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Abstract :

Objective: Explore best upper respiratory tract sampling time of suspected novel

coronavirus pneumonia cases.

Methods: We collected dates of patients from Hangzhou, Shenzhen, Jinhua city and
so on who had the clear exposure history of a novel coronavirus

pneumonia(COV1D-19). We retrospected demographic data, exposure time, onset



time, visiting time and positive time for novel coronavirus nucleic acid detection in
respiratory specimens. There were 256 patients from January 20,2020-February
12,2020 from eight cities included in our study. 106 cases appeared symptoms before

January 25" and 150 after.

Results: There were 136(53.1%)male infected cases. The mean age of all patients was
43.80+14.85.The median time from exposure to onset was 5(3,8)days.The median
time of the first time of positive nucleic acid detection was 11(9,14)days and mode
number was 13.The median time from onset to the first time of positive nucleic acid
detection was 6(4,8)days and mode number was 5.The time from onset to definite
diagnosis was 5(3,7) days before January 25" while it was 7.5(5,10)days after which
was significantly shorter before January 25th(U:3885.5,P<0.001). The time from
exposure to definite diagnosis was 11(9,14)days and 11(9,14)days before January 25™
and after and without significant difference. The time from exposure to definite
diagnosis was 11(9,13)days in first-tier cities and 13(11,15)days in second and
third-tier cities. The difference was significantly shorter of first-tier
cities(U=1355.5,P=0.039). And also the time was short from visiting to definite
diagnosis which was 2(2,3)days in first-tier cities and 3(2,4)days in second and

third-tier cities but without significant difference(U=842.5,P=0.054).

Conclusions: From our study we found that the best upper respiratory tract sampling
time for novel coronavirus pneumonia suspects was 13days after exposure. The time
from onset to definite diagnosis was shorter after January 25™. The patients were

diagnosed faster in the first-tier cities after exposure.
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Introductions :

Novel coronavirus infected patients with pneumonia have been discovered in
Wuhan, Hubei since at the end of the December 2019. The epidemic has spread all of
the the country and the wold make a great threat to the public health. There were 114
countries had infected patients and 118 000 patientsin total until March 11" with a
mortality of 3.6%. The first sequencing of the viral RNA gene was completed in
January 3rd by Chinese microbiologists and medical experts. The CDC shared the
new gene sequence of the coronavirus to the world in January 10". They developed
and tested PCR diagnostic reagent which was wildly used in clinic since January 11"
[1].The novel coronavirus pneumoniawas caused by novel coronavirus (2019-nCQOV)
which was renamed as SARS-CoV-2 in February 11" by the the International
Committee on Taxonomy of Viruses. SARS-CoV-2 belongs to the novel coronavirus
of beta genus, with capsule, round or oval, 60-140nm in diameter and positive RNA
virus. In vitro, sars-cov-2 can be found in human respiratory epithelial cellsin about
96 hours [2]. Early novel coronavirus pneumonia patients had a history of Wuhan
residence or contacted with the people from Wuhan, suggesting that there was
interpersonal transmission [3,4]. Covid-19 is a highly infectious disease. The RO of
covid-19in early literatureis 2.2 ~ 2.9 [1,5] and 3.77 in another study including 8 866
patients [6]. Therefore, early diagnasis, isolation and treatment of suspected cases are
essential to control the epidemic. The detection of novel coronavirus nucleic acid isan
effective method for rapid diagnosis [7,8]. However when is the optimal upper
respiratory tract sampling timeis not sure. The optimal sampling time can help usto

diagnosisin time at the same time to avoid the waste of the medical resources.

In this study, we analyzed the distribution of the first positive time after exposure



from different citiesin order to obtain the optimal optimal upper respiratory tract

sampling time.
1. Object and method
1.1 research object

There were 256 patients with clear exposure history of a novel coronavirus
pneumonia(COVID-19) included. We collected exposure time, onset time, visiting
time of some patients and the first time of respiratory tract specimen to be confirmed

positive of novel coronavirus nucleic acid detection.
1.2 Research method

1.2.1 Diagnostic criteriaa COVID-19 was diagnosed by novel coronavirus pneumonia
diagnosis and treatment plan issued by the People's Republic of China health and
Health Committee (trial version sixth). All the suspected patients received the test of
the samples of sputum, throat swab or secretion of lower respiratory tract by real-time

fluorescence quantitative PCR to show that sars-cov-2 nucleic acid was positive.

1.2.2 Data collection: The data was collected and obtained from the electronic case
system which was came from official website of the Municipal Health Committee and
the mainstream media of the city. All the data collected were reviewed by senior

doctorsin order to insure the accuracy.

1.2.3 Inclusion criteria: The patients were consistent with the diagnostic criteria and
the following conditions: a a clear history of Epidemiology (defined contact initiation
and end time), b: single exposure, c: exposure time not exceeding 1 day. Exclusion
criteriac &  history of multiple exposures. B: only one exposure but the time (from
contact initiation to end time) was more than one day. c: without an unclear exposure

time.

1.2.4 Grouping method: The patients were divided into the group before January 25"
including 106 patients and 150 patients in group after January 25™. The patients with



the confirmed visiting time in fist tier city group was 72 cases and 89 cases in second

tier and third tier city group.

Statistical analysis: Statistical analyses were performed using SPSS 23.0
(International Business Machines Corporation, IBM, USA). Normally distributed

. Normally distributed continuous variables are summarized as the mean and standard
deviation and t-test was applied to test differences between two groups; Non-normally
distributed data are recorded as median and interquartile range (Q25, Q75) as

appropriate. , and U-test was applied to test differences between two groups; P < 0.05

was statistically significant.
2. Result

2.1 General information

There were 136 (53.1%) cases were male and 120(46.9%) female, the average age
was 43.80 + 14.85 years old, most of them were between 31 and 70 years old (80.9%).
(Figurel.)

Figurel Agedistribution of COVID-19 patients
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2.2 Time information

The median incubation period was 5(3,8)days and the time range was 0-18days. The
median time from onset to the first time of confirmed nucleic acid positive was
5(4,8)days. The median time from exposure to the first time confirmed nucleic acid

positive was 11(9,14)days with mode number 13day(Figure 2, tablel)

Figure 2 Time distribution of nucleic acid positive from exposure to first swab of pharynx(A

isascatterplot , B isaboxplot)
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Table 1 Demographic characteristics and characteristics of each time period after exposure

Parameters Mean/Proportion/Median Mode Range
Age (years) 43.80+£14.85
Gender(Female) 120 ( 46.9% )

Incubation period ( days ) 5(38) 4 0-18

The time from onset to 5(48) 6 0~-17




diagnosis ( days )
Time of diagnosis ( days ) 3(24) 2 0~-11
Exposure to the time of

11(9,14) 13 4-21
diagnosis ( days )

2.3 Comparison onset time

There was no significant difference between the two groups in age, gender and the
time from exposure to diagnosis between patients before January 25" and after. But

the median time from onset to diagnosis was 5(3,7) days before January 25™ which

was significantly shorter than 7.5(5,10) days(U=3885.5 , P<0.001) (Table 2).

Table2 Comparison between the group with pre-january 25 onset and the group with

post-january 25 onset

Onset before January  Onset after January

Parameters t/X2/U P
(n=106) 25(n=150)

Age (years) 42.8+13.7 44.4+15.6 t=-0.861 0.390

Gender(Female) 46 (43.3) 74 (49.3) 0.879 0.348

The time from

U=3885.
onset to 7.5(5,10) 5(3,7) <0.001
5
diagnosis ( days )
Exposure to the
time of diagnosis 11 (9,14) 11 (9,14) U=8412 0427

( days)




Note: P <0.05 issignificant

2.4 Comparison different regions

The age of onset was younger and the proportion of females was lager in the first tier
cities. The median time from exposure to diagnosis was 11(9,13)days which was
significantly shorter than 13(11,15)days in the second and third tier cities group(U =
1355.5, P = 0.039). The median time from visiting to diagnosis was 2(2,3) days which
was fast than 3(2,4)days in the second and third tier cities but without significant

difference(U=842.5 , P=0.054) (Table 3).

Table 3 Comparison between the first-tier city group and the second - and third-tier city group

Fir-tier cities ~ Second - and

Parameters third-tier cities t7X2/U P
(n=72)
(n=89)
Age (years) 41.39+16.04 46.75+£16.07 t=2.108 0.037
Gender(Female) 39 (54.1) 36 (40.4) 3.010 0.083

Time of diagnosis

2(23) 3(24) U=842.5 0.054
(days )
Exposure to the
time of diagnosis 11 (9,13) 13 (13,15) U=1355.5 0.039

( days )

Note: P < 0.05 issignificant



Discussion

Novel coronavirus pneumonia is infectious at the early stage of onset.
SARS-CoV-2 can be found in human respiratory epithelial cells after infected about
96 hours when isolated and cultured in vitro [2]. The load of viral nucleic acid
reached the peak within 2-5 days after the onset of the disease while the load of
previous SARS CoV vira reached the peak about 10 days after the symptoms
appeared [9]. Real time fluorescent RT-PCR is the most commonly used diagnostic
method at present which amplify the specific nucleic acid sequence in the specimen.
After more than 40 times of amplification, the quantity of nucleic acid can reach

enough to be detected by conventiona methods such as fluorescence.

In this study, 136(52.9%) male patients were more than female which might be
the reason that expression of ACE2 was higher in Asian men [10,11]. There were
80.9% patients distributed from 31 to 70 years old which was similar to the study of

the center of Disease Control and Prevention [12].

The incubation period of infectious diseases refers to the time from the entry of
pathogenic microorganisms into the human body to the first symptoms of infection,
which is an important basis for the isolation time limit of close contacts. The
incubation period of new coronavirus is usually 1-14 days longer than that of SARS
CoV for 2-10 days and mostly 3-7 days. In our study the incubation period was 0~18d,
median time was 5(3,8)days,mean time was 5.5days and mode number was 4days
which was similar as Li reported the retrospective research of the early stage of the
epidemic including 425 patients [1]. However the cases involved in our study were al
single exposure with a time span no more than 1day. There were 161 cases with
confirmed visiting time, though the analysis of these patients the median time from
visiting to diagnosis was 3(2,4)days and mode number was 2days. Although the time
from visiting to diagnosis was in lager span time from 0 to 11days, only 7 cases were
more than 6days, mainly concentrated in 0-6days. The reason for delay diagnosis may

be due to the shortage of medical resources in some hospitals, on the other hand the



early diagnosis of the disease should be confirmed by the expert of Health
Commission. And finally the false negative of nucleic acid test of respiratory could
also cause the delay diagnosis.

The time from exposure to diagnosis of 256 patients was from 4 to 21 days, the
median time was 11(9,14)days and mode number was 13 days. There were aso
several mainly reasons. First of al, the patients would not actively to see the doctor
because of no evident symptoms during incubation period. And then due to the
sengitivity of nucleic acid detection and sample quality the positive rate of pharyngeal
sample nucleic acid detection might be less than 50% [13]. The positive rate may be
higher of the sample form lower respiratory tract(sputum and bronchoalveolar lavage).
However at the early stage of the disease the lesion is usually located in the lateral
zone of the lung with the presentation of dry cough which cause the difficulty to
obtain the sample form lower respiratory tract. At the early stage of infection the
lower load of viral from upper respiratory tract was another reason leads to false

negative test.

We divided groups into before January 25" and after because the first level
response of major public health event was launched successively in most regions of
the country from January 23" to 25". We found that the median time from exposure to
diagnosis was no significance between two groups but the median time from onset to
diagnosis was significantly longer before January 25™ group. It was mainly because of
the rapid response of the Chinese government to take many strategies including
publish epidemic news, providing enough medical resources and so on. In such case,

the patient would go to hospital as soon as they had the symptoms.
Conclusion

The median time from onset to diagnosis was significantly shorter after January
25th group. The optimal upper respiratory tract sampling time from our study was 13
days after exposure. However the sample of our study was small, further larger

sample is needed.
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