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Abstract 

Objective: The growing number of Coronavirus Disease-2019 (COVID-19) survivors who are 

affected by Post-Acute Sequelae of SARS CoV-2 infection (PACS) represent a worldwide public 

health challenge. Yet, the novelty of this condition and the resulting limited data on underlying 

pathomechanisms so far hampered the advancement of effective therapies. Using electronic 

health records (EHR) data, we aimed to characterize PASC-associated diagnoses and to develop 

risk prediction models. 

 

Methods: In our cohort of 63,675 COVID-19 positive patients seen at Michigan Medicine, 1,724 

(2.7 %) had a recorded PASC diagnosis. We used a case control study design comparing PASC 

cases with 17,205 matched controls and performed phenome-wide association studies 

(PheWASs) to characterize enriched phenotypes of the post-COVID-19 period and potential 

PASC pre-disposing phenotypes of the pre-, and acute-COVID-19 periods. We also integrated 

PASC-associated phenotypes into Phenotype Risk Scores (PheRSs) and evaluated their 

predictive performance. 

 

Results: In the post-COVID-19 period, cases were significantly enriched for known PASC 

symptoms (e.g., shortness of breath, malaise/fatigue, and cardiac dysrhythmias) but also many 

musculoskeletal, infectious, and digestive disorders. We found seven phenotypes in the pre-

COVID-19 period (irritable bowel syndrome, concussion, nausea/vomiting, shortness of breath, 

respiratory abnormalities, allergic reaction to food, and circulatory disease) and 69 phenotypes in 

the acute-COVID-19 period (predominantly respiratory, circulatory, neurological, digestive, and 

mental health phenotypes) that were significantly associated with PASC. The derived pre-
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COVID-19 PheRS and acute-COVID-19 PheRS had low accuracy to differentiate cases from 

controls; however, they stratified risk well, e.g., a combination of the two PheRSs identified a 

quarter of the COVID-19 positive cohort at a 3.5-fold increased risk for PASC compared to the 

bottom 50% of their distributions. 

 

Conclusions: Our agnostic screen of time stamped EHR data uncovered a plethora of PASC-

associated diagnoses across many categories and highlighted a complex arrangement of 

presenting and likely pre-disposing features – the latter with a potential for risk stratification 

approaches. Yet, considerably more work will need to be done to better characterize PASC and 

its subtypes, especially long-term consequences, and to consider more comprehensive risk 

models.  
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Introduction 

Coronavirus Disease-2019 (COVID-19) has posed unprecedented challenges to the public health 

and healthcare system. As of September 30, 2022, there were 96,158,524 confirmed COVID-19 

cases in the US [1]. Studies suggest that 20 to 40% of COVID-19 survivors may be affected by 

Post-Acute Sequelae of COVID-19 (PASC) [2-4] — also termed Post COVID conditions (PCC), 

[5, 6], Long COVID [7], Post-Acute COVID-19 Syndrome (PACS) [8], Chronic COVID-19 

Syndrome [9], and Long Haul COVID-19 [10]. PASC is an aggregate term for a highly 

heterogeneous group of post-COVID-19 problems, including persistent symptoms of acute 

infection (e.g., cough, fatigue, loss of smell [11-13]), new chronic disorders, (e.g., chronic lung 

or neurologic disease [3, 14-21]), and late post-COVID complications (e.g., autoimmune 

complications). COVID-19 vaccinations might decrease the risk for PASC by 13% - 22% [22, 

23]; however, with a massive number of breakthrough infections and a relaxation of mitigation 

measures across the world, the high prevalence of PASC during an ongoing pandemic might 

present a tremendous burden for healthcare systems worldwide.  

 

Several demographic factors, pre-existing conditions, and biomarkers have been associated with 

PASC. For example, severe acute COVID-19, female sex, older age, pre-existing diabetes, or the 

experience of specific symptoms during the acute COVID-19 phase, including fatigue, headache, 

hoarse voice, etc., were reported to increase the risk for PASC [24-27]. Carlo et al. reported an 

immunoglobulin (Ig) signature, based on total IgM and IgG3, to be a predictor for PASC [28]. 

Emily et al. identified a series of features including the rate of health care utilization, patient age, 

dyspnea, and other diagnosis and medication information to be predictive of PASC [29]. In Su et 
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al.’s study four risk factors: type 2 diabetes, SARS-CoV-2 RNAemia, Epstein-Barr virus 

viremia, and specific auto-antibodies were identified [30].  

Together these studies highlight the possibility but also the need to uncover and understand 

PASC risk factors with the goal to identify and protect vulnerable individuals. Furthermore, a 

better understanding of PASC might allow the identification of PASC subtypes and their specific 

risk profiles. Yet, the novelty of this condition and the sparsity of studies has so far hampered the 

development of risk-prediction models for PASC. 

 

In our current study we aim to fill this gap by identifying PASC pre-disposing diagnoses through 

phenome-wide association studies (PheWAS) of the pre-COVID-19 and acute-COVID-19 time 

periods and then use the identified pre-existing conditions to develop and evaluate integrated and 

usable Phenotype Risk Scores (PheRS) [31] for predicting PASC [32, 33].   To do this, we 

leverage a cohort of over 60,000 COVID-19 positive patients cared for at Michigan Medicine 

(MM), a large academic medical center in the Midwestern US, between March 2020 and August 

2022. This cohort includes 1,724 patients that were subsequently diagnosed with PASC using 

diagnostic codes or clinical problem lists. Together with its rich retrospective EHR data that 

includes socioeconomic status (SES), demographics, and other relevant variables, this cohort 

offers a unique opportunity to study PASC.  

Subjects and Methods 

Study cohort  

 

Eligible individuals included patients of Michigan Medicine (MM), who had a recorded COVID-

19 diagnosis or a positive real-time reverse transcriptase chain (RT-PCR) test for SARS-CoV-2 

infection performed / recorded at MM between March 10, 2020, and August 31, 2022. Diagnoses 
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were recorded at clinic visits and hospital encounters. RT-PCR testing data was collected for 

routine screening at hospital admission, prior to procedures, and for employee screening. Tests 

included both symptomatic and asymptomatic individuals. 

 

For each subject, the date of their first COVID-19 diagnosis or RT-PCR positive test, whichever 

came first, was considered the index date. Dates were considered protected health information 

and operationalized as days since birth; however, the quarter of the year of the index date was 

obtained. To allow sufficient follow-up time for diagnosing PASC, we limited the analysis to 

patients who had one encounter at MM at least 2 months after being COVID-19 positive. PASC 

cases (see definition below) without a prior positive test were excluded, because the timepoint of 

the test was crucial for defining the pre-COVID-19 and acute-COVID-19 time periods (Figure 

1).  

 

We further stratified the remaining COVID-19 positive patients in patients with a recorded 

diagnosis for a Post-Acute Sequelae of SARS CoV-2 infection (PASC) and in patients without 

any recorded PASC diagnosis (“no PASC”).  

 

PASC diagnoses were either based on an entry of PASC in the diagnosis section of the EHR 

database’s Problem Summary List (PSL, Table S1) or on observations of the ICD-10-CM codes 

U09.9 (“Post COVID-19 condition, unspecified”) or B94.8 (“Sequelae of other specified 

infectious and parasitic diseases”). The latter was recommended by the CDC as a temporary 

alternative to the PASC-specific U09.9 code which was implemented on October 1, 2021 [34]. 

PSL diagnoses represent both active and resolved patient problems entered by health care 
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providers. The age at the first observed ICD- or PSL-based PASC diagnosis was considered the 

age of onset of PASC.  

 

We also categorized PASC patients based on ICD10 diagnoses that were concurrently recorded 

with their first PASC diagnosis and that mapped to 29 phenotype concepts previously reported as 

common PASC symptoms [3]. In addition, we manually mapped detailed PSL diagnoses to these 

29 PheCodes (Table S1 and S2).   

 

Definition of demographics, socioeconomic status, and other covariates 

 

To examine and adjust for confounding by patient characteristics, socioeconomic status and 

other variables, we obtained the following data for each participant: age, self-reported gender, 

self-reported race/ethnicity, Neighborhood Disadvantage Index (NDI) without proportion of 

Black (coded as quartiles, with larger quartiles representing more disadvantaged communities) 

[35, 36], and population density measured in persons per square mile (operationalized as 

quartiles).  

 

Additional covariates included vaccination status, the Elixhauser comorbidity score [37, 38], 

COVID-19 severity (non-severe [not hospitalized] and severe [hospitalized or deceased]), health-

care worker (HCW) status, time span of records in the EHR before and after the COVID-19 

test/diagnosis, time span of records in the EHR before 2020 (referred to as “pre-pandemic” time 

period). These time spans were based on the first or last recorded encounter in the EHR data. 

Additional details and definitions of these covariates can be found in Text S1 and Table S3. 

 . CC-BY-NC-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 October 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 8 

We assumed completely at random missingness of the covariates included in our adjusted 

analyses and performed complete case-analyses for each adjustment.  

 

Ethical review and approval were waived for this study due to its qualification for a federal 

exemption as secondary research for which consent is not required. Determination for exemption 

made by the University of Michigan Medical School Institutional Review Board (IRBMED) 

(study ID: HUM00180294). 

 

Time-restricted phenomes 

 

We constructed each subject’s medical phenome by extracting available International 

Classification of Diseases (ICD; ninth and tenth editions) codes from the EHR and mapping 

them to 1,813 broader phenotype concepts (PheCodes) using the R package “PheWAS” [39, 40]. 

In short, individuals with ICD codes that map to a specific PheCode were coded as “1”, then 

individuals with ICD codes that map to the PheCode’s specific exclusion criteria were coded as 

missing and finally all remaining individuals were coded as “0” for that specific PheCode 

(further details are described elsewhere [40]). We applied time thresholds to create various 

versions of medical phenomes: a post-COVID-19 phenome (PheCodes recorded between 28 

days and 6 months after the index date), a pre-COVID-19 phenome (PheCodes recorded at least 

2 weeks before the index date [first positive COVID-19 test/diagnoses]), and acute COVID-19 

phenome (PheCodes recorded between -14 and +28 days relative to the index date; Figure 1).  

 

Matching 

 

To minimize confounding  when we compare PASC (case) versus no PASC (control) we 

matched each PASC COVID-19 patient to up to 10 “No PASC” COVID-19 patients using the R 
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package “MatchIt” [41]. Nearest neighbor matching was applied for age at index date, pre-

COVID-19 years in EHR and post-COVID-19 years in EHR. Exact matching was applied for 

sex, primary care visit at Michigan Medicine within the last 2 years (yes/no), race/ethnicity, and 

year quarter of the index date. We retained the case-control matching throughout all analyses. 

 

Statistical analysis 

 

PASC associated PheCodes in Post COVID-19 Period 

 

To characterize diagnoses enriched in COVID-19 patients with PASC, we also conducted 

PheWAS to identify phenotypes associated with PASC in the post-COVID-19 period (at least 28 

days after the COVID-19 index date, see Figure 1) using Firth bias-corrected logistic regression 

by fitting the following model for each PheCode of the post-COVID-19 period phenome:  

𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑖𝑡 (𝑃(𝑃ℎ𝑒𝐶𝑜𝑑𝑒 | 𝑃𝐴𝑆𝐶, 𝐶𝑜𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑠))  

= 𝛽0 + 𝛽𝑃𝐴𝑆𝐶PASC + 𝛽𝐶𝑜𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑡𝑒 1 Covariate 1 + 𝛽𝐶𝑜𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑡𝑒 𝑛 Covariate n 

(Equation 1) 

Where covariates were pre-COVID-19 Elixhauser Score (AHRQ), NDI, Population density, 

HCW, vaccination status, and severity. Details are summarized in Table S3. 

 

Pre-disposing PheCodes 

 

We conducted PheWAS to identify PheCodes pre-disposing to PASC using either PheCodes 

from the pre-COVID19 period or PheCodes from the acute-COVID-19 period. We conducted 

Firth bias-corrected logistic regression by fitting the following model for each PheCode of the 

corresponding time-restricted phenome:  
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𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑖𝑡 (𝑃(𝑃𝐴𝑆𝐶 | 𝑃ℎ𝑒𝑐𝑜𝑑𝑒 𝑖𝑠 𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑒𝑛𝑡, 𝐶𝑜𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑠))  = 𝛽0 + 𝛽𝑃ℎ𝑒𝐶𝑂𝐷𝐸PheCODE +

𝛽𝐶𝑜𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑡𝑒 1 Covariate 1 + 𝛽𝐶𝑜𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑡𝑒 𝑛 Covariate n  

(Equation 2) 

We applied a similar set of covariate adjustments as before (Table S3). 

 

The phenomes were split into a training set, individuals who were COVID-19 positive in 2020 

and 2021 and a testing set, individuals who tested positive or were diagnosed for COVID-19 in 

2022. This choice was to retain the true spirit of future prediction using past data. The training 

set was used to identify pre-disposing PheCodes in phenome-wide association studies 

(PheWAS), while the testing set was used to evaluate prediction models based on the PheWAS 

results. 

To evaluate the robustness of effect sizes of pre-disposing PheCodes we performed several 

sensitivity analyses across subsets defined by (retaining the case-control matching): (1) females 

only, (2) males only, (3) COVID-19 index date in 2020, (4) COVID-19 index date in 2021, (5) 

those who experience non-severe COVID-19-related outcomes, (6) severe COVID-19 related 

outcomes; and with additional time-thresholds: For Pre-COVID-19 PheWAS (7) PheCodes 

recorded within 2 years before the index date, and (8) PheCodes recorded before the COVID-19 

pandemic (before 2020). For the acute-COVID-19 PheWAS we excluded PASC cases whose 

first recorded PASC diagnosis was observed less than 28 days after the index date. The sample 

sizes of the complete case analyses for various analyses are listed in Table S4.  

PheWAS analyses were restricted to phecodes of a phenome that occurred at least 5 times among 

PASC cases as well as among “No PASC” COVID-19 cases. For all PheWAS, we excluded 
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PheCode 136 “Other infectious and parasitic diseases” as it included the ICD-10 code “B94.8” 

which was used to record a PASC diagnosis. 

To adjust for multiple testing, we applied the conservative phenome-wide Bonferroni correction 

according to the total number of analyzed PheCodes (Table S4). In Manhattan plots, we present 

–log10 (p-value) corresponding to tests for association of the underlying phenotype. Directional 

triangles on the PheWAS plot indicate whether a trait was positively (pointing up) or negatively 

(pointing down) associated. 

We also tested for difference between effect sized of three subgroup comparisons (non-severe vs. 

severe outcome, female vs. male and infected in 2020 vs. infected in 2021) using the following t-

statistics: 

𝑡 =  
𝛽𝐴 − 𝛽𝐵

√𝑆𝐸(𝛽𝐴)2 + 𝑆𝐸(𝛽𝐵)2
 

where 𝛽𝐴 and 𝛽𝐵 are the subgroup-specific beta-estimates with corresponding standard 

errors  𝑆𝐸(𝛽𝐴) and 𝑆𝐸(𝛽𝐵). 

Phenotype Risk Scores (PheRS) 

 

PheRS Generation 

 

To generate PheRS, we considered two sets of PheCodes: PheCodes that were phenome-wide 

significant in the pre-COVID-19 PheWAS (considered for the pre-COVID-19 PheRS [PheRS1]) 

or PheCodes that were phenome-wide significant in the acute-COVID-19 phenome (considered 

for the acute-COVID-19 PheRS [PheRS2]).  

 

For each of the two sets of PheCodes, we performed ridge penalized logistic regression using the 

R Package package “glmnet” [42, 43] to obtain the weights per PheCode from the training data 
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before calculating the PheRS as the weighted sum of the presence/absence (coded as 1 and 0) of 

a PheCode in the testing data. 

PheRS Evaluation 

To evaluate each of the PheRS, we fit the following Firth bias-corrected logistic regression 

model adjusting for age, gender, race/ethnicity, Elixhauser Score, population density, NDI, 

HCW, vaccination status, pre-COVID19 years in EHR and severity using a complete case 

analysis: 

𝑙𝑜𝑔𝑖𝑡 (𝑃(𝑃𝐴𝑆𝐶 𝑖𝑠 𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑒𝑛𝑡 | 𝑃ℎ𝑒𝑅𝑆, 𝐶𝑜𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑠))  

= 𝛽0 + 𝛽𝑃ℎ𝑒𝑅𝑆PheRS + 𝛽𝐶𝑜𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑡𝑒 1Covariate 1 + 𝛽𝐶𝑜𝑣𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑡𝑒 𝑛Covariate n 

(Equation 3) 

For each PheRS, we assessed the following performance measures relative to the PASC status: 

(1) overall performance with Nagelkerke’s pseudo-R2 using R packages “rcompanion” [44], (2) 

accuracy with Brier score using R package “DescTools” [45]; and (3) ability to discriminate 

between PASC cases and matched controls as measured by the area under the covariate-adjusted 

receiver operating characteristic (AROC; semiparametric frequentist inference) curve (denoted 

AAUC) using R package “ROCnReg” [46]. Firth's bias reduction method was used to resolve the 

problem of separation in logistic regression (R package “brglm2”) [47] 

 

To also evaluate models with both predictors (PheRS1-Ridge + PheRS2-Ridge), we combined 

them by first fitting a logistic regression with the predictors in the training set to obtain the linear 

predictors that we used to obtain the combined score in the testing data. 

Unless otherwise stated, analyses were performed using R 4.2.0 [48].  
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Results 

Patient characteristics 

Among 63,675 COVID-19 positive patients who were seen in MM at least two months after their 

first COVID-19 diagnosis or positive RT-PCR test, 1,724 (2.7%) received a PASC diagnosis. 

The prevalence of clinically diagnosed PASC within 3 months of testing positive for COVID-19 

ranged from 0.18% (Q3 of 2020) to 1.8% (Q3 of 2021). The highest quarterly number of PASC 

cases was observed in Q4 of 2021 (n = 134), coinciding with the second peak of individuals who 

tested positive at MM (Table 1; Figure S1). 

We observed that PASC cases compared to controls were on average older at their index date 

(mean age 47.9 versus 41.7 years), had a slightly longer timespan covered in the pre-test EHRs 

(11.7 versus 10.4 years), were more likely female (64.5% versus 56.7%), more likely to have 

received primary care at MM in the last 2 years (60.7% versus 46.4%) and showed different 

distributions across the year quarters over time (Table 1).  

PASC symptoms / post-COVID-19 PheWAS 

 

We used the concurrent diagnoses at the time of the first PASC diagnosis to categorize cases into 

29 subtypes of PASC that were previously reported [3] (Table S2). Among the 1,362 cases with 

concurrent diagnoses (362 of the 1,724 cases had no concurrent diagnoses), the ten most 

common diagnoses were: shortness of breath (34.3%), anxiety (30.6%), malaise and fatigue 

(28.5%), depression (27.2%), sleep disorders (25.4%), asthma (23.6%), headaches (21.4%), 

migraine (13.8%), cough (13.0%) and joint pain (12.6%) (Table S5).  

To formally quantify the enrichment of these post-COVID-19 diagnoses among PASC cases 

compared to controls, we performed a phenome-wide association study (PheWAS) on diagnoses 

recorded in the post-COVID-19 period (i.e., between 28 days and 6 months after first being 

positive COVID-19) comparing 1,256 cases versus 12,492 matched controls. Among the 29 
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analyzed PASC symptoms (Table S2), all were enriched (OR > 1) of which 27 reached 

phenome-wide significance (P < 0.05/960 tested PheCodes; P < 5.2e-05) while 2 were not 

significant (Table S6). 

Besides the significant enrichment of these and related diagnoses previously reported for PASC 

(e.g., shortness of breath: OR = 9.03 [7.77, 10.50], P = 2.94E-181; malaise and fatigue: OR = 

6.17 [5.33, 7.14], P = 2.32E-132; and cardiac dysrhythmias: OR = 2.75 [2.37, 3.18], P = 3.95E-

41), the PheWAS also indicated enrichment of many additional diagnoses, among others 

musculoskeletal disorders (e.g., costochondritis: OR = 6.88 [95%: 3.05, 14.8], P = 6.72e-08), 

infectious diseases (e.g., septicemia: OR = 2.31 [1.66, 3.16] P = 2.67e-07), and digestive 

disorders (e.g., GERD: OR = 1.72 [1.50, 1.99], P = 5.10e-14) (Figure 2, File S1A).  

Pre-COVID-19 PheWAS 

 

To identify potential pre-COVID-19 conditions that predispose COVID-19 cases to PASC, we 

performed a PheWAS using only diagnoses that were recorded at least 2 weeks before being 

COVID-19 positive and comparing 1,212 cases versus 11,919 matched controls. 

Among 1,405 tested PheCodes, seven reached phenome-wide significance (P < 3.56e-05): 

irritable bowel syndrome (IBS; OR = 1.78 [1.44, 2.18], P = 4.00e-8), concussion (OR = 1.95 

[1.51, 2.49], P = 1.24e-07), nausea and vomiting (OR = 1.45 [1.26, 1.67], P = 2.90e-07), 

shortness of breath (OR = 1.51 [1.29, 1.76] 3.38e-07), respiratory abnormalities (OR = 1.39 

[1.22, 1.59], P = 1.10e-06), allergic reaction to food (OR = 1.94 [1.42, 2.60], P = 1.66e-05) and 

general circulatory disease (OR = 1.52 [1.24, 1.85], P = 3.30e-05; Figure 3, File S1B). 

Additional sensitivity analyses indicated overall robustness of the observed associations across 

various settings (females only, males only, 2020 only, 2021 only, non-severe acute COVID-19, 
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severe COVID-19, limiting to the last 2 years of pre-existing conditions, or pre-pandemic 

conditions, Figures S3 A-G, File S1D-F). 

Acute-COVID-19 PheWAS 

 

To identify symptoms of the acute-COVID-19 period, we performed another PheWAS this time 

only using diagnoses that were recorded between -14 to + 28 days relative to the index date. To 

not identify actual PASC symptoms compared to pre-PASC symptoms, we excluded cases 

whose PASC diagnosis was recorded less than 28 days after their index date and only retained 

their matched controls. In this PheWAS we compared 874 cases with 8,671 controls and among 

664 analyzed PheCodes identified a total of 69 significantly associated PheCodes (P < 7.54e-05). 

The associated 69 PheCodes included among others 22 respiratory phenotypes (e.g., shortness of 

breath, respiratory failure/insufficiency/arrest, dependence on respirator or supplemental oxygen, 

and cough), 13 circulatory system phenotypes (orthostatic hypotension, hypotension), 7 

neurological phenotypes (e.g., sleep disorder, migraine, pain), 6 digestive phenotypes (e.g., 

GERD, IBS), 5 mental health phenotypes (e.g., anxiety, depression), and other symptoms (e.g., 

malaise and fatigue, myalgia and myositis). (Figure 4, File S1C). 

Again, our sensitivity analyses indicated overall robustness of the observed associations across 

various settings (females only, males only, 2020 only, 2021 only, non-severe acute COVID-19, 

severe COVID-19), i.e., most associations remained nominally significant in each sub analyses 

or had overlapping confidence intervals in their sensitivity analyses, though effect sizes were not 

as consistent (Figures S4 A-AK, File S1G-I). Most notable was a significant effect size 

difference for shortness of breath between the individuals who had a COVID-19 infection 2020 

compared to 2021 (COVID-19 infection in 2020: OR = 2.20 [1.60, 2.99], P = 7.8e-7 compared to 

COVID-19 infection in 2021: OR = 4.59 [3.62, 5.81], P = 9.37e-37; PDifference = 0.000234), 
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though they were significantly associated with PASC in both years (Figure S4AA, File S1C&I). 

Despite the relatively low numbers of analyzed individuals with severe outcomes (160 PASC 

cases and 150 controls), six of the 69 significantly associated phenotypes of the acute-COVID-19 

period only had sufficient observations in individuals with severe outcomes but were 

underrepresented and not tested in the much larger group of individuals with non-severe 

outcomes (724 PASC cases and 6799 controls; Table S4 and File S1C&G). This suggested that 

these six phenotypes (aspergillosis, bacterial pneumonia, MRSA pneumonia, hyperosmolality 

and/or hypernatremia, septic shock, and voice disturbances) might be hospital-acquired 

complications. None of the 49 significantly associated phenotypes that were tested among 

individuals with non-severe outcomes and individuals with severe outcomes showed significant 

effect size differences (Pdifference >= 0.001 [0.05/49 tests]). All phenotypes with nominal effect 

size differences (Pdifference < 0.05) were all strongly and positively associated in individuals with 

non-severe outcomes, thus unlikely to merely represent hospital-acquired complications (File 

S1G). 

Comparison of “pre-PASC” associated PheCode across three PheWAS 

 

To investigate whether the PASC associated phenotypes of the pre- and acute-COVID-19 

periods (“pre-PASC” phenotypes) are causing novel PASC symptoms or if they themselves 

become long-term features that manifest as PASC, we explored their frequencies and their 

association signals across all three PheWAS (Figure S5). What stood out in these comparisons 

was that almost all associated “pre-PASC” phenotypes were also significantly enriched in the 

post-COVID-19 PheWAS. The only exceptions were “allergic reaction to food” of the pre-

COVID-19 PheWAS and “candidiasis” and “inflammation and edema of the lung” in the acute-

COVID-19 PheWAS though their ORs were all positive (File S1–3). Since many more acute-
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COVID-19 phenotypes than pre-COVID-19 phenotypes remain associated also as post-COVID-

19 phenotypes, this finding suggests that some of the documented PASC diagnoses, or subtypes 

thereof, might represent short-term consequences of an acute infection  and not necessarily 

PASC symptoms. 

Developing Phenotype Risk Scores for Predicting PASC 

 

The pre- and acute-COVID-19 PheWASs indicated pre-disposing conditions for PASC. To study 

if these conditions might be useful for predicting PASC among COVID-19 positives, we 

generated two PheRSs: a pre-COVID-19 PheRS “PheRS1” and an acute-COVID-19 PheRS 

“PheRS2”. We avoided overfitting by using PheWAS results and PheRS weights obtained from 

individuals who tested positive in the years 2020 or 2021, while the evaluations were performed 

in individuals who tested positive in 2022 (Figure 1, Figure S2 and File S1J). To limit the 

impact of potential hospital-acquired complications of an acute-COVID-19 infection, we 

excluded the six phenotypes that were only tested / observed in the individuals with severe 

outcomes (see “Acute-COVID-19 PheWAS” above). 

We found that PheRS1 and PheRS2 both could discriminate cases and controls, yet only with 

low accuracy (AAUC < 0.7). PheRS1 performance was comparable in the full testing data 

(AAUCPheRS1 = 0.548 [95% CI: 0.516, 0.580]) and the testing data that was reduced to PASC 

cases that had at least 28 days between their index date and the PASC diagnosis (AAUCPheRS1 = 

0.555 [95% CI: 0.496, 0.612]). PheRS2 was only analyzed in the latter data (AAUCPheRS2 = 

0.605 [95% CI: 0.549, 0.663]), but performed better than PheRS1, which was also evident from 

its pseudo-R2 which was almost 5-fold higher (0.0116 and 0.0547, respectively). A combination 

score further improved discrimination of cases and controls but its accuracy remained low 

(AAUCCombined = 0.615 [0.561, 0.670]; Table 2). We also explored if PheRSs based on additional 
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suggestively associated PheCodes (defined as P < 1E-3) could further improve prediction of 

PASC but found their individual or combined predictive ability slightly worse compared to the 

PheRSs that were based on phenome-wide significant hits (e.g., AAUCCombined = 0.601 [0.548, 

0.658]; Table S8). 

While the use for individual level prediction seemed very limited, we found that PheRS1 and 

PheRS2 both were able to significantly enrich PASC cases in their top 10% and top 10-25% risk 

bins compared to the lower 50% of their distributions (Table 3). For example, the individuals in 

the top 10% of the PheRS1 showed an almost 2.5-fold enrichment (OR = 2.48 [95% CI: 1.24, 

4.97]) and the top 10% of the PheRS2 more than 4-fold enrichment of PASC cases (OR = 4.10 

[2.28, 7.4]). Moreover, the combination of the two PheRSs further improved enrichment 

especially for in the top 10-25% risk bin compared to the lower 50% (PheRS1 and PheRS2 

combined: OR = 2.91 [1.73, 4.90]) indicating that both PheRSs can individually or jointly 

identify a fourth of all COVID-19 cases with 100% increased risks for PASC (OR > 2.0). 

Discussion 

In this study, we used data from a relatively large cohort of COVID-19 positive individuals from 

MM, a single medical center, and applied a PheWAS approach across time-restricted phenomes 

to identify phenotypes that may predispose to PASC. We found 7 phenotypes (e.g., IBS, 

concussion, shortness of breath) of the pre-COVID-19 period and 69 phenotypes (predominantly 

respiratory and circulatory symptoms) of the acute-COVID-19 period to be significantly 

enriched among PASC cases. Most of them were also observed enriched among PASC cases in 

the post-COVID19 period indicating that some of these phenotypes might have become longer 

lasting or even chronic conditions. When incorporating these findings into PheRSs, we found 

that both the pre-COVID-19 PheRS and the acute-COVID-19 PheRS were able to predict PASC 
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only with low accuracy among COVID-19 positive individuals, even when combined. However, 

both PheRSs could identify a quarter of the COVID-19 positive cohort that had an at least two-

fold increased risk for PASC.  

 

A comparison of our findings with previous studies confirmed many pre-existing conditions that 

predispose to PASC. For example, in the pre-COVID-19 period PheWAS, we identified several 

respiratory symptoms that predisposed to PASC, including shortness of breath and other 

respiratory abnormalities, findings that are consistent with previous works [15, 27, 49]. The 

literature on IBS as a pre-disposing diagnosis for PASC seems sparse; however there might be a 

connection between gut microbiota and the clinical course of COVID-19 [50] and a mediation of 

risk factors effects for COVID-19 [51, 52]. Similiarly little seems to be known of concussion as a 

pre-disposing diagnosis for PASC; yet, pre-existing cognitive risk factors like mild traumatic 

brain injury were reported as enriched among cognitive PASC cases compared to non-cognitive 

PASC patients [53]. Future studies are needed to substantiate our findings and to investigate how 

such pre-disposing diagnoses are related to PASC. In addition to the results from the pre-

COVID-19 period conditions, our findings from the acute-COVID-19 period also accord with 

previous studies. Among the 69 PASC-associated phenotypes, the majority were respiratory 

symptoms and in line with previous reports (e.g., cough [54, 55], dyspnea [56], respiratory 

insufficiency [57]). Also, the identified muscle-related symptoms, including myalgia, malaise 

and fatigue, were supported by previous PASC studies [58, 59]. Similar to the findings of Xie et 

al., we found circulatory diseases to play an important role as a predisposing factor for PASC. 

While not all observed associations were previously reported, our sensitivity analyses indicated 

overall robustness across various settings [61, 62].  
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An overlap between the enriched symptoms in the three periods implies the possibility of PASC 

to be recurring symptoms of pre-existing conditions [17]. The difference of subsiding rate 

between cases and controls in some symptoms (e.g., respiratory symptoms) potentially indicates 

the development of chronic conditions [9, 63]. 

 

There are several limitations to our analysis. First, we focused on predisposing diagnoses and 

performed matching, incl. on age, gender and race/ethnicity to adjust for potential confounding; 

however, these demographic characteristics were previously implicated as pre-disposing factors 

[64-66]. So, while matching and adjusting for these covariates might have effectively increased 

the power to identify pre-existing phenotypes that increase the risk for PASC, we disregarded 

these demographic factors as PASC predictors. Future studies are needed to evaluate the 

combined contributions of these variables in more comprehensive prediction models. Second, 

although a clinical diagnosis of PASC was used, many of the reported symptoms are vague, 

unspecific, and subtle [67], and awareness about PASC only recently increased. This might lead 

to an underdiagnosis of PASC [68, 69]. For example, we only observed 2.7% PASC diagnosed 

patients in our COVID-19 positive cohort, which is far lower than PASC studies from the US 

which estimated a prevalence between 19% and 35% [70]. As a result, our predictions of PASC 

might be overly conservative. The available diagnosis codes for PASC lacked specificity to 

reliably stratify PASC cases into PASC subtypes. Future studies that incorporate natural 

language processing of clinical notes and that have larger sample sizes will likely improve the 

identification of PASC cases and subtypes [71]. Third, the analysis was restricted to the COVID-

19 positive individuals who were also seen at MM during the pre-COVID-19 and the post-

COVID-19 periods; due to this selection bias both cases and controls might be less healthy and 
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older compared to randomly chosen COVID-19 positive individuals [72]. Moreover, it has been 

reported that around 15% - 40% of the confirmed COVID-19 population were asymptomatic [73, 

74]. Using data from a health system caused our cohort to be enriched for symptomatic COVID-

19 patients, while asymptomatic COVID-19 cases may be underrepresented. Such biases and 

omissions might limit the generalizability to the overall population. Although this study included 

a large size of COVID-19 patients, attention might be given to expanding and diversifying the 

collection and analysis of data. 

 

Our study used a clinical definition of PASC. In addition to the commonly used ICD code U09.9 

(“Post COVID-19 condition, unspecified”) or B94.8 (“Sequelae of other specified infectious and 

parasitic diseases”), we applied the information from the EHR internal problem list database 

(PSL, Table S1) to categorize PASC patients, which enabled us to collect patients whose 

diagnosis were recorded even before official ICD-10 recommendations/codes became available. 

The post-COVID-19 period PheWAS validated our PASC definition in that we enriched 

diagnoses consistent with subtypes of PASC that were previously reported (e.g., shortness of 

breath, neurological disorders, malaise, fatigue and dysphagia) [3, 71, 75]. Furthermore, given 

the benefit of rich retrospective EHR data, we could adjust for important confounders in our 

models, including race, Elixhauser comorbidity score, vaccination status, etc., that might have 

affected PASC outcomes. We expect that our approach and the resulting prediction models will 

improve over time with increasing sample sizes and by doing so will likely facilitate an earlier 

detection of PASC cases or improve risk stratification. Furthermore, a better characterization of 

PASC mechanism might inform on distinct PASC form that differ in their profiles of pre-existing 

conditions.  
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Conclusion 

 

PASC represents a worldwide public health challenge affecting millions of people. While 

effective therapies for PASC are still in development [76-79], prediction and risk models can 

help to more reliably identify individuals at increased risk for PASC and its subcategories, and 

potentially inform preventive or therapeutic efforts.  

The aim of the present research was to identify PASC pre-disposing diagnoses from the pre- and 

the acute-COVID-19 medical phenomes and to explore them as predictors for PASC. We 

identified known and potentially novel associations across various disease categories in both 

phenomes and could show that these phenotypes when aggregated into PheRSs have predictive 

properties for PASC, especially when considered for risk stratification approaches. Future 

studies might consider applying more complex non-linear models, like machine learning, to 

further improve prediction models. A next opportunity will be to incorporate additional, more 

complex data like laboratory measurements or medication data into such prediction models, as 

they have proven relevant for PASC but were not fully investigated yet [2, 80, 81]. The 

presented PheRS framework can also be adapted to explore alternative outcomes like survival 

and by doing so offer comprehensive insights into the long-term consequences of COVID-19.  

 . CC-BY-NC-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 October 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 23 

Acknowledgement 

The authors acknowledge Precision Health at the University of Michigan, and the University of 

Michigan Medical School Data Office for Clinical and Translational Research for providing data 

storage, management, processing, and distribution services. This work does not represent the 

views of the US Government or the Department of Veterans Affairs. This material is based in 

part upon work supported by the National Institutes of Health/NIH (NCI P30CA046592 [LGF, 

BM]; NHLBI, K08HL155407 [AJA]), by the University of Michigan (UM-Precision Health 

Investigators Award U063790 [LGF]), and by the National Science Foundation under grant 

number DMS-1712933. Any opinions, findings, and conclusions or recommendations expressed 

in this material are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the views of the National 

Science Foundation.  

  

 . CC-BY-NC-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 October 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 24 

References 

1. Microsoft Corporation. Bing COVID-19 Tracker. 2022  2022/10/13]; Available from: 

https://www.bing.com/covid/local/unitedstates. 

2. Al-Aly, Z., Y. Xie, and B. Bowe, High-dimensional characterization of post-acute 

sequelae of COVID-19. Nature, 2021. 594(7862): p. 259-264. 

3. Chen, C., et al., Global Prevalence of Post COVID-19 Condition or Long COVID: A 

Meta-Analysis and Systematic Review. J Infect Dis, 2022. 

4. Lopez-Leon, S., et al., Long-COVID in children and adolescents: a systematic review 

and meta-analyses. Sci Rep, 2022. 12(1): p. 9950. 

5. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Post-COVID Conditions: Information for 

Healthcare Providers. Avaliable: https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-

ncov/hcp/clinical-care/post-covid-index.html. 2021  [cited 2022 June 22]. 

6. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Public Health Recommendations. 

Avaliable: https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/clinical-care/post-covid-

public-health-recs.html. 2021  [cited 2022 June 22]. 

7. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Long COVID or Post-COVID Conditions. 

Avaliable: https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/long-term-effects/index.html. 

2021  [cited 2022 June 22]. 

8. Nalbandian, A., et al., Post-acute COVID-19 syndrome. Nat Med, 2021. 27(4): p. 601-

615. 

9. Baig, A.M., Chronic COVID syndrome: Need for an appropriate medical terminology for 

long-COVID and COVID long-haulers. J Med Virol, 2021. 93(5): p. 2555-2556. 

10. Nath, A., Long-Haul COVID. Neurology, 2020. 95(13): p. 559-560. 

11. Aiyegbusi, O.L., et al., Symptoms, complications and management of long COVID: a 

review. J R Soc Med, 2021. 114(9): p. 428-442. 

12. Kamal, M., et al., Assessment and characterisation of post-COVID-19 manifestations. Int 

J Clin Pract, 2021. 75(3): p. e13746. 

13. Huang, C., et al., 6-month consequences of COVID-19 in patients discharged from 

hospital: a cohort study. Lancet, 2021. 397(10270): p. 220-232. 

14. Chippa, V., A. Aleem, and F. Anjum, Post Acute Coronavirus (COVID-19) Syndrome, in 

StatPearls. 2022, StatPearls Publishing Copyright © 2022, StatPearls Publishing LLC.: 

Treasure Island (FL). 

15. Daher, A., et al., Follow up of patients with severe coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-

19): Pulmonary and extrapulmonary disease sequelae. Respiratory medicine, 2020. 174: 

p. 106197. 

16. Stefanou, M.I., et al., Neurological manifestations of long-COVID syndrome: a narrative 

review. Ther Adv Chronic Dis, 2022. 13: p. 20406223221076890. 

17. Davis, H.E., et al., Characterizing long COVID in an international cohort: 7 months of 

symptoms and their impact. EClinicalMedicine, 2021. 38: p. 101019. 

18. Taquet, M., et al., Neurological and psychiatric risk trajectories after SARS-CoV-2 

infection: an analysis of 2-year retrospective cohort studies including 1 284 437 patients. 

Lancet Psychiatry, 2022. 

19. Premraj, L., et al., Mid and long-term neurological and neuropsychiatric manifestations 

of post-COVID-19 syndrome: A meta-analysis. J Neurol Sci, 2022. 434: p. 120162. 

 . CC-BY-NC-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 October 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.bing.com/covid/local/unitedstates
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/clinical-care/post-covid-index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/clinical-care/post-covid-index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/clinical-care/post-covid-public-health-recs.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/clinical-care/post-covid-public-health-recs.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/long-term-effects/index.html
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 25 

20. Wang, W., et al., Long-term cardiovascular outcomes in COVID-19 survivors among 

non-vaccinated population: A retrospective cohort study from the TriNetX US 

collaborative networks. EClinicalMedicine, 2022. 53: p. 101619. 

21. Xu, E., Y. Xie, and Z. Al-Aly, Long-term neurologic outcomes of COVID-19. Nat Med, 

2022. 

22. Ayoubkhani, D., et al., Trajectory of long covid symptoms after covid-19 vaccination: 

community based cohort study. Bmj, 2022. 377: p. e069676. 

23. Al-Aly, Z., B. Bowe, and Y. Xie, Long COVID after breakthrough SARS-CoV-2 

infection. Nature Medicine, 2022. 

24. Bai, F., et al., Female gender is associated with long COVID syndrome: a prospective 

cohort study. Clin Microbiol Infect, 2022. 28(4): p. 611.e9-611.e16. 

25. Antonelli, M., et al., Risk of long COVID associated with delta versus omicron variants 

of SARS-CoV-2. Lancet, 2022. 399(10343): p. 2263-2264. 

26. Yoo, S.M., et al., Factors Associated with Post-Acute Sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 (PASC) 

After Diagnosis of Symptomatic COVID-19 in the Inpatient and Outpatient Setting in a 

Diverse Cohort. J Gen Intern Med, 2022. 37(8): p. 1988-1995. 

27. Sudre, C.H., et al., Attributes and predictors of long COVID. Nat Med, 2021. 27(4): p. 

626-631. 

28. Cervia, C., et al., Immunoglobulin signature predicts risk of post-acute COVID-19 

syndrome. Nat Commun, 2022. 13(1): p. 446. 

29. Pfaff, E.R., et al., Identifying who has long COVID in the USA: a machine learning 

approach using N3C data. Lancet Digit Health, 2022. 4(7): p. e532-41. 

30. Su, Y., et al., Multiple early factors anticipate post-acute COVID-19 sequelae. Cell, 

2022. 185(5): p. 881-895 e20. 

31. Salvatore, M., et al., Phenotype risk scores (PheRS) for pancreatic cancer using time-

stamped electronic health record data: Discovery and validation in two large biobanks. J 

Biomed Inform, 2021. 113: p. 103652. 

32. Salvatore, M., et al., A Phenome-Wide Association Study (PheWAS) of COVID-19 

Outcomes by Race Using the Electronic Health Records Data in Michigan Medicine. J 

Clin Med, 2021. 10(7). 

33. Estiri, H., et al., Evolving phenotypes of non-hospitalized patients that indicate long 

COVID. BMC Med, 2021. 19(1): p. 249. 

34. National Center for Immunization and Respiratory Diseases (NCIRD); Division of Viral 

Diseases. Evaluating and Caring for Patients with Post-COVID Conditions: Interim 

Guidance. 2021 June 14, 2021 April 22, 2022]; Available from: 

https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/clinical-care/post-covid-public-health-

recs.html. 

35. Clarke, P. and R. Melendez, National Neighborhood Data Archive (NaNDA): 

Neighborhood Socioeconomic and Demographic Characteristics by Tract, United States, 

2000-2010, National Neighborhood Data Archive (NaNDA), Editor. 2019. 

36. Melendez, R., et al., National Neighborhood Data Archive (NaNDA): Socioeconomic 

Status and Demographic Characteristics of ZIP Code Tabulation Areas, United States, 

2008-2017. ICPSR - Interuniversity Consortium for Political and Social Research, 2020. 

37. Gasparini, A., comorbidity: An R package for computing comorbidity scores. Journal of 

Open Source Software, 2018. 3(23): p. 648. 

 . CC-BY-NC-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 October 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/clinical-care/post-covid-public-health-recs.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/clinical-care/post-covid-public-health-recs.html
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 26 

38. Elixhauser, A., et al., Comorbidity measures for use with administrative data. Med Care, 

1998. 36(1): p. 8-27. 

39. Wu, P., et al., Mapping ICD-10 and ICD-10-CM Codes to Phecodes: Workflow 

Development and Initial Evaluation. JMIR Med Inform, 2019. 7(4): p. e14325. 

40. Carroll, R.J., L. Bastarache, and J.C. Denny, R PheWAS: data analysis and plotting tools 

for phenome-wide association studies in the R environment. Bioinformatics, 2014. 

30(16): p. 2375-2376. 

41. Ho, D.E., et al., MatchIt: Nonparametric Preprocessing for Parametric Causal Inference. 

Journal of Statistical Software, 2011. 42(8): p. 1-28. 

42. Friedman, J.H., T. Hastie, and R. Tibshirani, Regularization Paths for Generalized 

Linear Models via Coordinate Descent. Journal of Statistical Software, 2010. 33(1): p. 1 - 

22. 

43. Hoerl, A.E. and R.W. Kennard, Ridge Regression: Biased Estimation for Nonorthogonal 

Problems. Technometrics, 1970. 12(1): p. 55-67. 

44. Mangiafico, S., rcompanion: Functions to Support Extension Education Program 

Evaluation. 2021. 

45. Signorell , A., {DescTools}: Tools for Descriptive Statistics. 2021. 

46. Rodríguez-Álvarez, M.X. and V. Iácio, {ROCnReg}: An {R} Package for Receiver 

Operating Characteristic Curve Inference With and Without Covariates. The R Journal, 

2021. 13(1): p. 525-555. 

47. Kosmidis, I., {brglm2}: Bias Reduction in Generalized Linear Models. 2021. 

48. R Core Team, R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. 2022, R 

Foundation for Statistical Computing: Vienna, Austria. 

49. Osmanov, I.M., et al., Risk factors for post-COVID-19 condition in previously 

hospitalised children using the ISARIC Global follow-up protocol: a prospective cohort 

study. Eur Respir J, 2022. 59(2). 

50. Vodnar, D.C., et al., Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19) Caused by (SARS-CoV-2) 

Infections: A Real Challenge for Human Gut Microbiota. Front Cell Infect Microbiol, 

2020. 10: p. 575559. 

51. Chen, J., S. Hall, and L. Vitetta, Altered gut microbial metabolites could mediate the 

effects of risk factors in Covid-19. Rev Med Virol, 2021. 31(5): p. 1-13. 

52. Chen, J. and L. Vitetta, Gut-brain axis in the neurological comorbidity of COVID-19. 

Brain Commun, 2021. 3(2): p. fcab118. 

53. Apple, A.C., et al., Risk factors and abnormal cerebrospinal fluid associate with 

cognitive symptoms after mild COVID-19. Ann Clin Transl Neurol, 2022. 9(2): p. 221-

226. 

54. Jennings, G., et al., A Systematic Review of Persistent Symptoms and Residual Abnormal 

Functioning following Acute COVID-19: Ongoing Symptomatic Phase vs. Post-COVID-

19 Syndrome. J Clin Med, 2021. 10(24). 

55. Kang, Y.R., et al., Long-COVID severe refractory cough: discussion of a case with 6-

week longitudinal cough characterization. Asia Pac Allergy, 2022. 12(2): p. e19. 

56. Fernández-de-las-Peñas, C., et al., Symptoms Experienced at the Acute Phase of SARS-

CoV-2 Infection as Risk Factor of Long-term Post-COVID Symptoms: The LONG-

COVID-EXP-CM Multicenter Study. International Journal of Infectious Diseases, 2022. 

116: p. 241-244. 

 . CC-BY-NC-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 October 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 27 

57. Cabrera Martimbianco, A.L., et al., Frequency, signs and symptoms, and criteria adopted 

for long COVID-19: A systematic review. Int J Clin Pract, 2021. 75(10): p. e14357. 

58. Petersen, M.S., et al., Long COVID in the Faroe Islands: A Longitudinal Study Among 

Nonhospitalized Patients. Clin Infect Dis, 2021. 73(11): p. e4058-e4063. 

59. Soares, M.N., et al., Skeletal muscle alterations in patients with acute Covid-19 and post-

acute sequelae of Covid-19. J Cachexia Sarcopenia Muscle, 2022. 13(1): p. 11-22. 

60. Xie, Y., et al., Long-term cardiovascular outcomes of COVID-19. Nat Med, 2022. 28(3): 

p. 583-590. 

61. Thabane, L., et al., A tutorial on sensitivity analyses in clinical trials: the what, why, 

when and how. BMC Med Res Methodol, 2013. 13: p. 92. 

62. Borgonovo, E. and E. Plischke, Sensitivity analysis: A review of recent advances. 

European Journal of Operational Research, 2016. 248(3): p. 869-887. 

63. Bell, M.L., et al., Post-acute sequelae of COVID-19 in a non-hospitalized cohort: Results 

from the Arizona CoVHORT. PLoS One, 2021. 16(8): p. e0254347. 

64. Thompson, E.J., et al., Long COVID burden and risk factors in 10 UK longitudinal 

studies and electronic health records. Nat Commun, 2022. 13(1): p. 3528. 

65. Whitaker, M., et al., Persistent COVID-19 symptoms in a community study of 606,434 

people in England. Nat Commun, 2022. 13(1): p. 1957. 

66. Clinical characteristics with inflammation profiling of long COVID and association with 

1-year recovery following hospitalisation in the UK: a prospective observational study. 

Lancet Respir Med, 2022. 

67. Greenhalgh, T., et al., Management of post-acute covid-19 in primary care. Bmj, 2020. 

370: p. m3026. 

68. Brackel, C.L.H., et al., Pediatric long-COVID: An overlooked phenomenon? Pediatr 

Pulmonol, 2021. 56(8): p. 2495-2502. 

69. Parkin, A., et al., A Multidisciplinary NHS COVID-19 Service to Manage Post-COVID-

19 Syndrome in the Community. J Prim Care Community Health, 2021. 12: p. 

21501327211010994. 

70. National Center for Health Statistics. Long COVID Household Pulse Survey. Avaliable: 

https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/covid19/pulse/long-covid.htm.  [cited 2022 July 19]. 

71. Wang, L., et al., PASCLex: A comprehensive post-acute sequelae of COVID-19 (PASC) 

symptom lexicon derived from electronic health record clinical notes. J Biomed Inform, 

2022. 125: p. 103951. 

72. Tripepi, G., et al., Selection Bias and Information Bias in Clinical Research. Nephron 

Clinical Practice, 2010. 115(2): p. c94-c99. 

73. Ma, Q., et al., Global Percentage of Asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 Infections Among the 

Tested Population and Individuals With Confirmed COVID-19 Diagnosis: A Systematic 

Review and Meta-analysis. JAMA Netw Open, 2021. 4(12): p. e2137257. 

74. He, J., et al., Proportion of asymptomatic coronavirus disease 2019: A systematic review 

and meta-analysis. J Med Virol, 2021. 93(2): p. 820-830. 

75. Xie, Y., B. Bowe, and Z. Al-Aly, Burdens of post-acute sequelae of COVID-19 by 

severity of acute infection, demographics and health status. Nat Commun, 2021. 12(1): p. 

6571. 

76. Gluckman, T.J., et al., 2022 ACC Expert Consensus Decision Pathway on 

Cardiovascular Sequelae of COVID-19 in Adults: Myocarditis and Other Myocardial 

Involvement, Post-Acute Sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 Infection, and Return to Play: A 

 . CC-BY-NC-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 October 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/covid19/pulse/long-covid.htm
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 28 

Report of the American College of Cardiology Solution Set Oversight Committee. J Am 

Coll Cardiol, 2022. 79(17): p. 1717-1756. 

77. Kell, D.B., G.J. Laubscher, and E. Pretorius, A central role for amyloid fibrin microclots 

in long COVID/PASC: origins and therapeutic implications. Biochem J, 2022. 479(4): p. 

537-559. 

78. Parker, A.M., et al., Addressing the post-acute sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 infection: a 

multidisciplinary model of care. Lancet Respir Med, 2021. 9(11): p. 1328-1341. 

79. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Caring for People with Post-COVID 

Conditions. Avaliable: https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/long-term-

effects/care-post-covid.html. 2022  [cited 2022 July 19]. 

80. Peluso, M.J., et al., Lack of Antinuclear Antibodies in Convalescent Coronavirus Disease 

2019 Patients With Persistent Symptoms. Clin Infect Dis, 2022. 74(11): p. 2083-2084. 

81. Groff, D., et al., Short-term and Long-term Rates of Postacute Sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 

Infection: A Systematic Review. JAMA Netw Open, 2021. 4(10): p. e2128568. 

  

 . CC-BY-NC-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 October 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/long-term-effects/care-post-covid.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/long-term-effects/care-post-covid.html
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.21.22281356
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 29 

Tables and Figures 
 

Table 1 Patient characteristics of COVID-19 patients with (cases) and without observed PASC 

diagnosis (controls). Case control matching was based in nearest neighbor matching (age at 

index date, pre-test years in EHR, post-test years in EHR) and exact matching (gender, primary 

care at MM, race/ethnicity, quarter of year at COVID-19 index date).  

 COVID-19 

Patients with 

PASC 

Diagnosis 

COVID-19 patients without  

PASC Diagnosis 

Unmatched Matched 

n 1724 61951 17205 

Age at index date; mean (SD) 47.88 (18.85) 41.67 (22.14) 47.12 (18.94) 

Pre-test years in EHR; mean (SD) 11.70 (7.47) 10.41 (7.49) 11.67 (7.37) 

Post-test years in EHR; mean (SD) 1.07 (0.56) 0.93 (0.55) 1.05 (0.55) 

Female; n (%) 1112 (64.5) 35713 (57.6) 11089 (64.5) 

Primary care at MM; n (%) 1047 (60.7) 28773 (46.4) 10435 (60.7) 

Race/ethnicity; n (%)    

   Caucasian / Non-Hispanic 1273 (73.8) 44822 (72.4) 12730 (74.0) 

   African American / Non-Hispanic 199 (11.5) 7020 (11.3) 1990 (11.6) 

   Other / Non-Hispanic or Hispanic 175 (10.2) 6593 (10.6) 1746 (10.1) 

   Other / Unknown Ethnicity 77 (4.5) 3516 (5.7) 739 (4.3) 

Quarter of year at index date; n (%)    

   2020/1 27 (1.6) 588 (0.9) 263 (1.5) 

   2020/2 57 (3.3) 1697 (2.7) 555 (3.2) 

   2020/3 64 (3.7) 2617 (4.2) 640 (3.7) 

   2020/4 273 (15.8) 13317 (21.5) 2730 (15.9) 

   2021/1 236 (13.7) 7063 (11.4) 2360 (13.7) 

   2021/2 241 (14.0) 5475 (8.8) 2410 (14.0) 

   2021/3 168 (9.7) 4088 (6.6) 1680 (9.8) 

   2021/4 282 (16.4) 10853 (17.5) 2820 (16.4) 

   2022/1 268 (15.5) 10887 (17.6) 2680 (15.6) 

   2022/2 100 (5.8) 5008 (8.1) 1000 (5.8) 

   2022/3 8 (0.5) 358 (0.6) 67 (0.4) 

Neighborhood Deprivation Index (%)    

   Quartile 1 631 (36.6) 22679 (36.6) 6629 (38.5) 

   Quartile 2 401 (23.3) 13028 (21.0) 3708 (21.6) 

   Quartile 3 325 (18.9) 11330 (18.3) 3203 (18.6) 

   Quartile 4 253 (14.7) 9235 (14.9) 2444 (14.2) 

   Missing 114 (6.6) 5679 (9.2) 1221 (7.1) 

Population Density (%)    

   Quartile 1 413 (24.0) 15218 (24.6) 4417 (25.7) 

   Quartile 2 491 (28.5) 17796 (28.7) 5013 (29.1) 

   Quartile 3 551 (32.0) 18123 (29.3) 5229 (30.4) 

   Quartile 4 155 (9.0) 5135 (8.3) 1325 (7.7) 

   Missing 114 (6.6) 5679 (9.2) 1221 (7.1) 

Elixhauser Score AHRQ; mean (SD) 4.52 (12.97) 3.75 (10.72) 4.01 (11.36) 
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Table 2. PheRS Evaluation in the testing data (COVID-19 positive in 2022). PheRS1 was based 

on the significant hits of the PheWAS with the pre-COVID-19 training data (1,256 cases and 

11,674 controls; COVID-19 positive in 2020/2021) while PheRS2 was based on the significant 

hits of the PheWAS with the acute-COVID-19 training data (874 cases and 8,144 controls; 

COVID-19 positive in 2020/2021 & at least 28 days between first COVID-19 and first PASC 

diagnosis). Underlying weights can be found in File S2 and Table S8. 

Predictor 

Testing 

Data 
AAUC a 

95% CI 
Pseudo-R2  b Brier Score 

n Cases n Controls 

PheRS1 349 3248 0.548 (0.516, 0.580) n/a c n/a c 

PheRS1 

123 1154 

0.555 (0.496, 0.612) 0.0116 0.0857 

PheRS2 0.605 (0.549, 0.663) 0.0547 0.0823 

PheRS1 & PheRS2 0.615 (0.561, 0.670) 0.0553 0.0824 

a Adjusted for age at index date, gender, race/ethnicity, Elixhauser Score, population density, NDI, health care worker status, 

vaccination status, pre-test years in EHR, and severity 
b Nagelkerke [Cragg and Uhler]) 
c not applicable, only useful in evaluating multiple models predicting the same outcome on the same dataset 
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Table 3. PheRS-based risk stratification in the testing data. Analysis is based on COVID-19 

positive individuals in 2022 with at least 28 days between first COVID-19 and first PASC 

diagnosis; 123 cases and 1154 controls.  

PheRS 
Upper  

Risk Bin 

%Cases in  

Risk Bin 

%Cases in 

Lower 50% 
OR (95% CI)a P 

PheRS1 

25-50% 10.0 

7.8 

1.48 (0.91, 2.42) 0.12 

10-25% 12.1 1.86 (1.06, 3.25) 0.029 

>=10% 13.6 2.48 (1.24, 4.97) 0.011 

PheRS2 

25-50% 7.7 

6.8 

1.16 (0.70, 1.92) 0.57 

10-25% 13.9 2.32 (1.38, 3.88) 0.0015 

>=10% 20.0 3.77 (2.06, 6.90) 1.6E-05 

PheRS1 & 

PheRS2 

25-50% 8.6 

6.0 

1.46 (0.88, 2.43) 0.15 

10-25% 16.0 3.54 (2.10, 5.98) 2.2E-06 

>=10% 18.3 3.72 (1.94, 7.14) 8.0E-05 

a Enrichment of PASC cases in risk bin compared to lower 50%; adjusted for age at index date, 

gender, race/ethnicity, Elixhauser Score, population density, NDI, health care worker status, 

vaccination status, pre-test years in EHR, and severity 
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Figure 1. Schematic on study design. Three time periods were defined relative to the 1. positive 

COVID-19 test or diagnosis (index date): pre-COVID-19 until -14 days, acute-COVID-19 from -

14 to +28 days, and post-COVID-19 from +28 days onwards. The post-COVID-19 PheWAS is 

used to validate features of PASC cases compared to COVID-19 cases without PASC diagnoses. 

The Pre-COVID-19 and acute-COVID-19 PheWAS on the training data (index date in 2020 – 

2021) inform on phenotype risk scores (PheRS) that will be used to predict PASC in the testing 

data (index date in 2022).  

  

Pre-COVID-19 Acute COVID-19 Post-COVID-19

-14 days 0 +28 days +6 monthsTime

First COVID-19

positive test/diagnosis
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Figure 2. PheWAS on symptoms that occurred between 28 days and 6 months after the first 

COVID-19 test (Outcome: post-COVID-19 symptoms / phecodes; predictor: PASC diagnosis 

yes/no). Among phecodes that reached phenome-wide significance (red dashed line, P <= 

0.05/960 = 5.2e-05) only the strongest association per PheCode category was labeled. The 

analysis was adjusted using the following covariates: age at key date, gender, race/ethnicity, 

Elixhauser Score AHRQ, population density (quartiles), NDI (quartiles), health care worker 

status, vaccination status, post-test years in EHR, and severity. Summary statistics can be found 

in File S1. 
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Figure 3. PheWAS on symptoms that occurred at least 14 days before the first positive COVID-

19 test (Outcome: PASC diagnosis yes/no; predictors: phecodes). Among phecodes that reached 

phenome-wide significance (red dashed line, P <= 0.05/1404 = 3.56e-05) only the strongest 

association per PheCode category was labeled. The analysis was adjusted using the following 

covariates: age at index date, gender, race/ethnicity, Elixhauser Score, population density 

(quartiles), NDI (quartiles), health care worker status, vaccination status, pre-test years in EHR, 

and severity. Summary statistics can be found in File S1. 
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Figure 3. Acute-COVID-19 PheWAS on symptoms that occurred between -14 and +28 days 

relative to testing positive for COVID-19 (Outcome: acute-COVID-19 symptoms / phecodes; 

predictor: PASC diagnosis yes/no). Among phecodes that reached phenome-wide significance 

(red dashed line, P <= 0.05/663 = 7.5e-05) only the strongest association per PheCode category 

was labeled. The analysis was adjusted using the following covariates: age at index date, gender, 

race/ethnicity, Elixhauser Score AHRQ, population density (quartiles), NDI (quartiles), health 

care worker status, vaccination status, post-test years in EHR, and severity. Summary statistics 

can be found in File S1.   
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Figure 4. PheRS-based risk stratification in the testing data. Enrichment of PASC cases in risk 

bin compared to lower 50% for three top risk bins of PheRS1, PheRS2, and the combination of 

the two PheRS. Analysis is based on COVID-19 positive individuals in 2022 with at least 28 

days between first COVID-19 and first PASC diagnosis; 123 cases and 1154 controls. Odds 

ratios (dots) and their 95% confidence intervals (horizontal bars) are shown. Analyses were 

adjusted for age at index date, gender, race/ethnicity, Elixhauser Score, population density, NDI, 

health care worker status, vaccination status, pre-test years in EHR, and severity (see also Table 

3). 
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