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Summary 39 

Background  40 

The health impacts of ambient air pollution impose large costs on society. While all people are 41 

exposed to air pollution, older individuals tend to be disproportionally affected. As a result, 42 

there is growing concern about the public health impacts of air pollution as many countries 43 

undergo rapid population ageing. We investigated the spatial and temporal variation in the 44 

health economic cost of deaths attributable to ambient air pollution, and its interaction with 45 

population ageing from 2000 to 2016 at global and regional levels.  46 

 47 

Methods 48 

We developed an age-adjusted measure of the value of a statistical life year (VSLY) to estimate 49 

the health economic cost attributable to ambient PM2.5 pollution using the Global Burden of 50 

Disease 2017 data and country-level socioeconomic information. First, we estimated the global 51 

age- and cause-specific mortality and years of life lost (YLL) attributable to PM2.5 pollution 52 

using the global exposure mortality model (GEMM) and global estimates of exposure derived 53 

from ground monitoring, satellite retrievals and chemical transport model simulations at 0.1 54 

× 0.1 (~11 km at the equator) resolution. Second, for each year between 2000 and 2016, we 55 

translated the YLL within each age-group into a health-related economic cost using a country-56 

specific, age-adjusted measure of VSLY. Third, we decomposed the major driving factors that 57 

contributed to the temporal change in health costs related to PM2.5. Finally, we conducted a 58 

sensitivity test to analyze the variability of the estimated health costs to four alternative 59 

valuation measures. We identified the uncertainty intervals (UIs) from 1000 draws of the 60 

parameters and exposure-response functions by age, cause, country and year. All economic 61 

values are reported in 2011 purchasing-power-parity-adjusted US dollars. 62 
 63 

Findings 64 

Globally, 8.42 million (95% UI: 6.50, 10.52) deaths and 163.68 million (116.03, 219.44) YLL 65 

were attributable to ambient PM2.5 in 2016. The average attributable mortality for the older 66 

population was 12 times higher than for those younger than 60 years old. In 2016, the global 67 

health economic cost of ambient PM2.5 pollution for the older population was US$2.40 trillion 68 

(1.89, 2.93) accounting for 59% of the cost for the total population. The health cost for the 69 

older population alone was equivalent to 2.1% (1.7%, 2.6%) of global gross domestic product 70 

(GDP) in 2016. While the economic cost per capita for the older population was US$2739 71 

(2160, 3345) in 2016, the cost per capita for the younger population was only US$268 (205, 72 

335). From 2000 to 2016, the annual global health economic cost for the total population 73 

increased from US$2.37 trillion (1.88, 2.87) to US$4.09 trillion (3.19, 5.05). Decomposing the 74 

factors that contributed to the rise in health economic costs, we found that increases in GDP 75 

per capita, population ageing, population growth, age-specific mortality reduction, and PM2.5 76 

exposure changed the total health economic cost by 77%, 21.2%, 15.6%, -41.1% and -0.2%, 77 

respectively. Compared to using an age-invariant VSLY or an age-invariant value of a 78 

statistical life (VSL), the estimates of the older population’s share of the total health economic 79 

cost using an age-adjusted VSLY was 2 and 18 percentage points lower, respectively. 80 

 81 
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Interpretation 82 

The health economic cost borne by the older population almost doubled between 2000 and 83 

2016, driven primarily by GDP growth, population ageing and population growth. Compared 84 

to younger individuals, air pollution leads to disproportionately higher health costs amongst 85 

the older population, even after accounting for their relatively shorter remaining life 86 

expectancy and increased disability. The age-specific estimates of health economic cost inform 87 

the optimal design of air pollution reduction strategies and allocation of healthcare resources. 88 

The positive relationship between age and economic costs suggests that countries with severe 89 

air pollution and rapid aging rates would particularly benefit from improving their air quality. 90 

In addition, strategies aimed at enhancing healthcare services, especially for the older 91 

population, may be beneficial for reducing the costs of ambient air pollution. 92 

 93 
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 97 

I Background 98 

 99 

As a leading health risk factor, ambient air pollution imposes enormous costs on society.2,3 100 

Worldwide exposure to ambient PM2.5 results in 4.2 million to 8.9 million deaths.4,5 By 101 

reducing life expectancy, air pollution causes substantial loss of human capital, productivity, 102 

and social wellbeing. The negative health effects of air pollution are especially harmful to older 103 

people.6 According to the United Nations, the population aged 60 years and older has grown 104 

globally by 50% from 2000 to 2016.7 Not only has the shift in age demographics meant that 105 

the population is now more vulnerable to air pollution, but in many countries, the ageing 106 

population is concentrated in regions with rising air pollution.3 Thus, an expanding elderly 107 

population can potentially amplify the health costs of exposure to air pollution on social welfare, 108 

jeopardizing the health targets outlined by the United Nations’ Sustainable Development Goals.  109 

 110 

 111 

To inform policy decisions regarding the mitigation of air pollution, a growing literature has 112 

evaluated the economic costs of the effect of air pollution on human health. These studies have 113 

documented large health costs associated with air pollution on both global and regional 114 

scales.8–10 According to a World Bank report on the cost of air pollution, the health economic 115 

cost of ambient PM2.5 was US$3.55 trillion in 2013, equivalent to 3.5% of global GDP.8 116 

Recently, the 2019 Lancet Countdown on Health and Climate Change added the health costs 117 

of air pollution as an indicator of the health co-benefits of climate change mitigation.11 The 118 

burning of fossil fuels was responsible for much of the burden of air pollution, which was 119 

associated with 1.1 years of lost life expectancy.12 As activities related to fuel combustion also 120 

produce greenhouse gases, valuations of the costs of air pollution provide compelling rationale 121 

for decision-makers to make changes that not only reduce air pollution, but also the drivers of 122 

climate change. 123 

 124 
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Although the negative health effects of air pollution increase with age, previous studies adopted 125 

measures of the value of a statistical life (VSL) or value of a statistical life year (VSLY) that 126 

were constant across all age groups to quantify the cost of air pollution attributable deaths. For 127 

instance, the Lancet Commission on Investing in Health outlined a methodology to value the 128 

changes in mortality by assuming that VSL was proportional to remaining life expectancy.13 129 

Estimates derived from this methodology do not account for the theoretical and empirical 130 

evidence that both VSL and VSLY vary with people’s age due to changes in remaining life 131 

expectancy, life quality and socioeconomic status.14–16 Therefore, applying an age-invariant 132 

VSL or VSLY inaccurately estimates the health economic cost of air pollution, which might 133 

bias the optimal allocation of resources for pollution control and public health investments.  134 

 135 

In this study, we applied an age-adjusted VSLY to investigate the contribution of population 136 

ageing to the global health economic cost of deaths attributable to ambient PM2.5 pollution. By 137 

analyzing the interaction between ambient air pollution and population ageing, the findings 138 

from this study will inform the design of pollution control policies and healthcare investment 139 

strategies to improve the public health response to population ageing.  140 

 141 

 142 
Research in context 143 

Evidence before this study 144 

We searched Web of Science, Google Scholar, and publicly available literature up to March 145 

2020 for the terms “air pollution”, “mortality”, “health cost” and “population ageing” without 146 

language restrictions to find studies that examine the relationship between population ageing 147 

and the health economic cost of air pollution. Previous research found that population ageing 148 

was a major driver of the substantial growth in global non-communicable diseases. However, 149 

although many studies have assessed the health costs of air pollution, few have considered how 150 

it changed as a result of population aging. We found multiple articles, including reports from 151 

the World Bank, the World Health Organization (WHO) and the Organization for Economic 152 

Co-operation and Development (OECD) that estimated the health cost of air pollution at both 153 

regional and global scales. These studies applied either an age-invariant value of a statistical 154 

life (VSL) or an age-invariant value of a statistical life year (VSLY) as their economic measure 155 

of attributable mortality. For example, using an age-invariant VSL measure, the World Bank 156 

calculated that the total welfare loss from deaths attributable to ambient air pollution rose from 157 

US$2.18 trillion to US$3.55 trillion between 1990 and 2013. By assuming an age-invariant 158 

VSL or VSLY, these studies do not account for the elevated risks and fewer life years lost that 159 

older people face when exposed to air pollution and are unable to determine the effect of 160 

population ageing on its economic cost.  161 

 162 

Added value of this study  163 

This study examines the interaction between population ageing and the global health cost of 164 

deaths attributable to ambient air pollution. Unlike previous studies that adopted an age-165 

invariant VSL or VSLY to estimate the health cost of air pollution, we developed an age-166 

adjusted measure of VSLY that incorporates the effects of variations in life expectancy, wealth 167 

distribution and life quality over the lifecycle. By accounting for these factors, our 168 
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methodology provides an improved measure for the value of mortality abatement. Additionally, 169 

we used the global exposure mortality model (GEMM) to describe the relationship between 170 

pollution exposure and mortality. Compared to prior studies that apply integrated exposure-171 

response functions (IER), our health cost estimates capture not only the 6 major causes 172 

(ischemic heart disease, stroke, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, lung cancer, lower 173 

respiratory infections and type 2 diabetes) of deaths previously attributable to PM2.5 pollution, 174 

but also additional non-accidental causes of mortality impacts. This study provides updated 175 

estimates of the global economic cost of deaths attributable to ambient air pollution in 195 176 

countries from 2000 to 2016. Furthermore, our decomposition analysis shows the key factors 177 

associated with the change in global health economic cost of air pollution over time. The 178 

findings of this study are particularly relevant for pollution control policies in countries that 179 

face both high levels of pollution and a rapidly-ageing population. 180 

 181 

Implications of all the available evidence 182 

Air pollution’s impact on mortality disproportionately affects the older segments of the 183 

population. Given general trends in population aging, our results suggest that the economic 184 

health costs of ambient air pollution will continue to rise in the immediate future. Although air 185 

quality management is needed globally, it is especially urgent for highly-polluted and highly-186 

aged countries. In addition, targeting health care and preventative interventions towards older 187 

individuals, such as by providing them with at-home air filtration systems, can partially 188 

mitigate the health costs of ambient air pollution. Understanding the health effects of air 189 

pollution across the age distribution has important implications for assessing the aggregate 190 

costs of other age-differential health risks, such as the outbreak of COVID-19. Since the 191 

outbreak is particularly dangerous for the elderly with preexisting health conditions, air 192 

pollution might exaggerate the health risks of the epidemic. The methodology developed in 193 

this study is applicable for evaluating the health economic costs of the epidemic. Further 194 

investigation on the indirect health cost of COVID-19 due to the previous exposure of air 195 

pollution might provide more incentives for air pollution control.  196 

 197 

II Methodology 198 

 199 

1. Estimating global PM2.5 exposure from 2000-2016 200 

 201 

We retrieved the global estimates of PM2.5 concentrations using a database that combines 202 

satellite products and ground-based measurements with chemical transport modelling, 203 

applying a geographically weighted regression (GWR) at 0.1  0.1 (~11 km at the equator) 204 

resolution.17 These estimates were more consistent with ground-based monitoring data than 205 

PM2.5 estimates without a GWR adjustment. 206 

 207 

To estimate the population that was exposed within each grid of PM2.5 concentration, we 208 

collected population data (Gridded Population of the World - GPW v4) from NASA’s 209 

Socioeconomic Data and Applications Center (SEDAC), which is gridded at 0.0083  0.0083 210 
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(~1 km at the equator) resolution.18 We aggregated the population data into the same (0.1  211 

0.1) resolution as the PM2.5 data.  212 

 213 

2. Estimating age-specific health risks from 2000-2016 214 

 215 

We applied the GEMM to estimate the health risks from all non-accidental mortality due to 216 

exposure from PM2.5 pollution. We also estimated deaths associated with five specific causes—217 

chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), ischemic heart disease (IHD), stroke, lung 218 

cancer (LC) and lower respiratory infection (LRI)—to understand their contribution to the total 219 

mortality.19 We defined non-accidental causes of mortality as all noncommunicable diseases 220 

(NCD) and LRI. We subtracted the mortality related to the five specific causes of disease 221 

(5COD) from all non-accidental causes of mortality (NCD + LRI) to compute the additional 222 

non-accidental mortality (NCD + LRI − 5COD). We classified age groups in 5-year increments, 223 

censoring the last age group at 85 years and older. The hazard ratio (here equated with relative 224 

risk, or RR) of each cause of death k, at age m, in grid cell i, and year j is represented by the 225 

following function: 226 

𝑅𝑅𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 = exp {𝜃𝑘,𝑚𝑙𝑜𝑔 (
𝑧𝑖𝑗

𝛼𝑘,𝑚 + 1
) [

1

1 + exp (−
𝑧𝑖𝑗 − 𝜇𝑘,𝑚

𝜈𝑘,𝑚
)

]} 227 

where 𝑧𝑖𝑗 = 𝐶𝑖𝑗 − 𝑐𝑓,  𝐶𝑖𝑗 is the ambient concentration of PM2.5 in grid i and year j, and 𝑐𝑓 is 228 

the counterfactual concentration of PM2.5 below which there is assumed to be no additional 229 

risk. We assumed that the counterfactual concentration follows a uniform distribution between 230 

2.4 µg/m3 and 5.9 µg/m3.5 The functional form of GEMM is developed from the transformation 231 

of a log-linear model. In the GEMM, 𝜃 and its SE control the slope of a non-linear regression 232 

that represents the relationship between exposure concentration and RR, and 𝛼 defines the 233 

curvature of the model.5 Burnett et al. (2018) reported age-specific parameters of 𝜃, 𝛼, 𝜇, 𝜈  234 

from 41 cohort studies from 16 countries.  235 

 236 

3. PM2.5 related deaths and years of life lost (YLL) from 2000-2016 237 

 238 

Previous studies have estimated both the number of lives lost and the shortened life expectancy 239 

due to long-term exposure to air pollution.20–22 Studies have discussed whether valuing lives 240 

or life-years lost is a more appropriate metric for estimating the health impacts attributable to 241 

air pollution. The WHO treats deaths and YLL as equally legitimate metrics for measuring the 242 

cost of air pollution.23,24 While Rabl (2003) argues that the number of deaths is not an 243 

appropriate metric for air pollution related mortality. As long-term exposure to air pollution 244 

contributes to deaths by shortening life expectancy,26 we computed PM2.5 related YLL as the 245 

main health metric for valuing health costs. 246 

 247 

We estimated attributable deaths using the following equation: 248 

𝐷𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 = 𝐸𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚
0 × 𝐴𝐹𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 × 𝑃𝑜𝑝𝑖,𝑗,𝑚 249 

= 𝐸𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚
0 × [(𝑅𝑅𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 − 1)/𝑅𝑅𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚] × 𝑃𝑜𝑝𝑖,𝑗,𝑚 250 
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 251 

Given 𝐷𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 the YLL of each cause k, at age m, in grid cell i, and year j is derived as follows: 252 

𝑌𝐿𝐿𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 = ∑ 𝐷𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 × 𝐿𝐸𝑖,𝑗,𝑚
𝑛

𝑁

𝑛=0

 253 

where 𝐷𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 is the number of prevalent deaths, 𝐸𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚
0  is the baseline mortality rate of the 254 

exposure population, 𝐴𝐹𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚  is the attributable fraction of relative risks caused by air 255 

pollution, 𝑃𝑜𝑝𝑖,𝑗,𝑚 refers to the exposed population,  𝑌𝐿𝐿𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚  is the years of life lost, and 256 

𝐿𝐸𝑖,𝑗,𝑚
𝑛  is the life expectancy. We estimated attributable deaths and YLL with cause-specific, 257 

location-specific, year-specific, and age-specific parameters. While attributable mortality and 258 

population are observable at the grid cell level, we obtained the baseline mortality of each cause 259 

and the life expectancy for each age group at the country level using data from the 2017 Global 260 

Burden of Disease (GBD) Study.27 261 

 262 
4. Estimating age-adjusted VSL and VSLY from 2000-2016 263 
 264 
This study explored the heterogeneity of health economic costs with respect to the age of the 265 

exposed population by adopting an age-adjusted VSLY. Whether VSL and VSLY vary with 266 

age has gained much attention in the literature.28,29 Most previous studies have adopted constant 267 

VSL or VSLY as a valuation measure to estimate health economic cost of air pollution.30,31 268 

However, theoretical and empirical findings showed that VSL and VSLY can vary 269 

substantially with population age.14,15,29 Intuitively, the VSL decreases with age since the older 270 

population expect relatively fewer remaining life years. From this perspective, individuals’ 271 

willingness-to-pay (WTP) to avoid fatality risk would peak at birth (assuming that parents 272 

express WTP for avoiding deaths of their own children) and declines continuously afterwards. 273 

Following this assumption, the Lancet Commission on Investing in Health developed an age-274 

adjusted value of standardized mortality unit, which assumes that the VSL is linearly correlated 275 

with one’s remaining life expectancy.13 However, this measure of VSL may not accurately 276 

reflect society’s preferences for avoiding mortality risk.32 Studies find that WTP for a unit of 277 

fatal risk reduction also varies with the quality of life year and wealth over a lifetime.33,34 This 278 

indicates that both VSL and VSLY change with health, longevity and wealth over the course 279 

of one’s lifetime. Consistent with this argument, studies that specifically examine the age-VSL 280 

relationship have found that it reflects an inverted-U shape.14,15,35  281 

 282 

To account for the variation in WTP over the lifecycle, we developed an age-adjusted VSLY 283 

that modifies the constant VSL for wealth, remaining life expectancy, and age-specific survival 284 

rates at the country level. First, we adjust for the effect of wealth over the lifecycle by 285 

multiplying the constant VSL with age-specific wealth weights (wealth for certain age group 286 

divided by the mean wealth of all-age group) that capture changes in consumption over a 287 

lifetime. Individual wealth does not evolve monotonically with age.36,37 Resources and wealth 288 

tend to accumulate before retirement age and then decrease modestly after retirement.38 Figure 289 

1a (see appendix pp 2) illustrates that the wealth ratio increases with age and decreases after 290 

ages 65-70, while the ratio of aged population is higher than the wealth of the population 291 

younger than 50 years old. We assumed that those under 18 years share the same wealth weight 292 
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as their family members. This wealth-age profile suggests that older people, who have more 293 

wealth to lose if they die, are likely to have a higher willingness to pay to avoid a unit of healthy 294 

life year loss compared to younger adults with less to lose.39 Second, we adjusted the constant 295 

VSL by the ratio of the age-specific remaining life expectancy over the mean life expectancy 296 

of the total population. The country-specific constant VSL was estimated using a benefit-297 

transfer approach assuming a base VSL of US$3.54 million estimated from OECD 298 

countries.40,41 This adjustment indicates that the VSL decreases with individuals’ remaining 299 

life years. Third, we adjusted the VSL by the survival probability to represent the quality of a 300 

life year. Individuals with a low survival probability have little incentive to spend money to 301 

avoid fatal mortality due to a low quality of life and few remaining life years.39 302 

 303 

The value of age-adjusted VSLY is calculated from a remaining life-expectancy- and wealth-304 

adjusted VSL and survival rate by age:  305 

𝐴𝑔𝑒_𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌𝑐,𝑗,𝑚 =

𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑂𝐸𝐶𝐷 × (
𝐺𝐷𝑃𝑐,𝑗

𝐺𝐷𝑃𝑂𝐸𝐶𝐷,𝑗
)

𝑒

×
𝐿𝐸𝑐,𝑗,𝑚

𝐿𝐸𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛,𝑐
×

𝑤𝑚

𝑤𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛

∑ [𝑃𝑚,𝑐 × (1 + 1/(1 + 𝛾𝑐)𝑇−𝑚−1)]𝑇
𝑚=𝑎𝑔𝑒

  306 

where 𝐴𝑔𝑒_𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌 is the age-adjusted value of a statistical life year, 𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑂𝐸𝐶𝐷 is the base VSL 307 

from OECD countries, 𝐺𝐷𝑃𝑐,𝑗is the gross domestic product (GDP) per capita for country c in 308 

year j, 𝐺𝐷𝑃𝑂𝐸𝐶𝐷,𝑗  is the average GDP per capita of OECD countries, 𝑒 is the elasticity of 309 

income in VSL, 𝑤𝑚 is the average wealth at age m, 𝑤𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛 is the average wealth, T is the age 310 

of expected death at age m, 𝑃𝑚,𝑐 is the survival probability at age m, and 𝛾 is the discount rate. 311 

We defined 
𝑤𝑚

𝑤𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛
 as the wealth weight. Country-specific GDP per capita from 2000 to 2016 312 

was obtained from the World Bank database.42 GDP per capita, wealth, VSL and VSLY are 313 

adjusted to purchasing-power-parity (PPP) dollars in 2011 in each country. Details regarding 314 

the estimation of constant VSL and VSLY, and the age-adjusted VSL are provided in the 315 

appendix (pp 1). 316 

 317 

The estimation procedure involved a range of parameters that have direct and indirect impacts 318 

on the economic cost estimates. According to previous studies, the income elasticity of VSL is 319 

about 1.0 for non-US countries.43 Similarly, a meta-analysis of global VSL studies reports that 320 

the income elasticity of VSL is between 0.9 and 1.3.44 Following the recommendations of the 321 

World Bank report, we selected a wide range of income elasticities for two categories of 322 

countries.8 For low- and middle-income countries, we select an income elasticity of 1.2, with 323 

a range of 1.0 to 1.4 for our sensitivity test. For high-income countries, we select an elasticity 324 

of 0.8 with a range of 0.6 and 1.0 for our sensitivity test. We set the discount rate at 6 percent 325 

for low- and middle-income countries, and 4 percent for high-income countries.8 The wealth 326 

weights are calculated based on age-specific wealth distribution data extracted from national 327 

statistical offices. Since the national wealth data of different age groups are very limited, we 328 

only obtained age-wealth distribution data for five countries: the United States, Canada, the 329 

United Kingdom, Germany and China.45–50 We then aggregated the country-level data into an 330 

global average wealth data by age. We ran a loess regression model to simulate a global average 331 

wealth weights in different age groups (appendix pp 1-2). 332 

  333 
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 334 

5. Valuation of the economic cost of air pollution 335 

 336 

We estimated the economic cost within each age group as the product of the number of 337 

prevalent YLL (𝐷𝑒𝑎𝑡ℎ × 𝐿𝐸) in that group and the discounted present value of a life year loss. 338 

In contrast to previous studies that used an age-invariant VSLY, we modelled the value of a 339 

statistical life year at each age by its age-adjusted VSLY. 340 

 341 

𝐴𝑔𝑒_𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌_𝐸𝐶𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 =  𝐷𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 ∑
𝐴𝑔𝑒_𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌𝑐,𝑗,𝑚+𝑡

(1 + 𝑟)𝑡 

𝑇−𝑚−1

𝑡=0

 342 

 343 

where 𝐴𝑔𝑒_𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌_𝐸𝐶𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚  represents the economic cost of PM2.5 using the age-adjusted 344 

VSLY measure.  345 

 346 

6. Uncertainty analysis and sensitivity test 347 

 348 

Uncertainties in the distribution of PM2.5 concentration, exposed population sizes, life 349 

expectancy, exposure-response functions, socioeconomic parameters and valuation methods 350 

propagated to the health economic cost estimates. We adopted Monte Carlo simulations to 351 

estimate 95% uncertainty intervals (UIs) from 1000 draws of parameters and exposure-352 

response functions in the health economic cost assessment.  353 

 354 

For our sensitivity analysis, we evaluated the health cost using four additional valuation 355 

measures: i) a country-specific, constant VSLY across all age groups, ii) a global average age-356 

adjusted VSLY, iii) a country-specific, age-adjusted value of statistical life (VSL), and iv) a 357 

country-specific, constant VSL across all age groups. To compare the health economic cost 358 

across countries and regions around the world, we also introduced a set of global average age-359 

adjusted VSLY that removes differences due to variation in GDP per capita across countries. 360 

All simulations were done with R version 3.6.0. 361 

 362 

Role of the funding source 363 

The funders of the study had no role in study design, data collection, data analysis, data 364 

interpretation, or writing of the report. All authors had full access to all the data in the study 365 

and ZL and QZ had final responsibility for the decision to submit for publication. 366 

 367 

III Results 368 

1. Disproportional health and economic cost on the elderly 369 

 370 

Figure 1 illustrates the variation in age-specific mortality attributable to PM2.5 exposure. For 371 

each additional unit of PM2.5 concentration, the average attributable mortality of people aged 372 

60 and older was 12 times (95% UI: 11, 13) higher than the risks of those under 60. While a 373 

decrease in ambient PM2.5 from 35 µg/m3 (WHO interim target 1) to 15 µg/m3 (WHO interim 374 

target 3) leads to a 2.1% decrease in the attributable mortality rate among those age 85 and 375 
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older, this rate decreased by only 0.6% in those 75-80 and it decreased even less in younger 376 

ages. If PM2.5 was reduced to the WHO Air Quality Guideline (WHO AQG for PM2.5 is 10 377 

µg/m3), the attributable mortality for younger ages ranged between 0.02% and 0.1%. However, 378 

the older population would still experience large risks, especially for those aged 70 and older 379 

(0.4% to 1.6%). These estimates suggest that the impact of PM2.5 pollution will grow 380 

substantially as the share of the population aged 60 and older expands. Therefore, the current 381 

WHO AQG, which is determined by the average effects of air pollution on general population 382 

without considering the effects of population ageing, might require strengthening. This 383 

suggestion is further augmented by several recent analyses showing that significant health 384 

impacts can still occur at levels of PM2.5 below the guideline.51–53 385 

 386 

  387 
Figure 1 Percent of deaths attributable to PM2.5 out of population by age group over a range of 388 

PM2.5 concentrations in 2016. Shades around each line represent 95% of uncertainty intervals 389 

of each age group. The attributable mortality is estimated by age group over 350 bins of PM2.5 390 

concentration. The noise in the lines of attributable mortality originated from the geographical 391 

variation in age-specific mortality. 392 

 393 

From 2000 to 2016, PM2.5 related health impacts increased significantly, particularly for the 394 

older segments of the population. Globally, 6.23 million (4.75 million to 7.79 million) deaths 395 

were attributable to PM2.5 in 2000, and the number grew to 8.42 million (6.50, 10.52) in 2016. 396 

The deaths in those aged 60 and older comprised more than 65% (66%-73%) of the total. 397 

Further, based on these estimates, deaths attributable to PM2.5 accounted for 12% to 15% of 398 

global all-cause deaths between 2000 and 2016. The deaths attributable to PM2.5 accounted for 399 

138.49 million (94.76, 186.73) and 163.68 million (116.03, 219.44) YLL in 2000 and 2016, 400 
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respectively (Table 1). The YLL of the older population accounted for 37% (30% - 40%) of all 401 

YLL attributable to PM2.5 pollution in 2016. Between 2000 and 2016, the YLL for those 60 402 

years and older increased by 60%, while the YLL only increased by 3% among those younger 403 

than 60 years old.  404 

 405 

Table 1 summarizes the number of deaths and YLL attributable to PM2.5 in the GBD super 406 

regions. The highest attributable mortality was 1.72 per 1000 persons (1.35, 2.10) in the South 407 

Asia super region followed by the Southeast Asia, East Asia and Oceania super region. The 408 

Southeast Asia, East Asia and Oceania super region was subject to the highest elderly YLL 409 

with more than 21.11 million (16.39, 26.27) YLL in the older population in 2016. Among all 410 

countries in these two GBD super regions, India and China were the largest contributors to 411 

these losses.  412 

 413 

 414 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.28.20083576doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.28.20083576
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Table 1 Global health damages attributable to PM2.5 by GBD super regions in 2016. 

GBD super region 

Population 

(million) 

Deaths 

(million) 

Years of life lost 

(million) 
Deaths per thousand YLL per capita 

Elderly Overall Elderly Overall Elderly Overall Elderly Overall Elderly Overall 

Global 898 7379 
5.61 

(4.46, 6.83) 

8.42 

(6.50, 10.52) 

60.17 

(46.54, 75.46) 

163.68 

(116.03, 219.44) 

6.41 

(5.09, 7.80) 

1.17 

(0.90, 1.46) 

0.069 

(0.053, 0.086) 

0.004 

(0.002, 0.006) 

Central Europe, Eastern Europe, and Central Asia 78 415 
0.47 

(0.38, 0.56) 

0.63 

(0.51, 0.75) 

4.53 

(3.66, 5,42) 

9.38 

(7.36, 11.53) 

6.16 

(5.02, 7.30) 

1.55 

(1.25, 1.85) 

0.059 

(0.048, 0.071) 

0.02 

(0.02, 0.03) 

High-income 246 1045 
0.75 

(0.61, 0.90) 

0.86 

(0.69, 1.02) 

7.70 

(6.16, 9.29) 

11.39 

(9.11, 13.77) 

3.13 

(2.54, 3.75) 

0.84 

(0.68, 1.01) 

0.032 

(0.026, 0.039) 

0.011 

(0.009, 0.014) 

Latin America and the Caribbean 60 567 
0.14 

(0.11, 0.17) 
0.21 

(0.16, 0.25) 
1.66 

(1.30, 2.06) 
4.19 

(3.24, 5.26) 
2.34 

(1.87, 2.85) 
0.37 

(0.30, 0.46) 
0.028 

(0.022, 0.035) 
0.008 

(0.006, 0.010) 

North Africa and Middle East 43 573 
0.25 

(0.19, 0.32) 

0.42 

(0.30, 0.55) 

2.84 

(2.05, 3.82) 

9.30 

(6.12, 13.45) 

5.97 

(4.52, 7.61) 

0.75 

(0.54, 0.99) 

0.068 

(0.049, 0.091) 

0.017 

(0.011, 0.024) 

South Asia 147 1735 
1.78 

(1.43, 2.14) 

2.91 

(2.28, 3.55) 

18.40 

(14.40, 22.81) 

58.69 

(42.84, 75.75) 

12.43 

(9.99, 14.97) 

1.72 

(1.35, 2.10) 

0.128 

(0.101, 0.159) 

0.035 

(0.025, 0.045) 

Southeast Asia, East Asia, and Oceania 277 2063 
1.87 

(1.49, 2.28) 
2.49 

(1.96, 3.05) 
21.11 

(16.39, 26.27) 
42.09 

(31.95, 53.36) 
6.94 

(5.52, 8.42) 
1.23 

(0.98, 1.52) 
0.078 

(0.061, 0.097) 
0.021 

(0.016, 0.027) 

Sub-Saharan Africa 46 981 
0.35 

(0.25, 0.47) 

0.92 

(0.59, 1.34) 

3.93 

(2.57, 5.80) 

28.63 

(15.40, 46.31) 

7.61 

(5.45, 10.23) 

0.96 

(0.61, 1.40) 

0.087 

(0.057, 0.128) 

0.030 

(0.016, 0.048) 
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The health economic cost of the YLL attributable to PM2.5 pollution in the total population 

increased from US$2.37 trillion (1.88, 2.87) to US$4.09 trillion (3.19, 5.05) per year from 2000 

to 2016, reflecting a 70% increase in this period. This cost represents 3.6% (2.8%, 4.5%) of 

global GDP in 2016. The health cost to the older population alone, however, increased from 

US$1.34 trillion (1.09, 1.60) in 2000 to US$2.40 trillion (1.89, 2.93) in 2016. The increase in 

economic cost over this period was 20% faster in the older population than in the younger 

population. Globally, the health economic cost per capita of the older population was 10.2 

times (8.1, 12.5) the per capita cost of the younger population. Hence, increases in air pollution 

disproportionately increases the economic cost with respect to the older population. 

 

Over the 17-year period, PM2.5 attributable economic cost in the older population accounted 

for 57% to 59% of that in the total population. Importantly, despite generally lower air pollution 

concentrations, the High-income super region had the highest share of total economic cost 

borne by the elderly population (from 67% to 72%), followed by the Central Europe, Eastern 

Europe, and Central Asia super regions (from 56% to 60%). In comparison, given its much 

younger age distribution, only 24% of the total cost in the Sub-Saharan Africa super region 

was borne by the older population. The share of the health economic cost on the older 

population increased over time in most countries due to rapid population ageing (Figures 2C 

& 2D). The proportion of economic cost related to the older population was higher in countries 

with relatively lower population-weighted PM2.5 concentrations as there was an overall 

negative correlation between PM2.5 levels and the national proportion of those older than 60 

years (Appendix Figure 3a). For example, Japan experienced the highest proportion of the 

health economic cost (from 70% to 83%) in the elderly from 2000 to 2016, followed by Italy 

(from 76% to 81%), Spain (from 71% to 77%) and Germany (from 70% to 76%) where the 

population weighted PM2.5 concentration was under 20 µg/m3.  
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Figure 2 Shares of economic cost by GBD super regions and 195 countries and territories 

Figure 2A illustrates the health economic cost in people aged 60 and older from 2000 to 2016, 

and Figure 2B presents the economic cost in the total population. The values with the green 

arrows are the average shares of health economic cost with respect to the elderly population in 

each GBD super region over the 17-year period. Figures 2C and 2D show the growing share 

of the health economic cost in the older population from all-age health loss as a function of the 

population weighted concentration of PM2.5 in 195 countries and territories from 2000 to 2016. 

National GDPs are adjusted to purchasing power parity in 2011.  

 

2. Economic cost comparison by age and cause 

 

The health damage attributable to PM2.5 varied substantially by age and cause. Among all the 

age groups, those aged 85 and older had the highest the number of deaths. Excluding the over-

85 and under-20 age groups, mortality counts peaked at age 70-75 years with 0.85 million [0.67, 

1.04] deaths, and YLL was largest for the aged 60-65 population with 14.89 million (11.48, 

18.77) years lost (Figure 3A & 3B). Between 2000 and 2016, deaths and YLL decreased in the 

population under 30. However, the health economic cost increased in this age group over the 

study period. The highest health economic costs were associated with the populations aged 60-

65 (US$0.48 trillion [0.38, 0.58]) and the aggregated age group of people over 85 years old 

(US$0.53 trillion [0.42, 0.65]).  
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To account for differences in age structure between countries and to compare the health cost 

of PM2.5 across regions, we adopted a global average age-adjusted VSLY to estimate the cost 

of YLLs attributable to PM2.5 (Figure 3D). The results show that the largest health economic 

costs occurred in the South Asia super region and Southeast Asia and East Asia super region, 

which accounted for 58% (57%-60%) and 64% (63%-66%) of the global health economic costs 

in 2000 and 2016, respectively.  

 
Figure 3 Attributable deaths, YLL and economic cost by age across the GBD super regions 

between 2000 and 2016. Figure 3A illustrates attributable deaths by age across regions; Figure 

3B represents the corresponding YLL in each age group and region; Figure 3C illustrates the 

variation in health economic cost by age and region over time using a country-specific and age-

adjusted measure of VSLY; Figure 3D shows the distribution of health economic costs using 

a globally averaged, age-adjusted VSLY. Red error bars represent 95% uncertainty intervals. 

 

Globally, attributable deaths and YLL associated with additional (beyond the 5 diseases 

included in the 2016 GBD study) nonaccidental causes (NCD + LRI − 5COD) accounted for 

30% of attributable deaths and YLL from PM2.5.
54 Figure 4 indicates that additional non-

accidental mortality comprised 44% (36%-56%) of the total health cost attributable to PM2.5, 
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though this varied widely by country. At the national level, the health economic cost of 

additional non-accidental mortality comprised over 30% of the total loss attributable to PM2.5 

pollution in China and India in 2016. In comparison, the share of cost due to additional non-

accidental mortality in Japan and the United States was 56% (53%-64%). Overall, the North 

Africa, Asia and Central Europe regions had 30% of their total cost due to the additional non-

accidental mortality, while the High-income and the Latin America regions had more than 50% 

of their health cost caused by additional non-accidental deaths. From 2000 to 2016, high-

income countries generally experienced a decrease in health economic costs due to the five 

specific causes, but an increase from the additional non-accidental mortality. On the other hand, 

low-middle-income countries had faster growth in economic costs associated with the five 

specific causes than that due to additional non-accidental mortality.  

 

 
Figure 4 Selected countries and the rest of the world (ROW) economic cost of various causes 

related death from 2000 to 2016. The percentage in the graph represents the fraction of GDP 

in 2016. COPD is chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, IHD is ischemic heart disease, LC is 

lung cancer, LRI is lower respiratory infection, and (NCD + LRI − 5COD) is the additional 

non-accidental mortality.  

 

The health economic costs of PM2.5 varied significantly among the five specific causes. IHD 

was associated with the highest costs among the five specific causes of disease, comprising 27% 
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(26%-28%) of the total health economic cost attributable to PM2.5 in 2016. The cost of IHD 

was 5 to 10 times that due to the other four specific diseases. The global health costs associated 

with IHD increased from US$0.7 trillion (0.6-0.9) to US$1.1 trillion (0.9-1.4) from 2000 to 

2016. The health cost associated with stroke increased fastest among all the specific causes, 

followed by COPD. The health economic cost of stroke in 2016 was 2.4 times that in 2000. 

More than 80% of the economic cost attributable to COPD was associated with the older 

population. This increased to an over 90% share in the aged countries, such as Japan, Italy, and 

Sweden. In contrast, countries such as the United Arab Emirates and Kuwait only had 30% of 

the economic costs caused by COPD related to the older population. In those older than 60 

years, IHD, LC and stroke accounted for 63%, 68% and 64% of the total health economic cost 

attributable to PM2.5, respectively, in 2016.  

 

Figure 4 also reports the percentage of GDP loss due to the health economic costs related to 

PM2.5 pollution in 2016. China, USA, India, Russia and Japan were the countries that had the 

highest health economic costs worldwide. However, the health economic cost relative to 

national GDP was higher in Russia, India, Italy, Nigeria and China.  

 

3. Driving factors of growing health economic cost  

 

The substantial health cost of air pollution reflects the influence of environmental, 

demographic and socioeconomic factors. We decomposed the change in health cost attributable 

to ambient PM2.5 pollution from 2000 to 2016 by country and region into five major 

contributors—population growth, population ageing, age-specific mortality, the exposure level 

of ambient PM2.5 and the growth of GDP per capita (see appendix for detail method, pp 2-3). 

Globally, the effects of population ageing offset 52% of the benefits gained from mortality 

reduction over the 17-year period. Figure 5 shows the relative and absolute contribution of the 

five driving factors of the rise in the health cost of ambient PM2.5 in the total population (Figure 

5A) and the older population (Figure 5B) in the GBD super regions. Among all driving factors, 

the increase in GDP per capita was the dominant contributor to the rapid growth of health cost 

over the study period in the South-East Asian regions (Figure 5A-5B). In the High-income 

super region, the change in age-specific mortality played a key role in reducing the health cost, 

lowering it by 28.5% between 2000 and 2016 (Figure 5A). However, the growth of health cost 

due to population ageing offset 90% of the benefits of avoided deaths due to the reduction of 

mortality in the High-income super region (Figure 5A). Except for the South Asia and Sub-

Saharan Africa super regions, all the other regions experienced 18.8% to 33.1% growth in 

health cost due to population ageing (Figure 5A). 

 

In terms of the older population, the contribution of population growth, population ageing, age-

specific mortality and exposure of PM2.5 varied substantially (Figure 5B). The decrease in 

PM2.5 exposure benefited the older population more than the younger population. The effect of 

mortality reduction over this period avoided 56% of the health cost on the population under 60, 

while this reduction in mortality only brought a 29% decrease in health cost on the older 

population. 
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Figure 5 Contribution of each driving factor to the change of health cost related to ambient 

PM2.5 in the period of 2000-2016 in GBD super regions. The signs of “−” and “+” represent 

the negative and positive percent change in health cost. The first bars and the last bars are the 

total health cost in each GBD super region in 2000 and 2016. The length of each bar in between 

starts where the previous bar ends and represents the contribution of each factor between 2000 

and 2016. The left graph (Figure 5A) is the decomposition of the driving factors for the total 

population and the right one (Figure 5B) is for the older population. 

 

4. Comparative analysis of health economic costs  

 

The health economic cost of air pollution changes significantly with the valuation methods on 

which the estimates are based. Therefore, as sensitivity analyses, we compared the health cost 

estimates computed using the country-specific age-adjusted VSLY with those using: 1) a 

country-specific constant (age-invariant) VSLY, 2) a global average age-adjusted VSLY, 3) a 

country-specific age-adjusted VSL, and 4) a country-specific constant VSL, respectively. 

Unlike the country-specific methods, the global average age-adjusted VSLY does not place a 

higher value on the lives of people from richer countries when estimating the global health 

costs, we used a global average age-adjusted VSLY measure to compare the health cost at the 

global level.  

 

Estimates of health cost were highest using the constant VSL measure compared to those using 

the other four valuation measures. In 2016, the health economic cost was US$8.32 trillion (6.62, 
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10.11) using an age-invariant VSL, which was more than two times the estimates based on an 

age-adjusted VSL (US$3.88 trillion [3.07, 4.73]). In contrast, health costs were US$4.54 

trillion (3.58, 5.57) and US$4.09 trillion (3.19, 5.05) based on an age-invariant VSLY and an 

age-adjusted VSLY, respectively. The global average age-adjusted VSLY indicated that the 

global health economic cost was US$5.09 trillion (4.06, 6.19) in 2016, which was higher than 

the estimate from the country-specific age-adjusted VSLY.  

 

Globally, the health economic costs were unequally distributed across various levels of 

exposure to PM2.5 concentration. This substantial variation was mainly due to differences in 

GDP per capita and annual PM2.5 concentration across countries worldwide. In 2016, the 

global health economic cost estimated by country-specific valuation measures (i.e., constant 

VSL, age-adjusted VSL, constant VSLY and age-adjusted VSLY) peaked at regions with PM2.5 

concentrations of 14.5 µg/m3 (Figures 6A, 6B, 6D, 6E). Applying these four valuation 

measures, we also found that 50% of global health economic cost occurred in regions where 

PM2.5 was below 25 µg/m3. In contrast, if a global average age-adjusted VSLY measure is 

applied, half of the all-age health economic cost occurred in regions where ambient PM2.5 was 

below 41.5 µg/m3. For the constant VSL, the share of economic cost among the ageing 

population was 77%, while the share dropped to 60% when the age-adjusted VSL was used. In 

comparison, the older population’s share of economic costs was 61% and 59% when we 

applied an age-invariant VSLY and an age-specific VSLY, respectively. Figure 5a (in appendix 

pp 6) shows that the United States, Japan and Russia, where a VSL was relatively higher due 

to the higher GDP per capita, had the highest health cost among the regions with PM2.5 levels 

below 25 µg/m3. In contrast, China and India had the highest health costs in the regions where 

annual PM2.5 was 25 µg/m3 to 125 µg/m3, whereas these countries had a relatively lower VSL.  
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Figure 6 Global health economic cost distribution as a function of PM2.5 concentration by age 

group in 2016. Figures 6A-6E are area plots of the global age-specific health economic cost 

with the region level PM2.5 concentration. The integral of the area in each color represents the 

total health cost by age over a range of PM2.5 concentrations. Figure 6F illustrates the 

cumulative health economic costs with 95% UI, using four valuation measures and a 

synthesized valuation measure. 

 

Figure 6F presents the 95% confidence intervals of four country-specific valuation measures 

and a synthesized measure. For the synthesized measure, we aggregated the costs and 

uncertainties of these four measures by assuming that each valuation measure has an equal 

weight and value for policymaking. The health economic cost synthesized from the four 

country-specific valuation measures was US$5.2 trillion (4.1, 6.2), which was 27% higher than 

the estimates using the age-adjusted VSLY and 60% lower than the loss based on an age-

invariant VSL. 

 

IV Discussion 

 

In this study, we examined the health economic cost of deaths by looking at the interaction 

between air pollution and global ageing. The population aged 60 years and older, which 

accounts for 10% to 12% of the global population, suffered 57%-59% of the total health 

economic cost of deaths attributable to PM2.5 over the 2000-2016 period, due to the 

combination of global ageing and the large impacts of air pollution on the older population. 

The health cost attributable to PM2.5 amongst this population was equivalent to 76% of the 
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health spending in this age category in 2016,55 which leads to aggravating challenge to national 

healthcare systems. The rate of increase in the economic cost in the older population was 20% 

faster than that in the younger population. The disproportional health costs with respect to the 

older people varied across regions and countries. The fraction of economic costs on the 

population aged 60 years and older was highest in the High-income super region and lowest in 

the Sub-Saharan Africa super region.  

 

The rapid growth of global economic cost was mainly driven by the increase in GDP per capita, 

population ageing and population growth over the period of 2000-2016. The effects of 

population ageing offset 52% of the benefits attributable to the overall reduction in global 

mortality. In addition, the benefits of mortality reduction did not distribute evenly across all 

age groups. Reduction in mortality contributed to a faster rate of health economic cost 

abatement in the younger population, which might enlarge the disproportional economic cost 

on the older population. The growth in global health economic costs increased most rapidly in 

the Southeast Asia, East Asia and Oceania super region. This increase in health cost was mainly 

due to the growth of GDP per capita, increasing exposure of PM2.5 concentration and 

population ageing. In comparison, the increase of health cost in the High-income super region 

was mainly due to population ageing and growing GDP per capita. 

 

The health economic costs attributable to ambient PM2.5 also varied significantly by cause. In 

addition to the five previously considered specific causes of disease in the 2016 GBD, the 

health impacts of additional non-accidental causes related to PM2.5 increased rapidly. Among 

the five traditional specific causes, IHD resulted in the highest per capita economic cost, five 

times that caused by LRI. Per capita health costs associated with lung cancer in the older 

population showed the highest average growth rate compared with that of other specific causes 

of disease. In comparison, the younger population had the highest growth rate in per capita 

economic cost associated with COPD. The differences of health economic costs by cause 

provide additional information to policymakers to facilitate the allocation of public medical 

resources. The additional costs of non-accidental causes of YLL suggest that the economic 

benefits of pollution control lead to much greater health benefits than previous estimates. 

 

The health economic cost of ambient PM2.5 pollution fluctuates significantly according to the 

valuation measure used. The constant VSL measure generated the highest estimate of economic 

cost in 2016 (US$8.32 trillion [6.6, 10.1]) compared to the other four methods (ranging from 

US$3.07 trillion to US$5.57 trillion). Compared with an age-invariant VSL, which is used in 

most previous studies, the health economic cost of PM2.5 pollution using an age-adjusted VSLY 

measure considers three major effects that influence VSLY over one’s lifetime: the change of 

remaining life expectancy, life quality and wealth weights. After the adjustment of VSLY by 

age, we obtained a set of VSL estimates that varied with age in an inverted-U shape that peaks 

at 40-50 years old (appendix pp 11), which is consistent with previous studies. Shepard and 

Zeckhauser (1984) illustrated in a “Robinson Crusoe” analysis that VSL increases with age 

among young adults, peaks at age 40, and then continuously drops when they get older. 

Simulation models of self-protection decisions that examine life-cycle consumption under age-

specific mortality and dynamic wealth constraints also generated similar findings.57 The life-
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cycle model of VSL depends on imperfect markets in which an individual is not allowed to 

borrow or lend money over his/her life time to avoid moral hazard problems.58 Based on the 

hedonic model, Aldy and Viscusi (2007) estimated VSL peaks at age 46 years old, making an 

inverted-U shape, by observing market equilibria of tradeoffs between wages and fatal risks. 

Although there are concerns about the inequality caused by adjusting VSL by age, social 

preferences revealed from consumers’ choices and workers’ wage rates imply that both VSL 

and VSLY peak at middle age and decline afterwards.15 Therefore, an age-invariant VSL will 

lead to higher health economic cost estimates for the older population and an age-invariant 

VSLY will generate higher cost estimates for young people.59 Since air pollution 

disproportionately affects the older population, individuals’ risk-money tradeoff varies as their 

age, mortality rate and socioeconomic status change.60 Applying the age-adjusted VSLY 

improves our knowledge on the health cost of mortality attributable to air pollution, especially 

in an ageing society. The health economic cost estimated using the age-adjusted VSLY 

facilitates the optimal allocation of pollution control resources and public healthcare 

investment for populations of different ages. 

 

Despite the advancements to estimating the health cost of air pollution made in this study, 

limitations remain. First, we applied methods that require a series of global and historical data 

inputs, which are measured with uncertainty. Although the satellite-based estimates are 

generally somewhat lower than the ground monitoring data, the PM2.5 estimates used in this 

study show a highly consistency (R2=0.81) with ground measurements.61 In addition, 

uncertainties in the population spatial distribution typically increase by the disaggregation of 

the age categories. Second, the exposure-response functions applied in this study also 

introduced uncertainties. Our estimates of economic costs caused by NCD+LRI were 40% 

higher than the total of five specific diseases in the older population using the GEMM. Due to 

the limited number of available cohort studies, the GEMM assumes that the prevalence of 

deaths for the additional causes, such as chronic kidney disease and dementia,62,63 is similar in 

all countries compared to the countries that are included in the 41 cohort studies. Including 

more cohort studies from highly-polluted countries and additional exposure-response functions 

for other NCDs in the GEMM will reduce the uncertainties in the estimates of deaths 

attributable to PM2.5 pollution. We also suggest that the exposure-response relationships of 

other NCDs should be further investigated to improve the estimates of health cost in additional 

NCDs. For example, the 2017 GBD Study included type 2 diabetes as another specific cause 

of disease, while the 2019 GBD study incorporated the estimates of deaths mediated by the 

impact of air pollution on birthweight and short gestation. Adding additional causes of disease 

related to PM2.5 might reduce the share of the health impacts of the older population relative to 

the total impact over all ages. In addition, as the GEMM is based on adult cohort mortality 

analyses, it may underestimate the overall impact of air pollution and specifically impacts on 

infant mortality and morbidity impacts on younger age groups.64 Third, uncertainties embedded 

in the age-adjusted VSLY. We translated the VSL or VSLY of all countries worldwide based 

on the VSL database of OECD countries, because national studies are limited. However, this 

database might underestimate the VSL in the United States and even other higher-income 

countries. For example, Viscusi (2018) estimated that the VSL in the US is US$10 million 

based on a hedonic wage approach, which is much higher than the benefit-transfer estimate 
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(US$ 4.5 million in the US) used in this study. If we adopt a VSL of US$ 10 million in the US, 

the health cost of PM2.5 in the US will be US$1.02 trillion (0.81, 1.22). Estimates of the income 

elasticity for VSL also varies across countries. Therefore, a benefit-transfer method induces 

uncertainties in VSL and VSLY estimates in countries. In this study, we applied an age-

invariant value of income elasticity within two groups of countries: low-income and high-

income countries. To limit these uncertainties, we considered a wide range of elasticities 

between 0.6 and 1.4, which covers the estimates of elasticity reported in most previous 

studies.40,44 We acknowledge that elasticities are different across countries, but we believe our 

uncertainty assessment captured most of the bias caused by the variation of income elasticity 

in the VSL estimates. To adjust VSLY by age, we adopted a global average wealth weights by 

age due to limited statistical data at national level. More country-level wealth data by age will 

improve the robustness of the estimates in this study. 

 

In conclusion, the health economic cost of deaths attributable to ambient PM2.5 among the older 

population accounted for a major share of total cost and has increased substantially from 2000 

to 2016 owing to growing GDP per capita, population ageing and population growth. The 

health economic cost estimated by the age-adjusted VSLY measure provides further 

information for national and local government to design pollution control strategies and 

allocate healthcare resources by populations’ ages. Additional non-communicable disease, not 

previously considered, represent a large share of the total health economic costs, thus the 

benefits of pollution reduction might exceed previous estimates. If substantial pollution 

reduction, especially in highly-polluted and highly-aged countries, is not achieved, ambient air 

pollution will lead to rapid increases in health economic cost related to mortality, which might 

induce substantial burden on national healthcare systems. In addition, improved health care 

targeted towards older individuals and providing opportunities to reduce exposures can be 

helpful to reduce the health cost of ambient air pollution. Given that many of the measures that 

will protect people from air pollution are the same ones necessary to decrease greenhouse gas 

emissions, this study provides a rationale for measures that will improve health across 

generations through both improved air quality and reduced health impacts related to climate 

change as the century progresses.  
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Supplementary appendix 

 

1. Country-specific age-invariant VSL and VSL estimation 

In the absence of empirical estimates of country-specific VSL, this study derived age-

invariant VSL by country using a benefit-transfer method based on meta-analysis for 

OECD countries 1:  

𝐴𝑔𝑒_𝑖𝑛𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑛𝑡_𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑐,𝑗 = 𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑂𝐸𝐶𝐷 × (
𝐺𝐷𝑃𝑐,𝑗

𝐺𝐷𝑃𝑂𝐸𝐶𝐷,𝑗
) =

𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌𝑐,𝑗

𝛾𝑐
−

1

(1 + 𝛾𝑐)𝐿𝐸𝑐,𝑗
[
𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌𝑐,𝑗

𝛾𝑐
]

=
(1 + 𝛾𝑐)

𝛾𝑐(1 + 𝛾𝑐)𝐿𝐸𝑐,𝑗
𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌𝑐,𝑗 

where c represents country, j is the year. 

The discounted age-invariant VSLY is derived from dividing VSL by the remaining life 

years: 

𝐴𝑔𝑒_𝑖𝑛𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑛𝑡_𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌𝑐,𝑗 = 𝛾𝑐𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑐,𝑗/[1 − (1 + 𝛾𝑐)−𝐿𝐸𝑐,𝑗] 

where 𝑙 denotes individuals’ life span, 𝛾 is the discount rate, 𝑉𝑆𝐿 represents the value of a 

statistical life, and 𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌 is value of a statistical life year. 

2. Country-specific age-adjusted VSL estimation 

In this study, we generated five sets of economic cost estimates using four country-specific 

measures including age-adjusted VSL, age-adjusted VSLY, age-invariant VSL, age-

invariant VSLY and one global average age-adjusted VSLY measures.  

For loss of premature deaths, economic cost can be estimated using the loss of premature 

deaths multiplied by age-adjusted VSL or age-invariant VSL.  

𝐴𝑔𝑒_𝑉𝑆𝐿_𝐸𝐵𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 = 𝐴𝑔𝑒_𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑐,𝑗,𝑚 × 𝐷𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 

where 𝐴𝑔𝑒_𝑉𝑆𝐿_𝐸𝐵𝑖,𝑗,𝑘,𝑚 represents economic cost of PM2.5 on the aged population using 

age-adjusted VSL measure.  

3. Wealth weights estimation 

Value of a statistical life is measured by a trade off between wealth and mortality rate (1-

survival probability). Both wealth and mortality rates vary with age according to previous 

literature. To estimate the wealth distribution with ages, we obtained country-specific 

wealth database from USA, Canada, UK, Germany and China. To estimate country-

specific and global average wealth weights, we adopted a Loess regression model to predict 

the wealth weight with respect to age. The wealth peaked around 65-70 years old in the 

United States while in China the wealth was highest among population aged 40-50. Due to 

the limited database for the wealth distribution with respect to age, we adopted global 

average wealth ratios by age aggregated from five countries. We ran a loess regression 

model to simulate a global average wealth weights in different age groups. 
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The detail of loess regression model is explained as following quadratic approximation: 

f(x) ≈ 𝛽0 + 𝛽1(𝑥 − 𝑥0) +
1

2
𝛽2(𝑥 − 𝑥0)2, 𝑓𝑜𝑟 𝑥 ∈ [𝑥0 − ℎ(𝑥0), 𝑥0 + ℎ(𝑥0)] 

To estimate the local regression value f̂(x0), we solve the following equation to calculate 

the minimal β = (𝛽0, 𝛽1, 𝛽2)′: 

β̂ = arg 𝑚𝑖𝑛⏟
𝛽∈𝑅3

∑ 𝑤𝑖(𝑥0)[𝑌𝑖 − {𝛽0 + 𝛽1(𝑥 − 𝑥0) +
1

2
𝛽2(𝑥 − 𝑥0)2}]2

𝑛

𝑖=1

 

where 𝑤𝑖(𝑥0) = 𝑊(
𝑥𝑖−𝑥0

ℎ(𝑥)
), ℎ(𝑥0) is the span, here we applied a span of 0.3. 

 

Figure 1a presents the loess regression results. Although the wealth of people at old age 

decreased slightly, it remains to be higher than most of the younger age population.  

 

 
Figure 1a The wealth weights distribution with age 

 

4. Driving factors decomposition 

We decomposed five major driving factors—population growth, population ageing, age-

specific mortality, exposure concentration and GDP per capita growth—related to health 

economic cost attributable to ambient PM2.5. According to GBD 2015 and Cohen et al. 

(2017),2,3 we simulated the attributable effects of each factor related to the change of health 

economic cost between 2000 and 2016. The baseline age-specific mortality effect was 

unrelated to the ambient PM2.5 exposure. All the analyses was done at four levels: global 

level, GBD super region level, income group level and country level. 

A = ∑ 𝑃𝑜𝑝2000,𝑎𝑔𝑒 ×
∑ 𝑃𝑜𝑝2016,𝑎𝑔𝑒

85+
𝑎𝑔𝑒=1

∑ 𝑃𝑜𝑝2000,𝑎𝑔𝑒
85+
𝑎𝑔𝑒=1

×

85+

𝑎𝑔𝑒=1

𝑀𝑜𝑟𝑡2000,𝑎𝑔𝑒 × 𝐴𝐹𝑎𝑔𝑒,2000

× ∑ 𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌𝑎𝑔𝑒,2000

85+

𝑎𝑔𝑒=1
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B = ∑ 𝑃𝑜𝑝2016,𝑎𝑔𝑒 ×

85+

𝑎𝑔𝑒=1

𝑀𝑜𝑟𝑡2000,𝑎𝑔𝑒 × 𝐴𝐹𝑎𝑔𝑒,2000 × ∑ 𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌𝑎𝑔𝑒,2000

85+

𝑎𝑔𝑒=1

 

 

C = ∑ 𝑃𝑜𝑝2016,𝑎𝑔𝑒 ×

85+

𝑎𝑔𝑒=1

𝑀𝑜𝑟𝑡2016,𝑎𝑔𝑒 × (
1 − 𝐴𝐹𝑎𝑔𝑒,2016

1 − 𝐴𝐹𝑎𝑔𝑒,2000
) × 𝐴𝐹𝑎𝑔𝑒,2000

× ∑ 𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌𝑎𝑔𝑒,2000

85+

𝑎𝑔𝑒=1

 

 

D = ∑ 𝑃𝑜𝑝2016,𝑎𝑔𝑒 ×

85+

𝑎𝑔𝑒=1

𝑀𝑜𝑟𝑡2016,𝑎𝑔𝑒 × 𝐴𝐹𝑎𝑔𝑒,2016 × ∑ 𝑉𝑆𝐿𝑌𝑎𝑔𝑒,2000

85+

𝑎𝑔𝑒=1

 

 

Therefore, the effects of five driving factors are estimated as follows: 

Population growth effect (%) = (A − Age_VSLY_HC2000)/ Age_VSLY_HC2000 

Population ageing effect (%) = (B − A)/ Age_VSLY_HC2000 

Baseline mortality change effect (%) = (C − B)/ Age_VSLY_HC2000 

Exposure concentration change effect (%) = (D − C)/ Age_VSLY_HC2000 

GDP growth effect (%) = ( Age_VSLY_HC2016 − D)/ Age_VSLY_HC2000 

 

5. Health cost per capita in 195 countries 

Figure 2a illustrates the health economic burden per capita between 2000 and 2016 by 

country for the aged population and all-age population. The health economic burden per 

capita of the aged population was much higher than the per capita loss of all-age population, 

both of which increased from 2000 and 2016. 
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Figure 2a Health economic cost per capita by country in different income groups 

6. Correlation between population ageing and PM2.5 concentration 

We regressed the population ageing rates (proportion of population aged 60 years and older 

over the total population) with population-weighted PM2.5 concentration using a 

generalized additive model. Figure 3a shows that the ageing rates decreased continuously 

with an increase of population-weighed PM2.5 concentration, which represents an overall 

decreasing trend of population ageing with an incremental population weighted PM2.5 

concentration. 

 
Figure 3a Correlation between population ageing and population weighted PM2.5 

concentration in 2016. Shadows represent the 75%, 95% confidence intervals of 

predictions. 
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7. Health economic growth from 2000 to 2016 

The health economic burden change of the aged population varied geographically between 

2000 and 2016. Figure 4a shows that the highest economic burden growth happened in the 

East of China, India and the Central and Eastern Europe. 

 
Figure 4a Growing health economic burden for the aged population from 2000 to 2016. 

  

8. Health economic cost distribution with PM2.5 concentration 

Figure 5a indicates the dramatic difference of health economic burden distribution with 

PM2.5 concentration by selected countries and the rest of the world. For high-income 

countries, such as the United States, Japan and Russia, the health cost mainly incurred in 

regions with PM2.5 concentrations below 25 µg/m3. By contrast, China and India suffered 

major economic loss with pollution concentrations between 25 µg/m3 and 100 µg/m3. 
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Figure 5a Economic burden distribution with respect to annual average PM2.5 

concentrations in the six specific countries and the rest of the world. 

 

9. Premature deaths, YLL and health cost by age and income group from 2000 to 2016 

Figure 6a-8a demonstrate the variation of premature deaths, YLLs and health economic 

cost by age groups from 2000 to 2016. The lower-middle income countries suffered the 

highest premature deaths and YLLs, whereas the health economic cost related to such 

health impacts were lower than the loss in high-income countries. This is mainly because 

in lower-middle income countries costs for health risk abatement are lower.  
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Figure 6a The attributable premature deaths from 2000 to 2016 by age in different income 

groups. 
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Figure 7a The attributable years of life lost from 2000 to 2016 by age in different income 

groups.  
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Figure 8a The attributable economic burden from 2000 to 2016 by age in different income 

groups.  

10. Health economic cost trends by cause and GBD super regions 

The health economic burden by causes and by regions are compared in Figure 9a. The 

Southeast Asia, East Asia, and Oceania region suffered 49% of global costs caused by 

COPD, followed by South Asia where it accounted for 21%. For lung cancer, Southeast 

Asia, East Asia, and Oceania and high-income regions experienced 47% and 36% of global 

health costs. High-income regions accounted for the highest proportion of total health costs 
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caused by NCD-LRI and LRI. Southeast Asia, East Asia, and Oceania suffered the largest 

proportion of global health economic cost due to lung cancer, stroke and COPD. 

  

 
Figure 9a Comparison of health economic burden by different causes on the total and the 

older population between 2000 and 2016. 

11. Cumulative health economic cost by valuation measure 

Figure 10a illustrates the cumulative health economic burden distribution with respect to 

PM2.5 concentrations using five valuation measures. The age-invariant measure generates 

the highest estimates of economic cost related to PM2.5 pollution. With a global average 

age-adjusted VSLY measure, the estimates of economic burden grew substantially 

compared with country- & age-adjusted VSLY measure, which indicates that the most 

health damage happened in lower income countries. 
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Figure 10a The growth cumulative health economic cost as a function of PM2.5 

concentration by different valuation measures. 

12. Cumulative health economic cost variations by age and measure 

To further compare the differences in estimates, we disaggregated the health economic 

burden distribution by different age groups using five valuation measures. It shows that the 

economic burden difference among the population younger than 60 years old was relatively 

consistent. However, the gap became larger at 60 and older, and especially large above 85. 

Specifically, the health economic burden valued by age-invariant VSL was 4.3 times the 

loss estimated by age-adjusted VSLY on the population aged 85 and higher. 

 

 
Figure 11a The comparison of cumulative economic burden distribution with PM2.5 

concentration by age using five valuation measures. 
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13. Age-VSL pattern of different valuation measures 

Figure 12a illustrates the effect of age on VSL over a life cycle period. In the age-adjusted 

VSL/VSLY measures, there were two inverted U-shape patterns after 20 years old, which 

shows that the VSL peaked at 40-50 years old (Figure 11a), which is consistent with 

previous studies 4. Since people younger than 20 years old generally have little cumulative 

wealth and there is no such data available for the analysis, we assumed the wealth weights 

are similar to their parents’ wealth weights. For example, the wealth weight for people at 

0-5 years old matched with wealth data of their parents aged around 25-30 years old. 

Therefore, the inverted U-shape pattern before 20 years old is due to the inverted 

relationship between age and VSL in the population at working age. Many empirical wage-

risk studies revealed an inverted U-shaped pattern of age-VSL relationship 5,6. However, 

the hedonic wage models only revealed the WTP for mortality risk reduction during one’s 

working age, i.e., in a rough range of 18 to 62 years old 4. Due to limited studies reported 

the age-VSL relationship for people under 20 years old, we assumed that people under 20 

years old have the same wealth as that of their parents.  

 
Figure 12a Age-VSL patterns over a lifetime. 
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