Motivation

» Young adult morality hump = temporary deviation in the force of mortality

» Should be measured by the amount of deviation from senescence, not the

absolute death rates
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» Cause-of-death contributions are not o1
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. ; Absolute rates are larger
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specific humps?

Data

» Age-, sex- and cause-specific death rates for the United States (1959 - 2010)

» Early release of new HMD cause-of-death data (cod.mortality.org)

» Truncated to age 10-90 to avoid ontogenescence and old-age plateau
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A non-parametric approach to decompose the young adult mortality hump by causes of death
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Conclusion
Method

» Gives coherent results
» Proves adaptive to changing context

» Will be made available in a R package

New research questions

» Which underlying forces drive the hump?

» Will accidents eventually stop contributing?

» How much is the hump a cohort artifact?

» What happens if we go further back in time?
» How do the US compare to other countries?
» Is excess mortality premature mortality?

» How does the hump relate to e-dagger?

» How does the hump relate to YLL?



