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Abstract 

Background  

Children and young people (CYP) were less affected than adults in the first wave of SARS-CoV-2 in the 

UK. We test the hypothesis that clinical characteristics of hospitalized CYP with SARS-CoV-2 in the UK 

second wave would differ from the first due to the combined impact of the alpha variant, school 

reopening and relaxation of shielding. 

Methods 

Patients <19 years hospitalised in the UK with clinician-reported SARS-CoV-2 were enrolled in a 

prospective multicentre observational cohort study between 17th  January 2020 and 31st January 

2021. Minimum follow up time was two weeks. Clinical characteristics were compared between the 

first (W1) and second wave (W2) of infections. 

Findings  

2044 CYP aged <19 years were reported from 187 hospitals. 427/2044 (20.6%) had 

asymptomatic/incidental SARS-CoV-2 infection and were excluded from main analysis. 16.0% 

(248/1548) of symptomatic CYP were admitted to critical care and 0.8% (12/1504) died. 5.6% 

(91/1617) of symptomatic CYP had Multisystem Inflammatory Syndrome in Children (MIS-C).  

Patients in W2 were significantly older (median age 6.5 years, IQR 0.3-14.9) than W1 (4.0 (0.4-13.6, p 

0.015). Fever was more common in W1, otherwise presenting symptoms and comorbidities were 

similar across waves. After excluding CYP with MIS-C, patients in W2 had lower PEWS at presentation, 

lower antibiotic use and less respiratory and cardiovascular support compared to W1. There was no 

change in the proportion of CYP admitted to critical care between W1 and W2. 

58.0% (938/1617) of symptomatic CYP had no reported comorbidity. Patients without co-morbidities 

were younger (42.4%, 398/938, <1 year old), had lower Paediatric Early Warning Scores (PEWS) at 

presentation, shorter length of hospital stay and received less respiratory support. MIS-C was 

responsible for a large proportion of critical care admissions, invasive and non-invasive ventilatory 

support, inotrope and intravenous corticosteroid use in CYP without comorbidities.  

Interpretation 

Severe disease in CYP admitted with symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 in the UK remains rare. One in five CYP 

in this cohort had asymptomatic/incidental SARS-CoV-2 infection. We found no evidence of increased 

disease severity in W2 compared with W1.   
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Introduction  

Children and young people (CYP) were significantly less affected than adults during the first wave of 

the COVID-19 pandemic, with regards to case numbers, disease severity, hospital admissions and 

death.1-4 The reasons for the predominantly mild disease course in CYP are not yet well defined, 

although several hypotheses have been proposed, including reduced expression of ACE2 (the binding 

receptor for SARS-CoV-2) in the lower airways, immunity from prior exposure to seasonal 

coronaviruses and difference in immune response to acute SARS-CoV-2 infection.5 Whilst the clinical 

profile of CYP with symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection (COVID-19) shares similarities with other 

respiratory viruses2,3 (with at-risk cohorts including young infants and those with neurological and 

cardiac comorbidities2,4), the virus also has unusual presentations in the paediatric population. A small 

proportion of CYP exposed to the virus go on to develop a severe hyperinflammatory syndrome2 

known as multisystem inflammatory syndrome in children (MIS-C), also known as paediatric 

inflammatory multisystem syndrome temporally associated with SARS-CoV-2 (PIMS-TS), which shares 

features of Kawasaki disease and Toxic Shock Syndrome, and often requires management in intensive 

care.6,7 

A significant amount of knowledge was gained about the clinical characteristics and outcomes of 

COVID-19 in CYP during the first wave of the pandemic, however, several external factors changed 

with the emergence of the second wave. Most UK schools were closed during the first pandemic wave 

in the spring and summer of 2020, with a few remaining open for children of key workers but were 

mostly open during the subsequent autumn and winter wave of infection (Supp Figure A). This policy 

reflected the view that the educational, social, health and economic benefits of in-person schooling 

outweighed the harms associated with school transmission of SARS-CoV-2 at that time. During the 

first wave, some CYP were identified as extremely clinically vulnerable and advised to shield from all 

non-essential contact. This advice was removed in autumn 2020. New variants have emerged, 

including the alpha variant (B.1.1.7) first detected in Southeast England in September 2020, becoming 

the predominant variant throughout the UK by the end of December.8,9 The alpha variant contains 

mutations that permit some immune escape10 in those who had been previously infected, with 

increased transmissibility11, and more severe disease with higher rates of hospitalisation and death in 

adults.12 

The emergence of the alpha variant in England also led to concerns of increased transmissibility in CYP 

as they formed a higher proportion of total cases in England when compared to the first pandemic 

wave.13 This may have been due to the emergence of the variant coinciding with a period when 

schools were open and subject to increased testing, but the rest of UK society was in “lockdown”.11 
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Whether the alpha variant, dominant in the second wave, causes different symptoms or more severe 

disease in CYP compared to strains circulating in the first wave has not been analysed in detail. 

We test the hypothesis that clinical characteristics of hospitalized children with SARS-CoV-2 in the UK 

second wave would differ from the first due to the combined impact of the alpha variant, school 

reopening and relaxation of shielding. 

We aimed to characterise and compare the clinical features and outcomes of CYP aged <19 years who 

were hospitalised with SARS-CoV-2 infection during the first and second waves across England, 

Scotland, and Wales from 17th January 2020 to 31st January 2021, as part of the International Severe 

Acute Respiratory and Emerging Infection Consortium -World Health Organisation, Clinical 

Characterisation Protocol in the United Kingdom (ISARIC WHO CCP-UK). 
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Methods  

Study design, setting and participants 

The protocol, associated documents, and details of the Independent Data and Material Access 

Committee (IDAMAC) are available at https://isaric4c.net.14 We included all patients aged <19 years 

with clinician-reported SARS-CoV-2 infection who were enrolled into the ongoing, prospective ISARIC 

WHO CCP-UK cohort study involving National Health Service (NHS) hospitals in England, Wales, and 

Scotland between 17th January 2020 to 31st January 2021 who had at least two weeks of outcome 

data available (Wave 1 - 17th January 2020 – 31st July 2020, Wave 2 - 1st August 2020 – 31st January 

2021).15 Patients were managed by their local clinicians and participation in this study had no 

influence on management. We used the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in 

Epidemiology (STROBE) guidelines for reporting this observational study. 

Data collection 

Data were collected from healthcare records onto case report forms through a secure online 

database, REDCap (Research Electronic Data Capture, Vanderbilt University, hosted by the University 

of Oxford, UK). Demographic (including age, sex, self-reported ethnicity, postal code) and baseline 

data (including comorbidities and regular medications taken) alongside data on symptoms, clinical 

signs, laboratory and pathology investigations, and treatments received while admitted were 

collected. Centres also recorded whether their team had treated patients as having MIS-C.  

Clinician-reported SARS-CoV-2 

Patients were included in this report if the study team had reported them as “laboratory-proven” 

SARS-CoV-2. Where patients were reported as “suspected” SARS-CoV-2, the patients’ virological data 

were reviewed, and patients were included if there was documented evidence of a positive PCR, 

serology or lateral-flow testing for SARS-CoV-2. 

“Incidental SARS-CoV-2” and “other reason for admission” variables 

We reviewed all available free text for evidence of incidental SARS-CoV-2 infection (e.g., 

hospitalisation for elective surgery, road traffic accidents, or drug overdoses, see Supplementary 

Methods). Patients in whom SARS-CoV-2 was judged to be incidental or who were asymptomatic at 

the time of assessment for SARS-CoV-2 were censored from the main analysis. 

Symptomatic patients with SARS-CoV-2 

Patients who had reported symptoms together with those missing symptom data are referred to as 

“symptomatic CYP,” however, it is possible that not all symptoms were due to SARS-CoV-2.  
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Outcomes 

The primary outcomes of this study were admission to critical care (high dependency units (HDUs) or 

paediatric intensive care units (PICUs)), development of MIS-C, and in-hospital mortality for CYP and 

young people with symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection (COVID-19). We also examined the need for 

any respiratory and cardiovascular (inotropic) support.  

Bias  

As specialist children’s hospitals (tertiary centres) are more likely to have both paediatric critical care 

facilities and paediatric research teams with capacity to support participating in the study, it is 

possible that CYP admitted to these centres are over-represented. We compared the proportion of 

CYP who were reported from hospitals with onsite access to a PICU to ascertain whether this differed 

between the waves, potentially influencing the severity of patients reported (see Supplementary 

Results).  

To explore how well the ISARIC data reflected regional variations in SARS-CoV-2 prevalence, we also 

compared the number of CYP reported to ISARIC against the numbers of local SARS-CoV-2 cases 

identified by pillar 1 (hospital) and pillar 2 (community) testing across NHS regions (see 

Supplementary Results).  

Second wave data may have a lower proportion of patients with MIS-C because the condition typically 

develops 2 to 4 weeks after the initial infection. As data collection for this analysis ended just before 

the end of the second wave this could bias towards fewer severely ill CYP in the second wave. To 

reduce this bias, this patient group was censored when comparing clinical characteristics between 

waves.  

Statistical analysis 

Continuous variables are displayed as means (standard deviations) or if non-normally distributed as 

medians (interquartile ranges). Categorical variables are presented as frequencies (percentages) 

unless otherwise stated. For univariable comparisons, we used Welch’s t, analysis of variance, Mann-

Whitney U, or Kruskal-Wallis tests, according to data distribution. We compared categorical data by 

using χ2 tests and considered a p value below 0.05 to be statistically significant. All tests were two 

sided and we made no adjustment for multiple comparisons. A directed acyclic graph was constructed 

prior to undertaking a mixed effect multivariable analysis (Supp Figure B). Hospital was included as a 

random effect in the multivariable analysis. Parsimonious criterion-based model building used the 

following principles: relevant explanatory variables were identified from previous studies; interactions 

were checked at first order level; final model selection was informed by the Akaike information 

criterion and C statistic, with appropriate assumptions checked including the distribution of residuals. 
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We used R (R Core Team version 3.6.3, Vienna, Austria) for statistical analyses, with packages 

including tidyverse, finalfit lubridate, UpSetR and ggplot2. 

Patient and public involvement 

Patients and the public were not involved in the design, conduct, or reporting of this rapid response 

research which is part of an ongoing urgent public health research study, however their involvement 

is in now progress. 

Legal basis for data collection and ethics approval 

In England and Wales routine anonymised data from medical records was collected without the need 

for consent under regulation 3 (4) of the Health Service (Control of Patient Information) Regulations 

2002. In Scotland, a waiver of need for consent was obtained from the Public Benefit and Privacy 

Panel. Ethical approval was given by the South Central–Oxford C Research Ethics Committee in 

England (reference 13/SC/0149) and the Scotland A Research Ethics Committee (reference 

20/SS/0028).  
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Results 
Between 17th January 2020 and 31st January 2021, 187,267 admissions of all ages were enrolled. 

There were 2044 (1.1%) CYP aged <19 years of age with clinician-reported SARS-CoV-2 infection 

reported from 187 hospitals across England, Scotland, and Wales. Of these, 1,540 (75.3%) had 

symptoms at presentation, 427 (20.6%) had asymptomatic or incidental SARS-CoV-2 infection and 77 

(3.8%) were missing data on symptoms (Figure 1). Of the symptomatic CYP, 91 were identified as 

having MIS-C. 

 

Figure 1. Flowchart of patient inclusion and outcomes 
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Demographics of symptomatic CYP admitted in the first wave vs second wave  

In total, 764 CYP were admitted during wave one (W1, 17th January to 31st July 2020) and 1,280 

during wave two (W2, 1st August 2020 to 31st January 2021). CYP in W2 were significantly older 

(median age 6.5 years, IQR 0.3 - 14.9) than W1 (4.0 (0.4 - 13.6), p = 0.015) (Table 1). CYP of South 

Asian ethnicity were over-represented in W2 (19.1%, 155/810) compared to W1 (13.6%, 78/575, p = 

0.008). W2 saw a lower proportion of likely hospital-acquired SARS-CoV-2 (2.2% (21/952) vs W1, 6.9% 

(46/665), p <0.001). Fever was more common in W1 (76.8% (491/639) vs 63.6% (544/855), p <0.001, 

Supp Table B), otherwise presenting symptoms were very similar (Supp Figure E). Comorbidities were 

similar in W2 and W1 for symptomatic CYP (Supp Table C) and the whole cohort (Supp Table D). 

Table 1. Demographics of patients <19 years by wave of SARS-CoV-2 pandemic (excluding patients 

with asymptomatic and incidental SARS-CoV-2). First wave ending 31st July 2020. Values are numbers 

(percentages) unless stated otherwise. IQR = interquartile range. IMD = Indices of multiple deprivation. 

 Total N  First Second p 

Total N (%)   665 (41.1) 952 (58.9)  

Age at assessment (Years) 1617 (100.0) Median (IQR) 4.0 (0.4 to 13.6) 6.5 (0.3 to 14.9) 0.015 

Age 1617 (100.0) <1 mth 48 (7.2) 74 (7.8) 0.011 

  >1mth <1 y 181 (27.2) 226 (23.7)  

  1-4 y 117 (17.6) 139 (14.6)  

  5-9 y 90 (13.5) 101 (10.6)  

  10-14 y 102 (15.3) 182 (19.1)  

  15-19 y 127 (19.1) 230 (24.2)  

Sex at Birth 1613 (99.8) Male 363 (54.6) 500 (52.5) 0.463 

  Female 301 (45.3) 449 (47.2)  

  (Missing) 1 (0.2) 3 (0.3)  

Ethnicity 1385 (85.7) White 330 (49.6) 472 (49.6) 0.008 

  Black 49 (7.4) 56 (5.9)  

  South Asian 78 (11.7) 155 (16.3)  

  Other ethnic minority 118 (17.7) 127 (13.3)  

  (Missing) 90 (13.5) 142 (14.9)  

IMD quintile 1491 (92.2) 1 (most deprived) 212 (31.9) 330 (34.7) 0.224 

  2 130 (19.5) 180 (18.9)  

  3 87 (13.1) 144 (15.1)  

  4 82 (12.3) 113 (11.9)  

  5 (least deprived) 101 (15.2) 112 (11.8)  

  (Missing) 53 (8.0) 73 (7.7)  

Potential hospital acquired 

SARS-CoV-2 
1617 (100.0) No 619 (93.1) 931 (97.8) <0.001 

  Yes 46 (6.9) 21 (2.2)  

Any comorbidity 1617 (100.0) No/Unknown 367 (55.2) 571 (60.0) 0.062 

  Yes 298 (44.8) 381 (40.0)  
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Severity at presentation, treatments received and outcomes in symptomatic CYP (excluding MIS-C) 

examined by wave. 

Paediatric Early Warning Score (PEWS) at presentation was lower in W2 than W1, with 41.2% 

(343/832) of CYP in W2 having a PEWS >2 at presentation vs 48.9% in W1 (291/595, p = 0.005, Table 2 

and Supp Figure F). Median length of stay was very short at 2 days (IQR 1-4) for both waves (Supp 

Figure G). We found no difference in the proportion of symptomatic CYP admitted to critical care in 

W1 vs W2 (12.9% (78/604) vs (12.7% (109/855, p = 0.989, Table 2). CYP in W2 had lower antibiotic 

use than W1 (58.0% (467/806) vs 70.6% (415/588, p <0.001)), were less likely to receive high flow 

oxygen, non-invasive or invasive respiratory support as well as fewer patients in W2 requiring 

inotropic support (1.0% (8/780) vs 3.6% (21/580, p = 0.002)). CYP in W2 were more likely to receive 

oral steroids. These associations persisted in a sensitivity analysis of the whole cohort (Supp Table F).  
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Table 2. Comparison of treatments received and outcomes by wave (excluding asymptomatic and 

incidental SARS-CoV-2 infections and patients with Multisystem Inflammatory Syndrome in Children 

(MIS-C)). IQR = interquartile range. ICU = intensive care unit, HDU = high dependency unit. PEWS = 

Paediatric Early Warning Score.  

 Total N  First Second p 

Total N (%)   616 (40.4) 910 (59.6)  

Antibiotic medication 1394 (91.3) No 173 (28.1) 339 (37.3) <0.001 

  Yes 415 (67.4) 467 (51.3)  

  (Missing) 28 (4.5) 104 (11.4)  

Antiviral 1385 (90.8) No 539 (87.5) 759 (83.4) 0.183 

  Yes 43 (7.0) 44 (4.8)  

  (Missing) 34 (5.5) 107 (11.8)  

Maximal steroid therapy 1350 (88.5) None 505 (82.0) 656 (72.1) <0.001 

  Oral 31 (5.0) 120 (13.2)  

  IV 15 (2.4) 23 (2.5)  

  (Missing) 65 (10.6) 111 (12.2)  

Maximum respiratory 

support 
1459 (95.6) No respiratory support 450 (73.1) 669 (73.5) 0.024 

  Supplemental oxygen 60 (9.7) 99 (10.9)  

  High flow support 31 (5.0) 31 (3.4)  

  Non-invasive 25 (4.1) 24 (2.6)  

  Invasive 39 (6.3) 31 (3.4)  

  (Missing) 11 (1.8) 56 (6.2)  

ICU/HDU admission 1459 (95.6) No 526 (85.4) 746 (82.0) 0.989 

  Yes 78 (12.7) 109 (12.0)  

  (Missing) 12 (1.9) 55 (6.0)  

Inotrope 1360 (89.1) No 559 (90.7) 772 (84.8) 0.002 

  Yes 21 (3.4) 8 (0.9)  

  (Missing) 36 (5.8) 130 (14.3)  

PEWS over 2 1427 (93.5) No 304 (49.4) 489 (53.7) 0.005 

  Yes 291 (47.2) 343 (37.7)  

  (Missing) 21 (3.4) 78 (8.6)  

Length of stay 1301 (85.3) Median (IQR) 2.0 (1.0 to 4.0) 2.0 (1.0 to 4.0) 0.079 

 

CYP with MIS-C 

There were 163 potential MIS-C patients, of whom 91 were confirmed by sites, 46 had other 

diagnoses and there was no response for 26 patients (Supp Figure H). There was no significant 

difference in PEWS at presentation for patients with MIS-C between W1 and W2, but length of stay 

was shorter in W2 compared to W1 (median 6.0 days (4.0 to 10.0) vs 8.5 (5.8 to 12.0, p = 0.031). CYP 

with MIS-C in W2 were less likely to receive IVIg than in W1 (59.5% (25/42) vs 83.7% (41/49), 
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p = 0.018, Supp Table G), but there was no difference in use of antibiotics, steroids (oral or IV), 

immunomodulators, respiratory or cardiac support or critical care admission.  

Factors associated with critical care admission 

We reviewed the demographics and key clinical characteristics of CYP admitted to critical care, 

excluding those with asymptomatic or incidental SARS-CoV-2 infection (but including those with MIS-

C). On univariable analysis, age groups 5-9 and 10-14 years were associated with critical care 

admission, as was non-white ethnicity, hospital-acquired SARS-CoV-2 infection, PEWS >2 at admission 

and presence of an underlying comorbidity (Supp Table H). Of the 248 children admitted to critical 

care, 58.9% (146/248) were aged ≤ 11 years, i.e., in an age group with no current licenced vaccine 

available. On detailed review, comorbidities associated with critical care admission included 

prematurity, neurological comorbidity, neurodisability, respiratory comorbidity (excluding asthma) 

and cardiac comorbidities (Supp Table I). Neurological comorbidity was often present in addition to 

one or more additional comorbidities (Supp Figure I). Whilst the majority of CYP admitted to critical 

care with symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 had comorbidities, 45.2% (112/248) had no reported comorbidity.  

CYP in W2 were no more likely to be admitted to critical care than W1 after excluding MIS-C 

As our analysis period likely underestimates the proportion of CYP with MIS-C in W2 (see Methods), 

these patients were excluded from the multivariable analysis to reduce bias when comparing severity 

between the waves. Neonates and CYP aged 10-14 years and 15-19 years were more likely to be 

admitted to critical care (Figure 2 and Supp Table J). Other ethnic minorities (i.e., not white, black or 

South-Asian) were significantly associated with critical care admission as was the presence of one or 

more comorbidities, and a PEWS of ≥2 at presentation. No association was seen between indices of 

multiple deprivation (IMD) or sex and admission to critical care. After taking patient demographics, 

comorbidity count, and PEWS score at presentation into account, we found that CYP were no more 

likely to be admitted to critical care in W2 when compared to W1. 
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Figure 2. Forest plot of factors associated with admission to critical care unit (excluding asymptomatic 

and incidental SARS-CoV-2 infections and patients with Multisystem Inflammatory Syndrome in 

Children (MIS-C)). Other = Other ethnic minorities. IMD = Indices of multiple deprivation (1 = most 

deprived, 5 = least deprived). PEWS = Paediatric early warning score at presentation. CI  = 95% 

confidence interval. 

 

Factors associated with death 

Outcome data were available for 1504/1617 symptomatic CYP where we identified 12 deaths (10 in 

hospital and 2 palliative discharges) and an overall mortality rate of 0.8% (12/1504). Information was 

available for 11 of these deaths. All 11 had significant comorbidities (severe neurodisability, 

malignancy, very premature, complex congenital heart disease, bacterial sepsis and complex life-

limiting comorbidities). Five were < 5 years old and six were > 15 years old. 

Symptomatic patients with and without reported comorbidities (including those with MIS-C) 

Patients without a reported comorbidity made up 58.0% (938/1617) of the symptomatic cohort (Supp 

Table K). Of CYP without a reported comorbidity, 70.4% (660/938) were ≤ 11 years (i.e. in an age 

group with no current licenced vaccine available) and 42.4% (398/938) were aged under 1 year. 

Among CYP ≥ 12 years, 47.5% (278/585) had no comorbidity recorded on admission. Patients without 

reported comorbidities had a lower PEWS score at presentation than those with comorbidities (2.0 

(1.0-4.0) vs 2.0 (1.0 – 5.0), p = 0.014), and a shorter length of stay (2.0 (1.0-3.0) vs 3.0 (1.0-7.0), 

p<0.001). CYP with no reported comorbidities were less likely to receive antiviral therapy, steroids, 
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and all forms of respiratory support than in CYP with comorbidities (Table 3). Whilst the majority of 

CYP with no reported comorbidities received ward-level care, 12.9% (112/876) were admitted to 

critical care, however only 6.6% (58/876) required invasive or non-invasive ventilation. A sensitivity 

analysis showed that the rates of critical care admission, invasive and non-invasive ventilation, IV 

steroids and inotropes in CYP without reported comorbidities were driven by the subgroup with MIS-

C (Supp Table L).  
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Table 3. Treatments received stratified by comorbidity (patients with asymptomatic or incidental SARS-

CoV-2 infections excluded). ICU = intensive care unit. HDU = high dependency unit. PEWS = Paediatric 

Early Warning Score at presentation. 

 Total N  No/Unknown Comorbidity Comorbidity present p 

Total N (%)   938 (58.0) 679 (42.0)  

Antibiotic medication 1477 (91.3) No 301 (32.1) 216 (31.8) 0.273 

  Yes 529 (56.4) 431 (63.5)  

  (Missing) 108 (11.5) 32 (4.7)  

Antiviral 1476 (91.3) No 787 (83.9) 595 (87.6) 0.027 

  Yes 42 (4.5) 52 (7.7)  

  (Missing) 109 (11.6) 32 (4.7)  

Maximal steroid 

therapy 
1422 (87.9) None 713 (76.0) 475 (70.0) <0.001 

  Oral 53 (5.7) 103 (15.2)  

  IV 42 (4.5) 36 (5.3)  

  (Missing) 130 (13.9) 65 (9.6)  

Maximum respiratory 

support 
1550 (95.9) 

No respiratory 

support 
738 (78.7) 427 (62.9) <0.001 

  Supplemental oxygen 59 (6.3) 108 (15.9)  

  High flow support 21 (2.2) 47 (6.9)  

  Non-invasive 25 (2.7) 35 (5.2)  

  Invasive 33 (3.5) 57 (8.4)  

  (Missing) 62 (6.6) 5 (0.7)  

ICU/HDU admission 1548 (95.7) No 764 (81.4) 536 (78.9) <0.001 

  Yes 112 (11.9) 136 (20.0)  

  (Missing) 62 (6.6) 7 (1.0)  

Inotrope 1451 (89.7) No 764 (81.4) 612 (90.1) 0.274 

  Yes 47 (5.0) 28 (4.1)  

  (Missing) 127 (13.5) 39 (5.7)  

Total PEWS 1518 (93.9) Median (IQR) 2.0 (1.0 to 4.0) 2.0 (1.0 to 5.0) 0.014 

PEWS over 2 1518 (93.9) No 471 (50.2) 351 (51.7) 0.315 

  Yes 380 (40.5) 316 (46.5)  

  (Missing) 87 (9.3) 12 (1.8)  

Length of stay 1368 (84.6) Median (IQR) 2.0 (1.0 to 3.0) 3.0 (1.0 to 7.0) <0.001 

 

Asymptomatic and incidental SARS-CoV-2 

We observed a significant increase in the proportion of patients who were asymptomatic at the time 

of SARS-CoV-2 detection from 10.4% (78/751) in the first wave to 24.7% (300/1214, p <0.001) in the 

second wave (Supp Figure E). CYP with asymptomatic or incidental SARS-CoV-2 were older (median 

age 11.2 years (IQR 1.5 - 15.9) vs 5.3 years (IQR 0.4 - 14.2, p <0.001, Supp Table M), more likely to 

have hospital-acquired SARS-CoV-2 infection (12.4% (53/427) vs 4.2% (65/1540), p <0.001), have a 

reported comorbidity (51.3% (219/427) vs 43.7% (673/1540), p = 0.006) and evidence of an 
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alternative reason for admission (see Supp Methods, 30.9% (132/427) vs 5.3% (82/1540, p <0.001). 

They also had a lower median PEWS on presentation (1.0 (IQR 0.0 - 2.0) vs 2.0 (IQR 1.0 to 4.0), p 

<0.001). No differences were seen in sex or ethnicity or IMD (Supp Table N).  
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Discussion  
The ISARIC WHO CCP-UK study recruited 2044 CYP with SARS-CoV-2 between 17th January 2020 and 

31st January 2021 of whom 20.6 % (427/2044) had asymptomatic or incidental SARS-CoV-2 infections. 

Of the symptomatic CYP, 5.6% (91/1617) had MIS-C and 16.0% (248/1548) were admitted to critical 

care. Within the symptomatic group, 0.8% (12/1504) died. There were 665 symptomatic CYP in W1 

and 952 in W2, with those in W2 being older, more likely to be of South Asian ethnicity and with a 

lower proportion of hospital acquired SARS-CoV-2. Reassuringly, there was no evidence of a negative 

impact of relaxation in guidance to “shield” vulnerable CYP in the latter part of 2020,16 with similar 

prevalence of comorbidities across the two waves. 

Despite concerns about more severe disease and fatalities associated with the alpha variant in adults, 

relaxation of shielding advice and increases in face-to-face schooling, no difference was found in the 

proportion of symptomatic CYP admitted to critical care between the two waves, instead pointing to 

less severe disease in W2. After excluding patients with MIS-C, CYP admitted during W2 had a lower 

PEWS at presentation, lower antibiotic use and less respiratory and cardiovascular support compared 

to W1. Oral steroid use was higher in W2, likely because of changes in national guidance adopting the 

results of the RECOVERY trial.17 Whilst there was no difference in PEWS at presentation, respiratory or 

cardiovascular support in CYP with MIS-C between the waves, those in W2 were less likely to receive 

IVIg. This may reflect increases in clinician confidence, local guidance, or decreased availability of the 

therapy. 

After exclusion of CYP with MIS-C, factors associated with admission to critical care remained very 

similar to our first report,2 with neonates and ages 10-14 and 15-19 years associated with admission 

in addition to ethnicity, PEWS at presentation and number of comorbidities.  

Of particular interest were CYP without comorbidities. Those under 1 year comprised 42.4% of CYP 

admitted without comorbidities - an age group commonly admitted for brief periods of observation 

for viral illnesses. CYP with no reported comorbidities had a lower PEWS at presentation, shorter 

length of stay and received less respiratory support. However, 12.9% (112/876) of all hospitalised CYP 

without comorbidities were admitted to critical care, with 53 of these having MIS-C. CYP with MIS-C 

were also responsible for much of the invasive and non-invasive ventilation, inotrope use and IV 

steroids in the CYP group without comorbidities. Overall, the majority of children in hospital with 

symptomatic infection had no reported comorbidities (58.0% (938/1617). Of these CYP without 

reported comorbidities, 70.4% (660/938) were ≤ 11 years, representing a significant group in whom 

there is no current licenced vaccine available, while 47.5% (278/585) of CYP of vaccine-licensed age 

had no reported comorbidities. This suggests that targeting prevention strategies, such as vaccines, 
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on the basis of comorbid status or risk groups will have somewhat limited impact on hospitalisation in 

CYP of vaccine licensed age and overall. 

The ISARIC WHO CCP-UK study provides an extensive, detailed and prospective dataset, continuously 

collected since the start of the pandemic and is uniquely placed to monitor changes in the 

characteristics of hospitalised CYP with SARS-CoV-2 in the UK from emergence to evolution of the 

pandemic. Unlike routine and population-based studies, data collection for ISARIC is focused on 

characterisation of novel emerging disease. Due to the need to retain a “lite” data collection process, 

some data terms are not relevant to CYP. Reporting to ISARIC is voluntary and is likely to lead an 

underestimate in the number of asymptomatic or incidental cases reported, as some sites may have 

chosen only to report “true” COVID-19 cases. Genotype data was not available.  

It is important to recall that the study definition of critical care is not just intensive care but includes 

high dependency units in secondary care centres. In paediatrics, patients are often admitted to these 

wards for close observation, without intensive therapy. This is borne out by our study finding much 

lower rates of high-level respiratory or cardiovascular support than rates of critical care admission.  

Curtailment of analysis on 31st January 2021, after the peak of the second wave and with community 

cases falling, was planned due to the urgent need to provide paediatric data on the alpha variant to 

inform public health policy at that time. However, MIS-C typically presents 2-4 weeks after infection, 

and therefore cases of MIS-C due to infection acquired in the second wave will be underestimated.  

A major strength of our study is that it highlights the importance of differentiating whether CYP are 

hospitalised because of COVID-19 i.e., disease caused by SARS-CoV-2 infection or with SARS-CoV-2 

infection that was incidental. Analyses performed without excluding CYP where SARS-CoV-2 is 

incidental will produce misleading results. Describing and identifying factors predicting severity of 

COVID-19 could be biased in either direction by inclusion of both a high proportion of asymptomatic, 

or incidental infections, and inclusion of CYP admitted to critical care for unrelated reasons such as 

trauma. 

Data collection before and after the emergence of the alpha variant provides reassuring evidence that 

clinical characteristics in CYP did not change over time coincident with the rise to dominance of this 

strain. There is evidence in adults that the alpha variant is not only associated with higher 

transmissibility, but also higher risk of hospital admission18 and death,12,19,20 although estimates of 

case-fatality rates may be limited by confounding factors.19 However, most studies did not include 

CYP, and reported risks appear to be age dependent. In a large community-based UK retrospective 

cohort, Nyberg et al. found an increased risk of hospital admission and mortality in adults older than 
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30 years testing positive for the alpha variant, but found no difference for young people under 20 

years.18 In a brief report, Brookman et al. compared characteristics of 20 CYP admitted to a single 

London hospital in W1 to 60 CYP in W2 with no difference in demographics or increase in severity of 

disease.21  Our larger and more detailed study supports these findings.  

Much of the focus of recent reports in SARS-CoV-2 in CYP aims to identify comorbidities associated 

with critical care admission,22,23 particularly in the discussion about vaccination of CYP. The granularity 

of our study allowed us to also examine CYP admitted without comorbidities in detail. While this 

group appears to be driven by infants with short hospital stays for brief observation, 12.9% of CYP 

admitted without comorbidities required critical care admission. CYP with MIS-C made up half of this 

group, but this also suggests that there may still be a group of previously well CYP with as yet unclear 

risk factors for critical care.   

Understanding of asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection has increased throughout the pandemic, 

particularly in CYP and it is clear that to be clinically useful, studies must identify CYP who have 

asymptomatic or incidental infection among those who are hospitalised. Two single-centre studies 

from the USA have reported that between 40-45% of their paediatric admissions with SARS-CoV-2 

were either incidental or unlikely to be due to the virus itself.24,25 Brookman et al. reported a 

prevalence of asymptomatic/incidental infection in their cohort of 33%.21 Our finding that at least 

21% of reported cases in our cohort were asymptomatic/incidental may be an underestimate given 

that reporting was voluntary and the variable use of free text to record these details.  

Differences in demographics and symptomatology between W1 and W2 may reflect changes in 

testing patterns, infection control and surveillance practices over the course of the pandemic.26 UK 

hospitals gradually moved from testing based on case definition (with key symptoms of fever, cough, 

respiratory distress, or loss of sense of taste/smell) to universal testing of all admissions. Reduction in 

hospital-acquired infection may be due to improved infection control procedures, earlier detection of 

community acquired infection, or both.  

Accepting the limitations above, we provide evidence suggesting the emergence of the alpha variant 

did not lead to more severe disease in CYP in the UK. With the Delta variant now dominating in the 

UK, our study serves an exemplar of both the strengths and limitations of large hospital-based studies 

in informing immediate public health approaches to emerging new variants. The key strength of our 

study is in providing a granularity of individual patient data which allows us to look in detail at clinical 

presentations and outcomes, identify important sources of bias, and provide comprehensive data 

over time. The key limitation is that this nuanced approach takes time to perform and is outpaced by 
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the rapid evolution of this pandemic. As a result, initial incomplete data is by necessity used to inform 

policy, while more accurate information may only be gained in retrospect.   

We urge other paediatric cohort studies to develop processes to define and record asymptomatic and 

incidental SARS-CoV-2 infection and differentiate this in analyses from COVID-19 disease. In addition, 

this study raises the possibility of as yet unidentified risk factors for critical care in CYP without 

comorbidities. As new variants of SARS-CoV-2 emerge, there is no guarantee that the generally mild 

disease observed in CYP to date will continue to predominate. Paediatricians and epidemiologists 

must remain vigilant in monitoring patterns of SARS-Cov-2 infection in CYP and develop more efficient 

systems to inform policy and clinical practice with speed and accuracy. 
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Supplementary Information 

 

Supplementary Methods 
Data on clinical progress were collected on days 1, 3, 6 and 9 of admission and, if applicable, on the 

day of admission to critical care, as were data on interim outcome status at day 28 and final outcome 

(discharged alive/palliative discharge/in-hospital death) when that occurred.  

Variables 

Baseline vital signs were used to calculate a Paediatric Early Warning Score (PEWS) which provided a 

measure of severity of illness at presentation.1 In addition to the variables used for comorbidities in 

our original report, we also included a neurodevelopmental comorbidity category which included 

children and young people (CYP) with learning disability, autism spectrum disorders and attention 

deficit hyperactivity disorder.2 Oxygen delivered by high-flow nasal cannulae was assigned as “high 

flow support” which is available in critical care environments and on some wards. CYP admitted for >5 

days before testing for SARS-CoV-2 infection were categorised as potential hospital acquired 

infection. 

Length of stay 

Length of stay was calculated from date of assessment in hospital for SARS-CoV-2 infection and date 

of discharge (where this was recorded) and was available for patients who had a recorded discharge 

by 28 days. 

Age 

Age was calculated based on date of birth and date of assessment in hospital for SARS-CoV-2 

infection. 

Indices of multiple deprivation (IMD) 

IMD scores were derived from postal codes for usual residence transcribed from hospital records. 

IMD quintile 1 represents the most deprived and quintile 5 the least deprived. 

Critical care 

Paediatric intensive care units (PICUs) are dedicated care settings providing the highest level of critical 

care for children and young people, who usually need invasive mechanical ventilation or support for 

two or more organ systems with a higher nurse to patient ratio. PICUs are usually located in regional 

tertiary centres or specialised hospitals. Paediatric high dependency units (HDUs) are for patients 

needing close monitoring and therapies for single organ system support, usually without invasive 

ventilation. HDUs are provided at tertiary hospitals and most district general hospitals.  
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Duplicates 

Each child is represented once in the dataset. In cases where the child was readmitted, the admission 

with the highest level of care was retained. If readmissions required the same level of care, the 

earliest admission was retained. Where the child was transferred from one participating site to 

another during the same episode of care, their data were considered as one admission, retaining the 

first available vital signs and laboratory results and recording the highest level of treatments they had 

received. 

Criteria for diagnosis of MIS-C 

The case report form contained a Y/N variable for multisystem inflammatory syndrome in children 

(MIS-C) also known as paediatric inflammatory multisystem syndrome temporally associated with 

SARS-CoV-2 (PIMS-TS). We also adjusted the World Health Organisation (WHO) preliminary case 

definition for MIS-C, as previously described2 and searched free text in case report forms for “MIS-C”, 

“PIMS-TS” and “IVIg” (intravenous immunoglobulin). Patients identified using these three approaches 

were collated and sites contacted directly to clarify the diagnosis and to collect further details. 

Patients with pathogenic bacteria identified in blood or cerebrospinal fluid cultures and those with a 

diagnosis of appendicitis were censored from the MIS-C subgroup. 

Incidental SARS-CoV-2 

Coded “yes”: 

• Patients where SARS-CoV-2 was noted to be incidental in free text. 

• Patients with alternative reasons for admission, where free text notes no SARS-CoV-2 

symptoms or asymptomatic. 

• Patients where there is a clear primary reason for admission unrelated to any infection 

symptoms in free text e.g. overdose, road traffic accident. 

• Patients where there is a clear primary reason for admission which relates to a specific focal 

infection not thought to be associated with SARS-CoV-2 e.g. septic arthritis, eczema 

herpeticum. 

Coded “no / unknown”: 

• No mention of other reason for admission in free text, no mention of asymptomatic or 

incidental finding 

• Patient came to hospital for another reason (eg pre admission screen) but had SARS-CoV-2 

symptoms and was admitted for this 

Patients who had been coded “yes” for other reason for admission, but where it was not clear 

whether SARS-CoV-2 symptoms also contributed to presentation. For example: 
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• Appendicitis. 

• Diabetic ketoacidosis. 

• Systemic infection related admissions, where co-infection could be present.  

Other reason for admission 

Coded “yes” 

Patients where free text includes reference to another acute condition which could have contributed 

to admission. This includes but is not limited to: 

• Fractures, burns and other injuries. 

• Eating disorder, self-harm, drug overdose, psychosis (note where free text states only 

depression or anxiety this was considered chronic, and not an alternative reason for 

admission unless stated otherwise). 

• Surgical admissions including appendicitis. 

• New presentation of type 1 diabetes. 

• Neonatal jaundice. 

• Patients admitted in labour or for elective caesarean section. 

Patients where free text includes reference of admission related to a chronic condition. This includes, 

but is not limited to: 

• Exacerbation of inflammatory bowel syndrome. 

• Diabetic ketoacidosis in known diabetic. 

• Elective admissions for diagnostic investigations. 

• Elective admissions for surgical procedures or chemotherapy.  

Coded “no / unknown” 

Patients where free text includes reference to acute symptoms/presentation which could also 

represent symptoms of SARS-CoV-2. Examples: 

• Febrile convulsions. 

• Seizures in known epilepsy. 

• Acute exacerbation of asthma. 

• Gastroenteritis. 

Missing data 

Capacity to enrol into the current study was limited by staff availability, especially during admission 

surges research staff were redeployed to clinical activities. We did not impute missing data. All 
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patients were admitted at least two weeks prior to the date of data extraction to minimise missing 

data. Denominators differ between analyses owing to incomplete data recorded for some variables. 

The research team undertook data cleaning and source verification to ensure the data extracted and 

analysed were as accurate as possible.  
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Supplementary Results 

Assessment of potential sources of bias 

In total, 764 CYP were admitted during the first wave (17th January to 31st July 2020) and 1,280 during 

the second wave (1st August 2020 to 31st January 2021) across a total of 187 sites of which 23 had 

access to an onsite paediatric intensive care unit (PICU) (Supplementary Figure C and Supplementary 

Table A).  As reporting to ISARIC is not mandatory, we examined whether sites with onsite PICUs 

reported more CYP in one wave than another, which might bias the severity of illness in reported 

patients. 118 hospitals reported paediatric patients to ISARIC in both the first and second waves, 34 

more reported in the first wave only and 35 in the second wave only. The proportion of patients 

reported from hospitals with access to an onsite PICU did not differ between the waves (37.0% 

(283/764) in the first wave vs 35.5% (455/1280, p = 0.53) in the second wave).  

We then compared the number of CYP reported to ISARIC against the numbers of local SARS-CoV-2 

cases identified by Pillar 1 and 2 testing by Public Health England across NHS regions (Supplementary 

Figure D). In the ISARIC dataset, regional peaks were seen in the Midlands in November 2020 and in 

London in December 2020 which closely mirrored those reported by Public Health England at the 

same time points, indicating that ISARIC also captured localised SARS-CoV-2 peaks across the UK.3 
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Supplementary Tables 
 

Wave Hospitals Patients Onsite PICU 

First only 34 99 2 

First and Second 118 1747 20 

Second only 35 198 1 

Supplementary Table A. Comparison of the number of sites reporting to ISARIC in the first and second 

waves against the number of patients reporting and whether the hospital had an on-site PICU. 

 

  First Second p 

Total N (%)  665 (41.1) 952 (58.9)  

History of fever No 148 (22.3) 311 (32.7) <0.001 

 Yes 491 (73.8) 544 (57.1)  

 (Missing) 26 (3.9) 97 (10.2)  

Cough No 353 (53.1) 519 (54.5) 0.056 

 Yes 269 (40.5) 320 (33.6)  

 (Missing) 43 (6.5) 113 (11.9)  

Cough: with sputum 

production 
No 486 (73.1) 663 (69.6) 0.516 

 Yes 40 (6.0) 46 (4.8)  

 (Missing) 139 (20.9) 243 (25.5)  

Sore throat No 398 (59.8) 558 (58.6) 0.183 

 Yes 59 (8.9) 106 (11.1)  

 (Missing) 208 (31.3) 288 (30.3)  

Runny nose (Rhinorrhoea) No 438 (65.9) 616 (64.7) 0.423 

 Yes 84 (12.6) 135 (14.2)  

 (Missing) 143 (21.5) 201 (21.1)  

Ear pain (Otalgia) No 433 (65.1) 634 (66.6) 0.809 

 Yes 11 (1.7) 19 (2.0)  

 (Missing) 221 (33.2) 299 (31.4)  

Wheezing No 508 (76.4) 712 (74.8) 0.607 

 Yes 53 (8.0) 66 (6.9)  

 (Missing) 104 (15.6) 174 (18.3)  

Muscle aches (Myalgia) No 390 (58.6) 586 (61.6) 0.337 

 Yes 51 (7.7) 62 (6.5)  

 (Missing) 224 (33.7) 304 (31.9)  

Joint pain (Arthralgia) No 420 (63.2) 609 (64.0) 0.213 

 Yes 18 (2.7) 39 (4.1)  

 (Missing) 227 (34.1) 304 (31.9)  

Fatigue / Malaise No 331 (49.8) 496 (52.1) 0.471 

 Yes 162 (24.4) 220 (23.1)  

 (Missing) 172 (25.9) 236 (24.8)  
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  First Second p 

Shortness of breath 

(Dyspnea) 
No 406 (61.1) 574 (60.3) 0.174 

 Yes 185 (27.8) 221 (23.2)  

 (Missing) 74 (11.1) 157 (16.5)  

Lower chest wall 

indrawing 
No 475 (71.4) 699 (73.4) 0.196 

 Yes 41 (6.2) 44 (4.6)  

 (Missing) 149 (22.4) 209 (22.0)  

Headache No 375 (56.4) 544 (57.1) 0.690 

 Yes 66 (9.9) 104 (10.9)  

 (Missing) 224 (33.7) 304 (31.9)  

Altered consciousness / 

confusion 
No 516 (77.6) 716 (75.2) 0.803 

 Yes 42 (6.3) 54 (5.7)  

 (Missing) 107 (16.1) 182 (19.1)  

Seizures No 539 (81.1) 729 (76.6) 0.951 

 Yes 37 (5.6) 52 (5.5)  

 (Missing) 89 (13.4) 171 (18.0)  

Abdominal pain No 363 (54.6) 544 (57.1) 0.219 

 Yes 126 (18.9) 158 (16.6)  

 (Missing) 176 (26.5) 250 (26.3)  

Vomiting / Nausea No 377 (56.7) 553 (58.1) 0.336 

 Yes 206 (31.0) 269 (28.3)  

 (Missing) 82 (12.3) 130 (13.7)  

Diarrhoea No 467 (70.2) 666 (70.0) 0.374 

 Yes 107 (16.1) 133 (14.0)  

 (Missing) 91 (13.7) 153 (16.1)  

Conjunctivitis No 498 (74.9) 703 (73.8) 0.581 

 Yes 28 (4.2) 33 (3.5)  

 (Missing) 139 (20.9) 216 (22.7)  

Skin rash No 481 (72.3) 693 (72.8) 0.096 

 Yes 96 (14.4) 106 (11.1)  

 (Missing) 88 (13.2) 153 (16.1)  

Lymphadenopathy No 490 (73.7) 721 (75.7) 0.009 

 Yes 27 (4.1) 17 (1.8)  

 (Missing) 148 (22.3) 214 (22.5)  

Bleeding (Haemorrhage) No 542 (81.5) 775 (81.4) 0.091 

 Yes 14 (2.1) 9 (0.9)  

 (Missing) 109 (16.4) 168 (17.6)  

Supplementary Table B. Presenting symptoms by wave, with CYP with asymptomatic / incidental SARS-

CoV-2 infections excluded. 
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  First Second p 

Total N (%)  665 (41.1) 952 (58.9)  

Any comorbidity No/Unknown 367 (55.2) 571 (60.0) 0.062 

 Yes 298 (44.8) 381 (40.0)  

Prematurity No 160 (24.1) 206 (21.6) 0.159 

 Yes 43 (6.5) 38 (4.0)  

 (Missing) 462 (69.5) 708 (74.4)  

Neurological No 570 (85.7) 770 (80.9) 0.526 

 Yes 67 (10.1) 102 (10.7)  

 (Missing) 28 (4.2) 80 (8.4)  

Neurodisability No 577 (86.8) 785 (82.5) 0.900 

 Yes 32 (4.8) 41 (4.3)  

 (Missing) 56 (8.4) 126 (13.2)  

Neurodevelopmental No 590 (88.7) 773 (81.2) 0.648 

 Yes 27 (4.1) 41 (4.3)  

 (Missing) 48 (7.2) 138 (14.5)  

Respiratory No 599 (90.1) 832 (87.4) 0.378 

 Yes 34 (5.1) 37 (3.9)  

 (Missing) 32 (4.8) 83 (8.7)  

Asthma No 590 (88.7) 787 (82.7) 0.149 

 Yes 49 (7.4) 87 (9.1)  

 (Missing) 26 (3.9) 78 (8.2)  

Cardiac No 597 (89.8) 835 (87.7) 0.048 

 Yes 40 (6.0) 34 (3.6)  

 (Missing) 28 (4.2) 83 (8.7)  

Gastrointestinal No 614 (92.3) 847 (89.0) 0.444 

 Yes 22 (3.3) 23 (2.4)  

 (Missing) 29 (4.4) 82 (8.6)  

Haematology / Oncology / 

Immunology 
No 588 (88.4) 815 (85.6) 0.373 

 Yes 47 (7.1) 53 (5.6)  

 (Missing) 30 (4.5) 84 (8.8)  

Obesity No 607 (91.3) 808 (84.9) 0.949 

 Yes 19 (2.9) 27 (2.8)  

 (Missing) 39 (5.9) 117 (12.3)  

Malnutrition No 626 (94.1) 835 (87.7) 0.169 

 Yes 5 (0.8) 15 (1.6)  

 (Missing) 34 (5.1) 102 (10.7)  

Diabetes No 621 (93.4) 844 (88.7) 0.477 

 Yes 17 (2.6) 17 (1.8)  

 (Missing) 27 (4.1) 91 (9.6)  

Other endocrine No 607 (91.3) 805 (84.6) 0.542 

 Yes 10 (1.5) 9 (0.9)  

 (Missing) 48 (7.2) 138 (14.5)  
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  First Second p 

Genetic No 593 (89.2) 781 (82.0) 0.983 

 Yes 24 (3.6) 33 (3.5)  

 (Missing) 48 (7.2) 138 (14.5)  

Renal No 623 (93.7) 846 (88.9) 0.603 

 Yes 14 (2.1) 24 (2.5)  

 (Missing) 28 (4.2) 82 (8.6)  

Metabolic No 615 (92.5) 807 (84.8) 0.351 

 Yes 2 (0.3) 7 (0.7)  

 (Missing) 48 (7.2) 138 (14.5)  

Rheumatology No 631 (94.9) 858 (90.1) 0.182 

 Yes 5 (0.8) 15 (1.6)  

 (Missing) 29 (4.4) 79 (8.3)  

Other No 576 (86.6) 772 (81.1) 0.274 

 Yes 42 (6.3) 43 (4.5)  

 (Missing) 47 (7.1) 137 (14.4)  

Supplementary Table C. Comparison of comorbidities across the two waves, CYP with asymptomatic or 

incidental SARS-CoV-2 excluded. 
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  First Second p 

Total N (%)  764 (37.4) 1280 (62.6)  

Any comorbidity No/Unknown 408 (53.4) 738 (57.7) 0.065 

 Yes 356 (46.6) 542 (42.3)  

Prematurity No 175 (22.9) 229 (17.9) 0.173 

 Yes 49 (6.4) 47 (3.7)  

 (Missing) 540 (70.7) 1004 (78.4)  

Neurological No 652 (85.3) 1066 (83.3) 0.939 

 Yes 78 (10.2) 126 (9.8)  

 (Missing) 34 (4.5) 88 (6.9)  

Neurodisability No 660 (86.4) 1084 (84.7) 0.162 

 Yes 37 (4.8) 44 (3.4)  

 (Missing) 67 (8.8) 152 (11.9)  

Neurodevelopmental No 674 (88.2) 1011 (79.0) 1.000 

 Yes 33 (4.3) 49 (3.8)  

 (Missing) 57 (7.5) 220 (17.2)  

Respiratory No 689 (90.2) 1146 (89.5) 0.101 

 Yes 38 (5.0) 43 (3.4)  

 (Missing) 37 (4.8) 91 (7.1)  

Asthma No 679 (88.9) 1090 (85.2) 0.266 

 Yes 53 (6.9) 104 (8.1)  

 (Missing) 32 (4.2) 86 (6.7)  

Cardiac No 686 (89.8) 1141 (89.1) 0.046 

 Yes 44 (5.8) 47 (3.7)  

 (Missing) 34 (4.5) 92 (7.2)  

Gastrointestinal No 706 (92.4) 1160 (90.6) 0.323 

 Yes 24 (3.1) 30 (2.3)  

 (Missing) 34 (4.5) 90 (7.0)  

Haematology / Oncology / 

Immunology 
No 676 (88.5) 1116 (87.2) 0.296 

 Yes 53 (6.9) 72 (5.6)  

 (Missing) 35 (4.6) 92 (7.2)  

Obesity No 698 (91.4) 1112 (86.9) 0.781 

 Yes 20 (2.6) 36 (2.8)  

 (Missing) 46 (6.0) 132 (10.3)  

Malnutrition No 715 (93.6) 1145 (89.5) 0.092 

 Yes 7 (0.9) 24 (1.9)  

 (Missing) 42 (5.5) 111 (8.7)  

Diabetes No 714 (93.5) 1158 (90.5) 0.413 

 Yes 18 (2.4) 22 (1.7)  

 (Missing) 32 (4.2) 100 (7.8)  

Other endocrine No 697 (91.2) 1050 (82.0) 0.368 

 Yes 10 (1.3) 10 (0.8)  

 (Missing) 57 (7.5) 220 (17.2)  
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  First Second p 

Genetic No 680 (89.0) 1022 (79.8) 0.798 

 Yes 27 (3.5) 38 (3.0)  

 (Missing) 57 (7.5) 220 (17.2)  

Renal No 712 (93.2) 1162 (90.8) 0.762 

 Yes 19 (2.5) 28 (2.2)  

 (Missing) 33 (4.3) 90 (7.0)  

Metabolic No 705 (92.3) 1053 (82.3) 0.330 

 Yes 2 (0.3) 7 (0.5)  

 (Missing) 57 (7.5) 220 (17.2)  

Rheumatology No 724 (94.8) 1176 (91.9) 0.211 

 Yes 6 (0.8) 18 (1.4)  

 (Missing) 34 (4.5) 86 (6.7)  

Other No 637 (83.4) 938 (73.3) 0.319 

 Yes 73 (9.6) 127 (9.9)  

 (Missing) 54 (7.1) 215 (16.8)  

Supplementary Table D. Comparison of comorbidities for the whole cohort (i.e. includes asymptomatic 

or incidental SARS-CoV-2) across the two waves. 
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 Total N  First Second p 

Total N (%)   764 (37.4) 1280 (62.6)  

Antibiotic medication 1883 (92.1) No 231 (30.2) 557 (43.5) <0.001 

  Yes 502 (65.7) 593 (46.3)  

  (Missing) 31 (4.1) 130 (10.2)  

Antiviral 1885 (92.2) No 680 (89.0) 1100 (85.9) 0.215 

  Yes 47 (6.2) 58 (4.5)  

  (Missing) 37 (4.8) 122 (9.5)  

Maximal steroid therapy 1820 (89.0) None 598 (78.3) 955 (74.6) <0.001 

  Oral 38 (5.0) 144 (11.2)  

  IV 45 (5.9) 40 (3.1)  

  (Missing) 83 (10.9) 141 (11.0)  

Maximum respiratory 

support 
1974 (96.6) No respiratory support 551 (72.1) 979 (76.5) <0.001 

  Supplemental oxygen 69 (9.0) 123 (9.6)  

  High flow support 36 (4.7) 37 (2.9)  

  Non-invasive 38 (5.0) 31 (2.4)  

  Invasive 59 (7.7) 51 (4.0)  

  (Missing) 11 (1.4) 59 (4.6)  

ICU/HDU admission 1972 (96.5) No 620 (81.2) 1007 (78.7) 1.000 

  Yes 132 (17.3) 213 (16.6)  

  (Missing) 12 (1.6) 60 (4.7)  

Inotrope 1856 (90.8) No 673 (88.1) 1102 (86.1) <0.001 

  Yes 52 (6.8) 29 (2.3)  

  (Missing) 39 (5.1) 149 (11.6)  

Total PEWS 1920 (93.9) Median (IQR) 2.0 (1.0 to 4.0) 2.0 (1.0 to 4.0) <0.001 

PEWS over 2 1920 (93.9) No 391 (51.2) 751 (58.7) <0.001 

  Yes 349 (45.7) 429 (33.5)  

  (Missing) 24 (3.1) 100 (7.8)  

Length of stay 1727 (84.5) Median (IQR) 2.0 (1.0 to 6.0) 2.0 (1.0 to 4.0) <0.001 

Supplementary Table F. Comparison of treatments received by children by wave across the whole 

cohort (i.e. includes asymptomatic and incidental SARS-CoV-2). ICU = intensive care unit, HDU = high 

dependency unit. PEWS = Paediatric Early Warning Score at presentation. 
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 Total N  First Second p 

Total N (%)   49 (53.8) 42 (46.2)  

Antibiotic medication 83 (91.2) No 4 (8.2) 1 (2.4) 0.644 

  Yes 45 (91.8) 33 (78.6)  

  (Missing) 0 (0.0) 8 (19.0)  

Maximal steroid therapy 72 (79.1) None 12 (24.5) 15 (35.7) 0.200 

  Oral 2 (4.1) 3 (7.1)  

  IV 26 (53.1) 14 (33.3)  

  (Missing) 9 (18.4) 10 (23.8)  

IVIg 91 (100.0) No 8 (16.3) 17 (40.5) 0.018 

  Yes 41 (83.7) 25 (59.5)  

Immunomodulator 89 (97.8) No 41 (83.7) 37 (88.1) 0.537 

  Yes 7 (14.3) 4 (9.5)  

  (Missing) 1 (2.0) 1 (2.4)  

Maximum respiratory 

support 
91 (100.0) No respiratory support 22 (44.9) 24 (57.1) 0.458 

  Supplemental oxygen 3 (6.1) 5 (11.9)  

  High flow support 4 (8.2) 2 (4.8)  

  Non-invasive 8 (16.3) 3 (7.1)  

  Invasive 12 (24.5) 8 (19.0)  

ICU/HDU admission 89 (97.8) No 13 (26.5) 15 (35.7) 0.359 

  Yes 36 (73.5) 25 (59.5)  

  (Missing) 0 (0.0) 2 (4.8)  

Inotrope 91 (100.0) No 23 (46.9) 22 (52.4) 0.676 

  Yes 26 (53.1) 20 (47.6)  

Total PEWS 91 (100.0) Median (IQR) 5.0 (2.0 to 6.0) 4.0 (2.0 to 6.0) 0.273 

PEWS over 2 91 (100.0) No 14 (28.6) 15 (35.7) 0.505 

  Yes 35 (71.4) 27 (64.3)  

Length of stay 67 (73.6) Median (IQR) 8.5 (5.8 to 12.0) 6.0 (4.0 to 10.0) 0.031 

Supplementary Table G. Treatments received by children with MIS-C by wave. ICU = intensive care unit, 

HDU = high dependency unit, PEWS = Paediatric Early Warning Score at presentation, IQR = 

interquartile range.  
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 Total N  Ward-level care Critical care p 

Total N (%)   1300 (84.0) 248 (16.0)  

Age 1548 (100.0) <1 mth 90 (6.9) 23 (9.3) <0.001 

  >1mth <1 y 372 (28.6) 27 (10.9)  

  1-4 y 205 (15.8) 41 (16.5)  

  5-9 y 145 (11.2) 38 (15.3)  

  10-14 y 198 (15.2) 68 (27.4)  

  15-19 y 290 (22.3) 51 (20.6)  

Licenced vaccine available 1548 (100.0) No (<= 11 years)  847 (65.2) 146 (58.9) 0.069 

  Yes (>= 12 years) 453 (34.8) 102 (41.1)  

Sex at Birth 1546 (99.9) Male 695 (53.5) 138 (55.6) 0.590 

  Female 603 (46.4) 110 (44.4)  

  (Missing) 2 (0.2) 0 (0.0)  

Ethnicity 1341 (86.6) White 697 (53.6) 85 (34.3) <0.001 

  Black 74 (5.7) 25 (10.1)  

  South Asian 173 (13.3) 47 (19.0)  

  Other ethnic minority 184 (14.2) 56 (22.6)  

  (Missing) 172 (13.2) 35 (14.1)  

IMD quintile 1432 (92.5) 1 (most deprived) 449 (34.5) 72 (29.0) 0.385 

  2 263 (20.2) 35 (14.1)  

  3 190 (14.6) 30 (12.1)  

  4 153 (11.8) 34 (13.7)  

  5 (least deprived) 179 (13.8) 27 (10.9)  

  (Missing) 66 (5.1) 50 (20.2)  

Potential hospital acquired 

SARS-CoV-2 
1548 (100.0) No 1256 (96.6) 227 (91.5) <0.001 

  Yes 44 (3.4) 21 (8.5)  

PEWS over 2 1511 (97.6) No 737 (56.7) 81 (32.7) <0.001 

  Yes 531 (40.8) 162 (65.3)  

  (Missing) 32 (2.5) 5 (2.0)  

Any comorbidity 1548 (100.0) No/Unknown 764 (58.8) 112 (45.2) <0.001 

  Yes 536 (41.2) 136 (54.8)  

Comorbidity count 1548 (100.0) Median (IQR) 0.0 (0.0 to 1.0) 1.0 (0.0 to 1.0) <0.001 

Length of stay 1358 (87.7) Median (IQR) 2.0 (1.0 to 3.2) 8.0 (4.0 to 12.0) <0.001 

Supplementary Table H. Demographics and key clinical characteristics of children stratified by critical 

care admission (excluding asymptomatic or incidental SARS-CoV-2 infections but including those with 

MIS-C). IMD = indices of multiple deprivation. PEWS = Paediatric Early Warning Score at presentation. 
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  Ward-level care Critical care p 

Total N (%)  1300 (84.0) 248 (16.0)  

Any comorbidity No/Unknown 764 (58.8) 112 (45.2) <0.001 

 Yes 536 (41.2) 136 (54.8)  

Prematurity No 343 (26.4) 22 (8.9) <0.001 

 Yes 57 (4.4) 21 (8.5)  

 (Missing) 900 (69.2) 205 (82.7)  

Neurological No 1136 (87.4) 197 (79.4) <0.001 

 Yes 121 (9.3) 46 (18.5)  

 (Missing) 43 (3.3) 5 (2.0)  

Neurodisability No 1151 (88.5) 204 (82.3) 0.008 

 Yes 53 (4.1) 20 (8.1)  

 (Missing) 96 (7.4) 24 (9.7)  

Neurodevelopmental No 1165 (89.6) 190 (76.6) 0.589 

 Yes 56 (4.3) 11 (4.4)  

 (Missing) 79 (6.1) 47 (19.0)  

Respiratory No 1203 (92.5) 221 (89.1) 0.003 

 Yes 49 (3.8) 21 (8.5)  

 (Missing) 48 (3.7) 6 (2.4)  

Asthma No 1149 (88.4) 220 (88.7) 0.467 

 Yes 111 (8.5) 25 (10.1)  

 (Missing) 40 (3.1) 3 (1.2)  

Cardiac No 1204 (92.6) 221 (89.1) 0.001 

 Yes 49 (3.8) 23 (9.3)  

 (Missing) 47 (3.6) 4 (1.6)  

Gastrointestinal No 1227 (94.4) 227 (91.5) 0.001 

 Yes 28 (2.2) 16 (6.5)  

 (Missing) 45 (3.5) 5 (2.0)  

Haematology / Oncology / 

Immunology 
No 1169 (89.9) 226 (91.1) 1.000 

 Yes 84 (6.5) 16 (6.5)  

 (Missing) 47 (3.6) 6 (2.4)  

Obesity No 1181 (90.8) 226 (91.1) 0.041 

 Yes 33 (2.5) 13 (5.2)  

 (Missing) 86 (6.6) 9 (3.6)  

Malnutrition No 1217 (93.6) 237 (95.6) 1.000 

 Yes 16 (1.2) 3 (1.2)  

 (Missing) 67 (5.2) 8 (3.2)  

Diabetes No 1222 (94.0) 235 (94.8) 0.813 

 Yes 28 (2.2) 6 (2.4)  

 (Missing) 50 (3.8) 7 (2.8)  

Other endocrine No 1207 (92.8) 197 (79.4) 0.306 

 Yes 14 (1.1) 4 (1.6)  

 (Missing) 79 (6.1) 47 (19.0)  
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  Ward-level care Critical care p 

Genetic No 1175 (90.4) 193 (77.8) 0.843 

 Yes 46 (3.5) 8 (3.2)  

 (Missing) 79 (6.1) 47 (19.0)  

Renal No 1223 (94.1) 240 (96.8) 0.498 

 Yes 32 (2.5) 4 (1.6)  

 (Missing) 45 (3.5) 4 (1.6)  

Metabolic No 1212 (93.2) 201 (81.0) 0.623 

 Yes 9 (0.7) 0 (0.0)  

 (Missing) 79 (6.1) 47 (19.0)  

Rheumatology No 1247 (95.9) 234 (94.4) <0.001 

 Yes 10 (0.8) 10 (4.0)  

 (Missing) 43 (3.3) 4 (1.6)  

Other No 1145 (88.1) 194 (78.2) 0.146 

 Yes 78 (6.0) 7 (2.8)  

 (Missing) 77 (5.9) 47 (19.0)  

Supplementary Table I. Comorbidities of CYP stratified by critical care admission excluding 

asymptomatic or incidental SARS-CoV-2 infections but including those with MIS-C.
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  Ward-level care Critical care OR (univariable) OR (multivariable) OR (multilevel) 

Wave First 526 (87.1) 78 (12.9) - - - 

 Second 746 (87.3) 109 (12.7) 0.99 (0.72-1.35, p=0.926) 0.91 (0.61-1.39, p=0.674) 0.95 (0.61-1.48, p=0.823) 

Age >1mth <1 y 371 (93.2) 27 (6.8) - - - 

 <1 mth 90 (79.6) 23 (20.4) 3.51 (1.91-6.41, p<0.001) 8.14 (3.73-18.29, p<0.001) 9.27 (4.03-21.31, p<0.001) 

 1-4 y 199 (84.7) 36 (15.3) 2.49 (1.47-4.25, p=0.001) 2.38 (1.14-5.07, p=0.022) 2.28 (1.05-4.93, p=0.036) 

 5-9 y 133 (88.1) 18 (11.9) 1.86 (0.98-3.46, p=0.053) 1.46 (0.58-3.55, p=0.413) 1.43 (0.56-3.63, p=0.456) 

 10-14 y 189 (83.6) 37 (16.4) 2.69 (1.60-4.59, p<0.001) 2.97 (1.42-6.43, p=0.005) 2.90 (1.33-6.32, p=0.007) 

 15-19 y 290 (86.3) 46 (13.7) 2.18 (1.33-3.63, p=0.002) 2.51 (1.26-5.24, p=0.011) 2.72 (1.29-5.71, p=0.008) 

Sex at Birth Male 674 (86.9) 102 (13.1) - - - 

 Female 596 (87.5) 85 (12.5) 0.94 (0.69-1.28, p=0.706) 0.95 (0.63-1.44, p=0.811) 0.99 (0.64-1.53, p=0.969) 

Ethnicity White 683 (90.6) 71 (9.4) - - - 

 Black 71 (82.6) 15 (17.4) 2.03 (1.07-3.65, p=0.022) 1.05 (0.42-2.36, p=0.913) 1.00 (0.40-2.47, p=0.996) 

 South Asian 167 (81.1) 39 (18.9) 2.25 (1.46-3.42, p<0.001) 1.17 (0.63-2.10, p=0.611) 1.35 (0.70-2.60, p=0.367) 

 Other ethnic 
minority 

181 (82.3) 39 (17.7) 2.07 (1.35-3.15, p=0.001) 2.53 (1.51-4.21, p<0.001) 2.53 (1.47-4.35, p=0.001) 

IMD quintile 1 (most deprived) 438 (89.9) 49 (10.1) - - - 

 2 256 (90.8) 26 (9.2) 0.91 (0.54-1.48, p=0.705) 0.97 (0.53-1.73, p=0.918) 1.00 (0.54-1.86, p=0.993) 

 3 187 (89.9) 21 (10.1) 1.00 (0.57-1.70, p=0.989) 1.10 (0.58-2.02, p=0.763) 1.24 (0.64-2.41, p=0.526) 

 4 151 (86.8) 23 (13.2) 1.36 (0.79-2.29, p=0.253) 1.68 (0.87-3.16, p=0.115) 1.84 (0.92-3.71, p=0.087) 

 5 (least deprived) 175 (88.8) 22 (11.2) 1.12 (0.65-1.89, p=0.668) 1.13 (0.57-2.16, p=0.728) 1.30 (0.63-2.66, p=0.477) 

Number of 
comorbidities 

0 744 (92.7) 59 (7.3) - - - 

 1 336 (82.8) 70 (17.2) 2.63 (1.82-3.81, p<0.001) 4.03 (2.45-6.76, p<0.001) 3.87 (2.28-6.56, p<0.001) 

 2+ 192 (76.8) 58 (23.2) 3.81 (2.56-5.66, p<0.001) 4.25 (2.40-7.56, p<0.001) 4.04 (2.22-7.35, p<0.001) 

PEWS over 2 No 725 (91.8) 65 (8.2) - - - 

 Yes 515 (81.5) 117 (18.5) 2.53 (1.84-3.52, p<0.001) 5.17 (3.29-8.36, p<0.001) 5.11 (3.16-8.27, p<0.001) 

Supplementary Table J. Multivariable analysis of factors associated with admission to critical care unit (excluding asymptomatic and incidental SARS-CoV-2 

infections, and patients with Multisystem inflammatory syndrome in children (MIS-C)). Row percentages. IMD = Index of multiple deprivation. PEWS = 

Paediatric Early Warning Score at presentation. Odds ratios (OR) and 95% confidence intervals are presented.
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 Total N  
No/Unknown  

Comorbidity 

Comorbidity  

present 
p 

Total N (%)   938 (58.0) 679 (42.0)  

Age at assessment (Years) 1617 (100.0) Median (IQR) 2.0 (0.2 to 12.9) 9.9 (1.9 to 15.3) <0.001 

Age 1617 (100.0) <1 mth 91 (9.7) 31 (4.6) <0.001 

  >1mth <1 y 307 (32.7) 100 (14.7)  

  1-4 y 145 (15.5) 111 (16.3)  

  5-9 y 89 (9.5) 102 (15.0)  

  10-14 y 136 (14.5) 148 (21.8)  

  15-19 y 170 (18.1) 187 (27.5)  

Licenced vaccine available 1617 (100.0) No (≤11 y)  660 (70.4) 372 (54.8) <0.001 

  Yes (≥ 12 y) 278 (29.6) 307 (45.2)  

Sex at Birth 1613 (99.8) Male 496 (52.9) 367 (54.1) 0.745 

  Female 438 (46.7) 312 (45.9)  

  (Missing) 4 (0.4) 0 (0.0)  

Ethnicity 1385 (85.7) White 468 (49.9) 334 (49.2) 0.114 

  Black 49 (5.2) 56 (8.2)  

  South Asian 136 (14.5) 97 (14.3)  

  Other ethnic minority 147 (15.7) 98 (14.4)  

  (Missing) 138 (14.7) 94 (13.8)  

IMD quintile 1491 (92.2) 1 (most deprived) 311 (33.2) 231 (34.0) 0.912 

  2 182 (19.4) 128 (18.9)  

  3 140 (14.9) 91 (13.4)  

  4 110 (11.7) 85 (12.5)  

  5 (least deprived) 124 (13.2) 89 (13.1)  

  (Missing) 71 (7.6) 55 (8.1)  

Potential hospital acquired 

SARS-CoV-2 
1617 (100.0) No 919 (98.0) 631 (92.9) <0.001 

  Yes 19 (2.0) 48 (7.1)  

Total PEWS 1518 (93.9) Median (IQR) 2.0 (1.0 to 4.0) 2.0 (1.0 to 5.0) 0.014 

PEWS over 2 1518 (93.9) No 471 (50.2) 351 (51.7) 0.315 

  Yes 380 (40.5) 316 (46.5)  

  (Missing) 87 (9.3) 12 (1.8)  

Length of stay 1368 (84.6) Median (IQR) 2.0 (1.0 to 3.0) 3.0 (1.0 to 7.0) <0.001 

Supplementary Table K. Demographics and key clinical characteristics of CYP stratified by comorbidity 

(patients with asymptomatic or incidental SARS-CoV-2 infections excluded). Column percentages by 

sub-group. IMD = Indices of multiple deprivation. PEWS= Paediatric Early Warning Score at 

presentation. IQR = Interquartile range 
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 Total N  
No/Unknown 

Comorbidity 

Comorbidity  

present 
p 

Total N (%)   863 (56.6) 663 (43.4)  

Antibiotic medication 1394 (91.3) No 297 (34.4) 215 (32.4) 0.058 

  Yes 464 (53.8) 418 (63.0)  

  (Missing) 102 (11.8) 30 (4.5)  

Antiviral 1385 (90.8) No 719 (83.3) 579 (87.3) 0.008 

  Yes 35 (4.1) 52 (7.8)  

  (Missing) 109 (12.6) 32 (4.8)  

Maximal steroid therapy 1350 (88.5) None 693 (80.3) 468 (70.6) <0.001 

  Oral 49 (5.7) 102 (15.4)  

  IV 8 (0.9) 30 (4.5)  

  (Missing) 113 (13.1) 63 (9.5)  

Maximum respiratory 

support 
1459 (95.6) No respiratory support 701 (81.2) 418 (63.0) <0.001 

  Supplemental oxygen 53 (6.1) 106 (16.0)  

  High flow support 17 (2.0) 45 (6.8)  

  Non-invasive 14 (1.6) 35 (5.3)  

  Invasive 16 (1.9) 54 (8.1)  

  (Missing) 62 (7.2) 5 (0.8)  

ICU/HDU admission 1459 (95.6) No 744 (86.2) 528 (79.6) <0.001 

  Yes 59 (6.8) 128 (19.3)  

  (Missing) 60 (7.0) 7 (1.1)  

Inotrope 1360 (89.1) No 729 (84.5) 602 (90.8) 0.002 

  Yes 7 (0.8) 22 (3.3)  

  (Missing) 127 (14.7) 39 (5.9)  

Total PEWS 1427 (93.5) Median (IQR) 2.0 (1.0 to 4.0) 2.0 (1.0 to 5.0) 0.001 

PEWS over 2 1427 (93.5) No 447 (51.8) 346 (52.2) 0.102 

  Yes 329 (38.1) 305 (46.0)  

  (Missing) 87 (10.1) 12 (1.8)  

Length of stay 1301 (85.3) Median (IQR) 2.0 (1.0 to 3.0) 3.0 (1.0 to 6.0) <0.001 

Supplementary Table L. Treatments received stratified by comorbidity (excluding patients with 

asymptomatic or incidental SARS-CoV-2 infections and those with Multisystem Inflammatory 

Syndrome in Children (MIS-C)). ICU = intensive care unit. HDU = high dependency unit. PEWS= 

Paediatric Early Warning Score at presentation. 
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  Asympto / Incidental Symptomatic p 

Total N (%)  427 (21.7) 1540 (78.3)  

Age at assessment (Years) Median (IQR) 11.2 (1.5 to 15.9) 5.3 (0.4 to 14.2) <0.001 

Age <1 mth 30 (7.0) 111 (7.2) <0.001 

 >1mth <1 y 54 (12.6) 399 (25.9)  

 1-4 y 64 (15.0) 246 (16.0)  

 5-9 y 49 (11.5) 182 (11.8)  

 10-14 y 85 (19.9) 263 (17.1)  

 15-19 y 145 (34.0) 339 (22.0)  

Sex at Birth Male 214 (50.1) 826 (53.6) 0.224 

 Female 212 (49.6) 712 (46.2)  

 (Missing) 1 (0.2) 2 (0.1)  

Ethnicity White 240 (56.2) 778 (50.5) 0.172 

 Black 27 (6.3) 100 (6.5)  

 South Asian 56 (13.1) 218 (14.2)  

 Other ethnic minority 51 (11.9) 237 (15.4)  

 (Missing) 53 (12.4) 207 (13.4)  

IMD quintile 1 (most deprived) 120 (28.1) 515 (33.4) 0.947 

 2 75 (17.6) 299 (19.4)  

 3 55 (12.9) 219 (14.2)  

 4 47 (11.0) 188 (12.2)  

 5 (least deprived) 44 (10.3) 203 (13.2)  

 (Missing) 86 (20.1) 116 (7.5)  

Potential hospital acquired 

SARS-CoV-2 
No 374 (87.6) 1475 (95.8) <0.001 

 Yes 53 (12.4) 65 (4.2)  

Total PEWS Median (IQR) 1.0 (0.0 to 2.0) 2.0 (1.0 to 4.0) <0.001 

Any comorbidity No/Unknown 208 (48.7) 867 (56.3) 0.006 

 Yes 219 (51.3) 673 (43.7)  

Alternative reason for 

admission 
No / Unknown 295 (69.1) 1458 (94.7) <0.001 

 Yes 132 (30.9) 82 (5.3)  

Supplementary Table M. Demographics and key clinical characteristics of children with asymptomatic 

or incidental SARS-CoV-2 infections compared to those who were symptomatic. Column percentages 

by subgroup. IMD = Indices of multiple deprivation. PEWS= Paediatric Early Warning Score at 

presentation. IQR = Interquartile range 
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Supplementary Figures 
 

 

Supplementary Figure A. Timeline of major lockdown events in England against SARS-CoV-2 

admissions for patients under 18 years across England (admissions data from NHS England).4  

Magenta = face to face learning, purple = distance learning, pink = school holidays. 

This ISARIC4C analysis spans the period indicated by a white background.  (NB. ISARIC-4C also includes 

data from Scotland and Wales) 
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Supplementary Figure B. Directed acyclic graph of factors associated with critical care admission for 

construction of multivariable analysis 
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Supplementary Figure C. Map of sites of patient enrolment and cases by site. Sites with access to an 

onsite PICU are represented with triangles and those without as circles. 
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Supplementary Figure D. Reporting of patients <19 years to ISARIC4C by NHS region. Regional peaks 

can be seen in November in the Midland (orange) and London in December (dark orange). These peaks 

closely mirrored those reported by Public Health England at the same time points.3  

 

Supplementary Figure E. Comparison of symptoms at presentation (whole cohort analysis). 
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Supplementary Figure F. Paediatric Early Warning Score (PEWS) at presentation compared across the 

two waves (asymptomatic or incidental SARS-CoV-2 infections and patients with MIS-C excluded).  

 

 

Supplementary Figure G. Length of stay compared across the two waves (asymptomatic / incidental 

SARS-CoV-2 infections and patients with MIS-C excluded) 
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Supplementary Figure H. Flowchart for identification of patients with multisystem inflammatory 

syndrome (MIS-C). WHO = World Health Organisation, PIMS-TS = Paediatric Multisystem Inflammatory 

Syndrome – Temporally Associated with SARS-CoV-2,  IVIg = Intravenous immunoglobulin. 

 

Supplementary Figure I. UpSet plot of patients comorbidities in patients admitted to critical care 

(excluding asymptomatic and incidental SARS-CoV-2 infections). Plot represents a visualisation of set 

intersections in the data.  
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