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Abstract

During the SARS-CoV -2 outbreak that caused the coronavirus pandemic it is important now more than
ever that scientists and public health officials work side-by-side and use their avail able resources to track
patient information from those that have been affected by the novel coronavirus. The ability to track the
disease helpsidentify possible trends and patterns that can be used by public health officials to make
more informed decisions. Tracking data like this may be the key to helping states and countries safely re-
open. However, when analyzing large collections of data there is the occurrence of confounding factors
such as biases in patient sampling. In this project, a massive collection of COVID-19 data was anayzed,

and explored potential biasesin patient sampling were explored.

1. Introduction

In early 2020, the novel coronavirus, also known as SARS-CoV -2, caused a global pandemic [1]. Dueto
this, many countries have put their residents under strict public health restrictions and stay-at-home
orders. The fast spread of the virus has forced businesses, schoals, office buildings and many other public
places to shut down and move to remote-work locations. The fast-paced spread of COVID-19 is caused
by basic human interactions such as shaking hands and indirectly through objects that have been used or
touched by those infected [2]. With this ongoing spread it isimportant that public health officials have the

full visualization of the infection rates, and know the locations where infections continue to rise.

To be able to create visualizations, certain data from the patients being diagnosed with COVID-19 needed

to be collected and uploaded by scientists around the world.

The GISAID Initiative was created to enable the faster sharing of data from diseases and viruses such as
the novel coronavirus[3]. Thisinitiative proved to be very useful to this research study because of the

amount of information that medical facilities around the world were willing to share to this database. The
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records maintained in the GISAID Database offer biological information about the specimen collected
and demographic information about the patient from which the specimen was collected. Databases that
encourage data sharing are important because they help researchers from all around the world better

understand a global pandemic, and how diseases and viruses are spreading and evolving [3].

The key reason for this study is to observe possible sampling errors that may occur with the collection of
data. To combat the COVID-19 pandemic, researchers need to make inferences from data collected from
patients. However, for these inferences to be generalizable, researchers need to account for potential
confounding factors, such as biases in the patient sampling. In this project, we analyzed a massive

collection of COVID-19 data, and we explored potential biases in patient sampling.

2. Methods

Patient records were extracted from the GISAID database to form a collection of dataon COVID-19

patient records. The process of data collection was performed to be able to identify all of the patient

F A F .
Exctrac: Parse the
patient datc JSON file Visualize
frem GISAID into variods data
into & J50M data collections.
file collections.
'\-. f‘ Ny f. '* J

information that has been collected. Python was used to read the collection of data. This data was then

analyzed and visualized using the seaborn and matplotlib Python libraries.

Figure 1: The process of obtaining over 75,000 patient records and generating visualizations.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199497
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199497; this version posted September 23, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

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

COVID-19 ANALYSIS |5

2.1 Obtaining the collection of data

Data was extracted from the GISAID database. The extracted datawas stored in a gzipped JSON fileasa

dataset of over 75,000 patient specimen records.

2.2 Reading the collection of data

Python was used to load the contents of the gzipped file and create adictionary to hold the patient

records.

Each patient record stores an identifier, demographic information about the patient, biological information
about the specimen sample that was collected, information about the lab that collected the specimen, and
information about the lab that submitted the data to the GISAID database. This study focused on the

following attributes:

Key attributesfor this study

Attribute type Attribute description
Accession ID The record identifier.
Gender The gender of the patient. [4]
Location Where the virus was found. [4] Continent and country are provided, and

the names of smaller regions (such as state) may also be provided.

Patient age The age of the host. [4]
Collection date When the sample was collected. [4]
Submission Data When the |ab submitted the data for the record.

Note: Some portions of the attribute descriptions were taken from a source. [4]
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While analyzing the data, it was discovered that not all patient records provided the same types of
attributes, and the data was not always formatted the same way for a given attribute. Furthermore, some
attribute data were not formatted in away that would be usable in the visualization techniques that we

implemented. In general, there were three types of “bad data’ that we encountered:

Typesof bad data

Number [ Type Description
1 missing Datafor the attribute of interest was not provided in the record.
2 unknown Datafor the attribute-of -interest was provided in the record, but was

entered as some variation of "unknown" or "not applicable".
Misspellings may occur.

3 invalid Datafor the attribute-of -interest was provided in the record, but
contained an error such as formatting inconsistencies or
misspellings.

Python scripts were written to read and display the data that was held in the records. Learning what
information was held in the records alowed the identification of data-entry errors that needed to be
corrected, and the discovery of information that could potentially uncover interesting trends. To capture
as much usable data as possible for analysis and visualization, scripts were written to correct the data-
entry errors that were encountered throughout the records. Analyzing the information contained in the

dataset was essential for choosing what data to include in the visualizations.

2.3 Data Visualization
A variety of figures were generated to visualize trends in the data. Pie charts were generated using the

matplotlib Python library. [5] Graphs such as count plots, bar plots, and violin plots were generated using

the seaborn Python library. [6]


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199497
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199497; this version posted September 23, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

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

COVID-19 ANALYSIS |7

For many of our charts and graphs, new datasets were created to hold the data required for the
visualizations. The type of visualization used to generate each figure was determined by the purpose of
the visualization and whether or not frequencies (or "counts") of a categorical attribute-of-interest were

calculated before generating the figure..

Types of visualizations used

Type of Pur pose of the visualization Do frequencies (or " counts")
visualization need to be calculated before
generating the figure?

pie chart Display the parts that make up awhole. Yes

bar plot On one axis, display the options for the datavalues | Yes
of acategorical variable. On the other axis, display
arange for aquantitative variable. Display
rectangular bars to represent the relationships
between the two variables.

count plot On one axis, display the options for the datavalues | No
of a categorical variable. On the other axis, display
arange for the frequencies of that categorical
variable.. Use rectangular bars to represent the
frequency of each datavalue option.

violin plot On one axis, display the options for the datavalues | No
of a categorical variable. On the other axis, display
arange for aquantitative variable. Display violin
shapes to represent the kernel density estimation of
each data value option.

3. Results

3.1 Data Collection

At the time of this study, the GISAID database provided 75,571 entries of COVID-19 patient records
from around the world. These entries were submitted from countries al around the world, including
China, England, Itay, Jamaica, the United States, and many more. During the data collection process

many inconsistencies were noticed among the data set. These inconsi stencies were due to the fact that the


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199497
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20199497; this version posted September 23, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

Itis made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

COVID-19 ANALYSIS |8
database allows for manually-entered user input instead of automated input. Once inconsistencies like this
were fixed, the data collection process gave the study very good results to work with. With over 75,000
records from around the world, getting to see the different continents where the data came from is
important. The results below will show the number of records submitted by each continent. The results

show the age and gender are among the two highest attributes that were missing throughout the dataset.

Global collection of 75,571 COVID-19 Patient Records
Dates: 2010-03-12 to 2020-5-9

AFRICA

ASIA

MORTH AMERICA
CENTRAL AMERICA

S0OUTH AMERICA

Continent

AMERICA, unspecified

EUROPE

OCEANIA - AUSTRALIA

OCEANIA, other

10 107 10#
Number of records

Figure 2: The database provided datafor 75,571 patient records from around the world. This bar plot

shows the number of patient records submitted from each continent that was found in the dataset.
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Amounts of known and unknown
gender data from 75,571 records

male

16.96%

female
14.23%

68.81%

unknown

Figure 3: This pie chart shows the amounts of known and unknown gender datain the dataset. Some
records provided gender as either female or male, and the others provided gender as unknown. Female

patients are in pink, male patients are in blue, and the unknown isin gray.
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Formats of age data of
75,571 COVID-19 patient records

Unknown
/ unknown
[ uknown

69.12%

30.74%
0.13%

decimal valid integer

/ range
/ other string

Figure4: This pie chart is a categorization of the patient age data that was found throughout the dataset.
Ageswere provided as either an integer, a string indicating “ unknown”, or as other non-standard strings.

The results show that only about 30% of the age data was provided.

Missing/unknown attributes throughout the dataset

Address
Submitting lab
Host
Tpe
Authors I
cender [N
Passage detailsmistory |GG
Originating lab | G
Patient 2 |
specimen source | S

100 10t 10# 108 10#
Frequency of being missing or unknown

Attribute
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Figure5: This bar plot shows how often data was missing or unknown in the dataset. The y-axis shows

various attributes, and the x-axis represents how often bad data was encountered for these attributes.

3.2 Patient Demographics. Country

The following visualizations will show which countries around the world are sharing the most patient
records. By yielding data by country, results can be generated to show which gender has a higher
infection rate per country. Filtering out the results to only show the countries that have reported 1,000+
records to the database helped to narrow down the results to the countries that need to be focused on the

most.

75,571 COVID-19 patient recor ds categorized by country Dates: 2010-3-12 to 2020-5-9
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Figure 6: This count plot shows the number of COVID-19 patient records submitted by each country.

On the y-axisis the country's name and on the x-axis is the number of records.
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Countries with over 1,000
COVID-19 patient records

Canada China Netherlands India Spain Australia Scotland Wales Usa England
Country

Number of records

10°

Figure 7: This bar plot shows the countries that have submitted over 1,000 records. The number of

records in log-scale are on the y-axis and the name of the country on the x-axis.

3.2 Dates

One of the attributes that is collected by the database is “ Collection date,” which isthe day on which the
patient's specimen sampleis collected. Another attribute is “ Submission Date,” which isthe day on which
the data for the patient's specimen sample was submitted to GISAID. Both of these differ greatly from
one another, and that it iswhy it isimportant to be able to measure the time difference between them

both. The results will show how long various countries take to submit the patient data they have collected.

3.2.1 Collection Dates

As previously mentioned, the collection date indicates when the medical facility took the sample of the
COVID-19 patient. Thisis different from the submission date, which indicated when the facility
submitted the data to the GISAID Initiative. So results will show the time between submissions was as
long as two months at atime. These bar plots below show when COVID-19 specimen samples were

collected in China, the United States, England, and Australia.
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CHINA Collection dates
earliest: 2013-07-24, latest: 2020-07-22
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Figure 8 (a): Thisbar plot visualizes the collection dates that were attached to each of the patient records
that were submitted from China. On the y-axis the frequency islisted (hnumber of records) and on the x-
axis we have the date intervals as monthly. This means that between the months of January and March,

China submitted over 100 records per month.

USA Collection dates
earliest: 2020-01-19, latest: 2020-07-07
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Figure 8 (b): This bar plot visualizes the collection dates that were attached to each of the patient records

that were submitted from the United States. On the y-axis the frequency is listed (number of records) and
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on the x-axis we have the date intervals as monthly. The results show that between the months of March

and June, the USA submitted over 1,000 records.

ENGLAND Collection dates
earliest: 2010-03-12, latest: 2020-07-17
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Figure 8 (c): Thisbar plot visualizes the collection dates that were attached to each of the patient records

that were submitted from England. On the y-axis the frequency is listed (number of records) and on the x-
axis we have the date intervals as monthly. Between the months of March and May, England submitted

over 1,000 records.

AUSTRALIA Collection dates
earliest: 2020-01-03, latest: 2020-07-25
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Figure 8 (d): Thisbar plot visualizes the collection dates in Australia. On the y-axis the frequency is
listed (number of records) and on the x-axis we have the date intervals as monthly. The results show that,

in the month of March, over 1,000 were reported.

3.2.2 Number of days between collection of samplesand submission of data
In this study the comparison between the submission date against the collection date was done in order to
have a better idea of the time elapsed between those dates. The results will show how some countries took

longer than others to submit their results to the GISAID Database.

The violin plot shows how quickly data was submitted from China, the United States, England, and
Australia. Thereis aclear comparison between which countries submit their data quicker than other
countries. It isimportant that medical facilities share COVID-19 data as quickly as possible to help public

health officia's make informed decisions.
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Figure9: Thisviolin plot shows the kernel density estimates of the time elapsed to submit data after a
sample had been collected in China, the United States, England, and Australia. On the y-axis the country
islisted and on the x-axis the days are listed. The results show the USA, England, and Australia submitted

records in under fifty days.

3.3 Patient Demographics. Location, Gender, and Age

During the data collection process it was noted that for over 60% of the data it was not specified whether
the sample was taken from a male or female human. However the rest of the data did have amale or
female input. Using this data, plots were made to show the rate of male, female, and unknown gender

patients with COVID -19 in different countries.
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3.3.1 Location and Gender

Country categorized by Gender

Gender
female
104 male
unknaown
ul
o
|-
(=]
¥
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£ 10°
=
=
China UsA England Australia

Country
QOut of the 42,615 patient records from these countries,
55.0% held either female of male gender data.

Figure 10: This count plot shows the frequencies of female and male COVID-19 patients in the records
from China, the United States, England, and Australia. The number of recordsin log scale are on the y-
axis and the country is on the x-axis. The color pink represents all the female patients, the color blueisal
male patients, and gray is all the patients that did not have a gender for. The results show that England

and the USA are imputing the most unknown data for gender.
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CHINA: States categorized by Gender
(States with over 20 patients)

female
250 - mem male
unknown
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SHANGHAI
SICHUAN
ZHENIANG

State

Note: State and Gender data were obtained from
1,018 out of 1,075 records in China (94.7%).
Out of the records that provided State and Gender data,
610 (59.92%) provided male or female Gender data rather than 'unknown'.

Fig 11: These stacked bar plots show what portion of each state in China has records for patients of
female, male, or unknown gender. On the y-axis the number of patientsislisted and on the state names

are on the x-axis. The results show that a majority of unknown records come from Hubei.
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USA: States categorized by Gender
(States with over 1000 patients)
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Note: State and Gender data were obtained from
15,270 out of 15,542 records in USA (98.25%).
Out of the records that provided State and Gender data,
2,507 (16.42%) provided male or female Gender data rather than 'unknown’.

Fig 11 (b): These stacked bar plots show what portion of each state in the United States has records for
patients of female, male, or unknown gender. On the y-axis the number of patientsislisted and on the
state names are on the x-axis. This plot shows that Michigan and Washington have submitted only

unknown Gender data.
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ENGLAND: States categorized by Gender
(States with over 5 patients)
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Note: State and Gender data were obtained from
190 out of 23,318 records in England (0.81%).
Out of the records that provided State and Gender data,
189 (99.47%) provided male or female Gender data rather than 'unknown’.

Fig 11 (c): These stacked bar plots show what portion of each state in England has records for patients
of female, male, or unknown gender. On the y-axis the number of patientsis listed and on the state

names are on the x-axis. The plot shows that these states have not produced any unknown data.
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AUSTRALIA: States categorized by Gender
(States with over 60 patients)
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Note: State and Gender data were obtained from
2,598 out of 2,680 records in Australia (96.94%).
Out of the records that provided State and Gender data,
1,681 (64.7%) provided male or female Gender data rather than 'unknown'.

Fig 11 (d): These stacked bar plots show what portion of each state in Australia has records for patients
of female, male, or unknown gender. On the y-axis the number of patientsislisted and on the state
names are on the x-axis. This plot fromAustralia shows that the state Victoria has the most amount of

data compared to the other two states.

3.3.2 Location and Age

In this study relating the age of the infected COVID-19 patients with their location was an important
priority. The following plots will show four different countries China, England, Wales, and the USA. In
these violin plots the results will show the average age of the people getting infected by the virus. These
violin plots are designed to keep public health experts informed about the rising infection rates. Knowing
the age of those who are contracting the virus more often than others hel ps keep the public safety in order.

The results from the violin plots show how every country has a different average age.
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Ages of COVID-19 Patients in various countries
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Figure11: Age (in years) are on the y-axis, and countries are on the x-axis. This violin plot shows the
probability distributions for the ages of COV ID-patients in China, England, the United States, and
Ausdtralia. The results show that China, Australia, and the USA have a median age of over 40 years old.

While England shows a higher median age at around 60 years old.

3.3.3 Laocation, Age, and Gender

The following violin plot will show acombination of three attributes: the Location, Age, and the Gender.
Analyzing all three of these alows for the visualization of the different distributions between male and
female patients. Female patients will be shown in pink while the male distribution will be shown in blue.
The results below show four different violin plots to show the different distribution of four different

countries.
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Age categorized by Gender of COVID-19 patients
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Fig 12: Once again the age in yearsis on the y-axis and the countries are on the x-axis.
Theviolin plot has been split to show all female recordsin pink and the male records in blue. This split
violin plot shows the distribution of patient ages for female and male patientsin China, the United States,
England, and Australia. In Chinaand Australia,the distributions for male and femal e patient ages are
even. In the USA, thereis a heavier distribution of male patients above 50 years old. And In England,

there is a heavier distribution of females under 40 years old.

4. Discussion

4.1 Reflectionsfor each chart and graph

The beginning figures provide information about which continents have submitted the most patient
records, which were: Europe, North America, and Asia. It isimportant to keep in mind that inferences can
be made about the number of COVID-19 patients in various locations, but the number of records
submitted may not necessarily reflect the actual number of people afflicted by the SARS-CoV-2 virusin

those locations.
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Further into the results section there were plots that provide information about the data for patient gender,
and the patient age that was found in the dataset. When the gender and the age attribute was taken
throughout the dataset, the unknown amount is significantly higher than the amount of data that was
properly submitted. Due to this bad data, almost 70% of the records in the dataset were excluded when
analyzing patient gender and patient age. Due to this high percentage of unknown data a bar plot was
provided to inform about how often bad data was encountered in this study. The results showed gender
and patient age were two of the highest records in the dataset that had missing, unknown, or invalid data.

Also, note that one record may be missing multiple attributes at atime.

Also in the results section many plots provide information about data-submitting practices and COVID-19
rates in various countries. In the time range specified in figure 6, ten countries have submitted over 1,000
patient records. The result showed that England, USA, Wales, Scotland, and Australia have submitted the
most patient records. With so many records a plot was provided to identify information about when the
specimen samples were collected in various countries. Results showed the country of China collected the
majority of their samples in the earlier months of the year 2020. The results a so suggest that China had
an earlier pandemic than the rest of the countries. China has the highest rate of “before 2020” collection.
Inference can be made that most of the collections made in the United States, England and Australiawere
done during the early months of spring and al throughout the summer. The plot also shows that the
United States started collecting samples later than China. These plots show that all three countries had a
soaring amount of collections during the same months. This suggests that the United States, England, and

Australia experienced the worst of the COVID-19 pandemic at the same time.

Plots were also made to provide information about how much time has passed between sample collection
and data submission in various countries. China generally took between 50 and 100 days (2-3 months) to

submit COVID-19 patient data after taking a specimen sample, which is slower than what was observed
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in the USA (0-2 months), England (0-2 months), and Australia (0-2 months). Among these four countries,

Australiais shown to be likely to submit patient data within 1 month of taking a specimen sample.

Theviolin plots that were made provide information about the gender data provided by the patient records
in China, the USA, England, and Australia. In each of these four countries, the number of patient data
increases from female to male to unknown. That is, the number of male patient datais higher than the
number of female patient data, and the number of patient data of unknown gender is higher than the
numbers of patient data for both females and males. In Chinaand Australia, the number of unknown-
gender patientsis higher but relatively similar to the numbers of female and male gender patientsin the
respective countries. In the USA and England, the number of unknown-gender patientsis much higher

than the numbers of female and male gender patientsin those countries.

Additionally violin plots were also used to provide information about patient ages in various countries.
China, the USA, and Australia have amedian age of over 40 years old. England shows a higher median
age: around 60 years old.In adifferent plot the results show that in Chinaand Australia, the distributions
for male and female patient ages are even. In the USA, thereis a heavier distribution of male patients

above 50 years old. In England, thereis a heavier distribution of females under 40 years old.

4.2 Theimpact of bad data
Missing, unknown, and invalid data ("bad data") resulted in smaller sample sizes, which could limit the
generalizability of inferences made from data analysis. As discussed in Section 4.1, almost 70% of patient

records had bad data for gender and age.

Other than the issues with gender and age data discussed in Section 4.1, location data was also difficult to

read and to accurately discern usable data. Regarding the | ocation data provided in the records, the
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formatting was inconsistent, and it is also common to encounter inconsistent naming conventions, and

even typos.

To prevent the inclusion of bad data when performing analyses, bad data had to be handled on a case-by-
case basis. Error-detection methods were implemented throughout the study. When data for an attribute-
of-interest was missing in arecord, that record had to be excluded from the analysis. When formatting or
spelling errors were encountered, either data-exclusion or data-correction was performed, depending on

whether or not the correction could be confidently-assumed from the bad data.

4.3 Possible improvementsfor data entry practices

If adataset is not cleanly-structured, the computational analysis processis adversely affected. Some
potential improvements to data entry practices are improving manual data entry and using automated data
capture instead of manual data entry. If manual dataentry is used, the process can be improved by the use
of dropdown menus (rather than free text) and data validation to ensure that all information is formatted
correctly. If automated data capture (such as reading data directly from afile) is used instead of manual
data entry, the precision and correctness of the data would be greatly improved, along with increasing the

efficiency of the data entry process.

Although error-detection and error-correction methods were used during this study, there are risks
involved with handling data this way. Thereis ahigh chance that errors may go undetected and will not
be excluded in the dataset, which would cause bad datato be included in the analysis. If datais excluded,
the sample size to make inferences from is smaller. Data-correction is preferred over data-exclusion, if
possible, but is still not risk-free. If error-correction is used, there isrisk involved with choosing to

assume what the corrected value of the datais.
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Along with the risks involved, there were a so impacts on the implementation of the code used in this
study. As new errors were discovered throughout the study, new code was written to handle those errors.
Many errors were handled using very specific code rather than being generalizable. For example, specific
code was written to handle individual abbreviations, misspellings, and other alternative naming
conventions. Onetool that helped improve the efficiency of reading and filtering the datawas a
predefined list of countries. The data-handling process could potentially be further improved by utilizing

predefined lists, such aslists of all citiesin a country.

5. Data Availability

The Google Colab Notebook for this project can be found at:

https://colab.research.google.com/drive/12KULPY klQsxc-v8ayZcl Etf43tOxZfkh?usp=sharing
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