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KEY POINTS (100 of max 75-100 words or less)

Question: What are acute and post-acute outcomes among previously uninfected and
unvaccinated adults who contracted Omicron (BA.1/BA.2), and how do these compare
with Delta infections?

Findings: In this prospective cohort of 274 immunologically naive adults, 166 (61%)
contracted SARS-CoV-2, with 9 (5.5%) asymptomatic infections. Compared with Delta,
Omicron infections experienced a 79% relative reduction in healthcare utilization, and
56% and 79% relative reductions in the risk and rate of post-acute symptoms (=5-
weeks), respectively.

Meaning: These findings suggest among immunologically naive adults, few infections
are asymptomatic, and relative to Delta, Omicron infections have lower likelihoods of
severe illness and post-acute symptoms.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.13.22282222
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

52

53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62

63
64

65

66
67
68
69

70
71
72

73
74
75

76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83

84
85
86
87

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.13.22282222; this version posted November 14, 2022. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

IIl. ABSTRACT (342 of max 350 words)

Importance: The U.S. arrival of the Omicron variant led to a rapid increase in SARS-
CoV-2 infections. While numerous studies report characteristics of Omicron infections
among vaccinated individuals and/or persons with a prior history of infection,
comprehensive data describing infections among immunologically naive adults is
lacking.

Objective: To examine COVID-19 acute and post-acute clinical outcomes among a
well-characterized cohort of unvaccinated and previously uninfected adults who
contracted SARS-CoV-2 during the Omicron (BA.1/BA.2) surge, and to compare
outcomes with infections that occurred during the Delta wave.

Design: A prospective cohort undergoing high-resolution symptom and virologic
monitoring between June 2021 and September 2022

Setting: Multisite recruitment of community-dwelling adults in 8 U.S. states

Participants: Healthy, unvaccinated adults between 30 to 64 years of age without an
immunological history of SARS-CoV-2 who were at high-risk of infection were recruited.
Participants were followed for up to 48 weeks, submitting regular COVID-19 symptom
surveys and nasal swabs for SARS-CoV-2 PCR testing.

Exposure(s): Omicron (BA.1/BA.2 lineages) versus Delta SARS-CoV-2 infection,
defined as a positive PCR that occurred during a period when the variant represented
250% of circulating SARS-CoV-2 variants in the participant’s geographic region.

Main Outcome(s) and Measure(s): The main outcomes examined were the
prevalence and severity of acute (<28 days post-onset) and post-acute (=5 weeks post-
onset) symptoms.

Results: Among 274 immunologically naive participants, 166 (61%) contracted SARS-
CoV-2. Of these, 137 (83%) and 29 (17%) infections occurred during the Omicron- and
Delta-predominant periods, respectively. Asymptomatic infections occurred among
6.7% (95% CI: 3.1%, 12.3%) of Omicron cases and 0.0% (95% CI: 0.0%, 11.9%) of
Delta cases. Healthcare utilization among Omicron cases was 79% (95% CI: 43%, 92%,
P =0.001) lower relative to Delta cases. Relative to Delta, Omicron infections also
experienced a 56% (95% CI: 26%, 74%, P =0.004) and 79% (95% CI. 54%, 91%,

P <0.001) reduction in the risk and rate of post-acute symptoms, respectively.

Conclusions and Relevance: These findings suggest that among previously
immunologically naive adults, few Omicron (BA.1/BA.2) and Delta infections are
asymptomatic, and relative to Delta, Omicron infections were less likely to seek
healthcare and experience post-acute symptoms.
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88 Ill. MAIN TEXT (2,971 of max 3,000 words)

89 Introduction

90 COVID-19 public health policies and control efforts must consider evolving clinical and
91  epidemiological features of disease.' Since these features can be impacted by SARS-
92  CoV-2 genomic changes, the World Health Organization recommends re-evaluation of
93 the clinical course of COVID-19 with the arrival of new SARS-CoV-2 variants.® In

94  December 2021, the B.1.1.529 (Omicron) variant of concern became the predominant
95 SARS-CoV-2 variant circulating in the United States (U.S.), followed by a rapid rise in
96 cases. By March 2022, the U.S. seroprevalence of infection-induced SARS-CoV-2

97  antibodies was estimated to have increased by nearly 25%,* with a 35% increase

98  observed among unvaccinated adults.’

99  Although numerous studies have found differences in Omicron variant clinical outcomes

100 compared with previous variants,®**

these findings are difficult to interpret due to

101 changes in population immunity from natural infection and/or vaccinations.**** To date,
102 longitudinal, community-based cohort studies examining Omicron infection

103  characteristics have predominantly studied vaccinated cohorts.”*” Yet, investigating

104  clinical outcomes among immunologically naive populations remains important to

105 understand the consequences of SARS-CoV-2 genomic variation.

106  In this study, we examined acute and post-acute (or “long”) COVID-19 clinical outcomes
107  during a period of Omicron (BA.1/BA.2 lineages) variant predominance among a

108 community-based prospective cohort of immunologically naive adults who were at high-
109  risk of infection and undergoing high-resolution symptom and virologic surveillance. To
110 identify differences in clinical iliness, we compared outcomes with study participants

111 who contracted SARS-CoV-2 during a period of Delta variant predominance.

112 Methods
113  Design, Setting, and Participants

114  The COVID-19 Immune Protection Study (CovidIPS) is a multisite, prospective cohort
115  study designed to examine SARS-CoV-2 innate and adaptive immune responses

116 among immunologically naive adults. To ensure an adequate sample size, participants
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117  were recruited using web-based advertisements from targeted geographic locations with
118  high SARS-CoV-2 community transmission and suboptimal COVID-19 vaccination rates
119 in 8 U.S. states (AL, AZ, CA, ID, NV, OR, UT, and WA). To ensure feasibility of study

120  procedures, recruitment locations must have been within the service-region of a national

121 mobile phlebotomy company or in close-proximity to one of two research sites.

122 Volunteers were recruited between March 2021 and February 2022. At enrollment,

123  eligible volunteers were 30 to <65 years of age, without a previous history of COVID-19
124  vaccination or SARS-CoV-2 infection, and were deemed at high-risk for contracting

125  SARS-CoV-2 (supplementary methods). Volunteers were screened via an electronic
126  survey in English or Spanish. Eligible volunteers were contacted via telephone, with
127  written consent documented electronically. The Western Institutional Review Board

128  approved this study.

129 Data and Sample Collection

130  Study data were collected and managed using REDCap (Research Electronic Data

131  Capture), a secure, web-based software platform designed to support data capture for
132 research studies, hosted by the Fred Hutchinson Cancer Center.*®*” To confirm

133  immune status upon enroliment, participants submitted a blood sample, and SARS-

134  CoV-2 receptor binding domain (RBD) IgG endpoint titers were quantified. Participants
135  who had either a positive RBD IgG or a borderline RBD IgG and positive nucleocapsid
136  1gG were excluded from the study. Following enrollment, participants completed a

137  baseline questionnaire, and began weekly “routine” procedures for 24 weeks consisting
138  of both: (i) an electronic survey to report COVID-19 symptoms, and (ii) a self-collected
139  nasal swab submitted for SARS-CoV-2 reverse transcription polymerase chain

140  reactions (RT-PCR) testing (supplementary methods). If a participant reported COVID-
141 19 symptoms or had a RT-PCR-positive swab, the participant was placed on

142  “enhanced” procedures consisting of: (i) daily, electronic symptom surveys and (ii) self-
143  collected nasal swabs submitted every other day, for up to 14-days. Participants who
144  were SARS-CoV-2 positive and reported symptoms (or did not complete their daily

145  symptom survey) on day 14 of enhanced procedures were sent symptom surveys for an

146  additional 14 days (i.e., through day 28 post-initiation of enhanced procedures).
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147  After 24 weeks, participants completed an end of study blood draw and questionnaire.
148  Participants were also offered an opportunity to reconsent for an additional 24-weeks of

149  follow-up, consisting of the same study procedures as the previous 24-weeks.
150 Exposure ascertainment

151  SARS-CoV-2 infection was defined as =21 RT-PCR-positive result with an infection index
152  date during the time periods that Delta or Omicron (BA.1/BA.2) variants represented the
153  predominant (250%) SARS-CoV-2 variant circulating in the participant's geographic

154  region. Weighted, regional NowCast model estimates from the U.S. Centers for Disease
155  Control and Prevention’s national genomic surveillance system were used to ascertain
156  dates to categorize Omicron (BA.1/BA.2) versus Delta infections (supplemental

157 methods).™®

158  The infection index date was defined as the first of either the participant’s symptom
159  onset or first SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR-positive swab collection date. Symptom onset dates
160  were determined by participant self-report; where missing, the first date a symptom was

161  reported on surveys was used.

162 Outcome ascertainment

163  Acute COVID-19 symptoms were defined as symptoms within 28 days of the

164  participant’s symptom onset date, which represents a time period frequently used to

165 demarcate the transition to post-COVID conditions.'*?! To minimize misclassification
166  due to nonspecific conditions, a window of £14 days within the collection date of the first
167 RT-PCR positive result was used to examine COVID-19 symptoms; to be considered
168  asymptomatic, participants must have both: (i) denied symptoms in all surveys

169  submitted during this time period, and (ii) submitted at least one survey indicating they
170  did not have symptoms 7 or more days after RT-PCR testing to ensure sufficient follow
171 up.? Post-acute symptoms were defined as any symptom the participant reported as

172 ‘“related to their previous COVID-19 illness” 5 weeks or more after symptom onset (or
173 first PCR positive for asymptomatic participants); this time period was selected because
174 it was consistent with study procedures (i.e., a return to weekly procedures at up to 28

175  days following enhanced procedures), and common definitions of post-COVID
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176  conditions as symptoms experienced at least 4 weeks after infection.**?* In sensitivity
177  analyses, we explored alternate post-acute definitions modifying this time period, the
178  number of surveys required with reports of post-acute symptoms, and/or post-acute
179  symptoms considered. Participants recorded post-acute symptoms in routine weekly
180  surveys until the first of either the participant’s study end date or the analyses end date

181  (September 9, 2022).

182  Statistical Analyses

183  Risks and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) of acute asymptomatic infections and post-
184  acute symptoms were estimated overall and by variant among participants

185 immunologically naive at the time of infection; relative risks (RR) and 95% CI were

186  estimated comparing Omicron with Delta (referent) infections. Where RR could not be
187  estimated (due to zero outcomes among the referent group), absolute risk differences
188 and 95% CI were estimated. To account for differences in post-acute symptom follow up
189  time by variant, rate ratios with 95% CI were estimated using a generalized estimating
190 equation (GEE) approach with a Poisson distribution and offset term to account for
191 completed surveys. In these analyses, a robust “sandwich” covariance estimator with
192  small sample size correction was used to estimate 95% CI using an exchangeable
193  correlation structure.?*** These models were extended to include multivariable

194  adjustment for participant age (continuous) and gender (binary).

195 Descriptive analyses were performed to analyze the prevalence, mean number, and
196  mean severity of acute or post-acute symptoms in relation to participant symptom onset.
197  Exploratory multivariable analyses were also conducted to examine the relationship

198  between acute illness and post-acute symptoms (supplemental methods).

199 Baseline and end of study self-rated overall health, memory and concentration, and

200 ability to walk or climb stairs were compared by SARS-CoV-2 variant. For each variable,
201  achange score analysis was performed, comparing the difference in the participant’s
202  end of study response from baseline after adjustment for their baseline score; an alpha
203 level of <0.05 was used to denote statistical significance. In primary analyses, Omicron

204  and Delta infections were directly compared; in secondary analyses, each variant was
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205 compared with participants who remained naive at the end of study survey. For
206 inclusion in either analysis, SARS-CoV-2-positive participants must have had =5 weeks
207  between their end of study survey and symptom onset (or first PCR-positive date for

208  asymptomatic participants).

209  All analyses were conducted using RStudio with R version 4.2.0 (The R Foundation for

210  Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria).

211  Results

212 During the study period, 274 immunologically naive participants were enrolled in the
213  CovidIPS cohort. Among these participants, 166 (61%) became SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR-
214  positive without a prior history of vaccination or disease; 137 (83%) and 29 (17%)

215  infections occurred during the Omicron- and Delta-predominant periods, respectively.
216  Acute symptom data was available for 164 (99%) infections, post-acute symptom data
217  was available for 150 (90%) infections, and end of study survey data =5-weeks post-

218 infection were available for 133 (80%) participants.

219 Demographics of the CovidIPS cohort are compared by infection status in Supplemental

220 Results Table 1, and a study flow diagram is provided in Supplemental Figure 1.

221 Acute symptoms and healthcare utilization

222 Among the 164 first-time infections with acute survey data, 9 (5.5%, 95% CI: 2.5%,
223 10.2%) did not report symptoms and were classified as asymptomatic. Stratified by
224  variant, 0.0% (95% CI: 0.0%, 11.9%) of Delta and 6.7% (95% CI: 3.1%, 12.3%) of
225  Omicron infections were asymptomatic, representing a 6.7% (95% CI: 2.5%, 10.9%,

226 P =0.002) absolute risk reduction in symptomatic illness among Omicron infections.

227  Acute symptom prevalence and severity among the 155 symptomatic infections are

228 examined by days since onset in Figures 1 and 2, while the mean daily number of acute
229 symptoms are examined in Supplemental Figure 2. In general, the prevalence of

230 COVID-19 symptoms was similar by variant; however, participants with Delta infections
231  appeared more likely to report a loss of taste or smell and rate these symptoms with a

232 higher mean severity.
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233 Overall, 8.5% (95% CI: 4.7%, 13.9%) of participants sought healthcare for acute

234  symptoms, with no participants requiring emergency care or hospitalization. The RR of
235  any healthcare utilization was 79% (95% CI: 43%, 92%) lower among Omicron relative
236  to Delta infections (RR = 0.21, 95% ClI: 0.08, 0.57, P=0.001). Overall, 5.5% (95% CI:
237  2.5%, 10.2%) of participants received a prescribed medication (supplemental results),
238 with an 83% (95% CI: 40%, 95%, P= 0.002) RR reduction among Omicron relative to

239  Delta infections.

240 Post-acute symptoms

241  Among 150 participants with post-acute data, 123 and 27 participants were infected
242  during the Omicron- and Delta-predominant periods, respectively. Overall, 39 (26.0%,
243 95% CI: 19.2%, 33.8%) participants reported at least one symptom during the post-
244  acute period. Stratified by variant, 21.1% (95% CI: 14.3%, 29.4%) of Omicron cases
245 and 48.1% (95% CI. 28.7%, 68.1%) of Delta cases reported post-acute symptoms,

246  representing a 56% (95% CI: 26%, 74%) RR reduction in post-acute symptoms (RR =
247  0.44, 95% CI: 0.26, 0.74; P=004) among Omicron participants. When analyzed as a
248  rate, Omicron and Delta infections experienced post-acute symptoms 4.9 (95% CI: 3.9,
249  5.9) per 100 person-weeks and 29.2 (95% CI. 25.4, 33.1) per 100 person-weeks,

250  respectively, representing a rate ratio of 0.21 (95% CI: 0.09, 0.46, P<0.001) among

251  Omicron versus Delta infections. Similar rate ratio reductions were found after

252  adjustment for participant age and gender (data not shown). Results from sensitivity
253  analyses demonstrated similar RR reductions for most (5/6) modified post-acute

254  definitions (Table 1). In general, the magnitude of RR reductions among Omicron

255  participants were more pronounced under more stringent post-acute definitions;

256  however, RR estimates were imprecise. A definition examining only cognitive post-acute

257  symptoms found no difference between variants.

258  We examined mean severity of post-acute symptoms by variant and individual post-
259  acute symptom trajectories in Supplemental Figures 3 and 4, respectively. To ensure
260 comparability, analyses were restricted to 142 (94.7%) unvaccinated participants who
261  did not experience SARS-CoV-2 re-infection; 33 (22 Omicron, 11 Delta) reported post-

262  acute symptoms. While these analyses represent small numbers of participants, they
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263  may suggest differences in post-acute symptom severity by strain, with Delta infections

264  reporting higher mean severity and frequencies of post-acute symptoms.

265  Given the small number of participants with post-acute symptoms, we grouped Delta
266 and Omicron infections together to examine relationships between acute illness and
267  post-acute symptoms. Figure 3 and Supplemental Figures 5 and 6 examine the total
268  number of distinct symptoms, prevalence of acute symptoms, and symptom severity
269 among these participants by post-acute status, while results from exploratory

270  multivariable analyses examining the relationship between acute and post-acute

271 outcomes are reported in Supplemental Results Table 2. In general, these analyses
272 suggest that increasing acute symptom severity, particularly during the first two weeks
273 of acute illness, is associated with higher relative odds/rates of post-acute symptoms,
274  and that prevalence of many acute symptoms was greater among participants who

275  experienced post-acute symptoms.

276  Changes in baseline and end of study self-rated scores

277  Among the 133 (23 Delta, 110 Omicron) participants with end of study data =5-weeks
278  following symptom onset, no changes were detected by variant in self-rated measures
279  for overall health, memory or concentration, or physical abilities between enroliment and
280 end of study surveys (Figure 4). These results were similar for primary analyses

281  comparing variants directly, and secondary analyses comparing each variant to

282  participants who remained naive at their end of study survey (n=90, Figure 4).

283 Discussion

284  In this study, we describe COVID-19 acute and post-acute outcomes in a well-

285  characterized, community-based, prospective cohort of unvaccinated and previously
286  uninfected healthy adults at high risk of infection. Our data demonstrate that SARS-

287  CoV-2 infections during the Omicron (BA.1/BA.2) period were associated with

288  significantly lower absolute risks of acute symptomatic infections, and significant relative
289  reductions in healthcare utilization for acute illness and post-acute symptoms at 25

290  weeks in comparison with Delta variant infections. While several studies have also

291  found lower acute severity of Omicron compared with Delta infections, these studies

10
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292 have included predominantly vaccinated populations.”** To our knowledge, this is the
293  first study to characterize both acute and post-acute symptoms in a cohort of
294  immunologically naive individuals in the era of widespread vaccination and increased

295 SARS-CoV-2 seroprevalence using prospective surveillance.

296  Defining the spectrum of COVID-19 iliness for SARS-CoV-2 variants remains important
297  to elucidate the clinical consequences of SARS-CoV-2 genomic variation.’ For these
298  purposes, exploring outcomes among unvaccinated and previously uninfected persons
299  may be of particular significance for understanding the natural course of infection in the
300 absence of pre-existing host immunity, facilitating comparisons between variants, and
301 identifying the impact of COVID-19 among non-naive populations, should immunity

302 wane to levels that do not influence clinical illness.

303 Importantly, as COVID-19 hospitalization and mortality rates have fallen, other

304 endpoints, such as symptom prevalence and severity, have become critical to

305 characterize the impact of different variants. In the present study, we evaluated

306 epidemiological characteristics of mild COVID-19 iliness using a prospective cohort

307 design with frequent and high-resolution symptom and virologic surveillance. With these
308  rigorous methods, we were able to provide key insights regarding the prevalence of

309 asymptomatic infections, which are difficult to ascertain using cross-sectional designs
310 that cannot distinguish between pre-symptomatic or asymptomatic infection,? or cohorts
311 recruited at a healthcare setting, which may be increasingly unrepresentative of mild
312 disease in an era of pervasive at-home SARS-CoV-2 diagnostics.?* Overall, we found
313 that the prevalence of asymptomatic infections was only 6% among all SARS-CoV-2
314 infections, with a significantly higher absolute prevalence among Omicron (7%) versus
315 Delta (0%) infections. Our estimates of asymptomatic Omicron infections were lower
316 when compared with a recent systematic review and meta-analysis, which also found a
317  significantly higher proportion of asymptomatic infections among Omicron (25%) versus
318 Delta (8%) infections.? This apparent difference may reflect characteristics of our study
319  cohort, who represent previously immunologically naive adults, 30 to 64 years of age,

320 factors also associated with a lower prevalence of asymptomatic disease.”

11
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321 Our prospective design also enabled us to estimate risks of post-acute or “long” COVID-
322 19 symptoms among a fully enumerated cohort of SARS-CoV-2 infections, which may
323  be more accurate than designs that recruit participants at healthcare settings or

324 following the development of post-acute symptoms.* We found that approximately one-
325 quarter (26%) of participants experienced at least one post-acute symptom =5-weeks
326 following their infection. Our study is also among few to date that compared the risks of
327 post-acute COVID-19 symptoms by variant, and the only study (to our knowledge) that
328 compared post-acute risks among unvaccinated individuals. We found that risks of post-
329 acute symptoms at 25 weeks differed significantly by variant, with approximately one-
330 fifth (21%) of Omicron infections versus nearly one-half (48%) of Delta infections

331  experiencing post-acute symptoms, representing a relative risk reduction of more than
332 50% or a rate ratio reduction of 79% among Omicron infections. These findings

333 remained robust under more stringent definitions of post-acute symptoms examining

334 symptoms at 28- and 212-weeks. Our results were also similar to results from a study of
335 vaccinated individuals, which found 59% to 77% reductions in the odds of post-acute

336 symptoms among Omicron relative to Delta infections.?®

337  This study has several strengths. Our recruitment methods and prospective design

338 enabled us to ascertain participant baseline immune status with greater certainty than
339  studies using administrative data. Our study procedures also featured frequent

340 symptom and virologic surveillance with few missing data and high retention of study
341  participants, allowing us to characterize outcomes with greater accuracy than cohorts
342  ascertained following infection. Further, the distribution of SARS-CoV-2 infections

343  across Delta and Omicron time periods permitted us to compare and detect significant
344  differences in variant outcomes using the same study procedures. Finally, during an era
345  of widespread infections and vaccinations, our study population of immunologically

346  naive adults also represents a unique cohort, who at the time of the study, comprised a
347  significant proportion of the U.S. population, yet remain underrepresented in scientific

348 research.

349  Our study also has several limitations. We did not sequence viral samples and used

350 U.S. regional prevalence data to classify variants for our SARS-CoV-2 infections. While
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351 this approach is similar to methods in previous studies,”?®

it is possible that variants
352  were misclassified. Due to the prospective nature of our study and our unique study
353  cohort, our sample size was also smaller in comparison with studies using

354 administrative data.

355 In conclusion, we demonstrate that among a community-based cohort of

356  immunologically naive adults, SARS-CoV-2 infections during Omicron (BA.1/BA.2) and
357 Delta predominant periods were associated with few asymptomatic cases of COVID-19
358 illness, and that Omicron infections were less likely to seek healthcare for acute

359 symptoms and more than half as likely to experience post-acute symptoms relative to
360 Delta infections. Continued study and comparisons of clinical illness from SARS-CoV-2
361  Vvariants are critical to understand the implications of SARS-CoV-2 genomic variation

362 and must be considered with regard to host immune status.
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456  Table 1. Modified definitions, risks, and risk ratios (RR) of post-acute symptoms comparing Omicron versus Delta (referent) variant infections.

e
Definition # Weeks with Symptoms (% (§5% él)) (SA).(QIS% CI; ('55% gll)o P-value
symptoms
1* 25 21 Any 21% (14%, 29%) 48% (29%, 68%) 0.4 (0.3,0.7) 0.004
2 =5 =1 Cognitive™ only 12% (7%, 19%) 15% (4%, 34%) 0.8 (0.3, 2.3) 0.7
3 25 22 Any 13% (8%, 20%) 41% (22%, 61%) 0.3 (0.2, 0.6) <0.001
4 28 21 Any 20% (13%, 28%) 44% (25%, 65%) 0.4 (0.3, 0.8) 0.008
5 28 22 Any 8% (4%, 14%) 37% (19%, 58%) 0.2 (0.1, 0.5) <0.001
6 =12 =1 Any 10% (5%, 17%) 42% (23%, 63%) 0.2 (0.1, 0.5) <0.001
7 =12 =2 Any 4% (1%, 9%) 35% (17%, 56%) 0.1 (0.0, 0.3) <0.001

457  *Definition 1: used for primary analyses; "Cognitive symptoms defined as reports of any of the following symptoms: changes in mood, confusion, extreme fatigue, inability to concentrate, insomnia,
458 or memory lapses

459
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460 Figure 1. Prevalence of acute COVID-19 symptoms by variant. Data represents the percentage of symptoms reported among participants who submitted a survey
461  each day; only symptomatic persons were included (n=155). Abbreviations: EET: eyes, ears, and throat; Gl. gastrointestinal.
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463  Figure 2. Mean severity of acute COVID-19 symptoms by variant. Data represents the mean severity rating for each symptom among participants who submitted a

464  survey each day; only symptomatic persons were included (n=155). Abbreviations: EET: eyes, ears, and throat; Gl gastrointestinal.
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Figure 4. Comparison of participant enrollment and end of study self-rated scores for
health (highest health = 5), concentration & memory (highest abilities = 4), and ability to
walk & climb stairs (highest abilities = 4). Dots represent the proportion of participants

by variant/SARS-CoV-2 status whose responses align with a given survey pattern.
Areas shaded in red represent a decline in health scores at the end of study survey,

while shaded blue areas represent a positive health gain at the end of study.
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