What national factors contributed to the handling of Covid-19? -
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Results & Conclusion . Our findings show that it is difficult to predict how well a country will handle a virus
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The surprising results showed the more developed countries tended to fare relatively worse s otted by heir verase Strmgency Index and R ot A A We have shown that many parameters, which we expected to correlate to better handling of the virus, as measured by R rate, during the
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ranked yellow to red. developed countries would be more urbanised and industrialised, leading to more concentrated populations, resulting in higher R rates.
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are associated with better education, healthcare, and infrastructure which would assist in stopping the spread
of the virus. However, we saw the opposite trend and only the Population Density correlated with a country’s S . w S C(,L;E;fmx;ififa‘ We expect that countries
R rate. Therefore, it seems like Population Density is a key factor influencing the R rate within a country.
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o _ | Of course, this work has also highlighted that there is no clear parameter or even set of parameters that can predict or correlate to how
ol BT with higher  _average well a country has handled the pandemic. Even so, many parameters that can potentially affect the spread of the virus were not included
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To | figate why th develoned nat had R rat ative to the Str Rat would  have  higher In the data set such as the percentage of urban population. Additionally, some parameters such as cultural attitudes towards the virus
O Investigate why the more developed hations had worse i raies teialive 10 Ihe SUIngency Rate, we measured R rates. would be difficult to quantify. Further studies should seek to address those parameters of interest.

considered the hypothesis that more developed nations had better infrastructure for testing and identifying
The graph shows that

Cases, r_esultlng 5 hlgher_R-rgtes. Therefore, we _next Iooke_d at t_he average Testing per Thousand over the there isn’t a clear trend in We recommend that as low population density appeared to slow the spread of the virus, social distancing is a key strategy in limiting the
time period of data collection in each of the countries to see Iif testing affected R rate. s . i s - - s average Testing per spread of the virus
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