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ABSTRACT 50 

 51 

Background 52 

COVID-19 has overloaded national health services worldwide. Thus, early identification 53 

of  patients at risk of poor outcomes is  critical. Our objective was to analyse SARS-CoV-54 

2 RNA detection in serum as a severity biomarker in COVID-19. 55 

 56 

Methods and Findings 57 

Retrospective observational study including 193 patients admitted for COVID-19. 58 

Detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in serum (CoVemia) was performed with samples 59 

collected at 48-72 hours of admission by two techniques from Roche and Thermo Fischer 60 

Scientific (TFS). Main outcome variables were mortality and need for ICU admission 61 

during hospitalization for COVID-19. 62 

CoVemia was detected in 50-60% of patients depending on technique. The correlation 63 

of Ct in serum between both techniques was good (intraclass correlation coefficient: 64 

0.612; p < 0.001). Patients with CoVemia were older (p = 0.006), had poorer baseline 65 

oxygenation (PaO2/FiO2; p < 0.001), more severe lymphopenia (p < 0.001) and higher 66 

LDH (p < 0.001), IL-6 (p = 0.021), C-reactive protein (CRP; p = 0.022) and procalcitonin (p 67 

= 0.002) serum levels. 68 

We defined "relevant CoVemia" when detection Ct was < 34 with Roche and < 31 for 69 

TFS. These thresholds had 95% sensitivity and 35 % specificity. Relevant CoVemia 70 

predicted death during hospitalization (OR 9.2 [3.8 - 22.6] for Roche, OR 10.3 [3.6 - 29.3] 71 

for TFS; p < 0.001). Cox regression models, adjusted by age, sex and Charlson index, 72 

identified increased LDH serum levels and relevant CoVemia (HR = 9.87 [4.13-23.57] for 73 
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TFS viremia and HR = 7.09 [3.3-14.82] for Roche viremia) as the best markers to predict 74 

mortality.  75 

 76 

Conclusions 77 

CoVemia assessment at admission is the most useful biomarker for predicting mortality 78 

in COVID-19 patients. CoVemia is highly reproducible with two different techniques (TFS 79 

and Roche), has a good consistency with other severity biomarkers for COVID-19 and 80 

better predictive accuracy.  81 

 82 

  83 
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AUTHOR SUMMARY 84 

COVID-19 shows a very heterogeneous clinical picture. In addition, it has overloaded 85 

national health services worldwide. Therefore, early identification of patients with 86 

poor prognosis is critical to improve the use of limited health resources. In this work, 87 

we evaluated whether baseline SARS-CoV2 RNA detection in blood (CoVemia) is 88 

associated with worse outcomes. We studied almost 200 patients admitted to our 89 

hospital and about 50-60% of them showed positive CoVemia. Patients with positive 90 

CoVemia were older and had more severe disease; CoVemia was also more frequent in 91 

patients requiring admission to the ICU. Moreover, we defined “relevant CoVemia”, as 92 

the amount of viral load that better predicted mortality obtaining 95% sensitivity and 93 

35% specificity. In addition, relevant CoVemia was a better predictor than other 94 

biomarkers such as LDH, lymphocyte count, interleukin-6, and indexes used in ICU such 95 

as qSOFA and CURB65.  96 

In summary, detection of CoVemia is the best biomarker to predict death in COVID-19 97 

patients. Furthermore, it is easy to be implemented and is reproducible with two 98 

techniques (Roche and Thermo Fisher Scientific) that are currently used for diagnosis 99 

in nasopharyngeal swabs samples.   100 

 101 

 102 

 103 

 104 

 105 

 106 
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INTRODUCTION 108 

The wide spectrum of COVID-19 severity ranges from asymptomatic to critical cases, 109 

albeit less than 10% of patients develop a severe disease [1]. Even though only a minority 110 

of patients need hospitalization for COVID-19, the higher transmission rate of SARS-Cov-111 

2 compared to other viruses, the absence of previous immunity in the population, and 112 

the high incidence of this disease in a short period of time are collapsing health care 113 

systems worldwide [2]. One remaining challenge from COVID-19 is the difficulty of 114 

predicting individual prognosis since determinants of disease severity remain unclear. 115 

Previous studies have suggested that age, male sex, obesity, hypertension, and 116 

underlying diseases like hematologic malignancies are associated with worse prognosis 117 

[3–5]. Likewise, some blood biomarkers are able to predict the emergence of the 118 

cytokine storm leading to severe acute respiratory syndrome, the most frequent cause 119 

of clinical deterioration in COVID-19 patients [6–8].  120 

 121 

Despite the tropism of SARS-CoV-2 for the upper respiratory tissue [9], the relevance of 122 

its viral load in nasopharyngeal samples remains controversial [10]. However, several 123 

authors have reported the detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in serum or plasma samples 124 

(henceforth CoVemia) associated with a worse prognosis, assessed as higher probability 125 

of clinical deterioration, higher levels of interleukin (IL)-6, IL-5 or CXCL10, intensive care 126 

unit (ICU) admission, critical disease and death [8,11–13].  Notwithstanding, the 127 

detection of CoVemia with more sensitive techniques was not associated with mortality, 128 

but with immune suppression status [14]. 129 

 130 
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Therefore, we aimed to assess whether there is an association of CoVemia with COVID-131 

19 severity using two different real-time reverse-transcription polymerase chain 132 

reaction (rRT-PCR) techniques,and compare them with other suggested severity 133 

biomarkers. 134 

 135 

RESULTS 136 

Demographic and clinical characteristics of the study population 137 

One hundred and ninety-three patients were included; their main demographic and 138 

baseline clinical characteristics and laboratory findings are shown in Table 1 and S1 139 

Table.  140 

Table 1. Baseline clinical characteristics of patients according to SARS-CoV-2 RNA 141 

detection in blood by Roche technique 142 

 Study Population 

(n = 193) 

CoVemia 

Absent 

(n = 100) 

Present 

(n = 93) 

P 

Value 

Age 63 (55 - 71) 61 (54 - 68) 67 (59 - 73) 0.001 

Male sex 134 (69) 68 (68) 66 (71) 0.655 

Comorbidities  137 (71) 67 (67) 70 (75) 0.206 

Duration of symptoms 

at admission (days) 

6 (4 - 8) 7 (5 - 9) 6 (4-8) 0.120 

Baseline PaO2/FiO2  188 (100 - 282) 250 (145 – 348) 146 (90 – 214) < 0.001 

Treatment during 

hospitalization 

        

Hydroxychloroquine  186 (96) 97(97) 89(96) 0.629 

Lopinavir/Ritonavir  168 (87) 83 (83) 85 (91) 0.083 

Azithromycin  133 (69) 69 (69) 64 (69) 0.978 

Interferon-β  8 (4) 2 (2) 6 (6) 0.121 

Glucocorticoids  134 (69) 62 (62) 72 (77) 0.020 

Methylprednisolone 

bolus  

101 (63) 42 (53) 59 (72) 0.014 

Tocilizumab 91 (47) 36 (36) 55 (59) 0.001 

Laboratory Findings         
WBC (103/mm3) 

NR: 4.00 - 10.00  

7.18 (4.82 – 9.61) 6.89 (4.66 – 9.35) 7.47 (5.00 – 10.36) 0.374 

Lymphocytes/mm3 790 (590 – 1165) 950 (720 – 1270) 660 (510 – 860) < 0.001 
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NR: 1.00 -4.00 

Creatinine (mg/dl)  

NR:0.70 - 1.20 

0.86 (0.67 – 1.09) 0.85 (0.69 – 1.03) 0.90 (0.63 – 1.16) 0.563 

LDH (U/L)  

NR: 135 - 225 

390 (278 - 512) 314 (246 - 428) 461 (371 - 565) < 0.001 

CK (U/L) 

NR: 20 - 180  

100 (49 - 270) 94 (49 - 155) 110 (56 - 336) 0.315 

Serum IL-6 (pg/ml) 

NR: < 30 pg/ml 

20.7 (7.9 – 52.1) 16.4 (7.5 – 41.3) 27.0 (7.9 – 70.3) 0.031 

Ferritin (ng/ml) 

NR: 30 - 400 

1542 (871 – 2617) 1418 (717 - 2068) 1637 (944 - 3088) 0.267 

CRP (mg/dL) 

NR: 0.00 - 0.50 

12.2 (5.5 - 23.0) 10.3 (5.1 – 19.2) 14.7 (7.5 – 25.7) 0.026 

PCT (ng/ml) 

NR: 0.05 - 0.09 

0.19 (0.11 – 0.41) 0.13 (0.08 – 0.31) 0.26 (0.14 – 0.56) 0.002 

D-dimer (µg/ml)  

NR:0.14 - 0.50  

0.78 (0.52 – 1.47) 0.7 (0.45 – 1.22) 0.87 (0.67 – 1.75) 0.030 

All categorical variables are expressed as number (%) and quantitative variables as median (p25-75). 143 

PaO2/FiO2: arterial oxygen tension – fraction of inspired oxygen ratio; WBC: White Blood Count; NR: 144 

Normal Range; LDH: Lactate Dehydrogenase; CK: Creatin Kinase; IL6: Interleukin-6; CRP: C-Reactive 145 

Protein; PCT: Procalcitonin. 146 

 147 

S1 Table. Baseline clinical characteristics of patients according to SARS-CoV-2 RNA 148 

detection in blood by Thermo Fisher Systems technique. 149 

 Study Population 

(n = 193) 

CoVemia 

Absent (n = 78) Present (n = 115) P 

value 

Age 63 (55 - 71) 61 (53 - 69) 65 (59 - 71) 0.012 

Male sex 134 (69) 50 (64) 84 (73) 0.186 

Comorbidities  137 (71) 55 (70.5) 82 (71) 0.905 

Duration of symptoms 

at admission (days) 

6 (4 - 8) 7 (4-9) 6 (5-8) 0.989 

Baseline PaO2/FiO2  188 (100 - 282) 255 (172 – 352) 146 (87 – 232) < 0.001 

Treatment during 

hospitalization 

        

Hydroxychloroquine  186 (96) 76 (97) 110 (96) 0.515 

Lopinavir/Ritonavir  168 (87) 64 (82) 104 (90) 0.089 

Azithromycin  133 (69) 54 (69) 79 (69) 0.937 

Interferon-β  8 (4) 2 (3) 6 (5) 0.364 

Glucocorticoids  134 (69) 48 (62) 86 (75) 0.050 

Methylprednisolone 

bolus  

101 (63) 30 (51) 71 (70) 0.018 

Tocilizumab 91 (47) 24 (31) 67 (58) < 0.001 

Laboratory Findings         
WBC (103/mm3)  7.18 (4.82 – 9.61) 6.91 (4.89 – 8.56) 7.45 (4.66 – 10.89) 0.328 
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NR: 4.00 - 10.00 

Lymphocyte/mm3  

NR: 1.00 -4.00 

790 (535 – 1165) 1070 (755 – 1485) 700 (535 – 930) < 0.001 

Creatinine (mg/dl)  

NR:0.70 - 1.20 

0.86 (0.73 – 1.09) 0.83 (0.67 – 1.01) 0.92 (0.73 – 1.16) 0.044 

LDH (U/L)  

NR: 135 - 225 

390 (278 - 512) 289 (223 - 390) 457 (350 – 548) < 0.001 

CK (U/L) 

NR: 20 - 180 

100 (49 - 270) 93 (58-155) 117 (48 - 293) 0.412 

Serum IL-6 (pg/ml) 

NR: < 30 pg/ml 

20.7 (7.9 – 52.1) 17.6 (7.5 – 30.4) 26.5 (8.2 – 75.0) 0.012 

Ferritin (ng/ml) 

NR: 30 - 400 

1542 (871 – 2617) 1390 (634 - 2068) 1637 (944 - 3214) 0.104 

CRP (mg/dL) 

NR: 0.00 - 0.50 

12.2 (5.5 – 23.0) 9.1 (4.04 – 18.7) 14.1 (7.3 – 25.8) 0.002 

PCT (ng/ml) 

NR: 0.05 - 0.09 

0.20 (0.11 – 0.41) 0.13 (0.07 – 0.36) 0.23 (0.13 – 0.46) 0.015 

D-dimer (mg/ml)  

NR:0.14 - 0.50 

0.78 (0.52 – 1.47) 0.70 (0.39 – 1.08) 0.87 (0.62 – 2.02) 0.004 

All categorical variables are expressed as number (%) and quantitative variables as median (p25-75). 150 

PaO2/FiO2: arterial oxygen tension – fraction of inspired oxygen ratio; WBC: White Blood Count; NR: 151 

Normal Range; LDH: Lactate Dehydrogenase; CK: Creatin Kinase; IL6: Interleukin-6; CRP: C-Reactive 152 

Protein; PCT: Procalcitonin. 153 

 154 

Depending on the technique, CoVemia was detected in 95 (48%; Roche) and 117 (59%; 155 

TFS) patients; the correlation between Ct (Cycle threshold) in serum obtained with both 156 

techniques was very good (r = 0.738 [0.667 - 0.795], p < 0.001), and detection by TFS 157 

was more sensitive than by Roche (S1A Figure). The agreement to detect CoVemia was 158 

75.5% and the intraclass correlation coefficient was 0.612 (p < 0.001). Conversely, the 159 

correlation of Ct between nasopharyngeal and throat swab (NPTS) and serum samples 160 

was weak either with TFS or Roche techniques (S1B and 1C Figure, respectively).  161 

 162 
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S1 Figure: Correlation between quantitative detection of SARS-CoV-2 in serum 163 

(CoVemia), either with Thermo Fisher Scientific (TFS) or Roche, and in nasopharyngeal 164 

and throat swab (NPTS). A) Correlation between CoVemia with TFS and Roche 165 

techniques; Correlation between SARS-CoV-2 detection in NPTS samples and Covemia 166 

using the TFS technique (B) or the Roche technique (C). Data are shown as dot plots of 167 

the mean Ct values of the RT-PCR for SARS-CoV-2 and the fitted linear prediction 168 

obtained with the option lfit of the command twoway of Stata. Correlation coefficients 169 

and significance levels were estimated with the Pearson’s test. 170 

 171 

Patients with detectable CoVemia were older (p = 0.006), with worse baseline arterial 172 

oxygen tension/fraction of inspired oxygen ratio (PaO2/FiO2; p < 0.001), lower 173 

lymphocyte count (p < 0.001) and higher LDH (p < 0.001), IL-6 (p = 0.021), C-reactive 174 

protein (CRP; p = 0.022) and procalcitonin (p = 0.002) serum levels compared to patients 175 

without detectable CoVemia. In addition, they were more frequently treated with 176 

glucocorticoids (p = 0.016), either oral or bolus (p = 0.015), and with tocilizumab (p = 177 

0.001) (Table 1 and S1 Table). 178 

 179 

There were no significant differences in symptom duration at the time of sample 180 

collection between patients with and without CoVemia (9 days [95%CI: 4 – 13] and 8 [6 181 

– 11] respectively; p = 0.223) with both techniques. Neither we observed correlation 182 

between disease duration and viral RNA detection in serum with both techniques (r = -183 

0.048 [-0.188 - 0.094], p = 0.510 for Roche, and r = -0.104 [-0.241 - 0.038], p = 0.151 for 184 

TFS).  185 

 186 
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Prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 viremia is higher in patients requiring ICU admission  187 

In order to evaluate the relationship between COVID-19 severity and viremia we first 188 

studied the relative frequency of CoVemia in patients who required ICU admission and 189 

those who did not. As shown in Figure 1, viremia was significantly more frequent for 190 

both techniques in patients requiring ICU (p < 0.001 for Roche and p = 0.002 for TFS).  191 

Although TFS was more sensitive to detect CoVemia, it seemed to be less specific to 192 

predict the need for ICU (OR 2.47 [95% CI: 1.37 - 4.47], p = 0.003 for TFS vs 3.04 [1.71 - 193 

5.44] p < 0.001 for Roche). 194 

 195 

Fig. 1. Detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in serum (CoVemia) is more frequent in patients 196 

requiring intensive care unit (ICU) admission. A) Roche technique. B) Thermo Fisher 197 

Scientific technique. Statistical significance was determined with the Chi squared test. 198 

 199 

Additionally, we performed a multivariable logistic regression in order to determine 200 

whether CoVemia can help predicting ICU admission compared to other variables. The 201 

best model to predict the need for ICU admission included the following variables: 202 

COPD, total lymphocyte count and PaO2/FiO2 at admission (Table 2). When we forced 203 

CoVemia into this model, it did not reach statistical significance either when it was 204 

assessed by Roche or by TFS (Table 2). 205 
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Table 2. Variables predicting the need for Intensive Care Unit admission. 206 

 Roche (n = 171) Thermo Fisher Systems (n = 171) 
 OR (95% CI) p OR (95% CI) P 

COPD 4.5 (0.8 - 24.2) 0.079 4.6 (0.8 - 24.9) 0.076 
 Low 
lymphocytes 

1.7 (0.9 - 3.3) 0.130 1.5 (0.8 - 3.1) 0.218 

Low PaO2/FiO2 4.0 (1.8 - 8.7) < 0.001 4.0 (1.9 - 8.7) < 0.001 
CoVemia 1.7 (0.6 - 4.6) 0.333 1.4 (0.7 - 2.9) 0.341 

COPD: Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease; CI: Confidence Interval; OR: Odds Ratio; PaO2/FiO2: 207 

arterial oxygen tension – fraction of inspired oxygen ratio. 208 

 209 

In addition, when we specifically studied the 86 patients that required ICU admission, 210 

no association was found between the presence of CoVemia and the development of 211 

multiorgan dysfunction syndrome prior to admission and during the first 24 hours at the 212 

ICU (S2 Table). 213 

 214 

S2 Table. Multiorgan failure and dysfunction syndrome according to baseline SARS-CoV-215 

2 RNA detection in serum (Thermo Fisher Scientific).   216 

 Negative CoVemia 
(n = 26) 

Positive CoVemia 
(n = 60) 

Total 
(n = 86) 

P value 

MODS (pa) 12 (46.2) 26 (43.3) 38 (44.2) 0.983 
MODS (24 hrs) 19 (73.1) 40 (66.7) 59 (68.6) 0.832 
  
MOF (pa) 1 (3.8) 3 (5.0) 4 (4.7) > 0.99 
MOF (24 hrs) 13 (50) 29 (48.3) 42 (48.8) 0.922 
  

Cardiovascular (pa) 1 (3.8) 5 (8.3) 6 (7.0) 0.661 
Liver (pa) 3 (11.5) 4 (6.7) 7 (8.1) 0.674 
Renal (pa) 5 (19.2) 9 (15.0) 14 (16.3) 0.758 
CNS (pa) 2 (7.7) 6 (10.0 8 (9.3) > 0.99 
Coagulation (pa) 4 (15.4) 12 (20.0) 16 (18.6) 0.767 
  
Cardiovascular (24 hrs) 14 (50.0) 33 (55.0) 47 (54.7) 0.719 
Liver (24 hrs) 2 (7.7) 6 (10.0) 8 (9.3) > 0.99 
Renal (24 hrs) 4 (15.4) 9 (15.0) 13 (15.1) > 0.99 
CNS (24 hrs) 2 (7.7) 3 (5.0) 5 (5.8) 0.648 
Coagulation (24 hrs) 6 (23.1) 9 (15.0) 15 (17.4) 0.435 

MODS (pa): Multiorgan Disfunction syndrome prior to admission; MODS (24 hrs): Multiorgan Disfunction 217 

syndrome during the first 24 hours at the ICU; MOF (pa): Multiorgan Failure prior to admission; MOF (24 218 

hrs): Multiorgan Failure during the first 24 hours at the ICU. Cardiovascular (pa): cardiovascular 219 
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dysfunction/failure prior to admission. Liver (pa): liver dysfunction/failure prior to admission; Renal (pa): 220 

renal dysfunction/failure prior to admission; CNS (pa): central nervous system dysfunction/failure prior to 221 

admission; Coagulation (pa): platelets dysfunction/failure prior to admission; Cardiovascular (24 hrs): 222 

cardiovascular dysfunction/failure during the first 24 hours at the ICU; Liver (24 hrs): dysfunction/failure 223 

during the first 24 hours at the ICU; Renal (24 hrs): dysfunction/failure during the first 24 hours at the ICU; 224 

CNS (24 hrs): central nervous system dysfunction/failure during the first 24 hours at the ICU; Coagulation 225 

(24 hrs): platelets dysfunction/failure during the first 24 hours at the ICU.  226 

 227 

SARS-CoV-2 viremia predicts mortality in COVID-19 admitted patients 228 

As it was previously suggested that CoVemia can be associated with a higher risk of 229 

mortality, we also analyzed how both techniques predicted death during admission. TFS 230 

was more sensitive than Roche’s technique but less specific either in the whole 231 

population (OR 5.8 [2.6 - 13.3] for Roche and 3.3 [1.4 - 7.4] for TFS), or after stratification 232 

by requirement of ICU (S2 Figure). 233 

 234 

S2 Figure. Mortality is higher among patients with positive CoVemia, either in the whole 235 

population (left panels), in those patients requiring ICU admission (middle panels) or 236 

those no requiring ICU (right panels). Odds ratio (OR) and significance level for mortality 237 
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according to the presence of CoVemia was estimated with the cs command of Stata. TFS: 238 

Thermo Fisher Scientific. 239 

 240 

Therefore, we analyzed whether a threshold of CoVemia (as Ct) could help to better 241 

predict mortality during hospitalization. As shown in Figure 2A and 2B the area under 242 

ROC curves for Roche and TFS were quite similar (0.736 [0.642 - 0.829] vs 0.702 [0.603 - 243 

0.801] respectively; p = 0.323). The best cut-off to predict mortality was 34 Ct for Roche 244 

(sensitivity 91%, specificity 38%) and 31 Ct for TFS (sensitivity 93%, specificity 32%). 245 

Using these cut-off points to define “relevant CoVemia”, the capability to predict 246 

mortality improved with both techniques: OR 9.2 (3.8 - 22.6) for Roche and 10.3 (3.6 - 247 

29.3) for TFS (Figures 2C and 2D, respectively). 248 

In addition, Kaplan-Meier curves confirmed that those patients with “relevant CoVemia” 249 

at admission survived less than those with non-relevant detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA 250 

(Figures 2E and 2F), being slightly higher the incidence risk ratio for CoVemia determined 251 

by TFS compared to Roche (IRR 4.1 [2.3 - 6.9] vs 2.4 [1.5 - 3.9] respectively). 252 

 253 
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Fig. 2. Comprehensive analysis of CoVemia as a prognostic marker of mortality in 254 

patients hospitalized for severe COVID-19. ROC curve-analysis for mortality prediction 255 

with Ct values in serum of all patients, according to Roche (A) and Thermo Fisher 256 

Scientific [TFS] (B) techniques. Proportion of deceased patients according to relevant 257 

CoVemia determined by Roche (C) and TFS (D) techniques. Survival analysis with Kaplan-258 

Meier estimator of patients hospitalized for COVID-19 who presented (dotted lines) and 259 

patients who did not present (solid lines) relevant CoVemia according to Roche (E) and 260 

TFS (F) techniques. 261 

 262 

SARS-CoV-2 viremia correlates with severity biomarkers previously described in 263 

COVID-19 patients 264 

In order to further validate the usefulness of CoVemia as predictor of mortality in COVID-265 

19, we analyzed its association with clinical and laboratory parameters that have been 266 

previously associated with worse outcomes  [2,7,15]. As shown in Figure 3, higher levels 267 

of CoVemia were more frequent in elderly patients (p = 0.011) and correlated with 268 

higher qSOFA (p = 0.022), CURB65 (p = 0.014) and Charlson comorbidity (p = 0.078) 269 

indexes.  270 
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 271 

Fig. 3. Association between CoVemia and main sociodemographic and clinical 272 

characteristics of patients hospitalized with severe COVID-19. Correlation between 273 

CoVemia levels (Ct value) and (A) age (years) and (B) Charlson comorbidity index (score). 274 

Distribution of CoVemia levels according to qSOFA index (C), and CURB65 scale (D) 275 

scores. All Ct data shown here were obtained by rRT-PCR in serum with Thermo Fisher 276 

Scientific (TFS) technique. In A and B panels data are shown as dot plots of the 277 

corresponding values and the fitted linear prediction (black line) obtained with the 278 

option lfit of the command twoway of Stata. Correlation coefficients and significance 279 

levels were estimated with the Pearson’s test. In C and D panels data are shown as box-280 
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plot representing the interquartile range (p75 upper edge, p25 lower edge, p50 midline 281 

in the box), p95 (line above the box), and p5 (line below the box). Significance level was 282 

determined with the Kruskall Wallis test. 283 

 284 

Regarding laboratory parameters, CoVemia showed correlation with IL-6 serum levels 285 

and lymphocyte count (Figures 4A and 4B; p = 0.014 and p < 0.001, respectively), and a 286 

better correlation with lactate dehydrogenase serum levels (Figure 4C; p < 0.001). 287 

However, lower significant association was observed with ferritin and D-dimer levels 288 

(Figures 4D and 4E; p = 0.073 and p = 0.023, respectively). 289 

 290 

Fig. 4.  CoVemia correlates with the main laboratory prognosis biomarkers described in 291 

patients hospitalized with severe COVID-19. Correlation between CoVemia levels (Ct 292 

value by Thermo Fisher Scientific [TFS] technique) and IL-6 levels (pg/mL) (A), 293 

lymphocytes count (cel/mm3) (B), LDH levels (U/L) (C), ferritin levels (ng/mL) (D), D-294 

Dimer levels (mg/mL) (E). Data are shown as dot plots of the corresponding values and 295 
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the fitted linear prediction (black line) obtained with the option lfit of the command 296 

twoway of Stata. Correlation coefficients and significance levels were estimated with 297 

the Pearson’s test. 298 

 299 

Finally, we analyzed the hazard ratio for mortality of CoVemia in comparison with all 300 

these parameters. All models were adjusted by age and Charlson index, which 301 

significantly affected survival of COVID-19 patients, as well as by sex, which did not 302 

significantly affect survival. Baseline qSOFA and CURB65 showed the worst capability to 303 

predict survival (Table 3, model 1). On the contrary, the best predictors always included 304 

baseline “relevant CoVemia” and high LDH serum levels (Table 3, all models). 305 

Interestingly, even when relevant CoVemia, and high LDH levels were included together 306 

in model 4, both were able to independently predict survival, although the hazard ratio 307 

was higher for the former (Table 3 last two columns; HR 9.87 [4.13 - 23.57] for TFS 308 

CoVremia and 7.09 [3.39 - 14.82] for Roche CoVemia; HRs for high LDH 2.48 [1.21 - 5.09] 309 

with TFS CoVemia, and 2.39 [1.17 - 4.90] with Roche CoVemia).  310 

 311 

Table 3. Mortality predictive value of CoVemia compared to other factors 312 

 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 

 HR p HR  p HR p HR P 

qSOFA 0.92 N.S. N.I. - N.I. - N.I. - 

CURB65 1.06 N.S. N.I. - N.I. - N.I. - 

Low Ly. 1.85 0.080 - - 1.85 0.091 1.37 0.388 
High IL-6 1.95 0.055 1.74 0.121 - - 1.45 0.304 
High LDH 2.74 0.005 2.74 0.008 2.57 0.011 - - 
CoVemia 
TFS 

13.5 < 0.001 11.30 < 0.001 10.4 < 0.001 9.87 < 0.001 

CoVemia 
Roche 

8.38 < 0.001 6.84 < 0.001 6.69 < 0.001 7.09 < 0.001 

 313 
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CURB65: Confusion-Urea-Respiratory rate-Blood pressure-65-years-old index; HR: Hazard Ratio; p: p-314 

value; N.S.: not significant; N.I.: not included; Low Ly.: low total lymphocyte count; IL-6: interleukin-6; 315 

LDH: lactate dehydrogenase;  qSOFA: quick Sepsis related Organ Failure Assessment; TFS: Thermo Fisher 316 

Scientific. Model 1 adjusted by age, sex and Charlson index. Model 2 adjusted by age, sex, Charlson index 317 

and low total lymphocyte count. Model 3 adjusted by age, sex, Charlson index and high IL-6. Model 4 318 

adjusted by age, sex, Charlson index and high LDH. 319 

 320 

DISCUSSION 321 

Many efforts have been made since the first COVID-19 outbreak in China to identify poor 322 

prognosis factors in this worldwide and evolving pandemic. Several biomarkers such as 323 

low total lymphocyte count, high LDH serum levels, increased acute phase reactants (C-324 

reactive protein, ferritin, fibrinogen, among others) or increased IL-6 serum levels have 325 

been proposed [6,15]. Recently, detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in blood has been 326 

suggested as a potential severity biomarker [12,13,16–18]. In this regard, our results 327 

reinforce these previous data with a main contribution to the management of COVID-328 

19: we have determined a semiquantitative threshold for SARS-CoV-2 RNA detection in 329 

serum early after admission that allows establishing RNA values (“relevant CoVemia”) 330 

associated with higher mortality risk. Furthermore, we have shown that, technically, this 331 

finding is reproducible and, it is the most useful biomarker in the clinical setting for 332 

predicting mortality in COVID-19 patients. 333 

 334 

From a technical point of view, we were able to detect CoVemia with high accuracy and 335 

concordance by using two commercially available kits, from Roche and TFS, as previously 336 

described [19]. These kits had been previously approved for detecting SARS-CoV-2 in 337 

nasopharyngeal samples. Although the sensitivity of TFS technology was slightly better 338 

for SARS-CoV-2 RNA detection in serum, this difference disappeared when the specific 339 
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Ct cut-offs for each kit were applied to define relevant CoVemia. These results support 340 

the notion that the CoVemia detection can be highly reproducible since the Roche and 341 

TFS technologies are based on different procedures for RNA extraction and 342 

retrotranscription, as well as different genes for SARS-CoV-2 detection. Furthermore, 343 

our results validate previous reports  that used the Roche kit and an “in-house” kit for 344 

SARS-CoV-2 RNA detection [12,13].   345 

 346 

From a clinical point of view, we have shown that CoVemia has a high consistence as a 347 

severity biomarker in COVID-19, since it correlates with several variables that have been 348 

proposed to be associated with poor evolution in COVID-19, namely old age, 349 

comorbidity, qSOFA and CURB-65, as well as with laboratory markers such as high IL-6 350 

or LDH serum levels and severe lymphopenia. Furthermore, multivariable Cox regression 351 

analysis identified high LDH serum levels and relevant CoVemia as independent and solid 352 

predictors for mortality after adjusting by age, sex, and presence of comorbidity. Neither 353 

qSOFA, CURB-65, low total lymphocyte count, nor high IL-6 serum levels maintained 354 

statistically significant association with mortality. Therefore, presence of relevant 355 

CoVemia was proved to be the best mortality predictor in our population since it 356 

provides a hazard ratio three times higher than that of the other significant variable, 357 

high LDH serum level. 358 

 359 

Certain immunological mechanisms may underlie some of these associations. First, it is 360 

tempting to suggest that a decrease in activity or number of immune cells involved in 361 

lysis of infected cells may lead to higher viral replication and viral spread in the blood. In 362 

this regard, the correlation between IL-6 levels and CoVemia levels could be related with 363 
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the recent description of lower cytotoxic potential of NK cells and senescence of CD8+ T 364 

lymphocytes associated to high IL-6 levels, which can be restored by tocilizumab 365 

treatment [20]. Second, association between lymphopenia and CoVemia could be 366 

related with lymphocyte viral infection and cellular lysis by cytotoxic cells. However, 367 

lymphopenia is more likely to be related with increased cellular migration into the lungs, 368 

as we have recently described for dendritic cells [21]. 369 

 370 

Strengths of our research include: immediacy of results during the emergency situation 371 

of the COVID-19 first wave, sufficient sample size (n = 193), fulfillment of STROBE 372 

standards for observational research, and a multifaceted view of patients including 373 

Immunology, Microbiology and many clinical assessments. However, this study has 374 

some limitations.  Firstly, a single-center and retrospective design and, therefore, 375 

variability on the day of sample extraction. Nevertheless, the average time from 376 

beginning of symptoms to sample extraction (median of two days) was equal in patients 377 

with positive and negative CoVemia. Secondly, the moderate specificity of relevant 378 

CoVemia at admission to predict mortality. This finding could be associated to the 379 

variability over time of SARS-CoV-2 RNA detection in serum in COVID-19 patients  [22]. 380 

Because of this variability, CoVemia detection at a specific time point may not properly 381 

reflect the state of viral infection, thereby influencing the assessment of severity 382 

outcomes.  This could explain why previous descriptions of SARS-CoV-2 RNA detection 383 

in blood provided heterogeneous information on its value as severity biomarker 384 

[13,14,17]. Therefore, sequential assessment of CoVemia may be needed to improve its 385 

specificity to predict mortality. Last but not least, our findings are restricted to the so-386 

called “first wave”, when an overloaded health system could not cover all the needs to 387 
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provide critical care in some severity ill patients. Although the results are solid, studies 388 

in new waves experienced elsewhere are needed to validate their utility throughout the 389 

pandemic. 390 

 391 

In summary, the study presented here has established the usefulness of SARS-CoV-2 392 

RNA detection in blood in the initial assessment of patients admitted for COVID-19 due 393 

to its capability to predict mortality. This assessment would be easily implemented since 394 

it is reproducible, regardless of the commercially available kit used for SARS-CoV-2 RNA 395 

detection. Accordingly, information from tests widely used for diagnosis could be readily 396 

used for prognosis evaluation. However, the need for quantitative standardization of 397 

relevant CoVemia and evaluation of the meaning of persistent CoVemia must be 398 

addressed in further longitudinal studies.  399 

 400 

METHODS 401 

Study design, population and data collection 402 

This is a retrospective observational study of patients admitted to Hospital Universitario 403 

La Princesa (HUP) during the early weeks of the first wave of COVID-19 outbreak in Spain 404 

(Flow chart in S3 Figure).  405 
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 406 

S3 Figure:  Flowchart of patients included in the study. 407 

 408 

Study inclusion criteria were: a) patients with confirmed detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA 409 

in nasopharyngeal and throat swabs (NPTS), and b) availability of serum samples at the 410 

Microbiology Department for additional measurement of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in blood. 411 

Regarding the last criterion, on average, serum samples were obtained at a median of 412 

two days from admission (interquartile range [IQR] 1 to 3) which nearly corresponded 413 

to one week after the beginning of symptoms (median: 8 days, IQR: 6 to 11). 414 

 415 

Clinical, laboratory and therapeutic data were collected from electronic clinical records 416 

and included in an anonymized database as previously described [6]. Baseline clinical 417 

data refer to those obtained at admission day and baseline laboratory data refer to one 418 

to three days from admission date. 419 
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 420 

SARS-CoV-2 RNA detection 421 

Nasopharyngeal and throat swab samples were obtained and real-time reverse-422 

transcription polymerase chain reaction (rRT-PCR) was performed with LightCycler® 423 

Multiplex Virus Master (Roche Diagnostics, USA) using the LightMix® Modular SARS and 424 

Wuhan CoV E-gene primers (Roche Diagnostics, USA), targeting the e gene as a first-line 425 

screening, followed by confirmatory testing with TaqPath™ COVID-19 CE-IVD Kit RT-PCR 426 

(Applied Biosystems™, USA) which detects three specific SARS-CoV-2 genomic regions: 427 

orf-1ab, s, and n genes. Both procedures were performed according to manufacturers’ 428 

directions on a Quant Studio-5 Real-Time PCR System (Applied Biosystems™, USA) and 429 

amplification curves were analyzed with QuantStudio™ Design and Analysis software 430 

(Applied Biosystems, USA), for their interpretation by a clinical microbiologist.  431 

 432 

To evaluate CoVemia, we used 400 µL of surplus sera from routine HIV and hepatitis 433 

serology assessment that are usually frozen at -20 ºC for internal quality controls. Serum 434 

samples were treated previously for virus inactivation and then tested with two rRT-PCR 435 

methods: cobas® SARS-COV-2 test (Roche Diagnostics, USA), a qualitative assay for 436 

detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA, and TaqPath™ COVID-19 CE-IVD RT-PCR Kit (Thermo 437 

Fisher Scientific [TFS], USA), a multiplex RT-PCR assay for qualitative detection of SARS-438 

CoV-2 nucleic acids, as previously described [19]. The number of amplification cycles 439 

needed for the fluorescence signal to cross the threshold (Ct) was recorded. Briefly:  440 

a) Roche test detects a fragment of the orf-1ab region, specific of SARS-COV-2; and a 441 

conserved region of e gene, a structural envelope gene, for pan-sarbecovirus detection. 442 

Test was performed by cobas® 6800 System (Roche Diagnostics, USA); an automatic 443 
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platform for nucleic acid extraction and RT-PCR amplification and detection. Serum 444 

samples were processed according to manufacturer’s indications, following the same 445 

protocol used for SARS-CoV-2 detection in respiratory samples. Results were analyzed 446 

and interpreted automatically by the cobas® 6800/8800 Software version 1.02.12.1002. 447 

B) TFS test detects three specific SARS-CoV-2 genomic regions: orf-1ab, s, and n genes. 448 

This technique requires a previous nucleic acid extraction from the sample, which was 449 

performed by the automatic eMAG® Nucleic Acid Extraction System (Biomerieux, 450 

France), a validated system for the extraction of nucleic acids from serum and plasma 451 

samples. Extraction was carried out according to eMAG® manufacturer’s directions, 452 

obtaining purified nucleic acids in 60 µL of elution buffer. Assay was performed using 5 453 

µL of the eluted and according to the manufacturer’s instructions, by a QuantStudio™ 5 454 

Real Time PCR System (Applied Biosystems, USA). Amplification curves were analyzed 455 

with QuantStudio™ Design and Analysis software version 2.4.3 (Applied Biosystems, 456 

USA). Interpretation of results was carried out by a clinical microbiologist, through 457 

amplification curve analysis. 458 

 459 

IL-6 serum level measurement  460 

IL-6 serum levels were quantified in duplicate with the Human IL-6 Quantikine high 461 

sensitivity enzyme-immune assay from R&D Systems Europe Ltd. (Abingdon, UK), as 462 

described previously [6].  463 

Variables 464 

We used two different variables to evaluate CoVemia: a) dichotomic variable: CoVemia 465 

was considered positive when at least one of the genes studied was positive according 466 

to the output of the two systems used; and b) quantitative variable:  when more than 467 
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one gene target was detected by one test, the mean Ct value of amplified genes was 468 

calculated. There was a high consistency among the results of the three genes analyzed 469 

with TFS and a slightly lower one for the two genes analyzed in the Roche system [19]. 470 

Since none of the two systems (Roche and TFS) provided positive results with Ct > 40, 471 

by consensus decision, we assigned Ct = 42 to those samples reported as negative (for 472 

all the genes) by the system.  473 

 474 

Baseline IL-6 levels were considered high if > 30 pg/ml, according to their sensitivity and 475 

specificity to predict severity determined in a previous study [6]. In addition, in order to 476 

be able to compare different biomarkers, other continuous variables previously 477 

described as COVID-19 severity biomarkers were also transformed into dichotomic 478 

variables considering as cut-off point their median values in our population, namely: 479 

total lymphocyte count was considered low when < 700 cells/mm3, lactate 480 

dehydrogenase (LDH) serum level was considered high when > 400 U/L, qSOFA and 481 

CURB65 were considered high if > 1. Patients were considered elderly if age > 70 years. 482 

 483 

Multiorgan dysfunction syndrome was considered when at least two organs reached a 484 

score > 1 in SOFA scale [23]. Multiorgan failure was considered when at least two organs 485 

reached a score > 3 in SOFA scale [24]. 486 

 487 

To analyze whether CoVemia could predict disease severity, two main outcomes were 488 

considered: need for ICU admission and all-cause in-hospital mortality. Only 14 patients 489 

out of 89 admitted to ICU did not require invasive mechanical ventilation. 490 
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 491 

Statistical analysis 492 

Statistical analyses were performed using Stata 14 for Windows (Stata Corp LP, College 493 

Station, TX, USA). Quantitative variables following a non-normal distribution were 494 

represented as median and IQR, and the Mann Whitney test was used to assess 495 

significant differences. Variables with a normal distribution were described by mean ± 496 

standard deviation (SD) and differences between groups were assessed with Student’s 497 

t-test. Qualitative variables were described as counts and proportions and Chi square or 498 

Fisher´s exact test was used for comparisons. Correlation between quantitative 499 

variables was analyzed using the Pearson correlation test. To estimate the 95% 500 

confidence interval (CI) of correlation coefficients we used the ci2 command of Stata.  501 

To evaluate the agreement between CoVemia assessed by Roche and TFS we estimated 502 

the intraclass correlation with the icc command of R. 503 

 504 

To determine the variables associated with the need for ICU admission, we performed 505 

a multivariable logistic regression analysis that was first modeled by adding all the 506 

variables with a p-value lower than 0.15 to the bivariable analysis, namely low 507 

lymphocyte count, D-dimer, high LDH, low PaO2/FiO2 (< 250), COPD, high qSOFA, high 508 

CURB65, hypertension, C-reactive protein, and high IL-6 level. The final model was 509 

reached through backward stepwise removal of variables with p-value higher than 0.15 510 

and using Wald tests to demonstrate that each model was better than its previous 511 

iteration. Once the final model was obtained, the dichotomic variables CoVemia (both 512 

Roche and TFS) were forced into the model in order to determine whether they were 513 

able to predict the need for ICU admission. 514 
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 515 

Odds ratio (OR) for mortality according to the presence of CoVemia was estimated for 516 

both systems with the cs command of Stata. Since differences between the two 517 

techniques were detected in the sensitivity to detect viremia and the capability of 518 

predicting mortality, receiver operating characteristic (ROC) analyses were performed 519 

using the roctab command in order to estimate the best cut-off point for each system. 520 

Cut-off values for relevant CoVemia were selected based on the best trade-off values 521 

between sensitivity, specificity and the percentage of patients correctly classified.  522 

Survival time was analyzed by Kaplan-Meier method with the sts command of Stata. 523 

Date of admission was considered the date of entry, and for exit date we considered the 524 

date of death. For those patients without this event, the last revision of the database 525 

(electronic chart or telephone call) on May 21st was used to censor their follow-up. 526 

Differences in time to death between different variables were analyzed by log-rank test. 527 

 528 

To compare the predictive capability of baseline CoVemia with that of other baseline 529 

parameters (qSOFA, CURB65, total lymphocyte count, LDH and IL-6 serum levels) 530 

described in previous publications [12,13,25] we fitted different Cox regression models. 531 

In the first model after adjustment by age, sex and Charlson comorbidity index, the 532 

hazard ratio (HR) for all other variables including relevant viremia by TFS or Roche was 533 

estimated. Since qSOFA and CURB65 did not reach a p-value < 0.15, they were excluded 534 

from the analysis in the subsequent models. Model 2 was adjusted by the same variables 535 

included in model 1 and low lymphocyte count, the hazard ratio for the remaining 536 

variables was then estimated. Model 3 and 4 were developed as model 2 but 537 

substituting low lymphocyte count by high IL-6 and high LDH, respectively. 538 
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 539 

Ethics 540 

This study was approved by the local Research Ethics Committee (register number 541 

4070) and it was carried out following the ethical principles established in the 542 

Declaration of Helsinki. All included patients (or their representatives) were informed 543 

about the study and gave an oral informed consent (registered in the electronic clinical 544 

chart) as proposed by AEMPS (Agencia Española de Medicamentos y Productos 545 

Sanitarios, The Spanish Agency for Medicines and Medical Devices) due to the COVID-546 

19 emergency [26].  547 

 548 

This article was written following the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational 549 

Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) guidelines taking into consideration the difficulties 550 

to obtain all needed information in the setting of the COVID-19 pandemic (S1 551 

Appendix) 552 

 553 
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Martínez Nieto, José María Serra. 574 

Immunology: Francisco Sánchez-Madrid, Cecilia Muñoz-Calleja, Arantzazu Alfranca, 575 

Ana Marcos-Jiménez, Santiago Sánchez-Alonso, Ildefonso Sánchez-Cerrillo, Laura 576 

Esparcia, Pedro Martínez-Fleta, Celia López-Sanz, Ligia Gabrie, Luciana del Campo 577 

Guerola, Elena Fernández, Reyes Tejedor. 578 

Intensive Care Unit: Alfonso Canabal, Diego A. Rodriguez-Serrano, Nuria Arevalillo-579 

Fernández, Marta Chicot Llano, Begoña González de Marcos, Pablo A. Patiño Haro, 580 

Marina Trigueros Genao, Begoña Quicios Dorado, David Jiménez Jiménez, Macarena 581 
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