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Abstract 

Objective: 

To describe the clinical data from the first 107 patients seen in the Mayo Clinic Post COVID-19 

Care Clinic (PCOCC). 

Patients and Methods: 

After IRB approval, we reviewed the charts of 107 patients seen between January 19, 2021 and 

April 29, 2021 in the Mayo Clinic Post COVID Care Clinic (PCOCC) in order to describe the first 

107 patients treated through the Mayo Clinic PCOCC. Data was abstracted from the electronic 

medical record into a standardized database to facilitate analysis. Phenotypes of patients seen 

in the PCOCC clinic were identified by expert review of predominant symptom clusters.   

Results:  

The majority of patients seen in our clinic were female (75%, 80/107), and the median age at 

presentation was 47 years (interquartile range [IQR] 37, 55). All had Post Acute Sequelae of 

SARS-CoV-2 infection (PASC) with six clinical phenotypes being identified – fatigue 

predominant (n=68), dyspnea predominant (n=23), myalgia predominant (n=6), orthostasis 

predominant (n=6), chest pain predominant (n=3), and headache predominant (n=1).  The 

fatigue-predominant phenotype was more common in women (84%, p=0.006) and the dyspnea-

predominant phenotype was more common in men (52%, p=0.002). IL-6 was elevated in 61% of 

patients (69% of women, p=0.0046) which was statistically discordant with elevation in CRP and 

ESR which was identified in 17% and 20% of cases respectively (p<0.001). Four PASC 

phenotypes (fatigue-predominant, myalgia-predominant, orthostasis predominant, and 

headache-predominant) were associated with central sensitization (CS), and higher IL-6 levels 

than those phenotypes not associated with CS (p=0.013). Patients with CS phenotypes after 

COVID-19 infection (post COVID syndrome) were predominantly female (80%, p=0.0085).  
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Conclusion: 

In our post COVID clinic, we observed several distinct clinical phenotypes.  Fatigue-

predominance was the most common presentation and was associated with elevated IL-6 levels 

and female gender.  Dyspnea-predominance was more common in men and was not associated 

with elevated IL-6 levels. IL-6 levels were significantly elevated in patients with PASC and 

discordant with ESR and CRP, particularly in those with central sensitization phenotypes.  
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Introduction  

Since its identification in December 2019, the SARS-CoV-2 virus, which causes Coronavirus 

Disease 2019 (COVID-19), has had a devastating global impact with over 3 million deaths 

worldwide as of May 2021. During the early COVID-19 pandemic in Italy, a notable proportion 

of patients who survived the acute illness began presenting with persistent symptoms occurring 

several weeks after their initial diagnosis. A case series of 143 individuals who had been 

hospitalized for COVID-19 described persistent symptoms over 60 days from initial onset in 

87.4% of cases, showing a predominance of fatigue (53.1%), dyspnea (43.4%), joint pain 

(27.3%), and chest pain (21.7%) during outpatient follow-up.1 A subsequent 6-month cohort 

study of 1733 patients from Wuhan, China, demonstrated persistent fatigue or muscle 

weakness (63%), as well as sleep difficulties (26%) and anxiety and depression (23%).2, Recent 

studies have estimated that between 10-30% of patients who recover from COVID-19 

experience persistent symptoms months after resolution of acute illness.1-7 These persistent 

symptoms have been described using several terms including post-COVID syndrome (PoCoS), 

post-acute COVID-19, and long-haul COVID.4-7  Recently the National Institutes of Health (NIH) 

developed the term Post-Acute Sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 infection (PASC) to describe those 

COVID-19 patients that have at least one symptom that developed after the acute infection and 

has  persisted after the expected resolution of acute disease.    

 

Direct organ damage from COVID-19 has been observed in PASC patients with single-system 

involvement such as anosmia, cardiomyopathy, neuropathy, or interstitial lung disease (ILD). 

Causes of disability beyond lingering effects of direct organ damage include widespread pain, 

fatigue with post-exertional malaise, orthostatic intolerance, and cognitive impairment including 

the commonly reported “brain fog”. This is similar to other post infectious syndromes following 

Epstein-Barr Virus (EBV), Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS), Q-fever, Zika, Lyme 
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disease, and Chikungunya. These chronic symptoms resemble those experienced in 

fibromyalgia (FM), chronic fatigue syndrome (CFS), postural orthostatic tachycardia syndrome 

(POTS), and central sensitization (CS) syndromes which can often develop in a post-infectious 

manner. CS syndromes are thought to share common pathophysiology with central 

neuroinflammation and remodeling of brain and spinal cord pathways leading to enhanced 

sensitivity to multiple stimuli, sympathetic hyperactivity, and decreased efficacy of inhibitory 

pathways.8-19 

 

Research in CS has recently turned to the role of proinflammatory mediators in the development 

and persistence of these conditions.20 Prominent cytokine and chemokine elevations have 

included IL-6, IL-8, IL-17, IL-1β, and TNF-α.20-22 High sensitivity CRP has been found to be 

comparably elevated in both fibromyalgia and chronic fatigue syndrome, with mixed data on 

elevated CRP.23 Not surprisingly, there has been similar interest in the cytokine release 

syndrome attributed to severe cases of COVID-19, especially in regards to IL-6.24 The potential 

overlap between the inflammatory response of CS and PASC has not yet been determined. 

 

In response to the COVID-19 pandemic and the rising cases of PASC, our institution developed 

a multi-specialty team to coordinate efforts and share clinical and research approaches to 

PASC. This multispecialty team comprise physicians and scientists from General Internal 

Medicine (GIM), Preventative Medicine (Prev Med), Physical Medicine & Rehabilitation (PM&R), 

Psychology, Allergy and Immunology, Infectious Disease (ID), Pulmonology, Neurology, 

Cardiology, Pediatrics and Otorhinolaryngology (ENT). Subspecialists experienced in acute 

COVID-19 and PASC see patients with symptoms limited to one organ system, while the GIM 

(PCOCC) and Prev Med (CARP) clinics evaluate patients with multiple affected systems.25  
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Herein we present our inaugural cohort to describe the clinical presentation and associated 

laboratory findings from our first 107 patients seen in the Post COVID-19 Care Clinic (PCOCC).     

Patients and Methods 

The current study was approved by the Mayo Clinic COVID-19 Research Taskforce and the 

Mayo Clinic Institutional Review Board.  The data for all patients in the PCOCC Clinic and had 

provided research authorization were entered into a prospectively maintained internal REDCap 

(Research Electronic Data Capture) database. Patients seen between January 19, 2021 and 

April 29, 2021 were included. Acute symptoms (within the first 4 weeks of COVID-19 diagnosis 

or symptom-onset) were recorded, followed by chronic symptoms (those persisting beyond 4 

weeks from diagnosis or symptom-onset). Laboratory and other diagnostic testing data (protocol 

described below) were also collected as available. Data was abstracted and analyzed using R 

version 3.6.3.26  

Care Team Design 

Patients who had persistent symptoms post COVID-19 infection were either self- or physician-

referred to the PCOCC. All patients completed a standardized questionnaire which contains 52 

questions regarding initial COVID-19 infection, symptoms, and treatment, along with ongoing 

and persistent symptoms that continue to affect them. Patient questionnaires were reviewed by 

a GIM physician and those with symptoms limited to a single organ system were directly 

referred to the sub-specialty team for management of their PASC symptoms; for example, 

patients with anosmia were referred directly to Otorhinolaryngology (ENT). Patients with 

symptoms in multiple organ systems were initially evaluated via a 30-minute virtual visit for the 

purpose of introducing the PCOCC clinic and appropriate pre-ordering of tests and consults. 

Patients would then be evaluated in person during a condensed itinerary of tests and consults 

geared toward the predominant symptoms. For many patients, there was no evidence of tissue 
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damage on testing, and these patients likely had a central sensitization (CS) phenotype, 

including fatigue, myalgia, and orthostasis. For treatment of the CS phenotypes, we created a 

virtual treatment program aimed at patient education with elements of cognitive behavioral 

therapy, health coaching, and paced rehabilitation. This program is 8 hours long, delivered as 

two 4-hour segments, and accompanied by health coaching and nursing follow up for 6 months. 

As part of the PCOCC evaluation, the team developed a standardized evaluation to be ordered 

for any patient presenting to the clinic. This included basic laboratory testing (CBC, CMP, ESR, 

CRP), markers of COVID-19 inflammation (ferritin, D-dimer, IL-6), autoimmune screening (ANA 

and CRP with reflex to full panel if either positive), 6 minute walk test, and pulmonary function 

tests and chest imaging if patient had dyspnea.  

 

Results  

Patient demographics:  

The first 107 patients evaluated by our PCOCC team were included. Of these, 80 (75%) were 

female with a median age of 47 years (interquartile range [IQR] 37, 55). 94% of our patients 

were White/Caucasian, 4% were Black/African American, 2% were American Indian/Pacific 

Islander, and 2% were unknown. 98% of our patients identified as non-Hispanic and 2% were 

unknown (Table 1).  

 

Phenotypes:  

Six phenotypes were identified – fatigue predominant (n=68), dyspnea predominant (n=23), 

myalgia predominant (n=6), orthostasis predominant (n=6), chest pain predominant (n=3), and 

headache predominant (n=1) (Table 2). Distribution of phenotypes by sex was unequal with 
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more women being predominant for fatigue (84%, p=0.006), orthostasis (100%), and chest pain 

(100%). More men were predominant for dyspnea (52%, p=0.002) and headache (100%). 

Myalgia-predominant phenotype was evenly distributed among sexes.  

 

Lab markers:  

Lab markers varied significantly with IL-6 elevated in a higher proportion of patients than CRP 

(61% vs 17%, p <0.001) and ESR (61% vs 20%, p<0.001) (Figure 1, Table 4). IL-6 was 

elevated in a statistically significant proportion of women (69% vs 39% in men, p=0.05) while 

there were no statistically significant differences in elevated ESR (18% women vs 26% in men, 

p=0.76) and CRP (15% in women vs 21% in men) between the sexes (Table 5). Lab markers 

also varied by phenotype with IL-6 levels being more elevated in patients with the fatigue-

predominant, myalgia-predominant, and orthostasis-predominant phenotypes (Figure 2).  

 

Central sensitization:  

The fatigue-predominant, myalgia-predominant, and orthostasis-predominant phenotypes were 

considered together as central sensitization phenotypes given their similarity across groups as 

well as similarity to existing CS conditions of chronic fatigue syndrome, fibromyalgia, and POTS. 

When considered together against the non-CS phenotype (dyspnea, and chest pain [n=26]), the 

CS-phenotype (n=81) had statistically significantly higher IL-6 levels (p=0.013) and higher ESR 

and CRP levels but these did not reach statistical significance (Figure 3, Table 5). The CS-

phenotype also had a statistically significantly higher proportion of women (80% vs 27% of men, 

p=0.0085). Age was not significantly different between patients with CS (mean 45.6, SD 13.6) 

and without CS (mean 48.7 years, SD 14.8).  
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Discussion  

The main objective of the PCOCC is to phenotype and then treat PASC patients who are 

struggling with persistent symptoms for greater than 3 months. There are three main novel 

findings from the first 107 PASC patients seen in the PCOCC: 1) there is female predominance 

in the patients seeking care for PASC (n=80; 74.5%) 2) females were more likely to have an 

elevated IL-6 than males (69% versus 28%) and 3) ongoing fatigue was the most common 

phenotype in females (n=75;71.3%) and dyspnea most common in males (n=12; 44.4%). Most 

patients seen in the PCOCC did not have a clear end organ pathology/damage to account for 

the ongoing symptoms and central sensitization (CS) phenotype (fatigue, myalgia, orthostasis) 

was the most common categorization.  Of patients with central sensitization phenotypes, 66/81 

were women (81.4%) consistent with the known female predominance in CS (Table 5).27, 28  

 

The majority (n=62; 57.9%) of patients seen in the PCOCC clinic had elevated levels of the pro-

inflammatory cytokine IL-6 at least 3 months after acute infection.  To our knowledge this has 

not been described in PASC. Acute COVID-19 infection has demonstrated a similar, but more 

pronounced pattern of inflammatory response similar to what has been seen in other cytokine 

release syndromes (CRS) such as sepsis, burns, and acute respiratory distress syndrome. The 

CRS response includes important components of the innate immune system such as IL-6, IL-8, 

IL-10 and monocyte chemoattractant (MCP)-1.29-33 This innate hyperinflammatory CRS 

response seen during severe COVID-19 is thought to be the primary mechanism behind 

adverse outcomes. In addition, IL-6 has been independently associated with mortality in COVID-

19 patients requiring mechanical ventilation.24 It has been postulated that IL-6 inhibits antiviral 

activity and blockade has been identified as a potential therapeutic target,33, 34 however, recent 

trials of tocilizumab, a monoclonal antibody against  IL-6 receptor alpha in hospitalized COVID-

19 patients have shown mixed results.35, 36  
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The present study demonstrated a likely persistent (greater than 3 month) elevated IL-6 level 

was more frequent in females, which we have hypothesized could be partially responsible for 

the sex differences being observed in PASC.37-41 Sex is one of several variables known to 

influence the overall immune responses to COVID-19. In a number of acute COVID-19 cohort 

studies, males had higher rates of hospitalization, critical illness, and mortality when adjusted for 

comorbidities and age.38, 41, 42  A recent cohort study of hospitalized COVID-19 positive patients 

who had not received immunomodulatory medications and had detailed cytokine, chemokine, 

and blood cell phenotyping samples compared to healthy controls.42 This study found that males 

had a higher innate inflammatory response (IL-8 and IL-18) than females but when females had 

elevated innate immune responses it positively correlated with disease progression. Changes in 

the immune response based on sex do vary throughout the lifecycle with post-puberty/pre-

menopausal females having higher levels of inflammatory cytokines (IL-6, TNF, and IL-1β) 

compared to post-puberty/adult males. These effects may be mediated by sex hormones 

estradiol, progesterone, and androgens as this difference changes in older age with men having 

higher inflammatory cytokine levels as they age.42-44 The average age of the PCOCC patients 

was 46.2 years with the average female age being younger than the overall cohort at 44.8 

years.  

 

Many patients seen in the PCOCC clinic have clinical presentations very similar to other CS 

phenotypes such as FMS, CFS and POTS.45-49 Symptoms also overlap with the Post ICU 

Syndrome (PICS) and post-infectious syndromes such as post-treatment Lyme disease 

syndrome.45, 50 This centrally sensitized subset of PASC patients are referred to as having post 

COVID syndrome (PoCoS). The presence of a common pathway mediated by immune 

dysregulation provides a common etiology of these conditions and IL-6 is elevated in these 
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syndromes.51-55 IL-6 is associated with fatigue and sleep-disturbance in chronic stress and 

inflammation in central sensitization syndromes.56 Treatment of these conditions have 

traditionally been frustrating as patients will have multiple disabling symptoms yet will have very 

few (if any) abnormalities on laboratory and procedural testing. The most compelling 

explanation is that of central sensitization wherein the brain and spinal cord become more 

sensitive to stimuli thereby reducing stimulus threshold for perception and amplifying existing 

stimuli.57 Changes in the areas of the brain recruited secondary to a standard stimulus vary 

significantly between healthy controls and those with CS on both PET-CT and functional MRI 

brain imaging.58-61 Besides commonalities in clinical presentation, persistent elevation of 

immune markers, and changes in functional imaging, patients often display symptoms of 

persistent sympathetic system hyperactivity with palpitations, exercise intolerance, difficulty 

initiating and maintaining sleep, and sensitivity to external stimuli.46-49 Also seen is a familial 

preponderance of central sensitization syndromes, with up to a 13-fold increase in incidence of 

CS compared to the general population.62 This suggests a genetic component to CS, which has 

been supported by several studies identifying genes that occur at a higher frequency in patients 

with CS, with fibromyalgia being the best studied of these syndromes.62, 63 Finally, in our 

experience, patients affected by these syndromes also share personality traits, often describing 

themselves as “people pleasers” and “detail-oriented”.57 Indeed, there has been some overlay 

between the genetics of fibromyalgia and anxiety and these conditions are highly comorbid.64 

With these considerations in mind, we propose a “three hit” hypothesis wherein patients need to 

have the appropriate candidate genes to have the potential for developing CS, the personality 

type associated with CS, and then a “sensitizing event” which causes significant systemic 

distress, often viral in nature, but may include other forms of trauma (life events, physical 

trauma, surgery, major medical illness) [Figure 4]. The symptoms predominant during the 

sensitization event often remain as the predominant symptom seen in the illness phenotype but 

may develop to include other symptoms as the illness progresses. This expansion of symptoms 
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is likely related to secondary changes including impaired sleep and the distress and concern 

due to the impact of symptoms on life and physical activities.  

 

This study had several limitations. First, the study design is a prospective cohort without strict 

inclusion criteria which allows for heterogeneity across the sample population. This was 

intentional as the GIM clinic is best suited for evaluating patients with symptoms across multiple 

systems. Second, the selection of patients with multiple symptoms increased the concentration 

of patients with PoCoS, as patients with limited symptoms suggestive of one organ system 

involvement or those with already identified post COVID end organ damage were directly 

triaged to the appropriate specialty, e.g. anosmia to ENT, pulmonary fibrosis to Pulmonology. 

This was also intentional as we had designed a treatment program directed at helping these 

individuals. Third, our population was 94% White/Caucasian, and involved no patients of 

Hispanic descent. This was unintentional and likely secondary to our local demographic and 

differences in health seeking behaviors. Therefore, future research in a more diverse population 

is warranted. Fourth, the standard lab panel was not ordered in all patients, which reflects 

referring provider preference or patient-specific clinical decisions. Because of these limitations, 

our study data may not be widely generalizable to all PASC patients but provides previously 

unreported insights into PoCoS and its likely immune dysregulation etiology.  

 

Conclusions 

In our post COVID care clinic, we observed six distinct clinical phenotypes, of which the fatigue 

and dyspnea-predominant phenotypes were most common in women and men respectively. 

The phenotypes resembling known central sensitization syndromes (fatigue-, myalgia-, and 

orthostasis-predominant) were collectively considered as post COVID syndrome. This 
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phenotype was associated with elevated IL-6, predominantly occurred in women, and presented 

with three major subtypes – fatigue, myalgia, and orthostasis. Knowledge of these phenotypes 

and the insights gleaned from the clinical data reported in this report may help in defining 

etiology and treatment options for PoCoS.  
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Table 1 Demographics of patient population treated in PCOCC 

Characteristic N = 1071 
Age 47 (37, 55) 
Sex  

Female 80 (75%) 
Male 27 (25%) 

Ethnicity  
non-Hispanic 103 (98%) 
Hispanic 2 (1.9%) 
Unknown 2 

Race  
White 99 (94%) 
African/African American 4 (3.8%) 
Asian 0 (0%) 
Pacific Islander 0 (0%) 
American Indian/Native American 2 (1.9%) 
Unknown 2 

1Median (IQR); n (%) 
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Table 2: Phenotypes of patients presenting to PCOCC 

Phenotype  Patients reporting 
symptom   

Women   Men  P-value (Fisher’s Exact 
Test)  
  

Chest Pain  3  3 (100%) 0 (0%) 1  
Dyspnea  23  11 (48%) 12 (52%) 0.002 
Fatigue  68  57 (84%) 11 (16%) 0.006 
Myalgia  6  3 (50%) 3 (50%) 0.17  
Orthostasis  6  6 (100%) 0 (0%) 0.33  
Headache  1  0 (0%) 1 (100%) 1  
Total  107  80  27    
Central Sensitization  81  66  15  0.008  
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Table 3: Lab tests by sex 

Characteristic Reference 
range 

Overall, N = 
1071 

Female, N = 
801 

Male, N = 
271 

p-
value2 

ESR < 20 mm/hr 8 (5, 19) 9 (5, 18) 5 (2, 22) 0.3 
D-dimer ≤ 500 ng/mL 307 (220, 461) 352 (238, 

441) 
244 (220, 
551) 0.4 

CRP ≤8.0 mg/L 3.1 (3.0, 6.1) 3.5 (3.0, 6.1) 3.0 (3.0, 5.1) 0.4 
Ferritin Male: 24-336 

mcg/L 
Female: 11-307 
mcg/L 

69 (30, 115) 52 (26, 87) 94 (67, 242) 0.01 

AM cortisol 7-25 mcg/dL 13.0 (9.3, 16.0) 13.0 (8.5, 
15.5) 

15.0 (11.0, 
16.0) 0.3 

IL-6 ≤1.8 pg/mL 2.20 (1.50, 
2.90) 

2.30 (1.55, 
2.80) 

1.70 (1.22, 
3.50) 0.7 

6-minute walk - distance 
(ft) 

Varies by age 
and gender 1,482 (1,244, 

1,774) 

1,482 
(1,250, 
1,705) 

1,559 
(1,246, 
1,933) 

0.5 

% predicted 6-minute 
walk distance for age (if 
available) 

 
72 (45, 93) 80 (56, 102) 43 (29, 58) 0.2 

6-minute walk spO2 
nadir 

> 92% 95 (93, 96) 95 (94, 96) 93 (91, 96) 0.03 

6-minute walk HR  Varies by age 
and gender 112 (102, 122) 112 (102, 

123) 
112 (101, 
115) 0.7 

% predicted HR for age 
(if available) 

 62 (59, 69) 62 (59, 69) 63 (58, 65) >0.9 
 1Median (IQR) 
 2Wilcoxon rank sum test; Wilcoxon rank sum exact test 

 

 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted June 2, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.25.21257820doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.25.21257820


Table 4 – Inflammatory Markers by Phenotype 

Test Fatigue‡ Dyspnea‡ Myalgia‡ Orthostasis‡ Chest Pain‡ Headache† 
IL-6 2.5 (1.1, 0.86) 1.7 (0.9, 

0.04) 
4.9 (3.4, 0.0002) 2.9 (0.3, 0.55) 1.3 (0.2, 

0.27) 
- 

CRP 5.9 (5.2, 0.62) 4.9 (3.6, 
0.47) 

16.04 (25.6, 
0.004) 

6.5 (3.6, 0.97) 3 (0, 0.50) 34 (0) 

ESR 13.5 (11.9, 
0.46) 

9.1 (7.6, 
0.10) 

12.25 (12.2, 
0.48) 

21.8 (18.6, 
0.05) 

3 (1.4, 0.16) 42 (0) 

†one patient with headache who had an elevated ESR and CRP, IL-6 not measured 
‡mean (SD, p-value) 
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Table 5 – Elevated inflammatory markers by sex 

Test Number elevated 
(number with result; %) 

Women 
(n; %) 

p-value by Fisher’s 
exact test 

IL-6 41 (67; 61%) 34 (49; 69%) 0.046 
CRP 12 (71; 17%) 8 (52; 15%) 0.72 
ESR 14 (69; 20%) 9 (50; 18%) 0.76 
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Table 6 – Characteristics of patients with and without central sensitization (CS)  

Test CS (n=81)1 Non-CS (n=26)1 P-value2  
% female 81 54 0.009 
Age  45.6 [13.6] 48.7 [14.8] 0.32 
IL-6 2.75 [1.62] 1.64 [0.86] 0.01 
CRP 7.01 [9.67] 4.55 [3.44] 0.30 
ESR 14.8 [13.6] 8.06 [7.49] 0.05 
1mean [SD] 
2Fisher exact test (% female); ANOVA (age, IL-6, CRP, ESR) 
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Supplementary Figure 1: IL-6, CRP, and ESR in patients seen in PCOCC 

Blue arrow indicates upper limit of normal for each inflammatory marker 
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Figure 1: IL-6 in patients by clinical phenotype 

Headache predominant phenotype not shown as n = 1 and no IL-6 value for this patient 
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Supplementary Figure 2: Inflammatory markers in patients with and without central 

sensitization (CS) 
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Figure 2: Proposed “three hit” model for development of central sensitization (CS) 

Candidate genes from D’Agnelli et al, Mol Pain 201963 
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