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Abstract
Objectives
To quantify in absolute and relative terms how population-level COVID-19 death rates have
changed in demographic and clinical subgroups.

Design
Retrospective cohort study on behalf of NHS England.

Setting
Linked primary care and death registry data from the OpenSAFELY-TPP platform, covering
the first three pandemic waves in England (wave 1: March 23 to May 30, 2020; wave 2:
September 7, 2020 to April 24, 2021; and wave 3, delta: May 28 to December 14, 2021).

Participants
In total, 18.7, 18.8, and 18.7 million adults were included for waves 1, 2, and 3 respectively.

Main outcome measures
COVID-19-related mortality based on linked death registry records.

Results
The crude absolute COVID-19-related death rate per 1,000 person-years decreased from
4.48 in wave 1 (95%CI 4.41;4.55), to 2.70 in wave 2 (95%CI 2.67;2.73), to 0.64 in wave 3
(95%CI 0.63;0.66). The absolute death rate decreased by 90% between waves 1 and 3 in
patients aged 80+, but by only 20% in patients aged 18-39. This higher proportional
reduction in age- and sex-standardised death rates was also seen for other groups, such as
neurological disease, learning disability and severe mental illness. Conversely, standardised
death rates in transplant recipients stayed constant across successive waves at 10 per
1,000 person-years. There was also only a small decrease in death rates between waves in
people with kidney disease, haematological malignancies or conditions associated with
immunosuppression. Consequently, the relative hazard of COVID-19-related death
decreased over time for some variables (e.g. age), remained similar for some (e.g. sex,
ethnicity), and increased for others (e.g. transplant).

Conclusions
COVID-19 death rates decreased over the first three pandemic waves. An especially large
decrease was seen in older age groups and people with neurological disease, learning
disability or severe mental illness. Some demographic inequalities in death rates persisted
over time. Groups more likely to experience impaired vaccine effectiveness did not see the
same benefit in COVID-19 mortality reduction.
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Abbreviations
CI, confidence interval; SARS-CoV-2, severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2;
COVID-19, Coronavirus disease 2019; BMI, body mass index; CKD, chronic kidney disease;
RRT, renal replacement therapy; IMD, index of multiple deprivation; STP, Sustainability and
Transformation Partnership region
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Background
COVID-19 has been shown to disproportionately affect subgroups of the population
depending on their demographic and clinical profile. Previous studies in the UK have
reported higher COVID-19-related mortality in groups of older age, male sex, non-White
ethnicity, public facing occupations (e.g., social care workers), multigenerational living, social
deprivation, learning disability, and clinical comorbidities such as obesity and kidney disease,
among others [1]–[6].

Much of what is known regarding population subgroups at greater risk of COVID-19-related
mortality comes from the early stages of the pandemic. During the third pandemic wave in
the UK, which was dominated by the Delta variant, overall monthly COVID-19 mortality rates
were considerably lower than the first and second pandemic waves [7]. This reduction may
be attributed in part to the widespread implementation of COVID-19 vaccines among
high-risk groups [8], as well as improvements in clinical management (e.g. timely
administration of antivirals [9] or corticosteroids [10]) and non-pharmaceutical interventions
[11] (e.g., physical distancing and shielding).

Despite these improvements, clinical and demographic inequalities in mortality burden may
persist. For example, in a study of post-immunisation infection among individuals who had
completed a 2-dose series of COVID-19 vaccines, population subgroups experiencing higher
rates of COVID-19-related death – including individuals with kidney disease and
malignancies – were similar to those seen at the start of the pandemic [12].

We therefore set out to quantify in absolute and relative terms how population-level
COVID-19-related death rates have changed in demographic and clinical subgroups over the
course of the pandemic. Here, we report on trends in COVID-19 mortality across clinical and
demographic subgroups of the population between February 2020 and December 2021.

Methods

Data Source
Primary care records managed by the GP software provider TPP were accessed through the
OpenSAFELY platform, where all data were linked, stored and analysed securely
(https://opensafely.org/). Data include pseudonymised data such as coded diagnoses,
medications and physiological parameters. No free text data are included. All code is shared
openly for review and re-use under MIT open licence
(https://github.com/opensafely/covid_mortality_over_time). Detailed pseudonymised patient
data is potentially re-identifiable and therefore not shared.

Study population
From 23 March 2020 - 14 December 2021, three cohorts were extracted covering the first
three pandemic waves in England (wave 1: March 23 to May 30, 2020; wave 2: September
7, 2020 to April 24, 2021; and wave 3, delta: May 28 to December 14, 2021). Start and end
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dates of the first two pandemic waves were determined based on estimates published by the
Office for National Statistics [13]. The start date of the third pandemic wave (May 28, 2021)
was determined based on the day that reported reproduction was above 1 (1.0-1.1) and
growth rates in England were positive (0-3) [13]. The end date (14 December 2021) was
chosen as Omicron became nationally dominant after this date [14]. The three extracted
cohorts consisted of individuals aged between 18 years and 110 years registered with a TPP
practice on the first day of the wave with at least three months of continuous GP registration
prior to this date, to ensure that baseline data could be adequately captured. People were
excluded if they had missing data for sex or demographic data (i.e. the Sustainability and
Transformation Partnership region [STP, an NHS administrative region], or index of multiple
deprivation [IMD]).

Study measures

Outcomes
The outcome of interest was COVID-19-related mortality based on linked death registry
records from the Office for National Statistics. COVID-19 deaths were defined as having an
underlying or contributory cause of death listed as COVID-19 (ICD-10 codes U07.1 or
U07.2).

Covariates
Covariates considered in the analysis included health conditions listed in UK guidance on
higher risk groups [15], other common conditions that may cause immunodeficiency
inherently or through medication, and other postulated risk factors for severe outcomes
among COVID-19 cases. We included age (grouped as 18-39, 40-49, 50-59, 60-69, 70-79
and ≥80 years for descriptive analysis), sex, ethnicity (White, Mixed, Asian, Black, Other,
Unknown), body mass index (BMI; categorised as not obese, class I [BMI 30-34.9kg/m2], II
[35-39.9kg/m2], III [≥40kg/m2]), smoking status (never, former, current), and index of multiple
deprivation quintile (derived from the patient's postcode at lower super output area level).
We also considered the following comorbidities: high blood pressure (systolic blood pressure
≥140 or diastolic blood pressure ≥90) or diagnosed hypertension, chronic respiratory
diseases other than asthma, asthma (categorised as with or without recent use of oral
steroids), chronic cardiac disease, diabetes (categorised according to the most recent
glycated haemoglobin [HbA1c] recorded in the 15 months prior to the first day of the
pandemic wave), non-haematological and haematological cancer, chronic kidney disease or
renal replacement therapy (categorised based on estimated glomerular filtration rates of ≥60
[absent], <60 and ≥45 [stage 3a],<45 and ≥30 [stage 3b], <30 and ≥15 [stage 4], and <15
[stage 5], respectively, or diagnostic codes indicative of dialysis and kidney transplant),
chronic liver disease, stroke, dementia, other neurological disease (motor neurone disease,
myasthenia gravis, multiple sclerosis, Parkinson's disease, cerebral palsy, quadriplegia or
hemiplegia, and progressive cerebellar disease), organ transplant (categorised as kidney
transplant or other organ transplant), asplenia (splenectomy or a spleen dysfunction,
including sickle cell disease), rheumatoid arthritis/lupus/psoriasis, learning disability, severe
mental illness and other immunosuppressive conditions. STP of the patient's general
practice was included as an additional covariate to adjust for geographical variation in
infection rates across the country.
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Codelists and implementation
Information on all covariates were obtained from primary care records by searching TPP
SystmOne records for specific coded data. Detailed information on compilation and
sources for every individual codelist is available at https://codelists.opensafely.org/ and the
lists are available for inspection and re-use by the broader research community.

Missing data
Missing data was expected in BMI, smoking and ethnicity. No missing data was expected in
comorbidities as they were coded as present or absent. In the analysis, those with missing
ethnicity were coded as unknown; those with missing BMI records were coded as
non-obese; and those with missing smoking information were coded as non-smokers on the
assumption that both obesity and smoking would be likely to be recorded if present. These
assumptions have previously been tested in sensitivity analyses [1].

Statistical methods

Absolute rate of death
Crude COVID-19-related death rates were calculated for the overall population and then
stratified by subgroup (based on the covariates described above) for waves 1, 2 and 3. To
account for age and sex differences in the various subgroups of the population, death rates
were directly age- and sex-standardised to the European Standard Population using
five-year age bands, except rates of death by age group (not standardised) and rates of
death by sex (standardised for age). Confidence intervals were obtained taking the normal
approximation to the binomial distribution [16]. Follow-up began on the first date of the wave
and ended at the earliest occurrence of COVID-19-related death, death by other causes, or
the end date of the wave. To capture changes in absolute COVID-19-related death rates
over time, fold-changes in death rates (defined as the ratio between two death rates) were
subsequently calculated for waves 2 and 3 compared to wave 1.

Relative hazard of death
For each of the clinical and demographic covariates of interest, a Cox proportional hazards
model was fitted. Models were adjusted for age using restricted cubic splines with four knots,
except for the estimation of relative hazard of death by age group; and adjusted for sex,
except for estimation of relative hazard of death by sex; and stratified by STP region to
account for regional differences in infection rates. Follow-up began on the first date of the
wave and ended at the earliest occurrence of COVID-19-related death, death by other
causes, or the end date of the wave. For clinical conditions, people without the clinical
condition were used as the reference. The following reference values were used for the
variables with more than two categories: age: 50-59 years, IMD: 5 (least deprived), smoking:
never or unknown. All analyses were done separately for wave 1, wave 2 and wave 3.
Proportional hazards assumptions were assessed by testing for a zero slope in the scaled
Schoenfeld residuals and graphical methods. To capture changes in the relative hazard of
COVID-19-related death over time, fold-changes in the relative hazard (defined as the ratio
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between relative hazards) were subsequently calculated for waves 2 and 3 compared to
wave 1.

Software and Reproducibility
Data management was performed using Python [3.8], with analysis carried out using R [4.0].
Code for data management and analysis, as well as codelists, are openly available online for
inspection and re-use https://www.github.com/opensafely/covid_mortality_over_time.

Results

Study population
In total, 18.7, 18.8 and 18.7 million adults were included for waves 1, 2 and 3, respectively
(Figure 1, Table 1, Figure A1-A2). In the final included study population, there were missing
data for BMI (5,300,720 [28%]; 5,664,380 [30%]; 6,195,335 [33%]), smoking status (797,955
[4%]; 859,415 [5%]; 910,035 [5%]), and ethnicity (1,579,740 [8%]; 1,605,450 [9%]; 1,608,195
[9%]) for waves 1, 2 and 3, respectively. COVID-19-related death was recorded in linked
death registration data for 15,570, 31,645, and 6,530 individuals in the study populations for
waves 1, 2 and 3, respectively. Follow up time in the overall population was 3,474,600,
11,745,500 and 10,216,900 person-years for waves 1, 2 and 3 respectively. The percentage
of people in the various population subgroups stayed approximately constant over time,
except for some minor differences likely related to pandemic pressures. For example, the
proportion of people with asthma not using oral steroids, increased from 2,713,510 in wave 1
(14.5%) to 2,758,900 in wave 2 (14.7%) and 2,837,475 in wave 3 (15.2%). A similar pattern
was observed in people with diabetes without recent HbA1c measure, increasing from
205,375 in wave 1 (1.1%), to 302,775 in wave 2 (1.6%) and 389,665 in wave 3 (2.1%).

Figure 1. This diagram shows the number of people (n) excluded at different stages of cohort selection covering the first pandemic wave (23
March 2020 - 30 May 2020). All counts were rounded to the nearest five.
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Absolute rate of death
The crude COVID-19-related death rate in the overall population per 1,000 person-years
decreased from 4.48 in wave 1 (95%CI 4.41;4.55) to 2.69 in wave 2 (95%CI 2.66;2.72) and
0.64 in wave 3 (95%CI 0.62;0.65). Crude death rates in all population subgroups were
highest in wave 1, and decreased in the subsequent pandemic waves (Table 1).

The sex- and age-standardised COVID-19-related death rates were consistently lower in
wave 2 and 3 compared to wave 1 (Figure 2, Table A1, Figure A3). The standardised death
rates in the overall population per 1,000 person-years decreased from 4.58 in wave 1
(95%CI 4.50;4.65) to 2.77 in wave 2 (95%CI 2.74;2.80), and 0.65 in wave 3 (95%CI
0.63;0.67), representing an overall fold-change in death rate of 0.14 for wave 3 versus wave
1. Change in the death rates of wave 3 versus wave 1 was more pronounced in the older
age groups compared to the younger age groups (Figure 2; fold-changes for wave 3 versus
wave 1 ranging from 0.1 in the oldest age group to 0.8 in the youngest). In addition, a high
fold-change for wave 3 versus wave 1 of 0.1 or lower was also seen for people with other
neurological disease, severe mental illness, and learning disability (as compared to ≥ 0.13
for the other clinical and demographic subgroups). The decline in the standardised death
rate across waves was attenuated in the organ transplant group. The standardised death
rate per 1,000 person-years in the kidney transplant group was 21.59 in wave 1 (95%CI
13.15;30.04), 13.81 in wave 2 (95%CI 9.53;18.08) and 11.72 in wave 3 (95%CI 9.24;14.20),
representing a fold-change of 0.54 for wave 3 versus wave 1. The standardised death rate
per 1,000 person-years in the other organ transplant group was 10.75 in wave 1 (95%CI
4.45;17.05), 10.37 in wave 2 (95%CI 6.94;13.81) and 10.58 in wave 3 (95%CI 6.8;14.35),
representing a fold-change of 0.98 for wave 3 versus wave 1. In addition, the change in
death rates of wave 3 versus wave 1 was attenuated in people with severe obesity, kidney
disease stage 3b-5, haematological malignancies and immunosuppressive conditions,
represented by fold-changes of 0.23-0.54 for wave 3 versus wave 1 (as compared to ≤0.2 for
the other clinical and demographic subgroups).

Relative hazard of death
Patterns in subgroup-specific sex- and age-standardised relative hazards of death (stratified
by STP region) were consistent throughout the three pandemic waves (Figure 3, Table A2).
The relative hazard of death was higher in older people, male sex, ethnic minorities and in
people with various medical conditions. Several clinical and demographic subgroups
experienced a decline in the relative hazard of death (relative to the reference subgroup)
over successive waves. The relative hazard of death for people aged 80 or over versus
people aged 50-59 years old was 41.56 in wave 1 (95%CI 41.18;48.21), and 36.51 in wave 2
(95%CI 34.65;38.46), and decreased to 15.25 in wave 3 (95%CI 13.95;16.67), representing
a fold-change of 0.37 for wave 3 versus wave 1. The relative hazard of death for people with
versus without a learning disability was 8.73 in wave 1 (95%CI 7.65;9.96) and decreased to
6.97 in wave 2 (95%CI 6.30;7.71) and 3.95 in wave 3 (95%CI 3.09;5.05), representing a
fold-change of 0.45 for wave 3 versus 1.

In some demographic subgroups, the relative hazard of death stayed comparably constant
across successive waves (compared to the decrease in relative hazard of death in e.g.
people of older age). The relative hazard of death for male versus female sex was 1.72 in
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wave 1 (95%CI 1.66;1.77), decreased to 1.61 in wave 2 (95%CI 1.57;1.64), and increased to
1.86 in wave 3 (95%CI 1.77;1.96), representing a fold-change of 1.08 for wave 3 versus
wave 1. A similar pattern was seen in the relative hazard of death for ethnicity and IMD.
However, an exception included the relative hazard of death for Asian versus White ethnicity,
increasing from 1.47 in wave 1 (95%CI 1.36;1.59) to 2.02 in wave 2 (95%CI 1.92;2.12), and
1.99 in wave 3 (95%CI 1.80;2.20), representing a fold-change of 1.35 for wave 3 versus
wave 1. Another exception was the relative hazard of death for IMD 1 (most deprived)
versus IMD 5 (least deprived), going from 2.21 in wave 1 (95%CI 2.01;2.24) to 2.19 in wave
2 (95%CI 2.11;2.27), and 2.77 in wave 3 (95%CI 2.56;3.01), representing a fold-change of
1.31 for wave 3 versus wave 1.

What is more, the relative hazard of death was higher in wave 3 compared to wave 1 in
several population subgroups, most notably in people with kidney disease and organ
transplants recipients. The relative hazard of death for CKD stage 5 versus no kidney
disease increased from 4.52 in wave 1 (95%CI 3.77;5.42) to 7.47 in wave 3 (95%CI
5.61;9.95), representing a fold-change of 1.65, while the relative hazard of death for people
on dialysis versus no kidney disease increased from 8.30 in wave 1 (95%CI 7.15;9.63) to
12.09 in wave 3 (95%CI 9.77;14.96), representing a fold-change of 1.55. The relative hazard
of death for kidney transplant versus no transplant increased from 7.37 in wave 1 (95%CI
5.78;9.41) to 26.33 in wave 3 (95%CI 22.00;31.50), representing a fold-change of 3.57, while
the relative hazard of death for other organ transplant versus no transplant increased from
3.27 (95%CI 1.97;5.43) in wave 1 to 18.34 in wave 3 (95%CI 13.39;25.14), representing a
fold-change of 5.61. Other population subgroups with high fold-changes of relative hazard of
death in wave 3 included 18-39 year olds (likely reflecting delayed eligibility for or low uptake
of vaccination) and individuals with severe obesity, haematological malignancy, and
immunosuppressive conditions (Figure 3; fold-changes of 1.8-3 for wave 3 vs wave 1)
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Table 1. Number of people and COVID-19-related death rates in OpenSAFELY-TPP, stratified by demographic and clinical subgroups in the first three pandemic waves in England
(wave 1: March 23 to May 30, 2020; wave 2: September 7, 2020 to April 24, 2021; and wave 3, delta: May 28 to December 14, 2021).

Subgroup Category

Wave 1 Wave 2 Wave 3

No. people (%)* Events (1000
person- years)*

Death rate per
1000

person-years
No. people (%)* Events (1000

person- years)

Death rate per
1000

person-years
No. people (%)* Events (1000

person- years)*

Death rate per
1000

person-years

All - 18,692,365 15,570 (3,474.6) 4.48 (4.41;4.55) 18,806,605 31,645 (11,745.5) 2.69 (2.66;2.72) 18,710,935 6,530 (10,216.9) 0.64 (0.62;0.65)

Age Group

18-39 6,661,300 (35.6%) 65 (1,240.1) 0.05 (0.04;0.07) 6,676,170 (35.5%) 205 (4,185.1) 0.05 (0.04;0.06) 6,590,275 (35.2%) 150 (3,608.2) 0.04 (0.03;0.05)

40-49 3,046,200 (16.3%) 200 (567) 0.35 (0.3;0.4) 3,059,985 (16.3%) 480 (1,917.4) 0.25 (0.23;0.27) 3,028,825 (16.2%) 255 (1,657.8) 0.15 (0.13;0.17)

50-59 3,233,815 (17.3%) 665 (601.8) 1.11 (1.02;1.19) 3,257,160 (17.3%) 1,535 (2,039.5) 0.75 (0.71;0.79) 3,258,335 (17.4%) 585 (1,782.4) 0.33 (0.3;0.35)

60-69 2,525,270 (13.5%) 1,425 (469.6) 3.03 (2.88;3.19) 2,554,315 (13.6%) 3,355 (1,596.4) 2.1 (2.03;2.17) 2,573,450 (13.8%) 1,005 (1,405.8) 0.71 (0.67;0.76)

70-79 2,037,905 (10.9%) 3,530 (378.2) 9.33 (9.03;9.64) 2,064,730 (11%) 7,425 (1,283.8) 5.78 (5.65;5.92) 2,082,905 (11.1%) 1,680 (1,133.6) 1.48 (1.41;1.55)

80 plus 1,187,880 (6.4%) 9,690 (217.9)
44.46
(43.58;45.35) 1,194,250 (6.4%) 18,645 (723.3)

25.78
(25.41;26.15) 1,177,140 (6.3%) 2,855 (629.2)

4.54
(4.37;4.7)

Sex
Female 9,394,185 (50.3%) 7,015 (1,746.3) 4.02 (3.92;4.11) 9,443,425 (50.2%) 14,600 (5,898.5) 2.48 (2.44;2.52) 9,402,955 (50.3%) 2,640 (5,134.7) 0.51 (0.49;0.53)

Male 9,298,180 (49.7%) 8,555 (1,728.3) 4.95 (4.85;5.05) 9,363,180 (49.8%) 17,045 (5,847.1) 2.92 (2.87;2.96) 9,307,980 (49.7%) 3,890 (5,082.3) 0.77 (0.74;0.79)

Ethnicity

White 14,805,770
(79.2%) 13,885 (2,751.5) 5.05 (4.96;5.13)

14,850,270
(79%) 28,285 (9,268.5) 3.05 (3.02;3.09)

14,721,175
(78.7%) 5,660 (8,034.2) 0.7 (0.69;0.72)

Mixed 224,740  (1.2%) 95 (41.8) 2.27 (1.81;2.73) 229,585 (1.2%) 175 (143.8) 1.22 (1.04;1.4) 233,185 (1.2%) 45 (127.6) 0.35 (0.25;0.46)

South Asian 1,236,060 (6.6%) 775 (229.9) 3.37 (3.13;3.61) 1,260,865 (6.7%) 1,900 (789.1) 2.41 (2.3;2.52) 1,277,310 (6.8%) 460 (698.6) 0.66 (0.6;0.72)

Black 420,320 (2.2%) 345 (78.2) 4.41 (3.95;4.88) 428,240 (2.3%) 505 (268) 1.88 (1.72;2.05) 433,920 (2.3%) 160 (237.3) 0.67 (0.57;0.78)

Other 425,735 (2.3%) 170 (79.2) 2.15 (1.82;2.47) 432,195 (2.3%) 265 (270.7) 0.98 (0.86;1.1) 437,145 (2.3%) 90 (239.2) 0.38 (0.3;0.45)

Unknown 1,579,740 (8.5%) 300 (294) 1.02 (0.91;1.14) 1,605,450 (8.5%) 510 (1,005.5) 0.51 (0.46;0.55) 1,608,195 (8.6%) 115 (880) 0.13 (0.11;0.15)

Region
North East 901,950 (4.8%) 925 (167.6) 5.52 (5.16;5.87) 905,185 (4.8%) 1,805 (565) 3.19 (3.05;3.34) 899,735 (4.8%) 470 (491.2) 0.96 (0.87;1.04)
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North West 1,639,345 (8.8%) 1,860 (304.6) 6.11 (5.83;6.38) 1,643,850 (8.7%) 2,990 (1,026.1) 2.91 (2.81;3.02) 1,637,505 (8.8%) 725 (893.8) 0.81 (0.75;0.87)

Yorkshire and the
Humber 2,613,615 (14%) 2,265 (485.8) 4.66 (4.47;4.85) 2,633,040 (14%) 4,225 (1,644.2) 2.57 (2.49;2.65) 2,621,085 (14%) 1,140 (1,431) 0.8 (0.75;0.84)

East Midlands 3,248,490 (17.4%) 2,625 (603.9) 4.35 (4.18;4.51) 3,262,180 (17.3%) 6,320 (2,036.9) 3.1 (3.03;3.18) 3,240,445 (17.3%) 1,270 (1,769.2) 0.72 (0.68;0.76)

West Midlands 758,840 (4.1%) 895 (141) 6.35 (5.93;6.76) 762,895 (4.1%) 1,695 (476.4) 3.56 (3.39;3.73) 754,620 (4%) 335 (412.1) 0.81 (0.73;0.9)

East of England 4,334,700 (23.2%) 3,585 (805.7) 4.45 (4.3;4.59) 4,367,225 (23.2%) 8,185 (2,727.7) 3 (2.94;3.07) 4,339,035 (23.2%) 1,215 (2,369.6) 0.51 (0.48;0.54)

London 1,316,090 (7.0%) 1,040 (244.8) 4.25 (3.99;4.51) 1,335,595 (7.1%) 1,375 (835.9) 1.65 (1.56;1.73) 1,336,575 (7.1%) 300 (730.9) 0.41 (0.36;0.46)

South East 1,270,580 (6.8%) 850 (236.2) 3.6 (3.36;3.84) 1,275,460 (6.8%) 1,980 (796.5) 2.49 (2.38;2.6) 1,267,090 (6.8%) 360 (691.8) 0.52 (0.47;0.57)

South West 2,608,760 (14%) 1,520 (484.9) 3.13 (2.98;3.29) 2,621,170 (13.9%) 3,070 (1,636.7) 1.88 (1.81;1.94) 2,614,845 (14%) 710 (1,427.3) 0.5 (0.46;0.53)

IMD quintile

5 (least deprived) 3,481,870 (18.6%) 2,515 (647.3) 3.89 (3.73;4.04) 3,501,975 (18.6%) 5,185 (2,187.6) 2.37 (2.31;2.43) 3,483,130 (18.6%) 930 (1,902.2) 0.49 (0.46;0.52)

4 3,857,470 (20.6%) 2,985 (717.1) 4.16 (4.01;4.31) 3,879,995 (20.6%) 5,830 (2,423.5) 2.41 (2.34;2.47) 3,862,810 (20.6%) 1,155 (2,109.3) 0.55 (0.52;0.58)

3 3,982,420 (21.3%) 3,145 (740.3) 4.25 (4.1;4.4) 4,002,825 (21.3%) 6,545 (2,499.9) 2.62 (2.55;2.68) 3,982,640 (21.3%) 1,225 (2,174.7) 0.56 (0.53;0.59)

2 3,734,435 (20.0%) 3,340 (694.1) 4.81 (4.65;4.98) 3,757,740 (20%) 6,850 (2,346.7) 2.92 (2.85;2.99) 3,738,760 (20%) 1,380 (2,041.5) 0.68 (0.64;0.71)

1 (most deprived) 3,636,170 (19.5%) 3,580 (675.8) 5.3 (5.12;5.47) 3,664,070 (19.5%) 7,230 (2,287.8) 3.16 (3.09;3.23) 3,643,595 (19.5%) 1,845 (1,989.3) 0.93 (0.89;0.97)

Body Mass
Index

Not obese 14,682,150
(78.5%) 11,960 (2,729.1) 4.38 (4.3;4.46)

14,844,695
(78.9%) 23,420 (9,270.4) 2.53 (2.49;2.56)

14,886,695
(79.6%) 4,320 (8,128.4) 0.53 (0.52;0.55)

Obese I (30-34.9
kg/m2) 2,412,745 (12.9%) 2,130 (448.6) 4.75 (4.55;4.95) 2,378,560 (12.6%) 4,665 (1,486) 3.14 (3.05;3.23) 2,286,460 (12.2%) 1,165 (1,248.7) 0.93 (0.88;0.99)

Obese II (35-39.9
kg/m2) 980,100 (5.2%) 915 (182.2) 5.02 (4.7;5.35) 970,290 (5.2%) 2,000 (606.3) 3.3 (3.15;3.44) 940,400 (5.0%) 545 (513.6) 1.06 (0.97;1.15)

Obese III (40+
kg/m2) 617,375 (3.3%) 560 (114.8) 4.88 (4.47;5.28) 613,065 (3.3%) 1,555 (382.9) 4.06 (3.86;4.26) 597,375 (3.2%) 500 (326.2) 1.53 (1.4;1.67)

Smoking
status

Never and
unknown 9,388,210 (50.2%) 5,245 (1,746) 3 (2.92;3.09) 9,489,420 (50.5%) 10,430 (5,934.8) 1.76 (1.72;1.79) 9,472,380 (50.6%) 2,000 (5,177.6) 0.39 (0.37;0.4)

Former 6,109,110 (32.7%) 9,330 (1,134.3) 8.23 (8.06;8.39) 6,132,220 (32.6%) 18,800 (3,819.8) 4.92 (4.85;4.99) 6,131,940 (32.8%) 3,940 (3,342.3) 1.18 (1.14;1.22)
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Current 3,195,045 (17.1%) 995 (594.2) 1.67 (1.57;1.78) 3,184,965 (16.9%) 2,415 (1,990.9) 1.21 (1.16;1.26) 3,106,615 (16.6%) 585 (1,697.1) 0.34 (0.32;0.37)

Asthma

No asthma 15,661,565
(83.8%) 13,415 (2,911.1) 4.61 (4.53;4.69)

15,756,625
(83.8%) 26,855 (9,839.5) 2.73 (2.7;2.76)

15,680,715
(83.8%) 5,450 (8,561.7) 0.64 (0.62;0.65)

With no oral
steroid use 2,713,510 (14.5%) 1,695 (504.6) 3.36 (3.2;3.52) 2,758,900 (14.7%) 3,815 (1,724.6) 2.21 (2.14;2.28) 2,837,475 (15.2%) 930 (1,550.3) 0.6 (0.56;0.64)

With oral steroid
use 317,290 (1.7%) 455 (58.9) 7.72 (7.01;8.43) 291,085 (1.5%) 975 (181.3) 5.38 (5.04;5.71) 192,740 (1.0%) 145 (105) 1.38 (1.16;1.61)

Diabetes

No diabetes 16,814,565
(90.0%) 9,995 (3,126.7) 3.2 (3.13;3.26)

16,915,185
(89.9%) 20,245 (10,573.7) 1.91 (1.89;1.94)

16,748,800
(89.5%) 3,905 (9,151.5) 0.43 (0.41;0.44)

Controlled 1,592,160 (8.5%) 4,670 (295)
15.83
(15.38;16.29) 1,511,750 (8.0%) 9,250 (936.5) 9.88 (9.68;10.08) 1,497,460 (8.0%) 2,050 (813) 2.52 (2.41;2.63)

Not controlled 80,270 (0.4%) 275 (14.9)
18.5
(16.31;20.68) 76,895 (0.4%) 575 (47.6)

12.07
(11.08;13.05) 75,005 (0.4%) 120 (40.8) 2.94 (2.42;3.47)

Without recent
HbA1c measure 205,375 (1.1%) 630 (38)

16.57
(15.28;17.86) 302,775 (1.6%) 1,570 (187.7) 8.36 (7.95;8.78) 389,665 (2.1%) 450 (211.7) 2.13 (1.93;2.32)

Chronic
kidney

disease or
renal

replacement
therapy

No CKD or RRT 17,680,315
(94.6%) 9,115 (3,288.3) 2.77 (2.72;2.83)

17,815,460
(94.7%) 18,645 (11,141) 1.67 (1.65;1.7)

17,719,205
(94.7%) 4,025 (9,684.2) 0.42 (0.4;0.43)

CKD stage 3a 671,320 (3.6%) 3,065 (124)
24.71
(23.84;25.59) 657,105 (3.5%) 6,095 (404.1)

15.08
(14.7;15.46) 657,250 (3.5%) 1,105 (355.2) 3.11 (2.93;3.29)

CKD stage 3b 248,330 (1.3%) 2,195 (45.5)
48.22
(46.21;50.24) 242,710 (1.3%) 4,530 (146.4)

30.95
(30.04;31.85) 243,075 (1.3%) 815 (129.6) 6.29 (5.86;6.72)

CKD stage 4 59,865 (0.3%) 845 (10.8)
77.94
(72.69;83.2) 58,755 (0.3%) 1,735 (34.4)

50.44
(48.07;52.81) 58,655 (0.3%) 350 (30.6)

11.43
(10.23;12.63)

CKD stage 5 6,580 (<0.1%) 120 (1.2)
102.7
(84.33;121.07) 6,565 (<0.1%) 245 (3.7)

65.98
(57.72;74.24) 6,605 (<0.1%) 50 (3.3)

14.94
(10.8;19.08)

RRT (dialysis) 13,490 (0.1%) 175 (2.5)
71.14
(60.6;81.67) 13,580 (0.1%) 275 (8.2)

33.74
(29.75;37.72) 13,705 (0.1%) 85 (7.3)

11.72
(9.23;14.21)

RRT (transplant) 12,470 (0.1%) 45 (2.3)
19.48
(13.79;25.17) 12,435 (0.1%) 115 (7.7)

14.94
(12.21;17.68) 12,435 (0.1%) 95 (6.7)

14.1
(11.26;16.94)

Organ
transplant

No transplant 18,672,255
(99.9%) 15,490 (3,470.9) 4.46 (4.39;4.53)

18,786,430
(99.9%) 31,455 (11,733) 2.68 (2.65;2.71)

18,690,695
(99.9%) 6,365 (10,206) 0.62 (0.61;0.64)

Kidney transplant 14,845 (0.1%) 65 (2.7)
23.66
(17.91;29.41) 14,885 (0.1%) 145 (9.2)

15.76
(13.19;18.32) 14,925 (0.1%) 125 (8.1)

15.47
(12.76;18.19)

Other organ 5,265 (<0.1%) 15 (1) 15.37 5,295 (<0.1%) 45 (3.3) 13.75 5,310 (<0.1%) 40 (2.9) 13.92
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transplant (7.59;23.15) (9.73;17.77) (9.61;18.23)

High blood pressure or
diagnosed hypertension 6,293,425 (33.7%) 11,380 (1,167.8) 9.74 (9.57;9.92) 6,269,110 (33.3%) 23,605 (3,897.6) 6.06 (5.98;6.13) 6,261,150 (33.5%) 4,750 (3,407.8) 1.39 (1.35;1.43)

Chronic respiratory disease 746,850 (4.0%) 3,185 (137.9) 23.1 (22.29;23.9) 738,380 (3.9%) 6,885 (453.3)
15.19
(14.83;15.55) 732,950 (3.9%) 1,590 (395) 4.03 (3.83;4.22)

Chronic cardiac disease 1,236,690 (6.6%) 5,560 (228.3)
24.35
(23.71;24.99) 1,231,180 (6.5%) 11,805 (756)

15.62
(15.33;15.9) 1,229,725 (6.6%) 2,355 (663.3) 3.55 (3.41;3.69)

Cancer (non haematological) 911,590 (4.9%) 2,675 (168.3)
15.89
(15.29;16.5) 912,480 (4.9%) 5,735 (559.5)

10.25
(9.99;10.52) 923,180 (4.9%) 1,065 (496.8) 2.14 (2.02;2.27)

Haematological malignancy 106,905 (0.6%) 470 (19.7)
23.83
(21.68;25.99) 107,450 (0.6%) 940 (65.9)

14.27
(13.36;15.19) 108,525 (0.6%) 385 (58.4) 6.59 (5.93;7.25)

Chronic liver disease 108,805 (0.6%) 285 (20.1)
14.16
(12.52;15.81) 110,155 (0.6%) 645 (67.8) 9.52 (8.78;10.25) 113,275 (0.6%) 185 (61.1) 3.03 (2.59;3.46)

Stroke 391,460 (2.1%) 2,815 (72)
39.11
(37.66;40.55) 389,980 (2.1%) 5,000 (237.7)

21.04
(20.46;21.62) 391,760 (2.1%) 860 (210.4) 4.09 (3.82;4.36)

Dementia 46,490 (0.2%) 1,445 (8.3)
174.8
(165.79;183.81) 42,495 (0.2%) 1,960 (24.3)

80.71
(77.14;84.28) 40,365 (0.2%) 220 (20.8)

10.58
(9.18;11.97)

Other neurological disease 183,840 (1.0%) 1,030 (33.9)
30.38
(28.52;32.23) 181,980 (1.0%) 1,765 (111.8)

15.79
(15.06;16.53) 180,835 (1.0%) 275 (97.6) 2.82 (2.49;3.15)

Asplenia 29,905 (0.2%) 55 (5.5) 9.93 (7.3;12.55) 29,880 (0.2%) 135 (18.5) 7.29 (6.06;8.52) 29,715 (0.2%) 20 (16.1) 1.24 (0.7;1.78)

Rheumatoid arthritis/ lupus/
psoriasis 937,760 (5.0%) 1,375 (174.1) 7.9 (7.48;8.31) 940,505 (5.0%) 2,920 (585.7) 4.99 (4.8;5.17) 940,690 (5.0%) 735 (512.6) 1.43 (1.33;1.54)

Immunosuppressive condition 231,950 (1.2%) 845 (42.9)
19.71
(18.38;21.04) 234,045 (1.2%) 1,640 (144.2)

11.37
(10.82;11.92) 238,675 (1.3%) 575 (129) 4.46 (4.09;4.82)

Learning disability 105,635 (0.6%) 225 (19.6)
11.47
(9.97;12.97) 107,030 (0.6%) 385 (66.7) 5.77 (5.19;6.35) 110,645 (0.6%) 65 (60.4) 1.08 (0.82;1.34)

Severe mental illness 222,160 (1.2%) 610 (41.2)
14.81
(13.64;15.99) 223,790 (1.2%) 985 (139) 7.08 (6.64;7.53) 226,305 (1.2%) 170 (123.2) 1.38 (1.17;1.59)

*All counts (of people and events) have been rounded to the nearest 5. Person-years have been rounded to the nearest 5 and to the first decimal
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Figure 2. Sex- and age-standardised COVID-19-related death rates (IR) and 95% confidence intervals per 1,000 person-years in
OpenSAFELY-TPP in the three pandemic waves (wave 1: March 23 to May 30, 2020; wave 2: September 7, 2020 to April 24, 2021; and wave 3,
delta: May 28 to December 14, 2021). Models were standardised for age and sex using the European standard population except for the death
rates by age group (not standardised) and death rates by sex (standardised by age). The two columns on the right present the fold-changes in
death rate (IRR)  of wave 2 vs 1 and wave 3 vs 1. Abbreviations: IMD, index of multiple deprivation; BMI, body mass index; SMK, smoking; CKD,
chronic kidney disease; RRT, renal replacement therapy; Tx, transplant. The death rates presented in this figure can be found in table A1 of the
Appendix.
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Figure 3. Relative hazard of COVID-19-related death (HR) and 95% confidence intervals  in OpenSAFELY-TPP in the three pandemic waves
(wave 1: March 23 to May 30, 2020; wave 2: September 7, 2020 to April 24, 2021; and wave 3, delta: May 28 to December 14, 2021). Models
were adjusted for age using a 4-knot cubic spline, except for estimation of age group relative hazard of death; and adjusted for sex, except for
estimation of sex group relative hazard of death; and stratified by region. The two columns on the right present the ratio of the relative hazard of
death (fold-change: Δ HR) of wave 2 vs 1 and wave 3 vs 1. Abbreviations: IMD, index of multiple deprivation; BMI, body mass index; SMK,
smoking; CKD, chronic kidney disease; RRT, renal replacement therapy; Tx, transplant. The relative hazards of death presented in this figure can
be found in table A2 of the Appendix.
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Discussion

Summary
In this observational study in 18 million adults in England, we found that overall
COVID-19-related death rates decreased from waves 1 to 2 to 3. A high decrease in death
rates was seen in groups of older age and people with neurological disease, learning
disability or severe mental illness. Conversely, decreases in COVID-19 death rates across
successive waves were substantially attenuated in several groups: organ transplant
recipients; people with CKD including those receiving dialysis treatment; people with
haematological malignancies; and those with conditions associated with
immunosuppression. Consequently, relative hazards of COVID-19-related death in
individuals with versus without these clinical conditions rose by 2–6 fold in wave 3 compared
to wave 1. These groups are more likely to experience impaired vaccine effectiveness [17],
[18].

The observed decrease in COVID-19-related death rates is likely to be driven in part by the
vaccination programme introduced on 8 December 2020 midway through wave 2, with the
oldest and most vulnerable groups prioritised first. Absolute rate of mortality fell by 90% in
wave 3 compared to wave 1 among the over 80s who were eligible for vaccination at the
outset of the vaccination programme, whereas the corresponding decline was 20% in those
aged 18-39 where only the most vulnerable people were eligible for vaccination at the start
of the programme [19], [20]. Other mechanisms likely to have driven the decrease in
COVID-19-related death rates are the improved clinical management of COVID-19 disease
over time [21], [22] and coronavirus lockdowns and various restrictions [23], [24].

When considering relative hazards of COVID-19-related death across subgroups, in age-
and sex- adjusted models, higher hazards of death (relative hazards of death >1 in each
pandemic wave) were observed for individuals with clinical conditions compared to those
without the condition. For conditions such as kidney disease, greater severity of disease was
associated with higher relative hazards of death. As expected, the relative hazard of death
was higher with increasing age, although relative hazards for 80 year olds versus 50-59 year
olds decreased by 66% from waves 1 to 3 (relative hazard of death of 45 and 15,
respectively). Consistent patterns of higher relative hazards of death were observed in
association with higher social deprivation, male sex and non-White ethnicity across
successive waves, with mostly small fold-changes in relative hazard of death accross
succesive waves (1.0–1.4-fold rise in relative hazard of death of wave 3 versus wave 1).
Several clinical subgroups had an increased relative hazard of death across successive
waves, including organ transplant recipients (3.6–5.6-fold rise in relative hazard of death of
wave 3 versus wave 1), CKD and dialysis patients (1.3–1.7-fold rise), patients with
haematological malignancy (2.2-fold rise), individuals with severe obesity (1.8-fold rise), and
patients with immunosuppressive conditions (1.8-fold rise). These increases in the relative
hazards are in keeping with the attenuated declines in absolute death rates seen in wave 3
in these clinical subgroups.
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Strengths and weaknesses
This study used large-scale, routinely-collected primary care records, linked to death registry
data. This allowed us to describe a substantial proportion of the English population in the
first three pandemic waves and to describe changes over time in population-level
COVID-19-related mortality in population subgroups based on clinical and demographic
characteristics.

We acknowledge several important limitations to these results. Classification error in ICD
codes used to identify COVID-19-related deaths might have occured. COVID-19-related
death may have been misclassified as being due to other causes, particularly early in the
first pandemic wave where mass testing was not available. In addition, ascertainment of
certain clinical conditions may have been imperfect, as it relies on appropriate and timely
clinical coding in the primary care record. A patient must present to the GP, or have
information fed back properly from secondary care settings, to be coded correctly. This issue
may be more pronounced for less severe illnesses or early-stage conditions. Small declines
were observed in the percentage of people with asthma and diabetes over the period of the
pandemic, which may reflect a reduction in health care utilisation as a consequence of the
COVID-19 pandemic, rather than a real change in disease incidence.

This study cannot disentangle the pathway from infection to disease to death since the
ascertainment of infection status is not consistently reliable in routinely-collected health data
and changes with underlying community infection rates, test availability and access
(particularly early in the pandemic), health-seeking behaviour and symptoms. We therefore
did not quantify the risk of COVID-19 death given SARS-CoV-2 infection or the risk of
infection separately, and reported death rates should not be interpreted in this way. The risk
of infection is affected by contact patterns of individuals and their local infection incidence.
Public health guidance and support for contact-reducing interventions (“shielding”) as well as
public perception of risk was changing across the study period, and therefore the risk of
infection for clinically vulnerable individuals may have varied from wave to wave.
Additionally, the risk of infection is affected by SARS-CoV-2 variants, with Delta (wave 3)
being associated with increased transmissibility compared to the Alpha variant (wave 2) [25].

Despite our sample of patients registered at practices using TPP software
under-representing some geographic areas, particularly London and the North West,
absolute rates presented in this study should be considered to represent rates across the
whole of England [26].

Findings in Context
Previous studies of COVID-19-related mortality in demographic and clinical subgroups have
shown differences in risks consistent with those presented here, including an increased risk
in groups of older age, male sex, social deprivation, non-White ethnicity, and clinical
conditions such as kidney disease, organ transplant, and learning disability [1], [15]. Our
findings highlight the extent to which death rates have changed over the course of the
pandemic. Notably, during wave 3, when primary vaccination using ChAdOx1-S or
BNT162b2 had been offered to high-risk groups in England, death rates in groups of older
age, learning disability, and severe mental illness were markedly attenuated compared to
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waves 1 and 2. This decline is in line with the high effectiveness of primary vaccination
against COVID-19-related death [27]. It is also possible that the Delta variant (dominant in
wave 3) had lower consequent mortality while being more infectious compared to Alpha
(dominant in wave 2) [25] and more likely to escape vaccination [28].

An impaired response to primary COVID-19 vaccination has been reported in
immunocompromised populations, including organ transplant recipients, dialysis patients,
haematologic cancer patients, and individuals receiving immunosuppressive therapy [17],
[18], [29]. Notably, these studies have typically focused on post-vaccination antibody levels
or effectiveness against symptomatic or severe disease. In the present study, we highlight
the excess COVID-19-related mortality that persists among clinical subgroups that have
been linked with impaired primary vaccine response. Compared with the overall population,
these groups experienced more modest declines in absolute death rates in wave 3 (after
widespread vaccine implementation) compared to waves 1 and 2.

Policy Implications and Interpretation

Some of the demographic inequalities in COVID-19 mortality burden observed here are
mirrored by inequality in COVID-19 vaccine coverage [20], most notably ethnicity. Given the
demonstrated efficacy of COVID vaccines in reducing COVID-19-related death [27], it seems
likely that better targeting of vaccines to these groups would have helped to reduce their
mortality burden in second and third waves.

The same benefit may be more challenging to obtain for patient groups where vaccine
efficacy may be lower, such as conditions associated with lower immune response. Despite
such groups being targeted for early vaccination in many cases, absolute risks have
persisted between waves. Our findings provide an evidence-base to inform UK public health
policy for protecting these vulnerable patients.

Conclusions
Despite population-level reductions in COVID-19-related mortality, there are still persistent
inequalities among different clinical and socio-economic groups. Further, certain clinical
subgroups remain highly vulnerable, particularly people with conditions associated with
impaired immune response.
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of OpenSAFELY is hosted within the TPP environment which is accredited to the ISO 27001
information security standard and is NHS IG Toolkit compliant.[30]

Patient data has been pseudonymised for analysis and linkage using industry standard
cryptographic hashing techniques; all pseudonymised datasets transmitted for linkage onto
OpenSAFELY are encrypted; access to the platform is via a virtual private network (VPN)
connection, restricted to a small group of researchers; the researchers hold contracts with
NHS England and only access the platform to initiate database queries and statistical
models; all database activity is logged; only aggregate statistical outputs leave the platform
environment following best practice for anonymisation of results such as statistical disclosure
control for low cell counts.[31]

The OpenSAFELY research platform adheres to the obligations of the UK General Data
Protection Regulation (GDPR) and the Data Protection Act 2018. In March 2020, the
Secretary of State for Health and Social Care used powers under the UK Health Service
(Control of Patient Information) Regulations 2002 (COPI) to require organisations to process
confidential patient information for the purposes of protecting public health, providing
healthcare services to the public and monitoring and managing the COVID-19 outbreak and
incidents of exposure; this sets aside the requirement for patient consent.[32] This was
extended in July 2022 for the NHS England OpenSAFELY COVID-19 research platform.[33]
In some cases of data sharing, the common law duty of confidence is met using, for
example, patient consent or support from the Health Research Authority Confidentiality
Advisory Group.[34]

Taken together, these provide the legal bases to link patient datasets on the OpenSAFELY
platform. GP practices, from which the primary care data are obtained, are required to share
relevant health information to support the public health response to the pandemic, and have
been informed of the OpenSAFELY analytics platform.

This study was approved by the Health Research Authority (REC reference 20/LO/0651) and
by the LSHTM Ethics Board (reference 21863).
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restricted by best practice. The data in OpenSAFELY is drawn from General Practice data
across England where TPP is the Data Processor. TPP developers (CB, JC, JP, FH, and SH)
initiate an automated process to create pseudonymised records in the core OpenSAFELY
database, which are copies of key structured data tables in the identifiable records. These
are linked onto key external data resources that have also been pseudonymised via
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SHA-512 one-way hashing of NHS numbers using a shared salt. Bennett Institute for
Applied Data Science developers and PIs (BG, CEM, SCJB, AJW, WJH, DE, PI, SD, GH,
BBC, RMS, ID, TW, TO, SM, CLS, LB and EJW) holding contracts with NHS England have
access to the OpenSAFELY pseudonymised data tables as needed to develop the
OpenSAFELY tools. These tools in turn enable researchers with OpenSAFELY Data Access
Agreements to write and execute code for data management and data analysis without
direct access to the underlying raw pseudonymised patient data, and to review the outputs of
this code. All code for the full data management pipeline—from raw data to completed
results for this analysis—and for the OpenSAFELY platform as a whole is available for
review at github.com/OpenSAFELY.
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Appendix

Figure A1. This diagram shows the number of people (n) excluded at different stages of cohort selection covering the second pandemic wave (7
September 2020 - 24 April 2021). All counts were rounded to the nearest five.

Figure A2. This diagram shows the number of people (n) excluded at different stages of cohort selection covering the third pandemic wave (28
May 2021 - 14 December 2021). All counts were rounded to the nearest five.
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Figure A3. Sex- and age-standardised COVID-19-related death rates and 95% confidence intervals per 1,000 person-years in OpenSAFELY-TPP
in the three pandemic waves (wave 1: March 23 to May 30, 2020; wave 2: September 7, 2020 to April 24, 2021; and wave 3, delta: May 28 to
December 14, 2021). Models were standardised for age and sex using the European standard population except for the death rates by age group
(not standardised) and death rates by sex (standardised by age). The two columns on the right present the fold-change in death rate of wave 2 vs
1 and wave 3 vs 1. Abbreviations: IMD, index of multiple deprivation; BMI, body mass index; SMK, smoking; CKD, chronic kidney disease; RRT,
renal replacement therapy; Tx, transplant. The death rates presented in this figure can be found in table A1 of the Appendix.
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Table A1. Sex- and age-standardised COVID-19-related death rates and 95% confidence intervals per 1,000
person-years in OpenSAFELY-TPP in the three pandemic waves (wave 1: March 23 to May 30, 2020; wave 2:
September 7, 2020 to April 24, 2021; and wave 3, delta: May 28 to December 14, 2021).

Subgroup Level

COVID-19-related death rate* per 1000 person-years (95% CI)

Wave 1 Wave 2 Wave 3

All - 4.58 (4.50;4.65) 2.77 (2.74;2.80) 0.65 (0.63;0.67)

Age Group

18-39 0.05 (0.04;0.07) 0.05 (0.04;0.06) 0.04 (0.03;0.05)

40-49 0.35 (0.3;0.4) 0.25 (0.23;0.27) 0.15 (0.13;0.17)

50-59 1.11 (1.02;1.19) 0.75 (0.71;0.79) 0.33 (0.30;0.35)

60-69 3.03 (2.88;3.19) 2.1 (2.03;2.17) 0.71 (0.67;0.76)

70-79 9.33 (9.03;9.64) 5.78 (5.65;5.92) 1.48 (1.41;1.55)

80 plus 44.46 (43.58;45.35) 25.78 (25.41;26.15) 4.54 (4.37;4.7)

Sex
Female 1.72 (1.68;1.76) 1.08 (1.06;1.1) 0.23 (0.22;0.24)

Male 2.86 (2.8;2.92) 1.69 (1.66;1.72) 0.42 (0.41;0.43)

Ethnicity

White 4.5 (4.43;4.58) 2.75 (2.71;2.78) 0.64 (0.62;0.65)

Mixed 7.06 (5.42;8.69) 3.92 (3.26;4.58) 0.95 (0.63;1.28)

Asian 7.48 (6.91;8.05) 5.33 (5.07;5.59) 1.37 (1.23;1.51)

Black 9.18 (8.10;10.27) 4.09 (3.69;4.48) 1.21 (1.00;1.43)

Other 6.61 (5.53;7.7) 2.96 (2.57;3.35) 1.11 (0.85;1.37)

Unknown 2.03 (1.79;2.28) 0.93 (0.85;1.02) 0.22 (0.17;0.26)

Region

North East 5.66 (5.28;6.04) 3.43 (3.26;3.59) 0.99 (0.90;1.08)

North West 6.05 (5.77;6.34) 2.91 (2.80;3.02) 0.79 (0.73;0.85)

Yorkshire and
the Humber 5.12 (4.90;5.34) 2.83 (2.74;2.92) 0.85 (0.80;0.90)

East Midlands 4.47 (4.29;4.65) 3.2 (3.12;3.28) 0.73 (0.69;0.77)

West
Midlands 7.25 (6.77;7.74) 4.1 (3.9;4.31) 0.91 (0.81;1.01)

East of
England 4.49 (4.34;4.64) 3.01 (2.94;3.08) 0.52 (0.49;0.55)

London 8.12 (7.6;8.63) 3.07 (2.9;3.24) 0.75 (0.66;0.84)

South East 3.21 (2.98;3.43) 2.23 (2.12;2.33) 0.48 (0.43;0.54)

South West 2.59 (2.46;2.73) 1.57 (1.51;1.63) 0.42 (0.39;0.45)

IMD quintile

5 (least
deprived) 3.28 (3.15;3.41) 2.02 (1.96;2.07) 0.42 (0.39;0.45)

4 3.74 (3.6;3.88) 2.18 (2.12;2.24) 0.5 (0.47;0.53)

3 4.17 (4.02;4.32) 2.57 (2.51;2.63) 0.55 (0.52;0.58)
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2 5.56 (5.37;5.76) 3.41 (3.32;3.49) 0.77 (0.73;0.81)

1 (most
deprived) 7.45 (7.19;7.70) 4.44 (4.34;4.55) 1.25 (1.19;1.31)

Body Mass Index

Not obese 4.29 (4.21;4.37) 2.52 (2.49;2.55) 0.54 (0.53;0.56)

Obese I
(30-34.9
kg/m2) 4.79 (4.56;5.02) 3.01 (2.91;3.11) 0.81 (0.76;0.86)

Obese II
(35-39.9
kg/m2) 6.77 (6.14;7.40) 4.01 (3.78;4.24) 1.13 (1.01;1.24)

Obese III (40+
kg/m2) 8.24 (7.02;9.46) 6.4 (5.8;7.01) 1.89 (1.62;2.16)

Smoking status

Never and
unknown 3.71 (3.59;3.82) 2.17 (2.12;2.22) 0.48 (0.46;0.5)

Former 5.21 (5.1;5.32) 3.18 (3.13;3.22) 0.79 (0.76;0.81)

Current 4.57 (4.21;4.94) 3.34 (3.16;3.52) 0.76 (0.68;0.85)

Asthma

No asthma 4.5 (4.42;4.58) 2.69 (2.66;2.72) 0.62 (0.61;0.64)

With no oral
steroid use 4.73 (4.49;4.97) 3.08 (2.97;3.18) 0.77 (0.72;0.82)

With oral
steroid use 6.35 (5.73;6.98) 4.47 (4.17;4.77) 1.16 (0.96;1.36)

Diabetes**

No diabetes 3.88 (3.8;3.96) 2.34 (2.3;2.37) 0.51 (0.49;0.52)

Controlled 7.04 (6.79;7.28) 4.51 (4.38;4.63) 1.29 (1.21;1.37)

Not controlled 10.36 (9.05;11.68) 6.83 (6.19;7.47) 1.82 (1.36;2.28)

Without
recent HbA1c
measure 9.96 (9.15;10.77) 4.66 (4.41;4.90) 1.32 (1.18;1.46)

Chronic kidney
disease or renal

replacement
therapy

No CKD or
RRT 4 (3.91;4.09) 2.36 (2.32;2.39) 0.53 (0.51;0.54)

CKD stage 3a 7.25 (5.75;8.75) 4.27 (3.56;4.98) 1.4 (0.99;1.81)

CKD stage 3b 13.88 (9.98;17.78) 10.04 (8.07;12.01) 4.34 (1.3;7.38)

CKD stage 4 23.83 (19.53;28.14) 14.21 (12.04;16.38) 5.67 (3.91;7.44)

CKD stage 5 40.63 (29.12;52.14) 22.77 (17.62;27.91) 10.03 (4.37;15.68)

RRT (dialysis) 41.11 (32.47;49.76) 19.53 (16.69;22.38) 8.25 (6.06;10.44)

RRT
(transplant) 19.39 (10.22;28.55) 13.32 (8.95;17.68) 10.52 (8.1;12.95)

Organ transplant

No transplant 4.56 (4.48;4.63) 2.76 (2.72;2.79) 0.64 (0.62;0.65)

Kidney
transplant 21.59 (13.15;30.04) 13.81 (9.53;18.08) 11.72 (9.24;14.2)

Other organ
transplant 10.75 (4.45;17.05) 10.37 (6.94;13.81) 10.58 (6.8;14.35)

High blood
pressure or
diagnosed

hypertension

No 4.74 (4.59;4.89) 2.63 (2.57;2.69) 0.56 (0.53;0.59)

Yes 4.74 (4.64;4.83) 2.99 (2.95;3.04) 0.76 (0.73;0.78)

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 2, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.30.22278161doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.30.22278161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Chronic
respiratory

disease

No 4.13 (4.06;4.21) 2.45 (2.42;2.48) 0.55 (0.53;0.56)

Yes 8.67 (8.22;9.12) 6.05 (5.81;6.29) 1.8 (1.65;1.95)

Chronic cardiac
disease

No 4.03 (3.94;4.11) 2.33 (2.3;2.36) 0.53 (0.51;0.55)

Yes 7.18 (6.89;7.46) 4.91 (4.76;5.06) 1.46 (1.33;1.6)

Cancer (non
haematological)

No 4.51 (4.43;4.59) 2.68 (2.64;2.71) 0.63 (0.62;0.65)

Yes 5.87 (5.54;6.20) 3.85 (3.66;4.04) 1.01 (0.88;1.14)

Haematological
malignancy

No 4.51 (4.44;4.59) 2.73 (2.7;2.76) 0.62 (0.61;0.64)

Yes 10.59 (9.41;11.76) 6.2 (5.71;6.69) 3.15 (2.75;3.56)

Chronic liver
disease

No 4.53 (4.45;4.60) 2.73 (2.70;2.77) 0.64 (0.62;0.65)

Yes 11.25 (9.75;12.74) 7.34 (6.70;7.99) 2.28 (1.91;2.66)

Stroke
No 4.15 (4.08;4.23) 2.57 (2.53;2.60) 0.61 (0.59;0.63)

Yes 10.43 (9.88;10.98) 6.07 (5.70;6.43) 1.45 (1.28;1.63)

Dementia
No 4.24 (4.17;4.31) 2.64 (2.61;2.67) 0.64 (0.62;0.65)

Yes 32.50 (28.84;36.16) 16.94 (14.80;19.07) 4.91 (0.16;9.66)

Other
neurological

disease

No 4.37 (4.30;4.44) 2.67 (2.64;2.70) 0.64 (0.62;0.65)

Yes 15.06 (14.04;16.07) 7.92 (7.51;8.32) 1.53 (1.33;1.74)

Asplenia
No 4.57 (4.50;4.65) 2.76 (2.73;2.80) 0.65 (0.63;0.67)

Yes 6.84 (4.82;8.87) 5.09 (4.18;6.00) 1.01 (0.52;1.50)

Rheumatoid
arthritis/ lupus/

psoriasis

No 4.49 (4.41;4.56) 2.71 (2.67;2.74) 0.62 (0.60;0.64)

Yes 5.72 (5.40;6.04) 3.61 (3.47;3.74) 1.04 (0.96;1.12)

Immunosuppressi
ve condition

No 4.46 (4.38;4.53) 2.7 (2.67;2.73) 0.61 (0.59;0.63)

Yes 10.02 (9.28;10.77) 5.75 (5.45;6.05) 2.49 (2.25;2.72)

Learning
disability

No 4.52 (4.45;4.59) 2.74 (2.71;2.77) 0.65 (0.63;0.66)

Yes 25.46 (20.40;30.53) 13 (10.83;15.18) 2.41 (1.41;3.41)

Severe mental
illness

No 4.45 (4.38;4.52) 2.72 (2.68;2.75) 0.64 (0.63;0.66)

Yes 16.05 (14.64;17.47) 7.63 (7.10;8.16) 1.44 (1.19;1.69)

* Models were standardised for age and sex using the European standard population except for the death rates by
age group (not standardised) and death rates by sex (standardised by age).
** HbA1c classification based on the latest measure within 15 months before baseline.
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Table A2. Relative hazard of COVID-19-related death and 95% confidence intervals (95%CI) in OpenSAFELY-TPP in
the three pandemic waves in England (wave 1: March 23 to May 30, 2020; wave 2: September 7, 2020 to April 24,
2021; and wave 3, delta: May 28 to December 14, 2021).

Subgroup Category
Relative hazard of COVID-19-related death* (95%CI)

Wave 1 Wave 2 Wave 3

Age Group

18-39 0.04 (0.03;0.06) 0.06 (0.06;0.07) 0.12 (0.1;0.15)

40-49 0.31 (0.26;0.36) 0.33 (0.3;0.36) 0.47 (0.4;0.54)

50-59 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)

60-69 2.84 (2.59;3.12) 2.84 (2.67;3.01) 2.22 (2;2.45)

70-79 9.04 (8.32;9.82) 7.94 (7.52;8.39) 4.74 (4.31;5.2)

80 plus 44.56 (41.18;48.21) 36.51 (34.65;38.46) 15.25 (13.95;16.67)

Sex
Female 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)

Male 1.72 (1.66;1.77) 1.61 (1.57;1.64) 1.86 (1.77;1.96)

Ethnicity

White 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)

Mixed 1.53 (1.24;1.87) 1.5 (1.3;1.74) 1.55 (1.15;2.08)

Asian 1.47 (1.36;1.59) 2.02 (1.92;2.12) 1.99 (1.8;2.2)

Black 1.75 (1.57;1.95) 1.45 (1.32;1.58) 1.97 (1.68;2.32)

Other 1.25 (1.08;1.46) 1.08 (0.95;1.22) 1.56 (1.26;1.92)

Unknown 0.42 (0.37;0.47) 0.33 (0.31;0.37) 0.34 (0.28;0.41)

IMD quintile

5 (least
deprived) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)

4 1.17 (1.11;1.23) 1.11 (1.07;1.15) 1.2 (1.1;1.31)

3 1.32 (1.25;1.39) 1.32 (1.28;1.37) 1.37 (1.26;1.49)

2 1.72 (1.63;1.81) 1.73 (1.67;1.8) 1.85 (1.7;2.02)

1 (most
deprived) 2.12 (2.01;2.24) 2.19 (2.11;2.27) 2.77 (2.56;3.01)

Body Mass Index

Not obese 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)

Obese I
(30-34.9
kg/m2) 1.15 (1.1;1.21) 1.25 (1.21;1.29) 1.53 (1.43;1.63)

Obese II
(35-39.9
kg/m2) 1.69 (1.58;1.81) 1.79 (1.71;1.87) 2.25 (2.06;2.47)

Obese III (40+
kg/m2) 2.62 (2.4;2.86) 3.46 (3.29;3.65) 4.77 (4.34;5.25)

Smoking status

Never and
unknown 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)

Former 1.42 (1.38;1.47) 1.46 (1.43;1.5) 1.64 (1.55;1.73)

Current 1.19 (1.11;1.28) 1.41 (1.35;1.47) 1.33 (1.21;1.46)
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Asthma

No asthma 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)

With no oral
steroid use 1.09 (1.04;1.15) 1.18 (1.14;1.22) 1.28 (1.19;1.37)

With oral
steroid use 1.47 (1.34;1.62) 1.74 (1.63;1.86) 1.94 (1.64;2.28)

Diabetes**

No diabetes 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)

Controlled 1.62 (1.56;1.68) 1.8 (1.75;1.85) 2.25 (2.13;2.38)

Not controlled 2.62 (2.31;2.96) 2.82 (2.59;3.07) 3.7 (3.07;4.47)

Without recent
HbA1c
measure 2.26 (2.09;2.45) 1.92 (1.82;2.02) 2.34 (2.12;2.58)

Chronic kidney
disease or renal
replacement
therapy

No CKD or
RRT 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)

CKD stage 3a 1.31 (1.25;1.37) 1.41 (1.37;1.45) 1.68 (1.56;1.81)

CKD stage 3b 1.71 (1.62;1.79) 1.98 (1.91;2.05) 2.56 (2.35;2.78)

CKD stage 4 2.52 (2.35;2.72) 2.99 (2.84;3.15) 4.4 (3.92;4.94)

CKD stage 5 4.52 (3.77;5.42) 5.75 (5.07;6.53) 7.47 (5.61;9.95)

RRT (dialysis) 8.3 (7.15;9.63) 7.17 (6.36;8.07) 12.09 (9.77;14.96)

RRT
(transplant) 6.85 (5.14;9.12) 8.39 (6.98;10.08) 27.93 (22.82;34.17)

Organ transplant

No transplant 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref) 1.00 (ref)

Kidney
transplant 7.37 (5.78;9.41) 7.97 (6.76;9.39) 26.33 (22;31.5)

Other organ
transplant 3.27 (1.97;5.43) 4.94 (3.69;6.62) 18.34 (13.39;25.14)

High blood pressure or
diagnosed hypertension 1.02 (0.99;1.06) 1.18 (1.15;1.21) 1.4 (1.32;1.48)

Chronic respiratory disease 1.9 (1.83;1.97) 2.17 (2.12;2.23) 2.8 (2.64;2.96)

Chronic cardiac disease 1.56 (1.51;1.62) 1.82 (1.78;1.87) 2.13 (2.01;2.25)

Cancer (non haematological) 1.13 (1.08;1.18) 1.25 (1.22;1.29) 1.25 (1.17;1.33)

Haematological malignancy 2 (1.82;2.19) 2.01 (1.88;2.14) 4.42 (3.99;4.91)

Chronic liver disease 2.66 (2.37;3) 3 (2.77;3.24) 3.61 (3.12;4.18)

Stroke 2.1 (2.01;2.19) 1.92 (1.86;1.98) 1.85 (1.71;1.99)

Dementia 5.05 (4.78;5.34) 3.81 (3.64;3.99) 2.81 (2.46;3.23)

Other neurological disease 3.21 (3.02;3.42) 2.87 (2.74;3.01) 2.3 (2.03;2.59)

Asplenia 1.54 (1.18;2.01) 1.9 (1.6;2.25) 1.41 (0.92;2.17)

Rheumatoid arthritis/ lupus/
psoriasis 1.3 (1.23;1.37) 1.36 (1.31;1.41) 1.72 (1.59;1.85)

Immunosuppressive condition 2.05 (1.91;2.2) 2.02 (1.92;2.12) 3.79 (3.48;4.13)

Learning disability 8.73 (7.65;9.96) 6.97 (6.3;7.71) 3.95 (3.09;5.05)
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Severe mental illness 3.73 (3.44;4.05) 3.06 (2.87;3.26) 2.36 (2.02;2.74)

* Models were adjusted for age using a 4-knot cubic spline, except for estimation of age group relative hazards of
death; adjusted for sex, except for estimation of sex group relative hazards of death; and stratified by region.
** HbA1c classification based on the latest measure within 15 months before baseline.
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