
 

 

 

   Volume 10, Issue 1, January 2022  

Impact Factor: 7.542 



 International Journal of Innovative Research in Computer and Communication Engineering 

                                           | e-ISSN: 2320-9801, p-ISSN: 2320-9798| www.ijircce.com | |Impact Factor: 7.542 |(A Monthly, Peer Reviewed Journal) 

|| Volume 10, Issue 1, January 2022 || 

| DOI: 10.15680/IJIRCCE.2022.1001047| 

IJIRCCE©2022                                                             |     An ISO 9001:2008 Certified Journal   |                                            284 

 

 

Assessing the Correlation between COVID-19 
Mortality Rates and Testing Statistics Worldwide 

 
Prof. Saurabh Sharma, Prof. Vishal Paranjape, Prof. Zohaib Hasan 

Dept. of Computer Science & Applications, Baderia Global Institute of Engineering & Management, Jabalpur,  

MP, India 

 
ABSTRACT: This study examines the COVID-19 case fatality ratios in different nations by utilising data from 
Worldometer. The approach involves assessing mortality rates by considering the ratio of tests performed per 
confirmed case and the overall number of reported cases. The research examines the relationship between the quality of 
testing and the reported fatality rates by specifically studying nations with significant numbers of cases. The results 
emphasise notable disparities in mortality rates, especially among nations with varying capabilities for conducting tests. 
The study also assesses the influence of extensive testing on the precision of reported fatality rates, offering insights 
into the efficacy of public health measures in managing the epidemic. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 

The COVID-19 pandemic has caused significant worldwide repercussions, resulting in unparalleled public health and 
economic difficulties. Accurate data on infection rates and mortality is vital for governments and health organisations 
as they endeavour to comprehend and handle the problem. The Case Fatality Ratio (CFR) is a crucial indicator for 
assessing the severity of the pandemic. It quantifies the percentage of deaths among individuals who have been 
confirmed as cases. Nevertheless, this proportion can be affected by other factors, such as the scope and calibre of tests 
carried out. 
 
Evaluating the quality is crucial in assessing the precision of reported case fatality rates. In nations where there is a lack 
of testing capability, the amount of confirmed cases could be inaccurately low, resulting in an overestimation of the 
Case Fatality Rate (CFR). In contrast, countries that have well-developed testing procedures are in a more 
advantageous position to detect and diagnose a greater number of cases, which could result in a more precise evaluation 
of the disease's impact. 
 
The objective of this study is to examine the correlation between the number of tests administered per confirmed case 
and the reported Case Fatality Rate (CFR) in various nations. This project aims to identify patterns and disparities in 
death rates by analysing data from Worldometer during the period of April 18 to May 18, 2020. The focus is on 
exploring potential correlations between testing techniques and variations in mortality rates. 
 
Comprehending this connection is crucial for multiple reasons: 
 
• Public Health Response: Precise death rates are crucial for determining public health strategies and distributing 
resources effectively. Inadequate testing can lead to inaccurate death rates, which can impede the implementation of 
appropriate response plans. 
• Comparative Analysis: This study examines how the level of testing in different nations affects the perceived severity 
of the pandemic, offering valuable insights. 
• Enhanced Data Accuracy: A better comprehension of the correlation between testing and Case Fatality Rate (CFR) 
can result in more precise data analysis, thereby assisting in the worldwide endeavour to eliminate COVID-19. 
 
This work seeks to enhance our comprehension of the impact of testing on reported fatality rates by conducting a 
thorough analysis of COVID-19 data. Additionally, it aims to offer practical insights that may be utilised to enhance 
public health measures in response to the pandemic. 
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II. LITERATURE REVIEW 
 
The precision of COVID-19 mortality data has been greatly impacted by the scope and calibre of testing carried out in 
various nations. This literature review offers a thorough summary of research that have investigated the correlation 
between testing methods and reported Case Fatality Ratios (CFRs). 
 
Research suggests that conducting thorough testing can lead to a more precise calculation of the Case Fatality Rate 
(CFR). Paltiel and Zheng (2020) contend that the expansion of testing reveals individuals who are asymptomatic or 
have minor symptoms, resulting in a reduced observed Case Fatality Rate (CFR) (1). 
 
The study conducted by Li et al. (2020) reveals that increased testing rates tend to lead to decreased Case Fatality Rates 
(CFRs). This implies that nations with limited testing capabilities may overestimate mortality rates due to unreported 
cases. 
 
Onder et al. (2020) discovered through comparative studies that nations that conduct a large number of tests have 
reduced Case Fatality Rates (CFRs), highlighting the significance of testing in accurately evaluating the impact of 
COVID-19 (3). 
 
Peressini et al. (2021) emphasise that implementing rigorous testing strategies can enhance our understanding of illness 
prevalence and lead to more effective public health interventions (4). 
 
Statistical Approaches: Kogan et al. (2021) employ statistical models to account for the variability in testing, providing 
insights into the influence of testing on the accuracy of CFR (case fatality rate) (5). 
 
The study conducted by Moghadas et al. (2020) investigates the impact of variations in testing procedures on the 
perceived seriousness of COVID-19. 
 
Reiner et al. (2021) conducted a review to examine the influence of different testing approaches on mortality estimates. 
They also proposed recommendations to establish standardised testing processes. 
 
The study conducted by Kumar et al. (2020) examines the global testing patterns and their correlation with reported 
case fatality rates. The findings imply that more testing coverage results in more accurate data (8). 
 
The study conducted by Haug et al. (2020) highlights the significance of testing in disease surveillance and its influence 
on the precision of reported COVID-19 mortality rates (9). 
 
Ranzani et al. (2021) assess the efficacy of various testing strategies and their impact on the accuracy of death rates. 
They discover that implementing more stringent testing measures enhances the dependability of data (10). 
 
In their study, Schöley et al. (2020) investigate the correlation between the intensity of testing and health outcomes. 
They demonstrate that increased testing results in more precise evaluations of the effects on health. 
 
The study conducted by Bubar et al. (2021) investigates inconsistencies in mortality data caused by differences in 
testing rates. It emphasises the importance of doing thorough testing to prevent the formation of deceptive conclusions 
(12). 
 
The study conducted by Li et al. (2021) examines the influence of testing techniques on trends in Case Fatality Rate 
(CFR). The findings indicate that higher levels of testing are associated with more consistent CFR estimates. 
 
The article "Testing and Data Interpretation: A comprehensive review" by Morawska et al. (2021) examines the impact 
of testing procedures on data interpretation and the precision of reported COVID-19 fatality rates (14). 
 
The study conducted by Tuite et al. (2020) incorporates testing data into epidemiological models to evaluate its 
influence on COVID-19 mortality rates, emphasising the significance of precise testing data for modelling endeavours 
(15). 
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III. METHODOLOGY 
 
III-A. Data Collection: The study utilises data from a Worldometer snapshot CSV file, containing information on the 
cumulative number of cases, fatalities, and tests performed by each country. 
 
III-B. Data Filtering: The process of excluding data inputs that do not correspond to the precise date of May 18, 2020. 
The dataset is narrowed down to just include nations that have reported more than 1,000 incidents. 
 
III-C. Analysis: 
1. Calculation of Death Rate: The Case Fatality Ratio (CFR) is determined by dividing the total number of deaths by 
the total number of cases. 
2. Quality Testing: The calculation involves determining the ratio of tests completed to the number of positive cases. 
3. Data visualisation: Histograms and scatter plots are created to visually represent the distribution of death rates and 
their correlation with the quality of testing. 
 
III-D. Country Selection: Scatter plots are used to emphasise certain countries, providing contextual information for the 
observed trends. 
 
Evaluating the Relationship between COVID-19 Death Rates and Testing Metrics across Countries 
 
Objective: 
To mathematically evaluate the relationship between COVID-19 death rates (Case Fatality Ratio, CFR) and terting 
metrics across different countries using statistical and regression technipues. 
 
Algorithm Outline 
Input 
 C = {𝐶1, 𝐶2, … , 𝐶𝑛} : A set of countries where 𝐶𝑖 is a country. 
 𝐓 = {𝑇1, 𝑇2, … , 𝑇n}: 𝐴set of testing metrics for each country 𝐶i, where 𝑇i includes variables such as the number of 

tests conducted, testing rate per capita, etc. 
 𝐃 = {𝐷1, 𝐷2, … , 𝐷𝑛} = 𝐴set of death rates /Case Fatality Ratics, CFR) for each country 𝐶𝑖 where 𝐷𝑖  represents the 

CFR of 𝐶𝑖. 
Output: 
 A mathematical relationship between testing metrics and death rates, typically in the form of a regression equation 

or cocrelation coefficient. 
Step 1: Data Preprocessing 
Step 1.t Normalization of Data 
wormalize the testing metrics and death rates to ensure comparability across different scales. 
 𝑇𝑖𝑗′ = 𝑇𝑖𝑗 − 𝜇𝑇𝜎𝑇𝑗 , 𝐷𝑖 = 𝐷𝑖 − 𝜇𝐷𝜎𝐷  

Where: 
 𝜇3 and 𝜎𝑇 are the mean and standard deviation of the 𝑗-th testing metric across all countries 
 𝜇𝐷and𝜎𝐷 are the mean and standard deviation of death rater. 
Step 2: Correlation Analysis 
Step 2.1: Pearson Correlation Coefficient 
Calculate the Pearson correlation coefficient 𝑟𝑗 between the noermalized testing metric 𝑇𝑗′ and the nomalized death rate 𝐷′ across all countries 𝑟𝑗 = ∑  𝑛𝑖−1   (𝑇𝑖𝑗′ − 𝑇‾𝑗𝑟)(𝐷𝑖′ − 𝐷‾ ′)√∑  𝑛𝑖−1   (𝑇𝑖𝑗′ − 𝑇𝑗′)2√∑  𝑛𝑖−1   (𝐷𝑖′ − 𝐷′)2 

Where: 
 𝑇‾𝑗′is the mean of the nomblized testing metric 𝑇𝑗′. 
 𝐷‾ ′is the mean of the normalized death rate 𝐷′. 
Step 2.2: Interpretation of Correlation 
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Interpret the correlation coefficient 𝑟; to determine the strength and direction of the relationship between testing metrics 
and death rates; 
 𝑟𝑗 ≈ 1 : Strang positive coerelation. 
 𝑟𝑗 ≈ −1 : Strong negative correlation. 
 𝑟𝑗 ≈ 0 : Weak or no correlation. 
Step 3: Regression Analysis 
Step 3.1: Linear Regression Madel 
Construct a linear regression model to quantify the relationship between testing metrics and death rates. 
 𝐷𝑖′ = 𝛼 +∑  𝑚

𝑗=1 𝛽𝑗𝑇𝑖𝑗′ + 𝑐𝑖 
Where: 
 𝛼is the intercept. 
 𝛽𝑗is the coefficient for the 𝑗-th testing metric. 
 𝜖𝑖is the error term for country 𝐶𝑖. 
Step 3.2: Coefficient Estimation 
Estimate the coefficients 𝛼 and 𝛽𝑗 using the least squares method: 
 �̂� = (𝐓′𝑇𝐓′)−1𝐓𝜈𝑇𝐃′ 
Where: 
 𝛽is the vector of estimated coefficients. 
 𝐓𝑉 is the matrix of nomalized testing metrics 
 𝐃′is the vector of normalized death rates. 
Step 4: Model Evaluation 
Step 4.1: Goodness-of-Fit 
Evaluate the goodness-of-fit of the regression model using the coefficient of determination 𝑅2. 
 𝑅2 = 1 − ∑  𝑛𝑖−1   (𝐷𝑖′ − 𝐷𝑖′)2∑  ∗𝑖−1   (𝐷𝑖′ − 𝐷′)2 

 
Where �̂�𝑖′ is the predicted death rate for country 𝐶𝑖 – 
Step 4.2: Hypothesis Testing 
Perfoem hypothesis testing on the regression coefficients 𝛽𝑗 to determine their statistical significance: 
 𝑡𝑗 = �̂�𝑗SE(�̂�𝑗) 

 
Where SE(𝛽𝑗) is the standard errar of 𝛽𝑗 - Compare the 𝑡3-values with the critical value from the 𝑡 distribution to assess 
significance. 
Step 5: Interpretation and Conclusion 
Step 5.1: Relationship Interpretation 
Interpret the regression coefficients �̂�𝑗 to understand the impact of each testing metric on the death rate. Positive 
coefficients suggest that higher volues of the testing metric increase death rates, while negative coefficients suggest the 
opposite. 
 
Step 5.2: Concluding the Analysis Conclude the analysis by summarizing the relationship between testing metrics and 
death rates, based on the results of the correlation and regression analyses. 
 
End of Algorithm 
 
This pure mathematics-based algorithm provides a structured approach to evaluating the relationship between COVID-
19 death rates and testing metrics across countries. It includes data preprocessing, correlation analysis, regression 
modeling, and interpretation of results. 
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"Evaluating the Relationship between COVID-19 Death Rates and Testing Metrics Across Countries" 
 
Introduction 
 
The COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted the importance of understanding the factors that influence mortality rates 
across different countries. One critical aspect of this analysis is the relationship between testing metrics—such as the 
number of tests conducted, testing rate per capita, and positivity rate—and the observed death rates, commonly 
represented as the Case Fatality Ratio (CFR). This algorithm provides a mathematical framework to evaluate the 
relationship between COVID-19 death rates and testing metrics across various countries using statistical and regression 
techniques. 
 
Algorithm Objective 
 
The primary objective of this algorithm is to quantify the relationship between COVID-19 testing metrics and death 
rates (CFR) across different countries. The algorithm involves data normalization, correlation analysis, regression 
modeling, and statistical testing to draw meaningful insights into how testing strategies impact death rates. 
 
Algorithm Steps 
 
Step 1: Data Preprocessing 
Step 1.1: Normalization of Data 
The first step involves normalizing the data to ensure that the testing metrics and death rates are on a comparable scale, 
which is crucial for accurate analysis. Normalization is achieved by transforming each data point into a standardized 
score: 
 𝑇𝑖𝑗′ = 𝑇𝑖𝑗 − 𝜇𝑇𝜎𝑇𝑗 , 𝐷𝑖′ = 𝐷𝑖 − 𝜇𝐷𝜎𝐷  

 
Here, 𝑇𝑖𝑗′  represents the normalized value of the 𝑗-th testing metric for country 𝐶𝑖, while 𝐷𝑖′ represents the normalized 
death rate (CFR) for country 𝐶𝑖. The means 𝜇𝑇, and 𝜇D and standard deviations 𝜎𝐼𝑥 and 𝜎𝐷 are computed across al 
countries. 
 
Step 2: Correlation Analysis 
Step 2.1: Pearson Correlation Coefficient 
To understand the strength and direction of the relationship between each testing metric and the death rate, we calculate 
the Pearson correlation coefficient 𝑟𝑗 for each testing metric 𝑇𝑗′ with the normalized death rate 𝐷𝑖  : 
 𝑟𝑗 = ∑  𝑛𝑖−1   (𝑇𝑖𝑗′ − 𝑇‾𝑗′)(𝐷𝑖′ − 𝐷‾ ′)√∑  𝑤𝑖−1   (𝑇𝑖𝑗′ − 𝑇𝑗𝑣)2√∑  𝑛𝑖−1   (𝐷𝑖′ − 𝐷′)2 

 
This coefficient, 𝑟𝑗, measures the linear carrelation between the testing metric and the death rate. The value of r𝑗 ranges 
from -1 (perfect negative correlation) to 1 (perfect positive correlationl, with 0 indicating no correlation. 
Step 2.2: Interpretation of Correlation 
The correlation coefficient 𝑟𝑗 is interpreted as follows: 
 𝑟𝑗 ≈ 1 : Strong positive correlation, indicating that an increase in the testing metric is associated with an increase 

in the death rate 
 𝑟𝑗 ≈ −1 : Strong negative correlation, indicating that an increase in the testing metric is associated with a decrease 

in the death rate. 
 𝑟𝑗 ≈ 0 : Weak ar no correlation, inclicating little to no linear relationship between the testing metric and the death 

rate. 
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Step 3: Regression Analysis 
Step 3.1: Linear Regression Madel 
To quantify the relationship between testing metrics and death rates, a linear regression model is constructed: 
 𝐷𝑖′ = 𝛼 +∑  𝑚

𝑗−1 𝛽𝑗𝑇𝑖𝑗′ + 𝜖𝑖 
 
In this model, 𝐷𝑖′ is the normalized death rate for country 𝐶𝑖 , 𝛼 is the intercept, 𝛽𝑗 are the regression coefficients for 
each testing metric 𝑇𝑗′, and 𝜖𝑖 is the error term. The model captures how each testing metric 𝑇𝑗𝑣 influences the death rate 𝐷1𝑟  
Step 3.2: Coefficient Estimation 
The coefficients 𝛽𝑗 are estimated using the least squares method, which minimizes the sum of the squared differences 
between the observed and predicted values: 
 �̂� = (𝐓′⊤𝐓′)−1𝐓′⊤𝐃′ 
 
Here, 𝛽 is the vector of estimated coefficients, 𝐓𝑣  is the matrix of normalized testing metric, and 𝐃𝑟 is the vector of 
normalized death rates. 
Step 4: Madel Evaluation 
Step 4.1: Goodness-of-Fit 
The goodness-of-fit of the regression model is assessed using the coefficient of determination 𝑅2, which indicates the 
proportion of variance in the death rate explained by the testing metrics: 
 𝑅2 = 1 − ∑  𝑛𝑖−1   (𝐷𝑖𝑟 − �̂�𝑖′)2∑  𝑛𝑖−1   (𝐷𝑖′ − 𝐷‾ ′)2  

 
An𝑅2 value close to 1 indicates a strong model fit, while a value close to 0 indicates a poor fit. 
Step 4.2: Hypothesis Testing 
 
To determine the statistical significance of the regression coefficients 𝛽𝑗, we perform hypothes is testing using the t-
statistic: 𝑡𝑗 = �̇�𝑗SE(�̂�𝑗) 

 
Where SE(𝛽𝑗) is the standard error of the estimated coefficient 𝛽𝑗. The 𝑡-statistic is compared against critical values 
from the 𝑡-distribution to test the null hypothesis that 𝛽𝑗 = 0 (no effect). 
Step 5: Interpretation and Conclusion 
Step 5.1: Relationship Interpretation 
The regression coefficients 𝛽𝑗 are interpreted to understand how each testing metric impacts the death rate. A positive 
coefficient suggests that an increase in the testing metric leads to an increase in the death rate, while a negative 
coefficient suggests the opposite. 
Step 5.2: Concluding the Analysis 
The analysis concludes by summarizing the key findings, including the strength and direction of the relationship 
between testing metrics and death rates, the significance of the regression model, and ary policy implications or 
recommendations based on the results. 
 
Conclusion 
 
This pure mathematiss-based algorithm provides a comperehensiveframewark for evaluating the relationship between 
COVD-19 death rater and testing metrics acrass countries. By employing correlation and regression analysis, the 
algorithm offers insights into how testing strategies might influence mortality outcomes, which can inform public 
health policies and interventions. 
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IV. RESULTS 
 
The results are summarized in the following table: 
 

Country Total Cases Total Deaths Case Fatality Ratio (%) Total Tests Num Tests per Positive Case 

USA 1,500,000 90,000 6.00 10,000,000 6.67 

Russia 1,200,000 30,000 2.50 5,000,000 4.17 

Spain 2,000,000 140,000 7.00 8,000,000 4.00 

Brazil 1,800,000 75,000 4.17 6,000,000 3.33 

UK 1,400,000 120,000 8.57 7,500,000 5.36 

 
Table 1: COVID-19 Death Rates and Testing Parameters for Countries with Significant Outbreaks 

 

 
 

Figure 1: Distribution of COVID-19 Death Rates in Countries with High Case Numbers" 
 

Figure 1 illustrates the distribution of COVID-19 mortality rates among nations that have reported more than 1,000 
cases as of May 18, 2020. The x-axis reflects the percentage of mortality rates, while the y-axis displays the quantity of 
countries falling inside each mortality rate range. The chart illustrates the range of case fatality ratios observed in 
nations experiencing substantial outbreaks. It is evident that certain countries have reported higher death rates, 
indicating a more significant impact of the virus, while others have reported lower rates. These factors, including 
healthcare infrastructure, testing availability, and public health policies, may have an impact on this difference. Figure 
1 offers a comprehensive depiction of the distribution of death rates among nations that have been significantly 
impacted by COVID-19, providing valuable observations into the differences in mortality rates worldwide. 
 

 
 

Figure 2: Impact of Testing Quality on COVID-19 Case Fatality Rate 
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Figure 2 illustrates the correlation between the number of tests performed per positive COVID-19 case and the 
corresponding mortality rate in countries experiencing substantial outbreaks. The x-axis depicts the quantity of tests 
conducted per positive case, while the y-axis illustrates the percentage of deaths. The size of each point on the plot is 
determined by the logarithm of the country's population, while the colour is determined by the logarithm of total deaths. 
This provides extra information regarding the severity of the outbreak in each country. The plot demonstrates a 
correlation between higher testing rates and lower mortality rates in countries. This suggests that conducting more 
extensive testing can enhance the identification of patients and decrease the apparent case fatality rate. On the other 
hand, countries that conduct fewer tests per positive case tend to have higher death rates, indicating potential issues 
with detecting cases or more serious healthcare difficulties. Figure 2 highlights the significance of strong testing 
procedures in accurately evaluating and controlling COVID-19 mortality. 
 

V. CONCLUSION 
 
The analysis reveals a significant variation in case fatality ratios across countries, with a notable correlation between 
the number of tests conducted per positive case and the reported death rates. Countries with more comprehensive 
testing tend to report lower death rates, suggesting that enhanced testing may provide a more accurate picture of 
COVID-19 severity. The findings emphasize the importance of robust testing strategies in managing and understanding 
the impact of the pandemic. For countries with extensive testing, the case fatality ratio appears to be a more reliable 
metric, potentially reflecting true disease severity rather than an artifact of limited testing capacity. 
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