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1. ABSTRACT 

Background: Despite the significant morbidity and mortality caused by the 2019 novel 
coronavirus disease (COVID-19), our understanding of basic disease epidemiology remains 
limited. This study aimed to describe key patient characteristics, comorbidities, treatments, and 
outcomes of a large U.S.-based cohort of patients hospitalized with COVD-19 using electronic 
health records (EHR).  

Methods: We identified patients in the Optum De-identified COVID-19 EHR database who had 
laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 or a presumptive diagnosis between 20 February 2020 and 
6 June 2020. We included hospitalizations that occurred 7 days prior to, or within 21 days after, 
COVID-19 diagnosis. Among hospitalized patients we describe the following: vital statistics and 
laboratory results on admission, relevant comorbidities (using diagnostic, procedural, and revenue 
codes), medications (NDC, HCPC codes), ventilation, intensive care unit (ICU) stay, length of 
stay (LOS), and mortality. 

Findings: We identified 76,819 patients diagnosed with COVID-19, 16,780 of whom met 
inclusion criteria for COVID-related hospitalization. Over half the cohort was over age 50 
(74·5%), overweight or obese (77·2%), or had hypertension (56·6%). At admission, 30·3% of 
patients presented with fever (>38° C) and 32·3% had low oxygen saturation (<90%). Among the 
16,099 patients with complete hospital records, we observed that 58·9% had hypoxia, 23·4% had 
an ICU stay during hospitalization, 18·1% were ventilated, and 16·2% died. The median LOS 
was 6 days (IQR: 4, 11). 

Interpretation: To our knowledge, this is the largest descriptive study of patients hospitalized 
with COVID-19 in the United States. We report summary statistics of key clinical outcomes that 
provide insights to better understand COVID-19 disease epidemiology.  
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2. INTRODUCTION 

The novel coronavirus disease (COVID-19) poses an unprecedented public health challenge with 
significant morbidity and mortality. In March 2020, the World Health Organization (WHO) 
officially declared COVID-19 a pandemic. As of 30 July 2020, the number of deaths attributed to 
the virus numbered over 140,000 in the United States, and these numbers continue to rise every 
day.1 

Patients with COVID-19 present with a wide range of symptoms, including but not limited to 
fever, cough, shortness of breath, headache or body aches, fatigue, and/or loss of taste and 
smell.2,3 Transmission primarily occurs during person-to-person contact via respiratory droplets, 
but can potentially occur by touching a surface with the virus and subsequently touching your 
eyes, mouth, or nose via fomites.4 Additionally, many reports suggest asymptomatic cases and 
transmission, which pose a unique challenge to epidemiological studies of this disease.5  

The scientific community is quickly gaining insights into the SARS-COV-2 virus and clinical 
spectrum of COVID-19 disease, and rigorous epidemiological studies from real-world settings are 
a key component to fully understanding this novel disease. Specifically, detailed epidemiologic 
studies of hospitalized patients¾which reflect a more severe subset of the infected 
population¾can help inform scientific understanding of disease progression, comorbidities, 
treatment patterns, and important clinical endpoints like ventilation and ICU stay. While some 
real-world studies of hospitalized patients in the United States have been published,6,7,8,9 few 
studies possess the necessary sample size and inpatient medication details to provide a robust 
snapshot of patients with COVID-19. Additionally, reproducing results from various study 
populations is necessary for synthesis and understanding of the true nature of the disease.10 

To help fill this knowledge gap, the primary objective of this study is to describe key patient 
characteristics, comorbidities, treatments, and outcomes in a large U.S.-based cohort of patients 
hospitalized with COVID-19 using electronic health records (EHR). Additionally, the study 
describes vital signs and clinical conditions upon admission. To the authors’ knowledge, this 
study describes the largest cohort of patients hospitalized with COVID-19 in the United States to 
date.  

3. METHODS 

To address this research objective, individuals with COVID-19 were extracted from the Optum® 
De-identified COVID-19 EHR dataset from 20 February 2020 to 6 June 2020, sourced from a 
dataset containing patient-level medical and administrative records from hospitals, emergency 
departments, outpatient centers, and laboratories from across the United States. Data are 
de-identified in compliance with the HIPAA Expert Method and managed according to Optum® 
customer data use agreements. The COVID-19 EHR dataset sources clinical information from 
hospital networks that provide data meeting Optum’s internal data quality criteria.  

Two cohorts were created; an overall COVID-19 cohort, and a subset of this cohort, a 
hospitalized cohort. To be eligible for the overall COVID-19 cohort, patients required at least one 
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of the following: a diagnosis code of U07·1, U07·2, a positive diagnostic test for COVID-19, or a 
diagnosis code of B97·29 with the absence of a negative molecular SARS-CoV-2 test within a 
14-day window. Index date was set to be the first instance of a laboratory-confirmed or 
presumptive COVID-19 diagnosis. Sensitivity analyses were run on the cohort definition (see 
Supplementary Material).  

To be eligible for the hospitalized COVID-19 cohort, patients additionally had to meet at least 
one of the following criteria: (1) inpatient or emergency room (ER) overnight visit with initial 
COVID-19 diagnosis occurring during hospitalization and within 7 days of hospital admission, or 
(2) inpatient or ER overnight visit within 21 days of initial COVID-19 diagnosis date, where 
hospitalization has record of COVID-19 diagnosis. A hospitalization was defined as inpatient or 
ER visits that included at least one overnight stay. Contiguous ER and inpatient visits, with up to 
a 1-day gap, were considered a single hospitalization. In this study, we capture information from 
the first COVID-19 hospitalization. 

Missing end dates from inpatient records were imputed using evidence of continuous inpatient 
presence using diagnostic, administered medications, and vital records, allowing for a 1-day gap. 
The last date of continuous presence was used as the hospitalization end date. This imputation 
method was validated using inpatient records with known end dates as well as by physician 
review.  

As the Optum EHR data included patient records for individuals who may still be hospitalized at 
the time when the database was censored, patient records were treated the following way: (1) 
patients who remained in-hospital at the time of data delivery were included in estimations of 
COVID-related outcomes and of clinical characteristics on admission, and (2) patients with 
incomplete hospitalization up to a week before data delivery were excluded from estimates that 
require completed hospitalization (length of stay [LOS], intensive care unit [ICU], ventilation, 
medications administered).  

Patient characteristics for the overall and hospitalized COVID-19 cohorts are reported in Tables 1 
and 2. Comorbidities were assessed using relevant ICD-9/10 diagnosis codes in the 1 year prior to 
index date. We report the presence of any pregnancy-related diagnosis code in the 6 months prior 
to index date. The Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCI) reported in Table 2 is a summary metric for 
describing comorbidity burden in patients.13 

Selection of relevant clinical outcomes, laboratory values, and medications was based on prior 
publications and/or clinical consultation. Clinical conditions and outcomes for the patients 
hospitalized with COVID-19 are reported in Table 3, overall and age-stratified. Hypoxia, any 
mechanical ventilation, invasive ventilation, bilevel positive airway pressure (BiPAP) or 
continuous positive airway pressure (CPAP) therapy, and extracorporeal membrane oxygenation 
(ECMO) were identified using ICD-9/10 diagnosis, ICD-9/10 PCS, CPT, and REV codes. 
Respiratory failure including acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS), pneumonia, and sepsis 
were identified using ICD-9/10 diagnosis codes, and reported stratified by timing of occurrence. 
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Mortality was captured primarily from EHR records where death has been documented. Only 
month and year of death were available; exact day of death was not included in the dataset.  

Select laboratory values for the hospitalized cohort are reported in Table 5. We report the first 
measurement of each analyte within a 3-day window of hospital admission. We exclude 
laboratory values with non-numeric results or missing unit values. For troponin, we additionally 
exclude laboratory values with missing reference ranges since this laboratory value is reported in 
the present study as a proportion above normal range. If multiple testing methods were reported 
for the same analyte, the most prevalent test(s) were used until greater than 95% of measurements 
were captured. Similarly, when multiple units were reported for the same analyte, the most 
prevalent unit(s) were used, and units were harmonized where appropriate.  

Relevant medications administered during hospitalization are reported in Table 6.14,15,16,17 When 
appropriate, medication classes from ATC were converted to NDC or HCPCS, and these NDC 
and HCPCS codes were used to ascertain medications administered. Since remdesivir lacked an 
NDC code at the time of this analysis, we used a free-text match for ‘remdesivir’ in the 
medication descriptions. Due to particular clinical interest in these drugs, we report 
dexamethasone separately from other corticosteroids; similarly, we report azithromycin 
separately from other antibiotics.  

As the objectives of this analysis were descriptive; no statistical significance testing was 
conducted. Python was used to conduct all analyses. 18,19,20 

4. RESULTS 

We identified 76,819 patients that met the inclusion criteria for the overall COVID-19 cohort. Of 
these, 51·8% had a positive diagnostic test, 76·2% had a U07·1 diagnosis, and 16·2% had a 
B97·29 diagnosis. We observed very few pediatric patients (younger than 18 years of age) 
(2·3%), while 29·4% of the cohort was above the age of 65. Among those with race/ethnicity 
data, the cohort was 27·4% African-American and 15·1% Hispanic, though race/ethnicity data 
were missing for almost a quarter of patients. Most patients came from the Northeast (50·8%) or 
Midwest (42·5%). More than half of patients were overweight or obese (75·5%, among patients 
with non-missing values), though BMI was missing in 25·8% of patients (see Table 1). 

Within the broader cohort, we then identified 16,780 patients (21·8%) that met inclusion criteria 
for the hospitalized COVID-19 cohort. Of these, 16,099 had a completed hospitalization. We 
again observed very few pediatric patients (1·1%), while 45·2% of this cohort was over the age of 
65. Over three-quarters of the hospitalized patients were overweight or obese (77·2%, among 
patients with non-missing values), which was consistent with the overall COVID-19 cohort. 
Similar patterns for race, ethnicity, and geographic region were observed as compared to the 
overall cohort (see Table 1). African-American patients had a higher rate of hospitalization as 
compared to white patients (28·7% vs. 20·0%). Approximately 16·2% of patients with completed 
COVID-19 hospitalizations had death recorded between hospital admission and end of study 
period (see Table 3). 
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Comorbidity burden was high in the overall and hospitalized cohorts. In particular, diabetes 
mellitus (19·9%, 34·7%) and hypertension (37·4%, 56·6%) were prevalent in the overall and 
hospitalized cohorts, respectively. Approximately 53·9% of the overall cohort had no reported 
CCI-eligible comorbidities, as compared to 33·5% of the hospitalized cohort (see Table 2). A 
sensitivity analysis to confirm patient presence in the EHR system indicated that patients lacking 
records prior to COVID-19 index date accounted for <0·01% (approximately 1 in 20,000 
patients), indicating low missing data in this 1-year comorbidity lookback. Those with at least one 
CCI-eligible comorbidity were hospitalized at a higher rate than those without comorbidities 
(31·5% vs. 13·6%).  

We observed that 58·9% of patients had hypoxia at any point during hospitalization. Among the 
hospitalized cohort, 18·1% of patients were ventilated, 4·2% had non-invasive CPAP or BiPAP 
therapy, 13·0% had invasive ventilation, and 23·4% of patients were in the ICU at some point 
during their hospitalization. Median LOS was 6 days (IQR: 4, 11), and increased with age (see 
Table 3). Among patients who had an ICU stay at some point during their hospitalization, the 
overall LOS was 11 days (IQR: 7, 19), and the ICU-specific LOS was 4 days (IQR: 1, 10). Many 
patients were admitted to the hospital with complications, including respiratory failure (41·3%), 
pneumonia (60·7%), and sepsis (20·4%). 

Vital signs and laboratory values at hospital admission are reported in Tables 4 and 5. 
Approximately 19·8% of patients had a moderate fever (temperature of >38° C and <=39° C), 
and 10.5% had a high fever (temperature >39° C). The majority of patients (44·8%) had oxygen 
saturation between 90% and 95%, and 32·3% of patients had <90% oxygen saturation. Of note, 
we observed a median ferritin of 511·0 ng/ml (IQR: 225·0, 1088·0), median c-reactive protein 
(CRP) of 79·3 mg/l (IQR: 34·0, 142·0), and a median fibrin d-dimer of 760·0 (IQR: 430, 1600), 
although missingness was considerable for the following laboratory values: creatine kinase, fibrin 
d-dimer, troponin, and procalcitonin.  

Relevant medications administered during inpatient stay are summarized in Table 6. Among the 
16,099 patients with completed hospitalizations, we observed low use of tocilizumab (2·9%) and 
remdesivir (1·3%), and prevalent use of corticosteroids excluding dexamethasone (24·9%), 
dexamethasone (2·9%), hydroxychloroquine/chloroquine (35·2%), azithromycin (38·1%), 
antibiotics other than azithromycin (60·9%), and anticoagulants (70·9%). 

5. DISCUSSION 

In this study, we report key patient characteristics and clinical outcomes in a large, multicenter 
cohort of patients hospitalized with COVID-19. To our knowledge, this is the largest cohort of 
hospitalized COVID-19 patients in the published literature. We took advantage of the richness of 
this EHR database to report on a wide range of clinically-relevant factors, including vitals and 
laboratory values on admission, medications administered, hospitalization rates, ventilation rates, 
and mortality. Of the 76,819 patients with COVID-19 identified in the database, we observed a 
hospitalization rate of 21·8%. Among the 16,099 patients with completed hospitalizations for 
COVID-19 in this database, we observed a mortality rate of 16·2%.  
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To contextualize the mortality and ICU rates observed in our hospitalized cohort, we compared 
our results to two recent publications: a hospitalized cohort from New York City (N=5,700, but 
mortality is reported on N=2,634) by Richardson et al, and a publication on patients from the 
Kaiser Permanente Northern California population (N=1,299, but mortality is reported on N=321) 
by Myers et al.6,7 We observed a mortality rate among hospitalized patients (16.2%) that was 
consistent with Myers et al (15·6%), but slightly lower than Richardson et al (21·0%). Moreover, 
we observed an ICU rate (23·4%) lower than Myers et al (30·0%) but higher than Richardson et 
al (14·2%). Finally, we observed an invasive ventilation rate (13·0%) similar to Richardson et al 
(12·2%) but lower than Myers et al (29·2%). Overall, our key endpoints were consistent with 
contemporary publications, but our slightly lower ventilation rate may reflect differences in 
underlying disease severity or geographic differences in clinical practice.  

One strength of this study was the inclusion of vital sign records and laboratory test results, which 
provide an extra layer of granularity in describing the clinical epidemiology of these patients. A 
total of 30·3% of patients presented with fever (>38° C) at admission, which is consistent with 
previous reports (30·7%; Richardson et al). In contrast, we report a higher percent (32·3%) of 
patients presenting with low (<90%) oxygen saturation, elevated heart rate (52·3%), and elevated 
respiratory rate (40·7%) at admission than do Richardson et al (20·4%, 43·1%, and 17·3%). 
These differences could represent more severe respiratory compromise at the time of admission 
or could reflect differences in supplemental oxygen administration at the time of assessment. 
Laboratory results generally suggest less severe inflammation on admission, with median ferritin 
mildly elevated at 511·0 ng/ml, CRP moderately elevated at 79·3 mg/L, and fibrin d-dimer 
moderately elevated at 760·0 ng/ml compared with 798 ng.ml, 130 mg/l, and 438 ng/ml in 
Richardson et al. Median lymphocyte count was at the low end of normal but was relatively 
higher and neutrophil count lower at 1·0 and 4·9 x 103/ul, vs. 0·88 and 5·3 x 103/ul in Richardson 
et al, also consistent with relatively milder disease on admission. Similar proportions of patients 
had elevated troponin (18·8% vs. 22·6%), suggesting similar rates of cardiac involvement. 
Median procalcitonin was normal in both studies, consistent with viral infection. 

Our analysis differed from other publications in three ways: (1) Richardson et al and Myers et al 
restricted their analyses to patients with laboratory-confirmed COVID-19, whereas we included 
patients who were either laboratory-confirmed or presumptively diagnosed, (2) we report 
medications administered among hospitalized patients, (3) our study describes a much larger 
sample of patients hospitalized with COVID-19. Richardson et al captured patients from the NYC 
region, Myers et al captures patients from Northern California, and our analysis captures patients 
across the United States but oversamples from the Northeast and Midwest regions.  

Consistent with other publications, we observed significant comorbidity burden among 
hospitalized patients, as evidenced by the high proportions for both individual and combined (>1) 
comorbidities as measured by the CCI. In fact, those with at least one CCI-eligible comorbidity 
were hospitalized at a higher rate than those without comorbidities. We also observed a higher 
median age among hospitalized patients compared to the overall COVID-19 cohort. Rates of 
hospitalization increased by age, with 11·1% of adults younger than 40 years and 37·0% of 
patients older than 75 years being hospitalized. These observations are consistent with reports that 
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older patients and patients with high comorbidity burden are more likely to develop severe 
disease that requires hospitalization.21,22  

The high proportion of hospitalized patients with comorbid hypertension (56·6%) is particularly 
striking. This report is consistent with Richardson et al, which also reported that 56·6% of their 
hospitalized cohort had hypertension.6 Some published reports hypothesize that high rates of 
hypertension in patients with COVID-19 may be explained by the fact that hypertensive patients 
are often treated with angiotensin-converting enzyme (ACE) inhibitors, which may lead to 
increased expression of ACE2, increasing the risk of COVID-19 infection. 23,24, 25,26 

Pneumonia is often part of the COVID-19 sequelae.27,28 Using diagnosis codes, we observed 
pneumonia in 60·7% of patients on admission and an additional 10·1% after admission. Acute 
respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS) is an acute inflammatory lung condition that sometimes 
occurs as part of the sequelae for patients with severe COVID-19. However, ARDS is often 
underreported by clinicians,29 and instead potentially captured more broadly as respiratory failure. 
Hence, we report all respiratory failure, which accounted for 41·3% of patients on admission and 
an additional 11·7% after admission (Table 3). Bacterial pneumonia is also hypothesized to occur 
as a complication of COVID-19, though reports are inconsistent.30,31,32 While we observed 
bacterial pneumonia (3·6%) on admission, these results should be interpreted with caution as it 
may be underreported in patients who are already diagnosed with COVID-19. Furthermore, much 
of the bacterial pneumonia in this population may be associated with invasive ventilation, and 
thus develops over the course of inpatient stay rather than on admission.  

We assessed medication use among patients hospitalized with COVID-19 that have been 
hypothesized in the literature 14,15,16,17 to be related to COVID-19 disease trajectories. Among the 
medications captured, anticoagulants were strikingly prevalent, with 70·9% of patients receiving 
anticoagulants at some point during hospitalization. We hypothesize that in most cases these 
medications were most likely used prophylactically to prevent deep vein thrombosis (DVT) due 
to reports of higher risk of blood clots in COVID-19 patients.33,34 We observed low use of 
remdesivir and tocilizumab (1·3% and 2·9%, respectively). Finally, we observed approximately a 
third of hospitalized patients received hydroxychloroquine/chloroquine, which is striking 
considering more recent reports on the lack of efficacy of this drug class for COVID-19.35,36  

6. LIMITATIONS 

This study contributes meaningfully to our understanding of the descriptive epidemiology of 
COVID-19 in a real-world U.S.-based setting, including disease presentation, clinical outcomes, 
and medication use; however, some important limitations must be considered.  

First, the case definition utilized in this study relied on either a diagnosis code or positive 
diagnostic test. The diagnostic test aspect of the case definition allows for high specificity but 
potentially low sensitivity. Conversely, the diagnostic code aspect of the case definition allows 
for a broader capture of patients hospitalized with COVID-19 that do not have a recorded 
diagnostic test; this may result in lower specificity and higher sensitivity. This definition excludes 
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a subset of patients who (a) did not get tested, (b) got tested outside of the relevant window, (c) 
did not receive the appropriate diagnosis code, or (d) had COVID-19, with or without signs and 
symptoms, but did not seek care. This may result in potential selection bias whereby our cohort 
reflects a more severe COVID-19 population; therefore, our hospitalization and mortality rates in 
the overall COVID-19 cohort should be interpreted with caution. Notably, our analysis had a 
broader case definition as compared to other published reports of patients hospitalized with 
COVID-19, which restrict to laboratory-confirmed cases.6,7 We conducted a sensitivity analysis 
removing the B97·29 code from our case definition and observed an overall cohort size reduction 
of 4·8% and no meaningful changes to key outcomes. Finally, it is possible that patients received 
a SARS-CoV-2 test within the Optum EHR system, but are admitted elsewhere, causing an 
underestimation of hospitalization rate in this cohort.  

Given the use of EHR data that has been captured in real-time during a pandemic setting, the 
issue of missing data is an important consideration and impacts a number of key study outcomes. 
In particular, we were unable to report supplemental oxygen and ventilator-associated pneumonia 
due to insufficient capture of these outcomes. Additionally, we rely on diagnostic, procedural, 
and revenue codes to capture key conditions like pneumonia, sepsis, and respiratory failure, and 
outcomes such as ventilation, meaning that these features are likely to be underreported. It is also 
noteworthy to highlight that our mortality estimates may underestimate the true mortality rate, 
since we do not capture deaths that occur outside of hospitalization.  

Finally, our study population may not perfectly generalize to the broader population of patients 
hospitalized with COVID-19. Of note, most of our cohort is from the Northeast or the Midwest. 
Public health response, availability of testing, social-distancing policies, hospital and ICU 
capacity, and discharge practices differ by hospital and geography, which leads to (a) substantial 
heterogeneity within our cohort, and (b) limited ability to generalize findings to the overall 
population of the United States. 
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7. TABLES 

Table 1. Patient demographics among all COVID-19 cases (N=76,819) and a subset of 
hospitalized COVID-19 cases (N=16,780) 
 

Demographics  Missing Overall Hospitalized 

n  
 76,819 16,780 

Age a, median [Q1,Q3]  
2 (0·0) 54·0 [38·0,67·0] 62.0 [49·0,75·0] 

Age category, n (%) 

<18  1,767 (2·3) 190 (1·1) 

18-29  8,214 (10·7) 802 (4·8) 

30-39  11,034 (14·4) 1,351 (8·1) 

40-49  11,635 (15·1) 1,933 (11·5) 

50-64  21,606 (28·1) 4,906 (29·2) 

65-74  10,946 (14·2) 3,298 (19·7) 

75-84  6,689 (8·7) 2,537 (15·1) 

>85  4,926 (6·4) 1,763 (10·5) 

Gender, n (%) 
Female 45 (0·06) 42,362 (55·2) 7,953 (47·4) 

Male  34,412 (44·8) 8,822 (52·6) 

Race, n (%) 

African American 17,636 (23·0) 16,236 (27·4) 4,667 (35·1) 

Asian  2,399 (4·1) 464 (3·5) 

Caucasian  40,548 (68·5) 8,150 (61·4) 

Ethnicity, n (%) 
Hispanic 14,681 (19·1) 9,368 (15·1) 2,184 (15·0) 

Not Hispanic  52,770 (84·9) 12,402 (85·0) 

Region, n (%) 

Midwest 5,744 (7·5) 30,212 (42·5) 7,312 (46·0) 

Northeast  36,093 (50·8) 7,806 (49·1) 

South  666 (0·9) 57 (0·4) 

West  4,104 (5·8) 733 (4·6) 

Division, n (%) 

East North Central 2,010 (2·6) 22,201 (29·7) 5,633 (34·5) 

East South Central  666 (0·9) 57 (0·3) 

Middle Atlantic  28,880 (38·6) 5,894 (36·0) 

Mountain  1,006 (1·3) 178 (1·1) 

New England  7,213 (9·6) 1,912 (11·7) 

Pacific  3,098 (4·1) 555 (3·4) 
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South Atlantic/West South 
Central  3,734 (5·0) 443 (2·7) 

West North Central  8,011 (10·7) 1,679 (10·3) 

Smoking, n (%) 

Current smoker 
16,935 (22·0) 5,185 (8·7) 1,254 (8·6) 

Never smoked  38,735 (64·7) 8,693 (59·8) 

Previously smoked  15,964 (26·7) 4,585 (31·6) 

Insurance, n (%) 

Commercial 
7,119 (9·3) 37,508 (53·8) 6,084 (37·3) 

Medicaid  8,619 (12·4) 2,410 (14·8) 

Medicare  16,553 (23·7) 5,972 (36·6) 

Other  6,257 (9·0) 1,659 (10·2) 

Uninsured  763 (1·1) 178 (1·1) 

BMI category, n (%) 

Underweight (<18.5) 19,839 (25·8) 1,446 (2·5) 404 (2·6) 

Normal (18.5 to <25)  12,520 (22·0) 3,168 (20·2) 

Overweight (25 to <30)  17,135 (30·1) 4,601 (29·4) 

Obese (>30)  25,879 (45·4) 7,493 (47·8) 

Recently pregnant b, n (%) No 0 (0·0) 75,475 (98·3) 16,447 (98·0) 

 Yes  1,344 (1·7) 333 (2·0) 

Hospitalizations, n (%) 

Hospitalization started 
before COVID-19 diagnosis 0 (0·0) 1,594 (2·1) 1,594 (9·5) 

Hospitalization within 14 
days  15,104 (19·7) 15,104 (90·0) 

Hospitalized within 14 to 21 
days  82 (0·1) 82 (0·5) 

Not hospitalized  60,039 (78·2)  
a The Optum EHR database aggregates ages of those 89 and older. 
b Recently pregnant was defined as the presence of pregnancy-related ICD 9/10 diagnosis codes in the 
6 months prior to COVID-19 diagnosis date. 
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Table 2. Patient comorbidities among all COVID-19 cases (N=76,819) and a subset of 
hospitalized COVID-19 cases (N=16,780) 
 

Comorbidities 
 

Confirmed or Suspected Hospitalized 

Cancer, n (%)  7875 (10.3%) 2059 (12.3%) 

Cardiovascular disease, n (%) 

Chronic ischemic heart disease 9010 (11.7%) 3476 (20.7%) 

Congestive heart failure 6447 (8.4%) 2892 (17.2%) 

Hypertension 
28744 (37.4%) 9501 (56.6%) 

Chronic respiratory disease, n (%) 

Asthma 7774 (10.1%) 2090 (12.5%) 

COPD 6114 (8.0%) 2614 (15.6%) 

Other 2948 (3.8%) 698 (4.2%) 

Diabetes Mellitus, n (%)  15251 (19.9%) 5817 (34.7%) 

HIV, n (%)  1159 (1.5%) 255 (1.5%) 

Liver disease, n (%)  3265 (4.3%) 1120 (6.7%) 

Renal disease, n (%) 
Chronic 7229 (9.4%) 3283 (19.6%) 

End-stage 2056 (2.7%) 987 (5.9%) 

CCI, n (%)  0.0 (0.0, 2.0) 1.0 (0.0, 4.0) 

Number of Comorbidities, n (%) 

0 41398 (53.9%) 5618 (33.5%) 

1 16336 (21.3%) 3966 (23.6%) 

>1 19085 (24.8%) 7196 (42.9%) 

a Comorbidities were defined as the presence of relevant ICD 9/10 diagnosis codes in the 1 year prior to 
COVID-19 diagnosis date. 
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Table 3. Key clinical conditions and outcomes among hospitalized COVID-19 cases 
(N=16,780), stratified by age, N (%) 
 

Outcomes on Admissiona  All hospitalized <18 18-65 >65 

n  16,780 190 9,334 7,256 

Respiratory failure on admission  6923 (41·3) 33 (17·4) 3,407 (36·5) 3,483 (48·0) 

Pneumonia on admission  10,190 (60·7) 19 (10·0) 5,571 (59·7) 4,600 (63·4) 

 Bacterial pneumonia 611 (3·6) 2 (1·1) 314 (3·4) 295 (4·1) 

Sepsis on admission  3,416 (20·4) 16 (8·4) 1,695 (18·2) 1,705 (23·5) 

Outcomes after Admission 
and Before Dischargeb 

 All hospitalized <18 18-65 >65 

na  16,099 185 8,958 6,956 

Respiratory failure after admission  1887 (11·7) 8 (4·3) 929 (10·4) 950 (13·7) 

Pneumonia after admission  1,622 (10·1) 5 (2·7) 879 (9·8) 738 (10·6) 

 Bacterial pneumonia 313 (1·9) 2 (1·1) 156 (1·7) 155 (2·2) 

Sepsis after admission  942 (5·9) 8 (4·3) 458 (5·1) 476 (6·8) 

Outcomes Anytime During 
Hospitalization 

 All hospitalized <18 18-65 >65 

na  16,099 185 8,958 6,956 

Mortalityc  2,613 (16·2) 2 (1·1) 560 (6·3) 2,051 (29·5) 

Hospitalization LOS, median 
[Q1,Q3]  6.0 [4·0,11·0] 3.0 [2·0,5·0] 6.0 [3·0,9·0] 7.0 [5·0,12·0] 

Hypoxia  9,478 (58·9) 35 (18·9) 4,794 (53·5) 4,649 (66·8) 

Ventilation  2,919 (18·1) 14 (7·6) 1,348 (15·0) 1,557 (22·4) 

 CPAP/BiPAPe 671 (4·2) 7 (3·8) 289 (3·2) 375(5·4) 

 Invasive ventilation 2,085 (13·0) 6 (3·2) 973 (10·9) 1,106 (15·9) 

ICU  3,768 (23·4) 31 (16·8) 1,777 (19·8) 1,960 (28·2) 

 ICU LOS, median 
[Q1, Q4] 4.0 [1·0,10·0] 2.0 [1·0,7·0] 4.0 [1·0,10·0] 4.0 [1·0,10·0] 
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 Hospitalization LOSd, 
median [Q1, Q4] 11.0 [7·0,19·0] 5.0 [3·0,9·5] 12.0 [7·0,19·0] 11.0 [7·0,18·0] 

ECMOe  38 (0·2) 0 (0·0) 35 (0·4) 3 (0·0) 

a Conditions measured throughout or at the end of hospitalization were reported only among completed 
hospitalizations (N=16,099), while conditions measured on admission were reported among all 
hospitalizations (N=16,780). 
b Outcomes after admission but before discharge capture day 2 onwards of hospitalization. 
c Mortality reflects inpatient death within study period.  
d Hospitalization LOS reflects the total LOS, including ICU stay, for patients who had any ICU stay. 
e ECMO: Extracorporeal membrane oxygenation; CPAP: continuous positive airway pressure; BiPAP: 
bilevel positive airway pressure 
 
 
 
 
Table 4. Select vitals results on admission among hospitalized COVID-19 cases 
(N=16,780) 
 

 
  

Vitals  Missing N (%) 

n   16,780 

Temperature 

 550 (3·3)  

Median [Q1, Q3]  37.4 [36·9,38·2] 

38-39° C  3,212 (19·8) 

> 39° C  1,704 (10·5) 

Oxygen saturation 

 888 (5·3)  

Median [Q1, Q3]  93·0 [89·0, 95·0] 

<70%  404 (2·5) 

70-80%  622 (3·9) 

80-90%  4,111 (25·9) 

90-95%  7,125 (44·8) 

>95%  3,630 (22·8) 

Heart rate (HR) 

 772 (4·6)  

Median [Q1, Q3]  102.0 [90·0,115·0] 

HR > 100 beats/min on admission  8,496 (52·3) 

Respiratory rate 

 668 (4·0)  

Median [Q1, Q3]  23·0 [20·0,29·0] 

RR >24 breaths/min on admission  6,554 (40·7) 
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Table 5. Select laboratory results on admission among hospitalized COVID-19 cases 
(N=16,780)  
 
Laboratory Testa Missing N Median  [IQR] 

Lymphocytes (x10^3/ul) 1,195 (7.1) 15,585 1·0 [0·7,1·4] 

Neutrophils (x10^3/ul) 1,199 (7.1) 15,581 4·9 [3·4,7·3] 

Platelets (x10^3/ul) 1,021 (6.1) 15,759 204·0 [159·0,264·0] 

White blood cell  count (x10^3/ul) 1,012 (6·0) 15,768 6·7 [5·0,9·3] 

Ferritin (ng/ml) 5691 (33·9) 11,089 511·0 [225·0,1088·0] 

C-reactive protein (mg/l) 4,903 (29.2) 11,877 79·3 [34·0,142·0] 

Creatine kinase (u/l) 9,574 (57·1) 7,206 139·0 [69·0,346·8] 

Fibrin d-dimer (ng/ml) 14,676 (87·5) 2,104 760·0 [430·0, 1,600·0] 

Troponin above normal N (%) 7,571 (45·1) 7,042 1,324 (18·8%) 

Procalcitonin (ng/ml) 7,063 (42·1) 9,717 0·1 [0·1,0·4] 
a  The first result on or within 3 days of admission date for each analyte are included here.  
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Table 6. Medications administered during hospitalization among completed COVID-19 
hospitalizations (N=16,099)  
 
Medications Administereda N (%) 

Remdesivir 206 (1·3) 

Hydroxychloroquine/chloroquine 5,662 (35·2) 

Siltuximab 1 (0·0) 

Tocilizumab 464 (2·9) 

Sarilumab 5 (0·0) 

Lopinavir and/or Ritonavir 250 (1·6) 

Statins 4,543 (28·2) 

Dexamethasone 468 (2·9) 

Corticosteroids (excludes dexamethasone) 4,005 (24·9) 

Anti-coagulantsb 11,408 (70·9) 

Azithromycin 6,138 (38·1) 

Antibiotics (excludes azithromycin) 9,801 (60·9) 
a Medications above reflect any time during hospitalization 
b Anticoagulants include: heparin, warfarin, rivaroxaban, dabigatran, apixaban, edoxaban, enoxaparin, 
fondaparinux, argatroban, and bivalirudin 
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9. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL  

 
A. Cohort definition 

 

The U07·1 and U07·2 ICD-10 diagnosis codes reflect the WHO and CDC guidelines for coding confirmed 
or probable COVID-19 cases effective date 1 April 2020 37,38,39.To ensure full capture of the earliest 
COVID-19 cases, we also included the B97·29 code (‘Other coronavirus as the cause of disease classified 
elsewhere’), which was the interim code used before the U07·1 and U07·2 codes were implemented on 1 
April 2020 40,41. 

For the diagnostic laboratory tests used for inclusion, we only allowed COVID-19 tests that explicitly have 
the following strings in their name : ‘pcr’, ‘rna’, ‘naat’, ‘np’ (nasopharyngeal), or ‘op’ (oral-pharyngeal) to 
ensure tests were diagnostic tests; antibody tests were not used as part of our case definition. For the index 
date used in Tables 1 and 2, earliest date of diagnosis code or positive diagnostic test was used. We did not 
impose any age restrictions on the study population.  

A sensitivity analysis was performed to evaluate the inclusion of the 4·8% of cases that had a B97·29 code 
and no U07·1 diagnosis or positive lab. No changes were observed in the results.   

Additionally, a sensitivity analysis was performed to evaluate the inclusion of COVID-19 diagnosis codes 
in the definition. No meaningful changes were observed in the results when restricting to a cohort of 
patients with a positive PCR laboratory test (n=39,798).   
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