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Abstract: India has witnessed 2 major waves of COVID-19 since the onset of
the pandemic in January 2020, the 274 wave (March to May 2021) being more
devastating than the Is¢ wave (September to December 2020). According to
official figures, nearly 33 million have got infected and 450,000 people have
lost their lives so far. The 271 wave was essentially caused by lack of
preparation due to government prematurely declaring victory over COVID in

early 2021. India’s vaccination program also failed to take off till recent
months due to the same reason but since then it has picked momentum and
over 50% of the adult population has been vaccinated once and over 156% fully.

However, it is being said that the 3" wave is a distinct possibility.

COVID-19 has had a devastating effect on the Indian economy (GDP growth

was -23.9% in the Ist quarter of FY2020) and the employment scenario. Over
10 million informally employed or precarious migrant workers have lost jobs

since the 2" wave alone and according to the CMIE, 97% households have
seen decline in their earnings. While Indian economy 1is fast returning to
pre-COVID level but going forward, India will need to have a relook at its

economic model based on the “Irickledown Theory’to reduce the ever-widening

Income inequality worsened by the pandemuic.
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India’s Foreign Relations: The Pandemic Years
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Abstracts: India’s foreign policy has been impacted by multiple factors over
the last two years. For one, the country was severely impacted by the Covid-19
pandemic, with severe economic costs and social dislocation, which led to
strong popular antipathy towards China. In addition, China’s aggression
along the Tibet border resulted in a deadly military clash that also impacted
Indian foreign policy. As a consequence, India became much more open to
closer strategic engagements with Washington, Tokyo and Canberra. India is
also building closer ties regionally, and with extra-regional powers which have
Interests in the Indo-Pacific, such as France. India has also moved to embrace
a new form of minilateralism that are much more focused on the Indo-Pacific
than earlier ones like BRICS which had a more general focus on global
governance and countering US unipolarity. Thus, engagements with
minilateral groupings such as the Quad, Quad-Plus, Australia-Japan-India
trilaterals have become a lot more purposeful. These developments have,

however, complicated India’s relations with older partners, especially Russia.
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Introduction

India has been significantly affected by the Covid pandemic. It has had
obvious economic effects, with enormous dislocation and reduction in
economic activity. But it has had severe impact on India’s foreign policy also,
which has been magnified by China’s aggression along the Tibet border, which
coincided with the pandemic. The hardships that India and the Indo-Pacific
region have gone through have pushed collaborative arrangements among
Indo-Pacific partners, looking both at the post-Covid-19 economic recovery
and vaccine assistance but also in managing China. India has become active

in minilateral groups such as the Quad, Quad-Plus and others.

The pandemic has had a deep impact on international relations,
increasing tensions all around.! China’s actions have not helped, and its
mitigation efforts have also backfired.2 The last year also demonstrated
China’s unhealthy control over multilateral institutions such as the World
Health Organisation (WHO) and International Civil Aviation Organisation
(ICAO). Thus, the WHO did not declare COVID-19 as a pandemic until 11
March 2020, seriously undermining efforts to stop the virus.® This has
brought to the fore the urgency of review and reforms of these agencies so that
they are not usurped by any single power. Further, China used economic and
trade coercive measures against countries like Australia simply because
Australia asked for an independent inquiry into the origins of the Covid-19,
which demonstrates even more the urgent need for reforms of multilateral
institutions.¢ ICAO was also influenced heavily by China to the extent that
it failed to prevent travel to and from China in the initial stages of the
pandemic, which enabled the spread of the virus to large parts of the world.>?
Failure of multilateral institutions during one of the worst humanitarian
disasters puts India and its like-minded partners such as the US, Japan,
Australia, France, Canada and the UK to question and fix responsibility in

promoting their neutrality, transparency and accountability.
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These many negative consequences of both China’s power and behaviour
were compounded, from New Delhi’s views, by the completely unexpected
Chinese use of military force at Line of Actual Control (LAC), the temporary
Sino-Indian border. The consequence of both these developments is that
India has become much more open towards seeking potential partners to
counter China. Indian foreign policy increasingly recognizes that neither

appeasement nor India’s own resources are sufficient for this purpose.

Drivers of Change in Indian Foreign Policy

2020 remains a striking year for India for a couple of different reasons.
The Covid-19 pandemic has deeply impacted India in economic, political, and
social terms. India in fact, was faced with a conjoint crisis in 2020. In
addition to the pandemic, India was also faced with one of the worst border
crises with China, both of which have shaped India’s foreign policy and
strategic thinking.

1. Covid-19 Pandemic

As of early September 2021, India registered a total of 33,058,843
confirmed Covid-19 cases.® Even though India did not register its first case
until the end of January 2020, the densely-populated India was impacted by
the virus quite rapidly. Recognising the crisis, two months into the pandemic,
India imposed a nation-wide lockdown, which continued under multiple
phases for close to a year. While the national lockdown helped containing the
spread of the virus in the first phase, complete shutdown of the economy with
no economic activity for more than six months brought the economy to its
knees. But the second phase that began in April 2021 and continued on for
the next two months was deadlier and brought out the huge inadequacies of
the Indian healthcare and social sectors. However, this phase also revealed
who India’s reliable partners are. India received extensive support — critical
items such as medical oxygen, oxygen cylinders and concentrators, oxygen
plants, medicines — from its partners around the world during the second
wave. In areply to a question in the Parliament, Indian Minister of State for
External Affairs stated that “Foreign materials from 52 countries have been
received till date including from government to government, private to

government, private to private, Indian community associations and
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companies.”” Though India did not publicly blame China for the virus or join
in calls for investigation into its origins, there was deep and popular

antipathy towards China that was no doubt reflected at official levels.
2. Galwan — A More Significant Driver

The Galwan conflict of summer 2020 that resulted in the killing of twenty
Indian army personnel has brought Sino-Indian relations to an all-time low.
It has become a game-changer in the broader Indian foreign policy, and
certainly in India’s China policy. Ashley Tellis summed up the impact of the
conflict, saying that relations between India and China “can never go back to
the old normal. They will reset with greater competitiveness and in ways
that neither country had actually intended at the beginning of the crisis.”8
The conflict made it amply clear that India’s China policy was flawed, and
India can no longer continue with its ambivalent hedging strategies. Despite
the talks between India and China on resolving the Galwan stand-off and for
the return to pre-Galwan status quo, there has been very little progress. The
two sides maintain an uneasy calm along the LAC. But it is evidently clear
that even if the two sides were to bring about disengagement of the forces, it is
not going to be the last time that the Indian military will be required to
confront China at the LAC. A few months ago, Indian External Affairs
Minister Dr. S Jaishankar had a meeting with the Chinese Foreign Minister
Wang Yi on the sidelines of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO)
foreign ministers meeting in Dushanbe, but it did not make a lot of difference
to the overall relations. If the Ministry of External Affairs’ press release and
some of the media reports about possible recent clash between the two
militaries are corroborated, the conclusion is that all is not well. Jaishankar
has repeatedly highlighted that “unilateral change of status quo is
unacceptable” and that “full restoration and maintenance of peace and

tranquillity in border areas is essential for development of our ties.”?

II. Foreign Policy and Strategic Consequences

Both Covid and the Galwan conflict have significantly affected India and
its strategic outlook. That there is a central role to China in both these has
sharpened the China factor in India’s foreign and security policies.

Nevertheless, it must be added that though India is aware of the less-than
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useful role China played in the spread of the pandemic, it has not called out
China by name. But Indian leaders have been forceful in laying the

responsibility on China for the Galwan conflict.

The full impact of the pandemic is yet to be calculated, but Covid-19 has
exacerbated India’s social, economic, and security vulnerabilities. The
economic fallout of the pandemic is significant, which will further affect the
Indian ability to spend on critical domains like health, education,
infrastructure, and security. It will take India several years to recover from
the shocks of the pandemic. Even prior to the pandemic, driven by
demonetisation and improper implementation of the Goods and Services Tax
(GST), the Indian economy was in trouble.® The World Bank and
International Monetary Fund (IMF) projections do not offer much to cheer
about. The IMF has brought down India’s growth rate projection for the
current financial year from 12.5% estimated in April this year to 9.5%. The
World Bank too has contracted the Indian growth rate projections to 8.3% for
2021 and 7.5% for 2022.11 It was estimated the Covid-19-induced economic
slowdown will also significantly affect defence spending. In fact, in May
2020, a senior Indian Ministry of Defence official reportedly said that defence
allocation, except for salaries and pensions, will see reduction to the tune of
20%-40% for the financial year 2020-2021.'2  This could not have come at a
worse time, when the Indian armed forces are in dire need of military
modernisation. The modernisation needs across the three services have been
highlighted by the top military leadership repeatedly.’® In 2018, India’s Vice
Chief of Army Staff, Lt. Gen. Sarath Chand made an unusually strong
demand with the Parliamentary Standing Committee on Defence,
highlighting the challenges and problems faced by the three services due to
falling defence budgets.'* He also cited the changing threat environment
while making a specific reference to China which he characterised as

“increasingly assertive.”

China was a decisive reason for improving India’s defence budget
allocations in 2021. While the overall budget allocation saw a marginal hike
of 1.4% (from 4.71 trillion Indian rupees in the 2020-21 budget to 4.78 trillion
rupees in 2021-22), the allocation for capital spending at nearly 18.8 percent
is significant. ¥» This allocation hike took place in the middle of a
pandemic-induced economic stress, reflecting the Indian government’s

changing threat perceptions and shifting priorities. Therefore, the Galwan
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conflict has strengthened the case for urgent military reforms including
modernisation, but on the other hand, the pandemic has placed significant
restrictions on India’s spending power to step up military preparedness,
leaving India in a precarious condition. It will force India into a tough

balancing act in the coming years.

Meanwhile, given the limitations in terms of economic capacity to
augment India’s preparedness levels, India has also sought to increase

cooperation with other powers to counter China.

1. India-US Relations

Following the onset of the pandemic and the Galwan conflict, there has
been further deepening of India-US relations. The two have undertaken
more political dialogues and security consultations including on the
continuing Sino-Indian confrontation, as well as engaged in a range of joint
military exercises. The level of high-profile visits and statements from
Washington in support of India is unprecedented. This is especially so when
compared with the US response during the Doklam conflict, which was more
nuanced, though that was also possibly due to Indian request than anything

else.16

While statements from high-level US officials have helped cement Indian
confidence in the US as a reliable partner, the two countries have important
stakes in the emerging strategic dynamics in the Indo-Pacific. Both New
Delhi and Washington want to ensure that they do not cede strategic space to
China. They both worry that China is seeking to undermine the role of the US
and its partners in the region. With this objective in sight, the US and India
as well as other regional partners have been proactive in stepping up
diplomatic engagements with a wide variety of countries under the Quad-plus
framework, specifically with New Zealand, South Korea, and Vietnam. 7
While this grouping is primarily engaged in the context of Covid-related
assistance, it could emerge as a strategic grouping in the post-pandemic

period.

The India-US bilateral defence ties have also been strengthened
considerably in recent years. India has bought over $20 bn worth military

equipment and platforms from the US since 2001, next only to Russia, and is
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the second largest defence trade partner in terms of volume of trade. India
has made an array of purchases including C-17 transport aircraft, Apache
attack helicopters, MH-60R Seahawk multi-mission helicopters, Sig Sauer
assault rifles, and M777 ultralight howitzer artillery guns. India is also in
the process of procuring 30 armed MQ-9 Reaper drones for $3 bn, 10 each for
the three services of the Indian military. India is also planning to buy six
P8I-maritime surveillance aircraft in addition to the one dozen already in

operation.

The US on its part has eased the export control regulations in order to
enable further defence trade with India, and India is also addressing many of
the policy issues such as the Defence Procurement Policy in order to address
the many significant capacity deficits faced by its military. There is much
interest and intent on both sides to upgrade their defence and security
relations. The two countries have signed all the four defence foundational
agreements and the Industrial Security Annex (ISA) as well as the Helicopter
Operations from Ships Other Than Aircraft Carriers (HOSTAC) agreements,
all of which are meant to facilitate effective operational military engagements
between India and the US. Further, the US recognition of India as a Major
Defence Partner and granting of Strategic Trade Authority Tier 1 (STA-1)
status to India reflect the longer-term commitment displayed by the two

countries in securing their partnership.

All in all, Covid-19 and China have helped cement the relationship
between the US and India. Given the long-term nature of strategic threat
from China, India can be expected to continue augmenting and nurturing this

partnership with the US.

2. A Stronger Quad

The fact that the Quad is born again should not surprise any in the
Indo-Pacific strategic community. In fact, the rationale that led to the first
Quad in 2007 has become stronger in many ways. A decade later, China has
grown that much more powerful and muscular in its dealings with big and
small powers. The strategic implications of China’s rise, its muscular
policies including its wolf-warrior diplomacy and the threat or use of force
including economic and trade coercive practices have become more worrying

for the Indo-Pacific in general, and for the Quad countries in particular.
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Meanwhile, for all the concerns about whether a Biden administration would
continue to have the same approach to the Indo-Pacific and the Quad, the US
policies and statements have clearly iterated their commitment to a free and
open Indo-Pacific. Biden in his calls with Prime Minister Modi also pushed
for close strategic engagements with India using all the available platforms
including the Quad. That the Quad countries held their first summit after
Biden took office reflects the seriousness of the grouping and the commitment
of all the four countries in strengthening it. Preparations are in full swing
for the second Quad summit (and the first in-person one). The Quad today is
in a much better shape than even one year ago. India, possibly the weakest
link in the Quad, is quite keen to push the envelope on what can the Quad do.
Following the Galwan conflict, the mood, especially among Indian elites, has
altered significantly in how India engages China as well as other strategic
partners including the Quad. Since the Galwan conflict, the Quad countries
— Australia, Japan, India, and the US — conducted the second edition of the
Malabar naval exercises off the coast of Guam in August. Growing hostile
relations between China and each of the Quad countries suggest that the
Quad military exercises will likely grow in their sophistication and maturity.
There are also efforts on the part of Quad to bring in other capable and
like-minded countries to work towards a free and open Indo-Pacific. In April
this year, Quad-Plus-France military exercise, La Pérouse’ took place in the
Bay of Bengal, yet again indicating growing support for Quad and such

minilaterals.

As China continues to rise and puts pressure on India, it is likely that
India’s interest in the Quad will grow. Since India is the only non-allied
member of the Quad (since Japan and Australia are treaty alliance partners of
the US), the pace of the Quad is largely dictated by India. Greater Indian
interest in the Quad is therefore likely to lead to further strengthening of the
Quad.

3. Rise of Other Minilaterals
In addition to the Quad, India has also emphasised other groupings, most

of them focused on Indo-Pacific. This is not a new trend. India had

previously joined groups such as Brazil, Russia, India, China, South Africa
(BRICS), Shanghai Cooperation Organisation (SCO), and India, Brazil, South
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Africa (IBSA) but India’s more recent minilaterals like Quadrilateral Security
Dialogue or Quad involving the Australia, India, Japan, and the United States,
or Australia-Japan-India (AJI) are different in a couple of ways. The earlier
minilaterals such as BRICS and IBSA were related to Indian concerns over
global governance and efforts to create a global alternative during a period of
US unipolarity. Moreover, these were also not geographically limited but
included countries from other regions across the world. In one sense, they
can be seen as a minilateral form of the non-alignment movement itself, with
a decidedly anti-western focus. The only exception was SCO which was
narrow and regionally limited to Central Asia. Another commonality in all of
these earlier types of minilaterals was some concern about members within
the minilateral itself. For India, an important reason for being a member of
many of these groups was to ensure that China did not fully shape the agenda
of these groups. In short, in these earlier minilaterals, there was far more
limited “meeting of the minds,” with rather broad and countervailing agendas
within the groups itself. India’s new minilaterals are much more focused
with a central theme — balancing China. Many of these also overlap with
other minilaterals, thus propping each other up and as a consequence,
strengthening each of these minilaterals. Thus, while the most important of
the minilaterals is the Quad, India’s other minilaterals also help strengthen
the Quad. For example, at least two of India’s minilaterals are subsets of the
Quad itself — the Japan-Australia-India minilateral and India-Japan-US
trilateral. Other minilaterals expand the Quad by bringing in other powers
(along with at least one other Quad member) with broadly same objective,
such as the India-Australia-Indonesia, the India-Australia-France, and the
India-Japan-Italy minilaterals. In other words, in all of these trilaterals,
India and at least one another Quad member engages with a non-Quad
country to expand the general purposes of the Quad itself. All of these are
focused on the Indo-Pacific and despite public disclaimers, clearly appear
designed to counter China by generating political consensus and pooling
resources together. Not surprisingly, none of these new trilaterals include
either China or Russia. It will make little sense to include China in these
trilaterals since the essential purpose of these new trilaterals is countering
China. Russia is also excluded because of its increasing closeness to Beijing
and its quite fierce opposition to the Indo-Pacific concept and the Quad.
Though Russia, India and China are members of the RIC trilateral, which
continues to sputter along, this is a legacy group that goes back to the 1990s
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and seems increasingly at odds with India’s other trilaterals. Also
noteworthy is that the only trilateral that is not focused on the Indo-Pacific is

the new India-Israel-UAE grouping focused on West Asia itself.

India’s minilateral initiatives are not only new but surprisingly dense and
quite narrowly focused. Most of them also seem to be grouped under the
umbrella of Quad and seeking to pull more powers and expand the Quad

umbrella into a larger tent.

4. Strengthened Regional Partnerships

With China as a shared threat, India has strengthened its strategic
outreach in the Indo-Pacific, forging close partnerships with a number of
like-minded partners in recent years. Some of the important partnerships

include the India-Japan and India-Australia relationships.

India’s relationship with Japan has undergone a transformative change
in the last decade. Given the baggage of history and unresolved border and
territorial issues with China, India and Japan remain particularly concerned
about the rise of China and its muscular policies as well as the use or threat of
force.’® That there are greater synergies between India’s Act East Policy and
Japan’s Free and Open Indo-Pacific Strategy have facilitated closer strategic
engagements between the two.!® The two sides also recognise the role of
other initiatives including the Indo-Pacific Oceans Initiative and the ASEAN
Outlook on Indo-Pacific in ensuring an open and inclusive Indo-Pacific
region. 20 India and Japan have built and nurtured a comprehensive
partnership that focuses not on just economics and aid but strategic issues
such as development of sensitive border areas like India’s northeast, the
Andaman and Nicobar Islands, and most importantly, civil nuclear
cooperation agreement. The two also have a number of different formats for
high-level political and security engagements including the Foreign Ministers
Strategic Dialogue, Defence Ministers Dialogue, dialogue between their
National Security Advisors, and 2 plus 2 dialogue, involving Foreign and
Defence Secretaries. In addition, the India-Japan-US trilateral has also
gained additional traction. Since 2015, Japan is a permanent partner of the
Malabar series of India-US naval exercises. The trilateral naval exercises

bring in the political and security commitment of the three countries
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guaranteeing a rules-based Indo-Pacific order, ensuring open seas and

freedom of navigation and respect for international law.

The Australia strategic partnership too has developed rapidly and is now
one of India’s closest. Traditionally, Australia was looked at an as extension
of the US alliance system in the region. Since the relationship was upgraded
to a Comprehensive Strategic Partnership and with multiple defence
agreements in 2020 signed between the two sides, the relationship has been
on an upward trajectory. Like in the case of many of India’s minilaterals, the
India-Australia relations are set to deepen in the coming years, especially as
their relations with China continues to worsen. For example, following the
Galwan conflict, India invited Australia to join the Malabar series of naval

exercises.

In addition, many European countries have begun demonstrating a
keener interest in playing a greater role in the Indo-Pacific. There is
optimism in India because there is a greater European recognition and
acknowledgement of the security and strategic problems confronted by the
region. But there is also caution because Europe as a region or individual
countries have gone back and forth regarding their approach towards the
Indo-Pacific and in dealing with China. There is caution also because there
are questions like what Europe can really do and the overall capability mix,
they can bring to bear. A third factor for the cautionary approach is to do
with the question of capability building. Peacetime capability development
for a number of small countries in the Indo-Pacific region is important. This
involves development of military capabilities to stand up to China but also
financial and other muscle power to build up their capacity to do pushback on
China.

So far, France has demonstrated itself as one of the more committed
European partners in the Indo-Pacific. It has a direct material stake in how
the Indo-Pacific develops due to its overseas territories in the Indian Ocean,
providing much credibility to its strategy than other European partners.
France was the first European country to develop an Indo-Pacific strategy in
2018 and this was followed by Germany in October 2020, but it shows that
there is still some hesitancy and an absence of a coherent approach to the
Indo-Pacific concept or as a strategy. This possibly comes from the

assumption among a large number of European countries that endorsing the
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Indo-Pacific strategic concept could possibly invite Chinese anger including in
the trade and economic domains. Nevertheless, there is a greater acceptance
and recognition of the emerging problems around international security, peace
and stability in the Indo-Pacific. The recent presence of the UK Carrier
Strike Group in the Indo-Pacific waters was reassuring that there is greater
clarity on the role the UK would like to play in the region. The emerging
European approach to the Indo-Pacific region, therefore, is a welcome
development. This could be the beginning of some loose international
coalitions that are taking shape to influence the emerging the Indo-Pacific
and global security order but of course there is still a long way before all these

strategies converge and produce a coherent approach.

Given the continuing rivalry between China and several Indo-Pacific
powers including India, it is likely that India’s bilateral partnerships with
Japan and Australia will continue. India is also likely to start more such
comprehensive partnerships with other partners including Vietnam,

Indonesia, and Singapore as well as European partners.

5. The Complicated Russia Relationship

Not surprisingly, India’s traditional partnership with Russia has suffered
because India is increasingly looking to countries that would be helpful in
countering China, while Russia is increasingly focused on using China to
support it against the West. Though both countries continue to have an
emotional soft corner for each other because of their long Cold War association,
that by itself appears insufficient to maintain the traditional strategic
partnership. Also, though they find themselves increasingly on the opposite
sides of many issues, there are no direct conflicts between the two. In
addition, both countries still see some benefits in their old relationship.
India continues to still source a significant part of its arms supplies from
Russia, and this dependence cannot be easily overcome. For Russia, on the
other hand, the Indian arms market is important to maintain its own arms
industry. Beyond this narrow purpose, both sides see some political utility in
maintaining relationships because neither wants to lose the other entirely.
India sees the Russia relationship as necessary to ensure that Russia does not
become completely beholden to China. For Moscow, the relationship with

New Delhi is important to ensure that India does not fully align with the
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United States and the West. Given these pulls and pressures, despite their
political divergences, both New Delhi and Moscow are likely to expend every
effort to maintain their relationship. This requires both sides to dance

around some of the political disagreements and strategic necessities.

Conclusion

The Ladakh confrontation remains a watershed moment for India.
Many in India still wanted to believe in the Wuhan ‘informal summit’ process,
which took place after the Doklam crisis in 2017, and imagined that India and
China will re-emerge as Asian partners. While India may still like to see
some semblance of normalcy in India-China relations, the continuing Ladakh
crisis and the anti-India narrative that emerged during and after the clash in
Galwan have dashed hopes for such detente. Therefore, there is a pre- and
post-Galwan in India’s foreign policy approach, at least as far as its China
policy 1is concerned. This also determines India’s other strategic
engagements, both bilaterally and in minilateral groupings. India’s interests
in building closer security and strategic partnerships with the United States
and other regional partners such as Japan and Australia as well as France
have become clearly evident over the past year. Given the continuing
bullying behaviour of China, India’s efforts at building interests-based
coalitions on countering China and ensuring a free and open Indo-Pacific and

a rules-based order will continue in the coming years.

(18th September 2021)
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Abstracts: The global outbreak of the COVID-19, which has been going on
since early 2020, has had a major impact on India's domestic economy and
foreign policy. However, as of now, people's support for the central government
led by Prime Minister Narendra Modi has not declined significantly, and the
Modi government is not facing a major crisis. For the Modi government,
domestic economic policy is one of the most important issues in the run-up to
the state assembly elections in 2022, but domestic political developments are
unlikely to have an impact on India’s foreign and security policies. On the
other hand, the recent COVID-19 pandemic has led to the strengthening of the
quadrilateral framework among the four countries of Japan, the United States,
Australia, and India, in which India's vaccine diplomacy is thought to have
played an important role. However, the fact that India was forced to suspend
its vaccine diplomacy as a result of its second wave of the COVID-19 pandemic

had a major negative impact on the future of the quadrilateral framework.

[FLC&HIZ

2020 FEHEEANP BN T WL a v A4 L 2O M 725 ATIE. A~ RO
FONZIIR LT REREELZKITFLTCWAN, BIIED LA, FLURT « E
TAEHBENDHRBHENEEICER TS L0 ) FHEIZIEE>TWRY, £D—
FT, AEIOaa it A v RERYDESEHBREICKREZ2ZLE b6 LD
DD, KFETIE. AV ROT T F UL E BKRE 4 DENMAZ O HE)E
ICFRFIZERB L, e A ROSNAZBUIRSS A N ORIk o [E] B B4R 1Tt
LTRIFELEEBICOWTHRBT S,

26



L. AVFIZEFZ3HEBEIOQFTIMNILNRZHSHIRREARDRIE

1. HEAOAFOANADBREERED I F UEEORR

11X, WEB %1 b Our Worldin Data] (ZX o TABEINTWVWD, £ K
B AFMan A LV AD 1 BHZ0 OREE (7 BB L) 0%k
EZRLIELDOTHD, ZTOKNPL LN, A RTIREINET2HICH
oo TR OFE N R 5Tz, 2020 4 9 HAF a2 —7 L3258 1 HOBRIZIX,
BB T2 T2 Caton v 7 X0 AT AE - 7208, #E R YE 5K
EMA D EIETEehoTn, 2021 4F 5 H EAAZEY—27 L3255 2 TlE, b
NETHLH DN LI, MPEBRICIIEFRAENALNL, £< DEH Z H
THEL RS, BIEOLZ A, 1 BHT 0 ORPEFKIT 4 T ARIKIZE TIET
LTWaA, A FERNTIEE 3ZE~ODBEEL RSN TWND,

1 AVFICETAHEIAFTVAMILAD 1 BHi-Y OFRBREEY

Daily new confirmed COVID-19 cases

Shown is the rolling 7-day average. The number of confirmed cases is lower than the number of actual cases; the
main reason for that is limited testing.
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