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Abstract

Introduction: COVID-19 infection caused by SARS-CoV-2 has led to significant long-term health
challenges, including Long COVID or Post-COVID condition, that can include symptoms such as
cognitive decline, memory loss, and concentration issues. This study investigates the prevalence and
risk factors of post-COVID cognitive symptoms among individuals tested for COVID-19.

Methods: A cross-sectional study was conducted in Lisbon and Tagus Valley, targeting individuals
tested for COVID-19 in August 2022. Participants were selected from a random sample of 10,000
individuals. Data were collected via computer-assisted telephone interviews at 9 and 12 months post-
test, covering sociodemographic details, health behaviors, pre-existing conditions, and COVID-19
symptoms. The primary outcome was the presence of at least one cognitive symptom (memory loss
and/or concentration issues) at 9 and 12 months. Additionally, each symptom was assessed
individually, along with a composite outcome of both symptoms concurrently.

Results: At 9 months, memory loss was reported by 24.87% of COVID-19 positive cases versus
10.20% of negatives, and concentration issues by 15.45% of positives versus 7.45% of negatives. At
12 months, memory loss prevalence was 16.67% for positives and 9.45% for negatives, while
concentration issues were 9.82% for positives and 2.99% for negatives. Additionally, the prevalence
of at least one cognitive symptom was 28.24% in positive cases at 9 months compared to 12.16% in
negatives, and 17.81% versus 9.95% at 12 months. Female sex was significantly associated with a
higher prevalence of cognitive symptoms at both time points.

Discussion: These findings underscore the enduring cognitive impact of COVID-19, with significant
disparities in cognitive symptoms between COVID-19 positive and negative individuals observed at

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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both 9 and 12 months post-infection. The higher prevalence of memory loss and concentration issues
among COVID-19 positives suggests potential neurological sequelae linked to SARS-CoV-2 infection.
Notably, the association of female sex with increased cognitive symptom prevalence warrants further
investigation into gender-specific vulnerabilities or biological mechanisms underlying these
disparities. Addressing these persistent cognitive symptoms is crucial for long-term patient
management and underscores the need for targeted interventions and comprehensive post-COVID care
strategies to mitigate long-lasting health implications.

1 Introduction

The coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), caused by the severe acute respiratory syndrome
coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), has posed significant challenges globally, extending beyond acute
illness to encompass a spectrum of long-term sequelae(Soriano et al., 2022). While initially recognized
as primarily a respiratory illness, emerging evidence underscores its multiorgan impact, including
notable neurological and cognitive manifestations both during and after acute infection(Gonzalez-
Fernandez & Huang, 1910; Moller et al., 2023; Soriano et al., 2022). After recovering from COVID-
19, some individuals experience persistent symptoms, a condition commonly referred to as post-
COVID condition (PCC) or Long COVID. These symptoms, which may appear either newly or persist
from the initial illness, typically last for at least two months, cannot be explained by another diagnosis,
and include fatigue, breathing difficulties, and cognitive issues(Soriano et al., 2022). Prevalence has
been estimated to be between 10% to 70%(Al-Aly et al., 2022; Crook et al., 2021; Davis et al., 2023;
Fernandez-de-Las-Penas et al., 2022; Pérez-Gonzalez et al., 2022; Sahanic et al., 2023; Wu et al., 2021;
Yaksi et al., 2022) of previously infected patients, depending on vaccination status, severity of initial
disease and several other factors. The impact of COVID-19 extends beyond physical health,
significantly affecting various sectors such as psychiatric hospitals and elder care institutions,
highlighting the need to address the unique challenges faced by underserved populations during the
pandemic. A recent study reported that, out of 19,573 patients hospitalized in psychiatric hospitals
across 17 studies from different regions of the world, a pooled mean of 11.9% were diagnosed with
COVID-19(Maximiano-Barreto et al., 2024). Additionally, another review that focused on 48 articles
related to elder care institutions identified new risk factors that can inform healthcare services aimed
at protecting vulnerable residents in nursing homes(Yin et al., 2024).

In the realm of Long COVID research, cognitive symptoms, such as memory loss, concentration issues,
and brain fog, have gained prominence. A recent study comparing cognitive abilities across COVID-
19 patient groups found that those with persistent symptoms displayed deficits in working and
prospective memory tasks, such as remembering appointments and object recall. Additionally,
individuals with persistent COVID-19 symptoms reported more frequent everyday memory lapses
compared to controls (Espinar-Herranz et al., 2023). Among an array of studies, memory loss emerges
as a prevalent cognitive manifestation (11% to 34.5%) (Ahmed et al., 2022; Ferndndez-de-las-Penas et
al., 2023; Garrigues et al., 2020; Keijsers et al., 2022; Merza et al., 2023; Pilotto et al., 2021; Seraas et
al., 2021), while concentration issues exhibit a lower prevalence (2.6% to 31%) and have received
comparatively less research attention(Fernandez-de-las-Pefias et al., 2023; Keijsers et al., 2022; Seraas
et al., 2021). Moreover, hospitalized patients show a higher prevalence of cognitive post-COVID
complications, aligning with trends in other symptom categories(Garrigues et al., 2020; Keijsers et al.,
2022; Pérez-Gonzalez et al., 2022). Regarding their trajectory, most studies indicate that these
cognitive symptoms decline over time following infection(Baseler et al., 2022; Fernandez-de-las-Pefias
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84 et al., 2023). Nonetheless, some studies suggest that these symptoms may worsen over time or even
85  emerge only after 12 months post-infection(Fernandez-de-las-Pefias et al., 2023; Ling et al., 2024).

86  The neurotropic potential of COVID-19, along with associated structural brain alterations, respiratory
87  complications, and critical care interventions, can explain memory loss and cognitive issues(Douaud
88 et al, 2022; Taquet et al., 2023). This underscores the imperative for comprehensive approaches in
89  addressing post-infection cognitive sequelae. Despite the growing recognition of neuropsychological
90 symptoms in post-COVID patients, the predominant focus in research remains on physical
91  manifestations, particularly respiratory symptoms. While some studies are emerging to investigate the
92  prevalence of Long COVID cognitive complications, very few delve into their underlying risk factors.
93  Moreover, most existing knowledge focuses on hospitalized or mixed populations and lacks a
94 comparison group. From a public health perspective, representative samples of COVID-19 cases and
95  non-infected comparators allow to estimate the burden of these complications.

96  This study aims to address existing knowledge gaps by comparing the prevalence of memory and

97  concentration loss between individuals who tested positive and negative for COVID-19 at 9 and 12

98  months post-test. Additionally, we aim to investigate the factors influencing memory loss and

99  concentration issues at these time-points. Based on the existing literature, we hypothesize that
100  individuals who tested positive for COVID-19 will report higher prevalence rates of memory loss and
101 concentration issues compared to those who tested negative, and that factors such as age, sex, previous
102  infections, and education levels may significantly influence these cognitive outcomes.

103 2 Materials and methods

104 2.1 Study design and data collection

105  This cross-sectional study targeted individuals residing in Lisbon and Tagus Valley, encompassing
106  one-third of the country's population spread across urban and rural areas. Residents with positive and
107  negative SARS-CoV-2 test notifications from the National System of Epidemiological Surveillance
108  (SINAVE) in August 2022 were invited to participate. The General Directorate of Health (DGS)
109  provided the research team with participant information in two phases. On February 28, 2023, the data
110  owner initially provided contact information, including names and cellphone numbers, for a randomly
111 selected sample of 10,000 individuals who had undergone SARS-CoV-2 testing. From March 15,2023,
112 to June 14, 2023, trained interviewers obtained verbal informed consent via telephone, providing
113 participants the opportunity to either accept or decline participation. Upon obtaining consent, we
114 received eligible individuals' birthdates and test results and applied the questionnaire through a 30-
115  minute computer-assisted telephone interview. Data collection occurred at two time-points: the first
116  approximately nine months after the SARS-CoV-2 test (between June 12 and August 8 of 2023) and
117  the second approximately twelve months after the SARS-CoV-2 test (between September 27 and
118  November 10 of 2023). Calls were scheduled for the most convenient times for the participants, with
119  amaximum of five call attempts at different hours. The questionnaire gathered sociodemographic data,
120  previous comorbidities, COVID-19 care levels (home-based, primary care, emergency department,
121  hospital admission, hospital admission in intensive care), lifestyle behaviors (e.g., alcohol intake,
122 smoking, physical exercise), and symptoms reported during testing and within the seven days before
123 each interview. Individuals were free not to answer any question, and in questions related to symptoms
124 and health conditions, there was also the option "I do not know.

125 2.2 Study population and sample size
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126 We included individuals who underwent an SARS-CoV-2 test in August 2022, resided in Lisbon and
127  Tagus Valley region during the study period, were 18 years old or older, and consented to participate,
128  regardless of their nationality or immigration status. We excluded individuals who: 1) did not have a
129  valid landline or mobile phone number registered; ii) were institutionalized (e.g. residential structures
130  for the elderly or prisons); iii) died between the date of the test and the call; iv) had language barriers
131  (languages not covered by the group of translators that were part of the team of investigators) or
132 deafness, as well as advanced states of mental illness or dementia; v) were Portuguese tourists or
133 emigrants on holidays in Portugal; and vi) tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 after August 2022 but
134 before completing the questionnaire, ensuring an equal time between the test and Long COVID
135  assessment for all participants. Further details on the data collection process and study population can
136 be found in the published study protocol(Dinis Teixeira et al., 2023).

137 2.3 Variables

138  The primary outcome of this study was the presence of at least one cognitive symptom (memory loss
139  and/or concentration issues) assessed at two distinct time-points: 9 and 12 months following the SARS-
140  CoV-2 test. Regarding the selection of the 9- and 12-month time points, these were based on previous
141  studies indicating that long-term cognitive symptoms can persist for a year or longer following
142 COVID-19 infection(Fernandez-de-las-Pefias et al., 2023). Our goal was to describe potential
143 variations in the trajectory of cognitive symptoms, specifically memory and concentration problems,
144  over time. By assessing these symptoms at both 9 and 12 months post-infection, we aimed to identify
145 any changes in symptom prevalence or severity as recovery progressed beyond the acute phase of the
146  illness. Additionally, we assessed each symptom individually (memory loss and concentration issues)
147  as well as a composite outcome indicating the presence of both memory loss and concentration issues
148  concurrently at these specified time-points. Symptom data were self-reported using a
149  Yes/No/Unknown format in a questionnaire based on the International Severe Acute Respiratory and
150  Emerging Infection Consortium (ISARIC) and WHO COVID-19 Clinical Characterisation
151  Protocol(Sigfrid et al., 2021). Participants were asked about 'difficulty remembering' and 'confusion or
152 lack of concentration' experienced in the seven days prior to the interview. The 7-day recall period was
153 chosen to minimize recall bias and ensure that participants were reporting recent symptoms rather than
154  symptoms experienced in the distant past. Further details can be found in the supplementary materials
155 (S1B) of the published protocol(Dinis Teixeira et al., 2023). We further used information on
156  demographic characteristics: sex (male/female), age (in years), education level (medium, primary
157  education or lower education; secondary education; higher education), worker (yes/no); behavioral and
158  clinical characteristics: alcohol consumption (never/ 2 to 4 times a month or less/ twice a week or
159  more), physical exercise (defined as > 30 minutes daily - yes/no), and pre-existing health conditions
160  (previous COVID-19 infection, previous psychiatric condition); and COVID-19 related factors:
161  number of symptoms at COVID-19 test, level of care needed (hospitalized/non-hospitalized), number
162  of COVID-19 vaccine doses administered at the time of the first interview. Working status was
163 assessed at each time-point, while the remaining data was only collected during the initial interview at
164 9 months.

165 2.4 Statistical analysis

166  Categorical data was summarised as frequencies and percentages, and continuous data were presented
167  as mean (minimum and maximum) and median, along with the corresponding interquartile range (IQR)
168  shown as the 25th and 75th percentiles. Prevalence estimates for SARS-CoV-2 positive and SARS-
169  CoV-2 negative participants were calculated for all four outcomes (memory loss, concentration issues,
170  at least one cognitive symptom and both cognitive symptoms concurrently) by dividing the number of
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171  individuals reporting specific symptoms (such as concentration issues and memory loss) at 9 months
172 and 12 months post-testing by the total number of participants in each group, accompanied by a 95%
173 confidence interval (95%CI). A sensitivity analysis was performed for all four outcomes, excluding
174  participants over 60 years old due to the greater age-related cognitive decline in this group(Hedden &
175  Gabrieli, 2004). This analysis aimed to assess the variation in the prevalence of post-COVID cognitive
176  symptoms, eliminating the influence of age-related cognitive decline. We further investigated the
177  association between SARS-CoV-2 positivity and cognitive symptoms by calculating the difference in
178  proportions between positive and negative test groups at 9 and 12 months follow-up to investigate the
179  proportion of symptoms explained by Long COVID.

180  To explore the association between individuals’ characteristics and the primary outcome (presence of
181  atleast one cognitive symptom), we considered only the individuals with a positive SARS-CoV-2 test.
182  Sex, age, education level (as a proxy for income), alcohol intake, physical exercise, COVID-19
183  symptoms status, pre-existing health conditions (COVID-19, psychiatric condition), and the number
184  of COVID-19 vaccine doses were included as independent variables. These variables were selected in
185 accordance with the possible factors identified in the literature that could affect the onset of post-
186  COVID-19 cognitive symptoms(Ahmed et al., 2022; Al-Aly et al., 2021; Crook et al., 2021; Grei3el et
187  al.,, 2024; Hiifner et al., 2022; Merza et al., 2023; Pilotto et al., 2021; Wang et al., 2021). Given that
188  odds ratios can be overestimated in the presence of frequent events, a robust Poisson regression was
189  employed. This method yields more reliable estimations than logistic regression when analyzing binary
190  outcomes from cross-sectional studies(Barros & Hirakata, 2003). Crude and adjusted prevalence ratios
191  (PR) were estimated, alongside respective 95%CI, adjusting for all the aforementioned variables.
192 Overall, missing values were implicitly handled by subsetting the data based on complete cases for
193 each variable included in the analysis. Data were analyzed using R version 4.3.2.

194 3 Results

195  From the individuals tested in August 2022, we had access to a random sample of 10,000. Due to
196  privacy concerns and our 9-month deadline, we contacted 6,642 people for the initial questionnaire,
197  with 1,229 consenting to participate. Among them, 120 dropped out, 226 were unreachable, and 65
198  were ineligible (due to COVID-19 reinfection between the date of the test and the questionnaire date).
199  Thus, a final sample of 818 participants was included in the 1st follow-up analysis. Within this group,
200 563 tested positive for SARS-CoV-2. After completing the first survey, 47 participants dropped out
201  and 70 were unreachable for the second interview. Additionally, 62 participants were excluded from
202  the analysis because they contracted COVID-19 between the first interview and the completion of the
203  second questionnaire. This resulted in a final sample of 639 participants included in the follow-up
204  analysis. Among them, 438 tested positive for SARS-CoV-2. Further details are provided in Figure 1.

205 A characterization of participants included at each time-point, considering sociodemographic,
206  behavioral, and clinical characteristics prior to the SARS-CoV-2 test is present at table 1. At 9-month
207  follow-up, those with positive tests tended to be younger (median 52 vs. 54 years old), female (58.3%
208  vs. 53.7%), possessed higher education levels (46.4% vs. 35.7%), and were employed (67.1% vs.
209  54.9%). Participants who practiced regular physical exercise (=30 minutes daily) were more common
210  among negative cases (38.9% vs. 43.9%). Individuals testing positive tended to exhibit a higher
211 frequency of alcohol consumption and the majority of participants across both groups reported
212 consuming alcohol 2 to 4 times a month or less. Among the 639 participants who completed the 12-
213 month follow-up, those with positive tests similarly tended to be younger (median 53 vs. 55 years old),
214 more often female (58.5% vs. 50.8%), possessed higher education levels (46.6% vs. 37.8%), and were
215  employed (65.30% vs. 58.7%). Consistent with findings from the first time-point, participants who
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216  practiced regular physical exercise were more common among negative cases (38.1% vs. 45.3%)).
217  Alcohol consumption exhibited an identical distribution pattern to the first follow-up. Regarding pre-
218  existing medical conditions, prior COVID-19 infection and a history of psychiatric conditions were
219  more common among individuals in the positive group at both 9 (21.9% vs. 15.7%; 17.2% vs. 13.7%,
220  respectively) and 12 months (21.7% vs. 14.4%; 18.3% vs. 13.4%, respectively). On average,
221  participants from both follow-ups with a positive SARS-CoV-2 test reported the presence of six
222 symptoms at the time of the test, while participants with a negative test reported one symptom. The
223 proportion of hospitalised participants, among those who tested positive, was residual at both time-
224 points (~ 1%). Moreover, the results regarding vaccination status were consistent across all groups and
225  time-points, with each group having an average of three vaccines administered.

226  Our study analyzed the prevalence of each outcome among individuals tested for SARS-CoV-2, as
227  detailed in Figure 2 and Supplementary Table 1, and complemented this with a difference of proportion
228  analysis (Table 2). Memory loss showed a higher prevalence among individuals who tested positive
229  (prevalence [Pr]: 24.87, 95% confidence interval [CI]: 21.35; 28.65) compared to those who tested
230  negative (Pr: 10.20, 95%CI: 6.77; 14.58) at the 9-month follow-up, with a significant difference of
231  proportion between prevalences (14.81, 95% CI: 9.35; 20.27). Similarly, among participants in the
232 subsequent survey, memory loss was more prevalent in those with a positive test result (Pr: 16.67, 95%
233 CI: 13.30; 20.49) compared to those with a negative result (Pr: 9.45, 95% CI: 5.79; 14.37), with a
234  difference of proportions of 7.33 (95% CI: 1.61; 13.05). Concentration issues were also more prevalent
235  among participants with a positive test result, both at the 9-month follow-up (Pr: 15.45, 95% CI: 12.57;
236 18.71 vs. Pr: 7.45,95% CI: 4.55; 11.39), with a difference of proportions of 8.08 (95% CI: 3.39; 12.79),
237  and at the 12-month follow-up (Pr: 9.82, 95%CI: 7.20; 13.00 vs. Pr: 2.99, 95%CI: 1.10; 6.38), with a
238  difference of proportions of 6.83 (95% CI: 2.82; 10.84). Examining the prevalence of both symptoms,
239  the presence of at least one cognitive symptom at 9 months was more prevalent in the positive test
240  group (Pr: 28.24, 95% CI: 24.56; 32.16) compared to the negative test group (Pr: 12.16, 95% CI: 8.41;
241  16.81), with a difference of proportions of 16.14 (95% CI: 10.36; 21.91). At the 12-month follow-up,
242 the prevalence was still higher in the positive test group (Pr: 17.81, 95% CI: 14.34; 21.72) compared
243 to the negative test group (Pr: 9.95, 95% CI: 6.18; 14.95), with a difference of proportions of 7.90 (95%
244 CI: 2.06; 13.74). Moreover, the prevalence of having both symptoms was higher in the positive group
245  at 9 months (Pr: 12.08, 95% CI: 9.50; 15.06 vs. Pr: 5.49, 95% CI: 3.03; 9.04), with a difference of
246  proportions of 6.61 (95% CI: 2.43; 10.79), and at the 12-month follow-up (Pr: 8.68, 95% CI: 6.21;
247  11.71 vs. Pr: 2.49, 95% CI: 0.81; 5.71), with a difference of proportions of 6.19 (95% CI: 2.42; 9.95).

248  Furthermore, to assess the potential impact of age-related cognitive decline on our findings, we
249  conducted a sensitivity analysis, excluding participants aged 60 years or older (see Supplementary
250  Table 2 for complete analysis). We found similar trends regarding each symptom individually. Notably,
251  the prevalence of having at least one cognitive symptom revealed a significantly higher prevalence in
252 those with a positive test at 12-month follow-up (Pr: 11.87; 95%CI: 9.00; 15.28 vs. Pr: 4.48; 95%CI:
253 2.07; 8.33), supported by a difference of proportions of 11.33 (95% CI: 4.18; 18.49). Regarding the
254  presence of both symptoms, a higher prevalence was still observed among the positive group at both
255  the 9-month (Pr: 7.28; 95% CI: 5.28; 9.75 vs. Pr: 2.75; 95% CI: 1.11; 5.57) and 12-month (Pr: 5.48;
256 95% CI: 3.54; 8.04 vs. Pr: 1.00; 95% CI: 0.12; 3.55) follow-ups. When estimating the difference in
257  proportions, we found that the disparity between the groups remained statistically significant for all
258  studied outcomes at both time-points (Supplementary Table 3).

259  The comparison of cognitive symptoms between age groups (under 60; 60 and over) at both time-
260  points is further depicted in Figure 3. Individuals aged 60 and over exhibit a higher prevalence of all
261  outcomes except concentration issues and at least one cognitive symptom at the 12-month follow-up.

6
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262  Nevertheless, the overall distribution remains highly consistent across both age groups, with both
263  groups showing a decline in the prevalence of all outcomes over time.

264  We further analyzed the sociodemographic, behavioral, and clinical factors associated with having at
265  least one cognitive symptom in participants who tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 (Table 3). Our
266  adjusted results reveal a significant association between being female and post-COVID-19 cognitive
267  symptoms, evident both at 9 months (Adjusted Prevalence Ratio [aPR]: 2.02, 95% CI: 1.42; 2.87) and
268 12 months (aPR: 1.97, 95% CI: 1.19; 3.26). The distribution of key demographic and health variables,
269  including age, COVID-19 test results, education level, and previous COVID-19 infection status,
270  between males and females at both the 9- and 12-month follow-ups is provided in Supplementary Table
271 4. Additionally, while a history of psychiatric condition showed significance in unadjusted results at 9
272 months (aPR: 1.50, 95% CI: 1.11; 2.02), this association did not maintain significance following
273  adjustment. Analysis of the remaining variables (age, education level, alcohol intake, physical exercise,
274  prior COVID-19 infection, and COVID-19 vaccine doses) revealed no significant association with
275  post-COVID-19 cognitive symptoms.

276 4 Discussion

277  One of the key findings of this study is the higher prevalence of memory loss and concentration issues
278  among individuals who tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 compared to those who tested negative at both
279  9-month and 12-month follow-up. Furthermore, in participants who tested positive, we found that being
280  female was associated with a higher prevalence of Long COVID symptoms at both time-points.

281  Our results show that at 9 months memory loss and concentration issues had a prevalence rate of 24.9%
282  and 15.5%, respectively. At 12 months, prevalence rates decreased but were still more prevalent among
283  positive cases, with 16.7% of the participants reporting memory loss and 9.8% reporting concentration
284  issues. This finding aligns with previous research reporting a prevalence between 11.0% and 34.5%
285  for memory loss and 2.6% and 31.0% for concentration issues(Ahmed et al., 2022; Fernandez-de-las-
286  Peiias et al., 2023; Garrigues et al., 2020; Keijsers et al., 2022; Merza et al., 2023; Pilotto et al., 2021;
287  Seraas et al., 2021). Differences in study designs, follow-up periods, collection procedures, and
288  populations, may explain the heterogeneous prevalence rates among studies. For instance, studies with
289  hospitalized patients often show higher prevalences of cognitive post-COVID complications, as these
290  symptoms seem to manifest more in patients with initially severe disease(Fernandez-de-Las-Pefias et
291  al, 2022; Garrigues et al., 2020; Keijsers et al., 2022; Pérez-Gonzédlez et al., 2022).
292  Fernandez-de-las-Penas et al.(Fernandez-de-Las-Pefias et al., 2022) showed that two years after SARS-
293  CoV-2 infection, memory loss was reported by 20.0% of hospitalized patients versus 15.9% of non-
294 hospitalized patients. However, these symptoms are not exclusive to severe cases and have also been
295 noted in patients with initially mild COVID-19 infection, emphasizing the importance of studies
296  focused on mild cases, such as ours, where less than 1.0% of participants required hospitalization.
297  Pilotto et al.(Pilotto et al., 2021) showed that among mild cases 33.3% reported memory and/or
298  concentration problems at 6-months follow-up. Similarly, in our study, among those testing positive,
299  the prevalence of having at least one cognitive symptom was 28.2% at the 9-month follow-up, dropping
300 to 17.8% at 12 months, with a difference of proportions of 16.14 and 7.90, respectively. Other studies
301  also showed a tendency for cognitive symptoms to decline over time following infection[17,18]. Baeler
302 etal.[18] implemented an online quiz to investigate working memory following COVID-19 infection.
303  Their study revealed a gradual increase in memory scores over a 17-month period post-COVID-19,
304 indicating a decrease in cognitive impairment over time. Another study indicated that out of the 14.9%
305  of patients reporting memory loss approximately 8 months post-infection, only 5.8% continued to
306  experience these symptoms at 12 months[17]. However, the same study revealed that approximately
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307  6.0% of participants who did not exhibit memory loss at the initial assessment developed it 12 months
308 after infection. This highlights the importance of investigating post-COVID cognitive symptoms,
309  especially beyond the one-year mark following infection.

310 Moreover, most studies evaluating post-COVID cognitive symptoms overlook the impact of age-
311  related cognitive decline. This cognitive decline may start as early as in one's 20s and 30s(Salthouse,
312 2009). However, the pace of cognitive decline tends to accelerate, especially after the age of 60(Hedden
313 & Gabrieli, 2004). Despite evidence suggesting older individuals are more prone to memory
314  impairment as a post-COVID symptom, this remains debated among researchers(Baseler et al., 2022;
315  Merza et al., 2023). The sensitivity analysis excluding participants aged 60 years or older revealed that
316  among younger individuals with a positive SARS-CoV-2 test, our results showed similar trends, with
317 memory loss being more prevalent at the 9-month follow-up and concentration issues more prevalent
318 at both time points compared with those who tested negative for SARS-CoV-2. This analysis
319  demonstrated a reduced influence of age-related cognitive decline on our findings, highlighting the
320  consistency of our results. Moreover, although participants aged 60 or over showed a slightly higher
321  prevalence of all analyzed outcomes compared to their younger counterparts, the overall distribution
322 across age groups was very similar, with both groups showing a notable decline in all outcomes over
323  time. These findings indicate that while older adults may be more susceptible to certain cognitive
324  impairments, younger individuals were also impacted by these post-COVID complications. Future
325  research should continue to explore these age-related differences better to tailor post-COVID care and
326  support for diverse age groups.

327  Additionally, we analyzed individual factors associated with post-covid cognitive symptoms in
328  participants with a positive test result. Being female emerged as a significant risk factor for developing
329  post-covid cognitive symptoms, consistent with previous studies(Merza et al., 2023) highlighting
330  gender disparities in COVID-19 outcomes. While an interaction analysis between cognitive symptoms
331 and sex should be further explored, we believe that studies with larger cohorts would be better suited
332 to investigate this potential interaction. Additionally, older age, previous COVID-19 infection and not
333  being vaccinated have also been reported as risk factors(Merza et al., 2023; Pilotto et al., 2021) for
334  post-covid symptoms, however, no significant association was found in our results. Several factors
335  may contribute to this discrepancy, including variations in sample characteristics, such as the lack of
336  hospitalized participants and those with severe disease typically present in studies identifying these
337  risk factors(Al-Aly et al., 2021; Merza et al., 2023; Pilotto et al., 2021), as well as methodological
338  differences in study design, such as the reliance on self-reported symptoms which may limit the
339  accuracy of the reported symptom prevalence. Additionally, potential limitations in statistical power
340  and the influence of unaccounted confounding variables, such as comorbidities, may also affect the
341  results. Moreover, vaccination, the severity of acute infection, and symptom presentation (symptomatic
342  vs asymptomatic) may represent crucial risk factors identified in the literature(Al-Aly et al., 2021;
343 Jennings et al., 2023; Merza et al., 2023; Pilotto et al., 2021) that were not fully addressed in our study
344  due to data limitations, specifically the low number of participants with severe cases, the small number
345  of participants without vaccination, and insufficient representation of asymptomatic individuals. These
346  aspects underscore the need for further research with larger, more diverse cohorts to better understand
347  the complex interplay between risk factors and the development of post-COVID cognitive symptoms.

348  Furthermore, comorbidities might influence the development of post-COVID symptoms, yet specific
349  conditions associated with post-COVID memory loss and concentration issues remain poorly
350  understood. Multiple studies have demonstrated that pre-existing mental health conditions can affect
351  the severity of acute disease and elevate the risk of developing post-COVID symptoms(Greif3el et al.,
352 2024; Hifner et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2021). Therefore, we hypothesize that a prior history of
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353  psychiatric conditions may increase the risk of post-COVID cognitive symptoms. While our findings
354  indicate an association between previous psychiatric conditions and post-COVID cognitive symptoms
355 at the 9-month follow-up, this relationship lost significance after adjusting for other variables.
356  However, it is worth noting that the proportion of participants with a history of these conditions may
357  be underestimated, as mental health disorders are often underdiagnosed due to stigma, limited access
358  to mental health services, and challenges in recognizing and accurately diagnosing symptoms, which
359  can be misunderstood, overlooked, or miscommunicated in clinical settings(Clement et al., 2015;
360  Corrigan et al., 2014; Kasper, 2006; Milton & Mullan, 2014). Thus, further research is essential to
361  explore the impact of pre-existing mental health conditions on post-COVID cognitive impairment. It
362 s crucial to acknowledge that our study possesses certain limitations that deserve careful attention. A
363  significant limitation of our study pertains to the control group. Although we used a control group
364  consisting of individuals with negative test results, reliance on negative test results does not guarantee
365  the absence of prior infections. At both time-points, around 15% and 21% of participants with negative
366 and positive SARS-CoV-2 tests, respectively, reported having a prior COVID-19 diagnosis.
367  Furthermore, we were only able to include a lower number of negative participants. This could
368 influence the outcomes and reduce the robustness of our findings. Moreover, the relatively small
369  sample size, especially notable during the second follow-up, may have failed to demonstrate some
370  associations between sociodemographic and clinical characteristics and post-COVID cognitive
371  symptoms. Additionally, given that our sample predominantly consists of adults and older adults, we
372  may have overlooked the prevalence distribution across other younger age groups. Furthermore, the
373  small number of hospitalized individuals in our sample poses a limitation on the incorporation of this
374  factor into our regression analysis. This is particularly significant as numerous studies have consistently
375  highlighted acute disease severity as a key risk factor contributing to the development of cognitive
376  symptoms subsequent to COVID-19 infection(Al-Aly et al., 2021; Merza et al., 2023; Pilotto et al.,
377  2021). However, even though we may lose some diversity regarding specific variables like
378  hospitalization or severity status, the use of a community-based sample in our study offers significant
379  advantages. Unlike clinical samples, which may be biased toward individuals seeking treatment,
380  community-based samples include individuals regardless of their health-seeking behavior, providing a
381  more representative and comprehensive picture of the population.

382  Considering the methodology used, most studies investigating post-COVID cognitive symptoms use
383  specific cognitive and memory assessment tools and tests that target various memory and cognitive
384  functions, complicating direct comparisons across studies. Furthermore, different terminologies, such
385 as "brain fog" and "cognitive impairment," encompass a range of symptoms that vary across studies,
386  leading to divergent interpretations, particularly with self-reported symptoms. In our study, we applied
387 a WHO-approved questionnaire (ISARIC) and participants were queried about symptoms experienced
388 in the preceding 7 days, which were absent before their SARS-CoV-2 test. However, it is crucial to
389  recognize that reported symptoms might also relate to conditions other than COVID-19, such as flu-
390 like symptoms that could emerge following the test, whether diagnosed or undiagnosed. Symptoms
391  were self-reported, relying on participants' comprehension, recollection, understanding of symptom
392  definitions, and personal assessment. To enhance clarity, we used plain language and avoided medical
393  terminology. Another constraint was our inability to thoroughly analyze the vaccination variable while
394  considering the vaccination dates, as we originally intended. This was due to data limitations and a
395  significant amount of missing information regarding the timing of COVID-19 vaccination (whether
396  administered post or prior infection), which is known to be a factor associated with Long COVID
397  symptoms, including cognitive symptoms(Byambasuren et al., 2023; Jennings et al., 2023). Still
398  considering the methodology used, we assessed symptoms at 9 and 12 months post-SARS-CoV-2 test.
399  These intervals are particularly noteworthy in light of emerging research suggesting that cognitive
400  symptoms might only surface as late as one year after infection(Ferndndez-de-las-Penas et al., 2023).
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401  Our study significantly enhances the understanding of post-COVID cognitive symptoms in Portugal
402  and addresses a crucial gap by comparing the prevalence of memory loss and concentration issues,
403  both individually and in their co-presence, among individuals who tested positive and negative for
404  SARS-CoV-2. Additionally, we tested SARS-CoV-2-negative individuals in the same month as the
405  positive group, minimizing time disparities between the two cohorts, unlike other studies that might
406  use different infections or individuals with no history of COVID-19 infection as the control group.
407  Furthermore, many studies investigating cognitive symptoms neglect the impact of age-related
408  cognitive decline. Our sensitivity analysis bridged this gap, allowing us to examine the prevalence of
409  post-COVID cognitive symptoms in a younger sample. This enhanced the robustness of our results and
410 revealed that younger people are also significantly affected by these post-COVID complications. As
411  such, their inclusion in future research and incorporation into public health strategies is crucial.

412 In summary, our analysis aimed to assess the prevalence of memory loss and concentration issues
413  between participants who tested positive and negative for SARS-CoV-2 and the factors associated with
414  post-COVID cognitive symptoms within SARS-CoV-2 positive test participants. Despite challenges
415  due to sample size, our results offer valuable insights. In a predominantly non-hospitalised population,
416  we found a higher prevalence of cognitive symptoms in patients with positive SARS-CoV-2 test,
417  peaking at 9 months post-infection and declining thereafter. Moreover, we show that these symptoms,
418  often overlooked and attributed to age-related conditions, are not exclusive to older populations,
419  underscoring the need for broader consideration. This evidence is crucial for clinicians, who should be
420  aware that these symptoms can occur in individuals with non-severe COVID-19 and may pose a
421  significant burden in everyday life.
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604  Figure 1. Flowchart of study participants.
605  Figure 2. Prevalence of cognitive symptoms 9 and 12 months after SARS-CoV-2 test by test result.

606  Figure 3. Prevalence of cognitive symptoms among positive cases 9 and 12 months after SARS-CoV-2
607  test by age group

608

609  Table 1. Characterisation of the participants sociodemographic and clinical characteristics and
610  vaccination status before the SARS-CoV-2 test.

9-months follow-up 12-months follow-up

N=818 N=639
Variable COVID-19 test result
Negative, N(%) Positive, N(%) Negative, N(%) Positive, N(%)
255 (31.2%) 563 (68.8%) 201 (31.5%) 438 (68.5%)
Age
Mean (SD) 54 (18, 89) 52 (18, 92) 55 (18, 89) 53 (18, 92)
Median (IQR) 54 (43, 68) 52 (41, 64) 55 (45, 68) 53 (42, 66)
Sex
Female 137 (53.73%) 328 (58.26%) 102 (50.75%) 256 (58.45%)
Male 117 (45.88%) 229 (40.67%) 98 (48.76%) 176 (40.18%)
Missing 1 (0.39%) 6 (1.07%) 1 (0.50%) 6 (1.37%)
Education level
Medium, primary 90 (35.29%) 141 (25.04%) 70 (34.83%) 111 (25.34%)
education or lower
education
Secondary 74 (29.02%) 159 (28.24%) 55 (27.36%) 121 (27.63%)
education
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Higher education

Missing
Worker

No

Yes

Missing

Alcohol
consumption

Never

2 to 4 times a
month or less

2 times a week or

more

Physical exercise
(>30 minutes daily)

No
Yes

Missing

Previous COVID-19

infection
No
Yes
Unknown
Missing

Previous
psychiatric
condition

No
Yes
Missing

N° of symptoms

experienced in the 7

days before the
SARS-CoV-2 test

Mean (SD)

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

91 (35.69%)
0 (0.00%)

115 (45.10%)
140 (54.90%)
0 (0.00%)

93 (36.47%)
105 (41.18%)

57 (22.35%)

143 (56.08%)
112 (43.92%)
0 (0.00%)

214 (83.92%)
40 (15.69%)
1(0.39%)
0 (0.00%)

220 (86.27%)
35 (13.73%)
0 (0.00%)

1.33 (0.00, 12.00)

261 (46.36%)
2 (0.36%)

184 (32.68%)
378 (67.14%)
1 (0.18%)

157 (27.89%)
262 (46.54%)

144 (25.58%)

343 (60.92%)
219 (38.90%)
1 (0.18%)

431 (76.55%)
123 (21.85%)
7 (1.24%)
2 (0.36%)

463 (82.24%)
97 (17.23%)
3 (0.53%)

5.61 (0.00, 16.00)

76 (37.81%)
0 (0.00%)

82 (40.80%)
118 (58.71%)
1 (0.50%)

66 (32.84%)
87 (43.28%)

48 (23.88%)

110 (54.73%)
91 (45.27%)
0 (0.00%)

172 (85.57%)
29 (14.43%)
0 (0.00%)
0 (0.00%)

174 (86.57%)
27 (13.43%)
0 (0.00%)

1.27 (0.00, 12.00)

204 (46.58%)
2 (0.46%)

151 (34.47%)
286 (65.30%)
1 (0.23%)

127 (29.00%)
198 (45.21%)

113 (25.80%)

270 (61.64%)
167 (38.13%)
1(0.23%)

334 (76.26%)
95 (21.69%)
7 (1.60%)
2 (0.46%)

355 (81.05%)
80 (18.26%)
3 (0.68%)

5.66 (0.00, 16.00)
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Median (IQR) 0.00 (0.00, 1.00) 5.00 (3.00, 8.00) 0.00 (0.00, 1.00) 5.50 (3.00, 8.00)
Level of care
needed
Hospitalised NA 3 (0.53%) NA 2 (0.46%)
Non-hospitalised NA 554 (98.40%) NA 431 (98.40%)
Missing NA 6 (1.07%) NA 5(1.14%)

N° of COVID-19
vaccine doses

Mean (SD) 3.00 (0.00,5.00)  2.99 (0.00,5.00)  3.07(0.00,5.00)  3.01(0.00, 5.00)
Median (IQR) 3.00(3.00,4.00)  3.00(2.75,4.00)  3.00(3.00,4.00)  3.00 (3.00, 4.00)
Missing 1 (0.39%) 3 (0.53%) 1 (0.50%) 3 (0.68%)

611  Notes: NA — Non-applicable.

612
613

614  Table 2. Difference of proportions analysis for cognitive symptoms at 9-month and 12-month follow-
615  ups.

Frequency, N(%) Difference
. . of CI95% p-value
Negative Positive proportions
9-months follow-up N=255 N=563
26 140
Memory Loss (10.20%) (24.87%) 14.81% [9.35,20.27] <0.001
19 87
Concentration Issues (7.45%)  (15.45%) 8.08% [3.39, 12.79] 0.00221
At least one cognitive 31 159
symptom (12.16%) (28.24%) 16.14% [10.36,21.91] <0.001
14 68
Both cognitive symptoms  (5.49%)  (12.08%) 6.61% [2.43,10.79] 0.00544
12-months follow-up N=201 N=438
19 73
Memory Loss (9.45%) (16.67%) 7.33% [1.61, 13.05] 0.0203
6 (2.99%) 43
Concentration Issues (9.82%) 6.83% [2.82, 10.84] 0.00432
At least one cognitive 20 78
symptom (9.95%) (17.81%) 7.90% [2.06, 13.74] 0.0142
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0
5(2.49%) 38 2.4, 9.95]

Both cognitive symptoms (8.68%) 6.19% 0.00634
616 Notes: 95%CI: 95% confidence interval; Bold refers to statistically significant values (p<0.05).
617
618
619 Table 3. Factors associated with the prevalence of post-COVID cognitive symptoms.
9-months follow-up (N = 546) 12-months follow-up (N = 422)
Variables Crude Adjusted Crude Adjusted

PR 95%ClI PR 95%CI PR 95%CI PR 95%CI

Sex
Male Ref.

[1.42, [1.42, [1.03, [1.19,
Female 1.95 2.67] 2.02 2.87] 1.62 2.54] 1.97 3.26]
Age
Under 60 Ref.

[0.83, [0.89, [0.51, [0.58,
60 and over 1.1 1.45] 1.23 1.17] 0.8 1.24] 0.95 1.57]
Education
level
Higher education  Ref.
Medium,
primary [0.67, [0.57, [0.34, [0.31,
education or 094 G337 085 Sag 061 Gger 99 g
lower education
Secondary [0.76, [0.73, [0.61, [0.58,
education 1.04 1.43] 1.o1 1.38] 0.96 1.53] 0.54 1.53]
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Alcohol intake
Never Ref.
2 to 4 times a [0.81, [0.87, [0.52, [0.51,
e Ly LS s M Gl U9 gy WP Sy
Twice a week or [0.71, [0.92, [0.74, [0.90,
. WS Siegm 9 9 MY aag MY ae
Physical
exercise
Yes Ref.

[0.93, [0.88, [0.64, [0.61,
No 1.24 1.65] 1.18 1.58] 0.98 1.49] 0.94 1.47]
Previous
COVID-
19 infection
No Ref.

[0.84, [0.74, [0.81, [0.72,
Yes 1.14 1.56] 1.03 1.43] 1.28 2.02] 1.18 1.93]
Psychiatric
condition
No Ref.

[1.11, [0.90, [0.65, [0.49,
Yes 1.50 2.02] 1.23 1.68] 1.08 1.81] 0.84 1.44]
COVID-19 [0.86, [0.82, [0.70, [0.68,
vaceinedoses 07 11s] 07 qa41 98 o3 98 o7

620 Notes: PR: Prevalence ratio; 95%CI: 95% confidence interval; physical exercise was defined as >30 minutes daily; Bold
621  refers to statistically significant values.

622
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