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sion dynamics of COVID-19.

• The effects of COVID-19 are elucidated in
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• The energy resilience, circular bioeconomy,
‘nexus’, and healthcare indicators are
important.
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 The transmission dynamics and health risks of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic are inextricably linked
to ineract with environment, climate, air pollution, and meteorological conditions. The spread of COVID-19 infection
can thus perturb the ‘planetary health’ and livelihood by exerting impacts on the temporal and spatial variabilities of
environmental pollution. Prioritization of COVID-19 by the health-care sector has been posing a serious threat to eco-
nomic progress while undermining the efforts to meet the United Nations' Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) for
environmental sustainability. Here, we review the multifaceted effects of COVID-19 with respect to environmental
quality, climatic variables, SDGs, energy resilience, and sustainability programs. It is well perceived that COVID-19
may have long-lasting and profound effects on socio-economic systems, food security, livelihoods, and the ‘nexus’
indicators. To seek for the solution of these problems, consensus can be drawn to establish and ensure a sound
health-care system, a sustainable environment, and a circular bioeconomy. A holistic analysis of COVID-19s effects
on multiple sectors should help develop nature-based solutions, cleaner technologies, and green economic recovery
plans to help maintain environmental sustainability, ecosystem resilience, and planetary health.
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1. Introduction

Among many views on the Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), one
may focus on zoonotic spillover associated with declining biodiversity
and biotope deterioration in the Anthropocene (Lewis and Maslin, 2015;
Rai, 2021a, 2021b). The complex transmission dynamics of COVID-19
adversely influenced the human health (Hinchliffe et al., 2021).Worldwide
lockdowns after the outbreak of the first cases of COVID-19 resulted in
positive as well as negative effects on environment and climate (Filho
et al., 2021;Wyns andDaalen, 2021). Similarly, the COVID-19 disease ecol-
ogy can also exert both positive and negative heterogeneous effects on
biota, wildlife, and biological invasions (Mani, 2020; Guo and Lee, 2022).
Incidentally, positive effects of lockdowns on environmental quality are
not sustainable over an extended period due to short-term restriction of an-
thropogenic activities (Mikulˇci ć et al., 2022).

The air quality, climatic, seasonal, and environmental factors played a
vital role in epidemiology of COVID-19 infections, irrespective of
regulatory measures such as lockdowns and vaccinations (Qu et al., 2020;
Srivastava, 2021). The meteorological factors such as temperature and
humidity were tightly linked with spread of COVID-19 infections and
human health risks (Ma et al., 2020). Therefore, the effects of transmission
dynamics of COVID-19 are recognized as ‘air pollution-to-human’ rather
than ‘human-to-human’ transmission. As such, the dominant role of gaseous
and particulate matter (PM) is acknowledged as active media to spread in-
fections and associated mortality (Coccia, 2020a).

The environmental sustainability is inextricably linked with the spread
of COVID-19 infections (Coccia, 2020b). The increased prices of renewable
energy sources such as natural gas during COVID-19 resulted in revitaliza-
tion of coal and nuclear power production with negative effects on climate
(Mikulˇci ́c et al., 2022). The increase in the electricity demand during
COVID-19 by about 43%, disruption in global supply chains, and energy
intensive vaccination programmes adversely influenced the climate action
efforts (Klemeˇs et al., 2020; Jiang et al., 2021). The spread of COVID-19
has also derailed progress on meeting the United Nation's 17 Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs) by disrupting global efforts to alleviate immi-
nent threats to natural resources and has adversely influenced agriculture,
forestry and agro-forestry, livelihoods, food security, nutrition, education,
and global peace (Nundy et al., 2021). Although global efforts are being
made to address COVID-19, sustainability and “nexus” indicators have yet
to be fully incorporated into policy development aimed at its mitigation
(Barouki et al., 2021; Klemeˇs et al., 2020; Rai et al., 2022). For example,
2

a report from the Humanities in the European Research Area (HERA,
2020) emphasizes the need for more research on how to make ecosystems,
the climate, and human health and welfare more resilient in the midst of
COVID-19 due to a growing gap between our knowledge of COVID-19s
effects and appropriate mitigation strategies.

In recent years, the effects and management of COVID-19 have been
based largely on empirical studies (Klemeˇs et al., 2020; Rai et al., 2021c;
Rai et al., 2022). For example, although initial trends indicated a reduction
in environmental pollution after the outbreak of COVID-19, the available
data are insufficient to assess the long-term ecological implications
(McNeely, 2021). Assessments of the initial effects of COVID-19 and its
evolving variants (e.g., delta, lambda, and omicron) on temporal environ-
mental recovery during world-wide lockdowns have also overlooked the
long-term perspective (Guo and Lee, 2022). Several studies suggest that
the frequent lockdowns were more common and compulsive to countries
with poor or moderate healthcare infrastructure (Coccia, 2021). However,
the lockdowns further exacerbated the sustainable economic growth with-
out noticeable effect on the reduction in COVID-19 mortality.

In the past studies, information on the effects of COVID-19 focused on in-
dividual sectors such as health, pollution in the formof plastic and solidwaste
(Barouki et al., 2021; Rai et al., 2022), environmental quality (Lovejoy,
2021), climate variables and meteorological parameters (Fattorini and
Regoli, 2020), and energy footprints (Klemeˇs et al., 2020). The effects of
COVID-19 on several consequential issues (e.g., environmental quality,
human health, agriculture, livelihood, and renewable energy) have been
addressed in an integrated manner in a few studies such as Giurca et al.
(2022) andMikulˇci ć et al. (2022). Previous studies did not explore the inter-
relationship between the SDGs and nexus indicators (e.g., water-energy-food
[W-E\\F]) in sufficient depth to adequately describe the effects of the pan-
demic (Magazzinoet al., 2021;NhamoandNdlela, 2021). Thepresent review
was therefore designed to elucidate the effects of COVID-19 in an integrated
manner by covering key sectors, such as environment, humanhealth, agricul-
ture, and socio- economy.

In this review, the informationwas collected from thedatabase of Scopus,
Science Direct, and PubMed generated mostly between January 2020 and
March 2022. The quest of scientific literature was confined to the keywords
such as ‘COVID-19 and Environment or climate’, ‘COVID-19 and air pollu-
tion’, ‘COVID-19 and human health’ ‘COVID-19 and Environmental Sustain-
ability’, ‘COVID-19 and Sustainable Management’ ‘COVID-19 and energy’,
and COVID-19 and SDGs’. This systematic review has thus been synthesized
to assess the effects of COVID-19 on environment and climate as they can
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play a crucial role in transmission dynamics and associated health risks. Fur-
ther, the effects of COVID-19 on human health and well-being in terms of
livelihood are described to elucidate its societal damages. In addition to plan-
etary health, the effects of pandemic on SDGs, nexus, energy resilience, and
circular bioeconomyare critically evaluated to expand thehorizonof sustain-
able COVID-19 management (Fig. 1). The significance of COVID-19 risks,
vulnerability, adaptation, resilience, preparedness, recovery, and mitigation
is addressed through lens of SDGs. Consequently, we carried out a critical re-
view of diverse issues associated with COVID-19, such as growing environ-
mental footprints, climatic effects, growing risks to human health and well-
being, and transformation of the energy sector.

Visualization of multiple sectors can provide an explicit or holistic over-
view of the global challenge of synthesizing sustainable, pragmatic, and
ecosystem-based solutions. We conclude that studies on the multifaceted
influences of COVID-19 should involve parallel assessments of both sustain-
ability and nexus indicators. The present review is expected to help
improve planetary health by delineating the links between COVID-19s
effects and nexus indicators. This evaluation is intended to be used to
Fig. 1. Transmission dynamics of COVID-19 and multiple effects on environment,
climate, human health, food security, energy, and sustainable livelihoods. The
effects of COVID-19 were mixed (both +ve and -ve) in terms of environmental
quality (air, water, soil, and noise pollution), biota, and revitalization of aquatic
ecosystems. The positive effects were usually short-term warranting long-term
COVID-19 mitigation plan mediated through improved healthcare, circular
bioeconomy, nexus, and energy resilient approaches.

3

develop pragmatic research frameworks for viable and environmentally
sustainable strategies against COVID-19.

2. COVID-19 effects on environmental quality

The effects and aftermath of COVID-19 have attracted unprecedented
attention, particularly with respect to environmental quality. Lockdowns
to control the spread of severe acquired respiratory virus coronavirus 2
(SARS-CoV-2), the virus that causes COVID-19, are responsible for environ-
mental degradation through the generation of increasing amounts of
biomedical waste (up 300%–400%), solid and plastic wastes (up 200%), at-
mospheric ozone (up 10%–60%), and indoor and outdoor air pollutants
(Chowdhury et al., 2021; Rai et al., 2021a, 2021b, 2021c). In general,
amelioration of declining environmental quality during COVID-19 due to
reduced industrial emissions was short-lived, while adverse effects due to
human efforts to overcome the pandemic are likely to persist over longer
periods of time (Srivastava, 2021). Although the immediate positive effects
of COVID-19 on environmental qualitywere initially received as a “window
of opportunity,” their long-term consequences need in-depth investigation
with respect to ecosystem resilience, climate action, and ecological sustain-
ability (Lehmann et al., 2021) (Table 1).

2.1. Air quality

The spread of COVID-19 was tightly linked with the changes in air qual-
ity indices such as the levels of ambient PM10/PM2.5, gaseous pollutants (eg.,
nitrogen dioxide (NO2) ozone (O3) and carbon monoxide (CO)), and local
weather conditions (Srivastava, 2021). During COVID-19, NO2 and carbon
emissions decreased by 25%–30% in major cities of China (Facciola et al.,
2021). Likewise, 71% decreases in PM levels were reported in several
major metropolitan cities in India (e.g., Delhi, Mumbai, Chennai, Kolkata,
and Hyderabad) (CPCB, 2020). In northern Italy, a significant decrease in
hazardous air pollutants was seen in levels of benzene, CO NO2, PM10, and
PM2.5 (Collivignarelli et al., 2020). The health risks from COVID-19 are
tightly linked with the air quality, as the spread of SARS-CoV-2 as aerosols
can be affected by meteorological factors such as temperature, humidity,
wind speed, visibility, and rainfall (Chen et al., 2020). Cities with low air
quality levels around the world generally experienced significantly higher
rates of COVID-19 infections and mortalities (Fattorini and Regoli, 2020;
Ali and Islam, 2020). The concentrations of small-sized fractions of PM
and other atmospheric contaminants such as O3, volatile organic com-
pounds, CO, and NO2 are highly correlated with the exacerbation of health
risks in COVID-19 patients (Glencross et al., 2020; Sharma et al., 2021).

The residence time of SARS-CoV-2 in air or atmospheric components
(e.g., dust) is another crucial factor determining the epidemiology of
COVID-19 (Qu et al., 2020). In the city of Wuhan, China, COVID-19 deaths
were reportedly associated with variations in temperature and humidity
(Ma et al., 2020). Urban air pollution and corresponding climate variables
exacerbated COVID-19 mortality and morbidity, creating challenges for
both public health authorities and epidemiologists (Fattorini and Regoli,
2020). In this respect, Hinterlands were noted with higher COVID-19 infec-
tions than coastal regions. As such, geographical determinants can also
influence the factors governing the meteorological or air pollutant disper-
sion to exert controls on the spread dynamics of COVID-19 (Coccia, 2020a).

2.2. Aquatic life and toxicology

Marine ecosystems such as coral reefs were reported to be at least
partially revitalized during COVID-19 lockdowns (Soto et al., 2021). Venice
Lagoon in Italy was reportedly rejuvenated due to improvements in the
health of several aquatic organisms and ecosystems, as well as reduced
tourism and transportation activities (Braga et al., 2020). The water quality
of freshwater ecosystems such as the Ganges River in India was also signif-
icantly ameliorated (Mani, 2020). Therefore, COVID-19 allowed for “na-
ture-based solutions” to restore aquatic ecosystems (Lovejoy, 2021). On
the other, perturbations in aquatic ecosystems were apparently due to the

Image of Fig. 1


Table 1
Short/long-term positive and negative influence of COVID-19 on environmental quality, biodiversity, and wild life at national and global scales.

Serial number Country (city) Environmental (biotic &
abiotic) matrix

Short term + ve/−ve effects
Parameter influenced during lockdown associated
with spread of COVID-19

Long term effects on
environmental sustainability

References

1. Global perspective Solid/plastic waste in
multiple matrices

Negative (−ve) due to excessive disposal of
biomedical waste

Negative (−ve) Klemeˇs et al. (2020); Rai
et al. (2022)

2. Global biodiversity Aquatic & terrestrial Positive (+ve) due to less anthropogenic
interference & -ve due to lack of conservation
practices

Both +ve & -ve Guo and Lee (2022)

3. India (Hyderabad,
Kolkata, Mumbai)

Air 10%–54% decline in ambient PM10 levels; decline
in ambient PM levels up to 71% + ve effects on air
quality

Not certain Kumar (2020); CPCB
(2020)

4. China and other
countries

Air 30% decline in ambient NO2 levels; 25% reduction
in carbon emissions; +ve effects on climate action

Not certain/temporary Facciola et al. (2021)

5. Italy (Milan) Air Decreased concentrations of SO2 (25.4%, CO
(57.6), No (41.3%), benzene, and PM2.5

(47.1%–47.4%); while increase in ozone (O3) levels,
+ve effects on gaseous pollutants but –ve effects on
ground level O3 deleterious to food crops

Not certain but future
sustainability implications

Collivignarelli et al.
(2020)

6. Global analysis Air, water, and soil Increased fecal pollution in wastewater treatment
plants but decline in soil and noise pollution +ve
effects on air/noise pollution but –ve effects on
water purification

Not certain SanJuan-Reyes et al.
(2021)

7. Biotic invasions Aquatic & terrestrial +ve due to less human mediated introductions &
-ve due to inadequate management practices

Both +ve & -ve Guo and Lee (2022)

8. Italy and UK Noise Up to 50% decline in ambient noise levels
inextricably linked with cardiovascular diseases
+ve effects on noise pollution amelioration and
human health

Not certain/temporary Antza and Stabouli
(2020)

9. United States Air Decline in NO2 (49%) and CO (37%) + ve effects
on air quality

Not certain Chen et al. (2020)

10. Brazil (Rio de
Janeiro)

Air Decline in PM10 levels by 15%–33.3%, NO2

(28.5%) and CO (40.3%) + ve effects on air quality
Not certain Dantas et al. (2020)

11. Global perspective Human/
wildlife health

-ve -ve/not certain McNeely, 2021

12. Italy (Venice) Marine ecosystems Revitalization of Venice lagoon with enriched
aquatic biodiversity +ve effects on marine
biodiversity

Not certain Braga et al. (2020)

13. India (sacred land-
scapes of the Gan-
ges basins)

Freshwater ecosystems Amelioration in water quality/physical-chemical
parameters +ve effects on water quality

Temporary Mani (2020)

14. Global scale Global climate CO2 emissions decreased by 17% + ve effects on
climate change mitigation

Temporary Le Le Quéré et al. (2020);
Liu et al. (2020)

15. Global scale Global climate Decline in GHGs by 4%–7% + ve effects on climate
action

Temporary but lessons for
future sustainability

Rugani and Caro (2020);
Cooper (2020)
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prolonged persistence of the coronavirus in inadequately managed sewage
treatment plants and aerosolized wastewater pathways (Bogler et al.,
2020). Wastewater and municipal waste treatment plants can act as central
nodes of COVID-19 infection (Bogler et al., 2020).

Widespread application of traditional disinfectants such as strong
oxidants (e.g., sodium hypochlorite, peracetic acid, and hydrogen perox-
ide) and ultraviolet light can attenuate SARS-CoV-2 levels in wastewater
(Carraturo et al., 2020). However, large-scale application of these oxidants
to control COVID-19 can have undesirable side effects. For example, exces-
sive use of sodium hypochlorite may produce high levels of disinfectant
by-products, which can be transformed into more hazardous halogenated
organic compounds (García-Ávila et al., 2020; SanJuan-Reyes et al.,
2021). A shortage of safe disinfection technology can accelerate viral
spread with enhanced chemical pollution (Bogler et al., 2020).

3. COVID-19 effects on climate

The COVID-19 pandemic influenced climate and climatic variables,
both of which are tightly linked to the epidemiology of the disease (Filho
et al., 2021; Lovejoy, 2021). Imminent global threats of COVID-19 were
exacerbated through changes in climatic variables (Watts et al., 2021).
The synergy produced by the concurrency of COVID-19 and climatic
variables is directly associated with human health risks (Nundy et al.,
2021). Recent environmental disasters, including a massive flood in
China, have also been attributed to the combined effects of climate and
4

COVID-19 (Guo et al., 2020). However, climate action research is often
overlooked due to prioritization of COVID-19–specific health-care facilities
and biomedical science (Atwoli et al., 2021). In fact, the predicted health
risks of an increase of >1.5 °C in the global average temperature may
exert more catastrophic effects than those induced by COVID-19 (Atwoli
et al., 2021). Similarly, Jiao et al. (2020) also predicted that the irreversible
environmental challenges and health risks linked with climate can be even
more severe than the impact of COVID-19 (Jiao et al., 2020). Moreover, the
interactive effects of climate and COVID-19 have jeopardized the resilience
of rural ethnic communities by perturbing indigenous socio-ecological
systems and food security (Zavaleta-Cortijo et al., 2020). However, the
larger picture of climate–related disasters and human health hazards has
not received adequate attention (Jiao et al., 2020). Potential risks and
vulnerability from climatic fluctuations require more scrutiny during
COVID-19 in the form of increased social awareness of relevant ecological
indicators (Jiao et al., 2020; Rai and Singh, 2020).

To help reduce the risks of COVID-19, more efforts should be put to ad-
dress the effects of climate on the pandemic. For example, the UN General
Assembly biodiversity summit in Kunming, China, in September 2021, and
the 2021 UN Conference of the Parties (COP26) in Glasgow, UK, attempted
to streamline climate action and mitigation mechanisms (Atwoli et al.,
2021). The COVID-19 crisis has since emerged as a wake-up call for global
institutions to integrate their efforts to copewith negative effects on climate.

The effects of COVID-19 lockdowns onmultiple environmentalmatrices
or transport/industrial sector and their influence on global climate can be
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too early to predict. After the onset of the pandemic in 2020, daily global
CO2 emissions declined by 17%, although the decline was not sustainable
in the long term (Le Le Quéré et al., 2020; Liu et al., 2020). A brief decrease
in global greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions (4% to 7%) was observed due
to the COVID-19 crisis–led “anthropause” in economic and public trans-
port restrictions (Le Le Quéré et al., 2020). The temporary decline in
GHGs emissions during COVID-19 lockdowns can be attributed to dra-
matic reductions in human activities (e.g., the lowering of petroleum con-
sumption in view of restricted transport, tourism, and industrial or
manufacturing activities) (Rugani and Caro, 2020; Cooper, 2020). The
positive influence on climate trends due to situation-specific declines in
GHGs during COVID-19 cannot be validated in terms of their long-term
effects on environmental sustainability (McNeely, 2021). On the contrary,
the COVID-19 crisis adversely influenced climate action due to larger car-
bon footprints and electricity consumption during prolonged home stays
(Filho et al., 2021).

The initial positive impacts on environmental amelioration during
COVID-19 were suspected to be short-lived, with negligible contributions
to long-term climate action (Le Le Quéré et al., 2020; Forster et al., 2020;
Pianta et al., 2021). In addition, declining trends in GHG emissions were
spatially variable across continents and countries (Pianta et al., 2021). For
example, a study of three distinct landscapes (Burkina Faso, Colombia,
and France) showed that this short-term decrease in CO2 emissions can be
attributed to a decrease in crop exports (Andrieu et al., 2021). According
to a study on reduced CO2 emissions during the COVID-19 pandemic in
the energy sector of the United States, declines in GHGs were statistically
significant only in April and May of 2020 (Luke et al., 2021).

Climate directly influences meteorological and environmental factors,
and air pollutants exacerbate respiratory health complications of COVID-
19 patients (Ma et al., 2021). Appropriate epidemiological studies are
therefore required to identify vulnerable populations based on climate
and environmental data and air quality factors (Ma et al., 2021). These
data can help mitigate the health hazards caused by COVID-19 infections.
Despite the low predictability of COVID-19 impacts on climate, the
potential of such aspects needs to be investigated over the long term
(e.g., taking into account the dynamics of climatic variables, mitigation
policies, and interactions with socio-ecological/socio-economic systems)
(Van Dam and Webbink, 2020; Filho et al., 2021).

With respect to financial incentives, ecologists are concerned about the
diversion of resources from climatology to COVID-19 and health-care
systems (Shan et al., 2021; Wyns and Daalen, 2021; Pianta et al., 2021). Al-
though monetary or financial incentives to fulfill climate targets have been
strengthened, enforcement of personal carbon allowances has not been
evenly distributed, givingmore leeway to nations with powerful economies
(Nerini et al., 2021). Nationally determined contributions (NDCs) to
achieving Paris Agreement targets (restricting global average temperature
rise to well below 2 °C) were not able to equitably incorporate COVID-19
into climate mitigation policies (Wyns and Daalen, 2021). Government-
commissioned reports indicate that COVID-19 had mixed influences on cli-
mate goals, with positive impacts on 15 NDCs but negative effects on 14
NDCs (Wyns and Daalen, 2021). However, the sustainability prospects for
climate action were adversely influenced by short-term declines in GHGs
during lockdowns and a lack of low-environment-impact COVID-19 recov-
ery measures (Wyns and Daalen, 2021). Nevertheless, the allocation of
financial incentives to support environmentally friendly COVID-19 recov-
ery was relatively low (e.g., “about one fifth of fiscal spending” in 2020),
undermining the climate goals of developing nations (O’callaghan and
Murdock, 2020). Environmentally friendly recovery measures for
COVID-19 and climate targets received attention in only 9 of 48 proposed
NDCs, attenuating the sustainability framework of climate action policies
(Wyns and Daalen, 2021). The “green” recovery of the COVID-19 pan-
demic, ecosystem restoration, and climate action needs to be uniformly
addressed in tandem with equitable financial incentives to help achieve
planetary human health and well-being, as well as environmental sustain-
ability.
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4. COVID-19 effects on society: planetary health and livelihoods

4.1. Human health

The COVID-19 pandemic significantly perturbed planetary public
health in terms of mortality and morbidity. As of 12 March 2022, the
World Health Organization (WHO) estimated that >6 million people died
due to COVID-19 while about 452 million had been infected, faced with
acute respiratory and cardiovascular problems (WHO, 2022)). In addition
to imposing direct hazardous effects on human health, COVID-19 weak-
ened the holistic health-care system as it attempted to cope with
overwhelming numbers of COVID-19 patients (Huet et al., 2020; Mesnier
et al., 2020; Paris, 2021).

Among human organs, the prime targets of the delta and lambda
variants of the coronavirus are lung tissues, with a wide variety of impacts
reported (Dickson, 2021). Unlike the omicron variant, the earlier variants
disrupted alveolar immune responses and lung microbiota (Dickson,
2021). Along with general human health indicators, socio-economic, envi-
ronmental, clinical, and specific genetic factors of infected hosts also
contribute to the severity of COVID-19. For example, according to meta-
analyses of genome maps of 49,562 patients with COVID-19 in 19 coun-
tries, 13 genome loci appeared to be intimately associated with COVID-19
infection (Dickson, 2021). Autoimmune and inflammatory disease
responses after COVID-19 infection are therefore suspected to be linked to
the genetic make-up of the human population. Specific genome loci affect
the severity of COVID-19 infection and host-specific responses; this could
help identify clinical and therapeutic options and health-risk mitigation
policies (COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative, 2021). At the molecular
level, the health risks from COVID-19 have been demonstrated to emanate
from disruption of cytokine/immune signaling, endothelial cells, neutro-
phil infiltration, and thrombosis of the lung (Lee et al., 2021). Multiple
health effects of certain COVID-19 variants can act together to induce cellu-
lar apoptosis in the lungs, which can lead to severe respiratory problems.

The severity of human health risks from COVID-19 can be exacerbated
when linked with aging, climate variables, air quality, cardiovascular
diseases, and respiratory ailments (Barouki et al., 2021). Atmospheric pol-
lution (both gaseous and PM) can exacerbate respiratory health risks as-
sociated with COVID-19. Biochemically, damage to respiratory organs is
amplified through elevated reactive oxygen species that induce oxidative
damage and generate abnormal DNA adducts (Rai, 2016). Oxidative
stress in conjunction with abnormal genetic regulation can cause carcino-
genicity and mutagenicity, mitochondrial dysfunction, fibrosis, and stim-
ulation of pro-inflammatory responses. Smaller aerosols (PM2.5 and
PM0.1) in conjunction with pathogenic microbes can penetrate deep in-
side the lungs by multiplying or proliferating within alveoli (Comunian
et al., 2020).

In patientswith COVID-19, the risks of PM2.5 fromhousehold cooking in
low- andmiddle-economy countries can further increase the risks to human
health (Rao, 2021; Ravindra et al., 2021). High levels of environmental
contaminants in air can increase COVID-19 mortality and morbidity
(Comunian et al., 2020; Facciola et al., 2021). In addition to direct respira-
tory and cardiovascular effects, COVID-19 can indirectly compoundmental
and neurological disorders. A meta-analysis of 227 million people in 21
countries found a relationship between COVID-19 and mental and neuro-
logical disorders (Liu et al., 2021). COVID-19 can also exacerbate
pre-existing psychological neural disorders in non-infected individuals
and induce fear or stress symptoms in infected patients (Liu et al., 2021).
Psychological or mental stress during COVID-19 can reduce immunity
and induce cardiac abnormalities, creating a need to prioritize related
health-care studies (Liu et al., 2021). Children tend to be prone to physical
andmental health risks due to their social, cultural, economic, and physical
environments (Suarez-Lopez et al., 2021). Changes in educational environ-
ment, tourism restrictions, and limited opportunities for outdoor activities
can results in psychological distress, particularly in children with pre-
existing health risks (Suarez-Lopez et al., 2021).
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4.2. Effect on livelihood

COVID-19 lockdowns imposed negative effects on livelihoods by
disrupting agricultural activities and economies (Dobson et al., 2020;
Rowan andGalanakis, 2020). Indigenous rural populationswere reportedly
under severe socio-economic distress during COVID-19 due to the loss of
livelihoods and limited access to indigenous food resources (Anderson
et al., 2016; Zavaleta-Cortijo et al., 2020; Ruiz-Salmón et al., 2021). The ad-
verse effects on agriculture created problems in nutritional security andma-
ternal and pediatric health-care in low- and middle-income nations
(Osendarp et al., 2021). For example, 11.9 million children are believed
to have suffered from malnutrition during the pandemic, with childhood
mortality estimated at 168,000 worldwide (Osendarp et al., 2021). In the
context of livelihood, ‘integratedmulti-trophic aquaculture’ (IMTA) is iden-
tified as sustainable food process with positive effects on climate. Inciden-
tally, the extreme environmental variance during 2020 caused an adverse
influence on bacteria and algae in IMTA to promote the dominance of
toxic cyanobacteria (O'Neill et al., 2022). The released phycotoxins resulted
in themortality of fishes, especially Perca fluviatilis (European perch),Onco-
rhynchus mykiis (rainbow trout) (O'Neill et al., 2022).

Indigenous food systems are also adversely influenced by the COVID-19
crisis, worsening global poverty (UNO Info, 2020; Zavaleta-Cortijo et al.,
2020). Due to the direct link between agro-forestry and the livelihoods of
marginalized peoples, more emphasis on environmentally sustainable, in-
clusive, resilient, and climate-smart agriculture is needed to ensure food se-
curity (Ruiz-Salmón et al., 2021). Newly emerging biotechnological tools
such as nano-biofortification of food crops have been identified to address
malnutrition and strengthen immunity. However, modified food crops
with fortified immunity booster nutrients can be costly and they rarely
reach rural populations (El-Ramady et al., 2021). The adverse effects of
COVID-19 on health, livelihoods, poverty, and hunger need to be eluci-
dated in appropriate frameworks (WEO, 2020; World Food Programme,
2020; Filho et al., 2021). Strengthening of the agriculture and indigenous
food sectors and livelihoods is required to ensure food security, nutrition,
and human well-being.
5. Energy resilience, SDGs, and nexus prospects in COVID-19

5.1. Energy resilience

The COVID-19 pandemic has hadmultiple impacts on the energy sector
and energy footprints (Jiang et al., 2021). Due to shutdowns in the indus-
trial and transportation sectors, global energy consumption declined in
its earlier phase (Klemeˇs et al., 2020). However, extended stays at home
resulted in a temporal shift in energy demand, creating higher loads on
electrical grids (Nundy et al., 2021). Prolonged lockdowns increased
reliance on energy-intensive devices needed for education or job-related
work. These new patterns suggest a need for energy-efficient buildings to
maintain progress toward environmental sustainability (Nundy et al.,
2021).

The production of renewable energy can result in sustainable environ-
ment which can minimize the spread of COVID-19 infections (Coccia,
2020b). Increased generation of solid and plastic wastes during COVID-19
also adversely affected the renewable energy industry (Jiang et al., 2021).
Disposable facemasks were reportedly undermining the anaerobic diges-
tion of municipal solid wastes, decreasing methane production by up to
18% (de Albuquerque et al., 2021). COVID-19 also impeded the transporta-
tion of renewable energy to households in developing nations that rely on
unsustainable biomass (e.g., wood-fired cooking) (Ravindra et al., 2021;
Rao, 2021).

COVID-19 disrupted subsidies to facilitate the use of renewable energy
(Tsao et al., 2021). The UN's SDGs can only be achieved by integratingmul-
tiple programs, such as those designed to boost renewable energy supplies
in rural or suburban regions, balance irrigation in favor of clean water, and
impose carbon taxes (Barbier and Burgess, 2020). Deploying renewable
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energy systems, conserving water resources, and developing biorefineries
can all contribute to a circular economy and sustainable rural development.

Strengthening resilient elements of the energy sector is also necessary to
address hardships experienced in health, socio-economic, and climate-
action research (Jiang et al., 2021). Resilient energy systems offerflexibility
to stakeholders seeking to establish low-carbon and carbon-neutral eco-
nomies in the wake of COVID-19 (Heffron et al., 2021). Although the
COVID-19 disease is considered a “major landscape shock,” it has opened
a path forward for a variety of opportunities to introduce low-impact alter-
natives to conventional power generation (Kanda and Kivimaa, 2020;
Pianta et al., 2021). Envisioning energy sustainability during COVID-19
can help chart a path toward environmental sustainability (Elavarasan
et al., 2021).

5.2. Sustainable development goals

The UN's SDGs were formulated in 2015 to help achieve environmental
sustainability and planetary public health and improve human well-being
by the year 2030. However, COVID-19 retarded timely attainment of 17
of the SDGs and adversely influenced ecosystem resilience, livelihoods,
and human health (Fig. 2). The effects of COVID-19 on global society, econ-
omies, and ecosystems have made timely attainment of SDGs difficult
(Barbier and Burgess, 2020). During COVID-19, health-safety goals linked
with SDG 3were prioritized whereas the other 16 SDGs received less atten-
tion. The editors of Lancet Public Health (Editors, 2020) expressed concern
with diminished efforts to alleviate poverty; 6% of the global population
are still expected to face extreme poverty by 2030. COVID-19 has put 71
million people into acute poverty, representing a major hurdle to achieving
SDG 1 (poverty reduction). Economic recessions incurred by COVID-19 ag-
gravate inequalities in health care, food security, and access to clean water
around the world, severely undermining SGDs 2, 3, 6, and 10. Moreover,
SDG 4 (inclusive and equitable access to education) was significantly ham-
pered by COVID-19, particularly in countries with poor telecommunication
infrastructure (Barbier and Burgess, 2020). COVID-19 lockdowns also
undermined SDG 5 (gender equality) due to excessive workload stress on
females, which resulted in a 30% increase in reports of global domestic
violence (Berchin and de Andrade, 2020). The sustainability paradigm in
governance, bioeconomy, and livelihoods needs to be redefined tomitigate
the multiple effects of COVID-19. In addition, SDGs 16 (promote peace and
safety from violence) and 17 (strengthen international partnerships) were
disrupted during COVID-19 (Berchin and de Andrade, 2020). The adverse
influences on SDGs 16 and 17 have been attributed to global disagreements
over how to take responsibility for COVID-19s origin and spread, socio-
economic inequality, inequity in health care, and a failure to export essen-
tial medicines.

The influence of the pandemic on energy resilience and bioeconomies is
also tightly linked with SDGs (Woźniak and Tyczewska, 2021). Inadequate
progress toward progress on SDG 1 has forced rural people to use biomass-
based fuels for household cooking, which in turn makes SDG 7 (clean
energy) and SDG 13 (climate action) harder to achieve. During COVID-
19, the replacement of clean energy with biomass-based fuels by
impoverished rural people worsened the air pollution (Mikulˇci ́c et al.,
2022). Pollutants from burning biomass pose threats to human health
while interfering with SDGs 1–5, 7–8, 11, 13, and 15. According to a critical
meta-analysis, the replacement of biomass with solar arrays and wind
turbines can accelerate progress on SDG 7 (Elavarasan et al., 2021). Priori-
tization of renewable bioresource projects is therefore necessary during the
COVID-19 era to bolster energy resilience and circular bioeconomies
(Mikulˇci ć et al., 2022).

The effects of COVID-19 need to be assessed from social, political,
economic, environmental, and ecological perspectives (Patterson et al.,
2021). The pandemic has redefined the strategies, concepts, and attainment
of environmental sustainability from a long-term perspective (Guo and Lee,
2022). Massive vaccination drives should also be validated in terms of
life-cycle and sustainability indicators (Mikulˇci ć et al., 2022). However,
a recent study of life-cycle assessments for COVID-19 vaccination programs



Fig. 2. Effects of COVID-19 on “SDGs-W-E-F Nexus” can influence ecosystem resilience, climate action, renewable energy, planetary health and sustainability. The pragmatic
evaluation of the effects of COVID-19 on SDGs and nexus indicators can facilitate the formulation of sustainable management or mitigation approaches.
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based on the 4Es (energy, environmental, economic, and [social] equity)
indicated that this approach is unsustainable and serves as an impediment
to meeting SDGs (Jiang et al., 2021). The 4E life-cycle assessment of
COVID-19 vaccination drives also indicated that such energy-intensive
pathways would adversely affect SDG 7. Global institutional efforts should
be integrated to help achieve sustainability in COVID-19 vaccination drives
(Jiang et al., 2021; Mikulˇci ć et al., 2022).

As with energy policy and technology, climate action is inextricably
linked with SDGs (Klemeˇs et al., 2020). However, the current regulatory
agenda on climate action (i.e., SDG 13 and the Paris Agreement on climate
change) is being compromised by the effects of COVID-19 (Wyns and
Daalen, 2021). Adverse influences of COVID-19 on SDG 13 also affects
SDG 1, according to 56 sustainability indicators (Sörgel et al., 2021). It
has been suggested that the schedule for meeting 17 of the SDGs should
be amended with a “pandemic reset” that extends the time limit to 2050
(Naidoo and Fisher, 2020; Sörgel et al., 2021). However, several
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researchers argue that COVID-19 has facilitated the identification of obsta-
cles to the SDG pathway (Ottersen and Engebretsen, 2020). They contend
that, instead of revisiting the SDG time-frame, earmarking and addressing
the challenges to their timely attainment would be more useful. In brief,
the COVID-19 pandemic exacerbated health-care challenges and threats
to environmental sustainability (Rai et al., 2022). Nevertheless, it helped
identify gaps in global polices on environmental sustainability and encour-
aged the adoption of sustainable mitigation mechanisms in multiple
sectors, including energy, rural livelihoods, human well-being, and climate
action research.

5.3. The “nexus” perspective

It has now been widely established that the effects of COVID-19 are in-
terrelated. From the nexus perspective, the coronavirus outbreakmay be an
outcome of anthropogenic disruption in the “land use–food–wildlife” nexus

Image of Fig. 2
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of the horseshoe bat (Santini, 2021). However, attempts to mitigate indi-
vidual environmental aspects of the effects of COVID-19maynot be sustain-
able if other problems are left unaddressed. Studies have revealed that the
incorporation of linear and monocentric approaches neither mitigate the
effects of COVID-19 nor enhance long-term ecosystem resilience or sustain-
ability (Nhamo and Ndlela, 2021). For ecosystem-based sustainable
solutions to COVID-19 effects, a nexus perspective can be extremely useful.
To address the interrelated effects of COVID-19, pragmatic identification of
trade-offs among environmental issues and the nexus approach is therefore
necessary for integrated COVID-19management, climate action, livelihood
protection, and human well-being (Liu et al., 2018). Without an inclusive
nexus approach, we cannot identify the integrated COVID-19–related ac-
tions we need to take that can also mitigate threats to socio-ecological
and socio-economic systems (Nhamo and Ndlela, 2021). For example, in
New York, a deep-learning machine was used to establish a nexus among
health (in terms of COVID-19–induced mortality), air pollution
(e.g., PM10, PM2.5, and NO2), and socio-economic status (Magazzino
et al., 2021). In the nexus perspective, a W-E-F nexus was devised by the
World Economic Forum in 2008 to address environmental challenges in a
holistic way (Fig. 2). However, the W-E-F nexus was forced to deviate
from its original target due to the prolonged global effects of COVID-19
(Berchin and de Andrade, 2020).

An explicit interaction in W-E-F nexus perspectives among SDGs has
been identified for energy (SDG 7) and climate action (SDG 13)
(Elavarasan et al., 2021). Food security, particularly when associated with
poor people, was widely undermined during lockdowns and quarantines,
despite several government measures (Galanakis, 2020). Progress toward
the first two SDGs (1 and 2), which are inextricably linked with the W-E-F
nexus, has been undermined by increases in poverty and acute hunger
due to COVID-19. The nexus of human health, climate change, water and
food security, energy, and social justice/livelihood should also be
addressed in an integrated way to mitigate the impact of the pandemic
(Fig. 2). Incorporating nexus studies into sustainability science could help
address multiple environmental issues, facilitate circular bioeconomies,
and help reach 17 SDGs.

6. Mitigation of COVID-19 effects

6.1. Sustainable management

The recent emergence of new viruses is believed to be the result of ‘nat-
ural zoonotic spillover’ from wildlife species threatened by deforestation
and unregulated wildlife trade (Dobson et al., 2020). Since the emergence
of COVID-19 is either ascribed to zoonotic spillover or accidents in labora-
tories, there is an urgent need to prioritize environmental sustainability and
to strengthen biosafety measures (Coccia, 2022). Effective modelling of
ecosystem dynamics in global forests is required to better understand the
connection to COVID-19 (Felipe-Lucia, 2021). Pre-emptive maintenance
of natural sustainability would cost a small fraction of what is now being
spent on managing the health hazards emanating from disruptions of eco-
systems, as exemplified by the emergence of the COVID-19 pandemic
(Dobson et al., 2020). Encouraging natural sustainability by minimizing
deforestation and regulating the wildlife trade can help control viruses re-
lated to epidemics and pandemics, including COVID-19 (Dobson et al.,
2020). However, existing strategies to mitigate COVID-19s effects are not
typically based on sustainable and ecosystem-oriented solutions.

Strengthening socio-ecological and socio-economic resilience will be
essential to achieving environmental and agricultural sustainability
(Cawthorn et al., 2021). In this sense, studying the containment of disease-
transmission mechanisms and how to foster immunity, and tracing the role
of environmental factors in spreading coronaviruses can help create strate-
gies for the mitigation of the COVID-19 pandemic (Cawthorn et al., 2021).

For sustainable management of COVID-19, collaborative efforts to
achieve sustainable development with proper controls on human health
risks are necessary (Bouman et al., 2021). The role of stakeholders and or-
ganizations in embracing sustainable lifestyles and in acknowledging a
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societal responsibility for natural resource conservation is of paramount
importance (Bouman et al., 2021). Several regulatory measures such as
European Green Deal (EGD), Bioeconomy Strategy (BES), or Circular Econ-
omy Action Plan (CEAP) are suggested as options for sustainable manage-
ment of COVID-19. In this aspect, EGD received wider public acceptance
as revealed bymedia analysis and Delphi study, i.e., structured communica-
tions with international experts (Giurca et al., 2022). The wider acceptance
of EGD was ascribed to its immediate visible effects in socio-economic, en-
ergy, food security, and waste management sectors (Giurca et al., 2022).

The implementation of sustainable environmental, healthcare, and in-
stitutional strategies can help mitigate the effects of COVID-19 (Mikulˇci ć
et al., 2022). Sustainable lifestyles can encourage the development of resil-
ient energy systems through judicial use of electrical or electronic devices
in both low- and high-income households (Jiang et al., 2021). In addition
to the adoption of sustainable lifestyles, encouraging the biorefineries and
circular economies can be vital for improved planetary health during
COVID-19 (Rai, 2021a, 2021b). As payable charges or incentives such as
“home energy managing systems” as practiced in New York are still in
their infancy, they are not ready for implementation in the developing
world (Chen et al., 2021). Human well-being supported by sound health-
care systems should bemaintained in tandemwhile prioritizing sustainable
development and climate change mitigation. Coordinated responses to
global environmental degradation should explicitly help identify synergies
and trade-offs for inclusive or holistic mitigation of COVID-19s effects
(Bouman et al., 2021). In the wake of COVID-19, regulatory institutions
such as the World Health Organization should prioritize policy develop-
ment to simultaneously safeguard human health and promote environmen-
tal sustainability (Monti et al., 2021). In this context, regional networks
such as Pan-European Commission onHealth and Sustainable Development
with a crucial Pandemic Treaty can help the 53 member states in the WHO
European Region address the effects of COVID-19 (Monti et al., 2021).

Because COVID-19 is widely perceived as imbalance in the “triad’
(human, wildlife, and the environment), a holistic triad equilibrium with
sustainable management approaches should be prioritized to prevent the
re-emergence of COVID-19 (Monti et al., 2021). Although anthropogenic
perturbations adversely influence ecosystem resilience and sustainability,
humans can play a vital role in achieving the SDGs (e.g., through the control
of “Gaia's balance”). The Gaia definition for delineating a social, economic,
and environmental framework can augment the sustainable development
pathway with judicial use of technological and natural resources (Berchin
and de Andrade, 2020). Several indices such as ‘Index r (resilience)’ and
‘index p (preparedness/prevention)’ can be vital in mitigating the effects
of COVID-19 (Coccia, 2022).

Biomedical measures such as surveillance and pharmaceuticals, along
with clinically validated traditional and indigenous non-pharmaceutical
treatments, can also be formulated to minimize the health risks of COVID-
19. However, an explicit reappraisal of financial, political, socio-
ecological, socio-economic, and global institutional incentives in planetary
public health is urgently needed to improve human well-being during the
pandemic (Hinchliffe et al., 2021). Concerned stakeholders should popular-
ize the benefits of vaccination in decreasing the vulnerability of human
populations toward SARS-CoV-2 infection and restrict the associated
placebos or false rumors of their side-effects. Strengthening or popularizing
clinically approved biomedical treatment methods should also be favored
over non-pragmatic claims of alternative therapeutic products sold as
cures for COVID-19.

Despite the intense pathogenicity of SARS-CoV-2, knowledge of its per-
sistence inmultiple environmental matrices (soil, plastic polymers, metallic
surfaces, textiles, glass, air, and water/wastewater effluents and sewage
sludge or biosolids) can help establish successful strategies for pandemic
mitigation (Carraturo et al., 2020). The techno-economic advances and
life-cycle assessments of “photoreforming” (solar power–driven innovation
to reclaim municipal solid waste through the production of renewable hy-
drogen) can also contribute to sustainability and a carbon-neutral future
(Uekert et al., 2021). COVID-19 sparked a global race to publish articles re-
lated to the pandemic in an attempt to attractmore citations, irrespective of
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quality (e.g., approximately 50 articles on COVID-19 have been retracted)
and/or to make claims of applicability to human health care. Since the
advent of pandemic-facilitated work-from-home arrangements, viable life-
styles now requires faster internet services, cleaner environmental designs,
greater incorporation of plastic and bio-medical waste management, and
explicit urban planning (Chowdhury et al., 2021; Rai et al., 2021b). The
science–policy–human well-being interface needs to be bridged by inte-
grated research programs to help achieve sustainable development.

6.2. Innovations in biomedical sciences

Global diagnostics for the management of coronaviruses can be facili-
tated by archiving specimens and pathogens (“biobanking”) and embracing
economically feasible point-of-care tests for low- and middle-class popula-
tions (Peeling et al., 2020). Sustainable biobanking networks can also
help diagnose and control COVID-19, as suggested by success stories from
previous pandemics (e.g., the ZikaPLAN biobank during outbreak of the
Zika virus). Biobanking can also provide equitable, ethical, and transparent
solutions to the present pandemic as its tends to incorporate the underlying
principles of the Nagoya Protocol (“Access to Genetic Resources”) and the
Convention on Biological Diversity (“Fair and Equitable Sharing of Bene-
fits”) (Peeling et al., 2020). Recent advances in molecular biology, such as
clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats (CRISPR), can
provide a basis for coronavirus diagnoses (Broughton et al., 2020). In
COVID-19 testing, the CRISPR-based Cas12a guide RNA/Csm9 tandem
assay has proven to be a rapid, portable, and cost-effective replacement
for polymer chain reaction amplification. In biomedical fields, sampling
studies that elucidate the effects of coronaviruses on lung functioning can
help determine the alterations in microbiota and the consequent heteroge-
neous effects on alveoli, which can mitigate health hazards (Dickson,
2021). Recent advances in nanoscience can also accelerate progress in the
biomedical sector. The effectiveness of face masks, which work on col-
loid/interface principle, can further be enhanced by the introduction of
outer coatings of silver nanoparticles and/or graphene/derivatives
(e.g., polygrene) as additives (Liao et al., 2021). Incorporation of digital
technologies in biomedical science (e.g., data management for early sur-
veillance, testing, contact tracing, and quarantine, as implemented in
South Korea) and health-care policy development can also play a vital
role in the containment of COVID-19 (Whitelaw et al., 2020).

6.3. Circular (bio)-economy

The pandemic affected the circular economy, which is inextricably
linked to the nexus indicator paradigm (Woźniak and Tyczewska, 2021).
Both bioeconomies and nexus indicators emphasize the use of renewable
biological resources for materials, food, and energy (Rai, 2021a, 2021b).
To cope with COVID-19s effects, a bioeconomy approach is among the
most promising options (O'Neill et al., 2022). The quest of cleaner
technologies based on the principles of circular bioeconomy is needed to
tackle the environmental sustainability challenges during COVID-19
(Mikulˇci ć et al., 2022). Existing gaps in research and development of diag-
noses, vaccines, clinical trials, and mitigation measures for COVID-19 can
be bridged through sustainable global financing to augment circular
bioeconomy approach (Lurie et al., 2021; Mikulˇci ć et al., 2022). The UN
(2020) also emphasizes regional mobilization in the financial sector and
the allocation or more resources to strengthen circular bioeconomies
during COVID-19. Providing the agri-food sector with “green new deal” ap-
proaches (e.g., paludiculture, comprising wet peatland innovation) can ad-
dress the geopolitical and socio-economic constraints encountered during
the pandemic (Rowan and Galanakis, 2020; O'Neill et al., 2022). Paradigm
shifts in bioeconomy through sustainable agricultural practices can also
help boost food security for impoverished populations, who have faced
serious challenges over the past two years (Priyadarshini and Abhilash,
2021). The extension of “planetary healthy diets” for impoverished popula-
tions can address food insecurity and strengthen immunity against COVID-
19 (Priyadarshini and Abhilash, 2021). Agro-ecosystem-management
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prospects can therefore enhance the nutritional quality of food crops,
strengthen immunity, and nurture circular bioeconomies.

7. Conclusions

Zoonotic spillovers can be the root cause of COVID-19 origin while its
transmission dynamicswas tightly regulated by the interaction between cli-
matic and environmental variables. The perturbations in air quality and
changes in meteorological factors exacerbated the COVID-19 infections
and associated health risks. Sustainable management options for
atmospheric pollution are therefore needed in view of their inextricable
links with COVID-19 morbidity and mortality. The spread of COVID-19
had a substantial impact on environmental quality, climates, planetary or
human health andwell-being (livelihood), sustainability, and bioeconomies.
Short-term improvements in selected measurements of environmental qual-
ity during COVID-19 can be seen as a pseudo‑silver lining that must be
validated through future study. Such efforts should include public assess-
ments of the long-term effects on SDGs, energy resilience, climate action,
and environmental sustainability. The multiple effects of COVID-19 can
be explicitly envisioned through the lens of SDGs and by their relationship
with sustainability and nexus indicators. Pragmatic evaluation of
COVID-19s effects can improve our understanding of the vulnerability,
preparedness, and potential mitigation strategies for sustainable
management. The incorporation of resilient energy systems, circular
bioeconomy, cleaner technologies, and nexus approaches can facilitate the
sustainable management of COVID-19. Further advancements in scientific
knowledge, health-care and biomedical disciplines, and sustainability sci-
ence are required tobolster resilience in ecosystems andenergy supplies,mit-
igate the negative effects of COVID-19, build sustainable societies, and
prevent future pathogenic outbreaks.

CRediT authorship contribution statement

Prabhat Kumar Rai: Investigation, Methodology, Data curation,
Formal analysis, Writing – review & editing. C. Sonne: Conceptualization,
Formal analysis, Writing – review & editing. H. Song: Conceptualization,
Formal analysis, Writing – review& editing. Ki-Hyun Kim: Conceptualiza-
tion, Methodology, Project administration, Resources, Software, Supervi-
sion, Validation, Visualization, Writing – review & editing.

Declaration of Competing Interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial inter-
ests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence the
work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgments

PKR is grateful to the DST-Nexus Project WTI; no.DST/TMD/EWO/
WTI/2K19/EWFH/2019 (C) for financial assistance. In addition, support
received through a grant from the National Research Foundation of Korea
(NRF) funded by the Ministry of Science and ITC (MSIT) of the Korean
government (Grant No: 2021R1A3B1068304).

References

de Albuquerque, F.P., Dhadwal, M., Dastyar, W., Azizi, S.M.M., Karidio, I., Zaman, H., Dhar,
B.R., 2021. Fate of disposable face masks in high-solids anaerobic digestion: experimental
observations and review of potential environmental implications. Case Stud. Chem. Envi-
ron. Eng. 3, 100082.

Ali, N., Islam, F., 2020. The effects of air pollution on COVID-19 infection and mortality- a
review on recent evidence. Front. Public Health 8, 580057.

Anderson, I., Robson, B., Connolly, M., Al-Yaman, F., Bjertness, E., King, A., Tynan, M.,
Madden, R., Bang, A., Coimbra Jr., C.E., Pesantes, M.A., 2016. Indigenous and tribal peo-
ples’ health (The Lancet-Lowitja Institute Global Collaboration): a population study. Lan-
cet 388, 131–157.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150950465977
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150950465977
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150950465977
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151042233785
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151042233785
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150939569535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150939569535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150939569535


P.K. Rai et al. Science of the Total Environment 838 (2022) 156039
Andrieu, N., Hossard, L., Graveline, N., Dugué, P., Guerra, P., Chirinda, N., 2021. Covid-19
management by farmers and policymakers in Burkina Faso, Colombia and France: lessons
for climate action. Agric. Syst. 190, 103092.

Antza, C., Stabouli, S., 2020. Reduction in environmental noise during COVID-19 pandemic
and cardiovascular disease: a mystery for further investigation. J. Clin. Hypertens. 22
(10), 1947–1948.

Atwoli, L., Baqui, A.H., Benfield, T., Bosurgi, R., Godlee, F., Hancocks, S., Horton, R.,
Laybourn-Langton, L., Monteiro, C.A., Norman, I., Patrick, K., 2021. Call for emergency
action to limit global temperature increases, restore biodiversity, and protect health. Lan-
cet Reg. Health https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lanwpc.2021.100274.

Barbier, E.B., Burgess, J.C., 2020. Sustainability and development after COVID-19.World Dev.
135, 105082.

Barouki, R., Kogevinas, M., Audouze, K., Belesova, K., Bergman, A., Birnbaum, L., Boekhold,
S., Denys, S., Desseille, C., Drakvik, E., Frumkin, H., 2021. The COVID-19 pandemic
and global environmental change: emerging research needs. Environ. Int. 146, 106272.

Berchin, I.I., de Andrade, J.B.S.O., 2020. GAIA 3.0: effects of the Coronavirus Disease 2019
(COVID-19) outbreak on sustainable development and future perspectives. Res. Glob. 2,
100014.

Bogler, A., Packman, A., Furman, A., Gross, A., Kushmaro, A., Ronen, A., Dagot, C., Hill, C.,
Vaizel-Ohayon, D., Morgenroth, E., Bertuzzo, E., 2020. Rethinking wastewater risks and
monitoring in light of the COVID-19 pandemic. Nat. Sustain. 3, 981–990.

Bouman, T., Steg, L., Dietz, T., 2021. Insights from early COVID-19 responses about promot-
ing sustainable action. Nat. Sustain. 4, 194–200.

Braga, F., Scarpa, G.M., Brando, V.E., Manf´e, G., Zaggia, L., 2020. COVID-19 lockdown mea-
sures reveal human impact on water transparency in the Venice Lagoon. Sci. Total Envi-
ron. 736, 139612.

Broughton, J.P., Deng, X., Yu, G., Fasching, C.L., Servellita, V., Singh, J., Miao, X., Streithorst,
J.A., Granados, A., Sotomayor-Gonzalez, A., Zorn, K., 2020. CRISPR–Cas12-based detec-
tion of SARS-CoV-2. Nat. Biotechnol. 38, 870–874.

Carraturo, F., Del Giudice, C., Morelli, M., Cerullo, V., Libralato, G., Galdiero, E., Guida, M.,
2020. Persistence of SARS-CoV-2 in the environment and COVID-19 transmission risk
from environmental matrices and surfaces. Environ. Pollut. 265, 115010.

Cawthorn, D., Kennaugh, A., Ferreira, S.M., 2021. The future of sustainability in the context of
COVID-19. Ambio 50, 812–821.

Chen, B., Liang, H., Yuan, X., Hu, Y., Xu, M., Zhao, Y., Zhang, B., Tian, F., Zhu, X., 2020.
Roles of meteorological conditions in COVID-19 transmission on a worldwide scale.
BMJ Open 11.

Chen, C.F., Nelson, H., Xu, X., Bonilla, G., Jones, N., 2021. Beyond technology adoption:
examining home energy management systems, energy burdens and climate change per-
ceptions during COVID-19 pandemic. Renew. Sust. Energy Rev. 145, 111066.

Chowdhury, R.B., Khan, A., Mahiat, T., Dutta, H., Tasmeea, T., Arman, A.B.B., Fardu, F., Roy,
B.B., Hossain, M.M., Khan, N.A., Amin, A.N., 2021. Environmental externalities of the
COVID-19 lockdown: insights for sustainability planning in the anthropocene. Sci. Total
Environ. 783, 147015.

Coccia, M., 2020a. Factors determining the diffusion of COVID-19 and suggested strategy to
prevent future accelerated viral infectivity similar to COVID. Sci. Total Environ. 729,
138474.

Coccia, M., 2020b. How (Un)sustainable environments are related to the diffusion of COVID-
19: the relation between coronavirus disease 2019, air pollution, wind resource and
energy. Sustainability 12, 9709.

Coccia, M., 2021. The relation between length of lockdown, numbers of infected people and
deaths of Covid-19, and economic growth of countries: lessons learned to cope with
future pandemics similar to Covid-19 and to constrain the deterioration of economic
system. Sci. Total Environ. 775, 145801.

Coccia, M., 2022. Meta-analysis to explain unknown causes of the origins of SARS-COV-2.
Environ. Res. 211, 113062.

Collivignarelli, M.C., et al., 2020. Lockdown for CoViD-2019 in Milan: What are the effects on
air quality? Sci. Total Environ. 732, 139280.

Comunian, S., Dongo, D., Milani, C., Palestini, P., 2020. Air pollution and Covid-19: the role of
particulate matter in the spread and increase of Covid-19s morbidity and mortality. Int.
J. Environ. Res. Public Health 17 (12), 4487.

Cooper, R., 2020. Coronavirus: Scientists Reveal Reduction in Global Air Pollution and Nitro-
gen Dioxide Levels. April 28. Retrieved from http://www.climateaction.

COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative, 2021. Mapping the human genetic architecture of
COVID-19 health effects of COVID-19. Nature https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-
03767-x.

CPCB (Central Pollution Control Board), 2020. Impact of Lockdown (25th March to 15th
April) on Air Quality. Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change, Govt. of
India, Delhi, pp. 1–62. https://cpcb.nic.in/latest-cpcb.php.

Dantas, G., Siciliano, B., França, B.B., da Silva, C.M., Arbilla, G., 2020. The impact of COVID-
19 partial lockdown on the air quality of the city of Rio de Janeiro,Brazil. Sci. Total En-
viron. 729, 139085.

Dickson, R.P., 2021. Lung microbiota and COVID-19 severity. Nat. Microbiol. 6, 1217–1218.
Dobson, A.P., Pimm, S.L., Hannah, L., Kaufman, L., Ahumada, J.A., Ando, A.W., Bernstein, A.,

Busch, J., Daszak, P., Engelmann, J., Kinnaird, M.F., 2020. Ecology and economics for
pandemic prevention. Science 369 (6502), 379–381.

Elavarasan, R.M., Pugazhendhi, R., Jamal, T., Dyduch, J., Arif, M.T., Kumar, N.M., Shafiullah,
G.M., Chopra, S.S., Nadarajah, M., 2021. Envisioning the UN Sustainable Development
Goals (SDGs) through the lens of energy sustainability (SDG 7) in the post-COVID-19
world. Appl. Energy 292, 116665.

El-Ramady, H., Abdalla, N., Elbasiouny, H., Elbehiry, F., Elsakhawy, T., Omara, A.E.D., Amer,
M., Bayoumi, Y., Shalaby, T.A., Eid, Y., Zia-ur-Rehman, M., 2021. Nano-biofortification of
different crops to immune against COVID-19: a review. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 222,
112500.

Facciola, A., Lagan`a, P., Caruso, G., 2021. The COVID-19 pandemic and its implications on
the environment. Environ. Res. 201, 111648.
10
Fattorini, D., Regoli, F., 2020. Role of the chronic air pollution levels in the Covid-19 outbreak
risk in Italy. Environ. Pollut. 264, 114732.

Felipe-Lucia, M.R., 2021. Modelling dynamic ecosystem services. Nat. Sustain. 4, 928–929.
Filho, W.L., Wall, T., Alves, F., Nagy, G.J., 2021. The impacts of the early outset of the COVID-

19 pandemic on climate change research: implications for policy-making. Environ. Sci.
Policy 124, 267–278.

Forster, P.M., Forster, H.I., Evans, M.J., Gidden, M.J., Jones, C.D., Keller, C.A., Lamboll, R.D.,
Le Quéré, C., Rogelj, J., Rosen, D., Schleussner, C.F., 2020. Current and future global cli-
mate impacts resulting from COVID-19. Nat. Clim. Chang. 10 (10), 913–919.

Galanakis, C.M., 2020. The food systems in the era of the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic
crisis. Foods 9 (4), 523.

García-Ávila, F., Valdiviezo-Gonzales, L., Cadme-Galabay, M., Gutiérrez-Ortega, H.,
Altamirano-Cárdenas, L., Zhindón-Arévalo, C., del Pino, L.F., 2020. Considerations on
water quality and use of chlorine in times of SARS-CoV-2 (COVID- 19) pandemic in the
community. Case Stud. Chem. Environ. Eng. 2, 100049.

Giurca, A., Befort, N., Taylor, A., 2022. Exploring transformative policy imaginaries for a
sustainable post-COVID society. J. Clean. Prod. 344, 131053.

Glencross, D.A., Ho, T.R., Cami˜na, N., Hawrylowicz, C.M., Pfeffer, P.E., 2020. Air pollution
and its effects on the immune system. Free Radic. Biol. Med. 151, 56–68.

Guo, Q., Lee, D.C., 2022. The ecology of COVID-19 and related environmental and sustainabil-
ity issue. Ambio 51, 1014–1021.

Guo, Y., Wu, Y., Wen, B., Huang, W., Ju, K., Gao, Y., Li, S., 2020. Floods in China, COVID-19,
and climate change. Lancet Planet. Health 444.

Health, T.L.P., 2020. Will the COVID-19 pandemic threaten the SDGs? Lancet Public Health 5,
e361.

Heffron, R.J., Körner, M.F., Schöpf, M., Wagner, J., Weibelzahl, M., 2021. The role of flexibil-
ity in the light of the COVID-19 pandemic and beyond: contributing to a sustainable and
resilient energy future in Europe. Renew. Sust. Energy Rev. 140, 110743.

HERA, 2020. Press Release on COVID-19. Available online at. https://putspace.eu/.
Hinchliffe, S., Manderson, L., Moore, M., 2021. Planetary healthy publics after COVID-19.

Lancet Planet Health 5, e230–e236.
Huet, F., Prieur, C., Schurtz, G., Gerbaud, É., Manzo-Silberman, S., Vanzetto, G., Elbaz, M.,

Tea, V., Mercier, G., Lattuca, B., Duflos, C., 2020. One train may hide another: acute car-
diovascular diseases could be neglected because of the COVID-19 pandemic. Arch.
Cardiovasc. Dis. 113, 303–307.

Jiang, P., Klemeš, J.J., Van Fan, Y., Fu, X., Tan, R.R., You, S., Foley, A.M., 2021. Energy,
environmental, economic and social equity (4E) pressures of COVID-19 vaccination mis-
management: a global perspective. Energy 235, 121315.

Jiao, N., Chen, F., Hou, Z., 2020. Combating climate change in a post-COVID-19 era. Sci. Bull.
65, 1958–1960.

Kanda, W., Kivimaa, P., 2020. What opportunities could the COVID-19 outbreak offer for sus-
tainability transitions research on electricity and mobility? Energy Res. Social Sci. 68,
101666.

Klemeˇs, J.J., Fan, Y.V., Tan, R.R., Jiang, P., 2020. Minimising the present and future plastic
waste, energy and environmental footprints related to COVID-19. Renew. Sust. Energy
Rev. 127, 109883.

Kumar, P., Hama, S., Omidvarborna, H., Sharma, A., Sahani, J., Abhijith, K.V., et al., 2020.
Temporary reduction in fine particulate matter due to 'anthropogenic emissions switch-
off' during COVID-19 lockdown in Indian cities. Sustain. Cities Soc. 62, 102382.

Le Le Quéré, C., Jackson, R.B., Jones, M.W., Smith, A.J., Abernethy, S., Andrew, R.M., De-Gol,
A.J., Willis, D.R., Shan, Y., Canadell, J.G., Friedlingstein, P., 2020. Temporary reduction
in daily global CO2 emissions during the COVID-19 forced confinement. Nat. Clim.
Chang. 10 (7), 647–653.

Lee, S., Yu, Y., Trimpert, J., Benthani, F., Mairhofer, M., Richter-Pechanska, P., Wyler, E.,
Belenki, D., Kaltenbrunner, S., Pammer, M., Kausche, L., 2021. Virus-induced senescence
is driver and therapeutic target in COVID-19. Nature. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-
021-03995-1.

Lehmann, P., de Brito, M.M., Gawel, E., Groß, M., Haase, A., Lepenies, R., Otto, D., Schiller, J.,
Strunz, S., Thrän, D., 2021. Making the COVID-19 crisis a real opportunity for environ-
mental sustainability. Sustain. Sci. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-021-01003-z.

Lewis, S.L., Maslin, M.A., 2015. Defining the Anthropocene. Nature 519, 171–180.
Liao, M., Liu, H., Wang, X., Hu, X., Huang, Y., Liu, X., Brenan, K., Mecha, J., Nirmalan, M., Lu,

J.R., 2021. A technical review of face mask wearing in preventing respiratory COVID-19
transmission. Curr. Opin. Colloid Interface Sci. 52, 101417.

Liu, J., Hull, V., Godfray, H.C.J., Tilman, D., Gleick, P., Hoff, H., Pahl-Wostl, C., Xu, Z., Chung,
M.G., Sun, J., Li, S., 2018. Nexus approaches to global sustainable development. Nat. Sus-
tain. 1, 466–476.

Liu, Z., Ciais, P., Deng, Z., Lei, R., Davis, S.J., Feng, S., Zheng, B., Cui, D., Dou, X., Zhu, B., Guo,
R., 2020. Near-real-time monitoring of global CO2 emissions reveals the effects of the
COVID-19 pandemic. Nat. Commun. 11 (1).

Liu, L., Ni, S.Y., Yan, W., Lu, Q.D., Zhao, Y.M., Xu, Y.Y., Mei, H., Shi, L., Yuan, K., Han, Y.,
Deng, J.H., 2021. Mental and neurological disorders and risk of COVID-19 susceptibility,
illness severity and mortality: a systematic review, meta-analysis and call for action.
EClinicalMedicine 40, 101111.

Lovejoy, T.E., 2021. Nature, COVID-19, disease prevention, and climate change. Biol.
Conserv. 261, 109213.

Luke, M., Somani, P., Cotterman, T., Suri, D., Lee, S.J., 2021. No COVID-19 climate silver lin-
ing in the US power sector. Nat. Commun. 12, 4675.

Lurie, N., Keusch, G.T., Dzau, V., 2021. Urgent lessons from COVID-19: why the world needs a
standing, coordinated system and sustainable financing for global research and develop-
ment. Lancet 397, 1229–1236.

Ma, Y., Zhao, Y., Liu, J., He, X., Fu, S., Yan, J., Niu, J., Zhou, J., Luo, B., Wang, B., 2020. Effects
of temperature variation and humidity on the death of COVID-19 in Wuhan, China. Sci.
Total Environ. 724.

Ma, R., Du, P., Li, T., 2021. Climate change, environmental factors, and COVID-19: current
evidence and urgent actions. Innovation 2, 100138.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151048587032
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151048587032
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151048587032
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049007415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049007415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049007415
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lanwpc.2021.100274
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049020281
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049020281
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150940249961
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150940249961
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150945108361
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150945108361
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150945108361
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150945157751
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150945157751
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049034621
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049034621
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151043594997
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151043594997
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151043594997
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946144117
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946144117
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049163665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049163665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946165649
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946165649
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946220196
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946220196
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946242300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946242300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946242300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946262923
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946262923
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946262923
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049179404
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049179404
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049179404
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049256044
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049256044
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049256044
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049286925
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049286925
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049286925
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049286925
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049303105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049303105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf2445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf2445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946468546
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946468546
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150946468546
http://www.climateaction
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03767-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03767-x
https://cpcb.nic.in/latest-cpcb.php
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150950112088
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150950112088
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150950112088
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049318843
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151042412347
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151042412347
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951234673
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951234673
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951234673
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150950586888
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150950586888
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150950586888
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151044117402
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151044117402
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049330198
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049330198
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951433265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951466662
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951466662
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951466662
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951493867
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951493867
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049353937
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049353937
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951567177
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951567177
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150951567177
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049463046
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049463046
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151044149268
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151044149268
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049485055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049485055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150952555948
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150952555948
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953016760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953016760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953057326
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953057326
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953057326
https://putspace.eu/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049511547
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151049511547
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953087274
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953087274
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953087274
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953116593
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953116593
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953116593
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953199765
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953199765
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953216421
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953216421
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953216421
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953235221
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953235221
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953235221
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf4445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf4445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953262643
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953262643
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953262643
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03995-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03995-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-021-01003-z
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151050052861
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953545172
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953545172
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151050083295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151050083295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953579271
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953579271
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953564199
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953564199
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150953564199
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151050103508
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151050103508
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150954062895
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150954062895
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150954099451
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150954099451
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205150954099451
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151057022695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151057022695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151057022695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151050191026
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0048-9697(22)03136-9/rf202205151050191026


P.K. Rai et al. Science of the Total Environment 838 (2022) 156039
Magazzino, C., Mele, M., Sarkodie, S.A., 2021. The nexus between COVID-19 deaths, air pol-
lution and economic growth in New York state: evidence from deep machine learning.
J. Environ. Manag. 286, 112241.

Mani, K.A.S., 2020. Science The Wire. The lockdown cleaned the Ganga more than
’NamamiGange’ ever did. Available online: https://science.thewire.in/environment/
ganga-river-lockdown-cleaner-namami-gange-sewage-treatment-ecological-flow/.

McNeely, J.A., 2021. Nature and COVID-19: the pandemic, the environment, and the way
ahead. Ambio 50, 767–781.

Mesnier, J., Cottin, Y., Coste, P., Ferrari, E., Schiele, F., Lemesle, G., Thuaire, C., Angoulvant,
D., Cayla, G., Bouleti, C., de Saint Aurin, R.G., 2020. Hospital admissions for acute myo-
cardial infarction before and after lockdown according to regional prevalence of COVID-
19 and patient profile in France: a registry study. Lancet Public Health 5, 536–542.
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