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What is already known of this topic

Cognitive difficulties and physical symptoms have been reported after infections with the
SARS-CoV-2 virus, but lack of studies with data before and after infections have sparked
a global debate regarding severity and duration of these symptoms.

Post acute viral syndromes have been described after many different infections, but it is
unknown whether the symptoms of “long-COVID” or Post Acute Sequela after COVID-

19 (PASC) are specific to the SARS-CoV-2 or not.

What this study adds

We found a significant and long-term increase in cognitive symptoms, anosmia and
dysgeusia, dyspnoea, fatigue, and self-assessed worsening of overall health after a
positive (COVID-19) but not a negative (indication of another infection) SARS-CoV-2
test.

To our knowledge, this is the first large cohort study to report the trajectories of both
cognitive and physical symptoms from before and up to 22 months after a positive

SARS-CoV-2 test, compared to SARS-CoV-2 negative controls.
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Abstract

Objectives
We aimed to describe the trajectories of cognitive and physical symptoms before, during, and

after a positive- or negative SARS-CoV-2 test and in untested controls.

Design

A prospective cohort study.

Setting

Norway, 27 March 2020 to 6 July 2022

Participants

A total of 146 065 volunteers were recruited. Of these, 120 605 participants (mean age 49 (SD
13.7), 69% female), were initially untested for the SARS-CoV-2 virus, completed one or more
follow-up questionnaires (response rates 72-90%) and were included for analysis. After 22
months of follow-up, 15 737 participants had a positive SARS-CoV-2 test, 67 305 a negative

test, and 37 563 were still untested.

Main outcome measures

We assessed reported symptoms the past three weeks of memory or concentration problems,
anosmia and dysgeusia, dyspnoea, fatigue, fever, headache, cough, muscular pain, nasal
symptoms, sore throat and abdominal pain at baseline and through four follow-up questionnaires.

In addition, overall health compared to a year before was measured with a five-point scale and
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87  memory problems were measured using the Everyday Memory Questionnaire-13 at two

88  timepoints.

89  The exposure, SARS-CoV-2 test status (positive, negative or untested), was obtained from a
90 mandatory national registry or from self-report, and data were analysed using mixed model

91 logistic regression.

92  Results

93 A positive SARS-CoV-2-test was associated with the following persistent symptoms, compared
94  with participants with a negative test (1-3 months after a negative test); memory problems (3 to 6
95  months after a positive test: adjusted odds ratio (OR) 9.1, 95% confidence interval (Cl) 7.5 to

96 10.9; 12 to 18 months: OR 7.8, CI 5.7 to 10.8), concentration problems (3 to 6 months: OR 6.1,
97 Cl4.8t06.5; 12 to 18 months: OR 5.3, CI 3.9 to 7.1), anosmia and dysgeusia, dyspnoea and

98  fatigue as well as self-assessed worsening of overall health.

99  Conclusion
100 A positive SARS-CoV-2 test was associated with new onset memory- and concentration
101 problems, anosmia and dysgeusia, dyspnoea and fatigue as well as self-assessed worsening of
102  overall health, which persisted for the length of the follow-up of 22 months, even when

103 correcting for symptoms before COVID-19 and compared to symptoms in negative controls.

104  Trial registration
105  ClinicalTrials ID: NCT04320732
106

107
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108 Introduction

109  The World Health Organization (WHO) has reported more than 770 million COVID-19 cases,
110  including around 6.9 million deaths globally, as of August 25, 2023.1 It has been estimated that
111 more than 65 million individuals around the world suffer from post-acute sequelae of severe

112 acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection, often termed “long-

113 COVID”.2 The definition of the phases of COVID-19 disease varies across studies.®® An acute
114  phase 0-1 month after diagnosis, followed by a post-acute phase 1-3 months, and a post-COVID-
115 19 phase >3 months have been described.* The WHO's description of the time frame for long-

116  COVID coincides with the post-COVID-19 phase.’

117  Previous studies have reported a range of potential long-COVID symptoms such as anosmia and
118  dysgeusia, fatigue, headache, muscle pain, abdominal pain, cough, dyspnoea, hair loss, and

119  cognitive symptoms.>°2% However, most of these studies lacked relevant control groups, data on
120  symptoms before COVID-19, and a long follow-up time. We initiated a large prospective cohort
121 study in which we examined the temporal trajectories of symptoms in SARS-CoV-2-positive, -
122 negative, and -untested participants, with a high response rate and a follow-up time of up to 22

123  months after the test date.

124 Methods

125  Study population

126 The Norwegian COVID-19 Cohort Study is a population-based, open cohort study of adult

127  participants (aged 18-96 years) from Norway. From March 27, 2020, participants were recruited
128  through social media, invitations, and nationwide media coverage. Participants completed a

129  baseline questionnaire at inclusion and were invited to regular follow-up questionnaires. All
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130  participants had a Norwegian identification number and electronic access to the secure national

131  digital governmental identification service.

132 Between March 27, 2020, to April 15, 2021, a total of 146 065 participants completed the

133 baseline questionnaire (99 % before June 30, 2020). Of these, 127 798 participants were untested
134  at baseline according to the mandatory Surveillance System for Communicable Diseases (MSIS)
135  registry and confirmed this through self-report. We excluded 7193 participants who did not

136  complete any follow-up questionnaires.

137  Our final study population of 120 605 had completed a baseline questionnaire and at least one
138  follow-up questionnaire before July 6, 2022. The response rates for the first (May 2020), second
139  (July 2020), third (November 2020), and fourth follow-up (December 2021) questionnaires were

140  79.3%, 84.2%, 80.4%, and 72.1%, respectively (Supplementary eFigure 1).

141 In asubstudy between the 3@ and 4" follow-ups (July 2021), 6279 participants (all SARS-CoV-
142  2-positive participants, and randomly selected negative and untested participants) were invited
143  for an extra questionnaire (89.9% responded) (Supplementary eMethods 1). To assess the impact
144  of non-response on our overall study, a random subset of these (n=2090) received telephone

145  reminders if unresponsive electronically (“phone cohort”), with a 97% response rate in that

146  group.

147  In another add-on study, from October 2020 to December 2021, 998 blood samples from 966
148  unvaccinated participants were collected and analyzed for SARS-CoV-2 antibodies

149  (Supplementary eMethods 2).

150  The study was approved by the Norwegian Regional Committee for Research Ethics (REK

151  124170), and all participants submitted electronic informed consent forms. The study is
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152  registered in ClinicalTrials (https://clinicaltrials.gov; ID: NCT04320732), and reported according

153  to the STROBE guidelines for cohort studies.

154  Assessment of exposure

155  The exposure, SARS-CoV-2 status, was obtained through linkage of the participant’s personal
156 identification numbers with the MSIS registry or self-report. COVID-19 became a compulsory
157  reportable disease to MSIS on January 31, 2020. SARS-CoV-2 tests were done by a

158  nasopharyngeal and/or oropharyngeal swab test and detected using real-time polymerase chain
159  reaction (rt-PCR) in any accredited Norwegian clinical microbiology laboratory. From early in
160  January, 2022, self-tests became increasingly available and PCR tests no longer mandated.

161  SARS-CoV-2 status were therefore increasingly based on self-report the in the last months of the
162  study. Participants could change their exposure status during the study period. We considered a
163  participant untested from inclusion until the date of a SARS-CoV-2 test (positive or negative). If
164  the first test was negative, a participant would be considered negative until the date of a later
165  positive test. A participant with only negative tests was considered SARS-CoV-2-negative

166  throughout the follow-up.

167  Community testing for SARS-CoV-2 status was free of charge and after the initial few months of
168  the pandemic widely available and strongly encouraged. Testing for international travel was

169  done at private facilities and required a fee and results were reported to MSIS like all other tests.
170  Testing criteria changed during the study period and is described in Supplementary eFigure 2.

171 From January 24, 2022, a PCR test was no longer routinely offered after a positive self-test.

172

173

10
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174 Assessment and definition of endpoints

175  Outcome measures were self-reported symptoms assessed through electronic follow-up

176  questionnaires (Supplementary eMethods 3). Questionnaires were designed using existing
177  knowledge about COVID-19 symptoms and the International Severe Acute Respiratory and
178  Emerging Infection Consortium forms.?* For each questionnaire, participants were asked to

179  check off symptoms they had experienced the past 3 weeks.

180 In the second follow-up questionnaire, a health transition question (“Compared to a year ago, or
181  before you had COVID-19, how will you describe your health?”’) with a 5-point Likert scale (the
182  variable was dichotomized in the analyses), from the 36-Item Short Form Survey was added.?
183  As several participants reported memory problems in the free-text fields in the second follow-up
184  questionnaire, questions on memory- and concentration were added to the third and fourth

185  follow-up questionnaires and in the substudy between these questionnaires. To assess memory-
186  and concentration problems, the Behaviour Rating Inventory of Executive Functions-adult

187  version (BRIEF-A)? was included in the substudy, while the 13-item Everyday Memory

188  Questionnaire-revised version (EMQ-R)?" was included in the substudy and fourth follow-up.

189  Statistical analyses

190  To investigate the temporal trajectory of symptoms after COVID-19, we examined the combined
191  effect of SARS-CoV-2 status (untested, negative, or positive) and time since a SARS-CoV-2 test
192 (0-1, 1-3,3-6, 6-12, 12-18 and >18 months) on symptoms. Time since test was defined as the

193  time since the first positive or negative test, or the time since baseline (for the untested). We

194  included information from all questionnaires, and used mixed-effect logistic regression

195  calculating odds ratios (ORs) with 95% confidence intervals (Cls) of each symptom associated

11
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196  with SARS-CoV-2 status and time since test (eMethods 4). We compared symptoms of SARS-
197  CoV-2-positive and untested participants with SARS-CoV-2-negative participants at one fixed
198  time point, 1-3 months after their first negative test. We also compared the symptoms of SARS-
199  CoV-2-positive and untested participants at each time point with the SARS-CoV-2-negative

200  participants.

201 Analyses were adjusted for potential confounders: age (10-year categories), gender (men,

202 women), body mass index (BMI,<25 kg/ m?>25kg/ m?, missing), annual household income level
203 (<299 999, 300 000-599 999, 600 000-100 0000, >1 000 000 NOK, missing), smoking status
204  (never, former, current, missing), underlying medical condition (no, yes, missing), and symptom
205  status for each symptom at baseline (no, yes, missing) or at the first questionnaire asking about

206  the symptom, but before the outcome symptom.

207  To illustrate the trajectories of symptoms before, during, and after a positive or negative test, we
208  calculated the unadjusted moving average (with 95% CI) prevalence of symptoms for each
209  exposure group (using the SARS-CoV-2-status at the last follow-up) over the whole study period

210  (supplementary eMethods 5).

211 We performed the following sensitivity analyses and only including; participants with pre-
212 omicron-variants, those who completed all questionnaires (not including the substudy), non-

213 hospitalized participants, and participants with self-reported SARS-CoV-2 status.

214  Inthe substudy and fourth follow-up, we used multivariate analysis of variance to test for
215  differences in subscales of BRIEF-A by SARS-CoV-2 status, and analysis of variance
216 (ANCOVA) to test for differences by SARS-CoV-2 status on EMQ-R, controlling for age and

217  sex. Pairwise-comparisons between SARS-CoV-2 status (untested, negative and positive) were

12
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218  Bonferroni corrected. We used ANCOVA to investigate the difference in change in EMQ-R
219  between those who converted to positive and those who remained negative/untested. Point-serial
220  correlations between EMQ-R and BRIEF-A subscales and self-reported memory- and

221  concentration problems were investigated (supplementary eTable 1).

222 To examine the effect of non-response bias, we conducted a sensitivity analysis in randomly
223 selected participants invited to the substudy (n=2090). The non-responders were contacted by
224  telephone (n = 343; 56 untested, 237 negative, and 50 positive) and were compared with those

225  who had already responded through electronic reminders (n = 1692).

226 Analyses were performed using Stata (Stata Statistical Software, release 16 and 17, Stata Corp.,

227  College Station, TX), R (version 4.2.2), and SPSS 27 (IBM).

228  Patient and Public Involvement statement

229  We have involved patients in the Norwegian Corona Cohort since the spring of 2020. Our focus
230  on persisting cognitive symptoms were initiated after reports of such symptoms by a patient

231 representative which led to the inclusion of relevant questions in the following questionnaires.
232 The study has had a two-way communication with our participants through newsletters and free-
233 text-fields in the questionnaires. We have regular meetings with patients and the patient

234  organization Norwegian Covid Association.

235 Results

236 Participants and follow-up
237  Of 120 605 participants, 15 737 were SARS-CoV-2-positive (58% from MSIS and 42% self-

238  report), 67 305 negative, and 37 563 untested at the end of follow-up (July 6, 2022;

13
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239 Supplementary eFigure 1). The follow-up varied between the groups and 710 SARS-CoV-2

240  positive, 35 309 negative, and 18 997 untested participants had >12 months follow-up after the
241  test (Table 1). In total, 530 200 questionnaires were included in the analyses. Of the participants,
242 69% were women, 41% had a per household income/ year >1 000 000 NOK (about US$ 100
243 000), and the mean age was 49 years (SD = 13.7 years). SARS-CoV-2-positive were younger,
244  had a higher income, a lower BMI, and fewer underlying medical conditions, and were less

245  likely to be current smokers compared with negative and untested participants.

246  Symptoms among SARS-CoV-2-positive participants

247  The temporal trajectory of each symptom differed by SARS-CoV-2 status (Unadjusted: Figure 1
248  and Supplementary eFigure 3, and adjusted: Table 2, Supplementary eTables 2 and 3). When
249  comparing SARS-CoV-2-positive participants with negative participants (1-3 months after a
250  negative test), there were several persistent symptoms. The strongest findings in the adjusted
251  analyses were memory problems (3-6 months: adjusted odds ratio (OR) = 9.1, 95% confidence
252 interval (Cl) = 7.5-10.9; 6-12 months: OR = 13.3, Cl = 10.7-16.6; 12-18 months: OR = 7.8, Cl =
253  5.7-10.8; >18 months: OR = 9.96, CI = 4.3-23.0), concentration problems (3-6 months: OR =
254 5.7, Cl =4.9-6.7; 6-12 months: OR = 7.5, Cl = 6.1-9.1; 12-18 months: OR =5.3, Cl = 3.9-7.1;
255  >18 months: OR = 4.9, Cl = 2.1-11.1), and anosmia and dysgeusia (3-6 months: OR = 5.2, 95%
256 Cl=4.4-6.2,6-12 months: OR = 8.9, Cl =7.2-11;12-18 months; OR =5.5, Cl =4.0-7.5; >18
257  months: OR = 5.3, Cl = 2.4-2.1) (Table 2). Self-assessed worsening of overall health was also
258  significantly higher among the SARS-CoV-2-positive participants, with the highest risk being at
259 18 months (OR = 3.7, Cl = 2.0-6.8). The risk of reporting dyspnoea and fatigue was higher for
260 the positive than negative participants, but the risk attenuated over time. SARS-CoV-2 positive

261  participants were equally or less likely to report fever, headache, cough, muscular pain, nasal

14
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262  symptoms, sore throat, and abdominal pain late in follow-up compared to the negative

263  participants (Supplementary eTable 2).

264  Symptoms among SARS-CoV-2-negative and untested participants

265  Eighty percent of participants with a negative test reported at least one symptom indicating an
266 infection in the three-week period around testing (data not shown). At later follow-up periods,
267  SARS-CoV-2-negative participants had a higher risk of reporting symptoms compared to 1-3
268  months after the negative test. Memory problems (3-6 months: OR = 1.3, Cl = 1.2-1.5; >18

269  months: OR = 2.0, Cl = 1.7-2.3), fever (3-6 months: OR = 1.2, Cl = 1.00-1.4; >18 months: OR =
270 2.1, Cl =1.8-2.3), and cough (3-6 months: OR = 1.0, Cl = 0.94-1.1; >18 months: OR = 1.5, CI =
271 1.4-1.7) were increasingly reported over time among negative participants (Table 2 and

272 Supplementary eTable 2). We therefore conducted analyses comparing SARS-CoV-2-positive
273 with negative participants at each time point (Supplementary eTable 3). Untested participants

274 were less likely to report symptoms compared to SARS-CoV-2-negative participants.

275  Disease severity and persisting symptoms

276 A longer time bedridden with COVID-19 was associated with an increased risk of persisting
277  symptoms, except for sore throat and nasal symptoms. The strongest association in the adjusted
278  analyses was seen for memory problems (bedridden 1-6 days: OR = 2.1, Cl = 2.0-2.7, bedridden
279  7-13 days: OR =5.3, Cl = 4.3-6.6, and bedridden >=14 days: OR 9.1, Cl 6.5-12.8, compared to

280  not being bedridden during COVID-19) (Supplementary eMethods 6, and eTable 4).

281  Sensitivity analyses
282  When excluding participants with SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variants (BA.1 and BA.2), the results
283  were consistent (eFigure 4), but the ORs for memory problems, concentration problems, and

15
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284  anosmia and dysgeusia 3-6 months after the positive test were higher compared to when all cases
285  were included (data not shown). In other sensitivity analyses, we included only those who

286  completed all questionnaires, excluded hospitalized COVID-19 participants (4%), and

287  participants with self-reported SARS-CoV-2 status, and the results remained largely unchanged
288  (data not shown). In one sensitivity analysis, only participants answering questionnaires both

289  before and after a positive or negative SARS-CoV-2 test were included and the results were

290  similar to when all questionnaires were included (data not shown).

291 Validated questionnaires on cognitive function, phone cohort and serology

292  Compared to SARS-CoV-2 negative participants, positive participants reported more functional
293  memory problems on the EMQ-R (Supplementary eFigure 5; substudy: Mean difference = 0.262,
294  Cl =0.204 - 0.321; fourth follow-up: Mean difference = 0.329, Cl =0.298 - 0.394), and poorer
295  working memory function (BRIEF-A subscale, Supplementary eFigure 6; Mean difference =

296 0.620, Cl=0.346-0.894). There were no significant differences on the other BRIEF-A subscales.
297  With regard to change in EMQ-R, those who converted to positive at fourth follow-up had larger
298  changes (n = 223; M=.124, SD = .63) than those who remained negative or untested (n = 2489;
299  M=.029, SD = .449), mean difference = .096, Cl =.031, .160, p = .004). We performed

300 correlation tests between EMQ-R/BRIEF-A Working memory subscale, and self-reported

301  memory- and concentration problems and found small (Pearson's r from 0.26 to 0.40), but

302  significant correlations between these measurements (Supplementary eTable 1).

303 Inthe subgroup of participants contacted by telephone (n=343), a lower proportion, reported
304 symptoms compared with those who responded through electronic invitations. This difference
305  was more pronounced among positive than among negative participants (Supplementary eFigure

306 7).
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307 Inthe add-on serology study of 966 participants, blood samples were analysed for SARS-CoV-2
308 antibodies, 3 (0.3%) were positive but classified as negative or untested at the time of sampling

309  (Supplementary eMethods 2).

310 DIscussion

311 Inthis prospective cohort study, we have analysed the temporal trajectory of 14 symptoms (13
312  symptoms and self-assessed worsening of overall health) before, during and after a positive or
313  negative SARS-CoV-2 test. When comparing SARS-CoV-2-positive participants with negative
314  participants, persistent symptoms were memory- and concentration problems, anosmia and

315  dysgeusia, dyspnoea, fatigue, and self-assessed worsening of overall health. The cognitive

316  symptoms and self-assessed worsening of overall health did not attenuate over time. SARS-CoV-
317 2 positive participants also scored worse than negative participants in validated tests of

318  functional and working memory.

319  Our finding of memory- and concentration problems as long-COVID symptoms is in line with a
320  report by the WHO? and several studies.®1%12-162° However, the results elaborates this

321  association with several important findings. Firstly, the association between COVID-19 and

322 memory- and concentration problems was strong, and after the acute phase — as strong as the
323  association between COVID-19 and anosmia and dysgeusia. Secondly, memory- and

324  concentration problems increased in the 0-6 months interval after a positive SARS-CoV-2 test
325 and persisted throughout the follow-up time up to 22 months. In contrast, the other symptoms
326  peaked in prevalence during the acute phase and thereafter exhibited a downwards trend. To our
327  knowledge, this has not previously been reported and may indicate that the pathophysiological

328  processes underlying the cognitive symptoms may differ from other long-COVID symptoms.
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329  The strong association and a temporal trajectory specific for cognitive symptoms warrants

330 further research.

331 Several studies have examined the neuropathological effects of the SARS-CoV-2 virus and

332 possible mechanisms associated with COVID-19.23 Brain imaging studies have reported a
333 greater reduction of grey matter®® and an increase of white matter lesions after COVID-19%,
334  whereas an autopsy study found the virus persisting in the brain of COVID-19 patients.*2

335  Another study has suggested that synaptic signalling of neurons may expand after COVID-19
336 disease®® and could be linked to neurodegenerative and psychiatric disorders.®*3® The SARS-
337  CoV-2-positive participants’ scores on BRIEF-A and EMQ-R in the current study indicate that
338  most participants reporting memory- and concentration problems had mild cognitive

339  impairments. However, even slight cognitive impairments can have profound effects on

340 everyday functioning because working memory supports decision-making, navigation, and

341 problem-solving, and it helps keep track of conversations.®” The fact that cognitive symptoms are
342  persistent, and most of the population have been, or will be, infected by the SARS-CoV-2 virus,
343  makes it crucial that further research focuses on the pathophysiology, and treatment (including

344  whether immediate treatment upon symptom debut are effective) of these symptoms.®

345  Our findings are consistent with a large recent cohort study examining cognitive trajectories in
346  older adults?®. They asked about history of COVID-19 in the year before each questionnaire, and

347  adecline in cognition was observed after COVID-19 compared to pre-pandemic year.

348  Arecently published report from the Lifelines Study analysed 23 somatic (not cognitive) self-
349  reported symptoms from 76 000 participants, 90-150 days after COVID-19, and had a matched
350  non-infected control group.? Our findings on anosmia and dysgeusia, dyspnoea, and fatigue are

351  consistent with their findings. However, we included a control group with negative tests (80% of
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352 the participants with a negative test reported >1 symptoms of an infection at the time of testing),
353 allowing us to identify symptoms specific to the SARS-CoV-2 virus compared to other

354 infections. This could be one of the reasons why the current study did not find any association
355  between COVID-19 and persisting fever, headache, cough, nasal symptoms, sore throat, or

356  abdominal pain when we compared SARS-CoV-2 positive and negative participants. We

357  observed an upwards trend in symptoms associated with upper respiratory tract infections

358  (URTI) among the SARS-CoV-2-negative participants over time. This was probably because

359  lockdown measures were gradually relaxed throughout the pandemic.

360  Our findings are also consistent with findings from a large cohort study following 138 818

361 SARS-CoV-2-positive and 5 985 227 controls from the US Department of Veterans Affairs.® In
362 that study, diagnoses were tracked up to two years after COVID-19 and the risk of 27 of 79

363  diagnoses were still elevated 2 years after COVID-19 compared to non-infected controls.

364  Furthermore, in a cross-sectional study (EPILOC) on 50 457 SARS-CoV-2 positive participants
365 reported that fatigue, neurocognitive impairment, dyspnoea, anosmia, and dysgeusia persisted 6-

366 12 months after the SARS-CoV-2 infection.*®

367  The current study is a large prospective cohort with a long follow-up period, and multiple

368  follow-up questionnaires, including before disease, with a high response rate. The study included
369 a SARS-CoV-2-negative control group, making it possible to capture differences between

370  COVID-19 and other infections. The SARS-CoV-2 status was obtained from accredited

371  laboratories through MSIS which covers nearly 100% of the population. Another strength is the

372 proportion of missing data which was < 3% for most of the covariates.

373  Participants were asked to report symptoms experienced in the last three weeks in each

374  questionnaire, and we cannot rule out recall bias. Knowledge of exposure status and media

19


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.30.24306604

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.30.24306604; this version posted May 1, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

375  reports on long-COVID symptoms may have biased the self-reported outcome assessment

376  leading to exaggerated ORs for known long-COVID symptoms, at least later in the follow-up
377  period once these became common knowledge (“nocebo effect”). Since data on the symptoms
378  were reported as a three-week symptom prevalence, participants reporting “no symptoms” could
379  still have had symptoms at some point in time. Our coverage of long-COVID symptoms is not
380  exhaustive, and symptoms not known to be related to acute or long-COVID early in the

381  pandemic are not included (i.e., orthostatic intolerance, dysautonomia, palpitations, light-

382  headedness, or post-exertional malaise). There may be testing bias in the comparison between
383  the tested and untested participants. For this reason, we provided results both on positive,

384  negative and untested participants.

385  We cannot rule out non-differential measurement error caused by false negative SARS-CoV-2
386  tests. However, in our add-on study with serological screening, we only identified 3 out of 966
387  (0.3%) unacknowledged cases of COVID-19. In the sensitivity analysis of the substudy, we

388  contacted a subgroup of participants by telephone, and found that a lower proportion reported
389  symptoms compared with those who responded through electronic invitations. This difference
390  was more pronounced among SARS-CoV-2-positive, than among negative participants and

391 could have led to an overestimation of the effect of COVID-19 on symptoms. We did not adjust
392  for multiple testing in the statistical analyses. Nevertheless, the clinical relevance of the actual

393  differences and sizes is the most essential.

394
395  The generalizability of our findings is limited by our cohort composition, which has lower
396  proportions of males, non-white ethnic groups, individuals with lower income, older individuals

397 and no children compared to the Norwegian population. Persistent long-COVID symptoms
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398 lasting up to 22 months were memory- and concentration problems, anosmia and dysgeusia,
399  dyspnoea, fatigue and self-assessed worsening of overall health. We could not establish an
400 association between COVID-19 and persisting fever, headache, cough, nasal symptoms, sore
401  throat, or abdominal pain suggesting that the role of previous COVID-19 infections in patients

402  presenting with such symptoms may not be important.

403  The core long-COVID-19 symptoms may have a long-lasting negative impact on peoples’ lives

404  and should be in focus in further research and in long-COVID rehabilitation.
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405 Table 1. Frequency distribution and mean values of covariates by SARS-CoV-2 status at fourth follow-up? (n = 120
406  605).

SARS-CoV-2 positive? SARS-CoV-2-negative | Untested®
(n=15737) (n =67 305) (n=37563)
Characteristics
Median (IQR)¢
Time since test (days)¢ 55 (15-106) | 419 (292-501) | 637 (633-669)
Mean (SD)
Age (years) 46 (12.1) | 48 (13.3) | 51 (14.7)
n (%)
18-29 1298 (8) 5081 (8) 3150 (8)
30-39 3956 (25) 14 331 (21) 6490 (17)
40-49 4899 (31) 17 108 (26) 7769 (21)
50-59 3429 (22) 16 164 (24) 8765 (24)
60-69 1608 (10) 10 325 (15) 7166 (19)
70+ 547 (4) 4296 (6) 4223 (11)
Sex
Men 4287 (27) 18 879 (28) 13 750 (37)
Women 11 450 (73) 48 426 (72) 23 813 (63)
Income (NOK per household
and year)
<299 999 477 (3) 2422 (4) 1492 (4)
300 000-599 999 2181(14) 12 185 (18) 7049 (19)
600 000-1000 000 4148 (26) 19 323 (29) 9905 (26)
>1000 000 7096 (45) 27 681 (41) 11 890 (32)
Missing 1835 (12) 5692 (8) 7227 (19)
Body mass index (kg/ m?)
<25 7603 (48) 30902 (46) 16 924 (45)
>25 8018 (51) 35 946 (53) 20 301 (54)
Missing 116 (1) 457 (1) 338 (1)
Smoking status
Never 8443 (54) 35 418 (53) 18 947 (50)
Former 6109 (39) 25 651 (38) 14 344 (38)
Current 890 (5) 4913 (7) 3313 (9)
Missing 295 (2) 1323 (2) 959 (3)
Underlying medical
conditions®
No 11 817 (75) 47 947 (71) 25 654 (68)
Yes 3777 (24) 18 622 (28) 11 393 (31)
Missing 143 (1) 736 (1) 516 (1)

407 2The SARS-CoV-2 status of the negative participants was obtained from the Norwegian Messaging System for Reporting of Infectious Diseases
408 (MSIS) registry. The SARS-CoV-2-positive status was obtained from the MSIS registry 58% or self-report 42%. Only one SARS-CoV-2-

409 positive-test was included for each participant.

410 ® Participants that remained untested for the whole follow-up period

411 ¢ Interquartile range.

412 4Time from the first SARS-CoV-2 positive test or first SARS-CoV-2 negative test to last follow up. For participants remaining untested, time
413 from baseline to the last follow-up is shown.

414 ¢ Chronic heart disease, high blood pressure, chronic lung disease (not asthma), asthma, diabetes, receiving immunodeficiency treatment, cancer
415 (under treatment).
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Figure 1. The frequencies (moving average and 95% confidence intervals) of symptoms reported before, during and
after a positive or negative SARS-CoV-2 test. Participants are grouped by their SARS-CoV-2 status at the end of
follow-up. Participants remaining untested for the complete study period (without a test date) are represented with a
horizontal (flat) line representing their average (supplementary eMethods 5). The horizontal grey dashed line
represents the mean response for untested study participants. The vertical line represents the day of the positive- or
negative SARS-CoV-2 test. The figure is based on all completed questionnaires (N=530 200). In each questionnaire,
the presence of a symptom the past three weeks was reported by the participant. Note that the 95% confidence
interval for the Tested, negative group falls inside the line and it is therefore not visible.
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Table 2. Odds ratio (OR) estimates and 95% confidence interval (ClI) for reporting each symptom at different time-intervals after a
positive or negative SARS-CoV-2 test (or inclusion for untested) with symptoms reported 1-3 months after a negative test as reference
(n =120 605)*.

Time since test (months)*

0-1 >1-3 >3-6 >6-12 >12-18 >18
Symptoms SARS- Yes: OR Yes: OR Yes: OR Yes: OR Yes: OR Yes: | OR
CoV-2 n (%) | (95% CI) n (%) | (95% CI) n (%) | (95% CI) n (%) | (95% CI) n (%) | (95% CI) n (95% CI)
status (%)
Memory Untested | -- 0.8 4 1.01 22 0.61 1502 | 0.72 58 2.6 441 1
problems? (0.22-2.97) (3.6) | (0.28-3.65) (2.2) | (0.36-1.04) (2.5) | (0.64-0.81) (4.3) | (1.81-3.73) (2.4) | (0.84-1.19)
Negative | 253 0.8 604 1 720 1.33 836 1.54 1289 | 1.49 417 1.98
(2.7) | (0.66-0.96) (3.4) | (Ref) (4.1) | (1.16-1.54) (4.1) | (1.34-1.78) (4.6) | (1.32-1.69) (6) (1.68-2.34)
Positive | 395 3.34 502 6.18 481 9.05 339 13.3 101 7.83 13 9.96
(6.8) | (2.78-4.02) (9.8) | (5.16-7.42) (12) (7.49-10.94) | (17.3) | (10.69-16.55) | (13.7) | (5.68-10.79) | (15.5) | (4.31-23.01)
Concentration | Untested | -- 1.46 7 0.85 46 0.71 2812 | 0.64 92 2.34 698 0.8
problems? (0.08-25.56) (6) (0.29-2.54) (4.5) | (0.47-1.06) (4.7) | (0.58-0.71) (6.8) | (1.72-3.19) (3.7) | (0.69-0.92)
Negative | 586 0.95 1276 |1 1336 | 1.17 1490 |1.31 2179 | 1.16 672 1.46
(6) (0.82-1.09) (7 (Ref)) (7.6) | (1.04-1.3) (7.2) | (1.17-1.47) (7.5) | (1.05-1.27) (9.6) | (1.27-1.68)
Positive | 1040 | 6.05 830 5.61 662 571 423 7.46 141 5.27 17 4.86
(17.8) | (5.23-7) (16.2) | (4.81-6.54) (16.6) | (4.85-6.73) (21.6) | (6.11-9.1) (19) (3.93-7.06) (20.2) | (2.13-11.07)
Anosmiaand | Untested | 6898 | 1.01 495 0.65 1018 | 0.58 564 0.37 15 0.73 258 0.69
dysgeusia® (3.5) | (0.91-1.13) (1.4) | (0.56-0.74) (1.3) | (0.51-0.65) 1) (0.33-0.43) (1.1) | (0.42-1.28) (1.4) | (0.58-0.81)
Negative | 929 3.27 575 1 398 0.83 459 0.96 704 1.13 234 1.31
(5.8) | (2.88-3.71) (24) | (Ref) (2) (0.72-0.96) (2.2) | (0.83-1.11) (2.4) | (0.99-1.28) (3.4) | (1.09-1.57)
Positive | 2004 | 66.22 587 9.65 310 5.22 248 8.88 80 5.47 13 5.28
(33.8) | (57.75-75.93) | (11.4) | (8.31-11.21) | (7.7) | (4.38-6.22) (12.6) | (7.24-10.88) (10.8) | (4-7.48) (15.5) | (2.44-11.43)
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Table 2 cont.

Time since test (months)*
0-1 >1-3 >3-6 >6-12 >12-18 >18
Symptoms SARS- Yes: OR Yes: OR Yes: OR Yes: OR Yes: OR Yes: OR
CoV-2 n (%) | (95% CI) n (%) | (95% CI) n (%) | (95% CI) n (%) | (95% CI) n (%) | (95% CI) n (%) | (95% CI)
status
Dyspnoea® Untested | 17386 | 0.98 1445 | 0.58 2672 | 0.48 2152 | 0.48 91 1.62 664 0.58
(8.7 (0.91-1.05) (4.2 (0.53-0.64) | (3.5 (0.44-0.51) | (3.3) (0.44-0.52) | (6.8) (1.22-2.14) | (3.5) (0.52-0.65)
Negative | 2212 | 3.04 1761 |1 1348 | 0.99 1380 | 0.95 1858 | 0.99 625 0.97
(13.8) | (2.78-3.32) (7.2) (Ref.) (6.9 (0.9-1.08) | (6.7) (0.87-1.05) | (6.4) (0.91-1.07) | (9) (0.86-1.09)
Positive | 1765 | 14.14 769 4.07 449 244 247 2.66 82 2.02 10 2.03
(29.7) | (12.69-15.76) | (14.9) | (3.6-4.6) (11.1) | (2.12-2.81) | (12.6) | (2.2-3.21) | (11.1) | (1.49-2.73) | (11.9) | (0.9-4.59)
Fatigue® Untested | 34532 | 0.51 3779 | 047 8332 | 043 7667 | 0.57 227 1.43 1982 | 0.63
(17.4) | (0.49-0.54) (11) (0.44-0.49) | (10.9) | (0.41-0.45) | (12.7) | (0.54-0.6) | (16.9) | (1.19-1.73) | (10.5) | (0.59-0.68)
Negative | 5617 | 2.92 5245 |1 4306 | 1.08 4359 | 1.14 6578 | 1.23 1953 | 144
(35) (2.76-3.1) (21.5) | (Ref) (22) (1.02-1.15) | (21) (1.08-1.21) | (22.8) | (1.17-1.3) | (28) (1.33-1.55)
Positive | 4236 | 27.63 1735 | 2.86 1182 | 2.02 647 247 218 1.78 26 1.3
(71.4) | (25.25-30.23) | (33.5) | (2.62-3.12) | (29.3) | (1.83-2.23) | (32.9) | (2.16-2.82) | (29.5) | (1.44-2.2) | (31) (0.72-2.36)
Self-assessed | Untested | 27 0.5 1625 | 0.49 8070 | 0.42 8652 | 0.66 107 0.52 2137 | 0.55
worsening of (13.3) | (0.3-0.82) (11.9) | (0.45-0.53) | (10.6) | (0.39-0.44) | (13.3) | (0.62-0.69) | (10.7) | (0.4-0.66) | (11.5) | (0.51-0.59)
overall Negative | 2308 | 0.84 4461 |1 3740 | 1.06 3811 | 1.02 5193 |1 1432 | 1.01
health® (16.5) | (0.78-0.9) (18.7) | (Ref) (19.4) | (1-1.13) (18.8) | (0.96-1.09) | (18.1) | (0.95-1.06) | (20.7) | (0.93-1.1)
Positive | 1717 | 2.38 1537 | 2.61 1041 | 2.32 618 3.63 238 3.44 30 3.77
(29.7) | (2.18-2.59) (30.6) | (2.38-2.85) | (28.0) | (2.1-2.57) | (37.1) | (3.15-4.19) | (36.2) | (2.77-4.26) | (40.0) | (2.05-6.94)

* Adjusted for age (10-years categories), gender (men, women) body mass index (<25 kg/ m2, >25 kg/ m2), income level per household (< 299 999, 300 000-599 999, 600 000-1000 000, >1000 000
NOK, missing), smoking status (never, former, current, missing), underlying medical condition (no, yes, missing) and symptom status at baseline (no, yes, missing).

#For the untested, time since baseline was used in place of time since a positive- or negative SARS-CoV-2 test.

&n =200 778 questionnaires, 120 605 participants

®n =530 200 questionnaires, 120 605 participants

¢n = 304 958 questionnaires, 120 605 participants
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University Hospital. Data will be made available for researchers whose proposed use of the data

has been approved.
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