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Abstract
We examined the phenomenon of fewer new confirmed cases of COVID-

19 on Mondays in Japan, which we refer to as the Monday effect, and
reveal the details of this effect. Specifically, we estimated the difference
between the number of new positive cases that decreased over the weekend
and the number of new confirmed cases that decreased at the beginning
of the week. In Japan, prefectures aggregate and announce the number of
confirmed daily cases. This analysis allows us to examine whether there
is a Monday effect in each prefecture. We show that the Monday effect is
due to the decreased number of inspections on the weekend appearing at
the beginning of the week due to a time lag. Our results indicate that the
administrative system causes delays in some prefectures, and that some
prefectures are less likely to conduct screenings on holidays. Our results
also suggest that delays generally occur in prefectures with a population
of over 2 million. Congestion, Reporting delay, Public health, COVID-19

1 Introduction
In this paper, we analyze the problem of reporting lag in the daily data of
COVID-19. In Japan, the number of new positive cases reported on Mondays is
relatively low. We refer to this phenomenon as the Monday effect. It began to
be mentioned widely after the outbreak period, from July to August 2020. For
example, in October 2020, Asahi Shimbun [1] reported this effect in Tokyo 1.

First, we briefly examine the existence of the Monday effect throughout
Japan. By observing the national average of daily cases throughout the period,
we can determine how the number of new confirmed cases varies by day of the
week (see Table 1).
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Table 1: National average for each day of the week
Mean Difference

SUN 1397.20 -100.59
MON 1023.50 -474.29
TUE 1396.09 -101.70
WED 1626.60 128.81
THU 1700.53 202.73
FRI 1646.39 148.60
SAT 1695.99 198.19
Whole 1497.79 –

The last column presents the difference between the average of daily cases
for the entire period and the whole mean for the day of the week. The Monday
effect was observed on a nationwide scale, as shown in Table 1. Differences in
the means of each weekday seem to be recognized as a nationwide phenomenon.
Previously, news channels used to report the raw number of daily cases, but
they now add a one-week moving average or a comparison with the same day
of the previous week.

We determined that the number of confirmed cases was lower on Mondays.
As shown in Table 1, the number of positive cases is lower in the first three
days of the week and higher on the other days. In this study, we analyze both
the decline in new cases over weekends and reporting lags using daily data
announced by each prefecture.

We describe the structure of the decrease in the number of new positive cases
reported on Mondays through the lag over the weekend. Many hospitals and
public agencies are closed on Saturdays and Sundays. Therefore, the number
of inspections is likely to be reduced during weekends. In addition, the closure
of public agencies leads to delays in the process of aggregating the reported
number of new positive cases. Thus, we can verify the phenomenon of fewer
new confirmed cases on Mondays, which implies a lag structure that explains
how the decrease in the number of new confirmed cases over the weekend leads
to a decrease in the number of new confirmed cases on Mondays. If no lag is
detected, the daily release reflects the current inspection result without a delay.
We focus on weekends and the two subsequent days, thus examining the effects
of Saturday, Sunday, Monday, and Tuesday.

We show that the phenomenon we refer to as the Monday effect in this study
can be explained by the structure described above. Regarding the effects within
the week, Li (2020)[3] examined time series data on newly confirmed cases of
COVID-19 and discussed the weekly recurrence. The author analyzed countries
around the world using country-level data and identified an autocorrelation with
a 7-day lag.

In Japan, public health management is carried out by the local governments
of the 47 prefectures. The central government has delegated the counting of
confirmed cases to these local governments. Therefore, the effect is expected to
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differ for each prefecture. We identified how the structure of time lag differs in
each prefecture using daily data on the number of new confirmed cases in each
prefecture.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss
the data and methods used in the subsequent sections. In Section 3, we first
demonstrate the Monday effect in the national-scale data and then present the
analysis results for each prefecture. In Section 4, we discuss the implications of
our results.

2 Method
We describe a time lag between the number of new positive cases that decreased
over the weekend and the number of new confirmed cases that decreased at the
beginning of the week. Let x be the decrease in the number of inspections over
the weekend. The decrease in the number of new positives reflected the next
day or later is denoted by xConfirmed

Inspected . The superscript “Confirmed” indicates
the day of the week reflected in the official announcement, and the subscript
“Inspected” indicates the day of the inspection. We assume that it takes up
to two days for the official reported number of new confirmed cases to reflect
xInspected. Thus, we have xSat = xSunSat + xMon

Sat , xSun = xMon
Sun + xTueSun.

We provide an example of the impact of a decrease in the number of in-
spections over the weekend on the decrease in the number of confirmed cases
through a lag under the structure currently assumed. We assume that there
would be even fewer inspections on Sundays than on Saturdays. We give as an
example xSat = −10, xSun = −20. Without delay, we obtain xSat = xSatSat =
−10, xSun = xSunSun = −20. We call this the no delay.

Next, we define the one-day delay as the delay in reporting ends in one
day, with two examples provided. Suppose that xSat = xSunSat = −10 and xSun =
xMon
Sun = −20, then we have xSun = xSunSat = −10, xMon = xMon

Sun = −20. In this
example, there will be a decrease in the number of new confirmed cases of −10
on Sunday, −20 on Monday. In another case, suppose that xSat = xSatSat+xSunSat =
(−5) + (−5) = −10 and xSun = xSunSun + xMon

Sun = (−10) + (−10) = −20, then we
have xSat = −5, xSun = xSunSat + xSunSun = (−5) + (−10) = −15, xMon = xMon

Sun =
−10. In the latter example, there will be a decrease in the number of new
confirmed cases of, −5 on Saturday, −15 on Sunday, and −10 on Monday.

Next, we define the two-day delay, where the delay takes two days to
end, with an example provided. Suppose that xSat = xSunSat + xMon

Sat = (−5) +
(−5) = −10 and xSun = xMon

Sun + xTueSun = (−10) + (−10) = −20; we then have
xSun = xSunSat = −5, xMon = xMon

Sat + xMon
Sun = −15, and xTue = xTueSun = −10. In

this example, there will be a decrease in the number of new confirmed cases of
−5 on Sunday, −15 on Monday, and −10 on Tuesday. We can also consider an
example where reporting delays are concentrated only on Tuesday through the
two-day delay.

Moreover, xSat = xSun = 0 indicates a constant average of inspections
within the week. In other words, we cannot identify whether there is a reporting
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delay. We call this the constant average.
We now assume a data-generating process to estimate the delay. It is well

known that biological count data tend to be over-dispersed; see Zuur et al.
(2010)[9]. To handle such over-dispersion, we assume that the newly confirmed
positive cases of the tth day, Yt follow a negative binomial distribution.2

In our model, the probability function of Yt is defined as

P (Yt = y|µt, θ) = Γ (θ + y)
Γ (θ) Γ (y + 1)

(
θ

θ + µt

)θ (
µt

θ + µt

)y
, y = 0, 1, 2, ... (1)

where µt is a time-varying deterministic parameter and θ > 0.
As the random variable Yt has the conditional mean and variance

E (Yt|µt, θ) = µt, (2)

V (Yt|µt, θ) = µt + 1
θ
µ2
t , (3)

it is clear that θ > 0 is the condition of over-dispersion and θ−1 is referred to
as an over-dispersion parameter. If θ goes to infinity, the distribution converges
to the Poisson distribution.

To evaluate the effect of the weekdays, we define the dummy variable

MONt =
{

1 if the t th day is Monday,
0 otherwise.

(4)

TUEt, SATt, and SUNt are similarly defined. We assume that the natural
logarithm of µt is a linear combination of weekday dummies and a time trend t,

logµt = α+ β1MONt + β2TUEt + β3SATt + β4SUNt + φt. (5)

Note that φ represents the compound daily growth rate of the conditional mean
µt.3

As the prefectural data series of daily new cases contain a certain number
of zeros in some prefectures, we modify our model to handle such data.

The probability function of zero-inflated negative binomial regression (ZINB)
is defined as4

P ∗ (Xt = x|µt, θ, πt) =
{
πt + (1− πt)P (Yt = 0|µt, θ) x = 0
(1− πt)P (Yt = 0|µt, θ) x = 1, 2, ....

(6)

where

log
(

πt
1− πt

)
= γ + β1MONt + β2TUEt + β3SATt + β4SUNt + ψt. (7)

2A quasi-Poisson distribution is also applied for count data with over-dispersion. See
Vicuna et al. (2021)[4] for example applications.

3Chan et al. (2020)[5] estimate a similar growth rate for 18 countries using early-stage
data from December 31, 2019, to March 25, 2020.

4See Benlagha (2020)[6] for an example application of ZINB.
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Note that the probability πt is a time-varying deterministic parameter. We
estimate all 12 parameters in (5), (7), and θ using the maximum likelihood
method,5 then select the variables in (5) and (7) via a stepwise approach based
on Akaike’s information criterion (AIC). In our approach, we select and delete
the same variables in both (5) and (7) to limit the computational complexity.

3 Results and Discussion
We use daily data on the number of new positive cases by prefecture obtained
from the Nippon Hoso Kyokai (NHK) website[2]. The data spanned 517 days
from January 16, 2020, to June 15, 2021, t = 1, 2, ..., 517.

In subsequent analyses, we identified several patterns in the estimates of
the coefficients. We summarize the relationship between the estimates and the
delay structures in Table 2. We identify the delays in which the coefficients of
weekday dummies are negative and the p-value is less than 0.05 (p < 0.05).

Table 2: Delay Structures
SAT SUN MON TUE

Without delay 1 ∗ ∗
Without delay 2 ∗
One-day delay 1 ∗ ∗ ∗
One-day delay 2 ∗ ∗
One-day delay 3 ∗
Two-day delay 1 ∗ ∗ ∗
Two-day delay 2 ∗ ∗
Two-day delay 3 ∗
Constant average No significantly negative dummy variable.

We first demonstrate the Monday effect in national-scale data (see Table 3).
The column called “count” reports the estimates of coefficients in (5) and θ.
The column called “zero” also presents estimates of the coefficients in (7).

As shown in Table 3, we obtain the selected model that contains the following
variables: constant term, Monday dummy, and time trend. The results indicate
that the number of confirmed cases was significantly lower on Monday. This
result shows “the one-day delay 3”: that when the number of inspected cases
decreases on Sunday, the number of confirmed cases on Monday also decreases
through the lag. On a national scale, no effect on Tuesdays implies that the
delay appears to end within a day on average.

We examine the differences among the prefectures. Specifically, we identify
how the impact of the weekend affects the decrease in the number of new con-
firmed cases through the delay. For more detailed results for all prefectures, see
Tables 5–12 in the Appendix.

5We use R[7] software to estimate the ZINB by applying the function zeroinfl in the R
package pscl. See Zeileis et al. (2008)[8] for the application of the R package pscl.
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Table 3: Nationwide Result - The one-day delay -
count zero

Constant 4.295∗∗∗ 1.694∗

(0.093) (0.684)
MON -0.442∗∗∗ 1.584

(0.112) (1.043)
t 0.009∗∗∗ -0.113∗∗∗

(0.000) (0.028)
Log(theta) 0.285∗∗∗

(0.059)
AIC 7757.841
N 517
Significance: ∗∗∗ ≡ p <
0.001; ∗∗ ≡ p < 0.01;
∗ ≡ p < 0.05.

First, we discuss the one-day delay. We found three groups in prefectures
where the one-day delay was observed. First one is the one-day delay 3, in
which the impact through the lag was observed only on Mondays and not on
Tuesdays. These are the 13 prefectures highlighted in light red on the map in
Figure 1: Miyagi, Tochigi, Saitama, Chiba, Tokyo, Kanagawa, Ishikawa, Gifu,
Aichi, Osaka, Hyogo, Nara, and Okinawa. For these prefectures, we can apply
the same interpretation as the trends observed on a nationwide scale. Second
is one-day delay 2, where the coefficients on both Sundays and Mondays are
significantly negative. These are the three prefectures: Yamanashi, Shiga, and
Shimane. Third is one-day delay 1, Niigata.

Second, we discuss six prefectures where the delay was detected on Monday
and Tuesday: Fukushima, Ibaraki, Gunma, Shizuoka, Okayama, and Fukuoka.
We observed that the reduced number of inspections on the weekend affected
both Monday and Tuesday. This delay was the two-day delay 2. These prefec-
tures are highlighted in dark red on the map in Figure 1.

These two results may also indicate that a large population causes a delay
in the aggregation of data for official release. The population of each prefecture
included in the three groups (the one-day delay 1, 3 and the two-day delay 2)
was roughly 2 million or more. This figure is the population threshold set by
the Law Concerning the Establishment of Special Wards in Metropolitan Areas
(Article 80, 2012). The exceptions are Ishikawa and Okinawa Prefectures, both
of which have a population of less than 1.5 million. Furthermore, the three
prefectures that consist of the one-day delay 2 group are also small prefectures
with a population of less than 2 million.

Third, Hokkaido is the only case of the two-delay 3 where the impact on
the weekend is observed only on Tuesday, and all dummy variables remain.
However, other dummy variables, except for the TUE dummy variable, are not
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significant. Hokkaido has a population above 5 million. Additionally, Hokkaido
is the largest prefecture in Japan, accounting for 20% of Japan’s total area. The
fact that Hokkaido is exceptionally large in both population and size affects the
results.

Fourth, we discuss the other prefectures: Aomori, Iwate and Mie. Mie is the
only case of the two-delay 1. The result of Aomori indicates that this prefecture
reported new positive cases almost without delay, even on weekends. This case
is the without delay 2. The number of confirmed cases in Iwate Prefecture was
significantly higher on Saturdays and lower on Mondays, a tendency observed
only in Iwate. In addition to the operation on weekends, the low number of
reported cases of infection itself may have been related to this trend in these
prefectures.

Finally, we discuss the prefectures for which we could not obtain any sig-
nificant dummy variable, that is, the constant average. In our analysis, the
constant average corresponds to the case where one of the day-of-week dummies
was finally selected. These 20 prefectures are Akita, Yamagata, Toyama, Fukui,
Nagano, Kyoto, Wakayama, Tottori, Hiroshima, Yamaguchi, Tokushima, Ka-
gawa, Ehime, Kochi, Saga, Nagasaki, Kumamoto, Oita, Miyazaki, and Kagoshima.

These results are summarised in Table 4 with the exception of the Iwate
Prefecture.

Here, we examined whether the conditional mean of confirmed cases was
significantly less on Mondays, based on the selected model. We consider it the
Monday effect if the coefficient of the MON dummy variable is negative and
the p-value is less than 0.05 (p < 0.05). The Monday effect includes both the
one-day delay and the two-day delay. We identified the Monday effect in 25
prefectures. In contrast, we did not find any effect in 22 prefectures.

4 Concluding remarks
We estimated the difference between the number of new positive cases that de-
creased over the weekend and the number of new confirmed cases that decreased
at the beginning of the week. We assumed that the number of inspections would
be lower on Sundays than on Saturdays. This assumption is consistent with the
estimated results. Thus, our results indicate that some prefectures are less likely
to conduct screenings on holidays.

We explained that the Monday effect results from delays over the weekend
appearing at the beginning of the week with a time lag. The Monday effect
was evident in 25 of the 47 prefectures. This effect is related to the areas in
which the population is concentrated, as we found that regions with a significant
Monday effect include Japan’s three largest metropolitan areas: Tokyo, Osaka,
and Nagoya.

Finally, our results suggest a bottleneck in the administrative work of count-
ing the number of new positive cases. In this case, streamlining this process can
be performed in advance. This investment can be effective during epidemics/-
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pandemics.6

acknowledgements
We would like to thank Satoru Morita for his helpful comments.

References
[1] Hibi no kansenshasuu doumireba? Mottomo juyouna shihyo ha.... (in

Japanese), Asahi Shimbun, October 30, 2020. Retrieved June 19, 2021, from
https://www.asahi.com/articles/ASNBY7316NBPUTIL01B.html

[2] Special site Shingata Corona Virus, Nippon Hoso Kyokai (NHK). https:
//www3.nhk.or.jp/news/special/coronavirus/

[3] Li, S. (2020) The Relationship between Weekly Periodicity and COVID-19
Progression, medRxiv 2020.11.24.20238295;
doi: 10.1101/2020.11.24.20238295.

[4] Vicuna MI, Vasquez C and Quiroga BF (2021), Forecasting the 2020
COVID-19 Epidemic: A Multivariate Quasi-Poisson Regression to Model
Evolution of new cases in Chile, Front. Public Health, Vol.9, 416,
doi:10.3389/fpubh.2021.610479.

[5] Chan, S., Chu, J., Zhang, Y., Nadarajah, S. (2021), Count regression models
for COVID-19, Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications, Vol.563,
125460, doi:10.1016/j.physa.2020.125460.

[6] Benlagha N (2020), Modeling the Declared New Cases of COVID-19
Trend Using Advanced Statistical Approaches, Preprint. ResearchGate,
doi:10.6084/m9.figshare.12052638.

[7] R Core Team (2021). R: Language and Environment for Statistical Com-
puting. R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria. https:
//www.R-project.org/.

[8] Zeileis, Kleiber and Jackman (2008), Regression Models for Count Data in
R, Journal of Statistical Software, 27-8, pp.1–25, doi:10.18637/jss.v027.i08.

[9] Zuur, AF, Ieno, EN and Elphick, CS (2010), A protocol for data exploration
to avoid common statistical problems, Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 1:
3-14, doi:10.1111/j.2041-210X.2009.00001.x.

[10] Harris, JE (2020) Overcoming Reporting Delays Is Critical to Timely
Epidemic Monitoring: The Case of COVID-19 in New York City,
medRxiv2020.08.02.20159418; doi:10.1101/2020.08.02.20159418.

6Regarding the delay in reporting in urban areas, Harris (2020)[10] makes a similar point
in the case of New York.

8

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 13, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260858doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260858
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Figure 1: Geographical Distribution of Delay Effects
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