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ABSTRACT

Obj ectives To determine the impact of restrictions on mobility on reducing transmission of
COVID-19.

Design Daily incidence rates lagged by 14 days were regressed on mobility changes using
LOESS regression and logit regression between the day of the 100th casein each country to
August 31, 2020.

Setting 34 OECD countries plus Singapore and Taiwan.

Participants Google mobility data were obtained from people who turned on mobile device-
based global positioning system (GPS) and agreed to share their anonymized position
information with Google.

I nter ventions We examined the association of COVID-19 incidence rates with mobility changes,
defined as changes in categories of domestic location, against a pre-pandemic baseline, using
country-specific daily incidence data on newly confirmed COVID-19 cases and mobility data.
Results In two thirds of examined countries, reductions of up to 40% in commuting mobility (to
workplaces, transit stations, retailers, and recreation) were associated with decreased COVID-19
incidence, more so early in the pandemic. However, these decreases plateaued as mobility
remained low or decreased further. We found smaller or negligible associations between
mobility restriction and incidence rates in the late phase in most countries.

Conclusion Mild to moderate degrees of mobility restriction in most countries were associated
with reduced incidence rates of COVID-19 that appear to attenuate over time, while some
countries exhibited no effect of such restrictions. More detailed research is needed to precisaly
understand the benefits and limitations of mobility restrictions as part of the public health
response to the COVID-19 pandemic.
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WHAT ISALREADY KNOWN ON THISTOPIC

Since SARS-CoV-2 became a pandemic, restrictions on mobility such as limitations on travel
and closure of offices, restaurants, and shops have been imposed in an unprecedented way in
both scale and scope to prevent the spread of COVID-19 in the absence of effective treatment
options or avaccine. Although mobility restriction has also brought about tremendous costs such
as negative economic growth and other collateral impacts on health such as increased morbidity
and mortality from lack of accessto other essential health services, little evidence exists on the
effectiveness of mobility restriction for the prevention of disease transmission. A search of
PUBMED and Google Scholar for publications on this topic through Sep 20, 2020 revealed that
most of the evidence on the effectiveness of physical distancing comes from mathematical
modeling studies using a variety of assumptions. One study investigated only the combined
effect of several interventions, including physical distancing, among SARS-CoV-2 infected
patients.

WHAT THISSTUDY ADDS

Thisisthefirst study to investigate the association between change in mobility and incidence of
COVID-19 globally using real-time measures of mobility at the population level. For this, we
used Google Global Mobility data and the daily incidence of COVID-19 for 36 countries from
the day of 100™ case detection through August 31, 2020. Our findings from LOESS regression
show that in two-thirds of countries, reductions of up to 40% in commuting mobility were
associated with decreased COVID-19 incidence, more so early in the pandemic. This decrease,
however, plateaued as mobility decreased further. We found that associ ations between mobility
restriction and incidence became smaller or negligible in the late phase of the pandemic in most
countries. The reduced incidence rate of COVID-19 cases with a mild to moderate degree of
mobility restriction in most countries suggests some value to limited mobility restriction in early
phases of epidemic mitigation. The lack of impact in some others, however, suggests further
research is needed to confirm these findings and determine the distinguishing factors for when
mobility restrictions are helpful in decreasing viral transmission. Governments should carefully
consider the level and period of mobility restriction necessary to achieve the desired benefits and
minimize harm.
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How well does societal mobility restriction help control the COVID-

19 pandemic? Evidence from real-time evaluation

INTRODUCTION

One of the most widely implemented policy response to the novel coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2)
pandemic has been the imposition of restrictions on mobility. These restrictions have included
both incentives, encouraging working from home, supported by a wide range of online activities
such as meetings, lessons, and shopping, and sanctions, such as stay at home orders, restrictions
on travel, and closure of shops, offices, and public transport.>® The measures constitute a major
component of efforts to control the COVID-19 pandemic. Compared to previous epidemic
responses, they are unprecedented in both scale and scope.’

The rationale underpinning these public health measuresis that restricting normal activities
decreases the number, duration, and proximity of interpersonal contacts and thus the potential for
viral transmission. Transmission simulations using complex mathematical modelling have built
on past experience such as the 1918 influenza epidemic,” aswell as assumptions about the
contemporary scale and nature of contact in populations.® However, the initial models were not
always founded on empirical evidence from behavioral scientists on the feasibility or
sustainability of mass social and behavior change in contemporary society. While reductionsin
interpersonal contact and increases in physical distancing are known to decrease respiratory
infection spread,” the paucity of recent examples of large-scale restrictions on mobility has
limited the scope for research on their impact on transmission. Where restrictions have been
imposed, as with Ebola, they have involved diseases with a different mode of transmission.
Nonetheless, the rapidity of progression of this pandemic has forced many governmentsinto
trialing various approaches to containment with limited evidence of effectiveness.™

More conventional public health prevention measures (such as quarantine of contacts, isolation
of infected individuals and contact tracing) and control measures in health systems (such as
patient flow segregation, negative pressure ventilation, and use of personal protective
equipment),™* have been applied widely to control the epidemic in many countries as part of a
portfolio of policy responses. However, mobility restriction as a new large-scale mass behavioral
and social prescription hasincurred considerable costs.™ !® Estimates suggest global GDP growth
has fallen by as much as 10%," at least in part due to mobility restriction policies. Although
views differ, not least because of the lack of information of what would happen if the disease
was unchecked and the emerging evidence of persisting disability in survivors, some have argued
that thisis greater than would be accounted for by the economic impact of direct illness and
deaths from COVID-19.'2*° More recently, a study in the U.S. looking at human mobility
patterns suggested that mobility restrictions were associated with reductionsin vira
transmission,” while another recent analysis of GDP and death rates suggested poorer pandemic
control tends to be associated with greater economic loss.*
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To inform decisions on large scale restrictions of mobility, thereis an urgent need to assesstheir
effectiveness in limiting pandemic spread. To this end, we examined the association of mobility
with COVID-19 incidence in Organization of Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD)
countries and equivalent economies such as Singapore and Taiwan.

METHODS
Study population and data

The study population consisted of the populations of 36 countries (all 34 OECD countries plus
Singapore and Taiwan). Two sets of publicly available data were pooled into one dataset:
country-specific newly confirmed COVID-19 cases per day retrieved from the dataset curated by
Our World in Data (https.//ourworldindata.org/coronavirus),” and country-specific mobility
change data obtained from the Google Global Mobility Data Source.?®**

Variables
Independent variables

We used country-specific mobility data, collected from mobile device-based global positioning
system (GPS) information from people who agreed to share their anonymized position
information with Google, starting from the date the 100" case was detected in a country. The
average mobility around specific categories of |ocations during the reference period (between
January 3 and February 6, 2020, a period before COVID-19 was declared aglobal pandemic)
was applied as a baseline mobility value for each country to calculate the percent mobility
change on each day during the study interval for each country. The data were categorized by
Googleinto 6 different types of locations visited (workplaces, transit stations, retailer and
recreational places, residential areas, groceries and pharmacies, and parks). To reduce
multicollinearity, three highly correlated variables (workplace mobility, transit station mobility,
and retailer and recreation mobility) were averaged into a combined latent variable (*commuting
mobility”) asthe main mobility variable for this study, asthisisthe activity that is most likely to
bring large groups on people together. The correlation analysis of different types of mobility is
shown in Supplementary Fig 1.

Outcome variables

The outcome variable chosen was the daily national incidence rate of new COVID-19 cases
(daily new cases per accumulated cases over the prior 14 days), intended to reflect the total
number of local active infections on that day, starting from the 14™ day from the date the 100"
case was detected in each country through August 31, 2020.

Analysis

First, daily incidence rates of COVID-19 and mobility changes during the study period were
described. Second, the daily national COVID-19 incidence rates were compared to changesin
mobility. The analysis sought any country-specific associations between COVID-19 daily
incidence rate and the percentage change in mobility for each of the 36 countries with a 14-day
lag using LOESS regression, a nonparametric technique that uses local weighted regression to fit
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a smooth curve through pointsin a scatter plot.”> Based on the range and frequency of
commuting mobility values observed across countries, we grouped values into mild (up to 20%),
moderate (21-40%) and extensive (greater than 40%) degrees of mobility change, when
describes various degree of associations per each mobility change. Logit-transformed incidence
rates were regressed to mobility changes to compare the country-specific association using a
single regression coefficient per each country. We performed additional analysis by designating
an early phase versus |ate phase using the median date (between the day of the 100" case and the
last day of study period—August 31) for each country; and by using different mobility location
categories (i.e. residential areas, parks, or groceries and pharmacies) beyond the main analysis
focused on commuting mobility. The unit of analysis was country level. All analyses used R
(version 4.0.0, R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria).

Sengitivity Analysis

We performed sensitivity analyses by varying the lag interval (7 or 21 days) between the change
in mobility and incidence of infection to apply various incubation period possibilities.

PATIENT AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Patients or the public were not involved in any phase of the design, conduct, reporting, or
dissemination plans of our research other than when they decided to share their data with
Google. All data used were obtained from existing public sources. We plan to share these
findings on social media, Twitter, and blogs.

RESULTS

There were 5,766 observations with data on daily incidence of COVID-19 infections and
mobility changes, from 36 countries, starting with the 100" case in each country, which ranged
from February 21 (South Korea) to March 23 (New Zealand), and continuing until August 31,
2020. The changes in commuting mobility were pronounced, from a 91.8% decrease (Spain on
Apr 10) to a60.8% increase (Greece on Aug 16). National daily incidence rate of COVID-19
caseswas as high as 0.64 (New Zealand on Mar 10). There was a reduction in incidence in most
countries as mobility decreased by up to 20% or 40% but, in most cases, then reached a plateau
with little further change after additional reductions (Fig. 1 and 2). The degree of association
varied, with some countries experiencing relatively small changes in mobility. The magnitude of
the associ ation tended to be larger in the earlier period, as shown in Fig. 3 where the country-
and phase-specific slopes of the curves (point estimation with 95% confidence interval) are
shown using logit regression.

Of note, small increases in mobility in residential areas, seen throughout most of the study period
in al countries, were associated with reductions in COVID-19 incidence, but larger increases
had no additional effect in the early phase, and there were no associationsin any rangesin the
late phase (Fig. 4, Fig S2). In the early phase, increased mobility in parks was associated with
increased incidence in 5 countries (US. Spain, Japan, Estonia, and Latvia) whereas it was not
associated in other countries. In late phase, there was no association in most countries (Fig. 4 and
Fig. S2). Mohility around groceries and pharmacies, generally viewed as essential visits, was
typically associated with the highest incidence of infection at atime when mobility was closeto
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baseline, during the early phase (Fig. S3). In the late phase, however, this finding no longer held
and there was no associ ation between infection rate and mobility, regardless of the degree of
mobility change. In fact, results from the late phase show little association between incidence
and mobility changesin any locations in most countries, except some for a reduction in incidence
with moderate restriction in commuting mobility in Ireland, Australia, Italy, Spain Estonia, and
Hungary; and an increased incidence with increased mobility around parks in Estonia, Hungary,
and Spain (Fig. 1, 2, 3and 4; Fig. S3 and $4). The findings were mostly consistent in the
sengitivity analysis, when we used alternative lag periods of 7 or 21 daysin the moded (Fig. $4).

DISCUSSION

Overal, the expectation that reduced mobility would be associated with reduced incidence of
COVID-19 cases was confirmed, with a minimum reduction of 20-40%. However, the decrease
plateaued as mobility remained low or decreased further. Mobility restrictions were most
effective in the early phase of the pandemic in most countries with a much smaller effect in the
later phase.

This study has several limitations. First, Google data are only generated by Android users who
have location services switched on. These individuals may be an atypical minority of the
population in some countries, or there may be changes in the type of users over time, such as
tourists (asin Greece), although in most cases numbers will be small. Second, reported incidence
rates are influenced by availability of testing and quality of reporting. Third, the use of an
ecological design introduces scope for confounding and imprecision: our data do not allow us to
isolate the impact of mobility restrictions from the many other variables that intervenein a
pandemic response, such as the degree of inter-household mixing, the ability to detect and
rapidly control an outbreak, and behavioral characteristics, such as use of face coverings and
adherence to physical distancing guidelines, themselves influenced by clarity of messaging and
trust in official advice. A related limitation is that, in federal countries such as the United States,
there may be substantial sub-national differencesin implementation of these characteristics and
in other policies. However, given the complex nature of these relationships, influenced by
starting conditions, feedback loops, and non-linear relationships, the analytic challenges of
disentangling these factors are formidable even if data were available.

There are a variety of possible explanations for our findings. Mandatory restrictions on mobility
may reduce both the frequency and/or duration of interpersonal interactions and, by reinforcing
official advice, the nature of those interactions, with greater distancing and hygiene precautions.
Asrestrictions are lifted, protective behaviors such as distancing may have become normalized,
mitigating the effects of greater mobility. When thisis coupled with improved contract-tracing,
guarantine, and support for isolation, the relative benefits of mobility restrictions may decrease
as the population adopts additional risk mitigation measures, alowing areturn to greater
mobility (adapting to the “new normal”). These behavioral changes may also be enhanced
through social learning of these practices promoted by trusted and authoritative public health
messaging. While this finding supports the role of mobility restrictions as a critical strategy early
in a pandemic or when a country has yet to implement more comprehensive and meticulous
mitigation strategies, it suggests that rapid scale-up of a suite of other coordinated mitigation
strategies simultaneously as part of a strategy to drive transmission as low as Eossi ble may
maximize health gains while enabling a gradual reopening of the economy.
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These findings are consistent with other research suggesting benefits of early mobility
restrictions.”’; for example, an earlier study of government-imposed physical distancing
interventions demonstrated an association with larger reductionsin COVID-19 incidence,
although this did not directly assess the degree of mobility reduction nor the impact of timing of
the interventions.** Modeling in China using mobile phone datain the initial phase of pandemic
provides further support for this view.®

Our study uses mobile phone tracking to analyze real-time changes in mobility. In at least some
jurisdictions the public seems to have pre-empted official instructions, reacting to emerging data
(28)*. One study in the United States, where implementation of other public health mitigation
strategies has varied, found a strong correlation between decreased mobility patterns and lower
COVID-19 case growth rates using similar phone tracking data.®

Our analysis focused on changes in commuting mobility. However, thisis only one way in which
people mix and spread infections, with inter-household spread important in some settings.*
Although we did find some associations between incidence and, for example, mobility in
residential areas, these are difficult to interpret and investigation of these phenomena will require
other data sources, such as apps that record close contacts. Finally, our finding of little difference
using different lag times (7, 14 or 21 days) is consistent with prior research suggesting a typical
lag between interventions and changes in infection rate of around 14 days.** *

While additional work is needed to elaborate on these findings, they may be useful to
policymakers as they adapt responses to the pandemic over time and, in particular, point to the
importance of including mobility data when developing comprehensive strategies.

Severe restrictions on mobility, or lockdowns, are blunt but necessary instruments at the
beginning of a pandemic. If sufficiently stringent to get the R number below 1 they will drive
down the level of infection but at considerable human and economic cost. The time bought must
be used to establish effective testing and tracing systems. If both are done, and other non-
pharmacological interventions such as wearing of face coverings and social distancing are
adhered to, cit should be possible to slowly open up society in the knowledge that local
resurgences can be contained. However, if these systems fail and cases rise rapidly, they may be
required again, but this should be seen asa last resort and evidence of policy failure.

CONCLUSION

Our analysis extends the understanding of the complex dynamics at play when mobility is
restricted at a population level in response to a pandemic caused by arespiratory virus. Societal
mobility restrictions appear to have reduced COVID-19 spread in many countries, particularly in
the early phase of the pandemic, but in the late phase, when other measures have been adopted,
the magnitude of impact is attenuated. It is critical for policymakers to consider the effectiveness
of mobility restriction to COVID 19 response and the economic impacts imposed on their society
as this pandemic is far from an end and the society may need to adjust to the “new normal” way
of life. For this, additional evidence, including the relationship with other non-pharmacological
interventions, is needed to fully understand the role of mass restrictions on mobility in containing
COVID-19 and future infectious diseases with a similar mode of transmission. As the pandemic
progresses, governments must develop strategies that bear down on the amount of circulating
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virus and allow rapid responses to outbreaks. The pandemic has brought enormous changes to
working and living, some of which will likely persist even if and when a vaccine is made
available. Surveillance that goes beyond incidence of infection, to include risk factors such as
mobility, can only improve our ability to develop effective public health responses.

Contributors: JO conceptualized the study. JFM, Y S, and KL performed data curation. KL, JO,
HWL and Y S performed formal analyses. JO and SV S supervised methodology. SV'S validated
the analysis. JO and HWL drafted the manuscript. All authors interpreted the results and
reviewed and revised the paper. HYL, SVSMM, and LG supervised al the work.

Funding: none

Ethical approval: not applicable

Data sharing: All data used are publicly available

Declaration of interests: Authors declare no competing interests.

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.29.20222414
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.29.20222414; this version posted November 3, 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 .

REFERENCE

1. UNICEF. Don'’t let children be the hidden victims of COVID-19 pandemic.
https.//www.uni cef.org/press-rel eases/dont-| et-chil dren-be-hidden-vi ctims-covid-19-
pandemic (Accessed 15 Sep 2020) 2020

2. Lynsey C, Abdi Latif D. With Most Coronavirus Cases in Africa, South Africa Locks Down.
The New York Times 2020

3. Sandford A. Coronavirus: Half of humanity now on lockdown as 90 countries call for
confinement. Euronews 2020

4. Ren X. Pandemic and lockdown: aterritorial approach to COVID-19 in China, Italy and the
United States. J Eurasian Geography and Economics 2020:1-12.

5. Rahman MM, Thill J-C, Paul KC. COVID-19 Pandemic Severity, Lockdown Regimes, and
People’ s Mobility: Evidence from 88 Countries (July 30,2020) Available at SSRN:
https:.//ssrncom/abstract=3664131 or http://dxdoiorg/102139/ssrn3664131lable 2020

6. EmmaG-H, Lily K. China's coronavirus lockdown strategy: brutal but effective. The
Guardian 2020

7. Markdl H, Lipman HB, Navarro JA, et al. Nonpharmaceutical interventions implemented by
US cities during the 1918-1919 influenza pandemic. JAMA 2007;298(6):644-54.

8. Mwalili S, Kimanthi M, Ojiambo V, et al. SEIR model for COVID-19 dynamics incorporating
the environment and social distancing. BMC Research Notes 2020;12(1):352.

9. Mahase E. Covid-19: Physical distancing of at least one metreislinked to large reduction in
infection. 2020;369:m2211.

10. Hsiang S, Allen D, Annan-Phan S, et al. The effect of large-scale anti-contagion policies on
the COVID-19 pandemic. Nature 2020;584(7820):262-67.

11. Ayebare RR, Flick R, Okware S, et al. Adoption of COVID-19 triage strategies for low-
income settings. The Lancet Respiratory Medicine 2020;8(4):e22.

12. Wang Q, Wang X, Lin H. Therole of triage in the prevention and control of COVID-19.
Infection Control & Hospital Epidemiology 2020;41(7):772-76.

13. Convissar D, Chang CY, Choi WE, et al. The Vacuum Assisted Negative Pressure Isolation
Hood (VANISH) System: Novel Application of the Stryker Neptune™ Suction Machine
to Create COVID-19 Negative Pressure Isolation Environments. Cureus 2020;12(5)

14. Livingston E, Desai A, Berkwits MJJ. Sourcing personal protective equipment during the
COVID-19 pandemic. JAMA 2020;323(19):1912-14.

15. Bank. W. COVID-19 to Plunge Globa Economy into Worst Recession since World War 1.
https://www.worldbank.org/en/news/press-rel ease/2020/06/08/covid-19-to-plunge-
global -economy-into-worst-recession-since-world-war-ii (Accessed 15 Sep 2020). 2020

16. Emeline H, MelisaMJT, EvaT, et al. Lessons learnt from easing COVID-19 restrictions. an
analysis of countries and regionsin Asia Pacific and Europe. The Lancet 2020;in press

17. Jan H, David M, Spencer H, et al. The Sudden Stop: A Deeper Trough, A Bigger Rebound:
Goldman Sachs, 2020

18. Acemoglu D, Chernozhukov V, Werning |, et al. Optimal targeted lockdowns in a multi-
group SIR model. NBER Working Paper. 2020;27102

19. Horton R. Offline: COVID-19 is not a pandemic. Lancet 2020;396(10255):874.

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.29.20222414
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.29.20222414; this version posted November 3, 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 .

20. Gao S, Rao J, Kang Y, et a. Association of Mobile Phone Location Data Indications of
Travel and Stay-at-Home Mandates With COVID-19 Infection Rates in the US. JAMA
Network Open 2020;3(9):€2020485-e85.

21. FT Visua DJ. Covid-19: The global crisis- in data. Financial Times 2020 Oct 18.

22. Ritchie H, Ortiz-Ospina E, Beltekian D, et al. Coronavirus Pandemic(COV1D-19). Published
online at Our World Data.org. Retrieved from : https://ourworldindata.org/coronavirus
[Online Resource]. 2000

23. Google. Google COVID-19 Community Mobility Reports
(https://www.google.com/covid19/mobility/). California, US 2020

24. Sachs J, Schmidt-Traub, G, Kroll, C, Lafortune, G, Fuller, G, Woelm, F. The Sustainable
Development Goals and COVID-19. Sustainable Development Report. 2020

25. Andersen R. Nonparametric methods for modeling nonlinearity in regression analysis.
Annual Review of Sociology 2009;35:67-85.

26. Baker MG, Wilson N, Anglemyer A. Successful elimination of COVID-19 transmission in
New Zealand. New England Journal of Medicine 2020;383(8):e56.

27. Suess T, Remschmidt C, Schink SB, et al. The role of facemasks and hand hygienein the
prevention of influenza transmission in households: results from a cluster randomised
trial; Berlin, Germany, 2009-2011. BMC Infectious Diseases 2012;12(1):26.

28. Cowling BJ, Chan K-H, Fang VJ, et al. Facemasks and hand hygiene to prevent influenza
transmission in households: a cluster randomized trial. Annals of Internal Medicine
2009;151(7):437-46.

29. Tromberg BJ, Schwetz TA, Pérez-Stable EJ, et a. Rapid Scaling Up of Covid-19 Diagnostic
Testing in the United States—The NIH RADXx Initiative. New England Journal of
Medicine 2020

30. McMichael TM, Currie DW, Clark S, et a. Epidemiology of Covid-19 in along-term care
facility in King County, Washington. New England Journal of Medicine
2020;382(21):2005-11.

31. McKee M, Stuckler DJb. Scientific divisions on covid-19: not what they might seem.
2020;371

32. Islam N, Sharp SJ, Chowell G, et al. Physical distancing interventions and incidence of
coronavirus disease 2019: natural experiment in 149 countries. BMJ 2020;370

33.Zhou Y, Xu R, Hu D, et al. Effects of human mobility restrictions on the spread of COVID-
19 in Shenzhen, China: a modelling study using mobile phone data. The Lancet Digital
Health 2020;2(8):e417-€24.

34. Badr HS, Du H, Marshall M, et al. Association between mobility patterns and COVID-19
transmission in the USA: a mathematical modelling study. The Lancet Infectious
Diseases 2020

35.Jing Q-L, Liu M-J, Zhang Z-B, et al. Household secondary attack rate of COVID-19 and
associated determinants in Guangzhou, China: a retrospective cohort study. The Lancet
Infectious Diseases 2020

36. Linka K, Goriely A, Kuhl E. Global and local mobility as a barometer for COVID-19
dynamics. medRxiv 2020

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.29.20222414
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.29.20222414; this version posted November 3, 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 .

Legend of figures

Figure 1

Association between new daily incidence rates of COVID-19 and mobility changes for 36
countries, by pandemic phase.

Footnote 1. The mobility change measurement period was from the day of the 100th casein each
country through August 31, 2020.

Footnote 2. Pandemic phase was defined for each country by the median of the date when the
100™ case was detected to the end of the study period: early phase for the period before the
median date and late phase for the period after the median date.

Figure 2

Association between new daily incidence rates of COVID-19 and mobility changesin each of 36
countries, by measurement period.

Figure 2A. Western Europe, North America, and Oceania

Figure 2B. Asia, Eastern Europe, Latin America, and Caribbean

Footnote 1. The mobility change measurement period was from the day of the 100th casein each
country through August 31, 2020.

Footnote 2. Pandemic phase was defined for each country by the median of the date when the
100™ case was detected to the end of the study period: early phase for the period before the
median date and late phase for the period after the median date.

Figure 3

Forest plot showing unadjusted estimate for the association of COVID-19 incidence rate logit-
transformed with mobility changes

Footnote 1. The mobility change measurement period was from the day of the 100th casein each
country through August 31, 2020.

Footnote 2. Pandemic phase was defined for each country by the median of the date when the
100™ case was detected to the end of the study period: early phase for the period before the
median date and late phase for the period after the median date.

Figure4

Association between new daily incidence rates of COVID-19 and mobility changes for 36
countries, early and late phase, for parks and residential areas.

Footnote 1. Pandemic phase was defined for each country by the median of the date when the
100™ case was detected to the end of the study period: early phase for the period before the
median date and late phase for the period after the median date.

Footnote 2. (1) Parksand (2) Residential areas.
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Legend of Supplementary Figures. 1-4

Supplementary Figure 1

Correlation matrix between six categories of mobility locations. workplaces; trangt stations;
retailer and recreational places; residential areas; groceries and pharmacies; parks; and
commuting (average of workplaces; trangit stations; retailer and recreational places)

Footnote 1. The mobility change measurement period was from the day of the 100th casein each
country through August 31, 2020.

Supplementary Figure 2

Associ ation between new daily incidence rates of COVID-19 and mobility changesin 36
countries by early and late phase and other places (parks and residential areas) visited.
Supplementary Figure 2A. Western Europe, North America, and Oceania

Supplementary Figure 2B. Asia, Eastern Europe, Latin America, and Caribbean

Footnote 1. The mobility change measurement period was from the day of the 100th casein each
country through August 31, 2020.

Footnote 2. Pandemic phase was defined for each country by the median of the date when the
100™ case was detected to the end of the study period: early phase for the period before the
median date and late phase for the period after the median date.

Supplementary Figure 3

Association between new daily incidence rates of COVID-19 and mobility changesin 36
countries, for grocery and pharmacy visits.

Footnote 1. The mobility change measurement period was from the day of the 100th case in each
country through August 31, 2020.

Footnote 2. Pandemic phase was defined for each country by the median of the date when the
100™ case was detected to the end of the study period: early phase for the period before the
median date and late phase for the period after the median date.

Supplementary Figure 4

Association between new daily incidence rates of COVID-19 and mobility changes for 36
countries based on alternative lag days

Footnote 1. The mobility change measurement period was from the day of the 100th casein each
country through August 31, 2020.
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