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SUMMARY (40 words) 

The authors found that Long COVID symptoms in a post-acute cohort were associated with serological 

evidence of recent EBV reactivation when adjusted for participant factors, sample timing, comorbid conditions 

and prior hospitalization, but not with ongoing presence of EBV viremia.  
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ABSTRACT (160 words) 

Epstein-Barr virus (EBV) reactivation has been proposed as a driver of Long COVID (LC), but studies in well-

characterized post-acute COVID-19 cohorts of individuals with and without Long COVID symptoms over a time 

course consistent with current case definitions of LC are limited.  In a cohort of 294 hundred adults with a 

history of SARS-CoV-2 infection, we observed that LC symptoms such as fatigue and neurocognitive 

dysfunction at a median of 4 months following initial diagnosis were associated with serological evidence of 

recent EBV reactivation (early antigen-D IgG positivity or nuclear antigen IgG levels >600 U/mL), but not with 

ongoing EBV viremia.. Importantly, Long COVID was also observed in the small proportion without evidence of 

prior or recent EBV infection, suggesting that EBV reactivation is not a prerequisite for this condition. Overall, 

these findings expand our knowledge of the relationships between EBV reactivation and LC and suggest that 

further assessment during the acute phase of COVID-19 is warranted. 
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BACKGROUND 

Intense efforts are underway to understand the biologic mechanisms that drive Long COVID (LC), a type of 

post-acute sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 infection (PASC) characterized by persistent or recurrent symptoms that 

interfere with quality of life (Nalbandian et al., 2021; 2021). Prior work has identified immune activation (Peluso 

et al., 2021a; Phetsouphanh et al., 2022), microvascular dysfunction (Pretorius et al., 2021; Wenzel et al., 

2021), autoimmunity (Seeßle et al., 2021; Su et al., 2022), and SARS-CoV-2 viral persistence (Chertow et al., 

2021; Gaebler et al., 2021; Natarajan et al., 2022; Zollner et al., 2022) as pathophysiologic mechanisms 

potentially contributing to LC. However, not all studies have confirmed these processes (Peluso et al., 2021b; 

Sneller et al., 2022), and identification of the determinants of PASC is essential to efforts to prevent and/or 

treat this condition (Peluso and Deeks, 2022).    

 

Latent Epstein-Barr virus (EBV) is a ubiquitous human herpesvirus harbored by the vast majority (90-95%) of 

adults in high-income settings (Dunmire et al., 2018). EBV can reactivate in immunocompromised individuals, 

as well as in the setting of physiologic stressors including acute infection (Middeldorp, 2015). In some cases, 

EBV reactivated in tissues may not manifest with detectable circulating DNA in blood (Fechtner et al., 2022; 

Guo et al., 2019). While reactivation of EBV is often considered to be a marker of physiologic stress rather than 

an independent pathophysiologic process, recent studies have demonstrated that EBV infection may drive 

multiple sclerosis (Bjornevik et al., 2022), perhaps due to changes in homeostatic interactions between the 

host and virus (Aloisi and Salvetti, 2022).  

 

Prior studies have demonstrated EBV reactivation as defined by detectable circulating EBV DNA or viral capsid 

antigen (VCA) IgM positivity during acute SARS-CoV-2 infection (Chen et al., 2021; Lehner et al., 2020; 

Paolucci et al., 2021; Simonnet et al., 2021; Singh et al., 2021). However, these studies typically involved 

hospitalized patients and the high rates of reactivation (e.g., >80% of patients) were observed primarily in 

those receiving positive-pressure ventilation or other ICU-level care. EBV reactivation has also been proposed 

as a driver of Long COVID. One small but intriguing study identified EBV early antigen-diffuse (EA-D) IgG 

positivity among two-thirds of individuals experiencing LC (Gold et al., 2021), levels of which were higher in 
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those with more PASC symptoms, and more recent work has shown that EBV DNA detectability during acute 

SARS-CoV-2 infection predicted the presence of symptoms at 30-60 days post-COVID (Su et al., 2022). 

Although limited by small sample size, sex imbalance, and over-representation of hospitalized individuals, as 

well as relatively short duration of follow-up, these studies suggest that further investigation of the relationship 

between EBV-related pathology and Long COVID is urgently warranted. Also needed are studies controlling for 

potentially confounding factors in the interpretation of EBV reactivation, such as timing of sample collection, 

hospitalization and severity of disease during initial infection, underlying health conditions, LC symptom 

phenotypes, and other participant demographics. 

 

In this study, we sought to investigate the prevalence of serological and virological evidence of EBV 

reactivation in a well-characterized post-acute COVID-19 cohort of individuals with and without Long COVID 

symptoms approximately four months following initial SARS-CoV-2 infection. This allows us to assess the 

independent impact of EBV reactivation on variety of different LC symptom groups controlled for various 

clinical and demographic factors, including details about acute infection. We hypothesized that the group 

experiencing LC symptoms would be enriched for evidence of EBV reactivation in comparison to individuals 

reporting complete recovery from COVID-19. 

 

RESULTS 

Relationship between participant factors, EBV antibodies and post-acute sequelae 

Participant demographics, pre-existing health conditions, COVID-19-related hospitalization and EBV antibody 

test results were compared by PASC group in 280 participants at the time point beyond 60 days that was 

closest to 4 months (median 123 days) following nucleic acid-based diagnosis of acute SARS-CoV-2 infection 

as shown in Table 1.  Overall, the median age was 45 years, 55.7% were cisgender men, 17.9% had 

hospitalized during acute infection, 64.6% had a body mass index (BMI) of >30, and 19.3% were living with 

HIV. In univariate analyses, there were significantly higher percentages of participants with PASC or PASC 

with greater than 5 symptoms reported (PASC>5) compared to those without PASC symptoms who were 
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hospitalized (20.9% and 26% versus 8.8%, respectively; all P <0.05) or had an EBV nuclear Ag IgG level 

greater than the limit of quantitation of 600 U/mL (44.6% and 47.4% versus 27.5%; all P<0.05).  

 

EBV serological testing involves quantitation of several different antibody responses, all of which provide 

somewhat different information about prior infection and recent viral reactivation (Klutts et al., 2009). For 

example, viral capsid antigen (VCA) IgM antibodies become positive within several weeks of acute infection, 

but also wane over the subsequent months to undetectable levels. In contrast VCA IgG antibodies start rising 

several weeks after acute infection and often remain elevated for life. Up to 95% of the adult population will 

have detectable VCA IgG responses at any given time (Dunmire et al., 2018). Nuclear antigen (NA) IgG 

antibodies, on the other hand, typically increase later than VCA IgG, and often correspond with the timing of 

establishment of viral latency. These responses are also typically long-lived. In contrast, EBV EA-D IgG 

responses become detectable following acute infection, typically lagging behind VCA IgM responses. However, 

unlike VCA IgG responses, the EA-D IgG responses wane over the next several months and are not 

maintained over longer periods of time. As a result, detection of EA-D IgG responses in people with pre-

existing EBV infection have been used as a marker of recent viral reactivation (along with VCA IgM responses) 

(Gold et al., 2021; Middeldorp, 2015). It is also possible that NA or VCA IgG levels may increase following viral 

reactivation. 

 

In order to determine the independent associations between demographic factors, pre-existing medical 

conditions and EBV NA and EA-D IgG results with LC and in those with specific symptoms, we performed 

covariate-adjusted binary logistic regression modeling as shown in Figure 1 (adjusted for timing of sample 

collection >100 days, prior COVID-related hospitalization, age >50 years, sex, body mass index >30, pre-

existing medical conditions such as HIV, diabetes mellitus, hypertension, renal disease, autoimmune disease, 

EBV NA IgG >600 U/mL, and EBV EA-D IgG positivity). EBV antibody variables were selected for inclusion in 

the final regression models based on antibody measures that may represent recent EBV reactivation (EBV EA-

D IgG) or from univariate results (EBV NA IgG >600 U/mL). EBV VCA IgG+, VCA IgG > limit of quantitation 

(750 U/mL), and VCA IgM results were not significant across any adjusted analyses. 
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In adjusted analyses, the odds of severe LC (>5 symptoms), as well as LC characterized by fatigue, 

gastrointestinal symptoms and smell/taste disturbances was higher in those who had been hospitalized during 

acute infection (with larger odds ratios nearing significance for any LC symptoms and for those with 

cardiopulmonary symptoms; Figure 1a-b). Female sex also correlated with gastrointestinal and neurocongitive 

symptoms and smell/taste disturbances (Figure 1b). 

 

Interestingly, participants reporting pre-existing autoimmune disease (mainly thyroiditis) and those who had 

detectable EBV EA-D IgG responses had a higher odds of experiencing fatigue (Figure 1b) a median of four 

months following COVID-19 diagnosis. In addition, participants with high levels of EBV NA IgG levels (>600 

U/mL) had higher odds of experiencing neurocognitive symptoms. Furthermore, the NA IgG >600 U/mL odds 

ratios were higher in those with any LC symptoms and those who experienced fatigue, although the P values 

was of borderline significance (P =0.063; Figure 1a). 

 

Given potential collinearity between hospitalization and EBV reactivation, we repeated logistic regression 

modeling as above without hospitalization. The association between EBV NA IgG >600 U/mL and any PASC 

symptoms became significant [OR 2.0 (1.04 – 3.85), P = 0.038] and the association with neurocognitive 

symptoms was strengthened [OR 1.84 (1.06 – 3.20), P = 0.03).  The association between detectable EBV EA-

D IgG levels and fatigue was essentially unchanged (OR 2.05 (1.17 – 3.60), P = 0.012). 

 

EBV DNA measurements 

In order to determine if circulating EBV DNA is detectable during convalescence and whether any association 

between EBV DNA persistence and LC is present, we performed quantitative EBV PCR on plasma samples 

from a random subgroup of 50 participants who underwent EBV serological testing stratified by EA-D positivity 

(the subgroup demographics and participant phenotypes were similar to the larger cohort as shown  in 

Supplemental Table 1). Only one of the fifty participants had detectable plasma EBV DNA, and the level was 

below the limit of quantitation (<390 copies/mL). This participant had no reported pre-existing medical 
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conditions, had no detectable EA-D IgG or VCA IgM at the time of sampling, EBV NA and VCA IgG greater 

than the limit of quantitation, and reported 2 LC symptoms (persistent cough and heart palpitations) at the time 

of sampling. 

 

Association between demographic characteristics, severity of acute infection and EBV antibodies 

We investigated the associations between participant demographic factors, underlying health conditions and 

the severity of acute infection and EBV antibody responses in 294 participants with available serological 

measurements during a convalescent visit, including those with sampling time points <90 days from initial 

SARS-CoV-2 diagnosis. The median time from diagnosis to sample collection was 122. Important factors 

distinguishing higher and lower levels of EBV responses are shown in Table 2 and included older age (EBV 

VCA >750 U/mL, EBV NA IgG >600, EBV EA-D IgG positive), body mass index (BMI) >30 (EBV VCA >750 

U/mL, undetectable EBV VCA IgM), HIV status (EBV VCA IgG >750 U/mL, EBV EA-D IgG positive), and 

history of conditions like diabetes (EBV NA IgG >600 U/mL), heart disease (EBV VCA IgM positive), 

hypertension (EBV NA IgG >600 U/mL), and lung disease (EBV VCA IgM positive).  

 

Next, we analyzed the relationships between EBV antibody status during the post-acute period and the 

severity of acute infection, determined by hospitalization status, the number of unique symptoms present 

during the first 30 days following COVID-19 symptom onset and the self-described decline in overall health 

associated with the worst point of their COVID-19 illness (calculated as pre-COVID health score minus the 

health score at the worst point in the illness, measured using the 100-point visual-analogue scale) as in Table 

2. Those sick enough to be hospitalized were more likely to have EBV NA IgG >600 U/mL. We did not identify 

differences in the number of acute symptoms or the change from baseline health associated with the worst 

point in the illness across antibody responses. 

 

We used covariate-adjusted binary logistic regression modeling to examine independent relationships between 

demographics and pre-existing medical conditions on the number of unique reported symptoms during acute 

SARS-CoV-2 infection and changes from pre-COVID health scores. Participants with a history of HIV infection 
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or who were hospitalized for acute COVID-19 had higher odds of reporting more than 10 unique acute 

symptoms, whereas male participants and those greater than 50 years of age had lower odds of reporting 

more than 10 acute symptoms (Figure 2a). No variables were significant when compared across those with a 

greater decrease in health scores associated with acute illness (Figure 2a). 

 

Logistic regression was also used to determine relationships between these factors and the number of acute 

symptoms with the development of EBV VCA, NA and EA-D IgG responses as shown in Figure 2b. 

Interestingly, participants with greater than 10 symptoms had lower odds of having an EBV VCA IgG >750 

U/mL during the convalescent study visit. In contrast, a history of HIV infection was significantly and positively 

associated with the odds of having an EBV VCA IgG >750 U/mL or detectable EA-D IgG.  

 

Association between circulating markers of inflammation, SARS-CoV-2 spike RBD IgG levels and EBV 

antibody results 

We previously identified significant correlations between various markers of inflammation and PASC 

symptoms, such as IL-6 and TNFα. As a result, we examined the relationship between EBV antibody results in 

a subset of 143 participants who had circulating biomarker data available. Overall, there were no significant 

differences between any EBV antibody result and circulating markers of inflammation, immune activation and 

neuronal injury including GFAP, NF-L, MCP-1, IFNγ, IL-6, IL-10, TNFα, and IP-10 (All P <0.05; Supplemental 

Figure 1). There was also no difference in SARS-CoV-2 RBD total IgG levels in any of the EBV antibody 

groups (All P <0.05; Supplemental Figure 2). 

 

DISCUSSION 

In a cohort of several hundred individuals with prior SARS-CoV-2 infection, we found that Long COVID 

symptoms such as fatigue and neurocognitive dysfunction were independently associated with serological 

evidence of recent EBV reactivation (EA-D IgG positivity or NA IgG >600 U/mL) when adjusted for various 

participant factors, sample timing, underlying health conditions and prior hospitalization, but not with ongoing 

presence of EBV viremia. We also identified a relationship between serological markers of recent EBV 
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reactivation as well as hospitalization, suggesting that EBV reactivation may be particularly important in severe 

COVID-19, which is consistently associated with a higher incidence of PASC. Finally, we identified Long 

COVID even in the small proportion of individuals without evidence of prior or recent EBV infection, suggesting 

that reversal of EBV latency is not a prerequisite for Long COVID.  

 

The prior study by Gold et al. was pivotal in identifying an association between EBV EA-D positivity and LC 

symptoms and raised the intriguing hypothesis that EBV reactivation may be mechanistically related to PASC. 

Overall, these findings greatly expand on prior observations of a potential relationship between EBV 

reactivation and Long COVID by demonstrating relationships with various clinically relevant symptom 

phenotypes and over a longer time course compatible with current case definitions of PASC. First, we had the 

ability to assess a variety of different PASC symptoms, some of which have been or not been previously 

associated with acute EBV infection. Second, we had the ability to adjust for acuity of initial SARS-CoV-2 

infection, which gives further credence to a possible causal role of EBV, and third, we were able to show that 

serological evidence of recent EBV reactivation was independence from other markers of inflammation further 

supporting the hypothesis that EBV may play an etiological role in PASC.  

 

There is also a paucity of data regarding EBV reactivation in non-hospitalized patients with COVID-19, despite 

the fact that many of these individuals go on to develop Long COVID (Al-Aly et al., 2021; Ayoubkhani, 2021; 

Groff et al., 2021; Nalbandian et al., 2021; Peluso et al., 2021c; Yomogida et al., 2021). Our post-COVID 

cohort includes a majority of participants who were not hospitalized during acute infection and we observed 

relationships between potential serological markers of recent EBV reactivation and certain LC symptoms 

approximately 4 months following COVID-19 symptom onset. Whether or not EBV reactivation is the root 

cause of these symptoms, it should be noted that primary EBV infection (e.g., mononucleosis) may lead to 

prolonged fatigue, and EBV seroconversion has recently been shown to be common prior to the development 

of MS, an autoimmune condition that may be precipitated by aberrant, autoreactive immune responses to this 

virus (Bjornevik et al., 2022). Since systemic inflammatory responses and autoimmunity have both been 

proposed as pathophysiologic mechanisms underlying LC (Peluso and Deeks, 2022), further investigation of 
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their relationship with EBV in this patient population is warranted. Nonetheless, it is interesting that we 

identified independent associations between pre-existing autoimmune disease, EBV EA-D IgG positivity and 

fatigue. 

 

The biological mechanisms leading to high levels of EBV NA IgG (i.e., greater than the assay limit of detection 

of 600 U/mL) observed in association with LC symptoms is not entirely clear. Whereas EA-D IgG responses 

are generally understood to be a result of recent EBV reactivation in those with pre-existing latent EBV 

infection (Gold et al., 2021), nearly 90% of our cohort had detectable NA IgG, consistent with the long-lasting 

nature of this antibody and high proportion of participants with pre-existing EBV latency. It is possible that 

those with higher levels experienced a recent increase following EBV reactivation, but given the lack of 

sampling during or before acute SARS-CoV-2 infection, we do not know for certain. Nonetheless, NA IgG 

responses usually peak during establishment (or perhaps re-establishment) of EBV latency, the timing of which 

is consistent with the post-acute sample collection timing here. We also note that highly symptomatic acute 

infection (>10 symptoms) was negatively associated with EBV VCA IgG >750 U/mL, but not with high levels of 

NA IgG. It is possible that pre-existing high levels of VCA IgG are protective during acute infection, perhaps 

resulting in reduced incidence of EBV reactivation. Further study in acute COVID-19 cohorts to explore these 

relationships is needed. 

 

Despite the independent association between serological markers of recent EBV reaction and various LC 

symptoms, we observed no differences in levels of circulating markers of inflammation, persistent immune 

activation and neuronal injury in those with and without these antibody responses. We and others have 

previously reported associations between several of these markers (e.g. IL-6, TNFα) and LC symptoms 

(Durstenfeld et al., 2022a, 2022b; Peluso et al., 2021a, 2022a; Phetsouphanh et al., 2022). The lack of 

association between EBV serology and these markers suggest that there are additional important etiological 

factors driving PASC and LC symptoms that are not directly related to EBV reactivation. These data also 

highlight the likely heterogenous nature of PASC and may help determine inclusion in various future 

interventional trials. In fact, it will likely be difficult to prove any causal role of PASC (e.g. EBV reactivation, 
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long-term SARS-CoV-2 viral persistence, autoreactive immunity, etc.) without targeted interventional studies. 

Given that there is paucity of circulating EBV during convalescence, the potential impact of EBV reactivation on 

the development of LC is likely to be greatest during acute COVID-29, and factors such as this, will need to be 

considered in the design of such interventional studies, 

 

 

Of note, we observed an independent association between pre-existing autoimmune conditions and fatigue in 

our cohort. These data suggest that reversal of EBV latency in those with a pre-existing propensity to 

autoimmunity may contribute to certain LC symptoms. Also of interest, we observed that HIV status was 

associated with greater odds of having detectable EA-D IgG levels, as well as more symptomatic acute 

infection (>10). This suggests that HIV may predispose to more severe disease and higher rates of EBV 

reactivation. Although not statistically significant, a higher proportion of participants with HIV experienced LC 

(20.2% versus 16.7%), and we have previously reported differences in the post-acute immune responses 

between people with and without HIV infection (Peluso et al., 2022b). Further study of autoreactive and other 

post-EBV infectious processes in this specific participant cohort is warranted. 

 

Strengths of this study include the large sample of well-characterized post-acute COVID-19 patients, most of 

whom were not hospitalized during acute infection, at a time point consistent with consensus case definitions 

of Long COVID. However, the study has several limitations. Although diverse, our cohort is a convenience 

sample not representative of all individuals with COVID-19 or Long COVID. We did not have access to 

biospecimens from acute or very early convalescent infection (<30 days). Direct evaluation of EBV dynamics 

during these early phases is warranted, although we believe our results strongly suggest that investigation of 

EBV viremia during post-acute stages is of limited utility. EBV reactivation is often a tissue-based process and 

such samples may be needed in order to identify persistent, smoldering infection. As a result, tissue studies 

will be critical to understanding the full pathophysiological mechanisms underlying LC.  
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In summary, this study expands our understanding of the relationships between EBV reactivation and a range 

of LC symptoms, and shows that serological evidence of recent EBV activity may contribute, at least in part, to 

some aspects of LC. However, this study also highlights that not all PASC is related to EBV. In fact, other 

mechanisms, such as persistent SARS-CoV-2 infection in various tissues, may play an even more important 

role in LC as reflected by the growing case-series level evidence that LC symptoms dramatically improve in the 

setting of SARS-CoV-2 directed antiviral therapies (Boglione et al., 2022; Geng et al., 2022; Peluso et al., 

2022c). Ultimately, further investigation of SARS-CoV-2 and other viruses during both acute infection and 

convalescence will be needed to clarify the mechanisms driving Long COVID and suggest interventions that 

may reverse or ameliorate these processes.  

 

MATERIALS & METHODS 

Study participants 

All participants in the Long-term Impact of Infection with Novel Coronavirus cohort (LIINC; NCT04362150) with 

biospecimens available outside the acute window of SARS-CoV-2 infection were studied; the cohort 

procedures have been described in detail previously (Peluso et al., 2021c). Briefly, any adult with a history of 

SARS-CoV-2 infection identified on nucleic acid amplification testing, regardless of the presence of acute or 

post-acute symptoms, was eligible to enroll >14 days following symptom onset and followed approximately 

every 4 months thereafter. Data regarding the acute period of COVID-19 (including number, type, and severity 

of symptoms, hospitalization and COVID-19 treatment), as well as demographics, and medical comorbidities, 

were collected by self-report at the first visit and verified through review of medical records whenever possible. 

At each visit, participants were queried regarding the presence of 32 symptoms derived from the CDC COVID-

19 symptom list [18] and the Patient Health Questionnaire (PHQ) somatic symptom scale (Kroenke et al., 

2002). Importantly, participants were specifically asked to describe symptoms only if they were new or worse 

compared to the period prior to COVID-19. Participants were also asked to assign themselves a score using a 

visual-analogue scale from 0-100 to indicate their overall health prior to COVID-19, at the worst point in their 

illness, and in the week prior to the visit. 
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Biospecimen collection 

At each visit, whole blood was collected in EDTA tubes followed by density gradient separation and isolation of 

peripheral blood mononuclear cells and plasma as previously described (Peluso et al., 2021d). Serum was 

obtained concomitantly from serum-separation tubes for antibody testing. Both plasma and serum samples 

were stored at -80F.  

 

EBV assays 

EBV antibody testing was performed on participant serum by ARUP laboratories. The EBV antibody panel 

included quantitative measures of anti-Viral Capsid Antigen (VCA) IgG and IgM, anti-Nuclear Antigen (NA) IgG, 

and early antigen-diffuse IgG.  Results were considered positive in this analysis if units (U) per mL were within 

or higher than the indeterminate range of the assay (VCA IgG > 18 U/mL; VCA IgM > 36 U/mL; NA IgG > 18 

U/mL; early D Ag > 9 U/mL). The VCA IgG, NA IgG and EA-D IgG assays had upper limits of quantitation 

(>750 U/mL, >600 U/mL and >150 U/mL, respectively). Quantitative EBV PCR testing was performed on a 

random subset of 50 study participants stratified by EA-D IgG positivity by ARUP laboratories (quantitative 

range 2.6-7.6 log copies/mL).  This assay also identifies detectable EBV DNA above and below the limit of 

quantitation. 

 

Biomarker and SARS-CoV-2 IgG analyses 

A subset of participants (n=143) had circulating biomarker data available from previous testing (Peluso et al., 

2021a, 2021e).  Briefly, the fully automated HD-X Simoa platform was used to measure biomarkers in blood 

plasma including monocyte chemoattractant protein-1 (MCP-1), Cytokine 3-PlexA (interleukin 6 [IL-6], 

interleukin 10 [IL-10], tumor necrosis factor alpha [TNF-α]), IFN-γ–induced protein 10 (IP-10), IFN-γ, 

neurofilament light chain (NfL), glial fibrillary acidic protein (GFAP), and SARS-CoV-2 receptor-binding domain 

(RBD) immunoglobulin G (IgG) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Assay performance was 

consistent with the manufacturer’s specifications. 

 

Statistical methods 
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Descriptive statistics were used to characterize the cohort including median and 25% and 75% quartiles for 

continuous variables. In univariate analyses of binary variables, we performed chi square testing or Fisher’s 

exact testing (if any expected cell value was less than 5) for cross-tabular data and Mann-Whitney U or 

Kruskal-Wallis tests (for multiple comparisons with unadjusted Dunn correction) to compare variables across 

Long COVID groups, symptom groups, and EBV antibody results. Covariate-adjusted binary logistic regression 

models were performed to determine independent associations between variables and 

PASC/symptom/antibody results. All P values are 2 sided. Prism version 9.1.2 (GraphPad Software, San 

Diego, California) and SPSS version 28.0.1.1 (IBM) software was used for analyses. 

 

Human subjects 

All participants provided written informed consent. The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board 

at the University of California, San Francisco. 
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FIGURE LEGENDS 

Figure 1.  Results from covariate adjusted logistic regression analysis of predictors of PASC and long COVID 

symptoms. Demographic, underlying health conditions and EBV antibody positivity as predictors of participants 

with any persistent symptom (PASC) or greater than 5 symptoms across organ systems compared with those 

without PASC are shown in (a).  Predictors of fatigue, cardiopulmonary symptoms (sx), gastrointestinal 

symptoms, neurocognitive symptoms, and disturbances in smell and taste are shown in (c). N = 257 (cases 

with missing values excluded from regression model). Dots and bars represent odds ratios and 95% 

confidence intervals. P values from regression analyses are shown. BMI = body mass index; EBV = Epstein 

Barr Virus; VCA = viral capsid antigen; NA = nuclear antigen; EA-D = early antigen-D.; PASC = post-acute 

sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 infection. 

Figure 2.  Results from covariate adjusted logistic regression analysis of predictors of the number of symptoms 

during acute infection, change in quality of life and EBV-specific antibody responses 4 months following 

COVID-19 PCR diagnosis. Covariate adjusted odds ratios of demographic and underlying disease factors as 
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predictors of participants with greater than 10 unique symptoms at the time of presentation and a greater than 

30 point drop in reported EQ5 health scores from pre-COVID-19 to the time of worst score are show (a). Odds 

ratios of participant phenotypes at the time of initial presentation as predictors of EBV serology results. Dots 

and bars represent odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals. P values from regression analyses are shown. 

BMI = body mass index; EBV = Epstein Barr Virus; VCA = viral capsid antigen; NA = nuclear antigen; EA-D = 

early antigen-D. 
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Table 1. Participant demographics, pre-existing health conditions, prior hospitalization, and EBV serology results by PASC definitions. 

 All Participants No PASC PASC  PASC >5 Symptoms 
N 280a 72 208 97 
Timing in days of data collection following 
acute COVID diagnosis [median (QR)]b 

123 (114, 134) 124 (116, 132) 123 (112, 135) 123 (109, 145) 

Age [median (QR)] 45 (36, 56) 44 (32, 54) 46 (36, 56) 45 (35, 56) 
Male Sex [n (%)]b 156 (55.7) 42 (58.3) 114 (54.8) 46 (47.4) 
BMI >30 [n (%)] 177 (64.6) 40 (58.8) 137 (66.5) 67 (70.5) 
Pre-existing Health Condition [n (%)]     
   HIV 54 (19.3) 12 (16.7) 42 (20.2) 21 (21.6) 
   Autoimmune Disease 18 (6.4) 3 (4.2) 15 (7.2) 7 (7.2) 
   Diabetes 25 (9.1) 7 (9.7) 18 (8.9) 12 (12.8) 
   Heart Disease 8 (2.9) 3 (4.2) 5 (2.4) 3 (3.2) 
   Hypertension 53 (19.1) 11 (15.5) 42 (20.4) 21 (22.1) 
   Lung Disease 48 (17.3) 11 (15.5) 37 (18.0) 20 (21.1) 
Hospitalized [n (%)] 49 (17.9) 6 (8.8) 43 (20.9)* 25 (26.0)** 
EBV Serologyd [n (%)]     
   EBV VCA IgG+ 259 (94.9) 64 (92.8) 195 (95.6) 90 (94.7) 
   EBV VCA IgG >750 105 (38.5) 28 (40.6) 77 (37.7) 36 (37.9) 
   EBV VCA IgM+ 10 (3.7) 2 (2.9) 8 (3.9) 2 (2.1) 
   EBV NA IgG+ 243 (89.0) 61 (88.4) 182 (89.2) 84 (88.4) 
   EBV NA IgG >600 U/mL 110 (40.0) 19 (27.5) 91 (44.6)* 45 (47.4)* 
   EBV EA-D IgG+ 98 (35.9) 23 (33.3) 75 (36.8) 39 (41.1) 
BMI = body mass index; EBV = Epstein Barr Virus; VCA = viral capsid antigen; PASC = post-acute sequalae of SARS-CoV-2 infection; NA = anti-nuclear 
antigen; EA-D = anti-early antigen D 
a Variables with missing data (missing N): BMI (6), diabetes (6), heart disease (4), hypertension (3), lung disease (3), hospitalized (5), EBV antibody results (7) 
b QR = 25%, 75% quartiles 
c n = number of participants with underlying condition or positive laboratory results, % = percent within column 
d Plasma EBV DNA was tested in a subgroup of 50 participants; one participant with one PASC symptom had detectable DNA below the limit of quantitation 
(<390 copies/mL) 
* P <0.05, ** P <0.01 by Chi Square Testing comparing LC >5 symptoms or All PASC to No PASC 
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Figure 1.  Results from covariate adjusted logistic regression analysis of predictors of PASC and long COVID symptoms. Demographic, underlying 

health conditions and EBV antibody positivity as predictors of participants with any persistent symptom (PASC) or greater than 5 symptoms across 

organ systems compared with those without PASC are shown in (a).  Predictors of fatigue, cardiopulmonary symptoms (sx), gastrointestinal 

symptoms, neurocognitive symptoms, and disturbances in smell and taste are shown in (c). N = 257 (cases with missing values excluded from 

regression model). Dots and bars represent odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals. P values from regression analyses are shown. Regression 

models were adjusted for all covariates listed in the Figure. BMI = body mass index; EBV = Epstein Barr Virus; VCA = viral capsid antigen; NA = 

nuclear antigen; EA-D = early antigen-D.; PASC = post-acute sequalae of SARS-CoV-2 infection.   
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Table 2.  EBV Antibody Results by participant demographics, pre-existing health conditions, prior hospitalization, and severity of acute infection. 

 All 
Participants 

EBV VCA 
IgG <750 

U/mL 

EBV VCA 
IgG >750 

U/mL 

EBV VCA 
IgM- 

EBV VCA 
IgM+ 

EBV NA IgG 
<600 U/mL 

EBV NA IgG 
>600 U/mL 

EBV EA-D 
Ag IgG- 

EBV EA-D Ag 
IgG+ 

N 294 a 178 116 283 11 175 119 186 108 

Age in Years 
[median (QR)]b 

45 (36, 55) 41.5 (33, 52) 50 (39, 60)** 43 (34, 54) 47 (38, 57) 43 (34, 54) 47 (38, 57)* 42.5 (33, 52) 51.5 (39, 59)** 

Male Sex [n (%)]c  165 (56.1) 95 (53.4) 70 (60.3) 161 (56.9) 4 (36.4%) 98 (56.0) 67 (56.3) 108 (58.1) 57 (52.8) 
BMI >30 [n (%)] 185 (64.5) 98 (56.3) 87 (77.0) ** 182 (65.9) 3 (27.3) * 106 (62.0) 79 (68.1) 117 (64.6) 68 (64.2) 
Pre-existing Health 
Condition [n (%)] 

         

   HIV 56 (19.0) 19 (10.7) 37 (31.9)** 54 (19.1) 2 (18.2) 31 (17.7) 25 (21.0) 26 (14.0) 30 (27.8)** 
   Autoimmune Dx 19 (6.5) 12 (6.7) 7 (6.0) 19 (6.7) 0 (0.0) 13 (7.4) 6 (5.0) 13 (7.0) 6 (5.6) 
   Diabetes 28 (9.7) 14 (8.0) 14 (12.4) 28 (10.1) 0 (0.0) 11 (6.3) 17 (14.9)* 16 (8.8) 12 (11.3) 
   Heart Disease 7 (2.4) 1 (0.6) 6 (5.2)* 5 (1.8) 2 (18.2)* 3 (1.7) 4 (3.4) 2 (1.1) 5 (4.8) 
   Hypertension 55 (18.9) 28 (15.8) 27 (23.7) 54 (19.3) 1 (9.1) 25 (14.3) 30 (25.9)* 30 (16.3) 25 (23.4) 
   Lung Disease 51 (17.5) 27 (15.3) 24 (21.1) 46 (16.4) 5 (45.5)* 31 (17.7) 20 (17.2) 31 (16.8) 20 (18.7) 
Hospitalized [n (%)] 55 (19.0) 32 (18.4) 23 (20.0) 55 (19.8) 0 (0.0) 24 (13.9) 31 (26.7)** 39 (21.3) 16 (15.1) 
# Acute Symptoms  9.5 (6, 13) 10 (6, 13) 9 (5, 12) 9 (6, 13) 10 (7, 15) 9 (6, 12) 10 (7, 13) 10 (6, 13) 9 (6, 13) 
Change from Pre-
COVID Health 
Scored  

30 (20, 48) 30 (20, 49) 30 (20, 43) 45 (36, 56) 40 (15, 53) 30 (20, 45) 30 (20, 50) 30 (20, 48) 30 (20, 48) 

BMI = body mass index; EBV = Epstein Barr Virus; VCA = viral capsid antigen; Ag = antigen;  
a Variables with missing data (missing N): BMI (7), diabetes (6), heart disease (5), hypertension (3) , lung disease (3), hospitalized (5) 
b QR = 25%, 75% quartiles 
c n = number of participants with underlying condition or positive laboratory results, % = percent within column 
d Difference in EQ5 health score (0-100) from pre-COVID-19 to time of worst score  
* P <0.05, ** P <0.01 by Chi Square Test or Fisher Exact Test if any expected value <5 for cross-tabular data comparing positive versus negative antibody result; 
continuous data analyzed by Mann-Whitney U test.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 . 
C

C
-B

Y
 4.0 International license

It is m
ade available under a 
 is the author/funder, w

ho has granted m
edR

xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
(w

h
ich

 w
as n

o
t certified

 b
y p

eer review
)

T
he copyright holder for this preprint 

this version posted June 22, 2022. 
; 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.21.22276660
doi: 

m
edR

xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.21.22276660
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

 

Figure 2.  Results from covariate adjusted logistic regression analysis of predictors of the number of symptoms during acute infection, change in 

quality of life and EBV-specific antibody responses 4 months following COVID-19 PCR diagnosis. Covariate adjusted odds ratios of demographic 

and underlying disease factors as predictors of participants with greater than 10 unique symptoms at the time of presentation and a greater than 30 

point drop in reported EQ5 health scores from pre-COVID-19 to the time of worst score are show (a). Odds ratios of participant phenotypes at the 

time of initial presentation as predictors of EBV serology results. Dots and bars represent odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals. P values from 

regression analyses are shown. BMI = body mass index; EBV = Epstein Barr Virus; VCA = viral capsid antigen; NA = nuclear antigen; EA-D = early 

antigen-D. 
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Supplemental Table 1. Subgroup analysis of plasma EBV DNA testing and other factors in 
subgroups of randomly selected participants stratified by Early Antigen-Diffuse (EA-D) IgG positivity. 

 EA-D IgG Negative EA-D IgG Positive 
N 25 25 
Plasma EBV DNA Positive [n 
(%)] 

1 (4)a 0 (0) 

Days Post Acute Sx [Median 
(QR)b] 

126 (120, 144) 121 (101, 128) 

Age [Median (QR)] 42 (32, 55) 49 (37, 61) 
Male Sex  18 (72) 12 (48) 
BMI >30  15 (60) 17 (68) 
Pre-existing Health Conditions   
   HIV 3 (12) 5 (20) 
   Autoimmune Disease 0 (0) 3 (12) 
   Diabetes 1 (4) 2 (8) 
   Heart Disease 0 (0) 1 (4) 
   Hypertension 1 (4) 6 (24) 
   Lung Disease 5 (20) 7 (28) 
Hospitalized  3 (12) 4 (16) 
PASC All 18 (72) 18 (72) 
PASC >5 Symptoms 9 (36) 9 (36) 
Fatigue 10 (40) 13 (52) 
Cardiopulmonary Symptoms 9 (36) 10 (40) 
Gastrointestinal Symptoms 10 (40) 9 (36) 
Neurocognitive Symptoms 13 (52) 15 (60) 
Smell/Taste Disturbance   
BMI = body mass index; EBV = Epstein Barr Virus; Ag = antigen; PASC = post-acute sequalae of SARS-CoV-2 infection 
a one participant with one PASC symptom had detectable DNA below the limit of quantitation (<390 copies/mL) 

b QR = 25%, 75% quartiles) 
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Supplemental Figure 1. Circulating markers of Inflammation grouped by EBV antibody result. No significant differences 
in inflammation marker levels were observed within each antibody group (e.g. EA-D IgG + versus EA-D IgG -) by Kruskal-
Wallis with uncorrected Dunn’s testing (all double-sided P values >0.05). Bars and lines represent mean and standard 
deviation (all data points are shown). Units are in pg/mL. 
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Supplemental Figure 2. SARS-CoV-2 receptor binding domain (RBD) IgG levels grouped by EBV antibody result. No 
significant differences in RBD IgG levels were observed within each antibody group (e.g. EA-D IgG + versus EA-D IgG -) 
by Kruskal-Wallis with uncorrected Dunn’s testing (all double-sided P values >0.05). Bars and lines represent mean and 
standard deviation (all data points are shown). 
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