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Figure 3 

There were not sufficient data in the included research to perform a meta-analysis of IFR by age. 

However, qualitatively synthesizing the data that was presented indicates that the expected IFR below 

the age of 60 years is likely to be reduced by a large factor. This is supported by studies examining the 

CFR which were not included in the quantitative synthesis, that demonstrate a strong age-related 

gradient to the death rate from COVID-19. 

Plotting the studies using a funnel plot produced some visual indication of publication bias, with more 

lower estimates than would be expected, however the regression analysis was not significant (p=0.22). 
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Discussion 

As pandemic COVID-19 progresses, it is useful to use the IFR when reporting figures, particularly as 

some countries begin to engage in enhanced screening and surveillance, and observe an increase in 

positive cases who are asymptomatic and/or mild enough that they have so far avoided testing (25). It 

has been acknowledged that there is asymptomatic carriage and that asymptomatic transmission may 

also be possible with COVID-19 (13, 26) and use of IFR would aid the capture of these individuals in 

mortality figures. IFR modelling, calculation and figures, however, are inconsistent.  

The main finding of this research is that there is very high heterogeneity among estimates of IFR for 

COVID-19 and therefore it is difficult to draw a single conclusion regarding the number. Aggregating 

the results together provides a point-estimate of 0.74% (0.51-0.97%), but there remains considerable 

uncertainty about whether this is a reasonable figure or simply a best guess. It appears likely, however, 

that the true IFR from COVID-19 will lie somewhere between the lower bound and upper bounds of 

this estimate. 

One reason for the very high heterogeneity is likely that different countries will experience different 

death rates due to the disease. It is very likely, given the evidence around age-related fatality, that a 

country with a significantly younger population would see fewer deaths on average than one with a far 

older population, given similar levels of healthcare provision between the two. For example, Israel, with 

a median age of 30 years, would expect a lower IFR than Italy, with a much higher median age (45.4 

years). The sensitivity analysis by country hinted at this possibility – while there were too few studies 

from any one individual country to aggregate except for China, the studies only using Chinese data 

came to very similar conclusions. 

Some included studies (2, 22) compared fatality during COVID-19 pandemic with previous years’ 

average fatality, determining that mortality has been higher during pandemic and whilst correlation 

doesn’t necessarily equate to causation, it is reasonable to link the events as causal given the high CFR 
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observed across countries. It is highly likely from the data analysed that IFR increases with age-group, 

with those aged over 60 years old potentially experiencing the highest IFR, in one case close to 15% 

(22). Given the elderly are the most vulnerable in society to illness and likely to carry a higher disease 

burden owing to increased susceptibility and comorbidity (27, 28), the lower IFRs observed in the 

younger populations may skew the figure somewhat.  

While not included in the quantitative synthesis, one paper did examine the extreme lower bound of 

IFR of COVID-19 in situations where the healthcare system has been overwhelmed. This is likely to be 

higher than the IFR in a less problematic situation but demonstrates that the absolute minimum in such 

a situation cannot be lower than 0.2%, and is likely much higher than this figure in most scenarios 

involving overburdened hospitals. 

There are a number of limitations to this research. Importantly, the heterogeneity in the meta-analysis 

was very high. This may mean that the point-estimates are less reliable than would be expected. It is 

also notable that any meta-analysis is only as reliable as the data contained within – this research 

included a very broad range of studies that address slightly different questions with a very wide range 

of methodological rigor, and thus cannot represent certainty of any kind. While the studies were not 

formally graded, at least one (8) has already been critiqued for simple mathematical errors, and given 

that many were pre-prints it is hard to ascertain if they have provided accurate representations of the 

data. 

This research has a range of very important implications. Some countries have announced the aim of 

pursuing herd immunity with regards to COVID-19 in the absence of a vaccination. The aggregated IFR 

would suggest that, at a minimum, you would expect 0.45-0.53% of a population to die before the herd 

immunity threshold of the disease (based on R0 of 2.5-3 (19)) was reached. As an example, in the United 

States this would imply more than 1 million deaths at the lower end of the scale. 
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This also has implications for future planning. Governments looking to exit lockdowns should be 

prepared to see a relatively high IFR within the population who are infected, if COVID-19 re-emerges. 

This should inform the decision to relax restrictions, given that the IFR for people infected with COVID-

19 appears to be not insignificant even in places with very robust healthcare systems. 

Conclusions 

Based on a systematic review and meta-analysis of published evidence on COVID-19 until the end of 

April, 2020, the IFR of the disease across populations is 0.75% (0.49-1.01%). However, due to very high 

heterogeneity in the meta-analysis, it is difficult to know if this represents the ‘true’ point estimate. It 

is likely that, due to age and perhaps underlying comorbidities in the population, different places will 

experience different IFRs due to the disease. More research looking at age-stratified IFR is urgently 

needed to inform policy-making on this front. 
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Table 1: number: Results of systematic review of published research data on COVID-19 infection-

fatality rates 

Study Location Study period Method and sample 
size 

Results 

Basset et al 
2020 

New York (NYC) 
(USA), Madrid, 
Lombardy 

Until 22nd 
April 2020 
(commence 
date not 
provided) 

Utilised R0 of 2.4 to 
calculate a predicted 
infection rate of 81% 
(UK and USA).  

Over the 3 
regions, the IFR 
(using predicted 
total infection 
rate of 81%) was 
calculated at 
0.17%, for each 
region 
specifically, using 
the same 
predicted 
infection rate: 
NYC 0.22%, 
Lombardy 0.15%, 
Madrid 0.14%. 

Bendavid et 
al 2020 

Santa-Clara 
Country 

2 days Serological testing of 
3,300 local adults and 
children. Volunteer 
sampling. Bootstrap 
procedure used for 
weighted and 
unweighted 
prevalence 
estimates.  

Crude prevalence 
rate 1.5% (95%CI 
1.1-2.0%), 
unweighted 
population 
prevalence 1.2% 
(bootstrap 95%CI 
0.7-1.8%), 
weighted 
population 
prevalence 2.8% 
(95%CI 1.3-4.7%). 
Number of 
infections 
estimated to be 
greater than 
number of 
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recorded cases. 
IFR 0.17%.  

CEBM 2020  Global Updating as 
pandemic 
progresses 

Utilises data available 
from official sources 
in countries listed. 

Iceland infection 
rate 0.5-1%; IFR 
0.05%  
UK IFR 0.9% 
(95%CI 0.4-1.4%) 
Diamond 
Princess Cruise 
ship IFR 1.2% 
(95%CI 0.38-
2.7%) and CFR 
2.3% (95%CI 
0.75-5.3%) 
China CFR 1.1% 
(95%CI 0.3-2.4%) 
and IFR 0.5% (0.2-
1.2%). 

Ferguson et 
al 2020 

USA/Great 
Britain (GB) 

Not specified Utilised data from 
China to produce 
age-stratified IFR. 
Assumptions of 
severity and critical 
care requirements 
based upon expert 
opinion. 

Using R0 of 2.4, 
estimated 81% of 
GB and USA 
populations will 
be infected over 
the course of the 
epidemic. IFR 
calculated to be 
in the range 0.25-
1.0%.  

Jung et al 
2020 

Cases exported 
from China and 
diagnosed 
outside China 

16 days A total of 51 cases 
diagnosed between 
24/09/2020 and 
09/02/2020. Data 
collected from 
government websites 
or media quoting 
government 
announcements. 

Mean time from 
illness onset to 
death was 20.2 
days. Estimated 
incidence in 
China on 
24/01/2020 was 
4718 (95%CI 
3328-6278) and 
CFR 5.3% (95%CI 
3.5-7.6%). IFR 
0.5-0.8%.  

Modi et al 
2020 

Italy (1688 
towns) 

Used data 
from 
01/01/2015-
28/03/2020  

Utilised data from the 
Italian Institute of 
Statistics. Compared 
death rates during 
the COVID-19 
pandemic to previous 

Clear increase in 
deaths was noted 
for early 2020. 
IFR increases 
with age. Range 
0.02% (40-49 
years old) to 

 . CC-BY-NC 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 18, 2020. .https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.03.20089854doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.03.20089854
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


death rates by age 
and region.  

15.1% (>90 years 
old).  

Nishiura et al 
2020 

Japanese 
“evacuees” 
returning to 
Japan from 
Wuhan 

3 days A total of 565 
individuals screened 
for symptoms and 
tested for COVID-19 
(PCR).  

A total of 8 
passengers 
tested PCR 
positive for 
COVID-19 (1.4%). 
Estimated 
ascertainment 
rate of 9.2%. 
Estimated IFR 
0.3-0.6%.  

Rinaldi et al 
2020 

Northern Italy 
(10 
municipalities 
in Lombardy) 

Utilised 5-
year death 
data until 
April 2020 

Collected data from 
the Italian Institute of 
Statistics. The total 
population of the 
included 
municipalities was 
50563. Bayesian 
model used to 
estimate IFR.  

Deaths between 
February and 
April 2020 were 
5-fold the 2015-
2019 average 
(341 versus 70). 
IFR 1.29% (95%CI 
0.89-2.01), 
increasing to 
4.25% for those 
>60 years old 
(95%CI 3.01-
6.39%) 

Roques et al 
2020 

France 54 days Obtained data on 
positive cases and 
deaths from Johns 
Hopkins University 
Centre for Systems 
Science and 
Engineering and data 
on tests performed 
from Santé Publique 
France, deaths from 
nursing homes were 
added to the official 
count.   

Calculated IFR 
0.5% (95%CI 0.3-
0.8), when 
nursing home 
residents were 
adjusted for 
estimated IFR 
0.8% (95%CI 
0.45-1.25). 
Estimated ratio 
between those 
actually infected 
and those 
observed was 8 
(95%CI 5-12).  

Russel et al 
2020 

Diamond 
Princess Cruise 
Ship 

14-17 days A total of 3711 
passengers and staff 
were tested (PCR) 
whilst in quarantine. 
Utilised data from the 
World Health 

There were 619 
confirmed cases 
(17%), 318 of 
whom were 
asymptomatic 
(51%). Corrected 
CFR was 2.6% 
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Organisation 
situational reports.  

(95%CI 0.89-
6.7%). Corrected 
IFR was 1.3% 
(95%CI 0.38-
3.6%). CFR 
increased with 
age (3.6% for 
those aged 60-
69, 95%CI 3.2-
4.0) and 14.8% 
for those >80 
years, 95%CI 
13.0-16.7).  

Tian et al 
2020 

Beijing, China 21 days 262 cases 
retrospectively 
enrolled and 
characteristics 
compared between 
severe, mild and 
asymptomatic 
patients using Mann-
Whitney U tests and 
Wilcoxon tests.  

Five patients died 
and 46 were 
classified as 
severe. IFR in 
Beijing was lower 
than nationally; 
0.9% versus 2.4% 
(p<0.001).  

Verity et al 
2020 

Mainland China 
and 37 
countries 
outside of 
mainland China 

56 days Age-stratified CFR 
estimates on 1334 
cases outside 
mainland China. Used 
prevalence data from 
PCR-confirmed cases 
in international 
residents repatriated 
from China to 
determine IFR.  

Mean time from 
illness onset to 
death 17.8 days 
(95%CI 16.9-
19.2). CFR in 
China 1.38% 
(95%CI 1.23-
1.53), increasing 
with age to 6.8% 
in those aged >65 
years (95%CI 5.7-
7.2%) and 13.4% 
in those aged >80 
years (95%CI 
11.2-15.9%). IFR 
0.66% (95%CI 
0.39-1.33%).   

Villa et al 
2020 

Italy 32 days Collected data from 
Italy’s Civil Protection 
Agency from each of 
Italy’s 20 regions.  

Estimated an IFR 
of 1.1% (95%CI 
0.2-2.1%) and a 
CFR of 12.7%.  
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