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Abstract 2

Background– The objectives of this study were to identify risk factors for severe 3

COVID-19 and to lay the basis for risk stratification based on demographic data and 4

health records. 5

Methods – The design was a matched case-control study. Severe cases were all those 6

with a positive nucleic acid test for SARS-CoV-2 in the national database who had 7

entered a critical care unit or died within 28 days of the first positive test. Ten controls 8

per case matched for sex, age and primary care practice were selected from the 9

population register. All diagnostic codes from the past five years of hospitalisation 10

records and all drug codes from prescriptions dispensed during the past nine months 11

were extracted. Rate ratios for severe COVID-19 were estimated by conditional logistic 12

regression. 13

Findings – In a logistic regression using the age-sex distribution of the national 14

population, the odds ratios were 2.26 for a 10-year increase in age and 1.86 for male sex. 15

In the case-control analysis, the strongest risk factor was residence in a care home, with 16

rate ratio (95% CI) 14.9 (12.7, 17.5). Univariate rate ratios (95% CIs) for conditions 17

listed by public health agencies as conferring high risk were 4.88 (3.26, 7.31) for Type 1 18

diabetes, 2.58 (2.30, 2.88) for Type 2 diabetes, 2.40 (2.14, 2.70) for ischemic heart 19

disease, 3.90 (3.52, 4.32) for other heart disease, 3.10 (2.81, 3.42) for chronic lower 20

respiratory tract disease, 12.1 (8.4, 17.4) for chronic kidney disease, 5.5 (4.8, 6.2) for 21

neurological disease, 4.70 (2.90, 7.62) for chronic liver disease and 4.11 (2.72, 6.21) for 22

immune deficiency or suppression. 23

72% of cases and 35% of controls had at least one listed condition (50% of cases and 24

9% of controls under age 40). Severe disease was associated with encashment of at least 25

one prescription in the past nine months and with at least one hospital admission in the 26

past five years [rate ratios 16.6 (13.3, 20.6)] and 5.6 (5.0, 6.2) respectively] even after 27

adjusting for the listed conditions. In those without listed conditions significant 28

associations with severe disease were seen across many hospital diagnoses and drug 29

categories. Age and sex provided 1.81 bits of information for discrimination. A model 30

based on demographic variables, listed conditions, hospital diagnoses and prescriptions 31

provided an additional 1.5 bits (C-statistic 0.839). 32

Conclusions – Along with older age and male sex, severe COVID-19 is strongly 33

associated with past medical history across all age groups. Many comorbidities beyond 34

the risk conditions designated by public health agencies contribute to this. A risk 35

classifier that uses all the information available in health records, rather than only a 36

limited set of conditions, will more accurately discriminate between low-risk and 37

high-risk individuals who may require shielding until the epidemic is over. 38
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Background 39

Case series from many countries have suggested that in those with severe COVID-19 the 40

prevalence of diabetes and cardiovascular disease is higher than expected. For example 41

in a large UK series the commonest co-morbidities were cardiac disease, diabetes, 42

chronic pulmonary disease and asthma [1]. However there are also anecdotal reports of 43

apparently healthy young persons succumbing to disease [2]. 44

Quantification of the risk associated with characteristics and co-morbidities has been 45

limited by the lack of comparisons with the background population [3–5]. Two recent 46

studies in the UK have included population comparators and have reported associations 47

of in hospital test positive persons and COVID-19 death in hospital with co-morbidities 48

including diabetes, asthma and heart disease [6,7]. These studies have focused on 49

conditions presumptively listed by public health agencies as increasing risk for 50

COVID-19 based on case series data. 51

Here we examine the frequency of sociodemographic factors and these listed 52

conditions in all people with severe COVID-19 disease in Scotland compared to matched 53

controls from the general population. In those without listed conditions we report a 54

systematic examination of the hospitalisation record and prescribing history in severe 55

COVID-19 cases compared to controls. The objectives were to identify risk factors for 56

severe COVID-19 and to lay the basis for risk stratification based on a predictive model. 57

Methods 58

Case definition 59

The Electronic Communication of Surveillance in Scotland (ECOSS) database captures 60

all virology testing in all NHS laboratories nationally. Individuals testing positive for 61

nucleic acid for SARS-CoV-2 up to 30 April 2020 in ECOSS were ascertained. Using the 62

Community Health Index (CHI) identifier contained in ECOSS (the CHI number is a 63

unique identifier used in all care systems in Scotland) linkage to other datasets was 64

carried out. Hospital admissions from the time of testing were obtained from the 65

RAPID database a daily return of current hospitalisations each day. Admissions to 66

critical care were obtained from the Scottish Intensive Care Society and Audit Group 67

(SICSAG) database that covers admissions to critical care [comprising adult intensive 68

care units (ICUs), high dependency units (HDUs) and combined ICU / HDU units] 69

across Scotland and has returned a daily census of patients in critical care from the 70

beginning of the COVID-19 epidemic. Death registrations up to 4 May 2020 were 71

obtained from linkage to the National Register of Scotland. 72

Severe or fatal COVID-19 was defined by a record of entering critical care in the 73

SICSAG database, or death within 28 days of a positive nucleic acid test, regardless of 74

the cause of death given on the death certificate. By restricting the case definition to 75

those cases that were fatal or received critical care, we ensured complete ascertainment 76

of all test-positive cases that were severe enough to have been fatal without critical care, 77

whatever selection policies may have determined admission to hospital or entry to 78

critical care. 79

Matched controls 80

For each test-positive case, we ascertained ten matched controls of the same sex, 81

one-year age band and registered with the same primary care practice who were alive on 82

the date of the first test in the case using the Community Health Index (CHI) database. 83

As this is an incidence density sampling design, it is possible and correct for an 84
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individual to appear in the dataset more than once, initially as a control and 85

subsequently as a case. 86

Demographic data 87

Residence in a care home was ascertained from the CHI database. Socioeconomic status 88

was assigned as the Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation (SIMD), an indicator based 89

on postal code. Ethnicity was assigned based on applying a name classification 90

algorithm (ONOMAP) [8] to the names in the CHI database. For 54% of cases and 28% 91

of controls self-assigned ethnicity, based on the categories used in the Census, had been 92

recorded in Scottish Morbidity Records (SMR). Cross-tabulation of 28011 records for 93

which both name classification and SMR records of ethnicity were available showed that 94

the ONOMAP algorithm had sensitivity of 93% and specificity of 99.57% for classifying 95

South Asian ethnicity, but misclassified most of those who identified as African, 96

Caribbean or Black. 97

Morbidity and drug prescribing 98

For all cases and controls, ICD-10 diagnostic codes were extracted from the last five 99

years of hospital discharge records in the Scottish Morbidity Record (SMR01), 100

excluding records of discharges less than 25 days before testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 101

and using all codes on the discharge. Diagnostic coding under ICD chapters 5 (Mental, 102

Behavioural and Neurodevelopmental) and 15 (Pregnancy) is incomplete as most 103

psychiatric and maternity unit returns are not captured in SMR01. British National 104

Formulary (BNF) drug codes were extracted from the last year of encashed 105

prescriptions, excluding those encashed less than 25 days before testing positive for 106

SARS-CoV-2. The BNF groups drugs by 2-digit chapter codes. For this analysis 107

prescription codes from chapters 14 and above, mostly for dressings and appliances but 108

also including vaccines were grouped as “Other”. 109

We began by scoring a specific list of conditions that have been designated as risk 110

conditions for COVID-19 by public health agencies [9]. A separate list of conditions 111

designates “clinically extremely vulnerable” individuals who have been advised to shield 112

themselves completely since early in the epidemic: this list includes solid organ 113

transplant recipients, people receiving chemotherapy for cancer, and people with cystic 114

fibrosis or leukaemia. We did not separately tabulate these conditions as we expected 115

these individuals to be underrepresented among cases if shielding was adequate. 116

The eight listed conditions were scored based on diagnostic codes in any hospital 117

discharge record during the last five years, or encashed prescription of a drug for which 118

the only indications are in that group of diagnostic codes. The R script included as 119

supplementary material contains the derivations of these variables from ICD-10 codes 120

and BNF drug codes. Diagnosed cases of diabetes were identified through linkage to the 121

national diabetes register (SCI-Diabetes), with a clinical classification of diabetes type 122

as Type 1, Type 2 or Other/Unknown. Cases of diabetes diagnosed since the last 123

update of the register were identified through discharge codes and drug codes, and 124

assigned to the diabetes type Other/Unknown category. 125

Statistical methods 126

To estimate the relation of cumulative incidence and mortality from COVID-19 to age 127

and sex, logistic regression models were fitted to the proportions of cases and non-cases 128

in the Scottish population, using the estimated population of Scotland in mid-year 2019 129

which were available by one-year age group up to age 90 years. To allow for possible 130

non-linearity of the relationship of the logit of risk to age, we also fitted generalized 131
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additive models, implemented in the R function gam::gam, with default smoothing 132

function. 133

For the case-control study, all estimates of associations with severe COVID-19 were 134

based on conditional logistic regression, implemented as Cox regression in the R 135

function survival::clogit. Among those cases and controls without any of the 136

pre-defined conditions we then further examined associations of ICD-10 and BNF 137

chapter with severe COVID-19. Where an exclusion criterion such as having a 138

pre-defined condition was applied to cases this was also applied to controls as otherwise 139

subsequent association estimates would be incorrect. Where the sample of cases and 140

controls is restricted, this will generate strata that contain no cases but these strata will 141

be ignored by the conditional logistic regression model as they do not contribute to the 142

conditional likelihood. With incidence density sampling, the odds ratios in conditional 143

logistic regression models are equivalent to rate ratios. Note that odds ratios in a 144

matched case control study are based on the conditional likelihood and the 145

unconditional odds ratios calculable from the frequencies of exposure in cases and 146

controls will differ from these and should not be used [10]. Although matching on 147

primary care practice will match to some extent for associated variables such as care 148

home residence, socioeconomic disadvantage and prescribing practice, the effects of 149

these variables are still estimated correctly by the conditional odds ratios but with less 150

precision than in an unmatched study of the same size [10]. 151

To construct risk prediction models, we used stepwise regression alternating between 152

forward and backward steps to maximize the AIC, implemented in the R function 153

stats::step. The performance of the risk prediction model in classifying cases versus 154

non-cases of severe COVID-19 was examined by 4-fold cross-validation. We calculated 155

the performance calculated over all test folds using the C-statistic but also using the 156

“expected information for discrimination” Λ expressed in bits [11]. The use of bits 157

(logarithms to base 2) to quantify information is standard in information theory: one bit 158

can be defined as the quantity of information that halves the hypothesis space. 159

Although readers may be unfamiliar with the expected information for discrimination Λ, 160

it has several properties that make it more useful than the C-statistic for quantifying 161

increments in the performance of a risk prediction model [11]. A key advantage of using 162

Λ is that contributions of independent predictors can be added. Thus in this study we 163

can add the predictive information from a logistic model of age and sex in the general 164

population to the predictive information provided by other risk factors from the 165

case-control study matched for age and sex. 166

Results 167

Incidence and mortality from severe COVID-19 in the Scottish 168

population 169

Figure 1 shows the relationships of incidence and mortality rates to age for each sex 170

separately. The relationship of mortality to age is almost exactly linear on a logit scale, 171

and the lines for male and female mortality are almost parallel. In models that included 172

age and sex as covariates, the odds ratio associated with a 10-year increase in age was 173

2.26 for all severe disease and 3.35 for fatal disease. The odds ratio associated with male 174

sex was 1.86 for all severe disease and 1.87 for fatal disease. For severe cases as defined 175

in this study, the sex differential is narrow up to about age 50 but widens between ages 176

50 and 70 years. Thus at younger ages the ratio of critical care admissions to total 177

fatalities is higher in women than in men, but that at later ages the ratio of critical 178

admissions to total fatalities is higher in men. 179
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Risk factors 180

Sociodemographic factors 181

Table 1 shows univariate associations of demographic factors with severe disease. 182

Residence in a care home was by far the strongest risk factor for severe disease. Higher 183

risk of severe disease was also associated with socioeconomic deprivation. Associations 184

with ethnicity are shown for the full dataset based on name classification and separately 185

for the subset of cases and controls in whom ethnicity had been recorded in the Scottish 186

Morbidity Record. With Whites as reference category, the rate ratio (95% CI) 187

associated with South Asian ethnicity was 0.53 (0.37, 0.76) based on name classification 188

and 0.81 (0.31, 2.10), based on the subset with SMR records. The numbers of cases in 189

other non-White ethnic groups were too sparse to tabulate separately. 190

Factors derived from hospitalisation and prescribing records 191

Prevalence of the listed conditions in cases and controls by age band is shown in Table 2. 192

30 (50%) of the cases aged under 40 years had at least one listed condition, compared 193

with only 53 (9%) of the controls. In those aged 75+ years 976 (80%) of the cases and 194

5172 (43%) of the controls had at least one listed condition. The proportion with at 195

least one dispensed prescription was much higher in cases than in controls in each age 196

group. Among those aged under 40 years, 50 (83%) of the cases and 305 (51%) of the 197

controls had either a hospital admission in the last five years or a dispensed prescription 198

in the last year. 199

Over all age groups, 1599 (72%) of severe cases and 7701 (35%) of controls had at 200

least one of the listed conditions. As shown in Table 3, all the listed conditions were 201

more frequent in cases than controls. The rate ratio associated with type 1 diabetes was 202

higher than that for type 2 diabetes. The rate ratio was 2.40 (2.14, 2.70) for ischemic 203

heart disease compared to 3.90 (3.52, 4.32) for the broad category “other heart disease”. 204

In multivariate analysis ischemic heart disease was not independently associated with 205

severity whereas other heart disease remained strongly associated. 206

Supplementary Tables 8 to 10 examine these associations by age group, with the 207

0-39 and 40-59 year age bands combined. All listed conditions were associated with 208

severe disease in each age band. In those aged under 60 years, the rate ratio was 9.8 209

(5.2, 18.4) for Type 1 diabetes and 5.4 (3.9, 7.5) for Type 2 diabetes. The multivariate 210

analyses shown in Table 3 and 8 to 10 show that overall and within each age group 211

dispensing of any prescription in the past year and any admission to hospital in the past 212

five years were strongly and independently associated with severe disease even after 213

adjusting for care home residence and listed conditions. Table 4 shows that in each age 214

group the proportion of fatal cases who had not had either a hospital admission in the 215

last five years or a dispensed prescription in the last year was very low. 216

Systematic analysis of diagnoses associated with severe disease 217

The association of severe COVID-19 with prior hospital admission was examined further 218

by testing for association of hospitalisations at each ICD-10 chapter level with severe 219

COVID-19, among those without any of the listed conditions. These results are shown 220

in Table 5. In univariate analyses, almost all ICD-10 chapters, with the exception of 221

Chapters 8 (ear) and Chapter 15 (pregnancy) were associated with increased risk of 222

severe disease. Note that hospital diagnoses classified under the pregnancy chapter here 223

are derived from admissions with pregnancy related medical conditions to non-obstetric 224

units only, as obstetric returns are not in the SMR01 dataset. In a multivariate analysis 225

the strongest associations were with diagnoses in ICD chapter 2 (neoplasms). 226

Supplementary Table 11 extracts univariate associations with ICD-10 subchapters in 227
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those without any listed conditions. This table is filtered to show only subchapters for 228

which the univariate p-value is <0.001 and where there are at least 50 cases and 229

controls with a diagnosis in this subchapter. This shows that many diagnoses are 230

associated with markedly higher risk of severe COVID-19. Past hospital diagnoses of 231

infections, pneumonia and acute respiratory diseases were strongly associated with 232

severe COVID-19. Cardiovascular diagnoses associated with COVID-19 were not limited 233

to heart disease but included also stroke and other circulatory disorders that are not 234

designated as risk conditions. 235

Associations of prescribed drugs with severe disease 236

As shown in Table 3 and supplementary tables 8 to 10 , the strongest risk factor for 237

severe disease, apart from residence in a care home, is the encashment of at least one 238

prescription in the last year. The univariate rate ratio associated with this variable 239

varies from 9.6 (6.9, 13.3) in those aged under 60 years to 40.3 (25.6, 63.3) in those aged 240

75 years and over. In a multivariate analysis adjusting for care home residence, any 241

hospital admission and listed conditions, these rate ratios were reduced to 5.0 (3.5, 7.2) 242

and 11.4 (7.1, 18.4) respectively. About one third of controls aged over 75 had not 243

encashed a prescription in the previous year. 244

To investigate this further, we partitioned the “Any prescription” variable into 245

indicator variables for each chapter of the British National Formulary, in which drugs 246

are grouped by broad indication, and restricted the analysis to those without one of the 247

listed conditions. Table 6 shows these associations. In univariate analyses, prescriptions 248

in almost all BNF chapters were associated with severe disease. In a multivariate 249

analysis of all chapters, most of these associations were weaker. The BNF chapters with 250

the strongest independent associations with severe disease were chapters 1 251

(gastrointestinal) and 2 (cardiovascular). Other chapters associated with severe disease 252

were chapters 4 (central nervous system), 9 (nutrition and blood) and 14+ (other, 253

mostly dressings and appliances). 254

Construction of a multivariate risk prediction model 255

To evaluate the contribution of the listed conditions to risk prediction, and the 256

incremental contribution of other information in hospitalisation and prescription records 257

after assigning these conditions, predictive models were constructed from three sets of 258

variables: a baseline set consisting only of demographic variables, a set that included 259

indicator variables for each listed condition, and an extended set that included 260

demographic, variables, indicator variables for listed conditions and indicator variables 261

for hospital diagnoses in each ICD-10 chapter and prescriptions in each BNF chapter. 262

For each variable set, a stepwise regression procedure was carried out using 263

alternating forward-backward selection. The variables retained with each variable set 264

are shown in Table 12. Coefficients for specific conditions here should not be interpreted 265

as effect estimates, as global variables for any hospital diagnosis and any listed 266

condition have been included in the model. The predictive performance of the model 267

chosen by stepwise regression was estimated by 4-fold cross-validation. Observed and 268

predicted case status were compared within each stratum over all test folds. Table 7 269

shows that using the extended set increased the C-statistic from 0.782 to 0.839 and the 270

expected information for discrimination Λ from 0.89 bits to 1.5 bits. 271

This estimate of 1.5 bits for the information conditional on age and sex obtained 272

from the matched case-control study can be added to the information for discrimination 273

1.81 bits obtained from the logistic regression on age and sex in the population using 274

age and sex to estimate the total information for discrimination of a risk classifier that 275

would be obtained in the population as 3.31 bits. 276
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Figure 2 shows the distribution of the weight of evidence favouring case over control 277

status from the model based on the extended variable set with a footnote explaining 278

how Λ is derived. This shows, as expected for a multifactorial classifier, that the 279

distributions are approximately Gaussian: there is no clear divide between high-risk and 280

low-risk individuals of the same age and sex. Figure 3 shows the receiver operating 281

characteristic curve with a footnote explaining its derivation from the distribution of the 282

weights of evidence. 283

Discussion 284

Sociodemographic factors 285

This analysis confirms that risk for severe COVID-19 is associated with increasing age, 286

male sex and socioeconomic deprivation. The slope of the relationship of severe disease 287

(on the scale of log odds) to age is less steep than the slope of the relationship of fatal 288

disease to age. Residence in a care home was associated with a 15-fold increased rate of 289

severe COVID-19 in this age matched analysis, reduced to 7-fold by adjustment for 290

listed conditions. This excess risk is likely to reflect both the spread of the epidemic in 291

care homes and residual confounding by frailty. 292

Although the numbers of cases and controls of non-White ethnicity are small and the 293

assignment of ethnicity is incomplete, the results give some indication of the likely 294

upper bound of the absolute numbers of severe cases in non-White ethnic groups up to 295

now. The only non-White ethnic group with any sizeable numbers is the South Asian 296

category and we found no evidence of any elevation in risk in this group compared to 297

Whites. Reports from England [7] found elevation in risks for some non-White groups. 298

In the OpenSAFELY study risk ratios for fatal COVID-19 of 1.7 in those recorded as 299

Black and and 1.6 in those recorded as Asian, in comparison with those recorded as 300

White, persisted after adjustment for comorbidities and socioeconomic status. In a 301

study of risk factors for hospitalized disease in the UK Biobank cohort, adjustment for 302

health care worker status and other social variables attenuated but did not fully explain 303

the elevated crude risk ratios associated with non-White ethnicity [6,12]. The relative 304

socioeconomic position of ethnic groups in Scotland is different to that in England, so it 305

is plausible that the relation of health status to ethnicity will also differ. For example in 306

the 2011 Scottish Census 1.6% of the population reported South Asian ethnicity. 307

Among the 1.0% who identified as Pakistani or Bangladeshi the proportion living in the 308

most deprived neighbourhoods was not higher than the national average [13]. Future 309

work may allow more complete assignment of ethnicity and disaggregation of broad 310

categories based on continent of origin. 311

Co-morbidities 312

We have confirmed that the moderate risk conditions designated by the NHS and other 313

agencies [9] are associated with increased risk of severe COVID-19. However the rate 314

ratios associated with these conditions vary with age - for example the rate ratio 315

associated with diabetes is higher at younger ages. The rate ratios of 4.9 for Type 1 316

diabetes and 2.6 for Type 2 diabetes are broadly similar to those reported in UK 317

Biobank and in the OpenSAFELY studies. We confirm the higher risk with asthma and 318

chronic lung disease and liver disease reported in these and earlier studies. Of note other 319

heart disease is more strongly associated than ischaemic heart disease. This category 320

includes conditions such as atrial fibrillation, cardiomyopathies and heart failure. Over 321

all age groups, 72% of severe cases had at least one of these listed conditions. Among 322

cases and controls without these conditions, not surprisingly, neoplasms were associated 323

with severe COVID-19; we had omitted it from the pre-specified list as in the current 324
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dataset we cannot separately identify those who are currently receiving chemotherapy or 325

radiotherapy for whom shielding is advised. We have not attempted to estimate the risk 326

associated with these conditions for which shielding is recommended, as the observed 327

risk will depend on the adequacy of shielding rather than on the risk to those exposed 328

to the epidemic. In patients without any listed conditions, further systematic evaluation 329

of past hospitalisation history did not reveal a sparse set of underlying conditions; 330

instead many diagnoses were associated with severe COVID-19. 331

Media reports of apparently healthy young people succumbing to severe COVID-19 332

have disseminated the message that all are at risk of disease whatever their age or health 333

status. However we found that half of cases under 40 years had at least one of the listed 334

conditions and among those who did not have one of these conditions, the proportions 335

who had at least one prior hospitalisation or dispensed prescription were much higher in 336

cases than in controls. In all age groups, very few of the fatal cases had not had either a 337

hospital admission in the past five years or a dispensed prescription in the past year. 338

A striking finding of this study was the strong association of severe COVID-19 with 339

having encashed at least one prescription in the past year, only partly explained by 340

higher rates of prescribing among those with listed conditions. Partitioning of this 341

association between BNF chapters, which represent broad indication-based drug classes, 342

showed that the strongest association was with prescription of Chapter 1 drugs, 343

prescribed for gastrointestinal conditions, which are not generally listed as risk factors 344

for severe COVID-19. Also associated were those in the cardiovascular, nervous system 345

and nutritional and blood chapters. Although it is likely that most associations of 346

severe COVID-19 with drug prescribing are attributable to the indications for which 347

these drugs were prescribed, or more diffuse frailty especially in older persons, causal 348

effects of drugs or direct effects of polypharmacy on susceptibility cannot be ruled out. 349

These associations are explored in an accompanying paper. 350

Relevance to policy 351

As lockdown restrictions are eased, there is general agreement that vulnerable 352

individuals will require shielding, even if the restart of the epidemic can be slowed or 353

suppressed by mass testing, contact tracing and isolation of those who test positive. 354

The “stratify and shield” policy option [14], in which high-risk individuals comprising 355

up to 15% of the population are shielded for a defined period while the epidemic is 356

allowed to run relatively quickly in low-risk individuals until population-level immunity 357

is attained, depends critically on informative risk discrimination. So too does the 358

similarly named “segment and shield” option [15] which has the opposite objective of 359

keeping transmissions low. 360

As awareness grows of how risk varies between individuals, individuals will seek 361

information about their own level of risk. A key implication of our results is that risk of 362

severe or fatal disease is multifactorial and that the rate ratio of 5.1 associated with a 363

20-year increase in age is far stronger than that associated with common diseases such 364

as Type 2 diabetes and asthma that are listed as conditions associated with high risk. A 365

corollary of this is that a crude classification based on assigning all persons with a listed 366

condition to a group for whom shielding is recommended will have poor specificity, as 367

one quarter of those aged 60-74 years in the population have at least one of the listed 368

conditions we examined. It will also exclude many people at high risk because they have 369

multiple risk factors each of small effect. The only way to optimize risk classification so 370

as to ensure equity with respect to risk is to construct a classifier that uses all available 371

information to assign a risk score. Our results show that this is possible in principle, 372

though for this preliminary study we have not used the full repertoire of machine 373

learning methods available for this type of problem. In Scotland it is technically 374

possible to use existing electronic health records to calculate a risk score for every 375
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individual in the population, though more work would be required to develop this as a 376

basis for official advice and individual decisions. 377

Methodological strengths and weaknesses 378

Most reports of disease associations with COVID-19 have been case series. There have 379

been few reports based on evaluating these associations in the population through 380

cohort or case-control studies. With this matched case control design using incidence 381

density sampling, we have been able to estimate rate ratios conditional on age and sex. 382

An unpublished analysis from England explored the association of similar set of risk 383

conditions with in-hospital COVID-19 deaths, but did not systematically evaluate the 384

rest of the medical record including prescription records. Although we have records of 385

encashment of prescriptions, we do not at present have access to other primary care 386

data, which would contain additional information on morbidity and measurements such 387

as body mass index. A strength of our study however is that hospital discharge 388

diagnoses are coded to ICD-10 by trained coders, in contrast to the coding systems used 389

in primary care databases that do not map to recognized disease classifications. 390

Associations with ethnicity and other sociodemographic factors are not necessarily 391

generalizable from Scotland to other populations. 392

This case-control study is limited to test-positive cases, excluding deaths with no 393

record of a positive test where COVID-19 was mentioned on the death certificate as an 394

underlying or contributing cause. Up to 13 May 2020 an additional 1200 such deaths 395

had been reported by the National Records of Scotland. Future analyses of this study 396

will include sensitivity analyses of the extent to which the results are changed by 397

including these deaths, but linked data are not yet available to us. Apart from 398

residential care home status, we do not expect most other risk factors to differ markedly 399

between those who died from COVID-19 without being tested and those who died after 400

testing. 401

Conclusion 402

This study confirms that risk of severe COVID-19 is associated with sociodemographic 403

factors and with chronic conditions such as diabetes, asthma, circulatory disease and 404

others. However the associations with pre-existing disease are not just with a small set 405

of conditions that contribute to risk, but with many conditions as demonstrated by 406

associations with past medical and prescribing history in relation to multiple 407

physiological systems. As countries attempt to emerge from lockdown whist protecting 408

vulnerable individuals, multivariate classifiers rather than crude rule-based approaches 409

will be needed to define those most at risk of developing severe disease. 410
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Fig 1. Incidence of severe and fatal COVID-19 in Scotland by age and sex: generalized
additive models fitted to severe and fatal cases for males and females separately
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Fig 2. Cross-validation of model chosen by stepwise regression using extended variable
set: class-conditional distributions of weight of evidence

Footnote for Figure 2 495

For each individual, the risk prediction model outputs the posterior probability of being 496

a case, which can also be expressed as the posterior odds. Dividing the posterior odds 497

by the prior odds gives the likelihood ratio favouring case over non-case status for an 498

individual. The weight of evidence W is the logarithm of this ratio. The distributions of 499

W in cases and controls in the test data are plotted in Figure 2. For a classifier, the 500

further apart these curves are, the better the predictive performance. The expected 501

information for discrimination Λ is the average of the mean of the distribution of W in 502

cases and minus 1 times the mean of the distribution of W in controls. The 503

distributions have been adjusted by taking a weighted average to make them 504

mathematically consistent [11]. 505
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Fig 3. Cross-validation of model chosen by stepwise regression using extended variable
set: receiver operating characteristic curve

Footnote for Figure 3 506

The crude receiver operator characteristic (ROC) curve is computed by calculating at 507

each value of the risk score the sensitivity and specificity of a classifier that uses this 508

value as the threshold for classifying cases and non-cases. The C-statistic is the area 509

under this curve, computed as the probability of correctly classifying a case/noncase 510

pair using the score, evaluated over all possible such pairs in the dataset. 511
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Tables 512

Table 1. Univariate associations of severe disease with demographic factors
Controls
(22089)

Cases
(2222)

Rate ratio (95%
CI)

p-value

Ethnicity based on name classification
White 21081 (96%) 2169 (98%)
South Asian 614 (3%) 35 (2%) 0.53 (0.37, 0.76) 4× 10−4

Other 303 (1%) 10 (0%) 0.31 (0.17, 0.59) 3× 10−4

SIMD quintile
1 - most deprived 5323 (25%) 610 (28%)
2 4513 (21%) 534 (24%) 1.00 (0.88, 1.14) 1
3 3858 (18%) 392 (18%) 0.83 (0.71, 0.96) 0.01
4 3784 (18%) 376 (17%) 0.79 (0.68, 0.92) 0.002
5 - least deprived 4049 (19%) 305 (14%) 0.56 (0.48, 0.67) 1× 10−11

Care home 801 (4%) 516 (23%) 14.9 (12.7, 17.5) 7× 10−240

Ethnicity based on Scottish Morbidity Record
White 5903 (99%) 1172 (99%)
South Asian 42 (1%) 9 (1%) 0.81 (0.31, 2.10) 0.7
Black 15 (0%) 2 (0%) 0.34 (0.04, 2.84) 0.3
Other 27 (0%) 5 (0%) 0.88 (0.27, 2.84) 0.8
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Table 4. Proportions of fatal cases and matched controls without and with a dispensed
prescription or hospital diagnosis, by age group

Controls Fatal cases

Age <60
No scrip or diagnosis 1941 (44%) 3 (3%)
Scrip or diagnosis 2483 (56%) 104 (97%)

Age 60-74
No scrip or diagnosis 1830 (30%) 8 (2%)
Scrip or diagnosis 4256 (70%) 339 (98%)

Age 75+
No scrip or diagnosis 3832 (31%) 6 (1%)
Scrip or diagnosis 8366 (69%) 1143 (99%)
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Table 7. Prediction of severe COVID-19: cross-validation of models chosen by stepwise
regression

Cases /
controls

Crude C-
statistic

Adjusted
C-

statistic

Crude Λ
(bits)

Adjusted
Λ (bits)

Test log-
likelihood

(nats)
Demographic
only

2109 /
20417

0.697 0.696 0.52 0.46 0.0

Demographic +
listed conditions

2109 /
20417

0.793 0.782 0.96 0.89 482.2

Extended
variable set

2109 /
20417

0.836 0.839 1.44 1.50 912.2
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Table 12. Stepwise regression: variables retained in model for severe disease
log rate ratio p-value

Care home resident 1.89 2× 10−89

SIMD - quintile 1 as reference
SIMD.quintile 2 0.00 1
SIMD.quintile 3 -0.08 0.4
SIMD.quintile 4 -0.21 0.02
SIMD.quintile 5 - least deprived -0.33 0.001

Diabetes - non-diabetic as reference
Other diabetes type 0.52 0.1
Type 1 0.45 0.07
Type 2 0.21 0.004

Other heart disease 0.25 1× 10−4

Asthma or chronic airway disease 0.27 6× 10−6

Chronic kidney disease or transplant recipient 0.57 1× 10−8

Neurological (except epilepsy) or dementia 0.42 1× 10−8

Liver disease 0.52 0.07
Any admission 0.52 2× 10−13

Any prescription 1.22 4× 10−19

BNF 1 Gastro 0.25 7× 10−5

BNF 2 Cardiovascular 0.11 0.1
BNF 4 Nervous 0.28 3× 10−5

BNF 5 Infections 0.16 0.005
BNF 6 Endocrine 0.29 3× 10−6

BNF 7 Obstetrics -0.17 0.01
BNF 9 Nutrition 0.39 4× 10−11

BNF 14 Other 0.25 2× 10−5
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