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ABSTRACT - Estimating the COVID-19 infection fatality rate (IFR) has proven to be particularly
challenging –and rather controversial– due to the fact that both the data on deaths and the data on
the number of individuals infected are subject to many different biases. We consider a Bayesian
evidence synthesis approach which, while simple enough for researchers to understand and use,
accounts for many important sources of uncertainty inherent in both the seroprevalence and mortality
data. With the understanding that the results of one’s evidence synthesis analysis may be largely
driven by which studies are included and which are excluded, we conduct two separate parallel
analyses based on two lists of eligible studies obtained from two different research teams. The
results from both analyses are rather similar. With the first analysis, we estimate the COVID-19 IFR
to be 0.37% (95% credible interval of (0.19%, 0.61%)) for a typical population where 9% of the
population is aged over 65 years and where the GDP (at purchasing-power parity (PPP)) per capita
is $17.8k (the approximate worldwide average). With the second analysis, we obtain 0.37% (95%
credible interval of (0.22%, 0.55%)). Our results suggest that, as one might expect, lower IFRs are
associated with younger populations (and may also be associated with wealthier populations). For a
typical population with the age and wealth of the United States we estimate an IFR of 0.61% and
0.59%; and for a typical population with the age and wealth of the European Union, we obtain IFR
estimates of 0.90% and 0.62%. Keywords: COVID-19; evidence synthesis; Bayesian inference;
infection fatality rate.

Above all, what’s needed is humility in the face of an intricately evolving body of
evidence. The pandemic could well drift or shift into something that defies our best
efforts to model and characterize it.

Siddhartha Mukherjee, The New Yorker
February 22, 2021

1 Introduction

The infection fatality ratio (IFR), defined as the proportion of individuals infected who will go
on to die as a result of their infection, is a crucial statistic for understanding SARS-CoV-2 and
the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic. Estimating the COVID-19 IFR has proven to be particularly
challenging –and rather controversial– due to the fact that both the data on deaths and the data on
the number of individuals infected are subject to many different biases.

SARS-CoV-2 seroprevalence studies can help provide a better understanding of the true number
of infections in a given population and for this reason several researchers have sought to leverage
seroprevalence study data to infer the COVID-19 IFR [29]. In particular, Ioannidis [47], Levin et al.
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[60], Brazeau et al. [21], and O’Driscoll et al. [84] have all undertaken analyses, of varying degrees
of complexity, in which they combine data from multiple seroprevalence studies with available
mortality statistics to derive IFR estimates.

The analyses of both Brazeau et al. [21] and O’Driscoll et al. [84] are done using rather complex
Bayesian models which rely on numerous detailed assumptions. For instance, Brazeau et al. [21]
use a Bayesian “statistical age-based model that incorporates delays from onset of infection to
seroconversion and onset of infection to death, differences in IFR and infection rates by age, and the
uncertainty in the serosample collection time and the sensitivity and specificity of serological tests.”
O’Driscoll et al. [84] employ a Bayesian ensemble model which assumes “a gamma-distributed delay
between onset [of infection] and death” and assumes different risks of infection for “individuals
aged 65 years and older, relative to those under 65.” While these analyses go to great lengths to
account for the various sources of uncertainty in the data, the complexity of the models will no
doubt make it challenging for other researchers to fit these models to different data in a constantly
evolving pandemic.

In contrast, the analyses of Ioannidis [47] and Levin et al. [60] are decidedly more simple. For each
seroprevalence study under consideration, Ioannidis [47] counts the cumulative number of deaths
(from the beginning of the pandemic) until 7 days after the study mid-point (or until the date the
study authors suggest), and divides this number of deaths by the estimated number of (previous
or current) infections to obtain a study-specific IFR estimate. A “location specific” IFR estimate
is then obtained by taking a weighted (by the study’s sample size) average of the study-specific
IFR estimates for a given location (i.e., for a given country or state). Ioannidis [47] then calculates
the median of all the location specific IFR estimates. No uncertainty interval for this estimate
is provided. As such, it is impossible to determine what level of confidence one should place in
Ioannidis [47]’s estimates.

The analysis of Levin et al. [60] is based on a standard frequentist random-effects meta-analysis
model. For each age-group and seroprevalence study under consideration, Levin et al. [60] calculate
a 95% confidence interval (CI) for a study-specific IFR by counting the cumulative number of deaths
up until 4 weeks after the study mid-point and dividing this number of deaths by the estimated upper
and lower bounds of the number of infected individuals. The meta-analysis model then combines
each of these study-specific IFRs. While this analysis provides standard confidence intervals and is
relatively straightforward, it does not take into account certain important sources of uncertainty (to
be discussed in Section 2).

The analysis method we propose is simple enough for researchers to easily understand and use,
while accounting for important sources of uncertainty inherent in both the seroprevalence data and
the mortality data. Similar Bayesian models have been used previously for evidence synthesis of
seroprevalence data for other infectious diseases (e.g., Brody-Moore [22]).
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A major part in any evidence synthesis is determining which studies to consider within the analysis.
Determining appropriate inclusion and exclusion criteria for seroprevalence studies is a rather
complicated and delicate issue when it comes to estimating the COVID-19 IFR [12, 48]. Reviewing
and evaluating the merits of the hundreds of available seroprevalence studies also involves a
tremendous amount of review work and time. Fortunately, both Chen et al. [28] and Arora et al. [6]
have done comprehensive and thorough reviews to ascertain study quality (i.e., risk of bias). We will
work from these two lists to conduct two separate parallel analyses. This approach –conducting two
analyses based on two distinct and independent literature reviews– will allow us to better understand
the impact of different inclusion and exclusion criteria [35]. We will review the data and how it was
obtained in Section 3, following a review of the methods in Section 2. In Section 4, we summarize
the results of our analysis and conclude in Section 5.

2 Methods

2.1 Bayesian model for evidence synthesis

Suppose we have data from K different seroprevalence studies. Then, for k = 1, . . . , K, let:

• Tk be the total number of individuals tested in the k-th study;

• CCk be the total number of confirmed cases (of past or current infection) resulting from
those tested in the k-th study;

• Pk be the number of individuals at risk of infection in the population of interest for the k-th
study; and

• Dk be the total number of observed deaths (cumulative since pandemic onset) in the popula-
tion of interest that are attributed to infection.

We do not observe the following latent variables; for k = 1, . . . , K, let:

• Ck be the total number of infected people (cases) in the k-th population;

• IRk be the true infection rate (proportion of the k-th population which has been infected),
which is the expected value of Ck/Pk; and

• IFRk be the true underlying infection fatality rate, which is the expected value of Dk/Ck

(given Ck).
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We will make a series of simple binomial assumptions such that, for k = 1, . . . , K:

CCk ∼ Binom(Tk, Ck/Pk), (1)

Ck ∼ Binom(Pk, IRk), and (2)

Dk|Ck ∼ Binom(Ck, IFRk). (3)

We wish to emphasize the importance of the third “D|C” binomial distribution above. Failing to
account for the conditional distribution of the deaths given the cases may lead to inappropriately
precise estimates of the IFR. For example, Streeck et al. [121] (in their original preprint (medRxiv,
May 8, 2020)) calculate an uncertainty interval for the IFR by dividing the number of deaths (D = 7)
by the upper and lower bounds of the 95% CI for the number of infections (95% CI for C = [1,551,
2,389]). Doing so, they obtain a relatively narrow 95% CI for the IFR: [0.29%, 0.45%] (= [7/1,551,
7/2,389]). In the published version of their article (Nature Communications, November 17, 2020),
an alternative interval “accounting for uncertainty in the number of recorded deaths” is provided.
This alternative interval, which essentially takes into account the D|C binomial distribution, is
substantially wider: [0.17%; 0.77%]. In a very similar way, Levin et al. [60] also fail to take into
account the D|C binomial distribution when estimating study-specific IFRs resulting in spuriously
precise study-specific IFR estimates.

Having established simple binomial distributions for the study-specific IRs and IFRs, we define a
simple random-effects model such that, for k = 1, . . . , K:

g(IFRk) ∼ N (θ0 + θ1Z1k + θ2Z2k, τ
2), and (4)

g(IRk) ∼ N (β, σ2), (5)

where θ0 represents the mean g(infection fatality rate), τ 2 represents between group infection fatality
rate heterogeneity, β represents the mean g(infection rate), σ2 describes the variability in infection
rates across the K groups, Z1k and Z2k are covariates of interest that may be related to the infection
fatality rate by means of the θ1 and θ2 parameters, and g() is a given link function. In our analysis,
we define g() as the complimentary log-log link function (cloglog), though there are other sensible
choices including the logit and probit functions. As for the two covariates, Z1k and Z2k, we will
define these as the centered and scaled logarithm of (1) the proportion of the population aged
over 65 years (65yok), and of (2) the GDP (at purchasing power parity (PPP)) per capita (GDPk),
respectively.

The model is considered within a Bayesian framework requiring the specification of priors for the
unknown parameters. Our strategy for priors is to assume weakly informative priors. Beta, Normal,
and half-Normal priors (following the recommendations of Gelman et al. [36] and Kümmerer
et al. [57]) are set accordingly: g−1(θ) ∼ Beta(0.3, 3); g−1(β) ∼ Beta(1, 30); θ1 ∼ N (0, 10);
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θ2 ∼ N (0, 10); σ ∼ half-N (0, 10); and τ ∼ half-N (0, 10). Note that the performance of any
Bayesian estimator will depend on the choice of priors and that this choice can substantially
influence the posterior when few data are available [15, 58]. In the Supplementary Material 7.4, we
show results obtained with an alternative set of priors as a sensitivity analysis.

2.2 Uncertainty in infection rates

While some seroprevalence studies report the exact number of individuals tested and the exact
number of confirmed cases amongst those tested, to obtain estimates for the infection rate, there
are typically numerous adjustments made (e.g., adjusting for imperfect diagnostic test accuracy,
adjusting for clustering of individuals within a household). For this reason, the sample size of a
given study might not be a reliable indicator of its precision and weighting a study’s contribution
in an evidence synthesis based solely on its sample size (as in e.g., Ioannidis [47]) may not be
appropriate.

Rather than work with the raw testing numbers published in the seroprevalence studies, we calculate
effective data values for Tk andCCk based on a binomial distribution that corresponds to the reported
95% CI for the IR. By “inverting uncertainty intervals” in this way, we are able to properly use the
adjusted numbers provided. (This is a similar approach to the strategy employed by Kümmerer et al.
[57].) Tables 2 and 3 list the 95% uncertainty intervals obtained from each of the seroprevalence
studies in our two parallel analyses and Tables 4 and 5 list the corresponding values for Tk and CCk.

It must be noted that, as Ioannidis [47] cautions, it is possible that under our “inverting uncertainty
intervals” approach, poorly conducted seroprevalence studies which fail to make proper adjustments
(and thereby have spuriously narrower uncertainty intervals) receive more weight in our analysis,
while high-quality studies, which make proper adjustments, are unfairly penalized. Ioannidis [47]
notes that the strategy of “weighting the study-specific infection fatality rates by the sample size of
each study” avoids giving more weight to studies “with seemingly narrower confidence intervals
because of poor or no adjustments, while still giving more weight to larger studies.” Since we are
restricting our analysis to only those supposedly high quality seroprevalence studies, we hope to
largely avoid this issue. Weighting studies based on their true precision is obviously the goal in any
evidence synthesis, and we recognize that this is particularly difficult when so many studies may
misrepresent the precision of their estimates [19, 23].

2.3 Uncertainty in mortality

Matching prevalence estimates with a relevant number of fatalities is a difficult task. Prevalence
estimates obtained from a seroprevalence study do not typically correspond to a specific date.
Instead, these estimates will correspond to a window of time during which testing occurred. This
period may be only a few days for some studies (e.g., 4 days for Petersen et al. [90]), but can also
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be several weeks or months for others (e.g., 135 days for Ward et al. [133]). Tables 2 and 3 list the
sampling window start and end dates for each of the studies in our two parallel analyses.

Evidently, a longer sampling window will lead to greater uncertainty when it comes to establishing
the relevant number of deaths. It can be difficult to account for this uncertainty and analyses will
often simply select a specific date at which to count deaths based on some simple rule of thumb.
For example, Ioannidis [47] considers the number of deaths at 7 days after the mid-point of the
sampling window (or as the relevant number of deaths discussed by the seroprevalence study’s
authors). As another example, Meyerowitz-Katz and Merone [73] take the number of deaths as
recorded at 10 days after the end of the sampling window. While these two particular analytical
choices are not all that different, each may lead to a substantially different number of deaths for a
given study if the study was conducted during a period of time during which the number of deaths
was rapidly accelerating. Levin et al. [60], who consider the number of deaths up until 4 weeks after
the sampling window mid-point, acknowledge this limitation noting that: “matching prevalence
estimates with subsequent fatalities is not feasible if a seroprevalence study was conducted in the
midst of an accelerating outbreak.”

In order to account for the uncertainty in selecting the relevant number of deaths for a given
seroprevalence study, we propose considering the number of deaths as interval censored data. Tables
4 and 5 list numbers for an interval corresponding to the number of deaths recorded 14 days after the
start of the sampling window and 14 days after the end of sampling window for each seroprevalence
study. While we might not know exactly what number of deaths is most appropriate, we can be
fairly confident that the appropriate number lies somewhere within this interval. The 14 day offset
allows for the known delay between the onset of infection and death, taking into consideration the
delay between the onset of infection and the development of detectable antibodies [63, 136].

3 The data

3.1 Seroprevalence data

As the COVID-19 pandemic has progressed, a rapidly increasing number of SARS-CoV-2 seropreva-
lence studies have been conducted worldwide [6]. However, many of these studies have produced
biased estimates or are otherwise unreliable due to a variety of different issues with study design,
and/or with data collection, and/or with inappropriate statistical analysis [19]. We seek to restrict
our analysis to high quality studies which used probability-based sampling methods. Such studies
are less likely to suffer from substantial biases [112]. Based on the reviews of Chen et al. [28] and
of Arora et al. [6], we compiled two separate sets of studies for analysis (these are listed in Tables 2
and 3, respectively). With the understanding that the results of an evidence synthesis may be largely
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driven by which studies are included/excluded, we will use these two separate sets to conduct two
separate analyses.

Chen et al. (2021)
grade A/B general-pop.-

based studies (n=38)

Excluded after screening (n=14):
a) duplicate (n=2)
b) ”non-probability” or ”conve-
nience” sample (n=8)
c) no longer considered accurate
based on new information (n=1)
d) narrowly defined target popula-
tion (n=1)
e) 95% interval not provided (n=2)

Assessed for data
availability (n=24)

Excluded due to lack of data (n=5):
a) not in Karlinsky and Kobak anal-
ysis (n=2)
b) death data not found (n=3)

Included in analysis (n=19)

Figure 1: Flowchart of seroprevalence studies considered for Chen et al. -based analysis (based on
the review of Chen et al. [28]).

Chen et al. [28] reviewed the literature for articles published between December 1, 2019, and
December 22, 2020, and identified more than 400 unique seroprevalence studies. For each of these,
study quality was established using a scoring system developed on the basis of a seroepidemiological
protocol from the Consortium for the Standardization of Influenza Seroepidemiology [44]. In total,
Chen et al. [28] identified 38 articles which considered a sample based on a “general population”
and which obtained a study quality grade of A or B (see full list in Table S8 of Chen et al. [28]).
We consider these 38 articles as a starting point for inclusion for our analysis. After excluding
those studies which are duplicates (n=2), those that used a “convenience” or “non-probability”
based sampling method (according to the classification of Arora et al. [6]) (n=8), a study no longer
considered accurate based on new information about the accuracy of the antibody test used (n=1), a
study that has a very narrowly defined target population (n=1), studies for which relevant death data
could not be found (n=5), and studies which did not provide a 95% uncertainty interval (n=2), we
were left with a set of K = 19 studies for analysis; see Figure 1 and details in the Supplementary
Material.

Arora et al. [6] conducted the Serotracker “living systematic review” of COVID-19 seroprevalence
studies whereby the results of the review are continuously updated on serotracker.com/data.
For each study reviewed, the risk of bias was evaluated based on an assessment using the Joanna
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Briggs Institute Critical Appraisal Guidelines for Prevalence studies [19, 77]. For analysis, we
consider the 45 studies listed on serotracker.com/data (as of June 5, 2021), that are categorized
as having a “low risk of bias” and are categorized as targeting “household and community samples.”
After excluding those studies which are duplicates (n=3), one study that used a “convenience” or
“non-probability” based sampling method (according to the classification of Arora et al. [6]) (n=1),
those studies no longer considered accurate based on new information about the accuracy of the
antibody test used (n=2), those that have very narrowly defined target populations (n=2), those
for which relevant death data could not be found (n=8), and those which did not provide a 95%
uncertainty interval for the estimated prevalence (n=1), we are left with a set of K = 28 studies for
analysis; see Figure 2 and details in the Supplementary Material.

Serotracker et al. (2021) “low
risk of bias”/“household

and community sam-
ples” studies (n=45)

Excluded after screening (n=9):
a) duplicate (n=3)
b) ”non-probability” or ”conve-
nience” sample (n=1)
c) no longer considered accurate
based on new information (n=2)
d) narrowly defined target popula-
tion (n=2);
e) 95% interval not provided (n=1)

Assessed for data
availability (n=36)

Excluded due to lack of data (n=8):
a) not in Karlinsky and Kobak anal-
ysis (n=2)
b) death data not found (n=6)

Included in analysis (n=28)

Figure 2: Flowchart of seroprevalence studies considered for Serotracker-based analysis (based on
the Serotracker review Arora et al. [6]).

For each of the seroprevalence studies included in each of the two analysis sets, we recorded the
95% uncertainty interval for the infection rate as reported in the study article. If an article reported
on multiple phases of a study (e.g., a longitudinal series of different surveys), or reported different
results for different areas instead of an overall estimate (e.g., a series of different estimates for
different regions), we selected only the first set of estimates. Furthermore, if a study reported more
than one 95% uncertainty interval (e.g., different intervals corresponding to different adjustments
and assumptions), we selected the lowest value amongst the different lower bounds and the highest
value amongst the different upper bounds. These numbers are recorded in Tables 2 and 3 under IR
interval. Based on these numbers, we calculated effective data values for the number of tests (Tk)
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and the number of confirmed cases (CCk) which are listed in Tables 4 and 5 alongside population
numbers (Pk) and numbers corresponding to the proportion of the population over 65 years old
(65yok) and the GDP (PPP) per capita (GDPk); see Supplemental Material for details and data
sources.

3.2 Mortality data

Mortality data was obtained from various sources (e.g., academic, government, health authority);
see details in Supplementary Material (Section 7.3). If a seroprevalence study referenced a specific
source for mortality data, we used the referenced source for our numbers whenever possible. If no
source was referenced or suggested, we considered publicly available data sources.

For many populations, there are concerns that cause of death information may be very inaccurate
and lead to biased COVID-19 mortality statistics. To overcome this issue, many suggest looking to
“excess deaths” by comparing aggregate data for all-cause deaths from the time during the pandemic
to the years prior [59]. For populations with a large discrepancy between the number of deaths
attributed to COVID-19 and the number of excess deaths –as suggested, when possible, by a large
undercount ratio (UCR) derived by Karlinsky and Kobak [51]– we used numbers based on excess
deaths if these were available.

India, Pakistan, Palestine, Ethiopia, and China are the only countries represented in the studies
that we assessed for data availability that are not included in Karlinsky and Kobak [51]’s analysis.
There is evidence of substantial under-reporting of COVID-19 deaths in India [10, 94] while little
can be gathered about the reliability of official mortality data for Pakistan, Palestine1, Ethiopia2,
China (but do see [65] and [126]). As such, we will exclude the Qutob et al. [96] (“Palestinian
population residing in the West Bank”) and He et al. [42] (“Wuhan, China”) studies from our the
Serotracker-based analysis and will exclude the Alemu et al. [1] (“Addis Ababa, Ethiopia”) and the
Nisar et al. [83] (“Two neighborhoods of Karachi, Pakistan”) studies from the Chen et al.-based
analysis.

For India, Mukherjee et al. [76] and Purkayastha et al. [95] estimate UCRs for the entire country
as well as for each individual Indian state and union territory. We will use these UCRs to adjust
the death numbers for seroprevalence studies in India (see Supplementary Material for details).
There are two countries represented within our data that are identified by Karlinsky and Kobak [51]
as having large discrepancies between the official number of deaths attributed to COVID-19 and
the number of excess deaths Iran (with UCR=2.4) and Russia (with UCR=4.5). As such, for the

1Official regional death numbers for Palestine are available from the Palestinian government dashboard (see
https://corona.ps/details; accessed July 28, 2021).

2Official regional death numbers for Ethiopia have been made available previously (e.g., http://web.
archive.org/web/2020*/https://www.covid19.et/covid-19/ and the Twitter account: https://twitter.
com/Harun_Asefa/status/1259069832877793280; accessed August 4, 2021).
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Barchuk et al. [11] (“Saint Petersburg, Russia”) and for the Khalagi et al. [52] (“Iran” study), we
will use numbers based on excess deaths (see Supplementary Material for details).

Finally, note that several western governments report deaths that occurred in long-term care facilities
(also known as “nursing homes” or, in France as “Établissement d’hébergement pour personnes
âgées dépendantes” (EHPAD)) separately. Specifically, for Warszawski et al. [134], Chan et al. [27],
and Mahajan et al. [67] the mortality and prevalence data exclude those living in long-term care
facilities (see Supplementary Material for details). Given the particularly devastating impact that
COVID-19 has had on residents of long-term care facilities [39, 108], our IFR estimates may be
biased somewhat downwards as a result these exclusions; see Axfors and Ioannidis [7].

4 Results

The model as described in Section 2, was fit to the two datasets as described in Section 3. We fit
the model using JAGS (just another Gibbs sampler) [56], with 5 independent chains, each with 1
million draws (20% burn-in, thinning of 100); see Supplementary Material (Section 7.5) for details
and JAGS code.

We report posterior median estimates and 95% highest probability density (HPD) credible intervals
(CrI). Figure 3 (for the Chen et al.-based analysis) and Figure 4 (for the Serotracker-based analysis)
plot the point estimates and credible intervals obtained for IFRk, for k in 1, . . . , K, respectively. In
these figures the seroprevalence studies are listed in order of their “fitted” IFR values (the posterior
median of g−1(θ0+θ1Z1k+θ2Z2k), for k in 1, ..., K, marked on the plot by the× symbols). Results
obtained for the other model parameters are listed in Table 1.

In general, the Chen et al.-based analysis and the Serotracker-based analysis provide mostly similar
results. Notably, the Serotracker-based analysis considers a much more geographically diverse
set of seroprevalence studies and several studies that appear to be prominent outliers (e.g., “Lima,
Peru”, “Utsunomiya City, Japan”, and “Castiglione d’Adda, Italy”, see Figure 4). With regards to
heterogeneity, fitting the model without any covariates, one obtains τ̂ = 0.55 (Chen et al.-based
analysis) and τ̂ = 0.95 (Serotracker-based analysis). This suggests that the two covariates, 65yok
and GDPk, account for approximately 50% (= (0.552− 0.392)/(0.552); Chen et al.-based analysis)
and 15% (= (0.932 − 0.862)/(0.932); Serotracker-based analysis) of the heterogeneity in the IFR.3

Our estimates of θ̂1 = 0.59 (Chen et al.-based analysis) and θ̂1 = 0.25 (Serotracker-based analysis)
suggest that older populations are more likely to have higher IFRs. This is as expected since age is

3For reference, Levin et al. [60] conclude that 87% of the heterogeneity in the IFR can be explained by variations
in age composition and age-specific prevalence of COVID-19. However, note that the linear regression analysis used
to obtain this 87% result is done without an intercept term (see Levin et al. [60] - Figure 6). A linear regression
with intercept results in a value of 43%. The intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC) [129] between Levin et al. [60]’s
predicted IFRs and the observed IFRs is 0.65 (after removing one outlier, “Portugal”), suggesting that the extent of
agreement is reasonably high but nowhere near perfect.
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Parameter Chen et al. analysis Serotracker analysis
θ0 -5.19, with 95% CrI of (-5.44, -4.95) -5.34, with 95% CrI of (-5.71, -4.99)
θ1 0.59, with 95% CrI of (0.22, 0.92) 0.25, with 95% CrI of (-0.53, 0.99)
θ2 -0.17 with 95% CrI of (-0.52, 0.21) 0.14, with 95% CrI of (-0.62, 0.90)
τ 0.39 with 95% CrI of (0.20, 0.66) 0.86, with 95% CrI of (0.56, 1.22)
σ 1.14 with 95% CrI of (0.78, 1.62) 1.50, with 95% CrI of (1.10, 1.99)

Table 1: Parameter estimates obtained from the Chen et al.-based analysis and the Serotracker-based
analysis.

known to be a very important risk factor [135, 138]. Our estimate of θ̂2 = −0.17 (Chen et al.-based
analysis) would suggest that wealthier populations may be more likely to have lower IFRs. However,
the estimate obtained from the Serotracker-based analysis (θ̂2 = 0.14) as well as the wide credible
intervals obtained for the θ2 parameter (in both analyses) suggest a much less definitive conclusion.
There are several reasons which might explain this result. As with any observational data analysis,
the estimate of θ2 may suffer from bias due to unobserved confounding and statistical power may
be compromised by the presence of outliers and insufficient heterogeneity in the GDP per capita
metric across the different populations included in our analyses.

We can infer (by determining the posterior median of g−1(θ0 + θ1z1∗ + θ2z2∗), for selected values of
z1∗ and z2∗) the typical IFR amongst populations (be they included in our study or not) having a given
proportion of the populace aged over 65 and a given GDP per capita. Thus we calculate posterior
point and interval estimates corresponding to age and wealth values that match the population of
the entire world (World), the United States (USA), and the European Union (EU) (as listed by the
World Bank’s World Development Indicators (WDI)); see “World”, “USA”, and “EU” rows in
Figures 3 and 4. For 65yo = 9% and GDP = $17,811, the approximate worldwide values, we obtain,
from the Chen et al.-based analysis, an across-population average IFR estimate of 0.37%, with a
95% CrI of (0.19%, 0.61%). With the Serotracker-based analysis, we obtain a similar estimate of
0.37%, with a 95% CrI of (0.22%, 0.55%). For 65yo = 16% and GDP = $65,298, the USA values,
we obtain across-population average IFR estimates of 0.61%, with a 95% CrI of (0.47%, 0.78%)
(Chen et al.-based analysis) and of 0.59%, with a 95% CrI of (0.32%, 0.94%) (Serotracker-based
analysis). Finally, for 65yo = 20% and GDP = $47,828, the EU values, we obtain across-population
average IFR estimates 0.90%, with a 95% CrI of (0.60%, 1.21%) (Chen et al.-based analysis) and
of 0.62%, with a 95% CrI of (0.35%, 0.96%) (Serotracker-based analysis).

While the infection-rate estimates obtained from the seroprevalence studies should be relatively
reliable (due to having satisfied the risk of bias assessments of either Chen et al. [28] or Arora
et al. [6]), the mortality data we collected may be less reliable depending on the target population
and source. The data which were not obtained directly from official and reliable sources may be
particularly suspect. With this in mind, as a sensitivity analysis, we repeated both analyses with
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these data excluded; see results in Figures 5 and 6 in the Supplementary Material. Without the
excluded studies, we are unable to provide a reasonable “World” estimate (see the extremely wide
credible intervals). However, the “USA” and “EU” estimates are left relatively unchanged. We also
repeated the two analyses using a different set of priors to verify that our results were not overly
sensitive to our particular choice of priors. The results of this alternative analysis are very similar to
the results of our original analyses; see Figures 7 and 8 in the Supplementary Material.

Our estimates are somewhat similar to those obtained in other analyses. Brazeau et al. [21], using
data from 10 representative seroprevalence studies (identified after screening 175 studies), infer “the
overall IFR in a typical low-income country, with a population structure skewed towards younger
individuals, to be 0.23% (0.14%-0.42% 95% prediction interval range).” For a “typical high income
country, with a greater concentration of elderly individuals,” Brazeau et al. [21] obtain an estimate
of 1.15% (95% prediction interval of 0.78%-1.79%). Ioannidis [47], using data from seroprevalence
studies with sample sizes greater than 500, obtains a “median infection fatality rate across all 51
locations” of 0.27% and (and of 0.23% following an ad-hoc correction to take into account “that
only one or two types of antibodies” may have been tested in some seroprevalence studies). Levin
et al. [60], who restricted their analysis to populations in “advanced economies,” do not provide an
overall IFR, but instead (perhaps more appropriately) provide age-group specific estimates. For the
45–54 year old age group, Levin et al. [60] estimate the IFR to be 0.23% (95% CI of 0.20%–0.26%),
and for the 55–64 year old age group, 0.75% (95% CI of 0.66%–0.87%). Sullivan et al. [124]
estimate that for the United States, the IFR for adults is 0.85% (95% CrI of 0.76%-0.97%) based
on a nationwide seroprevalence survey conducted between August and December, 2020.4 Pei et al.
[87] using a rather complex Bayesian “metapopulation” model conclude that, for the United States
during 2020, the IFR likely “decreased from around 1% in March to about 0.25% in December.”
For comparison, our “USA” estimates of 0.61% and of 0.59% are based on data obtained mostly
between April, 2020 and August, 2020 (see Tables 2 and 3).

5 Conclusion

Estimation of the IFR can be incredibly challenging due to the fact that it is a ratio of numbers
where both the numerator and the denominator are subject to a wide range of biases. Our proposed
method seeks to address some of these biases in a straightforward manner.

With regards to the numerator, we considered the number of deaths as interval censored data so as
to account for the uncertainty in selecting the most relevant number of deaths. While we consider
this an improvement over other methods that use a single fixed number, we acknowledge that the
specific choice of a 14 day offset is somewhat arbitrary and that the data for deaths also suffer from

4While Sullivan et al. [124] used a nation-wide representative sampling frame, the results may be subject to selection
bias given the low response rate of only 12.6%.
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Figure 3: Results from the Chen et al.-based analysis: posterior median estimates for the IFRk

variables (for k = 1, . . . , 18) with 95% HPD CrIs. Studies are listed from top to bottom in order of
increasing fitted values (these values are indicated by ×). Also plotted, under the labels “World (65
yo=9%, GDP=17.8k)”, “USA (65 yo=16%, GDP=65.3k)”, “EU (65 yo=20%, GDP=47.8k)”, are
the posterior median estimate and 95% HPD CrIs for the typical IFR corresponding to values for
the proportion of the population aged 65 years and older of 9% and for GDP per capita of $17,811
(the worldwide values), of 16% and of $65,298 (the USA values), and of 20% and of $47,828 (the
EU values).
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Figure 4: Results from the Serotracker-based analysis: posterior median estimates for the IFRk

variables (for k = 1, . . . , 18) with 95% HPD CrIs. Studies are listed from top to bottom in order of
increasing fitted values (these values are indicated by ×). Also plotted, under the labels “World (65
yo=9%, GDP=17.8k)”, “USA (65 yo=16%, GDP=65.3k)”, “EU (65 yo=20%, GDP=47.8k)”, are
the posterior median estimate and 95% HPD CrIs for the typical IFR corresponding to values for
the proportion of the population aged 65 years and older of 9% and for GDP per capita of $17,811
(the worldwide values), of 16% and of $65,298 (the USA values), and of 20% and of $47,828 (the
EU values).
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other sources of bias. Ioannidis [48] notes that the time between infection and death may vary
substantially “and may be shorter in developing countries where fewer people are long-sustained by
medical support.” We used mortality data based on “excess deaths” statistics for Russia and Iran,
since official mortality statistics appeared to be highly inaccurate. We also adjusted official numbers
for India based on the best available information. These adjustments are certainly not perfect and
we note that “excess deaths” statistics may also suffer from substantial inaccuracies [75].

With regards to the denominator, we looked to data from “high-quality” seroprevalence studies in an
effort to avoid biased estimates. However, these data are also not perfect. Seroprevalence studies are
severely limited by the representativeness of the individuals they test. Certain groups of individuals
are unlikely to be tested in a seroprevalence study and these groups often have very high infection
rates (e.g., institutionalized populations, hospitalized populations, homeless people). On the other
hand, those individuals who have reason to believe they may have been infected, may be more likely
to volunteer to participate in a seroprevalence study [112]. It is also likely that seroreversion (loss
of detectable antibodies over time) may lead to a seroprevalence study underestimating the true
number of infections if the time between the main outbreak and the subsequent antibody testing is
substantial [88]. Notably, Axfors and Ioannidis [7] employ a “X-fold”-based correction factor to
adjust seroprevalence estimates for this type of bias.

The need to improve the quality and reporting of seroprevalence studies cannot be overemphasized.5

A major limitation of evidence synthesis is often summarized by the expression “garbage in, garbage
out” [31], meaning that if one includes biased studies in one’s analysis, the analysis results will
themselves be biased [111]. In our two analyses, we only included data from 19 and 28 out
of potentially hundreds of seroprevalence studies due primarily to the fact that so few studies
were considered reliable and at low risk of bias. Excluding low-quality/biased studies from our
analysis was necessary, at least to a certain degree, in order to obtain valid estimates. However, as
a consequence of our strict exclusion criteria, much of the world’s population is severely under-
represented in our data. If the quality of studies were to be correlated with unmeasured factors
that impact the IFR, excluding studies based on their perceived quality could lead to unmeasured
confounding at a meta-analytic level [49]. Novel methods which allow evidence syntheses to
appropriately incorporate biased data are urgently needed. Recently, Campbell et al. [25] proposed
a partially identified model to combine seroprevalence study data with data from official statistics
that are known to be biased due to “preferential testing.”

Outside of biased data, perhaps the foremost challenge in evidence synthesis using observational
data is that necessarily one is forced to make an array of design choices around inclusion/exclusion

5Bobrovitz et al. [19] conclude that a majority of COVID-19 seroprevalence studies are “at high risk of bias [...],
often for not statistically correcting for demographics or for test sensitivity and specificity, using non-probability
sampling methods, and using non-representative sample frames.” Shook-Sa et al. [112] note that “it is very difficult to
estimate the level of bias introduced by convenience sampling.”
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criteria, statistical modeling approaches, and prior specifications [35]. With the two separate
analyses and the various additional sensitivity analyses, we were quite encouraged by the stability
of our results to perturbations of these inputs.

Reducing the uncertainty around the severity of COVID-19 was of great importance to policy makers
and the public during the early stages of the pandemic [32, 46, 64] and immense efforts have been
made in the collection and analysis of data (e.g., Williamson et al. [135]). And yet, even after more
than a year, there is still a large amount of uncertainty and unexplained heterogeneity surrounding
the COVID-19 IFR, particularly with respect to populations in less affluent countries. While a
certain amount of heterogeneity is to be expected [43], identifying factors associated with higher
IFRs is the ultimate goal and investigating potential variables that can account for the observed
heterogeneity may lead to important insights [16, 49].

We prioritized simplicity in our modeling so as to promote transparency in our findings, and to
facilitate adaptations to similar, but not identical, data structures. While “simple” is a relative term,
note that the entire dataset used for our analyses fits on a single page (in Tables 4 and 5) and that
the entire JAGS MCMC code fits on less than a single page (see Supplementary Material). One
model extension that could be pursued would involve age stratification of IFR. Age-group specific
prevalence/mortality data is available for many geographic areas Riffe et al. [102] and such data
could inform an extended version of our model, thereby offering an alternative to the approach
described by Levin et al. [60] for estimating age-group specific IFRs.

Finally, we must emphasize that the IFR is a moving target. As the pandemic changes, so to does
the IFR. Our estimates are based on data from 2020, some of which were obtained more than a year
ago. It is likely that, with continual viral mutation of SARS-CoV-2 and advances in treatment, the
current IFR in many places is now markedly different than it was earlier in 2020 [87, 91, 131].
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Exner, Ricarda Maria Schmithausen, Matthias Schmid, and Gunther Hartmann. Infection
fatality rate of SARS-CoV-2 infection in a German community with a super-spreading event.
Nature Communications, 11(1):5829, 2020. doi:10.1038/s41467-020-19509-y.

[122] Silvia Stringhini, Ania Wisniak, Giovanni Piumatti, Andrew S Azman, Stephen A Lauer,
Hélène Baysson, David De Ridder, Dusan Petrovic, Stephanie Schrempft, Kailing Marcus,
et al. Seroprevalence of anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG antibodies in Geneva, Switzerland (serocov-
pop): a population-based study. The Lancet, 396(10247):313–319, 2020.

[123] Silvia Stringhini, Marı́a-Eugenia Zaballa, Javier Perez-Saez, Nick Pullen, Carlos de Mestral,
Attilio Picazio, Francesco Pennacchio, Ania Wisniak, Aude Richard, Helene Baysson, et al.

30

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 16, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.12.21256975doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.bmj.com/content/371/bmj.m3850/rr
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-19509-y
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.12.21256975
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


Seroprevalence of anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies after the second pandemic peak. The Lancet.
Infectious Diseases, 21(5):600–601, 2021.

[124] Patrick Sullivan, Aaron Siegler, Kayoko Shioda, Eric W Hall, Heather Bradley, Travis H
Sanchez, Nicole Luisi, Mariah Valentine-Graves, Kristin N Nelson, Mansour Fahimi, et al.
SARS-CoV-2 cumulative incidence, United States, August-December 2020. Clinical Infec-
tious Diseases, page ciab626, 2021.

[125] Beatriz H Tess, Celso FH Granato, Maria CGP Alves, Maria C Pintao, Edgar Rizzatti,
Marcia C Nunes, and Fernando C Reinach. SARS-CoV-2 seroprevalence in the municipality
of São Paulo, Brazil, ten weeks after the first reported case. medRxiv, 2020.

[126] The Economist. Covid-19 deaths in wuhan seem far higher than the offi-
cial count. https://www.economist.com/graphic-detail/2021/05/30/

covid-19-deaths-in-wuhan-seem-far-higher-than-the-official-count, 2021.

[127] F Truc and Gianpiero Gervino. The effects of physical distancing and lockdown to restrain
SARS-CoV-2 outbreak in the Italian municipality of Cogne. Available at SSRN 3848514,
2021.

[128] Agne Ulyte, Thomas Radtke, Irene A Abela, Sarah R Haile, Christoph Berger, Michael Huber,
Merle Schanz, Magdalena Schwarzmueller, Alexandra Trkola, Jan Fehr, et al. Clustering
and longitudinal change in SARS-CoV-2 seroprevalence in school children in the canton of
Zurich, Switzerland: prospective cohort study of 55 schools. The BMJ, 372, 2021.

[129] Thomas R Vetter and Patrick Schober. Agreement analysis: what he said, she said versus you
said. Anesthesia & Analgesia, 126(6):2123–2128, 2018.

[130] Eric R A Vos, Gerco den Hartog, Rutger M Schepp, Patricia Kaaijk, Jeffrey van Vliet, Kina
Helm, Gaby Smits, Alienke Wijmenga-Monsuur, Janneke D M Verberk, Michiel van Boven,
Rob S van Binnendijk, Hester E de Melker, Liesbeth Mollema, and Fiona R M van der Klis.
Nationwide seroprevalence of SARS-CoV-2 and identification of risk factors in the general
population of the netherlands during the first epidemic wave. Journal of Epidemiology &
Community Health, 75(6):489–495, 2021. ISSN 0143-005X. doi:10.1136/jech-2020-215678.

[131] Rochelle P Walensky, Henry T Walke, and Anthony S Fauci. SARS-CoV-2 variants of
concern in the United States—Challenges and opportunities. JAMA, 325(11):1037–1038,
2021.

[132] Xiaoli Wang, Wenjing Gao, Shujuan Cui, Yi Zhang, Ke Zheng, Ji Ke, Jun Lv, Canqing Yu,
Dianjianyi Sun, Quanyi Wang, et al. A population-based seroprevalence survey of severe
acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 infection in Beijing, China. medRxiv, 2020.

31

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 16, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.12.21256975doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.economist.com/graphic-detail/2021/05/30/covid-19-deaths-in-wuhan-seem-far-higher-than-the-official-count
https://www.economist.com/graphic-detail/2021/05/30/covid-19-deaths-in-wuhan-seem-far-higher-than-the-official-count
https://doi.org/10.1136/jech-2020-215678
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.12.21256975
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


[133] Helen Ward, Graham Cooke, Christina J Atchison, Matthew Whitaker, Joshua Elliott, Maya
Moshe, Jonathan C Brown, Barney Flower, Anna Daunt, Kylie EC Ainslie, et al. Declining
prevalence of antibody positivity to SARS-CoV-2: a community study of 365,000 adults.
medRxiv, 2020.

[134] Josiane Warszawski, Nathalie Bajos, Laurence Meyer, et al. In May 2020, 4.5% of
the population of metropolitan France had developed antibodies against SARS-CoV-
2. https://drees.solidarites-sante.gouv.fr/sites/default/files/2021-01/

er1167-en.pdf, 2020.

[135] Elizabeth J Williamson, Alex J Walker, Krishnan Bhaskaran, Seb Bacon, Chris Bates,
Caroline E Morton, Helen J Curtis, Amir Mehrkar, David Evans, Peter Inglesby, et al.
Factors associated with covid-19-related death using opensafely. Nature, 584(7821):430–436,
2020.

[136] Joseph T Wu, Kathy Leung, Mary Bushman, Nishant Kishore, Rene Niehus, Pablo M
de Salazar, Benjamin J Cowling, Marc Lipsitch, and Gabriel M Leung. Estimating clinical
severity of COVID-19 from the transmission dynamics in Wuhan, China. Nature Medicine,
26(4):506–510, 2020.

[137] Takashi Yoshiyama, Yasuki Saito, Kunitsugu Masuda, Yoshiko Nakanishi, Yasutoshi Kido,
Kazuhiro Uchimura, Satoshi Mitarai, Tadaki Suzuki, Yu Nakagama, Hiroshi Kubota, et al.
Prevalence of sARS-CoV-2–specific antibodies, japan, june 2020. Emerging Infectious
Diseases, 27(2):628, 2021.

[138] Petra Zimmermann and Nigel Curtis. Why is COVID-19 less severe in children? a review of
the proposed mechanisms underlying the age-related difference in severity of SARS-CoV-2
infections. Archives of Disease in Childhood, 106(5):429–439, 2021.

7 Supplementary Material

7.1 Excluded studies - Chen et al.-based analysis

Figure 1 shows a flowchart of the literature search and Table 6 lists all the excluded studies. Among
the 38 articles obtained from the Chen et al. review, four studies represented results from different
phases of the same study. For each of these we considered only the data from the earliest phase of
the study. Stringhini et al. [122] and Richard et al. [101] are two publications that report the earlier
and later phases, respectively, of the same study of Geneva, Switzerland. We considered only data
from the earlier phase as reported in Stringhini et al. [122]. Murhekar et al. [79] and Murhekar et al.
[80] are two publications that report the earlier and later phases, respectively, of the same study in
India. We considered only data from the first phase as reported in [79].
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Note that, while similar in many ways, Ward et al. [133] and Office of National Statistics [85] are
two different large-sample studies. The Ward et al. [133] study is based on the “REACT-2” survey
which is led by Imperial College London, while the Office of National Statistics [85] study is based
on the “Coronavirus (COVID-19) Infection Survey” which is conducted by a partnership between
the University of Oxford, University of Manchester, Public Health England and Wellcome Trust.
Spiers [117] discusses the differences between the two surveys.

We excluded eight studies that used “non-probability” or “convenience” sampling methods (e.g,
studies in which participants were recruited using social media, or recruited in shopping centers).
Specifically, we excluded: (1) McLaughlin et al. [71] who sampled individuals from a list of
volunteers (Arora et al. [6] classifies the sampling method for this study as “self-referral”); (2)
Rosenberg et al. [103] who sampled individuals at grocery stores (“convenience” [6]); (3) Appa et al.
[5] who recruited volunteers with support from Bolinas community leaders (“self-referral” [6]); (4)
Bendavid et al. [14] who recruited participants by placing targeted advertisements on Facebook
(“stratified non-probability” [6]); (5) Gudbjartsson et al. [40] (“convenience” [6]); (6) Borges et al.
[20] (“convenience” [6]); (7) Ling et al. [62] (“self-referral” [6]); and (8) Naranbhai et al. [81]
(“convenience” [6]). Due to new information about the sensitivity of the Wondfo antibody tests
(Silveira et al. [114]: “Our findings cast serious doubts about the use of this brand of rapid tests
for epidemiological studies.”), we excluded the Hallal et al. [41] Brazil study (but do see: Marra
and Quartin [70]). One study (Malani et al. [69]) was excluded due to a narrowly defined target
population.

Two additional studies were not included because the articles failed to report 95% uncertainty
intervals for the estimated infection rate in the target population [68, 132] and five additional studies
were not included due to unavailable reliable mortality data for the specific target populations
[1, 83, 93, 125, 109].

Author Location Reason for exclusion
Alemu et al. [1] Addis Ababa, Ethiopia Not included in Karlinsky and

Kobak [51] analysis.
Appa et al. [5] Bolinas, CA, USA Convenience sampling (recruited

volunteers with support from Boli-
nas community leaders (“self-
referral” [6])).

Bendavid et al. [14] Santa Clara county, CA, USA Recruited participants by plac-
ing targeted advertisements
on Facebook (“stratified non-
probability”[6]).
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Borges et al. [20] Sergipe (10 cities), Brazil Convenience sampling (“conve-
nience” [6]) (but also: the 95% un-
certainty interval not provided for
the prevalence estimate).

Gudbjartsson et al. [40] Iceland Convenience sampling (“conve-
nience” [6]).

Hallal et al. [41] Brazil (83 cities) Excluded due to new information
about the sensitivity of the Wondfo
antibody test [114].

Ling et al. [62] Wuhan, China Convenience sampling (“Self-
referral” [6]) (but also: death data
may be unreliable; see [65] and
[126]).

Majiya et al. [68] Nigeria 95% uncertainty interval not pro-
vided for the prevalence estimate.

Malani et al. [69] Mumbai, India The seroprevalence study provides
two estimates: (1) for those living
in the slums of the Matunga,
Chembur West, and Dahisar
Each wards; and (2) for those
living in the non-slums of the
Matunga, Chembur West, and
Dahisar Each wards. These two
target populations are too narrowly
defined for available mortality
data. Note, however, that some
official mortality data appears at
the ward level is available; see for
example: “Ward-wise breakdown
of positive cases” information
in https://web.archive.org/

web/20200625110946/http:

//stopcoronavirus.mcgm.gov.

in/assets/docs/Dashboard.

pdf (accessed August 4, 2021).
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McLaughlin et al. [71] Blaine, ID, USA Convenience sampling (sampled
individuals from a list of volunteers
(“self-referral” Arora et al. [6])).

Murhekar et al. (2) [78] India Duplicate ([79] report the results
from the same study).

Naranbhai et al. [81] Chelsea, MA, USA Convenience sampling (“conve-
nience” [6]) (but also: 95% uncer-
tainty interval not provided for the
prevalence estimate).

Nisar et al. [83] Two neighborhoods of
Karachi, Pakistan

Not included in Karlinsky and
Kobak [51] analysis.

Poustchi et al. [93] Iran (18 cities) Death data not found for the target
population.

Richard et al. [101] Geneva, Switzerland Duplicate ([122] report results
from the same study).

Rosenberg et al. [103] New York state, USA Convenience sampling (sampled
individuals at grocery stores (“con-
venience” Arora et al. [6])).

Shakiba et al. [109] Guilan Province, Iran Death data not found.
Tess et al. [125] Six districts of São Paulo,

Brazil
Death data not found.

Wang et al. [132] Beijing, China 95% uncertainty interval not pro-
vided for the prevalence estimate.

Table 6: List of excluded studies and reason for exclusion for the Chen et al. - based analysis.

7.2 Excluded studies - Serotracker-based analysis

Figure 2 shows a flowchart of the literature search and Table 7 lists all the excluded studies. Among
the 45 articles obtained from the Serotracker review, six studies represented results from different
phases of the same study. For each of these we considered only the data from the earliest phase
of the study. For instance, Murhekar et al. [79] and Murhekar et al. [80] report the results from an
earlier and a later phase of the same study in India. We only include Murhekar et al. [79] for our
analysis. We excluded one additional study that used “convenience” sampling methods [120] and
two studies that used the Wondfo antibody test [61, 113] (without adequate adjustment given the
recent information about the sensitivity of the Wondfo test Silveira et al. [114]). We excluded two
additional studies that had a narrowly defined target population[8, 128].
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One additional study was not included because the article failed to report a 95% uncertainty
interval for the estimated infection rate in the target population (Truc and Gervino [127] focused on
estimating the longitudinal changes in antibodies levels rather than the prevalence rate in Cogne,
Italy.). Note that the “Andorra” study [38] also failed to report a 95% uncertainty interval for the
estimated infection rate in the target population. However, we chose to exceptionally include the
study due to the fact that it represents one of the largest seroprevalence studies conducted: a total of
70,494 inhabitants (90.9% of the population of Andorra) participated in the study. In their published
article Royo-Cebrecos et al. [104] explain that 95% confidence intervals are not provided because
such intervals “would be extremely narrow and potentially misleading given that they do not account
for the potential bias that non-participating individuals could cause on our central seroprevalence
estimate.” We therefore defined, in order to be very cautious, a very wide (yet entirely arbitrary) 95%
confidence interval of [10.5%, 11.5%] around the 11.0% point estimate. Eight additional studies
were not included due to unavailable reliable mortality data for the specific target populations.

Author Location Reason for exclusion
Backhaus et al. [8] Dusseldorf, Germany Sample not representative of over-

all population: only ”young people
between the ages of 18-30” and in-
dividuals in the ”fire brigade and
rescue services”.

Beaumont et al. [13] Three neighbourhoods in the
city of Perpignan, France

Death data not found for the target
population (three specific neigh-
bourhoods (Saint-Jacques, Haut-
Vernet, and Nouveau Logis) in the
city of Perpignan, France).

Gégout-Petit et al. [34] Grand Nancy metropolitan
area, France

Death data not found; however,
note that coronadatascraper.

com does have data for the larger re-
gion of Meurthe-et-Moselle, Grand
Est, France.
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He et al. [42] Wuhan, China Not included in Karlinsky and
Kobak [51]’s analysis and see [65]
and [126] who discuss issues as to
why this is particularly challenging
and controversial data to validate.

Huamanı́ et al. [45] Cusco, Peru Death data not found for the tar-
get population (”three settings in
Cusco: (1) Cusco city, (2) the pe-
riphery of Cusco, and (3) Quill-
abamba city”).

Khan et al. [54] Vale Kashmir, India Death data not found (official death
numbers can be found on ”Offi-
cial Twitter handle of Department
of Information and Public Rela-
tions, Govt of Jammu & Kashmir
(“@diprjk”). While not specifi-
cally referenced, the numbers re-
ported by this source are consis-
tent with those used in Khan et al.
[53].) Mukherjee et al. [76] does
not provide an estimated underre-
porting factor for Kashmir noting
that this is “[o]wing to lack of suf-
ficient data”.

Li et al. [61] Wuhan City, Hubei-ex-
Wuhan, and six provinces,
China

Excluded due to new information
about the sensitivity of the Wondfo
antibody test Silveira et al. [114].

Murhekar et al. (2) [80] India Duplicate ([79] report the results
from the same study).

Pérez-Olmeda et al. [89] Spain Duplicate ([92] report the results
from the same study).

Poustchi et al. [93] 18 cities of Iran Death data not found for the target
population.

Qutob et al. [96] Palestinian population resid-
ing in the West Bank

Not included in Karlinsky and
Kobak [51]’s analysis.
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Ramaswamy et al. [98] Jabalpur Municipal Corpora-
tion (“City of Jabalpur”)

While official death numbers
are available for the District of
Jabalpur (from the ”Official Ac-
count of the Directorate of Health
Services, Government of Madhya
Pradesh. (e.g., https://twitter.
com/healthminmp/status/

1346107670869155843/photo/

1; accessed July 27, 2021)), we
could not find data for the City of
Jabalpur.

Silveira et al. [113] Regions of Brazil Excluded due to new information
about the sensitivity of the Wondfo
antibody test [114].

Stefanelli et al. [120] Five municipalities of the Au-
tonomous Province of Trento,
Italy

Convenience sampling.

Stringhini et al. (2) [123] Geneva, Switzerland Duplicate ([101] report the results
from the same study).

Truc et al. [127] Municipality of Cogne, Italy 95% uncertainty interval not pro-
vided for the prevalence estimate.

Ulyte et al. [128] Zurich, Switzerland Sample not representative of over-
all population: only school chil-
dren.

Table 7: List of excluded studies and reason for exclusion for the Serotracker-based analysis.

7.3 Details on mortality and covariate data

• For Álvarez-Antonio et al. [3] (“Iquitos, Peru”) (see also Álvarez-Antonio
et al. [2]), we used official (post-audit) numbers from the Peru Ministry
of Health (MINSA) (see https://www.datosabiertos.gob.pe/dataset/

fallecidos-por-covid-19-ministerio-de-salud-minsa/resource/

4b7636f3-5f0c-4404-8526) for mortality numbers. We included deaths recorded
for 4 districts (”SAN JUAN BAUTISTA”, ”BELEN”, ”PUNCHANA”, and ”IQUITOS”)
in the Loreto department. Note that recording the accurate number of deaths is perhaps
particularly challenging in Iquitos; see Fraser [33]. In order to acknowledge that there is
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substantial uncertainty in the post-audit mortality numbers, we widened the interval by
lowering the lower bound by 10% and increasing the upper bound by 10%. Data for the
proportion aged over 65 is from a 2004 World Health Organization report (see https:

//www.who.int/ageing/projects/intra/phase_two/alc_intra2_cp_peru.pdf;
accessed August 2, 2021). GDP data is from the “USD per head, current prices,
current PPP” value listed by the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Develop-
ment’s Gross Domestic Product, Large regions TL2 database (“OECD database”; see
https://stats.oecd.org/, accessed August 10, 2021) for the Loreto region (PE16) .
Population data is from the published article [2].

• For Warszawski et al. [134] (“Metropolitan, France”), we obtained mortality data
from the French government COVID-19 dashboard (see https://dashboard.

covid19.data.gouv.fr/vue-d-ensemble?location=FRA; accessed on August
4, 2021), summing up the cumulative deaths for the 13 regions of Metropoli-
tain France (i.e., European France). Note that this death total does not include
deaths that occurred in long term care facilities (i.e., those listed separately un-
der “EHPAD et EMS”). Data for the proportion aged over 65 is for France from
2019 as listed by World Bank’s World Development Indicators (WDI) data (https:
//data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.POP.65UP.TO.ZS?locations=FR; accessed
August 4, 2021). GDP data is from the OECD database. Population data is from INSEE in
report titled “Population totale par sexe et âge au 1er janvier 2020, France métropolitaine”
(see https://www.insee.fr/fr/statistiques/1892088?sommaire=1912926; ac-
cessed August 4, 2021). We subtract 611,000 to account for those living in long term-care
facilities (EHPAD) (see https://www.lemonde.fr/societe/article/2020/12/02/

le-besoin-de-places-en-ehpad-va-devenir-massif-d-ici-a-2030_6061915_

3224.html; accessed August 4, 2021) since the serostudy data specifically apply to
“Individuals aged 15 years or above, residing in metropolitan France, excluding EHPADs,
retirement homes and prisons.”

• For Bajema et al. [9] (“DeKalb and Fulton, GA, USA (2)”), we obtained the
number of deaths for DeKalb, and Fulton counties from the county-level COVID-
19 dataset curated by the New York Times available at: github.com/nytimes/

covid-19-data (accessed on April 28, 2021). Data for the proportion aged over 65
is from https://github.com/JieYingWu/COVID-19_US_County-level_Summaries/

blob/master/data/README.md (accessed on April 29, 2021). GDP value is from value
listed in the OECD database for the state of Georgia, USA (US13). Population is from the
United States census (https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fultoncountygeorgia
and https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/dekalbcountygeorgia ; accessed July 28,
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2021) (i.e., 759297 + 1063937). Note that both Bajema et al. [9] and Biggs et al. [18] report
the results from the same seroprevalence study.

• For Barchuk et al. [11] (“Saint Petersburg, Russia”), we used excess death numbers as
reported by Kobak [55]. Russian official statistics appear to underestimate the true number
of fatalities by a substantial factor [51]. Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from
Barchuk et al. [11] (see Table A3 “KOUZh-2018”). GDP value is from OECD database
for the “Federal City of Saint Petersburg” (RU29) region. The population value is from
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Saint_Petersburg (accessed June 21, 2021)).

• For Biggs et al. [18] (“DeKalb and Fulton, GA, USA (1)”), the number of
deaths for DeKalb, and Fulton counties was obtained from the county-level COVID-
19 dataset curated by the New York Times available at: github.com/nytimes/

covid-19-data (accessed on April 28, 2021). Data for the proportion aged
over 65 is from https://github.com/JieYingWu/COVID-19_US_County-level_

Summaries/blob/master/data/README.md (accessed on April 29, 2021). Data for
the proportion aged over 65 is from https://github.com/JieYingWu/COVID-19_

US_County-level_Summaries/blob/master/data/README.md (accessed on April 29,
2021). GDP value is from value listed in the OECD database for the state
of Georgia, USA (US13). Population is from the United States census (https:
//www.census.gov/quickfacts/fultoncountygeorgia and https://www.census.

gov/quickfacts/dekalbcountygeorgia; accessed July 28, 2021) (i.e., 759297 +
1063937). Note that both Bajema et al. [9] and Biggs et al. [18] report the results from the
same seroprevalence study.

• For Bruckner et al. [24] (“Orange County, CA, USA”), we obtained number of cu-
mulative deaths for Orange County from Orange County Public Works (as refer-
enced by Bruckner et al. [24]) at: data-ocpw.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/

2ec9342ffc814cf58161b1cca57365fd_0 (accessed on April 28, 2021). Data for
the proportion aged over 65 is from https://github.com/JieYingWu/COVID-19_

US_County-level_Summaries/blob/master/data/README.md (accessed on April 29,
2021). GDP value is from value listed for the state of California, USA (US06) from
the OECD database. Population value obtained from the United States census (https:
//www.census.gov/quickfacts/orangecountycalifornia; accessed June 27, 2021).

• For Carrat et al. [26] (“Île-de-France, France”), we only consider Île-de-France phase
of the study (see Supp. Table 1 in Carrat et al. [26] for sampling dates). Data
for the number of deaths for Île-de-France was obtained from the French govern-
ment COVID-19 dashboard (see https://dashboard.covid19.data.gouv.fr/

vue-d-ensemble?location=FRA; accessed on August 4, 2021). Note that this death
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total does not include deaths that occurred in long term care facilities (“EHPAD et
EMS”). Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from https://contrevues.paris/

ile-de-france-comment-le-vieillissement-de-la-population-impacte-lhabitat/

(accessed on April 29, 2021). GDP value is from value listed for Île-de-France region (FR1)
from OECD database. Population data from the Institut national de la statistique et des etudes
economiques (INSEE) (see https://www.insee.fr/fr/statistiques/5002478; ac-
cessed July 29, 2021).

• For Chan et al. [27] (“Rhode Island, USA”), we obtained mortality
data from the Rhode Island Department of Health available at https://

ri-department-of-health-covid-19-data-rihealth.hub.arcgis.com/ (ac-
cessed July 28, 2021). Note that Chan et al. [27] state that: “As of May 31, Rhode Island
had reported 827 cumulative lab-confirmed SARS- CoV-2–involved deaths; 78.5% of
these deaths were associated with congregate care facilities. After exclusion of these
deaths (and based on a 1.06 million state population), the estimated infection fatality rate
corresponding to the unweighted seroprevalence of 2.1% was 7.7 per 1000 (95% CI =
3.9, 26.9); the infection fatality rate corresponding to the age-weighted seroprevalence
of 2.9% was 5.6 per 1000 (95% CI = 2.6, 16.1).” This suggests that the appropriate
number of deaths for the target population should not include those deaths “associated
with congregate care facilities”. As such we reduced the numbers for the deaths by 78.5%
(= 684 × (1 − 0.785) and = 877 × (1 − 0.785)). Data for the proportion aged over 65 is
from the U.S. Department of Commerce https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/RI

(accessed on June 21, 2021). GDP value is from value listed for the state of Rhode Island,
USA (US44) in the OECD database. The population value is obtained from the United
States census (https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/RI; accessed July 28, 2021).

• For Govern d’Andorra [38] (“Andorra”) (see also Royo-Cebrecos et al. [104]),
we obtained mortality numbers from the Government of Andorra (https://www.
govern.ad/coronavirus; accessed on June 28, 2021) as tabulated by Wikipedia
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/COVID-19_pandemic_in_Andorra; accessed on
June 28, 2021). Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from https://www.

indexmundi.com/andorra/demographics_profile.html (accessed on June 28, 2021)
and GDP data is from The World Factbook (https://statisticstimes.com/economy/
countries-by-gdp-capita-ppp.php; accessed on June 28, 2021)). The population num-
ber is as stated in the Royo-Cebrecos et al. [104] which is the published article reporting on
the study.

• For Kar et al. [50] (“Puducherry District, India”), data for the number of deaths
for Puducherry District was obtained from https://covid19dashboard.py.gov.in/
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Reporting/District (accessed on August 5, 2021). We multiplied the number recorded
for 14 days after the end of the sampling window by a factor of 2.1 (based on the up-
per bound of Mukherjee et al. [76]’s estimated underreporting factor for Puducherry)
in order to account for potential underreporting. As such, our interval is relatively
wide and reflects the uncertainty in the true number of deaths. Data for the pro-
portion aged over 65 is from http://statisticstimes.com/demographics/india/

puducherry-population.php (accessed on June 22, 2021). GDP value is from value
listed for Puducherry (IN34) from OECD database. Population for Puducherry District from
Kar et al. [50] who note that: “Puducherry district, population ≈ 1.25 million, is located in
southern India.”

• For Khalagi et al. [52] (“Iran”), Karlinsky and Kobak [51] suggest that official mortality data
for Iran is highly inaccurate and suggest that there have been approx. 58,092 excess deaths
in Iran for the period until Sept. 21, 2020. This coincides with the estimate provided by [37]
of 58,900 (95% CI 46,900 - 69,500) for the period from December 22, 2019 to September 21,
2020. Excess mortality data is only available in quarterly format from Karlinsky and Kobak
[51]. As such, it is not possible to obtain mortality data for the specific dates we require:
2020-08-17 and 2020-11-14. Official statistics for these dates are 19,804 and 41,034 (see
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/COVID-19_pandemic_in_Iran; accessed on June
28, 2021, which cites the Iranian Ministry of Health and Medical Education). Multiplying
these numbers by Karlinsky and Kobak [51]’s estimated undercount ratio of 2.4 gives:
47332 and 98071. (see https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7852240/
pdf/nihpp-2021.01.27.21250604v3.pdf; accessed on June 28, 2021). Data for the
population and the proportion of the population aged over 65 is from the World Bank
World Development Indicators (WDI) data (https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/
SP.POP.65UP.TO.ZS?locations=IR; accessed on June 28, 2021). GDP value is also from
the WDI data (see: https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/NY.GDP.PCAP.PP.CD

(last updated 2021-04-26)).

• For Mahajan et al. [67] (“Connecticut, USA”), mortality data obtained from Wikipedia
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/COVID-19_pandemic_in_Connecticut; ac-
cessed on July 22, 2021), who reference (https://portal.ct.gov/Coronavirus).
Mortality numbers (4,287 and 4,450) are multiplied by 26.5% (i.e. by 1079/4071) due to the
fact that approx. 26.5% of COVID-19 deaths in Connecticut occurred in the non-congregate
population according to Mahajan et al. [66]. Data for the proportion aged over 65 is
derived from Table 1 of Mahajan et al. [66]. GDP value is from value listed for the state of
Connecticut, USA (US09) from the OECD database. Population value is obtained from
[66].
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• For Malani et al. [69] (“Tamil Nadu, India”), the population of Tamil-Nadu, India, was
obtained from https://www.indiacensus.net/states/tamil-nadu (accessed July 27,
2021). Mortality data for the number of deaths for Tamil Nadu was obtained from the Tamil
Nadu Government (see https://stopcorona.tn.gov.in/archive/; accessed June 24, 2021). We
multiplied the number recorded for 14 days after the end of the sampling window of 11,909
by a factor of 2.5 (based on the upper bound of Mukherjee et al. [76]’s estimated underreport-
ing factor for Tamil Nadu). GDP value is from value listed for Tamil-Nadu (IN33) from the
OECD database. Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from https://statisticstimes.

com/demographics/india/tamil-nadu-population.php (accessed July 27, 2021).

• For Melotti et al. [72] (“Gardena Valley, Italy”), we obtained data from the re-
port “Study on the prevalence of Covid-19 in the Val Gardena - June 2020”
(see: https://astat.provincia.bz.it/it/news-pubblicazioni-info.asp?news_
action=300&news_image_id=1074603; accessed July 27, 2021). In this report, it is
noted that “the number of deaths from this disease in 17 people [...]”. Stefano Lom-
bardo (in a personal correspondence) notes that the source of this number is “AS-
TAT, Bolzano” (listed under “statistics on deaths by cause”) but this could not be
verified. The study looks specifically at three municipalities (Ortisei, Santa Cristina,
and Selva) and we have found age data from https://www.citypopulation.de/en/

italy/trentinoaltoadige/bolzano/021089__selva_di_val_gardena/ and http:

//italia.indettaglio.it/eng/trentinoaltoadige/ortisei.html (accessed Au-
gust 4, 2021). GDP value is from OECD database for the Province of Bolzano-Bozen
(ITH1).

• For Ministry of Health of Israel [74] (“Israel”) (see also Reicher et al. [99]), mor-
tality data obtained from https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/COVID-19_pandemic_

in_Israel (accessed July 27, 2021) which references Israel’s Ministry of Health’
official coronavirus updates, it’s Telegram channel, and Israel’s Corona National
Information and Knowledge Center. Data for the proportion aged over 65 is
from https://brookdale.jdc.org.il/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/MJB-Facts_

and_Figures_Elderly-65_in_Israel-2018_English.pdf (accessed July 27, 2021)
and GDP value is from OECD. Population for Israel is from World Bank’s World De-
velopment Indicators (WDI) data. Note that while [6] categorizes the sampling method
of the Ministry of Health of Israel [74] study as “stratified probability,” Reicher et al. [99]
note that the study used blood samples from “insured individuals who arrived at the HMOs
[Health Maintenance Organizations] to undergo a blood test for any reason” and caution
that, as a consequence, the “study might not reliably represent the entire population.”
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• For Murhekar et al. [79] (“India”), we obtained the number of cumulative deaths for
India, from the Our World in Data COVID-19 dataset available at: ourworldindata.

org/coronavirus/country/india (accessed on April 28, 2021). We multiplied the
number recorded for 14 days after the end of the sampling window of 12,573 by a factor
of 3.64 (based on the upper bound of Purkayastha et al. [95]’s estimated underreporting
factor for India (first wave)) in order to account for potential underreporting. As such,
our interval is relatively wide and reflects the uncertainty in the true number of deaths:
[4172, 45766]. (Purkayastha et al. [95]: “Estimates from epidemiological models: For
wave 1 our estimate ... [is] an underreporting factor for cases estimated at 11.11 (95% CrI
10.71 – 11.47) and for deaths at 3.56 (95% CrI 3.48 – 3.64).”) Data for the proportion
aged over 65 is from World Bank’s World Development Indicators (WDI) data (see https:
//data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.POP.65UP.TO.ZS (last updated 2021-03-19)).
GDP value is from OECD database. Population value is from the World Bank (see https:
//data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.POP.TOTL?locations=IN; accessed on April
28, 2021).

• For Nawa et al. [82] (“Utsunomiya City, Japan”), we concluded that 0 deaths had oc-
curred based on official records for the Tochigi prefecture (see https://www.nippon.com/
en/japan-data/h00657/; accessed July 12th, 2021). Data for proportion aged over 65
is from https://www8.cao.go.jp/kourei/english/annualreport/2017/pdf/c1-1.

pdf (accessed July 12th, 2021). GDP value is from OECD database for Northern-
Kanto, Koshin (JPC) region. Population value is from https://www.city.utsunomiya.

tochigi.jp/shisei/gaiyo/1007461.html (accessed July 12th).

• For Office of National Statistics [85] (“England, UK (1)”), we obtained the number of cu-
mulative deaths for England from the UK coronavirus dashboard (https://coronavirus.
data.gov.uk/details/deaths?areaType=nation&areaName=England; accessed on
April 29, 2021). Seroprevalence numbers were obtained from Table 3a of https://www.
ons.gov.uk/file?uri=/peoplepopulationandcommunity/healthandsocialcare/

conditionsanddiseases/datasets/coronaviruscovid19infectionsurveydata/

2020/previous/v26/covid19infectionsurveydatasets20201002.xlsx ; (accessed
on April 28, 2021). Data for the proportion aged over 65 is for England from 2019
as listed by LG Inform (see https://tinyurl.com/4vhrb2uu; accessed on April 29,
2021). GDP value is obtained by taking the average of values listed in the OECD
database for the regions of “South West England”, “North East England”, “East of
England”, “North West England”, and “South East England”. Population value is
from the Office of National Statistics report: “Population estimates for the UK, Eng-
land and Wales, Scotland and Northern Ireland: mid-2020”’ (see Table 2) (https:
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//www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/populationandmigration/

populationestimates/bulletins/annualmidyearpopulationestimates/

mid2020; accessed July 30, 2021).

• For Pagani et al. [86] (“Castiglione d’Adda, Italy”), data was taken directly from the paper.
For instance, Pagani et al. [86] does not cite a specific source for deaths but notes: “From
the 1st of January to the 31st of March 2020, 76 deaths (1.65% of the population) have been
recorded in CdA, of which 47 were officially attributed to COVID-19.” We have not been
able to verify these numbers using a publically available dataset. For population, Pagani
et al. [86] states that “Castiglione d’Adda (CdA) is a town of 4605 inhabitants (according
to data from the local registry office at the time of our study) [...]”. Data for the propor-
tion aged over 65 is from https://www.citypopulation.de/en/italy/localities/

lombardia/lodi/09801410001__castiglione_dadda/ (accessed July 27, 2021). GDP
value is from OECD database for Lombardy region (ITC4).

• For Petersen et al. [90] (“Faroe Islands, Denmark”), information on deaths for the Faroe
Islands was obtained from corona.fo/hagtol, the government information website con-
cerning COVID19 in the Faroe Islands. GDP value is from value listed for Denmark
from OECD database. Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from Index mundi (see
https://tinyurl.com/bb2pwrx6; accessed on April 29, 2021) which cites the CIA World
Factbook as a source. Population value is from Petersen et al. [90] (“In the Faroe Islands, a
geographic isolate of 52,154 inhabitants.”).

• For Pollán et al. [92] (“Spain”), data for the number of deaths was obtained from
Wikipedia (en.wikipedia.org/wiki/COVID-19_pandemic_in_Spain; accessed on
April 28, 2021) which sourced the information from the Centro Nacional de Epidemiologı́a
(cnecovid.isciii.es/covid19/). Note that, the number of deaths of for 2020-05-11 of
26,920 (14 days after the start of the sampling window), is actually higher than the number of
deaths for 2020-05-25 of 26,834 (14 days after the end of the sampling window). This may
be due to a reporting issue which is noted by Wikipedia: “Figures for 2020-05-24 to 2020-06-
17 include corrections in the validation of past data from several autonomous communities
as a result of the transition to a new surveillance methodology implemented from 2020-05-
11.” We define the interval as ranging from the lowest value to the highest value, [26,834,
26,920], as listed in Table 5. GDP value is from value listed for Spain from OECD database.
Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from World Bank’s World Development Indica-
tors (WDI) data (see https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.POP.65UP.TO.ZS
(last updated 2021-03-19)). Population value is from the World Bank for 2020 (https:
//data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.POP.TOTL?locations=ES; accessed July 30,
2021).
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• For Radon et al. [97] (“Munich, Germany”), the number of deaths was obtained from
the official database of the city of Munich (see https://www.muenchen.de/rathaus/

Stadtinfos/Coronavirus-Fallzahlen.html; accessed June 22, 2021). Population data
is from https://web.archive.org/web/20201218195500/https://www.muenchen.

de/rathaus/Stadtinfos/Statistik/Bev-lkerung.html (accessed June 22, 2021)
and data for those aged over 65 from https://www.muenchen.de/rathaus/dam/jcr:

459cce24-3894-4d4d-b144-4185b750a310/LHM.Stat_Faltkarte_2019_englisch.

pdf (accessed June 22, 2021). Finally, GDP value is from value listed for Bavaria (GE2)
from the OECD database.

• For Reyes-Vega et al. [100] (“Lima, Peru”), note that Peru audited death records and their
data was updated on May 31, 2021 (see https://www.datosabiertos.gob.pe/dataset/fallecidos-
por-covid-19-ministerio-de-salud-minsa); see Dyer [30]. we used official (post-audit)
numbers from the Peru Ministry of Health (MINSA) (see https://www.datosabiertos.
gob.pe/dataset/fallecidos-por-covid-19-ministerio-de-salud-minsa/

resource/4b7636f3-5f0c-4404-8526) for mortality numbers. Note that the tar-
get population is Lima Metropolitana, an area that includes both area that includes Peruvian
provinces of Lima and Callao. As such, we sum deaths recorded for both Lima and
Callao provinces. In order to acknowledge that there is substantial uncertainty in the
post-audit mortality numbers, we widened the interval by lowering the lower bound
by 10% and increasing the upper bound by 10%. GDP value is from value listed for
Lima (PE15) from the OECD database. Data for the population aged over 65 from
https://www.citypopulation.de/en/peru/admin/15__lima/ (accessed July 27,
2021). Population value obtained from https://www.minsa.gob.pe/reunis/data/

poblacion_estimada.asp (accessed July 27, 2021). Note that Reyes-Vega et al. [100]
state that: “The study area has an estimated 10.7 million inhabitants.”

• For Richard et al. [101] (“Geneva, Switzerland (2)”), note that this study is excluded
from the Chen et al.-based analysis set but included in the Serotracker-based anal-
ysis set. For Richard et al. [101], mortality data for the canton of Geneva were
obtained from an excel file made publicly available by a Swiss government website
at: ge.ch/document/covid-19-donnees-completes-debut-pandemie (accessed
on April 28, 2021). Data for the population and the proportion aged over 65 is from
https://www.bfs.admin.ch/bfs/en/home/statistics/regional-statistics/

regional-portraits-key-figures/cantons/geneva.html (accessed on April 28,
2021). GDP value is from value listed for Lake Geneva Region (CH01) from the OECD
database.
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• For Samore et al. [105] (“Four counties in UT, USA”), data for the number of deaths
for the counties of Utah county, Salt Lake county, Davis county, and Summit county,
was obtained from the county-level COVID-19 dataset curated by the New York Times
available at: github.com/nytimes/covid-19-data (accessed on April 28, 2021). Data
for the proportion aged over 65 is from https://github.com/JieYingWu/COVID-19_

US_County-level_Summaries/blob/master/data/README.md (accessed on April 29,
2021). GDP value is from value listed for the state of Utah, USA (US49) in the
OECD database. Population value is from US county-level census data for 2019 for the
four counties (636235+1160437+355481+42145) (see https://www.census.gov/data/
datasets/time-series/demo/popest/2010s-counties-total.html; accessed July
30, 2021).

• For Santos-Hövener et al. [106] (“Kupferzell, Germany”), data for the number of deaths
for Kupferzell, Germany was obtained directly from Santos-Hövener et al. [106] which
cites the Robert Koch Institute. Despite efforts, no publicly available dataset was found
which could confirm these numbers specific these numbers. Data for the proportion aged
over 65 is from: https://ugeo.urbistat.com/AdminStat/en/de/demografia/eta/
kupferzell/20172564/4 (accessed on April 29, 2021). GDP value is from value listed for
Baden-Württemberg (DE1) from the OECD database. Population value is from Wikipedia
(https://als.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kupferzell; accessed July 30, 2021) which cites
the Statistisches Landesamt Baden-Württemberg – Bevölkerung nach Nationalität und
Geschlecht am 31. Dezember 2019 (CSV-Datei).

• For Selvaraju et al. [107] (“Chennai, Tamil Nadu, India”), mortality data for the num-
ber of deaths for Chennai were obtained from the Greater Chennai Corporation (see
http://covid19.chennaicorporation.gov.in/; specifically, numbers published for
July 15, 2020 and August 14, 2020 were listed at: https://twitter.com/chennaicorp/
status/1283280173132128259 and https://twitter.com/chennaicorp/status/

1294140456868052993; accessed June 22, 2021). We multiplied the number recorded
for 14 days after the end of the sampling window of 2,384 by a factor of 2.5 (based
the upper bound of Mukherjee et al. [76]’s estimated underreporting factor for Tamil
Nadu) in order to account for potential underreporting. Note that Ariel Karlinsky has
assembled excess mortality data for Chennai (see: https://github.com/akarlinsky/
world_mortality/tree/main/local_mortality; accessed August 4, 2021). These
data, taking into account the weekly numbers and five-year pre-pandemic trend sug-
gest an interval of [1344, 2454]. However, we prefer not to use this much narrower
interval since the excess mortality data have not been adjusted to account for the po-
tentially substantial underreporting of all-cause deaths (see discussion in Anand et al.
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[4]). Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from: https://statisticstimes.com/

demographics/india/tamil-nadu-population.php (accessed June 22, 2021). GDP
value is from value listed for Tamil Nadu (IN33) from the OECD database. Popula-
tion value is from https://www.populationu.com/cities/chennai-population (ac-
cessed June 22, 2021).

• For Sharma et al. [110] (“Delhi, India”), infection rate estimates are based on survey data
from round 1 of the study (August 1-7). Data for the number of deaths for Delhi was
obtained from Wikipedia (en.wikipedia.org/wiki/COVID-19_pandemic_in_Delhi;
accessed on April 28, 2021) which sourced the information from the Delhi State Health
Bulletin (https://delhifightscorona.in/). We multiplied the number recorded for 14
days after the end of the sampling window of 4,270 by a factor of 6.3 (based on Mukherjee
et al. [76]’s estimated underreporting factor) in order to account for potential underreporting.
As such, our interval is relatively wide and reflects the uncertainty in the true number of
deaths: [4,188, 26,901]. Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from Statistics Times
for 2011 (http://statisticstimes.com/demographics/india/delhi-population.
php; accessed on April 29, 2021). GDP value is from value listed for the National Capital
Territory of Delhi (IN03) from the OECD database. Note that we use 18.9 million as
the estimated population of Delhi, the number cited by both Sharma et al. [110] and
Bhattacharyya et al. [17], while Chen et al. [28] use a much different number: 30,290,936
(see Table S14 in Supplementary appendix 2 of Chen et al. [28]).

• Snoeck et al. [115] (“Luxembourg”) “recruited a representative sample of the Luxembourgish
population” between April 16th and May 5th, and obtained a 95% CI of [1.23%, 2.77%].
Two different 95% CIs, obtained with and without adjustment for age, gender and canton
are provided in the paper: [1.23%; 2.67%] and [1.34%; 2.77%]. As such, we record
[1.23%; 2.77%] for our IR interval. Data for the number of deaths was obtained from the
Our World in Data COVID-19 dataset available at: ourworldindata.org/coronavirus/
country/luxembourg (accessed on April 28, 2021). GDP value is from value listed for
Luxembourg (LU00) from the OECD database. Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from
World Bank’s World Development Indicators (WDI) data (see https://data.worldbank.
org/indicator/SP.POP.65UP.TO.ZS (last updated 2021-03-19)). Population value from
World Bank for Luxembourg, 2020 (see https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.
POP.TOTL?locations=LU; accessed July 30, 2021). We note that, while Arora et al. [6]
categorizes the sampling method for the Snoeck et al. [115] study as “stratified probability,”
Snoeck et al. [115] explains that “the sample of participants was enrolled through the use
of a non-probabilistic web panel” and caution that “[t]here are pros and cons of using web
panels for surveys,” specifically that “online surveys may be biased samples because the
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respondents are self-selected.” Levin et al. [60] specifically identify Snoeck et al. [115] as
an example of a “active recruitment” study.

• For Sood et al. [116] (“Los Angeles County, CA, USA”), data for the number
of deaths for Los Angeles County, CA was obtained from the government of LA
county COVID-19 dashboard (dashboard.publichealth.lacounty.gov/covid19_
surveillance_dashboard/; accessed on April 28, 2021). Sood et al. [116] notes
that “Residents of Los Angeles County, California, within a 15-mile (24 km) radius of
the testing site were eligible for participation.” Data for the proportion aged over 65
is from https://github.com/JieYingWu/COVID-19_US_County-level_Summaries/

blob/master/data/README.md (accessed on April 29, 2021). GDP value is from value
listed for the state of California, USA, (US06) in the OECD database. Population value
is from US county-level census data for 2019 (see https://www.census.gov/data/

datasets/time-series/demo/popest/2010s-counties-total.html; accessed July
30, 2021).

• For Statistics Jersey [118] (“Jersey, UK (1)”), data for the number of deaths was
obtained from the Government of Jersey website (https://www.gov.je/datasets/
listopendata?listname=COVID19DeathsClassification; accessed on April 28,
2021) summing both “probable COVID-19” deaths and “laboratory proven” COVID-19
deaths. Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from https://www.indexmundi.com/

jersey/demographics_profile.html (accessed on April 29, 2021). GDP value is from
value listed for United Kingdom (GBR) in the OECD database. Population value is from
Statistics Jersey [118].

• For Statistics Jersey [119] (“Jersey, UK (2)”) data for the number of deaths was obtained from
the Government of Jersey website (https://www.gov.je/datasets/listopendata?
listname=COVID19DeathsClassification; accessed on April 28, 2021) summing both
“probable COVID-19” deaths and “laboratory proven” COVID-19 deaths. Data for the pro-
portion aged over 65 is from https://www.indexmundi.com/jersey/demographics_

profile.html (accessed on April 29, 2021). GDP value is from value listed for United
Kingdom (GBR) in the OECD database. Population value is from Statistics Jersey [119].

• For Streeck et al. [121] (“Gangelt, Germany”), the number of deaths for Gangelt, Kreis
Heinsberg, Germany, is directly noted in the Streeck et al. [121] article. No publicly
available dataset was found, however we did find information on the Gangelt municipal
bulletin (see www.gangelt.de/news/226-erster-corona-fall-in-nrw; accessed on
April 28, 2021) and an investigative report (see https://medwatch.de/2020/11/26/

die-ungezaehlten-todesfaelle-aus-gangelt/; accessed on May 20, 2021) which
suggests that 8 to 10 is a reasonable range. Note that the Streeck et al. [121] study used both
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antibody-based and PCR-based testing. Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from Figure
S1 of Streeck et al. [121]. GDP value is from value listed for the North Rhine-Westphalia
region (DEA) from the OECD database. Population value is from Streeck et al. [121] (“In
the German community of Gangelt (12,597 inhabitants, January 1, 2020)”).

• For Stringhini et al. [122] (“Geneva, Switzerland (1)”), mortality data for the canton of
Geneva were obtained from an excel file made publicly available by a Swiss government
website at: ge.ch/document/covid-19-donnees-completes-debut-pandemie

(accessed on April 28, 2021). Data for the proportion aged over 65 is from
https://www.bfs.admin.ch/bfs/en/home/statistics/regional-statistics/

regional-portraits-key-figures/cantons/geneva.html. GDP value is from value
listed for Lake Geneva Region (CH01) from the OECD database. Population value is
from the Swiss Federal Statistical Office (https://www.bfs.admin.ch/bfs/en/home/
statistics/regional-statistics/regional-portraits-key-figures/cantons/

geneva.html; accessed July 30, 2021).

• For Vos et al. [130] (“Netherlands”), mortality data for the Netherlands was obtained from the
Our World in Data COVID-19 dataset available at: ourworldindata.org/coronavirus/
country/netherlands (accessed on April 28, 2021). GDP value is from value listed
for Netherlands (NLD) from teh OECD database. Data for the proportion aged over
65 is also from World Bank’s World Development Indicators (WDI) data (see https:

//data.worldbank.org/indicator/SP.POP.65UP.TO.ZS (last updated 2021-03-19)).
Population value is from the World Bank (https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/
SP.POP.TOTL?locations=NL; accessed July 30, 2021).

• For Ward et al. [133] (“England, UK (2)”), infection rate estimates are based on
survey data from from the first survey (20 June - 13 July). We obtained the num-
ber of cumulative deaths for England, from we obtained the number of cumulative
deaths for England from the UK coronavirus dashboard (https://coronavirus.
data.gov.uk/details/deaths?areaType=nation&areaName=England; accessed on
April 29, 2021). Data for the proportion aged over 65 is for England from 2019 as
listed by LG Inform (see https://tinyurl.com/4vhrb2uu; accessed on April 29,
2021). GDP value is obtained by taking the average of values listed in the OECD
database for the regions of ”South West England”, ”North East England” ”East of
England”, ”North West England” and ”South East England”. Population value is
from the Office of National Statistics report: “Population estimates for the UK, Eng-
land and Wales, Scotland and Northern Ireland: mid-2020”’ (See Table 2) (https:
//www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/populationandmigration/
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populationestimates/bulletins/annualmidyearpopulationestimates/

mid2020; accessed July 30, 2021).

• For Yoshiyama et al. [137] (“Tokyo, Japan”), for the number of deaths for “2020-06-15”
and “2020-06-21”, we used official numbers from the Japanese Ministry of Health, Labour,
and Welfare (see: https://www.mhlw.go.jp/content/10906000/000640012.pdf and
https://www.mhlw.go.jp/content/10906000/000641965.pdf; accessed August 6,
2021). Data for the population and the proportion of the population aged over 65 is
from the Tokyo metropolitan government (https://www.metro.tokyo.lg.jp/tosei/
hodohappyo/press/2021/01/28/01.html and https://www.metro.tokyo.lg.jp/

ENGLISH/ABOUT/HISTORY/history03.htm; accessed August 6, 2021) and GDP value
is obtained by taking the average of values listed in the OECD database for the regions of
“Northern-Kanto, Koshin” (JPC) and “Southern-Kanto” (JPD).

7.4 Sensitivity analyses

As a sensitivity analysis, we repeated both analyses with an alternative set of priors. For these
alternative analyses, we used: g−1(θ0) ∼ Uniform(0, 1); g−1(β) ∼ Uniform(0, 1) ; θ1 ∼
N (0, 100); θ2 ∼ N (0, 100); σ ∼ half-N (0, 100) and τ ∼ half-N (0, 100). The results are plotted
in Figures 7 and 8.

We also conducted alternative analyses excluding studies for which the mortality data were not
obtained directly from official and reliable sources. See results in Figures 5 and 6. Without the
excluded studies, we are unable to provide a reasonable “World” estimate (see the extremely wide
credible intervals). However, the “USA” and “EU” estimates are relatively unchanged.
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Figure 5: Chen et al.-based analysis results with only those studies for which mortality data was
directly (i.e., without any adjustments needed) obtained from official sources known to be reliable.
Posterior median estimates for the IRk and IFRk variables (for k = 1, . . . , 18) with 95% HPD
CrIs. Studies are listed from top to bottom according to increasing fitted values (these values are
indicated by ×). Also plotted, under the labels “World (65 yo=9%, GDP=17.8K)”, “USA (65
yo=16%, GDP=65.3K)”, “EU (65 yo=20%, GDP=47.8K)”, are the posterior median estimate and
95% HPD CrIs for the typical IFR corresponding to values for the proportion of the population aged
65 years and older of 9% and for GDP per capita of $17,811 (the worldwide values), of 16% and of
$65,298 (the USA values), and of 20% and of $47,828 (the EU values).
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Figure 6: Serotracker-based analysis results with only those studies for which mortality data was
directly (i.e., without any adjustments needed) obtained from official sources known to be reliable.
Posterior median estimates for the IRk and IFRk variables (for k = 1, . . . , 18) with 95% HPD
CrIs. Studies are listed from top to bottom according to increasing fitted values (these values are
indicated by ×). Also plotted, under the labels “World (65 yo=9%, GDP=17.8K)”, “USA (65
yo=16%, GDP=65.3K)”, “EU (65 yo=20%, GDP=47.8K)”, are the posterior median estimate and
95% HPD CrIs for the typical IFR corresponding to values for the proportion of the population aged
65 years and older of 9% and for GDP per capita of $17,811 (the worldwide values), of 16% and of
$65,298 (the USA values), and of 20% and of $47,828 (the EU values).
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Figure 7: Analysis results from the Chen et al.-based analysis with alternative priors: posterior
median estimates for the IFRk variables (for k = 1, . . . , 18) with 95% HPD CrIs. Studies are listed
from top to bottom according to increasing fitted values (these values are indicated by ×). Also
plotted, under the labels “World (65 yo=9%, GDP=17.8K)”, “USA (65 yo=16%, GDP=65.3K)”,
“EU (65 yo=20%, GDP=47.8K)”, are the posterior median estimate and 95% HPD CrIs for the
typical IFR corresponding to values for the proportion of the population aged 65 years and older of
9% and for GDP per capita of $17,811 (the worldwide values), of 16% and of $65,297 (the USA
values), and of 20% and of $47,828 (the EU values).
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Figure 8: Analysis results from the Serotracker-based analysis with alternative priors: posterior
median estimates for the IFRk variables (for k = 1, . . . , 18) with 95% HPD CrIs. Studies are listed
from top to bottom according to increasing fitted values (these values are indicated by ×). Also
plotted, under the labels “World (65 yo=9%, GDP=17.8K)”, “USA (65 yo=16%, GDP=65.3K)”,
“EU (65 yo=20%, GDP=47.8K)”, are the posterior median estimate and 95% HPD CrIs for the
typical IFR corresponding to values for the proportion of the population aged 65 years and older of
9% and for GDP per capita of $17,811 (the worldwide values), of 16% and of $65,297 (the USA
values), and of 20% and of $47,828 (the EU values).
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7.5 MCMC details and R code

Note that, in order to improve the MCMC mixing, we replace the binomial distribution for CCk as
described in (2), with

CCk ∼ Binom(Tk, IRk), (6)

for k = 1, . . . , K. For any sufficiently large Pk, this simplification will make little to no difference.
Then, since the distributions of Ck and Dk|Ck are both binomials (see (2) and (3)), we have that
unconditionally:

Dk ∼ Binom(Pk, IFRk × IRk). (7)

Note that Z1k was set equal to the centred and scaled logarithm of 65yok, and Z2k was set equal to
the centred and scaled logarithm of GDPk.

The following JAGS-code was used in R for the analysis :

library("rjags")

metaIFR <- "model {

# Priors:

icloglog_theta0 ~ dbeta(0.3, 30);

icloglog_beta ~ dbeta(1, 3);

theta0 <- log(-log(1-icloglog_theta0));

beta <- log(-log(1-icloglog_beta));

inv.var_sig <- (1/sigma)^2 ;

inv.var_tau <- (1/tau)^2 ;

sigma ~ dnorm(0, 1/10) T(0,);

tau ~ dnorm(0, 1/10) T(0,);

theta1 ~ dnorm(0, 1/10);

theta2 ~ dnorm(0, 1/10);

# Likelihood:

for(k in 1:K){

cc[k] ~ dbin(ir[k], tests[k]);

censor.index[k] ~ dinterval(deaths[k], c(deaths_lower[k], deaths_upper[k]))

deaths[k] ~ dbin(ifr[k]*ir[k], pop[k]);

cloglog(ir[k]) <- cloglog_ir[k];

cloglog(ifr[k]) <- cloglog_ifr[k];

cloglog_ir[k] ~ dnorm(beta, inv.var_sig);

cloglog_ifr[k] ~ dnorm(theta0 + theta1*Z1[k] + theta2*Z2[k], inv.var_tau);

}}"
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Authors Location Sampling IR interval
(mm/dd) (%)

Barchuk et al. [11] Saint Petersburg, Russia 05/27 - 06/26 [5.60, 12.90]
Biggs et al. [18] DeKalb and Fulton, GA, USA (1) 04/28 - 05/03 [1.40, 4.50]
Bruckner et al. [24] Orange County, CA, USA 07/10 - 08/16 [8.10, 15.50]
Carrat et al. [26] Île-de-France, France 05/04 - 06/14 [8.90, 11.30]
Mahajan et al. [67] Connecticut, USA 06/10 - 07/29 [1.70, 6.30]
Murhekar et al. (1) [79] India 05/11 - 06/04 [0.34, 1.13]
Office of National Stat [85] England, UK (1) 04/26 - 09/08 [5.40, 7.10]
Petersen et al. [90] Faroe Islands, Denmark 04/27 - 05/01 [0.10, 1.20]
Pollan et al. [92] Spain 04/27 - 05/11 [3.30, 6.60]
Samore et al. [105] Four counties in UT, USA 05/04 - 06/30 [0.10, 1.60]
Santos-Hovener et al. [106] Kupferzell, Germany 05/20 - 06/09 [10.40, 14.00]
Sharma et al. [110] Delhi, India 08/01 - 08/07 [27.65, 29.14]
Snoeck et al. [115] Luxembourg 04/15 - 05/05 [1.23, 2.77]
Sood et al. [116] Los Angeles County, CA, USA 04/10 - 04/14 [2.52, 7.07]
Statistics Jersey (1) [118] Jersey, UK (1) 04/29 - 05/05 [1.80, 4.40]
Streeck et al. [121] Gangelt, Germany 03/31 - 04/06 [12.31, 24.40]
Stringhini et al. (1) [122] Geneva, Switzerland (1) 04/06 - 05/09 [8.15, 13.95]
Vos et al. [130] Netherlands 03/31 - 05/11 [2.10, 3.70]
Ward et al. [133] England, UK (2) 06/20 - 07/13 [5.78, 6.14]

Table 2: Seroprevalence studies selected for the analysis based on the list compiled by Chen et al.
[28] (listed in alphabetical order of authors), with geographic location of sampling, sampling dates,
and 95% uncertainty interval for the infection rate (IR interval).
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Authors Location Sampling IR interval
(mm/dd) (%)

Álvarez-Antonio et al. [2] Iquitos, Peru 07/13 - 07/18 [67.00, 73.00]
Bajema et al. [9] DeKalb and Fulton, GA, USA (2) 04/28 - 05/03 [1.49, 6.67]
Barchuk et al. [11] Saint Petersburg, Russia 05/27 - 06/26 [5.60, 12.90]
Bruckner et al. [24] Orange County, CA, USA 07/10 - 08/16 [8.10, 15.50]
Chan et al. [27] Rhode Island, USA 05/05 - 05/22 [1.00, 6.20]
Gov. of Andorra [38] Andorra 05/04 - 05/28 [10.50, 11.50]
Kar et al. [50] Puducherry District, India 08/11 - 08/16 [3.50, 6.40]
Khalagi et al. [52] Iran 08/03 - 10/31 [13.30, 15.20]
Malani et al. [69] Tamil Nadu, India 10/19 - 11/30 [30.40, 32.80]
Melotti et al. [72] Gardena Valley, Italy 05/26 - 06/08 [25.20, 28.60]
MoHoI [74] Israel 06/28 - 09/17 [5.30, 5.60]
Murhekar et al. (1) [79] India 05/11 - 06/04 [0.34, 1.13]
Nawa et al. [82] Utsunomiya City, Japan 06/14 - 07/05 [0.17, 2.28]
Pagani et al. [86] Castiglione d’Adda, Italy 05/18 - 06/07 [17.20, 29.10]
Petersen et al. [90] Faroe Islands, Denmark 04/27 - 05/01 [0.10, 1.20]
Pollan et al. [92] Spain 04/27 - 05/11 [3.30, 6.60]
Radon et al. [97] Munich, Germany 11/02 - 01/31 [2.90, 4.30]
Reyes-Vega et al. [100] Lima, Peru 06/28 - 07/09 [22.50, 28.20]
Richard et al. [101] Geneva, Switzerland (2) 04/06 - 06/30 [6.80, 8.90]
Santos-Hovener et al. [106] Kupferzell, Germany 05/20 - 06/09 [10.40, 14.00]
Selvaraju et al. [107] Chennai, Tamil Nadu, India 07/01 - 07/31 [14.80, 22.60]
Sharma et al. [110] Delhi, India 08/01 - 08/07 [27.65, 29.14]
Statistics Jersey (2) [119] Jersey, UK (2) 06/21 - 06/27 [2.80, 5.20]
Streeck et al. [121] Gangelt, Germany 03/31 - 04/06 [12.31, 24.40]
Vos et al. [130] Netherlands 03/31 - 05/11 [2.10, 3.70]
Ward et al. [133] England, UK (2) 06/20 - 07/13 [5.78, 6.14]
Warszawski et al. [134] Metropolitan France 05/02 - 06/02 [3.90, 5.00]
Yoshiyama et al. [137] Tokyo, Japan 06/01 - 06/07 [0.01, 0.37]

Table 3: Seroprevalence studies selected for the analysis based on the list compiled by Serotracker
(listed in alphabetical order of authors), with geographic location of sampling, sampling dates, and
95% uncertainty interval for the infection rate (IR interval).

Location Pk Dk Dk, Tk CCk 65yok GDPk

lower upper (%) $
Saint Petersburg, Russia 5351935 2978 4776 233 21 18 30144
DeKalb and Fulton, GA, USA (1) 1823234 221 247 419 11 12 58933
Orange County, CA, USA 3010232 556 979 285 33 15 79287
Île-de-France, France 12213447 6766 7037 2414 243 14 82574
Connecticut, USA 2837877 1136 1179 251 9 22 80729
India 1366417750 4172 45766 1632 11 6 4735
England, UK (1) 56550000 28439 41152 3100 193 18 43310
Faroe Islands, Denmark 52154 1 1 592 3 17 60421
Spain 47351567 26834 26920 643 31 20 42362
Four counties in UT, USA 2194298 69 168 393 2 10 60050
Kupferzell, Germany 6247 3 3 1263 153 16 63885
Delhi, India 19800000 4188 26901 13966 3965 4 12817
Luxembourg 632275 89 109 1214 23 14 122166
Los Angeles County, CA, USA 9435450 943 1114 316 14 14 79287
Jersey, UK (1) 107800 27 28 648 19 17 48365
Gangelt, Germany 12597 8 10 153 27 18 53751
Geneva, Switzerland (1) 504128 221 280 442 48 16 68964
Netherlands 17344874 2955 5849 1652 47 20 59685
England, UK (2) 56550000 38996 39995 10635 634 18 43310

Table 4: The Chen et al. based dataset required for the Bayesian evidence synthesis model.
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Location Pk Dk Dk, Tk CCk 65yok GDPk

lower upper (%) $
Iquitos, Peru 467000 1581 1942 895 626 4 5896
DeKalb and Fulton, GA, USA (2) 1823234 221 247 196 7 12 58933
Saint Petersburg, Russia 5351935 2978 4776 233 21 18 30144
Orange County, CA, USA 3010232 556 979 285 33 15 79287
Rhode Island, USA 1059361 147 189 163 5 18 58416
Andorra 77543 51 51 11236 1235 17 49900
Puducherry District, India 1250000 145 393 840 41 6 9152
Iran 82913906 47332 98071 5197 740 6 12937
Tamil Nadu, India 83697770 11183 29773 5765 1821 7 7191
Gardena Valley, Italy 10700 17 17 2612 702 20 71853
Israel 9216900 382 1659 10578 577 11 40747
India 1366417750 4172 45766 1632 11 6 4735
Utsunomiya City, Japan 517527 0 0 296 3 26 42931
Castiglione d’Adda, Italy 4605 47 47 190 43 26 59291
Faroe Islands, Denmark 52154 1 1 592 3 17 60421
Spain 47351567 26834 26920 643 31 20 42362
Munich, Germany 1563090 292 1040 2692 96 17 65345
Lima, Peru 10804609 21109 28846 893 226 9 19313
Geneva, Switzerland (2) 504128 221 282 2509 196 16 68964
Kupferzell, Germany 6247 3 3 1263 153 16 63885
Chennai, Tamil Nadu, India 10900000 1295 5960 380 70 7 7191
Delhi, India 19800000 4188 26901 13966 3965 4 12817
Jersey, UK (2) 107800 31 31 998 39 17 48365
Gangelt, Germany 12597 8 10 153 27 18 53751
Netherlands 17344874 2955 5849 1652 47 20 59685
England, UK (2) 56550000 38996 39995 10635 634 18 43310
Metropolitan France 64286954 17342 19011 5377 238 21 49551
Tokyo, Japan 13960236 314 320 1314 2 20 45796

Table 5: The Serotracker based dataset required for the Bayesian evidence synthesis model.
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