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Abstract 

Background: Post-COVID conditions after infection with new SARS-CoV-2 variants have been 

incompletely described. We compared the prevalence and risk factors for ongoing symptoms lasting 4 

weeks or longer (often referred to as post-COVID Conditions) among adults who had tested positive vs. 

negative during the Delta and early-Omicron periods.  

Methods: Self-reported survey data regarding symptoms and previous SARS-CoV 2 test results were 

collected from May 31 - July 6, 2022, from a probability sampling of United States adults. Respondents 

were classified according to their test result, predominant circulating variant when respondents first 

tested positive (Delta vs early-Omicron), and demographic risk factors. 

Results: Among 2,421 respondents, 256 tested positive during Delta, 460 during early-Omicron, and 

1,705 always tested negative. Nearly one-fourth (22.3%) of negative respondents reported ≥1symptom 

that lasted ≥4 weeks, compared to 60.6% (p<0.05) of respondents who tested positive during the Delta 

period and 47.8% (p<0.05) during the early-Omicron period. Fatigue, change in smell/taste, and cough 

were commonly reported by respondents who tested positive. Demographic risk factors associated with 

ongoing symptoms were being female and unemployed (aOR 1.28, 95% CI 1.06–1.55; aOR 1.48, 95% CI: 

1.17–1.87). 

Conclusion: The reported occurrence of ongoing symptoms associated with post-COVID conditions was 

reduced during the early-Omicron period, compared with Delta.   
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Introduction 

Ongoing symptoms have been reported by a growing number of adults previously infected with SARS-

CoV-2. These ongoing symptoms, lasting four or more weeks, have been referred to as post-COVID 

conditions or long COVID1. The U.S. Census Bureau’s Household Pulse Survey estimates 14.7% of adults 

have experienced an ongoing symptom three or more months after infection2. Previous studies suggest 

post-COVID conditions are more likely to occur among people with more severe acute COVID-19 illness, 

persons with underlying conditions, and those who did not receive the COVID-19 vaccine1,3. Older adults 

and females have also reported a higher occurrence of post-COVID conditions4,5. Common post-COVID 

conditions reported by patients include fatigue, shortness of breath, and cognitive dysfunction6,7,4,8. 

Many studies researching post-COVID conditions use data from electronic health records. Using survey 

data allows us to capture patient reported symptoms, including those among patients who were non-

hospitalized, asymptomatic, or had less severe symptoms. 

Few researchers have investigated whether post-COVID conditions differ by variant period. Some 

evidence suggests the occurrence of post-COVID conditions is lower among those infected during the 

Omicron period compared to Delta.  Reasons for these observed differences in occurrence could include 

milder cases of acute COVID-19 among those infected with the Omicron variant or higher rates of 

vaccination prior to infection among those infected with the Omicron variant9,10,11 ,12, 13,14,15.  

In the current study, we estimated the prevalence of ongoing symptoms associated with first testing 

positive for SARS-CoV-2 during the Delta and early-Omicron variant periods and among adults testing 

negative using a nationwide survey of adults in the U.S. 
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Methods  

Study Design & Study Sample  

We conducted analyses using cross-sectional data collected by Porter Novelli (PN) Public Services16 using 

PN SummerStyles 2022, a nation-wide survey of U.S. adults administered from May 31, 2022 – July 6, 

2022. PN SummerStyles 2022 respondents were selected from a sample of approximately 6,000 panel 

members who were 18 years and older. The survey was administered by the market research firm Ipsos 

via their KnowledgePanel, a continuously replenished panel of approximately 60,000 panelists who are 

representative of the non-institutionalized U.S. population. Panelists were randomly recruited by mail 

using probability-based sampling by address, regardless of whether the household had a landline 

telephone or internet access.  A laptop and internet access were provided, if needed, for survey 

panelists. Participation was voluntary, and respondents were able to skip questions or discontinue 

participation with the survey or panel at any time. Respondents received cash-equivalent reward points 

as compensation for participating. 

We analyzed responses of deidentified respondents who reported being tested for SARS-CoV-2 

infection. For this analysis, we used statistical weighting to align the sample with U.S. population 

distributions, adjusting for gender, age, and education. These recommended weights were provided by 

Porter Novelli Public Services which were designed to match the U.S. Current Population Survey (CPS) 

proportions16. For data currency, we used the most recent weighting from U.S. Census’ American 

Community Survey (ACS) data17.   

Variable Definitions 

Socio-demographics 

Respondents reported their age, sex, race/ethnicity, income, household size, highest level of education, 

marital status, community type, census region, and employment status. Poverty level was determined 

by comparing the reported household income to the poverty threshold value provided by the U.S. 

Census Bureau17, based on respondent’s household size.  

SARS-CoV-2 Test Status  

Respondents reported ever having received a positive SARS-CoV-2 test result (“I tested positive at least 

once for COVID-19”), always receiving a negative SARS-CoV-2 test result (“I have been tested and my 

results have always been negative”) or never having been tested for the infection (“I have never been 
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tested”). Those who reported having received a positive or negative result were included in the analysis. 

Respondents were then grouped based on their SARS-CoV-2 test status. Respondents who reported 

never receiving a positive test comprised the negative group. Those who reported a positive test were 

separated into groups by SARS-CoV-2 variant period based on the self-reported date of their first 

positive test. Variant predominant periods were defined based on the CDC’s COVID Data Tracker18— 

pre-Delta variants included those reporting testing positive before July 2021, Delta from July 2021 

through December 2021 (Delta positive), and early-Omicron from January 2022 to June 2022 (early-

Omicron positive), when the survey was completed. Only respondents who reported testing negative, 

first testing positive during the period when the Delta variant was predominant, or first testing positive 

when early-Omicron was the predominant variant were included in the analysis. 

Symptoms 

Respondents who reported testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 infection were asked whether, following 

their positive test, they experienced 1 or more of 17 symptoms that lasted for four weeks or longer (See 

Appendix—Symptoms List). Those who tested negative were asked whether, in the past month, they 

experienced any of the same symptoms lasting longer than four weeks. Symptoms were also grouped 

into bodily systems they most often affect based on information from previous studies4 – 

gastrointestinal, neurological, respiratory/cardiac, and other. 

COVID-19 Vaccination Status 

Respondents were asked whether they had completed a COVID-19 vaccine primary series (received two 

doses of a two-dose series or one dose of a single dose series, information on additional doses, and/or 

booster doses was not collected). Respondents were also asked the date of their most recent 

vaccination. We used both dates to determine whether respondents were vaccinated (either tested 

positive ≥30 days after completing vaccination series or completed primary series ≥30 days prior to 

completing survey for those testing negative).  

Healthcare Utilization 

Respondents were asked whether they sought healthcare services for their symptoms that lasted longer 

than 4 weeks since they first experienced the symptom(s). Responses were categorized as receiving 

outpatient care (“reported seeing a doctor, nurse, or other health professional or going to urgent or 

emergency care”); receiving hospital-based care (“reported being hospitalized, treated in the intensive 
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care unit, or being given a breathing tube and ventilator); or receiving no healthcare services (“reported 

none of these”). 

Analytic Sample 

Of the 5,990 individuals invited to participate in the SummerStyles survey, 4,156 adults completed the 

survey (response rate 69.4%). We excluded adults who: 1) did not answer whether they were ever 

tested for SARS-CoV-2 (n=23), 2) indicated they were never tested for SARS-CoV-2 (n=1210), 3) skipped 

questions about ongoing symptoms (n=61), or 4) tested positive during a pre-Delta period (n=441). Data 

from 2,421 adults were included in analysis. 

Statistical Analysis  

To determine if respondent characteristics and report of ongoing symptoms differed by SARS-CoV-2 

variant and test status, we compared the following groups: Delta positive to early-Omicron positive, 

Delta positive to negative, and early-Omicron positive to negative. To determine if respondent 

characteristics and reports of ongoing symptoms differed by SARS-CoV-2 variant and test status, we 

used Wald Chi-square tests to compare the following groups: testing positive during Delta to testing 

positive during early-Omicron, testing positive during Delta to negative, and testing positive during 

early-Omicron to negative. Using multivariable logistic regression models, we estimated the odds ratio 

with 95% confidence intervals (CI) of having at least one ongoing symptom lasting four weeks or longer 

by test status. The first model assessed the odds of reporting ongoing symptoms among all respondents. 

We then restricted the logistic regression model to only adults reporting a positive test to determine 

potential factors associated with ongoing symptoms among respondents who reported testing positive. 

These models were adjusted for variant predominance period, age (18-39, 40-59, and 60 years and 

older), sex, and employment status (working full-time, working part-time, not working) as potential 

confounders. Statistical significance was defined as a p-value < 0.05. 

All analyses were conducted using RStudio, version 2022.07.1. Statistical weighting was used to align the 

sample with the noninstitutionalized U.S. population distributions, accounting for gender, age, 

household income, race/ethnicity, household size, education, census region, and metropolitan status 

(i.e., urban/rural differences) using weights provided by Porter Novelli (PN)16. 

Human subjects protection 
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This activity was reviewed by CDC and was conducted consistent with applicable federal law and CDC 

policy. (See e.g., 45 C.F R. part 46, 21 C.F R. part 56; 42 U S C. x241(d); 5 U S C. x551a; 44 U S C. x3501 et 

seq.) CDC licensed this data from Porter Novelli Public Services. While Porter Novelli Public Services and 

its vendors are not subject to CDC Human Subject Review, they adhere to all professional standards and 

codes of conduct set forth by the Council of American Survey Research Organizations (CASRO). 

Respondents were informed that their answers are being used for market research and they may refuse 

to answer any question at any time. No personal identifiers are included in the data file that is provided 

to CDC.  
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Results  

Respondent Characteristics  

More than two-thirds of respondents reported always testing negative for SARS-CoV-2 (n=1705). Among 

those who tested positive at least once, the majority first tested positive during the early-Omicron 

period (n=460), and fewer first tested positive during the Delta period (n=256) (Table 1). 

Approximately two-thirds of respondents in each group were White (68.2% among those testing positive 

during the Delta period, 63.2% among those positive during early-Omicron period, and 62.6% among 

those who always tested negative). A little more than half of respondents in each group were female 

(54.5% among those testing positive during Delta predominant period, 56.3% among those testing 

positive during early-Omicron predominant period, and 50.5% among those who always tested 

negative). Respondents who tested positive during Delta predominant period were more likely to live in 

the Midwest than the other test groups (29.5% compared to 17.2% in those testing positive during early-

Omicron predominant period and 18.1% among the tested negative group, p<0.05). Respondents who 

reported testing positive during the Delta predominant period were younger and less likely to be 

vaccinated prior to infection than respondents who reported testing positive during the Omicron 

predominant period and reported testing negative (p<0.05). Respondents testing positive during Delta 

predominant period had lower educational attainment and were less likely to be vaccinated prior to 

infection than respondents testing positive during early-Omicron predominant period (p<0.05). Those 

testing positive during early-Omicron predominant period were younger, had higher educational 

attainment, were more likely to report working full-time, and were less likely to be vaccinated than 

negative respondents (p<0.05).  

Characteristics of those experiencing ongoing symptoms 

Symptoms lasting four or more weeks were reported by 60.6% of respondents who tested positive 

during the Delta predominant period, 47.8% of those testing positive during the early-Omicron 

predominant period, and 22.3% of those who reported testing negative (Table 1). More than 25% of 

respondents testing positive experienced three or more ongoing symptoms which was greater than the 

rate among the negative respondents (28.8% and 25.3% among those positive during the Delta- and 

early-Omicron predominant periods, respectively, compared to 8.0% among the negative respondents). 

Among respondents testing positive and negative, fatigue was the most commonly reported symptom 

(32.6% among respondents testing positive during Delta predominant period, 26.3% among those 
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testing positive during early-Omicron predominant period, 8.2% among negative respondents; p <0.05) 

(Table 2). Respondents testing positive during Delta predominant period reported ongoing changes in 

smell/taste and shortness of breath more often than those testing positive during early-Omicron 

predominant period (39.7% vs. 14.3% and 17.7% vs. 10.0%, respectively; p<0.05).  

Healthcare utilization 

Report of healthcare utilization was higher among the positive groups than those who reported testing 

negative (Table 3). Among respondents positive during Delta predominant period, 57.7% reported 

utilizing some health services for their ongoing symptoms, compared to the 35.9% of negative 

respondents (p<0.05). Respondents positive during the Delta predominant period were more likely to be 

hospitalized and treated in an intensive care unit (ICU) than those positive during the early-Omicron 

predominant period (9.6% hospitalized compared to 0.4% and 2.5% treated in ICU compared to 0%, 

respectively; p<0.05). 

Factors associated with ongoing symptoms lasting ≥ 4 weeks 

Respondents positive during the Delta- and early-Omicron predominant periods had greater odds of 

reporting an ongoing symptom lasting four or more weeks relative to respondents who tested negative 

(adjusted odds ratio [aOR], 5.94; 95% CI, 4.48-7.90; aOR, 3.13; 95% CI, 2.51-3.91, respectively) (Table 4). 

Socio-demographic factors associated with increased odds of reporting ongoing symptoms lasting four 

or more weeks among all respondents were being female, and report of being unemployed. When 

examining positive respondents only, the odds of reporting an ongoing symptom were lower among 

those testing positive during the early-Omicron predominant period than those testing positive during 

the Delta predominant period and were higher among those who were female (aOR, 0.53; 95% CI, 0.38 – 

0.72; aOR, 1.36; 95% CI, 1.00-1.85, respectively).  
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Discussion 

In this representative sample of non-institutionalized adults in the United States, prior SARS-CoV-2 

infection was associated with a higher prevalence of ongoing symptoms lasting 4 or more weeks than 

those who always tested negative. The prevalence of ongoing symptoms was significantly lower among 

those who tested positive during early-Omicron than those who tested positive during the Delta period 

(47.8% compared to 60.6%, respectively). Those who tested positive during the Delta period reported 

gastrointestinal and neurological symptoms than the early-Omicron group.  

Studies have similarly shown ongoing symptoms are more prevalent among individuals previously 

infected during the Delta and Omicron periods than negative controls19,20. Our findings demonstrated 

the odds of reporting an ongoing symptom were lower following a positive test during the Omicron 

period than the Delta period. A case-control observational study similarly found those testing positive 

during Omicron had reduced odds of long COVID compared to those testing positive during Delta13. Doll 

et al.’s study including adults who were unvaccinated prior to infection also observed a significant 

reduction in the occurrence of ongoing symptom among Omicron cases compared to Delta cases21.  

The most common ongoing symptoms reported in our study were fatigue, cough, and change in 

smell/taste. A cross-sectional internet survey, whose study design was similar to the current study, 

found fatigue and loss of smell were the most common ongoing symptoms reported by those infected 

during the Delta and Omicron periods5. The Norwegian study mentioned previously similarly observed a 

20-30% increase in the estimated risk of ongoing fatigue among individuals testing positive in either the 

Delta or Omicron periods compared to the negative individuals19.  

Respondents who tested positive during the early-Omicron period were less likely to report change in 

smell/taste and nausea/vomiting than those who tested positive during the Delta period. Results from 

the INSPIRE study similarly demonstrate lower odds of loss of taste/smell and nausea/vomiting in those 

in the Omicron cohort when compared to the Delta cohort12. Females were more likely to report an 

ongoing symptom than males in our study. Similarly, Perlis et al.’s cross-sectional internet survey found 

a significant association between female gender and ongoing symptoms5.  

Those who tested positive during the Delta period were more likely to be hospitalized and treated in the 

intensive care unit for their ongoing symptom(s) than those who tested positive during the early-

Omicron period. These differences in healthcare utilization might be explained by the clinical severity of 

the acute COVID-19 case. Studies have compared the clinical severity of COVID-19 based on SARS-CoV-2 
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variant and have established infection with the Delta variant is more severe than infection with an 

Omicron variant9,10,21,22. This is further supported by data from electronic health records and self-

reported surveys further demonstrated more severe cases of acute COVID-19 were associated with 

post-COVID conditions 23.  

Although we did not examine the effect in this study, a growing body of research suggest post-COVID 

conditions are less likely to occur among persons vaccinated prior to SARS-CoV-2 infection. An Israeli 

study found receiving at least two doses of a COVID-19 vaccine was associated with decreased reports of 

post-COVID condition6. Among Omicron cases in Nehme et al.’s Swiss study, ongoing symptoms were 

more common among unvaccinated than vaccinated respondents20. As individuals continue to vaccinate 

against new variants, it is important to assess the possible protective effects of vaccination on post-

COVID conditions.  

Limitations and Strengths 

This cross-sectional study has a number of limitations. First, respondents who participated in this survey 

may not be representative of all non-institutionalized U.S. adults. Further, those who did not report ever 

testing for COVID-19 and who were excluded from the analysis may be different from those who did 

test. Second, self-report of COVID-19 testing, vaccination, and ongoing symptoms may be subject to 

response bias and potential misclassification of SARS-CoV-2 test result. If respondents who reported 

testing negative had a false negative test result, this attenuated the results towards the null. The survey 

did not capture timing of vaccination so it is possible that vaccination status for some respondents may 

not have reflected vaccination status at the time of their infection due to lack of temporal clarity. Finally, 

the length of time between reporting testing positive for COVID-19 and completion of the survey was 6 

months or longer for those who tested positive during the Delta period. Since the survey asks about 

ongoing symptoms experienced in the past week, the duration of symptoms among those positive 

during the Delta and early-Omicron periods may differ. Including measures of ongoing symptom severity 

and the severity of the initial SARS-CoV-2 infection may have also provided additional information about 

risk factors for post-COVID conditions.  

Despite these limitations, this study had several strengths. Our study had a high response rate. 

Questions included in the survey were standardized, including the list of ongoing symptoms. We 

included those who reported at least one positive test and those who always tested negative for SARS-

CoV-2 in our sample. Including respondents who tested negative and positive in the analysis allowed us 
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to estimate the prevalence of these ongoing symptoms among these populations, enabling us to 

estimate the percentage of symptoms that might be attributable to SARS-CoV-2 among adults.  

While report of ongoing symptoms lasting 4 weeks or longer that are associated with post-COVID 

conditions may have declined during the Omicron variant period, a large percentage of adults who 

tested positive were still impacted. As new Omicron variants emerge it is important to continue 

evaluating the burden of post-COVID conditions. Continuing to assess the impact of post-COVID 

conditions will provide guidance to clinicians, public health professionals and health care organizations 

in addressing ongoing health care needs.  

  

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 13, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776


 

12 
 

Acknowledgements  

DE, PL, and SS contributed to the conceptualization of this study. DE and EA analyzed the data, designed, 

and drafted the figures and tables. All authors interpreted the results and DE prepared the initial 

manuscript draft. PL, LF, TF, EA, and SS provided necessary revisions prior to submission for publication. 

All authors contributed to, reviewed, and approved the final draft of this paper. 

There are no conflicts of interest between the authors listed in this manuscript. This study was not 

funded using financial support from grant awards. 

  

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 13, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776


 

13 
 

References 

1. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (2022, December 16). Long COVID. Long COVID.  

https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/long-term-effects/index.html  

2. U.S. Census Bureau. (2023, January 25). Household Pulse Survey. Long COVID:  

Household Pulse Survey. https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/covid19/pulse/long-covid.htm  

3. Chen, C., Haupert, S. R., Zimmermann, L., Shi, X., Fritsche, L. G., & Mukherjee, B.  

(2022). Global Prevalence of Post-Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) Condition or Long COVID: 

A Meta-Analysis and Systematic Review. The Journal of Infectious Diseases, 226(9), 1593–1607. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiac136  

4. Nalbandian, A., Desai, A. D., & Wan, E. Y. (2023). Post-COVID-19 Condition. Annual  

Review of Medicine, 74(1), 55–64. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-med-043021-030635  

5. Perlis, R. H., Santillana, M., Ognyanova, K., Safarpour, A., Lunz Trujillo, K., Simonson,  

M. D., Green, J., Quintana, A., Druckman, J., Baum, M. A., & Lazer, D. (2022). Prevalence and 

Correlates of Long COVID Symptoms Among US Adults. JAMA Network Open, 5(10), e2238804. 

https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2022.38804  

6. Kuodi, P., Gorelik, Y., Zayyad, H., Wertheim, O., Wiegler, K. B., Abu Jabal, K., Dror, A. A., Nazzal, S.,  

Glikman, D., & Edelstein, M. (2022). Association between BNT162b2 vaccination and reported 

incidence of post-COVID-19 symptoms: Cross-sectional study 2020-21, Israel. Npj Vaccines, 7(1), 

101. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41541-022-00526-5  

7. Munblit, D., Nicholson, T., Akrami, A., Apfelbacher, C., Chen, J., De Groote, W., Diaz, J. V., Gorst, S. L.,  

Harman, N., Kokorina, A., Olliaro, P., Parr, C., Preller, J., Schiess, N., Schmitt, J., Seylanova, N., 

Simpson, F., Tong, A., Needham, D. M., … Soriano Ortiz, J. (2022). A core outcome set for post-

COVID-19 condition in adults for use in clinical practice and research: An international Delphi 

consensus study. The Lancet Respiratory Medicine, 10(7), 715–724. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(22)00169-2  

8. Davis, H. E., Assaf, G. S., McCorkell, L., Wei, H., Low, R. J., Re’em, Y., Redfield, S., Austin, J. P., & Akrami,  

A. (2021). Characterizing long COVID in an international cohort: 7 months of symptoms and their 

impact. EClinicalMedicine, 38, 101019. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2021.101019  

9. Sigal, A., Milo, R., & Jassat, W. (2022). Estimating disease severity of Omicron and Delta SARS-CoV-2  

infections. Nature Reviews Immunology, 22(5), 267–269. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41577-022-

00720-5 

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 13, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/long-term-effects/index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/covid19/pulse/long-covid.htm
https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiac136
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-med-043021-030635
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2022.38804
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41541-022-00526-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(22)00169-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eclinm.2021.101019
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41577-022-00720-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41577-022-00720-5
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776


 

14 
 

10. Wrenn, J. O., Pakala, S. B., Vestal, G., Shilts, M. H., Brown, H. M., Bowen, S. M., Strickland, B. A.,  

Williams, T., Mallal, S. A., Jones, I. D., Schmitz, J. E., Self, W. H., & Das, S. R. (2022b). COVID‐19 

severity from Omicron and Delta SARS‐CoV‐2 variants. Influenza and Other Respiratory Viruses, 

16(5), 832–836. https://doi.org/10.1111/irv.12982  

11. Ballouz, T., Menges, D., Kaufmann, M., Amati, R., Frei, A., von Wyl, V., Fehr, J. S., Albanese, E., & Puhan,  

M. A. (2023). Post COVID-19 condition after Wildtype, Delta, and Omicron SARS-CoV-2 infection 

and prior vaccination: Pooled analysis of two population-based cohorts. PLOS ONE, 18(2), 

e0281429. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0281429  

12. Gottlieb, M., Wang, R. C., Yu, H., Spatz, E. S., Montoy, J. C. C., Rodriguez, R. M., Chang, A. M., Elmore,  

J. G., Hannikainen, P. A., Hill, M., Huebinger, R. M., Idris, A. H., Lin, Z., Koo, K., McDonald, S., 

O’Laughlin, K. N., Plumb, I. D., Santangelo, M., Saydah, S., … Briggs-Hagen, M. (2023). Severe 

Fatigue and Persistent Symptoms at 3 Months Following Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome 

Coronavirus 2 Infections During the Pre-Delta, Delta, and Omicron Time Periods: A Multicenter 

Prospective Cohort Study. Clinical Infectious Diseases, ciad045. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/ciad045  

13. Antonelli, M., Pujol, J. C., Spector, T. D., Ourselin, S., & Steves, C. J. (2022). Risk of long COVID  

associated with delta versus omicron variants of SARS-CoV-2. The Lancet, 399(10343), 2263–2264.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(22)00941-2  

14. Watanabe, A., Iwagami, M., Yasuhara, J., Takagi, H., & Kuno, T. (2023). Protective effect of COVID-19  

vaccination against long COVID syndrome: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Vaccine, 

41(11), 1783–1790. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2023.02.008  

15. Taylor, C. A., Patel, K., Pham, H., Whitaker, M., Anglin, O., Kambhampati, A. K., Milucky, J., Chai, S. J.,  

Kirley, P. D., Alden, N. B., Armistead, I., Meek, J., Yousey-Hindes, K., Anderson, E. J., Openo, K. P., 

Teno, K., Weigel, A., Monroe, M. L., Ryan, P. A., … McCaffrey, K. (2021). Severity of Disease Among 

Adults Hospitalized with Laboratory-Confirmed COVID-19 Before and During the Period of SARS-

CoV-2 B.1.617.2 (Delta) Predominant—COVID-NET, 14 States, January–August 2021. MMWR. 

Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report, 70(43), 1513–1519. 

https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.mm7043e1  

16. Porter Novelli. (2022). ConsumerStyles & YouthStyles. ConsumerStyles & YouthStyles.  

https://styles.porternovelli.com/consumer-youthstyles/  

17. U.S. Census Bureau. (2021). Poverty Thresholds. Poverty Thresholds.  

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 13, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1111/irv.12982
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0281429
https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/ciad045
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(22)00941-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2023.02.008
https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.mm7043e1
https://styles.porternovelli.com/consumer-youthstyles/
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776


 

15 
 

https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/income-poverty/historical-poverty-

thresholds.html  

18. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (2023, February). Variants & Genomic Surveillance. COVID  

Data Tracker: Variants & Genomic Surveillance. https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-

tracker/#variants-genomic-surveillance  

19. Magnusson, K., Kristoffersen, D. T., Dell’Isola, A., Kiadaliri, A., Turkiewicz, A., Runhaar, J., Bierma- 

Zeinstra, S., Englund, M., Magnus, P. M., & Kinge, J. M. (2022). Post-covid medical complaints after 

SARS-CoV-2 Omicron vs Delta variants—A prospective cohort study [Preprint]. Infectious Diseases 

(except HIV/AIDS). https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.23.22275445  

20. Nehme, M., Vetter, P., Chappuis, F., Kaiser, L., Guessous, I., for the CoviCare Study Team, Nehme, M.,  

Vetter, P., Braillard, O., Assal, F., Lador, F., Guerreiro, I., Coen, M., Agoritsas, T., Reny, J.-L., Graf, 

C., Courvoisier, D. S., Benzakour, L., Genevay, S., … Chappuis, F. (2022). Prevalence of Post-COVID 

Condition 12 Weeks After Omicron Infection Compared with Negative Controls and Association 

with Vaccination Status. Clinical Infectious Diseases, ciac947. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/ciac947  

21. Doll, M. K., Waghmare, A., Heit, A., Levenson Shakoor, B., Kimball, L. E., Ozbek, N., Blazevic, R. L.,  

Mose, L., Boonyaratanakornkit, J., Stevens-Ayers, T. L., Cornell, K., Sheppard, B. D., Hampson, E., 

Sharmin, F., Goodwin, B., Dan, J. M., Archie, T., O’Connor, T., Heckerman, D., … Crotty, S. (2022). 

Acute and Post-Acute COVID-19 Outcomes Among Immunologically Naïve Adults During Delta 

Versus Omicron Waves [Preprint]. Infectious Diseases (except HIV/AIDS). 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.13.22282222  

22. Menni, C., Valdes, A. M., Polidori, L., Antonelli, M., Penamakuri, S., Nogal, A., Louca, P., May, A.,  

Figueiredo, J. C., Hu, C., Molteni, E., Canas, L., Österdahl, M. F., Modat, M., Sudre, C. H., Fox, B., 

Hammers, A., Wolf, J., Capdevila, J., … Spector, T. D. (2022). Symptom prevalence, duration, and 

risk of hospital admission in individuals infected with SARS-CoV-2 during periods of omicron and 

delta variant dominance: A prospective observational study from the ZOE COVID Study. The 

Lancet, 399(10335), 1618–1624. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(22)00327-0  

23. Xie, Y., Bowe, B., & Al-Aly, Z. (2021). Burdens of post-acute sequelae of COVID-19 by severity of acute  

infection, demographics and health status. Nature Communications, 12(1), 6571. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-26513-3 25. 

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 13, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/income-poverty/historical-poverty-thresholds.html
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/income-poverty/historical-poverty-thresholds.html
https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#variants-genomic-surveillance
https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#variants-genomic-surveillance
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.23.22275445
https://doi.org/10.1093/cid/ciac947
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.13.22282222
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(22)00327-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-26513-3 25
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776


 

16 
 

 

 

Table 1.  Characteristics of study respondents by testing status, weighted°  

  

  

First testing 

positive during 

Delta  95% CI 

First testing 

positive during 

Omicron  95% CI 

Report 

only 

testing 

negative 95% CI 

Delta v. 

Omicron 

Delta v. 

Negative 

Omicron v. 

Negative 

 n = 257  n = 460  n = 1,705     

Age group          0.4 <0.001 <0.001 

18-39 44.1% 37.8% - 50.7% 38.3% 33.1% - 43.4% 32.3% 29.6% - 35.0%       

40-59 34.5% 28.1% - 41.0% 36.5% 31.5% - 41.8% 29.9% 27.2% - 32.6%       

>= 60 21.4% 15.0% - 27.9% 25.3% 20.1% - 30.4% 37.9% 35.2% - 40.6%       

Sex             0.7 0.3 0.07 

Male 45.5% 39.6% - 51.8% 43.7% 39.1% - 48.8% 49.5% 47.0% - 52.0%       

Female 54.5% 48.5% - 60.8% 56.3% 51.6% - 61.3% 50.5% 48.0% - 53.1%       

Marital status             0.5 0.4 >0.9 

Married 53.6% 47.6% - 60.0% 59.2% 54.6% - 64.1% 59.1% 56.6% - 61.6%       

Single 31.6% 25.7% - 38.1% 26.8% 22.2% - 31.7% 26.5% 24.1% - 29.0%       

Other 14.8% 8.8% - 21.3% 14.0% 9.3% - 18.9% 14.4% 12.0% - 16.9%       

Highest level of 

education             0.012 0.13 0.006 

Less than HS 11.7% 5.3% - 18.2% 2.7% 0% - 7.7% 7.7% 5.1% - 10.3%       

HS 29.8% 23.5% - 36.4% 24.2% 19.2% - 29.4% 24.8% 22.3% - 27.5%       

Some college 26.1% 19.7% - 32.6% 29.8% 24.7% - 34.9% 26.4% 23.8% - 29.1%       

Bachelors or higher 32.5% 26.1% - 39.0% 43.3% 38.2% - 48.3% 41.1% 38.5% - 43.8%       
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Race/Ethnicity             0.3 0.003 0.2 

White, non-Hispanic 68.2% 62.9% - 73.9% 63.2% 58.8% - 67.8% 62.6% 60.2% - 64.9%       

Black, non-Hispanic 7.0% 1.8% - 12.8% 9.7% 5.3% - 14.3% 12.8% 10.5% - 15.2%       

Other, non-Hispanic 3.1% 0% - 8.9% 6.9% 2.5% - 11.5% 8.9% 6.5% - 11.2%       

Hispanic 20.4% 15.2% - 26.2% 18.2% 13.8% - 22.8% 14.4% 12.1% - 16.7%       

2+ races, non-Hispanic 1.3% 0% - 7.1% 2.1% 0% - 6.7% 1.4% 0% - 3.7%       

Community type             0.5 0.5 0.7 

Urban 39.4% 32.9% - 45.7% 36.3% 31.5% - 41.4% 35.0% 32.5% - 37.7%       

Rural 16.2% 9.8% - 22.6% 14.0% 9.1% - 19.1% 15.7% 13.1% - 18.3%       

Suburban 44.4% 38.2% - 50.9% 49.7% 44.9% - 54.8% 49.3% 46.7% - 51.9%       

Census region             0.015 0.006 >0.9 

Northeast 16.6% 10.6% - 23.3% 19.2% 14.4% - 24.4% 18.4% 15.8% - 21.0%       

Midwest 29.5% 23.5% - 36.2% 17.2% 12.4% - 22.4% 18.1% 15.5% - 20.7%       

South 36.7% 30.7% - 43.4% 38.1% 33.1% - 43.2% 37.0% 34.4% - 39.6%       

West 17.3% 11.3% - 24.0% 25.5% 20.6% - 30.6% 26.5% 23.9% - 29.1%       

Employment status             0.4 0.3 <0.001 

Working full-time 52.1% 46.1% - 58.6% 58.7% 54.2% - 63.7% 46.0% 43.4% - 48.7%       

Working part-time 13.9% 8.0% - 20.5% 12.3% 7.6% - 17.2% 14.1% 11.5% - 16.8%       

Not working 34.0% 28.0% - 40.6% 29.0% 24.3% - 33.8% 39.9% 37.3% - 42.5%       

Poverty level             0.076 0.3 0.2 
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Below poverty level 13.9% 10.2% - 18.1% 7.4% 5.3% - 9.9% 10.2% 8.7% - 11.5%       

Above poverty level 86.1% 82.3% - 90.3% 92.6% 90.6% - 95.2% 89.8% 88.5% - 91.3%       

COVID-19 vaccination 

status†             <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 

Vaccinated 61.0% 55.2% - 67.3% 77.2% 73.5% - 81.4% 89.4% 87.9% - 90.8%       

Not vaccinated 39.0% 33.2% - 45.3% 22.8% 19.0% - 26.9% 10.6% 9.1% - 12.1%       

Total no. of 

Symptoms lasting 4 or 
more weeks             0.04 <0.001 <0.001 

No Symptoms (0)  
39.4% 33.0% - 45.8% 52.2% 47.3% - 57.1% 77.7% 75.7% - 79.6%       

Any Symptoms (1+)  
60.6% 55.1% - 67.0% 47.8% 43.1% - 52.8% 22.3% 20.3% - 24.4%      

One Symptom (1)  
23.5% 17.2% - 30.0% 16.9% 12.1% - 21.9% 10.0% 8.2% - 12.0%       

Two Symptom (2)  
8.3% 1.9% - 14.7% 5.6% 0.8% - 10.5% 4.3% 2.4% - 6.3%       

Three or More 

Symptoms (3+)  28.8% 22.5% - 35.3% 25.3% 20.4% - 30.2% 8.0% 6.1% - 10.0%       

* p-value for weighted Wald chi-square test; all p-values <0.05 indicate significant differences. 

° Statistical weighting was used to align the sample with U.S. population distributions, adjusting for gender, age, and education. Weights were designed to match the U.S. Census’ American 
Community Survey (ACS) proportions for these variables.   

† For those who reported testing positive for SARS-CoV-2, vaccinated respondents received two doses of a two-dose primary series or one dose of a single dose primary series prior to the date they 

reported first testing positive. Negative respondents reported whether they were vaccinated (received two doses of a two-dose series or one dose of a single dose series) at the time they completed the 
survey. Respondents who did not complete their primary series (received one dose of a two-dose series) were excluded from these values (n = 42). 
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Table 2. Prevalence of ongoing symptoms lasting 4 weeks or longer among respondents by testing status, weighted°   

  
First testing 

positive during 

Delta  

First testing 

positive 

during 

Omicron 

Reporting 

only testing 

negative 

Absolute 

difference 

test positive 

(Delta) – test 

positive 

(Omicron)  

95% CI 

Absolute 

difference 

test positive 

(Delta) – test 

negative  

95% CI 

Absolute 

difference test 

positive 

(Omicron) – 

test negative 

95% CI 

  n = 257 n = 460 n = 1,705             

Gastrointestinal (GI) 

Symptom  
                  

Yes  13.1% † 7.8% 4.2% ‡ 5.3% 0.5% - 10.1%  8.9% 4.7% - 13.1% 3.6% 1.0% - 6.2% 

Diarrhea 8.8% † 3.0% 1.8% ‡ 5.8% 2.0% - 9.6% 7.0% 3.5% - 10.5% 1.2% -0.5% - 2.9% 

Nausea/vomiting 8.2% † 3.1% § 1.3% ‡ 5.1% 1.4% - 8.8% 6.9% 3.5% - 10.3% 1.8% 0.1% - 3.5% 

Stomach pain 4.2% 4.2% 2.2% 0.0% -3.1% - 3.1% 2.0% -0.6% - 4.6% 2.0% 0% - 4.0% 

Neurological 

Symptom  
                  

Yes  40.3% † 31.7% § 14.0% ‡ 8.6% 1.3% - 16.0% 26.3% 20.1% - 32.5% 17.7% 13.1% - 22.3% 

Difficulty 
thinking/brain fog 

12.1% 12.1% § 3.4% ‡ 
0.0% -5.0% - 5.0% 8.7% 4.6% - 12.8% 8.7% 5.6% - 11.8% 

Fatigue 32.6% † 26.3% § 8.2% ‡ 6.3% -0.7% - 13.3% 24.4% 18.5% - 30.3% 18.1% 13.9% - 22.3% 

Headache 16.7% 14.2% § 4.1% ‡ 2.5% -3.1% - 8.1% 12.6% 7.9% - 17.3% 10.1% 6.8% - 13.4% 

Post-exertional 

malaise 5.6% 6.2% § 0.7% ‡ 0.6% -4.2% - 3.0% 4.9% 2.1% - 7.7% 5.5% 3.3% - 7.7% 

Problems sleeping 9.4% 6.9% 5.8% 2.5% -1.8% - 6.8% 3.6% -0.1% - 7.3% 1.1% -1.5% - 3.7% 

Respiratory/Cardiac 

Symptom  
                  

Yes  27.7% 31.2% § 8.8% ‡ 3.5% -10.4% - 3.4% 18.8% 13.3% - 24.5% 22.4% 18.0% - 26.8% 

Chest pain 6.6% 6.1% § 1.3% ‡ 0.5% -3.7% - 4.7% 5.3% 2.2% - 8.4% 4.8% 2.6% - 7.1% 

Cough 17.6% 22.9% § 5.0% ‡ 5.3% -12.2% - 1.6% 12.6% 7.8% - 17.4% 17.9% 13.9% - 21.9% 

Heart palpitations 5.7% 3.4% 1.6% ‡ 2.3% -1.3% - 5.9% 4.1% 1.2% - 7.0% 1.8% 0% - 3.6% 

Shortness of breath 17.7% † 10.0% § 3.2% ‡ 7.7% 1.8% - 13.6% 14.5% 9.8% - 19.2% 6.8% 3.9% - 9.7% 

Sore throat 9.9% 11.4% § 1.9% ‡ 1.5% -6.8% - 3.8% 8.0% 4.3% - 11.7% 9.5% 6.5% - 12.5% 

Other Symptom                    

Yes  42.8% † 27.5% § 11.4% ‡ 15.3% 8.0% - 22.6% 31.4% 25.2% - 37.6% 16.1% 11.8% - 20.5% 

Change in mood 3.9% 5.0% 1.8% 1.1% - 4.2% - 2.0% 1.8% -0.4% - 4.6% 3.2% 1.11% - 5.3% 
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Change in smell/taste 29.7% † 14.3% § 1.0% ‡ 15.4% 9.0% - 21.8% 28.7% 23.1% - 34.3% 13.3% 10.1% - 16.5% 

Fever 15.3% 10.9% § 1.5% ‡ 4.4% -8.4% - 9.6% 13.8% 9.4% - 18.2% 9.4% 6.5% - 12.3% 

Hair loss 9.1% † 6.6% § 1.5% ‡ 2.5% -1.7% - 6.7% 7.6% 4.0% - 11.2% 5.1% 2.8% - 7.4% 

Joint/muscle pain 14.7% 10.9% 8.2% ‡ 3.8% -1.4% - 9.0% 6.5% 2.0% - 11.0% 2.7% -0.4% - 5.8% 

° Statistical weighting was used to align the sample with U.S. population distributions, adjusting for gender, age, and education. Weights were designed to match the U.S. Census’ American 

Community Survey (ACS) proportions for these variables.  

† p-value for pairwise comparison of proportions test between positives during Delta predominant period and positives during Omicron predominant period <0.05, differences between those first 

testing positive during Delta predominant period and those first testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 during Omicron predominant period. 

‡ p-value for pairwise comparison of proportions test between positives during Delta predominant period and Negatives <0.05, differences between those first testing positive during Delta 

predominant period and those receiving a negative SARS-CoV-2 test result. 

§ p-value for pairwise comparison of proportions test between positives during Omicron predominant period and Negatives <0.05, differences between those first testing positive during Omicron 
predominant period and those receiving a negative SARS-CoV-2 test result. 

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 13, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.09.23293776


 

21 
 

 

  

Table 3. Healthcare utilization for ongoing symptoms lasting 4 weeks or longer by testing status, weighted°   

  

First testing 

positive during 

Delta  95% CI 

First 

testing 

positive 

during 

Omicron 95% CI 

Testing 

negative 95% CI 

Delta v. 

Omicron 

Delta v. 

Negative 

Omicron 

v. 

Negative 

  n = 156   n = 185   n = 317         

Utilized healthcare for ongoing symptoms                 

Yes 57.7% 50.3% - 65.9% 45.5% 38.7% - 52.6% 35.6% 30.7% - 40.7% 0.06 <0.001 0.05 

Received outpatient careX          

Yes 53.1% 45.7% - 61.3% 45.5% 38.7% - 52.6% 34.5% 29.8% - 39.7% 0.2 0.001 0.03 

Saw health professional 33.2% 26.5% - 41.1% 32.8% 26.5% - 39.4% 29.6% 24.9% - 34.3% >0.9 0.5 0.5 

Went to urgent/emergency care 24.8% 18.6% - 31.6% 14.8% 10.5% - 19.8% 8.6% 6.1% - 11.5% 0.05 <0.001 0.06 

Received inpatient care Y           

Yes 10.0% 6.2% - 14.7% 0.4% 0% - 1.4% 2.5% 1.2% - 4.0% 0.008 0.04 0.03 

Hospitalized 9.6% 5.8% - 14.2% 0.4% 0% - 1.4% 1.3% 0.5% - 2.5% 0.01 0.02 0.2 

Treated in ICU 2.5% 0.6% - 4.8% 0.0% 0% - 0.8% 1.4% 0.5% - 2.6% 0.04 0.4 0.05 

Given breathing tube/ventilator 1.5% 0.3% - 3.3% 0.0% 0% - 0.8% 0.8% 0.2% - 1.8% 0.2 0.5 0.12 

° Statistical weighting was used to align the sample with U.S. population distributions, adjusting for gender, age, and education. Weights were designed to match the U.S. Census’ American 

Community Survey (ACS) proportions for these variables.  

* p-value for weighted Wald chi-square test; all p-values <0.05 indicate significant differences.  
X Outpatient care included seeing a doctor, nurse, or another health professional or receiving emergency or urgent care. Respondents could have reported utilizing more than one type of outpatient 
care service 

 
Y Inpatient care included being hospitalized, being treated in an intensive care unit (ICU) or being placed on a ventilator or given a breathing tube. Respondents could have reported utilizing more 
than one type of inpatient care service  
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Table 4. Logistic regression analyses of risk factors associated with ongoing symptoms lasting four weeks or longer 

  Model 1: Respondent reporting ongoing symptoms (n = 2,421) 
Model 2: Respondents testing positive and reporting ongoing symptoms 

(n = 716) 

  
Unadjusted 

OR 95% CI Adjusted OR 95% CI Unadjusted OR 95% CI Adjusted OR 95% CI 

SARS-CoV-2 test status                 

Tested negative 1.00 Reference 1.00 Reference N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Positive during Delta 5.53 4.20 - 7.31 5.94 4.48 - 7.90 1.0  Reference 1.0 Reference 

Positive during Omicron 2.93 2.36 - 2.64 3.13 2.51 - 3.91 0.53 0.39 - 0.72 0.53 0.38 - 0.72 

Age Group (years)                 

18-39 1.00 Reference 1.00 Reference 1.00 Reference 1.00 Reference 

40-59 1.00 0.79 - 1.27 1.01 0.79 - 1.31 1.24 0.86 - 1.78 1.25 0.86 - 1.82 

>= 60 1.01 0.80 - 1.27 1.08 0.82 - 1.42 1.22 0.82 - 1.82 1.13 0.73 - 1.76 

Sex                 

Male 
1.00 Reference 1.00 Reference 1.00 Reference 1.00 Reference 

Female 1.34 1.13 - 1.59 1.28 1.06 - 1.55 1.34 1.00 - 1.80 1.36 1.00 - 1.85 

Employment status                 

Working full time 1.00 Reference 1.00 

 

1.00 Reference 1.00 Reference 

Working part-time 1.00 0.75 - 1.32 1.03 0.75 - 1.40 0.95 0.59 - 1.52 0.89 0.54 - 1.46 

Not working 1.28 1.06 - 1.53 1.48 1.17 - 1.87 1.36 0.98 - 1.89 1.29 0.88 - 1.89 

° Statistical weighting was used to align the sample with U.S. population distributions, adjusting for gender, age, and education. Weights were designed to match the U.S. Census’ American 

Community Survey (ACS) proportions for these variables.  
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Appendix 

 

Change in mood  Other 

Change in smell or taste  Other 

Chest pain/pressure   Respiratory/Cardiac symptoms 

Cough   Respiratory/Cardiac symptoms 

Diarrhea   GI symptoms 

Difficulty thinking clearly, concentrating, forgetfulness, 
memory loss, or ‘brain fog’   

Neurological symptoms 

Fatigue/tired/weakness  Neurological symptoms 

Fever or chills   Other 

Hair loss  Other 

Headache   Neurological symptoms 

Joint/muscle pain   Other 

Nausea/vomiting   GI symptoms 

Palpitations (heart racing or pounding)   Respiratory/Cardiac symptoms 

Post-exertional malaise (worsening of symptoms after even 
minor physical, mental, or emotional exertion)  

Neurological symptoms 

Problems sleeping   Neurological symptoms 

Shortness of breath/breathlessness    Respiratory/Cardiac symptoms 

Sore throat   Respiratory/Cardiac symptoms 

Stomach pain    GI symptoms 
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