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Abstract 
Epidemiological studies have revealed that the elderly and those with co-morbidities are most 

susceptible to COVID-19. To understand the genetic link between aging and the risk of 

COVID-19, we conducted a multi-instrument Mendelian randomization analysis and found 

that the genetic variation that leads to a longer lifespan is significantly associated with a low-

er risk of COVID-19 infection. The odds ratio is 0.32 (95% CI: 0.18 to 0.57; P = 1.3 × 10-4) 

per additional 10 years of life, and 0.62 (95% CI: 0.51 to 0.77; P = 7.2 × 10-6) per unit higher 

log odds of surviving to the 90th percentile age. On the other hand, there was no association 

between COVID-19 susceptibility and healthspan (the lifespan free of the top seven age-

related morbidities). To examine the relationship at the phenotypic level, we applied various 

biological aging clock models and detected an association between the biological age accel-

eration and future incidence and severity of COVID-19 infection for all subjects as well as 

for the individuals free of chronic disease. Biological age acceleration was also significantly 

associated with the risk of death in COVID-19 patients. Our findings suggest a causal rela-

tionship between aging and COVID-19, defined by genetic variance, the rate of aging, and 

the burden of chronic diseases. 
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Introduction 
The coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), caused by severe acute respiratory coronavirus 2 

(SARS-CoV-2), first emerged in late 2019 and has led to an unprecedented global health cri-

sis1. Notably, the aging population is particularly at risk of COVID-192, e.g. in Italy, 88% of 

the individuals tested positive for COVID-19 were 40 years or older3. Moreover, a recent re-

port based on epidemiological data from multiple countries showed that 69% of infections in 

people over 70-year-old are symptomatic, and this number drops to only 21% for 10- to 19-

year-olds4. Unsurprisingly, elderly people are also more likely to die from COVID-19, and 

the case fatality rate for COVID-19 grows exponentially with age3. As observational evi-

dence implies a strong link between COVID-19 and age, COVID-19 can be considered a dis-

ease of aging3, and multiple clinical trials using potential lifespan-extending drugs (e.g., met-

formin, rapamycin, and senolytics) to protect the elderly from COVID-19 have been pro-

posed5-7. Although observational data on metformin seems promising8,9, it is unclear if other 

lifespan-extending drugs should be prioritized in clinical trials, since the evidence of any 

causal link between lifespan and COVID-19 susceptibility is still missing. 

Mendelian Randomization (MR) is a genetic instrumental variable approach that as-

sesses the causal effect of exposure of interest on an outcome, by ascertaining on genetic var-

iants, e.g., single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs), strongly associated with the exposure 

phenotype. Since the alleles of the genetic variants are naturally randomly allocated at con-

ception, when the genetic effects on the outcome are only mediated through the exposure, the 

causal effect inferred by MR is, in analogy to randomized clinical trials (RCTs), free of any 

environmental confounders and reverse causation. Although RCT is considered as a gold 

standard for establishing causal relationships, MR can provide valuable insights into causality 

when it is infeasible to perform an RCT or before an RCT is performed10.  

In this study, we performed a multi-SNP MR analysis to elucidate whether and how ag-

ing is associated with COVID-19. We considered four lifespan-related traits (parental 

lifespan, healthspan, longevity, and the combination of these three traits), four measures of 

epigenetic age acceleration, and four leading genetic risk factors associated with earlier death 

in humans (Alzheimer Disease (AD), cardiovascular disease (CVD), type 2 diabetes (T2D, 

and smoking) as exposures and evaluated their causal effects on COVID-19 infection and re-

lated phenotypes. To support the argument, we further estimated the biological age accelera-

tion (BAA) in COVID-19 patients from UK Biobank (UKBB) cohort and observed a signifi-

cant association between the phenotypic indicators of aging progress (aging clocks) and the 
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risk and case fatality rate of COVID-19. Altogether, our findings reveal a causal role of 

lifespan-related traits in the risk of COVID-19, supporting the idea of using established 

lifespan-extending drugs as a preventive measure to COVID-19 in the elderly.  

Methods 

GWAS data for lifespan-related traits and diseases 

We studied four lifespan-related traits with publicly available GWAS summary statistics: in-

cluding parental lifespan11, healthspan12, longevity13, and a multivariate meta-analysis on the-

se three traits, as a measurement of overall healthy aging14. We investigated four additional 

traits genetically correlated with lifespan, using the published case-control studies: Alz-

heimer’s disease15, coronary artery disease16, type 2 diabetes17, and smoking18 (Table S1).  

We also included GWAS for age acceleration measured by four epigenetic clocks, in-

cluding Hannum age, Horvath age, PhenoAge, and GrimAge19. The epigenetic age was 

measured on 34,449 healthy individuals of European ancestry. 

GWAS data for 22 common diseases were from a community-based study, Genetic Ep-

idemiology Research on Adult Health and Aging (GERA)20, and was analyzed in original 

GSMR study21. There were 60,586 individuals of European ancestry in the GERA data. 

There is an additional trait “disease count”, which represents the number of diseases affecting 

each individual and the summary statistics of these diseases were adjusted with age, gender, 

and the first 20 PCs. 

We used 1000 Genomes Phase 3 reference (released in 2014 October) to map variants 

in the GWAS results to rsIDs by chromosome, position, and alleles. Only the autosomal 

SNPs available in the 1000 Genomes reference panel were used, and the 1000 Genomes Eu-

ropean ancestry reference was used to estimate the linkage disequilibrium (LD) among these 

SNPs. Duplicated rsIDs in the data were removed prior to the analysis. 

COVID-19-related traits 

To extensively evaluate the genetic effects on COVID-19 risk, we used GWAS summary sta-

tistics data from 11 COVID-19-related traits (Table S1). The GWAS results for SARS-COV-

2 infection are from the National Institute of Health, Genome-Wide Repository of Associa-

tions Between SNPs and Phenotypes (NIH-GRASP), which includes 1,221 positive cases and 

458,029 negative/unknown UK Biobank controls. The GWAS summary statistics for severe 

COVID-19 with respiratory failure is from a genome-wide association study performed in 
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1,610 cases and 2,205 controls in Italy and Spain22. The rest of the 9 traits are from the 

COVID-19 Host Genetics Initiative (HGI), with the sample size varies from 1,332 to 

1,079,76823. Among them, 3 are were from HGI release 2 (May 2020), including COVID-19 

Hospitalization (versus non-hospitalized COVID-19), susceptibility (affected versus unaf-

fected population), and COVID-19 predicted by flu-like symptoms; Other 6 traits are were in 

HGI release 3 (June 2020), including very severe respiratory confirmed COVID-19 (versus 

the general population), COVID-19 infection (versus negative control or population), hospi-

talized COVID-19 (versus not hospitalized COVID-19 or population), and predicted COVID 

from self-reported symptoms (versus predicted or self-reported non-COVID-19). 

Mendelian randomization analysis 

Mendelian randomization is a method that uses genetic variants as instrumental variables to 

determine whether an observational association between a risk factor and an outcome is con-

sistent with a potential causal effect24. The multi-SNP MR analysis was implemented using 

GSMR (Generalized Summary-data-based Mendelian randomization) in GCTA21. As instru-

ments for each exposure (four lifespan-related traits, four risk factors, and four epigenetic age 

acceleration traits), we selected near-independent SNPs (r2 < 0.1) with genome-wide signifi-

cant (P < 5×10-8) association with the exposure. For 22 diseases from GERA community-

based study, we selected SNPs with suggestive genome-wide significance (P < 1×10-6) as 

instruments and performed a separate analysis due to the limited case number in the commu-

nity-based study. GSMR includes a HEIDI-outlier filter to remove potential pleiotropic SNPs 

that have effects on the exposures and the outcomes via different pathways. We set its p-

value threshold to 0 or 0.01 and tested the remaining SNPs for association with the COVID-

19-related traits. The required minimum number of instrumental SNPs for each exposure in 

the analysis is lowered to 1. 

Genetic correlation analysis 

We estimated genetic correlations also estimated the genetic correlations between lifespan-

related traits, risk factors, epigenetic age acceleration, and COVID-19 using LD score regres-

sion (LDSC) and high-definition likelihood (HDL) methods25,26. SNPs that are imperfectly 

imputed (INFO < 0.9) or with low frequency (MAF < 0.05) were removed to reduce statisti-

cal noise. LDSC was performed using LDSC software v1.0.1 (https://github.com/bulik/ldsc); 

and the HDL was performed using R package "HDL" v1.3.8 

(https://github.com/zhenin/HDL). 
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Biological age estimation for UKBB cohorts 

All-cause mortality increases exponentially with age, and hence log-linear risk predictors 

from proportional hazards models can provide natural composite organism state representa-

tions characterizing the progress of aging based on biological and physiological measure-

ments. We used two such biological age measures: Phenotypic Age based on blood biochem-

istry27, and Dynamic Organism State Indicator (DOSI) based on widely available Complete 

Blood Counts (CBC) only28. The latter is a proxy for the frailty index and is derived from the 

blood markers only, whereas the Phenotypic Age additionally employs the explicit age. We 

also used physical activity (the number of steps per day averaged over the week), which is 

also associated with all-cause mortality and hence can also be viewed as a measure of biolog-

ical aging29.  

We investigated the association of the incidence of COVID-19 with biological aging 

acceleration (BAA, which is the difference between the biological age of a person and the 

average biological age in the cohort of individuals of the same age and sex) using logistic re-

gression. Chronological age and biological sex were used as additional covariates in the anal-

ysis.  

Following UKBB recommendations, we used the “result” label from the table 

“COVID-19 test results table” as the proxy of disease severity. This implies that mostly those 

individuals that showed characteristic COVID-19 symptoms were selected for testing. We 

investigated BAA associations with the incidence of COVID-19 and its associated fatality 

using all available cases (All) and separately cohorts of individuals who have (Frail) or do not 

have (Not Frail) major chronic diseases (from the list including all kinds of cancer, angina 

pectoris, coronary heart disease, heart attack, heart failure, hypertension, stroke, diabetes, ar-

thritis, bronchitis, and emphysema) at the time of infection. 

Results 
We applied GSMR to test for potential causal associations between four lifespan-related traits 

and COVID-19, including lifespan, longevity (i.e. surviving to the 90th percentile), 

healthspan (time to a first major age-related disease), and the combined 

lifespan/longevity/healthspan trait (Table S1). We employed summary-level GWAS data11-14, 

and selected near-independent SNPs (r2 threshold = 0.1, the remaining LD is accounted by 

GSMR method) at a genome-wide significance level (PGWAS < 5 × 10–8) as genetic instru-

ments for each trait. This resulted in 25, 17, 6, and 37 instrumental SNPs for lifespan, 
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healthspan, longevity, and the three combined traits, respectively. For the outcomes, we used 

11 different sets of GWAS summary statistic data for COVID-19-related traits from case-

control studies (Table S1).  

Strikingly, our GSMR analysis showed that long lifespan and longevity were protective 

against COVID-19 infection based on UKBB reporting (Fig. 1, Table 1). The estimated odds 

ratio of lifespan was 0.32 (95% CI: 0.18 to 0.57; P = 1.3 × 10-4), indicating that the risk of 

COVID-19 infection is decreased by 68% with approximately every additional 10 years of 

life11. For longevity, i.e., surviving to the 90th percentile age, the odds ratio was 0.62 (95% 

CI: 0.51 to 0.77; P = 7.2 × 10-6). As UKBB reporting on COVID-19 infection is largely bi-

ased toward severe cases of hospitalized subjects, this measure might also be related to 

COVID-19 severity and mortality30. The predicted longer lifespan and longevity also ap-

peared to be protective against COVID-19 infection in the HGI dataset at a nominal signifi-

cance level (P < 0.05). However, none of the lifespan-related traits showed a significant pro-

tective effect on COVID-19 with a severe respiratory disorder or respiratory failure, possibly 

due to the small sample size. We also estimated the causal effect of genetically-proxied epi-

genetic age acceleration on the risk of COVID-19. The four epigenetic clock measurements 

included the Hannum age, Horvath age, PhenoAge, and GrimAge19. Notably, GrimAge is 

trained on mortality and outperforms the other three epigenetic clocks in predicting 

lifespan31,32. In our MR analysis, GrimAge acceleration was found to be a risk factor for 

COVID-19 infection at a nominal significance level (Table 1, Fig. S1). The odds ratio was 

1.25 (95% CI: 1.01 to 1.55; P = 0.04), suggesting that subjects with higher GrimAge per year 

have a 25% higher risk of COVID-19 infection. 

Healthspan is defined as the age free of major age-related morbidities. In the 

healthspan GWAS study, the top seven age-related morbidities were included, i.e., congestive 

heart failure, myocardial infarction, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, stroke, dementia, 

diabetes, and cancer12. In our analysis, healthspan did not show a significant effect on 

COVID-19-related traits. This is unlikely to be due to the power of healthspan GWAS since 

there were 17 near-independent genome-wide significant SNPs (P < 5 × 10–8), which is the 

second-most among the five lifespan-related traits. Therefore, we hypothesized that the 

strong protective effect of longevity against COVID-19 may not be explained by the delayed 

appearance of age-related morbidities, but rather by decelerated biological age that extends 

lifespan. 

To address this hypothesis, we assessed in parallel the three different risk-based biolog-

ical age predictions computed for the subjects in the UKBB cohort using blood biochemistry 
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(Phenotypic Age), Complete Blood Counts (DOSI), and physical activity measurements27-29. 

We found that COVID-19 incidence in all UKBB datasets was significantly associated with 

BAA of Phenotypic Age, DOSI, and decreased physical activity (Fig. 2, Table 2). The esti-

mated odds ratio of COVID-19 infection is 1.28 (95% CI: 1.25 to 1.31; P = 8.4 × 10–82) and 

1.31 (95% CI: 1.26 to 1.38; P = 9.5 × 10–32) for every ten years higher biological age meas-

ured by Phenotypic Age and DOSI, respectively. Phenotypic Age and DOSI were also signif-

icantly associated with COVID-19 incidence and case fatality independently from the BAA 

association with chronic diseases, i.e., separately in cohorts of UKBB individuals having 

(Frail) or not (Not frail) chronic age-related health conditions (Fig. 2, Table 2).  

We also observed elevated BAA levels of all measures of biological age (Fig. S2A-G) 

in cohorts of individuals died from COVID-19 compared to those tested (and most probably 

suffering from the disease), and, separately, in cohorts of those tested versus the rest of 

UKBB (and presumed free of the disease).  The number of UKBB subjects with data fields 

required for the Phenotypic Age and DOSI was comparable, and we found that Phenotypic 

Age comparisons produced a better statistical power. The number of UKBB subjects with 

physical activity metrics was small, but nevertheless the association of BAA in the form of 

physical activity deficit and the incidence of COVID-19 was significant. 

The loci for AD, CVD, T2D, cancer, and smoking (or lung cancer) explained the most 

genetic variance of lifespan11. To investigate whether these risk factors contribute to the plau-

sible causal association between lifespan and COVID-19, we conducted an additional MR 

analysis using as exposures late-onset AD, coronary artery disease (CAD, including myocar-

dial infarction, percutaneous transluminal coronary angioplasty, coronary artery bypass graft-

ing, chronic ischemic heart disease, and angina), T2D, and smoking (the number of cigarettes 

smoked per day)  (Fig. 3, Table 1). The GWAS summary statistics were obtained from pub-

lished GWAS15-18. Only late-onset AD was found to significantly increase the risk of 

COVID-19 after Bonferroni correction for 132 tests (P = 1.6×10-4), with an odds ratio of 1.13 

(95% CI: 1.06 to 1.20). We also estimated the genetic correlations between lifespan-related 

traits and COVID-19 using LD score regression and high-definition likelihood (HDL) meth-

ods (Fig. 4)25,26. However, the case sample sizes of COVID-19 GWAS studies were too small 

to support a sufficient power for estimating genetic correlations among these traits. Future 

genetic analyses utilizing larger sample sizes should provide opportunities to improve these 

estimates. 

To further evaluate the risk factors for COVID-19 infection and severity, we conducted 

a separate MR analysis using GWAS data of 22 common diseases from GERA20 (Fig. S3, 
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Table S3). Due to the limited case number in this community-based study, we used SNPs 

with suggestive genome-wide significance (P < 1×10-6) as instruments. None of the diseases 

reached the significance threshold after Bonferroni correction (P = 0.05/253 = 2×10-4). 

Among the nominally significant associations, dyslipidemia, hernia abdominopelvic cavity, 

peptic ulcer, and peripheral vascular disease were the risk factors for COVID-19 infection; 

and hypertensive disease, irritable bowel syndrome, and varicose veins were the risk factors 

for COVID-19 severity (Fig. S3). Interestingly, the disease count, a trait that represents the 

number of comorbidities affecting each individual, was the risk factor for severe cases of 

COVID-19 (hospitalization). The odds ratio was 3.57 (95% CI: 1.04 to 12.28, P = 0.04), sug-

gesting a subject with roughly every two (one standard deviation) more comorbidities has a 

3.6-fold higher risk of having a severe case of COVID-19 (Table S2). 

Discussion 

In this study, we explored a potential causal relationship between aging and the risk of 

COVID-19 by conducting a multi-instrument MR analysis using four different lifespan-

related traits as exposures and eleven COVID-19-related traits as outcomes. We found that 

genetically proxied longer lifespan and longevity were significantly associated with the de-

creased risk of COVID-19 (P = 1.3 × 10-4 and 7.2 × 10-6, respectively), and further analyses 

revealed a key role of an elevated biological age and severity of chronic age-related diseases 

in this association. One of the contributing factors is likely the immune response. The compe-

tence of the immune system declines as people age, which is known as 

"immunosenescence"33. The hallmarks of immunosenescence include an impaired response to 

new antigens, unsustained memory responses, increased autoimmune responses, and pro-

longed inflammation. As a result, elderly subjects are more susceptible to infectious diseases, 

including COVID-19, and have a poor response to vaccines33,34. On the other hand, it has 

been reported that the circulating immune cells in centenarians possess unique characteristics 

that sustain immune responses to infections35. Moreover, the offspring of centenarians were 

shown to have a lower level of inflammation36, suggesting that the benefits on the immune 

system in centenarians are heritable. Therefore, a better immunological profile in people with 

pro-longevity genetics may help support the causal effect of longevity on COVID-19 we ob-

served. 
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Aging manifests itself as progressive remodeling of the organism state, and hence a 

great number of biological measurements are associated with age. Several sets of physiologi-

cal and biological indices have been proposed for quantification of aging progression in the 

form of a single number – the biological age37,38, or frailty index39,40. One popular approach is 

to regress relevant variables to predict chronological age and thus produce the “biological 

age” prediction. Popular Hannum's and Horvath's methylation age-clock models are the wide-

ly used examples of such an approach41,42.  

An interesting alternative is to produce the log-linear all-cause mortality estimate with 

a proportional hazard model and treat the resulting value as a measure of biological age. Phe-

notypic Age from blood biochemistry markers27, DOSI from CBC28, averaged physical activ-

ity levels29, and more sophisticated machine learning algorithms used to predict the risk of 

death from physical activity time series of wearable devices43, or even self-reported health 

questionnaires, are all examples of this approach44. We were not able to obtain the epigenetic 

clock predictions of UKBB subjects due to the lack of corresponding measurements. It has 

been reported that risk-based biological age predictors often outperform chronological age-

based estimations in tasks involving associations with risks of death, lifestyles, and diseas-

es27,28,43. This may explain a stronger GrimAge association but non-significant associations of 

Horvath's and Hannum's biological age models with the incidence of COVID-19 in our MR 

study.  

All reliable biological age predictors are associated with the chronic disease burden, 

unhealthy lifestyles such as smoking (both overall and in disease-free population), and the 

future incidence of chronic diseases in healthy subjects27-29,31,32,37,38,40. In this work, we also 

established the association of BAA with the risk of non-chronic diseases, such as COVID-19 

and the corresponding case fatality in the UKBB cohort independently of disease burden. The 

association was significant for BAA measures obtained from blood biochemistry (Phenotypic 

Age)27, CBC (DOSI)28 and mean physical activity (number of steps per day recorded by 

wearable devices over a week-long period of time29; the number of UKBB subjects with 

physical activity measurements was too low for separate BAA characterization in frail and 

non-frail cohorts).  

Decreased physical activity was associated with an increased risk of COVID-19 in the 

UKBB cohort. This observation may be interesting on its own since the widespread lock-

down measures brought about a dramatic (up to 27.3%, which is 1,432 steps per day, within 

30 days) decline of average physical activity45. Our association study suggests a more than 

10% risk increase corresponding to 1.5 thousand steps per day loss. There are feedback loop 
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effects of decreased mobility on BAA measures, and as such the associated risk adjustments 

must be taken into account in advanced epidemiological models of lockdown effects.  

One advantage of our study design is that all of the BAA predictors are measured prior 

to the pandemic. Therefore, the association between BAA and the risk of COVID-19 (and 

probably other dangerous infectious diseases) is free of reverse causation (like in MR) and 

likely to be causal if there are no other confounders. Thus, our research supports the idea of 

the pro-active application of anti-aging (that is BAA-reducing) drugs in a prophylaxis mode 

to protect the biomarker-defined vulnerable individuals. And, reversely, a significant reduc-

tion of BA by an experimental drug in a clinical trial (probably as early as phase I) could 

warrant further clinical studies in elderly subjects.  

The association of BAA with case fatality was weaker (only Phenotypic Age BAA ex-

hibited a significant effect). This can be explained by the considerably smaller number of 

UKBB subjects involved in the statistical analysis (346 of dead individuals compared to 

11,619 tested (and presumed sick) and 459,872 overall subjects in UKBB). The case fatality 

rate increases exponentially with age, and therefore it would be reasonable to expect the as-

sociation of BAA with the risk of death in COVID-19 patients3. We expect future studies to 

corroborate our findings. Whether or not this association is causative could not be established 

in our study. Age-dependent severity of COVID-19 has been demonstrated in many epidemi-

ological studies3,46. However, we did not observe a significant association between longevity 

and COVID-19 severity-related traits. This could be largely due to a small number of cases 

included in GWAS analyses, varying from 536 to 1,610. Moreover, there is an underlying 

selection bias toward symptomatic cases in the GWAS of COVID-19 positive cases, especial-

ly in the UKBB study, which is overrepresented by severe and hospitalized cases30. There-

fore, our results on UKBB may also be interpreted as a protective effect of longevity on the 

severe form of COVID-19 infection. 

It has been reported that people with comorbidities are more likely to suffer from 

COVID-19 and have poor prognosis47. The most prevalent comorbidities were hypertension, 

diabetes, and cardiovascular disease3,47. Based on our Mendelian randomization analysis, ge-

netically predicted CAD, one of the most common types of cardiovascular disease, increases 

COVID-19 susceptibility and the chance of being hospitalized after infection at a nominal 

significance level. However, type 2 diabetes (T2D) did not show a potential causal effect on 

COVID-19-related traits. There are two possible explanations: (1) the observed link between 

T2D and COVID-19 in epidemiological studies is confounded by other factors; (2) the power 

of current COVID-19 GWAS results is limited to reveal its potential causal link to T2D. The 
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genetically predicted Alzheimer's disease (AD) was also shown to be significantly associated 

with a higher risk of infection. Besides, we observed protective effects of AD on COVID-19 

severity and COVID-19 with respiratory failure at a nominal significance level. Although it 

seems counterintuitive that AD is protective against the severity of COVID-19, currently 

there is no published data on the risk of AD patients of having respiratory failure with 

COVID-19. Larger population-based studies are needed to address these questions. 

There are multiple clinical trials proposed to employ potential lifespan-extending drugs 

to protect the elderly from COVID-19, based on promising observational data on metformin5-

9. However, epidemiological studies are prone to confounding, reverse causation, and various 

biases, and therefore are an unreliable indicator of the causal associations. MR is a method 

that utilizes genetic instruments that are robustly associated with exposures, and thus generate 

more reliable evidence in predicting novel interventions48. In our MR study, we established a 

causal link between aging and COVID-19 infection, thus supporting the idea that lifespan-

extending and/or biological age-reversing drugs, as a category, should be considered as a 

preventive measure in the elderly and prioritized in clinical trials. 
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Tables and Figures 
 
Table 1. Mendelian randomization estimates for the association between exposures and risk of COVID-19  
 

Exposure Outcome OR 95% CI Nominal P Bonferroni Corrected P 

Lifespan 

UKBB_Covid_infection 0.32 0.18 - 0.57 1.3e-04 0.01600 

HGI_covid_susceptibility 0.53 0.32 - 0.9 1.7e-02 1.00000 

HGI_covid_vs_neg 0.61 0.39 - 0.97 3.5e-02 1.00000 

Longevity 
UKBB_Covid_infection 0.62 0.51 - 0.77 7.2e-06 0.00095 

HGI_covid_susceptibility 0.75 0.63 - 0.9 1.6e-03 0.20000 

Combined 
UKBB_Covid_infection 0.16 0.05 - 0.45 5.9e-04 0.07600 

HGI_covid_susceptibility 0.33 0.13 - 0.85 2.2e-02 1.00000 

GrimAge_accel UKBB_Covid_infection 1.25 1.01 - 1.55 4.1e-02 1.00000 

CAD 

UKBB_Covid_infection 1.19 1.03 - 1.39 2.0e-02 1.00000 

HGI_covid_susceptibility 1.26 1.1 - 1.44 7.2e-04 0.09200 

HGI_hosp_vs_not_hosp_covid 1.40 1.05 - 1.87 2.4e-02 1.00000 

AD 

UKBB_Covid_infection 1.13 1.06 - 1.2 1.6e-04 0.02100 

Covid_resp_failure 0.83 0.74 - 0.93 8.8e-04 0.11000 

HGI_covid_susceptibility 1.08 1.02 - 1.14 6.2e-03 0.78000 

HGI_covid_flu_like_symp 1.08 1.01 - 1.16 2.4e-02 1.00000 

HGI_hosp_vs_not_hosp_covid 0.87 0.77 - 0.98 1.8e-02 1.00000 

HGI_covid_vs_neg 1.05 1.01 - 1.1 2.6e-02 1.00000 

HGI_covid_predicted 1.06 1 - 1.12 3.9e-02 1.00000 

Only the associations that reached nominal significance (P < 0.05) are shown.  
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Table 2. Association between biological age acceleration and the risk of COVID-19 
 

Biological age measurement Outcome OR 95% CI P 

Phenotypic Age 

COVID19 incidence (All) 1.28 1.25 - 1.31 8.4e-82 

Case fatality (All) 1.19 1.04 - 1.35 1.1e-02 

COVID19 incidence (Not frail) 1.12 1.04 - 1.2 1.9e-03 

Case fatality (Not frail) 1.72 1.17 - 2.51 5.4e-03 

COVID19 incidence (Frail) 1.26 1.23 - 1.3 3.7e-62 

DOSI 

COVID19 incidence (All) 1.31 1.26 - 1.38 9.5e-32 

COVID19 incidence (Not frail) 1.09 1.01 - 1.19 3.6e-02 

Case fatality (Not frail) 2.44 1.45 - 4.06 7.7e-04 

COVID19 incidence (Frail) 1.35 1.28 - 1.42 3.6e-28 

Physical Activity COVID19 incidence (All) 0.95 0.93 - 0.96 9.1e-19 

 

Only the associations that reached nominal significance (P < 0.05) are shown. 
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Figure 1. Mendelian randomization analysis investigating the association of genetically proxied lifespan-
related traits with the risk of COVID-19. A. Forest plot showing Mendelian randomization estimates for the 
causal effect of lifespan-related traits on the risk of COVID-19. Error bars show the 95% confidential interval. 
Significant effects after correcting for 132 tests (P < 0.05/132) are in orange. Nominally significant effects (P < 
0.05) are in black. B. Plots of effect sizes of all genetic instruments from GWAS for lifespan and longevity vs. 
those for UKBB COVID-19. Error bars represent standard errors. 
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Figure 2.  Analysis of association of biological age acceleration with the risk of COVID-19. Error bars show 
the 95% confidential interval. Significant effects (P < 0.001) are in orange. Nominally significant effects (P < 
0.05) are in black. Odds ratio for Phenotypic Age and Dynamic Organism State Index (DOSI) is given per 10-yr 
biological age acceleration. Odds ratio for physical activity is given per increase of 1000 steps/day. 
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Figure 3.  Mendelian randomization analysis investigating the association of genetically proxied age-
related diseases with the risk of COVID-19. Error bars show the 95% confidential interval. Significant effects 
after correcting for 132 tests (P < 0.05/132) are in orange. Nominally significant effects (P < 0.05) are in black. 
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Figure 4.  Genetic correlation estimates from HDL and LDSC among phenotypes. Lower triangle: HDL 
estimates; upper triangle: LDSC estimate. the areas of the squares represent the absolute value of corresponding 
genetic correlations. The genetic correlation that couldn't be estimated are in blank. P values are corrected using 
Bonferroni correction for 231 tests, * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001.  
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