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Abstract
Objectives  To illustrate the development of the case fatality risk (CFR) for COVID-19

over time using different assumptions for calculating the CFR.

Design Observational study.

Setting Selected European countries, 28 January to October 29 2020.
Participants Laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 cases and deaths dueto COVID-19
Main outcomemeasure  casefatality risk (CFR)

Results We show that the CFR has considerably decreased over time. This seems to be
driven not only by increased testing but also by a reduced CFR among cases older than 60
years. Our data also confirm asignificantly higher fatality risk for men than for women. The
decline in the CFR is even more pronounced when only cases and deaths occurring in a
specified time window are considered. This alternative estimation method has the advantage
that early data where the bias due to the incompl ete ascertainment of cases was arguably
largest do not affect CFR estimates later on. We find similar results for other European

countries.

Conclusion CFR estimates vary considerably depending on the underlying assumptions
concerning their calculation. Reliable CFR estimates should not be based on cumulative

numbers from the beginning of the pandemic but rather be based on more recent data only.
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I ntroduction

The outbreak of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), which is caused by the severe acute
respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), has started in China by the end of 2019
(1, 2). It has rapidly developed into a serious pandemic, and by November 3, atotal of

46.871.264 cases were reported globally, with atotal of 1.206.187 deaths (3, 4). Until today,
most cases and deaths occurred in the USA, India, Europe and Latin America, with a second

wave of the epidemic now rapidly emerging in all countries of the northern hemisphere (3, 4).

A central parameter to assess the burden resulting from SARS-CoV-2/COVID-19 is the case
fatality risk (CFR). Many publications report the crude CFR, calculated as the cumulative
number of deaths divided by the cumulative number of cases. Yet, estimation of the crude
CFR may be affected by several biases. More sophisticated methods are available but their
application is often hampered by alack of detailed data (5, 6).

In an earlier paper, we have shown that the different age distribution of cases in various
European countries can explain a large proportion of observed differences in CFRs (7).
Furthermore, dividing deaths by the number of cases at a certain point in time neglects the
delay between infection and reported death. Thus, the denominator, i.e. the number of cases,
should include a certain time lag so that only cases that allow for a sufficiently long follow-up
time for a potential death to occur and be recorded are included in the analysis. According to
the World Health Organization (WHO), time between symptom onset and death ranged from
2 to 8 weeks (8). Limited testing capacity, in particular at the beginning of the pandemic,
made it difficult to estimate the denominator of the CFR. A number of studies reported
varying numbers of asymptotic Covid-19 infections. the estimates range from 18 % among
the passengers of the cruise ship Diamond Princess (9) to 45 % in a two-point prevalence
survey in the Italian city of Vo (10). Asymptotic or mild cases are less likely to be reported to
the surveillance system. Therefore, the CFR estimate will be higher among ascertained cases
than among the entire population of cases. Finally, the overwhelmed health system in Italy in
March 2020, for example, resulted in a very high CFR due to the limited capacity of intensive
care facilities in hospitals (11). While there is sufficient knowledge that the CFR of SARS-
CoV-2/COVID-19 is strongly associated with old age and chronic diseases, there is less
knowledge on other related factors (5, 2).
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The incomplete ascertainment of cases was particularly relevant during the early phase of the
pandemic when testing capacity was low (2). If these underreported cases remain as
cumulative numbers in later estimates, this bias somewhat decreases, but may still have a
large impact on the CFR estimate. To avoid this bias, we present an alternative estimation
method in this paper. We compare the crude and age- and sex-adjusted CFR estimates both
using cumulative case and death numbers as well as cases and deaths occurring in a more

recent time window. We also consider estimates by sex and age group.

In the light of our findings we discuss three further aspects which may have an effect on the
CFR estimates: (a) the increase of the detection rate of the cases due to increasing testing
capacities (12), (b) the improved treatment options for Covid-19 (13), and (c) mutations of the
virus that may have led to changing lethality (14, 15).

Data and Methods

Data on daily age-and sex-specific case and fatality numbers in Germany until October 29
were obtained from the Robert-Koch-Institute (RK1) (16). The RKI disaggregated case and
fatality numbers by sex and age, presented in six age groups j=1, ...,6 as 0-4 years, 5-14
years, 15-34 years, 35-59 years, 60-79 years, and 80 years and above. International data on
daily case and fatality numbers until October 29 were obtained from the European Centre for
Disease Prevention and Control (17). These data are not separated by age group and sex. We
restrict our analysis on European countries which accumulated more than 5000 deaths until
October 28, 2020. These are Belgium, Germany, France, Italy, Netherlands, Romania, Russia,
Spain, Sweden, Ukraine, UK.

We estimated the CFR for COVID-19 for the period April 1 until October 29 by using the
following four methods:

(i) cumulative crude CFR (cumulative number of deaths up to “date” divided by cumulative
number of cases up to “date minus k days”)

date
_ i=begin_date deathsi

CFRdate,cumulative,crude - Zdate_k
i=begin_date—k CASES;

(ii) cumulative age-standardized CFR (Germany only) (as (i), however age-standardized)
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6

date
i=begin_date deathsij

CFRdate,cumulative,age—standardized = Z Wj Zdate_k
i=begin_date—k casesi]-

j=1

(iii) 60-day crude CFR (60-day crude CFR (number of deaths in the last 60 days before
“date’ divided by number of casesin days “date-60-k” until “date-k”)
_ ?glggginfdate(deathsi - deathsi—60)

CFRdate,60—day,crude - date—k
i=begin_date—k

(cases; — cases;_gg)

(iv) 60-day age-standardized CFR (Germany only) (as (iii), however age-standardized)

6
date
i=begin_date (deathsij - deathsi—éo,j)

CFRdate,60—day,age—standardized = Z

W.
- J yrdate—k (cases;; — cases;_go ;)
Jj= ’

i=begin_date—k

In addition, we calculated the CFR by age group and sex for Germany. The time delay
between case reporting and death was initially assumed to be 7 days. A longer delay of 14
days was aso considered for comparison. As “begin _date” we defined the first date of
reporting a case which is January 28, 2020 for Germany. The weights w; for age
standardization were chosen according to the standard European population 2013 (18). All

calculations were performed using the statistical software package SAS.

Patient and Public Involvement

No patient involved

Results

=> figure 1 here

Figure 1 shows the crude and age-standardized CFR for Germany from April to October
2020, both using cumulative numbers and considering only the last 60 days of any given date.
All CFR estimates decrease over time, athough their development over time varies
considerably. After a peak during the first wave with a crude and age-standardized CFR of
8% and 7%, respectively, the cumulative age-standardized CFR (red dashed line) rapidly
decreases to about 3% and nearly plateaus thereafter. The cumulative crude CFR (blue dashed
line) decreases slower but converges to a similar CFR estimate (around 4%) at the end of the
considered time period. The higher case-fatality risk among the older population drives the
larger crude CFR estimate. Cumulating cases and death only over the last 60 days at each
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point of time results in a much sharper decrease of CFR estimates. The age-standardized CFR
estimate at the end of the observation period using a 60-day window is 0.006 (0.6%), about
five-fold lower than the age-standardized estimate using the cumulative numbers. Since the
age-standardized CFR decreases over time, the apparently low death numbers despite the
rising number of cases over the last months cannot be attributed only to the changing age-

distribution of the cases.

=> figure 2 here

Figure 2 shows the age-standardized CFR estimates over time using a 60-day window,
separately by sex. It confirms the observation from other studies that males have a higher
death risk, with a factor of about two.

=> figure 3 here

Figure 3 demonstrates the strong age-dependence of the CFR. The age-specific CFR estimates
for the different age groups, 60-day window, are displayed. The age groups below 60 years
(only the age group 35-59 is depicted here) have a constantly low CFR of 0,6% and below.
For the age group 60-79 years, the CFR continuously decreased from May to 1.35% on
October 13. The CFR of the age group 80 years and above fluctuates around 12% in the
months of July to October after a steep decline in the months before.

=>» figures4 and 5 here

Figures 4 and 5 show the crude risks for selected European countries which have more than
5000 cumulative deaths until October. Estimates in figure 4 are based on cumulative numbers,
estimates in figure 5 are based on a 60-day window. There is some decrease in the estimates
for all countries except Russia using the cumulative numbers, however, the decresse is
relatively small. The time window data, on the other hand, show a different picture. While for
the Eastern European countries (Russia, Romania, Ukraine) the differences are relatively low,
we observe in figure 4 a strong decrease in the other countries (Belgium, France, Germany,
Italy, Netherlands, Spain, Sweden, UK) with crude estimates close to each other and all below
1%.
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= Table 1 here

Table 1 shows the estimates for the last date of our database, October 28, 2020. In this table,
we also consider the effect on the CFR estimates when a longer period of 14 days from
reporting a case to death is assumed instead of 7 days. In a period with daily rising numbers,
such as in the second half of October, the age-standardized CFR estimate is notably higher
when assuming 14 days rather than 7 days (1.27% vs. 0.79% on October 29) however till
much lower than at the beginning of the pandemic. During the times when the numbers were
relatively constant until, say, begin of October 2020 the differences in the CFR estimates
with lag 14 or 7 days are smaller. On September 1, the values are 1.25% and 1.20% (ratio
1.04), and on October 1, the values are 1.19% and 1.00% (ratio 1.19).

Discussion

In Germany, we observed a reduction of the CFR over time which can only partly be
attributed to the changing age distribution of the infected cases towards younger ages. We
could also demonstrate that the use of cumulative cases and deaths from the beginning of the
pandemic results in a strong overestimation of the CFR, both in Germany and in the other
European countries analysed. Since there is no complete ascertainment of Covid-19 cases, our
estimates based on the last 60 days may still be an overestimation of the true CFR.

A more complete ascertainment of SARS-CoV-2 infections and Covid-19 cases is only
possible under specia conditions of closed cohorts or in populations with additional
comprehensive sero-surveys. A study on the closed cohort of the Diamond Princess cruise
ship in Asia has provided an CFR of 0.99% (19, 9), while a representative population survey
in Geneval/Switzerland demonstrated an IFR of 0.64% (20). The age-standardized CFR in the
Diamond Princess population was calculated as 0.65%, which is close to the study from
Switzerland and to our calculations from Germany (7). Preliminary results from a nationwide
representative sero-survey in Spain showed an overall CFR between 1.1% and 1.4% in men
and 0.58% to 0.77% in women (21). In this study, the CFR 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 (21). Note that we do not distinguish between infection fatality and case fatality
since asymptomatic cases, which occur in various testing settings of COVID-19, are also

reported as cases.
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Although our data support the many studies showing that the CFR attributed to SARS-CoV -
2/Covid-19 is lower than initially suggested, these results cannot be taken as a message that
COVID-19 isjust a “light flu” as suggested by some (22, 5). An uncontrolled spread of the
virus in European countries will certainly result in high numbers of hospitalized patients

beyond healthcare capacity and an unacceptable large number of deaths (23).

It is challenging to disentangle the possible causes for the change of the CFR estimates over
time. Possible causes for the observed decrease of the CFR are (i) an increase in the detection
rate of cases, (ii) improved treatment options, or (iii) mutations of the virus. Testing capacity
was limited at the beginning of the pandemic in all countries, and therefore symptomatic cases
were more likely to be tested. Before July, about 300.000 to 400.000 tests per week were
performed in Germany. In March/April, 6 to 9% of tests were positive, and this proportion
decreased to under 1% in summer. From July onwards, test numbers increased and reached a
plateau of about 1.1 million tests per week by now (24). Afterwards, the proportion of
positive tests gradually increased and reached 5% in by the end of October. It may be
appropriate to assume that the proportion of undetected cases is rather constant from, say,
August. Furthermore, it is likely that case management has improved with increasing
experience in the hospitals, and there is one medication (dexamethasone) which has been
shown to significantly reduce the CFR in patients with severe Covid-19 disease (25). Finally,
there is currently some but still rather limited evidence for changes in the genetics of the
SARS-CoV -2 which may influence outcomes (14, 15, 26).

Our estimation methods included some assumptions as well as limitations. We aimed to keep
the calculations simple using a fixed time from reporting to death. The distribution and its
mean may have changed over time towards a shorter interval from infection to reporting. In a
period with daily rising numbers, such asin the second half of October, the age-standardized
CFR estimate is notably higher when assuming 14 days rather than 7 days. It is possible that a
time of 7 days may be too short, which would yield to an underestimation of the CFR when
the case numbers are quickly rising. Until mid-October the differences in the CFR estimates
with lag 14 or 7 days are small, as shown in the results, and these estimates appear to be
robust.
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The time window of 2 months has been chosen arbitrarily. We selected an interval which is
long enough to accumulate sufficient numbers for a stable estimation, and short enough to
show changes over time clearly. We checked other intervals (one and three months) and found

very similar results.

In conclusion, we have suggested an estimate of the CFR of COVID-19 which is based on
more recent data only. We recommend not to calculate CRF based on cumulative numbers
from the beginning of the pandemic. We showed a decrease of the CFR of COVID-19 over

time.

Article Summary

Strengths and limitations of this study

e New aspects of estimation of the case fatality risk (CFR) have been investigated

¢ It has been shown that the CFR decreased over time

e The changing age distribution of the Covid-19 cases only partly explains the decrease
e The CFR in the western European countries are comparable. Remaining differences

may be explained by different testing policies and case detection rates
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Table 1. CFR estimates according to different estimation methods, Germany and selected
European countries, October 29, 2020.

Country Method Deaths  Casss, CFRlag 7 Cases, CFRlag 14
lag7 days, % lag 14 days, %
days 95% Cl days 95% Cl

Germany Crude, total 10270 398654 2.58 345468 2.97

(2.53-2.63) (2.92-3.03)
last 2 months 877 164775 0.53 121099 0.72
(0.50-0.56) (0.69-0.76)
Age-standardized®, 10269 398034 247 345060 2.77
total (2.43-2.52) (2.71-2.82)
last 2 months 876 164255 0.79 120784 1.27
(0.76-0.83) (1.22-1.31)
males, last 2 485 84035 1.04 62375 1.65
months (1.00-1.08) (1.60-1.71)
females, last 2 389 79573 0.59 57928 0.95
months (0.56-0.62) (0.91-0.99)
Age 15-34, 2 65033 0.0031 50328 0.0040
last 2 months (0.0008- (0.0014-
0.0053) 0.0065)
Age 35-59, 35 59962 0.058 42900 0.082
last 2 months (0.049-0.068) (0.070-0.093)
Age 60-79, 250 18127 1.38 11908 2.10
last 2 months (1.33-1.43) (2.04-2.16)
Age 80+, 589 6024 9.78 3646 16.16
last 2 months (9.66- 9.90) (16.01-16.30)
Belgium Crude, totd 11038 279323 3.9 196544 5.62
(3.88-4.02) (5.51-5.72)
last 2 months 1154 197366 0.58 118017 0.98
(0.55-0.62) (0.92-1.03)
France Crude, total deaths 35541 930745 3.82 756472 4.70
(3.78-3.86) (4.65-4.75)
Last 2 months 4945 696345 0.71 544261 0.91
(0.69-0.73) (0.88-0.93)
Italy Crude, total 37700 434449  8.68 365467 10.32
(8.59-8.76) (10.22-10.42)
last 2 months 2228 177384 1.26 112658 1.98
(1.20-1.31) (1.90-2.06)
NL Crude, total 7132 244103 292 188662 3.78
(2.85-2.99) (3.69-3.87)
last 2 months 921 178577 0.52 126877 0.73
(0.48-0.55) (0.68-0.77)
Romania Crude, total deaths 6574 186254 3.53 160461 4.10
(3.45-3.61) (4.00-4.19)
last 2 months 3067 109899 2.79 92415 3.32
(2.69-2.88) (3.20-3.43)
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Russia Crude, total deaths 26589 1431635 1.86 1326178 2.01
484659 (1.84-1.88) 413355 (1.96-2.04)

last 2 months 9675 2.00 2.34
(1.96-2.04) (2.29-2.39)

Spain Crude, total 35298 988322 357 896086 3.94
(3.53-3.61) (3.90-3.98)

last 2 months 6287 602268 1.04 553273 1.14
(1.02-1.07) (1.11-1.16)

Sweden Crude, total 5918 107758 5.49 101626 5.82
(5.36-5.63) (5.68-5.97)

last 2 months 118 24944 0.47 20571 0.57
(0.39-0.56) (0.47-0.68)

Ukraine Crude, total deaths 6590 309107 2.13 270587 2.44
(2.08-2.18) (2.38-2.49)

last 2 months 4152 208464 1.99 182715 2.27
(1.93-2.05) (2.20-2.34)

UK Crude, total deaths 45365 762542 5.95 634920 7.14
(5.90-6.00) (7.08-7.21)

last 2 months 3879 439229 0.88 318553 1.22
(0.86-0.91) (1.18-1.26)

Ssome cases with missing age and/or sex
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Figure 1 CFR estimates, 60-day time window, Germany

Figure 2 Age-adjusted CFR egtimates by sex, 60-day time window, Germany
Figure 3 Age-specific CFR estimates, 60-day time window, Germany

Figure 4 Crude CFR estimates, cumulative numbers, selected European countries
Figure5 Crude CFR estimates, 60-day time window, selected European countries
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