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ABSTRACT 

Background  

The SARS-CoV-2 variant of concern (VOC) B.1.1.7 has spread worldwide and has been associated with 

increased risk of severe disease. Studies on patient trajectories and outcomes among hospitalised 

patients infected with B.1.1.7 are essential for hospital capacity planning.  

Methods  

Using linked individual-level data from national registries, we conducted a cohort study on cases of 

SARS-CoV-2 in Norway hospitalised between 21 December 2020 and 25 April 2021. We calculated 

adjusted hazard ratios using survival analysis to examine the association between B.1.1.7 and time 

from symptom onset to hospitalisation, and length of stay (LoS) in hospital and an intensive care unit 

compared to non-VOC. We calculated adjusted odds ratios using logistic regression to examine the 

association between B.1.1.7 and mortality (up to 30 days post discharge) compared to non-VOC. 

Results  

We included 946 B.1.1.7 patients and 157 non-VOC. The crude median time from symptom onset to 

hospitalisation was 8 days (IQR: 5–10) for B.1.1.7 and 8 days (IQR: 4–11) for non-VOC. The crude 

median LoS in hospital was 5.0 days (IQR: 2.6–10.0) for B.1.1.7 patients and 5.1 days (IQR: 2.5–9.9) 

for non-VOC. Fifty-four (6%) B.1.1.7 patients died, compared to 14 (9%) non-VOC. There was no 

difference in the unadjusted or adjusted estimates of our outcome measures for B.1.1.7 and non-

VOC patients.  

Conclusions 

B.1.1.7 does not appear to influence hospitalised patient trajectories, compared to non-VOC. These 

findings, along with the success of ongoing vaccination programmes, are encouraging for ongoing 

capacity planning in the hospital sector.   
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MAIN TEXT 

BACKGROUND 

The emergence and spread of variants of concern (VOC) of the SARS-CoV-2 virus have been reported 

worldwide. This includes lineage B.1.1.7 (alpha variant), first detected in south-east England in 

September 2020 (1). In Norway (population 5.4 million), testing activity for COVID-19 is high, with 

consistently over 100,000 persons tested weekly (defined as one or more tests per person within a 

seven-day period) since week 44, 2020. Mathematical modelling has estimated that consistently over 

50% of all cases weekly have been diagnosed since late 2020 (2). Sequencing capacity in Norwegian 

laboratories was rapidly scaled up from early December 2020 and the capacity to screen for variants 

or perform whole genome sequencing (WGS) was further increased following reports of widespread 

transmission of B.1.1.7 in the United Kingdom (UK). The proportion of confirmed COVID-19 cases 

nationally with known variant increased from 6% in week 52 of 2020 to 80% in week 9 of 2021. The 

first infection with B.1.1.7 was sampled in week 48, 2020, and it has been the dominating variant 

since week 7, 2021 (2).  

In addition to increased transmissibility (1), a few studies have indicated that B.1.1.7 infection is 

associated with increased risk of hospitalisation, admission to an intensive care unit (ICU) and/or 

death (3-10). In Norway, increasing detection of B.1.1.7 in early 2021 coincided with a rapid increase 

in the number of new admissions to hospital and ICU (2). Infection with B.1.1.7 was subsequently 

associated with a 1.9-fold increased risk of hospitalisation and a 1.8-fold increased risk of ICU 

admission, compared to non-VOC. However, when the analysis was restricted to hospitalised cases, 

there was no difference in the risk of ICU admission between B.1.1.7 and non-VOC (11).  

To further explore this finding, and support capacity planning in the health system, evidence on 

differences in patient trajectories and outcomes among hospitalised patients infected with B.1.1.7 

compared to other lineages is essential. We used linked individual-level data to estimate the time 
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from symptom onset to hospitalisation, length of stay (LoS) in hospital and ICU, and odds of mortality 

(in-hospital and post discharge) for infections with B.1.1.7 in Norway, compared to non-VOC. 

METHODS 

The national emergency preparedness register  

The emergency preparedness register, Beredt C19, (12) contains individual-level data from central 

health registries, national registries and national clinical registries. We included data on notified 

cases of laboratory-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection from the Norwegian Surveillance System for 

Communicable Diseases (MSIS). We obtained data on hospitalisation and intensive care admission 

following a positive SARS-CoV-2 test from the Norwegian Intensive Care and Pandemic Registry 

(NIPaR). All Norwegian hospitals report to NIPaR, and reporting is mandatory. Data on virus variants 

came from the MSIS laboratory database, which receives SARS-CoV-2 test results from all Norwegian 

microbiology laboratories. Data on COVID-19 vaccinations came from the Norwegian Immunisation 

Registry, SYSVAK. More detailed information on each data source can be found in supplementary 

materials A, part 1 and at (12).  

Study design and setting 

We conducted a cohort study, including notified cases of COVID-19 who were hospitalised not more 

than two days before and less than 28 days after a positive SARS-CoV-2 test in Norway between 21 

December 2020 and 25 April 2021, who had available variant data after WGS or PCR screening, and 

who had not been vaccinated with a COVID-19 vaccine before sampling or hospitalisation. We 

extracted data from Beredt C19 on 2 June 2021, ensuring a minimum of 36 days follow-up since last 

date of hospital admission. 

Laboratory investigations and classification of variants  
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Variants were identified based on WGS using Illumina or Nanopore technology, partial sequencing by 

Sanger sequencing or PCR screening for selected targets. PCR screening methods include real-time 

RT-PCR, sometimes in combination with melting curve analysis, of one or several mutation targets 

specific to the different variants. Other VOC (B.1.351, P.1 and B.1.617.2) as defined by the European 

Centre for Disease Prevention and Control on 24 May 2021 (13), and cases for whom VOC and non-

VOC could not clearly be distinguished were excluded. All other variants were classified as non-VOC. 

Cases of B.1.1.7 and non-VOC are henceforth referred to as our study cohort. 

Outcome measures 

We calculated the number of days between symptom onset and hospitalisation using the reported 

date of symptom onset in MSIS, and time of first admission in NIPaR. We assembled patient 

trajectories based on data from NIPaR. We calculated the LoS in hospital and ICU as the time 

between first admission and last discharge. For patients with more than one registered stay in 

hospital, we included time between stays as part of the patient’s LoS, if the time between two 

consecutive stays was less than 24 hours, to allow for transfers between hospitals. A similar 12-hour 

definition was applied to time in ICU. The time in hospital for patients needing ICU treatment was 

divided in three; time before admission to ICU, time in ICU and time after discharge from ICU. 

Patients with unknown date of discharge from their last stay were considered to still be admitted to 

hospital, and patients who additionally had an unknown date of discharge from ICU to still be 

admitted to ICU. Death was defined as those who died in-hospital and up to 30 days post discharge 

(see supplementary materials A, part 1).     

Data analysis 

We described cases in terms of demographic characteristics, underlying risk factors, microbiological 

characteristics, hospital and ICU admission, and mortality. We assessed the representativeness of our 

study population by comparing the characteristics of our study cohort and notified patients using chi-

square tests, Wilcoxon rank-sum tests and hazard ratios (HR) (supplementary materials A, part 2.1). 
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We conducted a similar analysis to assess the representativeness of patients with known date of 

symptom onset, compared to our study cohort (supplementary materials A, part 2.2). We used 

Wilcoxon rank-sum tests to test differences in the distribution of time between sampling date and 

date of first hospitalisation between B.1.1.7 and non-VOC. 

Explanatory variables used to analyse differences in our outcomes were virus variant (B.1.1.7 or non-

VOC), age (continuous variable either linearly or with a spline), sex, county of residence, regional 

health authority, week of admission, country of birth (Norway, overseas and unknown), main cause 

of hospitalisation (COVID-19, other, unknown) and underlying risk factors.  

To analyse differences in the time between symptom onset and hospitalisation, and LoS in hospital 

and ICU, we used survival analysis, with right censoring of those still admitted to hospital and/or ICU 

at the end of the study period, or that died while admitted. Kaplan Meier curves were computed for 

each explanatory variable univariably, using survfit from the R-package survival. One minus the 

empirical cumulative negative binomial distribution function was fitted to each Kaplan Meier curve 

by minimising the sum of squared error, using the function optim in R. The function coxph from the 

R-package survival was used to compute the HR for each explanatory variable.  

We used logistic regression to estimate the differences in the proportion of patients that died. We 

analysed a subset of the dataset, including patients who had been discharged by 30 April 2021, in 

order to ensure at least 30 days of follow-up post discharge for all patients. We included admission 

to ICU as an additional explanatory variable in this analysis.  

Multivariable models were obtained by forward model selection and AIC comparison. Virus variant 

was kept in all multivariable models regardless of statistical significance. AIC comparison was also 

used for determining whether age was included linearly, or with a spline. Adjusted HR (aHR) and 

odds-ratios (aOR) were reported. Estimates from all univariable and multivariable models are 

presented in supplementary materials B. 
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In order to check the robustness of our estimates, we conducted sensitivity analyses by changing our 

study population (for example, only including cases who had WGS results), and by adjusting our 

outcome definitions (for example, calculating LoS excluding all the time between hospital stays) to 

further explore if our main results were robust (supplementary materials A, part 3).  

Ethics 

Ethical approval for this study was granted by Regional Committees for Medical Research Ethics - 

South East Norway, reference number 249509.  

RESULTS 

Patients infected with B.1.1.7 or a non-VOC 

During the study period, 2,499 reported cases of COVID-19 were hospitalised not more than two 

days before and less than 28 days after a positive SARS-CoV-2 test. Of these, 142 (6%) were 

vaccinated with at least one dose of a COVID-19 vaccine before sampling or hospitalisation and 

excluded from the analysis. We also excluded three patients who had a reported stay in ICU outside 

of their hospital stay, due to assumed incomplete information on hospital stays.  

Of the remaining 2,354 patients (94%), 1186 (50%) had known virus variant. Few differences were 

observed between patients who had known virus variant and those who did not (supplementary 

materials A, part 2.1). The key difference was that the proportion of cases tested for variants was 

higher among patients admitted to ICU than among those not admitted to ICU (57% vs 49%, p = 

0.007). Patients tested for variants were also younger (median age 53 vs. 55, p = 0.005).  

Of the 1,186 patients, 946 (81%) were classified as B.1.1.7 and 157 (13%) as non-VOC and formed the 

study cohort, while 27 (2%) were another VOC and 53 (4%) could not be classified. Characteristics of 

the 1,103 patients infected with B.1.1.7 or a non-VOC are presented in table 1. The proportion of 

B.1.1.7 in the study cohort increased throughout the study period from 0% in week 52, 2020 to 41% 
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in week 5, 2021 and 88% in week 7, 2021. From week 11, 2021 onwards, 99% of patients were 

B.1.1.7. The median time from testing to hospitalisation was 4 days (IQR: 0–8) for non-VOC and 6 

days (IQR: 2–8) for B.1.1.7 (p-value 0.13). At the end of the study period 16 patients (1.5%) were still 

admitted to hospital, all B.1.1.7. Of those 16, two had not been admitted to ICU, eight were still 

admitted to ICU and six had been discharged from ICU. Of 62 deaths in hospital, 27 had not been 

admitted to ICU, 31 died in ICU and four died in hospital after discharge from ICU.  

Time from symptom onset to hospital admission 

Date of symptom onset was known for 445 (47%) B.1.1.7 patients, and 93 (60%) non-VOC patients. 

Few differences were observed between patients who had known time of symptom onset and those 

who did not (supplementary materials A, part 2.2). The key difference was in county of residence, 

which is included in the final multivariable model (supplementary material B). The median time from 

symptom onset to hospital admission was 8 days (IQR: 5–10) for B.1.1.7 patients, and 8 days (IQR: 4–

11) for non-VOC patients (table 2). In the univariable analysis, the time from symptom onset to 

hospital admission was shorter for B.1.1.7, compared to non-VOC, although this was not statistically 

significant (HR 1.22; 95%CI 0.97–1.52), an association which was sustained in the multivariable model 

(aHR 1.21; 95%CI 0.94–1.55) (table 2, figure 1).  

Length of stay in hospital and ICU 

The median overall LoS in hospital among all patients, regardless of ICU admission, was 5.0 days (IQR: 

2.6–10.0) for B.1.1.7 patients and 5.1 days (IQR: 2.5–9.9) for non-VOC patients. There were minimal 

differences in the median LoS in hospital or ICU for B.1.1.7 patients compared to non-VOC patients 

(table 2). In both the univariable and multivariable models, we did not observe a difference in the LoS 

in hospital or ICU for B.1.1.7 patients compared to non-VOC patients (table 2, figure 1).  

Mortality 
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Of the 1,103 patients, 1,037 (94%) were discharged by 30 April 2021; 880 B.1.1.7 and 157 non-VOC 

(table 3). For B.1.1.7, 50 patients died in hospital (6%), one died less than seven days post discharge 

(0.1%), and three died 7–30 days post discharge (0.3%). For non-VOC, 10 patients died in hospital 

(6%), two died less than seven days post discharge (1.3%), and two died 7–30 days post discharge 

(1.3%). In both the univariable and multivariable models, we did not observe a difference in the odds 

of death for B.1.1.7 patients compared to non-VOC patients (table 3, figure 1).  

DISCUSSION 

In this study, we have analysed individual-level data on an unvaccinated cohort of 1,103 hospitalised 

COVID-19 patients in Norway, as well as demographic characteristics and underlying risk factors. 

Although elective surgeries in some regions were postponed during a surge in hospitalisations among 

COVID-19 cases in mid-March, hospitals in Norway functioned within capacity during the study 

period, while there were no major changes in treatment guidelines for SARS-CoV-2 patients in 

hospital or ICU.  

Our findings indicate that there is no difference in the LoS in hospital and ICU, and odds of mortality 

up to 30 days post discharge for persons infected with B.1.1.7 compared to non-VOC. These findings 

are in line with other published studies. A study based on a cohort of 341 hospitalised patients in 

London, UK, found no evidence of an association between B.1.1.7 and severe disease or death (14). 

Further studies from the UK based on cohorts ranging from 80 to 1,310 patients have found similar 

results (15-17), while a study based on 3,432 ICU patients did not find increased acute severity of 

illness on admission to ICU, duration of organ support, duration of critical care or mortality among 

patients infected with B.1.1.7 (8). This suggests that, while B.1.1.7 seems to increase the risk of 

hospitalisation (3, 6, 9-11), other patient characteristics, such as age and underlying risk factors, 

determine patient trajectories and healthcare required among those hospitalised with COVID-19. 

COVID-19 has been shown to have a clinical course consisting of several phases. Critical disease and 

subsequent respiratory failure are seen primarily in a later inflammatory phase, while the initial viral 
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phase typically causes a milder clinical picture (18). B.1.1.7 has been shown to cause a more rapid 

replication in the initial viral replication phase than the original Wuhan wild-type virus (19) and 

patients admitted to hospital with B.1.1.7 have been reported to have higher viral loads (14). One 

might speculate that these factors lead to increased hospital admission due to B.1.1.7  in the initial 

viral replication phase, but it is unclear whether the rate of development of an inflammatory phase, 

causing critical disease and presumably ICU admissions and mortality, is increased compared to non-

VOC. We did not have access to necessary variables to explore clinical differences between patients 

infected with different variants of SARS-CoV-2. To further explore the observed associations, there is 

a clear need for further studies, particularly on larger patient cohorts and from a variety of settings 

considering local epidemiological characteristics.    

The aforementioned study from London reported no difference in time from symptom onset to 

hospitalisation for B.1.1.7 compared to other variants (14). In our study, the time from symptom 

onset to hospitalisation was marginally shorter for B.1.1.7 patients, a finding which was on the cusp 

of statistical significance in both univariable and multivariable models.  Seventeen patients had a 

date of onset on their date of admission. Among them, there could be some nosocomial SARS-CoV-2 

cases, which could underestimate this parameter, however, we consider the potential bias 

introduced to be minimal.  

The COVID-19 pandemic has put unprecedented strain on health systems, and the VOC B.1.1.7 is 

currently the predominant circulating strain in many countries around the world. While ongoing 

vaccination programmes have proved effective in reducing the incidence of infection and severe 

disease from both VOC and non-VOC strains, the emergence of new variants will remain an area of 

substantial concern as we continue to battle the spread of SARS-CoV-2. The VOC B.1.617.2 (delta 

variant) has been reported to be more transmissible than B.1.1.7, and has already outcompeted 

B.1.1.7 in some countries (20, 21). B.1.617.2 has also been associated with increased risk of 

hospitalisation compared to B.1.1.7 in England and Scotland, although vaccines have been reported 
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to be effective in reducing the risk of B.1.617.2 infection and hospitalisation (20-22). In Norway, 

spread of B.1.617.2 is currently low, but increasing, while the vaccination programme is progressing, 

with vaccination coverage steadily increasing, and all adults 18 years and over expected to be offered 

their first dose by August 2021 (2).  

Norway is a country with both high testing activity and sequencing capacity. Almost half of all 

patients in the study period had known data on variant, and our results were robust when we 

conducted various sensitivity analyses, such as restricting our study population to only cases 

sequenced with WGS. We also had minimal censoring of the study cohort, with 1.5% of patients still 

admitted to hospital at the end of the follow-up period. Patients with known variant were slightly 

younger and had a fractionally higher proportion of ICU admissions than all SARS-CoV-2 positive 

patients in the study period. Both age and ICU admission are associated with our outcomes (23, 24), 

however age is included as an explanatory variable in our models, while we modelled LoS separately 

for patients admitted to ICU, and controlled for ICU admission in our model for mortality, thus we 

consider our results to be generalisable. For some analyses, the number of patients was low, which 

needs to be considered when interpreting our results. Finally, in our dataset, some reported risk 

factors do not distinguish between well-regulated or treated conditions and unregulated or 

untreated conditions, while 46% of patients had unknown body mass index. It is therefore likely that 

our model does not fully adjust for certain risk factors.  

Current evidence suggests that, while B.1.1.7 seems to increase the risk of hospitalisation compared 

to non-VOC, it does not appear to influence hospitalised patient trajectories. These findings, along 

with the success of vaccination programmes, are encouraging for ongoing capacity planning in the 

hospital sector, particularly as societies ease lockdowns. Timely analysis on the association between 

current and future VOC and the risk of severe disease and impact on patient trajectories will be 

essential to ensure health systems remain prepared and able to appropriately respond to this 
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evolving public health threat. These analyses need to come from a variety of settings, considering 

local epidemiological characteristics.  

  

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 2, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


NOTES 

Authors’ contributions 

RW and EAB conceived the idea for the study. RW drafted the study protocol and coordinated the 

study. MLS, NA, UN, KB, OH, RK and EAB contributed directly to the acquisition of data. RW, ABK, ES, 

BVS, LaVe, MLS, HB, NA, UN, KB and OH contributed to data cleaning, validation and preparation. RW 

and ABK led the data analysis. All co-authors contributed to the interpretation of the results. RW and 

ABK drafted the manuscript. All co-authors contributed to the revision of the manuscript and 

approved the final version for submission.  

Acknowledgements 

First and foremost, we wish to thank all those who have helped report data to the national 

emergency preparedness registry at the Norwegian Institute of Public Health (NIPH) throughout the 

pandemic. We also highly acknowledge the efforts that regional laboratories have put into 

establishing a routine variant screening procedure or whole genome sequencing at short notice and 

registration of all analysis in national registries for surveillance. Thanks also to the staff at the 

Virology and Bacteriology departments at NIPH involved in national variant identification and whole 

genome analysis of SARS-CoV-2 viruses. We also highly acknowledge the efforts of staff at hospitals 

around Norway to ensure the reporting of timely and complete data to the Norwegian Intensive Care 

and Pandemic Registry, as well as colleagues at the register itself. We would also like to thank Anja 

Elsrud Schou Lindman, project director for the national preparedness registry, and all those who have 

enabled data transfer to this registry, especially Gutorm Høgåsen at the NIPH, who has been in 

charge of the establishment and administration of the registry. We would like to acknowledge Jacob 

Berild and Camilla Mauroy, who coordinate the surveillance of COVID-19 related deaths at the NIPH. 

We would like to thank Trude Marie Lyngstad, Anders Skyrud Danielsen, Nora Dotterud and Evy 

Dvergsdal at the NIPH for their assistance in cleaning the data from different registries. 

Conflicts of interest 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 2, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


The authors declare that they have no competing interests. 

Role of funding sources 

The authors received no specific funding for this work.   

Data availability statement 

The datasets analysed during the current study come from the national emergency preparedness 

registry for COVID-19, housed at the Norwegian Institute of Public Health. The preparedness registry 

is temporary and comprises data from a variety of central health registries, national clinical registries 

and other national administrative registries. Further information on the preparedness registry, 

including access to data from each individual data source, is available at 

https://www.fhi.no/en/id/infectious-diseases/coronavirus/emergency-preparedness-register-for-

covid-19/.  

 

  

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 2, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


REFERENCES 

1. Davies NG, Abbott S, Barnard RC, Jarvis CI, Kucharski AJ, Munday JD, et al. Estimated 

transmissibility and impact of SARS-CoV-2 lineage B.1.1.7 in England. Science. 

2021;372(6538). 

2. Norwegian Institute of Public Health. Ukerapporter om koronavirus og covid-19. Oslo: 

Norwegian Institute of Public Health; 2021 [cited 2021 Jun 24]. Available from: 

https://www.fhi.no/publ/2020/koronavirus-ukerapporter/. 

3. Bager P, Wohlfahrt J, Fonager J, Rasmussen M, Albertsen M, Yssing Michaelsen T, et al. Risk 

of hospitalisation associated with infection with SARS-CoV-2 lineage B.1.1.7 in Denmark: an 

observational cohort study. Lancet Infect Dis. 2021. 

4. Challen R, Brooks-Pollock E, Read JM, Dyson L, Tsaneva-Atanasova K, Danon L. Risk of 

mortality in patients infected with SARS-CoV-2 variant of concern 202012/1: matched cohort 

study. BMJ. 2021;372:n579. 

5. Davies NG, Jarvis CI, van Zandvoort K, Clifford S, Sun FY, Funk S, et al. Increased mortality in 

community-tested cases of SARS-CoV-2 lineage B.1.1.7. Nature. 2021. 

6. Funk T, Pharris A, Spiteri G, Bundle N, Melidou A, Carr M, et al. Characteristics of SARS-CoV-2 

variants of concern B.1.1.7, B.1.351 or P.1: data from seven EU/EEA countries, weeks 

38/2020 to 10/2021. Eurosurveillance. 2021;26(16):2100348. 

7. Grint DJ, Wing K, Williamson E, McDonald HI, Bhaskaran K, Evans D, et al. Case fatality risk of 

the SARS-CoV-2 variant of concern B.1.1.7 in England, 16 November to 5 February. 

Eurosurveillance. 2021;26(11):2100256. 

8. Patone M, Thomas K, Hatch R, Tan PS, Coupland C, Liao W, et al Mortality and critical care 

unit admission associated with the SARS-CoV-2 lineage B.1.1.7 in England: an observational 

cohort study. Lancet Infect Dis. 2021. 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 2, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


9. Loconsole D, Centrone F, Morcavallo C, Campanella S, Sallustio A, Accogli M, et al. Rapid 

Spread of the SARS-CoV-2 Variant of Concern 202012/01 in Southern Italy (December 2020-

March 2021). Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2021;18(9). 

10. Dabrera G, Allen H, Zaidi A, Twohig K, Thelwall S, Marchant E, et al. Assessment of Mortality 

and Hospital Admissions Associated with Confirmed Infection with SARS-CoV-2 Variant of 

Concern VOC-202012/01 (B.1.1.7) a Matched Cohort and Time-to-Event Analysis. SSRN 

[Preprint]. 2021 [cited 2021 Jun 24]. Available from: 

https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3802578. 

11. Veneti L, Seppälä E, Larsdotter Storm M, Valcarcel Salamanca B, Alnes Buanes E, Aasand N, et 

al. Increased Risk of Hospitalisation and Intensive Care Admission Associated With Infection 

With SARS-CoV-2 Variants B.1.1.7 and B.1.351 in Norway, December 2020 – May 2021. SSRN 

[Preprint]. 2021 [cited 2021 Jun 24]. Available from: 

https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3802578. 

12. Norwegian Institute of Public Health. Emergency preparedness register for COVID-19 (Beredt 

C19). Oslo: Norwegian Institute of Public Health; 2021 [cited 2021 Jun 24]. Available from: 

https://www.fhi.no/en/id/infectious-diseases/coronavirus/emergency-preparedness-

register-for-covid-19/. 

13. European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control. SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern as of 

24 May 2021. 2021. Stockholm: European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control; 2021 

[cited 2021 Jun 3]. Available from: https://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/covid-19/variants-

concern. 

14. Frampton D, Rampling T, Cross A, Bailey H, Heaney J, Byott M, et al. Genomic characteristics 

and clinical effect of the emergent SARS-CoV-2 B.1.1.7 lineage in London, UK: a whole-

genome sequencing and hospital-based cohort study. Lancet Infect Dis. 2021. 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 2, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


15. Brookman S, Cook J, Zucherman M, Broughton S, Harman K, Gupta A. Effect of the new SARS-

CoV-2 variant B.1.1.7 on children and young people. Lancet Child Adolesc Health. 

2021;5(4):e9-e10. 

16. Garvey MI, McMurray C, Casey AL, Ratcliffe L, Stockton J, Wilkinson MAC, et al. Observations 

of SARS-CoV-2 variant of concern B.1.1.7 at the UK's largest hospital Trust. J Infect. 2021. 

17. Snell LB, Wang W, Alcolea-Medina A, Charalampous T, Nebbia G, Batra R, et al. First and 

second SARS-CoV-2 waves in inner London: A comparison of admission characteristics and 

the impact of the B.1.1.7 variant. MedRXiv [Preprint]. 2021 [cited 2021 Jun 24]. Available 

from: https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2021.03.16.21253377v1. 

18. Griffin DO, Brennan-Rieder D, Ngo B, Kory P, Confalonieri M, Shapiro L, et al. The Importance 

of Understanding the Stages of COVID-19 in Treatment and Trials. AIDS Rev. 2021;23(1):40-7. 

19. Liu Y, Liu J, Plante KS, Plante JA, Xie X, Zhang X, et al. The N501Y spike substitution enhances 

SARS-CoV-2 transmission. BioRxiv [Preprint]. 2021 [cited 2021 Jun 24]. Available from: 

https://www.biorxiv.org/content/10.1101/2021.03.08.434499v1. 

20. Sheikh A, McMenamin J, Taylor B, Robertson C, Public Health S, the EIIC. SARS-CoV-2 Delta 

VOC in Scotland: demographics, risk of hospital admission, and vaccine effectiveness. Lancet. 

2021. 

21. Public Health England. SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern and variants under investigation in 

England, Technical briefing 15. 2021 [cited 2021 Jun 24]. Available from: 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_

data/file/993879/Variants_of_Concern_VOC_Technical_Briefing_15.pdf. 

22. Lopez Bernal J, Andrews N, Gower C, Gallagher E, Simmons R, Thelwall S, et al. Effectiveness 

of COVID-19 vaccines against the B.1.617.2 variant. MedRXiv [Preprint]. 2021 [cited 2021 Jun 

24]. Available from: https://www.medrxiv.org/content/10.1101/2021.05.22.21257658v1. 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 2, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


23. Faes C, Abrams S, Van Beckhoven D, Meyfroidt G, Vlieghe E, Hens N, et al. Time between 

Symptom Onset, Hospitalisation and Recovery or Death: Statistical Analysis of Belgian COVID-

19 Patients. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2020;17(20). 

24. Boelle PY, Delory T, Maynadier X, Janssen C, Piarroux R, Pichenot M, et al. Trajectories of 

Hospitalization in COVID-19 Patients: An Observational Study in France. J Clin Med. 

2020;9(10). 

  

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 2, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


TABLES AND FIGURES 

Table 1. Characteristics of hospitalised SARS-CoV-2 positive patients infected with B.1.1.7 or a non-

VOC, Norway, 21 December 2020 – 25 April 2021. 

Characteristics   Variant type 

Non-VOC (n=157) B.1.1.7 (n=946) 

Method used to determine variant WGS 120 (76%) 451 (48%) 

PCR-screening 37 (34%) 495 (52%) 

Sex 

  

Female 69 (44%) 392 (42%) 

Male 88 (56%) 554 (59%) 

 Age group 

  

  

  

0-24 years 9 (6%) 52 (6%) 

25-44 years 20 (13%) 236 (25%) 

45-64 years 65 (41%) 431 (46%) 

≥65 years 63 (40%) 227 (24%) 

Born in Norway 

  

  

Yes  97 (62%) 440 (47%) 

No 53 (34%) 475 (50%) 

Unknown  7 (4%) 31 (3%) 

Risk factors  Asthma 18 (11%) 105 (11%) 

 Diabetes 34 (22%) 169 (18%) 

 Cancer 5 (3%) 42 (4%) 

 Chronic lung disease, except asthma 19 (12%) 60 (6%) 

 Chronic neurological or neuromuscular disease 5 (6%) 40 (4%) 

 Heart disease including hypertension 70 (45%) 302 (32%) 

 Immunocompromised, including HIV 9 (6%) 31 (3%) 
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 Kidney disease 16 (10%) 28 (3%) 

 Liver disease 2 (1%) 6 (1%) 

 Obesity (BMI≥30)* 22 (31%) 225 (43%) 

 Pregnant 3 (2%) 25 (3%) 

 Current smoker 9 (6%) 43 (5%) 

At least one stay where COVID-19 

was the reported main cause of 

admission 

Yes 127 (81%) 815 (86%) 

No 28 (18%) 126 (13%) 

Unknown 2 (1%) 5 (1%) 

Admission to ICU Yes 25 (16%) 175 (18%) 

No 132 (84%) 771 (82%) 

Mortality Died in hospital 10 (6%) 52 (6%) 

<7 days post discharge 2 (1%) 1 (0%) 

7–30 days post discharge 2 (1%) 4 (0%) 

Alive >30 days after hospital discharge 143 (91%) 889 (94%) 

Number of patients still in hospital 

at end of study period 

In ICU*** 0 (0%) 8 (1%) 

In hospital, not in ICU 0 (0%) 8 (1%) 

Discharged from hospital 157 (100%) 930 (98%) 

VOC: Variant of concern; WGS: Whole genome sequencing; ICU: Intensive care unit; BMI: Body mass index.  

* In our dataset, 85 (54%) non-VOC and 424 (45%) B.1.1.7 patients had unknown information on height and weight, and thus unknown 

data on BMI.  
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Table 2. Crude and adjusted hazard ratios from survival analysis for time from symptom onset to 

hospital admission, and length of stay in hospital and intensive care, among hospitalised SARS-CoV-2 

positive patients infected with B.1.1.7 compared to a non-VOC, Norway, 21 December 2020 – 25 April 

2021. 

Outcome Variant type 

Crude hazard ratio for 

B.1.1.7 compared to 

non-VOC (95%CI) 

Adjusted^ hazard ratio 

for B.1.1.7 compared 

to non-VOC (95%CI) 

Non-VOC B.1.1.7 

Number of 

patients 

Median (IQR) Number of 

patients 

Median (IQR) 

Days from symptom onset to 

hospital admission* 

93 8 (4 – 11) 445 8 (5 – 10) 1.22 (0.97 – 1.52) 1.21 (0.94 – 1.55) 

Days in hospital for patients 

not admitted to ICU  

132 4.1 (2.1 – 7.5) 771 4.0 (2.1 – 6.8) 1.08 (0.90 – 1.31)  0.96 (0.79 – 1.17) 

Days in hospital before 

admission to ICU  

25 2.1 (0.1 – 4.7) 175 1.2 (0.2 – 3.7) 1.28 (0.83 – 1.96) 1.03 (0.67 – 1.59) 

Days in ICU 25 11.0 (7.2 – 16.4) 175 10.6 (5.4 – 19.6) 0.97 (0.61 – 1.56) 0.83 (0.51 – 1.34) 

Days in hospital after 

discharge from ICU** 

20 7.2 (3.5 – 11.3) 141 5.9 (3.2 – 9.8) 1.06 (0.65 – 1.71) 1.00 (0.61 – 1.63) 

VOC: Variant of concern; ICU: Intensive care unit; IQR: Interquartile range; 95%CI: 95% confidence interval.  

^ Adjusted for age, sex, county of residence, week of admission, regional health authority, country of birth, main cause of hospitalisation 

and underlying risk factors. The variables included in the final multivariable model were obtained by forward model selection and AIC 

comparison (see supplementary material B).  

* Number of patients with known date of symptom onset: non-VOC 93/157 (60%); B.1.1.7 445/946 (47%).  

** Excludes eight B.1.1.7 patients who were still admitted to ICU at the end of the study period, and five non-VOC and 26 B.1.1.7 who 

passed away in ICU.  
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Table 3. Crude and adjusted odds ratios from logistic regression for death in-hospital or up to 30 days 

post discharge, among hospitalised SARS-CoV-2 positive patients infected with B.1.1.7 compared to a 

non-VOC, 21 December 2020 – 25 April 2021, Norway. 

Outcome Variant type 

Crude odds ratio for 

B.1.1.7 compared to 

non-VOC (95%CI) 

Adjusted^ odds ratio 

for B.1.1.7 compared 

to non-VOC (95%CI) 

Non-VOC B.1.1.7 

No (%) Yes (%) No (%) Yes (%) 

Death in-hospital or up to 30 

days post discharge* 

143 (91%) 14 (9%) 826 (94%) 54 (6%) 0.67 (0.36 – 1.23) 1.39 (0.68 – 3.01) 

VOC: Variant of concern; 95%CI: 95% confidence interval. 

^ Adjusted for age, sex, county of residence, week of admission, regional health authority, country of birth, main cause of hospitalisation 

underlying risk factors and admission to ICU. The variables included in the final multivariable model were obtained by forward model 

selection and AIC comparison (see supplementary material B).  

* Death in-hospital or up to 30 days post discharge is limited to patients who had been discharged by 30 April 2021 (157 non-VOC, 880 

B.1.1.7), in order to ensure at least 30 days of follow-up post discharge for all patients.
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Figure 1. Adjusted hazard ratios (survival analysis) and adjusted odds ratios (logistic regression) for patient trajectories among hospitalised SARS-CoV-2 

positive patients infected with B.1.1.7 compared to a non-VOC, Norway, 21 December 2020 – 25 April 2021. 

 

VOC: Variant of concern. To make the figure legible, not all variables controlled for in each multivariable analysis are presented. Here we present only adjusted estimates for B.1.1.7 and non-VOC. All variables 

included in the final multivariable models, with related hazard or odds ratios are presented in supplementary material B. In the figure, age 53 years (median age in dataset) was chosen as baseline and therefore has 

hazard/odds ratio equal to 1.  
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