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Abstract 

 

Objective 

To compare post-COVID-19 sequelae between hospitalised and non-hospitalised individuals 

Design 

Population-based cohort study 

Setting 

1,383 general practices in England contributing to Clinical Practice Research Database Aurum 

Participants 

46,687 COVID-19 cases diagnosed between 1st August to 17th October 2020 (45.4% male; mean 

age 40), either hospitalised within two weeks of diagnosis or non-hospitalised, and followed-up 

for a maximum of three months. 

Main outcome measures 

Event rates of new symptoms, diseases, prescriptions and healthcare utilisation in hospitalised 

and non-hospitalised individuals, with between-group comparison using Cox regression. 

Outcomes compared at 6 and 12 months prior to index date, equating to first UK wave and pre-

pandemic. Non-hospitalised group outcomes stratified by age and sex.   

Results  

45,272 of 46,687 people were non-hospitalised; 1,415 hospitalised. Hospitalised patients had 

higher rates of 13/26 symptoms and 11/19 diseases post-COVID-19 than the community group, 

received more prescriptions and utilised more healthcare. The largest differences were noted for 

rates per 100,000 person-weeks [95%CI] of breathlessness: 536 [432 to 663] v. 85 [77 to 93]; 

joint pain: 295 [221 to 392] v. 168 [158 to 179]; diabetes: 303 [225 to 416] v. 36 [32 to 42], 
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hypertension: 244 [178 to 344] v. 47 [41 to 53]. Although low, rates of chest tightness, tinnitus 

and lung fibrosis were higher in the community group. 4.2% (1882/45,272) of the community 

group had a post-acute burden, most frequently reporting anxiety, breathlessness, chest pain and 

fatigue.  In those non-hospitalised, age and sex differences existed in outcome rates. Healthcare 

utilisation in the community group increased 28.5% post-COVID-19 relative to pre-pandemic.  

Conclusions 

Post-COVID-19 sequelae differ between hospitalised and non-hospitalised individuals, with age 

and sex-specific differences in those non-hospitalised. Most COVID-19 cases managed in the 

community do not report ongoing issues to healthcare professionals. Post-COVID-19 follow-up 

and management strategies need to be tailored to specific groups.  
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Introduction  

The COVID-19 pandemic continues to cause a pressing and ongoing challenge to global public 

health. While over 100 million have recovered worldwide, it is increasingly acknowledged the 

effects of COVID-19 can ripple beyond the acute presentation, with growing evidence of chronic 

symptoms and new multisystem disease having implications for future health service planning.1 

Termed ‘long Covid’ or ‘post-acute Covid syndrome’, various prevalence estimates are reported. 

The Office for National Statistics estimates that over a four week period, 1.1 million individuals 

in the UK self-reported long COVID-19 symptoms persisting over four weeks, with 13.7% of 20 

000 individuals continuing to experience symptoms  >12 weeks.2 Self-reported symptom data 

from the Covid Symptom Study smartphone app of over 4000 patients mainly across the UK and 

US noted lower estimates.3 In addition to persistent symptoms, evidence is also emerging of new 

end-organ dysfunction in those who recover from acute infection, with a potential to negatively 

impact cardiovascular,4 respiratory,5 metabolic,6 haematological,7 psychological,8 and 

neurological health.9  

  

While working definitions of long Covid have been established, such as recently by NICE 

(National Institute for Clinical Excellence),10 understanding of short and long-term health 

consequences post-COVID-19 infection remains limited. One of the main factors precluding a 

comprehensive understanding of post-Covid-sequelae is the predominant focus in published 

literature and ongoing longitudinal studies on assessing outcomes in hospitalised patients.11 Yet, 

it is estimated that 80% of COVID-19 cases are mild, with only 3.5% of cases in England 

requiring hospitalisation at the start of the first wave,12 and 10.5% requiring hospitalisation 

cumulatively since the start of pandemic.13 Notably, patient group letters,14 surveys,15 and 
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qualitative studies highlight a high proportion of patients with persistent debilitating symptoms 

who either had no access to testing or tested either positive or negative yet were not 

hospitalised.16 Few studies have compared outcomes across the spectrum of COVID-19 severity 

post-acute infection, with findings to date limited in generalisability owing to small cohort sizes 

and selection biases.15 

  

Understanding the nature and burden of post-COVID-19 sequelae across different patient groups 

is crucial to shaping effective rehabilitation services that can provide adequate and tailored 

support to those affected. In this study, we used a large UK primary care longitudinal dataset, 

broadly representative of the UK population, to investigate new primary care-recorded 

symptoms, diseases, prescriptions and healthcare utilisation in patients post-acute COVID-19 

infection, comparing outcomes between those managed in the community and those hospitalised. 

 

Methods  

Data Source 

We used the Clinical Practice Research Database (CPRD) Aurum, a nationally representative 

database of anonymised primary care electronic healthcare records, which holds data on 

symptoms, diagnoses, prescriptions, test results, immunisations, consultations, hospitalisations 

and specialist referrals for over 39 million patients across the UK, covering approximately 19% 

of the UK population.17 It is one of the largest longitudinal databases worldwide and its use has 

been extensively validated.18 Clinical information is entered using SNOMED CT codes, while 

prescriptions are recorded using British National Formulary codes. Data from patient records are 
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only used if of a certain standard of quality. For participating general practices, data from 

secondary care encounters is also fed back into primary care records and CPRD Aurum. 

Study Population 

The study population included individuals aged 18 years or over, registered with a general 

practice contributing to CPRD Aurum. Cases of COVID-19 were identified from 1st August - 

17th October 2020.  

 

Patients’ index date was their COVID-19 diagnosis date. Eligible patients were categorised as 

community or hospitalised COVID-19 patients, depending on hospital admission for COVID-19 

within two weeks of index date. Patients were followed up to three months, with censoring at the 

earliest of transfer out of practice, death or end of follow-up (Fig. 1). 

 

Patients with evidence of any investigated outcome preceding their COVID-19 diagnosis were 

excluded from individual analyses to ensure we captured outcomes due to COVID-19 infection 

rather than pre-existing factors. Outcomes were also determined for the same cohort at 6 and 12 

months prior to each patient’s index date. This enabled evaluation of outcome patterns pre-

COVID-19 (12 months prior), at the beginning of the pandemic (6 months prior), and post-

COVID-19, in the same patients. This was important as changes in healthcare utilisation during 

the pandemic have been recognised and may influence outcome events.19  

 

Baseline characteristics included the most recent measurement of body mass index (BMI) within 

five years of index date. Smoking status and the Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCI) were 
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identified at any time point before COVID-19 diagnosis. (Fig.1). CCI was identified using a 

previously published algorithm.20 

 

Definition of Outcomes 

Outcomes were considered as symptoms and diseases most likely to affect patients post-

infection, guided by previous literature. Codelists were reviewed by a clinician and are 

accessible at:   

https://github.com/NHLI-Respiratory-

Epi/code_lists/blob/main/25_Long_Covid/Long_Covid_codelists.  

 

Specifically, we identified new symptoms, diseases, prescriptions and healthcare utilisation. New 

symptoms were chosen in concordance with the NICE 2020 guideline on common symptoms 

persisting post-acute infection.10 For symptom, prescription and healthcare utilisation outcomes, 

a new event was defined as the first occurrence four weeks after COVID-19 diagnosis, in line 

with the current NICE definition. For disease outcomes, a new event was defined as the first 

occurrence after COVID-19 diagnosis. Patients with any of the defined symptoms in the 

preceding month prior to COVID-19 diagnosis were excluded from analyses. For diseases and 

prescriptions, a 12-month exclusion window was applied. (Fig. 1). The list of outcomes studied 

can be found in the appendix (p 3).   

 

Statistical Analysis 

Baseline characteristics are presented as frequencies (%) for categorical data and median with 

interquartile ranges [IQR] for numerical variables. Event rates and 95% confidence intervals for 
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each outcome were calculated as the number of patients who experienced the outcome divided 

by person-time at risk. To understand which patients may be at higher risk of post-COVID-19 

outcomes in those managed in the community, event rates were stratified by sex and age (above 

and below 50 years old). 

Cox regression analysis was performed to compare outcome event rates between hospitalised and 

non-hospitalised cohorts. Finally, we examined the frequency of ten outcomes (anxiety, 

breathlessness, fatigue, muscle pain, chest pain, chest tightness, insomnia, palpitations, lung 

fibrosis, and bronchodilator prescription) among the non-hospitalised subgroup. The ten 

outcomes were those for which there was evidence of an increase in event rates post-COVID-19 

relative to prior timepoints. All statistical analyses were conducted using Stata 16. Graphs were 

created using R 4.0.3. 

 

Sensitivity analyses 

We extended the two-week window for identifying hospitalised COVID-19 cases to three and 

four weeks, respectively. A further analysis identified symptom and prescription outcomes two 

weeks after COVID-19 diagnosis instead of four weeks. 

 

Patient and public involvement 

While there has not been any specific patient or user group involvement in the design of this 

study, patient involvement will be facilitated in communication of findings to patients in long-

COVID clinics to guide their ongoing management and care. 

 

Ethics Approval 
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A protocol for this research was approved by the Independent Scientific Advisory Committee 

(ISAC) for MHRA Database Research (protocol number 121_000370) and the approved protocol 

was made available to the reviewers during peer review. Generic ethical approval for 

observational research using the CPRD with approval from ISAC has been granted by a Health 

Research Authority (HRA) Research Ethics Committee (East Midlands – Derby, REC reference 

number 05/MRE04/87). 

 

Results  

Between August and October 2020, 46,687 patients were diagnosed with COVID-19, of which 

45,272 were not hospitalised and 1,415 required hospitalisation. Baseline characteristics are 

summarised in Table 1. Those hospitalised were older (median age [IQR]: 60 [46 to 74] v. 37 [24 

to 53] years), were more likely to be men (52.2% v. 45.2%), overweight or obese (63.1% v 

38.9%) and ex- or current smokers (70.8% v. 51.7%) than those not hospitalised. Although 

hospitalised patients were more likely to have comorbidities, the median number of 

comorbidities was low in both groups. The geographic distribution of patients in the cohort 

spanned across England, with the largest patient numbers from the North West (41.5%), London 

and the South East (14.2%) and the West Midlands (13.9%).(Appendix Table S1).  

 

Table 1. Baseline cohort characteristics 

 Community  

COVID-19 

N=45,272 

Hospitalised with  

COVID-19 

N=1,415 

Total 

N=46,687 
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 n (%) n (%) N (%) 

Male  20,460 (45.2) 738 (52.2) 21,198 (45.4) 

Female 24,812 (54.8) 677 (47.8) 25,489 (54.6) 

    

Age    

18-30 17,928 (39.6) 116 (8.2) 18,044 (38.6) 

31-40 7,602 (16.8) 150 (10.6) 7,752 (16.6) 

41-50 7,127 (15.7) 187 (13.2) 7,314 (15.7) 

51-60 7,206 (15.9) 260 (18.4) 7,466 (16) 

61-70 3,204 (7.1) 243 (17.2) 3,447 (7.4) 

71-80 1,281 (2.8) 156 (18.1) 1,537 (3.3) 

>80 924 (2) 203 (14.3) 1,127 (2.4) 

    

BMI (kg/m2)    

≤18.5 889 (2) 26 (1.8) 915 (2) 

18.5-24.5 11,071 (24.5) 246 (17.4) 11,317 (24.2) 

25.0-29.9 9,120 (20.1) 353 (24.9) 9,473 (20.3) 

≥ 30.0 8,526 (18.8) 541 (38.2) 9,067 (19.4) 

Unknown 15,666 (34.6) 249 (17.6) 15,915 (34.1) 

    

Smoking status    

Current smoker 16,019 (35.4) 619 (43.7) 16,638 (35.6) 
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Post-COVID-19 outcomes in hospitalised and community patients 

Median follow-up time was 63 days [IQR 63 to 63] for determining new symptoms and 

prescriptions post COVID-19 diagnosis and 91 days [IQR 91 to 91] for new diseases.  

 

Symptoms 

For most symptoms, hospitalised patients had higher event rates than the community group (Fig. 

2). These included breathlessness, cough, joint pain, chest pain, fatigue, abdominal pain, nausea, 

skin rashes, dizziness, fever, diarrhoea, cognitive impairment, and delirium. The largest 

differences between hospitalised and community patients were respectively noted for rates per 

100,000 person-weeks [95%CI] of breathlessness: 536 [432 to 663] v. 85 [77 to 93];  joint pain: 

Ex-smoker 7,374 (16.3) 384 (27.1) 7,758 (16.6) 

Never smoked 19,058 (42.1) 396 (28) 19,454 (41.7) 

Unknown 2,821 (6.2) 16 (1.1) 2,837 (6.1) 

    

CCI    

0 28,515 (63) 415 (29.3) 28,930 (62) 

1-2 13,287 (29.3) 494 (34.9) 13,781 (29.5) 

3-4 2,499 (5.5) 299 (21.1) 2,798 (6) 

5-6 742 (1.6) 139 (9.8) 881 (1.9) 

>6 229 (0.5) 68 (4.8) 297 (0.6) 

Abbreviations 

BMI= Body mass index; CCI= Charlson Comorbidity index. 
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295 [221 to 392] v. 168 [158 to 179]; cough: 150 [101 to 224] v. 50 [44 to 56]; chest pain: 157 

[107 to 231] v. 50 [44 to 56]; and fatigue: 102 [63 to 163] v. 44 [39 to 50], with smaller absolute 

differences for the remaining eight symptoms (Appendix Table S2). 

 

There were non-significant differences of general and neuropathic pain, muscle pain, headache, 

paraesthesia, insomnia, ear/nose/throat symptoms and anorexia (Appendix Table S5). 

 

Palpitation rates were the same in both groups post-COVID-19 but higher rates of chest tightness 

and tinnitus were noted in the community group, although absolute rates were very low (<10 per 

100 000 person weeks) (Appendix Table S2).  

 

Diseases 

Regarding most diseases, hospitalised patients had higher event rates than the community group 

(Fig. 3). These included all cardiovascular and haematological conditions, diabetes, adrenal 

disease, renal failure and arthritis. The largest differences between hospitalised and community 

patients were respectively noted for rates per 100,000 person-weeks [95%CI] of diabetes: 303 

[225 to 416] v. 36 [32 to 42]; hypertension: 244 [178 to 344] v. 47 [41 to 53]; venous 

thromboembolism (VTE): 185 [130 to 271] v. 10 [8 to 13]; renal failure: 149 [101 to 230] v. 11 

[9 to 14] and anaemia: 87 [52 to 155] v. 15 [12 to 18] (Appendix Table S3). Rates of asthma, 

lung fibrosis, GORD, liver disease, anxiety and depression were not statistically significantly 

different between groups (Appendix Table S3 and S6). 
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By contrast, absolute rates of lung fibrosis were higher in the community group, although rates 

were very low (<5 per 100,000 person-weeks). There were no events for either thyroid disease or 

inflammatory bowel disease in either group.  

 

Prescriptions 

Prescription of all medications occurred more commonly in the hospitalised than the community 

group post-COVID-19 (Fig. 4). For analgesics, rates respectively per 100,000 person-weeks 

[95%CI] were for opiates 378 [282 to 508] v. 82 [74 to 90]; paracetamol 304 [226 to 411] v. 19 

[16 to 23]; and NSAIDs 303 [221 to 414] v. 84 [76 to 92] (Appendix Table S4 and S6). Inhalers 

such as bronchodilators (212 [147 to 308]) were prescribed more frequently than inhaled 

corticosteroids (144 [93 to 224]) in the hospitalised group. By contrast, diuretics were prescribed 

less frequently than other medications.  

 

Healthcare utilisation 

The hospitalised group utilised more healthcare (including GP visits, referrals, A&E, 

hospitalisation) than the community group post-COVID-19, with a 2.7-fold difference in rates 

per 100,000 person-weeks [95%CI] between groups (52,775 [50,570 to 55,105] v. 19,405 

[19,142 to 19,673]) in hospitalised and community groups, respectively (Appendix Table S5). 

 

Post-COVID-19 outcomes relative to the 6 and 12 months pre-COVID-19 

Symptoms 

Both groups experienced an increase in rates for chest pain, fatigue and breathlessness post-

COVID-19 relative to 12 months prior (Fig. 2, Appendix Table S2). Rates increased for some 
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symptoms for only those hospitalised post-COVID-19 relative to 12 months prior, with nausea 

showing the largest increase. Although absolute rates were very low, small increases in rates of 

chest tightness, tinnitus, insomnia and palpitations over the same period were only noted in the 

community group. For both groups, rates of cough were lower post-COVID-19 relative to pre-

pandemic rates, while general and abdominal pain, headache, delirium, dizziness and earache 

remained similar. 

 

Diseases 

Lower rates of hypertension, stroke and diabetes were noted at 6 months prior relative to other 

timepoints in both groups (Fig. 3, Appendix Table S3). While rates of renal failure, diabetes and 

adrenal disease remained relatively stable in the community group post-COVID-19 relative to 12 

months prior, rates of renal failure and diabetes increased 2.92 and 2.37 fold, respectively, in the 

hospitalised group. VTE rates increased in both groups, but significantly more in the hospitalised 

group. By contrast, rates of depression were very similar post-COVID-19 relative to those pre-

pandemic in both groups.  

 

Prescriptions 

At all timepoints, those hospitalised had higher prescription rates for each medication type than 

the community group (Fig. 4). Rates of diuretics were broadly similar post-COVID-19 in both 

groups relative to pre-pandemic rates (Appendix Table S4). While rates for inhalers and 

analgesics remained similar over the same time period for the community group, rates increased 

for those hospitalised (bronchodilators: 2.35 fold; ICS 2.2 fold; paracetamol 6.75 fold; NSAIDs 

1.9 fold; opiates 1.64 fold).  
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Healthcare utilisation 

Differences in healthcare utilisation post-COVID-19 between the two groups showed a similar 

pattern to those at both prior timepoints. However, while healthcare utilisation increased in both 

groups post-COVID-19 relative to pre-pandemic levels, this was much higher in the hospitalised 

group (61.2% increase v. 28.5%). Healthcare utilisation was lower 6 months prior relative to 

other timepoints for each group (Appendix Table S5).  

 

Stratification of outcomes by age and sex in community group 

Overall, men <50 had the lowest rates of symptoms, disease, and prescriptions. There were 

differences in age whereby older adults had higher rates of breathlessness, chest pain, cognitive 

impairment, dizziness, delirium, muscle pain, cough, diabetes, arthritis, VTE, and opioid, 

paracetamol, and diuretic prescriptions compared to younger adults. Older adults also had higher 

rates of cardiovascular disease, notably in men.  

 

Women had higher rates of fatigue and older women in particular had higher rates of joint pain 

compared to men. Younger women had higher rates of headache and anxiety compared to men 

and higher rates of skin rash, depression, and sore throat compared to men and older adults. (Fig. 

5-7, Appendix Tables S7-S18).  

 

Co-occurrence of outcomes post-COVID-19 in community group 

The majority of the community COVID-19 population  (43,390 of 45,272 [95.8%]) did not 

experience any of the ten outcomes identified as having increased event rates post infection 
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relative to the 6 and 12-month prior periods. A total of 1,882 (4.2%) individuals experienced at 

least one of these outcomes. Anxiety, breathlessness, chest pain, fatigue, and bronchodilator 

prescriptions were the most frequent outcomes. Approximately 25% of patients experienced 

anxiety or breathlessness, 15% chest pain, 13.3% fatigue, and 16.7% received a new 

bronchodilator prescription, of which 90.3% were short acting beta-agonists.  

 

Sensitivity analysis  

Classification of patients as hospitalised cases at three or four weeks yielded similar results to 

using a two week window. The number of patients classed as hospitalised cases within three 

weeks of a positive test was 1,633 (3.5%); within four weeks this increased to 1,814 (3.9%).  

Analyses of event rates that identified symptom and prescription outcomes from two weeks after 

COVID-19 diagnosis showed similar results to those described in figures 2-4. (appendix Tables 

S19-S22)  

 

Discussion  

Principal Findings 

This is the first population-based study in the UK investigating symptoms, diseases, prescriptions 

and healthcare utilisation among people hospitalised or managed in the community following 

COVID-19 diagnosis. For most outcomes, hospitalised patients had higher event rates than the 

community group.  However, there were pertinent differences between groups, with the post-

COVID-19 community group having higher rates of chest tightness, tinnitus and lung fibrosis, 

thus highlighting important differences in post-COVID-19 sequelae and suggesting that post-

COVID-19 follow up and management strategies will need to be tailored appropriately.   
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Further in-keeping with the lower rate of outcomes in those managed in the community in 

comparison to those hospitalised, a post-acute burden of sequelae was captured in only 4.2%  of 

cases managed in the community. Anxiety, breathlessness, chest pain and fatigue were most 

frequently reported, alongside prescriptions for bronchodilators. Furthermore, age and sex-

specific differences in outcomes were noted, with older adults experiencing higher rates of most 

symptoms, cardiovascular disease, diabetes, VTE and analgesic prescriptions such as 

paracetamol and opiates. In addition, women had higher rates of fatigue, with higher rates of 

headache, anxiety and depression in younger women. While primary care consultation rates have 

been shown to be lower in men than women and may account for some of the sex-specific 

differences noted, consultation rates in men and women  with comparable underlying morbidities 

tend to be similar.21   

 

While healthcare utilisation increased in both groups post-COVID-19 relative to pre-pandemic 

levels, this increase was significantly higher in the hospitalised group. Nevertheless, healthcare 

utilisation in the community group increased 28.5% in the post-COVID-19 period relative to pre-

pandemic levels, highlighting a need to ensure adequate provision of care for this population. 

This increase since pre-pandemic levels also suggests that lack of access to healthcare following 

the second wave is less of a problem than in wave one; however, evidence indicates this can 

nevertheless still be difficult.16,19 Contrary to our findings however, a Norwegian study suggested 

that mild COVID-19 does not persist to cause a need for healthcare beyond two months 

following a  positive test.22  
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It is unclear if symptoms or diseases post-COVID-19 are due to the infection itself, anxiety 

caused by diagnosis and isolation or due to complications. Whilst this study does not inform us 

about mechanisms, it further paints the picture, helping us understand the population-level 

burden of post-COVID-19 sequelae across the spectrum of acute infection severity.  

 

Comparison with related studies 

There is a growing body of literature on post-acute COVID-19 outcomes among people who 

have been hospitalised, 23-24 but little that compares those managed in hospitals with those 

managed in the community. Our findings are in keeping with the few such studies that exist, 

whilst adding a depth of understanding of the situation in the UK. A study from Israel found a 

substantially lower prevalence of ongoing issues in the community population compared with 

hospitalised cohorts in other studies, the most common being fatigue, myalgia, runny nose and 

shortness of breath.25 Small studies investigating lung function in the non-hospitalised post-acute 

COVID-19 population have also found that over two months post infection, 46% of patients 

remained symptomatic, with lower lung function in this group than asymptomatic patients.26 A 

US-based study comparing post-acute COVID-19 sequelae in those with mild, moderate and 

severe illness found older age groups were more likely to report persistent symptoms, the most 

common being fatigue (13·6%) and anosmia (13·6%).27 Another study from the Netherlands and 

Belgium found a larger median reduction in symptom number at 80 days follow-up in those non-

hospitalised compared with those hospitalised.15 However, only 0.7% of their respondents were 

symptom-free at 80 days, highlighting that surveys and healthcare record data do provide 

different magnitudes of effect. Indeed, the aforementioned Israeli study which used both methods 

found differences in prevalence between self-reported symptoms and health records.25 Whilst 
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survey estimates of symptom burden in those non-hospitalised are much higher than in our study, 

this is most likely due to selection bias, coupled with a higher tendency towards symptom 

reporting in surveys and in those with suspected COVID-19.15, 25 Persistent fatigue in both those 

hospitalised and not has been a common finding in several studies.3, 25, 27  

 

In common with other studies, we found high rates of post-COVID-19 diabetes in the 

hospitalised24; diabetes was also one of the diseases with the largest hospital-community 

differences. A bidirectional relationship has been postulated between diabetes and COVID-19, 

with diabetes leading to higher risk of infection and worse outcomes but also some evidence that 

COVID-19 may precipitate diabetes.28 This is complicated by the fact there has been a reported 

reduction in diagnosis of type 2 diabetes during the pandemic.29 Likewise, renal impairment and 

VTE have been recognised post hospitalisation.7,30  

 

Strengths and limitations 

Our study purposefully only included COVID-19 patients from wave two, when testing capacity 

was much higher, thereby limiting potential selection biases. That our proportion of hospitalised 

patients is in keeping with UK national estimates increases our confidence that our study 

population is broadly representative. Whilst we cannot ascertain whether symptoms recorded on 

primary care records were directly due to COVID-19 or other conditions, we did investigate 

event rates among the same cohorts 6 and 12 months prior to contextualize our findings. In 

addition, we did include a window of no symptoms to ensure diseases, symptoms and 

prescriptions captured were new and not pre-existing to the COVID-19 diagnosis. 
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Risk of misclassification of diseases and symptoms, an inherent weakness of studies of this 

nature, was minimised by using previously validated codelists wherever possible and creating 

codelists tailored to the objectives of this study. We were unable to capture the effect of 

socioeconomic status as these data are not available in primary care records and accept that this 

is a limitation. Nor have we been able to consider the severity of our investigated outcomes.  

 

Given the relatively short follow-up period, we may be missing some symptoms and diseases 

which occur later in the trajectory of long-Covid. For this reason, we plan to repeat this analysis 

in the future. It is also likely that we will have missed some cases of new onset symptoms or 

diseases post-COVID in those patients who choose not to seek medical care and manage 

symptoms independently with over-the-counter medications. Furthermore, qualitative studies 

have revealed perceived barriers in primary care accessibility and limited understanding of long- 

Covid among clinicians.16 These factors may also lead to underreporting and under-recording of 

symptoms/diseases. 

 

Implications of our findings 

With over 4 million individuals recovered from acute COVID-19 in the UK at the time of 

writing,13 our findings of multi-system symptom and disease burden, with a predominance in 

those hospitalised, has significant implications for future healthcare service planning. While 

healthcare utilisation increased relatively more in those hospitalised, there was nevertheless an 

increase in those managed in the community too, suggesting current healthcare service provision 

may need to be moulded to meet this increasing demand. Furthermore, given the significant 

interest in long-Covid globally and calls for further research in assessing interventions in 
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individuals continuing to suffer ongoing effects of COVID-19 who have not been hospitalised, 

findings from this study are timely. To date, the focus has overwhelmingly been on studies 

assessing outcomes in hospitalised COVID-19 patients, with a significant paucity of studies 

exploring outcomes in those with milder disease who did not require hospitalisation. The multi-

system nature of symptoms and diseases noted in both non-hospitalised and hospitalised cases 

highlights the importance of providing integrated multidisciplinary care in post-COVID-19 

management. 

 

Conclusions  

We have shown that across symptom, disease, prescription and healthcare utilisation outcomes, 

people who were hospitalised with COVID-19 had higher event rates in the post-acute phase 

compared with those managed in the community. Among the latter, post-acute COVID-19 

outcomes were higher in those over 50 years old and in women. Of those managed in the 

community with any post-acute burden, anxiety, breathlessness, chest pain and fatigue were the 

most frequently reported.  Studies with longer follow-up will help provide further insight into the 

longitudinal trajectory of post-COVID-19 sequelae, however it appears that ongoing needs in 

those admitted to hospital or managed in the community will differ.  

 

What is already known on this topic 

 

• Persistence of symptoms and new organ dysfunction post-COVID 19 have been 

recognised in several small observational studies but this has been primarily in 
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hospitalised patients with more severe disease. 

 

• Few studies compare outcomes between non-hospitalised and hospitalised individuals, 

with studies to date limited by small cohort sizes and selection biases; no large 

population-based cohort studies exist assessing outcomes between groups. 

 

 What this study adds 

 

• Hospitalised patients had higher rates of most post-COVID-19 sequelae compared to 

those managed in the community, with additional age and sex-specific differences in 

outcome rates for the latter. 

 
• Healthcare utilisation in the community group increased 28.5% post-COVID-19 

relative to pre-pandemic. However, only a small proportion (4.2%) of this group 

experienced outcomes resulting in increased event rates post infection relative to pre-

diagnosis; anxiety, breathlessness, chest pain and fatigue were most frequently 

reported. 

 
• This large population-based study complements ongoing work exploring outcomes 

post-COVID-19, while also highlighting that post-COVID-19 management strategies 

will need to be tailored to specific patient group needs. 
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Figure titles and legends 

Fig. 1: Study design 

Legend: Follow-up periods for populations 6 months and 12 months pre-COVID-19 were 

defined the same way as follow-up illustrated in panel (a). For all three populations, maximum 

follow-up was 3 months post index date.  

 

Fig. 2: Symptom event rates per 100,000 person-weeks in hospitalised and community COVID-

19 patient groups 

Legend: Vertical bars for each data point show 95% confidence intervals. 

 

Fig. 3: Disease event rates per 100,000 person-weeks in hospitalised and community COVID-19 

patient groups 

Legend: Vertical bars for each data point show 95% confidence intervals. GORD: gastro-

oesophageal reflux disease; IHD: ischaemic heart disease; PAD: peripheral arterial disease; 

VTE: venous thromboembolism. 
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Fig. 4: Prescription event rates per 100,000 person-weeks in hospitalised and community 

COVID-19 patient groups 

Legend: Vertical bars for each data point show 95% confidence intervals. NSAID: non-steroidal 

anti-inflammatory drugs; ICS: inhaled corticosteroids. 

 

Fig. 5: Symptom event rates per 100,000 person-weeks in patients with community COVID-19 

stratified by age and sex.  

Legend: Vertical bars for each data point show 95% confidence intervals. 

 

Fig. 6: Disease event rates per 100,000 person-weeks in patients with community COVID-19 

stratified by age and sex.  

Legend: Vertical bars for each data point show 95% confidence intervals. GORD: gastro-

oesophageal reflux disease; IHD: ischaemic heart disease; PAD: peripheral arterial disease; 

VTE: venous thromboembolism. 

 

Fig. 7: Prescription event rates per 100,000 person-weeks in patients with community COVID-

19 stratified by age and sex.  

Legend: Vertical bars for each data point show 95% confidence intervals. NSAID: non-steroidal 

anti-inflammatory drugs; ICS: inhaled corticosteroids. 
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