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Abstract
During spring 2020, unprecedented changes in local and regional emissions have occurred around the globe due to gov-
ernmental restrictions associated with COVID-19. Many European countries including Austria issued partial curfews or 
stay-at-home order policies, which have impacted ambient air quality through reductions in non-essential transportation and 
energy consumption of industrial sites and work places. Here, we analyse the effect of these measures on ambient concentra-
tions of nitrogen oxides  (NOx), ozone  (O3) and particulate matter  (PM10) during the first nationwide lockdown in Austria 
(16.03.2020 to 14.04.2020). To ensure a robust analysis, the Austrian domain is divided into four individual subsectors 
contingent on regional climate. For air quality analysis a novel method is applied for filtering days with comparable weather 
conditions during the 2020 lockdown and spring 2017 to 2019. In general, our analysis shows decreasing pollutant concentra-
tions, although in magnitude dependent on pollutant and regional subdomain. Largest reductions are found for  NOx reaching 
up to −68% at traffic sites reflecting the substantial decrease in non-essential transport. Changes in the  O3 concentrations at 
background sites show a rather weak response to  NOx declines varying between roughly −18 to +8% for both the median and 
the upper tail of the distribution. Occasional site level increases in  O3 concentrations can be attributed to comparably weak 
titration during night-time.  PM10 concentrations show the smallest response among air pollutants, attributable to manifold 
precursor sources not affected by the lockdown measures. However, our analysis indicates also a shift of  PM10 distributions 
at traffic sites closer to distributions observed at background sites.
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Introduction

Ambient air quality is determined not only by local emissions, but 
also by long-range transport of pollutants, prevailing meteorologi-
cal conditions and deposition processes (e.g. He et al. 2017; Jacob 
and Winner 2009; Kroll et al. 2020; Liu et al. 2020; Ordóñez et al. 
2005; Pearce et al. 2011; Vieno et al. 2010). Hence, it is necessary 
to disentangle different processes to quantify the individual contri-
butions to ambient air pollution burdens. The impact of emission 
reductions is of specific interest, given that despite much progress 
in emission abatement in recent years, ambient air quality targets are 
still frequently exceeded in many countries worldwide (e.g. EEA 
2020; Fleming et al. 2018; Shaddick et al. 2020; WHO 2016).

During spring of 2020, unprecedented changes in eco-
nomic activity and therefore emissions of air pollutants 
(e.g. Barré et al. 2020; Chen et al. 2020; Dacre et al. 2020; 
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Goldberg et al. 2020; Guevara et al. 2021; Huang and Sun 
2020; Keller et al. 2021; Kroll et al. 2020; Le Quéré et al. 
2020; Lee et al. 2020) have occurred on a global scale due 
to measures imposed by governments in order to curb the 
spread of SARS-CoV-2 and subsequently of the coronavi-
rus disease 2019 (hereinafter referred to as COVID-19). 
Temporary office, factory and store closures, and (par-
tial) curfews or stay-at-home order policies have induced 
reductions in non-essential transportation and energy con-
sumption and hence impacted ambient air quality (e.g. Dif-
fenbaugh et al. 2020; Le Quéré et al. 2020; Venter et al. 
2020; Wang et al. 2020).

Since the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic, several 
lockdowns have been imposed in many countries around 
the globe. Particularly, during March and April 2020, many 
regions experienced lockdowns with a duration of several 
weeks. Here, we focus on the effects of the first nationwide 
COVID-19 lockdown in Austria (16.03.2020–14.04.2020; 
hereinafter referred to as initial shutdown period 2020 
(ISDP20)) that affected mobility and industrial activi-
ties and associated emissions. During ISDP20, the largest 
traffic reductions, compared to subsequent lockdowns in 
2020–2021, were observed in Austria, and also neighbouring 
countries had issued simultaneous lockdown orders affecting 
also regional emission patterns and transboundary pollutant 
transport.

The reduction of the traffic volume should reflect in 
substantially reduced nitrogen oxide  (NOx = NO +  NO2) 
concentrations, since road transportation is responsible for 
about 50% of total Austrian  NOx emissions (Anderl et al. 
2021).  NOx are important precursors for tropospheric ozone 
 (O3) and secondary aerosol formation (e.g. Lelieveld and 
Dentener 2000; Monks et al. 2015). The second relevant 
precursor group for surface  O3 is volatile organic compounds 
(VOCs) originating from both anthropogenic and biogenic 
sources (AVOC and BVOC, respectively). Besides the avail-
ability of precursors, the ratio of  NOx to VOC determines 
ambient  O3 production which depends also on solar radia-
tion and ambient temperature affecting BVOC emissions as 
well as kinetic reaction rates (e.g. Barnes and Fiore 2013; 
Shen et al. 2015; Steiner et al. 2006). In contrast to  NOx, 
VOC emissions are not expected to be affected noticeably 
during ISDP20 in Austria given that traffic contributes less 
than 5% to total Austrian non-methane volatile organic com-
pound (NMVOC) emissions (Anderl et al. 2021). From an 
environmental health perspective particulate matter (PM), 
either directly emitted or formed via chemical processes in 
the atmosphere is the air pollutant most relevant for human 
health (WHO 2013, 2016). As for  NOx, PM emissions are 
affected by traffic reductions but the resulting changes in PM 
concentrations are expected to be much smaller and region-
ally more variable due to differences in the source apportion-
ment of PM (Anderl et al. 2021).

A large body of literature has emerged during the last 
months documenting the impact of lockdown measures on 
ambient air quality around the world (for a collection of 
research articles we refer the interested reader to e.g. https:// 
amigo. aeron omie. be/ index. php/ covid- 19- publi catio ns/). 
Here, we present a study adding to this effort by detailing 
the effects of stay-at-home orders and other restrictions on 
ambient air quality in Austria, disentangled from meteoro-
logical variability, which has been shown to be of uttermost 
importance to cleanly attribute changes in ambient air qual-
ity to changes in local/regional emissions (e.g. Li et al. 2019; 
Seo et al. 2018). In this study, we present a novel approach 
that categorises observations based on meteorological key 
variables promoting atmospheric formation and dispersion 
of air pollutants. This allows us to quantitatively estimate 
the impact of emission changes during ISDP20 and separate 
it from meteorological conditions. To this end, we analyse 
observations of  NOx,  O3 and  PM10 available from the Aus-
trian national air quality monitoring network, maintained 
jointly by the Environment Agency Austria (Umweltbun-
desamt) and the nine provincial governments. The analy-
sis of local/regional/national changes in Austrian ambient 
air quality during the ISDP20 can serve also as a test case 
regarding changes to air pollution levels expected over the 
coming years, assuming the implementation of more strin-
gent abatement measures underpinning near-term  NOx and 
PM emission scenarios.

Data & methods

Study region

Austria’s topography is rather complex, characterised by the 
Alps, the Alpine foothills and Eastern lowlands. To account 
for the differences in terrain and regional meteorological 
conditions, we define four regional domains referred to as 
sectors in our analysis. These sectors are broadly separating 
regions with mountainous, hilly and flat terrain. Sector west 
(W) comprises Austria’s high-alpine provinces of Vorarlberg 
and northern Tyrol. The north-western sector (NW) com-
bines the alpine foothills of Upper Austria as well as the hilly 
western parts of Lower Austria and the parts of Salzburg and 
Styria north of the central Alpine ridge. The north-eastern 
sector (NE) comprises Vienna, the central and eastern parts 
of Lower Austria and the northern part of Burgenland. The 
southern sector (S) includes Carinthia, eastern Tyrol, parts 
of Salzburg and Styria south of the central Alpine ridge, 
a small south-eastern part of Lower Austria and southern 
Burgenland. Borders between the sectors are drawn along 
the Alpine main crest, which is a significant meteorological 
divide between climatic regions more frequently affected by 
oceanic air masses in the north and Mediterranean air masses 

https://amigo.aeronomie.be/index.php/covid-19-publications/
https://amigo.aeronomie.be/index.php/covid-19-publications/
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in the south. The W and NW sectors are more strongly influ-
enced by air masses from the North Atlantic sector, while 
sector S shows stronger Mediterranean influence and sector 
NE shows continental climate characteristics. The location 
of individual measurement sites of the Austrian air pollution 
monitoring network in the defined domains (sector W, sector 
NW, sector NE, sector S) is shown in Fig. 1.

Air quality data

Half-hourly observational data of  NO2, NO,  O3 and  PM10 
available from the national ambient air quality monitoring 
network are the basis of our analysis. Excluding industrial 
monitoring sites and sites above 1500 m altitude, we focus 
our analysis on data from a total of 152 monitoring sites. 
In order to compare 2020 air pollution levels with those of 
previous years, and to take into account the overall declining 
tendencies of air pollution, we use data covering the period 
from 01.01.2017 to 26.04.2020.

Monitoring sites are classified according to the predomi-
nant emissions (background, traffic) and the characteristic 
of the area (rural, suburban, urban) (Dijkstra and Poelman 
2014). Information on all sites, including information on 
site-specific observed pollutants, and the classification as 
mentioned above is provided in Table S1 in the supplemental 
material.

It is well understood that in situ observations of short-
lived pollutants such as  NOx show a significant small-scale 
spatial variability depending on the distance from emission 
sources such as road transport. In urban areas (e.g. Vienna), 

it is difficult to derive representative areal averages from 
individual point observations. Therefore, we use upper level 
(roughly 100 m above ground) measurements of  NO2 from 
the DOAS-VINDOBONA network (Schreier et al. 2020) 
consisting of 3 Multi AXis Differential Optical Absorption 
Spectroscopy (MAX-DOAS) instruments. These data are 
concentrations retrieved approximately 150 m above ground 
over a horizontal distance of approximately 9 km and allow 
us to quantify regional changes of  NO2 for the Vienna met-
ropolitan region.

Meteorological filtering method

To account for the meteorological influence on pollution 
levels and to discriminate it from the impact of emission 
changes on the observed pollutant concentrations, we apply 
a novel meteorological filtering method (MFM). The MFM 
consists of four steps: (i) we divide the geographic domain 
into regions (“sectors”) with similar climatological charac-
teristics within (as described in Section 2.1), (ii) we define 
two weather categories that are associated with high pollut-
ant concentrations (one category for  NOx and  O3 and one 
for  PM10), (iii) we sample an equal number of days in each 
weather category during the study period, defined as 01.03. 
to 30.04 for each year in 2017 to 2019, and the ISDP20, and 
(iv) we quantify pollutant concentration changes by compar-
ing concentrations measured in the study period with those of 
a defined reference period. Additionally, to address the week-
day-weekend cycle of air pollution, we distinguish between 

Fig. 1  Overview of measure-
ment site locations in the 4 
regional subdomains (separated 
by dashed lines). For conveni-
ence, the Vienna metropolitan 
region (included in the NE 
sector) is highlighted in the 
blow-up in the upper left corner. 
Numbers near station locations 
are site identifiers (for details 
(location, sector, classification 
type and area, as well as pollut-
ants monitored) see supplemen-
tal Table S1)



 Air Quality, Atmosphere & Health

1 3

weekdays and weekends and perform the MFM separately 
for both cases.

The MFM is based on two meteorological data sets: 
(i) hourly data obtained from the Integrated Nowcasting 
through Comprehensive Analysis (INCA) archive (1×1 km 
grid resolution) (Haiden et al. 2011) of the Austrian mete-
orological service (ZAMG) and (ii) a large-scale weather 
classification for the Austrian domain according to the 
“European Cooperation in Science and Technology” Action 
733 (COST 733) weather classification scheme (WLKC733) 
(Philipp et al. 2010). Meteorological covariates provided 
in the data sets include global radiation, temperature at 2 
m above ground, precipitation amount and wind speed in 
northward and eastward direction (all from hourly-resolved 
INCA data, for grid-cells matched with monitoring sites), 
as well as cyclonicity at 925 hPa and 500 hPa, and a large-
scale moisture indicator and flow classification (all from 
WLKC733 on daily basis).

With the MFM, we aim for selecting meteorological con-
ditions that favour high pollutant concentrations i.e. condi-
tions that are dominated by local emissions rather than back-
ground concentrations. Therefore, we denote fair-weather 
conditions (i.e. conditions promoting formation of  O3) as 
“A”-days, applied for  NOx and  O3 analysis, and classify all 
days not belonging to this category as “C”-days used for 
the  PM10 analysis (see below). The classification of “A”- 
and “C”-days is determined by the daily temperature range, 
defined as the difference between daily maximum and mini-
mum temperature, and the daily total global radiation sum 
calculated for each site during the study period. Fair-weather 
conditions (“A”-days) were selected based on the following 
criteria: (i) days exceeding the 60th percentile of the diurnal 
temperature range at site level in the study period; (ii) days 
exceeding the radiation threshold of 80% of the empirical 
maximum daily clear sky global radiation calculated by 
a polynomial fit, following the procedure of Mayer et al. 
(2022) who plot the annual cycle of the daily sums of the 
total global radiation for the 30-year period 1990–2019 and 
fit a polynomial of 5th order to the envelope. This envelope-
function approximates the maximum feasible total global 
radiation for each day of the year. “Clear sky” conditions are 
assumed if the observed total daily global radiation reaches 
80% of the polynomial fit on a specific day. While the first 
requirement aims to eliminate days with strong advection, as 
higher wind speed typically reduces the diurnal temperature 
range, the latter restricts the selection to days with clear sky 
conditions. If more than 70% of the available sites within 
a regional domain fulfilled both criteria, the day is consid-
ered to be governed by fair-weather conditions and classified 
as an “A”-day. We note that we compute the temperature 
range instead of using direct wind information as the resolu-
tion of the gridded meteorological data set (1×1 km) bears 
problems for wind data in alpine terrain; similarly, we use 

global radiation instead of cloud cover as the gridded prod-
uct for radiation is based on the Austrian station network 
of ZAMG and only few sites provide direct information on 
cloud amount.

From the total number of “A”-days identified for each 
sector, only weekdays were considered for further analysis 
due to strong variations in pollutant emissions/concentra-
tions between weekdays and weekends (e.g. Castell-Bal-
aguer et al. 2012; Schipa et al. 2008; Sicard et al. 2020b). 
To ensure a comparable number of days per year in the 
total sample, we draw “A”-days with a random sampling 
approach, individually for each subdomain, with the sample 
size equal to the smallest number of fair-weather days in a 
single year and subdomain, respectively. Additionally, we 
ensure in the sampling that the annual sets of “A”-days are 
consisting of days from both March and April, to avoid ran-
dom biases. As a consequence of this requirement, we had 
to exclude data from 2018 from further analysis because no 
fair-weather days were identified throughout all of March in 
that year. The final samples consist of 7 fair-weather week-
days per sector for ISDP20 and the corresponding time peri-
ods in 2017 and 2019 (for details about the sample days per 
sector see supplemental Table S2).

For the analysis of  PM10 concentrations in a first step 
“C”-days were selected. Thereafter, the sample is further 
reduced by selecting only “C”-days indicative of calm 
winds and no dominant wind flow direction, according to 
the WLKC733 classification. This approach promotes the 
selection of “C”-days with stagnant weather conditions and 
hence elevated  PM10 concentrations. To ensure consistency 
with the  NOx/O3 sample 2018 data is not considered. Addi-
tionally, days from 27.03.2020 to 29.03.2020 have been 
excluded from the sample as long-range transport of dust 
from central Asia has induced high  PM10 concentrations 
in the South-East of Austria and other European countries 
during that period (Šikoparija 2020). In analogy to the 
 NOx and  O3 sample, the amount of days is determined by 
the smallest amount of “C”-days in a single year and sub-
domain, respectively. Hence, the final  PM10 sample has 
been filtered to contain 6 weekdays per year and sector 
(for details about the  PM10 sample days per sector see sup-
plemental Table S3).

Quantifying concentrations changes

For the quantification of pollutant concentrations, we (i) 
focus the analyses on (half-hourly) data selected through 
the MFM and (ii) contrast data from 2020 and 2019. We do 
however no longer include data for 2017 since ambient  NOx 
concentrations declined from 2017 to 2019 on average 7% 
per year, due to the general vehicle fleet renewal (Spangl 
and Nagl 2020). Furthermore, we assume that changes in 
 NOx and  PM10 emissions during ISDP20 did not only affect 
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pollutant concentrations but also the overall shape of the 
probability distributions. Therefore, we analyse several 
quantiles of interest: for  NOx and  PM10 the 50th (Q50) and 
90th (Q90) quantile, and for  O3 additionally also the 10th 
quantile (Q10). As photochemistry is of uttermost impor-
tance for ozone, we derive quantiles for daytime data only 
(defined as 06:00 am–06:00 pm CET). For  NOx and ozone, 
we assume a measurement error of ±0.75 μg/m3, thus we 
treat all absolute differences smaller than 1.5 μg/m3 between 
ISDP20 and comparison periods as non-distinguishable (i.e. 
zero). For the Vienna metropolitan region, we additionally 
quantify changes in daytime  NO2 and HCHO concentra-
tions, available from MAX-DOAS measurements for MFM 
selected days. For individual monitoring sites, we evaluate 
mean daily cycles of NO,  NO2 and  O3 to identify changes 
in the temporal variation of pollutant concentrations and 

particularly to differentiate between day- and night-time 
effects as well as titration in the case of  O3.

Results

The evaluation of the meteorological filtering 
method

To analyse whether the meteorological filtering method 
(MFM) performs satisfactorily and thus provides a mean-
ingful sample of episodic data (i.e. in our case for the 
ISDP20 with the same time period during 2017 and 
2019), we calculate the empirical cumulative distribu-
tion functions (ecdf) derived from hourly 2 m air tem-
perature, global radiation and wind speed of individual 

Fig. 2  Ecdfs of 2 m air temperature (top), global radiation (middle) and wind speed (bottom) for the sector W in 2017, 2019 and 2020 (colour 
coded). Left column (A, C, E) shows data prior to application of the MFM, right column (B, D, F) shows data after application of the MFM
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measurement sites for both meteorological sample days 
and all days within the specified periods, and compare 
their sector-specific averages. In Fig. 2, we illustrate this 
comparison exemplarily for sector W (figures for other 
domains are provided in the supplement, see Figs. S1-3). 
This figure shows that the MFM performs predominantly 
well (i.e. harmonises the ecdfs of the selected variables). 
To quantify the agreement between the individual sam-
ples, we calculate the root mean square error (RMSE) of 
the average ecdfs relative to 2020 values. A comparison 
for subdomain RMSE values per variable and comparison 
period is given in Table 1. Here, it can be clearly seen that 
the RMSE is strongly reduced for the MFM sample (about 
a factor of ~2–3), confirming the general assumption of 
an improved comparability of the data after application of 
the MFM. Thus, the application of the MFM allows for an 
analysis of changes in pollutant concentrations relatable 
to alterations in direct emissions or emissions of pollutant 
precursors without neglecting effects of meteorological 
variability. This benefit, however, comes at the cost of a 
limitation of the overall sample size.

NOx concentration changes during the ISDP20

During the ISDP20, traffic volume was substantially reduced 
in Austria, but not uniformly in all regions (see Fig. 3). 
Individual mobility (passenger cars) during March 2020 
has decreased roughly between −60 and −30% compared to 
2019, which coincides well with traffic reductions observed 
in other European countries (e.g. Higham et al. 2021; Sbai 
et al. 2021; Spohn et al. 2022). The largest reductions (about 
−50 to −60% for individual traffic) have been observed in 
the sector W along the much-frequented motorways (Inn 
valley, Brenner) connecting Germany with Italy. Compared 
to passenger traffic, heavy duty traffic (trucks) has been 

reduced to a far less extent (up to −20%) and quite uniformly 
in all regions in Austria during ISDP20.

To investigate the effect of reduced road traffic on ambi-
ent  NOx levels during the ISDP20, we turn the focus first 
on traffic sites (Fig. 4A) because changes in traffic volume 
are assumed to translate directly into  NOx concentrations. A 
view on sector W confirms this assumption. Here all rural 
monitors are traffic sites, located next to the various high-
ways, and the quantified  NOx reductions of −50 and −31% 
for Q50 and Q90 (see Fig. 4A), respectively, match closely 
the observed reduction in traffic volume (about −45%) 
shown in Fig. 3.

Expanding the analysis to all  NOx monitoring stations 
(traffic and background) reveals a much more diverse pic-
ture, but the majority of sites still show significant  NOx 
reductions.  NOx changes at traffic sites range between −62 
and +15% for Q50 and −68 and +5% for Q90, respectively. 

Fig. 3  Relative traffic count differences between 2020 and 2019 from 
ASFiNAG data. Grey shading marks the range within which changes 
are considered as non-significant. Individual columns (numbered 
above the second symbol from below) refer to the air quality monitor-

ing site in closest proximity to the traffic monitor (for details (loca-
tion, sector, classification type and area as well as pollutants moni-
tored) see supplemental Table S1)

Table 1  RMSE values of 2 m temperature, global radiation and wind 
velocity ecdfs for the comparison of MFM and full samples (given in 
parentheses) of 2020 relative to 2017 (top) and 2019 (bottom). Bold 
numbers highlight the lower RMSE value comparing the MFM and 
full samples per sector, variable and year

Sector/variable 2 m temperature Global radiation Wind velocity

RMSE 2017
W 1.2 (3.2)

1.7 (3.2)
1.9 (3.6)
0.6 (4.3)

42.0 (95.1)
71.5 (124.8)
48.8 (105.0)
17.5 (50.6)

0.2 (0.4)
0.3 (0.3)
0.1 (0.6)
0.2 (0.3)

NW
NE
S

RMSE 2019
W 1.4 (2.4)

1.5 (2.4)
2.3 (2.8)
1.7 (3.0)

30.0 (108.9)
18.0 (115.5)
28.7 (94.2)
35.7 (110.3)

0.1 (0.2)
0.9 (0.2)
0.4 (0.8)
0.4 (0.1)

NW
NE
S
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Also, the vast majority of background stations show reduced 
 NOx concentrations during ISDP20, independent of the 
subdomain classification (see Fig. 4A). At background sites 
(defined as all sites but traffic sites),  NOx changes range 
between −46 and +34% for Q50 and −70 and +13% for 
Q90, respectively. The largest  NOx reductions at background 
stations are identified in the NE sector, the regional domain 
where also Austria’s capital Vienna is located.

For the Vienna metropolitan region, the results of the sta-
tion-based analysis can be compared to spatial MAX-DOAS 
 NO2 mixing ratios. MFM sampled MAX-DOAS measure-
ments show an  NO2 reduction of −1.3 ppb (−38%) for Q50 
(see Fig. 5A), which is in good agreement with the results 
detailed above. In addition, these findings coincide well with 
the results reported by the department of environmental pro-
tection of the city of Vienna (MA22 2021) and Brancher 
(2021). Since the MAX-DOAS instrument measures about 
100 m above ground,  NO2 mixing ratios are expected to be 

smaller than at the street level. In contrast to  NO2, MAX-
DOAS measurements of HCHO do not indicate a significant 
change in VOC mixing ratios during ISDP20 compared to 
the preceding year (see Fig. 5B).

O3 concentration changes during the ISDP20

The Austrian monitoring network comprises only few traf-
fic sites measuring ozone, hence the nationwide analysis of 
surface ozone changes during ISDP20 relies on background 
monitors. Compared to 2019, 2020 shows a decrease in con-
centrations at the “lower tail” (Q10) of the  O3 distribution. 
We identify however also locally pronounced increases at 
some suburban and urban sites (e.g. +50 to +250% in Salz-
burg), which can be explained by reduced  O3 titration (note 
that in Fig. 4B, these outliers are not shown because they 
lie far beyond the selected plotting range). For the median 
(Q50) and the “upper tail” (Q90) of the ozone distribution, 

Fig. 4  Relative changes in Q50 
and Q90 of  NOx (A) and Q10, 
Q50 and Q90 of  O3 (B), per sec-
tor and site classification (traffic 
(t; grey-scale) vs. background 
(bg; coloured), each category (t 
and bg) comprising rural, subur-
ban and urban sites). All data 
corresponds to MFM filtered 
data. Note, outliers (16 data 
points in total, exceeding 1.5 
times the interquartile range) in 
the half-hourly data have been 
omitted
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moderate decreases in ozone concentration are observed 
at most sites, in magnitude largest for the NE sector. For 
Q50 and Q90, ozone changes range between −18 to +8% 
and −16 to +8%, respectively. These substantially smaller 
changes in ozone, compared to  NOx concentrations, indicate 
that changes in precursor  NOx do not translate linearly into 
 O3 concentration changes. In addition, the relatively small 
 O3 concentration changes along with the similar changes 
observed across sectors indicate the importance of continen-
tal/regional background  O3 concentration levels and ambi-
ent meteorological conditions (particularly the limitation by 
springtime radiation levels) over  NOx or VOC concentra-
tions at that time of the year.

Changes of the  NO2, NO and  O3 diurnal cycle 
during the ISDP20

Having explored changes in aggregated pollutant concen-
trations and probability distributions, we turn the focus to 
changes in the diurnal cycle, mainly at background sites 
(see Fig. 6; for a visualisation of suburban/urban and rural 
measurement sites see supplemental Figs. S6-S7), to identify 
the impact of  NOx concentrations on ambient  O3 concentra-
tions. In summary, subdomain averages of mean diurnal  O3 
variations show comparably weak changes in response to 
precursor emission changes. Here, changes relative to 2019 
are found between −14 and +3%. In contrast, individual 
measurement sites reveal stronger variations. Particularly 
large changes (−66 to +51%) have been identified during 
night-time, which can be attributed to titration effects. Pro-
nounced night-time changes in  O3 concentrations have been 
found across all sectors, with changes in sector W being less 
pronounced (see Fig. 6E). However, this reduced variability 
in sector W agrees with the overall reduced variability in 

 O3 concentration changes (detailed in Fig. 4B) especially at 
the lower end of the distribution. As daytime concentrations 
show only minor variations (−25 to +11%) it is assumed that 
the sensitivity of ozone production to radiation outweighs 
changes in precursor  NOx during ISDP20.

The diurnal cycles of  NO2 and NO have been modified 
through emission changes during ISDP20, with largest 
effects at traffic sites (see Fig. 7). Here subdomain aver-
age  NO2 changes relative to 2019 are predominantly nega-
tive (see Fig. 7 left column) with values between −50 and 
+11% (note slightly higher  NO2 concentrations in 2020 in 
the morning in the S domain). For individual traffic monitor-
ing stations, changes in the diurnal variation are even more 
pronounced, ranging between −72 and +21%. Average  NO2 
changes are slightly smaller at background stations in urban/
suburban and rural areas ranging from −49 to +44% and 
−43 to −17%, respectively (see Figs. S4-5). The magnitude 
of measurement site-specific decreases is in general compa-
rable to traffic stations. Increases, however, are found to be 
more distinct, especially in the S subdomain. Here, values 
vary between −77 and +64% in suburban/urban and −75 
to +72% in rural areas. Overall, our analysis reveals larger 
changes in the daily cycles for NO during ISDP20 than for 
 NO2, which we attribute predominantly to fast transition 
of NO through titration. Here, sector averages of changes 
at traffic sites range from −75 to −17%, while rural and 
suburban/urban background stations show changes ranging 
between −63 to −29% and −77 to +145%, respectively (see 
Figs. S4-5).

PM10 concentration changes during the ISDP20

Having discussed changes in gaseous pollutants, we turn the 
focus now to changing  PM10 concentrations during ISDP20. 

Fig. 5  Distribution of 1 h aver-
age MFM sampled  NO2 (A) 
and HCHO mixing ratios (B) 
derived for the MAX-DOAS 
path over the Vienna city centre 
during ISDP20 and the compa-
rable time period in 2019
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Our working hypothesis is that  PM10 levels have been less 
affected by the decrease in traffic volume during the lock-
down than  NOx concentrations, as a large fraction of the 
Austrian  PM10 pollution is attributable to long-range trans-
port and non-traffic sources such as domestic heating (note: 
traffic PM emissions account on average only for about 16% 
of total  PM10 in Austria) (Anderl et al. 2021). Also, complex 
 PM10 emission baskets and an overall decline in concentra-
tions (Spangl and Nagl 2020) complicate a site-level effect 
analysis of ISDP20 on the ambient  PM10 concentration.

As the impact of all other  PM10 emission sources 
except for traffic and gas-to-particle conversion from 
precursor  NOx are assumed to be widely unaffected by 
restrictions during ISDP20, we choose to compare in 
each sector a characteristic background site (marked with 
a “*” in supplemental Table S1) with eight traffic-influ-
enced sites (marked with a “†” in supplemental Table S1) 
during lockdown (same time period as ISDP20) and the 
pre-lockdown period defined as 15.01.–29.02. (weekday 
only sample).

Fig. 6  Mean diurnal cycles 
of  O3 at background sites 
(comprising suburban/urban 
and rural sites) per subdomain: 
(A) W, (B) NW, (C) NE and 
(D) S. Red (2019) and yellow 
(2020) shadings indicate the 
range between maximum and 
minimum values. Bold lines 
indicate subdomain averages. 
Changes in day- (orange) and 
night-time (blue) variations of 
mean diurnal cycles relative to 
2019 (E). Note, outliers (data 
points exceeding 1.5 times the 
interquantile range above the 
upper quartile and below the 
lower quartile) have been omit-
ted. All data is given as hourly 
averages



 Air Quality, Atmosphere & Health

1 3

In Fig. 8, we contrast the  PM10 ecdfs for these periods for 
the selected background and traffic-influenced sites. For the 
majority of the sectors, the individual distributions become 
narrower during ISDP20, and especially at the upper tail 
decreasing concentrations are observed. We summarise 
this exemplarily for the Q50 and Q90 values (calculated as 
absolute difference between the respective maximum and 
minimum values) in the supplemental Table S4. In this 
regard, 2019 ecdf bandwidths during the lockdown period 
are spanning from 6.8 to 12.9 μg/m3 (Q50) and 10.2 to 28.3 

μg/m3 (Q90). In contrast, ISDP20 bandwidths are ranging 
from 3.4 to 10.9 μg/m3 for the median and 6.9 to 11.6 μg/m3 
for the “upper tail” of the distribution, respectively. Abso-
lute  PM10 differences are predominantly larger during both 
pre-lockdown and lockdown periods in 2019 compared to 
2020. In 2020, we find however also an overall shift of traffic 
site  PM10 concentrations towards the concentration regime 
of typical background sites. Hence, we identify also a sig-
nificant influence of ISDP20 measures on  PM10 via reduced 
road emissions.

Fig. 7  Mean diurnal cycles 
of  NO2 (left column) and NO 
(right column) for traffic sites 
per subdomain (A), (B) W, (C), 
(D) NW, (E), (F) NE and (G), 
(H) S. Red (2019) and yellow 
(2020) shadings indicate the 
range between maximum and 
minimum values. Bold lines 
indicate subdomain averages. 
All data is given as hourly 
averages
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Summary, discussion & conclusions

Emission changes following COVID-19 related restrictions 
have been closely examined by the scientific community, 
and over the last months, several studies have been published 
documenting the impact of lockdown measures on local/

regional/global air quality. Here, we add to the efforts of 
COVID-19 related air quality research by analysing changes 
in pollutant levels during ISDP20 in Austria while account-
ing for ambient meteorological conditions through the 
application of an MFM. The MFM has the advantage that it 
allows us to analyse changes in air pollutant concentrations 

Fig. 8  PM10 ecdfs  for the pre-lockdown (left column) and lockdown 
(right column) time intervals in 2019 and 2020 per regional domain: 
(A), (B) W, (C), (D) NW, (E), (F) NE, (G), (H) S. The coloured 
shadings (red 2019, yellow 2020) indicate the range of individual 

quantiles (Qx, calculated as maximum/minimum of  selected stations 
marked with † (traffic influenced) or * (background) in supplemental 
Table S1), thick lines (red 2019, yellow 2020) show the ecdfs of the 
domain background reference station
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attributable to changes in direct emissions or emissions of 
pollutant precursors without neglecting effects of meteoro-
logical variability. The advantage of the MFM comes, how-
ever, at the expense of limiting the overall sample size avail-
able for comparison of ambient air quality during ISDP20 
with those in neighbouring years and does not allow us 
to fully compare conditions during ISDP20 with those in 
directly preceding months.

Our analysis shows that the largest relative concentra-
tion changes among air pollutants considered are found for 
 NOx, with particularly large changes in the upper tail of 
the concentration distribution, varying between −68 and 
+5% at traffic sites. These drastic changes in  NOx con-
centrations reflect the substantial decrease in private and 
commercial transportation during ISDP20. Background 
monitoring sites show also large  NOx reductions, but less 
pronounced than for traffic sites. Overall, our findings 
agree broadly with other recent studies examining  NOx 
changes during spring 2020 in Europe (e.g. Deroubaix 
et al. 2020; Higham et al. 2021; Sbai et al. 2021; Shi et al. 
2021).

The ratio of  NOx to VOC concentrations determines the 
chemical regime for maximum  O3 production (i.e.  NOx or VOC 
limitation). Commonly  NOx emission reductions are expected 
to translate into lower peak  O3 concentrations in  NOx limited 
regimes (this is usually the case in rural areas), whereas no sub-
stantial changes are anticipated for VOC-limited areas (urban 
areas). This assumption is valid if sufficient solar radiation is 
available. At mid-latitudes, this premise is not fulfilled in early 
spring (March, April) when the observed daily global radiation 
sum ranges approximately between 4.5 and 6 kW/m2 on clear sky 
days. Since observed peak  O3 production is substantially con-
strained by radiation abundance, the difference in  O3 between 
 NOx- and VOC-limited regimes is assumed to be small and 
lockdown-related  NOx reductions are expected to impact ozone 
concentrations to a much smaller extent. In contrast titration is 
assumed to have a greater impact.

Following the significant decrease of  NOx concentra-
tions, propagating effects for surface  O3 levels are expected. 
Changes in the  O3 concentrations at background sites show a 
rather weak (but predominantly decreasing) response to  NOx 
declines varying between roughly −18 to +8% for both the 
median and the upper tail of the distribution. The analysis of 
areal mean HCHO mixing ratios available from the Vienna 
MAX-DOAS network does not show a significant difference 
between 2019 and 2020 and hence provides confidence that 
the observed  O3 variations at suburban/urban monitors are 
predominantly attributable to  NOx changes. Thus, we con-
clude that  NOx reductions would have had a larger effect on 
surface  O3 if the lockdown had not occurred during spring 
but summer when radiation and hence photochemical  O3 
production is at its maximum. While the analysis of subdo-
main averages of diurnal cycles of both  NOx and  O3 show 

reduced pollution levels during ISDP20, examination of 
individual site records reveals large night time  O3 variabil-
ity, resulting from altered titration. However, double digit 
increases in  O3 concentrations as found in other studies (e.g. 
Deroubaix et al. 2020; Grange et al. 2021; Ordóñez et al. 
2020; Sbai et al. 2021; Sicard et al. 2020a) cannot be identi-
fied in our study region.

PM10 concentrations have been declining in Austria dur-
ing recent years and this trend has continued in 2020 (Anderl 
et al. 2021; Spangl 2021; Spangl and Nagl 2020). Our analy-
sis focusing on ISDP20 highlights a pronounced decline in 
the width of the upper tail of the  PM10 distributions and a 
convergence of concentrations at traffic sites towards back-
ground levels. We find that the magnitude of  PM10 changes 
varies strongly between individual sectors with strongest 
changes in the S subdomain and weakest changes in the NE 
sector. For the NE sector, we also found increases around the 
median of the distribution for multiple sites compared to the 
reference year which is not found in the other subdomains.

Overall, our study highlights the importance of con-
sidering ambient meteorology when evaluating changes 
in ambient pollution levels and illustrates that changes in 
pollutant burdens during ISDP20 are comparable to results 
reported in other European countries and regions. We see 
overall the largest impact of lockdown measures on con-
centrations of  NO2 and NO, followed by particulates in 
traffic settings. Ozone concentrations appear, when consid-
ering MFM sampled data, less affected given the limited 
photochemical potential during the seasonal timing of the 
lockdown. Nevertheless, the effects of reduced  NOx bur-
dens emerge in  O3 daily cycles through effects of precur-
sor limitation at day and reduced night time titration. Air 
quality changes during ISDP20 show the effect of marked 
temporary emission reductions. The analysis of potential 
long-term (all-season) or continued (multi-year) effects of 
sustained emission reductions are beyond the scope of the 
present observation-based study but intended for modelling 
studies in future work.
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Acknowledgements The authors thank the Austrian Environment 
Agency for providing air quality data and ZAMG for meteorologi-
cal data sets analysed in this study. The authors are grateful to W. 
Spangl, C. Nagl, T. Pongratz and H. Tizek for fruitful discussions and 
comments on an earlier version of this manuscript. The MAX-DOAS 
instrument is part of the VINDOBONA project, which is funded by 
the Austrian Science Fund (FWF): I 2296-N29, the German Science 
Foundation (DFG): Ri1800/6-1 and A1 Telekom Austria. The authors 
thank two anonymous referees for helpful comments on an earlier ver-
sion of this manuscript. 

Author contribution Staehle C.: conceptualisation, methodology, for-
mal analysis, visualisation, writing - original draft, project adminis-
tration; Mayer M.: conceptualisation, methodology, formal analysis, 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11869-022-01232-w


Air Quality, Atmosphere & Health 

1 3

visualisation, writing - review & editing, supervision; Kirchsteiger B.: 
methodology, formal analysis, writing - review & editing; Klaus V.: 
methodology, formal analysis, writing - review & editing; Kult-Herdin 
J.: methodology, formal analysis, writing - review & editing; Schmidt 
C.: formal analysis, writing - review & editing; Schreier S.: data cura-
tion, writing - review & editing; Karlicky J.: formal analysis, writing 
- review & editing; Trimmel H.: formal analysis, writing - review & 
editing; Kasper-Giebl A.: conceptualisation, methodology, writing - 
review & editing, supervision; Scherllin-Pirscher B.: conceptualisation, 
writing - review & editing, supervision; Rieder HE..: conceptualisa-
tion, methodology, writing - review & editing, supervision, project 
administration.

Funding Open access funding provided by University of Natural 
Resources and Life Sciences, Vienna (BOKU). The MAX-DOAS 
instrument is part of the VINDOBONA project, which is funded 
by the Austrian Science Fund (FWF): I 2296-N29, the German Sci-
ence Foundation (DFG): Ri1800/6-1 and A1 Telekom Austria. C. 
Schmidt, J. Kult, J. Karlicky, M. Mayer and H.E. Rieder acknowl-
edge support by the Austrian Climate and Energy Fund via project 
ACRP11-KR18AC0K14686.

Data availability The data sets analysed during the current study are 
not publicly available as ownership rights lie with ZAMG and the Aus-
trian Environment Agency, but are available from the corresponding 
author upon reasonable request.

Declarations 

Ethics approval Not applicable.

Consent to participate Not applicable.

Consent to publish Not applicable.

Competing interests The authors declare no competing interests.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

Anderl M, Brendle C, Gangl M, Haider S, Köther T, Lampert C, 
Mandl N, Pazdernik K, Perl D, Pinterits M, Poupa S, Purzner M, 
Schieder W, Schmidt G, Schodl B, Titz M, Wieser M, Wankmüller 
R, Zechmeister A (2021) Austria’s Informative Inventory Report 
(IIR) 2021 (REP-0762). Retrieved from https:// www. umwel tbund 
esamt. at/ filea dmin/ site/ publi katio nen/ rep07 62. pdf. Accessed 10 
Oct 2021

Barnes EA, Fiore AM (2013) Surface ozone variability and the jet 
position: implications for projecting future air quality. Geophys 
Res Lett 40(11):2839–2844. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ grl. 50411

Barré J, Petetin H, Colette A, Guevara M, Peuch VH, Rouil L, Enge-
len R, Inness A, Flemming J, Pérez García-Pando C, Bowdalo 
D, Meleux F, Geels C, Christensen JH, Gauss M, Benedictow 
A, Tsyro S, Friese E, Struzewska J et al (2020) Estimating lock-
down induced European NO2 changes. Atmos Chem Phys Discuss 
2020:1–28. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5194/ acp- 2020- 995

Brancher M (2021) Increased ozone pollution alongside reduced nitro-
gen dioxide concentrations during Vienna’s first COVID-19 lock-
down: significance for air quality management. Environ Pollut 
284:117153. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envpol. 2021. 117153

Castell-Balaguer N, Téllez L, Mantilla E (2012) Daily, seasonal 
and monthly variations in ozone levels recorded at the Turia 
river basin in Valencia (Eastern Spain). Environ Sci Pollut Res 
19(8):3461–3480. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11356- 012- 0881-5

Chen LWA, Chien L-C, Li Y, Lin G (2020) Nonuniform impacts of 
COVID-19 lockdown on air quality over the United States. Sci 
Total Environ 745:–141105. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 
2020. 141105

Dacre HF, Mortimer AH, Neal LS (2020) How have surface NO2 
concentrations changed as a result of the UK’s COVID-19 travel 
restrictions? Environ Res Lett 15(10):–104089. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1088/ 1748- 9326/ abb6a2

Deroubaix A, Brasseur G, Gaubert B, Labuhn I, Menut L, Siour 
G, Tuccella P (2020) Response of surface ozone concentration 
to emission reduction and meteorology during the COVID-19 
lockdown in Europe. Authorea. https:// doi. org/ 10. 22541/ au. 
16051 3378. 82834 373/ v1

Diffenbaugh NS, Field CB, Appel EA, Azevedo IL, Baldocchi DD, 
Burke M, Burney JA, Ciais P, Davis SJ, Fiore AM, Fletcher SM, 
Hertel TW, Horton DE, Hsiang SM, Jackson RB, Jin X, Levi 
M, Lobell DB, McKinley GA et al (2020) The COVID-19 lock-
downs: a window into the Earth System. Nature Rev Earth Envi-
ron 1(9):470–481. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s43017- 020- 0079-1

Dijkstra L, Poelman H (2014) Regional Working Paper 2014. A har-
monised definition of cities and rural areas: the new degree of 
urbanisation. WP 1:2014

EEA (2020) Air quality in Europe — 2020 report (No 09/2020). 
Retrieved from https:// www. eea. europa. eu/ publi catio ns/ air- 
quali ty- in- europe- 2020- report. Accessed 17 Apr 2021.

Fleming ZL, Doherty RM, von Schneidemesser E, Malley CS, 
Cooper OR, Pinto JP, Colette A, Xu X, Simpson D, Schultz 
MG, Lefohn AS, Hamad S, Moolla R, Solberg S, Feng Z (2018) 
Tropospheric Ozone Assessment Report: present-day ozone dis-
tribution and trends relevant to human health. Elementa: Sci-
ence of the Anthropocene:6. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1525/ eleme nta. 
273

Goldberg DL, Anenberg SC, Griffin D, McLinden CA, Lu Z, Streets 
DG (2020) Disentangling the impact of the COVID-19 lock-
downs on urban NO2 from natural variability. Geophys Res Lett 
47(17):e2020GL089269. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2020G L0892 69

Grange SK, Lee JD, Drysdale WS, Lewis AC, Hueglin C, Emmenegger 
L, Carslaw DC (2021) COVID-19 lockdowns highlight a risk of 
increasing ozone pollution in European urban areas. Atmos Chem 
Phys 21(5):4169–4185. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5194/ acp- 21- 4169- 2021

Guevara M, Jorba O, Soret A, Petetin H, Bowdalo D, Serradell K, 
Tena C, Denier van der Gon H, Kuenen J, Peuch VH, Pérez 
García-Pando C (2021) Time-resolved emission reductions for 
atmospheric chemistry modelling in Europe during the COVID-19 
lockdowns. Atmos Chem Phys 21(2):773–797. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
5194/ acp- 21- 773- 2021

Haiden T, Kann A, Wittmann C, Pistotnik G, Bica B, Gruber C (2011) 
The integrated nowcasting through comprehensive analysis 
(INCA) system and its validation over the Eastern Alpine Region. 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.umweltbundesamt.at/fileadmin/site/publikationen/rep0762.pdf
https://www.umweltbundesamt.at/fileadmin/site/publikationen/rep0762.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/grl.50411
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-2020-995
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2021.117153
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-012-0881-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141105
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141105
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/abb6a2
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/abb6a2
https://doi.org/10.22541/au.160513378.82834373/v1
https://doi.org/10.22541/au.160513378.82834373/v1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43017-020-0079-1
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/air-quality-in-europe-2020-report
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/air-quality-in-europe-2020-report
https://doi.org/10.1525/elementa.273
https://doi.org/10.1525/elementa.273
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020GL089269
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-4169-2021
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-773-2021
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-773-2021


 Air Quality, Atmosphere & Health

1 3

Weather Forecast 26(2):166–183. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1175/ 2010W 
AF222 2451.1

He J, Gong S, Yu Y, Yu L, Wu L, Mao H, Song C, Zhao S, Liu H, Li 
X, Li R (2017) Air pollution characteristics and their relation to 
meteorological conditions during 2014–2015 in major Chinese 
cities. Environ Pollut 223:484–496. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
envpol. 2017. 01. 050

Higham JE, Ramírez CA, Green MA, Morse AP (2021) UK 
COVID-19 lockdown: 100 days of air pollution reduction? Air 
Qual Atmos Health 14(3):325–332. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11869- 020- 00937-0

Huang G, Sun K (2020) Non-negligible impacts of clean air regulations 
on the reduction of tropospheric NO2 over East China during 
the COVID-19 pandemic observed by OMI and TROPOMI. Sci 
Total Environ 745:–141023. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 
2020. 141023

Jacob DJ, Winner DA (2009) Effect of climate change on air quality. 
Atmos Environ 43(1):51–63. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. atmos env. 
2008. 09. 051

Keller CA, Evans MJ, Knowland KE, Hasenkopf CA, Modekurty S, 
Lucchesi RA, Oda T, Franca BB, Mandarino FC, Díaz Suárez 
MV, Ryan RG, Fakes LH, Pawson S (2021) Global impact of 
COVID-19 restrictions on the surface concentrations of nitrogen 
dioxide and ozone. Atmos Chem Phys 21(5):3555–3592. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 5194/ acp- 21- 3555- 2021

Kroll JH, Heald CL, Cappa CD, Farmer DK, Fry JL, Murphy JG, 
Steiner AL (2020) The complex chemical effects of COVID-19 
shutdowns on air quality. Nat Chem 12(9):777–779. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1038/ s41557- 020- 0535-z

Le Quéré C, Jackson RB, Jones MW, Smith AJP, Abernethy S, 
Andrew RM, De-Gol AJ, Willis DR, Shan Y, Canadell JG, 
Friedlingstein P, Creutzig F, Peters GP (2020) Temporary 
reduction in daily global CO2 emissions during the COVID-19 
forced confinement. Nat Clim Chang 10(7):647–653. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41558- 020- 0797-x

Lee JD, Drysdale WS, Finch DP, Wilde SE, Palmer PI (2020) UK 
surface NO2 levels dropped by 42% during the COVID-19 lock-
down: impact on surface O3. Atmos Chem Phys 20(24):15743–
15759. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5194/ acp- 20- 15743- 2020

Lelieveld J, Dentener FJ (2000) What controls tropospheric ozone? 
J Geophys Res-Atmos 105(D3):3531–3551. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1029/ 1999J D9010 11

Li K, Jacob DJ, Liao H, Shen L, Zhang Q, Bates KH (2019) Anthro-
pogenic drivers of 2013–2017 trends in summer surface ozone 
in China. Proc Natl Acad Sci 116(2):422. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1073/ pnas. 18121 68116

Liu Y, Zhou Y, Lu J (2020) Exploring the relationship between air 
pollution and meteorological conditions in China under envi-
ronmental governance. Sci Rep 10(1):14518. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1038/ s41598- 020- 71338-7

MA22 (2021) Jahresbericht 2020 - Luftgütemessungen der Umwelts-
chutzabteilung der Stadt Wien (MA 22 - 604854/2021). 
Retrieved from https:// www. wien. gv. at/ umwelt/ luft/ pdf/ luftg 
uete- 2020. pdf. Accessed 23 Oct 2021

Mayer M, Schreier SF, Spangl W, Staehle C, Trimmel H, Rieder HE 
(2022) An analysis of 30 years of surface ozone concentrations 
in Austria: temporal evolution, changes in precursor emissions 
and chemical regimes, temperature dependence, and lessons for 
the future. Environ Sci: Atmospheres. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1039/ 
D2EA0 0004K

Monks PS, Archibald AT, Colette A, Cooper O, Coyle M, Derwent R, 
Fowler D, Granier C, Law KS, Mills GE, Stevenson DS, Tarasova 
O, Thouret V, von Schneidemesser E, Sommariva R, Wild O, Wil-
liams ML (2015) Tropospheric ozone and its precursors from the 
urban to the global scale from air quality to short-lived climate 

forcer. Atmos Chem Phys 15(15):8889–8973. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
5194/ acp- 15- 8889- 2015

Ordóñez C, Mathis H, Furger M, Henne S, Hüglin C, Staehelin J, 
Prévôt ASH (2005) Changes of daily surface ozone maxima in 
Switzerland in all seasons from 1992 to 2002 and discussion of 
summer 2003. Atmos Chem Phys 5(5):1187–1203. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 5194/ acp-5- 1187- 2005

Ordóñez C, Garrido-Perez JM, García-Herrera R (2020) Early spring 
near-surface ozone in Europe during the COVID-19 shutdown: 
meteorological effects outweigh emission changes. Sci Total Envi-
ron 747:–141322. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2020. 141322

Pearce JL, Beringer J, Nicholls N, Hyndman RJ, Tapper NJ (2011) 
Quantifying the influence of local meteorology on air quality 
using generalized additive models. Atmos Environ 45(6):1328–
1336. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. atmos env. 2010. 11. 051

Philipp A, Bartholy J, Beck C, Erpicum M, Esteban P, Fettweis X, Huth 
R, James P, Jourdain S, Kreienkamp F, Krennert T, Lykoudis S, 
Michalides SC, Pianko-Kluczynska K, Post P, Álvarez DR, Schie-
mann R, Spekat A, Tymvios FS (2010) Cost733cat – a database 
of weather and circulation type classifications. Phys Chem Earth, 
Parts A/B/C 35(9):360–373. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. pce. 2009. 
12. 010

Sbai SE, Mejjad N, Norelyaqine A, Bentayeb F (2021) Air qual-
ity change during the COVID-19 pandemic lockdown over the 
Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes region, France. Air Qual Atmos Health 
14(5):617–628. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11869- 020- 00965-w

Schipa I, Tanzarella A, Mangia C (2008) Differences between weekend 
and weekday ozone levels over rural and urban sites in Southern 
Italy. Environ Monit Assess 156(1):509. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s10661- 008- 0501-5

Schreier SF, Richter A, Peters E, Ostendorf M, Schmalwieser AW, 
Weihs P, Burrows JP (2020) Dual ground-based MAX-DOAS 
observations in Vienna, Austria: evaluation of horizontal and tem-
poral NO2, HCHO, and CHOCHO distributions and comparison 
with independent data sets. Atmos Environ: X 5:–100059. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. aeaoa. 2019. 100059

Seo J, Park DSR, Kim JY, Youn D, Lim YB, Kim Y (2018) Effects of 
meteorology and emissions on urban air quality: a quantitative 
statistical approach to long-term records (1999–2016) in Seoul, 
South Korea. Atmos Chem Phys 18(21):16121–16137. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 5194/ acp- 18- 16121- 2018

Shaddick G, Thomas ML, Mudu P, Ruggeri G, Gumy S (2020) 
Half the world’s population are exposed to increasing air pol-
lution. NPJ Clim Atmos Sci 3(1):23. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 
s41612- 020- 0124-2

Shen L, Mickley LJ, Tai APK (2015) Influence of synoptic patterns on 
surface ozone variability over the eastern United States from 1980 
to 2012. Atmos Chem Phys 15(19):10925–10938. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 5194/ acp- 15- 10925- 2015

Shi Z, Song C, Liu B, Lu G, Xu J, Van Vu T, Elliott RJR, Li W, Bloss 
WJ, Harrison RM (2021) Abrupt but smaller than expected 
changes in surface air quality attributable to COVID-19 lock-
downs. Science. Advances 7(3):eabd6696. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1126/ sciadv. abd66 96

Sicard P, De Marco A, Agathokleous E, Feng Z, Xu X, Paoletti E, 
Rodriguez JJD, Calatayud V (2020a) Amplified ozone pollution 
in cities during the COVID-19 lockdown. Sci Total Environ 735:–
139542. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. scito tenv. 2020. 139542

Sicard P, Paoletti E, Agathokleous E, Araminienė V, Proietti C, Couli-
baly F, De Marco A (2020b) Ozone weekend effect in cities: deep 
insights for urban air pollution control. Environ Res 191:–110193. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envres. 2020. 110193

Šikoparija B (2020) Desert dust has a notable impact on aerobiological 
measurements in Europe. Aeolian Res 47:100636. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. aeolia. 2020. 100636

https://doi.org/10.1175/2010WAF2222451.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/2010WAF2222451.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.01.050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2017.01.050
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11869-020-00937-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11869-020-00937-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2008.09.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2008.09.051
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-3555-2021
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-3555-2021
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41557-020-0535-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41557-020-0535-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-020-0797-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-020-0797-x
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-15743-2020
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JD901011
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JD901011
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1812168116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1812168116
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71338-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71338-7
https://www.wien.gv.at/umwelt/luft/pdf/luftguete-2020.pdf
https://www.wien.gv.at/umwelt/luft/pdf/luftguete-2020.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1039/D2EA00004K
https://doi.org/10.1039/D2EA00004K
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-8889-2015
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-8889-2015
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-5-1187-2005
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-5-1187-2005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141322
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2010.11.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2009.12.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2009.12.010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11869-020-00965-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-008-0501-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-008-0501-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aeaoa.2019.100059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aeaoa.2019.100059
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-16121-2018
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-16121-2018
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41612-020-0124-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41612-020-0124-2
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-10925-2015
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-10925-2015
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abd6696
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abd6696
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.139542
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2020.110193
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aeolia.2020.100636
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aeolia.2020.100636


Air Quality, Atmosphere & Health 

1 3

Spangl W (2021) Luftgütemessungen und Meteorologische Messun-
gen - Jahresbericht Hintergrundmessnetz Umweltbundesamt 2020 
(REP-0756). Retrieved from https:// www. umwel tbund esamt. at/ 
filea dmin/ site/ publi katio nen/ rep07 56. pdf. Accessed 17 Oct 2021

Spangl W, Nagl C (2020) Jahresbericht der Luftgütemessungen in 
Österreich 2019 (REP-0713). Retrieved from https:// www. umwel 
tbund esamt. at/ filea dmin/ site/ publi katio nen/ rep07 13. pdf. Accessed 
16 Apr 2021

Spohn TK, Martin D, Geever M, O’Dowd C (2022) Effect of 
COVID-19 lockdown on regional pollution in Ireland. Air 
Qual Atmos Health 15(2):221–234. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11869- 021- 01098-4

Steiner AL, Tonse S, Cohen RC, Goldstein AH, Harley RA (2006) 
Influence of future climate and emissions on regional air quality 
in California. J Geophys Res-Atmos 111(D18). https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1029/ 2005J D0069 35

Venter ZS, Aunan K, Chowdhury S, Lelieveld J (2020) COVID-19 
lockdowns cause global air pollution declines. Proc Natl Acad Sci 
117(32):18984. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1073/ pnas. 20068 53117

Vieno M, Dore AJ, Stevenson DS, Doherty R, Heal MR, Reis S, Halls-
worth S, Tarrason L, Wind P, Fowler D, Simpson D, Sutton MA 
(2010) Modelling surface ozone during the 2003 heat-wave in 
the UK. Atmos Chem Phys 10(16):7963–7978. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 5194/ acp- 10- 7963- 2010

Wang L, Li M, Yu S, Chen X, Li Z, Zhang Y, Jiang L, Xia Y, Li 
J, Liu W, Li P, Lichtfouse E, Rosenfeld D, Seinfeld JH (2020) 
Unexpected rise of ozone in urban and rural areas, and sulfur 
dioxide in rural areas during the coronavirus city lockdown in 
Hangzhou, China: implications for air quality. Environ Chem Lett 
18(5):1713–1723. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10311- 020- 01028-3

WHO (2013) Health risks of air pollution in Europe – HRAPIE pro-
ject Recommendations for concentration – response functions 
for cost–benefitanalysis of particulate matter, ozone and nitrogen 
dioxide. Retrieved from https:// www. euro. who. int/__ data/ assets/ 
pdf_ file/ 0006/ 238956/ Health_ risks_ air_ pollu tion_ HRAPIE_ proje 
ct. pdf. Accessed 20 Apr 2021

WHO (2016) Ambient air pollution: a global assessment of exposure 
and burden of disease. Geneva: World Health Organization.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://www.umweltbundesamt.at/fileadmin/site/publikationen/rep0756.pdf
https://www.umweltbundesamt.at/fileadmin/site/publikationen/rep0756.pdf
https://www.umweltbundesamt.at/fileadmin/site/publikationen/rep0713.pdf
https://www.umweltbundesamt.at/fileadmin/site/publikationen/rep0713.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11869-021-01098-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11869-021-01098-4
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006935
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006935
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2006853117
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-7963-2010
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-7963-2010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10311-020-01028-3
https://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/238956/Health_risks_air_pollution_HRAPIE_project.pdf
https://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/238956/Health_risks_air_pollution_HRAPIE_project.pdf
https://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/238956/Health_risks_air_pollution_HRAPIE_project.pdf

	Quantifying changes in ambient NOx, O3 and PM10 concentrations in Austria during the COVID-19 related lockdown in spring 2020
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Data & methods
	Study region
	Air quality data
	Meteorological filtering method
	Quantifying concentrations changes

	Results
	The evaluation of the meteorological filtering method
	NOx concentration changes during the ISDP20
	O3 concentration changes during the ISDP20
	Changes of the NO2, NO and O3 diurnal cycle during the ISDP20
	PM10 concentration changes during the ISDP20

	Summary, discussion & conclusions
	Acknowledgements 
	References


