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Abstract
Objective: Scrutiny of COVID-19 mortality in Belgium over the period 8 March – 9
May 2020 (Weeks 11-19), using number of deaths per million, infection fatality rates,
and the relation between COVID-19 mortality and excess death rates.

Data: Publicly available COVID-19 mortality (2020); overall mortality (2009 – 2020)
data in Belgium and demographic data on the Belgian population; data on the nursing
home population; results of repeated sero-prevalence surveys in March-April 2020.

Statistical methods: Reweighing, missing-data handling, rate estimation,
visualization.

Results: Belgium has virtually no discrepancy between COVID-19 reported mortality
(confirmed and possible cases) and excess mortality. There is a sharp excess death
peak over the study period; the total number of excess deaths makes April 2020 the
deadliest month of April since WWII, with excess deaths far larger than in early 2017
or 2018, even though influenza-induced January 1951 and February 1960 number of
excess deaths were similar in magnitude. Using various sero-prevalence estimates,
infection fatality rates (IFRs; fraction of deaths among infected cases) are estimated at
0.38 - 0.73% for males and 0.20 – 0.39% for females in the non-nursing home
population (non-NHP), and at 0.79 – 1.52% for males and 0.88 – 1.31% for females in
the entire population. Estimates for the NHP range from 38 to 73% for males and over
22 to 37% for females. The IFRs rise from nearly 0% under 45 years, to 4.3% and
13.2% for males in the non-NHP and the general population, respectively, and to
1.5% and 11.1% for females in the non-NHP and general population, respectively.

3

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.20.20136234; this version posted June 20, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .
Nextgenediting Template BMJ_Word_Template.docx
www.nextgenediting.com [double click header to delete]

The IFR and number of deaths per million is strongly influenced by extensive
reporting and the fact that 66.0% of the deaths concerned NH residents. At 764 (our
re-estimation of the figure 735, presented by “Our World in Data”), the number of
COVID-19 deaths per million led the international ranking on May 9, 2020, but drops
to 262 in the non-NHP. The NHP is very specific: age-related increased risk; highly
prevalent comorbidities that, while non-fatal in themselves, exacerbate COVID-19;
larger collective households that share inadvertent vectors such as caregivers and
favor clustered outbreaks; initial lack of protective equipment, etc. High-quality
health care countries have a relatively older but also more frail population [1], which
is likely to contribute to this result.

Thumbnail summary: What this paper adds
COVID-19 mortality and its relation to excess deaths, case fatality rates (CFRs),
infection fatality rates (IFRs), and number of deaths per million are constantly being
reported for a large number of countries globally.
This study adds detailed insight in the Belgian situation over the period 8 March – 9
May 2020 (Week 11–Week 19).
Belgium has virtually no discrepancy between COVID-19 reported mortality
(confirmed and possible cases) and excess mortality. This, combined with a high
fraction of possible cases that is COVID-19 related [2] provides a basis for using all
COVID-19 cases and thus not only the confirmed ones, in IFR estimation.
Against each of the years from 2009 and 2019 and the average thereof, there is a
strong excess death peak in 2020, which nearly entirely coincides with confirmed plus
possible COVID-19 cases. The excess death/COVID-19 peak rises well above
seasonal fluctuations seen in the first trimester during the most recent decade
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(induced in part by seasonal influenza). In the second week of April 2020, twice as
many people died than in the corresponding week of the reference year. April 2020
was the deadliest month of April since WWII, although January 1951 and February
1960 saw similar figures. More recently, in the winter of 2017-2018, there was 4.6%
excess mortality in Belgium (70,215 actual deaths; 3093 more than the Be-MOMOmodel prediction). In the winter of 2016-2017, there was an excess of 3284 deaths
(4.9% excess mortality) https://epistat.wiv-isp.be/docs/momo/BeMOMO%20winter%202017-18%20report_FR.pdf.
At 764 (our estimate), the number of COVID-19 deaths per million leads the
international ranking, but drops sharply to 262 in the non-nursing home population.
CFR is not a good basis for international comparison, except as a tool in estimating
global infection fatality rates [2]. These authors used asymptotic models to derive
IFR as a limit of CFR. CFR is strongly influenced by testing strategy, and in several
studies the delay between case confirmation and deaths is not accounted for. The
handling of possible cases is ambiguous at best. We do not consider it here.
Bias and precision in estimation of IFR is influenced by difficulties surrounding the
estimation of sero-prevalence, such as sensitivity and specificity of the tests used [3],
time to IgM and in particular IgG seroconversion [4], and potential selection bias
occurring in data from residual sample surveys. A sensitivity analysis is undertaken
by augmenting one primary with three auxiliary estimates of sero-prevalence.
Because in Belgium there is a very close agreement between excess mortality on the
one hand and confirmed and possible COVID-19 cases combined on the other, and
because an international study [2] suggested that a fraction as high as 0.9 of possible
cases could be attributable to COVID-19 [5], it is a reasonable choice to use all
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COVID-19 cases in IFR estimation. This encompasses a large fraction of deaths
occurring in nursing homes. The IFR values obtained align with international values
[2]. Using various sero-prevalence estimates, IFRs across all ages are estimated at
0.38 - 0.73% for males and 0.20 – 0.39% for females in the non-nursing home
population (non-NHP), and at 0.79 – 1.52% for males and 0.88 – 1.31% for females
in the entire population. Estimates for the NHP range from 38 to 73% for males and
over 22 to 37% for females. The IFRs rise from nearly 0% under 45 years, to 4.3%
and 13.2% for males in the non-NHP and the general population, respectively, and to
1.5% and 11.1% for females in the non-NHP and general population, respectively.
The IFR is strongly influenced by extensive death cases reporting and the fact that
66.0% of the deaths concerned NH residents. Apart from a strong age-related
gradient, also for each age category, IFRs are substantially higher in males than in
females Because of these dependencies, IFRs should be considered in an age, gender,
and sub-population specific manner. The same proviso is made for the number of
deaths per million.
An important such population is the NHP because of a specific cocktail: age-related
increased risk; highly prevalent comorbidities that, while non-fatal in themselves,
exacerbate COVID-19; larger collective households that share inadvertent vectors
such as caregivers; initial lack of protective equipment, etc. High-quality health care
countries have a relatively older but also more frail population [1], which might
contribute.
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Introduction
Belgium’s per million COVID-19 related mortality has been reported the highest
worldwide over the period April – May 2020. For example, as reported on May 13,
2020 at https://ourworldindata.org/coronavirus-data, the figure is 756 for Belgium,
versus 91 for Germany, 414 for France, 511 for Italy, 482 for the UK, 249 for the US,
and 328 for Sweden. Because of its relative nature, this measure appears to be
objective; nevertheless, it requires scrutiny. To this end, we examine COVID-19
reported mortality over the period 8 March – 9 May 2020, and place it against the
background of excess mortality in Belgium. The study period is chosen such that there
is a sufficiently long data cleaning period, leading to accurate death counts. This
allows one to gauge whether there is evidence for over-, under- or sufficiently
accurate reporting of COVID-19 cases. Using data on the number of COVID-19
deaths and sero-prevalence estimates based on data from a repeated cross-sectional
serological survey [3], infection fatality rates (IFRs) and number of deaths per million
(DPM) are estimated, overall, in relation to age and sex, for the total population, the
nursing home population (NHP), and the non-NHP.

Data and Methods
Covid-19 mortality. The Belgium-based institute for health, Sciensano, reports daily
COVID-19 mortality figures (https://epistat.wiv-isp.be/covid/). These daily data were
extracted on 5 June 2020 and then binned to form age category by week mortality
tables for each of the sexes and for the period 8 March - 9 May 2020 (Week 11 –
Week 19); age categories (in years) are 0-24, 25-44, 45-64, 65-74, 75-84, and 85+.
These six categories are used throughout the analyses. Of the 8732 deaths reported,

7

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.20.20136234; this version posted June 20, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .
Nextgenediting Template BMJ_Word_Template.docx
www.nextgenediting.com [double click header to delete]

3136 (3072) are male (female) and have age category reported. Only 2 men and 1
woman are of unknown age, whereas 11 people have their age but not their sex
reported. However, 2510 have neither age nor sex available, of which 96% stem from
deaths in the NHP of Flanders, one of the three Belgian Regions. For everyone, the
date and hence week of death is reported. Missing data redistribution methods are
used to classify all data in an age-week-sex table [6]. Cases with neither age nor sex
observed are redistributed in an ad-hoc fashion over the proper week, so as to match
the age-sex distribution observed from excess mortality (defined as observed deaths in
2020 minus the average over the 2009 – 2019 period). Redistribution is done into the
65+ age groups only, even though there is a small number of deaths in the age range
45-64. In addition, two sub-populations are considered that jointly comprise the NHP
deaths: (a) deaths occurring in NH (4494 deaths, with 1989 complete records), and
(b) NH residents that died in hospitals (1276 deaths, with 705 complete records).
Based upon considering various re-distribution methods (details not reported), the
imprecision engendered by missingness is ignored, because it is dominated by
uncertainty in sero-prevalence estimation, the latter of which is taken into account by
precision estimation and statistical sensitivity analysis.

Overall mortality. Weekly mortality per sex and age category, for the years 2009 –
2019 (complete) and 2020 (until early May 2020) originate from the National
Register. Statistics Belgium, the national statistical institute, processes these deaths
and integrates them in Demobel, its demographic data warehouse. Open data by
district (NUTS 3) can be found in [3]: https://statbel.fgov.be/en/open-data/numberdeaths-day-sex-district-age. Using the years 2009 – 2019 combined, a weekly average
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profile (termed reference year) is obtained, with pointwise corresponding 99%
prediction bands.
Population sizes. The Belgian population sizes (situation 1 January 2020), by age
category and sex, are taken from Statistics Belgium (Demobel), based on National
Register data: https://statbel.fgov.be/en/themes/population/structure-population.
Sero-prevalences. Based on Herzog et al. [3] age-category specific sero-prevalences
referring to April 2020, are used; details on sensitivity and specificity of the tests used
can be found there. Data over the age range 0-101 years of age are available. A reanalysis of the data used in [3] provided estimates and confidence intervals for the age
bins used in this paper. These estimates use the population structure for Belgium in
2020, as forecast by the Federal Plan Bureau (www.plan.be). Bias and precision in the
determination of sero-prevalence depends on sensitivity and specificity of the tests
used [1], time to IgG seroconversion [4], and potential selection bias occurring in data
from residual samples surveys. A sensitivity analysis is undertaken by augmenting
this primary with three auxiliary estimates of sero-prevalence for the general
population, with in addition several forecast of the sero-prevalence in NH starting
from extensive test results (https://covid19.sciensano.be/sites/default/files/Covid19/COVID19_Daily%20report_20200526%20-%20FR.pdf).
Estimated number of COVID-19 cases. These are calculated by multiplying the
age-sex-subgroup (NHP/non-NHP) population sizes with the corresponding seroprevalences, for various sero-prevalence estimates. Assuming an approximately
constant sero-prevalence over the month of May, this is considered a sensible
approach, even though no delay-adjustment is done.
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Infection fatality rates. From the sero-prevalence and population size, per category,
the actual number of infected cases is estimated. The IFR is calculated as the ratio of
the number of deaths (confirmed and possible) over the number of infected cases.
This is done per age and sex category, for the general population, the NHP, and the
non-NHP. Given the uncertainty in the sero-prevalence estimates, delta-method-based
confidence intervals supplement the primary IFR estimates. Case fatality rates (CFR),
defined as the number of confirmed deaths (confirmed and possible) over the number
of confirmed cases, ideally delay-distribution adjusted, will not be examined in this
manuscript.
Statistical software. The data analysis was performed using SAS Software, GAUSS,
and R; visualizations were made using Vega. Python scripts to reproduce the analyses
will be available at https://www.uhasselt.be/DSI.

Results
COVID-19 Mortality
In line with international findings [7], the number of deaths strongly increases with
age. It is difficult to compare sexes in absolute terms, because the higher number of
deaths in the female 85+ group, for example, is offset by the fact that the number of
males in the 85+ category is less than half in size of the female category. Summary
data are given in Table 1 and depicted in Figure 1. Table 2 presents the figures for the
NH population. Because of the large fraction of incomplete records, the redistribution
over age categories in Table 2 (32.0% incomplete in terms of age and/or sex), is
subject to uncertainty. There are more incomplete records in the NH sub-population
than in the general population, because the dataset of NH residents who died in
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hospitals is currently not directly extractable from the hospital-deaths dataset, for
which age and sex are virtually complete.

Table 1. All confirmed and possible COVID-19 deaths in Belgium (March 8 – May 9,
2020; weeks 11 – 19) , by week, age, and gender, 2524 cases with only partial
information on age or gender are redistributed over the 65+ strata.
Week
15
16

Age
Male
0-24
25-44
45-64
65-74
75-84
85+
Total

11

12

13

14

17

18

0,0
0,0
0,0
2,0
3,0
3,0
8,0

0,0
0,0
7,0
18,4
22,0
32,7
80,1

0,0
1,0
34,0
77,6
105,0
147,0
364,6

0,0
3,0
49,0
119,5
246,0
309,6
727,1

0,0
5,0
50,0
116,3
302,6
447,5
921,3

Female
0-24
25-44
45-64
65-74
75-84
85+
Total

0,0
0,0
0,0
0,0
2,0
2,0
4,0

0,0
2,0
1,0
11,5
16,0
34,4
64,9

0,0
2,0
10,0
26,7
84,0
159,6
282,4

1,0
1,0
27,0
75,6
158,5
462,8
725,9

Male +
Female
0-24
25-44
45-64
65-74
75-84
85+
Total

0,0
0,0
0,0
2,0
5,0
5,0
12,0

0,0
2,0
8,0
29,9
38,0
67,1
145,0

0,0
3,0
44,0
104,4
189,0
306,6
647,0

1,0
4,0
76,0
195,1
404,5
772,4
1453,0

0,0
4,0
53,0
136,5
217,9
418,1
829,6

0,0
3,0
38,0
81,9
143,0
277,0
542,9

0,0
2,0
33,0
48,0
74,0
140,5
297,5

0,0
0,0
16,0
62,3
68,0
102,7
249,0

0,0
18,0
280,0
662,6
1181,5
1878,1
4020,2

0,0
3,0
29,0
79,1
234,7
738,9
1084,7

0,0
0,0
28,0
95,4
215,2
676,8
1015,4

0,0
0,0
13,0
49,7
146,5
531,8
741,1

0,0
3,0
10,0
46,6
59,0
354,9
473,5

0,0
1,0
11,0
14,0
46,0
248,0
320,0

1,0
12,0
129,0
398,6
962,0
3209,2
4711,8

0,0
8,0
79,0
195,3
537,3
1186,4
2006,0

0,0
4,0
81,0
231,9
433,1
1094,9
1845,0

0,0
3,0
51,0
131,6
289,5
808,9
1284,0

0,0
5,0
43,0
94,6
133,0
495,4
771,0

0,0
1,0
27,0
76,3
114,0
350,7
569,0

1,0
30,0
409,0
1061,2
2143,5
5087,3
8732,0

11

19 Total
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Table 2. Confirmed and possible COVID-19 deaths within the Belgian nursing home
population (March 8 – May 9, 2020; weeks 11 – 19) , by week, age, and gender, 3076
cases with only partial information on age or gender are redistributed over the 65+
strata.

Age
Male
45-64
65-74
75-84
85+
Total

Week
15
16

11

12

13

14

17

18

0,0
2,3
2,0
4,7
9,0

1,0
10,4
5,0
29,5
45,9

3,0
36,6
25,0
95,7
160,3

5,0
61,0
84,8
200,9
351,8

12,0
53,4
160,7
339,7
565,7

Female
45-64
65-74
75-84
85+
Total

0,0
2,0
1,0
7,0
10,0

0,0
5,1
3,0
20,0
28,1

1,0
19,6
33,0
149,1
202,7

6,0
50,7
66,5
446,0
569,2

Male +
Female
45-64
65-74
75-84
85+
Total

0,0
4,3
3,0
11,7
19,0

1,0
15,5
8,0
49,5
74,0

4,0
56,2
58,0
244,8
363,0

11,0
111,7
151,3
647,0
921,0

3,0
66,7
91,8
315,5
477,0

7,0
17,6
37,4
207,9
269,8

1,0
7,0
19,0
95,7
122,7

0,0
32,4
16,0
56,9
105,3

32,0
287,3
441,7
1346,5
2107,5

11,0
33,3
141,3
684,7
870,3

5,0
60,3
159,9
609,9
835,0

2,0
25,5
58,5
467,1
553,2

1,0
23,9
24,0
319,4
368,3

0,0
1,0
23,0
201,7
225,7

26,0
221,3
510,3
2905,0
3662,5

23,0
86,6
302,0
1024,4
1436,0

8,0
126,9
251,7
925,3
1312,0

9,0
43,1
95,9
675,0
823,0

2,0
30,9
43,0
415,1
491,0

0,0
33,4
39,0
258,6
331,0

58,0
508,6
952,0
4251,5
5770,0

12

19 Total
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Figure 1. Graphical representation of the age and sex specific COVID-19 mortality
curves in Belgium over the period 8 March – 9 May 2020.
Excess deaths
Figures 2-3 display mortality in each of the years 2009-2019, as well as on average
over these years. The excess in 2020 is apparent; the peak rises well over the seasonal
variation seen in the first trimester of 2009-2019, and lies clearly outside the 99%
pointwise prediction bands. Mortality was high in the winter seasons of 2011-2012,
2012-2013, 2014-2015, 2016-2017, and 2017-2018, unlike in 2013-2014 and 20152016. Then, in the second week of April 2020, twice as many people died than on
average over 2009-2019. April 2020 was the deadliest month of April since WWII,
although January 1951 and February 1960 saw similar figures. Detailed long-term
mortality studies for Belgium have been reported elsewhere [5,8]. More recently, in
the winter of 2017-2018, there was 4.6% excess mortality in Belgium (70,215 actual
deaths; 3093 more than the Belgian Mortality Monitoring (Be-MOMO) model
prediction). In the winter of 2016-2017, there was an excess of 3284 deaths (4.9%
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excess mortality) (https://epistat.wiv-isp.be/docs/momo/BeMOMO%20winter%202017-18%20report_FR.pdf; https://epistat.wiv-isp.be/momo/)

Figure 2. Belgium. Excess deaths (overall). Grey curves refer to years 2009 – 2019;
the black curve is the average over 2009 – 2019, with dashes 99% pointwise
prediction bands; the red curve refers to 2020.
That the peak is strongly driven by the older age category is clear from Figure 3.

Figure 3. Belgium. Excess deaths (by age and sex category). Grey curves refer to
years 2009 – 2019; the black curve is the average over 2009 – 2019; the red curve
refers to 2020.
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Covid-19 Mortality Versus Excess Deaths
In the above, reference was made to Belgium’s extensive COVID-19 death reporting,
as also internationally noted.

Figure 4. Belgium. Weekly COVID-19 versus excess mortality. The red curve
represents overall observed weekly mortality in Belgium. The grey curve is the
reference-year mortality (average of 2009 – 2019). The black curve is reference +
COVID-19 mortality. The coloured bands sketch the fractions taken in reference
years by major causes of death. (https://www.healthybelgium.be/en/healthstatus/mortality-and-causes-of-death/overall-mortality-by-cause)

Figure 4 compares COVID-19 mortality with excess deaths in Belgium, from the
beginning of year until the end of April 2020.
As we saw in Figure 2, mortality in January and February 2020 was below the
average over 2009-2019, although coherent with the prediction interval. Then, the
peak emerges and, most important for this study is the near coincidence of excess and
COVID-19 mortality.

15

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.20.20136234; this version posted June 20, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .
Nextgenediting Template BMJ_Word_Template.docx
www.nextgenediting.com [double click header to delete]

Covid-19 Number of Deaths per Million Inhabitants
Now that the close agreement between COVID-19 and excess mortality has been
established, it is useful to consider the number of deaths per million inhabitants
(DPM). Belgium’s DPM has been reported as the highest worldwide over the period
April – May 2020. For example, according to https://ourworldindata.org/coronavirusdata (accessed on June 16, 2020), the figures are: 735 for Belgium on 9 May 2020,
versus 500 for Italy, 88 for Germany, 402 for France, 460 for the UK, 233 for the US,
and 314 for Sweden. Table 3 displays age- and sex-specific DPM, for the general
Belgian population, the population without nursing homes, as well as the NHP.
Because the Belgian mortality data have been cleaned and verified between the end of
the study period (May 9, 2020) and final analysis (June 16, 2020), the overall figure
of 764 in Table 3 differs slightly from the “Our World in Data” figure of 735.
The population fractions in NHP are (http://www.ima-aim.be): 1.0% in 65-74, for
both males and females; 3.2% [M] and 5.7% [F] in 75-84; 14.0% [M] and 27.7% [F]
in 85+.
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Table 3. Number of COVID-19 deaths per million inhabitants in Belgium on 9 May
2020, per age and sex category: (a) for the general population; (b) [restricted to nonnursing home population]; (c) (restricted to nursing home population)
Age category

Male

Female

Both sexes

0 – 24

0

1

0

25 – 44

12

8

10

181

84

133

[161]

[67]

[114]

1208

666

925

[691]

[299]

[487]

(52,385)

(36,967)

(44,339)

3986

2440

3103

[2578]

[1215]

[1809]

(46,563)

(22,706)

(29,787)

17,464

14,646

15,574

[5748]

[1921]

[3331]

(89,433)

(47,862)

(56,124)

714

812

764

[342]

[184]

[262]

(64,668)

(40,173)

(46,624)

3988

3771

3831

[1785]

[831]

[1262]

(69,123)

(40,789)

(47,928)

45 – 64

65 – 74

75 – 84

85 +

All ages combined

Combined over
65+ strata
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From Table 3 we deduce a strong age and important sex effect. But what is most
striking is the extent of the impact in the NHP. For the non-NHP, the overall figure
goes down to 262, which internationally might not stand out, but then reliable figures
are needed of other countries’ NHP/non-NHP as well. For a nursing home population
of around 1% of the total population, this effect is striking. It is clear from Table 3
that the overall number is not very informative, but rather an age, sex, and populationspecific breakout is necessary. For a coherent interpretation, the IFR need to be
considered as well.

Infection Fatality Rates
IFR are displayed in Table 6, along with supporting quantities (population sizes,
estimated number of cases and sero-prevalences) in Tables 4 and 5. We use in the
numerators not only (lab) confirmed cases, but also possible cases. This would create
difficulty for CFR estimation (as the denominator would be lab-confirmed cases
only), but is a sensible choice for IFR estimation, especially because confirmed plus
possible COVID-19 deaths nearly coincide with the excess death rates in Belgium
(Figure 4). This coincidence is not a proof for the fact that all excess deaths are
COVID-19 related, although it has been reported internationally that around 90% of
possible cases are proper COVID-19 [2]. While it may be possible, for example, that
some excess deaths are related to other factors, such as lockdown-induced stress, the
plausible assumption is made that this effect on mortality is minor. Further
examination is warranted as soon as the cause-specific mortality database becomes
available, typically after a three-year interval. We make no claims regarding nonmortality related effects.
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Table 4. Belgian population (1 January 2020) and estimated COVID-19 cases
(around 1 May 2020), by sex and age category (restricted to nursing home
population; because of uncertainty about the sero-prevalence, the number of
estimated cases is represented as a range over values obtained by several
estimates).The nursing home population is estimated based on IMA proportions.
Population

Estimated COVID-19 cases

Age
Male

Female

Male

Female

0 – 24

1,649,324

1,579,570

98,795

94,616

25 – 44

1,481,713

1,474,971

86,828

86,433

45 – 64

1,544,678

1,535,850

96,079

95,530

548,448

598,561

22,670

24,741

(5485)

(5986)

(223 - 938)

(243 - 1024)

296,421

394,264

21,253

28,699

(9486)

(22,473)

(666 - 1622)

(1580 - 3843)

107,542

219,117

14,228

28,989

(15,056)

(60,695)

(1992 - 2575)

(8030 – 10,379)

All ages

5,628,126

5,802,333

339,852

359,008

combined

(30,026)

(89,154)

(2881 - 5134)

(9853 – 15,245)

category

65 – 74

75 – 84

85 +
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Table 5. Belgium. Estimated sero-prevalences (95% confidence intervals) by Herzog
et al. [3]; and based on nowcasting of the 31 March 2020 figures. In the first case,
sero-prevalence in the NHP is replaced by a range, to reflect uncertainty and likely
higher prevalence.
Based on March and April 2020
Age

Nowcasting based on March
surveys

category

2020 survey
[range for NHP]

0 – 24
25 – 44
45 – 64
65 – 74
75 – 84
85 +
Overall

0.060(0.042;0.086)

0.068

0.059 (0.042;0.083)

0.072

0.062(0.047;0.083)

0.092

0.041(0.023;0.072)
[0.041 – 0.171]
0.070(0.042;0.117)
[0.070 – 0.171]
0.132(0.089;0.196)
[0.132 – 0.171]
0.061

0.086
0.116
0.146
0.082
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Table 6. Belgium. Infection fatality rates (%), with 95% confidence intervals, by sex
and age category: (a) for the overall population; (b) [restricted to non-nursing home
population]; (c) {restricted to nursing home population}.Quantities are based on
sero-prevalence estimates in the left-hand column of Table 5. Because of uncertainty
about sero-prevalence in the NHP, the confidence interval is replaced by a statistical
sensitivity analysis range.
Age category

Male

0 – 24

0 (0;0)

25 – 44

0.021(0.015;0.029)

0.014(0.010;0.020)

0.017(0.012;0.024)

45 – 64

0.29(0.22;0.39)

0.14(0.10;0.18)

0.21(0.16;0.29)

2.92(1.67;5.30)

1.61(0.92;2.92)

2.24(1.28;4.06)

[1.70(0.96;3.03)]

[0.74(0.41;1.31)]

[1.20(0.67;2.13)]

{30.6 – 100}

{21.6 - 91.0}

{25.9 - 100}

5.56(3.40;9.45)

3.35(2.08;5.78)

4.29(2.65;7.35)

[3.67(2.20;6.11)]

[1.73(1.04;2.88)]

[2.57(1.54;4.29)]

{27.2 - 66.2}

{13.3 - 32.3}

{17.4 - 42.4}

13.20(8.90;19.60)

11.07(7.46;16.44)

11.77(7.93;17.48)

[4.34(2.93;6.45)]

[1.45(0.98;2.16)]

[2.52(1.70;3.74)]

{52.3 - 67.6}

{28.0 - 36.2}

{32.8 - 42.4}

1.18(0.82;1.69)

1.31(0.91;1.89)}

1.25(0.87;1.80)

[0.57(0.40;0.81)]

[0.30(0.21;0.43]

[0.43(0.30;0.62)]

{41.0 - 73.1}

{24.0 - 37.2}

{28.3 - 45.3}

65 – 74

75 – 84

85 +

Female

Both sexes

0.0011(0.0007;0.0015) 0.0005(0.0004;0.0007)

All ages
combined
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Table 7. Belgium. Statistical sensitivity analysis of infection fatality rates across all
ages (%): (I) using nowcasting starting from March 2020 sero-prevalence survey; (II)
(using Scienano’s blood donors prevalence of 4.7%, based on Belgian Red Cross
data); (III) [applying a 150% inflation factor to the March and April 2020 survey
based sero-prevalence]. Figures are shown for three population: (a) for the overall
population; (b) [restricted to non-nursing home population]; (c) {restricted to
nursing home population}.
Statistical
sensitivity
Male

Female

Both sexes

0.88

0.97

0.93

[0.42]

[0.22]

[0.31]

{55.8}

{30.5}

{36.6}

1.52

1.73

1.63

[0.73]

[0.39]

[0.56]

0.79

0.88

0.84

[0.38]

[0.20]

[0.29]

{38.0}

{21.6}

{25.7}

analysis
method

I

II

III

Age- and sex-specific IFRs are presented in Table 6, based on the sero-prevalence
estimates of Herzog et al. [3] for the non-NHP. For the NHP, these sero-prevalences
are replaced by a range, defined by the values based on [3] and 4%/0.70*3=17.1%,
where 4% is the percentage of positive tests obtained from extensive testing in
nursing homes (https://covid-19.sciensano.be/sites/default/files/Covid19/COVID-
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19_Daily%20report_20200526%20-%20FR.pdf), 0.70 reflects test sensitivity and 3 is
an ad-hoc scale factor. Of note, bias and precision in IFR estimates are influenced by
issues surrounding the estimation of sero-prevalence, such as sensitivity and
specificity of the tests used [3], time to IgG seroconversion [4,11,12] detectability
[11] and clearance [12], and potential selection bias occurring in data from residual
sample surveys. The overall values are re-estimated and reported in Table 7 based on
three alternative sero-prevalence estimates, to enable a statistical sensitivity analysis,
based on three alternative sero-prevalence estimates. The first rests upon the use of
delay distributions and projected epidemic evolution, using sero-prevalence figures of
31 March 2020 thus projected forward until about 1 May 2020. The second uses
Sciensano’s blood donor based sero-prevalence estimate of 4.7% (Belgian Red Cross
data; https://covid-19.sciensano.be/sites/default/files/Covid19/COVID19_Weekly%20report_20200529%20-%20FR_0.pdf). The third one uses an ad-hoc
correction to the Herzog et al. [3] estimate, based on a prolonged onset of detectability
of IgG; the sero-prevalences are inflated by a factor 1.5 and consequently the IFR
deflated. The IFRs in Tables 5 and 6 combined reflect sampling variability and allow
to gauge the impact of biased estimation in sero-prevalence.
Figure 5 displays the IFR represented in Table 6, for the entire population, as well as
for the non-NHP.
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Figure 5. Age and sex specific COVID-19 IFR in Belgium, with average IFR across
ages, for each sex, for the general population and for the non-NHP.

Based on the various sero-prevalence estimates, IFRs across all ages are estimated at
0.38 - 0.73% for males and 0.20 – 0.39% for females in the non-nursing home
population (non-NHP), and at 0.79 – 1.52% for males and 0.88 – 1.31% for females in
the entire population. Estimates for the NHP range from 41 to 73% for males and over
24 to 37% for females. The IFRs rise from nearly 0% under 45 years, to 4.3% and
13.2% at 85+ for males in the non-NHP and the general population, respectively, and
to 1.5% and 11.1% for females in the non-NHP and general population, respectively.
In the NHP, the IFR may well be above 50% in males and about 30% in females of
85+.

24

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.20.20136234; this version posted June 20, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .
Nextgenediting Template BMJ_Word_Template.docx
www.nextgenediting.com [double click header to delete]

The IFR is strongly influenced by extensive death cases reporting and the fact that
66.0% of the deaths concerned NH residents. Apart from a strong age-related
gradient, also for each age category, IFRs are substantially higher in males than in
females.
The average, obtained from pooled figures, shows the reverse ordering in the overall
population (1.2% in males and 1.3% in females), although the difference is nonsignificant. In the non-NHP, the effect is reversed (0.6% in males, 0.3% in females).
This phenomenon, known as Simpson’s paradox, stems from the fact that age-specific
IFRs are lower in females, but the age-specific population size in older age groups is
larger in females (e.g., 200,000 females versus 100,000 males in 85+).
Like with DPM, also the IFR strongly differs between the NHP and the non-NHP. A
cautionary remark is in place. The NHP is relatively small and it is exactly in this
population that age and sex suffers from incompletes. The more reliable IFR
estimates, therefore, are for the overall and non-NHP populations, because of stable
denominators, but for the NHP, the age and/or sex specific values should be
interpreted qualitatively, in terms of ranges, only. In the NHP the overall IFR climbs
to 28 – 45%. The difference between male and female IFR for 85+ (to a lesser extent
also in 75-84) appears to be more pronounced in the non-NHP than in the general
population. This is another instance of Simpson’s paradox: At 85+, the female
population is twice in size the male population, but in nursing homes, there are four
times as many females than males. Thus, the general population at 85+ is mixed quite
differently over NH and non-NH settings, with the NHP the more vulnerable fraction.
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Discussion
Some of Belgium’s figures, are higher than those reported by other countries. A single
metric that underscores this is the country-specific number of deaths per million. It is
nevertheless simplistic and requires careful qualification. There are several
contributing causes. (1) The definition of COVID-19 mortality monitoring varies
between countries. Few countries have decided to count possible cases and/or nursing
home deaths, which underestimates the DPM and biases international comparisons. If
Belgium had reported only confirmed and possible death cases, the DPM would have
been halved. (2) The timing of the epidemic plays a role; figures should be compared
relative to a well-defined baseline (e.g., 50 days since the first day at which the DPM
exceeded 1.0) rather than calendar time. This would produce, for example: Belgium, 8
May, 726; Italy, 24 April, 423; Germany, 12 May, 90; France, 7 May, 443; UK, 7
May, 443; US, 11 May, 240; and Sweden, 10 May, 319. (3) The size and geographical
dispersion of a country arguably play a role. Large countries with loosely connected
regions and/or low population density might see a much slower increase of seroprevalence but with large regional differences, than a compact and well-connected
country. For example, Sweden’s population density is 14 times smaller than
Belgium’s. (4) Multiple entry points and major transmission events such as carnival
festivities play a role. Spring break in Belgium took place in week 9 for the entire
country, whereas in some countries they are spread over two (the Netherlands) or four
(Sweden) weeks. Belgium had several clusters simultaneously whereas, for example,
in the Netherlands the virus was introduced in the south while the north was relatively
spared. The presence of communities with Italian heritage that traveled back from
spring breaks is a contributing factor. (5) The varying measures taken by national and
regional authorities to fight the epidemic arguably are relevant. (6) An effect that does
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not show in the overall sero-prevalence, but may account for large differences in
DPM, is the age distribution of a country, because of the steep age gradient in IFR,
but also in the DPM itself. A relatively older population will lead to considerably
more deaths, for constant IFR structure. As reported by Wyper et al.[1], in Belgium
13.1% of the population is 70+ (the European continent extremes being Israel for
7.7% and Italy for 16.4%), among whom further 42.2% are 80+ (with extremes 31.5%
in Czechia and 44.5% in France). Larger elderly fractions may have various
demographic reasons. To some extent, one of them is that countries with high-quality
health care facilities are accommodating to a somewhat more frail elderly population,
with underlying comorbidities such as high blood pressure and diabetes that are
known to be risk factors for COVID-19 mortality. This point is partially underscores
by the higher DPM and IFR in the NHP, for given age and sex. (7) Directly related to
this, but worth separate mention, is that the epidemic has been very severe in the
NHP, which shows in both the DPM and IFR, suggesting a nuanced explanation.
While figures should be interpreted with caution, the IFR in the 85+ NHP appears to
be roughly 15 times that in the non-NHP, pointing to increased frailty and higher
prevalence of underlying comorbidities. Also, the effect of vectors, such as
caregivers, should not be underestimated and protection and preventive measures
taken in view of possible future outbreaks. In summary, the very large DPM in the
NHP versus the non-NHP, when compared within a given age and sex group,
arguably results from a larger sero-prevalence, in combination with an increased IFR.
All in all, the outbreak in Belgian nursing homes was extremely serious, in line with
international findings [13]. A more detailed study and further international
comparison is urgent, as well as the implementation of targeted non-pharmaceutical
interventions, while awaiting promising pharmaceutical development. For the general
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population, the steep age-related gradient in mortality, expressed in IFR or number of
deaths per million, contributes useful information to policymakers for differential
non-pharmaceutical interventions.
It is difficult to compare COVID-19 figures to these of countries that have a less
extensive reporting strategy, in particular when the gap between excess deaths and
COVID-19 mortality is large, such as in the Netherlands, Italy, or Austria [14].
Excess mortality across countries is a better base for comparison. This is definitely
true in view of the very strong difference in DPM for the nursing home population as
opposed to the general population, even though the figures are generally very high for
the older ages groups. Countries that underreport deaths in nursing homes are
therefore not a basis for comparison.
Arguably, excess mortality is a better basis for comparison. Currently, EuroMOMO
allows for this by means of the Z-score, a useful metric that indicates how unusual
mortality is over a given period, relative to average mortality in that same period.
It does allow for within-country comparisons only. For example, countries with less
extreme variations in the reference period will have a smaller variance and for the
same deviation in the epidemic period a larger Z, compared to a country with more
variation in the reference period. It may thus be useful to supplement it with other
metrics, such as the excess mortality rate, relative to reference mortality. For instance,
in the second week of April 2020, mortality is about double the average over 2009 –
2019.
Because of its inherent limitations, especially dependence on testing strategy, CFR is
a flawed metric for international comparisons [7,15], and should be used with extreme
caution. When compared, the delay distribution between confirmation and death
should be taken into account [16], also to accommodate under-reporting of cases.
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The IFR is preferred, even though care should be taken when estimating seroprevalence, and its sources for bias and uncertainty quantified. This suggests the use
of statistical sensitivity analysis, along with the reporting of interval estimates.
COVID-19-related mortality figures suggest the seriousness of the epidemic.
Belgium’s April 2020 mortality was the highest among all months of April since
WWII. In the week of April 5, 2020, COVID-19 mortality was twice as high as longterm average-mortality for that week.
Summary of limitations. The large fraction of missing age and sex data adds
uncertainty to age and sex specific estimates, especially in those pertaining to the
NHP. Should more complete data become available, future adjustments will be
possible. The determination of sero-prevalence is naturally surrounded with
uncertainty, especially in the NHP, for reasons related to survey sampling and at this
point unfolding virological knowledge.
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Figure legends
Figure 1. Graphical representation of the age and sex specific COVID-19 mortality
curves in Belgium over the period 8 March – 9 May 2020.
Figure 2. Belgium. Excess deaths (overall). Grey curves refer to years 2009 – 2019;
the black curve is the average over 2009 – 2019, with dashes 99% pointwise
prediction bands; the red curve refers to 2020.
Figure 3. Belgium. Excess deaths (by age and sex category). Grey curves refer to
years 2009 – 2019; the black curve is the average over 2009 – 2019; the red curve
refers to 2020.
Figure 4. Belgium. Weekly COVID-19 versus excess mortality. The red curve
represents overall observed weekly mortality in Belgium. The grey curve is the
reference-year mortality (average of 2009 – 2019). The black curve is reference +
COVID-19 mortality. The coloured bands sketch the fractions taken in reference
years by major causes of death. (https://www.healthybelgium.be/en/healthstatus/mortality-and-causes-of-death/overall-mortality-by-cause)
Figure 5. Age and sex specific COVID-19 IFR in Belgium, with average IFR across
ages, for each sex, for the general population and for the non-NHP.
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