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ABSTRACT

Background

Post-Covid-19 Condition (PCC) manifests in persistent, debilitating symptoms that affect
multiple cognitive domains. These symptoms can negatively impact an affected individual’s
health-related quality of life (HRQoL). Herein, we investigate the effects of cognitive function
on HRQoL in persons with PCC. Secondarily, we determine whether vortioxetine modulates
cognitive function on HRQoL.

M ethods

Participants aged 18-65 years were randomized to receive vortioxetine or placebo for 8 weeks.
HRQoL was measured using the World Health organization Wellbeing Scale 5-item, cognition
was measured using the Digit Symbol Substitution Test and the Trail-Making Test A/B.
Generalized estimating equations were used to model the relationship of cognition to HRQoL for
each treatment group.

Results

147 participants, 75.5% of which were female, were included in the analysis. At baseline, there
was a statistically significant positive association between WHO-5 scores and combined DSST
z-scores (B = 0.090, 95% CI [0.051, 0.129], p < 0.001), and a satistically significant negative
association with TMT-A (B = -0.007, 95% CI [-0.011, -0.003], p < 0.001) and -B (p = -0.002,
95% CI [-0.003, 0.000], p = 0.024) scores, respectively. A significant treatment, time, and
combined DSST z-score interaction on changes in overall WHO-5 total score (x* = 15.481, p =
0.004) was reported. After adjusting for the type of cognitive test, there was a significant
between-group difference (mean change = 1.77, SEM = 0.868, p = 0.042) favoring vortioxetine.

Conclusion

Cognitive function is significantly associated with HRQoL in persons with PCC where enhanced
cognitive functioning is associated with a better HRQoL. Vortioxetine is effective in improving
HRQoL through enhancing cognitive function. Cognitive function in persons with PCC provides
the impetus for future therapeutic targets for persons with PCC. Future studies should aim to
investigate pro-cognitive therapeutic strategies.
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INTRODUCTION

Post-coronavirus disease-2019 (COVID-19) Condition (PCC) is a common and debilitating
phenomenon that is associated with substantial physiological and societal costs (Ceban et al.,
2022; Health Organization, n.d.). The onset of PCC typically occurs within three months after a
confirmed or probable diagnosis of acute infection of severe acute respiratory syndrome
coronavirus-2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection, where symptoms remain for at least 2 months and
cannot be explained by an alternative diagnosis (Hinman & Maher, 2024). The pathoetiology of
PCC remains incompletely understood but is likely heterogeneous, as evidenced by its multiple
risk factors, such as sex, body mass index, general health comorbidities, and vaccination status,
complex and diverse presentations, including but not limited to fatigue, shortness of breath, joint
pain, muscle spasms, tachycardia, and variable effects on patient-reported outcomes (PROS)
(Premrgj et al., 2022; Soriano et al., 2022; Tsampasan et al., 2023). More than 200 symptoms
have been attributed to PCC, of which cognitive impairment is one of the most prevalent,
persistent, and debilitating (Ceban et al., 2022). Reports of deficits in both objective and
subjective cognitive functioning have been noted in individuals with PCC, including brain fog,
memory impairment, and difficulties concentrating (Premrgj et al., 2022). As these symptoms are
present in multiple psychiatric and neurological conditions, they remain as a challenging
therapeutic target with few safe and efficacious treatments available.

Individuals living with PCC have reported decreases in health-related quality of life
(HRQoL) using a variety of PRO measures (Premrg et al., 2022). The heterogeneous
presentation of PCC invites the need to characterize better the specific aspects of PCC that
mediate such a decrease in HRQoL. Targeting mediators of HRQoL in PCC can potentially
improve PROs, which provides theimpetus for therapeutic strategies that broadly aim to improve
HRQoL.

Previous literature exploring MDD, has identified cognitive function to mediate HRQoL
outcomes (G. Wang et al., 2020). Vortioxetine, an antidepressant, is being investigated for its
effects in maor depressive disorder (MDD). Within the MDD cohort, treatment with
vortioxetine significantly improved depressive symptoms, cognitive function, and improved
measures of both reward and motivation; whereas other standard-of-treatment antidepressants
did not (Cao et a., 2019; Mclntyre et al., 2016). These pro-cognitive effects have been attributed
to vortioxetine' s ability to target brain-derived neurotrophic factor to increase synaptic plasticity
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and synaptogenesis (Subramaniapillai et al., 2019). Overall, vortioxetine has shown promising
preliminary results in improving multiple domains of cognition.

Herein, we sought to determine the extent to which subjective and objective measures of
cognitive function mediate HRQoL in a well-characterized cohort of individuals meeting the
criteriafor World Health Organization (WHO)-defined PCC. Moreover, we examined the impact
of vortioxetine on the relationship between cognitive function and HRQoL between the placebo

and vortioxetine groups from baseline to primary endpoint.

MATERIALSAND METHODS

Ethics and Recruitment

This is a post-hoc evaluation of a randomized, double-blind, flexible-dosed, placebo controlled
clinical trial examining the effectiveness of vortioxetine in treating PCC patient’s cognitive
impairments. The methodology, and data for this study, are sourced from a primary study that is
now published (Clinical Trials.gov number, NCT05047952) (MclIntyre et al., 2023).

The principles of Good Clinical Practice and Declaration of Helsinki were followed
during this clinical trial, which consisted of participants residing in Canada (ICH Official
Website:ICH, n.d., WMA Declaration of Helsinki — Ethical Principles for Medical Research
Involving Human Subjects, n.d.). Advarra, alocal research ethics board (REB) that complies with
Health Canada regulations, approved the research design of this paper (IRB #00000971).

Recruitment of participants spanned from November 2021 to January 2023 via
media/social media advertisements (e.g., Facebook, Twitter, Instagram, print) and/or through
referrals by medical practitioners. All qualified participants during the screening phase provided
their written informed consent prior to their inclusion in the study.

Participants and Randomization

Individuals were digible for the study if they were aged 18 years or older residing in Canada,
with a confirmed history of SARS-CoV-2 infection (i.e., verified through a positive SARS-CoV-
2 PCR tedt, rapid antigen test, or serology test) or a probable infection (i.e., demonstrated by a
healthcare provider’s signed confirmation of a presumptive case or a clinical diagnosis by the
study’s physician). Additionally, eligible individuals were required to meet WHO-defined PCC

criteria (i.e., have experienced symptoms post-SARS-CoV-2 infection occurring within 3 months
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after the acute COVID-19 infection). Moreover, eligible individuals were required to report
subjective cognitive impairment as measured by the 5-item percelved deficits Questionnaire
(PDQ-5) at screening/baseline. Any participants that met the exclusion criteria detailed in the
supplementary materials (Table S1) were not included in the study.

Study Design

Participants qualifying for this study were randomized (1:1) to either receive vortioxetine (5-20
mg per day) or an identical placebo for 8 weeks of a double-blind treatment. Participants
between the age of 18 and 65 assigned to the vortioxetine cohort received 10 mg per day of
vortioxetine during week 1 and 2, with a dose increase to 20 mg per day during weeks 3 to 8.
Participants aged 65 and older in the vortioxetine cohort received 5 mg per day for weeks 1 and 2
followed by a dose increase to 10 mg per day for weeks 3 to 8. With respect to individuals
unable to tolerate their higher dose, the medication was titrated to the index dose.

Participant assessments were scheduled at baseline and at weeks 2, 4 and 8. Any
participants discontinuing the study prematurely were evaluated at the earliest possible time post-
study withdrawal. Two members of the staff were unblinded and designated for labeling and
dispensing the investigational product, and were devoid of any interactions with participants. The
randomi zation code was maintained for all participants during the study.

Outcome M easures

The primary outcome measure of the primary trial was cognitive performance as measured by
the Digital Symbol Substitution Test (DSST) Pen/Paper Version and Online CogState Version as
part of the CogState Online Cognitive Battery (Mclntyre et al., 2023). A list of all secondary
outcome measures from the primary trial is reported elsewhere (Mclintyre et al., 2023).

In the post-hoc analysis herein, we aimed to evaluate the relationship between cognition
as measured by the DSST and health-related quality of life as measured by the 5-item World
Health Organisation Well-Being Index (WHO-5). The DSST was measured at baseline, week 2
and week 8. The WHO-5 was measured at baseline and weeks 2, 4 and 8.

Additional secondary outcomes of interest as potential covariates include a separate
measure of cognitive function as measured by the Trails Making Tests A/B (TMT-A/B) and

depressive symptom severity as measured by the 16-ltem Quick Inventory of Depressive
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Symptomatology Self-Report Questionnaire (QID-SR-16). The TMT-A/B was measured at
baseline, week 2 and week 8. The QIDS-SR-16 was measured at baseline and weeks 2, 4 and 8.

Statistical Analysis
Statistical analyses were executed using the IBM SPSS Statistics software, version 29.0.1.1 (15)
with a set threshold for the two-sided statistical significance at o = 0.05. An intent-to-treat
analysis assessed the variation from baseline to week 8 in the WHO-5 total scores using
generalized estimating equation (GEE) models. The data was best represented by an independent
structure, which was subsequently chosen. For assessing the changes in WHO-5 total scores
from baseline which were modified by DSST, an intent to treat (ITT) analysis (i.e., including all
randomized participants) was employed.

Of the 149 randomized participants, 11 (7.4%) only used the Pen/Paper Version of the
DSST; 78 (52.3%) exclusively used the CogState Version, and 60 (40.3%) completed both the
Pen/Paper and Online CogState Versions. For those who completed both DSST formats, a
significantly high correlation was found between their performances on Pen/Paper and Online
CogState Version (r = 0.588, p < 0.001). Given that not all participants did both versions,
subsequent analyses were performed using the combined DSST scores. If they completed both
Online CogState and Pen/Paper DSST, the combined DSST scores were based on participant’s
Online CogState DSST. If the Online CogState DSST was not completed, then the participants
Pen/Paper DSST scores were included in the combined DSST scores. The definition of the
composite DSST z-score is the equaly weighted sum of the z-scores in the combined DSST
scores (Pen/Paper plus Online CogState Version).

RESULTS

Patient Characteristics

Basdline sociodemographic and clinical characteristics of the intent-to-treat population are
described in Table 1. Of the 200 participants enrolled, 149 were randomized to receive ether
vortioxetine (n = 75), or placebo (n = 74). Two participants were excluded due to missing data.

No statistically significant differences were observed between the treatment groups.

Impact of Cognitive Function on Health-Related Quality of Life at Baseline
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Results from the generalized linear model analysis demonstrate a significant positive correlation
between self-reported WHO-5 scores and both the combined DSST z-score ( = 0.090, 95% Cl
[0.051, 0.129], p < 0.001) and Pen/Paper DSST ( = 0.008, 95% CI [0.002, 0.013], p = 0.005)
(Table 2). In contrast, TMT-A (B = -0.007, 95% ClI [-0.011, -0.003], p < 0.001), TMT-B (B = -
0.002, 95% CI [-0.003, 0.000], p = 0.024), and PDQ-20 (p = -0.012, 95% ClI [-0.014, -0.010], p <
0.001) show a significant negative correlation with WHO-5 scores (Table 2).

I mpact of Vortioxetine on How Cognitive Function Affects Health-Related Quality of Life
Intent-to-treat GEE analysis was performed on 147 participants with PCC randomized to receive
either vortioxetine (n = 73) or placebo (n = 74) to determine the effect of vortioxetine on HRQoL
with DSST-measured cognitive function as a moderator (Figure 1). After adjustment for
sociodemographics and the type of cognitive test (Pen/Paper vs. Online CogState Version), a
significant treatment by time interaction (x* = 6.285, p = 0.012) was observed. Time (y* =
13.460, p < 0.001) and group (x> = 3.932, p = 0.047) effects were also significant. Moreover,
there was a significant treatment, time, and combined DSST z-score interaction (x* = 15.481, p =
0.004).

The change in WHO-5-measured quality of life, as a function of DSST-measured
cognitive symptoms, from baseline to week 8 was 3.43 (SEM = 0.630) for the vortioxetine group
(p < 0.001) and 0.740 (SEM = 0.698) for the placebo group (p = 0.211) (Figure 1, Table 3).
Between-group analyses identified a significant difference in overall change in WHO-5 total
score in favor of vortioxetine (mean difference = 2.02, SEM = 0.736, p = 0.006) (Table 3).
Similar results were observed in the model adjusted only for the type of cognitive test (time: y* =
21.196, p < 0.001; treatment by time interaction: ¥* = 6.962, p = 0.008; treatment X time x
combined DSST z-score interaction effect: y* = 25.025, p < 0.001; and a significant between-
group difference: mean change = 1.77, SEM = 0.868, p = 0.042) (T able 3). However, the group
effect (x> = 1.095, p = 0.295) was insignificant, indicating that participants WHO-5 scores
improved over time, but at Similar rates within each treatment group.

Intent-to-treat GEE analysis was aso performed with TMT-A-measured cognitive
function as a moderator. In contrast, there was no significant treatment (y°> = 0.001, p = 0.974),
treatment by time interaction (y*> = 1.240, p = 0.265), and treatment by time by TMT-A score
interaction (3 = 6.721, p = 0.151) effect. However, there was a significant time (y* = 6.857, p =
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0.009) effect. Between-group analyses identified an insignificant difference in overall changein
favor of vortioxetine (mean difference = -0.03, SEM = 1.094, p = 0.976). Similar results were
observed in the unadjusted model (time: x> = 6.025, p = 0.014; group: y°> = 1.822, p = 0.177;
treatment by time interaction: y*> = 0.214, p = 0.643; treatment by time by TMT-A score
interaction effect: y* = 10.533, p = 0.032; and insignificant between-group difference: mean
change = -0.98, SEM = 1.496, p = 0.511).

The Intent-to-treat GEE analysis with TMT-B-measured cognitive function as a
moderator also showed insignificance (treatment: y* = 1.159, p = 0.282; time: y* = 5.783, p =
0.016; treatment by time interaction: y* = 0.174, p = 0.677; treatment by time by TMT-B score
interaction: x* = 4.442, p = 0.350 effect; and insignificant between-group difference: mean
difference = 0.23, SEM = 1.211, p = 0.847). Smilar results were observed in the unadjusted
model (time: x* = 4.017, p = 0.045; group: x> = 0.026, p = 0.873; treatment by time interaction: y°
= 0.164, p = 0.686; treatment by time by TMT-B score interaction effect: y* = 5.072, p = 0.280;
and insignificant between-group difference: mean change = 0.23, SEM = 1.211, p = 0.847)

When sdlf-reported PDQ-20-measured cognitive function was used as a moderator, time
(x* = 1.663, p = 0.197), group (x*> = 1.874, p = 0.171), and treatment by time interaction effects
(x> = 2577, p = 0.108) were not significant. Although trestment by time by PDQ-20 score
interaction effects (y* = 49.447, p < 0.001) were significant, there were no significant mean
group differences at week 8 between the treatment groups (mean difference = 0.77, SEM =
0.612, p = 0.207). Similar results were observed in the unadjusted model (time: y* = 0.550, p =
0.458; group: x* = 0.466, p = 0.495; treatment by time interaction: y* = 0.326, p = 0.568;
treatment by time by PDQ-20 score interaction effect: ¥ = 103.164, p < 0.001; and insignificant
between-group difference: mean change = 0.58, SEM = 0.767, p = 0.451).

DISCUSSION

Herein, we observed that both subjective and objective cognitive impairments are significantly
associated with HRQoL in individuals with PCC who did not meet criteria for an active mood
episode (e.g., depression). More specifically, we found that at baseline, self-reported cognitive
impairment (i.e., PDQ-20) was negatively correlated with HRQoL, and objective cognitive
functioning (i.e.,, DSST and TMT-A/B) was positively correlated with HRQoL. This suggests
that at baseline, cognitive functioning impacted self-reported quality of life, such that higher
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cognitive performance conferred better HRQoL. Furthermore, participants WHO-5 scores
improved over time and at different rates within each treatment group, indicating that
vortioxetine' s effect on reducing cognitive impairment significantly enhanced HRQoL compared
to placebo.

It is well documented that the COVID-19 pandemic was associated with a significant
increase in distress, mental illness, loneliness, and a decrease in quality of life (Tsampasian et al.,
2023). Furthermore, mental illness is known to be a risk factor for COVID-19 (CDC, 2024b;
Ceban et al., 2021; Shi et al., 2020; Wagner et al., 2022; Y. Wang et al., 2021). Extant literature
suggests that cognitive impairment in other mental and medical disordersisa principal quality of
life detractor (Ceban et al., 2022; Liu et al., 2023; Mclntyre et al., 2023). Not only does cognitive
decline lead to reduced role functioning, but it is aso associated with a decreased reward
anhedonic tone. In the foregoing context, it is further speculated that impairment in quality of life
as a consequence of cognitive impairment is not limited to its immediate effects, but cascades
into economic uncertainty, housing instability, and employment insecurity, thereby compounding
the overall challenges to one's quality of life (Ceban et al., 2021, 2022; Oliver et a., 2023; Quan
et al., 2023). In PCC, it has been postulated that cognitive impairment may result in social
disconnection that amplifies aspects of loneliness, igniting a cascade of health-related concerns
including, but not limited to, anxiety and a decreased sense of purpose (Cao et al., 2019).
Vortioxetine has been found to improve cognitive function by enhancing effort-based decision
making and reward tone (Subramaniapillai et al., 2019). Thus, the effects of vortioxetine on
cognition, and ultimately HRQoL, in persons with PCC provides evidence for the potential use
of vortioxetine for other mental illnesses that are associated with cognitive impai rment.

Several methodological limitations affect inferences and interpretations of our data. For
example, this was a post-hoc analysis of data obtained as part of a primary study and it was not
pre-specified in the protocol that we would be exploring the possible impact of objective and
subjective cognitive functions on HRQoL. Although we ruled out other medical disorders as a
primary reason for presentation, it is possible that other medical conditions that the patient had
experienced in the past which could affect cognitive function were not mentioned. Furthermore,
our self-reported measure of cognitive function in PCC was the PDQ-20 and objective cognitive
measures were the DSST and TMT-A/B. It is possible that findings would be expanded if other
cognitive measures were included. In addition, our sample was heterogeneous with respect to

10
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acute COVID-19 severity, duration of PCC, number of prior COVID-19 infections, as well as
number and type of prior vaccinations.

CONCLUSION

Taken together, we identify cognitive impairment as a significant contributor to decreased
HRQoL in individuals with PCC. The Department of Health and Human Services in the United
States has identified therapeutics that improve cognitive function in individuals with PCC as a
primary and urgent therapeutic target (CDC, 2024a). Practitioners providing care for individuals
living with PCC should query the presence of cognitive complaints and, until an identified
therapeutic is established, encourage practical approaches to preserve and possibly improve
cognitive functions (e.g., improve sleep, exercise, decrease alcohol and substance use). It is a
testable hypothesis for further research to establish that pro-cognitive strategies could benefit
measures of HRQoL in persons with PCC, associated decreased illness burden, and economic

costs to the individuals in society.
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FIGURES

Figure 1. An intention-to-treat GEE analysis examining the effects of vortioxetine (n = 73) versus
placebo (n = 74) on how cognitive function (combined DSST z-score) impacts health-related quality
of life (WHO-5 total score) in an 8-week trial involving participants with PCC. There was a
significant effect of time with both groups, exhibiting significant improvement in WHO-5 total score
across treatment weeks (p < 0.001). Moreover, a significant group effect (p = 0.047), treatment by
time interaction effect (p = 0.012), and treatment by time by combined DSST z-score interaction
effect (p = 0.004) was observed. Depicted is the least square (LS) mean (standard error of mean
[SEM]) change in WHO-5 from baseline to endpoint using an independent covariance matrix with
time as a categorical variable, adjusted for the type of cognitive test (Pen/Paper vs. Online CogState
Version).
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TABLES
Table 1. Basdline characteristics of the intent-to-treat population (N = 147).
Placebo Vortioxetine p-value*

Characteristic (n=74) (n=73)
Age (Years), Mean (SD) 44.89 (12.14) 43.84 (12.35) 0.602°
Sex (Female), n (%) 55 (74.32) 56 (76.71) 0.736°
Ethnicity (Caucasian), n (%) 55 (74.32) 58 (78.08) 0.263°
Education, n (%) 0.390°

< High Schoal 0(0) 1(1.37)

High School Graduate 4(5.41) 8 (10.96)

College/University Degree 10(13.51) 7 (9.59)

Associates Degree 15 (20.27) 13(17.81)

Bachelor’s Degree 27 (36.49) 34 (46.58)

Graduate Degree 15 (20.27) 9(12.33)

Professional Degree 3(4.05) 1(1.37)
Employment, n (%) 0.483°

Paid Employment / Self-Employed 39 (52.70) 48 (65.75)

Voluntary Employment 5 (6.76) 4 (5.48)

Sheltered / Welfare Employment 1(1.35) 0(0)
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Unemployed 6 (8.10) 5 (6.85)

Student 4(5.41) 6 (8.22)

Retired 3(4.05) 1(1.37)

Other 16 (21.62) 9(12.33)
QIDS-SR-16 (Total Score), Mean (SD) 10.32 (4.37) 10.03 (4.33) 0.681°
Alcohol Consumption (Drinks per Week), 1.924 (2.750) 1.109 (2.866) 0.083°
Mean (SD)
WHO-5 (Total Score), Mean (SD) 9.76 (3.95) 9.86 (4.59) 0.883°
Combined DSST Z-score, Mean (SD)° -0.194 (0.989) 0.0531 (1.006) 0.136°
Remote Assessment, n (%) 69 (93.24) 67 (91.78) 0.736°
Confirmed COVID Diagnosis, n (%) 59 (79.7) 57 (78.1) 0.807°
TMT-A (Time to Complete Trail-A), Mean 33.74(33.92) 25.72 (10.12) 0.174°
(SD)
TMT-B (Time to Complete Trail-B), Mean 64.60 (63.93) 46.68 (17.99) 0.106°
(SD)
PDQ-20 (Total Score), Mean (SD) 70.32 (17.16) 66.67 (14.97) 0.172°

T -test
PChi-square test

“Combined DSST z-score defined as the equally weighted sum of the z-scores in the combined DSST (Pen/Paper

plus Online CogState Version)
*Two-sided p values

Abbreviations: DSST = Digit Symbol Substitution Test; PDQ-20 = Perceived Deficits Questionnaire, 20-item;

QIDS-SR16 = Quick Inventory of Depressive Symptomatol ogy-Self-Report 16; SD = Standard Deviation, TMT-A =

TrailsMaking Test-A; TMT-B = Trails Making Test-B; and WHO-5 = The World Health Organisation-Five Well-

Being Index
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Table 2. Generalized linear model of baseline cognition on WHO-5 scores.

95% Confidence Interval

Standard
v Model B Error L ower Upper P-value
Combined DSST*®
I ntercept 2412 0.1362 2.145 2.679 0.000
Combined 0.090 0.0197 0.051 0.129 < 0.001
DSST*
Age* 0.004 0.0016 0.001 0.007 0.022
Sex -0.007 0.0210 -0.048 0.034 0.746
Ethnicity* -0.017 0.0082 -0.033 -0.001 0.037
Education* 0.038 0.0151 0.008 0.068 0.012
Employment -0.012 0.0082 -0.028 0.005 0.159
Suspected vs. -0.179 0.0433 -0.264 -0.094 <0.001
Confirmed COVID-
19*
Alcohal -0.003 0.0066 -0.016 0.010 0.688
Consumption
Pen/Paper DSST
I ntercept 1517 0.3416 0.848 2.187 < 0.001
Pen/Paper DSST* 0.008 0.0028 0.002 0.013 0.005
Age 0.002 0.0031 -0.004 0.008 0.480
Sex* 0.188 0.0803 0.031 0.345 0.019
Ethnicity -0.015 0.0177 -0.050 0.020 0.395
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Education* 0.068 0.0319 0.006 0.131 0.033
Employment -0.016 0.0177 -0.051 0.018 0.352

Suspected vs. -0.276 0.0887 -0.450 -0.102 0.002

Confirmed COVID-

19*

Alcohol -0.005 0.0122 -0.029 0.019 0.687

Consumption

TMT-A
Intercept 2.761 0.2031 2.362 3.159 0.000
TMT-A -0.007 0.0018 -0.011 -0.003 <0.001
Age 0.003 0.0020 -0.001 0.006 0.205
Sex 0.056 0.0273 0.003 0.110 0.039
Ethnicity -0.022 0.0122 -0.046 0.002 0.070
Education 0.033 0.0215 -0.009 0.075 0.125
Employment -0.007 0.0117 -0.030 0.016 0.575
Sex* -0.218 0.0587 -0.333 -0.103 <0.001
Education* -0.014 0.0088 -0.031 0.004 0.120
TMT-B

I ntercept 2.582 0.2011 2.187 2.976 0.000
TMT-B* -0.002 0.0008 -0.003 0.000 0.024
Age 0.002 0.0020 -0.002 0.006 0.373
Sex* 0.059 0.0273 0.006 0.113 0.030
Ethnicity -0.015 0.0122 -0.039 0.009 0.225
Education 0.038 .0214 -0.004 0.080 0.076
Employment -0.005 0.0118 -0.028 0.018 0.655
Sex* -0.191 0.0585 -0.305 -0.076 0.001
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Education -0.014 0.0088 -0.031 0.003 0.106
PDQ-20
I ntercept 3.337 0.1520 3.039 3.635 0.000
PDQ-20* -0.012 0.0009 -0.014 -0.010 < 0.001
Age 0.001 0.0015 -0.002 0.004 0.552
Sex -0.031 0.0211 -0.073 0.010 0.138
Ethnicity* -0.020 0.0083 -0.036 -0.004 0.016
Employment 0.019 0.0151 -0.011 0.049 0.210
Sex -0.008 0.0080 -0.024 0.008 0.327
Education* -0.189 0.0434 -0.274 -0.103 < 0.001
*p<0.05

4Combined DSST z-score defined as the equally weighted sum of the z-scores in the combined DSST
(Pen/Paper plus Online CogState Version)

Abbreviations: DSST = Digit Symbol Substitution Test; IV = Independent Variable; TMT-A = Trail Making Test
A; TMT-B = Trail Making Test B; and Perceived Deficits Questionnaire, 20-item (PDQ-20).
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Table 3. Pairwise comparisons of the estimated marginal means based on the efficacy endpoint

(WHO-5 total score) in the intent-to-treat population.
95% Confidence

Interval
M ean
(I) Treatment Allocation (J) Treatment Difference Standard
X Week Allocation x Week (1-J) Error L ower Upper P-value

A. Unadjusted M odel*
Treatment Allocation Treatment Allocation 0.79 0.553 -0.29 1.88 0.152
(Placebo) x Week 8 (Placebo) x Week 0
Treatment Allocation Treatment Allocation 2.94° 0.593 1.77 410 < 0.001
(Vortioxetine) x Week 8 (Vortioxetine) x Week 0

Treatment Allocation 2.56° 0.790 1.01 411 0.001

(Placebo) x Week 0
Treatment Allocation Treatment Allocation 1.77° 0.868 0.06 3.47 0.042

(Vortioxetine) x Week 8 (Placebo) x Week 8

B. Adjusted Model*

Treatment Allocation Treatment Allocation 0.74 0.698 -0.62 211 0.287
(Placebo) x Week 8 (Placebo) x Week 0

Treatment Allocation Treatment Allocation 3.43° 0.630 219 4.66 <0.001
(Vortioxetine) x Week 8 (Vortioxetine) x Week 0

Treatment Allocation 277 0.630 1.53 4.00 <0.01
(Placebo) x Week 0
Treatment Allocation Treatment Allocation 2.02° 0.736 0.58 347 0.006

(Vortioxetine) x Week 8 (Placebo) x Week 8

Pairwise comparisons of estimated marginal means based on the origina scale of the dependent variable: WHO-5
total score.

a. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.

*Adjusted only for the type of cognitive test (Pen/Paper or Online CogState Version)

*Adjusted for age, sex, race, education, employment, type of cognitive test, baseline WHO-5, baseline DSST z-
score, baseline QIDS-SR-16 total score, MDD diagnosis, suspected vs. confirmed COVID-19, and amount of
alcohol consumption (drinks per week).

22


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.18.24304375

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.18.24304375; this version posted March 19, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

SUPPLEMENTARY
Table S1. Exclusion criteria

e Current symptoms were better explained by symptoms of major depressive disorder or bipolar
disorder;

e Symptoms were fully explained by pre-existing conditions that may cause cognitive impairment or
symptoms similar to those seen in PCC [e.g., attention deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD),
major neurocoghitive disorder, schizophrenia, chronic fatigue syndrome (CFS)/encephalitis
meningitis (EM), as assessed by Mini International Neuropsychiatric Interview (M.1.N.I.) 7.0.2];

e Known intolerance to vortioxetine and/or prior trial of vortioxetine with demonstrated inefficacy;

e Current alcohol and/or substance use disorder, as confirmed by the M.1.N.I. 7.0.2;

e Presence of comorbid psychiatric disorder that is a primary focus of clinical concern, as confirmed
by the M.I.N.I. 7.0.2;

e Previous history of mania/hypomania;

e Taking medications approved and/or employed off-label for cognitive dysfunction (e.g.,
psychostimulants);

e Any medication for a general medical disorder that may affect cognitive function (as per clinical
judgment);

e Use of benzodiazepines within 12 hours of cognitive assessments;

Consumption of alcohaol within eight hours of cognitive assessments;

Any physical, cognitive, or language impairments sufficient to adversely affect data derived from

cognitive assessments,

Diagnosed reading disability or dyslexia;

Clinically significant learning disorder by history;

Treatment with electroconvulsive therapy (ECT) in the last 6 months;

History of moderate or severe head trauma (e.g., loss of consciousness for > 1 hour), other

neurological disorders, or unstable systemic medical diseasesthat are likely to affect the central

nervous system (as per clinical judgment);

e Pregnant and/or breastfeeding; received investigational agents as part of a separate study within 30
days of the screening visit;

e Actively suicidal/presence of suicidal ideation or evaluated as being at suicide risk (as per clinical
judgment);

e Currently receiving treatment with monoamine oxidase inhibitor (MAOI) antidepressants,

antibiotics such aslinezolid or intravenous methylene blue;

Previous hypersensitivity reaction to vortioxetine or any components of the formulation;

Previously reported angioedema in persons treated with vortioxetine;

Serotonin syndrome;

Abnormal bleeding;

Angle closure glaucoma;

Hyponatremig;

M oderate hepatic impairment;

Active seizure disorder/epilepsy that is not controlled by medication (as per clinical judgment);
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e Presence of any unstable medical conditions;
e Inability to follow study procedures;
e And inability to give informed consent.
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