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Appendix A: List of Excluded Studies 

A.1 Studies Excluded due to Absence of Age-Specific Prevalence or Fatality Data 

Location 
Description 

Blaine County, 
Idaho, USA1 

This study collected samples from 972 individuals on May 4-19 and found  
an IgG prevalence of 22.7% (CI: 20–25.5%). The authors concluded that  

“the small number of county deaths (n=5) makes estimating the infection fatality 
rate unreliable.” No age-specific fatality data is publicly available for this county. 

British Columbia, 
Canada2 

This study analyzed 885 laboratory specimens from outpatient clinics  
for the period May 15-27 and found only four positive cases (0.6%).  

No age-specific prevalence was reported.  

Chelsea,  
Massachusetts, USA3 

According to local media reports, this study collected specimens at a street corner 
on April 14 from 200 pedestrians who agreed to participate and obtained  
64 positive results. No further details had been released as of August 7. 

Connecticut,  
USA4 

This study analyzed specimens from a random sample of 505 adults residing  
in non-congregate settings. The sample design reflected the assumption of 

statewide prevalence of 10% (roughly similar to that of the neighboring state of 
New York) with the aim of obtaining prevalence estimates with precision of 2% at 
a confidence level of 90%. However, the study obtained a much lower estimated 
prevalence of 3·1% (95% CI: 1.1–5·1%). Consequently, the sample size proved  

to be insufficient to provide reliable age-specific results; the margin of error  
exceeds the estimated prevalence for all age groups reported in the study. 

Czech  
Republic5 

The Czech Ministry of Health conducted a large-scale seroprevalence survey on 
April 23-May 1, collecting specimens from a random sample of 22,316 residents  
and testing for IgG antibodies using the Wantai test kit. Only 107 positive cases 
were identified (raw prevalence = 0.4%), and hence the test-adjusted confidence 

intervals include the lower bound of zero prevalence. That result is consistent  
with the very low number of reported cases in the Czech Republic as of early May; 
for example, Prague had only 1,638 reported cases for a population of 1.3 million. 

Denmark6 

This study analyzed specimens from a random sample of 1,071 individuals tested 
on June 9 and identified 12 positive cases, yielding a seroprevalence of 1.2%  

(CI: 0.7–1.7%). Age-specific estimates have not been reported as of August 1 but 
would likely be imprecise due to the sample size and low prevalence. 

Faroe Islands 
Denmark7 

This study analyzed specimens from a random sample of 1,075 participants  
during late April and obtained 6 positive results; the test-adjusted prevalence  

was 0.7% (CI: 0.3–1.3%). No age-specific results were reported. 

Gangelt,  
Germany8  

This study analyzed specimens from a random sample of 919 participants from the 
municipality of Gangelt (population 12,597) on March 31 to April 6 and obained  

a test-adjusted prevalence of 15.5% (CI: 12.3–19.0%). Official government reports 
indicate that Gangelt had 7 COVID-19 fatalities at the time of the study  

but the death toll rose to 12 by late June, indicating an overall IFR of about 0.6%, 
similar to the IFR for Geneva. Age-specific fatalities are not reported for Gangelt.  

Hermiston,  
Oregon9 

Field teams canvassed neighborhoods and collected samples from 471 individuals 
and obtained 41 positive results (test-adjusted seroprevalence of 1.7%); no 

confidence intervals or age-specific results have been reported as of August 1. 
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Ischgl,  
Austria10 

This study analyzed specimens from 184 adults in Ischgl (an Austrian municipality 
of 1,604 residents) and obtained 85 positive results, i.e., prevalence of 46.2%. The 
study reported the fraction of positive results for specific age groups (4 out of 11 
adults 55-64 years, 2 out of 8 adults 65-74 years, and 1 out of 2 adults ages 75+) 
but did not report test-adjusted estimates or confidence intervals by age group.  

Ischgl had only 2 reported COVID-19 fatalities as of July 1. 

Japanese Evacuees11 

This study performed PCR tests on 565 Japanese citizens expatriated from Wuhan, 
China. There were eight positive tests, indicating a raw prevalence of 1.4%,  
but assessment of age-specific prevalence or IFRs is not feasible given the  

small sample, low prevalence, and lack of data on case outcomes. 

Jersey,  
United Kingdom12 

This study collected samples from 629 households comprising 1,062 individuals 
and estimated seroprevalence at 4.2% (CI 2.9 to 5.5%), indicating that about 3,300 

Jersey residents have been infected. Jersey has had 30 COVID-19 fatalities  
(as of July 15), and hence the overall IFR is about 1% (similar to that of NYC). 

However, the seroprevalence sample is too small to facilitate accurate assessments 
of age-specific IFRs; for ages 55+, there were 258 samples and 12 positive cases, 

Miami-Dade County, 
Florida, USA13 

This study analyzed samples from 2,357 individuals in April and obtained  
65 positive IgG results; an additional 275 individuals were tested in June  

with 4 positive results. Test-adjusted seroprevalence estimates and  
confidence intervals have not been published as of August 7. 

New York City,  
New York, USA14 

This study analyzed seroprevalence using specimens from four groups of patients 
(Cardiology, OB/GYN, Oncology, and Surgery) starting in mid-February.  

For the final week of the study (April 19), positive results were obtained for  
47 of 243 patients; that seroprevalence estimate of 19.3% is well-aligned  
with the results of the New York Department of Health study. However,  

the sample size of this cohort is too small for assessing age-specific IFRs. 

Neustadt-am-Rennsteig, 
Germany15 

This study analyzed seroprevalence of 626 residents (71% of the population of  
this municipality) and estimated seroprevalence of 8.4% (52 positive cases). 

However, this sample size is too small for assessing age-specific IFRs. 

New Orleans,  
Louisiana, USA16 

This study analyzed seroprevalence in a random sample of 2,640 participants and 
obtained a seroprevalence estimate of 6.9% and an IFR of 1.6% (CI 1.5 to 1.7%). 

The study did not report on age-specific seroprevalence or IFRs. 

Norbotten,  
Sweden17 

This study analyzed a randomly-selected sample of 425 adults and obtained 8 
positive results; the test-adjusted seroprevalence was 1.9% (CI: 0.8–3.7%). 
However, only 2 positive results were for ages 30-64 and 2 positive results  

for ages 65+, so age-specific prevalence and IFRs cannot be reliably estimated. 

Occitania,  
France18 

This study analyzed samples from 613 individuals “who were exposed to  
the virus to varying extents mimicking the general population in Occitania”  

and found seroprevalence of 1.3% (CI: 0.6–2.6%).  
The study does not report any age-specific data. 

Oklahoma,  
USA19 

The Oklahoma Department of Health publishes weekly data on raw seroprevalence 
using samples collected from labs within the state, but its reports do not include 

test-adjusted estimates, confidence intervals, or age-specific results. 
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Oslo,  
Norway20 

This study used specimens from 397 participants in the Norwegian Mother, Father 
and Child Survey (MoBa) and found seroprevalence of “less than 2 percent.”  

No confidence intervals or age-specific results were reported. 

Rhode Island,  
USA21 

This study invited 5000 randomly-selected households, collected samples  
from “roughly 10 to 15 percent” who agreed to participate, and obtained 

seroprevalence of 2.2% (CI: 1.1–3.9%). No age-specific results have  
been reported as of August 1. 

Riverside County, 
California, USA22 

This study tested a randomized sample of 1,726 residents during July and found 
raw seroprevalence of 5.9%. The press release (issued on July 27) indicated that the 

results “are still being analyzed”; no test-adjusted seroprevalence results  
or age-specific findings have been reported as of August 1. 

San Francisco Mission 
District, California23 

This study analyzed active infections and seroprevalence of 3,953 residents in a 
densely population majority Latinx neighborhood in downtown San Francisco. 

Positive seroprevalence in older adults was very low (22 out of 3,953)  
and hence too small for assessing age-specific IFRs. 

San Miguel County, 
Colorado, USA24 

The San Miguel County Health Department assessed seroprevalence in March  
and April using samples from 5,283 participants (66% of county residents).  

Raw prevalence was very low (0.53%), with only 3 confirmed positive results  
for adults ages 60 years and above. 

Slovenia25 

Researchers at the University of Ljubljana assessed seroprevalence using an IgG 
ELISA test for a random sample of 1,318 participants on April 20 to May 3.  

Test-adjusted prevalence was 0.9% (CI: 0 to 2.1%), indicating that the sample may 
have included only 10 infected individuals; no age-specific results were reported. 

South-East  
England26 

This study collected samples from 481 participants of the TwinsUK cohort  
and obtained 51 positive results (raw prevalence of 12%).  

No age-specific results were reported. 

Stockholm, Sweden27 
This study did not directly assess prevalence but produced estimates of IFR for two 
age groups (ages 0-69 and 70+) using a novel methodology linking live virus tests, 
reported cases, and mortality outcomes. The estimated IFR was 4.3% for ages 70+. 

Stockholm Region, 
Sweden28 

Stockholm County began offering antibody testing on a free walk-up basis.  
As of July 20, 166,431 antibody tests had been performed, of which 17.7%  
were positive. No demographic data or test-adjusted seroprevalence results  

had been reported as of August 7. 

Miyagi, Osaka,  
and Tokyo, Japan29 

This study collected samples from randomly-selected residents of three cities  
on June 1-7 and used two IgG test kits (Abbott and Roche); results were deemed 
“positive” only if confirmed by both tests  Estimated seroprevalence was 0.1%  
in Tokyo (2 positive results from 1,971 specimens), 0.17% in Osaka (5 positive 

results from 2,970 specimens), and 0.03% in Miyagi (1 positive result from 3,009 
specimens). No age-specific prevalence estimates were reported. 

United States30 

Seroprevalence estimates are reported in the U.S. CDC’s weekly COVID-19 
surveillance summary using data collected by 85 state and local public health 
laboratories. These reports include age-specific seroprevalence but no details 
regarding sample selection, test characteristics, or confidence intervals and  

hence could not be used in our metaregression. 
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Utsunomiya,  
Japan31 

This study tested a random sample of 742 participants and found 3 confirmed 
positive results among 463 adults ages 18 to 65 years; the test-adjusted prevalence 

for that age group was 0.65% (CI: 0.13% to1.8%). No positive results  
were obtained for the sample of 181 adults ages 65+ years.  

United Kingdom32 

The U.K. Office for National Statistics reports aggregate estimates of 
seroprevalence from specimens provided for routine testing using a novel  

IgG ELISA test conducted by research staff at the University of Oxford, but  
these reports do not include age-specific seroprevalence estimates. 

Vo, Italy33 
Vo’ is a municipality of 3,300 people, nearly all of whom (87%) participated  

in an infection survey in late February. However, there were only 54 infections 
among people ages 50+, so assessing age-specific IFRs is not feasible. 

Washoe County,  
Nevada, USA34 

This study collected samples from 234 individuals on June 9-10 and obtained  
5 positive IgG results. No age-specific results were reported. 

 

A.2: Studies Excluded Due to Accelerating Outbreak 

  Cumulative fatalities in thousands Change 
(%) Location Date Study midpoint 4 weeks later 

Los Angeles,  
California, USA35 April 10-11 0·265 1·468 454 

New York City,  
New York, USA36 March 23-April 1 1·066 14·261 1238 

   

A.3 Studies Excluded Due to Non-Representative Samples 

(a) Hospitals and Urgent Care Clinics 

Location Description 
Brooklyn,  

New York, USA37 
This study used samples from an outpatient clinic and yielded a much higher 

infection rate than other seroprevalence studies of the New York metropolitan area. 

Kobe, Japan38 

This study tested for IgG antibodies in 1,000 specimens from an outpatient clinic and 
found 33 positive cases. However, the study did not screen out samples from patients 

who were seeking treatment for COVID-related symptoms. Moreover, the study 
reported raw prevalence and confidence interval but did not report statistics adjusted 
for test characteristics. The manufacturer (ADS Biotec / Kurabo Japan) has indicated 

that this test has specificity of 100%, based on a sample of 14 pre-COVID 
specimens, but that specificity has not been evaluated by any independent study.  

If the true specificity is 98%, then the adjusted prevalence would not be significant. 
The authors concluded by noting the selection bias and recommended that  

“further serological studies targeting randomly selected people in Kobe City  
could clarify this potential limitation.” 
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Tokyo, Japan39,40 

The authors of this study specifically cautioned against interpreting their results  
as representative of the general population. In particular, the sample of 1,071 

participants included 175 healthcare workers, 332 individuals who had experienced  
a fever in the past four months, 45 individuals who had previously taken a PCR test, 

and 9 people living with a COVID-positive cohabitant. The study obtained a raw 
infection rate of 3.8%, but the rate is only 0.8% if those subgroups are excluded. 

Zurich,  
Switzerland41 

This study analyzed two distinct set of samples: (i) blood donors and (ii) hospital 
patients. Nearly all blood donors were ages 20 to 55, so that sample is not useful  

for assessing age-specific IFRs for older adults. The sample of hospital patients was 
not screened to eliminate cases directly related to COVID-19, so that sample may not 

be representative of the broader population. Moreover, inhabitants of the city of 
Zurich constituted a relatively large fraction of seropositive results compared to 

residents from the remainder of the canton of Zurich (which is predominantly rural). 
The study computes an overall IFR of 0.5%, similar to that of Geneva. 

 

(b) Studies of Blood Donors 

Location Description 

Apulia, Italy42 This study assessed specimens from a sample of 904 healthy blood donors at a 
transfusion center in southeastern Italy and obtained 9 positive results (0·99%). 

Denmark43 

This study assessed specimens from a sample of 20640 Danish blood donors  
and calculated a test-adjusted prevalence of 1.9% (CI:0·8–2·3). Unfortunately,  

the antibody test used in this study was subsequently identified as unreliable, and  
the Danish government returned all remaining test kits to the manufacturer.44 

England 
Public Health England has conducted ongoing surveillance of seroprevalence using 
specimens from healthy adult blood donors. For example, in 7694 samples tested 
during May (weeks 18-21), the test-adjusted prevalence was 8·5% (CI: 6·9–10%). 

Germany45 

This study assessed residue sera from 3186 regular blood donors collected during 
March 9–June 3 and obtained 29 positive results (raw prevalence 0·9%). The authors 

stated: “It should be emphasized that the preselection of blood donors as a study 
cohort is accompanied by limitations regarding representation of population.” 

Lombardy, Italy46 This study assessed specimens from 390 blood donors residing in the Lodi red zone 
collected on April 6 and found a raw seroprevalence rate of 23%. 

Milan, Italy47 This study assessed specimens from a random sample of 789 blood donors  
over the period from February 24 (at the start of the outbreak) to April 8. 

Netherlands48 This study assessed specimens from 7361 adult blood donors  
collected on April 1-15 and found seroprevalence of 2.7%. 

Rhode Island,  
USA49 

This study assessed specimens from 2008 blood donors collected during  
April 27–May 11 and found seroprevalence of 0·6%.  
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Scotland50 

This study assessed specimens from 3500 blood donors collected between March 17 
and May 19. The authors noted that the resulting estimates of seroprevalence  
“are complicated by non-uniform sampling...based on the locations where  

weekly donations took place...[and] further confounded by the absence of samples 
from individuals below age 18 and individuals over age 75.”  

San Francisco, 
California, USA51 

This study assessed specimens from 1000 blood donors that were collected  
during March and found one positive result (raw prevalence 0·1%). 

 

(c) Active Recruitment of Participants 

Location Description 

Luxembourg52 Of the 35 participants who tested positive, 19 had previously interacted with  
a person who was known to be infected or had a prior test for SARS-CoV-2. 

Boise, Idaho53 This study was promoted during a “Crush the Curve” publicity campaign  
and required participants to sign up for a test. 

Santa Clara,  
California, USA54 

Participants were recruited via social media and needed to drive to the testing site. 
Stanford Medicine subsequently released a statement indicating that  
the study was under review due to concerns about potential biases.55 

Frankfurt, Germany56 This study was conducted at a industrial worksite. Among the 5 seropositive 
participants, 3 had prior positive tests or direct contact with a known positive case. 

 

 (d) Other Sample Selection Issues 

Location Description 

  

Oisie, France57 This sample of 1,340 participants included elementary school teachers, pupils, and 
their families. Only two individuals in the sample were ages 65 years and above. 

Saxony, Germany58 This study analyzed specimen samples from students and teachers at thirteen 
secondary schools in eastern Saxony and found very low seroprevalence (0.6%). 
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A.4 Locations Excluded from Metaregression due to Overlapping Geographical Areas 

Location Description 

Castiglione d’Adda, 
Italy59 

This study assessed seroprevalence in a random sample of 509 residents  
of the municipality of Castiglione d’Adda, the location of the first COVID-related 

fatality in Italy. Specimens were collected on May 18–25. Seroprevalence  
was estimated at 22·6% (CI: 17·2–29·1%). This study is included in our  

meta-analysis but not in our metaregression because this municipality is covered  
by a nationwide seroprevalence study of Italy.60 

Diamond Princess 
Cruise Ship61 

This ship was carrying 3,711 passengers and crew; its demographic composition was 
not necessarily representative of any specific geographical location. RT-PCR tests 
indicated that 619 individuals had been infected prior to the ship’s dembarkation  
on March 7, and 14 individuals subsequently died due to COVID-related causes.  
The IFR was 0.5% for ages 60-69, 2.9% for ages 70-79, and 7.9% for ages 80+, 

broadly consistent with the metaregression results of this study. 

Great Britain62 

This study assessed seroprevalence using specimens collected from a 
demographically balanced panel of 17,776 participants on May 27 to July 6.  

Our metaregression includes a much larger seroprevalence study of the English 
population.63 Consequently, this study is included in our meta-analysis but not in  

our metaregression to avoid pitfalls of nested or overlapping samples. 

Utah, USA36 

This study analyzed commercial lab specimens from 1132 individuals collected 
during April 20–May 3. This study is not included in our meta-analysis because a  
subsequent sudy analyzed a much larger randomized sample of 6527 residents of  

the Salt Lake City metropolitan area during May 4–June 10.64 As of May,  
that metro area accounted for nearly 90% of COVID-related fatalities in Utah. 

 

A.5 Exclusion of Observations with Statistically Insignificant Seroprevalence 

Location Age Group Prevalence (%) 
95% Confidence Interval (%) 

Lower Bound Upper Bound 
Atlanta,  

Georgia, USA 
65+ 0·7 0·1 4·5 

Minneapolis, 
Minnesota, USA 

50–59 0·7 0 2·8 

60+ 1·0 0 3·2 

Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, USA 

50–64 0·8 0 2·8 

65+ 1·6 0·3 3·5 

Salt Lake City,  
Utah, USA 

65+ 0·6 0 1·4 

San Francisco, 
California, USA 

19–49 1·1 0 2·6 

50–64 0·7 0 2·4 

 
Note: Table A.5 shows observations with median age of 35 years or above for which either 
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(a) the lower bound of the 95% confidence interval equals zero, and hence the upper bound  
of the IFR is not well defined; or (b) the lower bound of the 95% confidence interval is less  
than the observed COVID-19 mortality rate for that age group, implying an upper bound  
for the IFR that exceeds 100%.  
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Appendix B: Positive Predictive Value of Seroprevalence Tests 

A key metric of test reliability is positive predictive value (PPV), that is, the likelihood that a 
positive test result is a true positive. The PPV can be evaluated as follows:  

PPV =   
sensitivity ×  prevalence

sensitivity × prevalence + (1 − specificity) ×  (1 − prevalence)
 

Evidently, lower prevalence can markedly diminish the reliability of seroprevalence testing.  
As shown in Table B1, in a seroprevalence study of Dutch blood donors using the Wantai Total 
Antibody ELISA, the crude prevalence rate was found to be 2.7%.1 However, that antibody test 
has a PPV of 42.4%, and hence the adjusted prevalence is only 0.6 %, with a 95% confidence 
interval of 0–5.2%. In effect, practically all of the positive tests obtained in this study might be 
false positives. By contrast, a seroprevalence study of New York City found a much higher crude 
prevalence of 20.0% using a Wadsworth Pan-Ig test with a PPV of 94.8%.2 Consequently, the 
adjusted prevalence for this study is higher than the crude prevalence, namely, 21.7% with a 
95% confidence interval of 19.2–24.4%.  

Table B1: Impact of Crude Prevalence on Positive Predictive Value 

Location Netherlands New York City 
Crude 
Prevalence 2.7% 20% 

Test Wantai Total Antibody ELISA Wadsworth Pan-Ig 
 

Mean 

95% Confidence Bounds 

Mean 

95 % Confidence Bounds 

Lower Upper Lower Upper 
Sensitivity 0.621 0.520 0.720 0.880 0.805 0.928 

Specificity 0.977 0.950 1.000 0.988 0.973 0.995 

PPV 0.424 0.224 1.000 0.948 0.882 0.979 
NPV 0.989 0.986 0.992 0.971 0.952 0.982 
Adjusted 
Prevalence 0.006 0.000 0.052 0.217 0.192 0.244 

 

  

 
1 See Slot et al. (2020) 
2 See Rosenberg et al. (2020). 
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Test sensitivity and specificity also have a high impact on PPV. As shown in Table B2, a 
serological study of Santa Clara County utilized a Premier Biotech LFA test and estimated 
prevalence at 1.5% based on a test specificity of 99.5%.3 However, a subsequent study found the 
specificity of that test to be only 97.2%.4 That revision to the test specificity reduces its PPV in 
the context of the Santa Clara study to 31.1% (less than half of the PPV assumed by the authors), 
and hence the adjusted prevalence is not significantly greater than zero. 

 
Table B2: Impact of Specificity on Positive Predictive Value 

Location Santa Clara County 
Crude 
Prevalence 1.5% 

Test Premier Biotech LFA 
Source Bendavid et al. Whitman et al. 
 

Mean 
95% Confidence Bounds 

Mean 
95 % Confidence Bounds 

Lower Upper Lower Upper 
Sensitivity 0.828 0.760 0.884 0.828 0.760 0.884 
Specificity 0.995 0.992 0.997 0.972 0.921 0.994 
PPV 0.716 0.591 0.818 0.311 0.128 0.692 
NPV 0.997 0.996 0.998 0.997 0.996 0.998 
Adjusted 
Prevalence 0.012 0.009 0.014 0.000 0.000 0.010 

 

  

 
3 See Bendavid et al. (2020). 
4 See Whitman et al. (2020). 
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Appendix C: Excess Mortality 

In some locations, reported deaths may not fully capture all fatalities resulting from COVID-19 
infections, especially when a large fraction of such deaths occur outside of medical institutions. 
In the absence of accurate COVID-19 death counts, excess mortality can be computed by 
comparing the number of deaths for a given time period in 2020 to the average number of  
deaths over the comparable time period in prior calendar years, e.g., 2015 to 2019.  
This approach has been used to conduct systematic analysis of excess mortality in European 
countries.5 Likewise, the U.S. Center for Disease Control & Prevention provides regular updates 
on excess mortality for U.S. geographical locations.6 

The Belgian study used in our benchmark analysis computed age-specific IFRs using 
seroprevalence findings in conjunction with data on excess mortality in Belgium.  
In that case, the authors noted that their measure of excess mortality over the period from  
March to May coincided almost exactly with Belgium’s tally of reported COVID-19 cases.7 

Consequently, we follow a parallel approach in constructing age-specific IFRs for Spain,  
using the seroprevalence findings of that national study in conjunction with age-specific 
measures of excess mortality published by Spain National Institute for Statistics.8  

 
Appendix D: Comparison of Seroprevalence vs. Reported Cases in Iceland 

Age 
Group 

Reported 
Cases 

Estimated 
Infections 

Confidence Interval Ratio of Infections 
to Reported Cases 

Confidence Interval 
Lower Upper  Lower Upper 

30-39 289 469 469 703 1.6 1.6 2.4 
40-49 357 644 473 859 1.8 1.3 2.4 
50-59 306 337 211 547 1.1 0.7 1.8 
60-69 213 225 188 375 1.1 0.9 1.8 
70-79 63 70 63 304 1.1 1.0 4.8 
80+ 25 26 13 319 1.0 0.5 12.8 

All 30+ 1,253 1,771 1,415 3,109 1.41 1.13 2.48 
 
Sources: cases are reported by Iceland Directorate of Health (2020) as of June 14, when Iceland 
had 1,796 recovered cases, 10 fatalities, and 4 individuals in isolation (none hospitalized). 
Estimated infections and 95% confidence intervals are taken from the seroprevalence study of 
Gujbjartsson et al. (2020). 

  

 
5 See EuroMoMo (2020).  
6 See Rinaldi and Paradisi (2020), Modi et al. (2020), and U.S. Center for Disease Control & Prevention (2020c). 
7 See Molenberghs et al. (2020). 
8 See Pollán et al. (2020) and Spain National Institute of Statistics (2020). 
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Appendix E: Comorbidities 

Table E1: Comorbidity Prevalence in New York City (NYC) 
Hospitalized COVID-19 Patients vs. General Population 

Comorbidity 

NYC 
Hospitalized 

COVID Patients 

NYC                
Population 
(Ages 50+) Difference 

Cancer 5.6% 6.3% -0.7% 
Cardiovascular Disease    
Hypertension 53.1% 49.2% 3.9% 
Coronary artery disease 10.4% 10.5% -0.1% 
Congestive heart failure 6.5% 6.9% -0.4% 
Chronic Respiratory Disease    
Asthma 8.4% 8.6% -0.2% 
Chronic obstructive pulmonary 
disease 5.0% 7.7% -2.7% 
Obstructive sleep apnea 2.7% 2.8% -0.1% 
Immunosuppression    
HIV 0.8% 2.7% -2.0% 
History of solid organ transplant 1.0% NA NA 
Kidney Disease    
Chronic 4.7% 13.1% -8.4% 
End-Stage 3.3% 0.6% 2.6% 
Liver Disease    
Cirrhosis 0.3% 0.9% -0.6% 
Hepatitis B 0.1% 0.5% -0.3% 
Hepatitis C 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 
Metabolic  Disease    
Obesity (BMI>=30) 41.7% 26.9% 14.8% 
Diabetes 31.7% 27.6% 4.1% 
Ever Smoked 15.6% 43.8% -28.2% 

 
Note: The following sources were used to gauge the prevalence of comorbidities among  
NYC residents ages 50 years and above. Asthma: U.S. Center for Disease Control & Prevention (2018). 
Cancer: New York State Cancer Registry (2016). Cardiovascular Diseases: New York Department of 
Health (2020). Diabetes: New York State Comptroller (2015). HIV: New York City Department of Health 
(2018). Kidney Disease: IPRO End-Stage Renal Disease Network of New York (2014). Liver Disease: 
Moon et al. (2019) and Must et al. (1999). Chronic Pulmonary Disease: New York Department of Health 
(2019). Obesity: New York City Department of Health (2019). 
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Table E2: Fatality Hazard Ratios for Hospitalized U.K. COVID-19 Patients 

Age 
Hazard 
Ratio Comorbidity 

Hazard 
Ratio 

20 to 49 1 Diabetes 1.1 

50 to 59 2.7 Malignant Cancer 1.1 

60 to 69 5.5 Chronic Cardiac Disease 1.2 

70 to 79 9.8 Chronic Pulmonary Disease 1.2 

80+ 13.5 Chronic Kidney Disease 1.3 

  Obesity 1.3 

  Liver Disease 1.5 

            Source: Doherty et al. (2020), Figure 5. 
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