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Abstract

Background

Chronic medical conditions are a risk factor for moderate or severe COVID-19 in children, but little is known about post-acute
sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 infection (PASC) in children with chronic medical conditions (CMCs). To understand whether SARS-CoV-2
infection led to potential exacerbation of underlying chronic disease in children, we explored whether children with CMCs had
increased healthcare utilization in the post-acute (28 days after infection) period compared to children with CMCs without SARS-
CoV-2 infection.

Methods

We conducted a retrospective, matched-cohort study using electronic health record data collected from 8 pediatric health care
systems participating in the PEDSnet network. We included children <21 years of age with a wide array of chronic conditions,
defined by the presence of diagnostic codes, who were diagnosed with COVID-19 between March 1, 2020 and February 28, 2022.
Cohort entry was defined by presence of a positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR test (polymerase chain reaction or antigen) or diagnostic codes
for COVID-19, PASC or MIS-C. A comparison cohort of patients testing negative or without these conditions was matched using a
stratified propensity score model and exact matching on age group, race/ethnicity, institution, test location, and month of cohort
entry. A negative binomial model was used to examine our primary outcome: composite and setting-specific (inpatient, outpatient,
ED) utilization rate ratios between the positive and comparison cohorts. Secondary outcomes included time to first utilization in the
post-acute period, and utilization stratified by severity at cohort entry.

Results

We identified 748,692 patients with at least one chronic condition, 78,744 of whom met inclusion criteria for the COVID-19 cohort.
96% of patients from the positive cohort were matched. Cohorts were well-balanced for chronic condition clusters, total number of
conditions, time since first diagnosis, baseline utilization, cohort entry period, age, sex, race/ethnicity and test location. We found
that among children with chronic medical conditions, those with COVID-19 had higher healthcare utilization than those with no
recorded COVID-19 diagnosis or positive test, with utilization rate ratio of 1.21 (95% Cl: 1.18-1.24). The utilization was highest for
inpatient care with utilization rate ratio of 2.03 (95% ClI: 1.85-2.23) but the utilization was increased across all settings. Hazard ratios
estimated in time-to-first-utilization analysis mirrored these results. Patients with severe or moderate acute COVID-19 illness had
greater increases in utilization in all settings than those with mild or asymptomatic disease.

Conclusions
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We found that care utilization in all settings was increased following COVID-19 in children with chronic medical conditions in the
post-acute period, particularly in the inpatient setting. Increased utilization was correlated with more severe COVID-19. Additional
research is needed to better understand the reasons for higher care utilization by studying condition-specific outcomes in children
with chronic disease.
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Introduction

Throughout the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic, children with chronic medical conditions (CMCs) have
shown increased rates of severe disease compared to children without chronic conditions [1-4]. Previously, we described increased
moderate and severe acute COVID-19 in children with asthma, cancers, cardiac disorders, diabetes mellitus, immunologic conditions,
mental health conditions, obesity, prematurity, renal disorders and sickle cell disease[5].

Far less is known about the long-term outcomes of children with CMCs after SARS-CoV-2 infection. In particular, it is not clear
whether underlying CMC control or trajectory worsens following SARS-CoV-2 infection. These changes in children with CMCs may
represent unique post-acute sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 infection (PASC), defined as ongoing, relapsing, or new symptoms, or other
health effects occurring after the acute phase of SARS-CoV-2 infection (i.e., present four or more weeks after the acute infection).

Prior studies have found exacerbation of specific CMCs during the acute phase of COVID-19 that could have implications on
future control. There is evidence that adults and children with established type 1 and type 2 diabetes mellitus, particularly those
with Black race, have a higher incidence of diabetic ketoacidosis during COVID-19 illness[6-8]. There is mixed evidence in asthma
with multiple studies reporting worsening asthma symptoms and rates of hospitalization during COVID-19 illness [9-13] while other
studies report a protective or neutral effect[14-18]. Obesity predisposes children to increased severity of COVID-19 and is a risk
factor for critical illness in adolescents with COVID-19[19, 20]. Pediatric patients with sickle cell disease (SCD), especially those with
comorbidities, have experienced increased hospitalization and mortality rates compared to the general population[21]. Numerous
case series and case reports have documented vaso-occlusive episodes and acute chest syndrome among children with SCD and
COVID-19[22-26]. However, these studies do not describe the continued impact on chronic disease control in the post-acute illness
period.

Given the lack of understanding around PASC in children with chronic conditions and the wide variety of chronic conditions
impacted by SARS-CoV-2 infection, we evaluated whether the presence of any CMC led to increased healthcare utilization in the
post-acute period, 28 days and beyond, following COVID-19. We hypothesized that COVID-19 may exacerbate CMCs and that these
exacerbations will manifest as increased healthcare utilization in the post-acute period following iliness. Thus, this study aims to
evaluate healthcare utilization among children with CMCs using EHR data and compare children with any CMCs and positive COVID-
19 testing with matched controls who had no documented evidence of COVID-19.

This study is part of the NIH Researching COVID to Enhance Recovery (RECOVER) Initiative, which seeks to understand, treat,
and prevent the post-acute sequelae of SARS-CoV-2 infection (PASC). For more information on RECOVER, visit
https://recovercovid.org/

Methods
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Setting

We obtained EHR data from institutions participating in PEDSnet (pedsnet.org), a national network of pediatric healthcare
systems that share clinical data to conduct observational research, clinical trials, and population surveillance[27]. EHR data from
inpatient, outpatient and emergency department encounters within each participating health system are standardized to the
PEDSnet common data model, an extension of the Observational Medical Outcomes Partnership common data model. This network
is part of the RECOVER consortium and the data set is a subsetof the RECOVER EHR data. The participating institutions are:
Children’s Hospital of Philadelphia, Cincinnati Children’s Hospital Medical Center, Children’s Hospital of Colorado, Ann & Robert H.
Lurie Children’s Hospital of Chicago, Nationwide Children’s Hospital, Nemours Children’s Health System (includes sites in Delaware
and Florida), Seattle Children’s Hospital, and Stanford Children’s Health. Annually, these institutions provide service to 3.3% of the
nation’s children. The Children’s Hospital of Philadelphia’s institutional review board designated this study as not human subjects
research and the need for consent was waived. The PEDSnet COVID-19 Database Version 2022-03-17 was used.

Study Design

This was a retrospective, observational, matched-cohort study. We evaluated all individuals <21 years of age between March
1, 2020 and February 28, 2022 and defined a COVID-19 positive cohort as presence of a positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR test performed in
the outpatient, emergency department (ED), or inpatient setting, or presence of any specific diagnosis code for COVID-19 associated
with an inpatient or ED encounter. We restricted diagnosis codes to inpatient and ED encounters to limit diagnoses that may not be
associated with an active SARS-CoV-2 infection. We also included any diagnosis code of multi-system inflammatory syndrome in
children (MIS-C) or post-acute sequelae of COVID-19 associated with any visit type. The cohort entry date was defined as the date of
the first positive test or the date of first diagnosis code, whichever occurred earlier. The comparison cohort was identified based on
presence of at least one negative SARS-CoV-2 PCR test over the same date range with no positive test results recorded, and no
diagnosis code for COVID-19, MIS-C or PASC in any setting. For children with multiple negative tests, a single, randomly selected
negative test date was defined as the date of cohort entry. We evaluated a 3-year period prior to cohort entry date to determine the
presence of any chronic medical condition. For both the COVID-19 cohort and the comparison cohort, children were only included if
they had at least one in-person encounter for a chronic medical condition in the 3 years prior to cohort entry date. Individuals were
followed from the date of cohort entry through February 28, 2022.

Chronic Condition Definition
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We used a previously developed set of condition clusters, generated by categorizing ICD-10-CM codes into deduplicatd
clusters and based on the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality (AHRQ) Clinical Classification Software Refined[28]. The
clusters were reviewed by pediatric physicians participating in the RECOVER initiative.Of the 439 clusters created, 205 were
categorized as describing chronic conditions and used here. We separately utilized the Pediatric Medical Complexity Algorithm
(PMCA) Version 2.0 categorization to identify conditions which the algorithm labels as progressive[29].

Matching

We developed a propensity score model using covariates that included the presence of diagnoses within our chronic
condition clusters and the presence of a progressive chronic condition defined using the PMCA categorization. The propensity score
also incorporated the number of chronic condition clusters (1, 2, or 3+), the number of years since first chronic diagnosis, the
baseline number of visits per month prior to cohort entry, age group, sex, race/ethnicity and test location. The propensity score
model utilized only clusters that contained diagnoses for at least 500 patients; 150 of the 205 clusters were utilized in the propensity
score model. Patients were stratified into 5 strata by quantile of propensity score. Within each stratum, we performed exact
matching at the patient level based on age group (<1 year old, 1-4, 5-11, 12-15, 16-20), race/ethnicity, institution, test location
(inpatient, ED, outpatient office visit, outpatient test only). Additionally, we performed exact matching based on month of cohort
entry to control for effect of disease prevalence, variant type, and vaccination status. We assessed balance between cohorts within
each stratum using the weighted standardized mean difference.

Variables

Our primary outcome was composite healthcare utilization based on the total number of visits and, separately the number of
visits in the inpatient, outpatient, and ED settings from 28 days after cohort entry through the end of the follow-up period. Our
secondary outcome was time to any visit and time to first inpatient, ED, and outpatient visit following cohort entry. Covariates
included age group (<1, 1-4, 5-11, 12-15, 16-20) at cohort entry, sex, race/ethnicity (white non-Hispanic, Black non-Hispanic,
Hispanic, Asian non-Hispanic, multiracial non-Hispanic, other non-Hispanic), COVID-19 status (positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR test or
presence of COVID-19 diagnosis code vs. negative SARS-CoV-2 PCR test), cohort entry period (3-month intervals beginning March 1,
2020), test location (inpatient, ED, outpatient office visit, outpatient test only, ), measured obesity (defined as age-sex-standardized
BMI z-score 295™ percentile based on weight measurement at the time of SARS-CoV-2 testing and height within 60 days of cohort
entrance), number of chronic conditions (1, 2, or 3+), years since first chronic diagnosis, and number of visits per month for existing
chronic conditions during the 3-year time period prior to cohort entry.

! Codeset available at https://github.com/PEDSnet/PASC.
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Statistical Analyses

To model our outcomes, which consisted of visit count data, we used a negative binomial model with an offset to account for
non-uniform follow-up times across individuals. Within each propensity score stratum, the dispersion parameter estimate was
substantially larger than 1, supporting the choice of this model over the corresponding Poisson model. The model was fit on each of
the 5 propensity score strata and the resulting estimates were pooled by taking the mean, weighted by the proportion of the
number of matched units within each stratum divided by the total number of matched units across all strata. The pooled variance
used to estimate pooled confidence intervals was computed using a weighted average (again accounting for non-uniform sample
sizes) of the variances in each stratum. Propensity scores were estimated using a logistic regression to estimate probability of
COVID-positivity, as described above. Our methods are doubly robust[30], as the covariates used in the negative binomial model
estimating effect of COVID-positivity were used in the propensity score model and used in exact matching. The weights which
resulted from the exact matching procedure in each stratum were used to fit each model as a weighted regression (with unmatched
units receiving weights of zero).

Because our model used an offset for follow-up time, our estimates which correspond to the exponentiated coefficient of
COVID-positivity in the model are interpreted as visit utilization rate ratios between the positive and negative cohorts.
Exponentiated coefficients of categorical variables (for example, age category) are interpreted similarly, as ratios of visit utilization
rates between each indicated level and the referent level for that variable, and exponentiated coefficients of continuous variables
(for example, years since first chronic diagnosis) are the estimated increase in utilization rate per a one unit increase in the
covariate.

The hazard ratios in the supplementary appendix were estimated using a Cox proportional hazards model using time to first
event as the outcome. The model was fit separately for each stratum (using weights arising from exact matching and the same
covariate adjustments as in the negative binomial models) and estimates pooled across strata as described above.

To estimate utilization rate ratios for different levels of COVID severity we utilized a previously developed index in which
severity was categorized as asymptomatic, mild (symptoms such as abdominal pain, fever, cough), moderate (COVID-19-related
conditions such as gastroenteritis, dehydration, and pneumonia), or severe (unstable COVID-19-related conditions such as acute
respiratory distress syndrome, acute kidney injury, ICU admission, or mechanical ventilation)[5]. We estimated propensity scores
using the same model as discussed above, then used inverse probability of treatment weighting (IPTW) in the same negative
binomial model applied to the full cohort, capping weights at the 95th percentile. We evaluated balance using weighted SMD’s.

To investigate how the positive/negative utilization rate ratios differ across age, site, race/ethnicity, cohort entry period, and
visit type at time of cohort entry, we conducted an exploratory analysis. Using the same propensity score stratification and exact
matching approach as in the case of our overall utilization rate ratio estimates, for each covariate we fit a negative binomial model
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including an interaction term with that covariate. We then used linear contrasts (pooled across propensity score strata as above) to
report the utilization rate ratios at each level of the covariates.

We additionally conducted exploratory analyses into utilization across existing chronic conditions. To estimate utilization rate
ratios for each chronic condition cluster, we fit the negative binomial model with the same covariates (omitting matching due to
small sample sizes) once for each sub-cohort defined by patients with that chronic condition. We stratified the conditions into high,
medium and low prevalence based on number of encounters for total, inpatient, outpatient and ED divided into terciles. Within each
tercile, we ranked based on utilization rate ratio.

To evaluate whether utilization related to COVID-19 was unique to the chronic disease population, we repeated our analysis
on a separate cohort of patients who had no chronic disease codes recorded. We adjusted for age group, sex, race/ethnicity, cohort
entry period, test location, site, and measured obesity.

Analyses were conducted using R version 2022.02.1 Build 461 (with the libraries Matchit, Weightlt, survival, MASS, emmeans,
and cobalt).

Results
Study Population

From March 1, 2020 through February 28, 2022, we identified 1,042,066 patients 0-20 years of age within PEDSnet with any
COVID PCR test, COVID-19 diagnosis, PASC diagnosis or MIS-C diagnosis. Of those, 557,418 patients had at least one chronic
condition in the three years prior to cohort entry. Among those with chronic conditions, we identified 78,744 patients with evidence
of SARS-CoV-2 infection or COVID-19 related diagnosis and 478,674 without evidence of COVID-19 (Table 1). The most common
chronic condition clusters overall were allergies; asthma; sleep-wake disorders; implant, device or graft related encounters; and
esophageal disorders. Our matched cohorts were similar. Most patients across both cohorts were tested in the outpatient setting
either through a testing facility (42.2%) or outpatient office visit (31.3%). The majority (97.9%) of children in the positive cohort
were included based on positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR test with 2% included based on a COVID-19 diagnosis code in the inpatient or ED
setting, or MIS-C or PASC diagnosis codes.

Prior to matching, the positive cohort (vs. comparison) was more likely to be older, female, Black non-Hispanic, and tested in
the ED setting. We also found differences between groups in cohort entry period due to the variation in disease prevalence (Figure
1). The largest number of patients entered the positive cohort between January and February 2022 when the omicron variant
(B.1.1.529) was most prevalent in the U.S. This resulted in a median duration of follow-up of 0.43 years (IQR: 0.15-1.11) in the
positive cohort and 0.78 years (IQR: 0.38-1.27) in the comparison cohort. These differences were addressed through matching.
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Matching

Following propensity score estimation, we found excellent balance between the COVID positive and comparison cohorts for
chronic conditions, even before exact matching, with nearly all clusters demonstrating standardized mean difference (SMD) of +0.1.
Exceptions were obesity, allergies, and mental health which showed slightly higher rates in the positive cohort vs. comparison
cohort, but with standard mean differences of £<0.2. Following stratification and exact matching the SMD was 0.1 in each stratum
for all covariates. As each chronic disease cluster contains several different diagnosis groups, we developed condition subgroups of
the 5 most common clusters and found that the balance between groups persisted even at the subgroup level. Additionally, the
groups were well balanced (SMD %0.1) for the baseline number of visits per year, years since first diagnosis of chronic condition and
total number of chronic disease clusters. After matching, 96% of individuals were matched in the positive cohort and 70% were
matched in the comparison cohort.

Similarly, in the IPTW model used to estimate utilization rate ratios for different levels of COVID-19 severity, we found that
our weights, estimated from the propensity score model and capped at the 95" percentile, resulted in excellent balance (weight
SMD £0.1) across almost all covariates (for baseline visits per year, the weighted SMD was 0.22).

Health Services Utilization Overall and by Setting

The rate ratio of total visits between the positive cohort and the comparison cohort, in any context, from 28 days after
cohort entry through the end of the available follow-up period was 1.21 (95% Cl: 1.18-1.24) (Figure 2 and Table s1). The ratio was
highest for inpatient visits of 2.03 (1.85-2.23) and lowest for outpatient visits 1.15 (1.11-1.18). These effects were estimated for each
propensity score stratum; the results listed here and in subsequent figures represent the pooled totals. The absolute utilization rates
in visits/year estimated by our model were 3.00 (95% Cl: 2.85-3.16) in the COVID-positive cohort and 2.48 (95% Cl: 2.37-2.60) in the
comparison cohort for total visits (absolute difference: 0.52), 2.43 (2.31-2.57) in the positive cohort and 2.12 (2.02-2.23) in the
comparison cohort for outpatient visits (absolute difference: 0.31), 0.31 (0.28-0.34) in the positive cohort and 0.20 (0.18-0.22) in the
comparison cohort for ED visits (absolute difference: 0.11), and 0.12 (0.10-0.14) in the positive cohort and 0.06 (0.05-0.07) in the
comparison cohort for inpatient visits (absolute difference: 0.06). Similar to the overall utilization, we found that the hazard ratio
representing time to first utilization was 1.04 (1.01-1.06), suggesting that the positive cohort had a higher risk of first utilization after
28 days than the comparison group (Figure s1). As with the total utilization findings, the hazard ratios, incorporating time to events,
were highest for first inpatient visit, 1.82 (1.68-1.97), and first ED visit, 1.36 (1.30-1.44). The hazard ratio was not significant for
outpatient utilization.

One site without ED visits in their data was excluded from the ED and total utilization analyses. We also conducted sensitivity
analyses excluding this site's data from the inpatient and outpatient analyses; results were similar to the analyses including this site
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(inpatient [2.15 (1.95, 2.38)], overall [1.21 (1.18, 1.24)]); thus, we included their data in the inpatient and outpatient utilization
ratios.

For all patients from both the positive and comparison cohort, independent of COVID-19 diagnosis, we found that baseline
utilization (number of visits per year prior to cohort entry) and the presence of 2 or more chronic condition clusters was associated
with increased utilization (Table s1). Hispanic, Black, Asian and those listing multiple racial or ethnic groups had slightly lower
utilization over all but increased ED care utilization. Females had higher utilization than males. And utilization tended to increase
overall compared to the first months of the pandemic.

Utilization Related to COVID-19 Severity

To better understand the utilization differences, we conducted additional analyses focused on the presenting iliness at
cohort entry and this relationship to post-acute utilization. First, we utilized our previously developed severity criteria which
evaluates severity of acute SARS-CoV-2 infection based on specific diagnosis and treatment codes independent of hospitalization.
The utilization ratio for inpatient encounters occurring 28 days or more after cohort entry was far higher for those with acute COVID-
19 infections associated with a severe [3.79 (95% Cl 3.67-3.92)] or moderate [3.65 (95% Cl 3.58-3.79)] acute COVID-19 presentation
compared to the comparison cohort of patients without a positive COVID test result or diagnosis); modestly higher utilization was
also noted in mild and asymptomatic cases (Figure 3). We similarly found a correlation between moderate or severe COVID-19 at
presentation and higher utilization for ED and outpatient care in the 28 days or more after cohort entry. Second, we conducted an
exploratory stratified analysis by test location at cohort entry. We found that patients tested in the inpatient and ED settings had
higher utilization ratios than those tested in an outpatient setting.

Exploratory Analyses

We conducted a number of additional exploratory analyses to better elucidate the degree to which specific covariates
associated with increased utilization were associated with COVID-19 status. We found that increases in utilization were similar
across all sites (Figure s2a) with inpatient utilization consistently showing the highest rate ratio, consistent with our primary
outcome. We noted a trend in utilization stratified by age group (Figure s2b) with highest utilization rate ratios in the youngest age
group (<1, 1-4) for all care settings. The utilization increases in the positive cohort were similar in all racial and ethnic groups (Figures
s2c¢c-d). We did not see significant differences in utilization rate ratios when stratifying by cohort entry period (Figure s2d). Patients
tested in an inpatient or ED setting had higher utilization rate ratios than those tested outpatient (Figure s2e).

To explore utilization by baseline chronic conditions, we estimated utilization rate ratios for each chronic condition cluster
separately. In Tables s2a-d we report the 10 highest utilization rate ratios for each of low, medium, and high utilization clusters.
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In our analysis of patients without chronic conditions we found that the general pattern of increased utilization in the post-
acute (28+ day) time-period was present in the non-chronic groups: the COVID-19 positive patientswithout baseline chronic disease
had greater utilization than the comparison cohort without chronic disease with inpatient and ED utilization higher than outpatient
utilization. However, the utilization ratio was greater in the chronic cohorts for all settings.

Finally, given the potential difficulties of detecting COVID-19 cases during January-February 2022, we conducted a sensitivity
analysis where we excluded patients who joined the cohort during this period. The utilization rate ratios did not change
substantially: inpatient [2.03 (1.85, 2.23)], ED [1.53 (1.44, 1.62)], outpatient [1.19 (1.16, 1.23)], and overall [1.23 (1.19, 1.26)].

Discussion

Children with chronic medical conditions are more likely to develop moderate or severe COVID-19, and SARS-CoV-2 infection
can lead to acute exacerbation of chronic condition. However, little is known about the relationship between CMCs and long-term
outcomes associated with PASC. We evaluated post-acute COVID-19 healthcare utilization in children with CMCs to identify general
patterns and help facilitate further investigation into specific diseases and trajectories. We found that in the post-acute time-period
228 days after COVID-19 infection, the number of inpatient, outpatient and ED visits were increased compared to children without
COVID-19 infection. The time to first event within the post-acute period was shorter for COVID-19 patients, mirroring the primary
results. The increase was greatest among those who had moderate or severe COVID-19 at initial diagnosis, and we saw the largest
effect in inpatient utilization.

There are multiple strengths of this study: We described a large, geographically diverse cohort of patients from large, tertiary
care, pediatric medical centers. The use of EHR data allowed for more robust assessment of elements such as PCR test results and
measured obesity that may not be available through administrative databases, and we were able to evaluate utilization in all settings
across the healthcare systems. Our use of a well-matched control cohort who had no recorded COVID-19 infection is also a
significant strength as it allows for a better understanding of COVID-19 impact on a chronic condition population. The overall
patterns showing increased utilization for children with higher number of conditions, and those with higher baseline utilization rates
fit expected utilization patterns and provide face validity for further evaluation of the COVID-19 impact. Additionally, non-white
racial and ethnic groups were more likely to utilize ED care. These associations align with existing literature suggesting racial and
ethnic disparities in care access and utilization[31].

Our primary findings support our hypothesis that COVID-19 is related to increased utilization in patients with chronic medical
conditions. However, there are many possible drivers of these findings. First, the correlation with severity at initial diagnosis is not
unexpected as severe acute illness likely leads to prolonged recovery. This has been described in other viral infections[32]. It is
challenging to determine whether the further increase seen in COVID-19 patients is due to true pathology or the result of
uncertainty and escalation of care because of close monitoring by providers, perhaps out of an abundance of caution by providers.
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Our severity classification is weighted toward respiratory symptoms and may misclassify severe COVID-19 cases that manifest as
chronic disease exacerbation. Additionally, there is the possibility that poorer control of chronic disease stems from the COVID-19
pandemic environment separate from an underlying pathophysiologic process, but we would have expected similar resulting
utilization in our comparison cohort.

The pronounced increase in inpatient utilization was unexpected. The limited available evidence on PASC in children suggests
prolonged, though less severe symptoms, that are often self-limited. In our initial assessment of PASC phenotypes in children which
included all patients, the most common syndromic findings were generally less acute symptoms that likely would not warrant
inpatient admission such as changes in small and taste, loss of smell, hair loss. However, there were systemic features of PASC such
as MIS-C, Addison disease, acute respiratory distress syndrome, that may lead to a higher acuity population, with perhaps those with
chronic conditions experiencing those conditions more commonly. We explored severity, stratification by test setting, and
stratification across multiple additional covariates to better understand the increase in inpatient utilization. It is possible that
misclassification of visit types may exist within the EHR data however, the increased utilization was consistent across all but 1 site
and the result held in our time-to-event analysis which should mitigate the possibility of “over-counting” visits classified as inpatient.
Moreover, we expect that any systematic error in visit categorization should apply equally to our case and control cohorts given our
cohort’s balance across a variety of potential confounders including existing chronic conditions, cohort entry period, and baseline
utilization. Possibilities for this increased utilization include the aforementioned tendency toward caution practiced by providers
when dealing with a poorly understood entity of post-acute COVID-19 or increased utilization resulting from complications or
increased vigilance following exposure to unique treatments of COVID-19. One limitation of the present study which cast a broad
look at all chronic conditions, is our inability to identify specific reasons for increased health utilization given the heterogeneity of
the underlying diagnoses experienced by our population. We explored the chronic conditions with the utilization rate ratios
segmented into those with high, medium and low prevalence based on total number of patients (Table s2a-d). There are a wide
range of conditions clusters represented and it is important to note that there were significant utilization rate ratios for the majority
of condition clusters. We do see numerous cancers and other disorders or diagnoses impacting immune function; however, patients
with underlying mental health conditions had highest inpatient utilization. These preliminary results suggest important areas of
focus for further investigation. It is not clear to what extent this effect is due to COVID-19 or broader care delivery changes related
to the pandemic.

There are additional limitations which warrant discussion: We primarily utilized EHR-based diagnoses, symptoms and signs
recorded by providers but may have missed relevant laboratory, imaging and procedural findings. Additionally, the provider
attribution of utilization to COVID-19 cannot be interpreted from the discrete EHR data alone. Our condition clusters were
developed pragmatically and we identified clusters as chronic with the goal of broadly including chronic conditions. These clusters
can be further refined and stratified based on severity or baseline utilization in future work, however they were adequate to define
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cohort entry for these analyses. Our aim was to evaluate utilization broadly to better understand whether PASC could present
differently in chronic populations through exacerbation of their existing disease. We described a trend of increased utilization in a
non-chronic population identified through exploratory analyses that is less marked than what we observed in the chronic
population. Further investigation to understand whether the reasons for increased utilization are common among all children or
whether, and to what degree, underlying mechanisms of specific chronic diseases drive our observed trends is needed.

Conclusion

In this broad, multi-center evaluation of the post-acute effects of COVID-19 on healthcare utilization in a pediatric chronic
disease population, we found that care utilization in all settings was increased following COVID-19, particularly in the inpatient
setting. The increased utilization was more marked in children with moderate or severe COVID-19 at initial presentation and the
reasons for utilization appeared more related to the underlying diagnosis than to new onset symptoms or signs described in existing
PASC literature. Further study, particularly at the disease-specific level, is required to better understand whether unique PASC
phenotypes exist in the chronic disease population.
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Table and Figure Captions
Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics of children with presence of any chronic medical condition by COVID-19 infection
status, prior to matching.

! standardized Mean Difference (SMD), computed as the difference in means between the positive and negative cohorts divided by the pooled standard
deviation. The SMDs reported here prior to propensity score stratification and exact matching. An SMD less than 0.1 in absolute value is often taken to indicate
a negligible difference in means between the two groups[33]

Figure 1: Timing of Cohort entry for COVID-19 positive and negative patients.

Figure 2. Health services utilization overall and by setting for children with chronic medical conditions, comparing the COVID-19
positive cohort to the COVID-19 negative cohort in matched analyses.

Figure 3: Utilization rate ratios by COVID-19 severity, overall and by setting
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Visit Type

COVID severity

Utilization Rate Ratio, 95% CI

Inpatient

Asymptomatic
Mild
Moderate

Severe

1.73 (1.69,1.76)
1.61 (1.57,1.64)
3.68 (3.58,3.79)
3.79 (3.67,3.92)

ED

Asymptomatic
Mild
Moderate

Severe

1.53 (1.51,1.55)
1.76 (1.74,1.78)
1.81 (1.78,1.85)
1.40 (1.37,1.44)

Outpatient

Asymptomatic
Mild
Moderate

Severe

1.06 (1.05,1.06)
1.20 (1.19,1.20)
1.47 (1.46,1.49)
1.56 (1.54,1.59)

Inpatient, Outpatient, or ED

Asymptomatic
Mild
Moderate

Severe

1.13 (1.12,1.13)
1.25 (1.25,1.26)
1.52 (1.50,1.54)
1.57 (1.55,1.59)

1.0

2.0

4.0
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Inpatient

ED

Outpatient

Inpatient, Outpatient, or ED

Utilization Rate
Ratio, 95% CI

2.03 (1.85,2.23)

1.54 (1.46,1.63)

1.15 (1.11,1.18)

1.21 (1.18,1.24)

1.0

2.0

4.0
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Number of patients

30000 -

20000 -

10000 -

COVID Positivity
I Negative

.F' 3
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Overall No COVID-19 Infection COVID-19 Infection SMD?
n 557,418 478,674 78,744
IAge at cohort entrance (%) <1 38,910 (7.0) 33,088 (6.9) 5,822 (7.4) 0.018
1-4 163,203 (29.3) 143,867 (30.1) 19,336 (24.6) -0.128
5-11 180,209 (32.3) 154,980 (32.4) 25,229 (32.0) -0.007
12-15 94,165 (16.9) 79,245 (16.6) 14,920 (18.9) 0.061
16-20 80,931 (14.5) 67,494 (14.1) 13,437 (17.1) 0.079
Sex (%) Male 297,433 (53.4) 256,427 (53.6) 41,006 (52.1) -0.030
Female 259,985 (46.6) 222,247 (46.4) 37,738 (47.9) 0.030
Race/ethnicity (%) \White Non-Hispanic 279,101 (50.1) 245,617 (51.3) 33,484 (42.5) -0.178
Asian/PI Non-Hispanic 24,391 (4.4) 21,522 (4.5) 2,869 (3.6) -0.046
Black/AA Non-Hispanic 99,604 (17.9) 80,640 (16.8) 18,964 (24.1) 0.169
Hispanic 90,293 (16.2) 75,178 (15.7) 15,115 (19.2) 0.089
Multiracial Non-Hispanic 24,640 (4.4) 21,209 (4.4) 3,431 (4.4) -0.004
Other/Unknown 39,389 (7.1) 34,508 (7.2) 4,881 (6.2) -0.042
Cohort entry period (%) Mar-Jun 2020 28,575 (5.1) 26,779 (5.6) 1,796 (2.3) -0.222
Jul-Oct 2020 78,689 (14.1) 73,949 (15.4) 4,740 (6.0) -0.396
Nov-Feb 2021 100,986 (18.1) 84,125 (17.6) 16,861 (21.4) 0.094
Mar-Jun 2021 87,910 (15.8) 81,037 (16.9) 6,873 (8.7) -0.291
Jul-Oct 2021 122,682 (22.0) 109,703 (22.9) 12,979 (16.5) -0.173
Nov-Feb 2022 138,576 (24.9) 103,081 (21.5) 35,495 (45.1) 0.473
Institution (%) A 39,061 (7.0) 34,150 (7.1) 4,911 (6.2) -0.037
B 74,340 (13.3) 64,295 (13.4) 10,045 (12.8) -0.020
c 133,108 (23.9) 112,957 (23.6) 20,151 (25.6) 0.046
D 29,332 (5.3) 26,499 (5.5) 2,833 (3.6) -0.104
E 38,524 (6.9) 32,931 (6.9) 5,593 (7.1) 0.009
F 32,890 (5.9) 29,447 (6.2) 3,443 (4.4) -0.087
G 27,243 (4.9) 25,425 (5.3) 1,818 (2.3) -0.200
H 87,898 (15.8) 73,318 (15.3) 14,580 (18.5) 0.082
| 95,022 (17.0) 79,652 (16.6) 15,370 (19.5) 0.073
Test/diagnosis location (%) ED 108,613 (19.5) 88,407 (18.5) 20,206 (25.7) 0.165
Inpatient 39,051 (7.0) 35,218 (7.4) 3,833 (4.9) -0.116
Outpatient Office 174,319 (31.3) 151,326 (31.6) 22,993 (29.2) -0.053
Outpatient: Test Only 235,435 (42.2) 203,723 (42.6) 31,712 (40.3) -0.047
Cohort entry reason (%) SARS-CoV-2 PCR 545,706 (97.9) 478,674 (100.0) 67,032 (85.1) -
COVID-19 diagnosis 11,099 (2.0) 0(0.0) 11,099 (14.1) -
IP/ED)
MIS-C diagnosis 257 (0.0) 0(0.0) 257 (0.3) -
PASC diagnosis 356 (0.1) 0(0.0) 356 (0.5) -
Number of existing chronic 1 190,682 (34.2) 165,390 (34.6) 25,292 (32.1) -0.052
conditions (%)
2 118,710 (21.3) 101,737 (21.3) 16,973 (21.6) 0.007
B+ 248,026 (44.5) 211,547 (44.2) 36,479 (46.3) 0.043
Number of visits/year prior to 1.50 1.50 1.33 0.039
cohort entry (median [IQR]) [1.00, 3.00] [1.00, 3.00] [1.00, 3.00]
Years since first chronic 2.00 2.00 2.00 0.145
diagnosis (median [IQR]) [0.00, 4.00] [0.00, 4.00] [1.00, 5.00]
IMeasured obesity (yes/no) (%) [Not obese 408,262 (73.2) 353,620 (73.9) 54,642 (69.4) -0.097
Obese 149,156 (26.8) 125,054 (26.1) 24,102 (30.6) 0.097
Length of follow-up (years) 0.74 0.78 0.43 -0.429
median [IQR]) [0.33, 1.24] [0.38,1.27] [0.15, 1.11]
Existence of progressive chronic [Chronic non-progressive 494,629 (88.7) 424,091 (88.6) 70,538 (89.6) 0.032
condition (%)
Chronic progressive 62,789 (11.3) 54,583 (11.4) 8,206 (10.4) -0.032
CU at cohort entry (%) ICU 4,883 (0.9) 4,019 (0.8) 864 (1.1) 0.025
Non-ICU 552,535 (99.1) 474,655 (99.2) 77,880 (98.9) 0.025
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