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ABSTRACT

The magnitude of the infection fatality risk (IFR) of SARS-CoV-2 remains under debate. Because the
IFR isthe number of deaths divided by the number of infected, serological studies are needed to
identify asymptomatic and mild cases. Also, because ascertainment of deaths attributable to COVID-
19 is often incompl ete, the calculation of the IFR needs to be complemented with data on excess
mortality. We used data from a nation-wide seroepidemiological study and two sources of mortality
information—deaths among laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 cases and excess deaths—to estimate

therange of IFR, both overall and by age and sex, in Spain.

The overall IFR ranged between 1.1% and 1.4% in men and 0.58% to 0.77% in women. The IFR
increased sharply after age 50, ranging between 11.6% and 16.4% in men >80 years and between 4.6%
and 6.5% in women >80 years. Our | FR estimates for SARS-CoV -2 are substantially greater than IFR

estimators for seasonal influenza, justifying the implementation of special public health measures.
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The infection fatality risk (IFR)—the proportion of infected individuals who die from the infection—is
a key indicator to design public health policies to control infectious diseases. Because the magnitude
of the infection fatality risk (IFR) of SARS-CoV-2 remains under debate,* lockdowns and other
extreme forms of social distancing have been questioned as appropriate responses to the COVID-19

pandemic.

An accurate estimation of the IFR of SARS-CoV-2 isdifficult. Even if al symptomatic infections
were diagnosed, something that so far has not occurred in most countries, asymptomatic infections
cannot be clinically identified. Therefore, estimating the IFR needsto rely on well-designed
serosurveys that provide an approximation to the proportion of individualsthat has been infected,

regardless of symptoms.®

A recent unpublished review of 24 serological reports’, several of them also unpublished, estimated an
overall IFR of 0.68% (95% CI 0.53-0.83). However, the methodological quality of many of these
studies was questionable, |FR estimates were based only on surveillance-registered deaths, and there
was avery high between-study heterogeneity, with estimates ranging from 0.16% to 1.60%. Also,
because the IFR for SARS-CoV-2 is expected to increase with age, overall IFR estimates cannot be
directly compared between populations (e.g., China and Western Europe) with different age structure.

Accurate and reliable age-specific estimates of | FR are urgently needed.

Here, we report overall and age- and sex-specific IFR estimates for SARS-CoV-2 from ENE-COVID,

alarge nationally representative serosurvey in Spain.

RESULTS

Through July 15, 2020, 19,228 laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 deaths and 24,778 excess all-cause
deaths were estimated to occur among individuals residing in Spain outside of nursing homes. The
digtribution by age and sex was similar for both sources of death data: 64% of the COVID-19 desaths
and 62% of the excess deaths occurred among men; 79% of confirmed COVID-19 deaths and 83% of

excess deaths occurred among individuals aged 70 years or older.
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Overal, the IFR estimate (95% CI) was 0.83% (0.78, 0.89) for confirmed COVID-19 deaths and
1.07% (1.00, 1.15) for excess deaths. The corresponding estimates were 1.11% and 1.40% for men,
and 0.58% and 0.77% for women (Table 1). That is, depending on the source of death data, men were

between 81% and 93% more likely to die than women.

The IFR estimate varied greatly with age. It was under 1 per 1000 through age 49, with much lower
values in younger age groups, and increased sharply in older age groups (Figure 1). Among men aged
80 years or older, the IFR estimate (95% Cl) was 11.6% (8.1, 16.5) for confirmed COVID-19 deaths
and 16.4% (11.4, 23.2) for excess deaths. Among women aged 80 years or older, the corresponding

estimates were 4.6% (3.4, 6.3) and 6.5% (4.7, 8.8).

DISCUSSION

We estimated an |FR for SARS-CoV -2 between 0.83% and 1.07% in Spain through July 15, 2020.
The IFR was greater in men than in women and increased with age: 11.6% to 16.4% in men aged >80
years and 4.6% to 6.5% in women aged >80 years. Because incomplete ascertainment of deathsis
unavoidable during a large-scale epidemic, we obtained separate | FR estimates based on confirmed
COVID-19 deaths and excess all-cause deaths. The latter include mortality directly dueto SARS-
CoV-2 infection and net mortality due to the societal impact of the epidemic and its control measures,
such as delayed care for emergencies and pre-existing chronic conditions, psychological distress,

reductionsin traffic injuries and other accidents,” etc.

Our findings suggest that some of the heterogeneity in published | FR estimates is driven by the
different age structure of the population. Our IFR estimates, like othersfrom Italy,®’ are larger than
those from countries’ with a smaller proportion of population in the older age groups. Variationsin
IFR values may also be explained by the local dynamics of the epidemic (e.g., surge in number of new
cases, diffusion of the virus among vulnerable collectives) and the health system capacity to treat

severe cases.
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The greater mortality in the elderly may result from a greater prevalence of comorbidities
(cardiovascular disease, type 2 diabetes, lung and chronic kidney diseases) that are associated with
greater COV1D-19 mortality,? and immunological changes (including a decrease of CD8 T cells’) that
affect the severity of SARS-CoV-2 infections.®** Sex differencesin cellular immunity may explain
the higher mortality among men, who present a poorer T-cell activation and an increasein pro-
inflammatory cytokines.® A negative correlation of T cell response with patients’ age was found in

males but not in female patients.'?

Because the ENE-COV D serosurvey was conducted among the non-ingtitutionalized Spanish
population, we excluded deaths in long-term care facilities from the | FR estimates. However, with an
estimated 333,920 people living in nursing homes (76% of them aged 80 or older™®) and more than
19,000 deaths, the epidemic was particularly serious in these ingtitutions.** Further research is needed
to characterize the mortality in long-term care facilities with vulnerable populations in which the virus
spreads very rapidly. Thisresearch, which requires a specific approach, ™ would be helped by the

inclusion of specific indicatorsto monitor these groups in regional and national surveillance systems.

The ENE-COV ID serosurvey wastimed to provide an IFR estimate for first wave of SARS-CoV-2
infection in Spain.” Thefirst round of the study started one month after the peak, which took place
around March 20, and the last round ended on June 22. Thus, most participants would have been
infected one month before their first participation. As 1gG antibodies are detected 2—3 weeks after
symptom onset in more than 90% of COVID-19 cases™® and decrease 2—-3 months after infection,™
ENE-COVID isexpected to cover infections through at least the first week of June. To include
potentially delayed COVID-19 deaths, we included all deaths registered through July 15th. The
median delay between onset of symptoms and death in our series—75% of deaths occurring before the

20th day- is similar to previously reported seroconversion times (14-21 days).*®

In conclusion, we estimated IFR estimates for SARS-CoV-2 by age and sex in one of the largest
serosurveysin the world. Our overall IFR estimates (from 0.83% to 1.07%) are about 10 times larger

than those for seasonal influenza,® which provides support for strong control measures.
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METHODS

The IFR was defined as the number of deaths due to COVID-19 divided by the number of individuals

with SARS-CoV -2 infection in the non-institutionalized Spanish population.
Estimation of the number of SARS-CoV-2 infections

We calculated the prevalence of 1gG antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 in the non-ingtitutionalized
Spanish population using data from ENE-COV D, a nationwide popul ation-based serosurvey whose
design has been described elsewhere.* Briefly, 1,500 census tracts, and 24 households within each
tract, were randomly selected using a stratified two-stage sampling. All residents of the 35,883
households were invited to participate in the study, carried out between April 27 and June 22, 2020 in
three two-week rounds, with a one-week break between rounds. Epidemiologic questionnaires and
serology tests were administered to 68,292 individuals who participated in at least one round.” The
study used two immunoassays to detect 1gG antibodies. a point-of-care test (Orient Gene Biotech
COVID-19 IgG/IgM Rapid test Cassette), and a chemiluminiscent microparticle immunoassay (CMI)
that required venipuncture (SARS-CoV-2 1gG for use with ARCHITECT; Abbott Laboratories,

Abbott Park, IL, USA; reference 06R8620), with better performance characteristics.”

We calculated the seroprevalence, overall and in strata defined by age and sex, asthe proportion of
participants who had detectable IgG antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 in any round in the CMI test

(61,092 participants had avalid CMI result). To account for the different sampling selection
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probabilities by province and to adjust for non-response to the CMI test based on sex, age, and census

tract average income, we assigned sampling weights to each study participant.?*

We then calculated the number of seropositive personsin Spain by multiplying the age- and sex-
specific prevalences of 1gG antibodiestimes the size of the corresponding non-institutionalized

Spanish population groups as of July 15, 2020, provided by the National Institute of Statistics.”®

Estimation of the number of deathsdueto COVID-19

Given the practical difficulties in reporting and adjudicating deaths from COVID-19 during the
epidemic, we estimated the IFR separately using confirmed COV ID-19 deaths and excess all-cause
deaths.” The two sources of information were the Spanish National Epidemiological Surveillance

Network (RENAVE) and the Monitoring Mortality System (MoMo).

RENAVE* provided individual data on the 29,137 laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 deaths
registered in Spain up to July 15, 2020. The age and sex of 249 records with missing information were

imputed based on the total sex and age distribution.

MoMo collects information on deaths from 3,945 municipal civil registries that cover 93% of the
Spanish population.”® Using a model described elsewhere,® the data from MoMo is used to quantify
excess deaths for a particular period, taking into account the historical series of the last 10 yearsand
incorporating a secular trend and a seasonal component. Between March 1 and July 15, 44,459 excess

all-cause deaths were estimated (mainly concentrated between March 13 and May 22).%°

Neither RENAVE nor MoMo distinguish between ingtitutionalized and non-institutionalized
population. It was estimated that 9,909 deaths with confirmed COVID-19 and 19,681 deaths attributed
to suspected cases occurred in long-term care facilities, mainly nursing homes, during the same period
(Supplementary Table 1). We subtracted these deaths from those identified by RENAVE and MoMo,

respectively, in the population aged 60 years and older (see Supplementary Methods for details).
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Estimation of infection fatality risks

We obtained separate estimates of the overall IFR using the COVID-19 deaths from RENAV E (lower
bound of deaths, due to limited ascertainment in surveillance) and the excess all-cause deaths from
MoMo (a possible upper bound because of the inclusion of deaths that may not result from direct or
indirect effects of the epidemic). We then repeated the above analyses in each stratum defined by sex
and 10-year age group. We calculated 95% confidence intervals based on delta methods that
accounted for both the binomial variance in the number of deaths and the estimated design-based
variance in the number of infections. Analyses were performed using survey commands in Stata,

version 16 and survey package in R, verson 3.

DATA AVAILABILTY STATEMENT

The manuscript includes all figures needed to replicate the IFR estimations and indicate the sources
used. ENE-COVID seroprevalence figures are provided here for all sex and age groups. Data on
deaths come from RENAV E and MoMo, two Spanish National Surveillance Systems. Anonymized
datafrom these systems are available under request. The specific formulary for this purposeis
provided by the Department of Communicable Diseases at the National Center for Epidemiology.
Instituto de Salud Carlos 111. C/ Monforte de Lemos n® 5 28029 Madrid. (e-mail:

vigilancia.cne@isciii.es and mortalidad@isciii.es respectively). Population figures have been provided

by the National Institute of Statistics and are publicly available at their website (www.ine.es).

CODE AVAILABILTY STATEMENT
The code for IFR calculation can be requested to rpastor @isciii.es and will be available at

https://portalcne.isciii.es/'enecovid19/
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FIGURE LEGENDS
Figure 1. Infection fatality risk for SARS-CoV-2 based on (A) confirmed COVID-19 deaths and (B)

excess deaths from all causes in non-institutionalized population, ENE-COVID study, April 27-June

22, 2020, Spain.
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Table 1. Infection fatality risk for SARS-CoV-2 in non-institutionalized population by sex and age, ENE-COVID study, April 27-June 22, 2020, Spain.

Infection fatality risk, % (95% CI)

Individualsin SARS-CoV-2 Individualswith Confirmed Excess Based on Based on
Sex, age population, seroprevalence®, SARS-CoV-2antibodies, COVID-19 all-cause confirmed excess all-
(years) thousands % (95% ClI) thousands (95% CI) deaths deaths COVID-19 deaths cause deaths
Overall 46,887.1 4.9 (4.6-5.3) 2,306.7 (2,153.6-2,470.1) 19,228 24,778 0.83 (0.78-0.89) 1.07 (1.00-1.15)
Men 23,006.9 4.8 (4.4-5.2) 1,106.0 (1,017.6-1,201.6) 12,317 15,480 1.11 (1.02-1.21) 1.40 (1.29-1.52)
0-9 2,205.5 3.2(1.95.4) 71.7 (42.5-119.7) 3 32 0.00 (0.00-0.01) 0.04 (0.02—-0.08)
10-19 2,557.9 3.7 (2.84.8) 93.5(71.2-122.5) 3 0 0.00 (0.00-0.01) 0.00 (0.00-0.00)
20-29 2,479.1 5.8(4.7-7.1) 142.9 (116.2-175.3) 18 0 0.01 (0.01-0.02) 0.00 (0.00-0.00)
30-39 2,978.7 4.7 (3.85.7) 139.7 (114.0-170.9) 48 3 0.03 (0.02-0.05) 0.00 (0.00-0.01)
4049 3,916.7 5.3(4.6-6.2) 209.0 (180.0-242.4) 192 168 0.09 (0.07-0.11) 0.08 (0.06-0.10)
50-59 3,493.8 5.3(45-6.1) 184.0 (157.8-214.3) 705 601 0.38 (0.32-0.45) 0.33(0.27-0.39)
60-69 2,598.2 49 (4.1-5.9) 127.2 (105.3-153.3) 1,904 2,065 1.50 (1.23-1.81) 1.62 (1.34-1.97)
70-79 1,783.7 4.7 (3.7-6.0) 83.7 (65.5-106.7) 4,145 5,114 4.95 (3.86-6.32) 6.11 (4.77-7.79)
>80 993.3 4.6 (3.2-6.5) 45.6 (31.8-64.9) 5,299 7,497 11.62 (8.06-16.47) 16.44 (11.37-23.18)
Women 23,880.1 5.0 (4.7-5.4) 1,200.5 (1,110.5-1,297.4) 6,911 9,298 0.58 (0.53-0.62) 0.77 (0.71-0.84)
0-9 2,078.3 4.2 (2.7-6.7) 88.0 (55.1-139.0) 2 11 0.00 (0.00-0.01) 0.01 (0.01-0.03)
10-19 2,396.7 4.4 (3.4-5.6) 105.1 (81.7-134.7) 3 22 0.00 (0.00-0.01) 0.02 (0.01-0.03)
20-29 2,404.1 5.7 (4.6-7.0) 137.4 (111.2-169.3) 17 10 0.01 (0.01-0.02) 0.01 (0.00-0.01)
30-39 3,012.4 5.2 (4.4-6.2) 156.7 (132.0-185.8) 29 71 0.02 (0.01-0.03) 0.05 (0.03-0.06)
4049 3,877.8 5.3 (4.6-6.2) 206.8 (177.9-240.0) 103 91 0.05 (0.04-0.06) 0.04 (0.03-0.06)
50-59 3,563.5 5.2 (4.5-6.0) 184.4 (158.8-213.8) 318 369 0.17 (0.14-0.21) 0.20 (0.17-0.24)
60-69 2,803.4 5.0 (4.2-6.0) 140.4 (117.2-167.9) 749 875 0.53 (0.44-0.65) 0.62 (0.51-0.75)
70-79 2,138.1 4.6 (3.7-5.8) 98.9 (79.0-123.4) 1,986 2,646 2.01 (1.60-2.52) 2.68 (2.13-3.35)
>80 1,605.8 5.0 (3.7-6.8) 80.2 (58.7-108.9) 3,704 5,203 4.62 (3.38-6.29) 6.49 (4.74-8.82)
* Based on a chemiluminiscent microparticle immunoassay for 1gG antibodies
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