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SUMMARY : Our hypothesis-free approach combining machine learning with traditional
epidemiological methods finds a number of risk factors (sociodemographic, lifestyle, and
psychosocial factors, biomarkers, disease outcomes and treatments) associated with

developing severe COVID-19 symptoms and COVID-19 mortality.



Abstract

Severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus has infected over 114 million people
worldwide as of March 2021, with worldwide mortality rates ranging between 1-10%. We
use information on up to 421,111 UK Biobank participants to identify possible predictors for
long-term susceptibility to severe COVID-19 infection (N =1,088) and mortality (N =376).
We include 36,168 predictors in our analyses and use a gradient boosting decision tree
(GBDT) algorithm and feature attribution based on Shapley values, together with traditional
epidemiological approaches to identify possible risk factors. Our analyses show associations
between socio-demographic factors (e.g. age, sex, ethnicity, education, material deprivation,
accommodation type) and lifestyle indicators (e.g. smoking, physical activity, walking pace,
teaintake, and dietary changes) with risk of developing severe COVID-19 symptoms. Blood
(cystatin C, C-reactive protein, gamma glutamyl transferase and alkaline phosphatase) and
urine (microalbuminuria) biomarkers measured more than 10 years earlier predicted severe
COVID-19. We also confirm increased risks for severa pre-existing disease outcomes (e.g.
lung diseases, type 2 diabetes, hypertension, circulatory diseases, anemia, and mental
disorders). Analyses on mortality were possible within a sub-group testing positive for
COVID-19 infection (N =1,953) with our analyses confirming association between age,

smoking status, and prior primary diagnosis of urinary tract infection.
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Background

Severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2) has infected over 114 million
people worldwide as of March 2021, with worldwide mortality rates ranging between 1-10%.
While many patients will have amild or even asymptomatic infection, 10-20% of patients
experience severe infection requiring hospitalization. In criticaly ill patients the so called
‘cytokine storm’ characterized by excessive production of proinflammatory molecules can
lead to multi-organ damage particularly in the lungs manifesting as acute respiratory distress
syndrome, as well as disseminated intravascular coagulation and shock, and is associated
with high levels of mortality [1]. In addition, survivors of severe coronavirus disease
(COVID-19) are likely to have long-term adverse health effects [2, 3]. Characterizing those at
risk of severe infection and mortality, can inform public health strategies to prevent and
manage the pandemic, and provide insights into the risk factors reflecting longer-term

susceptibility to severe infection.

Machine learning (ML) is the application of computer algorithms which learn from
data. While traditional statistical testing requires assumptions and a priori knowledge, ML
has the advantage of being hypothesis free (i.e., not requiring a priori assumptions on
causality). It is also able to handle large complex datasets. Previous studies have used ML to
explore various aspects relating to the diagnosis and prognosis of COVID-19 disease,
including approaches to treatment and management, forecasting, and anti-viral drug
discovery [4-6]. In this study, we use ML to explore characteristics reflecting longer-term
susceptibility to infection. We use information from over 30,000 features which have been
collected up to 14 years before the COVID-19 crisis, with an aim to identify characteristics
associated with the severity and/or mortality from COVID-19. We use a novel approach
where ‘risk factor discovery’ is conducted using ML, followed by standard epidemiological

analyses to facilitate confounder adjustments and interpretation [7]. Our study is based on



information from the UK Biobank [8, 9]. Established in 2007, it includes >500,000
participants and is one of the world’s largest and most comprehensive prospective cohort
studies, enabling us to examine the possible contribution of an extensive range of potential
risk factors and biomarkers. We use an ML agorithm called gradient boosting decision trees
(GBDT) [10] and conduct further epidemiologica analyses to explore the importance and

quantify the effects of the identified COVID-19 predictors.

Methods

Participants

The UK Biobank contains genetic, physical, and clinical data on over 500,000 middle to
older aged participants (aged 37-73 years) recruited between March 13, 2006 and October 1,
2010 from England (89%), Scotland (7%) and Wales (4%) through 22 assessment centers and
followed up by linkage to hospital, cancer and mortality registrations and online surveys.
COVID-19 test result data up to July 26, 2020 for the participants from England were
provided by Public Health England [11] and accordingly, our study was confined to the
participants from England. Participants who died before January 2020 were a so excluded
from our analyses. COVID-19 diagnosis was made based on a positive reverse transcription-
polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) test. Severe COVID-19 infection was defined by
hospital admission with diagnosis or death under ICD 10 codes U07.1 and UQ7.2 (recorded
up to May 31 and June 28, 2020, respectively). For severe COVID-19 analyses, the control
group consisted of participants living in England, excluding those who had received a
positive COVID-19 test. In mortality analyses, the control group consisted of participants

who tested positive and/or had COVID-19 disease requiring hospitalization.

In this study, we considered all information collected at the baseline assessment using

touchscreen questionnaires, biomarker profiling, and results from clinical examinations, in



addition to disease coding derived from linkage to cancer registrations (up to December
2016) and hospital episode statistics (HES) (up to September 2019). As the data was not
sufficiently structured for our analyses, we ran an automated pre-processing step using a
specifically designed software package for UK Biobank, PHESANT (PHEnome Scan
Analysis[12] (Supplementary Methods), available in R. We removed baseline features which
were recorded for less than 90% of the participants. Information obtained from online follow-
up surveys or sub-samples of the cohort were excluded from our analyses due to their low
coverage. Supplementary Table 1 and Supplementary Table 2 show UK Biobank variables
included in our severity and mortality analyses, respectively. The pre-processing resulted in
36,168 features for severe COVID-19 and 36,145 features for COVID-19 mortality analyses,
with 92% of the features representing HES and cancer linkage data. Supplementary Table 3

shows category-wise counts of those features for severity and mortality analyses.

The UK Biobank project was approved by North West Multicenter Research Ethics
Committee and the National Information Governance Board for Heath and Social Care
(11/NW/0382). Informed consent was obtained at the time of enrolment from all participants

[9]. Thisstudy was conducted under application number 20175 to the UK Biobank.

Machinelearning pipeline and Cox regression modeling

Following the pre-processing step, we conducted our analyses in two stages, namely, a)

discovering predictive factors and b) epidemiological analyses as shown in Figure 1.

Discovering predictive factors

Our first stage has four steps, namely, a) developing GBDT models (Supplementary
Methods) with all the available features and assessing model performance, b) calculating
feature importance using SHAP (Shapley Additive exPlanation) values [13, 14] and

eliminating features based on athreshold, c) further elimination of highly monotonically



correlated features, and d) ensuring that the reduced feature set is appropriate from a
predictive performance perspective as well as from an epidemiological perspective. For our
ML models, following a standard practice of internal validation in prognostic modeling, we
split the severity datainto random training, development, and test setsin aratio of 60:20:20.
We used the training and the development sets as the derivation cohort and the test set as the
validation cohort. For mortality analysis, we split the serological samples into random

training and test setsin aratio of 80:20 due to low number of samples.

Our ML models, built using GBDT, are binary classifiers, that is, their input are the
features for each individual, and their output is the model’ s confidence for developing severe
COVID-19 symptoms/mortality for that individual. The classes were highly imbalanced in
our dataset for predicting severe COVID-19 (severe COVID-19 cases were around 0.25%)
and moderately imbalanced in our dataset for predicting COVID-19 mortality (mortality rate
was around 19%). To address the class imbalance problem, all our ML models were
developed as weighted models [15] with the hyperparameter ‘ positive class weight’ set to the
ratio of negative to positive training samples, forcing GBDT to scale up gradients of the
positive class samples during the training. We used CatBoost [16] (Supplementary M ethods)
version 0.21 implemented in Python (Python Software Foundation, version 3.5.2) for GBDT
model development. GBDT model performance was assessed using the threshold
independent performance metric, area under the receiver operating characteristics curve
(AUROC), which has become the de facto standard to assess binary classifiers. AUROC
confidence intervals were calculated using 1,000 bootstrap [17] datasets based on the test set
for COVID-19 severity models and using 1,000 random training-test splits for COVID-19

mortality models.

For each feature, feature importance was defined as the mean absolute SHAP value as

explained in Supplementary Methods. Instead of using SHAP values obtained from asingle



training and test cycle, we calculated SHAP values with five different randomized training
and test cycles and averaged them to reduce split specific nuances. We tried a few thresholds
to identify ‘important’ features and based on the features returned, we chose athreshold of
0.05% of the total importance for severity models and 0.1% for mortality models to identify
‘important’ predictive features. We used Spearman’s p (above 0.9) to identify sets of highly
correlated features and removed all but one (the one recorded for the greatest number of
samples) from those sets to produce the final set of important featuresto be taken to

epidemiological analyses.
Epidemiological analyses

Following the development of univariate Cox regression models and based on the existing
literature on COVID-19, we developed Cox models adjusting al models for the confounders
age, sex, UK Biobank assessment center, Townsend deprivation index, ethnicity, body mass
index (BMI), smoking and long-standing illness. We assessed the association of all the
potential risk factors obtained from the previous stage with the outcomes, in isolation but
adjusted for the confounders, for a P-value threshold of 0.01. We used the resulting
interpretable coefficients (as opposed to mean absolute SHAP values, which do not show the
directionality and are only meaningful in the context of all other features) and their 95%
confidence intervals to show the association of risk in ameaningful way. We used STATA

(version 16, StataCorp, College Station, TX, USA) for Cox models.



Results

Participants characteristics

Of the 421,111 participants included in our severity analyses, 1,088 participants (0.25%)
were classified as severe COVID-19 cases based on hospital diagnoses. Of the 421,111
participants, a sub-sample of 1,953 participants, tested positive for COVID-19 or developed
severe COVID-19 symptoms, and among this group there were 376 deaths and these
participants were included in our mortality analyses. Table 1 shows the distribution of the
participants as a whole and by categories reflecting age, sex, Townsend deprivation index,

ethnicity, BMI, smoking and long-standing illness.
Gradient boosting decision tree (GBDT) models to discover predictors

In severity analyses, the GBDT models with al the features reported an AUROC value of
0.74[95% CI 0.72-0.78] and the reduced features (133 features) model (after feature
elimination using SHAP values and correlation) reported an AUROC value of 0.73 [95% CI
0.70-0.76] on the test set. Predictive values for mortality analyses were slightly lower, with
AUROC of 0.71 [95% CI 0.68-0.73] for the full model and 0.70 [95% CI 0.65-0.74] for the
reduced features (149 features) model. Supplementary Figure 1 shows the receiver operating
characteristics (ROC) curves for the “all features” and “reduced features’ predictive models
used for SHAP value calculations. Baseline characteristics and lifestyle factors had asimilar
contribution to feature importance both for severity and mortality models, while
sociodemographic features had alarger contribution for severity than for mortality (9.2% vs.
5.1%) (Figure 2). Health related factors including physical measures, cognitive function, self-
reported disease, medications/operations, health and medical history, hospital diagnoses and
biomarkers jointly accounted for > 70% of feature importance in both severity and mortality

models. SHAP values for the top 50 features in severity and mortality analyses are shown in



Supplementary Figure 2, with the full list including all important features in severity and
mortality models shown in Supplementary Table 4 and 5 respectively. Both the severity and
mortality models identified age, waist circumference and blood pressure/hypertension among

the top 10 features.
Epidemiological analyses

Of the 133 important features identified in the previous stage, 116 features were found to be
associated with severe COVID-19 in univariate Cox models under the P-value threshold of
0.01, whereas 76 features were found to be associated with severe COVID-19 also in models
adjusted for covariates listed in Table 1. In mortality models, of the 149 important features
identified in the previous stage, 60 features were found to be associated with COVID-19
mortality in univariate Cox models for the P-value threshold of 0.01, whereas only 10
features were found to be associated with COVID-19 mortality after adjustment. In
Supplementary Table 6 and 7 we present full data from the Cox models on severity and

mortality, respectively.

Our main findings with respect to sociodemographic features are shown in Figure 3.
Age had a strong association with developing severe COVID-19 symptoms with nearly 7-fold
risk of severe disease in individuals >70 years vs. those < 50 years (HR 6.91, 95% CI 4.10,
11.62). Men had higher risk compared to women (HR 1.72, 95% CI 1.52-1.96) and there
were clear ethnic differences; compared to white Europeans, in particular participants of
black African ancestry were more likely to be affected (HR 2.79, 95% CI 2.08-3.75). Greater
material deprivation (Townsend index, 4" vs. 1¥ quartile) was also associated with higher
risk of severe COVID-19 disease (HR 1.43 95% CI 1.18 - 1.73). From sociodemographic

features, our analyses confirmed the association between age with mortality.



As shown in Figure 4 describing associations identified for lifestyle factors, compared
to non-smokers, ex-smokers and current smokers had a higher risk of developing severe
COVID-19. Those who smoked more than 15 cigarettes a day were found to be associated
with the highest risk in the smoking categories (HR 2.25 95% Cl1.34 - 3.78). Our results
show that, in general, physical activity was associated with decreased risk, while greater
inactivity reflected by more time spent watching television is associated with increased risk.
We also found teaintake to be associated with decreased risk of developing severe COVID-
19 symptoms. We did not find strong evidence for associations between baseline lifestyle
factors and mortality risk, except that for current smoking (smoked on al or most days),
which was associated with increased risk of COVID-19 mortality (HR 1.41 95% CI 1.01 —

1.99).

Figure 5 describes associations between health-related outcomes and severe COVID-
19 diseases. Worse self-rated health status and higher number of treatments/medications were
associated with developing severe COVID-19 symptoms. From the disease outcomes, prior
diagnoses of lung disease (including wheezing, pneumonia, and COPD), type 2 diabetes,
hypertension, and urinary system disorders were all associated with an increased risk. Further
associations were seen with higher risk of severe disease by anemia (HR 2.24 95% CI 1.80 —
2.78), nausea and vomiting (HR 2.15 95% CI1.70 - 2.70), depression (HR 2.12 95% CI1.70 -
2.65) and psychoactive substance abuse (HR 1.67 95% CI 1.41 - 1.97). From serum
biomarkers measured at the baseline (i.e., 10 to 14 years before COVID-19 diagnoses), we
found evidence for an adverse association by higher levels of Cystatin C, C-reactive protein
(CRP), gamma glutamy! transferase (GGT), and alkaline phosphatase (ALP), in addition to a
higher risk of developing severe COVID-19 by microalbuminuria (Figure 6). In mortality

analyses, prior primary diagnaosis of urinary tract infection was associated with COVID-19
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mortality (HR 1.95 95% CI 1.30 — 2.91). We did not find strong evidence for associations
between baseline serum biomarkers and COVID-19 mortality.

Discussion

The purpose of this study was to identify characteristics reflecting longer-term susceptibility
to infection, in particular, susceptibility to severe COVID-19 disease and mortality. We used
anovel approach of combining ML with conventional epidemiological analyses, which
allowed us to identify a number of possible risk factors from a very large pool of features
when assessing associations with COVID-19 risk. While our analyses confirmed associations
for many well-known population determinants and risk factors for COVID-19 disease, our
study also suggested possible predictive roles for renal and liver blood biomarkers as
reflecting longer-term susceptibility to infection. Our results highlighted the increased risks

for those members of society who are the most deprived, while associations observed for

lifestyle factors largely supported current general advice for better general health.

Pre-existing disease, in particular respiratory conditions, type 2 diabetes and
hypertension and other cardiovascular diseases, were expectedly associated with severe
COVID-19 disease. Our study shows similar results obtained by studies conducted elsewhere
(i.e., not in England) on COVID-19 severity and mortality. For example, in line with previous
studies [18-23], our study also shows evidence of association between comorbidities,
hypertension and diabetes and developing severe COVID-19 symptoms, although such

associations were |less apparent in our mortality analyses.

Both depression and psychoactive substance abuse were associated with increased
risk of severe COVID-19 disease and the magnitude of this effect was similar compared to

that observed for purely physiological diseases. In line with our earlier phenome-wide
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investigation which suggested wide ranging downstream health effects for depression [24],

these findings highlight the need to monitor and treat physical diseases in those affected.

Consistent with previous studies, our study showed the disproportional number of people
who developed severe COVID-19 symptoms from black African or ‘other’ (unspecified)
ethnic backgrounds [25]. Also, in line with previous studies, our study picked up disparities
in severe COVID-19 cases with respect to multiple aspects of social and material deprivation,
including lower education, type of accommodation, and home ownership, highlighting the
need to consider infection control as an important aspect when addressing inequalitiesin
health. In line with a previous study looking at the determinants of a positive test result in the
UK Biobank [26], we confirmed the key predictors including ethnicity, male sex and higher
BMI were associated with testing positive for COVID-19 and our study shows such an
association exists also for developing severe symptoms. We also observe similar associations
with respect to lower education attainment and testing positive [27] and developing severe

COVID-19 symptoms.

We found that higher levels of indicators of renal dysfunction (cystatin C and urinary
microalbumin) and disorders of the urinary system were associated with severe COVID-19
disease. Furthermore, biomarkers of liver injury (GGT and ALP) and systemic inflammation
(CRP) were also associated with severity. Indicators of acute renal dysfunction, elevated liver
metabolism and inflammation are frequently reported to accompany the disease course of
COVID-19, and to associate with more severe COVID-19 outcomes [28-32]. Respiratory
diseases including pneumonia and COPD are known to increase the risks related to reduced
oxygen carrying capacity in COVID-19, and hypoxemiain turn has been identified as a factor

affecting liver function in critical COVID-19 cases [33]. However, in this study biomarkers
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reflecting renal dysfunction and liver injury were in most cases measured more than a decade
earlier, suggesting that these biomarkers per se may reflect along-term susceptibility to

severe infection.

A number of studies have used the UK Biobank to investigate risk factors associated
with developing severe COVID-19 symptoms and COVID-19 mortality. The uniqueness of
our study can be attributed to more than one aspect. Many studies focus on one or two
particular risk factors (e.g., [34, 35]) or an area of interest such as sociodemographic (e.g.,
[36]), lifestyle factors (e.g., [37]), disease outcomes, and biomarkers (e.g., [23, 38]), and
choose the predictors in advance. Our novel hypothesis-free approach of combining ML and
traditional epidemiological methods, investigates all predictors (such as sociodemographic,
lifestyle, and psychosocial factors, cognitive functions, biomarkers, disease outcomes and
treatments). While we reported associations for the well-known risk factors, our analyses also

suggest long-term predictive ability for markers of liver and kidney injury, and inflammation.

There are some methodol ogical considerations which need to be considered in the
context of our study. We defined severe COVID-19 based on hospital episode statistics and
looked at predictors of mortality only in the subgroup with a positive test/known infection.
Other studies have defined COVID-19 infection based on a positive test result from RT-PRC
tests [38, 39] in the subgroup tested for infection, while testing positive for COVID-19
within aparticular time period (when most of the testing took place in a hospital setting) has
been used as a proxy for COVID-19 severity [40, 41]. While our outcome will only capture
COVID-19 cases which required hospitalization, it allows us to assess long-term predictors of
severe infection using information from the whole cohort. Some previous studies have looked
into all-cause mortality subsequent to testing positive for COVID-19 mortality [42], while
our approach was more specific and required cause of death mentioning COVID-19 related
disease codes (U07.1 or U07.2).
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While the UK Biobank prospective cohort is uniquein its size and scope with
extensively phenotyped and genotyped data, enabling hypothesis-free approaches for
identifying long-term predictors of infection risk, it is aso a cohort of volunteers with higher
education and socio-economic status, and lower mortality rates compared to the general
population [43]. The healthy volunteer bias may have affected our analysis and thus the
external validity. However, it was reassuring that several of our findings have been observed
in studies conducted in other parts of the world. Our mortality analyses were conducted in the
sub-sample testing positive for COVID-19, hence, we may have lacked power to detect
further predictors. Also, while our results show association and not causation, we are unable

to discount residual confounding by factors not included in our analyses.

In conclusion, our large-scale hypothesis-free approach identified several risk factors
associated with COVID-19 infection, and suggested indicators of renal dysfunction, liver
injury and inflammation as predictors of long-term infection risk. Our data aso highlights the

need to focus on infection control in attempts to reduce inequalities in health.

14



References

1 Wang Y, Lu X, Li Y, et al. Clinical course and outcomes of 344 intensive care patients with
COVID-19. American Journal of Respiratory and Critical Care Medicine 2020;201:1430-4.

2 Huang C, Huang L, Wang Y, et al. 6-month consequences of COVID-19 in patients discharged
from hospital: a cohort study. The Lancet 2021.

3 Jamwal S, Gautam A, Elsworth J, et al. An updated insight into the molecular pathogenesis,
secondary complications and potential therapeutics of COVID-19 pandemic. Life Sciences
2020:118105.

4 Bullock J, Pham KH, Lam CSN, et al. Mapping the landscape of artificial intelligence
applications against COVID-19. arXiv preprint arXiv:200311336 2020.

5 Latif S, Usman M, Manzoor S, et al. Leveraging data science to combat covid-19: A
comprehensive review. IEEE Transactions on Artificial Intelligence 2020.

6 Liang S, Liu H, Gu Y, et al. Fast automated detection of COVID-19 from medical images using
convolutional neural networks. Communications Biology 2021;4:1-13.

7 Rajula HSR, Verlato G, Manchia M, et al. Comparison of Conventional Statistical Methods

with Machine Learning in Medicine: Diagnosis, Drug Development, and Treatment. Medicina
2020;56:455.

8 Sudlow C, Gallacher J, Allen N, et al. UK biobank: an open access resource for identifying the
causes of a wide range of complex diseases of middle and old age. PLoS Med 2015;12:e1001779.

9 Bycroft C, Freeman C, Petkova D, et al. The UK Biobank resource with deep phenotyping and
genomic data. Nature 2018;562:203-9.

10 Friedman JH. Greedy function approximation: a gradient boosting machine. Annals of
Statistics 2001:1189-232.

11 Armstrong J, Rudkin JK, Allen N, et al. Dynamic linkage of COVID-19 test results between
Public Health England's Second Generation Surveillance System and UK Biobank. Microb Genomics
2020;6.

12 Millard LA, Davies NM, Gaunt TR, et al. Software Application Profile: PHESANT: a tool for
performing automated phenome scans in UK Biobank. International Journal of Epidemiology 2017.
13 Lundberg SM, Erion GG, Lee S-I. Consistent individualized feature attribution for tree
ensembles. arXiv preprint arXiv:180203888 2018.

14 Lundberg SM, Lee S-I. A unified approach to interpreting model predictions. Advances in
Neural Information Processing Systems 2017:4765-74.

15 Elkan C. The foundations of cost-sensitive learning. International Joint Conference on
Artificial Intelligence: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates Ltd 2001:973-8.

16 Dorogush AV, Ershov V, Gulin A. CatBoost: gradient boosting with categorical features
support. arXiv preprint arXiv:181011363 2018.

17 Efron B. Better bootstrap confidence intervals. Journal of the American Statistical
Association 1987;82:171-85.

18 Wang B, Li R, Lu Z, et al. Does comorbidity increase the risk of patients with COVID-19:
evidence from meta-analysis. Aging (Albany NY) 2020;12:6049.

19 Chung RY-N, Dong D, Li MM. Socioeconomic gradient in health and the covid-19 outbreak.
BMJ 2020;369.

20 Goyal P, Choi JJ, Safford MM. Clinical Characteristics of Covid-19 in New York City. New EnglJ
Med 2020;382:2372-4.

21 Williamson EJ, Walker AJ, Bhaskaran K, et al. Factors associated with COVID-19-related death
using OpenSAFELY. Nature 2020;584:430-+.

22 Richardson S, Hirsch JS, Narasimhan M. Presenting Characteristics, Comorbidities, and
Outcomes Among 5700 Patients Hospitalized With COVID-19 in the New York City Area (vol 323, pg
2050, 2020). Jama-J Am Med Assoc 2020;323:2098-.

23 Atkins JL, Masoli JAH, Delgado J, et al. Preexisting Comorbidities Predicting COVID-19 and
Mortality in the UK Biobank Community Cohort. J Gerontol a-Biol 2020;75:2224-30.

15



24 Mulugeta A, Zhou A, King C, et al. Association between major depressive disorder and
multiple disease outcomes: a phenome-wide Mendelian randomisation study in the UK Biobank.
Molecular Psychiatry 2020;25:1469-76.

25 Kolin DA, Kulm S, Christos PJ, et al. Clinical, regional, and genetic characteristics of Covid-19
patients from UK Biobank. PLoS One 2020;15:€0241264.

26 Raisi-Estabragh Z, McCracken C, Ardissino M, et al. Renin-Angiotensin-Aldosterone System
Blockers Are Not Associated With Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) Hospitalization: Study of
1,439 UK Biobank Cases. Front Cardiovasc Med 2020;7.

27 Chadeau-Hyam M, Bodinier B, Elliott J, et al. Risk factors for positive and negative COVID-19
tests: a cautious and in-depth analysis of UK biobank data. International Journal of Epidemiology
2020;49:1454-67.

28 Xiang H-X, Xiang Y, Fei J, et al. Renal dysfunction and prognosis of COVID-19 patients: a
hospital-based retrospective cohort study. BMC Infectious Diseases 2020.

29 Yildirim C, Ozger HS, Yasar E, et al. Early predictors of acute kidney injury in COVID-19
patients. Nephrology 2021.

30 Zhao X, Lei Z, Gao F, et al. The impact of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) on liver injury
in China: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Medicine 2021;100.

31 Luo X, Zhou W, Yan X, et al. Prognostic value of C-reactive protein in patients with
coronavirus 2019. Clinical Infectious Diseases 2020;71:2174-9.
32 Smilowitz NR, Kunichoff D, Garshick M, et al. C-reactive protein and clinical outcomes in

patients with COVID-19. European Heart Journal 2021.

33 Fan H, Cai J, Tian A, et al. Comparison of Liver Biomarkers in 288 COVID-19 Patients: A Mono-
Centric Study in the Early Phase of Pandemic. Frontiers in Medicine 2021;7:1084.

34 Hastie CE, Pell JP, Sattar N. Vitamin D and COVID-19 infection and mortality in UK Biobank.
European Journal of Nutrition 2020:1-4.

35 Yates T, Razieh C, Zaccardi F, et al. Obesity and risk of COVID-19: analysis of UK Biobank.
Primary Care Diabetes 2020;14:566-7.

36 Niedzwiedz CL, O’Donnell CA, Jani BD, et al. Ethnic and socioeconomic differences in SARS-
CoV-2 infection: prospective cohort study using UK Biobank. BMC Medicine 2020;18:1-14.

37 Hamer M, Kivimaki M, Gale CR, et al. Lifestyle risk factors for cardiovascular disease in
relation to COVID-19 hospitalization: a community-based cohort study of 387,109 adults in UK.
MedRxiv 2020.

38 McQueenie R, Foster HM, Jani BD, et al. Multimorbidity, polypharmacy, and COVID-19
infection within the UK Biobank cohort. PloS One 2020;15:€0238091.

39 van der Meer D, Pinzén-Espinosa J, Lin BD, et al. Associations between psychiatric disorders,
COVID-19 testing probability and COVID-19 testing results: findings from a population-based study.
BJPsych Open 2020;6.

40 Raisi-Estabragh Z, McCracken C, Bethell MS, et al. Greater risk of severe COVID-19 in Black,
Asian and Minority Ethnic populations is not explained by cardiometabolic, socioeconomic or
behavioural factors, or by 25 (OH)-vitamin D status: study of 1326 cases from the UK Biobank. J
Public Health-Uk 2020;42:451-60.

41 Woolford S, D’Angelo S, Curtis E, et al. COVID-19 and associations with frailty and
multimorbidity: a prospective analysis of UK Biobank participants. Aging Clinical and Experimental
Research 2020;32:1897-905.

42 Kuo C-L, Pilling LC, Atkins JL, et al. ApoE e4e4 genotype and mortality with COVID-19 in UK
Biobank. The Journals of Gerontology: Series A 2020;75:1801-3.

43 Fry A, Littlejohns TJ, Sudlow C, et al. Comparison of sociodemographic and health-related
characteristics of UK Biobank participants with those of the general population. American Journal of
Epidemiology 2017;186:1026-34.

16



Tables

Table 1 : Characteristics of the UK Biobank participants in the analytical sample.

Characteristics
Age

<50

50-59.9
60-69.9

70+

*P-value

Sex
Female
Male

*P-value

Townsend index

Q1 (-4.39, -6.26 - -3.64)
Q2 (-2.92,-3.64--2.16)
Q3 (-1.10, -2.16 - 0.48)
Q4 (2.74,0.48 - 10.59)
(missing)

*P-value

Ethnicity
White European

South Asian

Severe COVID-19

N

102,318
141,599
175,296

1,898

4.91E-43

232,148
188,963

1.12E-16

105,211
105,110
105,140
105,150

500

0.0002

393,867

9,090

Cases% (N)

0.15 (151)
0.18 (254)
0.38 (666)

0.90 (17)

0.18 (419)

0.35 (669)

0.17 (184)
0.20 (207)
0.25 (264)
0.41 (432)

0.20 (1)

0.24 (949)

0.42 (38)

N

538
467
929

19

1.16E-34

921
1,032

0.011

349
386
483

734

0.216

1,698

82

COVID-19 Mortality

Cases% (N)

3.35 (18)
14.56 (68)
30.68 (285)

26.32 (5)

14.66 (135)

23.35 (241)

19.48 (68)
18.13 (70)
17.81 (86)
20,57 (151)

100.00 (1)

19.61 (333)

13.41 (11)
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East Asian
Black African
Other/mixed
Unknown

*P-value

BMI
Underweight
Normal
Overweight
Obese
(missing)

*P-value

Smoking
Non-smokers
Ex-smokers
Smokers - no type
Cigarg/pipes
Cigarettes<1-15
Cigarettes >15
(missing)

*P-value

Long-standing illness
No

Yes

1,393
7,607
6,766
2,388

1.21E-09

2,097
138,346
178,025
100,200

2,443

2.43E-15

232,900
144,249
11,448
1,984
17,599
10,460
2,471

0.0001

281,486

128,395

0.29 (4)
0.80 (61)
0.37 (25)

0.46 (11)

0.24 (5)
0.15 (202)
0.25 (447)
0.42 (418)

0.65 (16)

0.20 (461)
0.32 (460)
0.34(39)
0.40 (8)
0.30 (53)
0.47 (49)

0.73 (18)

0.18 (494)

0.43 (554)

98
51
16

0.047

451
816
655

23

0.415

929
762
66
12
94
67
23

0.197

1,044

841

0.00 (0)
23.47 (23)
7.84 (4)

31.25 (5)

3750 (3)
15.30 (69)
18.26 (149)
21.98 (144)

47.83 (11)

15.07 (140)
23.10 (176)
18.18 (12)
33.33 (4)
23.40 (22)
23.88 (16)

26.09 (6)

15.71 (164)

23.31 (196)
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(missing) 11,230 0.36 (40) 68  23.53(16)

*P-value 3.79E-19 0.999

*P-values are from likelihood ratio tests for Cox models fitted with all the covariateslisted in

the table and when the variable of interest is removed from the input.
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Figureslegends

Figure 1. Participant selection, pre-processing, and machine learning model development

pipeline for discovering predictive factors and subsequent epidemiological analyses.

Figure 2. We normalize absolute mean SHAP values of all features so that the sum is equal
to 100% and hence can be shown as percentages. Absolute mean SHAP feature importance
values (in percentage) from reduced feature set ML models summed up category wise into

eleven categories. Left: predicting severe COVID-19. Right: predicting COVID-19 mortality.

Figure 3. Sociodemographic factors associated with developing severe COVID-19
symptoms with their hazard ratios and 95% confidence intervals from Cox regression models
adjusted for age, sex, UK Biobank assessment center, Townsend deprivation index, ethnicity,

body massindex (BMI), smoking, and long-standing illness.

Figure 4. Lifestyle factors associated with developing severe COVID-19 symptoms with
their hazard ratios and 95% confidence intervals from Cox regression models adjusted for
age, sex, UK Biobank assessment center, Townsend deprivation index, ethnicity, body mass

index (BMI), smoking, and long-standing illness.

Figure 5. Self-rated health, medications, and disease outcomes associated with developing
severe COVID-19 symptoms with their hazard ratios and 95% confidence intervals from Cox
regression models adjusted for age, sex, UK Biobank assessment center, Townsend

deprivation index, ethnicity, body mass index (BMI), smoking, and long-standing illness.

Figure 6. Baseline biomarkers associated with developing severe COVID-19 symptoms with
their hazard ratios and 95% confidence intervals from Cox regression models adjusted for
age, sex, UK Biobank assessment center, Townsend deprivation index, ethnicity, body mass

index (BMI), smoking, and long-standing illness.
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HES, cancer and
mortality linkage
data

\ 4

UK Biobank data
Participants: 502,506
Variables: 10,867

A 4

Pre-process using PHESANT

A 4

Select baseline + linkage features
Missing < 10%
Total features selected : 36,168

A 4

COVID-19 data

Exclude:
a) non-England participants
b) died before January 2020
Total participants selected: 421,976

from Public Health
England

I BN

Y

Severe COVID-19

Participant selection
Control: 420,023
Cases: 1,088

COVID-19 mortality

Y

\ 4

Participant selection
Control: 1,577
Cases: 376

A\ 4

Discovering predictive factors

GBDT full models and
performance evaluation

\ 4

SHAP Values based
feature elimination

\ 4

Correlation based
feature elimination

A 4

Reduced GBDT models
and performance re-
check and domain
perspective check

Discovering predictive factors

GBDT full models and
performance evaluation

\ 4

SHAP Values based
feature elimination

\ 4

Correlation based feature

elimination

A 4

Reduced GBDT models

and performance re-
check and domain
perspective check

133 predictive
factors

149 predictive factors

A 4

Epidemiological analyses

Cox regression models




COVID-19 Severity COVID-19 Mortality

" Self-reported diseases

Sociodemographics Medications & Operations
Lifestyle and environment [ Health and medical history
Physical measurements | Hospital diagnoses
Cognitive function I Biomarkers

Psychosocial factors

Baseline characteristics




Feature

HR (95% ClI)

Age
<50 (ref.) [ ]
50-59.9 —— 1.29 (1.05, 1.59)
60-69.9 —— 2.83 (2.34, 3.42)
70+ ——35.91 (4.10, 11.62)
Sex —— 1.72 (1.52, 1.96)
Ethnicity
White European (ref.) [ ]
South Asian e 1.57 (1.10, 2.23)
East Asian - 2.15 (0.80, 5.75)
Black African e 2.79 (2.08, 3.75)
Other/Mixed . 1.64 (1.08, 2.47)
Unknown = 0.73 (0.24, 2.28)
Education
None (ref.) [ ]
NVQ/CSE/A-levels —t— 0.72 (0.61, 0.85)
Degree/professional i 0.73 (0.62, 0.86)
Townsend index
Q1 (-4.39, -6.26 - -3.64) (ref.)
Q2 (-2.92, -3.64 - -2.16) —I— 1.00 (0.82, 1.23)
Q3 (-1.10, -2.16 - 0.48) -+l 1.14 (0.94, 1.39)
Q4 (2.74,0.48 - 10.59) —— 1.43 (1.18, 1.73)
Accomodation type
House/bungalow (ref.) [ ]
Flat/apartment i 1.33 (1.10, 1.62)
Other o . E— 1.46 (0.82, 2.61)
Own/rent
Own outright (ref.) [ |
Own with mortgage =l 1.16 (0.99, 1.37)
Rent —— 1.65 (1.35, 2.01)
Other e ] 1.25 (0.71, 2.17)
Disability allowances —— 1.61 (1.33, 1.95)
| | | |
A1 5 1 2 5




Feature

Smoking

Physical activity (MET)

Activity type

Walking pace

Stair climbing frequency

TV watching time

Tea intake

Coffee intake

Bread type

Major dietary changes

Non-smokers (ref.) [ |

Ex-smokers

Smokers notype

Cigars/pipes
Cigarettes <1-15
Cigarettes >15

Low (ref.) N
Moderate e

High e
None (ref.) [ |
Light/Moderate )

Strenous sports  m————

Slow (ref.) [ |
Steady )

Brisk e

None (ref.) [ |
1-5 times e
6-10 times e ey |
11-15 times e —

>15 times e
0-1 hours (ref.) N
2-3 hours e —
>3 hours

Non drinker (ref.) |

<1-2 cups/day
3-4 cups/day e
>4 cups/day ——

Non drinker (ref.) N

<1-2 cups/day o
3-4 cups/day e
>4 cups/day b

White (ref.) | |

Brown e
Wholemeal/Wholegrain ——
Other types —

No (ref.) N

Yes, due to iliness
Yes, other reasons

+

HR (95% CI)

1.43 (1.25, 1.64)
1.40 (1.00, 1.95)
1.56 (0.78, 3.15)
1.62 (1.09, 2.39)
2.25 (1.34, 3.78)

0.79 (0.69, 0.92)
0.97 (0.82, 1.16)

0.60 (0.50, 0.72)
0.52 (0.39, 0.70)

0.68 (0.57, 0.81)
0.51 (0.41, 0.63)

0.87 (0.70, 1.07)
0.83 (0.67, 1.01)
0.63 (0.50, 0.81)
0.76 (0.60, 0.98)

1.09 (0.90, 1.31)
1.28 (1.05, 1.56)

0.69 (0.57, 0.84)
0.73 (0.60, 0.87)
0.73 (0.61, 0.87)

0.79 (0.68, 0.92)
0.84 (0.69, 1.01)
0.94 (0.76, 1.16)

0.73 (0.59, 0.91)
0.79 (0.69, 0.91)
0.94 (0.69, 1.28)

1.33 (1.12, 1.58)
0.89 (0.77, 1.03)

.U'I_
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Feature

Self-rated health
Excellent (ref.)
Good
Fair
Poor

Long-standing illness

Treatment/medications taken

HR (95% Cl)

1.22 (0.97, 1.54)
1.70 (1.32, 2.18)
2.47 (1.82, 3.36)

1.74 (1.53,1.97)

None (ref.)
1-3 —t— 1.19 (0.99, 1.42)
>3 —— 2.11 (1.74, 2.56)
Pain(s) experienced last month —— 1.29 (1.13, 1.49)
Disease outcomes
Wheeze/whistling — 1.34 (1.16, 1.54)
Lobar pneumonia (J18.1) 3.89 (3.07, 4.91)
Pneumonia (J18) —_— 2.71 (2.24,3.27)
Other COPD (J44) —_— 1.71 (1.36, 2.16)
Type 2 diabetes —— 1.74 (1.46, 2.07)
Essential hyptertension (110) —— 1.59 (1.39, 1.82)
Pure hypercholesterolemia (E78.0) — 1.43 (1.23, 1.67)
Circulatory system diseases (286.7) —_— 1.97 (1.64, 2.37)
Disorders of urinary system (N39) 1.91 (1.60, 2.29)
Anemia (D64.9), primary/secondary —— 0.95 (0.70, 1.28)
Nausea and vomiting (R11) e 2.15(1.70, 2.70)
Lipoprotein metabolism disorders (E78) —— 1.25 (1.09, 1.43)
Depressive episode (F32.9) —_—— 2.12 (1.70, 2.65)
Psychoactive substance abuse (Z286.4) —— 1.67 (1.41,1.97)
| |
5 2




Feature

Cystatin C (mg/L)

Q1 (0.75, 0.295 - 0.802) (ref.)

)
Q2 (0.84, 0.803 - 0.882)
Q3 (0.92, 0.883 - 0.975)
Q4 (1.05, 0.976 - 7.415)
C-reactive protein (ml/L)

Q1 (0.41, 0.08 - 0.64) (ref.)

Q2 (0.93, 0.65 - 1.29)

Q3 (1.82, 1.3 -2.67)

Q4 (4.59, 2.68 - 79.96)

Gamma glutamyl transferase (U/L)
Q1 (15.1, 5 - 18.4) (ref.)
Q2 (21.9, 18.5-26)
Q3 (31.6, 26.1 - 40.2)
Q4 (58.2,40.3 - 1156.6)

Alkaline phosphatase (U/L)
Q1 (58.9, 8 - 67) (ref.)
Q2 (73.6, 67.1 - 80)
Q3 (86.9, 80.1 - 95.3)
Q4 (108.2, 95.4 - 1039.7)

Microalbumin in urine (mg/L)
Q1 (0.0, 0-0.0) (ref.)
Q3(7.2,6.7-7.8)
Q4 (13.2,7.9 - 6746.5)

HR (95% Cl)

0.92 (0.72, 1.18)
1.30 (1.04, 1.63)
1.57 (1.25, 1.96)

1.14 (0.91, 1.42)
1.32(1.07, 1.64)
1.49 (1.20, 1.84)

1.40 (1.11,1.77)
1.36 (1.08, 1.71)
1.66 (1.32, 2.09)

0.99 (0.81, 1.21)
1.11 (0.92, 1.35)
1.37 (1.13, 1.65)

1.08 (0.82, 1.43)
1.41(1.23,1.61)




