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Abstract 

Background. In the absence of genome sequencing, two positive molecular SARS-CoV-2 tests 

separated by negative tests, prolonged time, and symptom resolution remain the best surrogate measure 

of possible re-infection. 

Methods. Using a large electronic health record database, we characterized clinical and testing data for 

23 patients with repeatedly positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR test results >60 days apart, separated by >2 

consecutive negative test results. Prevalence of chronic medical conditions, symptoms and severe 

outcomes related to COVID-19 illness were ascertained. 

Results. Median age was 64.5 years, 40% were Black, and 39% were female. 83% smoked within the 

prior year, 61% were overweight/obese, 83% had immune compromising conditions, and 96% had >2 

comorbidities. Median interval between the two positive tests was 77 days. Among the 19 patients with 

60-89 days between positive tests, 17 (89%) exhibited symptoms or clinical manifestations indicative of 

COVID-19 at the time of the second positive test and 14 (74%) were hospitalized at the second positive 

test. Of the four patients with >90 days between two positive tests, two had mild or no symptoms at the 

second positive test and one, an immune compromised patient, had a brief hospitalization at the first 

diagnosis, followed by ICU admission at the second diagnosis three months later.   

Conclusions. Our study demonstrated a high prevalence of immune compromise, comorbidities, obesity 

and smoking among patients with repeatedly positive SARS-CoV-2 tests. Despite limitations, including 

lack of semi-quantitative estimates of viral load, these data may help prioritize suspected cases of 

reinfection for investigation and continued surveillance. 
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Importance 

Comprehensive characterization of clinical and SARS-CoV-2 testing data for patients with repeatedly 

positive SARS-CoV-2 tests can help prioritize suspected cases of reinfection for investigation in the 

absence of sequencing data and for continued surveillance for potential long-term health consequences 

of SARS-CoV-2 infection.  
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Introduction  

As of 5 May 2021, there have been more than 155 million confirmed cases of COVID-19 globally, 

including 33 million in the United States. A reverse transcriptase polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) 

test is considered the gold standard for detection of SARS-CoV-2 in upper and lower respiratory 

specimens and for diagnosis of COVID-19. While neutralizing antibodies are detectable for several 

months following recovery from SARS-CoV-2 infection1,2, it remains unknown whether and for how 

long these antibody responses protect patients from re-infection. There have been many case reports of 

patients with a second positive PCR test after their PCR results turned negative and symptoms resolved3. 

Most of these are suspected cases of re-infection based on limited clinical or testing data; in a minority 

of suspected cases of reinfection, the viral genome sequences were analyzed and shown to be distinct, 

strongly supporting a re-infection rather than failure to clear an initial infection4. In the absence of 

genomic evaluations, the presence of two positive molecular tests separated by negative tests, prolonged 

time, and clinical resolution of symptoms remains the best surrogate measurement of possible re-

infection.  Using the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention Common Investigation Protocol for 

Investigating Suspected SARS-CoV-2 Reinfection4 as a guide, we conducted a comprehensive 

evaluation of patients who had repeated positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR tests in a large US COVID-19 

electronic health record (EHR) database. We characterize their demographic and clinical characteristics, 

including their SARS-CoV-2 testing journey, symptoms, medication use and COVID-19 related 

complications.  

Patients and Methods  

This retrospective study used the Optum® COVID-19 dataset5, which implements a low-latency data 

acquisition model that aggregates de-identified EHR data from providers across the continuum of care. 
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As of August 20, 2020, the Optum® COVID-19 dataset included 73,702 patients with a COVID-19 

diagnosis code (ICD10 U07.1) that was laboratory-confirmed with a positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR test, of 

whom 690 had two positive PCR test results separated by at least one negative test result. The study 

sample was further restricted to patients who had two consecutive negative test results >24 hours apart 

between two positive test results (N=79); of these, 4 patients had at least 90 days between their two 

positive tests and another 19 had at least 60 days between their two positive tests and had accessible 

demographic and clinical data (Figure 1). If a negative test and a positive test were returned on the same 

day (<24h), both tests were disregarded. 

 

Demographic and clinical information, including age, gender, race/ethnicity, smoking status, and body 

mass index (BMI), was extracted. Smoking and BMI were based on the patient’s most recent record 

within one year prior to the index date (first SARS-CoV-2 positive test date). Available EHR data for 

the 23 patients were manually reviewed. Prevalence of chronic medical conditions which are considered 

risk factors for COVID-19 was ascertained, including: insulin-dependent type 2 diabetes, hypertension, 

chronic kidney disease (CKD), respiratory disease (including chronic obstructive pulmonary disease), 

cardiovascular disease (CVD), atrial fibrillation and immune compromising conditions (including end-

stage renal disease on dialysis, HIV, cirrhosis including alcohol-related, solid organ transplant, cancer, 

and protein-calorie malnutrition). Symptoms typical of COVID-19 were ascertained for each patient 

during each of two time periods, within 30 days before and after the index date and the second positive 

test date. In addition, severe clinical outcomes related to COVID-19 illness and medications commonly 

used to treat COVID-19 were ascertained during each time period, including the following: 

hospitalization, intensive care unit (ICU) admission, mechanical ventilation, tracheostomy, amputation, 

or death (at second positive test). 
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Continuous variables were expressed as median (25th, 75th percentile), and categorical variables as 

counts (percentages). Missing data were not imputed.  

Results  

For the four patients with at least 90 days between positive tests, the median interval between the two 

positive tests, separated by two or more consecutive negative tests 24 hours apart, was 100 days (25th, 

75th percentile: 96, 107), and the median interval between the first positive and first negative test was 22 

days (9, 37) (Figure 1). For the 19 patients with 60-89 days between positive tests, the corresponding 

intervals were 76 days (25th, 75th percentile: 69, 78) and 32 days (19, 49), respectively (Figure 1).  

 

Median age of the 23 repeatedly positive patients at the index date was 64.5 years (25th, 75th: 53.5, 69.8). 

Seventeen patients were diagnosed in the Northeast, five in the Midwest and one in the South; 40% of 

patients were Black, 40% white, and 20% other/unknown race, 83% had non-Hispanic ethnicity, and 

39% were female. Almost 83% smoked within the prior year, and 61% were overweight or obese.  

 

Comorbidity diagnoses and symptom prevalence for the 23 individual patients at the time of each 

positive test are presented in Table 1, and their PCR test and clinical journeys are shown in Figure 2. 

Chronic disease prevalence was high, including hypertension (70%), CVD, atrial fibrillation or CKD 

(each 26%), and insulin-dependent type 2 diabetes or history of venous thromboembolism/long-term 

anticoagulation (each 22%). Overall, 96% of patients had >2 comorbidities.  Most notably, 19 of the 

patients (83%) had immune compromising conditions, including two of the four patients with >90 days 

between positive tests (PT14 and PT19).  
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For individuals with 45-89 days between positive SARS-CoV-2 tests, CDC investigative criteria include 

having “a symptomatic second episode and no obvious alternate etiology for COVID-19–like 

symptoms OR close contact with a person known to have laboratory-confirmed COVID-19.” Among the 

19 patients in our study with 60-89 days between positive tests, 17 (89%) exhibited symptoms or clinical 

manifestations indicative of COVID-19 at the time of the second positive test, including 9 (47%) with 

acute respiratory failure, 8 (42%) with acute kidney failure, 6 (32%) with shortness of breath, 5 (26%) 

with fever, and 3 with acute embolism and thrombosis (16%).  Fourteen of the 19 (74%) were 

hospitalized at the second positive test, all but four of whom were also hospitalized at the first positive 

COVID-19 test.  One patient was treated with tocilizumab (PT7, at the time of first positive test and 

during an extended hospitalization) and 4 were treated with dexamethasone after the first diagnosis of 

COVID-19.  

 

As shown in Figure 2 and Table 1, four of the patients (PT5, PT7, PT12, and PT17) with immune 

compromising conditions had severe symptoms and lengthy hospitalizations (including ICU and 

mechanical ventilation for PT12 and PT17) beginning at the first positive COVID-19 test and numerous 

negative tests, often with their second positive test in close proximity to one or multiple negative tests. 

Additionally, PT10 had no COVID-19-like symptoms or related treatments at the second positive test, 

and PT18 had esophageal cancer and no COVID-19-like symptoms at the time of either positive test. 

The clinical journeys of these six repeatedly positive patients cast doubt about the accuracy of 

categorizing them as true re-infections. 
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Of the four patients (Figure 2, top) who had >90 days between two positive tests, the record of one 

immune compromised patient (PT14) suggests mild-to-moderate disease with few symptoms following 

both COVID-19 diagnoses. PT19, also immune compromised, had a brief hospitalization at the first 

diagnosis, followed by ICU admission at the second diagnosis three months later.  PT2 had severe 

symptoms and hospitalization and treatment with dexamethasone after the first positive test, but no 

symptoms or treatment at the second positive test. 

 

No patients had cardiac arrest, tracheostomy, amputation, or death.  

Discussion  

This study provides clinical and testing characterization of 23 COVID-19 patients with suspected re-

infection, defined as repeatedly positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR tests separated by consecutive negative tests 

and prolonged time. We observed a high prevalence of Black race, obesity, and multiple comorbidities 

known to increase risk of COVID-19 illness, including hypertension, diabetes and CKD. Moreover, 83% 

of the patients with repeated positivity were current smokers, which is linked to increased risk of severe 

COVID-196.  It is possible that those known to be at particularly high risk for COVID-19 or those with 

persistent or recurrent symptoms may undergo frequent testing, thereby increasing the likelihood of 

receiving some false positive or false negative results.  

 

Immune compromising conditions including end-stage renal disease on dialysis, HIV, cirrhosis 

including alcohol-related, solid organ transplant, cancer, and protein-calorie malnutrition were more 

common in our study population affected by COVID-19 compared to the general population without 

COVID-19. Among the subset of patients in our study with immune compromising conditions, more 
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than two-thirds required hospitalization for the second positive PCR test after the interval negative PCR 

test. Reinfection may therefore raise clinical suspicion for an underlying immune defect, which may 

have also influenced duration to achieve viral clearance.  

 

Recent studies focused on immune-compromised populations with COVID-19 have highlighted elevated 

risks of COVID-19 severity and morbidity, as well as frequent multimorbidity. High attributable 28-day 

mortality due to COVID-19 for patients in the ERA-EDTA Registry, including 3285 on dialysis and 

1013 with a functional kidney transplant, was substantial at 20% or 21-times higher and 19.9% or 92-

times higher, respectively, compared to matched controls7. Similar trends of increased mortality and 

worsening liver function tests have been demonstrated in patients with cirrhosis and COVID-198. 

Moreover, alcohol-related liver disease and baseline hepatic dysfunction have been shown to be 

independent risk factors for death related to COVID-199. Patients with HIV in our sample had at least 

one other significant comorbidity, either alcoholic cirrhosis (PT4, PT14) or ESRD on HD (PT20). This 

aligns with findings of an observational prospective study in Madrid by Vizcarra et al. describing 51 

HIV-positive patients with COVID-19 having a significantly higher prevalence of comorbidities and 

age-adjusted mortality10.  

 

Over 90% of patients in our study exhibited symptoms or clinical manifestations indicative of COVID-

19 at the time of the second positive test, thereby fulfilling an important CDC criterion for the 

investigation of suspected SARS-CoV-2 reinfection, particularly among those with 45-89 days between 

positive PCR tests. Over three-fourths were hospitalized at the second positive test. Overall, 70% 

(12/17) of patients hospitalized at the first positive test were also hospitalized at the second test, 

suggesting that in most cases re-infection was not associated with less severe disease. This proportion is 
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somewhat inconsistent with the finding of a recent review of 16 reported cases of re-infection confirmed 

by sequencing11, in which the severity of the re-infection episode was asymptomatic/mild in 75% of 

cases.  Overall, in our study, 37% of those hospitalized had severe disease characterized by ICU 

admission. This is higher than previous estimates that 17-35% of hospitalized COVID-19 patients are 

treated in an ICU2. Acute kidney injury (AKI) has been reported to occur in approximately 9% of 

hospitalized COVID-19 patients and a higher proportion of those requiring ICU admission2.  We 

observed AKI as a more common complication associated with COVID-19, including after both 

COVID-19 diagnoses in several individuals, but we were unable to determine whether these were 

independent or persistent events.  

 

It is possible that hospitalized patients are more likely to undergo frequent testing, due to more severe 

disease or to support discharge to a rehabilitation facility or nursing home. This frequent testing can lead 

to alternating positive and negative tests, often on overlapping days. Given the high hospitalization rate 

in our study, repeated positive tests for some patients (e.g., PT5, PT7, PT12 and PT17) occurring during 

the time of an extended hospitalization with severe complications, including need for ICU admission 

and/or mechanical ventilation, may not represent true re-infections. Moreover, prolonged viral shedding, 

as has been observed in severe COVID-19 cases12, cannot be ruled out. A recent analysis in the Emory 

Healthcare System indicated that, among 22,443 patients who had at least two tests, the median (IQR) 

duration between first and last positive test was 19 days (12, 32), and a duration of 45 and 90 days 

represented the 88th and 97th percentile, respectively11. 

 

In the absence of genomic evaluations to definitively confirm reinfection3,11, finding two positive 

molecular tests separated by negative tests, prolonged time, and resolution of symptoms remains the best 
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surrogate measure of possible re-infection. In 70 previously reported cases to date3, with an average of 

101 days between first and second positive test, viral genome sequences were shown to be distinct, 

strongly suggesting a re-infection rather than failure to clear an initial infection. Our identification and 

clinical characterization of 23 possible re-infections in a large dataset, with a median of 77 days between 

positive tests, provides additional data suggesting that re-infections may be common. Since most 

patients in the Optum dataset did not have repeated tests after their COVID-19 diagnosis, the true 

incidence rate of recurrent detectable SARS-CoV-2 cannot be estimated.  

 

Our analysis was limited by lack of information on RT-PCR platforms (with varying sensitivities) or 

semi-quantitative RT-PCR cycle threshold (Ct) values. The patients in our study nevertheless fulfilled 

CDC criteria for cases >90 days apart or 45-89 days apart based on positive RT-PCR, and based on our 

study definition, cases were classified as re-infection rather than relapse based on interval negative RT-

PCR. We were not able to confirm if COVID-19 was the primary diagnosis prompting hospitalization, if 

patients were incidentally found to test positive for SARS-CoV-2 upon admission for an unrelated 

illness, or later became symptomatic during the hospitalization course. Diagnoses may be more likely to 

be incidental if associated with ICD-10 codes for pre-procedural exam (e.g., elective surgery); however, 

a pre-procedural exam at the time of the second positive test was noted for only one patient in our study 

(PT2). It is noteworthy that among the 23 patients with confirmed RT-PCR re-positivity for SARS-

CoV-2, a minority were not assigned an ICD-10 code for COVID-19 in the EHR. This did not appear to 

be associated with severity of disease presentation. Finally, repeatedly positive tests do not necessarily 

mean a re-infection, and persistent infection or relapse cannot be ruled out, particularly if signs and 

symptoms observed at the second positive test are similar to those seen in individuals with post-acute 

sequelae of COVID-19 (or “long COVID”). 
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Despite these limitations, our study provides a comprehensive characterization of demographic, clinical 

and SARS-CoV-2 testing data for patients with repeatedly positive SARS-CoV-2 tests in a large EHR 

database across the US, which could help prioritize suspected cases of reinfection for investigation in the 

absence of sequencing data and for continued surveillance for potential long-term health consequences 

of SARS-CoV-2 infection. Further investigation into risk of reinfection by type and degree of 

immunosuppressive condition, medications, and disease chronicity will be valuable for future goals of 

prevention, mitigation of risk factors, and reducing severity of illness. 
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Figure 2. COVID-19 RT-PCR testing and clinical journey for 23 patients with repeatedly positive tes
 

 

 tests 
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