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Abstract
Objectives
Norway and Sweden are similar countries regarding ethnicity, socioeconomics and health
care. To combat Covid-19, Norway implemented extensive measures such as school closures
and lock-downs, while Sweden has been criticised for relaxed measures against Covid-19. We
compared the effect of the different national strategies on all-cause and Covid-19 associated
mortality.
Design
Retrospective cohort.
Setting
The countries Norway and Sweden.
Participants
All inhabitants.
Main outcome measures
We calculated weekly mortality rates (MR) with 95% confidence intervals (CI) per 100,000
individuals as well as mortality rate ratios (MRR) comparing the epidemic year (29th July,
2019 to 26th July, 2020) to the four preceding years (July 2015 to July 2019). We also
compared Covid-19 associated deaths and mortality rates for the weeks of the epidemic in
Norway and Sweden (16th March to 26th July, 2020).
Results
In Norway, mortality rates were stable during the first three 12-month periods of 2015/16;
2016/17 and 2017/18 (MR 14.8 to 15.1 per 100,000), and slightly lower in the two most
recent periods including during epidemic period (2018/19 and 2019/20; 14.5 per 100,000). In
Sweden, all-cause mortality was stable during the first three 12-month periods of 2015/16;
2016/17 and 2017/18 (MR 17.2 to 17.5 per 100,000), but lower in the year 2018/19
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immediately preceding the epidemic (16.2 per 100,000). Covid-19 associated mortality rates
were 0.2 per 100,000 (95%CI 0.1 to 0.4) in Norway and 2.9 (95%CI 1.9 to 3.9) in Sweden.
The increase in mortality was confined to individuals in 70 years or older.
Conclusions
All-cause mortality remained unaltered in Norway. In Sweden, the observed increase in allcause mortality during Covid-19 was partly due to a lower than expected mortality preceding
the epidemic and the observed excess mortality, was followed by a lower than expected
mortality after the first Covid-19 wave. This may suggest mortality displacement.

Strengths and limitations of this study:
1. Compares two similar contries in all aspects but the handling of the Covid-19
epidemic
2. Evaluates the mortality for several years before and during the epidemic
3. Provides a possible explanation of the observed mortality changes
4. Discusses the socioeconomic effects of the different strategies in the two countries
5. Does not evaluate cause-specific mortality
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Introduction
Covid-19 was declared an international health crisis by the WHO on 30th January, and a
pandemic on 11th March, 2020 (1,2). As of 17th September, 945,962 deaths have been
officially recorded as a consequence of the disease worldwide (3), and some claim that the
death toll is even higher (4,5).

Assessments of the burden of Covid-19 have been hampered by lack of comprehensive data
on the disease and of the benefits and harms of the measures against it (6). Cause-specific
death rates are prone to bias, especially for a disease with a high asymptomatic burden and
large differences in testing and reporting of causes of death between countries. Therefore, allcause mortality trends may provide a more reliable alternative to assess burden of an epidemic
in different countries and regions (4,5).

Norway and Sweden are similar countries regarding ethnicity, governmental and
administrative systems, socioeconomics and public health care systems, and both countries
have reliable, timely and complete registration of deaths (7,8). To combat the epidemic,
Norway implemented extensive measures such as school closures and lock-downs, and
reported few Covid-19 associated deaths and little severe disease. Sweden, on the other hand,
reported more Covid-19 associated deaths and disease, and has been criticised for their
relaxed measures against Covid-19 (9). The substantially different national strategies to
control the Covid-19 epidemic in the two countries is a natural experiment that enables
difference-in-difference analyses (10) to evaluate the benefits and harms associated with the
epidemic and its measures.
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To this end, we compared all-cause mortality and Covid-19 associated deaths in Norway and
Sweden, before and during the epidemic, in light of the different measures against Covid-19.

Methods
Covid-19 and mitigation measures in Norway and Sweden
The first Covid-19 associated death occurred in Norway on 12th March and in Sweden on 11th
March, 2020 (11,12). On 12th March, the Norwegian government introduced extraordinary
measures against the epidemic (Table 1); emergency laws required closure of all day care
centres, schools, universities and other academic institutions, as well as gyms, hair salons,
restaurants and movie theatres. Domestic and international travel restrictions, including a total
ban for international travel for health care workers, were introduced, and all sport and cultural
events as well as all organised sports were cancelled (13,14). The Norwegian government
urged the population to stay at home if possible, and contacts with health care services were
encouraged only if absolutely necessary (13–16). Most appointments for patients with chronic
diseases were cancelled, while some were replaced with telephone and video consultations
(17–19).

In Sweden, measures were considerably less strict (Table 1); on 29th March, the Swedish
Government banned public gatherings and events with more than 50 people (20,21). The
Public Health Agency recommended high schools and universities to remain open, but teach
online if possible (22); non-essential travel should be avoided (23). People with respiratory
symptoms should stay at home (24), and some elective surgery was postponed (25), but
otherwise the health care service in Sweden operated as before. Restaurants and bars, gyms,
hair salons and movie theatres stayed open, and sports and cultural events continued during
the epidemic (20,21).
6
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Starting 12th March, both countries strongly emphasised general measures against Covid-19;
social distancing with preferred distance of at least 1 meter; hand wash and disinfection, and
self-quarantine for all individuals with symptoms suggestive of Covid-19. Contact tracing,
isolation and follow-up of Covid-19 transmission was strictly enforced by public health
authorities in both countries (26,27).

Data sources
Norway and Sweden have similar, single-payer, public health care systems with universal
coverage. In each country, all residents are assigned an individually unique national
registration number, which provides information on sex and date of birth and allows linkage
to national registers with data on socioeconomics characteristics, health and disease,
hospitalisation and death. Because reporting of death and other health- and socioeconomic
variables is mandatory for all residents national registries are close to 100% complete (28).
Since its emergence in February 2020, Covid-19 is categorised as a communicable disease
with mandatory, immediate reporting of all positive cases to the Norwegian Institute of Public
Health in Norway and the Public Health Agency in Sweden.

Study design
We retrieved weekly numbers of all deaths (regardless of cause) in Norway and Sweden for
the last five years until the 26th July, 2020 from Statistics Norway (SSB) (29), the National
Board of Health and Welfare (Sweden) (30) and Statistics Sweden (SCB) (31). These
registries are complete with three (Norway) and two (Sweden) weeks delay in registration of
deaths. 26th July, 2020, was the last observation in the present study.
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We calculated mortality for the following five 12-month periods before the endo of the
observation period on July 26th, 2020. Mondays were defined as the start of each week:
1) 2015/16: 27th July, 2015 to 31st July, 2016;
2) 2016/17: 1st August, 2016 to 30th July, 2017;
3) 2017/18: 31st July, 2017 to 29th July, 2018;
4) 2018/19: 30th July, 2018 to 28th July, 2019;
5) 2019/20: 29th July, 2019 to 26th July, 2020.

The 2019/20 period includes the Covid-19 epidemic and is compared to each preceding 12month period, and to the mean of the four preceding 12-month periods, for the whole
populations of Norway and Sweden. We separately analysed predefined age groups 0-69
years, 70-79 years, and ≥80 years (24). In sensitivity analysis, we explored different weekly
cut offs, but the results did not change.

All Covid-19 associated deaths, i.e. deaths among individuals with a positive Covid-19 test up
to 30 days before death, until 3rd August, 2020 in both Norway and Sweden, were retrieved
from the Institute of Public Health in Norway (32) and the Public Health Agency of Sweden
(33), stratified by age. We calculated proportions of Covid-19 associated deaths in each
predefined age group.

Statistics
We calculated weekly MR per 100,000 inhabitants for Norway and Sweden based on the total
number of individuals living in Norway on 1st January of the current year (34) and in Sweden
on 31st December the previous year (35); e.g. MR for all weeks of 2020 were based on the
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number of individuals registered on 31st December, 2019 in Sweden, and on 1st January, 2020
in Norway.

We calculated the mean number of deaths and mortality rates per week, and present the
lowest and the highest number of deaths throughout the 12-month periods. We compared
mortality rates in the 2019/20 period to the four preceding 12-month periods (2015-2019) and
calculated mortality rate ratios (MRR). In addition, we calculated all-cause mortality rates and
Covid-19 associated mortality rates for the weeks of the epidemic (16th March to 26th July,
2020), using the total number of deaths and all Covid-19 associated deaths, respectively, and
the corresponding populations of 2020. We estimated 95% confidence intervals (CI) for
MRRs assuming the number of deaths to follow a Poisson distribution.

All data analysed in this report are publicly available, and no ethical approval was needed.
Stata 16.1 (StataCorp, College Station, TX, USA) was used for all analyses. We followed the
reporting standards set by Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in
Epidemiology (STROBE) (Appendix 1) (36).

Patient and public involvement
No patients nor the public was involved in the design, conduct nor interpretation of this study.

Results
Study population
The population in Norway and Sweden increased slightly from 2015 to 2020, from 5,165,802
in Norway and 9,747,355 in Sweden in 2015, to 5,367,580 in Norway and 10,327,589 in
Sweden in 2020. The age distribution of the two populations was similar: 88% of the
9
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inhabitants of Norway and 85% of the inhabitants of Sweden were 69 years or younger; 8%
and 10% of the inhabitants were aged 70-79 years in Norway and Sweden, respectively, and
4% and 5% of the inhabitants were aged 80 years or older, respectively. The mean number of
deaths per week varied between 766 (2015/16) and 790 (2016/17) in Norway, and between
1,651 (2018/19) and 1,777 (2019/20) in Sweden (Table 2).

All-cause mortality
In Norway, mortality rates were stable during the first three 12-month periods (2015/162017/18; 14.8 to 15.1 per 100,000), and were slightly lower in the two most recent periods
(2018/19 and 2019/20; 14.5 per 100,000) including the epidemic period (Table 2, Figure 1,
Figures S1, S2, S3). Similarly, in Sweden, mortality rates were stable during the first three 12month periods (17.2 to 17.5 per 100,000), and slightly lower in the period preceding the
epidemic (16.2 per 100,000). The mortality rate during the year of the epidemic (2019/20)
was similar to the first three 12-month periods (MRR 0.99 to 1.00) but was 7% higher than
the immediately preceding period (2018/19) (MRR 1.07; 96% CI 1.06 to 1.08).

In all age groups, the mortality rates during the epidemic period (2019/20) were lower or
similar to the mean of the four preceding periods in both countries (Table 3, Figure 2A-C).
For individuals 80 and older, mortality rates were highest in 2016/17 in both Norway and in
Sweden, while for individuals in Norway younger than 80 years mortality rates were
declining from 2015 to 2020 (Table S1, Figures S4, S5). In Sweden, a similar pattern is seen
among younger than 70 from 2015-2019.

Covid-19 associated mortality
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From 11th March to 26th July 2020, a total of 9,125 individuals tested positive for Covid-19,
and 255 Covid-19 associated deaths were recorded in Norway, compared to 75,723 Covid-19
positive individuals and 5,741 Covid-19 associated deaths in Sweden (Table S2). The age
group distribution of Covid-19 associated deaths was 12.9% (age 0-69), 23.4% (age 70-79)
and 63.7% (age 80 and older) in Norway, and 10.9% (age 0-69), 21.5% (age 70-79) and
67.6% (age 80 and older) in Sweden (Table S2). The Covid-19 associated mortality rate was
0.2 per 100,000 individuals (95% CI 0.1 to 0.4) in Norway, and 2.9 per 100,000 individuals
(95% CI 1.9 to 3.9) in Sweden (Table S3).

During weeks of 16th March to 26th July 2020, the all-cause mortality rate was 13.9 per
100,000 individuals (95% CI 13.3 to 14.4) in Norway; 0.3 fewer deaths per 100,000
individuals compared to 2015-19. In Sweden, the all-cause mortality rate was 18.7 per
100,000 individuals (95% CI 17.0 to 20.3), 2.3 more deaths per 100,000 individuals compared
to 2015-19 (Table S3). This corresponds to 18 fewer deaths in Norway and 232 more deaths
in Sweden per week over an 18-week period.

Discussion
Our study shows that although Covid-19 associated mortality rate was almost 15-fold higher
in Sweden than in Norway during the epidemic, all-cause mortality was not higher in Sweden
compared with three of the four preceding years. An increase in all-cause mortality was only
observed in comparison to the immediately preceding period (2018/19), because mortality
was lower than in the previous years. The excess mortality was confined to individuals older
than 70 years. In contrast, mortality rates were lower than expected for all ages in Norway and
individuals younger than 70 years in Sweden.
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At the beginning of the Covid-19 epidemic, extensive social measures were introduced in
Norway in the form of restrictions and prohibitions to limit the spread of Covid-19 (13–19),
while the public health authorities in Sweden chose a much less intrusive strategy (20–25).
The Swedish strategy against Covid-19 has therefore received intense international attention
and criticism (9), notably because reported mortality rates in Sweden have been higher than in
comparable countries such as Norway. In Sweden, however, mortality was lower than
expected in the months preceding the epidemic. This finding may suggest mortality
displacement.

Mortality displacement (37) entails temporarily increased mortality (called excess mortality)
in a population as a result of external events, such as heat waves (38), or epidemics like
influenza (39) or Covid-19. The observed temporary excess mortality likely arises because
people in vulnerable groups die weeks or months earlier than they would otherwise, due to the
timing and severity of the unusual external event. The excess mortality is therefore preceded
or followed by periods of lower than expected mortality. The period preceding the excess
mortality in Sweden during the Covid-19 epidemic, characterised by lower mortality than
usual, might be due, at least partly, to a mild influenza season during the winter of 2019-20
(40). Further, after the Covid-19 epidemic, we might see a decline in morbidity and mortality
below normal levels in Sweden, as the oldest and frailest have already died. Consistent with
the theory of mortality displacement and catch-up of the Covid-19 effects in Sweden. Figure 1
indeed indicates a lower than expected mortality rate in Sweden in the last weeks of follow-up
in our study. It is too early, however, to reliably estimate this effect.

Mortality rates were lowest in 2019/20 for all ages in Norway. In Sweden 2019/20 was
similar to previous year (2018/19) and lower than preceding periods for individuals younger
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than 70 years. This may be due to successful low-intensity and low-cost measures against
Covid-19 such as social distancing, personal hygiene, self-quarantine for individuals with
symptoms, and contact tracing in both countries. The rate of registered infectious diseases
other than Covid-19 (such as E. coli gastroenteritis and N. gonorrhoea infections) has indeed
decreased (41).

Societal burdens related to the measures against Covid-19 were substantially higher in
Norway than in Sweden (Table 1). Even though Sweden implemented less restrictive
measures than most other countries, the economic ramifications also affected Sweden as part
of a global economic system. In the 2nd quarter of 2020 GDP decreased 6.3% in Norway, and
8.6% in Sweden. From March to June 2020, the unemployment rate in Norway increased with
1.6 percentage points from 3.6 to 5.2%, and in Sweden with 2.0 percentage points from 7.3 to
9.3%. Additional government spending, both related to active measures against Covid-19 and
mitigation of the economic effects on society, summarize to about 22.4 billion EUR in
Norway, and 16.3 billion EUR in Sweden, corresponding to 4,176 EUR per capita in Norway
and 1,580 EUR per capita in Sweden, a 2.6-fold difference.

The fight against Covid-19 required extensive health care resources (42,43), and studies from
other countries indicate that morbidity and mortality from causes other than Covid-19 have
changed after the outbreak of the epidemic (44). A limitation of this study is that we only
examined all-cause and Covid-19 associated mortality, and no other specific causes of death,
as this information is not yet available for the study period. A Swedish study reviewing the
medical records of 122 people (a total of 51% of all deaths in the study-region) found that
70% of the deaths were Covid-19 associated, however only 15% of the cases were indeed
Covid-19 specific (45). In addition, the observational study design does not provide an

13

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.11.20229708; this version posted November 13, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

opportunity to draw conclusions about the causal relationship between the social measures in
Norway and Sweden and the two countries' differences in mortality rates.

Our study shows that all-cause mortality was largely unchanged during the epidemic as
compared to the previous four years in Norway and Sweden, two countries which employed
very different strategies against the epidemic. Excess mortality from Covid-19 may be less
pronounced than previously perceived in Sweden, and mortality displacement might explain
part of the observed findings. We hope that these findings can pave the way for a less
polarized and more open-minded discussion about pros and cons with less compared with
more drastic measures against the Covid-19 epidemic.
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Table 1: Measures and consequences of Covid-19 in Norway and Sweden
MEASURE
NORWAY
Daily life
Travel restrictions

12th March, ongoing (13,14).

Stay at home order

12th March to 20th April (13-16).
Ban 12th March-7th May; <50 persons (13,14) 7th May;
<200 persons 15th June (46).

Sports and cultural events
Education
Day care centers
Schools
Universities and colleges
Health care
Activity
Social environment and Opinion (51)
More sedentary lifestyle
More food intake
More sad mood
Feels like life is put on hold
School closure is a good measure
Economics
GDP change
Government spending COVID

Closed from 12th March (13,14). Gradual opening 27th
April.
Closed 12th March (13,14). Gradual opening 11th May
(47).
Closed 12th March (13,14). Online teaching, gradual
opening 27th April (48) and full reopening 15th June
(49,50).

SWEDEN
No restrictions, only recommendations
(23)
None
Ban 11th-29th March; 29th March <50
persons (20).
No restrictions (54).
Open (recommended online teaching for
high schools) (22,54).
Open (recommended online teaching)
(22).

Non-essential health care cancelled 12th March-20th April
(17-19).

Non-essential health care canceled in
some regions March-April (55).

69%
44%
41%
60%
66%

50%
33%
18%
60%
18%

-6.3% (29)
4,176 EUR* per capita (52)

-8.6% (56)
1,580 EUR* per capita (57)
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Unemployment rate

March 3.6% to June 5.2% (+1.6% points) (53).

*Based on exchange rates as of 17th September, 2020.
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March 7.3% to June 9.3% (+2.0%
points) (58).

Table 2: Weekly number of deaths (mean, lowest and highest weekly numbers), mortality rates (MR) per 100, 000 for 12-month periods,
2015-2020*, and mortality rate ratios (MRR) comparing 2019/20 to the preceding 12-month periods.
Number of deaths

MR difference
2019/20 minus

Mortality rates

Mean

Lowest to
highest

MR

Lowest to
highest

Norway
2019/20
Mean 2015-19
2018/19
2017/18
2016/17
2015/16

CI (95%)

775
778
768
789
790
766

(662 to 948)
(663 to 1048)
(678 to 914)
(671 to 950)
(681 to 1048)
(663 to 939)

14.5
14.8
14.5
14.9
15.1
14.8

(12.3 to 17.7)
(12.7 to 19.9)
(12.8 to 17.2)
(12.7 to 17.9)
(13.1 to 19.9)
(12.8 to 18.0)

(14.2 to 14.8)
(14.6 to 15.0)
(14.2 to 14.7)
(14.5 to 15.4)
(14.6 to 15.5)
(14.4 to 15.1)

Sweden
2019/20
Mean 2015-19
2018/19
2017/18
2016/17
2015/16

1777
1704
1651
1738
1738
1688

(1443 to 2569)
(1442 to 2204)
(1444 to 1946)
(1442 to 2204)
(1489 to 2156)
(1466 to 2014)

17.3
17.0
16.2
17.3
17.5
17.2

(14.1 to 24.9)
(14.1 to 21.8)
(14.1 to 19.0)
(14.2 to 21.8)
(14.9 to 21.6)
(14.9 to 20.4)

(16.6 to 17.9)
(16.8 to 17.3)
(15.9 to 16.6)
(16.7 to 17.8)
(17.0 to 18.0)
(16.8 to 17.6)
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each
12month
period
mean 2015
2015to
19
2019

-0.3

CI (95%)

MRR
2019/20 compared to

each 12month
mean period
2015- 2015 to
19
2019

0.98

0.0
-0.5
-0.6
-0.3

(-0.5 to -0.2)
(-0.2 to 0.2)
(-0.7 to -0.3)
(-0.8 to -0.4)
(-0.5 to -0.1)

1.01

1.1
0.0
-0.2
0.1

(0.1 to 0.4)
(0.9 to 1.2)
(-0.1 to 0.2)
(-0.4 to -0.1)
(-0.1 to 0.2)

0.2

CI (95%)

1.00
0.97
0.96
0.98

(0.97 to 0.99)
(0.99 to 1.02)
(0.96 to 0.98)
(0.95 to 0.97)
(0.97 to 1.00)

1.07
1.00
0.99
1.00

(1.01 to 1.02)
(1.06 to 1.08)
(0.99 to 1.01)
(0.98 to 1.00)
(0.99 to 1.01)

12-month periods are defined as: 2015/16: 27th July, 2015 to 31st July, 2016; 2016/17: 1st August, 2016 to 30th July, 2017; 2017/18: 31st July,
2017 to 29th July, 2018; 2018/19: 30th July, 2018 to 28th July, 2019; 2019/20: 29th Juli, 2019 to 26th July, 2020. 28th to 31st December in 2015 is
excluded. Country population per 1st January in Norway and 31st December the previous year in Sweden. CI: confidence interval; MR: mortality
rate; MRR: mortality rate ratio
Table 3: Weekly number of deaths and mortality rates (MR) per age group per 100,000, in 2019/20 and mean of 2015-2019*, and
mortality rate ratios (MRR) comparing 2019/20 to the mean 2015 - 2019.
2019/20
Number of deaths
Mortality rates
Lowest to
Mean
highest
MR
CI (95%)
Norway
Age 0-69
Age 70-79
Age ≥ 80

156
177
442

(126 to 182)
(143 to 210)
(357 to 572)

3.3
41.1
194

Mean 2015-19
Number of deaths
Mortality rates
Lowest to
Mean
highest
MR
CI (95%)

(3.2 to 3.4)
(40.1 to 42.1)
(188 to 199)

165
165
449

(123 to 218)
(119 to 212)
(358 to 663)

3.5
43.4
202

(3.5 to 3.6)
(42.8 to 44.0)
(199 to 205)

Comparing 2019/20 to
mean 2015-19
MRR

CI (95%)

0.94
0.95
0.96

(0.92 to 0.96)
(0.93 to 0.97)
(0.94 to 0.97)

Sweden
285
Age 0-69
(230 to 383)
3.3
(3.1 to 3.3)
301
(239 to 386)
3.5
(3.5 to 3.6)
0.93 (0.91 to 0.94)
Age 70-79
411
(340 to 585)
41.7
(40.4 to 43.5)
381
(299 to 491)
41.7
(41.2 to 42.2)
1.00 (0.99 to 1.02)
Age ≥ 80
1082
(830 to 1612)
204
(195 to 212)
1023
(803 to 1421)
201
(198 to 204)
1.01 (1.00 to 1.02)
Mean is calculated from four 12-month periods defined as: 2015/16: 27th July, 2015 to 31st July, 2016; 2016/17: 1st August, 2016 to 30th July,
2017; 2017/18: 31st July, 2017 to 29th July, 2018; 2018/19: 30th July, 2018 to 28th July, 2019. 28th to 31st December in 2015 is excluded. Country
population per 1st January in Norway and 31st December the previous year in Sweden. CI: confidence interval; MR: mortality rate; MRR:
mortality rate ratio
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Figure 1: Mortality rates per 100,000 individuals in Norway (brown) and Sweden (blue)
for 29th July, 2019 to 26th July, 2020 (solid lines), mean 2015-2019* (dashed lines), and
Covid-19 associated mortality rates (dotted). Red vertical line shows the time point for
the Covid-19 outbreak in Norway and Sweden (11th and 12th March).

Mean is calculated from four 12-month periods defined as: 2015/16: 27th July, 2015 to 31st
July, 2016; 2016/17: 1st August, 2016 to 30th July, 2017; 2017/18: 31st July, 2017 to 29th July,
2018; 2018/19: 30th July, 2018 to 28th July, 2019.
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Figure 2: All-cause
mortality rates per

A

100,000 individuals in age
groups 0-69 years (A), 7079 years (B) and ≥ 80
years (C) Norway
(brown) and Sweden
(blue) for 29th July, 2019
to 26th July, 2020 (solid
lines) and mean 2015 to
2019* (dashed lines), and
Covid-19 associated

B

mortality rates (dotted).
Red vertical line shows
the time point for the
Covid-19 outbreak in
Norway and Sweden (11th
and 12th March).
Mean is calculated from
four 12-month periods
defined as: 2015/16: 27th
July, 2015 to 31st July,
st

2016; 2016/17: 1 August,

C

2016 to 30th July, 2017;
2017/18: 31st July, 2017 to
29th July, 2018; 2018/19:
30th July, 2018 to 28th July,
2019.
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