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Abstract 

Existing studies commonly rely on national official reports to estimate the impact of COVID-19 on 
population health and human life. However, relying on national reports is problematic because 
classification and estimation of COVID-19 mortality are not consistent across countries. Likewise, 
delay coronavirus test results and shortage of testing kits can result in undercounting of 
coronavirus deaths. To overcome these problems, this study exploits all cause daily death 
registrations data provide by the Italian Statistical Office (ISTAT) from 1st January to 4th April 
2020. This allows us to: 1) calculate excess mortality in 2020 compared to the years 2015 to 
2019; and 2) estimate life expectancy on a seasonal and annual basis. We focus our analysis on 
Bergamo and Brescia, the two hardest hit provinces in Lombardy, northern Italy. Given the 
clustering nature of the epidemic, focusing on the areas with high concentration of severe illness 
and deaths allows us to capture the true impact of COVID-19 on mortality and life expectancy, 
which are likely to be underestimated in the national level data. We find that on the period 1 Jan 
to 4 April 2020, seasonal life expectancy in Bergamo reduced by around 8.1 and 6.5 years 
compared to 2019 for men and women respectively (4.5 and 3.4 years in Brescia). The drop in 
period life expectancy for 2020 may total up to 3 years in the case of men and 2 years in the 
case of women. Such a sharp decrease in life expectancy has not been experienced in modern 
history since the Second World War. This study shows that, in the absence of public health 
interventions to reduce the spread of the virus, COVID-19 has set life expectancy in Bergamo 
and Brescia back to the Italian life expectancy of 15 years ago.  
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Introduction 

According to the World Health Organization (WHO) records, on 31 December 2019 a pneumonia 
of unknown cause detected in Wuhan, China was first reported to the WHO Country Office in 
China. On the 20th of January 2020 the media around the world report the news of the human-to-
human transmission of this new coronavirus, while on the 30th of January the WHO declares the 
outbreak a Public Health Emergency of International. While Italy, Iran and South Korea had 
already experienced a significant outbreak of the new coronavirus, it was only on 11 March 2020 
that the COVID-19 was declared a pandemic by WHO. There are now confirmed cases of 
COVID-19 in every continent except Antarctica. 

What is particularly worrying about the new coronavirus is its high degree of transmissibility and 
infectivity along with its great potential to develop into severe illness and death (Wang et al. 
2020). Indeed, to minimise the impact of COVID-19 pandemic on public health, over 100 
countries worldwide had impose strict restrictions on movement of people and social gatherings 
(Hale et al. 2020) following the drastic measures taken in China in an attempt to ‘flattening the 
curve’. Italy, the first country outside China to experience a large-scale health impact of COVID-
19, imposed a (partial) nationwide lockdown since 9 March 2020. Whilst the Italian government 
was praised by WHO for an implementation of such a measure (never employed in modern 
democratic nations since WWII), given the evidence that the virus spread under-detected in the 
northern part of the country already since late January 2020, strict measures might have been 
imposed too late. As a consequence, the outbreak has put unprecedented strain on the Italian 
healthcare system, resulting in an exceptionally high number of coronavirus deaths, currently the 
second highest in the world after the US. 

As the COVID-19 outbreak spread aggressively in other countries like Spain, France, the UK, the 
US, country disparities in COVID-19 deaths became distinct. In particular, Italy is shown to have 
the highest case fatality rate while Germany, Austria and Norway are among the countries the 
lowest rate (Global Health 5050 2020). Accordingly, the media has constantly trying to dig out the 
underlying reasons behind the country differentials in COVID-19 deaths. Comparing COVID-19 
deaths across countries, however, is challenging for several reasons, ranging from disparities in 
testing coverage, the criterial for defining a COVID-19 death to practice in post-mortem 
examination (García-Basteiro et al. 2020). One way to overcome the inconsistency in the 
differences in measurement of incidence and fatality is to consider excess mortality. Data on 
weekly or daily excess deaths, for instance, would allow scientists to compare the observed 
deaths in 2020 with the mortality patterns typically observed in previous years (Leon et al. 2020). 

Exploiting daily death registrations data published by the Italian Statistical Office (ISTAT), this 
paper provides the first evidence-based assessment of the impact of COVID-19 on mortality and 
life expectancy in the first hardest hit epicentres outside China. Three main features characterise 
the present analysis. First, COVID-19 deaths are estimated using excess mortality measures 
rather than relying on the official report of the number of deaths attributed to COVID-19. This way 
the mortality estimation does not suffer from biases related to sampling in testing and reporting 
policies. Second, the analysis focusses specifically on Bergamo and Brescia, the two hardest hit 
provinces in Lombardy, northern Italy. The two provinces were sometimes compared to Wuhan 
given their position as epicentres of the outbreak, which experienced a rapid escalation in the 
number of infections resulting in an insufficiency of  healthcare resources and intensive care 
units (Porcheddu et al. 2020).  

The highly clustered nature of local transmission results in high concentration of severe illnesses 
and deaths in one area (Jia et al. n.d.). Therefore, the direct impact of COVID-19 on mortality 
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and average life expectancy is likely to be felt at a sub-national level rather than in a whole 
country. Finally, at the moment of writing, the epidemics in Bergamo and Brescia appear now to 
have been contained given that the epidemic curve has presented a downward trend in the first 
wave of infections. The results presented here are thus based mainly on hard number observed 
in these regions rather than on some forms of simulations with underlying assumptions. Focusing 
on the areas where the outbreak appears to have slowed down allows us to capture a fuller 
picture of the impact of the virus on mortality and life expectancy.  Hence, by using complete and 
reliable data on the number of deaths for the first largest-scale outbreak outside China, this 
paper provides the first unbiased account of the mortality impact of COVID-19 and its 
consequence on life expectancy. 

In the analysis, we compare mortality rates in 2015-2019 and 2020 across age and gender 
categories and provide estimations of how life expectancy changes following the COVID-19 
pandemic. The motivation driving our analysis is discussed in the next session, where the main 
methodological choices regarding the measures and the geographical areas are discussed in 
depth. In the background section, we provide a short description of the policy measures 
implemented for tackling the epidemic. Next, the set of results are divided in two parts. First, 
rough excess mortality rates are presented. These values are the used to construct potential life 
expectancy based on different assumptions for the rest of the year 2020. In the final discussion 
part, we underline the most important lessons to be drawn from the evidence and conclude.  

Motivations 

This paper aims to provide the first evidence-based assessment of the human life consequences 
of the COVID-19 pandemic based on unbiased weekly death registrations data. In particular, the 
choice of using overall daily mortality rather than official COVID-19 figures is motivated by two 
major concerns. First, during the last couple of months it has become clear that there exists no 
uniform way of classifying COVID-19 death. There is a variation across countries in counting 
mortality “from” and mortality “with” COVID-19. Italy, for instance, include any persons who 
tested positive for the virus when they died in the official COVID-19 death toll statistics 
regardless of the pre-existing diseases that may have caused death (Onder et al. 2020). 
Likewise, whilst countries like Belgium and France after 2nd April 2020 include coronavirus 
deaths outside hospitals in its official daily report, countries like the UK, Italy or Spain do not. 
Some countries such as Belgium, the UK and the US record COVID-19 deaths also from 
suspected cases and do not require a positive laboratory diagnosis like in Germany and the 
Netherlands (Roser et al. 2020). In addition, when the epidemic worsens, the counting of 
fatalities becomes more difficult. People dying at home or in long-term care facilities might indeed 
not be tested at all simply because resource allocation prioritises emergency operations. Even 
within the same country, it is difficult to compare the number of cases and deaths in different 
regions given disparities in regional policies and testing strategies and capacities (Odone et al. 
2020). Therefore, weekly death registrations data from all causes are more comparable across 
countries and regions (Leon et al. 2020). This is important given the need to share generalisable 
information in order to track the progress of the epidemics, to guide the implementation of 
prevention and control measures as well as to plan when to relax social distancing measures.  

A second advantage of using overall mortality measure is that it allows us to capture the negative 
spillovers associated with the drop in supply of hospital-based services due to COVID-19. The 
reduced access to hospitals, emergency rooms (often closed during the outbreak), acute hospital 
beds and clinical activities could contribute to peaks in mortality for other medical conditions that 
are not directly related to the epidemic. Obviously, these deaths should be considered as death 
as an indirect consequence of COVID-19. In other words, a study that consider excess all-cause 
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mortality during the period of the epidemic like ours provides a complete assessment of the 
impact of COVID-19 on population health and human life. 

Most of the existing literature has relied on mortality measures, especially case-fatality rates 
(CFR) (CDC COVID-19 Response Team 2020; Giangreco 2020; Khafaie and Rahim 2020; 
Onder et al. 2020), which are not informative for international and historical comparisons. Since 
case-fatality rates are calculated as the number of deaths divided by the number of confirmed 
cases, the absence of accurate estimation of the infection rates in a reference population makes 
the denominator in the CFR relies heavily on testing strategies and capacities (Odone et al. 
2020). Although much of the attention from the media and WHO has been devoted to increasing 
the number of coronavirus testing to as many people as possible (WHO 2020), little has been 
said about a sampling strategy. The only possible way to obtain reliable information about 
infection rates is through selecting and testing a representative sample of the population (Galeotti 
and Surico 2020), an approach only very few countries have actually implemented. Only recently 
in April 2020, Iceland and Austria were the first countries to carry out a random-population 
screening test. This is understandable, since testing has been used as a measure of containment 
through isolating infected patients (together with tracing). However, testing only suspected cases 
implies a selection bias in a sampling approach which fails to provide unbiased estimates of 
infection rates in a population, no matter how many tests a country runs. The figures on infection 
rates based on unrepresentative sample testing thus are likely to be misestimation of the true 
prevalence.   

Another important feature of the present study is its specific geographical focus on Bergamo and 
Brescia, the two hardest hit, relatively small provinces in Lombardy, northern Italy. Due to the 
clustering nature of the virus outbreak, an analysis at the national level would underestimate the 
scale of the impact of COVID-19 on mortality and life expectancy. With a total population of 
approximately 2.3 million in the two provinces, a large-scale excess mortality can indeed affect 
life expectancy of a population in these small areas. In addition, the containment measures 
through lockdown were introduced too late (Signorelli et al. 2020) given that the virus had already 
been circulated undetected in the region as early as in January 2020 (L’Eco di Bergamo 2020; 
Reuters 2020). This allows the epidemic to develop in its “purest” form, showing the potential 
impact of the virus in absence of any intervention measures to reduce its spread. Hence, when 
indicators like life expectancy are calculated, the reference population should naturally be the 
one experiencing the consequences of the epidemic. On the contrary, if the national data are 
considered and the outbreaks have been contained, the negative impact of the epidemic on 
potential years of life loss might end up being heavily underestimated.   

Finally, our study extends beyond current studies on the health impact of COVID-19 which 
typically focus on mortality by focusing on life expectancy related measures. Whilst studying 
COVID-19 mortality rates are certainly important, they need to be collapsed in an index which is 
universal enough to provide a reliable measure of human life lost. In this regard, life expectancy 
is a consistent, objective measure of human development since it represents overall wellbeing of 
populations in a simple and non-bias form (Ghislandi et al. 2019; Sen 1998). Furthermore, 
reliable measures of life expectancy are available for some countries since the nineteenth 
century. This makes it possible to use life expectancy for historical comparisons of the human 
costs associated to major events 

COVID-19 outbreak in Bergamo and Brescia  

 In the early morning of the 20th February 2020, the first severe local case of COVID-19 was 
diagnosed in Europe, in a small hospital in Codogno, a municipality south east of Milan. 
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Authorities reacted by tracing the connections of patient one, but it soon became clear that 
identification of a patient zero would be difficult, if not impossible. Indeed, later studies have 
shown that COVID-19 was present in the Lombardy region since the first half of January 2020 
(Cereda et al. 2020; L’Eco di Bergamo 2020; Reuters 2020). The area around Codogno was 
immediately declared a “red zone” and a complete lockdown was enforced in 11 municipalities, 
while universities and schools in Lombardy were immediately closed. The region was about to 
enter what is probably the most serious public health and economic crisis after-WWII period. 
However, in the ten days following the presence of patient one, the nature of the epidemic was 
downplayed by most media and authorities, including some health experts. Testing strategies 
changed in due course, with only patients showing a combination of symptoms being tested. 
Lockdowns were gradually and slowly introduced only when it became clear that important 
outbreaks were on the way. On 8 March 2020 the whole Lombardy was declared “orange zones”, 
just one day before the rest of Italy. Non-essential activities were however stopped only on 23rd 
March 2020.  

The nature and the adequacy of the response to the COVID-19 epidemic has been discussed 
elsewhere and is still ongoing (Winfield 2020). In this context this brief excursus is useful in order 
to understand the timing and the geographic distribution of the events. Specifically, the timing is 
crucial here. Bergamo has been the first and hardest hit province in Lombardy. By 14 march 
2020, all beds in intensive care units (ICUs) of the main hospital of the city were already filled. As 
it will become clear later, the wave of hospitalizations and deaths started around the very first 
days of March. Indeed, it has already been noticed that Bergamo is a case where the “flattening 
of the epidemic curve” policies were introduced too late, and hence not being very effective. A 
similar situation, with a few days delay, can be said for Brescia.   

Data 

We rely on a compendium of administrative data provided by the Italian National Institute of 
Statistics (Istat). We use daily death counts for all causes at the municipality level, disaggregated 
by sex and age class (0, 1-4, 5-9, 10-14, …, 95-99, 100+). They cover the period between 1st 
January and 30th April for the years 2015-2019, while for 2020 the observation period extends up 
to 4th April. Importantly, Istat does not collect and release data on daily death counts for all 
municipalities1. As of today, these data are available only for municipalities which meet the 
following three criteria: (i) have been included in the recently established National Register of 
Resident Population (ANPR), (ii) have recorded at least 10 deaths between 1st January and 4th 
April, and (iii) have recorded an increase of at least 20% in the number of deaths registered 
between 1st March and 4th April 2020 compared to the 2015-2019 average over the same period. 
In both our areas of interest, i.e. the provinces of Bergamo and Brescia, about 72% of 
municipalities are included in the ANPR, totaling to 175 and 149 respectively. Out of these, Istat 
has released daily death data relative to 2020 for 122 municipalities in the province of Bergamo 
and 101 municipalities in the province of Brescia.  

In addition to this dataset, we rely on four further sources of information. First, we make use of  
annual death counts at the municipality level, disaggregated by sex and by age class (0, 1-4, 5-9, 
10-14, …, 95-99, 100+). These data extend up to 2017. Second, we obtain data on resident 
population at the municipality level, disaggregated by sex and single-year age classes 
(0,1,…,100+), on January 1 of years 2015-2019. We reclassify age classes so as to match the 

 
1 These data have been collected and released by Istat ad hoc to better document the evolution of local 
mortality upon the Covid19 epidemics outbreak. As such, Istat has been focusing so far on a subgroup of 
municipalities where excess mortality in 2020 is most likely attributable to the epidemics.  
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ones used by Istat for daily and annual death counts (0, 1-4, 5-9, 10-14, …, 95-99, 100+), and 
aggregate data accordingly. Third, we use data on monthly live births, disaggregated by sex, at 
the municipality level. These data are available up to December 2019. Finally, we collect data on 
monthly death counts, disaggregated by sex, at the municipality level. These data are available 
up to December 2019.  

Methods  

We estimate the resident population by age and sex in the provinces of Bergamo and Brescia on 
1st January 2020 by the following steps. First, we aggregate resident population data by year, 
age class and sex at the province level. Then, we estimate the female and male resident 
population in each age class at the provincial level on 1st January 2020 by means of linear 
extrapolation based on years 2015 to 2019.  Likewise, we use available data on monthly live 
births between January 2015 and December 2019 to estimate monthly births over 2020 in the 
provinces of Bergamo and Brescia.  

We measure excess mortality at any time t of 2020 as the difference between the observed and 
the expected number of deaths in 2020 in t. We defined the expected number of deaths in t as 
the average number of deaths observed in t over the period 2015-2019.  

We calculate seasonal life expectancy between 1st January and 4th April for the years 2015-2020 
(separated for men and women). For this purpose, we calculate seasonal age-specific mortality 
rates for each year. The numerators (i.e. the death counts) are recorded daily. Thus, aggregation 
over the period 1st January and 4th April at the provincial level is straightforward. The 
corresponding exposures (i.e., the denominators) were estimated as follows. Starting from the 
estimated resident population on 1st January in 2020, we counted age-specific person-days up to 
4th April. Theoretically, these counts are a function of four demographic events, namely births, 
ageing, migration, and dying. The daily inflow of births is estimated by using monthly birth data 
and assuming that these births are uniformly distributed over each month. The effect of ageing, 
i.e. individuals might transition in- and out of a given age interval, is modeled by giving each 
individual the probability of 1/365 for turning one year older during the observation period. The 
outflows due to deaths are straightforward as age-specific death counts are known on a daily 
basis. We neglect migration because the population under study is quarantined. In sum, the 
exposed population at day t in age group x is given by the population alive at day t-1 in age 
group x plus those who age into age group x at day t minus those who either die in age group x 
or age out of the age group x in day t. We express the obtained daily exposure values in terms of 
person-years by multiplying them by 1/365 (1/366 for leap years). Then, we derive age-specific 
mortality rates for the period 1st January to 4th April. Finally, life tables are built following standard 
procedures outlined by the Human Mortality Database protocol. We estimate confidence intervals 
for life expectancies by bootstrapping using Monte Carlo simulation methods, assuming death 
counts follow a binomial distribution (Andreev and Shkolnikov 2010; Chiang 1984). Further, the 
method proposed by Arriaga (1984) allows for decomposing changes in life expectancy into age-
specific contributions. We applied this approach in order to assess, which age-groups have 
primary contributed to the change in seasonal life expectancy between 2019 and 2020. 

When estimating life expectancy at the end of the year, harvesting (i.e. the reduction in mortality 
rates following peak mortality associated to shock events) should be taken into consideration. 
Hence, we estimate life expectancy for the entire 2020 considering two alternative scenarios, 
which we define as  “conservative” and a “business as usual”.  In the conservative scenario (full 
harvesting), we assume the mortality rate at the end of the year will be the same as in 2017. In 
this approach, the main effect of COVID-19 would be to anticipate mortality to the first quarter of 
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the year 2020. This scenario is probably not a very likely one, but it represents a clearly defined 
upper bound for life expectancy in 2020. In other scenario, harvesting is set to zero and we 
assume that after the end of the epidemic, mortality rates will go back to the average levels 
recorded in the previous years. There are good reasons to assume that mortality will not reduce 
substantially after the end of the first wave of COVID-19 infections. For example, because of 
most of the resources and health services have been directed to COVID-19 patients, people with 
other medical conditions such as cancer were under-treated. Likewise, although most vulnerable 
people have been doing self-isolation and locking themselves inside, it is highly possible that 
they would get the virus later after restriction measures are lifted.  As a matter of fact, mortality 
after the epidemic wave might actually increase, especially among the working age population, 
as a consequence of the lockdowns and the likely economic recessions as has been observed, 
for example, in Greece (Laliotis et al. 2016). However, for this paper, we are not making 
assumptions on the indirect impact of COVID-19 pandemic on mortality after the epidemic ends. 
Therefore, if anything, years of life lost due to COVID-19 for the year 2020 may in fact be 
underestimated. 

Based on the evolution of daily mortality observed until 4th April, we posit that the epidemics in 
our area of interest, i.e. the provinces of Bergamo and Brescia, should be over by 30th April. To 
estimate life expectancy for the entire 2020, we need to project the evolution of deaths after 4th 
April.  We use cubic spline extrapolation to project the number of daily deaths in each age class 
from 4th April until 30th April. After 30th April, we project mortality until the end of the year based 
on two scenarios. In the “conservative” scenario, we assume that after the end of the COVID-19 
epidemics, deaths in each age class will occur such that the total number of deaths in 2020 
equals the total number of deaths registered in 20172. If the cumulative number of deaths by the 
end of the epidemics in any age class exceeds the total number of deaths registered in 2017, we 
assume zero deaths will occur after the end of the epidemics in that age class. In the “business 
as usual” scenario, we assume that mortality will return to the average levels recorded in 2015-
2017. These are the most recent years for which data on annual death counts are available. 
Thus, it is possible to derive the number of deaths occurring after 30th April as the difference 
between the annual death counts and deaths registered up to 30th April for the years 2015-2017. 
As we do not know the daily distribution of deaths after 30th, we make two assumptions. For age 
groups <50, we assume that deaths occur uniformly over the period 1st May – 31st December 
2020. For age groups ≥50, we assume that deaths between May and December 2020 occur 
following the 2015-2019 average distribution of monthly deaths. We then assume that deaths 
distribute uniformly within each month between May and December 2020.  

We then proceed with the estimation of population exposure for each day between 1st January 
and 31st December 2020 under both scenarios following the same procedure detailed above. 
Finally, we aggregate death counts and population exposure values over the entire year to derive 
age-specific mortality rates and life expectancies under both scenarios.  

Results 

Bergamo and Brescia represent the highest number of municipalities with an outlier number of 
deaths. Their distribution across the provinces is displayed in Figure 1.  Clearly, Bergamo 
province shows a higher number of “red” areas. In addition, Figure A1 (in Appendix) shows the 
same municipalities within Lombardy, comparing the same graph with Veneto, the region that, 
together with Lombardy, was the epicenter of the very first clusters of COVID-19 in the last week 

 
2 2017 is the last year for which data on yearly death counts disaggregated by age and sex at the municipality 
level is available.  
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of February. It is evident that the COVID-19 outbreak hit Lombardy much harder than Veneto and 
most of the losses are observable in the areas of Bergamo and Brescia. Indeed, in the whole 
country no other provinces display such a monumental upward trend in mortality.  

Figure 1: Excess mortality in the provinces of Bergamo and Brescia                                                       

 

The maps plot the % change in total number of deaths recorded between Jan 1-Apr 4, 2020 with respect to the 
2015-2019 average.  

 

Table 1 shows the age and sex distribution of the total excess mortality by province. Compared 
to the average number of people that died in the same period in the five years before (2015-
2019), the excess number of deaths between 1 January 2020 and 4 April 2020 for Bergamo and 
Brescia sums to 6549. 64% of mortality of this excess mortality is witnessed in Bergamo. COVID-
19 affected slightly more men than women (56% of excess deaths) whilst at the national level 
65% of COVID-19 deaths involve male mortality (Global Health 5050 2020). However, this 
almost gender balance in the number of deaths does not reflect an equality in the relative 
mortality risk between sexes. In general, men are up to 3.5 times more likely to die from COVID-
19 than women. In fact, the risk of dying for men is higher than for women across all ages except 
for the under 50 in Bergamo, where the risk ratio is slightly below one. 

Age clearly represents the most important predictor of absolute excess mortality related to 
COVID-19. For example, from Table 1, one can deduce that in our sample a man over 70 years 
is 10 times and 37 times more likely to die than a person under 70 and under 60 years of age 
respectively. The number of people dying for COVID-19 peaks in the 80-89 age interval. Note 
that the proportional increase in mortality due to COVID-19 in this age class did not spike as 
much as it did for the under 40 or the 40-49. In fact, for the 80-89 the expected mortality is 
already very high in regular times. Still, in the first quarter of 2020, in Bergamo the 80-89 
mortality increased by 350% for males and 250% for females. Similar figures are observed for 
the 90+ and for the 70-79.  Note that for the age group 90+ the gender disparity in COVID-19 
mortality reverses due to a naturally much higher number of  women living until over 90 years of 
age (Niu et al. 2020). This is consistent with the outbreaks spreading in care homes, which are 
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usually undercounted in official COVID-19 mortality data of most countries (Comas-Herrera et al. 
2020). In Brescia, the number and the relative increase in mortality for the 70+ are lower than in 
Bergamo, with female and male mortality increasing in 2020 roughly by 190%  and 220% 
respectively. However, a much higher than expected number of under 40, both males (1300%) 
and females (infinite increase) died in Brescia municipalities.  

Table 1: Distribution of the excess mortality by province, age and sex 

BERGAMO 
Age Populati

on Males 
Populatio

n 
Females 

Excess 
deaths 
Males 

Excess 
deaths 

Females 

RR (M/F) 2020/(2015-
19) 

Males 

2020/(2015-
19) Female 

<40 45988 44446 6 6 0.97 2.50 3.00 
40-49 47729 45756 23 25 0.88 4.83 6.00 
50-59 59654 58588 100 46 2.14 4.13 3.19 
60-69 46749 48512 267 84 3.30 3.26 2.56 
70-79 35135 40880 726 340 2.48 3.87 3.11 
80-89 16383 26456 975 723 2.18 3.51 2.54 
90+ 2066 6619 267 607 1.41 3.32 2.64 

BRESCIA 
Age Populati

on Males 
Populatio

n 
Females 

Excess 
deaths 
Males 

Excess 
deaths 

Females 

RR (M/F) 2020/(2015-
19) 

Males 

2020/(2015-
19) Female 

<40 58289 55936 25 11 2.18 13.50 - 
40-49 52397 50987 21 11 1.86 2.62 2.83 
50-59 62076 62175 56 30 1.87 2.51 2.25 
60-69 48749 52003 123 37 3.55 1.92 1.59 
70-79 39186 45880 411 160 3.01 2.44 1.86 
80-89 18239 30035 516 394 2.16 2.16 1.76 
90+ 2406 8322 157 402 1.35 2.03 1.91 

Legend 
Excess deaths: Number of deaths 1 January- 4 April 2020- Average number of death 1 January- 4 April (2015-
2019) 
RR(M/F): Risk Ratio (Male/Female)=(excess death M/Pop M)/(excess death F/Pop F) 
2020/(2015-19): Number of deaths 1 January - 4 April 2020/Average number of death 1 January – 4 April 
(2015-2019) 

 

Figure 2 shows trends in daily mortality within each of the two provinces from raw data. It is 
evident how the epidemic curve inflates with age and how this age effect is particularly 
remarkable for Bergamo. It is also clear that our last day of observation is already on a 
downward pattern of daily mortality. Indeed, on the 4th of April the epidemic wave was already 
towards the end in both provinces. This allows us to rely on hard data for the most part of the 
infection wave, reducing our reliance on modelling in the estimation of the total number of deaths 
related to this first wave of infection.  

From the graphs shown in Figure 2, it is also evident that the rumors of an unexpected peak of 
flu mortality in 2020 can be rejected. By mid-March the seasonal flu, which started in December 
2019, was at the very final stages of its wave. However, during the first two months and a half of 
2020, mortality across age classes did not show any significant unexpected peak. Hence, the 
observed trends do not support the hypothesis that the boost in mortality could be caused by the 
interaction of COVID-19 with seasonal flu.  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted May 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.29.20084335doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.29.20084335


10 
 

 

Figure 2: Trends in daily mortality in the provinces of Bergamo and Brescia (1Jan-4Apr)  

 

The graphs plot the total daily death count between January 1 and April 4  (2020 vs 2015-2019 average), 
disaggregated by four age classes (males and females combined). The red vertical lines show relevant dates for 
the evolution of the epidemic.  

Vertical lines show four relevant dates for the evolution of the epidemic. The misalignment 
between drastic containment measures (“orange zone”, 8 March, and closure of all non-essential 
activities, 23 March) is striking. If one considers that the time between infection and the 
development of severe and critical conditions could be as long as three weeks, it is evident that 
the lockdowns were imposed too late.  

In order to measure the human life impact of this epidemic on the two provinces, we show two 
set of results: 1) changes in the age structure; and 2) changes in life expectancy. As stated in the 
methods section, when predicting mortality for the rest of the year, two scenarios can be defined. 
In the ‘conservative’ scenario, harvesting is complete and the overall mortality rates by age at the 
end of the year are maintained constant with respect to the previous years (unless the number of 
deaths by 4 April already exceeds the overall expected deaths for 2020). In the ‘business as 
usual’ scenario, the after COVID mortality drops at its regular values observed in the previous 
years. Harvesting is thus set to zero. 

To the purpose of estimation, the cumulative number of people that died for COVID compared to 
the expected annual death by age is an important information. Figures A2a and A2b in the 
Appendix report its evolution by age classes in both provinces, for men and women respectively. 
It is impressive to notice that in the province of Bergamo the number of 70-79 men that died by 4 
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April already exceeded the annual number of age specific deaths in the same municipalities in 
2017.  

It has been argued that the impact of the COVID epidemic should be understood also by looking 
at the age structure of a population (Dowd et al. 2020). From the evidence provided so far, it is 
clear that age is the main risk factor for COVID related mortality. Figure 3 reports the changes in 
the age pyramid between 1 January 2020 and: a) 4 April 2020 b) 31 December 2020, in the two 
scenarios.  

Figure 3: Changes in the age pyramid structure by sex 

 

Overall, the age pyramid is going to be affected significantly at the top levels. The number of 
“missing” people among the elderlies at the end of 2020 is going to be significant, especially in 
the extreme scenario. Note also that elderly women seem to be the most affected by the 
epidemic in terms of COVID. This reflects the fact that among the 80+, 63% are females.  

Life expectancy has reduced accordingly, as shown in Figure 4. The drop at the end of the 
observation period is significant, especially for the men in Bergamo. When seasonal life 
expectancy is calculated, the reduction in 2020 for males reaches 8 years. For women, the 
reduction is less marked, although seasonal life expectancy at 4 April 2020 is around 5 years 
lower than in 2019. We refer to the Discussion part for the interpretation of these figures. When 
life expectancy is extrapolated to the whole year, the loss in life expectancy is of course diluted 
over a longer period and hence reduced. In the conservative case of full harvesting, nothing 
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really changes with respect to the previous years. This is a very unlikely situation, but one that 
represents a potential upper bound. If mortality goes back to regular times (“business as usual”), 
life expectancy for males and females will drop by respectively 3.5 and 2.5 years in Bergamo, 
and by 2.3 and 1.5 years in Brescia. 

Figure 4: Life expectancy at birth estimates 

 

 

Figure 5 shows the decomposition associated to the loss of life expectancy by April 2020, by age 
and sex. Clearly the major role is played by older populations. The role of mortality in 60-79 
years old men is particularly evident. At the same time, the 90+ women in Bergamo, despite their 
much older age, are still responsible of more than half a year loss in life expectancy.  
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Figure 5: Decomposition of seasonal life expectancy by age  

 

Discussions  

We are able to show excess mortality directly and indirectly linked to COVID-19 without any bias 
in testing coverage and classification of cause of deaths. By focusing on the two hardest hit 
areas in Lombardy and Italy, Bergamo and Brescia, we are able to capture the full impact of 
COVID-19 on population health and human life.  

The first important piece of evidence refers to the duration of the epidemic wave. By 4 April 2020 
the daily mortality in both Bergamo and Brescia was approaching the regular values observed in 
2019. Hence, the time between the first sign of an epidemic wave (first three days of March) and 
the (possible) return to normality is likely to be between 6 and 8 weeks, with the peak happening 
around two weeks from the start. It is likely that the lockdown policy might have contributed to the 
reduction of mortality in the late stage of the epidemic wave. However, containment policies were 
not implemented during the initial spread of the infections, when the virus circulated undetected 
in Lombardy; hence they played no role in reducing mortality in the first part of the epidemic 
wave. 

Regarding the demographic characteristics, two empirical regularities emerge clearly. First, the 
age gradient in mortality is steep and age represents the most evident risk factor for COVID-19 
mortality. In our sample, men aged over 70 are 10 times and 37 times more likely to die than 
their counterparts aged under 70 and under 60, respectively. Second, gender disparities in the 
percentages distribution of deaths are not as large (56% deaths involve male subjects) as 
reported for the whole nation of Italy (65%). However, this figure is misleading: the risk of dying 
for a male is between 1.5 to 3.5 higher than that for a female, depending on the age class and 
the province considered. Men are thus more at risk of mortality, but since COVID-19 affects the 
elderly the most and women are overrepresented among those aged 70+, absolute figures show 
a high number of deaths also among the females. This age gradient of mortality affects the age 
pyramid as well, with elderly women being associated to the sharpest reduction in their number 
by the end of 2020.  

In terms of life expectancy, we have shown two main set of results. First, when focusing on the 
period 1 Jan to 4 April 2020, life expectancy in Bergamo reduced by around 8.1 and 6.5 years 
compared to 2019 for men and women respectively (4.5 and 3.4 years in Brescia). One way to 
understand these figures is to imagine that they represent what would happen if the 1 Jan to 4 
April period were to be stretched for the entire year, so that the epidemic would last around four 
months over twelve. Fortunately, this is not the case because the epidemic wave had a limited 
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duration. Nevertheless, these figures give us an idea of the power of the epidemic wave that 
crushed the provinces.  

Return to normality in Bergamo and Brescia is not going to be straightforward. The near future is 
hard to predict. For this reason, when calculating life expectancy at the end of the year we focus 
on very simple assumptions, i.e. focusing only on the impact of the first epidemic wave. Only 
harvesting effect is considered as possible consequences of COVID-19 epidemic on mortality. 
Two scenarios of full harvesting (conservative) and no harvesting (business as usual) are 
introduced. By construction, the conservative scenario does not show significant changes at the 
end of the year. This is because, although the number of deaths by 4 April exceeded the 
expected yearly number of deaths in some age class, it did so only by a small number.  

On the other hand, the no harvesting scenario implies a loss in life expectancy of around 4.5 and 
2.8 years for males and females, respectively in Bergamo (2.2 and 2.4, respectively in Brescia). 
Although the conservative scenario represents a logical extreme upper bound to any estimation 
of life expectancy, the business as usual is a more realistic one.  

But how can we interpret these results? One good feature of the life expectancy indicator is that 
it provides a historical perspective over the human consequence of relevant shocks (Ghislandi et 
al. 2019). Looking at Figure A3 in the Appendix, it appears evident that such a sharp decrease in 
life expectancy has not been experienced in modern history since the Second World War. In 
terms of the pandemic impact on years of life lost, we are observing a large-scale loss in life 
expectancy second only to the Spanish flu in 1918, where, according to Figure A3, life 
expectancy for Italy dropped by more than 15 years. For the USA, Noymer and Garenne (2000) 
estimate reduction in life expectancy of 11.8 years. The differences between the COVID-19 
pandemic and the 1918 flu pandemic are very distinct. First of all, the Spanish flue typically killed 
the young, which of course, all else equal, reduces life expectancy much more. Second, the 
outbreak of the Spanish flu occurred at the same time as the First World War when no public 
health and preventive measures were implemented. Finally, the medical technology and 
knowledge was much less advanced, with penicillin and other crucial pharmaceutical products 
not yet being available. It thus can be said that the years of life lost in Bergamo and Brescia, 
although not at the level achieved after the Spanish flu, are of a substantial scale given a much 
more advanced medical technology and the absence of war in the present day. 

Note that our analysis focuses on a local context. Given that the COVID-19 outbreaks are 
geographically concentrated, looking at a country level life expectancy is misleading and 
underestimates the actual impact of the pandemic. Indeed, from our results, it is fair to conclude 
that this is a lifetime unprecedented shock for most of the residents in Bergamo and Brescia.  

The main limitation of the present study is related to the limited coverage of the death 
registrations data used, both geographically and temporally. All the information provided here 
has been retrieved from a number of the most affected municipalities in Bergamo and Brescia. 
So, the estimation represents an attempt to describe and measure the human cost of COVID-19 
among the populations that were hit the hardest in a country. This study does not represent the 
experiences of Italy and Lombardy region but also by choice, we intend to investigate the impact 
of COVID-19 on human life in the areas where little containment interventions were put in place. 
From the point of view of the timing, we have enough information to actually picture the entire 
evolution of the epidemic wave. However, when it comes to life expectancy for the year 2020, we 
need to rely on harvesting assumptions and we exclude the possible negative impact of the 
present and future lockdown policies and global economic recessions on health and human life. 
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In this sense, this paper only focuses on the direct impact of the pandemic and, if anything, may 
underestimate the years of life lost due to the COVID-19.  

Nevertheless, the timing of this paper is also its strength. Indeed, the present analysis represents 
the first attempt to provide an evidence-based assessment of the human life impact of a frontline 
COVID-19 outbreak. In doing so, we raise a warning for the scientific and public health 
community around the world: the epidemic, when undetected and not contained, can easily get 
out of control and cause relevant social and human consequences. In defining the lockdown 
strategies governments should balance the costs of limiting social and economic activities with 
the human costs of possible epidemic waves. Vulnerable populations should be protected with a 
particular attention and constant monitoring of the epidemic progression. This should be given a 
priority in order not to get caught by surprise by devastating epidemic waves like the ones 
experienced in Bergamo and Brescia.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            

Conclusion 

Human life in itself is a solid indicator of human development because it represents health and 
wellbeing of a population, which is one key priority of the Sustainable Development Goals. So 
many years of life lost due to COVID-19 pandemic is worrying since it sets the affected areas 
back to their level of human development 20 years ago. As shown in the case of Bergamo and 
Brescia, the cost of human life from a delay in public interventions to reduce the virus 
transmission is disturbingly high. Amidst countries’ preparation to ease the lockdown restrictions 
and social distancing measures, it is important to keep in mind the conceivable risk of viral 
reintroduction and a potential direct and indirect cost it can pose on human life. Well-planned 
government measures to prevent a second wave of infections along with public collaboration in 
keeping physical distancing and practicing proper hygiene until a vaccine for the novel 
coronavirus is available are key to achieve a balance between health and economic protection. 
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Appendix  

 

Figure A1: Excess mortality in Lombardy and Veneto 

 

The maps plot the % change in total number of deaths recorded between Jan 1-Apr 4, 2020 with 
respect to the 2015-2019 average. 
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Figure A2a: Cumulative deaths - Men 
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Figure A2b: Cumulative deaths - Women 
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Figure A3: Trends in life expectancy at birth 

 

 

Own elaborations from the Human Mortality Database, UC Berkeley, and Max Planck Institute for 
Demographic Research 2017. 
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