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Abstract

Background: Prediction of SARS-CoV-2-induced sick leave among healthcare workers (HCWs) 

is essential for being able to plan the healthcare response to the epidemic. 

Methods: During first wave of the SARS-Cov-2 epidemic (April 23rd to June 24th, 2020), the 

HCWs in the greater Stockholm region in Sweden were invited to a study of past or present SARS-

CoV-2 infection. We develop a discrete time Markov model using a cohort of 9449 healthcare 

workers (HCWs) who had complete data on SARS-CoV-2 RNA and antibodies as well as sick 

leave data for the calendar year 2020. The one-week and standardized longer term transition 

probabilities of sick leave and the ratios of the standardized probabilities for the baseline covariate 

distribution were compared with the referent period (an independent period when there were no 

SARS-CoV-2 infections) in relation to PCR results, serology results and gender. 

Results: The one-week probabilities of transitioning from healthy to partial sick leave or full sick 

leave during the outbreak as compared to after the outbreak were highest for healthy HCWs 

testing positive for large amounts of virus (3.69, (95% confidence interval, CI: 2.44-5.59) and 

6.67 (95% CI: 1.58-28.13), respectively). The proportion of all sick leaves attributed to COVID-

19 during outbreak was at most 55% (95% CI: 50%-59%). 

Conclusions: A robust Markov model enabled use of simple SARS-CoV-2 testing data for 

quantifying past and future COVID-related sick leave among HCWs, which can serve as a basis 

for planning of healthcare during outbreaks.
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Introduction

Following the emergence of severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) that 

caused the coronavirus diseases 2019 (COVID-19), the pandemic resulted in high burden of 

incidence and mortality worldwide. As of 22 February, 2022, there have been more than 424 

million cases and nearly 5.9 million deaths reported (1). 

During the pandemic, healthcare workers (HCWs) were highly exposed to SARS-CoV-2 infections 

and the infections tend to spread rapidly (2). Asymptomatic and pre-symptomatic transmission of 

SARS-CoV-2 was a major contributor to the COVID-19 pandemic (3, 4). Therefore, detecting and 

managing healthcare-related SARS-CoV-2 infections timely and effectively are of great 

significance in preventing onwards transmission, reducing the risk of nosocomial transmission and 

managing the clusters of COVID-19 (5). Furthermore, prediction of SARS-CoV-2-related sick 

leave among HCWs is essential for planning of the HCW resources required.

Many countries have routinely tested the HCWs during the pandemic (6–8). At the first wave of 

the pandemic of COVID-19, the healthcare workers in the Stockholm region, Sweden were offered 

polymerase chain reaction (PCR) and serological testing to identify the potentially infectious 

asymptomatic individuals to enable mitigation of the transmission of SARS-CoV-2. PCR testing 

together with the cycle threshold (Ct) value (the number of cycles required for the fluorescent 

signal to cross the detectability threshold – a measure of the amount of virus present), provide 

effective measures to identify infected subjects, also when pre-symptomatic (9). In this study, we 

aimed to understand the disease burden induced by the infection through modelling the 

probabilities that healthy HCWs would transition to sick leave in relation to SARS-CoV-2 testing 

results using a discrete-time Markov model applied to a large-scale HCW cohort in Sweden. 
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Material and methods

Study population

There were approximately 15,300 employees at the Karolinska University Hospital in 2020. During 

the first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic (between April 23rd and June 24th, 2020), we invited 

all employees to participate in our SARS-CoV-2 screening study to evaluate the probability of sick 

leave in relation to presence of viral nucleic acids in throat swabs and presence of antibodies to the 

virus in serum. All enrolled individuals provided a written informed consent that gave permission 

to link to the hospital administrative databases to obtain information from sick leave records. We 

excluded individuals that had missing or invalid testing results, had incomplete consent forms or 

were not formally employed at the hospital. In the final analysis, we only included individuals that 

had complete sick leave, PCR testing results and serology results. Among the approximately 15,300 

employees at Karolinska University Hospital, a total of 14,201 were enrolled in this study. The 

cohort that met all inclusion criteria consisted of 9449 individuals. A majority (79.2%) of the 

individuals were female, PCR negative (97.5%), and serology negative (89.5%). 

The study was approved by the National Ethical Review Agency of Sweden (Dnr: 2020-01620). 

Trial registration number: ClinicalTrials.gov NCT04411576.

Laboratory test 

The viral nucleic acid detection was based on throat swab samples and all the diagnostic procedures 

followed standard operating protocol validated for reproducibility, sensitivity and specificity, 

including lack of cross-reactivity with other Coronavirus strains. The SARS-CoV-2 antibody test 

used an assay with a sensitivity of 99.4% and a specificity of 99.1% (10). The testing methods for 

both viral nucleic acid and serological results for antibody were described in detailed in our 

previous publication (10).
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Sick leave

We obtained the sick leave information for each participant starting from 14 weeks before the week 

of sampling to 28 weeks after the week of sampling from the administrative database of the 

Karolinska University Hospital. According to the regulations of the Hospital, all employees with 

symptoms should not have been at work. As HCWs were enrolled at work, they were assumed to 

be healthy at day 0 at the week of sampling. Employees working from home that developed 

COVID-19 symptoms were required to report this as sick leave according to the hospital’s rules, 

which substantially improved the accuracy of the sick leave data. In this study, only sick leave data 

between calendar week 17 to week 27 were used because the screening tests were performed from 

week 17 onward, the first wave of excess sick leave for all employees at the hospital diminished 

by around week 27 comparing the sick leave data in year 2020 to year 2019 (Supplementary figure 

S1) and an effective lead time between testing results and its impact on sick leave.

Statistical analyses

PCR results was defined as being strongly positive with Ct value below 27.0, weakly positive with 

Ct value between 27.0 and 35.2, or negative. The serological results were classified as positive or 

negative. Sick leave was categorized in three states in each calendar week based on the number of 

days the individual was on sick leave. More specifically, individuals were classified as either 

healthy (with 0 days of sick leave), on partial sick leave (with 1 to 4 days of sick leave) or on full 

sick leave (with 5 to 7 days of sick leave). 

Further, we computed the frequency of the transitions across the three sick leave states from the 

current calendar week to the following calendar week. Multinomial logistic regression models were 

used to examine the association between the factors including serological results, PCR results, 

gender, and calendar time in relation to the sick leave state given the previous week’s sick leave 
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state (that is, three regression models). All covariates were mutually adjusted in the regression 

models. We estimated odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals (CIs). We performed the analysis 

for the time period after the week of sampling, stratifying by the initial state of healthy, partial sick 

leave and full sick leave, respectively.  Calendar time was modelled using natural splines with one 

degrees of freedom for those healthy, on partial sick leave and those of full sick leave, respectively.

Based on the regression models, we predicted the one-week transition probabilities (defined as the 

transitions from the current calendar week to the next calendar week) between the sick leave states. 

Assuming that individuals were healthy at week 17, we also computed the transition probabilities 

from week 17 to subsequent weeks using the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation (Technical details in 

supplementary). We further calculated point estimates, variances and CIs for (a) the sum of the 

standardized transition probabilities for partial and full sick leave and (b) the ratio of the 

standardized transition probabilities for the baseline covariate distribution compared with the 

referent period (an independent period from week 28 to week 34, assuming low circulation of 

SARS-CoV-2), together with sick leave that attributable to COVID-19. These predictions for 

transition probabilities were varied by PCR, serology and gender. Variance estimates for these 

transition probabilities were calculated using the Delta method, where the partial derivatives of the 

transition probabilities with respect to the regression parameters were calculated using finite 

differences, and where the full covariance matrix from the three regression models was assumed 

to be block-diagonal. The 95% CIs for the transition probabilities were computed using the Delta 

method on a logit scale.  We used R software, version 4.0.5 (R Foundation for Statistical 

Computing) for data management and statistical analyses. 
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Sensitivity analyses

As a sensitivity analysis, we varied the multinomial logistic regression models, with additional 

adjustments for age groups and contact with patients to ensure that the adjustments in our main 

models were robust. Moreover, we used an extended period of the sick leave data from week 17 to 

week 44 in order to examine the internal validity of our results.

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.22.22274163doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.22.22274163
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


8

Results

SARS-CoV-2 tests and risk of sick leave in the next week

Among individuals with a healthy state (being at work and not on sick leave) in the preceding week 

(Table 1a), having a positive serology was associated with a significantly decreased risk of being 

on partial sick leave (sick leave 1-4 days in the next week) compared to having negative serology 

(odds ratio (OR) 0.74, 95% CI: 0.63-0.87). Individuals with strongly positive PCR results were 

associated with a significantly increased risk of being in partial sick leave with an OR of 1.75, 

(95% CI: 1.12-2.74) compared to PCR negative individuals, while individuals with weakly positive 

PCR results did not have a statistically significant increased risk for partial sick leave in the next 

week (Table 1a). For individuals on partial sick leave in the preceding week (Table 1b), those 

having a strongly positive PCR were associated with significantly increased risk of being on full 

sick leave for the entire next week (2.48, (95% CI: 1.41-4.34)). In this context, it should be noted 

that the entire study was performed at a time when there was no ongoing testing and the testing 

performed by the research group took two weeks, thus the testing result itself did not influence the 

probability for sick leave in the next week. 

SARS-CoV-2 testing and transition probability of sick leave in relation to calendar time

During the calendar week 17 to week 27, the one-week transition probabilities from healthy to 

partial sick leave or full sick leave showed a decreasing trend over time (Figure 1), and were higher 

among individuals who had a strongly positive PCR, had negative serology, and were females. No 

major differences over time were found for the one-week transition probabilities for individuals 

with either partial sick leave or full sick leave in the preceding week (Supplementary figure S2).
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The sum of the standardized transition probabilities for sick leave in the upcoming week for those 

in the healthy state at week 17 with a strongly positive PCR results decreased from 100% to slightly 

above 80% (Figure 2). These probabilities stayed above 90% over the period for the rest of the 

group. The standardized transition probabilities of being on partial sick leave increased to almost 

15% for individuals with strongly positive PCR, while for the individuals with positive serology, 

these probabilities only increased to around 5%. As for full sick leave, we observed very low 

probabilities for all groups except for individuals with strongly positive PCR: around 5% of 

individuals were on full sick leave also from week 20.

Attributable fraction of sick leave due to SARS-CoV-2

Compared to the reference period with no or low circulation of SARS-CoV-2, the ratios of 

transition probabilities were highest for individuals with strongly positive PCR for either partial 

sick leave or full sick leave (Figure 3). The ratios peaked at week 18 for transitioning to partial 

sick leave 3.69 (95% CI: 2.44-5.59) and to full sick leave 6.67 (95% CI: 1.58-28.13) compared to 

the reference period. During the study period, the proportion of all sick leave that could be 

attributed to SARS-CoV-2 was estimated to be 55%, (95% CI: 50%-59%) at week 18, and 

decreased to 16% (95% CI: 7%-23%) by week 26 (Figure 4 and Supplementary figure S3).

Sensitivity analyses

By including additional covariates of age group and contact with patients, the results from the 

multinomial logistic regression were comparable with the estimates from the main analysis 

(Supplementary table S1-S2). Using all available sick leave data from the week of sampling gave 

similar results when estimating the ORs for sick leave (Table S3-S4). In addition, the predicted 

one-week transition probabilities from calendar week 17 to week 44 and standardized cumulative 

transition probabilities showed consistent tends in comparison to the period from week 17 to 27. 
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We observed a second peak of the transition probabilities around week 38 consistent with the 

second wave of SARS-CoV-2 infections in Sweden (Supplementary Figure S4 – S5).
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Discussion

Interpretation of results

In this large-scale cohort study, we found that the strongly PCR positive asymptomatic HCWs had 

an increased risk of and higher transition probabilities to sick leave in the next week. The predicted 

one-week transition probabilities from healthy to either of the sick leave states declined as the 

outbreak subsided. The proportion of all sick leaves that could be attributed to SARS-CoV-2 

declined from 55% to 16% during the study period. As individuals with symptoms should not be 

at work according to the hospital regulations, the PCR positive individuals in our study will 

generally represent pre-symptomatic, asymptomatic, or post-symptomatic infection. We have 

previously described that low amount of virus is indicative of post-symptomatic infections 

(previously symptomatic who have returned to work after becoming healthy) and high amounts of 

virus indicates pre-symptomatic infection (10). There was also a large proportion of individuals at 

work who with strongly positive PCR who remained in the healthy state (10). In this study, we 

have performed a formalized quantitation of the future sick leave risk in relation to simple SARS-

CoV-2 testing results, which may be useful for understanding the disease-inducing propensity of 

the infection and for planning of the supply of HCW personnel needed in the upcoming weeks. 

In contrast, being serology positive showed a very low predicted longer-term transition 

probabilities of being in either partial sick leave or full sick leave state (much less than serology 

negatives), which indicates immunity. While there was not a major difference in terms of gender 

or serology results for the predicted longer-term transitioning probabilities, being PCR positive, 

especially being strongly PCR positive, suggested a pronounced probability of being on future sick 

leave. A major proportion of transitioning from healthy to sick leave occurred within the first week, 

in line with the reported serial interval of SARS-CoV-2 of around 6 days (4). 
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The changes of both next week and longer-term transition probabilities predicted from our model 

together with sick leave that attributed to COVID-19 reflect the circulation of infections of SARS-

CoV-2 among the population during the study period: the outbreak peaked at the first quarter of 

2020 and starting to decline afterwards until mid-2020. This is well in line with the reported burden 

of COVID-19 during this time period in Sweden (11). It should be noted that there is a strong 

seasonality of the likelihood for sick leave, presumably mostly caused by seasonal circulation of 

other infections. 

The risk for HCWs to acquire infections with SARS-CoV-2 and to become sick does not imply 

that the infections necessarily occurred in the healthcare setting, as there was ongoing transmission 

in the community (7,12). The fact that the SARS-CoV-2 test results during the first outbreak in the 

spring of 2020 did predict sick leave also in the second outbreak around week 38 should be 

interpreted with caution as knowledge of the test results could have influenced behaviour.

Comparison with other studies

The proportion of PCR positivity detected in asymptomatic individuals was similar to a HCW study 

based in London during a similar period (8). A HCWs study conducted in Spain also suggested that 

COVID-19 caused long periods of sick leave (7).  We also confirmed the previous findings that the 

seropositive individuals have a decreased risk for future sick leave (13). Many studies have 

suggested that pre-symptomatic or asymptomatic infections might drive the transmission (5,14), 

which is in line with our results on standardized longer-term transition probabilities for the 

individuals with strongly positive PCR results. We have not been able to locate other cohort studies 

linking SARS-CoV-2 testing results to sick leave data.  
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Strength and limitations

We used routinely collected sick leave data over a long period based on the administrative 

information from a large and systematically enrolled hospital HCW cohort, minimizing recall bias 

and ensuring high data quality. Using information from the administrative database in the hospital 

allowed us to have virtually complete information on sick leave and therefore increased the validity 

of our findings. The serology platform used in our study contained several SARS-CoV-2 proteins 

and was validated for high sensitivity and specificity. We have also been able to show the one-

week and longer-term transition probabilities from one state to another state over the study period 

as well as attributable fraction of sick leave due to COVID-19, which adds the understanding on 

impact of infections of SARS-CoV-2 on sick leave beyond the previous evidence. Moreover, we 

have provided a novel example of using discrete-time Markov models for analyzing such data that 

is not commonly used in the current literature (15). 

There were some limitations in our study. First, we have only been able to measure the infections 

of SARS-CoV-2 through PCR and serology at the baseline instead of repeated measurement to 

identify the diseases states. However, we have followed up sick leave data which was a less biased 

measures for future infections and occurrence of diseases. Second, we were not able to test the 

HCWs that were not at work which might include a proportion of individuals that were infected by 

SARS-CoV-2. Third, even though the comparison with empirical sick leave suggested that the 

level of sick leave during the reference period was comparable to the same period in 2019, a small 

magnitude of sick leave recorded in this period could still be COVID-19 related. If so, we may 

have underestimated the attributable fraction to some extent. 

In conclusion, the probability for asymptomatic individuals at work to transition to sick leave could 

be robustly estimated with a Markov model based on ordinary SARS-CoV-2 testing data. A high 
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and quantifiable proportion of all sick leave during the pandemic could be attributed to infection 

with SARS-CoV-2. The factor that was most important for sick leave prediction was presence of 

high amounts of virus, implying that the Ct values of the PCR testing could be important for the 

planning of required healthcare personnel resources in response to the SARS-CoV-2 epidemic. 
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Table 1 Odds ratios of sick leave state after the week of sampling up to calendar week 27.
a) Initial state: healthy

To sick leave 
Partial sick leave Full sick leave

Serological results
Positive vs. Negative 0.74 (0.63-0.87) 0.81 (0.42-1.53)
PCR results
Strongly positive vs. Negative 1.75 (1.12-2.74) 3.19 (0.78-13.00)
Weakly positive vs. Negative 0.80 (0.54-1.17) 1.57 (0.48-5.14)
Gender
Male vs Female 0.50 (0.44-0.57) 0.65 (0.40-1.07)

 Adjust for PCR, serology results, gender and calendar period with one degree of freedom.

b) Initial state: partial sick leave

To sick leave 
Healthy Full sick leave

Serological results
Positive vs. Negative 1.13 (0.88-1.46) 0.96 (0.62-1.47)
PCR results
Strongly positive vs. Negative 0.69 (0.42-1.12) 2.48 (1.41-4.34)
Weakly positive vs. Negative 1.01 (0.62-1.63) 0.87 (0.37-2.04)
Gender
Male vs Female 1.29 (1.04-1.59) 0.95 (0.66-1.37)

 Adjust for PCR, serology results, gender and calendar period with one degree of freedom.

c) Initial state: full sick leave

To sick leave 
Healthy Partial sick leave

Serological results
Positive vs. Negative 1.69 (0.65-4.40) 0.99 (0.45-2.17)
PCR results
Strongly positive vs. Negative 0.24 (0.05-1.10) 0.66 (0.31-1.41)
Weakly positive vs. Negative 1.06 (0.19-5.91) 0.90 (0.22-3.65)
Gender
Male vs Female 1.06 (0.46-2.45) 0.91 (0.49-1.69)

 Adjust for PCR, serology results, gender and calendar period with one degree of freedom.
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Figure 1 Predicted one-week transition probabilities from healthy state by calendar week.
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Figure 2 Standardized transition probabilities by calendar week.
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Figure 3 Ratios of longer-term standardized transition probabilities comparing to referent period by calendar week.

a. The referent period is from week 28 to week 34.
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Figure 4 Attributable fraction of sick leave due to COVID-19 by calendar week.
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