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Abstract: During the first COVID-19 pandemic wave in Spain, 50% of deaths occurred in nursing
homes, making it necessary for some hospitals to support these facilities with the care of infected patients. This study compares origin, characteristics, and mortality of patients admitted with COVID-19
during six pandemic waves in the Hospital Central de la Cruz Roja in Madrid. It is a retrospective
observational study of patients ≥80 years old, admitted with an acute SARS-CoV-2 infection, with a
total of 546 patients included, whose final outcome was death or discharge. During the first wave,
those from nursing homes had a higher risk of death than those from home; during the two successive
waves, the risk was higher for those from home; and in the last two waves, the risk equalized and
decreased exponentially in both groups. Men had 72% higher risk of death than women. For each
year of age, the risk increased by 4% (p = 0.036). For each Charlson index point, the risk increased by
14% (p = 0.019). Individuals in nursing homes, despite being older with higher comorbidity, did not
show a higher overall lethality. The mortality decreased progressively in each successive wave due to
high vaccination rates and COVID-19 control measures in this population.
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1. Introduction

Academic Editor: Florian Fischer

Following the declaration of the state of alarm on 15 March 2020, Madrid became the
epicenter of the COVID-19 pandemic in Spain [1], accounting for the highest incidence rate
in the country (907.75 per 100,000 inhabitants), as well as the highest lethality (12.7%) and
ICU bed occupancy rate [1]. The elderly population suffered the greatest impact from the
pandemic, with a 21.8% lethality in Spain as of 29 May 2020 in patients over 80 years of
age (12,834 deaths) [2], with 10,121 confirmed deaths being registered only in Madrid [3].
High mortality rate in this age group has been observed constantly throughout the world,
with lethalities ranging from 14.8%, referred in the first publications from China [4,5],
to 26.4% mentioned in the Bonanad et al. meta-analysis [6], or 55.4% reported in the first
Spanish hospital cohort published in this country [7].
However, even though the majority of admissions and deaths cases have been concentrated in older people, it is not possible to establish an age threshold above which
the risk is higher, due to the coexistence of additional factors that contribute to this increased risk, highlighting comorbidities and institutionalization [8,9]. Thus, as of 23 June
2020, the impact of COVID-19 on elderly people residing permanently in nursing homes
was 19,533 deaths nationally, which represented 68.1% of the confirmed deaths due to
COVID-19 up to that time [9]. It is estimated that, of the total number of deaths during the
first pandemic wave in Spain, 47–50% occurred in nursing home facilities [10].
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Successive pandemic waves, lasting a period of two years, continued to generate new
infections, causing a high number of deaths due to COVID-19 in vulnerable populations
(registering 105,642 deaths in Spain as of 15 May 2022) [11]. The incidence was particularly
high among those over 80 years of age (67,865 deaths in Spain as of 17 May 2022 in this
population group) [12].
The arrival of an effective vaccine against the SARS-CoV-2 infection marked a turning point in the mortality of this disease [13–15]. Vaccination of vulnerable populations in Spain began in December 2020 and, since then, mortality rates have started to
decrease significantly [16,17].
In November 2021, the emergence of the new Omicron variant generated an increased
number of cases of infection [18]. However, given the high vaccination rate at that period
in our country and the characteristics of the new variant, the sixth pandemic wave did not
have a great impact on elderly patients’ mortality [19,20].
This research aims to compare, taking into account living arrangements (living at
home or permanently in a nursing home), the characteristics and mortality of older patients
admitted with COVID-19 in the Geriatric Unit of the Hospital Central de la Cruz Roja
(HCCR) in Madrid during the six pandemic waves period.
2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Design and Participants
We conducted a retrospective observational longitudinal cohort study including 546 patients aged 80 years or older. We used data from the hospital discharge records database
(CMBD) of patients admitted to HCCR between 10 March 2020 and 10 February 2022,
with a diagnosis of acute SARS-CoV-2 incident infection. Validated diagnosis codes associated with COVID-19 according to the International Classification of Diseases (ICD-10-ES),
third edition, January 2020, were used during the study period [21]. Records with ICD10 code B34.2 (COVID-19 infection, unspecified), B97.2 (COVID-19 as the cause of diseases
classified elsewhere), B97.21 (COVID-19 associated with SARS as the cause of diseases
classified elsewhere), B97.29 (other COVID-19 as the cause of diseases classified elsewhere),
U07.1 (COVID-19), and U07.2 (COVID-19, virus no identified) were analyzed as possible
COVID-19 confirmed cases. Records with codes J12.89 (other types of viral pneumonia),
J12.81 (pneumonia, associated with SARS), and J18.9 (pneumonia, unspecified microorganism) were also analyzed as COVID-19 probable cases and at a later stage, they were
confirmed or excluded using the Department of Preventive Medicine record of confirmed
COVID-19 hospitalized patients. For each registry entry, main diagnosis (the major process
that was considered the primary reason for the patient’s hospital admission) and secondary
diagnoses were analyzed; secondary diagnoses might have coexisted from the beginning
with the main diagnosis at the time of admission or they might have developed during the
hospital stay.
The HCCR is a general medical–surgical support hospital (level II) in the Community
of Madrid [22] which, since early March 2020, received patients with SARS-CoV-2 acute
infection, many of whom came from nursing homes facilities. Our Geriatric Department has
teams providing hospital care directly to nursing homes (Geriatrics Consultation Liaison)
that travel, periodically, to those facilities, covering nearly 4000 individuals permanently
residing in nursing homes in the north and northwest areas of Madrid. In the first pandemic
wave, the HCCR provided support for COVID-19 patients from all areas of the Community
of Madrid, although preference was given to patients from its main area of coverage,
but after the successive pandemic waves, care was provided only for nursing homes in the
areas to which it habitually supplies coverage.
During this study period, six pandemic waves occurred in the Community of Madrid,
and 546 octogenarian or older patients with a SARS-CoV-2 incident infection that met the
inclusion criteria were admitted to the HCCR. These criteria were as follows: patients
equal to or over 80 years of age, with a recent confirmed diagnosis of COVID-19 by a
positive diagnostic test for acute infection (RT-PCR or antigen test) or with a probable
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diagnosis of COVID-19 with a high clinical–radiological suspicion but with a negative test
at the moment of hospitalization, admitted to our hospital in the Geriatric Unit. These
diagnosis data were obtained from the Preventive Medicine Department, which is the
service that has an updated list of all COVID-19 patients in the hospital, as well as their
classification depending on the time of diagnosis and the stage of the infection. Patients
who refused to participate in the study were excluded and their data were anonymized.
Additionally, patients readmitted with prolonged COVID-19 diagnosis, resolved infection,
or with a diagnosis of sequalae due to COVID-19 and posterior to their primary infection
were excluded.
All patients were included in the cohort at the same time after their demise or hospital
discharge based on data from the CMBD records. We used the date of hospitalization
and the date of death or discharge as key elements to display a timeline in our cohort.
The first pandemic wave included patients who were hospitalized from 10 March through
10 July 2020; the second wave, those admitted between 11 July and 8 December 2020;
and the third wave, from 9 December 2020 through 10 March 2021. During the fourth wave,
no tadmissions with a diagnosis of COVID-19 were registered at our center. The fifth wave
covered the period between 1 July and 31 October 2021 and, finally, the sixth wave covered
the dates between 1 November 2021 and 10 February 2022.
2.2. Variables
Demographic variables were collected from the medical records of each admitted
patient, such as sex, age, and living arrangements (living at home or permanently at a
nursing home), in addition to clinical variables, such as diagnosis of COVID-19 status
(confirmed or probable), most common comorbidities associated with SARS-CoV-2 infection according to the literature (chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), diabetes
mellitus, cardiovascular disease, arterial hypertension, chronic kidney disease, chronic liver
disease, neoplasms, dementia, or neurological sequelae) and age-adjusted Charlson index
(calculated taking into account the associated comorbidities at admission), average length
of hospital stay, and hospital discharge status (death or cure). Data were entered manually
and stored routinely in an Excel database.
2.3. Statistical Analysis
Due to the characteristics of the study, the required sample size was not calculated and
it was considered equal to the total number of patients admitted during the study period.
To synthesize the analysis data, frequencies and percentages were used for categorical variables, and means with their standard deviations (SD) were used for continuous variables.
A chi-squared test (X2 test) or a Fisher’s exact test with a 95% confidence interval was
used to evaluate the difference in the distribution of qualitative variables. For quantitative
and categorical variables, a Student’s t-test was used for continuous variables and an
analysis of variance (ANOVA) test for variables containing three or more categories.
A logistic regression model was used for multivariate analysis to measure the variables associated with COVID-19 mortality in our patients. In the multivariate analysis,
the following variables were considered: (a) age and sex since are biologically relevant;
(b) all other variables that result as significantly associated at the univariate analysis;
(c) other variables considered relevant in the previous bibliographic consultation. Data
were shown as adjusted odds ratios (OR) with a 95% confidence interval (CI 95%) and their
corresponding p-values. Data analysis was performed with the Excel program, as well as
with the statistical software programs SPSS® version 26.0 (IBM) and STATA® version 15.0.
3. Results
3.1. Descriptive Analysis, Temporal Evolution, and Univariate Analysis
From March 2020 to February 2022, a total of 546 cases admitted to HCCR with
COVID-19 were registered in the Geriatric Unit, of which 421 (77.1%) corresponded to
confirmed cases with a positive acute infection test prior to or during admission, while
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the remaining were diagnosed based on a high clinical–radiological suspicion; however,
they presented with a negative test result during the hospitalization. Most of the patients
were admitted during the first pandemic wave (67.8%), with a progressive decrease of the
incidence in subsequent waves.
During the six pandemic waves, more women than men were admitted (65% vs. 35%),
and more than half of our patients were residing permanently in nursing homes prior to
their admission (61.5%). Ages ranged from 80 to 106 years, with a total age mean of 90 years
at admission.
Considering only those patients who were residing permanently in a nursing homes
prior to admission, 237 were women, with a mean age of 90 years (those living at home
had a mean age of 88 years), a mean Charlson comorbidity index of 7.2 (±1.8) points, and a
mean length of stay of 13 (±10) days (Table 1). No relevant significant differences were
found when comparing the profiles of the patients only coming from a permanent nursing
home during the six pandemic waves periods. A slight difference was noted in terms of
mortality in these groups of patients, taking into account the pandemic wave during which
patients were admitted, with a decreasing trend in subsequent waves, except during the
last one, where a new increase in lethality was observed in this population (39.4% in the
first, 25% in the second, 20% in the third, and 17.6% in the fifth, in comparison to 23.1% in
the last wave).
Table 1. Clinical and sociodemographic factors of COVID-19 patients in HCCR, differences between
living arrangement (living at home vs. nursing home).

Factor, n (%)
Sex

Female
Male

Mean Age (±SD); Years
Age Group
80–89 years old
≥90 years old

Living at Home

Nursing Home

Total

p-Value

(n = 210)
118 (33.2)
92 (48.2)

(n = 336)
237 (66.8)
99 (51.8)

(n = 546)
355 (65)
191 (35)

0.001
0.001

88.2 (±4.6)
130 (47.3)
80 (29.5)

90.3 (±5.1)
145 (52.7)
191 (70.5)

89.5 (±5)
275 (50.4)
271 (49.6)

0.000
0.000
0.000

COVID-19 Diagnosis

Confirmed
Probable

178 (42.3)
32 (25.6)

243 (57.7)
93 (74.4)

421 (77.1)
125 (22.9)

0.001
0.001

Risk Factors

Chronic respiratory disease
Diabetes mellitus
Arterial hypertension
Cerebrovascular disease
Chronic renal insufficiency
Chronic hepatic disease
Neurological disorders
Neoplastic disease
Dementia
Neurological sequelae

33 (45.8)
61 (39.1)
93 (37.3)
126 (41.9)
46 (38)
2 (66.7)
24 (26.7)
29 (38.2)
39 (25.5)
27 (65.9)

39 (54.2)
95 (60.9)
156 (62.7)
175 (58.1)
75 (62)
1 (33.3)
66 (73.3)
47 (61.8)
114 (74.5)
14 (34.1)

72 (13.2)
156 (28.6)
249 (45.6)
301 (55.1)
121 (22.2)
3 (0.5)
90 (16.5)
76 (13.9)
153 (28)
41 (7.5)

0.168
0.846
0.625
0.070
0.909
0.314
0.012
0.953
0.000
0.000

6.8 (±2)
24 (68.6)
36 (40.9)
35 (33.7)
47 (39.2)
68 (34.2)

7.2 (±1.8)
11 (31.4)
52 (59.1)
69 (66.3)
73 (60.8)
131 (65.8)

7.1 (±1.9)
35 (6.4)
88 (16.1)
104 (19)
120 (22)
199 (36.4)

0.021
0.020
0.020
0.020
0.020
0.020

17.6 (±15.1)
70 (33.3)

13.3 (±10.2)
117 (34.8)

14.9 (±12.5)
187 (34.2)

0.000
0.721

Charlson Comorbidity Index; Mean (±SD)
Charlson Index
4 points
5 points
6 points
7 points
≥8 points
Length of Hospital Stay; Mean (±SD); Days
Lethality
SD: standard deviation.

When patients were compared according to their living arrangements, significant
differences were found in terms of sex during the second wave, as well as in the total
population, with greater frequency in women (p = 0.035 and p = 0.001, respectively),
and in age, with patients residing permanently in nursing homes being older in age. This
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finding remained constant during all six waves (p = 0.000) (Table 1). Differences were also
found when comparing the prevalence of neurological disease, dementia, and neurological
sequelae, with the first two being more frequent in the population from nursing homes
(p = 0.012 and p = 0.000, respectively). On the contrary, neurological sequelae were seen
more frequently in the population living at home prior to their hospitalization (p = 0.000).
These findings were observed in all waves except the second one (Table 2).
Table 2. Clinical and sociodemographic factors of patients infected by SARS-CoV-2, differences
according to living arrangement and COVID-19 pandemic waves in HCCR.
1st Wave

Risk
Factors

5th Wave

6th Wave

Living
at Home

Nursing
Home

Living
at Home

Nursing
Home

Living
at Home

Nursing
Home

Living
at Home

Nursing
Home

(n = 121)

(n = 249)

(n = 38)

(n = 24)

(n = 26)

(n = 20)

(n = 12)

(n = 17)

(n = 13)

(n = 26)

72 (29.6)
49 (38.6)

171 (70.4)
78 (61.4)

20 (51.3)
18 (78.3)

19 (48.7) *
5 (21.7) *

11 (44)
15 (71.4)

14 (56)
6 (28.6)

7 (36.8)
5 (50)

12 (63.2)
5 (50)

8 (27.6)
5 (50)

21 (72.4)
5 (50)

88.1
(±4.6)

90.1 (±5.1) *

87.9 (±5)

92.7
(±4.9) *

88.8
(±3.9)

89.9
(±4.5)

88.3 (±5)

90 (±5.2)

88.2
(±4.3)

89.8
(±5.2)

80–89 years old

77 (41.2)

110 (58.8) *

23 (82.1)

5 (17.9) *

15 (65.2)

8 (34.8)

8 (50)

8 (50)

7 (33.3)

14 (66.7)

≥90 years old
Chronic
respiratory
disease
Diabetes mellitus
Arterial
hypertension
Neurological
disorders
Dementia

44 (24)

139 (76) *

15 (44.1)

19 (55.9) *

11 (47.8)

12 (52.2)

4 (30.8)

9 (69.2)

6 (33.3)

12 (66.7)

18 (40)

27 (60)

6 (75)

2 (25)

5 (83.3)

1 (16.7)

1 (25)

3 (75)

3 (33.3)

6 (66.7)

Female
Male

Mean Age (±SD); Years
Age
Group

3rd Wave

Nursing
Home

Factor, n (%)
Sex

2nd Wave

Living
at Home

32 (30.8)

72 (69.2)

16 (72.7)

6 (27.3)

5 (41.7)

7 (58.3)

5 (55.6)

4 (44.4)

3 (33.3)

6 (66.7)

48 (31.4)

105 (68.6)

20 (58.8)

14 (41.2)

7 (43.8)

9 (56.3)

5 (41.7)

7 (58.3)

13 (38.2)

21 (61.8)

15 (23.1)

50 (76.9)

4 (66.7)

2 (33.3)

3 (30)

7 (70)

1 (25)

3 (75)

1 (20)

4 (80)

26 (25)

78 (75) *

4 (44.4)

5 (55.6)

5 (35.7)

9 (64.3)

2 (40)

3 (60)

2 (9.5)

19 (90.5) *

Charlson Comorbidity Index;
Mean (±SD)

6.6
(±1.9)

7.2 (±1.8) *

7.2
(±2.1)

6.8 (±1.7)

7.2
(±2.1)

7.3
(±2.1)

6.9
(±1.5)

7.3
(±1.5)

6.5
(±1.3)

7.1 (±1.8)

Length of Hospital Stay;
Mean (±SD); Days

16.4
(±14.8)

12.8 (±10) *

17 (±13)

13.7
(±10.1)

20.2
(±14.2)

16.5
(±9.4)

25
(±25.6)

18.2
(±14.5)

18.6
(±11.5)

11.6
(±9.4) *

Lethality

38 (31.4)

98 (39.4)

20 (52.6)

6 (25) *

7 (26.9)

4 (20)

2 (16.7)

3 (17.6)

3 (23.1)

6 (23.1)

* Statistical significance (p < 0.05). SD: standard deviation.

During the first pandemic wave, differences in lethality were found when comparing
both population groups, but these were not statistically significant. In the second wave,
however, lethality was shown to be more than double in patients living at home compared
to those from permanent nursing homes prior to admission (52.6% vs. 25%, p = 0.032). This
total lethality during this second wave was the highest one compared to the rest of the
periods (41.9%) (Table 2). However, no significant differences were found when comparing
the overall lethality in both groups of patients according to their living arrangements
(p = 0.721). Figure 1 shows the distribution of admissions and deceased patients admitted
in HCCR, highlighting the number of deaths concerning those who particularly came from
permanent nursing homes.
Overall lethality increased with age, resulting in 31.3% in octogenarians, 37.2% in
nonagenarians, and 40% in those patients over 100 years old. Men had higher risk of
death compared to women, and this difference was found to be statistically significant
(41.9% vs. 30.1%, p = 0.006). When morbidity was taken into account, differences in mortality were observed in patients with diabetes, representing a total of 42.3% of those who
passed away (p = 0.012) (Table 3). No significant differences were found in mortality or the
remainder of the comorbidities studied.
3.2. Multivariate Analysis
We performed a multivariate analysis of the risk factors associated with mortality in
patients admitted with COVID-19 in HCCR during the study period and found significant
differences in terms of sex, age, and Charlson comorbidity index, as well as differences
during the fifth wave when compared to the first pandemic wave (Table 4).
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Figure 1. Evolution of hospital admissions and deceased patients because of COVID-19 during six
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Figure
1. Evolution
of hospital admissions and deceased patients because of COVID-19 during six
pandemic
waves. HCCR.
pandemic waves. HCCR.
Overall lethality increased with age, resulting in 31.3% in octogenarians, 37.2% in
Table
3. Clinical and
sociodemographic
factors
among
patients
whohad
survived
infected by
nonagenarians,
and
40% in those patients
over
100 years
old. Men
higherand
riskdied,
of death
comparedintoHCCR.
women, and this difference was found to be statistically significant (41.9%
SARS-CoV-2
vs. 30.1%, p = 0.006). When morbidity was taken into account, differences in mortality
diabetes, representing
a total of 42.3% of
those who passed
Factor, n (%)were observed in patients withSurvivors
Deceased
Total
p-Value
away (p = 0.012) (Table 3). No significant differences were found in mortality or the re(n = 359)
(n = 187)
(n = 546)
mainder of the comorbidities studied.
Female
248 (69.9)
107 (30.1)
355 (65)
0.006
Table 3.Male
Clinical and sociodemographic
factors among patients
who survived
and
died, infected0.006
by
111 (58.1)
80 (41.9)
191
(35)
SARS-CoV-2 in HCCR.

Mean Age (±SD); Years
Age Group
80–89 years old
Factor, n (%)
≥90 years old
Sex
Living Arrangement

Female
Living
at home
Malehome
Nursing
Mean Age (±SD); Years
COVID-19 Diagnosis
Confirmed
Age Group
80–89
years old
Probable
≥90 years old
Pandemic Waves
1st wave
Living Arrangement
Living at home
2nd wave
Nursing home
3rd wave
COVID-19 Diagnosis
Confirmed
5th wave
Probable
6th
wave
Pandemic Waves
1st wave
Risk Factors
Chronic respiratory disease
2nd wave
Diabetes mellitus
3rd
wave
Arterial
hypertension
5th
wave
Cerebrovascular disease
6th wave
Chronic renal
insufficiency
disChronic respiratory
hepatic disease
Risk Factors
easedisorders
Neurological
Neoplastic
disease
Diabetes mellitus
Dementia
Arterial
hypertension
Neurological sequelae
Cerebrovascular
disease
Chronic
renal
Charlson Comorbidity Index;
Mean
(±insuffiSD)
Charlson Index
4ciency
points
5 points
6 points
7 points
≥8 points

Length of hospital stay; Mean (±SD); Days
SD: standard deviation.

89.1 (±5)
189 (68.7)
Survivors
(62.7)
(n =170
359)
248 140
(69.9)
(66.7)
111 219
(58.1)
(65.2)
89.1279
(±5)(66.3)
189 (68.7)
80 (64)
170 (62.7)
234 (63.2)
140 (66.7)
36 (58.1)
219 (65.2)
35 (76.1)
279 (66.3)
24 (82.8)
80 (64)
30 (76.9)
234 (63.2)
44 (61.1)
36 (58.1)
90 (57.7)
35 (76.1)
170 (68.3)
24 (82.8)
188 (62.5)
30 (76.9)
71 (58.7)

90.2 (±4.9)
86 (31.3)
Deceased
101 (37.3)
(n = 187)
107 (30.1)
70 (33.3)
80 (41.9)
117 (34.8)
90.2 (±4.9)
142 (33.7)
86 (31.3)
45 (36)
101 (37.3)
136 (36.8)
70 (33.3)
26 (41.9)
117 (34.8)
11 (23.9)
142 (33.7)
5 (17.2)
45 (36)
9 (23.1)
136 (36.8)
28 (38.9)
26 (41.9)
66 (42.3)
11 (23.9)
79 (31.7)
5 (17.2)
113 (37.5)
9 (23.1)
50 (41.3)

89.5 (±5)
275 (50.4)
Total
271 (49.6)
(n = 546)
355 (65)
210 (38.5)
191 (35)
336 (61.5)
89.5 (±5)
421 (77.1)
275 (50.4)
125 (22.9)
271 (49.6)
370 (67.8)
210 (38.5)
62 (11.4)
336 (61.5)
46 (8.4)
421 (77.1)
29 (5.3)
125 (22.9)
39 (7.1)
370 (67.8)
72 (13.2)
62 (11.4)
156 (28.6)
46 (8.4)
249 (45.6)
29 (5.3)
301 (55.1)
39 (7.1)
121 (22.2)

2 (66.7)
44 (61.1)
57 (63.3)
45 (59.2)
90 (57.7)
(68.6)
170 105
(68.3)
24
(58.5)
188 (62.5)

1 (33.3)
28 (38.9)
33 (36.7)
31 (40.8)
66 (42.3)
48 (31.4)
79 (31.7)
17 (41.5)
113 (37.5)

3 (0.5)
72 (13.2)
90 (16.5)
76 (13.9)
156 (28.6)
153 (28)
249 (45.6)
41 (7.5)
301 (55.1)

6.8 (±1.8)
71 (58.7)
29 (82.9)
69 (78.4)
66 (63.5)
78 (65)
117 (58.8)

7.5 (±1.8)
7.1 (±1.9)
0.000
50 (41.3)
121 (22.2)
0.063
6 (17.1)
35 (6.4)
0.008
19 (21.6)
88 (16.1)
0.008
38 (36.5)
104 (19)
0.008
42 (35)
120 (22)
0.008
82 (41.2)
199 (36.4)
0.008

16.8 (±12.6)

11.3 (±11.5)

0.012
p-Value 0.331
0.331

14.9 (±12.5)

0.006
0.006
0.012
0.331
0.331
0.721
0.721
0.639
0.639
0.030
0.030
0.030
0.030
0.030
0.373
0.012
0.255
0.072

0.721
0.721
0.639
0.639
0.030
0.030
0.030
0.030
0.030
0.373
0.012
0.255
0.072
0.063
0.973
0.597
0.195
0.377
0.311

0.000
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Table 4. Risk factors associated with COVID-19 mortality. Multivariate analysis.
Variables

OR (CI 95%)

p-Value

Adjusted
OR(CI 95%)

p-Value

Sex (Male)
Age (Years)
Living Arrangement
(Nursing Home)
Diabetes Mellitus
Charlson Comorbidity Index
2nd Wave
3rd Wave
5th Wave
6th Wave

1.67 (1.16–2.41)
1.05 (1.01–1.08)

0.006
0.012

1.72 (1.17–2.52)
1.04 (1.00–1.08)

0.006
0.036

1.07 (0.74–1.54)

0.721

1.00 (0.67–1.49)

0.990

1.63 (1.11–2.39)
1.20 (1.09–1.32)
1.24 (0.72–2.15)
0.54 (0.27–1.10)
0.36 (0.13–0.96)
0.52 (0.24–1.12)

0.012
0.000
0.436
0.090
0.041
0.094

1.42 (0.92–2.18)
1.14 (1.02–1.27)
1.19 (0.67–2.12)
0.49 (0.23–1.02)
0.34 (0.13–0.93)
0.55 (0.25–1.22)

0.115
0.019
0.551
0.055
0.036
0.141

OR: odds ratio. CI: confidence interval.

In the overall adjusted analysis, we found that men had a 72% higher mortality risk
than women (p = 0.006). It was observed that, for each year of age, the risk of death
increased by 4% (p = 0.036) and having diabetes mellitus increased the risk of dying by
42% (p = 0.115). For each one-point increase in the Charlson comorbidity index, the risk of
death increased by 14% (p = 0.019). As for the analysis by pandemic waves, it was observed
that, during the second wave, the risk of death was 19% higher than during the first wave
period (p = 0.551). On the contrary, during the third, fifth, and sixth waves, the risk of death
decreased by 51%, 66%, and 45%, respectively, compared to the risk of having been infected
and admitted during the first pandemic wave.
In the crude analysis, it was observed that residing in a nursing home prior to the
hospital admission entailed a 7% higher risk of death than living at home (p = 0.721),
but this risk was null in the adjusted analysis.
When those patients residing at nursing homes were analyzed separately, it was
observed that men had a 33% higher risk of death than women (p = 0.261), and that,
each year of age, this risk increased by 2% (p = 0.508). With regard
Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2022, for
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4. Discussion
This study reports the experience gathered from a support hospital in the Community of Madrid (CM) with patients over 80 years of age with COVID-19, comparing patient
characteristics and mortality according to their living arrangements (living at home or in
a permanent nursing home) over six pandemic waves. The study provides important data:
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4. Discussion
This study reports the experience gathered from a support hospital in the Community
of Madrid (CM) with patients over 80 years of age with COVID-19, comparing patient
characteristics and mortality according to their living arrangements (living at home or in a
permanent nursing home) over six pandemic waves. The study provides important data:
during the first pandemic wave, patients over 80 years of age residing in nursing homes
had a higher risk of dying from COVID-19 during hospital admission than those who lived
in their homes; during the second and third waves, the risk was higher for those living at
home, and during the fifth and sixth waves, the risk was equal in both population groups.
The higher mortality of men than women detected in the first wave, as shown in most
studies, could be explained by differences regarding innate and adaptive immunity linked
to sex, which may cause a different inflammatory response to COVID-19 [22,23] and the
distinct sex distribution of associated comorbidities according to lifestyle. Age and comorbidities, such as dependence, frailty, dementia, or a high number of chronic diseases [24–32],
are defining characteristics of the geriatric patient and determinants of the severity of any
other ensuing disease, and even more so of COVID-19 [33].
The incidence rate of SARS-CoV-2 infection is one of the most explanatory parameters
of mortality, especially in the elderly population, where mortality can be even higher.
According to the study by Medeiros Figueroa et al. of the CIBER Center of Epidemiology
and Public Health in Spain [1], the incidence rate in the CM was close to one thousand
cases per 100,000 inhabitants; however, the real rate must have been higher, especially in
nursing homes, due to the difficulty in performing diagnostic tests at that time [34]. Thus,
the excess in mortality of this population could be related to the high incidence of infection
in these facilities, as they are institutions of mostly shared living spaces [35].
This was a cohort with a large number of patients admitted to our hospital from
permanent nursing homes; almost 60% of our admissions were patients from these facilities,
with a COVID-19 lethality in the initial phases of the pandemic of 40.8%, which is similar
to that reported by other publications, but with lower percentages than in other studies
involving patients from nursing homes [25,36]. The higher risk of death associated with this
population group during the first wave could also be related to the intrinsic characteristics
of institutionalized patients with greater clinical frailty [37], higher age, functional dependence, and comorbidities, especially neurological diseases and dementia, which, in turn,
favor a higher risk of developing delirium during hospital stay, an especially decisive risk
factor for mortality in the elderly [38].
One of the first Spanish studies published by the Hospital de la Paz scientific group
in Madrid [7], with a cohort of 2226 admitted patients diagnosed with COVID-19, 31.9%
of whom came from permanent nursing homes, showed a lethality of 52.9% in those over
80 years of age, rising to 63.3% in those over 90 years of age. A multicenter study of Spanish
hospitals [24], mainly situated in Madrid, showed data from a sample of 4035 COVID-19
patients, with a lethality of 54.9% in this population group.
Our experience in the first wave with 370 admitted patients showed a lethality of
36.3% in those over 80 years of age and 43.9% in those over 90 years of age, which is
more in line with a multicenter European study, where a larger number of British hospitals
with geriatric-preferential units were included [26]. This study involved 1564 patients and
showed a lethality of 37.3% in those over 80 years of age. These data, with lower mortality
than the ones observed in similar studies, could be related to an advanced experience in
managing geriatric patients in our hospital, with comprehensive geriatric assessment due
to the existence of a working tool that allows early recognition and treatment of atypical
complications and geriatric syndromes associated with admission for COVID-19 in frail
elderly patients [33]. Another factor that may have influenced these data is that patients
who are candidates for intensive care therapy are transferred to referral hospitals with
an intensive care unit (ICU), although, contrary to this assessment, the profile of patients
admitted to our center are usually geriatric patients with high dependency and frailty,
most of whom are not candidates for ICU and are therefore at high risk of dying.
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In the second and third pandemic waves, patients living at home had a higher risk
of death during hospital admission due to COVID-19 than those residing permanently
in nursing homes. This finding may have been related to the management of the elderly
in nursing homes by the hospital due to a coordination between geriatric liaison teams,
created in the first wave, and primary care nursing home supervision units, with direct
communication with the public health department, as well as a greater facilitation of
diagnostic tests in those centers. However, regarding patients living at home, in addition
to the fear of the elderly of visiting hospitals because of the potential risk of contracting
SARS-CoV-2 infection, there is an overloaded primary care that is overburdened with
great difficulties in the management of the elderly directly at home. These two factors
could explain why the elderly patients living at home will visit the hospital in more severe
and advanced clinical situations, probably causing a higher in-hospital mortality in this
population group [39]. The excessive mortality in nursing homes during the first wave,
that affected the most vulnerable patients, should also be taken into account.
In December 2020, the vaccination campaign against SARS-CoV-2 infection was
initiated in nursing homes in Spain, with the administration of the first dose of the
BNT162b2 vaccine and, sequentially, a second dose in January 2021 [10,16]. As a consequence of the vaccination campaign, a reduction in the number of deaths caused by
COVID-19 among the most vulnerable was reported [17].
During the fourth pandemic wave, our hospital did not record patients admitted with
COVID-19, as hardly any cases were recorded in institutionalized patients, due to both
high vaccination coverage [40] and the likelihood to have recently passed the infection in
previous waves [41]. This fourth wave was caused mostly by the Omicron variant, which
turned out to be less lethal [42,43] and was also in a period when booster doses of the
SARS-CoV-2 vaccine were already being administered [44,45].
During the fifth wave, vaccination rates against SARS-CoV-2 in the octogenarian
population were close to 100%, with the full vaccination schedule completed [42]. In this
pandemic wave, the lowest lethality ever was recorded amongst our patients: ranking from
35.4% during the first wave, dropping down to 17.2% during the fifth wave. Moreover,
in the latter, no differences in mortality were found between patients living at home and
those permanently residing in nursing homes. The high vaccination coverage achieved at
that time was a determining factor in the reduction of mortality in the most vulnerable patients [16,17], regardless of their living arrangements prior to hospital admission. The same
could be seen during the sixth wave [20], which was also caused mostly by the Omicron
variant. Again, during this period, no differences in mortality were observed between
patients admitted from home and those residing permanently in nursing homes.
It should also be taken into consideration the increased risk that posed the likelihood of
contracting the infection in a nursing home, which is much higher due to the characteristics
of these facilities. For this reason, although the case fatality could be the same, the risk
of contracting COVID-19, and subsequently dying due to this disease, could be much
different in the population.
Another point to consider regarding the factors that could have affected the mortality
rate is the role that the different infection treatments or supportive measures applied to
patients with COVID-19 throughout the pandemic might have played, which could have
been very different in the first and last waves, or, for example, the differences between
those patients who received monotherapy or multiple therapies [46]. Scientific advances
brought to light new drugs to treat COVID-19, which led to changes in the cure of the
disease. In addition, gender differences also need to be taken into account regarding the
role of therapy, as described by Spini et al. in a study of elderly people in nursing homes
in Italy, where gender-related differences in the performance of drugs for the treatment of
COVID-19 were found [47].
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5. Strengths and Limitations
The strength of this study lies in the sequential collection of information from patients
over 80 years of age admitted with COVID-19 and their follow-up during their hospital
admission, with a high proportion of them residing in nursing homes prior to the admission.
Among the limitations, we would like to mention the noninclusion of important geriatric
variables, such as the degree of frailty or dependence, clearly associated with mortality in
octogenarian patients, although in our study this is reflected by the greater comorbidity due
to dementia in the nursing home population. On the other hand, the results only include
cases of COVID-19 admitted to our hospital, so they do not reflect asymptomatic infections
that required medical intervention but were managed at home or directly in the nursing
home facilities. The profile of hospital admissions could be different in the distinctive
waves, due to the implementation of various restrictions and infection transmission control
measures at the national level, and the sample sizes of some waves were considered small,
therefore, the estimates may be less precise and there may be less probability of finding
significant differences between groups. In addition, the study could not differentiate
between patients admitted strictly for COVID-19 and asymptomatic patients hospitalized
for other reasons who tested positive by chance during their admission. In addition,
the pathogenicity of the variants in each wave also may have played a role this.
It should be also noted as a limitation that neither the treatments received nor their
vaccination status were available for this study. Finally, it is worth noting the absence of
follow-up after discharge, so that only in-hospital mortality can be estimated, as some of
these patients might have been readmitted at a later date.
6. Conclusions
Octogenarian and even older patients from nursing homes hospitalized with COVID-19
in our Geriatric Unit, despite being older and having more comorbidities than those that
lived at homes prior to the admission, did not present a higher overall risk of death. During
the first wave, a higher mortality was recorded in this population group, but it decreased
progressively in each of the successive waves due to the high vaccination rates in this crowd,
the difference in pathogenicity of the variants of each wave, and the COVID-19 coordination
and control measures developed in the environments of the nursing home facilities.
Author Contributions: Conceptualization, C.R.-H., M.V.C., I.G. and F.J.G.-P.; data curation, M.V.C.,
C.R. and I.L.-M.; formal analysis, C.R.-H. and M.V.C.; funding acquisition, I.L.-M. and M.Q.-F.;
investigation, M.V.C., C.R. and F.J.G.-P.; methodology, M.V.C.; supervision, C.R.-H. and F.J.G.-P.;
validation, C.R., I.G., I.L.-M., M.Q.-F. and F.J.G.-P.; writing—original draft, C.R.-H., M.V.C. and
F.J.G.-P.; writing—review and editing, C.R.-H. and I.L.-M. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.
Funding: This work was partially supported by grants (to M.Q.-F.) from the “New announcement for
extraordinary initiative fund UAX-Santander COVID-19”, under ID 1.011.103, Universidad Alfonso X
el Sabio. This study was also supported by a grant from Becas Santander Investigacion|XII Convocatoria de Ayudas para grupos de Investigacion, under the project “Factores predisctores de mortalidad
intrahospitalaria y extrahospitalaria en pacientes octogenarios y nonagenarios con infección por
SARS-CoV-2 en la quinta ola de la pandemia. Continuación del estudio OCTA-COVID-19”.
Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the principles of the
Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the clinical research ethics committee of Hospital La Paz
Institute of Health Research (IdiPaz) 04/05/2020 under ID: PI-4741.
Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.
Data Availability Statement: The data that support the findings of this study are available upon
request from the corresponding author. The data are not publicly available due to privacy or
ethical restrictions.

Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2022, 19, 12019

11 of 13

Acknowledgments: Our most sincere thanks to all health workers in our hospital who, during
two years, have been doing everything in their power to stop the threat of COVID-19 and, especially,
to those who have suffered the disease. A special thanks to our colleagues from the Departments of
Preventive Medicine, Geriatrics, Internal Medicine, Occupational Health, and Hospital Management
Services, for the special involvement and professionalism with which they have faced this crisis.
Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript,
or in the decision to publish the results.

References
1.

2.

3.
4.
5.
6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.
14.
15.
16.

Medeiros Figueiredo, A.; Daponte-Codina, A.; Moreira Marculino Figueiredo, D.C.; Toledo Vianna, R.P.; Costa de Lima, K.;
Gil-García, E. Factors associated with the incidence and mortality from COVID-19 in the autonomous communities of Spain.
Gac. Sanit. 2021, 35, 445–452. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
CNM (ISCIII); CNE; RENAVE. Equipo COVID-19 Informe No 33. Análisis de Los Casos de COVID-19 Hasta El 10 de Mayo En España. Available online: https://www.isciii.es/QueHacemos/Servicios/VigilanciaSaludPublicaRENAVE/EnfermedadesTransmisibles/
Documents/INFORMES/Informes%20COVID-19/Informe%20n%C2%BA%2033.%20An%C3%A1lisis%20de%20los%20casos%20
de%20COVID-19%20hasta%20el%2010%20de%20mayo%20en%20Espa%C3%B1a%20a%2029%20de%20mayo%20de%202020.pdf
(accessed on 3 June 2022).
Comunidad de Madrid Informe Epidemiológico Diario de Madrid. Situación 29 de Mayo 2020. Available online: https://www.
comunidad.madrid/sites/default/files/doc/sanidad/200529_cam_covid19.pdf (accessed on 3 June 2022).
Liu, K.; Chen, Y.; Lin, R.; Han, K. Clinical Features of COVID-19 in Elderly Patients: A Comparison with Young and Middle-Aged
Patients. J. Infect. 2020, 80, e14–e18. [CrossRef]
Zhao, H.-L.; Huang, Y.-M.; Huang, Y. Mortality in Older Patients with COVID-19. J. Am. Geriatr. Soc. 2020, 68, 1685–1687.
[CrossRef]
Bonanad, C.; García-Blas, S.; Tarazona-Santabalbina, F.; Sanchis, J.; Bertomeu-Gonzalez, V.; Fácila, L.; Ariza, A.; Núñez, J.;
Cordero, A. The Effect of Age on Mortality in Patients With COVID-19: A Meta-Analysis With 611,583 Subjects. J. Am. Med. Dir.
Assoc. 2020, 21, 915–918. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Borobia, A.M.; Carcas, A.J.; Arnalich, F.; Álvarez-Sala, R.; Monserrat-Villatoro, J.; Quintana, M.; Figueira, J.C.; Torres Santos-Olmo,
R.M.; García-Rodríguez, J.; Martín-Vega, A.; et al. A Cohort of Patients with COVID-19 in a Major Teaching Hospital in Europe.
J. Clin. Med. 2020, 9, 1733. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Ministerio de Sanidad; Centro de Coordinación de Alertas y Emergencias Sanitarias. Emergencias Sanitarias Enfermedad
Por Coronavirus, COVID-19 Información Científica-Técnica. Available online: https://www.sanidad.gob.es/profesionales/
saludPublica/ccayes/alertasActual/nCov/documentos/ITCoronavirus.pdf (accessed on 3 June 2022).
Comas-Herrera, A.; Zalakain, J.; Litwin, C.; Hsu, A.T.; Lane, N.; Fernandez, J.-L. Mortality Associated with COVID-19 Outbreaks
in Care Homes: Early International Evidence International Long-Term Care Policy Network (CPEC-LSE, 2020). Available
online: https://www.euskadi.eus/sociosanitario//contenidos/documentacion/doc_sosa_mortality_long_term_c/es_def/index.
shtml (accessed on 3 June 2022).
Colino, R.M. Evolución de la COVID-19 en las residencias de personas mayores desde la segunda ola hasta la vacunación.
Descripción de un programa de coordinación entre atención primaria, geriatría y salud pública. Rev. Española De Salud Pública
2021, 95, e1–e11.
Ministerio de Sanidad; Centro de Coordinación de Alertas y Emergencias Sanitaria. Actualización No 599. Enfermedad Por El
Coronavirus (COVID-19). Available online: https://www.sanidad.gob.es/profesionales/saludPublica/ccayes/alertasActual/
nCov/documentos/Actualizacion_599_COVID-19.pdf (accessed on 3 June 2022).
Centro Nacional de Epidemiologia; Red Nacional de Vigilancia Epidemiológica. Informe No129 Situación de COVID-19 En
España a 18 de Mayo de 2022. Available online: https://www.isciii.es/QueHacemos/Servicios/VigilanciaSaludPublicaRENAVE/
EnfermedadesTransmisibles/Documents/INFORMES/Informes%20COVID-19/INFORMES%20COVID-19%202022/Informe%
20n%c2%ba129%20Situaci%c3%b3n%20de%20COVID-19%20en%20Espa%c3%b1a%20a%2018%20de%20mayo%20de%202022
.pdf (accessed on 18 June 2022).
Henry, D.A.; Jones, M.A.; Stehlik, P.; Glasziou, P.P. Effectiveness of COVID-19 Vaccines: Findings from Real World Studies.
Med. J. Aust. 2021, 215, 149–151.e1. [CrossRef]
Antonio, N.; Rita, P.; Saraiva, P. Effectiveness of COVID-19 Vaccines: Evidence from the First-Year Rollout of Vaccination Programs.
Vaccines 2022, 10, 409. [CrossRef]
Català, M.; Li, X.; Prats, C.; Prieto-Alhambra, D. The Impact of Prioritisation and Dosing Intervals on the Effects of COVID-19
Vaccination in Europe: An Agent-Based Cohort Model. Sci. Rep. 2021, 11, 18812. [CrossRef]
Ministerio de Sanidad; Centro de Coordinación de Alertas y Emergencias Sanitaria. Información Sobre La Inmunidad Frente
a COVID-19. Available online: https://www.sanidad.gob.es/profesionales/saludPublica/ccayes/alertasActual/nCov/
documentos/20211015_INMUNIDAD_y_VACUNAS.pdf (accessed on 3 June 2022).

Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2022, 19, 12019

17.

18.
19.

20.

21.
22.

23.
24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.
30.

31.

32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.

38.

12 of 13

Monge, S.; Olmedo, C.; Alejos, B.; Lapeña, M.F.; Sierra, M.J.; Limia, A. Direct and Indirect Effectiveness of MRNA Vaccination
against Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 in Long-Term Care Facilities, Spain. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 2021, 27,
2595–2603. [CrossRef]
New COVID-19 Variant Detected in South Africa-NICD. Available online: https://www.nicd.ac.za/new-COVID-19-variantdetected-in-south-africa/ (accessed on 3 June 2022).
Instituto Nacional de Estadística (INE). Estimación del Número de Defunciones Semanales (EDeS) Durante el Brote de COVID-19.
Available online: https://www.ine.es/experimental/defunciones/experimental_defunciones.htm#tablas_resultados (accessed
on 3 June 2022).
Centro Nacional de Epidemiologia; Red Nacional de Vigilancia Epidemiológica. Informe No 112 Situación de COVID-19 En
España a 5 de Enero de 2022. Available online: https://www.isciii.es/QueHacemos/Servicios/VigilanciaSaludPublicaRENAVE/
EnfermedadesTransmisibles/Documents/INFORMES/Informes%20COVID-19/INFORMES%20COVID-19%202022/Informe%
20n%C2%BA%20112%20Situaci%C3%B3n%20de%20COVID-19%20en%20Espa%C3%B1a%20a%205%20de%20enero%20de%
202022.pdf (accessed on 3 June 2022).
Ministerio de Sanidad ECIE-Maps-CIE-10-ES Diagnósticos. Available online: https://eciemaps.mscbs.gob.es/ecieMaps/browser/
index_10_mc_old.html (accessed on 2 January 2020).
Consejería de Sanidad Memoria Año 2019 Del Hospital Central de La Cruz Roja San José y Santa Adela. Available online:
https://www.comunidad.madrid/sites/default/files/doc/sanidad/memo/hosp-memoria2019_h_cruz_roja-ok.pdf (accessed
on 3 June 2022).
Golubev, A.G. COVID-19: A Challenge to Physiology of Aging. Front. Physiol. 2020, 11, 584248. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Berenguer, J.; Ryan, P.; Rodríguez-Baño, J.; Jarrín, I.; Carratalà, J.; Pachón, J.; Yllescas, M.; Arriba, J.R.; Aznar Muñoz, E.; Gil
Divasson, P.; et al. Characteristics and Predictors of Death among 4035 Consecutively Hospitalized Patients with COVID-19 in
Spain. Clin. Microbiol. Infect. 2020, 26, 1525–1536. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Bielza, R.; Sanz, J.; Zambrana, F.; Arias, E.; Malmierca, E.; Portillo, L.; Thuissard, I.J.; Lung, A.; Neira, M.; Moral, M.; et al. Clinical
Characteristics, Frailty, and Mortality of Residents With COVID-19 in Nursing Homes of a Region of Madrid. J. Am. Med. Dir.
Assoc. 2021, 22, 245–252.e2. [CrossRef]
Hewitt, J.; Carter, B.; Vilches-Moraga, A.; Quinn, T.J.; Braude, P.; Verduri, A.; Pearce, L.; Stechman, M.; Short, R.; Price, A.; et al.
The Effect of Frailty on Survival in Patients with COVID-19 (COPE): A Multicentre, European, Observational Cohort Study. Lancet
Public Health 2020, 5, e444–e451. [CrossRef]
Casas-Rojo, J.M.; Antón-Santos, J.M.; Millán-Núñez-Cortés, J.; Lumbreras-Bermejo, C.; Ramos-Rincón, J.M.; Roy-Vallejo, E.;
Artero-Mora, A.; Arnalich-Fernández, F.; García-Bruñén, J.M.; Vargas-Núñez, J.A.; et al. Clinical Characteristics of Patients
Hospitalized with COVID-19 in Spain: Results from the SEMI-COVID-19 Registry. Rev. Clin. Esp. 2020, 220, 480–494. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]
Jiménez, E.; Fontán-Vela, M.; Valencia, J.; Fernández-Jiménez, I.; Álvaro-Alonso, E.; Izquierdo-García, E.; Cebas, A.L.; Ruiz-Elvira,
E.G.; Troya, J.; Tebar-Martínez, A.J.; et al. Characteristics, Complications and Outcomes among 1549 Patients Hospitalised with
COVID-19 in a Secondary Hospital in Madrid, Spain: A Retrospective Case Series Study. BMJ Open 2020, 10, e042398. [CrossRef]
Onder, G.; Rezza, G.; Brusaferro, S. Case-Fatality Rate and Characteristics of Patients Dying in Relation to COVID-19 in Italy.
JAMA 2020, 323, 1775–1776. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Docherty, A.B.; Harrison, E.M.; Green, C.A.; Hardwick, H.E.; Pius, R.; Norman, L.; Holden, K.A.; Read, J.M.; Dondelinger, F.;
Carson, G.; et al. Features of 20 133 UK Patients in Hospital with COVID-19 Using the ISARIC WHO Clinical Characterisation
Protocol: Prospective Observational Cohort Study. BMJ 2020, 369, m1985. [CrossRef]
Richardson, S.; Hirsch, J.S.; Narasimhan, M.; Crawford, J.M.; McGinn, T.; Davidson, K.W.; the Northwell COVID-19 Research
Consortium; Barnaby, D.P.; Becker, L.B.; Chelico, J.D.; et al. Presenting Characteristics, Comorbidities, and Outcomes Among
5700 Patients Hospitalized With COVID-19 in the New York City Area. JAMA 2020, 323, 2052–2059. [CrossRef]
Guan, W.-J.; Ni, Z.-Y.; Hu, Y.; Liang, W.-H.; Ou, C.-Q.; He, J.-X.; Liu, L.; Shan, H.; Lei, C.-L.; Hui, D.S.C.; et al. Clinical
Characteristics of Coronavirus Disease 2019 in China. N. Engl. J. Med. 2020, 382, 1708–1720. [CrossRef]
Shahid, Z.; Kalayanamitra, R.; McClafferty, B.; Kepko, D.; Ramgobin, D.; Patel, R.; Aggarwal, C.S.; Vunnam, R.; Sahu, N.;
Bhatt, D.; et al. COVID-19 and Older Adults: What We Know. J. Am. Geriatr. Soc. 2020, 68, 926–929. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Lippi, G.; Mattiuzzi, C.; Sanchis-Gomar, F.; Henry, B.M. Clinical and Demographic Characteristics of Patients Dying from
COVID-19 in Italy vs China. J. Med. Virol. 2020, 92, 1759–1760. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Martinez-Peromingo, J.; Serra-Rexach, J.A. Long-Term Care Facilities and the COVID-19 Pandemic: Lessons Learned in Madrid. J.
Am. Geriatr. Soc. 2020, 68, 1920–1922. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Bernabeu-Wittel, M.; Gómez-Huelgas, R.; Nieto-Martín, D. SEMI-COVID-19 Network COMMENTSTime to Stop the Tragedy in
Spanish Nursing Homes During the COVID-19 Pandemic. J. Am. Geriatr. Soc. 2021, 69, 320–322. [CrossRef]
Geriatric Medicine Research Collaborative; COVID Collaborative; Welch, C. Age and Frailty Are Independently Associated
with Increased COVID-19 Mortality and Increased Care Needs in Survivors: Results of an International Multi-Centre Study.
Age Ageing 2021, 50, 617–630. [CrossRef]
Lozano-Montoya, I.; Quezada-Feijoo, M.; Jaramillo-Hidalgo, J.; Garmendia-Prieto, B.; Lisette-Carrillo, P.; Gómez-Pavón, F.J.
Mortality Risk Factors in a Spanish Cohort of Oldest-Old Patients Hospitalized with COVID-19 in an Acute Geriatric Unit:
The OCTA-COVID Study. Eur. Geriatr. Med. 2021, 12, 1169–1180. [CrossRef]

Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2022, 19, 12019

39.
40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.
47.

13 of 13

Coll Benejam, T.; Palacio Lapuente, J.; Añel Rodríguez, R.; Gens Barbera, M.; Jurado Balbuena, J.J.; Perelló Bratescu, A.
Organización de La Atención Primaria En Tiempos de Pandemia. Aten. Primaria 2021, 53, 102209. [CrossRef]
San Román, J.; Candel, F.J.; Sanz, J.C.; López, P.; Menéndez-Colino, R.; Barreiro, P.; Carretero, M.D.M.; Pérez-Abeledo, M.;
Viñuela-Prieto, J.M.; Ramos, B.; et al. Humoral and Cellular Response after MRNA Vaccination in Nursing Homes: Influence of
Age and of History of COVID-19. Vaccines 2022, 10, 383. [CrossRef]
Candel, F.J.; Barreiro, P.; San Román, J.; Carretero, M.M.; Sanz, J.C.; Perez-Abeledo, M.; Ramos, B.; Viñuela-Prieto, J.M.; Canora, J.;
Martínez-Peromingo, F.J.; et al. The Demography and Characteristic of SARS-CoV-2 Sero-Positive Residents and Staff of Nursing
Homes for Older Adults in the Community of Madrid: The SeroSOS Study. Age Ageing 2021, 50, 1038–1047. [CrossRef]
Consejo Interterritorial; Sistema Nacional de Salud. Estrategia de Vacunación Frente a COVID-19 En España. Actualización 8. Available online: https://www.sanidad.gob.es/profesionales/saludPublica/prevPromocion/vacunaciones/covid19/Actualizaciones_
Estrategia_Vacunacion/docs/COVID-19_Actualizacion8_EstrategiaVacunacion.pdf (accessed on 3 June 2022).
Abdullah, F.; Myers, J.; Basu, D.; Tintinger, G.; Ueckermann, V.; Mathebula, M.; Ramlall, R.; Spoor, S.; de Villiers, T.; Van der
Walt, Z.; et al. Decreased Severity of Disease during the First Global Omicron Variant COVID-19 Outbreak in a Large Hospital in
Tshwane, South Africa. Int. J. Infect. Dis. 2022, 116, 38–42. [CrossRef]
Maslo, C.; Friedland, R.; Toubkin, M.; Laubscher, A.; Akaloo, T.; Kama, B. Characteristics and Outcomes of Hospitalized Patients
in South Africa During the COVID-19 Omicron Wave Compared With Previous Waves. JAMA 2022, 327, 583–584. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]
Monge, S.; Rojas-Benedicto, A.; Olmedo, C.; Mazagatos, C.; Sierra, M.J.; Limia, A.; Martín-Merino, E.; Larrauri, A.; Hernán, M.A.;
Moreno, D.; et al. Effectiveness of MRNA Vaccine Boosters against Infection with the SARS-CoV-2 Omicron (B.1.1.529) Variant in
Spain: A Nationwide Cohort Study. Lancet Infect. Dis. 2022, 22, 1313–1320. [CrossRef]
Orlando, V.; Coscioni, E.; Guarino, I.; Mucherino, S.; Perrella, A.; Trama, U.; Limongelli, G.; Menditto, E. Drug-Utilisation Profiles
and COVID-19. Sci. Rep. 2021, 11, 8913. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Spini, A.; Crescioli, G.; Donnini, S.; Ziche, M.; Collini, F.; Gemmi, F.; Virgili, G.; Vannacci, A.; Lucenteforte, E.; Gini, R.; et al. Sex
Differences in the Utilization of Drugs for COVID-19 Treatment among Elderly Residents in a Sample of Italian Nursing Homes.
Pharmacoepidemiol. Drug Saf. 2022, 31, 489–494. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

