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Abstract

Background

Immunocompromised patients may be at higher risk of mortality if hospitalised with
COVID-19 compared with immunocompetent patients. However, previous studies
have been contradictory. We aimed to determine whether immunocompromised
patients were at greater risk of in-hospital death, and how this risk changed over the
pandemic.

Methods

We included patients >=19yrs with symptomatic community-acquired COVID-19
recruited to the ISARIC WHO Clinical Characterisation Protocol UK. We defined
immunocompromise as: immunosuppressant medication preadmission, cancer
treatment, organ transplant, HIV, or congenital immunodeficiency. We used logistic
regression to compare the risk of death in both groups, adjusting for age, sex,
deprivation, ethnicity, vaccination and co-morbidities. We used Bayesian logistic
regression to explore mortality over time.

Findings

Between 17/01/2020 and 28/02/2022 we recruited 156,552 eligible patients, of whom
21,954 (14%) were immunocompromised. 29% (n=6,499) of immunocompromised
and 21% (n=28,608) of immunocompetent patients died in hospital. The odds of in-
hospital mortality were elevated for immunocompromised patients (adjOR 1.44, 95%
Cl1 1.39-1.50, p<0.001). As the pandemic progressed, in-hospital mortality reduced
more slowly for immunocompromised patients than for immunocompetent patients.
This was particularly evident with increasing age: the probability of the reduction in
hospital mortality being less for immunocompromised patients aged 50-69yrs was
88% for men and 83% for women, and for those >80yrs was 99% for men, and 98%
for women.

Conclusions

Immunocompromised patients remain at elevated risk of death from COVID-19.
Targeted measures such as additional vaccine doses and monoclonal antibodies
should be considered for this group.

Funding

National Institute for Health Research; Medical Research Council; Chief Scientist
Office, Scotland.
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90 Introduction

91  Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), the disease caused by severe acute

92  respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2), disproportionately affects older
93  people and those with underlying health conditions (1). However, a key challenge

94  throughout the pandemic has been to delineate which comorbidities confer the

95  greatest risk. Severe COVID-19 is an inflammatory process (2, 3), with several lines
96  of evidence suggesting that immune dysfunction is linked to adverse outcome (4, 5).
97  Consistent with this are clinical trial findings that anti-inflammatory treatments with
98 dexamethasone, tocilizumab and baricitinib improve survival in patients with

99  respiratory failure (6-8).

100  Early data in the pandemic suggested a high mortality among immunocompromised
101  patients, with organ transplant recipients being at particular risk (9, 10). Studies have
102  compared mortality among immunocompromised patients with other patient groups
103 with COVID-19 with conflicting results. Some studies show increased mortality (11,
104  12), whereas others show no difference from other patient groups (13, 14). A

105 challenge when attributing risk to individual comorbidities has been that many factors
106  are correlated. For example, some kidney transplant recipients also have abnormal
107  renal function which is itself a risk factor for poor outcome from COVID-19 (1, 15). A
108 large UK population study using routine health data from 17 million primary care

109  health records (OPENSafely) found that immunocompromising conditions, including
110  organ transplant and haematological malignancy, increased the risk of COVID-19
111  associated death (16). However, detailed information on disease severity at

112 presentation and events during hospitalisation were not available.

113 As public health measures to control the spread of SARS-CoV-2 have now eased,
114 concern remains for the safety of those who are immunocompromised and whose
115  vaccination response may be compromised (17). Our aim was therefore to analyse
116  one of the largest prospective cohorts of hospitalised COVID-19 cases, the ISARIC
117  WHO CCP-UK study dataset, to determine whether outcomes are worse in

118 immunocompromised patients, and whether the improved survival observed in

119  general over the course of the pandemic differed between immunocompromised and
120 immunocompetent patients.

121
122
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123 Methods
124
125  Study design and setting:

126  The ISARIC WHO Clinical Characterisation Protocol in the United Kingdom (CCP-
127  UK) was activated on 17th January 2020 as part of the public health response to the
128  COVID-19 pandemic. CCP-UK prospectively recruited a cohort of >300,000 patients,
129  hospitalised with COVID-19, from 306 healthcare facilities across the UK. The

130 sample size was not pre-specified. The protocol, revision history, case report forms
131 and consent forms, are available online at isaric4c.net. The study received ethical
132 approval from the South Central - Oxford C Research Ethics Committee in England
133 (Ref: 13/SC/0149) and by the Scotland A Research Ethics Committee (Ref:

134  20/SS/0028). This study is reported according to the Strengthening the Reporting of
135  Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) guidelines for cohort studies.

136
137  Participants:

138 Adults (>19yrs) who were admitted to hospital between 17th January 2020 and 28
139  February 2022 with confirmed or highly suspected SARS-CoV-2 infection leading to
140 COVID-19 were included in this analysis: during the first wave, highly suspected
141 cases were also eligible for inclusion, because SARS-CoV-2 was an emergent

142  pathogen at that time and laboratory confirmation was dependent on availability of
143 testing. SARS-CoV-2 infection was confirmed using reverse-transcriptase

144  polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR).

145  Data sources:

146  Data collected by research staff were entered into a standardised electronic case
147  report form within a secure Research Electronic Data Capture (REDCap) database.
148  Vaccination data were obtained from the national immunisation management system
149  (NIMS), and deterministically linked to the ISARIC CCP-UK REDCap data using

150  NHS number, which was collected as part of the ISARIC CCP-UK dataset.

151  Vaccination data were not available for Scottish patients and these analyses are

152  therefore restricted to only English and Welsh ISARIC CCP-UK participants with a
153  valid, linkable NHS number. Participants with invalid NHS numbers were excluded
154  from the analysis after December 2020 to allow accurate linkage with vaccination
155 data. Readmissions and those with erroneously recorded admission dates (eg, those
156  with admission dates outside the scope of the study) were also removed prior to

157  analysis.

158
159 Variables:

160 Immunocompromise: We considered patients to be immunocompromised if they met
161  any of the following clinical criteria: solid organ transplant, active cancer diagnosis
162  and treatment, congenital immune deficiency, human immunodeficiency (HIV)

163  infection, in receipt of pre-admission immune-suppressive treatments, or pre-

164  admission oral or intravenous steroids (see online supplement). For the purposes of
165 analysis, these patients were only considered to be in one category, with the

166  underlying reason for being immunocompromised being categorised by the following
167  hierarchy: inherited immunological or metabolic disorder > solid organ transplant >
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168  cancer > HIV > pre-admission immunosuppressants > pre-admission steroids.
169  Overlap between immunocompromising factors were visualised as part of the
170  analysis.

171

172 Participant characteristics: patient demographics including age, sex, comorbidities,
173 and ethnicity were recorded at hospital admission (see online supplement).

174  Deprivation index was calculated using hospital level geographical data provided by
175  the Office of National Statistics (ONS). Physiological parameters of the 4C Mortality
176 Score (18) were used as markers of illness severity at presentation: respiratory rate
177  (breaths per min), Glasgow Coma Scale, oxygen saturation (%), blood urea

178  (mmol/L), blood C-reactive protein (CRP, mg/L). Symptoms recorded on admission
179  are listed in the online supplement. If no symptom criteria were met, a patient was
180  considered asymptomatic and was excluded from the analysis. If a patient met at
181 least one of the criteria, they were considered to be symptomatic and were included.

182

183  In-hospital interventions were recorded including: critical care admission, level of
184  respiratory support and treatments for COVID-19 including corticosteroids and

185 interleukin-6 receptor blockers. For steroid and anti-IL-6 treatments, analyses were
186  restricted to patients on oxygen therapy. Treatment with IL-6 receptor blockers was
187 indicated by national guidance for patients with a C-reactive protein (CRP) blood
188  level of 75mg/l or greater, or on respiratory support. Due to the nature of the data
189  collection, pre-admission steroids were assessed through a free text search of pre-
190 admission medication; dexamethasone, beclometasone, prednisolone,

191  cortisone/hydrocortisone or betamethasone were included.

192

193  Vaccination: to investigate the effect of vaccination, we considered patients having
194  received no vaccine doses or within 20 days of the first vaccine dose as being

195  unprotected and therefore having no immunity to SARS-CoV-2; we then stratified
196  patients as having received 1, 2, 3 and 4 or more doses, provided three weeks or
197  more had elapsed between the first vaccination and symptom onset or positive RT-
198  PCR test (whichever was earlier), or one week for subsequent doses, to allow

199  immunity to develop (19).

200

201  Pandemic waves and SARS-CoV-2 variants: wave 1 was considered to be between
202  17™ January 2020, the date that the study protocol was activated in the UK, and 31st
203  August 2020, the nadir of hospital inpatient numbers between the first and second
204  waves. This wave was largely accounted for by the B.1 lineage SARS-CoV-2

205 ancestral strain containing the D614G mutation. Wave 2 was defined as the period
206  from 15t September 2020 to 315t March 2021, and comprised a mixture largely of B.1
207 D614G lineages and the alpha variant (B.1.1.7). The third wave, during which the
208 alpha variant was replaced by the delta variant (B.1.617.2), was between 15t April
209 2021 and 12" December 2021. From 13" December 2021 onwards, omicron

210  (B.1.1.529) became the dominant circulating variant in the UK and out-competed
211  delta (20). We refer to this period as the fourth wave.

212
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213 Outcomes: the primary outcome was in-hospital mortality. Secondary outcomes were
214  the use of oxygen, non-invasive ventilation, invasive mechanical ventilation and
215 admission to critical care.

216
217  Missing data:

218 Due to the nature of such a large-scale, observational study, conducted during

219  pandemic surge conditions, high degrees of missingness exist in multiple variables,
220  particularly in the most recent wave dominated by the Omicron variant where

221  recruitment has waned over time. As this study is predominantly descriptive, we

222 have not performed any imputation to correct any data missingness, and instead are
223 providing descriptions of the data as it is known.

224
225  Statistical analyses:

226  Continuous data are summarised as median (interquartile range) and categorical
227  data as frequency (percentage). We employed statistical disclosure control (SDC)
228 measures to protect patient confidentiality and anonymity.

229

230  To examine in-hospital mortality, we initially performed multivariable logistic

231 regression adjusted for age, sex, number of comorbidities, ethnicity, deprivation

232 index and vaccination (1). These variables were selected for inclusion in models

233 based on their important effects previously described by ourselves and others (1,

234 21). Other outcome measures were the use of oxygen, non-invasive ventilation,

235 intensive care admission and invasive ventilation, and were adjusted for the same
236  variables. We subsequently explored whether changes in in-hospital mortality over
237  time were different between immunocompetent and immunocompromised patients. A
238  Bayesian logistic regression model was specified with weakly informative priors on
239  model coefficients (four chains, 500 warmup, 2,000 iterations). The probability of

240  death was determined for immunocompromised and immunocompetent patients in
241 the first wave and the fourth wave, accounting for age, sex, socioeconomic

242  deprivation, and comorbidity count. We then calculated the absolute risk difference
243 for mortality in immunocompromised and immunocompetent patients in the first wave
244  and compared this with the absolute risk difference in the omicron wave. We set

245  comorbidity count to "2+", and deprivation score to "2", the most common level for
246  each variable, and stratified these results by sex, age category, and vaccination

247  status. All analysis was performed using the statistical software package R version
248 4.1.1 including the use of the associated packages tidyverse, finalfit and brms.

249
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250 Results
251

252 Between 17" January 2020 and 28" February 2022, data for 304,628 admissions of
253  all ages were collected. Outcome data were available for 156,552 unique adult index
254  admissions with symptomatic COVID-19 and valid NHS numbers (Figure S1).

255 134,598 (86%) patients were classified as immunocompetent, and 21,954 (14%)
256  were immunocompromised (Figure S1). There was overlap between the

257  immunocompromising conditions (Figure 1A), for example a large proportion of

258  patients with previous solid organ transplant were also taking immunosuppressive
259  medication. Using the hierarchical categorisation defined above, most patients that
260  were identified as immunocompromised were either those taking

261  immunosuppressive medication with no other documented immunocompromise

262 (n=12,701 of 21,954, 58%), or those who had received recent cancer treatment

263 (n=5,116, 23%). The numbers of patients with other conditions were: congenital

264  immune deficiency (n=526, 2%), previous solid organ transplant (1,559, 7%),

265 HIV/AIDS (498, 2%) and pre-admission steroids (n=1,554, 7%).

266

267 The median age of the immunocompetent patients was 69.5 years (IQR 53.4 to

268  82.0), and was slightly younger than that of the immunocompromised group which
269 was 71.5 (IQR 58.7 to 80.3) (Table 1). Ages of immunocompromised patients varied
270  depending on the aetiology of their immunocompromise. Those with cancer (median
271 age 72.0. 1QR (62.0 to 79.7)) and those on pre-admission immunosuppressants

272 (median 72.5, IQR (59.1 to 81.2)) or corticosteroids (75.1 (63.0 to 83.6)) were

273  considerably older than those with congenital immune deficiency (median 61.8, IQR
274  (45.3 to 77.2)), solid organ transplant (median 62.4 (IQR 52.1 to 72.0)) and HIV (57.8
275  (IQR 49.8 to 70.5)). 95% (n=20,801 of 21,954) of patients with immunocompromise
276  had at least one additional comorbidity (in addition to the reason for

277  immunocompromise). Chronic pulmonary disease (n=6,190 of 21,954, (28%),

278  immunocompromised) vs (n=18,495 of 134,598, (14%), immunocompetent),

279  haematologic disease (n=2,041 (9%)) vs (n=3,665 (2%)), rheumatologic disease

280 (n=4,540 (21%)) vs (n=12,901 (10%)), kidney disease (n=4,266 (19%)) vs (n=18,901
281  (14%)), and malignant neoplasm (n=5,113 (23%)) vs (n=8,484 (6%)) were more

282  common in immunocompromised vs immunocompetent patients. Diabetes (n=6,042
283  (28%) immunocompromised) vs (n=36,322 (27%) immunocompetent), obesity

284  (n=2,945 (13%)) vs (n=17,462 (13%)), hypertension (n=9,758 (44%)) vs (n=57,117
285  (42%)), chronic cardiac disease (n=6,607 (30%)) vs (n=35,597 (26%)) were similar in
286  both groups (Table 1).

287

288  Overall, 85% (n=114,364 of 134,598) of immunocompetent and 81% (n=17,737of
289  21,954) of immunocompromised patients hospitalised with COVID-19 were

290 unvaccinated — 49% (n=76,948 of 156,552) were admitted before vaccines were
291 available in waves 1 and 2 (Table 1, Figure S1). 5,112 (4%) of immunocompetent
292  and 789 (4%) of immunocompromised patients admitted had received one dose of
293  vaccine > 20 days earlier at the time of hospital admission. 11,601 (9%)

294  immunocompetent and 2804 (13%) immunocompromised patients had received two
295 doses > 7 days earlier. 592 (<1%) immunocompetent and 290 (1%) of

296 immunocompromised patients had received 3 doses >7 days before the date of
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297  hospital admission (Table 1). Over time, the relative proportion of
298 immunocompromised patients who were unvaccinated was less than for
299  immunocompetent patients (Figure S2).

300
301 Presenting symptoms and severity of illness:

302 lliness severity at presentation to hospital as measured by the physiological

303 components of the 4C Mortality Score was similar in the two groups at the beginning
304  of the pandemic, suggesting no difference in the threshold for admission for

305 immunocompromised patients (Figure 1B). lliness severity reduced in both groups
306 over the course of the pandemic, although to a lesser extent in the

307 immunocompromised group (Figure 1B and C). When compared with

308 immunocompetent patients, in the omicron wave immunocompromised patients had
309 higher respiratory rates (230bpm 67% vs immmunocompetent 57%), lower SaO2
310 (<92% 22% vs 15%), higher urea (urea 27mmol/l 49% vs 39%) and a higher

311 inflammatory response (CRP =50mg/l 57% vs 47%) (Table S2, Figure 1C).

312
313 Treatments received:

314  When restricted to patients receiving oxygen, more patients in the

315 immunocompromised group received corticosteroids than the immunocompetent
316  group (Table S3, Figure S3). For patients on oxygen with a CRP>75, more

317 immunocompetent patients received tocilizumab compared with

318 immunocompromised patients (Table S3, Figure S4).

319
320 Qutcomes:

321  Similar proportions of immunocompromised and immunocompetent patients received
322 oxygen therapy and were admitted to critical care. Immunocompromised patients

323  were more likely to receive non-invasive ventilation, and/or invasive mechanical

324  ventilation (Table 2). 6,499 (29%) immunocompromised patients died, compared

325  with 28,608 (21%) immunocompetent patients. The highest mortality rates were seen
326 in patients with active cancer (n=1,818 (37%)) and those on pre-admission steroids
327  (n=517 (34%)) (Table S4).

328

329  After adjustment for age, sex, ethnicity, deprivation and comorbidities, the odds ratio
330 (OR) for death in the immunocompromised group was 1.44 (95% CI 1.39-1.5, p <
331 0.001) (Figure 2A). The ORs of several other outcomes were significantly different
332  for immunocompromised relative to immunocompetent patients, though with much
333  smaller effect sizes. The OR for receiving oxygen was 1.10 (95% CI 1.06, 1.15,

334  p<0.001), for critical care admission was 1.08 (95%CI 1.03, 1.13, p=0.001), receiving
335  non-invasive ventilation 1.17 (95%Cl 1.12, 1.22, p<0.001), and invasive ventilation
336 1.10 (95%CI 1.03, 1.18, p=0.005) (Figure 2A).

337
338 Changes in mortality over time:

339  Mortality for both immunocompetent and immunocompromised groups reduced over
340 time. Crude in-hospital mortality of immunocompetent patients in the first wave was
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341  30%, compared with 36% in immunocompromised patients. In the fourth (omicron)
342  wave, the mortality was 11% for immunocompetent patients, and 19% for
343  immunocompromised patients (Table 2).

344

345  After adjustment for age, sex, comorbidity count, deprivation and vaccination status,
346 compared with immunocompetent patients in wave 1, the OR for mortality remained
347 elevated in all waves in immunocompromised patients (Figure 2B). Univariable

348 analysis showed the same trend (Figure S5). In the fourth wave, nearly a year after
349 the vaccination program was initiated, the OR for death compared with the first wave
350 was 0.38 (95%CI 0.34, 0.42, p<0.001) for immunocompetent patients and 0.63

351 (95%CI10.51, 0.76, p<0.001) for immunocompromised patients (Figure 2B). There
352  was a decline in the number of patients enrolled in the study over time (Figure S6).

353

354  To investigate this further, we calculated the difference in risk of death between the
355 first and fourth waves for both immunocompetent and immunocompromised patients.
356 using the Bayesian framework described in the methods, the probability that this

357 difference was less for immunocompromised patients (indicating less improvement
358  over the course of the pandemic) was always greater than 67% (Figure 3). Across all
359 ages, and both sexes, in-hospital mortality for immunocompromised patients

360 improved less than for immunocompetent patients. This was particularly evident with
361 increasing age: the probability of the reduction in hospital mortality being less for

362 immunocompromised patients aged 50-69yrs was 88% for men and 83% for women,
363 and for those >80yrs was 99% for men, and 98% for women.

364

10
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365 Discussion
366

367 Using the ISARIC CCP-UK cohort, we found that immunocompromised people

368 admitted to hospital with COVID-19 had greater adjusted mortality than the general
369 in-patient population. Mortality in this group has also not fallen to the same extent as
370 the immunocompetent patients. Over the course of the pandemic,

371  immunocompromised patients have seen less reduction in severity at presentation to
372  hospital and less improvement in in-hospital mortality than immunocompetent

373  patients.

374

375 Large population studies early in the pandemic have suggested that patients who are
376  immunocompromised are more likely to die from COVID-19 than those who are

377 immunocompetent (16). However, several studies, including one of the largest to
378 date (22), have not shown an increased risk of in-hospital mortality in

379  immunocompromised patients when compared to those with no known

380 immunodeficiency. One possible explanation for this is that immunocompromised
381 patients are more likely to be admitted to hospital, but once hospitalised, the

382 outcomes are similar. Our data challenge this hypothesis. Once admitted, the odds
383  of in-hospital mortality (adjusted for age, sex, ethnicity, vaccination and co-

384  morbidities) were higher for the immunocompromised group, with less improvement
385 in outcome over the course of the pandemic compared with the immunocompetent
386  group. Disease severity (physiological derangement) at presentation was similar for
387 the two groups early in the pandemic. Whilst severity at presentation has decreased
388  for both groups over time, as the pandemic progressed, the improvement seen was
389  greater for immunocompetent patients. Immunocompromised patients are now on
390 average more ill relative to immunocompetent patients. Other possibilities for

391 differences between studies potentially include selection of patient groups to include,
392  criteria for hospital admission and socio-ethnodemographic variation.

393

394  Immunocompromised patients with COVID-19 received steroids more frequently

395  during their admission than immunocompetent patients. This might indicate a

396 continuation of pre-admission, non-covid related steroid treatment. The less frequent
397 use of tocilizumab, on the other hand (in patients who met the criteria for use), may
398 indicate concern about the net state of immune suppression and careful weighing of
399 risk benefit in the minds of treating clinicians. To better inform the use of anti-

400 inflammatory treatments in this group, future studies targeted at

401 immunocompromised patients, or with recruitment stratified by immune status, would
402  be needed.

403

404  There was a reduction over time in the proportion of patients admitted after

405 vaccination compared with those unvaccinated. However, the risk difference

406 between immunocompromised and immunocompetent patients widened between the
407 first wave, and the fourth wave, by which time vaccination levels in the population
408  were high. In combination with our earlier work (23), this indicates that this group of
409 patients may remain more vulnerable than the general population even after

410  vaccination. Selection of SARS-CoV-2 variants is largely a function of transmissibility
411 (24, 25), or immune escape (26), and a future variant could still have higher intrinsic
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412  virulence than omicron. In this case, immunocompromised patients might be more
413  vulnerable despite vaccination.

414

415  Our findings differ to those of Andersen et al. (22), which did not find an increase in
416  mortality in immunocompromised patients from 42 US health systems. A difference
417  in age may explain this discrepancy. The mean age of patients reported by Andersen
418 etal. (59 years) was younger than our median age (71.5 years), suggesting that the
419 difference between the two studies could be that here we are describing an older,
420  more co-morbid population. In our study chronic pulmonary, haematologic,

421  rheumatologic, kidney and liver disease were all more common in

422  immunocompromised patients, which may reflect either the reasons for

423  immunosuppression, or complications thereof. However, comorbidities such as heart
424  disease and hypertension were not more common in the immunocompromised

425  patients, indicating that differences in comorbidity were not the only reason for the
426  difference in outcomes between the groups.

427

428 The ISARIC CCP-UK cohort is one of the largest datasets of hospitalised patients
429  with COVID-19 in the world and has enabled us to study small subgroups such as
430 those with congenital immune deficiencies, which have not been captured in smaller
431  cohorts. The ISARIC CCP-UK dataset has detailed information regarding severity of
432 illness at presentation which allowed us to explore whether the threshold for hospital
433  admission differed between patient groups. We were also able to follow patient

434  journeys through the hospital looking at in-hospital interventions and respiratory

435  support which are lacking from routine healthcare datasets. There are some

436  weaknesses to this study. We did not collect data on the detailed drug histories of
437  patients prior to admission, and so we did not have information on which drug was
438 responsible for immunocompromise. We lacked data on pre-admission steroid

439  doses, meaning that we were unable to assess the extent to which steroid use

440  contributed to immune compromise. Missing data in the medical and drug histories
441 means that we may have underestimated the overall effect size by categorising

442  some immunocompromised patients as immunocompetent.

443

444  We have observed that in hospital mortality for patients who are clinically extremely
445  vulnerable with immunocompromise has fallen less than for than immunocompetent
446  patients in the ISARIC CCP-UK dataset. Despite the benefits of vaccination, this
447  group still lags behind the general patient population in the improvements in

448  outcomes after hospitalisation. A number of interventions, such as remdesivir,

449  molnupiravir and nirmatrelvir/ritonavir are now available to reduce the risk of

450  progression to severe COVID-19 and hospitalisation in this patient group (27, 28).
451  However, some immunocompromised patients do not respond well to COVID-19
452  vaccines (29). and several monoclonal antibody treatments have now ceased to be
453  effective due to antigenic variation of the omicron variant (30). However,

454  tixagevimab/cilgavimab retains activity against omicron sub-variants BA.2, BA.4 and
455  BA.5, but is not available for routine clinical care in the UK. The use of

456  tixagevimab/cilgavimab remains a policy option and may close the gap between
457  immunocompromised patients and the general population.

458
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Tables and figures

Table 1. Demographics and comorbidities for immunocompetent and immunocompromised patients in the ISARIC WHO CCP-UK
study. The immunocompromised patients are presented as both the, incorporating all conditions leading to immunocompromise, and by each
group defined on the case record form.

Immunocompromised -

Immunocompromised

Immunocompromised

Immunocompromised -

Immunocompromised

label Total N I\N/Iissing levels Immunocompetent . ir:::\ﬁ);ilzt;?gal - Previous Organ {rzr:r\;lcne?_compromised Immunocompromised Pre-Admission - Pre—_Admission
otal Disorder Transplant Immunosuppressants Steroids
Total N (%) 134598 (86.0) 21954 (14.0) 526 (0.3) 1559 (1.0) 5116 (3.3) 498 (0.3) 12701 (8.1) 1554 (1.0)
?5:;::) admission (115(‘;’05%‘? 14 Median (IQR) 69.5 (53.4 to 82.0) 71.5 (58.7 to 80.3) 61.8 (45.3 to 77.2) 62.4 (52.1 to 72.0) 72.0 (62.0 to 79.7) 57.8 (49.8 to 70.5) 72.5 (59.1 to 81.2) 75.1 (63.0 to 83.6)
<50 27624 (20.5) 2801 (12.8) 150 (28.5) 337 (21.6) 400 (7.8) 127 (25.5) 1618 (12.7) 169 (10.9)
50-69 40578 (30.1) 7387 (33.6) 172 (32.7) 761 (48.8) 1814 (35.5) 243 (48.8) 3985 (31.4) 412 (26.5)
70-79 26902 (20.0) 6113 (27.8) 122 (23.2) 297 (19.1) 1654 (32.3) 64 (12.9) 3559 (28.0) 417 (26.8)
80+ 39482 (29.3) 5651 (25.7) 82 (15.6) 164 (10.5) 1248 (24.4) 64 (12.9) 3537 (27.8) 556 (35.8)
(Missing) 12 (0.0) 2(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2(0.0) 0(0.0)
Sex at Birth (115(‘;’05_2‘; 38 Male 74429 (55.3) 11564 (52.7) 268 (51.0) 964 (61.8) 2972 (58.1) 283 (56.8) 6228 (49.0) 849 (54.6)
Female 60001 (44.6) 10353 (47.2) 258 (49.0) 593 (38.0) 2133 (41.7) 214 (43.0) 6452 (50.8) 703 (45.2)
Not specified 136 (0.1) 31 (0.1) 0 (0.0) 1(0.1) 10 (0.2) 1(0.2) 18 (0.1) 1(0.1)
(Missing) 32 (0.0) 6 (0.0) 0(0.0) 1(0.1) 1(0.0) 0(0.0) 3(0.0) 1(0.1)
Ethnicity (183;3;2)8 20424  White 95260 (70.8) 16578 (75.5) 308 (58.6) 1018 (65.3) 4078 (79.7) 230 (46.2) 9742 (76.7) 1202 (77.3)
South Asian 7978 (5.9) 1023 (4.7) 26 (4.9) 169 (10.8) 139 (2.7) 23 (4.6) 603 (4.7) 63 (4.1)
Black 3998 (3.0) 603 (2.7) 95 (18.1) 73 (4.7) 95 (1.9) 118 (23.7) 194 (1.5) 28 (1.8)
East Asian 730 (0.5) 83 (0.4) 3(0.6) 13 (0.8) 16 (0.3) 2(0.4) 40 (0.3) 9 (0.6)
Other 8679 (6.4) 1196 (5.4) 39 (7.4) 125 (8.0) 261 (5.1) 54 (10.8) 630 (5.0) 87 (5.6)
(Missing) 17953 (13.3) 2471 (11.3) 55 (10.5) 161 (10.3) 527 (10.3) 71 (14.3) 1492 (11.7) 165 (10.6)
g(;’r’:fj;id‘?;es (115(‘;’055(5 0 0 24608 (18.3) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
1 27784 (20.6) 1153 (5.3) 37 (7.0) 66 (4.2) 194 (3.8) 1(0.2) 709 (5.6) 146 (9.4)
2+ 82206 (61.1) 20801 (94.7) 489 (93.0) 1493 (95.8) 4922 (96.2) 497 (99.8) 11992 (94.4) 1408 (90.6)
g':s?a"s'g Cardiac (1;01.97‘;5 14607 No 85390 (63.4) 14351 (65.4) 372 (70.7) 1054 (67.6) 3580 (70.0) 365 (73.3) 8018 (63.1) 962 (61.9)
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Immunocompromised -

Immunocompromised

Immunocompromised

Immunocompromised -

Immunocompromised

label Total N I‘N/Iissing levels Immunocompetent ir:::\ﬁ)c()ilzt;?gal - Previous Organ {rg;n:clicompromised {T'rlr\l/unocompromised Pre-Admission - Pre—_Admission
Total Disorder Transplant Immunosuppressants Steroids
Yes 35597 (26.4) 6607 (30.1) 130 (24.7) 439 (28.2) 1318 (25.8) 107 (21.5) 4124 (32.5) 489 (31.5)
(Missing) 13611 (10.1) 996 (4.5) 24 (4.6) 66 (4.2) 218 (4.3) 26 (5.2) 559 (4.4) 103 (6.6)
Hypertension (1;12.‘;[;1 13751 No 64695 (48.1) 11231 (51.2) 295 (56.1) 618 (39.6) 2870 (56.1) 265 (53.2) 6389 (50.3) 794 (51.1)
Yes 57117 (42.4) 9758 (44.4) 206 (39.2) 893 (57.3) 2049 (40.1) 213 (42.8) 5731 (45.1) 666 (42.9)
(Missing) 12786 (9.5) 965 (4.4) 25 (4.8) 48 (3.1) 197 (3.9) 20 (4.0) 581 (4.6) 94 (6.0)
g':s?a"s"e: Pulmonary (1;01.97‘;8 14604 No 102408 (76.1) 14855 (67.7) 387 (73.6) 1267 (81.3) 3969 (77.6) 418 (83.9) 7826 (61.6) 988 (63.6)
Yes 18495 (13.7) 6190 (28.2) 122 (23.2) 229 (14.7) 946 (18.5) 59 (11.8) 4362 (34.3) 472 (30.4)
(Missing) 13695 (10.2) 909 (4.1) 17 3.2) 63 (4.0) 201 (3.9) 21 (4.2) 513 (4.0) 94 (6.0)
g':s?a"s"e: Renal (1;01.“‘19;2 15060 No 101697 (75.6) 16628 (75.7) 418 (79.5) 639 (41.0) 4095 (80.0) 393 (78.9) 9884 (77.8) 1199 (77.2)
Yes 18901 (14.0) 4266 (19.4) 88 (16.7) 865 (55.5) 790 (15.4) 79 (15.9) 2190 (17.2) 254 (16.3)
(Missing) 14000 (10.4) 1060 (4.8) 20 (3.8) 55 (3.5) 231 (4.5) 26 (5.2) 627 (4.9) 101 (6.5)
Asthma (1;01.765)'7 14785 No 103088 (76.6) 16476 (75.0) 424 (80.6) 1342 (86.1) 4388 (85.8) 403 (80.9) 8780 (69.1) 1139 (73.3)
Yes 17720 (13.2) 4483 (20.4) 81 (15.4) 158 (10.1) 511 (10.0) 73 (14.7) 3348 (26.4) 312 (20.1)
(Missing) 13790 (10.2) 995 (4.5) 21 (4.0) 59 (3.8) 217 (4.2) 22 (4.4) 573 (4.5) 103 (6.6)
Liver Disease (1;;’.‘;3)4 15918 No 116080 (86.2) 19849 (90.4) 471 (89.5) 1363 (87.4) 4625 (90.4) 434 (87.1) 11566 (91.1) 1390 (89.4)
Yes 3800 (2.8) 905 (4.1) 29 (5.5) 121 (7.8) 229 (4.5) 37 (7.4) 436 (3.4) 53 (3.4)
(Missing) 14718 (10.9) 1200 (5.5) 26 (4.9) 75 (4.8) 262 (5.1) 27 (5.4) 699 (5.5) 111 (7.1)
ﬁ_ZL?E:Egical (1;01.111)9 15433 No 106340 (79.0) 18677 (85.1) 423 (80.4) 1365 (87.6) 4479 (87.5) 418 (83.9) 10750 (84.6) 1242 (79.9)
Disorder
Yes 13957 (10.4) 2145 (9.8) 79 (15.0) 125 (8.0) 385 (7.5) 56 (11.2) 1306 (10.3) 194 (12.5)
(Missing) 14301 (10.6) 1132 (5.2) 24 (4.6) 69 (4.4) 252 (4.9) 24 (4.8) 645 (5.1) 118 (7.6)
I\N/I:(I;Iggasﬁ (1;8,%3)9 15613 No 111603 (82.9) 15739 (71.7) 451 (85.7) 1276 (81.8) 1509 (29.5) 439 (88.2) 10792 (85.0) 1272 (81.9)
Yes 8484 (6.3) 5113 (23.3) 45 (8.6) 209 (13.4) 3440 (67.2) 33 (6.6) 1236 (9.7) 150 (9.7)
(Missing) 14511 (10.8) 1102 (5.0) 30 (5.7) 74 (4.7) 167 (3.3) 26 (5.2) 673 (5.3) 132 (8.5)
Eling(i)Zologic (1;8%9;5 15657 No 116431 (86.5) 18758 (85.4) 351 (66.7) 1389 (89.1) 3742 (73.1) 442 (88.8) 11458 (90.2) 1376 (88.5)
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Immunocompromised -

Immunocompromised

Immunocompromised

Immunocompromised -

Immunocompromised

label Total N I‘N/Iissing levels Immunocompetent ir:::\ﬁ)c()ilzt;?gal - Previous Organ {rg;n:clicompromised {T'rlr\l/unocompromised Pre-Admission - Pre—_Admission
Total Disorder Transplant Immunosuppressants Steroids
Yes 3665 (2.7) 2041 (9.3) 150 (28.5) 102 (6.5) 1132 (22.1) 32 (6.4) 574 (4.5) 51 (3.3)
(Missing) 14502 (10.8) 1155 (5.3) 25 (4.8) 68 (4.4) 242 (4.7) 24 (4.8) 669 (5.3) 127 (8.2)
Obesity (18205%6)'4 31288 No 89557 (66.5) 15300 (69.7) 367 (69.8) 1120 (71.8) 3841 (75.1) 337 (67.7) 8543 (67.3) 1092 (70.3)
Yes 17462 (13.0) 2945 (13.4) 69 (13.1) 185 (11.9) 466 (9.1) 80 (16.1) 2006 (15.8) 139 (8.9)
(Missing) 27579 (20.5) 3709 (16.9) 90 (17.1) 254 (16.3) 809 (15.8) 81 (16.3) 2152 (16.9) 323 (20.8)
Diabetes (1;13.36‘;3 13209 No 85844 (63.8) 15135 (68.9) 358 (68.1) 950 (60.9) 3766 (73.6) 324 (65.1) 8706 (68.5) 1031 (66.3)
Yes 36322 (27.0) 6042 (27.5) 153 (29.1) 563 (36.1) 1188 (23.2) 162 (32.5) 3537 (27.8) 439 (28.2)
(Missing) 12432 (9.2) 777 (3.5) 15 (2.9) 46 (3.0) 162 (3.2) 12 (2.4) 458 (3.6) 84 (5.4)
g'i“si‘:_?:rt‘""gic (1;;’.‘;7)6 16076 No 106762 (79.3) 16273 (74.1) 411 (78.1) 1339 (85.9) 4310 (84.2) 438 (88.0) 8586 (67.6) 1189 (76.5)
Yes 12901 (9.6) 4540 (20.7) 82 (15.6) 138 (8.9) 559 (10.9) 33 (6.6) 3491 (27.5) 237 (15.3)
(Missing) 14935 (11.1) 1141 (5.2) 33(6.3) 82 (5.3) 247 (4.8) 27 (5.4) 624 (4.9) 128 (8.2)
Dementia (1;;’.%7)0 15882 No 104563 (77.7) 19205 (87.5) 458 (87.1) 1432 (91.9) 4583 (89.6) 439 (88.2) 11047 (87.0) 1246 (80.2)
Yes 15328 (11.4) 1574 (7.2) 41 (7.8) 53 (3.4) 286 (5.6) 29 (5.8) 974 (7.7) 191 (12.3)
(Missing) 14707 (10.9) 1175 (5.4) 27 (5.1) 74 (4.7) 247 (4.8) 30 (6.0) 680 (5.4) 117 (7.5)
Malnutrition (18331;9;1 25361 No 109531 (81.4) 18749 (85.4) 443 (84.2) 1353 (86.8) 4346 (84.9) 425 (85.3) 10888 (85.7) 1294 (83.3)
Yes 2417 (1.8) 494 (2.3) 11(2.1) 34 (2.2) 160 (3.1) 15 (3.0) 249 (2.0) 25 (1.6)
(Missing) 22650 (16.8) 2711 (12.3) 72 (13.7) 172 (11.0) 610 (11.9) 58 (11.6) 1564 (12.3) 235 (15.1)
Smoking ?512739; 74763 No 35378 (26.3) 5587 (25.4) 165 (31.4) 447 (28.7) 1271 (24.8) 164 (32.9) 3214 (25.3) 326 (21.0)
Yes 33798 (25.1) 7026 (32.0) 118 (22.4) 347 (22.3) 1621 (31.7) 109 (21.9) 4363 (34.4) 468 (30.1)
(Missing) 65422 (48.6) 9341 (42.5) 243 (46.2) 765 (49.1) 2224 (43.5) 225 (45.2) 5124 (40.3) 760 (48.9)
Vaccination Dose 153293 3559 Unvaccinated 114364 (85.0) 17737 (80.8) 452 (85.9) 1078 (69.1) 4077 (79.7) 419 (84.1) 10267 (80.8) 1444 (92.9)
on Admission (97.9)
First Dose 5112 (3.8) 789 (3.6) 6(1.1) 60 (3.8) 166 (3.2) 17 (3.4) 516 (4.1) 24 (1.5)
Second Dose 11601 (8.6) 2804 (12.8) 49 (9.3) 344 (22.1) 679 (13.3) 41 (8.2) 1631 (12.8) 60 (3.9)
Third Dose 592 (0.4) 290 (1.3) 6(1.1) 51 (3.3) 92 (1.8) 1(0.2) 139 (1.1) 1(0.1)
Fourth Dose 2(0.0) 2(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
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Immunocompromised -

Immunocompromised

Immunocompromised

Immunocompromised -

Immunocompromised

Missing - Pre-Existing . Immunocompromised Immunocompromised . A
label Total N levels Immunocompetent - - Previous Organ Pre-Admission - Pre-Admission
N Total IDmmunoIoglcaI Transplant - Cancer - HIV Immunosuppressants Steroids
isorder
(Missing) 2927 (2.2) 332 (1.5) 13 (2.5) 26 (1.7) 100 (2.0) 20 (4.0) 148 (1.2) 25 (1.6)
Table 2. Outcomes stratified by immune status and pandemic wave.
label levels Immunocompetent - Immunocompromised - Immunocompetent - Immunocompromised - Immunocompetent - Immunocompromised - Immunocompetent - Immunocompromised —
Wave 1 Wave 1 Wave 2 Wave 2 Wave 3 Wave 3 Wave 4 Wave 4

Oxygen No 10974 (31.2) 1910 (28.0) 16398 (25.7) 2227 (22.8) 7745 (29.0) 1029 (24.0) 3659 (51.6) 361 (40.1)

Yes 24227 (68.8) 4918 (72.0) 47468 (74.3) 7549 (77.2) 18999 (71.0) 3258 (76.0) 3434 (48.4) 540 (59.9)
Critical Care
Admission No 30785 (86.9) 5952 (86.9) 52873 (82.5) 8101 (82.7) 22469 (83.9) 3514 (82.0) 6611 (92.4) 823 (90.8)

Yes 4637 (13.1) 896 (13.1) 11223 (17.5) 1693 (17.3) 4306 (16.1) 773 (18.0) 544 (7.6) 83 (9.2)
Non-Invasive
Ventilation No 29970 (85.4) 5660 (83.2) 50363 (79.4) 7449 (76.8) 20925 (78.9) 3181 (74.7) 6362 (90.1) 762 (84.9)

Yes 5106 (14.6) 1145 (16.8) 13035 (20.6) 2252 (23.2) 5608 (21.1) 1078 (25.3) 696 (9.9) 136 (15.1)
{lr;\atigteion No 32524 (92.4) 6384 (93.6) 59058 (93.0) 8973 (92.2) 25074 (94.7) 3948 (92.8) 6875 (97.6) 866 (96.7)

Yes 2664 (7.6) 435 (6.4) 4416 (7.0) 754 (7.8) 1415 (5.3) 308 (7.2) 170 (2.4) 30 (3.3)
Death No 24766 (70.2) 4379 (64.3) 48439 (77.4) 6551 (68.6) 23276 (87.9) 3317 (78.3) 5726 (88.7) 662 (81.2)

Yes 10495 (29.8) 2430 (35.7) 14177 (22.6) 2998 (31.4) 3210 (12.1) 918 (21.7) 726 (11.3) 153 (18.8)
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Figure 1. lliness severity and characteristics of the patients. (A) lliness severity over
the course of the pandemic, measured using the 4C Mortality Score by immune status and
pandemic wave. Pink bars: immunocompetent, green bars: immunocompromised. (B)
Physiological components of the 4C Mortality Score stratified by immune status and
pandemic wave. (C) Overlap between immunocompromising conditions
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Figure 2. Outcomes of hospitalised immunocompromised patients, compared with
immunocompetent patients. Odds ratios (ORs) from multivariable logistic regression and
95% confidence intervals (Cl) for (A) outcomes of death, oxygen use, critical care
admission, non-invasive and invasive ventilation, and (B) for death in the first 4 pandemic
waves in the UK. ORs are adjusted for age, sex, ethnicity, deprivation, and comorbidities.
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Figure 3: Absolute risk difference (ARD) for death between immunocompromised
and immunocompetent. The difference in risk of death in the first wave, and the fourth
wave, for immunocompetent and immunocompromised patients was modelled using
Bayesian logistic regression, and the probability that the risk of death across the two
waves reduced more in the immunocompetent that the immunocompromised was
calculated. The analysis was stratified by age and sex.
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Supplementary data

Table S1. Comorbidities in immunocompetent versus immunocompromised
patients stratified by pandemic wave.

Immunocom Immunocompr Immunocom Immunocompr Immunocom Immunocompr Immunocom Immunocompr
label levels petent - omised - Wave  petent - omised - Wave petent - omised - Wave  petent — omised —
Wave 1 1 Wave 2 2 Wave 3 3 Wave 4 Wave 4
:g;i‘;rs‘ion Median 753 (59.7to 74.1(620to | 702(556t0 71.3(59.0t0 587 (422t0 669 (539t0 | 66.8(455t0  69.2(56.2 to
(IQR) 84.9) 82.5) 81.9) 80.1) 75.2) 76.6) 81.5) 78.6)
(years)
<50 4716 (13.3) 641 (9.3) 10867 (16.8) 1209 (12.3) 9867 (36.4) 806 (18.6) 2174 (29.4) 145 (15.7)
50-69 9402 (26.5) 2010 (29.3) 21188 (32.8) 3389 (34.4) 8129 (30.0) 1658 (38.3) 1859 (25.2) 330 (35.8)
70-79 7472 (21.0) 1977 (28.8) 13751 (21.3) 2764 (28.1) 4381(16.2) 1110 (25.7) 1298 (17.6) 262 (28.4)
80+ 13931 (39.2) 2230 (32.5) 18755 (29.1) 2485 (25.2) 4738 (17.5) 751 (17.4) 2058 (27.9) 185 (20.1)
gﬁ;‘hm Male 19501 (54.9) 3684 (53.7) 36124 (56.0) 5196 (52.8) 15137 (55.8) 2234 (51.7) 3667 (49.6) 450 (48.8)
Female 15976 (45.0) 3163 (46.1) 28371 (43.9) 4636 (47.1) 11948 (44.1) 2083 (48.2) 3706 (50.2)  471(51.1)
Not
specified 4101 8(0.1) 60 (0.1) 15 (0.2) 22 (0.1) 7(0.2) 13(0.2) 1(0.1)
Ethnicity White 25322 (82.0) 5207 (85.0) 46492 (82.5) 7399 (85.0) 18501 (79.8) 3262 (85.0) 4945 (79.7) 710 (86.8)
i:il:: 1856 (6.0) 300 (4.9) 4094 (7.3) 490 (5.6) 1610 (6.9) 201 (5.2) 418 (6.7) 32(3.9)
Black 1159 (3.8) 220 (3.6) 1542 (2.7) 229 (2.6) 999 (4.3) 127 (3.3) 298 (4.8) 27 (3.3)
i:isatn 243 (0.8) 30 (0.5) 307 (0.5) 38(0.4) 158 (0.7) 14 (0.4) 22 (0.4) 1(0.1)
Other 2313 (7.5) 368 (6.0) 3920 (7.0) 547 (6.3) 1924 (8.3) 233 (6.1) 522 (8.4) 48 (5.9)
Number
of
comorbidi 0 4378 (12.3) 0(0.0) 10230 (15.8)  0(0.0) 8238 (30.4) 0(0.0) 1762 (23.8) 0(0.0)
ties
1 6868 (19.3) 285 (4.2) 13649 (21.1) 489 (5.0) 5809 (21.4) 335(7.7) 1458 (19.7) 44 (4.8)
2+ 24279 (68.3) 6573 (95.8) 40688 (63.0) 9359 (95.0) 13070 (48.2) 3991 (92.3) 4169 (56.4) 878 (95.2)
Chronic
Cardiac No 22615 (66.7) 4261 (64.8) 43530 (71.4) 6571 (69.2) 15241 (75.5) 2924 (72.8) 4004 (68.1) 595 (68.0)
Disease
Yes 11298 (33.3)  2315(35.2) 17470 (28.6) 2918 (30.8) 4955 (24.5) 1094 (27.2) 1874 (31.9) 280 (32.0)
;zﬂe“e" No 17156 (50.4) 3495 (53.1) 32532 (52.9) 5060 (53.2) 11717 (57.5) 2176 (54.1) 3290 (55.7) 500 (57.3)
Yes 16889 (49.6) 3083 (46.9) 28933 (47.1) 4456 (46.8) 8674 (42.5) 1846 (45.9) 2621 (44.3) 373 (42.7)
Chronic
Pulmonar ~ No 28521 (84.6) 4602 (69.9) 52034 (85.3) 6752 (70.8) 17117 (84.5) 2920 (72.3) 4736 (80.2) 581 (65.6)
y Disease
Yes 5189 (15.4) 1983 (30.1) 8999 (14.7) 2784 (29.2) 3138 (15.5) 1118 (27.7) 1169 (19.8) 305 (34.4)
Chronic
Renal No 27710 (82.3) 5149 (78.8) 51719 (85.0) 7677 (81.1) 17395 (86.2) 3132 (78.0) 4873 (82.7) 670 (76.4)
Disease
Yes 5961 (17.7) 1386 (21.2) 9136 (15.0) 1791 (18.9) 2784 (13.8) 882 (22.0) 1020 (17.3) 207 (23.6)
Asthma No 29546 (87.7) 5269 (80.7) 52021 (85.4) 7369 (77.5) 16569 (81.7) 3138 (77.6) 4952 (84.0) 700 (79.5)
Yes 4150 (12.3) 1257 (19.3) 8922 (14.6) 2140 (22.5) 3705 (18.3) 905 (22.4) 943 (16.0) 181 (20.5)
If)ii\;?e;se No 32281 (96.7) 6204 (95.8) 58724 (96.9) 8987 (95.5) 19463 (96.8) 3833 (95.8) 5612 (96.6) 825 (95.3)
Yes 1112 (3.3) 274 (4.2) 1856 (3.1) 422 (4.5) 635 (3.2) 168 (4.2) 197 (3.4) 41 (4.7)
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Immunocom Immunocompr Immunocom Immunocompr Immunocom Immunocompr Immunocom Immunocompr
label levels petent - omised - Wave  petent - omised - Wave petent - omised - Wave  petent — omised —
Wave 1 1 Wave 2 2 Wave 3 Wave 4 Wave 4
Chronic
E:I“mbg' No 28925 (86.2) 5729 (88.1) 54021 (89.0) 8478 (89.9) 18345 (90.9) 3691 (92.0) 5049 (86.4) 779 (89.1)
Disorder
Yes 4640 (13.8) 776 (11.9) 6678 (11.0) 953 (10.1) 1844 (9.1) 321(8.0) 795 (13.6) 95 (10.9)
,“\l":ggl"aas’;: No 31019 (92.8) 4857 (74.6) 56420 (93.0) 7206 (76.2) 18895 (93.8) 3048 (76.2) 5269 (90.5) 628 (71.4)
Yes 2423 (7.2) 1656 (25.4) 4256 (7.0) 2252 (23.8) 1250 (6.2) 953 (23.8) 555 (9.5) 252 (28.6)
Chronic
g;‘zmm' No 32397 (96.9) 5796 (89.4) 58907 (97.1) 8596 (91.2) 19535 (96.9) 3600 (89.6) 5592 (95.9) 766 (87.8)
Disease
Yes 1039 (3.1) 690 (10.6) 1761 (2.9) 829 (8.8) 623 (3.1) 416 (10.4) 242 (4.1) 106 (12.2)
Obesity No 26042 (87.3) 5016 (87.5) 44460 (82.9) 6693 (81.8) 14327 (79.0) 2886 (82.0) 4728 (87.3) 705 (87.0)
Yes 3793 (12.7) 717 (12.5) 9167 (17.1) 1489 (18.2) 3815(21.0) 634 (18.0) 687 (12.7) 105 (13.0)
Diabetes  No 23631 (69.0) 4669 (70.3) 43534 (70.7) 6874 (71.7) 14424 (70.6) 2915 (71.8) 4255(71.9) 677 (76.2)
Yes 10602 (31.0) 1970 (29.7) 18061 (29.3) 2716 (28.3) 5995 (29.4) 1145 (28.2) 1664 (28.1) 211 (23.8)
Rheumat
ologic No 29815 (89.5) 5105 (78.8) 53567 (88.7) 7351 (77.9) 18101 (90.1) 3116 (77.5) 5279(90.3) 701 (79.8)
Disorder
Yes 3487 (10.5) 1374 (21.2) 6858 (11.3) 2084 (22.1) 1992 (9.9) 905 (22.5) 564 (9.7) 177 (20.2)
Dementia  No 26981 (80.4) 5772 (88.7) 53735 (89.0) 8762 (93.3) 18717 (93.1) 3834 (95.9) 5130 (87.9) 837 (94.9)
Yes 6588 (19.6)  735(11.3) 6651 (11.0) 629 (6.7) 1380 (6.9) 165 (4.1) 709 (12.1) 45 (5.1)
2":'"“"“‘ No 30161 (97.0) 5841 (97.0) 55152 (97.9) 8391 (97.1) 18759 (98.8) 3696 (98.7) 5459 (98.3) 821 (98.0)
Yes 929 (3.0) 181 (3.0) 1164 (2.1) 249 (2.9) 227 (1.2) 47 (1.3) 97 (1.7) 17 (2.0)
Smoking  No 9736 (52.1) 1741 (44.1) 18467 (52.5) 2578 (45.1) 5785 (47.8) 1082 (44.5) 1390 (43.2) 186 (35.6)
Yes 8969 (47.9) 2206 (55.9) 16682 (47.5) 3132 (54.9) 6319 (52.2) 1352 (55.5) 1828 (56.8) 336 (64.4)
Vaccinati
onDose  ivacci 34396
on 6688 (100.0) 59598 (94.9) 9143 (94.4) 13488 (49.7) 1058 (24.5) 6882 (93.1) 848 (92.0)
Admissi nated (100.0)
missio
n
E‘(’)SSL 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3116 (5.0) 532 (5.5) 1948 (7.2) 253 (5.8) 48 (0.6) 4(0.4)
gig‘;"d 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 55 (0.1) 11(0.1) 11251 (415) 2762 (63.8) 295 (4.0) 31(3.4)
B’(‘J‘S“; 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 428 (16) 251 (5.8) 164 (2.2) 39 (4.2)
Fourth 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 2(0.0) 2(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

Dose
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Table S2. Disease severity by immune status and pandemic wave. The 4C
mortality score is calculated on admission to hosptial from age, sex, number of
comorbidities, respiratory rate, oxygen saturation, Glasgow coma scale, urea and
CRP. The score ranges from 0 (low risk) to 21 (very high risk). Score 0-3 = low risk
(1.2% mortality), 4-8 = intermediate risk (9.9% mortality), 9-14 = high risk (31.4%
mortality) and 15-21 = very high risk (61.5% mortality).

label level Ln;gtxf)com Immunocompro I;;gxf)com Immunocompro Ln;gxf)com Immunocompro Ln;glri?gcom msr:}ténf%?/:\zo
s Wave 1 mised - Wave 1 Wave 2 mised - Wave 2 Wave 3 mised - Wave 3 Wave 4 4
ISARIC4 Med
C ian 11.0(8.0to 11.0(9.0to 10.0 (7.0 to 11.0(8.0to 8.0(4.0to 10.0 (7.0 to 9.0(4.0to 10.0 (7.0 to
Mortality (IQR  13.0) 13.0) 13.0) 13.0) 11.0) 12.0) 12.0) 12.0)
Score )
Respirat
?ge:tif <20 12159 (35.1) 2259 (33.6) 20832 (33.1) 3060 (31.6) 8563 (32.5) 1291 (30.3) 2453 (42.6) 283 (33.0)
per min)
ég 16963 (48.9) 3382 (50.4) 33071 (52.5) 5173 (53.5) 14210 (54.0) 2406 (56.5) 2726 (47.4) 463 (54.0)
(>)=3 5558 (16.0) 1074 (16.0) 9102 (14.4) 1439 (14.9) 3545 (13.5) 564 (13.2) 578 (10.0) 112 (13.1)
Number
of
comorbid 0 4378 (12.3) 0(0.0) 10230 (15.8) 0(0.0) 8238 (30.4) 0(0.0) 1762 (23.8) 0(0.0)
ities
1 6868 (19.3) 285 (4.2) 13649 (21.1) 489 (5.0) 5809 (21.4) 335(7.7) 1458 (19.7) 44 (4.8)
2+ 24279 (68.3) 6573 (95.8) 40688 (63.0) 9359 (95.0) 13070 (48.2) 3991 (92.3) 4169 (56.4) 878 (95.2)
Oxygen >=9
Saturatio 2_ 27589 (79.2) 5254 (77.7) 49645 (78.6) 7421 (76.6) 21201 (80.0) 3323 (77.9) 4912 (84.9) 671 (77.7)
n (%)
<92 7244 (20.8) 1507 (22.3) 13495 (21.4) 2262 (23.4) 5288 (20.0) 942 (22.1) 875 (15.1) 193 (22.3)
Glasgow
Coma 15 27882 (84.5) 5664 (88.2) 55467 (90.9) 8585 (91.8) 24134 (93.9) 3872 (94.0) 5403 (91.0) 771(92.2)
Score
<15 5128 (15.5) 756 (11.8) 5534 (9.1) 767 (8.2) 1562 (6.1) 249 (6.0) 533 (9.0) 65 (7.8)
Blood
Urea <7 13721 (48.4) 2633 (47.2) 28504 (54.9) 4109 (50.9) 14805 (66.2) 1877 (51.3) 3024 (61.3) 378 (51.5)
(mmol/L)
7-14 9659 (34.0) 2027 (36.3) 17073 (32.9) 2927 (36.3) 5636 (25.2) 1291 (35.3) 1355 (27.5) 258 (35.1)
>14 4998 (17.6) 919 (16.5) 6320 (12.2) 1032 (12.8) 1927 (8.6) 490 (13.4) 557 (11.3) 98 (13.4)
C_ .
sfoatgtilr:/e <50 10342 (35.9) 1932 (33.9) 18415 (35.5) 2658 (32.8) 8349 (36.8) 1261 (33.9) 2552 (52.8) 307 (42.1)
(mg/L)
gg 6632 (23.0) 1400 (24.6) 13312 (25.7) 2160 (26.7) 5556 (24.5) 1005 (27.0) 892 (18.5) 167 (22.9)
>=1 11824 (41.1) 2363 (41.5) 20110 (38.8) 3277 (40.5) 8757 (38.6) 1455 (39.1) 1385 (28.7) 256 (35.1)

00



https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.08.22278576
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.08.22278576; this version posted August 11, 2022. 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

Table S3. Number (%) of patients receiving steroids and tocilizumab by
immune status and pandemic wave.

perpetuity.

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

level Immunocom Immunocompr Immunocom Immunocompr Immunocom Immunocompr Immunocom Immunocompr
label s petent - omised - Wave petent - omised - Wave petent - omised - Wave petent — omised —
Wave 1 1 Wave 2 2 Wave 3 3 Wave 4 Wave 4
Steroids No 20192 (83.3) 2405 (48.9) 7721 (16.3) 824 (10.9) 2223 (11.7) 277 (8.5) 1246 (36.3) 101 (18.7)
Yes 4035 (16.7) 2513 (51.1) 39747 (83.7) 6725 (89.1) 16776 (88.3) 2981 (91.5) 2188 (63.7) 439 (81.3)
Tociliz N 12340 2482 21610 3529 7812 1422 1107 206 (88.8)
umab o (99.5) (99.6) (93.7) (95.5) (80.4) (85.0) (86.7)
Y 59 (0.5) 11(0.4) 1456 167 (4.5) 1900 251 (15.0) 170 26 (11.2)
e (6.3) (19.6) (13.3)
s
Table S4. Outcomes by reason for immunocompromise.
Pre-Existing . L Pre-
label levels  Immunocompetent  Immunological _Fr’rewot:s ?rgan Cancer HIV/AIDS IF[’]:(;A:mlssmrn nt Admission
Disorder ranspian unosuppressants Steroids
Oxygen No 38776 (29.2) 151 (29.2) 471 (30.6) 1555 142 2858 (22.6) 350 (22.7)
- : : (30.7) (29.0) : :
3516 348
Yes 94128 (70.8) 367 (70.8) 1070 (69.4) (69.3) (71.0) 9769 (77.4) 1195 (77.3)
Critical Care 4437 367
Admission No 112738 (84.5) 421 (81.1) 1209 (78.2) (873) (74.1) 10637 (84.1) 1319 (85.2)
648 128
Yes 20710 (15.5) 98 (18.9) 337 (21.8) (12.7) 25.9) 2005 (15.9) 229 (14.8)
Non-Invasive 4127 369
Ventilation No 107620 (81.5) 416 (80.5) 1170 (76.2) (818) (75.8) 9758 (77.7) 1212 (79.5)
Yes 24445 (185) 101 (19.5) 365 (23.8) 918 118 2796 (22.3) 313 (20.5)
’ ’ : (18.2) (24.2) : -
Invasive 4820 428
Ventilation No 123531 (93.4) 471 (90.9) 1365 (88.9) (95.3) (87.9) 11672 (92.9) 1415 (92.4)
Yes 8665 (6.6) 47 (9.1) 171 (11.1) (2433) 50(12.1) 898 (7.1) 116 (7.6)
3168 396
Death No 102207 (78.1) 391 (75.9) 1100 (72.8) (63.5) 81.6) 8849 (71.4) 1005 (66.0)
Yes 28608 (21.9) 124 (24.1) 411 (27.2) 1818 89(18.4) 3540 (28.6) 517 (34.0)

(36.5)
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Figure S1: Consort diagram
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Figure S2. Admissions stratified by the number of vaccine doses received
‘Rolling Monthly Average Hospital Admission by Vaccine Uptake over Time
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Figure S3. Steroid usage by immune status in the first 4 pandemic waves in
the UK

Steroid Usage, stratified by Inmunocompetency and Epoch
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Figure S4. Tocilizumab usage by immune status in the first 4 pandemic waves
in the UK

Tocilizumab Usage, stratified by Inmunocompetency and Epoch
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Figure S5. Outcome of hospitalised immunocompromised patients, compared
with immunocompetent patients. Odds ratios (OR) for in-hospital death from
univariable logistic regression in each of the first four pandemic waves in the UK.
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Figure S6. Number of admissions of immunocompetent and
immunocompromised patients over time
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