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Abstract 
 
Covid-19 excess deaths refer to increases in mortality over what would normally have been 
expected in the absence of the Covid-19 pandemic. In this study, we take advantage of spatial 
variation in Covid-19 mortality across US counties to construct an Ordinary Least Squares 
regression model estimating its relationship with all-cause mortality. We then examine how the 
extent of excess mortality not assigned to Covid-19 varies across subsets of counties defined by 
demographic, structural, and policy characteristics. We estimate that 20.4% [95% CI (13.7%, 
27.2%)] of excess deaths between February 1 and August 26, 2020 were ascribed to causes of 
death other than Covid-19 itself. Excess deaths not assigned to Covid-19 were even higher than 
predicted by our model in counties with high income inequality, low median income, low 
homeownership, and high percentages of Black residents, showing a pattern related to 
socioeconomic disadvantage and structural racism. Our work suggests that inequities in excess 
deaths attributable to Covid-19 may be even greater than revealed by data reporting deaths 
assigned to Covid-19 alone. 
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Introduction 

The novel coronavirus disease 2019 (Covid-19) is an international public health emergency 

caused by the respiratory droplet transmission of the coronavirus-2 (SARS CoV-2) virus.1 

Covid-19 infects humans through the lung epithelium and is associated with a high incidence of 

acute respiratory distress syndrome, vascular injury, and death.2 The United States has emerged 

as an epicenter of the pandemic, with 5.9 million confirmed cases and approximately 181,000 

deaths as of August 27, 2020.3  

 

Vital registration data on cause of death are likely to underestimate the mortality burden 

associated with the pandemic for several reasons.4,5 First, some direct deaths attributable to 

Covid-19 may be assigned to other causes of death due to an absence of widespread testing and 

low rates of diagnoses at the time of death.6 Second, direct deaths from unfamiliar complications 

of Covid-19 such as coagulopathy, myocarditis, inflammatory processes, and arrhythmias may 

have caused confusion and led to attributions of death to other causes, especially early in the 

pandemic.7–9 Third, Covid-19 death counts do not take into account the indirect consequences of 

the Covid-19 pandemic on mortality levels.10–12 Indirect effects may include increases in 

mortality resulting from reductions in access to and use of health care services and psychosocial 

consequences of stay-at-home orders.13 Increases in stress, depression, and substance use related 

to the pandemic could also lead to suicides and overdose deaths.14,15 Economic hardship, housing 

insecurity, and food insecurity may cause indirect deaths, especially among those living with 

chronic illnesses or who face acute heath emergencies and cannot afford medicines or medical 

supplies.16–18 On the other hand, the pandemic may reduce mortality as a result of reductions in 

travel and associated motor vehicle mortality.19 It is also possible that Covid-19 deaths are over-
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recorded in some instances, e.g., because some deaths that should have been assigned to 

influenza were instead assigned to Covid-19. 

 

Estimates of excess deaths from all causes associated with the pandemic provide a useful 

measure of the total mortality burden associated with Covid-19. The term "excess deaths" refers 

to increases in mortality over what would normally have been expected based on historical 

norms for the period of analysis. Excess deaths include deaths directly assigned to Covid-19 on 

death certificates and excess deaths not assigned to Covid-19, which were either misclassified to 

other causes of deaths or were indirectly related to the Covid-19 pandemic. In summary, using 

deaths from all causes to measure the excess mortality impact of the Covid-19 epidemic can help 

circumvent biases in vital statistics, such as low Covid-19 testing rates, reporting lags, and 

differences in death certification coding practices,5 and capture excess deaths indirectly related to 

the Covid-19 pandemic.  

 

Previous reports have estimated excess deaths in several different ways. The National Center for 

Health Statistics (NCHS) estimates excess mortality through comparison of mortality levels in 

2020 to historical mortality data by week and geographic location.20 They present a range of 

values for excess deaths based on different historical thresholds, including the average expected 

count or upper boundary of the uncertainty interval, and apply weights to the 2020 provisional 

death data to account for incomplete data. In contrast, Weinberger et al. and Woolf et al. use 

multivariable Poisson regression models to evaluate increases in the occurrence of deaths due to 

any cause across the US.21,22 Weinberger et al. adjust for influenza activity.21 Kontis et al. apply 

Bayesian ensemble modeling to obtain smoothed estimates of excess deaths by age and sex in 
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the UK.23 These studies make estimates for each spatial unit individually and do not allow any 

possible relationship between all-cause mortality and Covid-19 mortality to be identified through 

analysis across spatial units. 

 

In this paper, we take advantage of spatial variation in Covid-19 mortality across US counties to 

estimate its relationship with all-cause mortality across all counties. We anticipate that counties 

with higher mortality from Covid-19 will also have experienced greater increases in mortality 

from other causes of death because the impact of the pandemic is not registered in Covid-19 

deaths alone. We use the relationship between Covid-19 mortality and changing mortality from 

all causes of death to estimate excess mortality that was not directly assigned to Covid-19 as a 

cause of death. We then examine how the extent of excess mortality not assigned to Covid-19 

varies across subsets of counties defined by area-level demographic, structural, and Covid-19 

policy characteristics, allowing us to identify population subgroups with a disproportionate 

number of excess deaths that were not directly assigned to Covid-19. Our estimates provide an 

alternative approach to calculating excess deaths that can complement existing approaches.  

 

Methods 

Data Sources 

We used NCHS provisional county-level data on all-cause mortality and directly assigned Covid-

19 mortality from February 1 to August 26, 2020. 94% of deaths assigned to Covid-19 by NCHS 

have Covid-19 reported as the underlying cause of death; the other 6% have Covid-19 listed 

somewhere else on the death certificate.24 The data were limited to counties with 10 or more 

Covid-19 deaths and were considered provisional due to a time lag of up to 1 to 2 weeks between 
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the occurrence of deaths and the completion, submission, and processing of death certificates. 

The number of counties included in the analysis was 898, and the exclusion criteria are detailed 

in Supplemental Figure 1. To construct a historical comparison period, we utilized county-level 

data from CDC Wonder reporting all-cause mortality each month from February to August for 

2013 through 2018. We also used U.S. Census data on county population from 2013 to 2020 and 

data on demographic, structural, and policy factors from a variety of consolidated sources 

including the 2020 RWJ Foundation County Health Rankings. A list of these data sources is 

provided in Supplemental Table 1. 

 

Death Rates 

We produced crude death rates for all-cause and directly coded Covid-19 mortality in 2020 using 

the reported death counts and the estimated county-level population on May 15, 2020. For 

historical death rates each year from 2013 to 2018, we added deaths from February to July of 

each year plus 26 of the 31 days in August and divided by the county-level population on May 

15 of each year from 2013-2018. We estimated the population on May 15 of each year by 

interpolating between the population on July 1 of that year and July 1 of the prior year. We then 

took an average of the death rates from 2013 to 2018. 

 

Demographic, Structural, and Policy Factors 

Prior literature has established that Covid-19 mortality may differ by demographic, structural, 

and Covid-19 policy factors.25,26 In this analysis, the demographic factor that we examined was 

population density (people per square miles). Structural factors included population distribution 

by race/ethnicity (% non-Hispanic Black, % non-Hispanic white), socioeconomic status (median 
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household income), income inequality (ratio of household income at the 80th percentile to 

income at the 20th percentile), and housing (% homeownership). The Covid-19 policy factors 

included the timing of the outbreak (date on which the county reported 25+ Covid-19 cases), the 

timing of stay-at-home orders (date on which the state issued physical distancing stay-at-home 

orders), and testing (% of state population tested for Covid-19 as of August 26, 2020). For each 

variable, we calculated the weighted median based on the county population and produced a 

dichotomous indicator for upper vs. lower values. We further examined excess mortality by 

deciles of the county-level characteristics that were most closely associated with variation in 

excess mortality. We also explored differences between states that had Republican and 

Democratic Governors. 

 

Statistical Analysis 

We first modeled the relationship between all-cause mortality and Covid-19 mortality using a 

model that allows both Covid and non-Covid sources of mortality change to be recognized: 

 

                                          ���� � � � ������� � ��	���, where                                         (1) 

 

����  = Death rate from all causes in county i in 2020 

����� = Average death rate from all causes, county i in 2013-2018 

	��� = Covid-19 death rate in county i in 2020 

 

The parameters of equation (1) were estimated using Ordinary Least Squares regression with 

county units weighted by their population size. The value of � represents changes in mortality 
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that are independent of Covid-19 mortality and that are common across regions. The value of �� 

represents the extent to which past levels of all-cause mortality in a county are replicated in 

2020. If �� = 1.0, for example, then all-cause mortality in 2020 is expected to be equal to that in 

2013-18, plus or minus the value of �. Thus, combinations of � and �� indicate how mortality 

changes that are not associated with Covid-19 vary with the level of all-cause mortality in 2013-

18. The value of �� indicates the extent to which mortality from Covid-19 affects all-cause 

mortality in 2020. If �� = 1.0, it would imply that each death coded to Covid-19 would be 

associated with one additional death from all causes combined. Values of �� greater than 1.0 

would suggest that the effect of the Covid-19 pandemic in a county is not fully reflected in 

deaths assigned to Covid-19 and that excess deaths are being attributed to some other causes of 

death. Values of �� less than 1.0 would suggest that Covid-19 is over-recorded as a cause of 

death or reductions in mortality are occurring for other causes. We did not control for age or 

other county-level factors in our analysis because the effect of these factors should be captured in 

the historical mortality term. In a sensitivity analyses, we excluded New York City where the 

death rate was the highest early in the pandemic. In further sensitivity analyses, we excluded 

counties with the lowest 25% of Covid-19 death rates and also performed the regression among 

all counties in the dataset, including the 25 counties that were eliminated by our study’s 

exclusion criteria. To assess the robustness of our results to alternative modeling approaches, we 

also estimated the relationship between Covid-19 and all-cause mortality using Weighted Least 

Squares and a Negative Binomial regression model. 

 

To identify counties where excess mortality was higher or lower than predicted in our model, we 

calculated the residuals from our primary model and stratified the counties at the weighted 
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median of each demographic, structural, or policy factor. Weighted means of the residuals were 

then calculated and compared for the residuals in each dichotomous category of upper or lower 

values, as stratified at the median. In a sensitivity analysis, we repeated this analysis using 

residuals from a Weighted Least Squares model and Pearson residuals from a Negative Binomial 

model. Lastly, we examined the residuals by deciles of the key demographic, structural, and 

Covid-19 policy factors.   

 

Results 

Supplemental Table 2 presents characteristics of the 898 counties included in the dataset, whose 

distribution across the U.S. is visualized in Supplemental Figure 2. Among these counties, the 

population density was an average of 2,566 people per square mile. On average, the counties 

were 13.6% non-Hispanic Black and 56.4% non-Hispanic white. The median annual household 

income in the counties was $67,471, and the ratio of household income at the 80th percentile to 

income at the 20th percentile was 4.8. In the counties, 62.2% of residents were homeowners. The 

average date at which counties reached 25 Covid-19 cases was on March 23, 2020, and the 

average date state stay-at-home orders were issued was March 26, 2020. As of August 26, 2020, 

the average number of Covid-19 tests completed in each state included in the analysis was equal 

to 22.9% of the state population. 

 

Figure 1 plots the difference between the 2020 all-cause mortality rate and the average 2013-

2018 historical all-cause death rate against the Covid-19 mortality rate in the study counties. The 

area of each point is roughly proportional to the county’s population size. This figure presents 
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evidence that there is a relationship between the change in mortality from all causes of death and 

the level of Covid-19 mortality in a county.  

 

Supplemental Table 3 presents coefficients of the model describing the relationship between the 

directly assigned Covid-19 mortality rate and all-cause mortality in 2020. The estimated value of 

� is 0.318 deaths per 1000 people and �� is 0.99 (95% CI, 0.94 to 1.03). Given the observed 

range of 2013-18 death rates, this combination implies that, when Covid-19 mortality is set at 

zero, all-cause mortality is expected to have risen in all counties between 2013-18 and 2020. The 

coefficient of �� is estimated to be 1.26 (95% CI, 1.15 to 1.36). This value suggests that, for 

every 100 deaths assigned to Covid-19, the number of all-cause deaths rose by 126. This result 

implies that 20.4% [95% CI, 13.7% to 27.2%] of all excess deaths were not directly assigned to 

Covid-19 on death certificates. In absolute terms, 160,069 directly assigned Covid-19 deaths 

were recorded in the 898 counties in the study, meaning there were 41,061 [95% CI, 24,040 to 

58,083] excess deaths not directly assigned to Covid-19 for a total of 201,130 [95% CI, 184,109 

to 218,152] excess deaths. Excluding counties in the lower 25% of Covid-19 deaths, the 

coefficient of �� dropped to 1.17 (95% CI, 1.06 to 1.29). Our results were relatively consistent 

across alternative modeling specifications, with the percent of excess deaths not attributed to 

Covid-19 ranging from 20.4% to 26.5% across Ordinary Least Squares, Weighted Least Squares, 

and Negative Binomial models (Supplemental Table 4). 

 

Figure 2 examines county-level factors associated with higher or lower than predicted excess 

deaths not directly assigned to Covid-19 by calculating residuals from our primary model and 

taking the weighted mean across strata of demographic, structural, or policy factors. For 
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demographic factors, excess deaths were higher than predicted by our model among counties 

with greater population density. For structural factors, excess deaths were higher than predicted 

by our model among counties with a greater proportion of non-Hispanic Black residents, a lower 

proportion of non-Hispanic white residents, lower median household incomes, greater income 

inequality, and less home ownership. Regarding Covid-19 policy factors, counties that had less 

testing and issued stay-at-home orders later had more excess deaths than predicted by our model. 

Lastly, excess deaths were higher than predicted by our model among states with Republican 

Governors. Supplemental Figure 3 presents the residuals calculated using alternative models 

including Weighted Least Squares and Negative Binomial regression.  

 

Figure 3 uses deciles to examine in more detail the demographic and structural factors that are 

associated with higher and lower than predicted Covid-19 excess mortality. This analysis reveals 

that counties with very low population density had fewer excess deaths than predicted by our 

model. Results based on structural factors show a coherent pattern related to socioeconomic 

disadvantage: excess deaths are highest in counties with high income inequality, low median 

income, low homeownership, and high percentages of non-Hispanic Black residents. 

 

Figure 4 shows the states with higher than predicted Covid-19 excess mortality not directly 

assigned to Covid-19. In order, these states are Arkansas, West Virginia, Tennessee, Kentucky, 

Oklahoma, Missouri, Mississippi, Kansas, New Mexico, Wisconsin, and Iowa. These states are 

predominantly in the Midwest or in the South.  

 

Discussion 
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We estimated that 20.4% of excess deaths attributable to the Covid-19 pandemic were not 

assigned to Covid-19 on death certificates. Prior estimates of excess mortality not assigned to 

Covid-19 have varied. An analysis by Woolf et al., based on data from March 1 through April 

25, 2020, found that of 87,001 excess deaths, 30,755 excess deaths or 35% were not assigned to 

Covid-19.22 Weinberger et al. identified 95,235 directly coded Covid-19 deaths through May 30, 

and 122,300 total excess deaths attributable to the pandemic.21 This indicated that 27,605 deaths 

or 22% of excess deaths were excess deaths not assigned to Covid-19. As of August 27, 2020, 

the NCHS identified 165,946 directly coded Covid-19 deaths and between 183,392 to 245,305 

total excess deaths.27 This data suggests that between 9.5% and 32.4% of excess deaths were not 

directly assigned to Covid-19.  

 

Our estimates of excess deaths may be lower than estimates by Weinberger et al. and Woolf et 

al. for several reasons. First, our analysis extends to August 26, 2020 while their analyses pertain 

to earlier periods. Weinberger et al. show that their estimates of excess deaths decline sharply as 

time advances.21 Our estimates are in the middle of the range suggested by NCHS, whose 

analysis also extends to August. Second, our estimates directly attempt to separate Covid-19 

mortality from levels and trends in causes of death unrelated to Covid-19 while the other 

estimates do not incorporate such a direct separation. Third, our analytic approach is affected by 

measurement error in Covid-19 mortality in a way that differs from its effect on other estimates. 

In general, random measurement error in an independent variable (such as Covid-19 mortality in 

our analysis) is expected to bias the coefficient of that variable towards the null, or zero.28 If our 

estimate of �� is biased downwards, then we will have underestimated the magnitude of excess 

deaths.  
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Our estimates predict that mortality would have risen between 2013-18 and 2020 even in the 

absence of the Covid-19 pandemic. This prediction is consistent with a rising trend in national 

crude death rates between 2013 and 2019. The crude death rate rose from 821.5 deaths per 

100,000 people in the year 2013 to 867.8 deaths per 100,000 people in 2018.29 This increase is 

likely attributable primarily to population aging.  

 

As noted earlier, excess deaths not assigned to Covid-19 could include deaths involving Covid-

19 that were misclassified to other causes of death and deaths indirectly related to the Covid-19 

pandemic. The NCHS has made an effort to examine excess deaths not assigned to Covid-19 by 

cause of death. As of August 27, 2020, NCHS has attributed 25,037 excess deaths to 

Alzheimer’s disease and related dementias, 13,690 excess deaths to hypertensive diseases, 9,073 

excess deaths to ischemic heart disease, 8,869 excess deaths to diabetes, and 2,942 excess deaths 

to influenza and pneumonia.27 These estimates suggest that the majority of excess deaths 

identified in this study were likely assigned to Alzheimer’s disease and related dementias or 

various circulatory diseases and diabetes. It is possible that a substantial fraction of the deaths of 

individuals with pre-existing chronic conditions who acquire Covid-19 and die as a result are 

ascribed to the pre-existing condition. These may constitute many of the excess deaths not 

attributed to Covid-19.  

 

Areas with an exceptionally high number of excess deaths not assigned to Covid-19 may reflect 

a lack of testing facilities or co-morbidities that acquire priority in the assignment of cause of 

death. Indirect deaths, such as suicide or drug overdose and deaths related to reduced use of 
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health care services, may also be higher in these areas. The frequency of excess deaths not 

attributed to Covid-19 was higher in some midwestern and southern states, in states with less 

Covid-19 testing, with Republican governors, and which issued stay-at-home orders later. These 

political distinctions may be associated with testing, diagnostic, and coding differences that have 

yet to be identified. They could also relate to how governors of different political affiliations 

have approached the reopening of the economy and enforcement of public health provisions such 

as social distancing and mask wearing.30,31 Analyses of multiple cause-of-death data, when 

available, will help shed additional light on the contribution of Covid-19 to US mortality.  

 

Previous research has shown that counties with a higher percentage of Black residents have 

reported more mortality attributable to Covid-19.25,32 According to underlying cause of death 

data, Black people are 2.5 times more likely to die from Covid-19 than white people.33 Racial 

inequities in Covid-19 mortality relate to structural racism that has made Black people more 

likely to be exposed to Covid-19 at work, in transportation, and in housing during the 

pandemic.25,32,34,35 Another factor is racial health inequities in asthma, COPD, hypertension and 

diabetes, which are risk factors for Covid-19.36,37 The presence of these comorbidities may also 

reduce the likelihood of assigning Covid-19 as a cause of death. In fact, our analysis suggests 

that the impact of the Covid-19 pandemic on the Black population is understated when studying 

data reporting deaths assigned to Covid-19 alone, since counties with higher proportion of Black 

residents also have more excess deaths not assigned to Covid-19. Such excess mortality goes 

beyond the 26 excess deaths not attributed to Covid-19 for every 100 directly assigned Covid-19 

deaths. When considering the addition of excess mortality not directly attributed to Covid-19, 
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our work suggests that racial inequities in excess deaths attributable to Covid-19 may be even 

greater than currently understood. 

 

A major limitation of this analysis is that the 2020 all-cause mortality and Covid-19 mortality 

data used were provisional. Counties may have differential delays in reporting death certificate 

data that vary by county, state, rurality, or other area-level factors. In particular, counties that are 

currently reporting lower all-cause mortality in 2020 than in the historical period likely have 

incomplete data. Another challenge was that the majority of counties in the study had fewer than 

50 directly assigned covid-19 deaths. Although NCHS excluded counties with under 10 directly 

assigned Covid-19 deaths, this only partially addressed the uncertainty caused by small numbers. 

We also conducted a sensitivity analysis in which we excluded counties in the lower 25% of 

Covid-19 deaths. While the coefficient of �� did drop in this scenario, the confidence intervals 

still overlapped with our primary estimate calculated without the exclusions. Furthermore, the 

demographic, structural, and policy factors examined in this analysis were based on data from 

2012 through 2018. County-level distribution of these factors may have changed between that 

time and 2020 when the mortality data was gathered and analyzed. 

 

Although lower than some previously published studies, our findings suggest that the overall 

mortality burden of Covid-19 considerably exceeds reported Covid-19 deaths. Using provisional 

vital statistics county-level data on Covid-19 and all-cause mortality in 2020 from the NCHS,   

we estimate that 20.4% of all excess deaths in the United States from February 1 to August 26, 

2020 were excess deaths not assigned to Covid-19. We also found that the number of excess 

deaths not assigned to Covid-19 differed by county-level factors including socioeconomic 
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disadvantage and structural racism. As the impact of Covid-19 spreads over a broader swath of 

U.S. counties, many of which re-opened early and have struggled with testing and their overall 

response, the analysis of excess deaths will continue to be a valuable proxy measure for 

assessing the overall mortality burden of Covid-19. This study highlights the importance of 

considering excess deaths beyond those directly assigned to Covid-19 within the overall 

assessment of the mortality impact of the Covid-19 pandemic and provides a new method for 

doing so.  
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Figure 1. Difference Between the 2020 All-Cause Mortality Rate and 2013-2018 Historical 
Mortality Rate vs. 2020 Direct Covid-19 Mortality Rate (n=898)a,b 
 

a. Death rates reported in units of deaths per 1000 people. 
b. R2 =  0.372 
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Figure 2. County-level factors associated with higher or lower than predicted excess  
                mortalitya,b,c,d 
 

 
 

a. n = 898 counties 
b. Death rates reported in units of deaths per 1000 people. 
c. Residuals calculated from an OLS model: ���� � � � ������� � ��	���, where ���� = Death rate 
from all causes in county i in 2020, ����� = Death rate from all causes, county i in 2013-2018, and 	��� = 
Covid-19 death rate in county i in 2020. Model weighted by the 2020 population. 
d. Counties stratified at the weighted median of each demographic, structural, or policy factor. Weighted 
means were calculated for the residuals in each dichotomous category of upper or lower values. 
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Figure 3. Demographic and structural factors associated with higher or lower than predicted 
excess mortality, across high to low decilesa,b,c,d 

 
a. n = 898 counties 
b. Death rates reported in units of deaths per 1000 people. 
c. Residuals calculated from primary model: ���� � � � ������� � ��	���, where ���� = Death rate 
from all causes in county i in 2020, ����� = Death rate from all causes, county i in 2013-2018, and 	��� = 
Covid-19 death rate in county i in 2020. Model weighted by the 2020 population. 
d. Counties stratified into deciles by each demographic or structural factor. Weighted means were 
calculated for the residuals in each decile. 
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Figure 4. States with higher or lower than predicted excess mortalitya,b,c,d,e 
 

 
a. n=872 counties (States with fewer than 5 counties represented were excluded from this figure.) 
b. New York City (NYC) was analyzed as its own area separate from New York state. 
c. Death rates reported in units of deaths per 1000 people. 
d. Residuals calculated from primary model: ���� � � � ������� � ��	���, where ���� = Death rate 
from all causes in county i in 2020, ����� = Death rate from all causes, county i in 2013-2018, and 	��� = 
Covid-19 death rate in county i in 2020. Model weighted by the 2020 population. 
e. Counties stratified by state membership. Weighted means were calculated for the residuals of the 
counties in each state.  
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