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Abstract

Estimating excess mortality is challenging. The metric depends on the expected mortality level,
which can differ based on given choices, such as the method and the time series length used to
estimate the baseline. However, these choices are often arbitrary, and are not subject to any
sensitivity analysis. We bring to light the importance of carefully choosing the inputs and
methods used to estimate excess mortality. Drawing on data from 26 countries, we investigate
how sensitive excess mortality is to the choice of the mortality index, the number of years
included in the reference period, the method, and the time unit of the death series. We employ
two mortality indices, three reference periods, two data time units, and four methods for
estimating the baseline. We show that excess mortality estimates can vary substantially when
these factors are changed, and that the largest variations stem from the choice of the mortality
index and the method. We also find that the magnitude of the variation in excess mortality can
change markedly within countries, resulting in different cross-country rankings. We conclude
that the inputs and method used to estimate excess mortality should be chosen carefully based

on the specific research question.
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Introduction

Excess mortality has been considered one of the most reliable approaches for measuring the
impact of the COVID-19 pandemic. The metric can be estimated by measuring the difference
between mortality from all causes that is observed during the pandemic and mortality from all
causes that would be expected if the pandemic had not occurred (baseline mortality). In
considering deaths from all causes, excess mortality is independent of the COVID-19 testing
capacity, the definition of COVID-19 deaths, and the misclassification of COVID-19 deaths
on death certificates (Gill & DeJoseph, 2020; Leon et al., 2020). Moreover, the metric includes
deaths that are both directly and indirectly attributable to SARS-CoV-2 (Ackley et al., 2021).
As a result, estimating excess mortality has been considered the best approach for assessing
and comparing the overall mortality burden due to the COVID-19 pandemic across time and

space (Beaney et al., 2020).

Despite its advantages, estimating excess mortality is not a trivial task. Excess mortality
estimates depend on the baseline, which can vary depending on the mortality index (death
counts or rates), the number of years included in the reference period, and the method used to
estimate the baseline (Németh et al., 2021; Schoéley, 2021). In addition, excess mortality
estimates may change depending on the time unit of the death series, which could be weekly,
monthly, or quarterly. These are some of the sources of variation that could explain the
differences between the estimates of excess mortality during the COVID-19 pandemic that
have been provided by different authors (Bilinski & Emanuel, 2020; Islam et al., 2021; Jdanov
et al., 2021; Karlinsky & Kobak, 2021; Kontis et al., 2020; Rizzi & Vaupel, 2021; The
Economist DataTeam, 2020; Vestergaard et al., 2020; Wu & McCann, 2020).

Inconsistencies in excess mortality estimates can lead to poor policy decisions and affect the
country rankings for excess mortality. Country comparisons are essential for assessing the
efficiency of country-specific policy interventions designed to reduce the impact of the
COVID-19 pandemic. However, changes in country rankings can be partially attributable to
the sensitivity of each country to the inputs and methods that are used to estimate excess
mortality. To date, little is known about variation in excess mortality estimates due to
differences in the choice of the mortality index, the reference period, the time unit of the death
data, and the method for estimating expected mortality. In addition, the question of how

different combinations of these sources of variation can result in different excess mortality
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estimates remains open. More importantly, the magnitude of these differences has yet to be

explored.

When seeking to provide excess mortality estimates, researchers should be aware that this
metric depends on the expected mortality level, which can differ depending on the choices
made. Thus, this study focuses on four sources of excess mortality variation: (/) the mortality
index, (2) the method used to estimate the baseline, (3) the number of years included in the
reference period, and (4) the time unit of the death data (weekly and monthly). We investigate
to what extent excess mortality estimates depend on these sources of variation. Then, we
analyze how important these factors are for each specific country and its excess mortality
ranking. To do so, we calculate annual excess mortality estimates for 26 countries in 2020, and
create 16 different scenarios that combine two mortality indices, four methods, three reference
periods, and weekly and monthly death series to estimate the expected mortality level for 2020.
Our findings indicate which of these factors, or which combinations of these factors, have a
greater impact on excess mortality estimates within countries, and on the relative positions of
countries. In addition, we highlight the importance of carefully choosing inputs and methods
for estimating expected mortality before analyzing and drawing substantive conclusions

concerning excess mortality.

Sources of Variation in Excess Mortality Estimates
Mortality Index

There are different ways to summarize mortality in a population, such as death rates, death
counts, and life expectancy. For estimating excess mortality, death rates and death counts are
the indices that are most commonly used (Bilinski & Emanuel, 2020; Faust et al., 2020;
Scholey, 2021). Among the death rates researchers have used are crude death rates (CDRs)
(Aburto etal., 2021; Basellini et al., 2021; Németh et al., 2021; Stokes et al., 2021), age-specific
death rates (ASDRs) (Németh et al., 2021), and age-standardized death dates (SDRs) (Islam et
al., 2021; Krieger et al., 2020). These indices reflect different levels and trends in mortality that

may result in variation in the expected mortality level used to estimate excess mortality.

Differences in population age structures have a major influence on comparisons of CDRs and
death counts between countries. CDRs express real-life mortality and population losses.

However, when comparing levels of mortality across populations, it is desirable to reduce the
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influence of the age composition by calculating the ASDRs or the SDRs. In this study, we use
CDRs and SDRs to estimate excess mortality. Being aware of differences between CDRs and
SDRs is key to understanding the differences between excess mortality estimates, which can
vary depending on whether an index that is affected by population age structures (CDRs) or an

index that controls for differences between age compositions (SDRs) is chosen.

Method Used to Estimate the Baseline

Using the appropriate method to estimate the baseline is crucial for achieving robust excess
mortality estimates. The methods that have been used most frequently for estimating excess
mortality during the COVID-19 pandemic are simple averages and regression models
(Basellini et al., 2021; Bilinski & Emanuel, 2020; Modig et al., 2021; Schoéley, 2021; The
Economist DataTeam, 2020; Wu & McCann, 2020). In this study, we use four different
methods to estimate the baseline mortality (or the expected mortality level in the absence of
the pandemic) in order to evaluate the sensitivity of excess mortality estimates to the method

chosen, as detailed below.
1. Specific-Average

The Specific-Average is notably the most commonly used method for estimating excess
mortality (Krieger et al., 2020; Modig et al., 2021; Stang et al., 2020; The Economist
DataTeam, 2020; Wu & McCann, 2020). It is easy to compute and simple to understand. This

method can be computed as,
Vei = Di=1i + & (D

where y; ; is the expected death rate for the year ¢ and the fraction of the year 7 that can be a
week or a month, 7 is the total number of weeks or months in the year 7, a; are the coefficients
specific for the week or month i, and &;; are the residuals. We model the expected death rates

using ordinary least squares linear regression.
2. Specific-Average with Trend

The Specific-Average method does not consider mortality trends. Some researchers have
already noted the importance of including time trends in their models for estimating excess

mortality (Basellini et al., 2021; Karlinsky & Kobak, 2021; Németh et al., 2021; Schoéley,
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2021). Thus, the second model we employ includes linear time trends. To take these trends into
account in building the baseline, we added to Equation (1) a term that accounts for the annual

trend in death rates, as

Vei = nim1 @+ B xt+ &y (2)
where £ is the coefficient associated with the linear trend.
3. Harmonic with Trend

The third method is a variant of the Serfling model (Serfling, 1963) which considers the
seasonality of deaths over a year. This method and its variants are commonly used to estimate
excess mortality due to influenza (e.g. Simonsen et al., 2005; Thompson et al., 2009). In this

study, we employ the following model,

Yei =pf xt+ 6*sin(2n*%)+n*cos(2n*ni)+9*sin<2n*%)+v*
2

cos <2n * %) +é&, 3)
2

where y, ; is the expected death rate for the year ¢ and the fraction of the year i, i is the i week

or month of the year ¢, n is the total number of weeks or months over the year #, § is the

coefficient associated with the trend, §,7, 0, and v are the coefficients associated with the

seasonality, and &;; are the residuals. y,; are the expected death rates of a linear model

estimated by ordinary least squares.
4. Specific-Trend

The fourth method we employ in this study is used less frequently to estimate excess mortality
(Németh et al., 2021). It considers the linear time trend of the fraction of the year i that can be

a week or a month, and can be computed as,
Vei = Di=1 @i xt + & 4)

where y, ; is the expected death rate for the year ¢ and the fraction of the year i, n is the total
number of weeks or months in the year ¢, a; are the coefficients specific for the fraction of the

year i, and &, ; are the residuals.
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Reference Period

The reference period, defined as the number of previous years included in the baseline, is also
a source of variation across excess mortality estimates. The goal of the baseline is to provide a
reference level of mortality that reflects as accurately as possible recent mortality patterns that
would have occurred in the absence of the pandemic. Many of the studies on excess mortality
due to the COVID-19 pandemic have arbitrarily chosen the reference period of 2015-2019
(Bilinski & Emanuel, 2020; Krieger et al., 2020; Scholey, 2021). However, we believe that the
choice of the number of years included in the baseline should be based on certain
considerations. For instance, for countries that have experienced steeper declines in mortality
in the early years of the last decade than in the final years of the decade, the expected level of
mortality for 2020 will be lower than that based on more recent years if 2010-2019 is defined
as the reference level instead of a more recent period, such as 2017-2019. Thus, the choice of

the reference period can affect excess mortality estimates.

In addition, depending on the reference period considered in the baseline, some previous
epidemic years may be included in the expected mortality level. In 2015, for instance, European
countries experienced a severe influenza epidemic, which resulted in higher levels of mortality
in 2015 than in the previous winter season (Fedeli et al., 2017; Nielsen et al., 2019). Thus, if
2015 is included in the reference period, the elevated mortality in that year will increase the
mortality level of the baseline. This example highlights the importance of carefully choosing

the years included in the reference period used to estimate excess mortality.

To evaluate the sensitivity of excess mortality estimates to changes the reference period, we
consider three different periods: (i) 2010-2019, (ii) 2015-2019, and (ii7) 2017-2019. We have
chosen these three reference periods because they reflect, respectively, the mortality level
based on a long time series (2010-2019), the mortality level based on a more recent mortality

pattern (2015-2019), and the mortality level in the absence of the acute epidemic of 2015.
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Data Time Unit (weekly and monthly death series)

Weeks and months are the two time units of the death data that are used most frequently to
estimate excess mortality (Jdanov et al., 2021; Karlinsky & Kobak, 2021). The use of weekly
data provides more precise mortality estimates and the opportunity to obtain information about
recent mortality shocks with a minimal delay. However, for several countries, weekly data are
not easily available, and monthly data have been used instead. Among the potential pitfalls of
using monthly data is that in addition to being a slower way to monitor changes in mortality
during a mortality crisis, it provides a smoother time series than using weekly data would.
However, little is known about the comparability of excess mortality estimates derived from
weekly and monthly data. In this study, we employ weekly and monthly death series to estimate
excess mortality, and, in turn, to investigate how the choice of the data time unit affects excess

mortality.

Sensitivity analysis

Having defined the sources of variation in excess mortality estimates, we evaluate to what
extent excess mortality estimates depend on the combination of (/) the mortality index used
and (2) the method employed to estimate the baseline. We hypothesized that different
combinations of a specific mortality index with a given method could result in different excess
mortality estimates. Therefore, we have created eight scenarios in which we apply the four
methods to each mortality index. To investigate the sensitivity of the mortality index and the
method, we assume, in these eight scenarios, that the reference period is 2015-2019, and the

data time unit is weekly, as shown in Table 1.

Table 1 — Scenarios for the sensitivity analysis by varying the mortality index and the method.

Mortality Reference

Scenario Index Method Period Time Unit
Scenario 1 SDR Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weeks
Scenario 2 SDR Specific-Average with Trend 2015-2019 Weeks
Scenario 3 SDR Harmonic with Trend 2015-2019 Weeks
Scenario 4 SDR Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weeks
Scenario 5 CDR Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weeks
Scenario 6 CDR Specific-Average with Trend 2015-2019 Weeks
Scenario 7 CDR Harmonic with Trend 2015-2019 Weeks
Scenario 8§ CDR Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weeks

Source: Author’s elaboration.
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Then, to investigate the impact of the reference period on excess mortality estimates, we have
created four additional scenarios, as shown in Table 2. In Scenarios 9-12, we vary the reference
period by using 2010-2019 and 2017-2019 instead of by using 2015-2019, as in Table 1. We
keep constant the method and the time unit of the death series. Scenarios 9-12 are built for both

SDRs and CDRs.

To evaluate the magnitude of the variation in excess mortality by varying the reference period
from 2015-2019 to 2010-2019 and 2017-2019, the scenarios presented in Table 2 should be
compared with Scenarios 2 and 6 from Table 1. Scenario 2 for SDRs and Scenario 6 for CDRs
employ the same method and time unit of Scenarios 9-12, but for the 2015-2019 reference

period.

Table 2 — Scenarios for the sensitivity analysis by varying reference period.

Mortality Reference

Scenario Index Method Period Time Unit
Scenario 9 SDR Specific-Average with Trend 2010-2019 Weeks
Scenario 10 SDR Specific-Average with Trend 2017-2019 Weeks
Scenario 11 CDR Specific-Average with Trend 2010-2019 Weeks
Scenario 12 CDR Specific-Average with Trend 2017-2019 Weeks

Source: Author’s elaboration.

Table 3 shows four additional scenarios designed to evaluate the impact on excess mortality of
changes in the data time unit. In Scenarios 13-16, we vary the time unit of the death series from
weekly to monthly. Unlike in the previous scenarios, we consider weeks 1-52 in leap week
years in order to compare monthly with weekly death series, and to avoid potential

disagreement between these two time units derived from the 53" week in leap week years,

In Table 3, we combine monthly and weekly (weeks 1-52) data with the Harmonic with Trend
method. We have chosen to employ this method because the use of monthly or weekly data
combined with the Specific-Average or Specific-Average with Trend methods should,
theoretically, provide equal excess mortality estimates, given that these methods are
mathematically equivalent with respect to the time unit (Karlinsky & Kobak, 2021). However,
since this is not the case for the Harmonic with Trend method, we believe that differences in

excess mortality may emerge when this method is combined with different time units.

To investigate the magnitude of variations in excess mortality estimates by using monthly
instead of weekly data, we compare the scenarios in Table 3 within each mortality index. For

instance, the magnitude of the variation in excess mortality by using monthly instead of weekly
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data for the SDRs, the Harmonic with Trend method, and the 2015-2019 reference period, is
equal to the difference between the excess mortality levels estimated by Scenario 13 and

Scenario 14.

Table 3 — Scenarios for the sensitivity analysis by the data time unit.

Scenario Mortality Method Refer.ence Time Unit
Index Period
Scenario 13 SDR Harmonic with Trend 2015-2019 Weeks (1-52)
Scenario 14 SDR Harmonic with Trend 2015-2019 Months
Scenario 15 CDR Harmonic with Trend 2015-2019 Weeks (1-52)
Scenario 16 CDR Harmonic with Trend 2015-2019 Months

Source: Author’s elaboration.

Data

We used data from the Short-Term Mortality Fluctuations (STMF) data series (Jdanov et al.,
2021), which is a new component of the Human Mortality Database (HMD) (Barbieri et al.,
2015). We draw data from 26 countries/regions. Of these 26 countries/regions, 23 have
complete series lasting from 2010 to 2020, including Austria, Belgium, Denmark, England
and Wales, Estonia, Finland, France, Hungary, Israel, Latvia, Lithuania, the Netherlands,
Norway, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Scotland, Slovenia, Slovakia, Spain, Sweden,
Switzerland, and Taiwan. In Italy, New Zealand, and the United States, the time series start

from 2011, 2011 and 2015, respectively.

Weekly deaths are directly drawn from the STMF data series, which follow the ISO 8601-2004
guidelines. Monthly deaths are collected from the national statistical offices. The figures are
published by these offices, or they are requested by the STMF team. Monthly deaths are

available for the 26 countries. Appendix A presents the list of monthly data sources by country.

Population exposures by week are retrieved from the STMF data series. Following the STMF
approach, the monthly population exposures were calculated as the annual exposures divided

by 12 (Jdanov et al., 2021).

From the weekly and monthly data, we calculate annual mortality rates for all ages and men
and women together. The HMD core provides annual death rates from 2010 to 2018 for all the
countries considered in this study, except Hungary (2010-2017), Israel (2010-2016), New
Zealand (2010-2013), Slovenia (2010-2017), and Slovakia (2010-2017). The available HMD
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annual death rates were forecasted up to 2020 (Jdanov et al., 2021). However, since the STMF
data series are preliminary, some deaths may not be included in the weekly series. In addition,
because the STMF data series use ISO weeks (each week has seven days), the death rates from
the STMF might be slightly different from the annual death rates derived from the HMD core.
Therefore, we compare annual death rates from both the STMF data series and the HMD core
data, and thus adjust for any differences that might emerge, while assuming that the HMD core

data represent the gold standard.

To make the annual death rates derived from weekly data comparable across leap week years
(years with 53 weeks) and non-leap week years (years with 52 weeks), we calculate baseline
mortality levels based on weeks 1-52 and assume that the baseline for week 52 is equal to that
of week 53. The monthly death counts were adjusted as well. Months in leap years have, on
average, 30.50 days (366/12), while the average number of days per month in non-leap years
is 30.42 (365/12). We assume that the average number of days in both leap and non-leap years
is 30.44 days (365.25/12). Thus, we multiply the number of deaths in each month by the ratio
between 30.44 and the actual number of days in each month. Then, to make sure that the total
number of deaths in a year did not change, we adjust for any eventual differences in the annual
total number of deaths before and after considering that the average number of days in a month

is 30.44.

To age-standardize the crude death rates, we use the European Population Standard of 2013

(European Comission, 2013), and apply the methodology developed by Klimkin et al. (2021).

Results

Figure 1 shows the levels and trends in observed death rates between 2010-2019, and highlights
variations in the estimated levels of expected mortality in 2020 for France, the US, Belgium,
Hungary, and Poland. The figure shows temporal changes in the observed CDR and SDR
values up to 2019, and two values of the expected rates depending on the method used to

estimate the baseline (Specific-Average and Specific-Average with Trend) in 2020.

Figure 1 introduces our later analysis by showing that both the levels and the trends change
considerably with the mortality index used between 2010 and 2019. In the US, Poland, and
Hungary, the SDR is found to be much higher than the CDR. In 2015, for instance, the SDR
was 25% higher than the CDR in the US, and was 13% higher than the CDR in Hungary. Figure

10
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1 also reveals a striking level of variation in the trends of the two indices. In France and in the

US, the CDR increases over time, while the SDR decreases. In Hungary, the SDR decreases,

while the CDR remains nearly stable between 2017 and 2019. The differences in the levels and

trends in the CDRs and the SDRs depending on the methods used resulted in variation in the

expected level of mortality in 2020, as the gray area of Figure 1 shows.

Figure 1: Observed crude death rates (CDRs) and age-standardized death rates (SDRs) in
France, the US., Belgium, Hungary, and Poland in 2010-2019, and their expected values in

2020.
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on the 2015-2019 reference period and weekly data.
The gray area highlights the expected values.
Sources: HMD (2021) and European Commission (2013).
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Sensitivity of excess mortality estimates to mortality index and method

Figure 2 illustrates in greater detail the impact on excess mortality of the baseline variations
presented in Figure 1. Figure 2 displays the excess mortality rates by varying the method used
to calculate the baseline for both the CDR and the SDR. The figure demonstrates that different
combinations of the mortality index and the method used result in different excess mortality
estimates for all countries, as was already shown in Figure 1. Figure 2 illustrates the impact of
the method used on the excess mortality estimates for each mortality index. For both the CDR
and the SDR, the three methods that consider time trends (Specific-Average with Trend,
Harmonics with Trend, and Specific-Trend) estimate similar excess mortality rates for all
countries, while the Specific-Average is the method that provides excess mortality estimates
that tend to result in greater variation. For the CDR, the Specific-Average method can produce
higher or lower levels of excess mortality than the other methods. In Italy, Poland, and the US,
the Specific-Average method provides higher excess mortality rates than the other methods;
while in Sweden, Israel, and Norway, the Specific-Average method provides lower excess
mortality rates than the other methods. For the SDR, the Specific-Average method
systematically provides lower excess mortality rates for all countries than the methods that
account for linear trends. In Lithuania, for instance, the excess mortality for SDR estimated by
the Specific-Average method is nearly four times lower than that derived from the other

methods. Appendix B, Table 1B shows the excess mortality values presented in Figure 2.
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Figure 2 — Excess mortality estimates by varying the method for each mortality index and by
country, 2020.
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To isolate the effect of the mortality index on excess mortality estimates and to highlight the
magnitude of its variation, Figure 3 presents the absolute difference between the excess
mortality rates estimated by using the CDR and the SDR across the four methods. Figure 3
shows substantial differences between excess mortality estimates when the mortality index is
varied within each method for all countries. The greatest differences emerge when the Specific-
Average method is employed for all countries, except for Israel. In Italy and the Republic of
Korea, variations in excess mortality rates (per 100,000) due to the use of the CDR or the SDR
combined with the Specific-Average method are above 100 deaths. In Israel, the Specific-

Average is the method that results in the lowest variation in excess mortality when the mortality
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index varies. For all countries, the differences in the excess mortality estimates depending on
the mortality index used are smaller for the methods that account for trends. For example, in
Hungary, there is virtually no variation in the excess mortality rates depending on the use of

the CDR or the SDR for all baseline mortality levels that account for the trend.
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Figure 3 — Absolute differences between the excess CDR and the excess SDR values for each
method used to estimate excess mortality.
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Notes: The reference period is 2015-2019 and the data time unit is weekly (see Table 1 for more details)
Sources: STMF-HMD (2021) and European Commission (2013).
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Sensitivity of excess mortality estimates to the reference period and the data time unit

Figure 4 shows that excess mortality rates can vary by changing the reference period for each
mortality index using the Specific-Average with Trend method (Scenarios 9-12). This figure
suggests that when the reference period is longer, the excess mortality rates are lower for most
countries. However, the excess mortality estimates depend on the trend of the mortality index
in the chosen reference period. In Belgium, for instance, where there was a steeper decline in
the SDR between 2015 and 2019 than in the 2010-2019 reference period (Figure 1), the excess
mortality rate derived from the 2010-2019 reference period was 20% lower than that derived
from the 2017-2019 reference period. Poland experienced a different SDR trend than Belgium
(Figure 1). In Poland, the decline in the SDR was steeper between 2010 and 2019 than it was
between 2015 and 2019 (Figure 1). As a result of this trend, excess mortality rates appear to
be higher in Poland when the 2010-2019 period is considered rather than the 2015-2019 period.
Appendix B, Table 2B presents all of the excess mortality values displayed in Figure 4.
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Figure 4 — Excess mortality estimates by varying the reference period for each mortality index
and country, 2020.
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assuming that deaths follow a Negative Binomial distribution.

Sources: STMF-HMD (2021) and European Commission (2013).

Figure 5 shows the magnitude of the differences in the estimated excess mortality when the
reference period for each death rate is varied. The magnitude of the differences in excess
mortality rates changes substantially within countries when the reference period is changed,
ranging from 0.1 to 55 deaths. Moreover, the magnitude of the differences within countries
varies when the mortality index is combined with the reference period. By changing the
reference period from 2010-2019 to 2015-2019, the differences between the excess mortality
rates (per 100,000) in Lithuania are 54 for the CDR and 40 for the SDR. For Portugal, Figure
5 presents a different pattern: for the SDR, the differences are very small depending on whether

the 2010-2019 or the 2017-2019 reference period is used instead of the 2015-2019 reference
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period; while for the CDR, the variation in excess mortality rates is higher when the 2017-2019

reference period is used instead of the 2015-2019 reference period.

Figure 5 — Absolute difference in excess mortality estimates by varying the reference period
for each mortality index and country, 2020.
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Figure 6 compares excess mortality depending on whether weekly or monthly death series are
used in combination with the Harmonic with Trend method (Scenarios 13-16). The excess
mortality estimates are very similar for both data time units across all countries and for both

rates.

Figure 7 complements Figure 6 by showing the magnitude of the excess mortality differences
by using monthly instead of weekly data. The differences are very small across all countries

and for both rates (below 3.5 deaths per 100,000 person-years). In France, for instance, the
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change in excess mortality rates is below 0.5 deaths. The largest difference is in England and

Wales, where the variation in excess mortality rate (per 100,000) is about 3.5 deaths.

As we mentioned in the Sensitivity Analysis section, theoretically, excess mortality estimated
with the Specific-Average with Trend method should not vary when the data time unit is
changed. To empirically test this theoretical claim, we compare the results shown in Figure 7
with excess mortality rates when the Specific-Average with Trend method is employed instead
of the Harmonic with Trend method. Figure 1C in Appendix C presents this comparison. As
expected, Figure 1C shows that variations in excess mortality are generally lower when the
Specific-Average Trend method is used. However, in this comparison, we use a reference
period that includes the 2015 leap year, which can lead to discrepancies between monthly and
weekly data. Thus, Figure 1C also presents the variation in excess mortality due to the data
time unit when the Specific-Average Trend method is combined with the 2017-2019 reference
period. This latter combination results in virtually no differences between excess mortality
estimates depending on whether monthly or weekly data are used. Thus, Figure 1C suggests
that both the method employed and the use of leap years in the reference period lead to in

variations in excess mortality derived from monthly or weekly death series.
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Figure 6 — Excess mortality estimates by varying the time unit of the death series for each
mortality index and country, 2020.
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Figure 7 — Absolute difference in excess mortality estimates by using monthly instead of
weekly data, for each mortality index and country, 2020.
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Country Ranking

Figure 8 presents Spearman’s correlation coefficients between excess mortality rankings for
Scenarios 1-12 (S1-S12) across the 26 countries. Scenarios 13-16, which evaluate variations in
excess mortality due to the choice of the data time unit, were not included in this analysis
because they do not consider the 53™ week of leap week years in the baseline, while other
scenarios account for that week. This figure highlights the similarities and the differences in
the countries’ excess mortality rankings estimated for each scenario presented in Tables 1-2.

Darker blue hues indicate a stronger correlation between the excess mortality pair comparisons.

The Spearman’s correlation coefficients for different pairs of excess mortality are above 0.9,
which indicates a high degree of correlation between the excess mortality estimates (Figure 8).
A lower degree of correlation is observed in pair comparisons that involve Scenario 1 (S1) and
Scenario 5 (S5). Scenario 1 for the SDR and Scenario 5 for the CDR, employ the only method
that does not account for the trend, the Specific-Average method (see Table 1 for more details).
This finding highlights the impact of choosing a method with or without a linear trend on
country rankings. Discrepancies in rankings disagreements are also observed when scenarios
that consider the 2010-2019 reference period (S9 and S11) are combined with the other
scenarios. On the other hand, the highest correlation in rankings is observed in scenarios in
which the method accounts for the trend term. This finding suggests that for a given mortality
index and reference period, employing different methods that consider linear trends provides

very similar country rankings.

In addition to the Spearman’s correlation coefficients shown in Figure 8, Table 4B in Appendix
B presents the country rankings for excess mortality from the highest to the lowest for each
country and across all scenarios. This table shows some country-specific changes in the country
rankings. For instance, when moving from Scenario 1 to Scenario 2, which consider he
Specific-Average method and the Specific-Average with trend method, respectively, Lithuania
rises from the 11" to the first position, while Slovakia rises from the 15% to the 10%. For Italy,
Table 4B shows a marked change in the ranking when CDR (Scenarios 6-8) is employed

instead of SDR (Scenarios 2-4): i.e., the country rises to the first position when CDR is used.
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Figure 8 — Spearman’s correlation coefficients between excess mortality rankings for the 12
scenarios across the 26 countries, 2020.
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Discussion

We investigated the sensitivity of excess mortality estimates in 2020 to the choice of the
mortality index, the method, the reference period, and the time unit of the death series in 26
countries/regions. Our results showed when these factors changed, the excess mortality
estimates varied substantially, and the magnitude of these variations changed markedly within

countries, which resulted in changes in the country rankings.

The choice of the mortality index was found to be one of the main sources of excess mortality
variation within countries. We used two mortality indices that provided excess mortality
estimates with and without the influence of the population age structure. We showed that both
the levels and the trends differed substantially for the CDR and the SDR, which provided
diverse baseline mortality levels, and which, in turn, led to variations in the excess mortality

estimates.
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In the context of population aging, whether the CDR or the SDR is used is crucial for country
comparisons. Differences between population age structures are confounding factors when the
goal is to compare the populations' mortality levels (Preston et al., 2001). A higher proportion
of older adults combined with the steep age gradient in COVID-19 mortality (Goldstein & Lee,
2020) (considering that excess deaths were largely driven by deaths due to SARS-CoV-2)
resulted in higher crude death rates for older than for younger populations . Italy is a good
example of this phenomenon, because it has one of the oldest populations in the world (Gesano
& Strozza, 2011; Mazzola et al., 2016; Murphy, 2017). Our findings showed that the magnitude
of the variation in the excess mortality rate (per 100,000) for Italy varied between 45 and 105
deaths depending whether the CDR or the SDR was used. Thus, there were striking variations
in the Italian position in country rankings, with Italy rising to the top highest position in the
ranking when the CDR was used. We therefore conclude that differences in countries’ age

compositions have a relevant impact on country comparisons of excess mortality.

The method used to estimate the baseline also appears to be an important source of variation
in excess mortality. We showed that methods that considered linear trends provided similar
excess mortality rates for both the CDR and the SDR. However, we also found that the Specific-
Average method produced the lowest excess mortality rates across all countries for the SDR,
which is in line with the findings of Schoéley (2021). However, while a similar pattern was
observed across all countries, the magnitude of the variation in excess mortality rates due to
the choice of a method that did or did not account for trends changed for each country, ranging
from about 130 deaths in Lithuania to 26 deaths in New Zealand. On the other hand, we found
no similar patterns across countries when the CDR was combined with the Specific-Average
method. This combination produced the lowest excess mortality estimates in nine out of 26
countries, including Sweden, England and Wales, and Israel; while in the other 17 countries, it
produced the highest excess mortality estimates. In addition, our findings provided further
evidence that the choice of the method matters to understand variations in excess mortality, as
we found that the magnitude of these variations was country-specific, and depended on the

selection of the mortality index.

In addition, we observed that the choice of the reference period also matters when estimating
excess mortality. In contrast with previous research on excess mortality in which the reference
period was arbitrarily chosen the reference period (Bilinski & Emanuel, 2020; Karlinsky &
Kobak, 2021; Scholey, 2021), we showed that there were important variations in excess

mortality estimates depending on the reference period chosen. Our findings indicated that for
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most countries, longer reference period resulted in lower excess mortality. More importantly,
we highlighted the relevance of the trend of the mortality index in the chosen reference period,

especially when methods for estimating the baseline accounted for the trends.

Furthermore, the analysis found that the data time unit of the death series was the factor that
was associated with the smallest variations in excess mortality estimates. Our findings showed
that the use of monthly or weekly data resulted in very similar excess mortality rates across all
countries. However, the impact of the data unit on excess mortality estimates depended on both
the method used and the presence of leap years in the baseline mortality level. The choice of a
method that is equivalent regarding the time unit, such as the Specific-Average or the Specific-
Average with Trend (Karlinsky & Kobak, 2021), reduced the impact of the data unit chosen on
variations in excess mortality. Moreover, we found that when these methods were combined
with a reference period that did not include leap years in the baseline, the variations were
reduced, and there were virtually no changes in excess mortality depending on whether
monthly or weekly data were used. Nonetheless, caution is needed when excess mortality levels
estimated from different data time units are compared, as we showed by employing the

Harmonic with Trend method combined with the 2015-2019 reference period.

To conclude, this study showed that when estimating excess mortality, all of the inputs and the
methods used should be chosen carefully. Excess mortality estimates depend on the choice of
the mortality index, the method, the reference period, and the data time unit. In addition, we
found evidence that certain combinations of these choices can result in substantial variations
in excess mortality. Thus, since estimating excess mortality is key to measuring the full impact
of the COVID-19 pandemic on mortality and to guiding health policies, we emphasize that
when considering the conclusions of analyses of excess mortality, all of the factors used to

estimate the baseline mortality should be carefully considered.

25


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260869
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260869; this version posted July 23, 2021. 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 .

References

Aburto, J. M., Kashyap, R., Schéley, J., Angus, C., Ermisch, J., Mills, M. C., & Dowd, J. B.
(2021). Estimating the burden of the COVID-19 pandemic on mortality, life expectancy
and lifespan inequality in England and Wales: a population-level analysis. Journal of
Epidemiology and Community Health, jech-2020-215505. https://doi.org/10.1136/jech-
2020-215505

Ackley, C. A., Lundberg, D. J., Elo, I. T., Preston, S. H., & Stokes, A. C. (2021). County-
Level Estimates of Excess Mortality associated with COVID-19 in the United States.
MedRxiv : The Preprint Server for Health Sciences.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.23.21255564

Barbieri, M., Wilmoth, J. R., Shkolnikov, V. M., Glei, D., Jasilionis, D., Jdanov, D., Boe, C.,
Riffe, T., Grigoriev, P., & Winant, C. (2015). Data Resource Profile: The Human
Mortality Database (HMD). International Journal of Epidemiology, 44(5), 1549—1556.
https://doi.org/10.1093/ije/dyv105

Basellini, U., Alburez-Gutierrez, D., Del Fava, E., Perrotta, D., Bonetti, M., Camarda, C. G.,
& Zagheni, E. (2021). Linking excess mortality to mobility data during the first wave of
COVID-19 in England and Wales. SSM - Population Health, 14, 100799.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssmph.2021.100799

Beaney, T., Clarke, J. M., Jain, V., Golestaneh, A. K., Lyons, G., Salman, D., & Majeed, A.
(2020). Excess mortality: the gold standard in measuring the impact of COVID-19
worldwide? Journal of the Royal Society of Medicine, 113(9), 329-334.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0141076820956802

Bilinski, A., & Emanuel, E. J. (2020). COVID-19 and Excess All-Cause Mortality in the US
and 18 Comparison Countries. JAMA, 324(20), 2100.
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2020.20717

European Comission. (2013). Revision of the European Standard Population — Report of
Eurostat’s task force.

Faust, J. S., Krumholz, H. M., Du, C., Mayes, K. D., Lin, Z., Gilman, C., & Walensky, R. P.
(2020). All-Cause Excess Mortality and COVID-19-Related Mortality among US Adults
Aged 25-44 Years, March-July 2020. JAMA - Journal of the American Medical
Association, 1-3. https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2020.24243

Fedeli, U., Capodaglio, G., Schievano, E., Ferroni, E., & Corti, M. C. (2017). Excess
mortality in 2015: a time series and cause-of-death analysis in Northern Italy. Aging
Clinical and Experimental Research, 29(6), 1291-1294. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40520-
017-0773-0

Gesano, G., & Strozza, S. (2011). Foreign migrations and population aging in Italy. Genus,
67(3), 83—104.

Gill, J. R., & DeJoseph, M. E. (2020). The Importance of Proper Death Certification During
the COVID-19 Pandemic. JAMA, 324(1), 27. https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2020.9536

Goldstein, J. R., & Lee, R. D. (2020). Demographic perspectives on the mortality of COVID-
19 and other epidemics. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United
States of America, 117(36), 22035-22041. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2006392117

Islam, N., Shkolnikov, V. M., Acosta, R. J., Klimkin, I., Kawachi, L., Irizarry, R. A.,
Alicandro, G., Khunti, K., Yates, T., Jdanov, D. A., White, M., Lewington, S., & Lacey,
B. (2021). Excess deaths associated with covid-19 pandemic in 2020: age and sex
disaggregated time series analysis in 29 high income countries. BMJ, n1137.
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n1137

Jdanov, D. A., Alustiza-Galarza, A., Shkolnikov, V. M., Jasilionis, D., Németh, L., Leon, D.
A., Boe, C., & Barbieri, M. (2021). The Short Term Mortality Fluctuations Series.

26


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260869
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260869; this version posted July 23, 2021. 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 .

Scientific Data.

Karlinsky, A., & Kobak, D. (2021). The World Mortality Dataset: Tracking excess mortality
across countries during the COVID-19 pandemic. MedRxiv, 2021.01.27.21250604.
http://medrxiv.org/content/early/2021/01/29/2021.01.27.21250604.abstract

Klimkin, I., Shkolnikov, V. M., & Jdanov, D. A. (2021). Calculation of week-specific age-
standardized death rates from STMF data on mortality by broad age intervals. MPIDR
Working Papers, 49(March), 0—12.

Kontis, V., Bennett, J. E., Rashid, T., Parks, R. M., Pearson-Stuttard, J., Guillot, M., Asaria,
P., Zhou, B., Battaglini, M., Corsetti, G., McKee, M., Di Cesare, M., Mathers, C. D., &
Ezzati, M. (2020). Magnitude, demographics and dynamics of the effect of the first
wave of the COVID-19 pandemic on all-cause mortality in 21 industrialized countries.
Nature Medicine, 26(12), 1919-1928. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-020-1112-0

Krieger, N., Chen, J. T., & Waterman, P. D. (2020). Excess mortality in men and women in
Massachusetts during the COVID-19 pandemic. The Lancet, 395(10240), 1829.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)31234-4

Leon, D. A., Shkolnikov, V. M., Smeeth, L., Magnus, P., Pechholdové, M., & Jarvis, C. 1.
(2020). COVID-19: a need for real-time monitoring of weekly excess deaths. The
Lancet, 395(10234), e81. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30933-8

Mazzola, P., Rimoldi, S. M. L., Rossi, P., Noale, M., Rea, F., Facchini, C., Maggi, S., Corrao,
G., & Annoni, G. (2016). Aging in Italy: The Need for New Welfare Strategies in an
Old Country. The Gerontologist, 56(3), 383-390. https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/gnv152

Modig, K., Ahlbom, A., & Ebeling, M. (2021). Excess mortality from COVID-19: weekly
excess death rates by age and sex for Sweden and its most affected region. European
Journal of Public Health, 31(1), 17-22. https://doi.org/10.1093/eurpub/ckaa218

Murphy, M. (2017). Demographic Determinants of Population Aging in Europe since 1850.
Population and Development Review, 43(2), 257-284.

Németh, L., Jdanov, D. A., & Shkolnikov, V. M. (2021). An open-sourced, web-based
application to analyze weekly excess mortality based on the short-term mortality
fluctuations data series. PLoS ONE, 16(2 February), 1-10.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0246663

Nielsen, J., Vestergaard, L. S., Richter, L., Schmid, D., Bustos, N., Asikainen, T., Trebbien,
R., Denissov, G., Innos, K., Virtanen, M. J., Fouillet, A., Lytras, T., Gkolfinopoulou, K.,
An Der Heiden, M., Grabenhenrich, L., Uphoff, H., Paldy, A., Bobvos, J., Domegan, L.,
... Krause, T. G. (2019). European all-cause excess and influenza-attributable mortality
in the 2017/18 season: should the burden of influenza B be reconsidered? Clinical
Microbiology and Infection, 25, 1266. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmi.2019.02.011

Preston, S., Heuveline, P., & Guillot, M. (2001). Demography: Measuring and Modeling
Population Processes. Blackwell Publisher Ltd.

Rizzi, S., & Vaupel, J. W. (2021). Short-term forecasts of expected deaths. 118(15), 1-7.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2025324118/-/DCSupplemental. Published

Schoéley, J. (2021). Robustness and bias of European excess death estimates in 2020 under
varying model specifications. PrePrint.

Simonsen, L., Reichert, T. A., Viboud, C., Blackwelder, W. C., Taylor, R. J., & Miller, M. A.
(2005). Impact of Influenza Vaccination on Seasonal Mortality in the US Elderly
Population. Archives of Internal Medicine, 165(3), 265.
https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.165.3.265

Stang, A., Standl, F., Kowall, B., Brune, B., Bottcher, J., Brinkmann, M., Dittmer, U., &
Jockel, K.-H. (2020). Excess mortality due to COVID-19 in Germany. Journal of
Infection, 81(5), 797-801. https://doi.org/10.1016/].jinf.2020.09.012

Stokes, A. C., Lundberg, D. J., Elo, I. T., Hempstead, K., Bor, J., & Preston, S. H. (2021).

27


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260869
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260869; this version posted July 23, 2021. 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 .

COVID-19 and excess mortality in the United States: A county-level analysis. PLOS
Medicine, 18(5), e1003571. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1003571

The Economist DataTeam. (2020). Tracking covid-19 excess deaths across countries. The
Economist. https://www.economist.com/graphic-detail/coronavirus-excess-deaths-
tracker

Thompson, W. W., Weintraub, E., Dhankhar, P., Cheng, P.-Y., Brammer, L., Meltzer, M. L.,
Bresee, J. S., & Shay, D. K. (n.d.). Estimates of US influenza-associated deaths made
using four different methods. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1750-2659.2009.00073.x

Vestergaard, L. S., Nielsen, J., Richter, L., Schmid, D., Bustos, N., Braeye, T., Denissov, G.,
Veideman, T., Luomala, O., Méttonen, T., Fouillet, A., Caserio-Schonemann, C., an der
Heiden, M., Uphoff, H., Lytras, T., Gkolfinopoulou, K., Paldy, A., Domegan, L., De, F.,
... Public Health Emergency, E. (2020). Excess all-cause mortality during the COVID-
19 pandemic in Europe — preliminary pooled estimates from the EuroMOMO network,
March to April 2020. ECDC Public Health Emergency Team for COVID-19, 26(25), 28.
https://doi.org/10.2807/1560-7917.ES.2020.25.26.2001214

Wu, J., & McCann, A. (2020). The pandemic hidden’s toll: Half a million deaths. The New
York TImes. https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/04/21/world/coronavirus-
missing-deaths.html

28


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260869
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260869; this version posted July 23, 2021. 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 .

Appendix A
List of monthly data sources by country
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&menu=resultados&idp=1254735573002 (accessed on 08.03.2021)

Sweden. Statistics Sweden, SCB: Deaths per month by region, Region of birth, age and sex.
2000-2020. Available at
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Appendix B

Supplementary Tables

Table 1B: Excess mortality rates (per 100,000 person-years) for Scenarios 1-8 by country, 2020

Confidence Interval

Country Index Method R;i::if:lce Time Unit ME(:) ﬁ:?isty

Lower Limit | Upper Limit
Austria CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 62.91 60.09 65.78
Austria CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 68.56 61.4 75.4
Austria CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 70.36 63.17 77.08
Austria CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 69.79 62.55 76.52
Austria SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 20.74 18.03 23.5
Austria SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 60.55 53.6 67.3
Austria SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 62.15 55.36 68.91
Austria SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 61.88 55.07 68.4
Belgium CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 142.42 139.83 145.01
Belgium CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 169.32 163.67 175.2
Belgium CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 169.64 163.85 175.29
Belgium CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 169.17 163.24 174.95
Belgium SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 90.89 88.46 93.46
Belgium SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 159.71 154.13 165.21
Belgium SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 159.8 154.09 165.25
Belgium SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 159.57 153.81 164.84
Denmark CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 5.86 2.23 9.5
Denmark CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly -5.22 -13.86 3.19
Denmark CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -5.64 -14.3 2.85
Denmark CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -4.39 -13.21 4.09
Denmark SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -42.33 -46.01 -38.42
Denmark SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly -12.46 -21.36 -4.42
Denmark SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -13.29 -22.35 -5.32
Denmark SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -11.51 -20.65 -3.37
Estonia CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 23.88 14.84 32.24
Estonia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 17.36 -1.74 37.39
Estonia CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 20.86 1.88 40.48
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Estonia CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 16.68 -1.85 38.09
Estonia SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -37.99 -46.38 -29.29
Estonia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 24.8 4.94 44.05
Estonia SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 27.73 8.4 46.96
Estonia SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 23.99 3.96 42.99
France CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 90.91 89.78 91.95
France CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 83.56 81.11 86.09
France CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 85.88 83.45 88.41
France CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 84.2 81.7 86.75
France SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 31.71 30.74 32.63
France SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 75 72.69 77.38
France SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 76.76 74.39 79.14
France SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 75.63 73.27 77.95
Finland CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 12.06 8.41 15.62
Finland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly -3.45 -11.7 4.57
Finland CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -0.92 -9.27 7.14
Finland CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -2.14 -10.41 6.08
Finland SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -48.01 -51.68 -44.32
Finland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly -5.39 -13.18 3.16
Finland SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -3.33 -11.01 5.35
Finland SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -4.1 -11.85 4.41
Scotland CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 108.93 105.18 113
Scotland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 121.72 112 130.34
Scotland CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 124.82 115.19 133.4
Scotland CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 121.74 111.95 130.23
Scotland SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 65.52 61.53 69.24
Scotland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 125.2 116.7 134.1
Scotland SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 128.21 119.58 137.14
Scotland SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 125.08 116.11 133.88
England&Wales |CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 113.42 112.3 114.52
England&Wales | CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 137.25 134.63 139.71
England&Wales |CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 140.14 137.58 142.64
England&Wales |CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 138.73 136.12 141.26
England&Wales |SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 78.95 77.93 80.06
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England&Wales | SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 138.87 136.4 141.47
England&Wales |SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 141.75 139.31 144.32
England&Wales |SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 140.3 137.85 142.91
Hungary CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 145.2 141.91 148.14
Hungary CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 143.89 136.72 151.63
Hungary CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 147.08 139.86 154.8
Hungary CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 144.06 136.7 151.64
Hungary SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 69.33 66.18 72.63
Hungary SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 146.62 139.11 154.65
Hungary SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 149.48 141.89 157.46
Hungary SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 146.91 139.37 154.98
Israel CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 14.57 12.4 16.66
Israel CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 37.9 33.11 42.62
Israel CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 39.23 342 43.94
Israel CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 38.26 33.59 43.01
Israel SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -4.64 -7.27 -1.94
Israel SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 65.26 58.98 71.65
Israel SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 67.18 60.83 73.66
Israel SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 66 59.69 72.7
Italy CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 194.45 193.34 195.72
Italy CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 185.17 182.54 187.85
Italy CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 189.64 187.07 192.27
Italy CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 186.69 184.04 189.38
Italy SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 89.43 88.42 90.49
Italy SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 140.45 138.15 142.7
Italy SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 143.66 141.32 145.94
Italy SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 141.77 139.36 144
Republic of CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 29.95 29.07 30.89
Korea

Republic of CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 7.75 5.6 9.93
Eé);fle}:l)lic of CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 8.67 6.51 10.78
Korea

Republic of CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 7.52 5.35 9.71
Korea

Republic of SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -70.88 -71.93 -69.74
E:a);iilic of SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 10.67 7.89 13.26
Korea
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Republic of SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 11.19 8.37 13.77
Korea

Republic of SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 10.36 7.53 13.03
Korea

Lithuania CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 126.05 119.09 132.15
Lithuania CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 171.07 156.34 184.8
Lithuania CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 176.34 161.69 190.32
Lithuania CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 172.39 157.76 186.71
Lithuania SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 51.36 45.01 57.19
Lithuania SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 180.2 165.5 193.93
Lithuania SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 184.8 170.17 198.37
Lithuania SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 181.69 166.83 195.09
Latvia CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 28.16 19.91 35.53
Latvia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 11.09 -6.67 29.48
Latvia CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 13.43 -4.37 32.08
Latvia CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 10.3 -7.74 28.7
Latvia SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -40.61 -48.13 -33.25
Latvia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 20.77 4.27 38.26
Latvia SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 22.62 6.18 40.76
Latvia SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 19.94 3.87 38.16
Netherlands CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 86.57 84.73 88.64
Netherlands CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 77.57 73.09 81.95
Netherlands CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 78.5 73.75 82.93
Netherlands CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 77.32 72.83 81.73
Netherlands SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 48.43 46.31 50.48
Netherlands SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 85.87 81.12 90.57
Netherlands SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 86.64 81.82 91.23
Netherlands SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 85.59 80.72 90.15
Norway CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -19.58 -22.89 -16.31
Norway CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly -3.31 -10.76 4.06
Norway CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -1.79 -9.05 5.49
Norway CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -2.33 -9.86 4.99
Norway SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -54.47 -57.96 -50.71
Norway SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly -9.94 -18.15 -1.22
Norway SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -8.18 -16.75 0.03
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Norway SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -8.69 -17.07 -0.32
New Zealand CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -33.61 -36.86 -30.38
New Zealand CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly -42.45 -50.52 -34.66
New Zealand CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -42.77 -50.94 -34.86
New Zealand CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -41.48 -49.52 -33.66
New Zealand SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -82.92 -86.92 -79.26
New Zealand SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly -56.44 -65.78 -48.03
New Zealand SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -57.04 -66.25 -48.77
New Zealand SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -55.21 -64.46 -46.73
Poland CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 194.5 193.14 195.94
Poland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 149.49 146.17 152.84
Poland CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 151.05 147.64 154.36
Poland CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 149.98 146.64 153.42
Poland SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 145.09 143.43 146.67
Poland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 177.5 173.78 181.28
Poland SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 178.71 175.02 182.43
Poland SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 178.09 174.38 181.97
Portugal CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 131.41 128.57 134.29
Portugal CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 110.57 103.78 116.98
Portugal CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 116.35 109.78 122.75
Portugal CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 112.22 105.38 118.63
Portugal SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 55.07 52.21 57.69
Portugal SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 89.81 83.34 95.89
Portugal SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 94.67 88.15 100.7
Portugal SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 91.49 84.91 97.53
Slovenia CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 159.39 153.91 165.9
Slovenia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 134.12 119.17 148.59
Slovenia CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 136.56 121.98 150.82
Slovenia CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 134.18 119.18 148.54
Slovenia SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 92.86 86.97 99.17
Slovenia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 141.7 127.34 155.62
Slovenia SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 143.71 129.37 157.86
Slovenia SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 141.73 126.93 156
Slovakia CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 98.12 94.54 101.7
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Slovakia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 97.91 89.17 106.4
Slovakia CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 100.21 91.72 108.76
Slovakia CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 99.41 90.71 107.8
Slovakia SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 28.86 24.28 33.16
Slovakia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 130.16 120.8 139.32
Slovakia SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 132.53 123.39 141.8
Slovakia SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 132.25 123 141.37
Spain CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 153.89 152.62 155.07
Spain CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 166.96 164.23 169.57
Spain CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 170.47 167.77 173.08
Spain CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 167.45 164.68 170.16
Spain SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 85.15 83.99 86.31
Spain SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 146.6 143.81 149.42
Spain SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 149.52 146.72 152.18
Spain SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 147.11 144.37 149.89
Sweden CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 13.34 10.63 15.96
Sweden CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 53.88 47.88 59.98
Sweden CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 54.7 48.78 60.8
Sweden CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 54.37 48.42 60.44
Sweden SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -9.62 -12.28 -7.12
Sweden SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 40.56 34.47 46.24
Sweden SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 41.34 35.22 46.95
Sweden SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 41.12 35.01 47.02
Switzerland CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 92.23 89.63 94.87
Switzerland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 113.32 107.44 119.22
Switzerland CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 114.24 108.35 120.16
Switzerland CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 114.12 107.94 120.19
Switzerland SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 46 43.22 48.61
Switzerland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 106.75 100.39 113.34
Switzerland SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 107.41 101.1 114.22
Switzerland SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 107.54 101.34 114.31
Taiwan CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -13.79 -15.39 -12.21
Taiwan CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly -40.79 -44.35 -36.99
Taiwan CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -40.84 -44.48 -37.1

37


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260869
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.20.21260869; this version posted July 23, 2021. 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 .

Taiwan CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -40.79 -44.35 -36.99
Taiwan SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly -108.42 -110.25 -106.64
Taiwan SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly -53.45 -57.87 -49.36
Taiwan SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -54.5 -58.79 -50.42
Taiwan SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly -53.45 -57.87 -49.36
U.S.A. CDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 158.1 157.61 158.53
U.S.A. CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 138.13 137.1 139.21
US.A. CDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 139.25 138.25 140.3
U.S.A. CDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 137.77 136.71 138.85
U.S.A. SDR | Specific-Average 2015-2019 Weekly 120.25 119.77 120.73
U.S.A. SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 153.95 152.84 155.15
U.S.A. SDR | Harmonics with Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 154.97 153.85 156.14
U.S.A. SDR | Specific-Trend 2015-2019 Weekly 153.59 152.46 154.79

source: STMF-HMD (2021) and European Commission (2013).
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Table 2B: Excess mortality rates (per 100,000 person-years) for Scenarios 2, 6, 9-12 by country,

2020
Country Index Method R;fee;ilzice Time Unit M]f:‘:;:isty Confidence Interval

Lower Limit | Upper Limit
Austria CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 70.27 60.75 80.27
Austria CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 68.56 61.4 75.4
Austria CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 57.82 53.64 62.36
Austria SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 63.99 53.65 73.6
Austria SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 60.55 53.6 67.3
Austria SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 54.98 50.84 59.3
Belgium CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 183.62 174.76 191.57
Belgium CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 169.32 163.67 175.2
Belgium CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 150.9 147.05 154.71
Belgium SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 171.42 163.27 180.06
Belgium SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 159.71 154.13 165.21
Belgium SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 142.23 138.41 146.41
Denmark CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 2.2 -14.25 9.91
Denmark CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly -5.22 -13.86 3.19
Denmark CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 16.1 10.91 21.42
Denmark SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly -7.9 -20.19 3.84
Denmark SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly -12.46 -21.36 -4.42
Denmark SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 11.91 6.53 17.39
Estonia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 38.46 10.85 65.9
Estonia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 17.36 -1.74 37.39
Estonia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 19.95 7.76 31.58
Estonia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 34.78 6.57 60.45
Estonia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 24.8 4.94 44.05
Estonia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 39.18 26.33 52
France CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 99.49 95.99 102.86
France CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 83.56 81.11 86.09
France CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 72.69 71.22 74.34
France SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 85.24 81.96 88.54
France SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 75 72.69 77.38
France SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 66.54 65.14 68.07
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Finland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 7.07 -5.79 19.74
Finland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly -3.45 -11.7 4.57
Finland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly -1.39 -7.19 4.1
Finland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 5.15 -6.8 17.27
Finland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly -5.39 -13.18 3.16
Finland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly -3.23 -8.67 2.02
Scotland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 136.93 124.11 149.86
Scotland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 121.72 112 130.34
Scotland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2010-2019 | Weekly 99.51 93.94 105.17
Scotland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 141.4 128.57 154.73
Scotland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 125.2 116.7 134.1
Scotland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 99.59 93.81 105.7
England&Wales |CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 154.45 150.83 157.98
England&Wales |CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 137.25 134.63 139.71
England&Wales |CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2010-2019 | Weekly 109.84 108.17 111.47
England&Wales |SDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 156.87 153.21 160.44
England&Wales |SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 138.87 136.4 141.47
England&Wales |SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 109.36 107.64 111.03
Hungary CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 148.42 138.26 158.93
Hungary CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 143.89 136.72 151.63
Hungary CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 143.33 138.37 148.06
Hungary SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 150.28 139.78 161.34
Hungary SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 146.62 139.11 154.65
Hungary SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 145.75 141.13 150.56
Israel CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 40.5 33.85 47.81
Israel CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 37.9 33.11 42.62
Israel CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 23.92 20.59 26.97
Israel SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 68.88 60.03 78.14
Israel SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 65.26 58.98 71.65
Israel SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 41.68 37.53 45.71
Italy CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 204.41 200.61 208.31
Italy CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 185.17 182.54 187.85
Italy SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 155.42 151.93 158.77
Italy SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 140.45 138.15 142.7
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Republic of CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 16.53 13.58 19.55
E:a);iilic of CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 7.75 5.6 9.93
E:a);iilic of CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 10.23 8.77 11.54
E:a);iilic of SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 26.79 23.21 30.44
E:a);iilic of SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 10.67 7.89 13.26
E:a);iilic of SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 12.73 11.01 14.42
E(z}rl?;nia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 189.89 168.96 209.75
Lithuania CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 171.07 156.34 184.8
Lithuania CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 116.6 106.79 126.01
Lithuania SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 190.57 169.27 211.51
Lithuania SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 180.2 165.5 193.93
Lithuania SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 139.73 129.7 149.91
Latvia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 50.54 24.82 75.15
Latvia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 11.09 -6.67 29.48
Latvia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2010-2019 | Weekly 7.44 -4.82 19.23
Latvia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 53.23 27.26 77.78
Latvia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 20.77 4.27 38.26
Latvia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 32.31 19.93 43.9
Netherlands CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 84.33 77.5 90.67
Netherlands CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 77.57 73.09 81.95
Netherlands CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2010-2019 | Weekly 65.07 61.93 68.11
Netherlands SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 92.94 85.54 100.08
Netherlands SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 85.87 81.12 90.57
Netherlands SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 78.18 74.86 81.19
Norway CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly -1.79 -13.31 9.65
Norway CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly -3.31 -10.76 4.06
Norway CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 10.99 5.83 16.21
Norway SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly -5.77 -18.18 5.77
Norway SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly -9.94 -18.15 -1.22
Norway SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly -2.35 -8.28 3.27
New Zealand CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly -33.54 -45 -23.01
New Zealand CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly -42.45 -50.52 -34.66
New Zealand SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly -44.83 -57.02 -33.07
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New Zealand SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly -56.44 -65.78 -48.03
Poland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 157.15 152.52 162.49
Poland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 149.49 146.17 152.84
Poland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 163.39 161.17 165.73
Poland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 184.55 179.32 189.91
Poland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 177.5 173.78 181.28
Poland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 198.51 196.16 200.98
Portugal CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 122.83 113.44 132.63
Portugal CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 110.57 103.78 116.98
Portugal CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 101.54 97.63 105.74
Portugal SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 95.31 85.75 104.47
Portugal SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 89.81 83.34 95.89
Portugal SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 95.23 90.77 99.45
Slovenia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 153.91 133.13 173.24
Slovenia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 134.12 119.17 148.59
Slovenia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 132.74 123.94 142.16
Slovenia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 156.57 136.84 175.4
Slovenia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 141.7 127.34 155.62
Slovenia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 145.28 136.23 154.68
Slovakia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 110.33 97.8 122.77
Slovakia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 97.91 89.17 106.4
Slovakia CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 97.78 91.97 103.33
Slovakia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 154.68 140.27 168.32
Slovakia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 130.16 120.8 139.32
Slovakia SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 125.28 118.01 132.05
Spain CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 191.01 186.89 194.85
Spain CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 166.96 164.23 169.57
Spain CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 133.25 131.52 134.95
Spain SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 163.31 159.34 167.3
Spain SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 146.6 143.81 149.42
Spain SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 127.06 125.27 128.74
Sweden CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 75.48 66.16 83.72
Sweden CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 53.88 47.88 59.98
Sweden CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 42.96 39.21 47.01
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Sweden SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 64.81 56.05 73.07
Sweden SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 40.56 34.47 46.24
Sweden SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 31.35 27.2 353
Switzerland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend |2017-2019 | Weekly 115.17 106.63 124.07
Switzerland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 113.32 107.44 119.22
Switzerland CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 100.46 96.23 104.22
Switzerland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 108.17 99.66 116.59
Switzerland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 106.75 100.39 113.34
Switzerland SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly 88.84 84.52 92.69
Taiwan CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly -35.19 -40.4 -29.95
Taiwan CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly -40.79 -44.35 -36.99
Taiwan CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly -50.38 -52.67 -47.91
Taiwan SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly -41.46 -48.04 -35.97
Taiwan SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly -53.45 -57.87 -49.36
Taiwan SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2010-2019 | Weekly -65.41 -68.13 -62.7
U.S.A. CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 144.53 143.02 146.02
U.S.A. CDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 138.13 137.1 139.21
US.A. SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2017-2019 | Weekly 163.52 161.75 165.2
US.A. SDR | Specific-Average with Trend | 2015-2019 | Weekly 153.95 152.84 155.15

Source: STMF-HMD (2021) and European Commission (2013).
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Table 3B: Excess mortality rates (per 100,000 person-years) for Scenarios 13-16 by country, 2020

Country Index Method R;feelgzl:lce Time Unit M]f)):‘:;:isty Confidence Interval

Lower Limit | Upper Limit
Austria CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 72 65.51 78.91
Austria CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 71.71 65.32 78.64
Austria SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 64 57.28 70.74
Austria SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 63.95 56.95 70.31
Belgium CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 171.88 165.55 177.25
Belgium CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 171.54 165.61 177.15
Belgium SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 161.17 155.53 166.72
Belgium SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Monthly 161.29 155.21 167.3
Denmark CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly -4.67 -13.09 3.59
Denmark CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly -5.16 -13.66 3.12
Denmark SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly -12.32 -20.53 -3.97
Denmark SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Monthly -13.2 -22.52 -4.3
Estonia CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 22.76 0.74 41.7
Estonia CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 23.39 3.83 41.41
Estonia SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 29 11.19 49.64
Estonia SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 29.81 10.26 48.45
France CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 88.08 85.7 90.56
France CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 88.16 86.12 90.64
France SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 78.41 76.1 80.57
France SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 78.7 76.48 81.08
Finland CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 0.38 -7.87 9.17
Finland CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 1.78 -6.22 10.4
Finland SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly -1.9 -10.58 5.68
Finland SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly -0.93 -9.08 7.51
Scotland CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 127.55 118.85 135.58
Scotland CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 125.8 116.81 134.2
Scotland SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 131.27 121.89 139.82
Scotland SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 128.95 120.31 137.96
England&Wales CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 142.28 139.72 144.7
England&Wales CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 138.95 136.56 141.4
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England&Wales SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 143.87 141.3 146.48
England&Wales SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Monthly 140.4 137.95 142.81
Hungary CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 150.52 143.07 158.31
Hungary CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 149.36 142.12 156.99
Hungary SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 152.59 144.79 160.39
Hungary SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Monthly 151.88 144.35 159.47
Israel CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 40.51 35.57 45.42
Israel CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 41.19 36.45 46.14
Israel SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 69.49 63.57 75.74
Israel SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 70.85 64.45 77.13
Italy CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 192.57 189.74 195.17
Italy CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 192.61 190.1 195.45
Italy SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 145.81 143.57 148.04
Italy SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Monthly 146.1 143.85 148.58
Republic of Korea |CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 9.52 7.34 11.75
Republic of Korea |CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 9.45 7.49 11.35
Republic of Korea |SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 12.18 9.69 14.61
Republic of Korea |SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 12.22 9.69 14.57
Lithuania CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 178.63 164.84 193.93
Lithuania CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 180.59 166.07 195.13
Lithuania SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 187.32 173.49 201.68
Lithuania SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 189.43 175.31 203.55
Latvia CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 15.27 -2.63 33.47
Latvia CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 16.48 -1.89 34.29
Latvia SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 24.55 8.01 43.08
Latvia SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 25.17 8.53 43.35
Netherlands CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 80.18 75.67 84.78
Netherlands CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 80 75.23 84.38
Netherlands SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 88.47 83.88 93.32
Netherlands SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 88.55 83.92 93.24
Norway CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly -0.37 -8.04 7.46
Norway CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 0.19 -7.47 7.83
Norway SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly -6.62 -14.59 2.03
Norway SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Monthly -6.03 -14.2 1.62
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New Zealand CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly -43.89 -51.88 -35.65
New Zealand CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly -41.95 -50.05 -35
New Zealand SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly -58.17 -67.39 -49.68
New Zealand SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly -56.42 -65.55 -47.86
Poland CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 152.66 149.46 156.05
Poland CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 153.23 149.97 156.78
Poland SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 180.45 176.93 184.02
Poland SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 180.98 177.5 184.65
Portugal CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 120.47 114.38 127.33
Portugal CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 121.69 115.12 127.91
Portugal SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 98.52 92.45 105.1
Portugal SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Monthly 99.79 93.58 106.13
Slovenia CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 138.3 125 152.73
Slovenia CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 138.49 124.8 151.91
Slovenia SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 146.25 131.89 160.21
Slovenia SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 146.63 133.77 160.93
Slovakia CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 101.93 93.07 111.11
Slovakia CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 101.99 93.2 111.14
Slovakia SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 134.86 125.42 144.22
Slovakia SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 135.54 125.55 145.18
Spain CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 173.38 170.7 176.24
Spain CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 173.67 171 176.62
Spain SDR | Harmonic with Trend | 2015-2019 Weekly 152 149.13 154.57
Spain SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 152.25 149.84 154.83
Sweden CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 56.26 50.08 62.66
Sweden CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 56.42 50.16 62.26
Sweden SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 42.62 36.86 48.86
Sweden SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 43.15 37.28 48.91
Switzerland CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 115.81 110 121.95
Switzerland CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 116.28 110.41 122.41
Switzerland SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 109.01 102.84 114.56
Switzerland SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 109.16 102.95 115.01
Taiwan CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly -40.78 -44.41 -37.54
Taiwan CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly -41.01 -44.59 -37.51
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Taiwan SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly -54.49 -58.7 -50.36
Taiwan SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly -54.69 -58.78 -50.5
U.S.A. CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 | Weekly 140.54 139.53 141.59
US.A. CDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 139.8 138.68 140.82
U.S.A. SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Weekly 156.39 155.23 157.45
U.S.A. SDR | Harmonic with Trend |2015-2019 Monthly 155.49 154.39 156.6

Source: STMF-HMD (2021) and European Commission (2013).
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Table 4B: Country ranking of excess mortality rates for each scenario, 2020

Country Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Lithuania 11 1 1 1 9 2 2 2 5 1 6 3
Poland 1 2 2 2 1 5 5 5 1 2 1 5
Belgium 4 3 3 3 7 3 4 3 4 3 2 4
US.A. 2 4 4 4 4 7 8 8 - 4 - 9
Hungary 8 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 2 10 3 8
Spain 6 6 5 5 5 4 3 4 6 5 4 2
Slovenia 3 7 7 8 3 9 9 9 3 7 5 7
Italy 5 8 8 7 2 1 1 1 - 8 - 1
England&Wales 7 9 9 9 10 8 7 7 8 6 7 6
Slovakia 15 10 10 10 12 13 13 13 7 9 11 13
Scotland 9 11 11 11 11 10 10 10 9 11 10 10
Switzerland 13 12 12 12 13 11 12 11 11 12 9 12
Portugal 10 13 13 13 8 12 11 12 10 13 8 11
Netherlands 12 14 14 14 15 15 15 15 12 14 13 15
France 14 15 15 15 14 14 14 14 13 15 12 14
Israel 17 16 16 16 20 18 18 18 15 16 16 19
Austria 16 17 17 17 16 16 16 16 14 18 14 17
Sweden 18 18 18 18 21 17 17 17 18 17 15 16
Estonia 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 16 20 17 20
Latvia 20 20 20 20 18 20 20 20 17 19 21 18
Republic of Korea 24 21 21 21 17 21 21 21 19 21 20 21
Finland 22 22 22 22 22 23 22 22 22 22 22 22
Norway 23 23 23 23 25 22 23 23 21 23 19 23
Denmark 21 24 24 24 23 24 24 24 20 24 18 24
Taiwan 26 25 25 25 24 25 25 25 23 25 23 26
New Zealand 25 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 - 26 - 25

Notes: Table is ordered by the Scenario 2. See Table 1 for more details about the scenarios.

Source: Author’s elaboration.
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Appendix C

Supplementary Figure

Figure 1C — Absolute excess mortality difference between excess mortality estimates by
using monthly instead of weekly data for each mortality index and country, 2020
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Source: STMF-HMD (2021) and European Commission (2013).
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