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Abstract 
Blacks/African Americans are overrepresented in the number of hospitalizations and 
deaths from COVID-19 in the United States, which could be explained through 
differences in prevalence of existing comorbidities. We performed a disease-disease 
phenome-wide association study (PheWAS) using data representing 5,698 COVID-19 
patients from a large academic medical center, stratified by race. We explore the 
association of 1,043 pre-occurring conditions with several COVID-19 outcomes: testing 
positive, hospitalization, ICU admission, and mortality. Obesity, iron deficiency anemia 
and type II diabetes were associated with susceptibility in the full cohort, while ill-defined 
descriptions/complications of heart disease and stage III chronic kidney disease were 
associated among non-Hispanic White (NHW) and non-Hispanic Black/African 
American (NHAA) patients, respectively. The top phenotype hits in the full, NHW, and 
NHAA cohorts for hospitalization were acute renal failure, hypertension, and 
insufficiency/arrest respiratory failure, respectively. Suggestive relationships between 
respiratory issues and COVID-19-related ICU admission and mortality were observed, 
while circulatory system diseases showed stronger association in NHAA patients. We 
were able to replicate some known comorbidities related to COVID-19 outcomes while 
discovering potentially unknown associations, such as endocrine/metabolic conditions 
related to hospitalization and mental disorders related to mortality, for future validation. 
We provide interactive PheWAS visualization for broader exploration.  
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Introduction 
The emergence of electronic health records (EHR) and rise of EHR-linked biobanks has 

made it possible for researchers to explore -omics-based relationships agnostically on a 

large scale instead of targeted hypothesis testing. Introduced by Denny et al. in 2010, a 

phenome-wide association study (PheWAS) is an omnibus scan to identify gene-

disease associations across the medical phenome.1 Due to computational advances 

and development of widely available analytic frameworks,2–6 PheWAS are now relatively 

easy to implement. The main goal of a PheWAS is to replicate known gene-disease 

relationships and to search for hidden and unanticipated associations. 

 

In December 2019, a patient was first diagnosed with COVID-19, the disease caused by 

a novel coronavirus, SARS-CoV-2.7 It quickly spread across the globe, earning both the 

designation of pandemic by the World Health Organization on March 118 and a 

dedicated ICD-10 code. In the US, the first case was confirmed in a traveler returning 

from Wuhan, China in Washington state on January 21.9 As of June 29, there are 

2,593,169 confirmed cases in the US,10 representing approximately 25% of all global 

cases. Because COVID-19 is a respiratory disease and produces flu-like symptoms, 

testing strategies in the US initially focused on those with symptoms, the elderly, and 

those with pre-existing conditions11 - populations who are at risk of severe disease and 

complications. However, because COVID-19 is a novel disease, only a handful of pre-

existing phenotypes are known to be associated with developing symptoms or 

experiencing adverse outcomes. These include liver, kidney, heart, and respiratory 

disease. 

 

There has been a remarkable surge within the academic and medical communities to 

research COVID-19.12 However, only recently have there been studies examining 

disparities in broad COVID-19 associated conditions and outcomes in US patient 

cohorts.13–16 Instead of a hypothesis driven approach based on the literature, this study 

applies an agnostic disease-disease PheWAS framework to COVID-19 outcomes (to 

our knowledge, the first of its kind) in a cohort of 5,698 patients who were tested or 

treated at a large academic medical center. We look at susceptibility and prognosis 
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among all COVID-19 patients as well as separately among non-Hispanic White (NHW) 

and non-Hispanic Black/African American (NHAA) patients. The primary objective of this 

study is to agnostically identify conditions present in an individual’s medical record that 

may be associated with developing COVID-19 symptoms and with hospitalization, ICU 

admission, and mortality via a large-scale scan. The secondary objective is to compare 

and contrast the phenome-wide association analyses across races. 

 

Subjects and Methods 
COVID-19 cohort: We extracted the EHR for patients tested for COVID-19 at the 

University of Michigan Health System, also known as Michigan Medicine (MM), from 

March 10, 2020 to April 22, 2020. A total of 5,500 patients (96.5%) who were tested at 

MM and 198 patients (3.5%) who were treated for COVID-19 in MM, but tested 

elsewhere, constituted our initial study cohort of 5,698 patients, of whom 1,119 tested 

positive. Since the testing protocol in MM17 focused on prioritized testing (e.g., testing 

symptomatic patients, those at the highest risk of exposure and those likely to 

experience fatal outcomes due to existing comorbidities), this is a non-random sample 

of the population.  

 

Control selection: Controls were used in the susceptibility models and not in the 

prognosis models. We created two sets of alive control samples from the MM patient 

database to compare and contrast the testing positive, one “unmatched control sample” 

consists of 7,211 randomly drawn patients and another 13,351 “matched control sample” 

using 1:3 frequency-matching on race (NHW/NHAA), sex and age (above/below 50). 

We used unmatched controls in the analysis with the full cohort (including all races) and 

matched controls in the race-stratified analysis. Study protocols were reviewed and 

approved by the University of Michigan Medical School Institutional Review Board (IRB 

ID HUM00180294 and HUM00155849).  

 

Classifying patients who were still in hospital and ICU: We categorized patients into 

non-hospitalized, hospitalized (includes ICU stays), and hospitalized with ICU stay 
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based on the admission and discharge data. 166 patients were still admitted in the 

hospital of which 113 had at least one ICU state and 53 had no ICU stay at the time of 

the data extraction. We performed a sensitivity analysis by excluding these patients 

whose final prognostic outcome was unknown at the time of data abstraction. 

 

Generation of the medical phenome: We constructed the medical phenome by 

extracting available International Classification of Diseases (ICD; ninth and tenth 

editions) code from EHR and forming them up to 1,781 traits using the PheWAS R 

package (as described in detail elsewhere).1 Each of these traits was coded as a binary 

risk factor (present/absent) and used as a predictor in the association models with 

COVID-19 outcomes. The analyses in this study were restricted to traits that ever 

appeared in the EHR of at least 10 COVID-19 positive patients. To differentiate pre-

existing conditions from phenotypes related to COVID-19 testing/treatment, we applied 

a 14-day-prior restriction on the tested cohort by removing diagnoses that first appeared 

within the 14 days before the first test or diagnosis date, whichever was earlier. We use 

the term “pre-existing” liberally to include not only chronic conditions but also acute 

health events that were diagnosed at any point in the patient’s EHR prior to COVID 

diagnosis. Further, we realize that the aggregation of ICD codes into phecodes may 

result in clinically unusable or unclear phenotypes. While the PheWAS is performed on 

phecodes, one can view the mapping of ICD-to-phecode relationships on this website: 

http://shiny.sph.umich.edu/ICD_Coding/ (Michigan Genomics Initiative [MGI] mapping 

applies to this manuscript). 

 

Description of variables: A summary data dictionary is available with the source and 

definition of each variable used in our analysis (Supplementary eTable 2A). 

 

Statistical analysis: We performed two types of comparisons in this study (detailed 

definition in Supplementary eTable 2B): 

(a) Predictors of COVID-19 susceptibility: comparing those who were diagnosed with 

COVID-19 with those who were not (unmatched controls) 
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(b) Predictors of three COVID-19 prognostic outcomes: among those who were 

diagnosed, (i) comparing those who were hospitalized with those who were not, 

(ii) those who were admitted to ICU with those who were not, and (iii) those who 

died with those who did not (no untested controls were used, only considers 

tested positive cohort). 

All COVID-19 outcomes of interest are binary; thus, logistic regression was our primary 

tool. All logistic regression models were of the following form: 

logit ��	����� 
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����� 
 �� � ���	

 
��������� � ������������ 
 1�   

  
 1, ! 1043. Here 	����� is various COVID-19 related outcomes under consideration 

(e.g., COVID-19 positive, hospitalization and so on). The Firth correction was used to 

address potential separation issues in logistic regression models.18–20  Full models were 

adjusted for age, sex, race, and four census tract-level socioeconomic indicators: 

proportion with less than high school education, proportion unemployed, proportion with 

annual income below the federal poverty level, and population density (persons per 

mile2). The socioeconomic characteristics are defined by US census tract 

(corresponding to the residential address available in each patient’s EHR) for the year 

2010 and are from the National Neighborhood Data Archive (NaNDA).21 

PheWAS adjusting for an additional comorbidity score covariate (indicating whether the 

patient was diagnosed with conditions across seven disease categories associated with 

COVID-19 susceptibility and adverse outcomes: respiratory, circulatory, any cancer, 

type II diabetes, kidney, liver, and autoimmune; ranges from 0 to 7) is included on our 

accompanying website: http://prsweb-dev.sph.umich.edu:8080/covidphewas/. 

 

For all models, we report the Firth corrected estimate of the odds ratio, 95% Wald-type 

confidence interval and P-value. A conservative Bonferroni multiple testing correction 

was implemented to conclude statistically significant results of susceptibility 

(P=0.05/1043), and P < .05 was used as a threshold for suggestive traits in the 

prognostic results where the sample size was limited. In the PheWAS plots in Figures 1 

and 2, these thresholds are represented by the horizontal, dashed red and orange lines, 

respectively. The x-axis are individual disease codes, color-coded by their 
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corresponding disease category as described in the figure legend. The y-axis 

represents the -log10 transformed p-value of the association. Each point is represented 

by either an upward triangle indicating a positive association or a downward triangle 

indicating a negative association. 

 

Stratified analysis for NHW and NHAA: Since the susceptibility and prognostic factors 

are potentially different across races, we carried out the entire analysis stratified by 

race. We restricted our attention to NHW and NHAA due to limitations of sample size for 

other racial groups. Supplementary eTable 1 contains descriptive statistics stratified by 

race. Matched controls were used in the model for COVID-19 susceptibility, as the 

proportion of NHW and NHAA in unmatched controls are not comparable to the 

stratified population under study. 

 

Results 

There were 5,698 patients who were either tested for or diagnosed with COVID-19 

(ntested; specifically, 5,500 patients were tested and 198 patients were diagnosed with 

COVID-19 and transferred into Michigan Medicine [MM]), 7,211 unmatched controls 

(nunmatched), and 13,351 matched controls (nmatched) eligible for inclusion in this study. Of 

the 26,260 individuals eligible for inclusion, our study population comprised 23,769 

individuals (ntested=5,225 [npositive=1068]; nunmatched=6,811; nmatched=11,733) who had 

available International Classification of Disease (ICD; ninth and tenth editions) code 

data before applying the 14-day-prior to testing restriction to the EHR. Among the 5,225 

tested individuals, 4,622 had pre-existing diagnoses data 14 days prior to diagnosis/first 

test, which yield the final sample size of 23,166 (ntested=4,662 [npositive=778]; 

nunmatched=6,811; nmatched=11,733). Furthermore, a total of 1,781 qualified ICD-code-

based phenotypes, referred to as PheWAS traits, were initially screened and 1,043 had 

at least 10 occurrences in our COVID-19 positive cohort. Thus, we analyzed 1,043 

unique phecodes from 17 different disease categories.  

 

Of those 4,622 who were tested for COVID-19, 36.3% (1,676/4,615) were males and 

the median age was 47 years. The majority were NHW (66% [3,051]) while 17% were 



 8

NHAA (785). Out of the study cohort, 16.8% (778) were tested positive (Table 1). 

Among the 778 positive patients, 49.4% (384) were NHW, 34.8% (271) were NHAA, 

35.0% (272) were hospitalized, 13.8% (107) were admitted to ICU and 2.3% (18) died. 
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Table 1. Descriptive Characteristics of the COVID-19 Tested/Diagnosed cohort 

 

COVID-19 Tested 

Overall 
(N=4622) 

Negative 
(N=3844) 

                                       COVID-19 Positive 
Overall 
(N=778) 

Hospitalized 
(n=272) 

ICU 
(n=107) 

Deceased 
(n=18) 

Variable No./No. (%)      
Age        mean (SD) 47.4 (20.6) 46.4 (20.9) 52.3 (18.0) 62.8 (15.8) 61.8 (13.7) 69.7 (13.5) 
 median (IQR) 47 (32, 63) 46 (31, 62) 53 (37.3, 65) 64.0 [54, 75] 62.0 [56, 70] 70 (62, 80.8) 
Male Sex 1676/4615 (36.3) 1333/3838 (34.7) 343/777 (44.1) 158 (58.1) 70 (65.4) 13 (72.2) 
BMI, mean (SD); No. 29.8 (7.6); 4140 29.4 (7.5); 3399 31.7 (7.8); 741 32.7 (8.0); 266 33.4 (7.5); 106 31.7 (7.9) 
Race/Ethnicity, No. (%)        NHW 3051 (66.0) 2667 (69.4) 384 (49.4) 125 (46.0%) 45 (42.1%) 9 (50.0) 
 NHAA 785 (17.0) 514 (13.4) 271 (34.8) 111 (40.8%) 48 (44.9%) 7 (38.9) 
 Other Ethnicity 419 (9.1) 345 (9.0) 74 (9.5) 24 (8.8%) 7 (6.5%) 1 (5.6) 
 Unknown Ethnicity 367 (7.9) 318 (8.3) 49 (6.3) 12 (4.4%) 7 (6.5%) 1 (5.6) 
SES, mean (SD); No.        % < HS Education 0.08 (0.07); 4132 0.08 (0.06); 3411 0.09 (0.08); 721 0.10 (0.09); 248 0.12 (0.10); 96 0.14 (0.11); 17 
 % Unemployed 0.07 (0.04); 4132 0.07 (0.03); 3411 0.08 (0.04); 721 0.08 (0.05); 248 0.09 (0.05); 96 0.09 (0.03); 17 
 % Annual Income < FPL 0.13 (0.12); 4132 0.12 (0.11); 3411 0.14 (0.12); 721 0.15 (0.13); 248 0.17 (0.14); 96 0.20 (0.14); 17 
 Persons per square mile2 2630 (2320); 4132 2530 (2300); 3411 3140 (2320); 721 3580 (2580); 248 3810 (2570); 96 4550 (3310); 17 
Abbreviations: BMI, body mass index; NHW, non-Hispanic Whites; NHAA, non-Hispanic Blacks/African Americans; SES, census tract-level 
socioeconomic status; HS, high school; FPL, federal poverty level. 
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Phenome-wide comorbidity association analysis 

The top 50 traits from the comorbidity PheWAS can be found in Supplementary eTable 

S3, S3A and S3B for the full cohort and for NHW and NHAA, respectively. Interactive 

versions of the PheWAS plots are online at http://prsweb-

dev.sph.umich.edu:8080/covidphewas/. This resource also provides tables with the 

adjusted odds ratios, 95% confidence intervals, p-values, and counts of occurrence in 

cases and controls for all traits included in the PheWAS performed. 

 
Full cohort susceptibility: For susceptibility, when comparing the positives and the 

unmatched controls, 538 traits were identified after applying Bonferroni correction. This 

demonstrates that patients who were tested and tested positive were sicker than the 

general population. As illustrated in Figure 1A, we found strong and positive 

associations with various comorbidities and COVID-19 positive diagnosis (e.g., pain in 

joint [P=5.97x10-44]; respiratory abnormalities [P=7.3x10-36]; complications of heart 

disease [P=7.82x10-36]). Overall, the findings were consistent with previously identified 

COVID-19 risk factors (e.g., obesity [P=8.92x10-50] and diabetes mellitus [P=3.8x10-25] 

were associated with higher risk of being test positive).22 In contrast, the comparison 

between those who tested positive for COVID-19 and those who tested negative leads 

to counterintuitive findings (361 traits showed protective effect out of 369 significant 

traits under Bonferroni correction, such as non-hypertensive congestive heart failure 

[odds ratio [OR]=0.39, P=5.8x10-10] and acute renal failure [OR=0.47, P=7.7x10-8]) 

contradicting findings in other COVID-19 studies23,24 (Supplementary eTable S3). This 

amplifies the need for choosing an appropriate control group. 

 
Race-stratified susceptibility: As shown in Figure 1B, we identified 734 traits in NHW, 

including 84 genitourinary, 79 endocrine/metabolic and 66 circulatory system diseases, 

such as hematuria (P=4.16x10-28), abnormal glucose (P=1.57x10-52) and Ill-defined 

descriptions and complications of heart disease (P=9x10-49). In addition, as shown in 

Figure 1C, we observed 406 traits in NHAA, including 61 genitourinary, 59 circulatory 

system, and 52 endocrine/metabolic diseases, where some of the top traits includes 

cardiac conduction disorders (P=5.73x10-19) and stage III chronic kidney disease 

(P=1.32x10-12). 
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Figure 1. Manhattan plot showing the phenome-wide association between disease 
codes and testing positive for COVID-19. Models are adjusted for age, sex, race (full 
cohort only), and four census tract-level socioeconomic indicators: proportion with less 
than high school education, proportion unemployed, proportion with annual income 
below the federal poverty level, and population density (persons per mile2). The x-axis 
are individual disease codes, color-coded by their corresponding disease category as 
described in the legend. The y-axis represents the -log10 transformed p-value of the 
association. The dashed, horizontal lines represent the p = 0.05 (in orange) and the 
Bonferroni corrected p-value (0.05 / 1,043; in red). Each point is represented by either 
an upward triangle indicating a positive association or a downward triangle indicating a 
negative association. 

 

11

se 



 12

Full cohort prognostic associations: As the disease outcome progresses (from 

hospitalized to ICU, and to deceased), stronger associations with respiratory diseases, 

circulatory system diseases, kidney diseases and type II diabetes were observed 

compared with other comorbidities. Four traits were phenome-wide significantly 

associated with hospitalization—renal failure (P=3.03x10-5), acute renal failure 

(P=3.40x10-5), acid-base balance disorder (P=6.57x10-5), and hypertensive heart and/or 

renal disease (P=8.24x10-5). In addition, 127 traits were identified to be associated with 

hospitalization (Figure 2A), 56 associated with ICU admission (Figure 2D), and 239 

associated with mortality (Figure 2G), under threshold P<0.05. For example, patients 

with pulmonary heart diseases (P=1.51x10-4) or diabetic complications such as chronic 

ulcer of leg/foot (P=8.57x10-4) showed an association with hospitalization; respiratory 

failures such as chronic airway obstruction (P=4.63x10-4) and bronchiectasis 

(P=6.38x10-4) were identified as the top threats of admission to ICU; and previous 

history of pleurisy (P=2.4x10-5) was phenome-wide significantly associated with COVID-

19 mortality (Figure 2G). 

 

Race-stratified prognostic associations:  

In NHW, we identified no phenome-wide significantly associated trait, but 93 traits were 

nominally associated with hospitalization, 40 with ICU admission, and 88 associated 

with COVID-19 mortality. Specifically, hypertension was identified as the top trait for 

hospitalization (P=6.22x10-5; Figure 2B); chronic airway obstruction (P=7.5x10-4) and 

chronic bronchitis (P=0.001) were associated with high risk of ICU admission (Figure 

2E); Unexpected associations included disorders such as aphasia (P=5.31x10-4) and 

benign neoplasm of lip/oral cavity/pharynx (P=0.004) showed strong signs of COVID-19 

mortality (Figure 2H). 

 

In NHAA, no phenome-wide significantly associated trait was detected but we identified 

a total of 59 traits nominally associated with hospitalization (Figure 2C), 38 with ICU 

admission, and 229 associated with COVID-19 mortality. Different from NHW, various 

circulatory heart diseases were observed as top traits associated with ICU admission, of 

which pulmonary heart disease (P=0.001), chronic pulmonary heart disease (P=0.002) 
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and diastolic heart failure (P=0.005) were among the top five (Figure 2F). As shown in 

Figure 2H and Figure 2I, both of the number and strength of association between 

circulatory system disorders and COVID-19 mortality was higher in NHAA patients 

compared with NHW, with a total of 62 traits identified in NHAA while only 2 in NHW. 

Similarly, we observe a higher prevalence of genitourinary diseases in NHAA 

associated with COVID-19 mortality such as acute renal failure (P=0.005) and stage I/II 

chronic kidney disease (P=0.004) compared with NHW. Moreover, we also observe an 

association between coagulation defects and COVID-19 mortality (P= 0.0005) that was 

not observed in NHW.  
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Figure 2. Manhattan plot showing the phenome-wide association between disease conditions and prognostic
outcomes for COVID-19. Models are adjusted for age, sex, race (full cohort only), and three census tract-leve
socioeconomic indicators: proportion with less than high school education, proportion unemployed, and proportion with
annual income below the federal poverty level. The x-axis are individual disease codes, color-coded by their
corresponding disease category as described in the shared legend. The y-axis represents the -log10 transformed p-value
of the association. The dashed, horizontal lines represent the p = 0.05 (in orange) and the Bonferroni corrected p-value
(0.05 / 1,043; in red). Each point is represented by either an upward triangle indicating a positive association or a
downward triangle indicating a negative association. 
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Summary Takeaways: In summary, (i) in all cohorts, as the disease progressed to 

increasingly severe prognosis, the associated phenotypes concentrated in kidney, 

respiratory and circulatory system diseases (Figure 3A); pre-existing chronic diseases 

such as stage III chronic kidney disease, anemia of chronic disease and chronic 

pulmonary heart disease appeared to be associated with poor prognosis, while mental 

disorders distinctly showed association to COVID-19 mortality; (ii) When comparing 

NHW and NHAA, kidney diseases showed an association with hospitalization in both 

races whereas endocrine/metabolic problems were the largest number of hits in NHW 

and circulatory system diseases were strongest hits in NHAA (Figure 3B); (iii) 

Circulatory system diseases including various heart diseases stood out as the top 

threats associated with ICU admission distinctively in NHAA; (iv) Towards mortality, 

associations with respiratory problems were observed in NHW and NHAA, while 

associations with dermatologic and mental issues were often seen in NHW and 

associations with circulatory system diseases were especially prevalent in NHAA 

(Figure 3C). 
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Figure 3. Venn diagrams of the top 50 traits. Each circle represents the top 50 hits
from the full cohort PheWAS (panel A) and the racial PheWAS (panels B and C),
respectively. Traits shared across PheWAS are stated, while the corresponding number
of traits within a given disease category that are unique to that PheWAS are also
provided. 
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Discussion 
Using data from a cohort of tested/diagnosed COVID-19 patients at MM, we performed 

what we believe is the first PheWAS looking at COVID-19, stratified by race. This 

technique allows us to explore and identify potentially associated conditions across the 

medical phenome that are associated with susceptibility, hospitalization, ICU admission 

or mortality. Our results yield many previously known or plausibly associated 

phenotypes for increasingly severe prognosis, namely pulmonary diseases, such as 

pulmonary heart disease, respiratory failure and bronchitis. Our stratified analysis 

showed that respiratory conditions appear to be associated with more severe outcomes 

among NHW while coagulation renal disease and heart disease are more strongly 

associated with severe outcomes among NHAA. Our results can inform targeted 

prevention across racial groups, which includes increased testing and encouraging self-

isolation from household members with specific disease profiles along with education of 

enhanced public health prevention guidelines. 

 

There are several limitations to this analysis. First, there is the agnostic nature of 

PheWAS, which can identify potentially spurious associations. While we feel that many 

of the top traits have been highlighted elsewhere and are biologically plausible, there is 

currently no process in place for rapidly discerning potentially novel from spurious 

associations25 beyond extensive manual review and follow-up research, particularly for 

a novel disease. Second, many of the issues with utilizing EHR data for research 

purposes also applies here including inaccurate data from billing codes26 and failure of 

physicians to report/record problems.27 However, Wei et al. (2017)28 showed that 

manually curated phecodes, as used in this study, were better at identifying phenotypes 

than other phenotype classification coding systems, including raw ICD codes. Third, the 

sample size for a PheWAS is still rather small to be able to identify statistically 

significant associations. Moreover, we did not distinguish between transfer patients (i.e., 

those who were diagnosed elsewhere and transferred to MM for treatment), who may 

have been sicker patients than the cohort diagnosed at MM. However, given that this is 

an emerging and novel disease, we feel it is important to identify suggestive 

associations so that future research and clinicians can potentially consider other 
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conditions outside those that have been previously identified – namely, pulmonary and 

cardiovascular conditions. Another limitation of our analysis is scanning through each 

phenotype one at a time though they occur in a correlated and interactive manner. A 

richer multivariate model needs to be constructed with more complex features. Finally, 

we focus on association analysis and refrain from risk prediction and risk stratification 

which are the obvious logical next steps. 

 

This work contributes to a new area of COVID-19 research that rigorously examines 

racial differences in disease susceptibility and prognosis. Moreover, we incorporated 

census tract-level SES covariates, which are important to consider when comparing 

races. We found several potentially novel diseases unexpectedly associated with 

different outcomes in the course of COVID-19 progression and that some disease 

profiles differ by race. We hope this exploratory effort will inspire hypothesis generation 

for future research that might result in targeted prevention and care as we are still 

combatting this pandemic. In this spirit, we have made all PheWAS results available for 

exploration here: http://prsweb-dev.sph.umich.edu:8080/covidphewas/.  Future work 

include: (i) constructing a COVID-19 comorbidity index to identify individuals who are at 

particularly high risk of being diagnosed with and developing severe COVID-19 

outcomes; (ii) assess multivariate prediction using a complex non-linear phenome-

space to account for interactions using modern machine learning tools and provide 

individual level predictions for absolute risk (iii) follow the EHR of COVID patients 

released from the hospital  prospectively, to track enrichment of specific diseases. 
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