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Evidence before this study

We searched Pubmed from 1 March 2020 to 30 June 2023 using the following search
terms: (“COVID-19” OR “SARS-CoV-2” OR “coronavirus”) AND (“United Kingdom” OR
“England” OR “Britain” OR “Scotland” OR “Wales”) AND (“fit note” OR “sick note” OR “sick
leave” OR “sickness absence”). We also searched the reference list of relevant articles.
We included both peer-reviewed research studies and grey literature that quantified
receipt of fit notes or sick leave during the COVID-19 pandemic.

We found two peer-reviewed studies and one briefing by an independent think tank. A
study of 959,356 National Health Service (NHS) employees in England quantified receipt
of non-COVID-19 related fit notes during the first wave of the pandemic. They found that
the overall fit note rate was lower in 2020 compared with 2019. However, increases in the
number of people receiving fit notes were observed for respiratory, infectious disease, and
mental health conditions. The second study of 15,931 domiciliary care workers in Wales
between Mar 2020 and Nov 2021 found that 15% had been issued a fit note over the
study period. Fit notes were more common among women, people ≥45 years, and those
with comorbidities. The briefing found that the percentage of sickness absence days taken
by NHS employees was higher in 2022 (5.6%) compared with 2019 (4.3%), with a
particular increase in absences due to mental health and infectious diseases. In 2022,
18% of sickness absence days were attributable to COVID-19.

Added value of this study

This study is the first to quantify changes in fit note rate since the start of the COVID-19
pandemic among people with a reported SARS-CoV-2 infection and how this compares
with the general population in the UK. We found that people with evidence of SARS-CoV-2
infection had a higher fit note rate than the general population, even after adjusting for
demographics and clinical characteristics. While this increased risk was greatest in 2020
(hazard ratio [HR] = 4.07, 95%CI 4.02-4.12), it continued to a lesser extent even into 2022
(HR = 1.57, 95%CI 1.56-1.58). The fit note rate was greatest in the first 30 days
post-diagnosis, suggesting that most sick leave is associated with the acute phase. In
subgroup analyses, the groups with the greatest relative increased risk changed over the
years. People aged 18-24 years had a larger relative increased risk of fit notes (as
measured by HR) in 2022 than 2021, when compared with the general population in each
year. Additionally, while in 2020 and 2021 the HR increased along with lessening
deprivation, this effect dissipated in 2022. In contrast, people hospitalised with COVID-19
were less likely to be issued a fit note than the pneumonia cohort, suggesting the
long-term effects may be similar to comparable severe respiratory infections cases
resulting in hospitalisation.

Implications of all the available evidence

While we have likely underestimated the fit note rate due to overcounting of people in the
workforce and misclassification of COVID-19 status, we still identified a substantial
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increased risk of receiving a fit note in people with COVID-19 compared with the general
population over all years, even after adjusting for demographics and a wide range of
clinical characteristics. The increased risk persisted into 2022, in an era where most
people are vaccinated and the severity of COVID-19 illness is lessened. Given the high
infection rates still occurring, these findings provide evidence for a substantial impact of
COVID-19 on productivity and further evidence of the long-term impacts of COVID-19.
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Abstract

Background

Fit notes (“sick notes”) are issued by general practitioners (GPs) when a person can’t work
for health reasons and is an indication of the public health and economic burden for people
recovering from COVID-19.

Methods

With NHS England approval, we used routine clinical data from >24 million patients to
compare fit note incidence in people 18-64 years with and without evidence of COVID-19 in
2020, 2021 and 2022. We fit Cox regression models to estimate adjusted hazard ratios,
overall and by time post-diagnosis and within demographic subgroups.

Results

We identified 365,421, 1,206,555 and 1,321,313 people with evidence of COVID-19 in 2020,
2021 and 2022. The fit note rate was 4.88 per 100 person-months (95%CI 4.83-4.93) in
2020, 2.66 (95%CI 2.64-2.67) in 2021, and 1.73 (95%CI 1.72-1.73) in 2022. Compared with
the age, sex and region matched general population, the hazard ratio (HR) adjusted for
demographics and clinical characteristics over the follow-up period was 4.07 (95%CI
4.02-4.12) in 2020 decreasing to 1.57 (95%CI 1.56-1.58) in 2022. The HR was highest in the
first 30 days post-diagnosis in all years.

Conclusions

Despite likely underestimation of the fit note rate, we identified a considerable increase
among people with COVID-19, even in an era when most people are vaccinated. Most fit
notes are associated with the acute phase of the disease, but the increased risk several
months post-diagnosis provides further evidence of the long-term impact.

Keywords

sars-cov-2, covid-19, long covid, fit notes, sick notes, sick leave
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Background
In primary care, a doctor may issue a fit note (also called “sick note”) after the first seven
days of sickness absence if the doctor assesses that the patient’s health affects their fitness
for work. In 2021-22, over 11 million fit notes were issued in England(1). Long-term sickness
absence from employment has negative consequences for the economy as well as
individuals and can lead to widened health inequalities, financial insecurity, and reduced
social participation.(2) Improving the health and productivity of the population and reducing
welfare benefit claims are important policy objectives.(3,4)

The Office of National Statistics (ONS) estimated that 82% of the English population had
been infected with SARS-CoV-2 by November 2022.(5,6) Additionally, an estimated 1.9
million people self-reported as experiencing long COVID symptoms in the UK in the four
weeks prior to March 2023, with two-thirds experiencing symptoms for at least one year.(7)
The prevalence of long-term symptoms was greatest in people aged 35-69 years, women,
and people living in more deprived areas.(7) Previous UK research has also shown that
receipt of fit notes varies by sociodemographics, with women and people in manual and
service occupations more likely to be issued a fit note.(4) The most common reasons for
receiving a fit note prior to the COVID-19 pandemic included mental health and
musculoskeletal disorders.(1,8) To date, there has been limited research on fit notes issued
to patients recovering from COVID-19 in England.

Given the risk of long-term symptoms following COVID-19 (“long COVID”), it is of public
health interest to quantify the impact of SARS-CoV-2 infection and recovery on the
workforce. However, long COVID is heterogeneous and difficult to define.(9,10) Furthermore,
coding of long COVID in primary care is very low,(11) and cannot be relied on to identify
people suffering from persistent symptoms. Therefore, our objectives were to: 1) describe
the demographic and clinical characteristics of people given a fit note following a
documented SARS-CoV-2 infection or COVID-19 diagnosis; 2) determine how the fit note
rate varies over time post-diagnosis; and 3) quantify the difference in fit note rate in people
with SARS-CoV-2 infection or COVID-19 diagnosis compared with the general population
and people hospitalised with pneumonia.
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Methods

Study design
We conducted an observational cohort study using general practice primary care electronic
health record (EHR) data from primary care practices in England.

Data source and data sharing
We used primary care data from approximately 40% of the English population currently
registered with GP surgeries using TPP SystmOne software. All data were linked, stored and
analysed securely using the OpenSAFELY platform, https://www.opensafely.org/, as part
of the NHS England OpenSAFELY COVID-19 service. Data include pseudonymised data
such as coded diagnoses, medications and physiological parameters. No free text data are
included. All code is shared openly for review and re-use under MIT open license
(https://github.com/opensafely/long-covid-sick-notes). Similarly, pseudonymised datasets
including ONS registered deaths, hospital episode statistics (HES), and Second Generation
Surveillance System (SGSS) COVID-19 test results are securely provided to TPP and linked
to primary care data. Detailed pseudonymised patient data are potentially re-identifiable and
not shared.

Study population
We included adults 18-64 years registered with one GP for at least one year prior to their
index date with information on age, sex, index of multiple deprivation (IMD) and the
Sustainability and Transformation Partnership region (STP, an NHS administrative region).
This age range was selected to represent people most likely to be in the workforce. From
this source population, we identified three cohorts with recorded SARS-CoV-2 infection
between 1 February and 30 November in each of 2020, 2021 and 2022 (hereafter referred to
as the “COVID-19 cohorts”). They were identified through three routes: having a recorded
positive test for SARS-CoV-2 based on SGSS data, which captures both polymerase chain
reaction (PCR) and lateral flow tests (LFT); having a probable diagnostic code for COVID-19
in primary care records; or being hospitalised with a primary or secondary diagnosis for
COVID-19 (ICD-10 codes U07.1 or U07.2) identified from HES. The index date was the
earliest of these events. As comparators, we identified contemporary (2020, 2021, 2022) and
one historical (2019) general population cohort who were frequency-matched on age, sex
and STP to the COVID-19 cohorts. The 2019 general population cohort was matched with
the 2020 COVID-19 cohort. For the comparator cohorts, the index date was randomly
assigned and randomly distributed over the study period.

We also performed a secondary analysis among the subset of people hospitalised with
COVID-19. Here, the index date was the date of admission. We compared these individuals
with people hospitalised with pneumonia between 1 February 2019 and 30 November 2019.
The pneumonia cohort was identified using the following ICD-10 codes identified in any
diagnosis position: B01.2, B05.2, B20.6, B25.0, J10-J18, J85.1, U04. No contemporary
pneumonia comparator cohort was included due to potential for misclassification with
COVID-19. People could be included in multiple cohorts if they met the inclusion criteria.
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Study measures

Primary outcome
We identified the first recorded fit note over patient follow-up. Fit notes were identified using
Clinical Terms Version 3 (CTV3) codes. People who were required to isolate beyond 7 days
due to having or living with someone with symptoms of COVID-19 would be issued an
isolation note, rather than a fit note. Isolation notes did not require contact with a GP, and are
not counted. Follow-up was censored at the end of the study period (30 November), death,
or deregistration from their GP practice. The comparator cohorts were also censored if they
had a recorded positive SARS-CoV-2 test or COVID-19 diagnosis.

Demographics and clinical characteristics
We characterised the demographic and clinical characteristics of patients who received a fit
note. Measured demographic variables included age (18-24, 25-34, 35-44, 45-54, 55-64
years), sex (male, female), GP practice region (East Midlands, East, London, North East,
North West, South East, South West, West Midlands, Yorkshire and The Humber), ethnicity
(White, Asian and British Asian, Black, Other, Unknown), and Indices of Multiple Deprivation
(IMD) quintiles.

Clinical variables included indicators for pre-existing conditions that may impact the severity
of COVID-19, specifically: asthma, cancer (haematological, lung, other), chronic cardiac
disease, chronic liver disease, chronic respiratory disease (excluding asthma), diabetes,
asplenia, human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) infection, hypertension, obesity, organ
transplant, neurological conditions, other permanent immunodeficiency (excluding HIV),
smoking status (current, former or never), and autoimmune conditions (rheumatoid arthritis,
systemic lupus erythematosus (SLE), psoriasis). Obesity and smoking status were identified
using the most recent recorded information, while the remainder were identified at any time
prior to the index date.

Statistical methods

Rate of first fit note

For each of the eleven cohorts (three COVID-19 cohorts [2020, 2021, 2022], four matched
general population cohorts [2019, 2020, 2021, 2022], three hospitalised COVID-19 cohorts
[2020, 2021, 2022] and one hospitalised pneumonia cohort [2019]), we reported the first fit
note rate per 100 person months overall and stratified by demographics (age, sex, ethnicity,
region, IMD quintile). To prevent disclosure, all counts in this manuscript are rounded to the
nearest 7.
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Cox regression

We used Cox regression models to estimate hazard ratios (HRs) and 95%Confidence
intervals (CIs) comparing the first fit note rate between the COVID-19 cohorts and the
comparator cohorts. All of the COVID-19 cohorts were compared with their contemporary
general population cohort as well as the historical 2019 general population cohort. The
hospitalised COVID-19 cohorts were compared with the hospitalised pneumonia cohort
(2019) only.

We investigated crude univariable and two covariate-adjusted models: (1) adjusted for age
(cubic splines with 4 knots) and sex; (2) adjusted for demographics and all clinical
characteristics described above. While the same people can contribute person-time to
multiple exposure groups, these periods are non-overlapping, so we applied robust standard
errors.

To determine if the relative differences in fit note occurrence changed over time, we
re-estimated crude and adjusted HRs and 95%CIs censoring follow-up at 30, 90, and 150
days, and examined whether HRs changed according to the duration of follow-up. We chose
to use this approach instead of estimating period-specific HRs in order to avoid selection
bias due to depletion of susceptibles.(12) Similarly, to explore the impact within demographic
categories, we estimated crude and adjusted HRs and 95%CIs stratified by age group, sex,
ethnicity, IMD quintile, and region.

Software and reproducibility
Data management was performed using Python 3.8, with analyses carried out using Stata
16.1, R 4.3.0, and Python. Code for data management and analysis as well as all codelists
used in this study are available online: https://github.com/opensafely/long-covid-sick-notes.

Patient and public involvement
We have a publicly available website https://opensafely.org/ through which we invite any
patient or member of the public to contact us regarding this study or the broader
OpenSAFELY project.
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Results
Study population description

We identified 365,421 people with a recorded positive SARS-CoV-2 test or COVID-19
diagnosis in 2020, of which 22,015 (6.0%) were hospitalised; 1,206,555 people in 2021
(30,205 [2.5%] hospitalised); and 1,321,313 people in 2022 (34,692 [2.6%] hospitalised)
(Table 1). The matched general population cohorts included 3.1 million people in 2019, 3.4
million in 2020, 4.6 million in 2021, and 4.8 million in 2022. For comparison with COVID-19
patients who were hospitalised, we identified 29,673 patients hospitalised with pneumonia in
2019. The majority of people in the COVID-19 cohorts were identified via SGSS testing
(88.8% in 2020, 97.8% in 2021 and 96.5% in 2022) (Supplementary Figure 1).

Compared with 2020 and 2021, the 2022 COVID-19 cohort was older and more likely to be
female, White ethnicity, and in less deprived IMD quintiles. Hospitalised COVID-19 cohorts
tended to be older, and were more likely to be male, non-White ethnicity, and in the most
deprived IMD quintile compared with the overall COVID-19 cohorts (Supplementary Table
1). When compared with the pneumonia cohort, hospitalised COVID-19 patients were more
likely to be obese,less likely to be current smokers, and had lower rates of many chronic
health conditions.

Overall fit note rates

A total of 34,377 (9.4%), 102,949 (8.5%) and 152,859 (11.6%) of people in the COVID-19
cohorts were issued fit notes during follow-up in 2020, 2021 and 2022 (Supplementary
Table 2). However, after taking into account differences in follow-up time (Supplementary
Figure 2), the fit note rate among the COVID-19 cohorts decreased over time, from 4.88 per
100 person-months in 2020 (95%CI 4.83-4.93), to 2.66 (95%CI 2.64-2.67) in 2021 and 1.73
(95%CI 1.72-1.73) in 2022 (Table 2).

The fit note rate was higher in the hospitalised cohorts, and was 6.78 per 100
person-months (95%CI 6.59-6.98) in 2020, 7.19 (95%CI 7.03 - 7.36) in 2021 and 4.13
(95%CI 4.03-4.22) in 2022. In contrast, the fit note rate in the pneumonia cohort was 7.17
(95%CI 7.01-7.34) (Supplementary Table 3).

Fit note rate by demographics

Among people in the COVID-19 cohorts, the first fit note rate was higher in 2020 and lower
in 2022 for all demographic groups except people 18-24 years (Table 2). Generally, the fit
note rate was higher in people aged ≥45 years, women, people of Asian or Asian British
ethnicity, and lower in people 18-24 years and living in London. The fit note rate increased
with greater deprivation as defined by the IMD quintile. In most cases these patterns
reflected those in the general population.

A slightly different pattern was observed for the hospitalised cohorts (Supplementary Table
3). People 45-54 years were most likely to receive a fit note, which was older than the
pneumonia cohort. Among hospitalised patients the relationship between sex and receiving
a fit note differed by year, with women more likely to receive a fit note in 2020 and men more
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likely in 2021 and 2022. A linear relationship between lesser deprivation and a higher fit note
rate was seen for the pneumonia cohort, but not the hospitalised COVID-19 cohorts.

Cox regression by follow-up period

The overall fit note rate was higher in all COVID-19 cohorts than either their contemporary or
2019 cohorts. Most people in the COVID-19 cohorts who were issued a first fit note received
it in the first 30 days post-index date (Table 3). The fully adjusted HR representing the
average effect over the entire study period was highest comparing the 2020 COVID-19
cohort to the 2020 general population (4.07, 95%CI 4.02-4.12) and lowest comparing the
2022 COVID-19 cohort to the 2022 general population (1.57, 95%CI 1.56-1.58) (Table 3).
For all comparisons of the COVID-19 population with the general population, the HR was
greatest when we restricted the analysis to the first 30 days from the index date, with fully
adjusted HRs in this early follow-up period ranging from 5.94 (95%CI 5.85-6.03) comparing
the 2020 COVID-19 cohort to the 2020 general population to 2.37 (95%CI 2.34-2.39)
comparing the 2022 COVID-19 cohort to the 2022 general population. With longer follow-up
periods, the HR attenuated but remained high.

For the hospitalised cohorts, the overall fit note rate was lower in the COVID-19 cohorts than
the pneumonia cohort with the highest rates in the first 30 days. The average HR over all
follow-up time ranged from 0.62 (95%CI 0.59-0.65) for the 2022 COVID-19 cohort to 0.81
(95%CI 0.77-0.86) for the 2021 cohort (Supplementary Table 4). The HR was relatively
stable regardless of follow-up period used.

Cox regression stratified by demographic categories

For all demographics groups, the HR was greatest in 2020 when compared with either a
contemporary or 2019 historical comparator (Figure 1, Supplementary Tables 5-9). In
2020, large relative increases in fit note rate were observed for people ≥35 years, women,
and people of Black or Other ethnicity. The HR was also higher in people in less deprived
IMD quintiles; when comparing the 2020 COVID-19 cohort to the 2020 general population,
the fully adjusted HR ranged from 3.41 (95%CI 3.33-3.48) in the most deprived quintile to
5.15 (95%CI 4.98-5.32) in the least deprived quintile.

These HRs were lower in 2021 compared with 2020, and more so in 2022. The one
exception was people 18-24 years, where the HR compared with the general population was
1.47 (95%CI 1.43-1.51) in 2022, compared with 1.24 (95%CI 1.22-1.27) in 2021. Other
patterns that differed in 2022 compared with other years was that no meaningful variation by
IMD quintile was observed, and a higher HR was seen in men compared with women. The
findings were similar comparing the COVID-19 cohorts with the 2019 comparator.

Among the hospitalised cohorts, the HRs comparing them with the pneumonia cohort were
similar in 2020 and 2021, but lower in 2022 (Supplementary Figure 3, Supplementary
Tables 4-8). A lower fit note rate in the COVID-19 cohorts compared with the pneumonia
cohort was observed for most demographic subgroups
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Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics of all cohorts, 1 Feb - 30 Nov of each year. All counts rounded to nearest 7.
2019 2020 2021 2022

General population* COVID-19 cohort General population^ COVID-19 cohort General population^ COVID-19 cohort General population^
n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)

Total 3,140,326 (100.0) 365,421 (100.0) 3,439,534 (100.0) 1,206,555 (100.0) 4,571,469 (100.0) 1,321,313 (100.0) 4,818,870 (100.0)
Age
18-24 y 496,825 (15.8) 61,355 (16.8) 545,286 (15.9) 196,616 (16.3) 699,993 (15.3) 111,342 (8.4) 375,704 (7.8)
25-34 y 663,495 (21.1) 77,686 (21.3) 726,712 (21.1) 264,159 (21.9) 989,506 (21.6) 258,314 (19.5) 915,152 (19.0)
35-44 y 644,945 (20.5) 74,767 (20.5) 706,692 (20.5) 294,238 (24.4) 1,116,283 (24.4) 312,732 (23.7) 1,142,764 (23.7)
45-54 y 719,663 (22.9) 83,832 (22.9) 787,465 (22.9) 271,418 (22.5) 1,042,601 (22.8) 328,510 (24.9) 1,197,693 (24.9)
55-64 y 615,405 (19.6) 67,781 (18.5) 673,372 (19.6) 180,117 (14.9) 723,093 (15.8) 310,422 (23.5) 1,187,557 (24.6)

Sex
Female 1,732,654 (55.2) 201,824 (55.2) 1,898,351 (55.2) 645,666 (53.5) 2,447,200 (53.5) 823,438 (62.3) 3,001,922 (62.3)
Male 1,407,672 (44.8) 163,597 (44.8) 1,541,183 (44.8) 560,889 (46.5) 2,124,269 (46.5) 497,875 (37.7) 1,816,948 (37.7)

Ethnicity
White 1,914,458 (61.0) 213,185 (58.3) 2,109,478 (61.3) 788,249 (65.3) 2,866,892 (62.7) 967,225 (73.2) 3,287,305 (68.2)
Asian or Asian British 225,316 (7.2) 45,101 (12.3) 254,884 (7.4) 68,915 (5.7) 315,854 (6.9) 52,101 (3.9) 300,167 (6.2)
Black 67,319 (2.1) 8099 (2.2) 76,622 (2.2) 21,399 (1.8) 103,117 (2.3) 18,340 (1.4) 105,322 (2.2)
Mixed 34,748 (1.1) 4298 (1.2) 39,872 (1.2) 13,937 (1.2) 56,644 (1.2) 14,077 (1.1) 58,527 (1.2)
Other 60,935 (1.9) 5502 (1.5) 70,427 (2.0) 14,910 (1.2) 102,585 (2.2) 19,425 (1.5) 105,007 (2.2)
Unknown 837,550 (26.7) 89,236 (24.4) 888,265 (25.8) 299,145 (24.8) 1,126,384 (24.6) 250,152 (18.9) 962,542 (20.0)

IMD
1 (most deprived) 795,739 (25.3) 98,399 (26.9) 877,583 (25.5) 257,992 (21.4) 1,027,467 (22.5) 212,044 (16.0) 929,649 (19.3)
2 630,189 (20.1) 76,874 (21.0) 691,131 (20.1) 243,334 (20.2) 926,135 (20.3) 251,692 (19.0) 968,303 (20.1)
3 605,759 (19.3) 68,887 (18.9) 661,150 (19.2) 248,696 (20.6) 935,067 (20.5) 292,131 (22.1) 1,047,914 (21.7)
4 57,9614 (18.5) 64,064 (17.5) 633,059 (18.4) 235,473 (19.5) 877,170 (19.2) 286,538 (21.7) 975,576 (20.2)
5 (least deprived) 52,9025 (16.8) 57,190 (15.7) 576,618 (16.8) 221,067 (18.3) 805,623 (17.6) 278,915 (21.1) 897,421 (18.6)

Region
East 432,551 (13.8) 50,246 (13.8) 473,928 (13.8) 240,170 (19.9) 910,567 (19.9) 327,096 (24.8) 1,184,981 (24.6)
East Midlands 645,218 (20.5) 75,040 (20.5) 706,370 (20.5) 227,577 (18.9) 863,884 (18.9) 222,397 (16.8) 814,919 (16.9)
London 145,264 (4.6) 17,073 (4.7) 158,844 (4.6) 56,693 (4.7) 210,623 (4.6) 71,113 (5.4) 255,997 (5.3)
North East 257,985 (8.2) 29,988 (8.2) 282,198 (8.2) 71,169 (5.9) 270,284 (5.9) 59,059 (4.5) 216,216 (4.5)
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North West 426,615 (13.6) 49,623 (13.6) 467,383 (13.6) 129,934 (10.8) 494,144 (10.8) 108,857 (8.2) 399,168 (8.3)
South East 101,976 (3.2) 11,942 (3.3) 111,986 (3.3) 70,763 (5.9) 266,098 (5.8) 100,114 (7.6) 363,867 (7.6)
South West 220,759 (7.0) 25,641 (7.0) 241,500 (7.0) 160,678 (13.3) 608,790 (13.3) 227,731 (17.2) 833,742 (17.3)
West Midlands 175,581 (5.6) 20,559 (5.6) 192,836 (5.6) 51,737 (4.3) 194,593 (4.3) 40,880 (3.1) 147,791 (3.1)
Yorkshire & The
Humber

734,370 (23.4) 85,309 (23.3) 804,496 (23.4) 197,827 (16.4) 752,486 (16.5) 164,073 (12.4) 602175 (12.5)

Health conditions
Obesity 681,422 (21.7) 96,712 (26.5) 748,398 (21.8) 276,759 (22.9) 957,194 (20.9) 350,777 (26.5) 1,137,710 (23.6)
Hypertension 325,969 (10.4) 43,610 (11.9) 353,416 (10.3) 112,147 (9.3) 411,803 (9.0) 164,367 (12.4) 564,823 (11.7)
Diabetes 184,450 (5.9) 30,590 (8.4) 210,532 (6.1) 70,861 (5.9) 262,906 (5.8) 100,541 (7.6) 358,449 (7.4)
Asthma 538,657 (17.2) 68,208 (18.7) 595,763 (17.3) 236,439 (19.6) 807,618 (17.7) 279,944 (21.2) 852,586 (17.7)
Other chronic
respiratory disease 55,265 (1.8) 6650 (1.8) 59,773 (1.7) 15,932 (1.3) 67,361 (1.5) 27,083 (2.0) 90,755 (1.9)

Chronic cardiac
disease 79,667 (2.5) 11,039 (3.0) 86,933 (2.5) 26,320 (2.2) 100,527 (2.2) 38,906 (2.9) 127,764 (2.7)

Lung cancer 1442 (0.0) 280 (0.1) 1610 (0.0) 483 (0.0) 1764 (0.0) 1050 (0.1) 2730 (0.1)
Haematological
cancer 9212 (0.3) 1316 (0.4) 10,101 (0.3) 3444 (0.3) 12,964 (0.3) 7854 (0.6) 16,142 (0.3)

Other cancer 63,987 (2.0) 7798 (2.1) 69,923 (2.0) 22,351 (1.9) 84,742 (1.9) 39,599 (3.0) 125,146 (2.6)
Chronic liver disease 14,672 (0.5) 2093 (0.6) 16,380 (0.5) 4452 (0.4) 20,860 (0.5) 7637 (0.6) 26,110 (0.5)
Other neurological
disease

21,945 (0.7) 2499 (0.7) 23,730 (0.7) 6678 (0.6) 29,827 (0.7) 14,364 (1.1) 35,924 (0.7)

Organ transplant 3339 (0.1) 679 (0.2) 3591 (0.1) 1554 (0.1) 4494 (0.1) 3885 (0.3) 5257 (0.1)
Asplenia 3416 (0.1) 427 (0.1) 3675 (0.1) 1127 (0.1) 4662 (0.1) 2191 (0.2) 5446 (0.1)
HIV 5404 (0.2) 714 (0.2) 6027 (0.2) 1799 (0.1) 7973 (0.2) 3304 (0.3) 8799 (0.2)
Other permanent
immunodeficiency

2338 (0.1) 336 (0.1) 2730 (0.1) 1071 (0.1) 3689 (0.1) 1869 (0.1) 4158 (0.1)

Rheumatoid arthritis /
SLE / psoriasis 137,536 (4.4) 16,982 (4.6) 150,787 (4.4) 56,203 (4.7) 193,893 (4.2) 71,022 (5.4) 229,537 (4.8)

Smoking status
Current 637,581 (20.3) 47,915 (13.1) 684,236 (19.9) 194,327 (16.1) 895,923 (19.6) 192,381 (14.6) 910,245 (18.9)

Former 802,263 (25.5) 103,810 (28.4) 880,390 (25.6) 358,526 (29.7) 1,189,923 (26.0) 426,041 (32.2) 1,426,432 (29.6)

Never 1,536,297 (48.9) 194,747 (53.3) 1,672,286 (48.6) 581,210 (48.2) 2,185,834 (47.8) 661,794 (50.1) 2,280,509 (47.3)
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Missing 164,185 (5.2) 18,942 (5.2) 202,622 (5.9) 72,485 (6.0) 299,789 (6.6) 41,097 (3.1) 201,684 (4.2)
*age, sex and STP frequency matched with 2020 COVID-19 cohort; ^age, sex and STP frequency matched with contemporary COVID-19 cohort; HIV = human
immunodeficiency virus; SLE = systemic lupus erythematosus
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Table 2. Rate of first fit note per 100 person-months for each cohort by demographics
2019 2020 2021 2022

General
population^ COVID-19 cohort

General
population^ COVID-19 cohort

General
population^ COVID-19 cohort

General
population^

Rate per 100
person-months

(95%CI)

Rate per 100
person-months

(95%CI)

Rate per 100
person-months

(95%CI)

Rate per 100
person-months

(95%CI)

Rate per 100
person-months

(95%CI)

Rate per 100
person-months

(95%CI)

Rate per 100
person-months

(95%CI)
Total 1.21 (1.21 - 1.21) 4.88 (4.83 - 4.93) 0.93 (0.93 - 0.93) 2.66 (2.64 - 2.67) 1.23 (1.23 - 1.23) 1.73 (1.72 - 1.73) 1.23 (1.23 - 1.23)
Age
18-24 y 0.98 (0.97 - 0.99) 1.58 (1.50 - 1.65) 0.66 (0.65 - 0.66) 1.25 (1.23 - 1.28) 0.96 (0.95 - 0.98) 1.30 (1.28 - 1.33) 0.91 (0.90 - 0.92)
25-34 y 1.18 (1.16 - 1.19) 3.51 (3.42 - 3.61) 0.86 (0.85 - 0.87) 2.16 (2.13 - 2.19) 1.17 (1.16 - 1.18) 1.62 (1.60 - 1.64) 1.14 (1.13 - 1.15)
35-44 y 1.19 (1.18 - 1.20) 5.19 (5.07 - 5.31) 0.91 (0.90 - 0.92) 2.95 (2.92 - 2.99) 1.24 (1.23 - 1.25) 1.65 (1.63 - 1.66) 1.19 (1.18 - 1.20)
45-54 y 1.35 (1.34 - 1.37) 6.53 (6.40 - 6.65) 1.08 (1.07 - 1.09) 3.60 (3.55 - 3.64) 1.38 (1.37 - 1.39) 1.91 (1.90 - 1.93) 1.35 (1.34 - 1.36)
55-64 y 1.30 (1.28 - 1.31) 6.62 (6.48 - 6.75) 1.09 (1.07 - 1.10) 3.79 (3.74 - 3.85) 1.33 (1.32 - 1.35) 1.87 (1.85 - 1.89) 1.32 (1.32 - 1.33)

Sex
Female 1.39 (1.38 - 1.40) 5.88 (5.80 - 5.95) 1.11 (1.10 - 1.11) 3.25 (3.22 - 3.27) 1.46 (1.46 - 1.47) 1.96 (1.95 - 1.97) 1.41 (1.41 - 1.42)
Male 0.99 (0.98 - 1.00) 3.61 (3.54 - 3.68) 0.72 (0.71 - 0.72) 2.03 (2.01 - 2.05) 0.96 (0.95 - 0.97) 1.35 (1.34 - 1.37) 0.94 (0.93 - 0.94)

Ethnicity
White 1.30 (1.30 - 1.31) 5.17 (5.10 - 5.24) 1.00 (0.99 - 1.00) 2.79 (2.77 - 2.81) 1.31 (1.31 - 1.32) 1.73 (1.72 - 1.74) 1.29 (1.28 - 1.29)
Mixed 1.03 (1.01 - 1.04) 4.83 (4.69 - 4.97) 0.86 (0.84 - 0.87) 3.11 (3.05 - 3.18) 1.10 (1.08 - 1.12) 2.07 (2.02 - 2.12) 1.16 (1.14 - 1.18)
Asian / Asian
British

1.24 (1.20 - 1.28) 5.51 (5.18 - 5.84) 0.91 (0.88 - 0.94) 3.47 (3.34 - 3.61) 1.29 (1.25 - 1.32) 2.22 (2.14 - 2.31) 1.42 (1.38 - 1.45)

Black 1.22 (1.16 - 1.27) 4.55 (4.11 - 4.98) 0.92 (0.88 - 0.96) 2.65 (2.51 - 2.80) 1.19 (1.15 - 1.23) 1.74 (1.66 - 1.83) 1.25 (1.21 - 1.29)
Other 0.62 (0.59 - 0.65) 3.91 (3.56 - 4.25) 0.47 (0.44 - 0.49) 2.31 (2.18 - 2.44) 0.66 (0.64 - 0.69) 1.30 (1.24 - 1.37) 0.75 (0.72 - 0.77)
Unknown 1.09 (1.08 - 1.10) 4.23 (4.13 - 4.33) 0.83 (0.82 - 0.84) 2.19 (2.16 - 2.22) 1.10 (1.09 - 1.11) 1.62 (1.60 - 1.64) 1.09 (1.08 - 1.10)

Region
East Midlands 1.05 (1.03 - 1.06) 4.06 (3.94 - 4.17) 0.76 (0.75 - 0.77) 2.39 (2.36 - 2.43) 1.05 (1.04 - 1.05) 1.53 (1.51 - 1.54) 1.08 (1.07 - 1.09)
East 1.21 (1.19 - 1.22) 4.79 (4.67 - 4.91) 0.92 (0.91 - 0.93) 2.74 (2.71 - 2.78) 1.29 (1.28 - 1.30) 1.89 (1.87 - 1.91) 1.34 (1.33 - 1.35)
London 0.71 (0.69 - 0.73) 3.08 (2.90 - 3.26) 0.49 (0.48 - 0.51) 2.07 (2.01 - 2.14) 0.71 (0.69 - 0.73) 1.22 (1.19 - 1.25) 0.76 (0.74 - 0.77)
North East 1.34 (1.32 - 1.36) 5.32 (5.13 - 5.51) 1.06 (1.05 - 1.08) 2.88 (2.81 - 2.95) 1.43 (1.41 - 1.45) 2.09 (2.04 - 2.14) 1.52 (1.50 - 1.55)
North West 1.39 (1.38 - 1.41) 5.76 (5.61 - 5.92) 1.12 (1.11 - 1.14) 2.81 (2.76 - 2.86) 1.51 (1.50 - 1.53) 2.11 (2.08 - 2.14) 1.53 (1.51 - 1.54)
South East 0.96 (0.93 - 0.98) 3.73 (3.50 - 3.96) 0.72 (0.70 - 0.74) 2.24 (2.17 - 2.30) 1.00 (0.98 - 1.02) 1.44 (1.41 - 1.47) 1.03 (1.02 - 1.05)
South West 1.07 (1.05 - 1.09) 4.55 (4.37 - 4.74) 0.81 (0.79 - 0.82) 2.57 (2.52 - 2.62) 1.12 (1.11 - 1.13) 1.61 (1.59 - 1.63) 1.15 (1.14 - 1.16)
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West Midlands 1.32 (1.29 - 1.34) 5.63 (5.38 - 5.88) 0.97 (0.95 - 0.99) 3.00 (2.92 - 3.07) 1.37 (1.34 - 1.39) 2.20 (2.15 - 2.26) 1.49 (1.46 - 1.52)
Yorkshire & The
Humber 1.31 (1.30 - 1.33) 5.46 (5.34 - 5.58) 1.03 (1.02 - 1.04) 2.93 (2.89 - 2.97) 1.41 (1.39 - 1.42) 2.01 (1.98 - 2.03) 1.44 (1.43 - 1.45)

IMD quintile
1 (most deprived) 1.58 (1.57 - 1.59) 5.27 (5.17 - 5.38) 1.20 (1.19 - 1.21) 3.13 (3.10 - 3.17) 1.66 (1.65 - 1.67) 2.45 (2.42 - 2.48) 1.71 (1.69 - 1.72)
2 1.33 (1.32 - 1.34) 5.07 (4.96 - 5.18) 1.02 (1.01 - 1.03) 2.84 (2.80 - 2.88) 1.35 (1.34 - 1.36) 2.01 (1.99 - 2.03) 1.38 (1.37 - 1.39)
3 1.12 (1.11 - 1.13) 4.84 (4.72 - 4.95) 0.87 (0.86 - 0.88) 2.57 (2.54 - 2.61) 1.13 (1.12 - 1.14) 1.65 (1.64 - 1.67) 1.15 (1.14 - 1.16)
4 1.00 (0.99 - 1.01) 4.65 (4.53 - 4.77) 0.77 (0.76 - 0.78) 2.38 (2.34 - 2.41) 1.02 (1.01 - 1.03) 1.50 (1.48 - 1.52) 1.03 (1.02 - 1.04)
5 (least deprived) 0.86 (0.85 - 0.88) 4.23 (4.11 - 4.35) 0.66 (0.65 - 0.67) 2.18 (2.14 - 2.22) 0.88 (0.87 - 0.89) 1.27 (1.26 - 1.29) 0.90 (0.89 - 0.91)
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Table 3. Crude and adjusted HRs for receipt of first fit note, overall and by follow-up period post-index date

Comparison and follow-up period
post-index date

Fit note rate per 100 person-months (95%CI)
Crude HR (95%CI)

Age-sex adjusted HR
(95%CI) Fully adjusted HR* (95%CI)COVID-19 cohort General population

2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
0-30 days 9.35 (9.24 - 9.46) 1.99 (1.98 - 2.01) 4.59 (4.52 - 4.65) 4.77 (4.70 - 4.84) 4.68 (4.61 - 4.75)

0-90 days 6.20 (6.14 - 6.27) 1.48 (1.47 - 1.48) 3.59 (3.55 - 3.64) 3.69 (3.64 - 3.73) 3.63 (3.58 - 3.68)

0-150 days 5.39 (5.33 - 5.45) 1.31 (1.30 - 1.32) 3.35 (3.31 - 3.39) 3.41 (3.37 - 3.45) 3.36 (3.32 - 3.40)

Overall 4.88 (4.83 - 4.93) 1.21 (1.20 - 1.22) 3.20 (3.16 - 3.24) 3.23 (3.20 - 3.27) 3.19 (3.15 - 3.23)
2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2020
general population
0-30 days 9.35 (9.24 - 9.46) 1.57 (1.55 - 1.58) 5.83 (5.74 - 5.92) 6.14 (6.05 - 6.24) 5.94 (5.85 - 6.03)

0-90 days 6.20 (6.14 - 6.27) 1.12 (1.11 - 1.13) 4.65 (4.59 - 4.71) 4.83 (4.77 - 4.89) 4.67 (4.61 - 4.73)

0-150 days 5.39 (5.33 - 5.45) 0.99 (0.99 - 1.00) 4.35 (4.30 - 4.40) 4.46 (4.40 - 4.51) 4.32 (4.27 - 4.38)

Overall 4.88 (4.83 - 4.93) 0.93 (0.93 - 0.93) 4.13 (4.08 - 4.18) 4.19 (4.14 - 4.24) 4.07 (4.02 - 4.12)
2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
0-30 days 6.51 (6.46 - 6.56) 1.99 (1.98 - 2.01) 3.24 (3.21 - 3.28) 3.33 (3.29 - 3.37) 3.34 (3.30 - 3.38)

0-90 days 3.50 (3.48 - 3.52) 1.48 (1.47 - 1.48) 2.27 (2.25 - 2.29) 2.39 (2.37 - 2.41) 2.38 (2.35 - 2.41)

0-150 days 2.91 (2.90 - 2.93) 1.31 (1.30 - 1.32) 2.06 (2.04 - 2.07) 2.17 (2.15 - 2.18) 2.15 (2.13 - 2.17)

Overall 2.66 (2.64 - 2.67) 1.21 (1.20 - 1.22) 1.96 (1.95 - 1.98) 2.04 (2.03 - 2.06) 2.02 (2.00 - 2.04)
2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2021
general population
0-30 days 6.51 (6.46 - 6.56) 1.97 (1.96 - 1.99) 3.27 (3.24 - 3.31) 3.43 (3.40 - 3.47) 3.37 (3.33 - 3.40)

0-90 days 3.50 (3.48 - 3.52) 1.47 (1.46 - 1.48) 2.29 (2.28 - 2.31) 2.40 (2.38 - 2.42) 2.35 (2.33 - 2.37)

0-150 days 2.91 (2.90 - 2.93) 1.32 (1.31 - 1.33) 2.07 (2.06 - 2.09) 2.17 (2.16 - 2.19) 2.12 (2.10 - 2.13)

Overall 2.66 (2.64 - 2.67) 1.23 (1.22 - 1.23) 1.97 (1.96 - 1.99) 2.06 (2.04 - 2.07) 1.99 (1.98 - 2.01)
2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
0-30 days 4.87 (4.83 - 4.91) 1.99 (1.98 - 2.01) 2.46 (2.43 - 2.48) 2.14 (2.11 - 2.17) 2.27 (2.24 - 2.30)
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Comparison and follow-up period
post-index date

Fit note rate per 100 person-months (95%CI)
Crude HR (95%CI)

Age-sex adjusted HR
(95%CI) Fully adjusted HR* (95%CI)COVID-19 cohort General population

0-90 days 2.57 (2.55 - 2.58) 1.48 (1.47 - 1.48) 1.79 (1.77 - 1.81) 1.63 (1.62 - 1.65) 1.73 (1.72 - 1.75)

0-150 days 2.05 (2.04 - 2.06) 1.31 (1.30 - 1.32) 1.65 (1.64 - 1.66) 1.53 (1.52 - 1.55) 1.63 (1.61 - 1.64)

Overall 1.73 (1.72 - 1.73) 1.21 (1.20 - 1.22) 1.56 (1.55 - 1.57) 1.46 (1.45 - 1.47) 1.55 (1.54 - 1.57)
2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2022
general population
0-30 days 4.87 (4.83 - 4.91) 2.09 (2.07 - 2.10) 2.35 (2.32 - 2.37) 2.35 (2.33 - 2.38) 2.37 (2.34 - 2.39)

0-90 days 2.57 (2.55 - 2.58) 1.53 (1.52 - 1.54) 1.73 (1.71 - 1.74) 1.73 (1.72 - 1.74) 1.73 (1.73 - 1.76)

0-150 days 2.05 (2.04 - 2.06) 1.34 (1.39 - 1.35) 1.62 (1.60 - 1.63) 1.62 (1.61 - 1.63) 1.64 (1.62 - 1.65)

Overall 1.73 (1.72 - 1.73) 1.23 (1.22 - 1.23) 1.55 (1.54 - 1.56) 1.55 (1.54 - 1.56) 1.57 (1.56 - 1.58)
^General population age, sex and STP frequency matched.
*Fully adjusted models include age, sex, IMD quintile, region, ethnicity, obesity, smoking status, hypertension, diabetes, chronic respiratory disease, asthma,
chronic cardiac disease, lung cancer, haematological cancer, other cancer, chronic liver disease,other neurological disease, organ transplant, asplenia, HIV,
permanent immunodeficiency, and rheumatoid arthritis/systemic lupus erythematosus/psoriasis.
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Figure 1. Fully adjusted hazard ratio of first fit note comparing COVID-19 cohorts to their
contemporary or historical 2019 general population, stratified by demographic categories.

*All models are adjusted for age, sex, ethnicity, IMD quintile and region, but exclude the stratification
variable. Models are additionally adjusted for obesity, smoking status, hypertension, diabetes, chronic
respiratory disease, asthma, chronic cardiac disease, lung cancer, haematological cancer, other
cancer, chronic liver disease, other neurological disease, organ transplant, asplenia, HIV, permanent
immunodeficiency, and rheumatoid arthritis/systemic lupus erythematosus/psoriasis
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Discussion

Summary

We found that people with a recorded positive SARS-CoV-2 test or COVID-19 diagnosis had
a higher fit note rate than the general population, even after adjusting for demographics and
a wide range of clinical characteristics. This increase was greatest in 2020 but continued
even into 2022 despite the introduction of vaccines and other effective outpatient COVID-19
treatments. The fit note rate was highest in the first 30 days post-diagnosis, but an increased
risk persisted over all follow-up in all years. These findings provide further evidence for the
long-term health and economic impact of COVID-19. In contrast, people hospitalised with
COVID-19 were less likely to be issued a fit note than people with pneumonia, especially in
2022, suggesting the long-term effects are not worse than comparable serious respiratory
infections requiring hospitalisation.

Strengths and weaknesses

Our data come from a representative sample of 40% of the English population.(13) To better
understand fit note patterns, we used COVID-19 cohorts from three different pandemic time
periods, with both contemporary and historical comparators, to account for changes in
preventive measures (e.g. lockdowns, vaccines) and other disruptions to working patterns
(e.g. furlough) that would have impacted on receipt of fit notes over time.

However, there is bias in who gets tested or seeks care for COVID-19 which will have
changed as the pandemic evolved,(14) especially after cessation of free testing in April
2022. It is unclear how this would correlate with the likelihood of requesting or requiring a fit
note. To mitigate this, we relied on three different methods for identifying COVID-19 cases
(positive PCR or LFT test, primary care diagnosis, hospitalisation), but many mild or
asymptomatic cases, and cases among people choosing not to get tested or not to record
their LFT result will be missed.

We also could not identify whether people were participating in the workforce and included
everyone of working age. From 2019 to 2022, the employment rate was 62% in people
18-24 yrs, 85% in people 25-49 years, and 72% in people 50-64 years.(15) It is therefore
likely that the true absolute fit note rate will be substantially attenuated, especially among the
younger age groups. However, this will only impact on the relative effects if the employment
rate differs substantially between the COVID-19 cohorts and general population.

Findings in context

The pandemic has evolved over time, both in the number of cases, disease severity, and
demographic groups most affected. The introduction of vaccination programmes and
differences in circulating variants lead to changes in severity and transmissibility of
SARS-CoV-2.(16) Additionally, the ending of lockdowns and other preventive measures,
cessation of free testing, and differential uptake of vaccines by demographic and clinical
subgroups will have impacted on the characteristics of people testing positive for
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SARS-CoV-2.(17) Consistent with previously reported data,(5,18) we observed that the
number of people with evidence of a positive SARS-CoV-2 test was much greater in 2021
and 2022 compared with 2020. Thus, while the fit note rate was nearly twice as high in 2020,
the actual number of people issued a fit note was 4.5 times higher in 2022.

In contrast, the fit note rate was lower in the general population in 2020, compared with other
years. This is consistent with a previous study of NHS workers which identified a decrease in
fit notes for non-COVID related episodes in 2020.(19) There are likely to be several
explanations such as changes to working patterns, including furlough and remote working,
which would have reduced the need for fit notes. There were also fewer circulating
non-COVID-19 respiratory infections in 2020 due to public health measures.(20) It is also
important to note that people who were required to isolate due to COVID-19 would be issued
an isolation note, rather than a fit note and thus are not counted.

Policy implications and interpretation

Now several years into the pandemic, vaccines have led to reduced severity of COVID-19,
but the number of daily cases remains high,(17) potentially putting many people at risk of
long-term symptoms. The incidence of repeat infections is also increasing;(21) while a
repeat infection appears to lead to milder acute symptoms,(22,23) other studies have found
that the long-term symptom burden increases with the number of reinfections.(24,25) In our
study, we did not try and link the reason for the fit note to COVID-19. However, most studies
of long-term effects have focussed on surveys and self-report, which can be
unrepresentative(26–28) and long COVID is not well coded in electronic health records.(11)
Thus, our findings provide a different perspective on the potential long-term consequences
of COVID-19 that does not rely on accurate coding of COVID-19 related symptoms.

Future research

A previous study identified that while the fit note rate decreased overall in 2020, fit notes
associated with certain diagnoses, specifically asthma, respiratory conditions, and mental
health increased during the COVID-19 pandemic.(19) Similarly, a study of NHS workers
found that sickness absences due to psychiatric illness was higher in 2022 compared with
pre-pandemic.(29) Further investigation into the duration of fit notes, as well as the
diagnoses associated with the issued fit note, whether these changed over time from
diagnosis, and how these compare to fit notes issued to people without COVID-19 will help
shed light on the most common long-term symptoms experienced.

Conclusion

Despite undercapture of people with COVID-19 and overestimation of the number of people
in the workforce, we have identified a considerable increased risk of fit notes among people
with COVID-19 compared with the general population. This extends into an era of high
vaccination rates and when the severity of illness from COVID-19 is decreasing. The
majority of fit notes were issued within the first 30 days post-diagnosis, suggesting that most
COVID-19 related sick leave is associated with the acute phase of the disease. However, a
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persistent increased risk up to 10 months after the illness demonstrates the ongoing health
and economic impact of COVID-19.
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Information governance and ethical approval
NHS England is the data controller of the NHS England OpenSAFELY COVID-19 Service;
TPP is the data processor; all study authors using OpenSAFELY have the approval of NHS
England.(1) This implementation of OpenSAFELY is hosted within the TPP environment
which is accredited to the ISO 27001 information security standard and is NHS IG Toolkit
compliant.(2)

Patient data has been pseudonymised for analysis and linkage using industry standard
cryptographic hashing techniques; all pseudonymised datasets transmitted for linkage onto
OpenSAFELY are encrypted; access to the NHS England OpenSAFELY COVID-19 service
is via a virtual private network (VPN) connection; the researchers hold contracts with NHS
England and only access the platform to initiate database queries and statistical models; all
database activity is logged; only aggregate statistical outputs leave the platform environment
following best practice for anonymisation of results such as statistical disclosure control for
low cell counts.(3)

The service adheres to the obligations of the UK General Data Protection Regulation (UK
GDPR) and the Data Protection Act 2018. The service previously operated under notices
initially issued in February 2020 by the the Secretary of State under Regulation 3(4) of the
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Health Service (Control of Patient Information) Regulations 2002 (COPI Regulations), which
required organisations to process confidential patient information for COVID-19 purposes;
this set aside the requirement for patient consent.(4) As of 1 July 2023, the Secretary of
State has requested that NHS England continue to operate the Service under the COVID-19
Directions 2020.(5) In some cases of data sharing, the common law duty of confidence is
met using, for example, patient consent or support from the Health Research Authority
Confidentiality Advisory Group.(6)

Taken together, these provide the legal bases to link patient datasets using the service. GP
practices, which provide access to the primary care data, are required to share relevant
health information to support the public health response to the pandemic, and have been
informed of how the service operates.

(1) NHS Digital. The NHS England OpenSAFELY COVID-19 service - privacy notice [Internet]. 2023 [cited 2023
Jul 5]. Available from:
https://digital.nhs.uk/coronavirus/coronavirus-covid-19-response-information-governance-hub/the-nhs-engla
nd-opensafely-covid-19-service-privacy-notice

(2) NHS Digital. NHS Digital. 2023 [cited 2023 Jul 5]. Data Security and Protection Toolkit. Available from:
https://digital.nhs.uk/data-and-information/looking-after-information/data-security-and-information-governanc
e/data-security-and-protection-toolkit

(3) NHS Digital [Internet]. [cited 2023 Mar 6]. ISB1523: Anonymisation Standard for Publishing Health and
Social Care Data. Available from:
https://digital.nhs.uk/data-and-information/information-standards/information-standards-and-data-collections
-including-extractions/publications-and-notifications/standards-and-collections/isb1523-anonymisation-stand
ard-for-publishing-health-and-social-care-data

(4) UK Department of Health and Social Care. GOV.UK. 2022 [cited 2023 Jul 5]. [Withdrawn] Coronavirus
(COVID-19): notice under regulation 3(4) of the Health Service (Control of Patient Information) Regulations
2002 – general. Available from:
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/coronavirus-covid-19-notification-of-data-controllers-to-share-in
formation/coronavirus-covid-19-notice-under-regulation-34-of-the-health-service-control-of-patient-informatio
n-regulations-2002-general--2

(5) NHS Digital. NHS Digital. 2022 [cited 2023 Jul 5]. Secretary of State for Health and Social Care: COVID-19
Public Health Directions 2020. Available from:
https://digital.nhs.uk/about-nhs-digital/corporate-information-and-documents/directions-and-data-provision-n
otices/secretary-of-state-directions/covid-19-public-health-directions-2020

(6) NHS Health Research Authority. Health Research Authority. [cited 2023 Jul 5]. Confidentiality Advisory
Group. Available from:
https://www.hra.nhs.uk/about-us/committees-and-services/confidentiality-advisory-group/

Data access and verification
Access to the underlying identifiable and potentially re-identifiable pseudonymised electronic
health record data is tightly governed by various legislative and regulatory frameworks, and
restricted by best practice. The data in OpenSAFELY is drawn from General Practice data
across England where TPP is the Data Processor. TPP developers (CB, JC, JP, FH, and SH)
initiate an automated process to create pseudonymised records in the core OpenSAFELY
database, which are copies of key structured data tables in the identifiable records. These
are linked onto key external data resources that have also been pseudonymised via
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SHA-512 one-way hashing of NHS numbers using a shared salt. DataLab developers and
PIs holding contracts with NHS England have access to the OpenSAFELY pseudonymised
data tables as needed to develop the OpenSAFELY tools. These tools in turn enable
researchers with OpenSAFELY Data Access Agreements to write and execute code for data
management and data analysis without direct access to the underlying raw pseudonymised
patient data, and to review the outputs of this code. All code for the full data management
pipeline—from raw data to completed results for this analysis—and for the OpenSAFELY
platform as a whole is available for review at github.com/OpenSAFELY.
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Supplementary Files
Supplementary Figure 1. Source of first recorded positive SARS-CoV-2 test or COVID-19 diagnosis,
by year. Some people have been identified by multiple sources and therefore the percentages within
years may not add up to 100%. SGSS = Second Generation Surveillance System.

Supplementary Figure 2. Month of first recorded positive SARS-CoV-2 test or COVID-19 diagnosis by
year
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Supplementary Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics of hospitalised cohorts, 1
Feb - 30 Nov of each year. All counts rounded to nearest 7.

COVID-19 hospitalised cohorts
Pneumonia
hospitalised cohort

2020 2021 2022 2019
n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)

Total 22,015 (100.0) 30,205 (100.0) 34,692 (100.0) 29,673 (100.0)
Age
18-24 y 819 (3.7) 2107 (7.0) 2485 (7.2) 1106 (3.7)
25-34 y 2429 (11.0) 5635 (18.7) 6419 (18.5) 2618 (8.8)
35-44 y 3465 (15.7) 6307 (20.9) 6006 (17.3) 4158 (14.0)
45-54 y 6328 (28.7) 7329 (24.3) 7623 (22.0) 7798 (26.3)
55-64 y 8974 (40.8) 8827 (29.2) 12,166 (35.1) 13,986 (47.1)

Sex
Female 10,059 (45.7) 15,442 (51.1) 20,531 (59.2) 14,294 (48.2)
Male 11,956 (54.3) 14,763 (48.9) 14,161 (40.8) 15,379 (51.8)

Ethnicity
White 12,376 (56.2) 18,305 (60.6) 24,542 (70.7) 19,817 (66.8)
Asian or Asian British 3395 (15.4) 3374 (11.2) 2289 (6.6) 1589 (5.4)
Black 1008 (4.6) 1260 (4.2) 805 (2.3) 553 (1.9)
Mixed 343 (1.6) 532 (1.8) 406 (1.2) 217 (0.7)
Other 532 (2.4) 623 (2.1) 511 (1.5) 273 (0.9)
Unknown 4361 (19.8) 6118 (20.3) 6146 (17.7) 7217 (24.3)

IMD
1 (most deprived) 7077 (32.1) 10,199 (33.8) 9478 (27.3) 8974 (30.2)
2 5040 (22.9) 6839 (22.6) 7525 (21.7) 6636 (22.4)
3 3962 (18.0) 5446 (18.0) 6951 (20.0) 5775 (19.5)
4 3269 (14.8) 4319 (14.3) 5957 (17.2) 4662 (15.7)
5 (least deprived) 2667 (12.1) 3395 (11.2) 4774 (13.8) 3626 (12.2)

Region
East 3885 (17.6) 5341 (17.7) 7238 (20.9) 5866 (19.8)
East Midlands 4375 (19.9) 6090 (20.2) 6776 (19.5) 5698 (19.2)
London 1680 (7.6) 1715 (5.7) 1848 (5.3) 1624 (5.5)
North East 1568 (7.1) 2044 (6.8) 2219 (6.4) 1715 (5.8)
North West 2457 (11.2) 3339 (11.1) 3542 (10.2) 2926 (9.9)
South East 854 (3.9) 1421 (4.7) 2359 (6.8) 1701 (5.7)
South West 1631 (7.4) 3080 (10.2) 4326 (12.5) 3857 (13.0)
West Midlands 1547 (7.0) 2037 (6.7) 1771 (5.1) 1463 (4.9)
Yorkshire & The Humber 4025 (18.3) 5145 (17.0) 4613 (13.3) 4816 (16.2)

Health conditions
Obesity 9870 (44.8) 12,600 (41.7) 11,452 (33.0) 9877 (33.3)
Hypertension 6594 (30.0) 6552 (21.7) 8435 (24.3) 8386 (28.3)
Diabetes 5726 (26.0) 5817 (19.3) 6846 (19.7) 6146 (20.7)
Asthma 4907 (22.3) 6755 (22.4) 8694 (25.1) 7581 (25.5)
Other chronic respiratory
disease 1645 (7.5) 1722 (5.7) 3304 (9.5) 5460 (18.4)

Chronic cardiac disease 2324 (10.6) 2198 (7.3) 3780 (10.9) 4095 (13.8)
Lung cancer 154 (0.7) 126 (0.4) 301 (0.9) 735 (2.5)
Haematological cancer 371 (1.7) 469 (1.6) 1162 (3.3) 882 (3.0)
Other cancer 1323 (6.0) 1358 (4.5) 3199 (9.2) 3325 (11.2)
Chronic liver disease 623 (2.8) 595 (2.0) 1582 (4.6) 1477 (5.0)
Other neurological disease 651 (3.0) 595 (2.0) 1841 (5.3) 1260 (4.2)
Organ transplant 280 (1.3) 455 (1.5) 1253 (3.6) 490 (1.7)
Asplenia 77 (0.3) 91 (0.3) 203 (0.6) 189 (0.6)
HIV 14 (0.1) 14 (0.0) 49 (0.1) 21 (0.1)
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Other permanent
immunodeficiency 49 (0.2) 70 (0.2) 196 (0.6) 91 (0.3)

Rheumatoid arthritis / SLE
/ Psoriasis 1505 (6.8) 1967 (6.5) 3066 (8.8) 2569 (8.7)

Smoking status
Current 3171 (14.4) 4788 (15.9) 9093 (26.2) 11,039 (37.2)
Former 7791 (35.4) 10,654 (35.3) 11,277 (32.5) 9233 (31.1)
Never 10,752 (48.8) 14,021 (46.4) 13,636 (39.3) 9058 (30.5)
Missing 301 (1.4) 742 (2.5) 679 (2.0) 336 (1.1)

^age, sex and STP frequency matched; HIV = human immunodeficiency virus; SLE = systemic lupus
erythematosus
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Supplementary Table 2. Number and percentage of people with a fit note in each cohort by demographic categories. The denominator is all
people within each category. All counts rounded to the nearest 7.

2021 2020 2021 2022
General

population* COVID-19 cohort
General

population^ COVID-19 cohort
General

population^ COVID-19 cohort
General

population^

n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)

Total 181,167 (5.8) 34,377 (9.4) 153,447 (4.5) 102,949 (8.5) 259,812 (5.7) 152,859 (11.6) 273,889 (5.7)
Age
18-24 y 23,807 (4.8) 1687 (2.7) 17,556 (3.2) 9765 (5.0) 31,458 (4.5) 10,262 (9.2) 16,499 (4.4)
25-34 y 37,212 (5.6) 5264 (6.8) 30,051 (4.1) 20,307 (7.7) 53,704 (5.4) 29,078 (11.3) 48,804 (5.3)
35-44 y 36,575 (5.7) 7413 (9.9) 30,919 (4.4) 25,732 (8.7) 63,924 (5.7) 35,672 (11.4) 62,881 (5.5)
45-54 y 46,347 (6.4) 10,843 (12.9) 40,586 (5.2) 27,489 (10.1) 66,381 (6.4) 41,195 (12.5) 74,326 (6.2)
55-64 y 37,226 (6.0) 9177 (13.5) 34,335 (5.1) 19,649 (10.9) 44,345 (6.1) 36,652 (11.8) 71,372 (6.0)

Sex
Female 114,191 (6.6) 23,191 (11.5) 100,037 (5.3) 65,037 (10.1) 164,451 (6.7) 106,610 (12.9) 193,816 (6.5)
Male 66,976 (4.8) 11,186 (6.8) 53,410 (3.5) 37,912 (6.8) 95,361 (4.5) 46,249 (9.3) 80,080 (4.4)

Ethnicity
White 118,272 (6.2) 20,622 (9.7) 100,681 (4.8) 67,522 (8.6) 173,194 (6.0) 112,063 (11.6) 193,599 (5.9)
Mixed 11,060 (4.9) 4662 (10.3) 10,409 (4.1) 8169 (11.9) 16,219 (5.1) 7000 (13.4) 16,310 (5.4)
Asian / Asian
British

3955 (5.9) 1078 (13.3) 3325 (4.3) 2632 (12.3) 6160 (6.0) 2576 (14.0) 6895 (6.5)

Black 2016 (5.8) 420 (9.8) 1764 (4.4) 1274 (9.1) 3108 (5.5) 1624 (11.5) 3381 (5.8)
Other 1820 (3.0) 490 (8.9) 1596 (2.3) 1211 (8.1) 3241 (3.2) 1701 (8.8) 3689 (3.5)
Unknown 44,051 (5.3) 7112 (8.0) 35,672 (4.0) 22,127 (7.4) 57,890 (5.1) 27,888 (11.1) 50,022 (5.2)

Region
East Midlands 21693 (5.0) 4767 (9.5) 17,423 (3.7) 17,577 (7.3) 44,625 (4.9) 34,139 (10.4) 59,633 (5.0)
East 37,121 (5.8) 6608 (8.8) 31,213 (4.4) 20426 (9.0) 51,457 (6.0) 27,720 (12.5) 50,442 (6.2)
London 4998 (3.4) 1148 (6.7) 3801 (2.4) 4053 (7.1) 7084 (3.4) 5957 (8.4) 9163 (3.6)
North East 16,373 (6.3) 3087 (10.3) 14,329 (5.1) 6979 (9.8) 17,724 (6.6) 7833 (13.3) 15,092 (7.0)
North West 28,168 (6.6) 5313 (10.7) 25,025 (5.4) 12,558 (9.7) 33,950 (6.9) 14,805 (13.6) 27,965 (7.0)
South East 4676 (4.6) 987 (8.3) 3913 (3.5) 4599 (6.5) 12,425 (4.7) 9996 (10.0) 17,430 (4.8)
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South West 11,354 (5.1) 2254 (8.8) 9401 (3.9) 11,382 (7.1) 31,787 (5.2) 25,158 (11.0) 44,107 (5.3)
West Midlands 10,941 (6.2) 2002 (9.7) 8939 (4.6) 5481 (10.6) 12,229 (6.3) 5705 (14.0) 10,094 (6.8)
Yorkshire & The
Humber

45,843 (6.2) 8204 (9.6) 39,403 (4.9) 19,887 (10.1) 48,524 (6.4) 21,539 (13.1) 39,956 (6.6)

IMD quintile
1 (most
deprived)

59,052 (7.4) 9989 (10.2) 50,148 (5.7) 28,728 (11.1) 77,714 (7.6) 33,229 (15.7) 72,597 (7.8)

2 39,767 (6.3) 7581 (9.9) 33,586 (4.9) 22,827 (9.4) 57,729 (6.2) 33,320 (13.2) 61,446 (6.3)
3 32,417 (5.4) 6503 (9.4) 27,699 (4.2) 20,083 (8.1) 49,301 (5.3) 32,578 (11.2) 55,762 (5.3)
4 27,853 (4.8) 5698 (8.9) 23,506 (3.7) 17,087 (7.3) 41,846 (4.8) 29,288 (10.2) 46,494 (4.8)
5 (least deprived) 22,078 (4.2) 4606 (8.1) 18,494 (3.2) 14,224 (6.4) 33,222 (4.1) 24,444 (8.8) 37,597 (4.2)

*age, sex and STP frequency matched with 2020 COVID-19 cohort; ^age, sex and STP frequency matched with contemporary COVID-19 cohort
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Supplementary Table 3. Number of people issued a fit note and rate of first fit note per 100 person-months for hospitalised cohorts by
demographic categories. The denominator for the percentages is all people within each category. All counts rounded to the nearest 7.

COVID-19 hospitalised cohorts
Pneumonia hospitalised cohort
2019

2020 2021 2022 2019

n (%)
Rate per 100

person-months
(95%CI)

n (%)
Rate per 100

person-months
(95%CI)

n (%)
Rate per 100

person-months
(95%CI)

n (%)
Rate per 100

person-months
(95%CI)

Total 4606 (20.9) 6.78 (6.59 - 6.98) 7231 (23.9) 7.19 (7.03 - 7.36) 6664 (19.2) 4.13 (4.03 - 4.22) 7448 (25.1) 7.17 (7.01 - 7.34)
Age
18-24 y 91 (11.1) 3.58 (2.84 - 4.31) 336 (15.9) 4.26 (3.80 - 4.71) 392 (15.8) 3.02 (2.72 - 3.31) 266 (24.1) 6.29 (5.53 - 7.04)
25-34 y 399 (16.4) 4.98 (4.49 - 5.47) 1050 (18.6) 5.27 (4.95 - 5.58) 1029 (16.0) 3.04 (2.86 - 3.23) 798 (30.5) 8.46 (7.88 - 9.05)
35-44 y 791 (18.1) 6.88 (6.41 - 7.36) 1589 (25.2) 7.75 (7.37 - 8.13) 1218 (20.3) 4.14 (3.90 - 4.37) 1253 (30.1) 8.66 (8.18 - 9.13)
45-54 y 1498 (23.7) 7.50 (7.12 - 7.88) 2107 (28.7) 9.07 (8.68 - 9.46) 1722 (22.6) 5.16 (4.92 - 5.41) 2100 (26.9) 7.76 (7.42 - 8.09)
55-64 y 1834 (20.4) 7.09 (6.76 - 7.41) 2149 (24.3) 7.42 (7.11 - 7.73) 2310 (19.0) 4.45 (4.27 - 4.63) 3031 (21.7) 6.23 (6.01 - 6.46)

Sex
Female 2212 (22.0) 7.29 (6.99 - 7.60) 3430 (22.2) 6.64 (6.42 - 6.86) 3731 (18.2) 3.74 (3.62 - 3.86) 3556 (24.9) 7.00 (6.77 - 7.23)
Male 2394 (20.0) 6.37 (6.12 - 6.63) 3801 (25.7) 7.78 (7.53 - 8.03) 2940 (20.8) 4.75 (4.58 - 4.92) 3899 (25.4) 7.36 (7.12 - 7.59)

Ethnicity
White 2611 (21.1) 6.99 (6.73 - 7.26) 4459 (24.4) 7.63 (7.41 - 7.86) 4704 (19.2) 4.12 (4.00 - 4.23) 4914 (24.8) 7.08 (6.88 - 7.28)
Mixed 651 (19.2) 6.28 (5.80 - 6.76) 721 (21.4) 5.36 (4.97 - 5.75) 427 (18.7) 4.07 (3.68 - 4.45) 350 (22.0) 5.76 (5.16 - 6.37)
Asian / Asian British 245 (24.3) 6.79 (5.94 - 7.64) 336 (26.7) 8.30 (7.41 - 9.18) 175 (21.7) 4.78 (4.07 - 5.49) 147 (26.6) 7.38 (6.19 - 8.57)
Black 77 (22.4) 6.79 (5.28 - 8.31) 112 (21.1) 6.28 (5.12 - 7.44) 77 (19.0) 3.89 (3.02 - 4.76) 56 (25.8) 7.17 (5.29 - 9.04)
Other 105 (19.7) 5.41 (4.37 - 6.44) 119 (19.1) 4.81 (3.94 - 5.67) 84 (16.4) 3.57 (2.81 - 4.34) 63 (23.1) 7.27 (5.48 - 9.06)
Unknown 910 (20.9) 6.74 (6.30 - 7.18) 1484 (24.3) 7.30 (6.92 - 7.67) 1204 (19.6) 4.18 (3.95 - 4.42) 1925 (26.7) 7.79 (7.44 - 8.13)

Region
East Midlands 819 (21.1) 5.79 (5.39 - 6.18) 1246 (23.3) 7.35 (6.94 - 7.75) 1358 (18.8) 3.88 (3.67 - 4.09) 1512 (25.8) 7.30 (6.94 - 7.67)
East 854 (19.5) 6.39 (5.96 - 6.82) 1428 (23.4) 7.02 (6.65 - 7.38) 1372 (20.2) 4.48 (4.24 - 4.71) 1449 (25.4) 7.35 (6.97 - 7.73)
London 287 (17.1) 4.26 (3.77 - 4.75) 329 (19.2) 5.31 (4.74 - 5.89) 294 (15.9) 3.17 (2.81 - 3.54) 350 (21.6) 5.95 (5.33 - 6.57)
North East 322 (20.5) 7.79 (6.94 - 8.63) 497 (24.3) 6.91 (6.30 - 7.51) 392 (17.7) 3.81 (3.43 - 4.18) 420 (24.5) 7.11 (6.43 - 7.79)
North West 581 (23.6) 9.11 (8.37 - 9.85) 861 (25.8) 7.49 (6.99 - 7.99) 721 (20.4) 4.55 (4.22 - 4.88) 735 (25.1) 7.32 (6.79 - 7.85)
South East 168 (19.7) 5.20 (4.42 - 5.99) 329 (23.2) 6.87 (6.13 - 7.62) 427 (18.1) 3.65 (3.30 - 3.99) 434 (25.5) 7.16 (6.48 - 7.83)
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South West 413 (25.3) 8.04 (7.27 - 8.82) 735 (23.9) 8.69 (8.06 - 9.32) 819 (18.9) 3.91 (3.64 - 4.18) 994 (25.8) 7.14 (6.69 - 7.58)
West Midlands 301 (20.7) 6.28 (5.57 - 6.99) 497 (24.4) 6.71 (6.12 - 7.30) 357 (20.2) 4.66 (4.18 - 5.15) 343 (23.4) 6.69 (5.98 - 7.40)
Yorkshire & The
Humber

854 (21.2) 8.58 (8.00 - 9.15) 1316 (25.6) 7.45 (7.05 - 7.85) 938 (20.3) 4.64 (4.34 - 4.94) 1211 (25.1) 7.35 (6.93 - 7.76)

IMD quintile
1 (most deprived) 1337 (18.9) 6.50 (6.16 - 6.85) 2352 (23.1) 6.54 (6.27 - 6.80) 1743 (20.6) 4.01 (3.82 - 4.20) 1967 (21.9) 6.13 (5.86 - 6.40)
2 1043 (20.7) 6.69 (6.28 - 7.10) 1645 (24.1) 7.35 (7.00 - 7.70) 1449 (19.3) 4.18 (3.96 - 4.39) 1673 (25.2) 7.16 (6.82 - 7.50)
3 896 (22.6) 7.22 (6.75 - 7.69) 1379 (25.3) 7.74 (7.33 - 8.14) 1330 (19.1) 4.05 (3.83 - 4.26) 1512 (26.2) 7.51 (7.13 - 7.88)
4 756 (23.1) 7.29 (6.77 - 7.81) 1057 (24.5) 7.71 (7.24 - 8.17) 1183 (19.9) 4.24 (3.99 - 4.48) 1288 (27.6) 8.08 (7.64 - 8.52)
5 (least deprived) 574 (21.5) 6.40 (5.88 - 6.93) 798 (23.5) 7.51 (6.99 - 8.03) 952 (19.9) 4.22 (3.95 - 4.49) 1015 (28.0) 8.25 (7.75 - 8.76)
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Supplementary Table 4. Crude and adjusted HRs for receipt of first fit note for comparisons of hospitalised cohorts, overall and by follow-up
time post-diagnosis

Time period
Fit note rate per 100 person-months (95%CI)

Crude HR (95%CI)
Age-sex adjusted HR

(95%CI)
Fully adjusted HR*

(95%CI)COVID-19 cohort Comparator cohort
2020 COVID-19 cohort vs

2019 pneumonia cohort
0-30 days 18.84 (18.18 - 19.49) 22.06 (21.46 - 22.66) 0.85 (0.81 - 0.88) 0.83 (0.78 - 0.88) 0.72 (0.68 - 0.77)

0-90 days 11.44 (11.09 - 11.79) 12.47 (12.17 - 12.76) 0.86 (0.83 - 0.89) 0.83 (0.78 - 0.88) 0.74 (0.69 - 0.78)

0-150 days 8.66 (8.40 - 8.92) 9.28 (9.06 - 9.49) 0.88 (0.85 - 0.92) 0.84 (0.79 - 0.88) 0.75 (0.71 - 0.80)

Overall 6.78 (6.59 - 6.98) 7.17 (7.01 - 7.34) 0.90 (0.86 - 0.93) 0.85 (0.80 - 0.89) 0.77 (0.73 - 0.81)
2021 COVID-19 cohort vs

2019 pneumonia cohort
0-30 days 21.39 (20.81 - 21.96) 22.06 (21.46 - 22.66) 0.97 (0.93 - 1.00) 0.98 (0.92 - 1.03) 0.83 (0.78 - 0.88)

0-90 days 11.65 (11.37 - 11.93) 12.47 (12.17 - 12.76) 0.93 (0.90 - 0.96) 0.92 (0.88 - 0.97) 0.81 (0.77 - 0.85)

0-150 days 9.03 (8.82 - 9.24) 9.28 (9.06 - 0.49) 0.93 (0.90 - 0.96) 0.91 (0.87 - 0.96) 0.80 (0.77 - 0.85)

Overall 7.19 (7.03 - 7.36) 7.17 (7.01 - 7.34) 0.94 (0.91 - 0.97) 0.92 (0.87 - 0.96) 0.81 (0.77 - 0.86)

2022 COVID-19 cohort vs
2019 pneumonia cohort

0-30 days 12.92 (12.52 - 13.32) 22.06 (21.46 - 22.66) 0.59 (0.57 - 0.62) 0.58 (0.54 - 0.61) 0.56 (0.53 - 0.60)

0-90 days 7.05 (6.87 - 7.24) 12.47 (12.17 - 12.75) 0.61 (0.59 - 0.62) 0.59 (0.56 - 0.62) 0.58 (0.56 - 0.61)

0-150 days 5.22 (5.09 - 5.35) 9.28 (9.06 - 9.49) 0.63 (0.61 - 0.65) 0.61 (0.58 - 0.64) 0.60 (0.58 - 0.63)

Overall 4.13 (4.03 - 4.22) 7.17 (7.01 - 7.34) 0.65 (0.63 - 0.67) 0.63 (0.60 - 0.66) 0.62 (0.59 - 0.65)
*Fully adjusted models include age, sex, IMD quintile, region, ethnicity, obesity, smoking status, hypertension, diabetes, chronic respiratory disease, asthma,
chronic cardiac disease, lung cancer, haematological cancer, other cancer, chronic liver disease, other neurological disease, organ transplant, asplenia, HIV,
permanent immunodeficiency, and rheumatoid arthritis/systemic lupus erythematosus/psoriasis.
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Supplementary Table 5. Crude and adjusted hazard ratio for first fit note for all comparisons,
stratified by age group.
Age group Crude HR (95%CI) Fully adjusted HR (95%CI)
2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019 general
population
18-24 y 1.31 (1.25 - 1.38) 1.38 (1.31 - 1.45)

25-34 y 2.44 (2.37 - 2.51) 2.47 (2.40 - 2.54)

35-44 y 3.47 (3.38 - 3.56) 3.45 (3.36 - 3.54)

45-54 y 3.83 (3.75 - 3.91) 3.77 (3.69 - 3.85)

55-64 y 4.05 (3.95 - 4.14) 3.89 (3.80 - 3.98)

2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2020 general
population
18-24 y 2.01 (1.91 - 2.12) 2.05 (1.95 - 2.16)

25-34 y 3.31 (3.22 - 3.41) 3.29 (3.19 - 3.39)

35-44 y 4.46 (4.35 - 4.58) 4.37 (4.26 - 4.48)

45-54 y 4.77 (4.67 - 4.87) 4.64 (4.54 - 4.75)

55-64 y 4.80 (4.69 - 4.91) 4.59 (4.48 - 4.70)

2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019 general
population
18-24 y 1.22 (1.19 - 1.25) 1.06 (1.00 - 1.12)

25-34 y 1.71 (1.68 - 1.74) 1.31 (1.28 - 1.35)
35-44 y 2.16 (2.13 - 2.19) 1.75 (1.72 - 1.78)

45-54 y 2.26 (2.23 - 2.29) 2.19 (2.15 - 2.22)

55-64 y 2.51 (2.47 - 2.56) 2.36 (2.32 - 2.39)

2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2021 general
population
18-24 y 1.25 (1.23 - 1.28) 1.24 (1.22 - 1.27)

25-34 y 1.73 (1.71 - 1.76) 1.68 (1.66 - 1.71)

35-44 y 2.13 (2.10 - 2.17) 2.10 (2.07 - 2.13)

45-54 y 2.27 (2.24 - 2.30) 2.26 (2.23 - 2.29)

55-64 y 2.48 (2.44 - 2.52) 2.41 (2.37 - 2.45)

2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019 general
population
18-24 y 1.41 (1.38 - 1.45) 1.44 (1.40 - 1.47)

25-34 y 1.49 (1.47 - 1.51) 1.57 (1.54 - 1.59)

35-44 y 1.52 (1.50 - 1.54) 1.60 (1.57 - 1.63)

45-54 y 1.55 (1.53 - 1.57) 1.64 (1.61 - 1.66)

55-64 y 1.60 (1.57 - 1.62) 1.74 (1.71 - 1.77)

2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2022 general
population
18-24 y 1.53 (1.49 - 1.57) 1.47 (1.43 - 1.51)

25-34 y 1.55 (1.52 - 1.57) 1.54 (1.52 - 1.57)

35-44 y 1.53 (1.51 - 1.55) 1.55 (1.53 - 1.57)

45-54 y 1.57 (1.55 - 1.59) 1.60 (1.58 - 1.62)

55-64 y 1.56 (1.54 - 1.59) 1.63 (1.61 - 1.65)

2020 hospitalised COVID-19 cohort vs
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2019 hospitalised pneumonia cohort
18-24 y 0.50 (0.39 - 0.63) 0.48 (0.37 - 0.61)

25-34 y 0.54 (0.48 - 0.61) 0.54 (0.47 - 0.61)

35-44 y 0.77 (0.71 - 0.84) 0.73 (0.66 - 0.80)

45-54 y 0.94 (0.88 - 1.00) 0.81 (0.76 - 0.88)

55-64 y 0.50 (0.39 - 0.63) 0.94 (0.88 - 0.99)

2021 hospitalised COVID-19 cohort vs
2019 hospitalised pneumonia cohort
18-24 y 0.64 (0.54 - 0.75) 0.61 (0.51 - 0.72)

25-34 y 0.57 (0.52 - 0.63) 0.57 (0.51 - 0.63)

35-44 y 0.82 (0.76 - 0.88) 0.74 (0.68 - 0.80)

45-54 y 1.09 (1.03 - 1.16) 0.94 (0.88 - 1.01)

55-64 y 1.16 (1.09 - 1.22) 0.61 (0.51 - 0.72)

2022 hospitalised COVID-19 cohort vs
2019 hospitalised pneumonia cohort
18-24 y 0.54 (0.46 - 0.63) 0.54 (0.46 - 0.64)

25-34 y 0.42 (0.39 - 0.47) 0.44 (0.39 - 0.48)

35-44 y 0.56 (0.52 - 0.61) 0.56 (0.52 - 0.61)

45-54 y 0.73 (0.68 - 0.78) 0.72 (0.68 - 0.77)

55-64 y 0.76 (0.72 - 0.80) 0.78 (0.74 - 0.82)

*Fully adjusted models include age, sex, IMD quintile, region, ethnicity, obesity, smoking status,
hypertension, diabetes, chronic respiratory disease, asthma, chronic cardiac disease, lung cancer,
haematological cancer, other cancer, chronic liver disease, other neurological disease, organ
transplant, asplenia, HIV, permanent immunodeficiency, and rheumatoid arthritis/systemic lupus
erythematosus/psoriasis.

37

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 12, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.28.23293269doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.28.23293269
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Supplementary Table 6. Crude and adjusted hazard ratio of first fit note for all comparisons,
stratified by sex

Sex Crude HR (95%CI)
Fully adjusted HR
(95%CI)

2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2022 general
population
Female 3.39 (3.34 - 3.44) 3.40 (3.35 - 3.45)

Male 2.86 (2.80 - 2.92) 2.84 (2.78 - 2.89)

2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2020 general
population
Female 4.22 (4.16 - 4.29) 4.22 (4.15 - 4.28)
Male 3.91 (3.83 - 4.00) 3.79 (3.71 - 3.87)

2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019 general
population
Female 2.08 (2.06 - 2.10) 2.08 (2.06 - 2.10)

Male 1.84 (1.82 - 1.86) 1.93 (1.90 - 1.95)

2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2021 general
population
Female 2.01 (1.99 - 2.03) 2.01 (2.00 - 2.03)

Male 1.93 (1.91 - 1.95) 1.95 (1.93 - 1.98)

2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019 general
population
Female 1.54 (1.52 - 1.55) 1.52 (1.51 - 1.54)

Male 1.50 (1.48 - 1.52) 1.61 (1.59 - 1.64)
2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2022 general
population
Female 1.53 (1.51 - 1.54) 1.53 (1.52 - 1.54)

Male 1.60 (1.58 - 1.62) 1.67 (1.65 - 1.69)

2029 hospitalised COVID-19 cohort vs
2019 hospitalised pneumonia cohort
Female 0.95 (0.91 - 1.01) 0.78 (0.72 - 0.85)

Male 0.85 (0.81 - 0.89) 0.75 (0.69 - 0.81)

2021 hospitalised COVID-19 cohort vs
2019 hospitalised pneumonia cohort
Female 0.87 (0.83 - 0.92) 0.76 (0.71 - 0.82)

Male 1.02 (0.97 - 1.06) 0.88 (0.82 - 0.94)

2022 hospitalised COVID-19 cohort vs
2019 hospitalised pneumonia cohort
Female 0.61 (0.59 - 0.64) 0.57 (0.53 - 0.61)

Male 0.70 (0.67 - 0.74) 0.70 (0.66 - 0.75)

*Fully adjusted models include age, sex, IMD quintile, region, ethnicity, obesity, smoking status,
hypertension, diabetes, chronic respiratory disease, asthma, chronic cardiac disease, lung cancer,
haematological cancer, other cancer, chronic liver disease,other neurological disease, organ
transplant, asplenia, HIV, permanent immunodeficiency, and rheumatoid arthritis/systemic lupus
erythematosus/psoriasis.
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Supplementary Table 7. Crude and adjusted hazard ratio of first fit note for all comparisons,
stratified by ethnicity
Ethnicity Crude HR (95%CI) Fully adjusted HR (95%CI)
2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
White 3.13 (3.08 - 3.18) 3.13 (3.08 - 3.18)

Asian or Asian British 3.71 (3.59 - 3.84) 3.60 (3.48 - 3.73)

Black 3.81 (3.56 - 4.08) 3.76 (3.50 - 4.03)

Mixed 3.04 (2.73 - 3.38) 2.99 (2.68 - 3.33)

Other 5.33 (4.83 - 5.89) 4.54 (4.08 - 5.05)

Not stated 3.08 (3.00 - 3.15) 3.02 (2.95 - 3.10)

2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2020
general population
White 4.05 (3.99 - 4.11) 4.01 (3.95 - 4.08)
Asian or Asian British 4.44 (4.30 - 4.60) 4.31 (4.16 - 4.47)

Black 5.12 (4.78 - 5.49) 4.95 (4.60 - 5.32)

Mixed 4.00 (3.59 - 4.45) 3.89 (3.48 - 4.34)

Other 6.74 (6.09 - 7.46) 5.89 (5.28 - 6.56)

Not stated 4.02 (3.91 - 4.12) 3.91 (3.81 - 4.01)

2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
White 1.89 (1.87 - 1.91) 1.94 (1.92 - 1.96)

Asian or Asian British 2.84 (2.76 - 2.92) 2.93 (2.84 - 3.02)
Black 2.59 (2.47 - 2.72) 2.88 (2.73 - 3.04)

Mixed 2.01 (1.87 - 2.15) 2.14 (1.98 - 2.30)

Other 3.42 (3.18 - 3.67) 3.22 (2.97 - 3.49)

Not stated 1.82 (1.79 - 1.85) 1.91 (1.88 - 1.94)

2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2021
general population
White 1.91 (1.90 - 1.93) 1.94 (1.92 - 1.96)

Asian or Asian British 2.69 (2.62 - 2.76) 2.62 (2.55 - 2.70)

Black 2.54 (2.42 - 2.66) 2.62 (2.50 - 2.74)

Mixed 2.09 (1.95 - 2.23) 2.08 (1.95 - 2.23)

Other 3.23 (3.03 - 3.45) 2.90 (2.71 - 3.11)

Not stated 1.84 (1.81 - 1.87) 1.87 (1.84 - 1.90)

2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
White 1.46 (1.45 - 1.47) 1.48 (1.47 - 1.50)

Asian or Asian British 2.21 (2.15 - 2.28) 2.48 (2.40 - 2.58)

Black 1.94 (1.85 - 2.04) 1.88 (1.77 - 1.99)

Mixed 1.57 (1.47 - 1.68) 1.66 (1.54 - 1.79)

Other 2.32 (2.16 - 2.48) 2.23 (2.06 - 2.42)

Not stated 1.62 (1.59 - 1.64) 1.54 (1.51 - 1.57)

2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2022
general population
White 1.49 (1.48 - 1.50) 2.10 (2.04 - 2.16)

Asian or Asian British 1.97 (1.91 - 2.02) 1.69 (1.61 - 1.77)
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Black 1.71 (1.64 - 1.80) 1.60 (1.51 - 1.71)

Mixed 1.54 (1.45 - 1.64) 1.98 (1.86 - 2.10)

Other 1.93 (1.82 - 2.04) 1.61 (1.59 - 1.63)

Not stated 1.63 (1.61 - 1.66) 2.10 (2.04 - 2.16)

2020 hospitalised COVID-19
cohort vs 2019 hospitalised
pneumonia cohort
White 0.93 (0.89 - 0.97) 0.78 (0.72 - 0.83)
Asian or Asian British 0.98 (0.86 - 1.12) 0.90 (0.76 - 1.08)

Black 0.97 (0.79 - 1.19) 0.80 (0.60 - 1.07)

Mixed 0.96 (0.68 - 1.35) 0.58 (0.35 - 0.94)

Other 0.83 (0.61 - 1.14) 0.77 (0.51 - 1.18)

Not stated 0.83 (0.77 - 0.90) 0.74 (0.65 - 0.83)

2021 hospitalised COVID-19
cohort vs 2019 hospitalised
pneumonia cohort
White 0.99 (0.95 - 1.03) 0.81 (0.76 - 0.87)

Asian or Asian British 0.94 (0.83 - 1.07) 1.02 (0.86 - 1.22)

Black 1.03 (0.85 - 1.25) 0.90 (0.69 - 1.17)

Mixed 0.83 (0.60 - 1.14) 0.55 (0.35 - 0.84)

Other 0.70 (0.52 - 0.96) 0.73 (0.47 - 1.12)

Not stated 0.88 (0.82 - 0.94) 0.76 (0.69 - 0.85)
2022 hospitalised COVID-19
cohort vs 2019 hospitalised
pneumonia cohort
White 0.65 (0.63 - 0.68) 0.62 (0.58 - 0.65)

Asian or Asian British 0.75 (0.65 - 0.86) 0.75 (0.63 - 0.90)

Black 0.72 (0.58 - 0.90) 0.68 (0.52 - 0.90)

Mixed 0.62 (0.44 - 0.88) 0.51 (0.32 - 0.80)

Other 0.58 (0.42 - 0.80) 0.61 (0.41 - 0.91)

Not stated 0.61 (0.57 - 0.66) 0.60 (0.54 - 0.66)

*Fully adjusted models include age, sex, IMD quintile, region, ethnicity, obesity, smoking status,
hypertension, diabetes, chronic respiratory disease, asthma, chronic cardiac disease, lung cancer,
haematological cancer, other cancer, chronic liver disease,other neurological disease, organ
transplant, asplenia, HIV, permanent immunodeficiency, and rheumatoid arthritis/systemic lupus
erythematosus/psoriasis.
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Supplementary Table 8. Crude and adjusted hazard ratio of first fit note for all comparisons,
stratified by IMD quintile

IMD quintile Crude HR (95%CI) Fully adjusted HR (95%CI)
2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
1 (most deprived) 2.64 (2.59 - 2.70) 2.70 (2.64 - 2.76)

2 3.05 (2.98 - 3.13) 3.06 (2.98 - 3.14)

3 3.45 (3.36 - 3.54) 3.43 (3.33 - 3.52)

4 3.71 (3.61 - 3.82) 3.71 (3.61 - 3.82)

5 (least deprived) 3.86 (3.74 - 3.99) 3.93 (3.80 - 4.06)

2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2020
general population
1 (most deprived) 3.44 (3.36 - 3.51) 3.41 (3.33 - 3.48)
2 3.96 (3.86 - 4.06) 3.91 (3.81 - 4.02)

3 4.41 (4.29 - 4.53) 4.36 (4.24 - 4.49)

4 4.72 (4.59 - 4.86) 4.71 (4.57 - 4.86)

5 (least deprived) 5.02 (4.86 - 5.18) 5.15 (4.98 - 5.32)

2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
1 (most deprived) 1.84 (1.81 - 1.86) 1.86 (1.84 - 1.89)

2 1.93 (1.90 - 1.96) 1.98 (1.94 - 2.01)
3 2.04 (2.00 - 2.07) 2.10 (2.06 - 2.14)

4 2.09 (2.05 - 2.13) 2.15 (2.10 - 2.19)

5 (least deprived) 2.18 (2.14 - 2.23) 2.25 (2.20 - 2.30)

2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2021
general population
1 (most deprived) 1.77 (1.75 - 1.79) 1.77 (1.74 - 1.79)

2 1.93 (1.90 - 1.96) 1.95 (1.92 - 1.98)

3 2.06 (2.02 - 2.09) 2.09 (2.06 - 2.13)

4 2.09 (2.05 - 2.12) 2.15 (2.11 - 2.19)

5 (least deprived) 2.21 (2.17 - 2.26) 2.30 (2.26 - 2.35)

2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
1 (most deprived) 1.68 (1.66 - 1.70) 1.59 (1.57 - 1.62)

2 1.64 (1.62 - 1.67) 1.57 (1.54 - 1.59)

3 1.62 (1.60 - 1.65) 1.55 (1.52 - 1.58)

4 1.64 (1.62 - 1.67) 1.53 (1.49 - 1.56)

5 (least deprived) 1.62 (1.59 - 1.65) 1.50 (1.47 - 1.54)

2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2022
general population
1 (most deprived) 1.58 (1.55 - 1.60) 1.55 (1.53 - 1.57)

2 1.60 (1.58 - 1.62) 1.59 (1.56 - 1.61)

3 1.58 (1.56 - 1.61) 1.57 (1.55 - 1.59)

4 1.61 (1.59 - 1.64) 1.60 (1.58 - 1.63)
5 (least deprived) 1.56 (1.54 - 1.59) 1.56 (1.53 - 1.58)
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2020 hospitalised COVID-19
cohort vs 2019 hospitalised
pneumonia cohort
1 (most deprived) 0.96 (0.89 - 1.03) 0.76 (0.68 - 0.84)

2 0.9 (0.83 - 0.97) 0.73 (0.65 - 0.82)

3 0.93 (0.85 - 1.01) 0.83 (0.73 - 0.94)

4 0.88 (0.81 - 0.96) 0.84 (0.73 - 0.96)

5 (least deprived) 0.78 (0.70 - 0.86) 0.71 (0.60 - 0.83)

2021 hospitalised COVID-19
cohort vs 2019 hospitalised
pneumonia cohort
1 (most deprived) 1.02 (0.97 - 1.09) 0.85 (0.78 - 0.93)

2 0.96 (0.90 - 1.03) 0.80 (0.72 - 0.89)

3 0.96 (0.90 - 1.04) 0.89 (0.79 - 0.99)

4 0.88 (0.81 - 0.96) 0.79 (0.70 - 0.90)
5 (least deprived) 0.82 (0.75 - 0.90) 0.69 (0.60 - 0.79)

2022 hospitalised COVID-19
cohort vs 2019 hospitalised
pneumonia cohort
1 (most deprived) 0.71 (0.67 - 0.76) 0.66 (0.60 - 0.72)

2 0.65 (0.61 - 0.70) 0.63 (0.57 - 0.70)

3 0.62 (0.57 - 0.66) 0.63 (0.57 - 0.70)

4 0.60 (0.56 - 0.65) 0.57 (0.51 - 0.64)

5 (least deprived) 0.60 (0.55 - 0.65) 0.59 (0.52 - 0.67)

*Fully adjusted models include age, sex, IMD quintile, region, ethnicity, obesity, smoking status,
hypertension, diabetes, chronic respiratory disease, asthma, chronic cardiac disease, lung cancer,
haematological cancer, other cancer, chronic liver disease,other neurological disease, organ
transplant, asplenia, HIV, permanent immunodeficiency, and rheumatoid arthritis/systemic lupus
erythematosus/psoriasis.
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Supplementary Table 9. Crude and adjusted hazard ratio of first fit note for all comparisons, stratified
by region
Region Crude HR (95%CI) Fully adjusted HR (95%CI)
2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
East Midlands 3.13 (3.05 - 3.22) 3.12 (3.04 - 3.21)

East 3.34 (3.24 - 3.45) 3.17 (3.07 - 3.27)

London 3.68 (3.45 - 3.92) 3.24 (3.03 - 3.47)

North East 3.12 (3.00 - 3.24) 3.15 (3.03 - 3.28)

North West 3.20 (3.11 - 3.30) 3.24 (3.14 - 3.33)

South East 3.28 (3.06 - 3.52) 3.14 (2.92 - 3.37)

South West 3.44 (3.29 - 3.61) 3.36 (3.21 - 3.52)

West Midlands 3.29 (3.14 - 3.46) 3.32 (3.16 - 3.49)

Yorkshire & The Humber 3.15 (3.07 - 3.22) 3.16 (3.08 - 3.24)

2020 COVID-19 cohort vs 2029
general population
East Midlands 4.05 (3.94 - 4.16) 3.98 (3.87 - 4.09)
East 4.56 (4.42 - 4.71) 4.28 (4.14 - 4.43)

London 5.22 (4.89 - 5.58) 4.57 (4.26 - 4.89)

North East 3.86 (3.71 - 4.02) 3.86 (3.71 - 4.02)

North West 3.94 (3.82 - 4.06) 3.92 (3.80 - 4.04)

South East 4.34 (4.04 - 4.65) 4.15 (3.86 - 4.46)

South West 4.55 (4.35 - 4.77) 4.40 (4.19 - 4.61)

West Midlands 4.37 (4.16 - 4.59) 4.34 (4.13 - 4.57)

Yorkshire & The Humber 4.02 (3.92 - 4.12) 3.97 (3.88 - 4.07)

2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
East Midlands 2.05 (2.02 - 2.09) 2.06 (2.02 - 2.10)

East 2.01 (1.97 - 2.05) 1.97 (1.93 - 2.01)
London 2.63 (2.53 - 2.74) 2.62 (2.50 - 2.74)

North East 1.96 (1.91 - 2.01) 1.97 (1.91 - 2.03)

North West 1.85 (1.81 - 1.88) 1.87 (1.83 - 1.91)

South East 2.02 (1.94 - 2.10) 1.98 (1.90 - 2.07)

South West 2.03 (1.98 - 2.09) 1.99 (1.93 - 2.04)

West Midlands 2.10 (2.03 - 2.17) 2.18 (2.1 - 2.26)

Yorkshire & The Humber 2.03 (1.99 - 2.06) 2.04 (2.00 - 2.07)

2021 COVID-19 cohort vs 2021
general population
East Midlands 1.95 (1.92 - 1.98) 1.99 (1.96 - 2.02)

East 2.07 (2.03 - 2.11) 2.07 (2.04 - 2.11)

London 2.69 (2.59 - 2.79) 2.60 (2.50 - 2.70)

North East 1.85 (1.80 - 1.90) 1.89 (1.84 - 1.94)

North West 1.73 (1.69 - 1.76) 1.76 (1.72 - 1.79)

South East 2.02 (1.95 - 2.09) 2.05 (1.98 - 2.12)

South West 2.02 (1.97 - 2.06) 2.06 (2.02 - 2.11)
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West Midlands 2.04 (1.98 - 2.11) 2.08 (2.01 - 2.14)

Yorkshire & The Humber 1.92 (1.89 - 1.95) 1.95 (1.92 - 1.99)

2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2019
general population
East Midlands 1.71 (1.68 - 1.73) 1.58 (1.55 - 1.61)

East 1.61 (1.58 - 1.64) 1.50 (1.47 - 1.53)

London 1.91 (1.84 - 1.98) 1.96 (1.88 - 2.05)

North East 1.68 (1.63 - 1.73) 1.56 (1.51 - 1.61)

North West 1.63 (1.60 - 1.66) 1.49 (1.46 - 1.53)

South East 1.67 (1.61 - 1.73) 1.53 (1.47 - 1.59)

South West 1.66 (1.62 - 1.69) 1.47 (1.44 - 1.51)

West Midlands 1.80 (1.75 - 1.86) 1.74 (1.68 - 1.81)

Yorkshire & The Humber 1.65 (1.63 - 1.68) 1.56 (1.53 - 1.59)
2022 COVID-19 cohort vs 2022
general population
East Midlands 1.55 (1.53 - 1.58) 1.57 (1.55 - 1.60)

East 1.55 (1.53 - 1.58) 1.57 (1.55 - 1.59)

London 1.79 (1.74 - 1.86) 1.90 (1.83 - 1.96)

North East 1.50 (1.46 - 1.54) 1.53 (1.49 - 1.57)

North West 1.51 (1.48 - 1.54) 1.51 (1.48 - 1.54)

South East 1.54 (1.50 - 1.58) 1.54 (1.50 - 1.58)

South West 1.54 (1.52 - 1.57) 1.54 (1.52 - 1.57)

West Midlands 1.62 (1.57 - 1.67) 1.65 (1.60 - 1.71)

Yorkshire & The Humber 1.53 (1.51 - 1.56) 1.58 (1.55 - 1.61)

2020 hospitalised COVID-19
cohort vs 2019 hospitalised
pneumonia cohort
East Midlands 0.83 (0.77 - 0.91) 0.69 (0.61 - 0.78)

East 0.78 (0.67 - 0.91) 0.74 (0.65 - 0.84)

London 0.94 (0.82 - 1.09) 0.65 (0.51 - 0.83)

North East 1.06 (0.95 - 1.18) 0.81 (0.65 - 1.02)

North West 0.75 (0.63 - 0.90) 0.89 (0.76 - 1.04)

South East 1.10 (0.98 - 1.23) 0.58 (0.45 - 0.76)

South West 0.88 (0.75 - 1.02) 1.08 (0.91 - 1.28)

West Midlands 0.96 (0.88 - 1.05) 0.74 (0.59 - 0.93)

Yorkshire & The Humber 0.83 (0.77 - 0.91) 0.78 (0.69 - 0.90)

2021 hospitalised COVID-19
cohort vs 2019 hospitalised
pneumonia cohort
East Midlands 0.91 (0.85 - 0.98) 0.78 (0.69 - 0.87)

East 0.92 (0.85 - 0.99) 0.79 (0.70 - 0.88)

London 0.86 (0.74 - 1.00) 0.80 (0.65 - 1.00)

North East 0.94 (0.83 - 1.08) 0.83 (0.68 - 1.03)

North West 0.98 (0.89 - 1.09) 0.81 (0.70 - 0.95)

South East 0.90 (0.78 - 1.04) 0.79 (0.63 - 0.99)
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South West 0.99 (0.90 - 1.09) 0.82 (0.71 - 0.95)

West Midlands 0.96 (0.84 - 1.11) 0.92 (0.74 - 1.15)

Yorkshire & The Humber 0.98 (0.91 - 1.06) 0.86 (0.77 - 0.97)

2022 hospitalised COVID-19
cohort vs 2019 hospitalised
pneumonia cohort
East Midlands 0.68 (0.63 - 0.73) 0.68 (0.61 - 0.75)

East 0.60 (0.56 - 0.65) 0.60 (0.54 - 0.66)

London 0.61 (0.52 - 0.71) 0.72 (0.58 - 0.90)

North East 0.59 (0.52 - 0.68) 0.58 (0.48 - 0.70)

North West 0.69 (0.63 - 0.77) 0.61 (0.53 - 0.71)

South East 0.58 (0.51 - 0.66) 0.56 (0.46 - 0.67)

South West 0.63 (0.58 - 0.69) 0.58 (0.51 - 0.67)

West Midlands 0.74 (0.64 - 0.86) 0.72 (0.58 - 0.88)

Yorkshire & The Humber 0.69 (0.64 - 0.75) 0.61 (0.54 - 0.68)

*Fully adjusted models include age, sex, IMD quintile, region, ethnicity, obesity, smoking status,
hypertension, diabetes, chronic respiratory disease, asthma, chronic cardiac disease, lung cancer,
haematological cancer, other cancer, chronic liver disease, other neurological disease, organ
transplant, asplenia, HIV, permanent immunodeficiency, and rheumatoid arthritis/systemic lupus
erythematosus/psoriasis.
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Supplementary Figure 3. Adjusted hazard ratio of first fit note comparing hospitalised COVID-19 cohorts to people hospitalised with pneumonia
in 2019, stratified by demographic categories and year

*All models are adjusted for age, sex, ethnicity, IMD quintile and region, excluding the stratification variable. Models are additionally adjusted for obesity,
smoking status, hypertension, diabetes, chronic respiratory disease, asthma, chronic cardiac disease, lung cancer, haematological cancer, other cancer,
chronic liver disease, other neurological disease, organ transplant, asplenia, HIV, permanent immunodeficiency, and rheumatoid arthritis/systemic lupus
erythematosus/psoriasis
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