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Summary. Background. The media’s key role in con-
veying health information to the public is not always sup-
ported by the quality of the reporting. Despite findings
from observational studies (OSs) represent a substantial
proportion of media health news, limitations of OSs are
often overlooked in medical journals’ abstracts, in press
releases, and in associated news stories. The objective of
this analysis is to investigate how Italian online news media
report on a contemporary OS published in a major medical
journal and dealing with a topic of widespread interest.
Methods. The OS was published in Nature Medicine (Nat
Med) in February 2022. It is a large retrospective cohort
study aimed at characterizing the post-acute cardiovas-
cular manifestations of covid-19. We collected Italian on-
line news articles covering the Nat Med study that were
released in the first two weeks after study publication.
Based on resources focused on evaluation and proper re-
porting of OSs, we identified five thematic categories to
be employed as a minimal reference standard to address
the quality of reporting of the Nat Med study. Namely: 1)
causality, 2) fear mongering, 3) spin, 4) actionability and
5) critical evaluation. Then, we defined a 13-item checklist
aimed at exploring the existence of issues within each of
the online news article with regard to the five thematic
categories above. Outcome was the percentage of news
articles covering the NM study showing issues with each
of the five thematic categories. Results. After checking
for inclusion and exclusion criteria, we collected 30 news
articles. Global inter-rater agreement related to the check-
list completion by 4 raters was substantial. An issue with
causality was identified in 30 articles out of 30 (100%). An
issue with fear mongering was identified in 25 (83.3%) of
the 30 articles, and an issue with spin in 21 (75%) of the 28
articles. Furthermore, an issue with actionability and critical
evaluation was identified in 16 (53.3%) and 26 (86.7%) of
the 30 articles, respectively. Conclusions. Our analysis of
Italian online news media reporting about a contemporary
OS published in @ major medical journal and dealing with
a topic of high public interest has shown that most news
articles fail to properly report on the study’s findings.
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Osservare le osservazioni sulla ricerca osservazionale:
come | media online italiani hanno riportato un recente
studio osservazionale mainstream.

Riassunto. Introduzione. Il ruolo importante dei media nel
veicolare al pubblico i risultati della ricerca sulla salute non
€ sempre supportato dalla qualita delle notizie. Nonostante
i risultati di studi osservazionali (SO) rappresentino una parte
sostanziale delle notizie sulla salute riportate dai media, i limiti
degli SO risultano spesso sottovalutati negli abstract degli ar-
ticoli pubblicati su riviste scientifiche, nei comunicati stampa e
nelle notizie associate. L' obiettivo di questa analisi € di valutare
come i media online italiani hanno riportato i risultati di un
recente SO pubblicato su un’importante rivista medica e foca-
lizzato su un tema di ampio interesse. Metodi. Lo SO oggetto
di questa analisi & stato pubblicato su Nature Medicine (Nat
Med) nel febbraio 2022. Si tratta di un ampio studio retrospet-
tivo di coorte il cui obiettivo era quello di caratterizzare le ma-
nifestazioni cardiovascolari post acute di covid-19. Abbiamo
raccolto gli articoli dei media italiani online che riportavano i
risultati dello studio di Nat Med e che erano stati pubblicati
nelle prime due settimane dopo la pubblicazione dello studio.
Sulla base di risorse focalizzate sulla valutazione critica e sulla
comunicazione appropriata della ricerca osservazionale, ab-
biamo identificato cinque categorie tematiche da impiegare
come standard minimo di riferimento per valutare la qualita
della comunicazione dello SO in esame: 1) relazione causale,
2) allarmismo, 3) spin, 4) azionabilita and 5) valutazione critica.
Successivamente, abbiamo definito una checklist di 13 item,
con |'obiettivo di esplorare all'interno di ciascun articolo online
I'esistenza di criticita relative alle cinque categorie tematiche
suddette. Per ognuna delle cinque categorie tematiche, abbia-
mo quindi calcolato la percentuale di articoli online con criti-
cita. Risultati. Sulla base dei criteri di inclusione ed esclusione
predefiniti, abbiamo raccolto 30 articoli pubblicati sui media
online. L'accordo inter-osservatore relativo al completamento
della checklist da parte dei 4 valutatori e stato sostanziale.
Criticita con la relazione causale sono state identificate in 30
articoli su 30 (100%). Criticita con I'allarmismo sono state
identificate in 25 articoli su 30 (83,3%) e con lo spin in 21
articoli su 28 (75%). Inoltre, criticita con I'azionabilita e la va-
lutazione critica sono state identificate rispettivamente in 16
(53,3%) e in 26 (86,7%) su 30 articoli. Conclusioni. Questa
analisi sulla comunicazione da parte dei media italiani online di
uno SO contemporaneo, pubblicato su un'importante rivista
medica e focalizzato su un argomento di interesse generale,
ha mostrato che la maggior parte degli articoli ha riportato in
modo non appropriato i risultati dello studio.

Parole chiave. Media online, ricerca osservazionale.
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Introduction

The media play a central role in informing and ed-
ucating the public about science and medicine. By
selecting which health studies to cover and how to
report on them, the media can exert influence on
individual behaviour and public health, the health
services utilization, and the transmission of medical
knowledge to the scientific community’.

Unfortunately, the media’s key role in conveying
health information to the public is not always sup-
ported by the quality of the reporting. Recently, the
first systematic review and meta-analysis was con-
ducted on the quality of news reports on the effects
of health interventions®. This analysis exposed how
numerous reports conveyed an unbalanced and over-
simplified portrait of the potential consequences of
these interventions.

Consistently, over the past two decades, some re-
markable initiatives aimed at monitoring the quality
of health news reporting - the Australian Media Doc-
tor®, the Canadian Media Doctor* and the US Health
News Review® - observed a general poor medical
news reporting on health studies, regarding both ran-
domized controlled trials (RCTs) and observational
studies (OSs).

By allowing causal inferences between treatments
and effects, RCTs play a stronger role than OSs in ad-
dressing decisions on health interventions and thus
-one would expect- in catching news titles. Yet, find-
ings from OSs represent a substantial proportion of
media health news. For example, when compared to
high-impact medical journals, newspapers have been
shown to preferentially cover OSs over RCTs®. Coher-
ently, press releases from high-impact medical jour-
nals were found to cover OSs more frequently than
RCTs".

Inherent methodological problems with OSs limit
the ability to infer causal relationships between vari-
ables. Still, limitations of observational research are
often overlooked in abstracts published in medical
journals, in press releases and in associated news
stories®.

Moreover, news media reports on health studies
can misrepresent the studies’ results, either by le-
veraging spin and fear mongering or by suggesting
the need to undertake corrective actions that are
solely based on observational findings®!°. Through-
out the past decade, a few studies examined the
quality of health news in Italian print media'*!2
These studies’ results raised concerns regarding
the reliability of a significant proportion of Italian
health news. The past ten years have also seen a
sharp decline in newspaper readership in contrast
to the significant increase in Italian online news
audiences.

The objective of this analysis is to investigate the
quality of Italian online news media reporting on a
contemporary OS published in a major medical jour-
nal and dealing with a topic of widespread concern
and interest.

Methods

The OS, titled “Long-term cardiovascular outcomes
of covid-19,” was published in Nature Medicine (Nat
Med) on the 7% of February 2022'%. This is a retrospec-
tive cohort study aimed at characterising the post-
acute cardiovascular manifestations of covid-19 by
comparing 153,760 individuals with a covid-19 diag-
nosis against two control cohorts of 5,637,647 (con-
temporary controls) and 5,859,411 (historical con-
trols) individuals without a covid-19 diagnosis. Partic-
ipants’ data were extracted from the US Department of
Veteran Affairs’ national healthcare databases.

The study found that, following the first 30 days and
within 12 months of infection, individuals with previ-
ous covid-19 were observed to have a higher cardio-
vascular disease incidence compared to the control
cohorts. Conditions examined included cerebrovas-
cular disease, dysrhythmias, ischaemic and non-isch-
aemic heart disease, pericarditis, myocarditis, heart
failure and thromboembolic disease. The cardiovas-
cular disease incidence was found to increase pro-
gressively among non-hospitalised and hospitalised
covid-19 patients and among those admitted to inten-
sive care due to covid-19 complications.

This study gained early widespread media and
social media attention: two weeks after publication,
the study reached an Altimetric score of 14,082, which
has since grown.

ONLINE NEWS SEARCH

We initially performed a Google web search. The
search was limited to results in the Italian language,
encompassing data from February 7" to February 21
and including the following key word combinations:
“covid-19” AND “nature medicine” AND “malattie
cardiovascolari” [cardiovascular disease]; “covid-19”
AND “nature medicine” AND “infarto miocardico”
[myocardial infarction]; “covid-19” AND “nature med-
icine” AND “ictus” [stroke]; “covid-19” AND “nature
medicine” AND “scompenso cardiaco” [heart failure].

We also searched directly the major Italian online
news outlets, the news outlet list in the Nat Med ar-
ticle Altmetrics page, and finally we searched through
secondary sources (e.g., online articles that were
mentioned by other online articles).

The web search process was carried out by two in-
dependent authors.
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ARTICLE SELECTION

We included online news articles that covered the Nat
Med study as their main subject, which were written
in Italian and were published between the 7" and the
21* of February 2022. These dates cover the first two
weeks after the online publication of the Nat Med
study. We excluded articles published on websites
that were primarily aimed at healthcare profession-
als, hard paywalled articles, articles in blogs and “co-
py and paste” articles (i.e., articles that were copied
partially or totally from other online articles). Finally,
we also excluded news articles that mentioned the
Nat Med study, but in which this study was not the
main article’s subject.

DATA COLLECTION

The first set of online articles were collated inde-
pendently by two authors based on the prespecified
inclusion and exclusion criteria. Subsequently, the
selected articles were reviewed independently by two
additional authors, thereby refining the selection fur-
ther. Finally, all of the authors discussed and approved
the final news articles selected. The target information
was collated from the titles, full texts and from the im-
ages or videos included in the articles, wherever pres-
ent. The data were collated using Microsoft Excel.

DEVELOPMENT OF A CHECKLIST TO ASSESS
THE QUALITY OF HEALTH NEWS ARTICLES COVERING
OBSERVATIONAL RESEARCH

We searched for guidelines and other resources fo-
cused on how health researchers and journalists
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should critically evaluate and properly report on
health studies, with a particular emphasis on obser-
vational research.

Based on the collected resources'*'®we identi-
fied five thematic categories that we employed as
a minimal reference standard for proper reporting
of OSs. Namely: 1) causality, 2) fear mongering, 3)
spin, 4) actionability and 5) critical evaluation. The
definitions of each category are detailed in table
1. In order to evaluate the quality of news report-
ing of the Nat Med study, we defined a list of items
aimed at exploring the existence of issues in each
online news article with regard to the five the-
matic categories above. All the authors evaluated,
discussed, and modified the items until a consen-
sus was reached consisting of a 13-item checklist
(table 2).

DATA EXTRACTION AND ARTICLE EVALUATION

The four authors of this article (two medical doctors
and two health journalists) independently complet-
ed the 13-item checklist for every online news article
included in the analysis. For every news article, each
rater attributed dichotomous answers (“yes” or “no”
to the checklist’s items.

When a minimum of three out of the four raters
provided the same response to an item, the answer
to the corresponding item was considered complete
and coherent based on the majority’s response. Items
where the response was split evenly (two raters select-
ing one response and the other two raters selecting a
different response), the four raters would discuss the
answers until a consensus was attained. Inter-rater
agreement among raters was evaluated using Fleiss
Kappa.

Table 1. Thematic categories investigated in the online news article analysis.

Thematic categories

Definition

Causality

Fear mongering

Spin

Actionability

Critical evaluation

The ability of a news article covering observational research not to use causal language. The need,
for the same article, to report on the inability of observational studies to establish definitive causal
relationships between variables.

A form of manipulation which causes fear through the exaggeration of rumours of impending
danger.

A specific intentional or unintentional reporting that fails to faithfully reflect the nature and range
of findings and that could affect the results produced in readers™.

The avoidance, by an article reporting on observational research, to recommend taking practical
actions that are solely based on the study findings.

The need for a news article reporting on an observational study to mention the main limitations/
characteristics of a study (e.g., the observational and not experimental study design, whether it is
retrospective or prospective, the context, the sample demographics and the need for confirmation
in other studies).
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Table 2. Checklist for the evaluation of news articles.

Number

1

Item
The article uses language that implies causality between the investigated variables.

The article mentions the inability of observational research to establish a causal relationship

Category
Causality

Causality

Fear Mongering

Fear Mongering

Spin

Spin

Spin

Actionability

Critical evaluation

Critical evaluation

2 between the investigated variables
Issue with CAUSALITY= Both answers “yes” to item 1 and “no” to item 2
B The article uses terms that evoke negative feelings, such as fear, concern or alarm.
4 The article includes images or videos that evoke negative feelings such as fear, concern or
alarm.
Issue with FEAR MONGERING= Answer “yes” to item 3 and/or item 4
5 Results are reported only as relative risk reduction.
6 Only the “worst” version of results is reported.
7 The article uses language that exaggerates the study findings.
Issue with SPIN= Answer “yes” to at least 2 items among items 5-7
8 The article reports directly or indirectly (e.g., by using the voice of experts) on the need to
undertake actions on the basis of the study findings.
Issue with ACTIONABILITY= Answer “yes” to item 8
9 Zzg article reports that they are covering an observational study and not an experimental
10 The article reports whether it is a prospective or retrospective analysis.
11 The article refers to the mean characteristics of the people included in the study (and to
people for whom results could be relevant).
12 The .article mentions the context of the study (e.g., whether other studies exist with similar
or different results).
13 The article highlights the need to confirm the results through other studies (e.g., prospective

ones).

Critical evaluation

Critical evaluation

Critical evaluation

Issue with CRITICAL EVALUATION= Answer “no” to at least 4 items among items 9-13

DATA ANALYSIS

We established the proportion of online news articles
in the Nat Med study that were found to display issues
with causality, fear mongering, spin, actionability and
critical evaluation (tables 1 and 2).

Results

Following the online search, we collected an initial set
of 49 online news articles. After screening of these ar-
ticles for exclusion criteria, 19 articles were excluded,
and 30 articles constituted the final sample. A list of the
final 30 online news articles and their weblinks is avail-
able in Supplement 1. Evaluation of these 30 articles by
four raters using the checklist resulted in the collation
of 390 items per rater, equating to a total of 1560 items.

Global inter-rater agreement was substantial, with
an average Fleiss Kappa of 0.73 (0.34-1). Uncertain

answers (50% positive and 50% negative raters’ re-
sponses) requiring discussion constituted 8% of the
checklist’s items. A consensus (with at least three rat-
ers out of four giving the same response to each item)
was reached through discussion in 100% of the items.

Table 3 details the outcome analysis. An issue with
causality was identified in 30 articles out of 30 (100%).
An issue with fear mongering was identified in 25
(83.3%) of the 30 articles, and an issue with spin in 21
(75%) of the 28 articles. Furthermore, an issue with ac-
tionability and critical evaluation was identified in 16
(53.3%) and 26 (86.7%) of the 30 articles, respectively.

Discussion

Our analysis of the Italian online media coverage of
a prominent OS published in a high-impact medical
journal shows that most news articles have substan-
tial issues relating to the quality of their reporting.
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Table 3. Results of checklist completion.

Items/categories Answers (yes/no),
proportion (%)
CAUSALITY
1 The article uses a language that implies causality between the inves- Yes, 30/30
tigated variables (100%)
2 The article mentions the inability of observational research to estab- No, 30/30
lish a causal relationship between the investigated variables (100%)
f PR P 30/30
Issue with CAUSALITY (Both answers “yes” to item 1 and “no” to Item 2) (100%)
FEAR MONGERING
3 The article uses terms that evoke negative feelings such as fear, con- Yes, 24/30
cern or alarm. (80%)
4 The article includes images or videos that evoke negative feelings Yes, 8/30
such as fear, concern or alarm. (26.7%)
. P . 25/30
Issue with FEAR MONGERING (Answer “yes” to item 3 and/or item 4) (83.3%)
SPIN
37 o ] Yes, 18/28
5 Results are reported only as relative risk reduction. (64,3%)
p " - - Yes 20/29
6 Only the “worst” version of results is reported. (69%)
7 The article uses a language that exaggerates the study findings. Y(%Sézfg/f)o
; P q ; 21/28
Issue with SPIN (Answer “yes” to at least 2 items among items 5-7) (75%)
ACTIONABILITY
The article reports directly or indirectly (e.g., by using the voice of 16/30
8 experts) on the need to undertake actions on the basis of the study
-APE (53.3%)
findings.
Issue with ACTIONABILITY (Answer yes to item 8) [(EelY
(53.3%)
CRITICAL EVALUATION
9 The article reports that they are covering an observational study and No, 28/30
not an experimental one. (93.3%)
The article reports whether the article is a prospective or retrospective No, 29/30
10 .
analysis. (96.7%)
1 The article refers to the mean characteristics of the people included No, 21/30
in the study. (70%)
12 The article mentions the context of the study (e.g., whether other No, 26/30
studies exist with similar or different results). (66.7%)
13 The article highlights the need to confirm the results through other No, 29/30
studies (e.g., prospective ones). (96.7%)
26/30

Issue with CRITICAL EVALUATION (Answer “no” to at least 4 among items 9-13)

(86.7%)
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The major limitation of OSs, the difficulty to infer
causation from correlations among variables, was never
mentioned by the news articles included in our analysis.
Moreover, most of the news articles showed issues with
the thematic categories of critical evaluation, spin and
fear mongering, while reporting on the Nat Med study.

These results are consistent with other studies
investigating the quality of news media coverage in
health research, both in Italy'!'? and in other coun-
tries®. However, to our knowledge, no study had fo-
cused yet on how contemporary observational re-
search on health is covered by Italian online news
media.

In our analysis, 53% of the Italian news articles
proposed to undertake corrective actions as a conse-
quence of the Nat Med study findings. Consistently,
the Nat Med paper implies actions as a consequence
of the study results: «Governments and health sys-
tems around the world should be prepared to deal
with the likely significant contribution of the cov-
id-19 pandemic to a rise in the burden of cardiovas-
cular diseases. [...]| Addressing the challenges posed
by Long covid will require a much needed, but so far
lacking, urgent and coordinated long-term global re-
sponse strategy»">.

Observational analytical research is the most suit-
able research strategy for evaluating a naturally oc-
curring exposure (e.g., covid-19) with regard to its
ability to increase the risk of one or more outcomes
(e.g., cardiovascular disease). However, in the ab-
sence of robust replication, findings from a single ret-
rospective study should not be deemed sufficient to
inform corrective actions.

The attitude towards recommending corrective
actions that are solely based on non-randomized
studies’ results is not new: 56% of the authors of OSs
published in high-impact journals were found to
make health recommendations based on their non-
randomised studies’ results'’.

However, even if the Nat Med study results were
definitive in regard to the causal relationship between
covid-19 and cardiovascular disease, an increased in-
cidence of a condition after an exposure is not equiv-
alent to knowing what intervention would improve
outcomes in this situation. To identify such an inter-
vention, an RCT would be required.

Translating the results of scientific research into
news is a challenging task. Although journalists play
a key role, the responsibility for a problematic health
news reporting goes far beyond the media realm. For
example, a trend towards an unbalanced and hyped
reporting of health study outcomes has been ob-
served over the past decades, both in abstracts and in
articles’ main texts'®19.

Press releases, in turn, often fail to consider study
limitations or industry funding and tend to frame the
study results in formats that may exaggerate or over-

simplify the findings to facilitate media uptake and
dissemination®. About this point, associations have
been reported between exaggeration in health news
and exaggeration in academic press release* and,
consistently, between high-quality medical journal
press releases and better associated news stories?.

These findings seem to fit in with our study, as a
press release about the Nat Med study, disseminated
by the office of Research and Development within the
US Veterans Affairs Administration on the 16" of Feb-
ruary 2022%, mirrors the shortcomings we observed
in the online news articles.

Hype in news reporting about health does not
come without consequences: for example, people are
more likely to consider treatments as beneficial when
the associated news stories are reported with spin®.

Some studies investigated the barriers to a proper
health news reporting: competition for space and
audience, tight timelines, low budgets, newsrooms
staff reductions, and lack of medical and statistical
knowledge have previously been described as the
mmoest common obstacles to improving health news
reporting>%2,

Journalists could also be led (or explicitly invited)
to highlight in their articles some aspects that amplify
research results to satisfy business models. Such an
action could be based on the sale of advertising space,
in which one of the selling points is often the number
of visits to publication websites. Moreover, journalists
also struggle to access primary sources of scientific
literature, which are often constrained by paywalls.

Finally, this issue is further exacerbated by inad-
equate training: for instance, in Italy there is no offi-
cial curricular course on science journalism. Instead,
training relies on personal initiative and on single
institutions that offer a master’s degree in scientific
journalism.

Pilot studies investigating the development and
feasibility of training interventions aimed at jour-
nalists showed encouraging results in improving the
quality of health reporting?”28.

Our analysis has limitations. First, the findings re-
fer to the media coverage of a single OS, and therefore,
these findings cannot be generalised to the media
coverage of other health studies. The second poten-
tial limitation is the time frame of our analysis which
was limited to news articles that were published in
the early phase following the publication of the Nat
Med paper. Consequently, this time frame could have
overestimated the flaws and defects of these articles
because of the lack of time available to journalists for
analysing and critically appraising the covered study.
Nonetheless, this time frame was selected because
news media generally concentrate on the coverage of
a health study in the short term after the study publi-
cation, and therefore the most impactful messages to
the public are also concentrated in this very period.
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Another limitation concerns the checklist and the-
matic categories used to evaluate the news reports.
The checklist employed in our study has not been
validated. Still, although other categories could have
been chosen, our checklist includes a minimal quality
reference based on existing guidelines and resources
on the proper reporting of observational research.

Future perspectives

Our study evaluated the criticalities of online media
coverage of a mainstream OS. In order to achieve a
broader view of the shortcomings of online health re-
porting in Italy, we also aim to investigate the media
coverage of other study designs.

Conclusions

In summary, our analysis of Italian online news me-
dia reporting about a contemporary OS, published in
a major medical journal and dealing with a topic of
high public interest, has shown that most news arti-
cles fail to properly report on the study’s findings.
Alarge portion of those medical practices that end
up being contradicted by well conducted RCTs had
originally been adopted on the basis of findings from
0Ss®. The lack of critical appraisal of observational
research by the media could lead individuals and in-
stitutions to consider the associations highlighted in a

Take home messages.

Our analysis of Italian online news media reporting
about a contemporary observational study published in
a major medical journal and dealing with a topic of high
public interest has shown that most news articles fail to
properly report on the study’s findings.

Issues were detected in most news articles with regard
to each of the thematic categories we used as a refer-
ence for the quality of reporting, namely: Causality, Fear
Mongering, Spin, Actionability, and Critical Appraisal.

Our findings are coherent with the current literature
about the shortcomings of health news media report-
ing and add a more specific insight on the online media
coverage of a mainstream OS in a definite geographical
area.

The lack of critical appraisal of the Nat Med study find-
ings by the media could mislead individuals and institu-
tions to consider the associations highlighted in a single
retrospective cohort study as definitely causal.

Based on the current corpus of evidence, a strict collab-
oration between medicine and the media is warranted
to investigate through an RCT whether and to what
extent a sound scientific training aimed at journalists
would improve the quality of health reporting.

R. Rasoini et al.: To observe the observations on observational research | 615

study as definitely causal. In doing so, some news ar-
ticles might unwillingly promote low-value care (e.g.,
unnecessary cardiologic evaluations in asymptomatic
patients with previous mild covid-19), economic in-
terests, unwarranted fear or even reliance on unreli-
able medical interventions.

Our findings are coherent with current literature
about the shortcomings of health news reporting and
add a more specific insight on the online media cov-
erage of a mainstream OS in a definitive geographical
area.

Based on the current corpus of evidence, a strict
collaboration between medicine and the media is war-
ranted to investigate through an RCT whether and to
what extent a sound scientific training aimed at jour-
nalists would improve the quality of health reporting.
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Supplement 1. Articles included in the analysis.

Article title & Hyperlink
Covid-19 puo aumentare il rischio di malattie cardiovascolari
Long Covid: potrebbe esserci un rischio maggiore di sviluppare malattie cardiovascolari
Long Covid, dall'ictus all’aritmia, i rischi dopo la malattia: quali sono gli esami per prevenirli?
Covid, il rischio cardiaco resta alto per i guariti anche a distanza di tempo
Covid, dal rischio cardiovascolare all’aspettativa di vita: le conseguenze sulla salute

Covid, chi ha contratto il virus ha il 62% di probabilita in piu di avere un infarto: ecco le malattie
cardiache che si rischiano

«Rischio cardiaco per i guariti Covid fino a 1 anno dopo»

Quanto dura il “rischio cardiaco” per chi guarisce dal Covid

Covid, rischio patologie cardiache anche dopo la guarigione: la probabilita & elevata
Molto tempo dopo il Covid-19, il cuore € ancora malato

Il Covid mette a dura prova la salute del cuore: “Rischi fino a 1 anno dopo la guarigione”
| pazienti Covid corrono un rischio maggiore di sviluppare malattie cardiovascolari

La “coda” della pandemia non porta solo buone notizie. Uno studio

Covid, studio americano dimostra I'elevata probabilita di contrarre malattie cardiache dopo la guari-
gione

Covid, per i guariti aumenta il rischio di infarto: nuova scoperta da uno studio

Covid, chi ha contratto il virus ha il 63% di possibilita in piu di avere un infarto

Nuovo studio: Chi ha avuto il Covid-19 ha il 62% di probabilita di avere un infarto

Covid e infarto, nuovo studio: la probabilita aumenta drasticamente fino al 62%. La scoperta
Patologie cardiache dopo il Covid, rischi e complicazioni piu frequenti: gli effetti del Long Covid
Covid, rischio problemi al cuore fino a un anno dopo

Le conseguenze del Covid: aumentano i rischi legati a ictus e infarti

Covid: per i guariti aumenta il rischio di infarto

La COVID-19 aumenta il rischio di malattie cardiache

Le infezioni da COVID-19 aumentano il rischio di malattie cardiache fino ad un anno dopo
Rischio cardiaco per i guariti Covid fino a 1 anno dopo

Se il Covid minaccia il cuore: “Fattore di rischio che si somma agli altri. La prevenzione resta I'arma
piu importante”

Covid e malattie cardiovascolari: lo studio
Una ricerca Usa afferma che per i guariti da Covid aumenta il rischio cardiaco
Covid-19, il rischio cardiovascolare a lungo termine & piu alto

Postumi Covid, nei pazienti guariti un aumento di eventi cardiovascolari: parla I'ex primario Raniero
Di Giovambattista
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wired.it
corriere.it
milano.corriere.it
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timgate.it
ilpost.it
emergency-live.com

ilmattino.it
targatocn.it

napolitoday.it
palermolive.it

tuttosanita.com

azinforma.com
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https://tg24.sky.it/salute-e-benessere/2022/02/13/covid-rischi-conseguenze-salute
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http://tgcomnews24.com
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https://medicinalive.com/medicina-tradizionale/ricerca-e-sperimentazione/covid-rischio-problemi-cuore-fino-anno-dopo/
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http://timgate.it
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http://emergency-live.com
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https://www.napolitoday.it/benessere/salute/malattie-cardiovascolari-covid-relazione-miocardite.html
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https://palermolive.it/una-ricerca-usa-afferma-che-per-i-guariti-da-covid-aumenta-il-rischio-cardiaco/
http://palermolive.it
https://www.tuttosanita.com/covid-19-il-rischio-cardiovascolare-a-lungo-termine-e-piu-alto/
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