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ABSTRACT

Background

The SARS-CoV-2 variant of concern (VOC) B.1.1.7 has spread worldwide and has been associated with
increased risk of severe disease. Studies on patient trajectories and outcomes among hospitalised

patients infected with B.1.1.7 are essential for hospital capacity planning.

Methods

Using linked individual-level data from national registries, we conducted a cohort study on cases of
SARS-CoV-2 in Norway hospitalised between 21 December 2020 and 25 April 2021. We calculated
adjusted hazard ratios using survival analysis to examine the association between B.1.1.7 and time
from symptom onset to hospitalisation, and length of stay (LoS) in hospital and an intensive care unit
compared to non-VOC. We calculated adjusted odds ratios using logistic regression to examine the

association between B.1.1.7 and mortality (up to 30 days post discharge) compared to non-VOC.

Results

We included 946 B.1.1.7 patients and 157 non-VOC. The crude median time from symptom onset to
hospitalisation was 8 days (IQR: 5-10) for B.1.1.7 and 8 days (IQR: 4—-11) for non-VOC. The crude
median LoS in hospital was 5.0 days (IQR: 2.6—10.0) for B.1.1.7 patients and 5.1 days (IQR: 2.5-9.9)
for non-VOC. Fifty-four (6%) B.1.1.7 patients died, compared to 14 (9%) non-VOC. There was no
difference in the unadjusted or adjusted estimates of our outcome measures for B.1.1.7 and non-

VOC patients.

Conclusions

B.1.1.7 does not appear to influence hospitalised patient trajectories, compared to non-VOC. These
findings, along with the success of ongoing vaccination programmes, are encouraging for ongoing

capacity planning in the hospital sector.
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MAIN TEXT

BACKGROUND

The emergence and spread of variants of concern (VOC) of the SARS-CoV-2 virus have been reported
worldwide. This includes lineage B.1.1.7 (alpha variant), first detected in south-east England in
September 2020 (1). In Norway (population 5.4 million), testing activity for COVID-19 is high, with
consistently over 100,000 persons tested weekly (defined as one or more tests per person within a
seven-day period) since week 44, 2020. Mathematical modelling has estimated that consistently over
50% of all cases weekly have been diagnosed since late 2020 (2). Sequencing capacity in Norwegian
laboratories was rapidly scaled up from early December 2020 and the capacity to screen for variants
or perform whole genome sequencing (WGS) was further increased following reports of widespread
transmission of B.1.1.7 in the United Kingdom (UK). The proportion of confirmed COVID-19 cases
nationally with known variant increased from 6% in week 52 of 2020 to 80% in week 9 of 2021. The
first infection with B.1.1.7 was sampled in week 48, 2020, and it has been the dominating variant

since week 7, 2021 (2).

In addition to increased transmissibility (1), a few studies have indicated that B.1.1.7 infection is
associated with increased risk of hospitalisation, admission to an intensive care unit (ICU) and/or
death (3-10). In Norway, increasing detection of B.1.1.7 in early 2021 coincided with a rapid increase
in the number of new admissions to hospital and ICU (2). Infection with B.1.1.7 was subsequently
associated with a 1.9-fold increased risk of hospitalisation and a 1.8-fold increased risk of ICU
admission, compared to non-VOC. However, when the analysis was restricted to hospitalised cases,

there was no difference in the risk of ICU admission between B.1.1.7 and non-VOC (11).

To further explore this finding, and support capacity planning in the health system, evidence on
differences in patient trajectories and outcomes among hospitalised patients infected with B.1.1.7

compared to other lineages is essential. We used linked individual-level data to estimate the time
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from symptom onset to hospitalisation, length of stay (LoS) in hospital and ICU, and odds of mortality

(in-hospital and post discharge) for infections with B.1.1.7 in Norway, compared to non-VOC.

METHODS

The national emergency preparedness register

The emergency preparedness register, Beredt C19, (12) contains individual-level data from central
health registries, national registries and national clinical registries. We included data on notified
cases of laboratory-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection from the Norwegian Surveillance System for
Communicable Diseases (MSIS). We obtained data on hospitalisation and intensive care admission
following a positive SARS-CoV-2 test from the Norwegian Intensive Care and Pandemic Registry
(NIPaR). All Norwegian hospitals report to NIPaR, and reporting is mandatory. Data on virus variants
came from the MSIS laboratory database, which receives SARS-CoV-2 test results from all Norwegian
microbiology laboratories. Data on COVID-19 vaccinations came from the Norwegian Immunisation
Registry, SYSVAK. More detailed information on each data source can be found in supplementary

materials A, part 1 and at (12).

Study design and setting

We conducted a cohort study, including notified cases of COVID-19 who were hospitalised not more
than two days before and less than 28 days after a positive SARS-CoV-2 test in Norway between 21
December 2020 and 25 April 2021, who had available variant data after WGS or PCR screening, and
who had not been vaccinated with a COVID-19 vaccine before sampling or hospitalisation. We
extracted data from Beredt C19 on 2 June 2021, ensuring a minimum of 36 days follow-up since last

date of hospital admission.

Laboratory investigations and classification of variants
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Variants were identified based on WGS using lllumina or Nanopore technology, partial sequencing by
Sanger sequencing or PCR screening for selected targets. PCR screening methods include real-time
RT-PCR, sometimes in combination with melting curve analysis, of one or several mutation targets
specific to the different variants. Other VOC (B.1.351, P.1 and B.1.617.2) as defined by the European
Centre for Disease Prevention and Control on 24 May 2021 (13), and cases for whom VOC and non-
VOC could not clearly be distinguished were excluded. All other variants were classified as non-VOC.

Cases of B.1.1.7 and non-VOC are henceforth referred to as our study cohort.

Outcome measures

We calculated the number of days between symptom onset and hospitalisation using the reported
date of symptom onset in MSIS, and time of first admission in NIPaR. We assembled patient
trajectories based on data from NIPaR. We calculated the LoS in hospital and ICU as the time
between first admission and last discharge. For patients with more than one registered stay in
hospital, we included time between stays as part of the patient’s LoS, if the time between two
consecutive stays was less than 24 hours, to allow for transfers between hospitals. A similar 12-hour
definition was applied to time in ICU. The time in hospital for patients needing ICU treatment was
divided in three; time before admission to ICU, time in ICU and time after discharge from ICU.
Patients with unknown date of discharge from their last stay were considered to still be admitted to
hospital, and patients who additionally had an unknown date of discharge from ICU to still be
admitted to ICU. Death was defined as those who died in-hospital and up to 30 days post discharge

(see supplementary materials A, part 1).

Data analysis

We described cases in terms of demographic characteristics, underlying risk factors, microbiological
characteristics, hospital and ICU admission, and mortality. We assessed the representativeness of our
study population by comparing the characteristics of our study cohort and notified patients using chi-

square tests, Wilcoxon rank-sum tests and hazard ratios (HR) (supplementary materials A, part 2.1).
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We conducted a similar analysis to assess the representativeness of patients with known date of
symptom onset, compared to our study cohort (supplementary materials A, part 2.2). We used
Wilcoxon rank-sum tests to test differences in the distribution of time between sampling date and

date of first hospitalisation between B.1.1.7 and non-VOC.

Explanatory variables used to analyse differences in our outcomes were virus variant (B.1.1.7 or non-
VOC), age (continuous variable either linearly or with a spline), sex, county of residence, regional
health authority, week of admission, country of birth (Norway, overseas and unknown), main cause

of hospitalisation (COVID-19, other, unknown) and underlying risk factors.

To analyse differences in the time between symptom onset and hospitalisation, and LoS in hospital
and ICU, we used survival analysis, with right censoring of those still admitted to hospital and/or ICU
at the end of the study period, or that died while admitted. Kaplan Meier curves were computed for
each explanatory variable univariably, using survfit from the R-package survival. One minus the
empirical cumulative negative binomial distribution function was fitted to each Kaplan Meier curve
by minimising the sum of squared error, using the function optim in R. The function coxph from the

R-package survival was used to compute the HR for each explanatory variable.

We used logistic regression to estimate the differences in the proportion of patients that died. We
analysed a subset of the dataset, including patients who had been discharged by 30 April 2021, in
order to ensure at least 30 days of follow-up post discharge for all patients. We included admission

to ICU as an additional explanatory variable in this analysis.

Multivariable models were obtained by forward model selection and AIC comparison. Virus variant
was kept in all multivariable models regardless of statistical significance. AIC comparison was also
used for determining whether age was included linearly, or with a spline. Adjusted HR (aHR) and
odds-ratios (aOR) were reported. Estimates from all univariable and multivariable models are

presented in supplementary materials B.
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In order to check the robustness of our estimates, we conducted sensitivity analyses by changing our
study population (for example, only including cases who had WGS results), and by adjusting our
outcome definitions (for example, calculating LoS excluding all the time between hospital stays) to

further explore if our main results were robust (supplementary materials A, part 3).

Ethics

Ethical approval for this study was granted by Regional Committees for Medical Research Ethics -

South East Norway, reference number 249509.

RESULTS

Patients infected with B.1.1.7 or a non-VOC

During the study period, 2,499 reported cases of COVID-19 were hospitalised not more than two
days before and less than 28 days after a positive SARS-CoV-2 test. Of these, 142 (6%) were
vaccinated with at least one dose of a COVID-19 vaccine before sampling or hospitalisation and
excluded from the analysis. We also excluded three patients who had a reported stay in ICU outside

of their hospital stay, due to assumed incomplete information on hospital stays.

Of the remaining 2,354 patients (94%), 1186 (50%) had known virus variant. Few differences were
observed between patients who had known virus variant and those who did not (supplementary
materials A, part 2.1). The key difference was that the proportion of cases tested for variants was
higher among patients admitted to ICU than among those not admitted to ICU (57% vs 49%, p =

0.007). Patients tested for variants were also younger (median age 53 vs. 55, p = 0.005).

Of the 1,186 patients, 946 (81%) were classified as B.1.1.7 and 157 (13%) as non-VOC and formed the
study cohort, while 27 (2%) were another VOC and 53 (4%) could not be classified. Characteristics of
the 1,103 patients infected with B.1.1.7 or a non-VOC are presented in table 1. The proportion of

B.1.1.7 in the study cohort increased throughout the study period from 0% in week 52, 2020 to 41%
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in week 5, 2021 and 88% in week 7, 2021. From week 11, 2021 onwards, 99% of patients were
B.1.1.7. The median time from testing to hospitalisation was 4 days (IQR: 0-8) for non-VOC and 6
days (1QR: 2-8) for B.1.1.7 (p-value 0.13). At the end of the study period 16 patients (1.5%) were still
admitted to hospital, all B.1.1.7. Of those 16, two had not been admitted to ICU, eight were still
admitted to ICU and six had been discharged from ICU. Of 62 deaths in hospital, 27 had not been

admitted to ICU, 31 died in ICU and four died in hospital after discharge from ICU.

Time from symptom onset to hospital admission

Date of symptom onset was known for 445 (47%) B.1.1.7 patients, and 93 (60%) non-VOC patients.
Few differences were observed between patients who had known time of symptom onset and those
who did not (supplementary materials A, part 2.2). The key difference was in county of residence,
which is included in the final multivariable model (supplementary material B). The median time from
symptom onset to hospital admission was 8 days (IQR: 5-10) for B.1.1.7 patients, and 8 days (IQR: 4—
11) for non-VOC patients (table 2). In the univariable analysis, the time from symptom onset to
hospital admission was shorter for B.1.1.7, compared to non-VOC, although this was not statistically
significant (HR 1.22; 95%Cl 0.97—-1.52), an association which was sustained in the multivariable model

(aHR 1.21; 95%Cl 0.94—1.55) (table 2, figure 1).

Length of stay in hospital and ICU

The median overall LoS in hospital among all patients, regardless of ICU admission, was 5.0 days (IQR:
2.6-10.0) for B.1.1.7 patients and 5.1 days (IQR: 2.5-9.9) for non-VOC patients. There were minimal
differences in the median LoS in hospital or ICU for B.1.1.7 patients compared to non-VOC patients
(table 2). In both the univariable and multivariable models, we did not observe a difference in the LoS

in hospital or ICU for B.1.1.7 patients compared to non-VOC patients (table 2, figure 1).

Mortality
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Of the 1,103 patients, 1,037 (94%) were discharged by 30 April 2021; 880 B.1.1.7 and 157 non-VOC
(table 3). For B.1.1.7, 50 patients died in hospital (6%), one died less than seven days post discharge
(0.1%), and three died 7-30 days post discharge (0.3%). For non-VOC, 10 patients died in hospital
(6%), two died less than seven days post discharge (1.3%), and two died 7-30 days post discharge
(1.3%). In both the univariable and multivariable models, we did not observe a difference in the odds

of death for B.1.1.7 patients compared to non-VOC patients (table 3, figure 1).

DISCUSSION

In this study, we have analysed individual-level data on an unvaccinated cohort of 1,103 hospitalised
COVID-19 patients in Norway, as well as demographic characteristics and underlying risk factors.
Although elective surgeries in some regions were postponed during a surge in hospitalisations among
COVID-19 cases in mid-March, hospitals in Norway functioned within capacity during the study
period, while there were no major changes in treatment guidelines for SARS-CoV-2 patients in

hospital or ICU.

Our findings indicate that there is no difference in the LoS in hospital and ICU, and odds of mortality
up to 30 days post discharge for persons infected with B.1.1.7 compared to non-VOC. These findings
are in line with other published studies. A study based on a cohort of 341 hospitalised patients in
London, UK, found no evidence of an association between B.1.1.7 and severe disease or death (14).
Further studies from the UK based on cohorts ranging from 80 to 1,310 patients have found similar
results (15-17), while a study based on 3,432 ICU patients did not find increased acute severity of
illness on admission to ICU, duration of organ support, duration of critical care or mortality among
patients infected with B.1.1.7 (8). This suggests that, while B.1.1.7 seems to increase the risk of
hospitalisation (3, 6, 9-11), other patient characteristics, such as age and underlying risk factors,
determine patient trajectories and healthcare required among those hospitalised with COVID-19.
COVID-19 has been shown to have a clinical course consisting of several phases. Critical disease and

subsequent respiratory failure are seen primarily in a later inflammatory phase, while the initial viral
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phase typically causes a milder clinical picture (18). B.1.1.7 has been shown to cause a more rapid
replication in the initial viral replication phase than the original Wuhan wild-type virus (19) and
patients admitted to hospital with B.1.1.7 have been reported to have higher viral loads (14). One
might speculate that these factors lead to increased hospital admission due to B.1.1.7 in the initial
viral replication phase, but it is unclear whether the rate of development of an inflammatory phase,
causing critical disease and presumably ICU admissions and mortality, is increased compared to non-
VOC. We did not have access to necessary variables to explore clinical differences between patients
infected with different variants of SARS-CoV-2. To further explore the observed associations, there is
a clear need for further studies, particularly on larger patient cohorts and from a variety of settings

considering local epidemiological characteristics.

The aforementioned study from London reported no difference in time from symptom onset to
hospitalisation for B.1.1.7 compared to other variants (14). In our study, the time from symptom
onset to hospitalisation was marginally shorter for B.1.1.7 patients, a finding which was on the cusp
of statistical significance in both univariable and multivariable models. Seventeen patients had a
date of onset on their date of admission. Among them, there could be some nosocomial SARS-CoV-2
cases, which could underestimate this parameter, however, we consider the potential bias

introduced to be minimal.

The COVID-19 pandemic has put unprecedented strain on health systems, and the VOC B.1.1.7 is
currently the predominant circulating strain in many countries around the world. While ongoing
vaccination programmes have proved effective in reducing the incidence of infection and severe
disease from both VOC and non-VOC strains, the emergence of new variants will remain an area of
substantial concern as we continue to battle the spread of SARS-CoV-2. The VOC B.1.617.2 (delta
variant) has been reported to be more transmissible than B.1.1.7, and has already outcompeted
B.1.1.7 in some countries (20, 21). B.1.617.2 has also been associated with increased risk of

hospitalisation compared to B.1.1.7 in England and Scotland, although vaccines have been reported
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to be effective in reducing the risk of B.1.617.2 infection and hospitalisation (20-22). In Norway,
spread of B.1.617.2 is currently low, but increasing, while the vaccination programme is progressing,
with vaccination coverage steadily increasing, and all adults 18 years and over expected to be offered

their first dose by August 2021 (2).

Norway is a country with both high testing activity and sequencing capacity. Almost half of all
patients in the study period had known data on variant, and our results were robust when we
conducted various sensitivity analyses, such as restricting our study population to only cases
sequenced with WGS. We also had minimal censoring of the study cohort, with 1.5% of patients still
admitted to hospital at the end of the follow-up period. Patients with known variant were slightly
younger and had a fractionally higher proportion of ICU admissions than all SARS-CoV-2 positive
patients in the study period. Both age and ICU admission are associated with our outcomes (23, 24),
however age is included as an explanatory variable in our models, while we modelled LoS separately
for patients admitted to ICU, and controlled for ICU admission in our model for mortality, thus we
consider our results to be generalisable. For some analyses, the number of patients was low, which
needs to be considered when interpreting our results. Finally, in our dataset, some reported risk
factors do not distinguish between well-regulated or treated conditions and unregulated or
untreated conditions, while 46% of patients had unknown body mass index. It is therefore likely that

our model does not fully adjust for certain risk factors.

Current evidence suggests that, while B.1.1.7 seems to increase the risk of hospitalisation compared
to non-VOC, it does not appear to influence hospitalised patient trajectories. These findings, along
with the success of vaccination programmes, are encouraging for ongoing capacity planning in the
hospital sector, particularly as societies ease lockdowns. Timely analysis on the association between
current and future VOC and the risk of severe disease and impact on patient trajectories will be

essential to ensure health systems remain prepared and able to appropriately respond to this
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evolving public health threat. These analyses need to come from a variety of settings, considering

local epidemiological characteristics.
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TABLES AND FIGURES

Table 1. Characteristics of hospitalised SARS-CoV-2 positive patients infected with B.1.1.7 or a non-

VOC, Norway, 21 December 2020 — 25 April 2021.

Characteristics

Variant type

Non-VOC (n=157) B.1.1.7 (n=946)
Method used to determine variant WGS 120 (76%) 451 (48%)
PCR-screening 37 (34%) 495 (52%)
Sex Female 69 (44%) 392 (42%)
Male 88 (56%) 554 (59%)
Age group 0-24 years 9 (6%) 52 (6%)
25-44 years 20 (13%) 236 (25%)
45-64 years 65 (41%) 431 (46%)
265 years 63 (40%) 227 (24%)
Born in Norway Yes 97 (62%) 440 (47%)
No 53 (34%) 475 (50%)
Unknown 7 (4%) 31 (3%)
Risk factors Asthma 18 (11%) 105 (11%)
Diabetes 34 (22%) 169 (18%)
Cancer 5 (3%) 42 (4%)
Chronic lung disease, except asthma 19 (12%) 60 (6%)
Chronic neurological or neuromuscular disease 5 (6%) 40 (4%)
Heart disease including hypertension 70 (45%) 302 (32%)

Immunocompromised, including HIV

9 (6%) 31 (3%)
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Kidney disease 16 (10%) 28 (3%)
Liver disease 2 (1%) 6 (1%)
Obesity (BMI230)* 22 (31%) 225 (43%)
Pregnant 3(2%) 25 (3%)
Current smoker 9 (6%) 43 (5%)
At least one stay where COVID-19 Yes 127 (81%) 815 (86%)
was the reported main cause of
No 28 (18%) 126 (13%)
admission
Unknown 2 (1%) 5 (1%)
Admission to ICU Yes 25 (16%) 175 (18%)
No 132 (84%) 771 (82%)
Mortality Died in hospital 10 (6%) 52 (6%)
<7 days post discharge 2 (1%) 1(0%)
7-30 days post discharge 2 (1%) 4 (0%)
Alive >30 days after hospital discharge 143 (91%) 889 (94%)
Number of patients still in hospital In ICU*** 0 (0%) 8 (1%)
at end of study period
In hospital, not in ICU 0 (0%) 8 (1%)
Discharged from hospital 157 (100%) 930 (98%)

VOC: Variant of concern; WGS: Whole genome sequencing; ICU: Intensive care unit; BMI: Body mass index.

* In our dataset, 85 (54%) non-VOC and 424 (45%) B.1.1.7 patients had unknown information on height and weight, and thus unknown

data on BMI.
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Table 2. Crude and adjusted hazard ratios from survival analysis for time from symptom onset to
hospital admission, and length of stay in hospital and intensive care, among hospitalised SARS-CoV-2

positive patients infected with B.1.1.7 compared to a non-VOC, Norway, 21 December 2020 — 25 April

2021.
Outcome Variant type
Non-VOC B.1.1.7
Crude hazard ratio for  Adjusted” hazard ratio
Number of Median (IQR) Number of Median (IQR) B.1.1.7 compared to for B.1.1.7 compared
patients patients non-VOC (95%Cl) to non-VOC (95%Cl)

Days from symptom onset to 93 8(4-11) 445 8 (5-10) 1.22 (0.97 - 1.52) 1.21 (0.94 - 1.55)
hospital admission*
Days in hospital for patients 132 41(2.1-75) 771 40(2.1-6.8) 1.08 (0.90 - 1.31) 0.96 (0.79 - 1.17)
not admitted to ICU
Days in hospital before 25 2.1(0.1-4.7) 175 1.2 (0.2-3.7) 1.28 (0.83 — 1.96) 1.03 (0.67 — 1.59)
admission to ICU
Days in ICU 25 11.0 (7.2 - 16.4) 175 10.6 (5.4 — 19.6) 0.97(0.61 — 1.56) 0.83 (0.51 - 1.34)
Days in hospital after 20 7.2 (3.5-11.3) 141 59(3.2-9.8) 1.06 (0.65—1.71) 1.00 (0.61 — 1.63)

discharge from ICU**

VOC: Variant of concern; ICU: Intensive care unit; IQR: Interquartile range; 95%Cl: 95% confidence interval.

A Adjusted for age, sex, county of residence, week of admission, regional health authority, country of birth, main cause of hospitalisation
and underlying risk factors. The variables included in the final multivariable model were obtained by forward model selection and AIC

comparison (see supplementary material B).

* Number of patients with known date of symptom onset: non-VOC 93/157 (60%); B.1.1.7 445/946 (47%).

** Excludes eight B.1.1.7 patients who were still admitted to ICU at the end of the study period, and five non-VOC and 26 B.1.1.7 who

passed away in ICU.
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Table 3. Crude and adjusted odds ratios from logistic regression for death in-hospital or up to 30 days
post discharge, among hospitalised SARS-CoV-2 positive patients infected with B.1.1.7 compared to a

non-VOC, 21 December 2020 — 25 April 2021, Norway.

Outcome Variant type
Crude odds ratio for Adjusted” odds ratio
Non-VOC B.1.1.7
B.1.1.7 compared to for B.1.1.7 compared
No (%) Yes (%) No (%) Yes (%) non-VOC (95%Cl) to non-VOC (95%Cl)
Death in-hospital orupto 30 143 (91%) 14 (9%) 826 (94%) 54 (6%) 0.67 (0.36 — 1.23) 1.39(0.68 —3.01)

days post discharge*

VOC: Variant of concern; 95%Cl: 95% confidence interval.

A Adjusted for age, sex, county of residence, week of admission, regional health authority, country of birth, main cause of hospitalisation
underlying risk factors and admission to ICU. The variables included in the final multivariable model were obtained by forward model

selection and AIC comparison (see supplementary material B).

* Death in-hospital or up to 30 days post discharge is limited to patients who had been discharged by 30 April 2021 (157 non-VOC, 880

B.1.1.7), in order to ensure at least 30 days of follow-up post discharge for all patients.
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Figure 1. Adjusted hazard ratios (survival analysis) and adjusted odds ratios (logistic regression) for patient trajectories among hospitalised SARS-CoV-2

positive patients infected with B.1.1.7 compared to a non-VOC, Norway, 21 December 2020 — 25 April 2021.
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VOC: Variant of concern. To make the figure legible, not all variables controlled for in each multivariable analysis are presented. Here we present only adjusted estimates for B.1.1.7 and non-VOC. All variables
included in the final multivariable models, with related hazard or odds ratios are presented in supplementary material B. In the figure, age 53 years (median age in dataset) was chosen as baseline and therefore has
hazard/odds ratio equal to 1.

' 3SUBJ| [eUOITRUIBIU| O AN-AG-DD B Japun a|ge|reAe apew s 1

‘Aimadiad ur uudaid ayy Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e Axgpaw pajuelb sey oym ‘1apuny/ioyine ayl sl (mainal 1aad Ag paljiliad 10U sem yaiym)
undaud siys 1oy sapjoy wbuAdod 8yl "Tz0z ‘z AInc peisod uoisIaA SIul 108€652T2 82°90°T20Z/TOTT 0T/B10°10p//:sdny :10p Juudaid Axypaw


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.28.21259380
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

