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Abstract

Objective: To compare the difference between severe and non-severe COVID-19
pneumonia and figure out the potential symptoms lead to severity.

Methods: Articles from PubMed, Embase, Cochrane database, and google up-to 24 February
2020 were systematically reviewed. Eighteen Literatures were identified with cases of
COVID-19 pneumonia. The extracted dataincludes clinical symptoms, age, gender,
sample size and region et al were systematic reviewed and meta analyzed.

Results: 14 eligible studies including 1,424 patients were analyzed. Symptoms like
fever (89.2%), cough (67.2%), fatigue (43.6%) were common, dizziness, hemoptysis,
abdominal pain and conjunctival congestion/conjunctivitis were rare. Polypnea/dyspnea
in severe patients were significantly higher than non-severe (42.7% vs.16.3%,
P<0.0001). Fever and diarrhea were higher in severe patients(p=0.0374and0.0267).
Further meta-analysis showed incidence of fever(OR1.70,95%CI 1.01-2.87),
polypnea/dyspnea(OR3.53, 95%CI 1.95-6.38) and diarrhea(OR1.80,95%CI 1.06-3.03)
was higher in severe patients, which meant the severe risk of patients with fever,
polypnea/dyspnea, diarrhea were 1.70, 3.53, 1.80 times higher than those with no
corresponding symptoms.

Conclusions: Fever, cough and fatigue are common symptoms in COVID-19
pneumonia. Compared with non-severe patients, the symptoms as fever,
polypnea/dyspnea and diarrhea are potential symptoms lead to severity.

Introduction

In December 2019, a series of unknown caused pneumonia appeared in Wuhan, it's
clinical manifestations were very similar to viral pneumonia®. Later novel coronavirus
was found as source virus, and named COVID-19'2. At present, novel coronavirus
pneumonia (NCP) had been rapidly spread throughout China and overseas countries .
Human-to-human transmission of this virus was proved [*”. The clinical features of
NCP patients were diversified, in severe cases it may lead to acute respiratory distress
syndrome (ARDS) and even death!®™. Currently, no systematic review and
Meta-analysis of the clinical characteristics of NCP was found. This paper reviewed and
compared the difference between severe and non-severe of the disease, which would
help to better understand and guide future.

Method

Sources and search criteria


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.04.20030965
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.04.20030965; this version posted March 9, 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

We conducted a comprehensive systematic search of PubMed, Embase, Cochrane database, and
google to find all published studies that describe the clinical characteristics of
COVID-19, using the search terms, “novel coronavirus’, “SARS-CoV-2", “COVID-19".
According to title and abstract, two independent researchers selected and classified
literatures, and reviewed all followed criteria

Inclusion and exclusion criterina

Literatures described NCP patient's clinical signs. If there were duplicates in the study
population, the literature with the largest sample size will be included. Cases that did
not describe the clinical characteristics of NCP patients and repeated cases were
excluded. Articles published by the same author were carefully screened to identify
duplication.

Data extraction and analysis

All available publications have been carefully analyzed and strictly reviewed. The
collected clinical datainclude population data (age, gender), number of patients and
clinical manifestations. Full-text versions of relevant articles were reviewed, quality of
the selected articles were evaluated, and clinical characteristics were extracted. We
compared the clinical characteristics of severe and non-severe patients originally from
three articles classified NCP patients as severe and non-severe.

Statistical analysis

SAS 9.4 and Review Manager 5.3 software were used for analysis and drawing.
Continuous variables were represented by median and quartile ranges (IQR).
Classification variables were summarized as counts and percentages in each category.
The age, gender, number and clinical signs of NCP patients were statistically described;
Cochran-mantel-Haenszel test (stratified chi-square test) was used to compare the
differences between severe and non-severe NCP. With OR (Odds ratio) as the effect
guantity, we used Mantel-Haenszel test with fixed or random effect for further
meta-analysis of the clinical signs with statistical differences, and showed by drawing
forest map. Symmetry tested by funnel plot.

Results

Search result

A total of 333 relevant literatures published in PubMed and other databases were
detected, 68 were removed because of duplication. 265 were removed based on the
inclusion criteria. 23 literaturesdid not report clinical signs. 4 were excluded because of
casesoverlapped[8-9.12-13]. Finally, 14 articles were included for the final
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analysis[10-11.14-25]. Fig 1 shows the study selection flowchart. Data from al eligible
studies were obtained frompublished manuscripts.

Synthesis of results

A systematic review showed that 610 patients (42.8%) with NCP were female. Fever
(89.2%) and cough (67.2%) were the most common symptoms, followed by fatigue
(43.6%), phlegm (28.6%), shortness of breath/difficulty(21.7%), and the less common
symptoms were dizziness, hemoptysis, abdominalpain,

conjunctival congestion/conjunctivitis.1,377 cases were divided into severe group (1,110)
and non-severe group (267), Stratified chi-square test showed that there was
nosignificant difference in gender between the two groups(P>0.05), and the median age
of severe patients was slightly older. Polypnea/dyspneain severe patients were
significantly higher than in non-severe patients (42.7% vs.16.3%, P<0.0001), fever and
diarrhea were higher in severe patients (P=0.0374and0.0267). Conjunctival
congestion/conjunctivitis (P=0.0176), hemoptysis (P=0.0344), anorexia (P=0.0008),
dizziness (P=0.0023) and abdominal pain (P=0.0015) may highly occurred in severe
patients, but the dates of these symptoms only been reported in one or two literatures, so
inter-group comparisons of these symptoms should be treated with caution. (See fig 2
and 3)

Meta analysis results

3 literatures including 262 cases in the severe group (245 fever,93.51%) and 1,095 cases
in the non-severe group (967 fever,88.31%) were used to meta analysis for fever; Three
studies were considered to be homogeneous, and fixed effect model (Chi*=0.88, P=0.64,
12=0%). The pooled effect was 1.70 (95%Cl, 1.01- 2.87) indicating fever patients had a
1.70 times higher incidence of severerisk than non-fever. On symptoms of
polypnea/dyspnea, 262 cases in the severe group(112 polypnea/dyspnea,42.75%) and
1095 cases in the non-severe group(179polypnea/dyspnea,68.32%). Test showed that 3
literatures have certain heterogeneity(Chi2=5.26,P=0.07, 12=62%), so the random effect
model was adopted; The individual OR effect showed differently, but combined OR
effect was 3.53 (95%CIl, 1.95-6.38), indicating the incidence of severe risk of the
patients with polypnea/dyspnea was 3.53 times higher than those none. On symptoms of
diarrhea, 266 casesin the severe group (25 diarrhea,9.40%) and 1,110 casesin the
non-severe group (48diarrhea,4.32%). Test showed homogeneity (Chi’=0.32,
P=0.85,1%= 0%) and fixed effect model was used, The combined OR value was 1.80
(95%CIl, 1.06-3.03), indicating the incidence of diarrheain the severe group
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significantly higher than non-severe group, and the severerisk of diarrheapatients was
1.80 times higher than those none. (See Fig 4)

The graphsin funnel plots of fever, polypnea/dyspnea and diarrhea are basically
symmetrical, which looks like no significant publication deviation. (See fig 5)
Discussion

There was no difference in proportion of gender between severe and non-severe NCP
patients, which was consistent with the latest report[11-14]. Most of the patients showed
fever and cough. Compared with non-severe patients, Fever, Polypnea/dyspnea and
Diarrhea were more common in severe patients. But recent reports showed that there
was no difference in the proportion of fever and diarrhea between severe and non-severe
patients [10.11.14]. In addition, the symptoms of Polypnea/dyspnea were smilar to
those reports[10-11], but Zhang et al.[14]report had no statistical difference. One
possible explanation was that in previous reports, the sample size of patients was
relatively small or it came from the early epidemic phase of NCP.

NCP patients had the different clinical classification of disease severity. Non-severe
NCP was with fever, respiratory tract symptoms, and image findings of pneumonia.
Severe NCP met diagnostic criterig[26]. This review found preliminary evidence from
three literatures that fever, polypnea/dyspnea and diarrhea are statistically significant
diagnostic indicators for severe NCP patients and Polypnea/dyspnea was most predictable.
Clinician had to arouse great attention on diagnostic value of them in future.

In the early stages of NCP nonspecific signs and symptoms may be clinically
indistinguishable from other common infectious diseases, especially winter respiratory
virus. These characteristics of NCP had some similarities with SARS-CoVand
MERS-CoVinfectiong[27.28]. However, patients with COVID-19 rarely had obvious
signs and symptoms of upper respiratory tract (nasal obstruction, rhinorrhea, runny nose,
sore throat). In addition, intestinal signs and symptoms such as diarrhea were rarein
NCP patients, while about 20-25% of patients with MERS-CoV or SARS-CoV
infection had diarrhea. It should be noted that fever of NCP(10.8%) patients was more
common than SARS-CoV (1%) and MERS-CoV (2%)[29].

Our systematic review had limitations. Firstly, most of the data in this study are from
retrospective studies and case reports, which usually report successful management and
are affected by selection and publication bias. Secondly, the datacollection of some
cases isincomplete. So the statistical test and the discovery of p-value should be
carefully explained. Thirdly, the number of included studies is not enough, the test
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efficiency isinsufficient, symmetry can be observed, but it is difficult to evaluate
symmetry.

Conclusion

The common symptoms NCP patients were fever, cough and fatigue. Compared with
non-severe NCP patients, the symptoms as fever, polypnea/dyspnea and diarrhea were
more common in severe patients. Those were potential symptoms which might lead
patients to severity.
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Fig 2: Clinical signs description of the patients

Case reports

Literature 1 Literature 2 Literamre 3 Literature 4 Literature 3 Total
]
N=1099 N=138 N=140 N=13 N=15 s : N=1424
Agemedian(IQRormange) ;0 350 s30)  S6(42.68)  57(2587) 34 (34-48) 43 (8-66)  31(1-49) :
Gender, 1(%) 459 (41.8) 63 (45.7)  69/140 (49.3) 3(23.1) 6 (40.0) 10(52.6) 610 (42.8)
Fever, n(%) 966 (87.9) 136(98.6) 110A120(91.7)  12(92.3) 14 (93.3) 15(78.9) 1253 (89.2)
Cough. (%) 744 (67.7) 82 (59.4)  90/120 (75.0) 6 (46.2%) 11 (73.3) 11(57.9) 944 (672)
Sore throat, 1(%) 153 (13.9) 24 (17.4) 5 . 7 (46.7) 3(158) 187(13.1)
Sputum, (%) 367 (33.4) 37 (26.8) 2 2(15.4) : 1(53) 407(286)
Fatigue, n(%) 419 (38.1) 96 (69.6)  90/120 (75.0) = 4(26.7) 3(158) 612 (43.6)
Polypuea/dyspnea, n(%) 204 (18.6) 43(312)  44/120 (36.7) 8 (61.5) 1(6.7) 5(263)  305(21.7)
Nausea/vomiting, (%) 55 (5.0) 14(10.1) 24139 (17.3) . 1(6.7) 2 (10.5) 96 (6.7)
Diarrhea, n(%) 41 3.7 14(10.1)  18/139(12.9) 1(7.7 5(33.3) 3(15.8) 82 (5.8)
Muscle/joint pain, n(%) 163 (14.8) 48 (34.8) s 3(23.1) 2 (13.3) 4(211)  220(154)
Chilly, n(%) 125 (11.4) - . - i 3(158) 128 (9.0)
Headache, n(%) 150 (13.6) 9 (6.5) " 3(23.1) 3 (20.0) 1(53) 166(11.7)
Nasal discomfort
(congestion. overflow. 53 (4.8) - : 10.7) 5 (33.3) 6(31.6) 64 (4.5)
munny), nf%)
Conjunctival
congestion/conjunctivitis , 9(0.8) - - - 1(5.3) 10 (0.7
a(%)
Hemoptysis, 1(%) 10 (0.9) - - - ; 1(53) 11 (0.8)
Apocleisis, (%) : 55(39.9)  17/139(12.2) s 3 : 72 (5.1)
Dizzy, (%) - 13 (9.4) - . i - 13 (0.9)
Abdominal pain, n(%) 32.2) 8/139 (5.8) " ) , 11 (0.8)

Note: 1f a certam clinical sign was not reported in a certain literature, 0 cases were treated as occurred. Literature 3 clearly
pointed out that the data of signs of 140 patients were not all collected, and the calculation was based on the actual sample size.
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Fig 3: Comparison between severe and non-severe patients

Literature 1 Literature 2 Literature 3 Total
Non-severse Severe MNon-severe Severe MNon-severe Severe Non-severe Severe P value
(N=026) (N=173) (N=102) (N=36) (IN=E2) (N=5%8) (N=1110) (M=267T)
Aecomedm{Oiecemes AURE OO0 siarey 0278 SI508H  siEsE y - .
57.0) 63.0)

Gender, n{%) 386 (417 73(42.2) 49 (458.00 14 (389) 44/82(53.7) 25/5B(431) 47971110 (432) 112267419 0.4588
Fever, n(%) 808 (87.3) 158 (91.3) 100(98.0) 361000  59/67 (BB1) 51/53(962) 9671095 (883) 245262935 00374
Cough. n{%) 622 (67.2) 122 (70.5) 61 (59.8) 21(583) 45/67(67.2) 45/53(849) 728/1005(66.5 188/262(71.8) 0.1418
Sore throat, n{%) 130 (14.0) 23(13.3) 12(11.8) 12 (33.3) 142/1110(12.8) 35267 (13.1) 03136
Sputum. n(%) 306 (3500 61 (35.3) 20284 2(222) 3351110(302) 69267 (25.8) 7974
Fatigue, n(%a) 330 (37.8) 69 (39.9) 67 (65.7) 20(B0.6) 51/67(76.1) 39/33(73.6) 468/1095(42.7) 1377262(32.3) 03352
Polypnea/dyzpnea, n(%) 139 (15.00 65 (37.6) 20(19.6) 23 (63.9) 20/67(299) 24/53(453) 179/1095(163) 1127262 (427) <0.0001
Nauseavomiting . n(%) 43 (4.6) 12 (6.9) 10 (9.8) 4(11.1) 19/82 {232y 5/57(3.8) 721110 (6.5) 21/266 (7.9) 0.7600
Diarthea, n(%) 31(33) 10 (53.8) 8(7.8) 6(16.7) QB2 (11.00  9/57(15.8) 48/1110 (4.3) 257266 (9.4) 0.0267
Muscle/joint pain, n(%) 133 (14.4) 30(17.3) 36 (35.3) 12 (33.3) - - 169/1110(15.2) 42267 (15.7) SR
Chilly, n{®) 99 (10.7) 26 (15.0) - - = i 09/1110/(8.9) 26/267 (9.7) 0.0992
Headache, n{%:) 124 (13.4) 26 (15.0) 6(3.9) 3(83) 3 z 13011110 (11.7) 29267 (109)  0.4836
Wasal discomfort
(congestion. overflow, 47(5.1) 6(3.3) - . . = 471110 (4.2) 6/267 (2.2) 0.3652
runny), o(%)
Conjunctival
congestion/conjenctivitis, 5(0.5) 4(23) = - 3 x 51110 {0.5) 4267 (1.5) 0.0176
(%)
Hemopty=sis, n(%) 6 (0.6) 4(23) - - . = 6/1110 (0.5) 4267 (1.3) 0.0344
Apocleisis, (%) - - 31(304) 24(66.7) @B2(11.0) BHST(14.0) 40/1110 (3.6) 32266 (120  0.0008
Dizzy, n(%) - - 5(49) B(222) 5/1110 (0.5) 8267 (3.0) 0.0023
Abdominal pain, n{%) - - 0 () 3(8.3) 2/82 (2.4) 6/37 (10.3) 21110 (0.2) 9/266 (3.4) 0.0015

Note: Conjunctival congestion/conjunctivitis, hemoptysis, anorexia, dizziness, abdominal pam et al are only seen in some literatures. It was
assumed that these symptoms did not occur in patients in other literatures during the analvsis.
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Figure 1 legend: After selection, 5 papers of group research and 9 articles of case
report were eligible, with atotal of 1,424 cases. 3 papers with atotal of 1,377 cases
reported clinical signs of severe and non-severe patients subgroups (literature 2 was
divided into ICU and non-ICU, which were assumed equivalent to severe and
non-severe).

Figure 2 legend: Fever, cough, polypnea/dyspnea and diarrhea were the most
common clinical signs reported in the literature, while some other signs were more or
less unreported. It assumed that if a certain clinical sign was not reported in a certain
literature, it would be treated as none.

Figure 3 legend: The comparison of clinical signs between severe and non-severe
patients was shown among 1,377 cases, including 1,110 cases of non-severe patients
and 267 cases of severe patients. Polypnea/dyspnea, fever and diarrhea showed
significantly difference in two groups. In severe patients, conjunctival
congestion/conjunctivitis, hemoptysis, anorexia, dizzinessand abdominal pain were
more likely to occur, but because some data was incomplete, the results needed to be
caution.

Figure 4 legend: Further meta-analysis was performed for fever, polypnea/dyspnea,
and diarrhea. Effect value OR analysisindicated severerisk of febrile,
polypnea/dyspnea and diarrhea patients were 1.70 (95%Cl, 1.01-2.87) , 3.53 (95%cCl,
1.95-6.38), 1.80 (95%Cl, 1.06-3.03) times higher than those none.

Figure 5 legend: The graphs in funnd plots of fever, polypnea/dyspnea and diarrhea
are basically symmetrical, which preliminary indicates no significant publication
deviation.
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