point (20-25).

98  Comparatively less attention has been paid to Plasmodium vivax malaria, which is responsible for

99  at most 1% of the total global deaths from malaria, but is responsible for 42% of all malaria cases
100  outside Africa, and is likely underreported globally (26). In the Americas, P. vivax is predominant
101 in most malaria reporting countries, and cases are increasing, including co-infections, according
102  torecent work (27). The collapse of Venezuela’s economy, and resulting migration of populations
103 in its wake, following a rapid rise in malaria cases reported from Venezuela, have led to
104  resurgences of both strains of malaria in elimination regions in Latin America (28). This signals
105  that suitable conditions can give rise to re-seeding and re-establishment of transmission in the
106  absence of strict surveillance and control programs (perhaps a bellwether for the importance of
107  climate shifts). The prospect of encroachment of vivax malaria into new areas is particularly
108 troubling, as elimination strategies have largely focused on P. falciparum, and basic surveillance
109  may therefore overlook the need to anticipate P. vivax, or may simply not have the required testing
110  capacity. Despite these looming risks, vivax malaria is often under-represented in climate work, as
111 comparatively less has been known about its ecology.

112 Two aspects of malaria transmission make this disease a high priority for risk assessment in solar
113  geoengineering research. First, malaria’s burden is measurable enough that it impacts economic
114 growth and population-level mortality; if geoengineering is intended to reduce the health risks of
115 climate change in developing countries, perhaps one of the greatest reductions could be
116  experienced through impacts on malaria. Second, for a pathogen with a mostly tropical burden,
117  malaria is unusually adapted to cooler temperatures, with peak transmission around 25°C (29). It
118  has been hypothesized that malaria transmission could be inadvertently facilitated by SRM (8),
119  especially given that SRM may cool tropical latitudes relatively more (30). Consequently, when
120  compared to global warming without solar geoengineering, a geoengineering deployment might
121 simply maintain the current burden of disease, or — in a worst-case scenario — inadvertently
122  increase the burden of malaria in developing countries.

123  We test this idea by investigating scenarios where solar geoengineering is deployed to stabilize
124  average global temperature at 2020 levels against a background of moderate (representative
125  concentration pathway, or RCP, 4.5) or high future emissions (RCP 8.5), and compare this to
126  global warming for the same emissions scenarios without geoengineering. In the Geoengineering
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127  Model Intercomparison Project (GeoMIP) G3 scenario (31), SO» aerosols are injected into the
128  stratosphere at the equator with injection increasing gradually over the 21% century to offset
129  warming from RCP 4.5 and stabilize temperatures at 2020 levels. The Geoengineering Large
130  Ensemble (GLENS) scenario (32) injects SO; to offset warming from RCP 8.5 and stabilize
131 temperatures at 2020 levels, but does this at four locations (30°N, 30°S, 15°N and 15°S) in order
132  toreduce over-cooling of the tropics. Geoengineering could be deployed to offset either all or some
133  amount of global warming, and experts on climate politics and policy have noted the challenge of
134  countries agreeing on an optimal amount of geoengineering. We selected the G3 and GLENS
135  scenarios because they simulate the more “realistic” creation of a stratospheric aerosol layer,
136  deploy geoengineering within emissions scenarios widely used in climate impact assessments, and
137  differ in their injection strategies in tropical regions where the burden of malaria is highest. Other
138  scenarios were not used due to potential layers of additional impacts on malaria that might require
139  dedicated attention (e.g., the potential for termination shocks in the G4 scenario, which might
140  interact with how population immunity changes on the timescale of decades, with complex impacts
141 on disease transmission).

142  We use these scenarios to predict the transmission boundaries and intensity of falciparum and
143  vivax malaria in their respective regions, and project their shifting transmission and seasonality
144  over the next half-century (2020 to 2070). We limit our analyses to Africa, Asia, and Latin
145  America, where malaria is endemic today, as a subset of the total global shift in favorable
146  temperatures to higher latitudes that has been well-documented for tropical vector-borne diseases.
147  While temperatures may become more favorable for malaria transmission at higher latitudes,
148  healthcare systems in the United States, Europe, and Australia are likely to be strong enough to
149  prevent sporadic importations from establishing malaria transmission in these regions. In contrast,
150 developing countries face the greatest burdens of vector-borne disease, both at present and—with
151  the additional strain of climate change on healthcare systems—in the future.

152 Transmission intensity

153  Weused an approach based on the temperature-dependent basic reproduction number Ry(7), which
154  has become popular as the thermal biology of mosquito-borne disease has become better
155  understood (9,29). Because arthropod vectors are ectothermic, the processes of mosquito life
156  history and pathogen transmission are very sensitive to temperature, following a simple unimodal
157  curve that can be reconstructed from laboratory experiments and natural transmission data. Given
158 the complexities of real-world transmission, factors like mosquito abundance and human
159 interventions are usually simplified out of this approach, leaving behind a scaled (relative) curve
160  for the temperature-dependent component of Ry, the basic reproduction number (that is, the per-
161  capita growth rate of disease transmission; for a full explanation and equations, see Methods). For
162  this approach, the Ry(7) expression denotes suitability for transmission as a function of
163  temperature, scaled between zero and one, derived from a fully-parameterized, life-history explicit,
164  temperature-dependent transmission model of both the vector and pathogen.

165  This approach cannot necessarily predict total incidence, because major factors such as population
166  density, malaria control, or elimination progress are not included. However, mapping Ro(7) can be
167  a first-order proxy of transmission suitability, and, by comparing between scenarios, can indicate
168  where the intensity of transmission and the potential resulting burden of malaria would be higher
169  or lower in different pathways. We make two such comparisons: first, we compare possible futures
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170  for 2070, with and without SRM deployment; second, we compare a future with SRM deployment
171  against the present-day climate.

172  We found that across all scenarios, the highest intensity transmission in 2070 will remain where
173  malaria is hyperendemic today, particularly sub-Saharan Africa and the Indian subcontinent
174  (Figure 1). However, we identified several major differences in transmission suitability, which
175  were more pronounced when geoengineering is used to offset warming from RCP 8.5, the high
176  emissions scenario (Figure 2). Compared to climate change without solar geoengineering, we
177  found that SRM might substantially reduce malaria transmission in the Indian subcontinent and
178  the Sahel. Relative reductions are also strong in high-elevation areas like the Andes, the Ethiopian
179  highlands, and the Rift Valley, which have been conventionally viewed as the most vulnerable to
180 malaria encroachment in a warming climate, and are also some of the only regions with an
181  identifiable signal of anthropogenic climate change in recent malaria resurgences.

182  However, we also found that in many tropical regions—including the Amazon basin, Indonesia,
183  west and central Africa, and the southeast and Atlantic coasts of Africa—solar geoengineering in
184  either the G3 or GLENS scenario could, by stabilizing temperatures at colder levels, increase the
185  relative suitability for malaria compared to a future without geoengineering (Figure 2A,B). This
186  is most pronounced in Brazil, Peru, Ecuador, Venezuela and Mozambique, which would all warm
187  under RCP 8.5 so much that they reach a near-zero average suitability for malaria. This reduction
188  isprojected to be reversed by SRM in the GLENS scenario, which returns these countries to nearly-
189  optimal temperatures for malaria by cooling them up to one degree relative to present day
190 temperatures (30).

191  Finally, we compared 2070 scenarios with geoengineering to malaria suitability in the present day
192  (2020), and found that a future with SRM deployment still looks markedly different from the
193  present day (Figure 2C,D). In particular, in the G3 scenario, most of Africa and part of southeast
194  Asia experiences much higher suitability for malaria transmission, while reductions are projected
195  in most of Latin America. In contrast, most of the tropics become less suitable for malaria in the
196  GLENS scenario compared to the present day, especially the Indian subcontinent, but the Americas
197  experience some elevated risk, as does a hotspot in southeast Asia.

198 Seasonality and population at risk

199  To explore these patterns further, we identified the outer bounds of transmission from the Ry(7)
200  curves (that is, Tmin and Tonax). For each first year of the decade, from 2020 to 2070, we evaluated
201  whether each day of the year fit within the bounds of transmission (7uin < T < Tmax), and totaled the
202  number of full days that would be conducive to malaria transmission. Using these maps, we split
203  the tropics into regions where malaria transmission risk was unstable (at least one month was
204  conducive for transmission) or stable (at least half the year). Categories similar to these have been
205 previously used to roughly identify where conditions could permit epidemic and endemic
206  transmission, respectively (20,33,34). Both categories carry risk; today, holoendemic (year-round
207  transmission) malaria places a high burden on children and pregnant women in many hotspots, but
208  episodic malaria epidemics in areas with lower immunity can exhibit high case fatality rates (35).
209  To approximate these relative burdens, we calculated population at risk from stable and unstable
210 transmission in these areas, using future population projections based on the shared socioeconomic
211 pathways paired with our climate scenarios (SSP2-RCP 4.5 and SSP5-RCP 8.5; see Methods).
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212  In climate change scenarios without geoengineering, much of the world faces increased malaria
213  risk over at least the next decade; in the longer term, regional redistributions of both falciparum
214  and vivax malaria risk are expected throughout the tropics, on the order of hundreds of millions of
215  people. For both RCP 4.5 and RCP 8.5, substantial increases in populations at risk from malaria
216  are projected in east Africa and to a lesser degree central Africa, particularly in high elevation
217  regions where colder temperatures have previously limited malaria transmission. In west Africa,
218  malaria risk also increases, but is dependent on the amount of warming; in RCP 8.5, population
219  exposed to stable transmission risk peaks mid-century and then declines, as much of the region
220  becomes too warm. South and southeast Asia show a similar trend, where warming temperatures
221  in RCP 8.5 lead to massive declines in population at risk (~200 million people in each region),
222  including some populations shifting from stable into unstable risk. In the rest of the tropics,
223  warming temperatures lead to little change or mild declines in total risk, again with shifts from
224  stable to unstable transmission risk.

225 We find that solar geoengineering to stabilize planetary temperatures at 2020 levels despite
226  moderate greenhouse gas emissions (the G3 scenario) is projected to initially mitigate population
227  atrisk of malaria very slightly, but this effect is short-lived and uncertain, and the total population
228  atrisk converges on climate change without geoengineering (RCP 4.5) by mid-century (Figure 3).
229  This largely holds across regions (Extended Data Figures 1 and 2); the most pronounced
230  exception to this global pattern (similar risk with and without geoengineering) is in Africa, where
231  cooler temperatures under G3 are projected to lead to large shifts in population at risk (Extended
232  Data Figure 1). Specifically, in east Africa, compared to RCP 4.5, geoengineering reduces the
233  expansion of the duration of the transmission season, and thereby leads to a smaller increase in
234  population experiencing stable transmission throughout the century. The opposite pattern is
235  projected for west Africa, where geoengineering is projected to elevate stable transmission risk for
236  roughly 100 million people compared to the baseline scenario.

237 A larger geoengineering deployment to stabilize planetary temperatures at 2020 levels despite high
238  emissions (the GLENS scenario) would nullify a projected reduction of almost one billion more
239  people at the highest risk of malaria in 2070, compared to climate change without geoengineering
240 (RCP 8.5) (Figure 3). We also find strong regional patterns for these projected impacts. For
241 falciparum malaria, the most striking effect is on west Africa: whereas extreme warming begins
242  to decrease malaria endemicity mid-century, avoiding warming through solar geoengineering
243  allows populations at risk to continue growing, leading to a difference of nearly 200 million people
244 by late in the century (Extended Data Figure 3). In both south and southeast Asia, RCP 8.5 leads
245  to massive decreases in stable risk (Extended Data Figure 4). However, averting warming in the
246  GLENS scenario almost entirely nullifies these declines, with a higher population at risk from
247  stable transmission by roughly 200 million people in each region. In east Asia and tropical Latin
248  America, much smaller increases in stable risk are projected due to geoengineering.

249  Finally, we observed that uncertainty about both baseline climate change impacts and
250  geoengineering impacts showed a tremendous degree of regional variation, which was largely
251  consistent between mid- and high-emissions scenarios. In Latin America and central Africa,
252  changes were highly consistent across climate model runs, and differences between scenarios were
253 minimal. In east and west Africa, we found that differences between climate scenarios were
254  pronounced, but again largely consistent across runs by the end of the century. However, we found
255  that southern Asia—a hotspot of projected changes, and the global hotspot of vivax malaria
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256  endemicity—showed a tremendous degree of variability, so much so that the differences between
257  the RCP 4.5 and G3 scenario are proportionally much smaller, and essentially impossible to
258  evaluate given model uncertainty (Extended Data Figure 3). This likely reflects a combination
259  of climate model uncertainty and highly aggregated populations, where any one pixel’s suitability
260 for malaria may have a marked impact on the total population at risk.

261 Discussion

262  Although the proposed geoengineering scenarios we consider are hypotheticals, our results show
263  that geoengineering may not always have desirable health outcomes. Our simulations indicate that
264  proposed geoengineering schemes could lead to local benefits in east Africa, but also large adverse
265 impacts on west Africa and southern Asia. Totaled across regions, the geoengineering scenarios
266  we examined have at best a neutral but patchwork effect on total malaria risk, and at worst could
267  elevate malaria risk relative to climate change without geoengineering. As such, these scenarios
268 illustrate that solar geoengineering could have adverse impacts on health in cases where the burden
269 of infectious diseases lacks a monotonic, positive relationship with warming temperatures. If those
270  diseases are a priority for developing countries’ climate policy (as malaria still is in much of the
271 world), we suggest that current proposals for geoengineering might therefore be mismatched to
272  the aim of reducing climate injustice in the health sector. Recent studies based on overshoot
273  scenarios, in which less SRM would be deployed (e.g., (36)), could plausibly lessen the dangers
274  described here, and need to be evaluated with regard to malaria and other health risks.

275  For health risks with nonlinear responses to temperature (such as vector-borne diseases), this is
276  likely to be a persistent problem, even for geoengineering deployments that only partially offset
277  global warming. Despite their importance, these health risks are comparatively understudied, in
278  part because climate change impact detection and attribution is more difficult than when evaluating
279  other, more direct health impacts of climate (e.g., heat-related deaths), and projections often follow
280 less intuitive patterns. While reduced warming is likely to have some benefits in places where
281  warming is projected to increase risk, our results show that case by case assessment is urgently
282 needed, and regional differences in outcomes must be disaggregated. Without specific research,
283  assumptions that solar geoengineering’s health impacts would be intrinsically fair and effective
284  are unsupported, even compared to the most extreme scenarios for climate change. Emissions
285  reduction for climate change mitigation is widely agreed to produce major net benefits across the
286  health sector; climate geoengineering strategies will likely not be as easily weighed, and may be
287  nearly impossible to optimize across all possible or even all major health burdens, including the
288  hundreds of infectious diseases with poorly-understood, non-linear relationships with warming
289  and other climate variables.

290  This challenge is particularly pronounced given the difficulty of impact assessment for infectious
291  diseases. For example, in this study, we used a relatively simple approach to measuring population
292  at risk and temperature-sensitive transmission. More advanced models that incorporate human-
293  vector transmission dynamics, and other climate variables like precipitation, have become
294  increasingly accessible (37); accounting for these variables will only complicate the non-linear
295  relationships between health outcomes and climate geoengineering interventions. Similarly, the
296 relative priority of malaria is dependent not just on climate change scenarios, but also planetary
297  health scenarios (38). For example, before the COVID-19 pandemic, malaria elimination within a
298  generation was considered plausible, both in terms of epidemiological likelihood and political
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299  willpower. After COVID-19, the burden of malaria — and many other infectious diseases that have
300  been the subject of large-scale elimination programs — hangs in the balance. Even if COVID-19 is
301  eventually contained, most countries’ health systems will remain weakened, and some will face a
302 resurgence of diseases that were well-controlled or even nearing elimination before interventions
303  were disrupted (39—41). In a world that eliminates COVID-19, “builds back better,” and recoups
304 these losses, malaria transmission might not be an important issue for climate policy. In a world
305 that fails to do so, with lasting damage from the pandemic, malaria might still be one of the biggest
306 climate related priorities for developing countries, and therefore, one of the greatest potential
307  downsides (or negative repercussions) of solar geoengineering.

308  Our study underscores the need for involvement and leadership of developing countries throughout
309 climate change policy, including in geoengineering conversations (42). This matters particularly
310  for the health sector, where tradeoffs may emerge between the priorities of developing countries
311 and of those with the greatest influence in climate policy. Vector-borne diseases are largely
312  projected to shift from the tropics to higher latitudes, especially into more affluent countries with
313  stronger health systems, and that increased risk has dominated conversations about their climate
314  change impacts as compared to trends in the rest of the world. For example, dengue incursion into
315  Europe regularly gathers almost as much attention as the record-setting 2019 dengue epidemics in
316  at least a dozen developing countries. Previous work in this space has cautioned against framing
317  the health impacts of climate change around the encroachment of tropical diseases into less
318  vulnerable Global North countries, but this remains a dominant talking point for climate change
319  impacts on vector-borne disease.

320 Debate around solar geoengineering could readily fall into similar traps. While geoengineering
321  might reverse the incursion of tropical diseases into higher latitudes, this framing is oblivious to
322  the reality that the global burden of infectious disease falls disproportionately on the same poorer,
323  tropical and subtropical countries (including small island states) that are syndemically vulnerable
324  to future climate impacts and climate injustice. Framing geoengineering around the health impacts
325 of the “climate emergency” may therefore be undesirable (43), compared to a strategy that
326 meaningfully engages developing countries in terms of their priorities, and develops a
327  comprehensive evidence base of how proposed scenarios will redistribute disease burden between
328  regions. In solar geoengineering research, this means that global involvement in science must not
329  stop with climate modeling; countries’ priorities for climate policy, and developing country voices,
330 must be reflected by the impact assessment literature. Only with that greater involvement can the
331  “design problem” of geoengineering meaningfully reflect its impacts on the people most
332  vulnerable to anthropogenic climate change. At the same time, for the health sector — which has a
333  high stake in global climate politics, but little power over it, especially in the regions most
334  vulnerable to epidemics — these kinds of projections will be an important step towards preparing
335  for an uncertain global future.
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336 Methods
337  Climate projections

338  We used two sets of scenarios with different greenhouse gas concentrations and geoengineering
339 deployments. The G3 scenario from the Geoengineering Model Intercomparison Project
340 (GeoMIP) (31) simulates the injection of aerosols into the stratosphere from the equator, starting
341  in 2020 and increasing injection amounts gradually in order to keep global average temperature
342  nearly constant at 2020 levels, despite increasing greenhouse gas concentrations consistent with
343  the moderate mitigation RCP4.5 scenario. The G3 scenario terminates geoengineering in 2070.
344  Therefore, we compared malaria risk in the G3 scenario to climate change in RCP4.5 between
345 2020 and 2070. The Geoengineering Large Ensemble (GLENS) (32) starts injection of
346  stratospheric aerosols at four locations (30°N, 30°S, 15°N and 15°S) in 2020 in order keep average
347  global temperature constant at 2020 levels, despite increasing greenhouse gas concentrations from
348 RCP8.5, a no mitigation scenario. We compared malaria risk in the GLENS scenario to RCP8.5
349  between 2020 and 2070.

350 We used projections of near-surface daily air temperature and monthly precipitation from the
351 HadGEM2-ES model for both the G3 and RCP4.5 scenarios and from the CESMI(WACCM)
352  model for GLENS and RCP8.5. We selected these climate models and scenarios in part because,
353  while earlier geoengineering simulations merely turned down the solar constant, both models in
354  this study simulated the more “realistic” creation of a stratospheric aerosol layer. Three ensemble
355 members (that is, simulations beginning with slightly different initial conditions) were used from
356  each climate model for each scenario in order to account for natural variability of the climate
357  system, allowing evaluation of the extent to which differences in malaria risk between scenarios
358 with and without geoengineering are forced or random. (Because both the G3 and GLENS
359  scenarios are accompanied by only three natural climate runs, we paired them with the first three
360 ensemble runs generated by each geoengineering simulation, for a balanced study design.) All
361  climate variables were regridded to one-degree spatial resolution using bilinear interpolation.

362  Malaria Transmission Models

363 Because mosquitoes are ectothermic, mosquito-borne diseases are incredibly temperature-
364  sensitive, and their global distribution and burden is shaped by the underlying landscape of climate.
365 The transmission of mosquito-borne disease is usually depicted as a unimodal response to
366  temperature, with an optimum temperature for transmission bounded above and below by critical
367  limits. When ambient temperature is within those bounds, vectors are considered competent
368 enough to transmit diseases. “Transmission” is most readily depicted as a relative basic
369  reproduction number Ry(7), which can be rescaled between zero and one for convenience, and is
370  used to identify the minimum, optimum, and maximum temperature for transmission. This can be
371  parameterized with a combination of seven ecological traits (biting rate a, vector competence c,
372  parasite development rate PDR, mosquito development rate D, egg-to-adult mosquito survival s,
373  adult mosquito mortality u, and egg laying per day E), using a set of formulas based on the
374  canonical Ross-Macdonald model of malaria transmission. By fitting nonlinear curves to each of
375 the seven traits, a total transmission Ry(7) can be derived:
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377  The total value of this formula is then scaled between zero and one. The shape of that curve varies
378  based on each of the component traits, and ultimately differs across different disease transmission
379  systems due to differences in both vector life history and pathogen ecology.

380  While the Ry(T) approach does not inherently predict the incidence of disease—which is heavily
381 influenced by other factors, like human and vector density, contact rates, and control measures,
382  and also confounded by diagnostics—it does validate well against prevalence data in comparisons.
383  For climate change impact assessment, the Ro(7) approach can be used as a first-principles way to
384  connect warming temperatures to future expansion and redistribution of risk. This approach has
385  been previously used to project the future distribution of risk for malaria (10,20,22), dengue fever
386 (11), and Zika virus (13), among many other vector-borne pathogens.

387  Basic understanding of thermal ecology is still being developed for malaria. Best understood is
388  Plasmodium falciparum malaria, the more severe form of the disease largely transmitted by
389  Anopheles gambiae species complex mosquitoes in Africa. A foundational study (29) showed that
390 malaria has a much lower optimal temperature than was originally believed based on observational
391  data, with an optimal temperature around 25°C. Comparatively less is known about P. vivax, the
392  less severe form endemic to southern Asia and the Americas; previously, this pathogen reached
393 much higher latitudes, and has been conventionally viewed as more cold-adapted than P.
394  falciparum. More recent work suggests this may be deeply interlinked with vector biology, and
395 that the lower critical temperatures of P. vivax may in fact be largely driven by the An. stephensi
396  mosquito in south Asia (44); comparatively less is known about P. vivax in the Americas.

397  To map malaria, we used an approach originally developed over the last decade (22,45), which
398 identifies areas suitable for malaria transmission based primarily on temperature. Following (45),
399  we used daily gridded climate data and mapped the number of days in each pixel that were fully
400  within the thermal bounds of transmission based on Ry(7). Adapting the approach used by previous
401  studies, we masked out deserts based on the most commonly used definition in the geosciences
402 (250 mm annual precipitation or less). This step accounts for the possibility that some areas are
403  too arid for mosquitoes to complete their reproductive cycle in some areas (though some species,
404  like An. stephensi, are container breeders like the yellow fever mosquito Aedes aegypti, and may
405 persist in areas with the help of human structures). Beyond this masking step, the presence or
406  absence of Anopheles vectors only minimally limit this approach; roughly a hundred species of
407  Anopheles are capable of transmitting malaria on every inhabited continent, and competent vectors
408  occurred throughout the regions we were considering (46). However, it remains possible that
409 mosquito range shifts—or possible coevolution between mosquitoes and parasites in the future—
410  could change the reliability of this first order proxy, as could the expansion of P. vivax and An.
411  stephensi mosquitoes in eastern Africa, or any other state shifts in malaria control.

412  To reflect differences in vector-pathogen systems across landscapes, we used three separate
413  transmission models by region (see below). In sub-Saharan Africa, we used the canonical estimates
414  of Plasmodium falciparum transmission by An. gambiae (17 to 34°C), based on (29). Several
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415  studies since have proposed adjustments to these limits, based on further mathematical
416  modifications of the Ro(7) model (e.g., the inclusion of daily thermal variation through an integral
417  process), but we chose to stay with these estimates as the most similar to the experimental limits
418  that have been observed for transmission (which has been seen as low as 16°C). For Plasmodium
419  vivax in southern Asia, we used a more recent estimate by (44), which assumes that transmission
420 by An. stephensi occurs between 15.7°C and 32.5°C. For P. vivax in the Americas, where at least
421  ten Anopheles vectors have been identified as transmitters of malaria (47), as there is little
422  published thermal ecology for individual vector-parasite pairs, we assumed based that local vectors
423  were comparable to An. gambiae in their thermal ecology, and that the bounds of vivax
424  transmission were 19.4°C to 31.6°C.

425  Projecting Populations at Risk

426  We identified populations at risk by dividing the world into a set of regions modified from the
427  Global Burden of Disease study regions (11,13,48), and estimated the population at risk from
428  falciparum and vivax malaria based on the thermal bounds and precipitation cutoffs explained
429 above. These regions have previously been used for impact assessment models (11,13), but we
430 have made two slight adjustments that primarily reflect the global status of malaria elimination
431  and burden. Given that the Caribbean has eliminated malaria, we reassigned Belize to Latin
432  America (Central), and reassigned Guyana, French Guiana, and Suriname to Latin America
433  (Tropical). Similarly, given the high burden of malaria on the entire island of New Guinea, which
434 s split by the boundary between Indonesia and Papua New Guinea, we regrouped Papua New
435  Guinea with Asia (Southeast).

436  We paired malaria regions with the dominant form of malaria in each. In Africa, the more severe
437  P. falciparum is the dominant form of malaria, while P. vivax is endemic to South America,
438  southern Asia, and—though rarer than falciparum—parts of east Africa. We therefore modeled
439  falciparum risk in four regions of Africa (West, East, Central, & Southern), and modeled vivax
440 risk in six regions of Asia (East, South, and Southeast) and Latin America (Central, Tropical, and
441  Andean). We focused on falciparum risk for East Africa given both the more severe presentation,
442  and the difficulty of comparing the relative burden of the two given diagnostic challenges.

443

444  To estimate future populations at risk, we paired representative concentration pathways (RCPs)
445  with shared socioeconomic pathways (SSPs) using the conventional scenario matrix, which
446  identifies more and less plausible combinations of global development strategies and greenhouse
447  gas emissions reductions (49). Given that RCP and geoengineering scenarios were paired, we
448  chose to keep consistent SSPs between baselines and geoengineering scenarios. In practice, this
449  led to two experiments: (1) RCP4.5 (some mitigation) paired with SSP2 versus G3 paired with
450  SSP2; and (2) RCP8.5 (minimal mitigation) paired with SSP5 versus GLENS paired with SSP5.
451  For each climate-SSP pairing we used three climate model runs. SSP data were taken from the
452  SEDAC Global One-Eighth Degree Population Projection Grids (50), which include urban and
453  rural population projections for each decade between 2010 and 2100.

454

455  To project populations-at-risk from malaria, we rasterized region boundaries (using a fractional
456  approach to proportional area, rounded to the nearest 1% of a grid cell), and then summed the
457  populations in every grid cell that fell within thermal bounds and precipitation cutoffs.
458  Temperature cutoffs were applied at the daily level and summarized for each pixel, and classified
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into two strata of risk: unstable or epidemic risk (over 30 days and under 180 days, or 1-6 months
of the year), and stable or endemic risk (over 6 months of the year). These classifications are
adapted from prior work that has stratified based on monthly temperature cutoffs, but have been
adapted to using daily-level climate data. The split can be thought of as indicative of a first-order
stratification of burden: most of the burden of malaria, especially mortality, is clustered in places
where malaria is endemic or hyperendemic. However, epidemics can be particularly severe in
places where malaria is rare, and population immunity is therefore lower (e.g., high-elevation
communities in east Africa, or near-elimination communities in Latin America).
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482 Figures
483

484  Figure 1. Thermal suitability for malaria today and in futures with and without solar
485 geoengineering. Transmissibility measured by a scaled Ry(7), which ranges between zero and one
486  as a function of mean daily temperature, averaged across a full year (every day in 2020 or 2070).
487

488

(A) RCP 4.5 present day (2020) (B) RCP 8.5 present day (2020)
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490 Figure 2. Impacts of solar geoengineering on malaria transmission. Values are given as the
491  difference in scaled Ry(7) between different scenarios, where a higher positive value indicates that
492 the geoengineering scenario creates greater thermal suitability for malaria transmission.
493  Geoengineering scenarios are compared to future scenarios with climate change (A, B), and
494  compared to the present day (using baseline RCP scenarios).
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498  Figure 3. Global population at risk from malaria. Population at highest risk is given as the
499  global total of stable risk (6 months or more of suitability) for both falciparum and vivax malaria.
500  Scenarios are paired between baseline scenarios and geoengineering scenarios, where SRM

501  deployment is modeled in the G3 scenario relative to RCP 4.5, and in the GLENS scenario

502 relative to RCP 8.5. Each value is averaged across three scenario-specific runs from a climate
503 model ensemble.
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506 Extended Data Fig. 1: Populations at risk from falciparum malaria in G3 versus RCP 4.5.
507  Transmission risk is split below, into stable risk (/eff) and unstable risk (right). Populations at risk
508 are reported in millions of people.

Stable risk Unstable risk
(6+ months) (1-5 months)
800

400 600+

400

200 //” =
. —
' / 200, '/./

""/."’(

West Africa Southern Africa West Africa Southern Africa
800

0

600

2001 /

4004

200

.)_._—-.c-—.-—O——Q

2020 2040 2060 2020 2040 2060 2020 2040 2060 2020 2040 2060

Scenario G3 -~ RCP4.5 Scenario G3 -e- RCP45

509
510


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.21.20217257
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.21.20217257; this version posted October 25, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

511  Extended Data Fig. 2. Populations at risk from vivax malaria in RCP 4.5 versus G3.
512  Transmission risk is split below, into stable risk (/eff) and unstable risk (7ight). Populations at risk
513  are reported in millions of people.
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516  Extended Data Fig. 3: Populations at risk from falciparum malaria in GLENS versus RCP
517  8.5. Transmission risk is split below, into stable risk (/eft) and unstable risk (right). Populations at
518  risk are reported in millions of people.
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520 Extended Data Fig. 4. Populations at risk from vivax malaria in RCP 8.5 versus GLENS.
521  Transmission risk is split below, into stable risk (/eff) and unstable risk (7ight). Populations at risk
522  are reported in millions of people.
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