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Supplementary material 

 

1. References from the emerging literature on the spread of COVID-19 

 

The publicly available datasets on confirmed COVID-19 cases and deaths have been used extensively 

by the scientific community to understand the spread of the new disease. For example, by May 8th, only 

two months and a half after its release, the paper by Dong et al. (2020) (16), which presents the publicly 

available data from the John Hopkins University, was already cited by 383 working papers and published 

articles (according to Google Scholar). 

Below, we provide a concise list of working papers and articles that have recently emerged to look at 

the spread of COVID-19 and understand its determinants, relying on case count data from the John 

Hopkins University or similar data sources, or simply commenting on these data sources. This list does 

not intend to be exhaustive, especially since new work is being produced every day. We chose to include 

unpublished preprints in this list to demonstrate the extent to which publicly available COVID-19 data 

is being used by researchers. The sole purpose of this list is to show how important it is to discuss the 

limitations of the existing data on confirmed COVID-19 cases and deaths, considering its widespread 

use and policy relevance. 

The list includes five sections:  

A. Impact of the weather on COVID-19 

 

i Smith School of Enterprise and the Environment, University of Oxford; and Institute for New Economic Thinking 

at the Oxford Martin School, University of Oxford. 
ii Climate Econometrics, Nuffield College, Oxford 
iii Environmental Change Institute, University of Oxford. 
iv Nuffield Department of Primary Care Health Sciences, University of Oxford. 



B. Impact of air pollution on COVID-19 

C. Impact of non-pharmaceutical interventions 

D. Other drivers or impacts of COVID-19 

E. Forecasts of the spread of COVID-19 and analyses of mortality rates 

 

A- Impact of the weather on COVID-19 

Ma, Yueling, et al. "Effects of temperature variation and humidity on the death of COVID-19 in Wuhan, 

China." Science of The Total Environment (2020): 138226. 

Araujo, M. B., & Naimi, B. (2020). Spread of SARS-CoV-2 Coronavirus likely to be constrained by 

climate. medRxiv. 

Bannister-Tyrrell, M., Meyer, A., Faverjon, C., & Cameron, A. (2020). Preliminary evidence that higher 

temperatures are associated with lower incidence of COVID-19, for cases reported globally up to 29th 

February 2020. medRxiv. 

Bukhari, Q., & Jameel, Y. (2020). Will Coronavirus Pandemic Diminish by Summer? Available at 

SSRN 3556998. 

Carleton, Tamma et al. “Ultraviolet radiation decreases COVID-19 growth rates: Global causal 

estimates and seasonal implications” (2020). Unpublished draft available at: http://www.kylemeng.com/ 

[Accessed 29th April, 2020] 

Chen, B., Liang, H., Yuan, X., Hu, Y., Xu, M., Zhao, Y., ... & Zhu, X. (2020). Roles of meteorological 

conditions in COVID-19 transmission on a worldwide scale. medRxiv. 

Chiyomaru, Katsumi, and Kazuhiro Takemoto. "Global COVID-19 transmission rate is influenced by 

precipitation seasonality and the speed of climate temperature warming." medRxiv (2020). 

Ficetola, Gentile Francesco, and Diego Rubolini. "Climate affects global patterns of COVID-19 early 

outbreak dynamics." medRxiv (2020). 

Gupta, D. (2020). Effect of Ambient Temperature on COVID-19 Infection Rate. Available at SSRN 

3558470. 

Luo, Chao, et al. "Possible Transmission of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-

CoV-2) in a Public Bath Center in Huai’an, Jiangsu Province, China." JAMA Network Open 3.3 (2020): 

e204583-e204583. 

Oliveiros, B., Caramelo, L., Ferreira, N. C., & Caramelo, F. (2020). Role of temperature and humidity 

in the modulation of the doubling time of COVID-19 cases. medRxiv. 

Poirier, C., Luo, W., Majumder, M. S., Liu, D., Mandl, K., Mooring, T., & Santillana, M. (2020). The 

Role of Environmental Factors on Transmission Rates of the COVID-19 Outbreak: An Initial 

Assessment in Two Spatial Scales. Available at SSRN 3552677. 

Qu, Guangbo, et al. "An Imperative Need for Research on the Role of Environmental Factors in 

Transmission of Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19)." (2020). 

Wang, J., Tang, K., Feng, K., & Lv, W. (2020). High Temperature and High Humidity Reduce the 

Transmission of COVID-19. Available at SSRN 3551767. 

B- Impact of air pollution on COVID-19 

Coccia, Mario. "Diffusion of COVID-19 Outbreaks: The Interaction between Air Pollution-to-Human 

and Human-to-Human Transmission Dynamics in Hinterland Regions with Cold Weather and Low 

Average Wind Speed." (2020). 



Conticini, Edoardo, Bruno Frediani, and Dario Caro. "Can atmospheric pollution be considered a co-

factor in extremely high level of SARS-CoV-2 lethality in Northern Italy?" Environmental Pollution 

(2020): 114465. 

Hale, T., Petherick, A., Phillips, T., & Webster, S. (2020). Variation in government responses to 

COVID-19. Blavatnik School of Government Working Paper, 31. 

Han, Yang, et al. "The Effects of Outdoor Air Pollution Concentrations and Lockdowns on Covid-19 

Infections in Wuhan and Other Provincial Capitals in China." (2020). 

Pansini, Riccardo, and Davide Fornacca. "COVID-19 higher induced mortality in Chinese regions with 

lower air quality." 

Wu, Xiao, et al. "Exposure to air pollution and COVID-19 mortality in the United States." medRxiv 

(2020). 

C- Impact of non-pharmaceutical interventions 

Fang, Yaqing, Yiting Nie, and Marshare Penny. "Transmission dynamics of the COVID‐19 outbreak 

and effectiveness of government interventions: A data‐driven analysis." Journal of medical virology 

92.6 (2020): 645-659. 

Maier, Benjamin F., and Dirk Brockmann. "Effective containment explains subexponential growth in 

recent confirmed COVID-19 cases in China." Science (2020). 

Prem, Kiesha, et al. "The effect of control strategies to reduce social mixing on outcomes of the COVID-

19 epidemic in Wuhan, China: a modelling study." The Lancet Public Health (2020). 

Wilder-Smith, Annelies, Calvin J. Chiew, and Vernon J. Lee. "Can we contain the COVID-19 outbreak 

with the same measures as for SARS?." The Lancet Infectious Diseases (2020). 

Banholzer, Nicolas, et al. "Estimating the impact of non-pharmaceutical interventions on documented 

infections with COVID-19: A cross-country analysis." medRxiv (2020). 

Bianconi, Antonio, et al. "Efficiency of Covid-19 Containment by Measuring Time Dependent Doubling 

Time." arXiv preprint arXiv:2004.04604 (2020). 

Chen, You, et al. "Modeling COVID-19 Growing Trends to Reveal the Differences in the Effectiveness 

of Non-Pharmaceutical Interventions among Countries in the World." medRxiv (2020). 

Han, Yang, et al. "The Effects of Outdoor Air Pollution Concentrations and Lockdowns on Covid-19 

Infections in Wuhan and Other Provincial Capitals in China." (2020). 

Haushofer, J., & Metcalf, C. J. E. (2020). Evaluation of non-pharmaceutical interventions is needed to 

mitigate the COVID-19 pandemic. 

Haushofer, Johannes, and C. Jessica E. Metcalf. "Evaluation of non-pharmaceutical interventions is 

needed to mitigate the COVID-19 pandemic." (2020). 

Pan, Sheng, et al. "Early-Stage Government Control of COVID-19 Limits Spreading and Reduces 

Fatality by Narrowing the Outbreak-Phase Duration: An Epidemiological Study." Available at SSRN 

3564425 (2020). 

Piguillem, Facundo, and Liyan Shi. The optimal covid-19 quarantine and testing policies. No. 2004. 

Einaudi Institute for Economics and Finance (EIEF), 2020. 

Qiu, Yun, Xi Chen, and Wei Shi. "Impacts of Social and Economic Factors on the Transmission of 

Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) in China." (2020). 

Shet, Anita, et al. "Differential COVID-19-attributable mortality and BCG vaccine use in countries." 

medRxiv (2020). 

Tarrataca, L., et al. "Flattening the curves: on-off lock-down strategies for COVID-19 with an 

application to Brazi." arXiv preprint arXiv:2004.06916 (2020). 



Wells, Chad R., et al. "Impact of international travel and border control measures on the global spread 

of the novel 2019 coronavirus outbreak." Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 117.13 

(2020): 7504-7509. 

Yuan, Hsiang-Yu, et al. "Effectiveness of quarantine measure on transmission dynamics of COVID-19 

in Hong Kong." medRxiv (2020). 

D- Other drivers or impacts of COVID-19 

Ajzenman, N., Cavalcanti, T., & Da Mata, D. (2020). More than Words: Leaders’ Speech and Risky 

Behavior During a Pandemic. Available at SSRN 3582908. 

Bursztyn, Leonardo, et al. "Misinformation during a pandemic." University of Chicago, Becker 

Friedman Institute for Economics Working Paper 2020-44 (2020). 

Fetzer, Thiemo, et al. "Perceptions of Coronavirus Mortality and Contagiousness Weaken Economic 

Sentiment." arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.03848 (2020). 

Kuchler, Theresa, Dominic Russel, and Johannes Stroebel. The geographic spread of COVID-19 

correlates with structure of social networks as measured by Facebook. No. w26990. National Bureau of 

Economic Research, 2020. 

E- Forecasts of the spread of COVID-19 and analyses of mortality rates 

Onder, Graziano, Giovanni Rezza, and Silvio Brusaferro. "Case-fatality rate and characteristics of 

patients dying in relation to COVID-19 in Italy." Jama (2020). 

Yuan, Jing, et al. "Monitoring transmissibility and mortality of COVID-19 in Europe." International 

Journal of Infectious Diseases (2020). 

Anastassopoulou, Cleo, et al. "Data-based analysis, modelling and forecasting of the COVID-19 

outbreak." PloS one 15.3 (2020): e0230405. 

Bertozzi, Andrea L., et al. "The challenges of modeling and forecasting the spread of COVID-19." arXiv 

preprint arXiv:2004.04741 (2020). 

Chang, Sheryl L., et al. "Modelling transmission and control of the COVID-19 pandemic in Australia." 

arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.10218 (2020). 

Donsimoni, Jean Roch, et al. "Projecting the Spread of COVID-19 for Germany." Wirtschaftsdienst 100 

(2020): 272-276. 

Fanelli, Duccio, and Francesco Piazza. "Analysis and forecast of COVID-19 spreading in China, Italy 

and France." Chaos, Solitons & Fractals 134 (2020): 109761. 

Kumar, Santosh. "A Normalized Mortality Rate Showed the Diverse Severity of COVID-19 in the 

World." (2020). 

Ng, Kok Yew, and Meei Mei Gui. "COVID-19: Development of A Robust Mathematical Model and 

Simulation Package with Consideration for Ageing Population and Time Delay for Control Action and 

Resusceptibility." arXiv preprint arXiv:2004.01974 (2020). 

Pandey, Gaurav, et al. "SEIR and Regression Model based COVID-19 outbreak predictions in India." 

arXiv preprint arXiv:2004.00958 (2020). 

Paul, Abhijit, Samrat Chatterjee, and Nandadulal Bairagi. "Prediction on Covid-19 epidemic for 

different countries: Focusing on South Asia under various precautionary measures." medRxiv (2020). 

Perc, Matjaž, et al. "Forecasting COVID-19." Frontiers in Physics 8 (2020): 127. 

Razzak, Junaid A., et al. "Estimating COVID-19 infections in hospital workers in the United States." 

medRxiv (2020). 

Roques, Lionel, et al. "Using early data to estimate the actual infection fatality ratio from COVID-19 in 

France." medRxiv (2020). 



2. Data and methods to correlate weather conditions to confirmed COVID-19 cases 

 

Data 

We linked the real-time geo-referenced epidemiological data from Xu et al. (2020) (17) to 

meteorological data from the 5th generation of European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts 

atmospheric reanalyses over the globe (ECMWF-ERA5)v. The weather data provides consistent data 

with high spatial (~0.25 degrees) and temporal (hourly) resolutions. We use daily averages and consider 

mean, maximum, and minimum temperatures as well as total precipitation and relative humidity 

(calculated using temperature and dewpoint temperature). We provide the summary statistics for the 

meteorological data in Appendix Table A1. 

The dataset from Xu et al. (2020) constitutes a rigorous, multinational effort to provide statistics on 

COVID-19 at subnational level. It provides information on the location (longitude and the latitude) of 

confirmed COVID-19 cases with the highest resolution available globally, allowing researchers to 

produce analyses at sub-national level (18). In our case, this data source allows us to control for local 

climates and seasonality. This dataset includes data from January onwards and is updated on a regular 

basis.  

Appendix Figure A1 provides the distribution of the confirmed cases in the dataset. We observe 

confirmed COVID-19 cases in both Hemispheres, in cold and hot weather. New York (the red dot in 

Figure 1) records the highest number of confirmed cases in an area. 

Appendix Table A1:  Summary statistics of the meteorological data after it is matched to COVID-19 data 

Variable Mean Std. Dev. Min Max 

Avg. temperature (°C)  10.5 9.5 -31.6 38.6 

Min. temperature (°C) 5.9 10.0 -36.2 32.6 

Max. temperature (°C) 14.7 9.3 -29.0 43.6 

Total Precipitation (mm) 2.8 6.9 0.0 293.7 

Relative humidity (%) 69.5 15.8 7.4 100.0 

 

 

v Downloadable from Copernicus Climate Change Service: https://cds.climate.copernicus.eu/  

https://cds.climate.copernicus.eu/


Figure A1: Confirmed cases in Xu et al. (2020). Data retrieved on April 30th, 2020. Cases reported with 

geographical information at country level only were excluded. 
 

 

Method 

We use the following econometric model to look at the correlation between the weather and confirmed 

COVID-19 cases:  

(1)  ln(𝐶𝑖,𝑡) − ln(𝐶𝑖,𝑡−1) = ∑ 𝑎𝑥 .𝑊𝑖,𝑡−𝑥
𝑋
𝑥=0 + 𝜇𝑐,𝑡 + 𝑛𝑖,𝑤 + 𝜖𝑖,𝑡 

In Eq. (1), ln(𝐶𝑖,𝑡) is the logarithm of the total number of confirmed cases of COVID-19 observed in 

area i on day t. The dependent variable is therefore the first difference of this logarithm. This 

transformation allows us to scale any change in confirmed cases in relative terms based on the level of 

confirmed cases the day before. This is to account for the fact that infections can only be proportional 

to the number of people already infected in an area.  

𝑊𝑖,𝑡−𝑥 is a matrix of weather-related variables that includes information on the weather at time 𝑡 − 𝑥. 

We include the lagged values of these weather variables (until 𝑡 − 𝑋) to capture the correlation between 

the weather of the previous days and confirmed cases. 𝑊𝑖,𝑡−𝑥 is modulable. We run our main 

specifications with average temperature, but we also separate average temperatures into minimum and 

maximum temperatures and use humidity and precipitation as controls in robustness checks.  



We use different values for the total number of lags (𝑋). Our main models use 15 lags (𝑋 = 15) and 

therefore covers 16 days. This should cover most cases for the maximum time reported for the incubation 

of the disease (two weeks maximum) and its detection through testing. We report alternative models 

with less lags, and more lags, in supplementary material 3.  

𝜇𝑐,𝑡 are country by day fixed effects (e.g. the UK on March 25th, 2020). They therefore control for 

national factors which may vary from day to day and influence the spread of the disease. 𝑛𝑖,𝑤 is an area-

specific (e.g. regions or cities) fixed effect that is assumed to be different every week 𝑤 and 𝜀𝑖,𝑡 is the 

error term. The parameters 𝑎𝑘 are the vectors of interest to be estimated. The joint use of these fixed 

effects (𝜇𝑐,𝑡 and 𝑛𝑖,𝑤) implies that we only use within-week, within area variations of the weather, 

expressed as deviations to the national daily average. The model is estimated using the estimator 

developed by Correia (2018) (19). We cluster standard errors at the country level. 

Our identification strategy relies on the assumption that the distribution of these deviations over a week 

are as good as random, such that their correlation with confirmed cases will identify the effect of the 

weather on confirmed COVID-19 cases. In the past, many studies (e.g. 20, 21, 22, 23) have used 

relatively similar statistical frameworks to look at the impact of the weather on diseases that are very 

well-known to be sensitive to the weather, for example respiratory diseases such as influenza, metabolic 

diseases like diabetes, or cardiovascular diseases (e.g. stokes).  

To match the COVID-19 data with the meteorological data, we had to handle the following imprecisions 

in the COVID-19 datasets. For 0.7% of confirmed cases, the COVID-19 data does not provide us with 

an exact date, but with a period when the testing happened. This period is between 2 and 14 days, and 

most of the time lower than 4 days. We chose to include these observations and add them to each possible 

day of case confirmation with a weight reflecting that the observation is included for several days. For 

example, if the date of confirmed cases is a period of 2 days, we add this observation to the case count 

for each of these 2 days with a weight of 1/2. If the period is 3 days, the observation is added to the case 

count of these 3 days with a weight of 1/3, and so on. We found that including these observations in the 

analysis has no impact on the results. 



In addition, the COVID-19 dataset does not always provide detailed georeferenced information. The 

information is provided either at national (7% of observations), regional (43%), city (39%), postcode 

level (1%) or specific location (10%). We drop the observations that only report national level 

geographical information and match the other ones with the weather information corresponding to the 

longitude and latitude reported in the COVID-19 dataset. 

We bound the analysis based on the dates when new cases are observed. The model does not include 

observations before at least one case is observed in an area, and we have dropped the observations at the 

end of the sample, once the last case has been recorded in an area. This is to avoid measurement errors 

in case some areas are no longer reported in the COVID-19 dataset we use for the estimation. 

  



3. Main results and robustness checks 

 

The estimation results are reported below in Appendix Table A2 for the sum of all the lags (∑ 𝑎𝑥
𝑋=15
𝑥=0 ) 

and in Appendix Figure A2 for each individual coefficient separately (the 𝑎𝑥). We find a negative 

correlation between the outcome variable and temperature. The association is strong for China, while it 

is only statistically significant at 10% outside China. This suggests that the negative association may 

not systematically hold. We do not find statistically significant results when looking separately at the 

United States or the European Union. This could be due to lack of data but also, as explained in the core 

of the paper, associations are likely to be dependent on the sample used. There are many reasons why 

this could be the case, starting with different methods used by countries to collect their case data or 

because social interactions or other parameters influencing disease spread correlate differently with 

temperature.  

Appendix Table A2: Linearized results. The dependent variable is ln(𝐶𝑖,𝑡) − ln(𝐶𝑖,𝑡−1). Standard errors are in 

brackets and clustered at country level. *** is for statistical significance at 1%. The results displayed for the 

average temperatures are for the lagged temperatures combined (∑ 𝑎𝑥
𝑋
𝑥=0 ). The model includes country-by-day 

fixed effects (e.g. UK, 6th April, 2020) and area-by-week fixed effects (London, 5th–11th April, 2020). 

Variable All observations China Outside China 

Av. Temperature (°C) -0.0082*** -0.0090*** -0.0065*  

(0.0026) (0.0029) (0.0035) 

Observations 76,696 24,932 51,764 

 

The corresponding individual effects are reported in Appendix Figure A2. The figure shows that all 

lags seem to have a similar, negative correlation.  

There is a strong and statistically negative impact of temperature on confirmed cases for the 

temperatures on the day. This could be due to two reasons. As explained in the core of the text, testing 

is very likely to be influenced by the weather, explaining why we would find effects of temperatures on 

the day of reporting. Another possibility is that the severity of the COVID-19 infections could increase 

with cold weather, especially for people with preconditions that are known to be affected by the weather 

(e.g. diabetes, cardiovascular illnesses), or people that also suffer from other respiratory infections (since 

these are known to correlate with cold weather). We would then capture some effect of temperature very 



close to the date of case confirmation for severe cases (which are the ones we record). Coronavirus test 

results can arrive on the same day as when the test is performed.  

Appendix Figure A2 below also provides the individual effects (𝑎𝑥) for minimum and maximum 

temperatures separately using another econometric specification reported later, in Appendix Table A3, 

column 2. Effects are clearer and seem mostly determined by temperatures a few days before the cases 

are confirmed to be COVID-19. 

Appendix Figure A2: Values of the individual coefficients (𝒂𝒙) for average temperature (from Table A2, 

column 1), and maximum and minimum temperatures (from Table A3, column 2) 

 

 
 



Alternative choice of weather variables. Appendix Table A3, column 1 implies that the correlation 

between temperature and COVID-19 cases is similar at different temperature ranges. Column 2 suggests 

that the correlation is driven by maximum temperatures. Columns 3 to 5 suggest that relative humidity 

and precipitation do not strongly correlate with COVID-19 cases. None of the effects below should be 

interpreted as being causal, as explained in the core of the text. 

Appendix Table A3: Alternative choice of weather variables. The estimation is for the full sample. The 

dependent variable is ln(𝐶𝑖,𝑡) − ln(𝐶𝑖,𝑡−1). Standard errors are in brackets and clustered at country level. *, **, 

and *** are for statistical significance at 10%, 5% and 1% respectively. The results displayed for all the weather 

variables are for the lagged variables combined (∑ 𝑎𝑥
𝑋
𝑥=0 ). The model includes country-by-day fixed effects (e.g. 

UK, 6th April, 2020) and area-by-week fixed effects (London, 5th–11th April, 2020). 

Column (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

Av. Temperature (°C) -0.0093***  -0.0099*** -0.0095*** -0.0049 
 

(0.0034)  (0.0031) (0.0029) (0.0051) 

x below 0°C 0.0005     
 

(0.0043)     

x above 25°C -0.0025     
 

(0.0035)     

Max. Temperature (°C)  -0.0098***    
 

 (0.0027)    

Min. Temperature (°C)  0.0008    
 

 (0.0052)    

Relative humidity (%)   -0.0006 -0.0009 -0.0002 
 

  (0.0008) (0.0008) (0.0005) 

x Av. Temperature (°C)     -0.0001 

     (0.0001) 

Precipitations (mm)    0.0016 0.0015 
 

   (0.0016) (0.0015) 

Observations 76,696 76,789 76,696 76,696 76,696 

 

 

  



Choice of fixed effects. The specifications below illustrate that there are high risks that confounding 

variables could contaminate the association between the weather and confirmed COVID-19 cases. In 

columns (1) to (4), the fixed effects do not control for changes in local climates, as well as for differences 

in sub-regional testing practices. Columns (5) and (6) use area-by-week fixed effects that are able to 

control for local climates, and results suggest a negative association between the weather and confirmed 

COVID-19 cases.  

These results are only correlations. As explained in the core of the text, these estimates suffer from 

serious shortcomings. 

Appendix Table A4: Robustness checks on the choice of the fixed effects. The estimation is for the full sample. 

The dependent variable is ln(𝐶𝑖,𝑡) − ln(𝐶𝑖,𝑡−1). Standard errors are in brackets and clustered at country level. *, 

**, and *** are for statistical significance at 10%, 5% and 1% respectively. The results displayed for average 

temperature are for the lagged temperatures combined (∑ 𝑎𝑥
𝑋
𝑥=0 ). 

Column (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

Av. temperature -0.0002 0.0002 -0.0052** -0.0011 -0.0081** -0.0082*** 

(°C) (0.00070) (0.00026) (0.00210) (0.00145) (0.00395) (0.00256) 

Fixed effects:       

Day N Y Y Y Y Y 

Country N Y Y Y Y Y 

Area N N Y Y Y Y 

Day by country N N N Y N Y 

Area by week N N N N Y Y 

 

 

  



Model dynamics. We change the number of lags below. The effect is stable over specific periods (0-5 

lags and 12-18 lags) but lose significance between the 6th and the 10th lag. Either results are unstable 

because of multicollinearity, or there is no to little effect on these lags and therefore the standard 

deviation increases when they are included. This could be the case if it takes 11-15 days for most people 

to develop symptoms, get tested and receive their confirmation. In Appendix Table A6, we reduce the 

number of parameters to be estimated by assuming that the effect of temperature on the outcome variable 

is the same for ranges of lags over 4 day time windows (1st to 4th lags, 5th to 8th and so on). This allows 

us to check that our main results are not driven by multicollinearity issues. The results of Appendix 

Tables A5 and A6 are similar, suggesting that multicollinearity is not driving our results. 

Appendix Table A5:  Alternative number of day lags. All the specifications are based on Table A2, column 1, 

but using different number of daily lags. The coefficients are for the lagged temperatures combined (∑ 𝑎𝑥
𝑋
𝑥=0 ). 

Standard errors are in brackets and clustered at country level. *, **, and *** are for statistical significance at 10%, 

5% and 1% respectively. 

Specification Coefficient Standard error 

20 daily lags -0.0046* (0.0026) 

19 daily lags -0.0058 (0.0035) 

18 daily lags -0.0062** (0.0029) 

17 daily lags -0.0074*** (0.0022) 

16 daily lags -0.0056** (0.0027) 

15 daily lags -0.0082*** (0.0026) 

14 daily lags -0.0061** (0.0027) 

13 daily lags -0.0053** (0.0022) 

12 daily lags -0.0050** (0.0020) 

11 daily lags -0.0038* (0.0021) 

10 daily lags -0.002 (0.0015) 

9 daily lags -0.0012 (0.0015) 

8 daily lags -0.0013 (0.0014) 

7 daily lags -0.0021* (0.0011) 

6 daily lags -0.0008 (0.0014) 

5 daily lags -0.0019** (0.0009) 

4 daily lags -0.0022*** (0.0006) 

3 daily lags -0.0022** (0.0010) 

2 daily lags -0.0016** (0.0007) 

1 daily lags -0.0014** (0.0007) 

No lag -0.0012*** (0.0003) 

 



Appendix Table A6:  Estimating jointly the effect of groups of lags over 4-day time windows. All the 

specifications are based on Table A2, column 1, but assuming that groups of lags have the same effect on the 

outcome variable to reduce multicollinearity. We also vary the number of lags in the model. The coefficients are 

for the lagged temperatures combined (∑ 𝑎𝑥
𝑋
𝑥=0 ). Standard errors are in brackets and clustered at country level. *, 

**, and *** are for statistical significance at 10%, 5% and 1% respectively. 

Specification Coefficient Standard error 

20 daily lags -0.0041 (0.0035) 

16 daily lags -0.0064** (0.0030) 

12 daily lags -0.0051** (0.0023) 

8 daily lags -0.0016 (0.0015) 

4 daily lags -0.0023*** (0.0009) 

No lag -0.0012*** (0.0004) 

 

  



4. Information on Projections 

 

The estimates above could mislead researchers and policymakers. If misinterpreted as being causal, they 

could lead them to make unreliable forecasts. A forecast with our main estimate would suggest that 

warmer weather in summer would attenuate the spread of COVID-19, while colder weather in autumn 

and winter could lead to flare ups.  

In the process of developing this manuscript, we produced such projections. Given the major concerns 

outlined in this article, however, we have chosen not to provide the results of such a projection since 

they are misleading and should not be used to inform for policy-decisions. We are, however, happy to 

share our projection approach and the associated results for research purposes upon request. Below we 

present our projection methodology for transparency. 

We followed the following steps to produce the projections. First, we used the 10-year average (2010-

2019) of daily temperature and relative humidity from ERA5 for March to December and aggregated 

this data to the country-level using 2020 population weighting (24). Second, we constructed a daily 

anomaly dataset of the weather conditions for March 1st –December 31st with respect to the monthly 

mean values for March, as most confirmed cased considered in this study have been observed in March 

this year. This gave us a very rough estimate of the difference in the expected weather conditions by 

country with respect to March until the end of 2020. Third, we used the baseline model estimates to 

project changes in the daily growth rate of COVID-19 confirmed cases. Fourth, we inserted these 

estimates of the weather impacts on the daily growth rate of infection into a simple susceptible-

infectious-recovered (SIR) compartment model (25, 26, 27), using the parameters provided in Walker 

et al. (2020) for COVID-19.  
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