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Abstract

Objectives: Many countries have continued to experience a higher-than-expected number of deaths
following the peaks in mortality observed in the first year of the Covid-19 pandemic. This scoping
review aims to identify the different explanations proposed for sustained higher-than-expected
mortality beyond the first pandemic year.

Study design: Scoping review

Methods: A systematic search of databases and grey literature sources was completed to identify
English-language records proposing or investigating hypotheses for higher-than-expected mortality
from April 2021 onwards in (sub)populations of high-income countries. Papers focused on survival
following a diagnosis or intervention were excluded. Results were summarised narratively, and
existing research prioritisation frameworks were adapted and applied to identify the hypotheses
proposed as highest priority for further research.

Results: Seventy eligible papers were identified. Most were opinion pieces or simply presented
trends; few included investigation of suggested hypotheses. Numerous explanations for higher-than-
expected mortality were proposed, with hypotheses relating to direct Covid-19 mortality, sequalae
of Covid-19 infection, the health service impacts of the pandemic, wider pandemic impacts and
socioeconomic factors identified as highest-priority for further research.

Conclusions: The causes of continued higher-than-expected mortality are likely to be multiple and

potentially interactive. This review will help to shape research into current mortality trends, with a
critical understanding of this topic essential for achieving evidence-informed policy.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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Introduction

Following the high levels of mortality seen globally during the peak waves of Covid-19 in 2020 and
early 2021, many countries, including the UK, have continued to experience mortality levels higher
than in previous years®. Although effective vaccines have been available since December 2020,
Covid-19 remains an important cause of death and accounts for some of this continuing excess
mortality. The number of non-covid deaths also remains high? 3. The people most susceptible to
dying from Covid-19 in 2020/21 included many who would otherwise have died within the
following few years, resulting in a degree of mortality displacement . This would be expected to
lead to period of lower mortality compared to previous years, so the continuing high rates are
unexpected.

Different metrics can be used to measure mortality trends. Excess mortality is a measure that
describes seasonal differences by comparing observed mortality data (sometimes crude death
counts, sometimes crude, non-standardised, mortality rates per unit population) with the average
mortality for the same time week or month in previous years®. This often uses the five previous
years as baseline, excluding 2020 to remove the effect of the first Covid-19 waves of mortality °.
Over longer time periods, changes in the age structure of the population (including ageing and age-
selective migration) confound crude mortality counts and rates, making them less reliable as a
monitoring tool'. Using age-standardised mortality rates or life expectancy avoids this, but these are
generally not available as quickly or published as frequently as crude measures’. Recent analysis of
UK data show that, while using age-standardised mortality rates provides more accurate estimates
of excess deaths, there were still substantially high levels of excess deaths between 2020 and 2022
even when this was accounted for.®

This recent concern about higher-than-expected mortality comes on top of an unprecedented change
in the longer-term trend. After decades of continuous improvements, average mortality rates across
the UK population stopped improving after around 2012 and mortality rates in people living in
more deprived populations actually started to increase® °. Other high-income countries experienced
similar trends, and the evidence shows that this has been caused by austerity policies introduced
widely from around 2010 onwards''? The wider effects of the pandemic control measures
(including social, economic, and healthcare disruption) and the recent rise in inflation with its
impact on real incomes, have exacerbated these impacts . However, the full range of causes of
the high mortality after the peak waves of the pandemic remains somewhat unclear and contested.

In order to inform research into this mortality phenomenon, we aimed to identify and assess
proposed hypotheses for the higher-than-expected mortality in high income countries observed
beyond the first year of the Covid-19 pandemic.

Methods

Our research question was: what explanations have been proposed for higher-than-expected
mortality in high income countries persisting beyond the first year of the Covid-19 pandemic, and
what empirical evidence is available either supporting or refuting these hypotheses? We chose this
time cut-off to exclude the peak waves of mortality caused by Covid-19 disease before effective
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vaccines were available. In the UK and many other countries peak mortality from Covid-19
occurred in April and May 2020, and November 2020 to February 2021.

We used JBI methodology for scoping reviews® to inform the study and published a protocol for
the review on MedRxiv'®.

Search strategy

We searched for academic studies on Medline, Embase and Google Scholar and grey literature on
websites including government and public health sites, and by using Google. Our search strategy
used ‘excess mortality’ ‘life expectancy’ and ‘increased death’, together with a search string
designed to exclude low-income settings and was piloted on Medline. We restricted the search to
studies published in English from 2021 onwards. The search strategy is detailed in the review
protocol pre-print. !¢

Screening and selection of studies

We imported search results into Covidence for screening and review against eligibility criteria.
Inclusion criteria were: papers that proposed theories or evidence to explain worse-than-expected
mortality or life expectancy; in high income countries; from April 2021 onwards compared to pre-
pandemic levels; all-cause and cause-specific mortality; in the whole population or any specific
sub-populations. We excluded: studies of mortality or survival following a healthcare intervention
(due to our focus on mortality trends rather than treatment efficacies); studies comparing survival in
people with and without a diagnosis; and studies from countries that have not experienced worse
than expected mortality from April 2021.

All authors took part in screening and review. Two reviewers independently reviewed all titles and
abstracts, with disagreements discussed in meetings to achieve consensus. Similarly, two reviewers
completed full text reviews and resolved differences by consensus.

Data extraction and management

We developed a template on Covidence to extract data on: author, dates of mortality trends
considered, setting, mortality metrics, definition of baseline mortality, population(s), causes,
hypotheses proposed, paper type, study type, and findings (if relevant). Two team members
extracted data from each paper independently, with differences resolved by consensus.

Synthesis

We grouped papers according to the proposed hypotheses and noted empirical evidence provided in
support of each. We then summarised the hypotheses narratively. We did not critically appraise the
papers because the main aim was to identify hypotheses and we found few analytical studies
investigating these.

Prioritisation
In order to prioritise hypotheses for further work, we identified relevant criteria from an existing
review of research prioritisation frameworks'’ and adapted these to focus on two key questions:

1. Is there sufficient existing research or research effort on this hypothesis?

2. Would additional research on this area have potential to change policy or practice?
3
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Due to potential variation in the relevance of each hypothesis to mortality trends across different
high income countries, we chose to focus on a UK context when completing this prioritisation
exercise. Based on discussion amongst authors, we ranked hypotheses highest priority where we
judged that there was insufficient existing research or research effort likely to be applicable to a UK
setting, and where additional research was felt to have the potential for changing policy or practice
in the UK. This ranking was based on our own views and opinions, and we did not seek external
input into the prioritisation exercise.

Results

Description of included studies

We identified 3,969 papers through database searching, and 437 from grey literature sources (435
records) and citation tracking (2 records). We removed 1,605 duplicate references and excluded
2,641 at title and abstract screening, leaving 160 papers for full-text review. At full text review we

excluded 90 papers which did not meet eligibility criteria, leaving 70 included papers (Figure 1).
18-86

Although we had only included papers that considered mortality beyond April 2021, many studies
included mortality data from 2020 but did not always differentiate between time periods in their
analyses. The dates of mortality trends considered across all papers are shown in Figure 2. Other
characteristics of papers are presented in Table 1.

Hypotheses identified

Papers identified a range of hypotheses and pathways to explain continued higher than expected
mortality as shown in Table 2. The most frequently proposed explanations related to direct Covid-
19 mortality (35 papers), health service impacts (34 papers) and other pandemic impacts (18
papers). Fifty-eight papers suggested more than one hypothesis.

Papers including analysis of hypotheses

A minority of the papers included analyses aimed at testing the specified hypotheses for high
mortality. Twenty-nine of the papers were opinion pieces, commenting on mortality data published
elsewhere. Seventeen presented estimates of all cause and/or cause specific excess mortality and
then suggested reasons for the observed trends. Twenty-four were analytical studies of various
designs including ecological, time series and prospective modelling studies. Two of the ecological
studies compared mortality between states or countries and suggested reasons explaining high
mortality settings without investigating these further.?! * We identified no analytical studies that
investigated the importance of influenza or other infections, prevalence of chronic conditions, wider
societal issues or displacement as hypotheses for continuing high mortality.
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Figure 1: PRISMA 2020 flow diagram for systematic reviews including searches of databases, registers, and other sources. Figure adapted from the PRISMA

2020 statement (Page, McKenzie, Bossuyt et al., 2021) &
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Figure 2: Dates of mortality trends considered across included papers, between 01 January 2020 (or before) —
31 December 2023 (or after). *Mortality forecasting study. Note: the time periods of mortality trends
considered by Wedler et al. ® are not captured by the above chart (paper projects mortality from 2026).
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Table 1: Characteristics of included papers. ASMR = Age-standardised mortality rates; rASMR =
relative age-standardised mortality rates. Note: Categorisations of papers may not add up to the
total number of included papers if, e.g., multiple measures or causes of mortality were considered.

No. of papers
Classification
Opinion piece 29
Hypothesis supported by trend data only 17
Analytical study 24
Publication type
Peer-reviewed publication 27
Grey literature 23
Pre-print 9
Editorial 3
Journal opinion 3
Journal news item 3
Conference abstract 2
Setting
USA 26
UK 14
Other European 12
Non-European, non-USA 6
Multiple countries 12
Measure of mortality
Observed mortality 48
Crude mortality 7
ASMR/rASMR 8
Excess mortality 27
Life expectancy 6
Modelled excess mortality 17
Forecast crude mortality 5
Not specified 5
Cause of mortality considered
All-cause 52
All-cause excluding Covid-19 1
Covid-19 1
Other specific cause(s) 15
Not specified 1
Population
Whole population 62
Adults only 6
Children and adolescents only 2
Other specific 1
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Table 2: Hypotheses and pathways explaining continued higher than expected mortality.

Hypotheses No. of Pathways Analytical
studies studies of
hypotheses
Covid-19 disease still accounting for 6
Direct Covid-19 35

acute deaths

Underestimation of cases due to
undetected infections

Continuing direct Covid-19 deaths due

to:

e Low vaccine uptake

e Vaccine hesitancy

e Poor implementation of NPIs
Underpinned by:

e Poor targeting of vaccination
e Misinformation affecting controls
e Poor PH infrastructure

Mortality associated with Post Covid-19 1
Condition.

Higher CV risk following SARS CoV2
infection

Long term CNS damage following SARS
CoV2 infection

Sequelae of Covid-19 14

Longer term impacts of paused 3
Health service 34

impacts of pandemic

healthcare during the peak pandemic
waves causing delayed screening, care or
preventive interventions
Continued healthcare disruption due to

e Backlog of patients

e Staff absences from burnout or

continuing Covid-19 policies
e Damaged medical education

Change in health seeking behaviour due
to fear of transmission or earlier
communications or experiences
discouraging attendance
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Pandemic related unemployment 2
Effects of social distancing on health-
related behaviours:

Wider impacts of 19
pandemic

e Sedentary behaviour

e Unbhealthy diet

e Increased substance use
Social isolation causing sleep disturbance
and declined cognitive function
Stress and distress causing suicidal
ideation and myocardial ischaemia
Caregivers’ isolation, distress or illness
affecting those cared for
Increased interpersonal violence
Increased traffic speeds

Suppressed influenza and other infections

Influenza and other 9 0

during social distancing, leading to

infections lowered immunity and then resurgence

once restrictions eased

Vaccine- associated 5 Vaccination causes mortality
deaths

Poverty and cost of living crisis 2
Other socioeconomic 7

causes not
necessarily related to
pandemic

Social vulnerability — increased mortality
pre-pandemic, increased susceptibility to
Covid-19, continuing to increase
mortality

Previously high prevalence of chronic
conditions exacerbating Covid-19 and
continuing to cause high mortality
Underpinned by unhealthy environments,
poverty and inequality, ultra-processed
foods

High prevalence of 7
chronic conditions

Exacerbated further by social distancing
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Gun violence 0
Racism

Conflict

MH crisis

Opioid crisis

Poor rural infrastructure

Lack of UHC

Cuts to PH budgets

Wider societal causes 7

Heatwaves during summer 2022 1
Extreme weather 12

temperatures Cold snap in December 2022

Repressed pathogens affecting baseline
during restrictions

Lower mortality in later periods
following pandemic excess

Higher mortality in late 2022 due to
lower-than-expected winter deaths in
2021/22

Displacement 9

2 High excess mortality measure reflects 1
aging population
High excess mortality measure in
Germany from effect of random
fluctuation on baseline used in WHO
spline model

Artefact

Six studies investigated direct Covid-19 as a cause of excess mortality. Two estimated unascertained
Covid-19 mortality but both presented estimates for cumulative mortality from 2020 to early 2022,
so may be less relevant in later time periods.®® * Two Italian time series studies using different
mortality metrics reached opposing conclusions about the association between Covid-19 and all-
cause mortality in 2022.5* % Two ecological studies correlated excess mortality and vaccination
rates. One studied cumulative mortality from 2020 to January 2022 in 50 countries and found higher
mortality in countries with lower vaccination and poor enforcement.® The other found an inverse
correlation between mortality and vaccination in US states in 2021 but not in 2022.3

The only analysis of sequelae of Covid-19 was a cohort study that found higher mortality at one
year in people who had had a Post-Covid-19-Condition in 2020, compared with matched controls.
This study used a claims-based definition of post-Covid-19 condition, based on the recording of
diagnoses consistent with Covid-19 related symptoms in the 5-12 weeks following infection 2°

We found five prospective modelling studies that estimated future mortality relating to one of the
identified hypotheses. These included three studies that estimated future cancer deaths resulting
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from delayed screening, diagnosis or treatment when non-covid health services were paused.'® 27 7

One study modelled the impact of increased unemployment in Sweden in April 2020 on mortality
for the next 9 years.%” The final modelling study estimated mortality from heatwaves in the Eastern
Mediterranean up to 2100. %

A study of the correlation between suicide in Japan with unemployment and eating out (as a proxy
for isolation) found these did not explain the trends seen.>’

Two ecological studies correlated mortality with social vulnerability or economic indicators. Both
report a positive correlation, but one considered cumulative mortality from 2020 ** and the other
presented data for all of 2021, which had a lower correlation than 2020.%”

In addition to the ecological studies noted above that found an inverse correlation between mortality
and vaccination rates *>%, three other studies investigated vaccine related deaths, but with
conflicting findings.’!**>"> However, all three of these have methodological limitations that mean
findings should be treated with caution.

Finally, one study critiqued excess mortality measures in Germany and showed excess mortality to
be lower when an alternative method was used to assess baseline mortality. *3

Table 3 shows the application of the prioritisation criteria to the identified hypotheses. With
reference to a UK setting, five hypotheses are identified as high priority (direct Covid-19, sequelae
of Covid-19, health service impacts of the pandemic, wider impacts of the pandemic, and other
socioeconomic causes), two as medium priority (wider societal impacts and displacement), and five
as low priority (high prevalence of chronic conditions, influenza and other infections, vaccine-
associated deaths, extreme weather, and artefact).

Discussion

This scoping review identified a range of different proposed explanations for the higher-than-
expected mortality rates observed in multiple high-income countries persisting beyond the first year
of the Covid-19 pandemic. While some hypotheses were tested using empirical data, those were in
the minority; several papers presented analyses of trends, but most did not go beyond discussion of
potential or likely causal factors. The most commonly proposed explanations related to the direct
and indirect effects of the Covid-19 pandemic, including: continued significant mortality from
Covid-19 itself; adverse longer-term effects of SARS-CoV-2 infection (including higher mortality
risk); the negative impact of the pandemic on quality of, and access to, healthcare; and wider
societal effects such as social isolation, increased poverty and health-harming behavioural
responses. Non-Covid explanations that were suggested included extreme weather events, and
political and/or societal factors such as funding cuts, drug use, social vulnerability and increased
poverty levels. The different proposed explanations are not mutually exclusive; it seems likely that
the excess will be best explained by a combination of multiple, inter-related, factors.
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Table 3: Prioritisation of hypotheses for future research

health service disruption can be most
effectively mitigated.

Criteria
Is there sufficient Would additional
existing research or research on this area Overall
. Comment
research effort on have potential to assessment
this hypothesis? change policy or
practice?
There may be some ongoing mortality from
the Covid-19 virus which is not captured in
Direct covid-19 No Yes official mortality data, particularly given High priority
changes in testing for SARS CoV2
For mortality this is related to the above
Sequelae of (e.g. Covid-19 triggering or creating a . ..
N Yo o High t
covid-19 © ©s vulnerability to other causes of death) '8 priortty
The scale of additional mortality due to
Hypothesis unmet healthcare need is not well
quantified. Although there is already
substantial policy commitment to addressing
. unmet healthcare need, further work is
Health service
. needed to understand how the short- and ) L
impacts of No Yes . . High priority
) longer-term impacts of pandemic related
pandemic

12
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Wider impacts of

There are a range of pathways which
potentially link these wider impacts to
mortality which are currently under-

No Yes . High priorit
pandemic researched and which could be addressed gip y
with policy changes.
Other groups have undertaken substantive
research on this area and there are a number
Influenza and . ) . .
] ) Yes No of sophisticated surveillance programmes in ~ Low priority
other infections i .
place for other infectious agents.
Other groups have undertaken substantive
Vaccine- research considering the mortality impacts .
Yes No . . Low priorit
associated deaths and safety of Covid-19 vaccines. P y
Although there is substantial research effort
Other . .
. . in place for several aspects of this
socioeconomic . . .
canses not hypothesis, there remains stark divisions on
. No Yes whether public health experts agree.®® High priority
necessarily . . . .
Further high-quality studies to test and build
related to . .
) this evidence base are therefore required.
pandemic
There is substantial research effort and
strategic frameworks already in place for
understanding and responding to the
High prevalence 8 p g‘ .
. consequences of chronic conditions for .
of chronic Yes No Low priority

conditions

population health,

13
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Wider societal
causes

Yes

Yes

Most of the existing research effort in this
area is specific to the US context, and it is
unclear which aspects might be
generalisable more widely.

Medium priority

Extreme weather
temperatures

Yes

No

There are already several large research
teams working to estimate the consequences
of climate change and weather on
population health, and these have generated
estimates that can be applied to this issue.

Low priority

Displacement

No

No

There is little high quality evidence
quantifying the potential for displacement to
have impacted on population health.
However, quantification of this is unlikely
to make a substantive difference to policy.

Medium priority

Artefact

Yes

No

Limitations of methodologies used in
generating mortality statistics and mortality
trends should be recognised. Understanding
the scale of the problem remains important,
and the use of metrics which are unaffected
by, or account for, demographic change are
likely to offer more accurate estimates.

Low priority
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The implications of the work are obvious and important: we need to attempt to
understand the precise causes of the higher mortality to be able to address them. It is
important not to base policy on unevidenced theoretical assertions, as has already
happened in the UK®. There is therefore a need for further research to investigate some
of the proposed explanations summarised here. We have identified the explanations that
are highest priority for this further research.

Strengths and weaknesses

To our knowledge, this is the first scoping review of this important topic. The review
process has been systematic, based on independent screening, review and data
extraction, and the methods are transparent and replicable. Searches included a
considerable amount of grey literature which is important for the subject matter.

However, a number of limitations are acknowledged. As the primary objective was to
identify all relevant hypotheses (assessments and testing of which could form the basis
of future work), we did not undertake a critical appraisal of the many different studies
that emerged from the literature searches. The available literature was limited by the
short time period included. The definition of the time period was also problematic, as
discussed further below.

In relation to our prioritisation of hypotheses for further research relevant to a UK
context, we prioritised the hypotheses but have not prioritised specific research
proposals to investigate these. Specific research proposals will then also need to be
prioritised in relation to their scale, data availability, likely impact, robustness and other
characteristics. The application of prioritisation criteria was based on author opinion
only and we were unable to achieve unanimous consensuses for all hypotheses
considered. We recognise that there are likely to be varied views on the prioritisation of
hypotheses within the public health community.

Comparison with other studies

In the UK, and in a number of other high-income countries such as the USA, high levels
of excess mortality had already been highlighted prior to the pandemic!'® ®. This has
been principally attributed to economic ‘austerity’ policies which have had particularly
adverse effects on poorer populations, resulting in increasing death rates and subsequent
widening of inequalities. !!®1. The extent to which the post-pandemic high rates of
mortality largely reflect those pre-pandemic trends (albeit exacerbated by Covid-19) did
not feature prominently in the literature, yet it is likely to be important (and is the
subject of ongoing research)®?. This is also relevant to the debated issue of how ‘excess
deaths’ are defined, including the use of a five-year comparative baseline. For example,
mortality rates in the UK in 2022 may have been somewhat higher than those of 2017;
but they were dramatically higher compared to predicted trends based on pre-austerity
data (prior to 2010s)%. This is highlighted by new guidance on measuring excess deaths
in the UK which suggests that by 2023, the excess compared to the recent five-year
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baseline was minimal 8; however, a longer-term perspective (based on projecting
forward pre-austerity trends) paints a different picture.

The continuing impact of Covid-19 featured prominently in the results of the literature
searches, as perhaps might have been expected. This is clearly also relevant to the issue
of how the ‘peak’ Covid and post-peak Covid periods are defined. In terms of direct
Covid-19 deaths, analyses of Scottish data are informative: in 2020 and 2021, an
estimated 12,751 and 10,651 deaths respectively were recorded as involving Covid-19,
representing age-standardised rates of 128 and 108 per 100,000 population. However,
although the equivalent figures for 2022 were considerably lower, at 6,247 deaths (an
age-standardised rate of 74 per 100,000 population), they were still high®®. The wider
effects of Covid on healthcare have been much documented®, while broader societal
impacts of the pandemic and its associated control measures were assessed and
predicted in a number of reviews*®%. It seems likely that a combination of pre-
pandemic trends and these direct and indirect effects of Covid-19, alongside other
factors such high inflation (the ‘cost of living crisis’) — which has been associated with
increased death rates in the population®®* — will be important in explaining the current
higher levels of mortality. However, further research is urgently needed to quantify the
contribution of each, and of other potential factors, to inform the most effective policy
response.
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