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ABSTRACT 

Purpose: To develop a reliable tool that predicts which patients are most likely to be COVID-19 

positive and which ones have an increased risk of hospitalization. 

Methods: From February 2020 to April 2021, trained nurses recorded age, gender, and 

symptoms in an outpatient COVID-19 testing center. All positive patients were followed up by 

phone for 14 days or until symptom-free. We calculated the symptoms odds ratio for positive 

results and hospitalization and proposed a “random forest” machine-learning model to predict 

positive testing. 

Results: A total of 8,998 patients over 16 years old underwent COVID-19 RT-PCR, with 1,914 

(21.3%) positives. Fifty patients needed hospitalization (2.6% of positives), and three died 

(0.15%). Most common symptoms were: cough, headache, sore throat, coryza, fever, myalgia 

(57%, 51%, 44%, 36%, 35%, 27%, respectively). Cough, fever, and myalgia predicted positive 

COVID-19 test, while others behaved as protective factors. The best predictors of positivity were 

fever plus anosmia/ageusia (OR=6.31), and cough plus anosmia/ageusia (OR=5.82), both 

p<0.0001. Our random forest model had an ROC-AUC of 0.72 (specificity=0.70, 

sensitivity=0.61, PPV=0.38, NPV=0.86). Having steady fever during the first days of infection 

and persistent dyspnea increased the risk of hospitalization (OR=6.66, p<0.0001 and OR=3.13, 

p=0.003, respectively), while anosmia-ageusia (OR=0.36, p=0.009) and coryza (OR=0.31, 

p=0.014) were protective. 

Conclusion: Present study and algorithm may help identify patients at higher risk of having 

SARS-COV-2 (online calculator http://wdchealth.covid-map.com/shiny/calculator/), and also 

disease severity and hospitalization based on symptoms presence, pattern, and duration, which 

can help physicians and health care providers.  
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INTRODUCTION    

  

The coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) presents a variety of symptoms. Fever, cough, 

and myalgia are the most commonly reported symptoms since the description of the first cases 

from Wuhan [1]. In the following months, some articles discussed the epidemiology of the 

disease, its clinical features, and included reports about respiratory and non-respiratory 

symptoms such as gastrointestinal presentations, anosmia, and ageusia. Then, Kaye et al. 

presented the first report about anosmia, using the anosmia reporting tool for clinicians and 

found it to be present in 73% of patients, followed by cough (41%), fever (38%), headache 

(37%), and chills (27%) [2]. Those rates agree with many other reports [3]; however, most data 

come from in-hospital patients or office appointments. Considering that more than 80% of the 

patients develop mild disease [4] it is crucial to understand the symptoms in outpatients. 

In 2020 Khan et al. [5] reported data from a COVID-19 screening clinic in Pakistan, 

including both inpatients and outpatients. They found that fever, cough, and shortness of breath 

were the most common presentations (72%, 59%, 57%, respectively). Although outpatients are 

included in many reports, a study focused on the outpatient population may bring light to the 

majority of cases at population. It could bring more reliable information about the symptom's 

prevalence and relation to test positivity. In addition, it could present possible correlations with 

disease severity. That information could help clinicians and health care providers create 

protocols for COVID-19 testing and monitor high-risk patients.   

This study aims to analyze data from all cases tested for COVID-19 using RT-PCR 

between February 2020 and April 2021 at the University of Campinas outpatient health center, 
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Campinas, São Paulo, Brazil. The main objective is to develop a reliable tool that predicts which 

patients are most likely to be COVID-19 positive and which ones have an increased risk of 

hospitalization. 

  

METHODS 

 

After local ethics committee approval number 4.173.069, all information was gathered 

from the University of Campinas outpatient health center, Campinas, São Paulo, one of the 

biggest universities in Brazil. All patients over 16 years old referred for COVID-19 RT-PCR 

testing were added to the database. Trained nurses recorded each patient's data: age, gender, and 

symptoms. All positive patients were followed up by phone for 14 days or until symptom-free.  

We calculated each symptom and symptoms combinations odds ratio for the probability 

of positive test results and uploaded the data of the symptoms into a “random forest” machine 

learning model to develop an algorithm that calculates their relation to positive COVID-19 

results. We chose random forest over linear modeling due to the underlying nonlinear nature of 

symptoms, and also tested a linear model created by Menni et al. to test the reproducibility of 

their model in our data [6]. 

All statistical analyses were performed using R version 4.0.2 (2020-06-22) on RStudio 

platform version 1.3.1073 and using the following packages: tidyverse, lubridate, forecast, 

quantreg, splines, ggmap, pracma, and janitor. Normality for samples of n<5,000 was calculated 

using the Shapiro-Wilk test, and for n>5,000 the shape of the histogram was considered. Welch's 

two-sample t-test was performed for parametric analysis of normal samples, and Fisher's exact 

test for categorical data due to the small number of observations in some groups. An alpha error 
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of less than 0.05 was considered a significance threshold for single testing. For multiple 

hypothesis testing in tables, we reduced the acceptable alpha (a) per hypothesis based on the 

number of tests (n) to keep the overall alpha error less than 10%: 0.1 = 1 - (1-a)^n [7]. The 

"Random Forest" model was created after dividing the data into train and test in 0.8:0.2 ratio, 

100 models were trained and fitted. The best model was tested on the test set and receiver 

operating characteristic (ROC) was plotted. We used 10-fold cross-validation to avoid 

"overfitting" the model. 

 

RESULTS  

   

From February 2020 to April 2021, a total of 8,998 COVID-19 RT-PCR tests were 

performed; a total of 1,914 (21.3%) of them returned positive, 70.6% returned negative, and 8% 

were either inconclusive or not available (NA). Six percent (n=117) of positive patients were 

asymptomatic and referred for testing due to exposure or screening. Patients with inconclusive or 

NA results were excluded for further analysis.  

There was a gender discrepancy, with 70% of the patients being female. The mean age 

was 38 years old (minimum 16 and maximum 95).  

Positive PCR results  

Patients with positive results were on average 1.8 years older (95%CI: 1.2 - 2.4 years, 

p<0.0001). The PCR samples were mostly collected 3 days after the start of the symptoms. There 

was no significant mean difference in the number of days between the start of symptom and 

sample collection between positive and negative patients (p = 0.23). 
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Table 1 describes the frequency of symptoms on the day of testing and the odds ratio for 

COVID-19 positivity. Interestingly, 72% of asymptomatic patients had positive PCR results. 

Only 27% of patients with cough, 22% of patients with headache, and 19% of patients with sore 

throats tested positive. The most common symptoms among the positive patients were cough 

(57%), headache (51%), sore throat (44%), coryza (36%), fever (35%), myalgia (27%), anosmia 

(11%), fatigue (8%), ageusia (7%), diarrhea (7%), and chills (2%). Rare symptoms included 

shortness of breath (1%), abdominal pain (<1%), loss of appetite (<1%), and nausea (<0.1%). 

Considering isolated symptoms, anosmia and/or ageusia were the highest indicators of a 

positive result with the odds ratio of 5.46 (95%CI 4.43 – 6.7), followed by fever (1.93, 95%CI 

1.72 – 2.16), cough (1.60, 95%CI 1.44 – 1.77), and myalgia (1.47, 95%CI 1.30 – 1.65), all with 

p<0.0001. On the other hand, presence of sore throat (OR=0.64, 95%CI 0.57 – 0.71 p<0.0001), 

headache (OR=0.88, 95%CI 0.80 – 0.98 p= 0.020), and coryza (OR=0.86, 95%CI 0.77 – 0.96, 

p=0.006) lowered the probability of positive result. However, due to multiple hypothesis testing, 

we suggest considering p values less than 0.004 as statistically significant and interpreting other 

p-values with caution. 

The majority of patients complained of 3 symptoms, and Figure 1a shows the 

distribution of the count of symptoms whereas Figure 1b shows the proportion of positive 

testing based on how many concurrent symptoms each patient has; there is a slightly increased 

proportion of positive cases with an increased number of concurrent symptoms although patients 

with 6 or more concurrent symptoms were very rare in our data. Figure 2 shows symptoms 

distributions by age. The age plot indicates that older patients would consider getting tested with 

fewer symptoms compared to younger patients who needed more presenting symptoms to 

consider COVID-19 testing.  
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The correlation plot in Figure 3 shows the likelihood of each two symptoms co-

presenting in a patient. Anosmia had a high correlation with ageusia (73%, p<0.005); therefore, 

the two symptoms were considered dependent and were used concomitantly in further analyses. 

The presence of anosmia and ageusia was slightly correlated with the concomitant presence of 

coryza and headache. 

Considering symptoms combination, the highest odds ratio came from fever plus 

anosmia/ageusia (OR=6.31, 95%CI 4.24 – 9.40), followed by cough plus anosmia/ageusia (5.82, 

95%CI 4.36 – 7.78), and fever plus cough (2.83, 95%CI 2.47 – 3.23), all p<0.0001 (Table 1). 

The former combination of symptoms, although having a high odds ratio of positivity, was very 

rare: only 4% of positive patients. 

Figures 4 and 5 show our random forest model's ROC curve and the most important 

symptoms predictive of positive testing. The final model used 2000 trees (mtry=2, min_n=29) on 

10-fold cross validation. Area under the curve of our model (ROC-AUC) was 0.72 with an 

accuracy of 0.68 (sensitivity = 0.61, specificity = 0.70, positive predictive value [PPV] = 0.38, 

negative predictive value [NPV] = 0.86). We developed an online calculator based on our 

model’s algorithm, which is currently available at http://wdchealth.covid-

map.com/shiny/calculator/. We tested linear model created by Menni et al. [6] on our data which 

revealed an ROC-AUC of 0.602 (Figure 6), with sensitivity = 0.23, specificity = 0.93, PPV = 

0.50, and NPV = 0.80. 

Risk of hospitalization 

Fifty patients needed hospitalization (2.6% of all positive cases), and three died (0.15%). 

Table 2 describes overall symptoms presentation among COVID-19-positive patients: starting 
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symptoms and emerging new symptoms throughout the disease and their association with 

hospitalization. 

Patients with steady fever during the first five days were significantly more likely to get 

hospitalized (OR = 6.66, 95%CI 3.71 – 11.97, p < 0.0001). Indeed, 40% of patients who needed 

hospitalization had a fever in the first five days of the disease, while only 9% of outpatients had 

it. The presence of dyspnea during the first five days also increased the risk of hospitalization 

(OR = 2.22, 95%CI 1.06 – 4.64, p = 0.0340). If this symptom was persistent for 11 days, it 

increased the risk of hospitalization even further (18% of the hospitalized vs. 7% of outpatients, 

OR = 3.13, 95%CI 1.49 – 6.58, p=0.0026). 

In contrast, patients who developed fever on days six to eleven had no statistically 

significant risk of hospitalization (OR = 1.22, 95%CI 0.48 – 3.13, p=0.67). Interestingly, patients 

with anosmia/ageusia or coryza had lower odds of hospitalization (anosmia-ageusia: OR=0.36, 

95%CI 0.17 – 0.77, p = 0.009, coryza: OR = 0.31, 95%CI 0.12 – 0.79, p = 0.014). 

 

DISCUSSION 

  

This is one of the largest cohorts of RT-PCR COVID-19 tests in the general population to 

date. Most of the currently published literature regards hospitalized patients even though the 

majority of cases are mild. Therefore, there is a lack of information about symptoms prevalence 

and relation to the severity in general cases. Indeed, about 80% of COVID-19 patients have mild 

symptoms. Our data present important findings in the majority of COVID-19 patients who do not 

need medical assistance or hospitalization, including symptoms frequencies and their potential in 

predicting positivity or severity by hospitalization need.  
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The most common symptoms in our data were: cough, headache, sore throat, coryza, 

fever, myalgia, (57%, 51%, 44%, 36%, 35%, and 27%, respectively) which is close to previously 

published studies [1-5]. Cough, fever, and myalgia were more common in the positive COVID-

19 patients, while sore throat, headache, and coryza behave as protective factors indicating that 

the latter symptoms are more likely due to non-COVID-19 causes (allergies, common cold, etc.). 

Patients with two or more concurrent symptoms were slightly more likely to test positive for 

COVID-19. 

Anosmia or ageusia was present in only 13% of positive cases at the time of testing. 

However, their presence was significantly associated with positive test results. It increased the 

risk of positive testing by 5.5-fold, while fever increased it by 1.9 and cough only 1.6 times. Of 

note, patients with a sore throat, diarrhea, and coryza were less likely to test positive, indicating 

that other causes are more likely in these symptoms (other viral illnesses, allergies, food 

poisoning, etc.). 

         There is not one single sign or symptom that can predict the positivity for COVID-19. 

Menni et al. [6] proposed an algorithm that includes gender, age, anosmia, cough, severe fatigue, 

and skipped meals. We tested the algorithm on our data, and it revealed a ROC-AUC of 0.6 with 

a very low sensitivity of 0.23. Their model relies heavily on anosmia and ageusia, which were 

rare symptoms (only 13%); this explains its low sensitivity. In addition, their model is based on 

self-reported symptoms, while, in our study, trained nurse practitioners collected data. Our data 

present more negative than positive results, and this imbalance may explain the lower AUC 

when running Menni et al. model. However, our model is a better reflection of the general 

population compared to the Menni et al. model, which will always overestimate the rate of 

positive results. Moreover, the oversimplification of the approach (using a linear model) might 
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generate hysteria in the population, causing further distrust of the scientific community. We 

know that the relationships between symptoms and COVID-19 diagnosis and severity are not 

linear and the work of Menni et al. is a great example of oversimplifying a complex problem.  

We used “random forest’ modeling with 2000 trees and 10-fold cross-validation that was 

trained on 80% of the data and finally tested on the remaining 20% of the data. We avoided 

“over-fitting” the model since our data is not a true representative of all populations (limited 

geographic location, high female ratio, etc.). The area under the curve of our model was 0.72 

with an accuracy of 0.68 (sensitivity = 0.61, specificity = 0.70, PPV = 0.38, NPV = 0.86). Our 

online calculator at http://wdchealth.covid-map.com/shiny/calculator/ can inform single 

individuals of their risk and the features contributing to it. It could also guide decision-making 

and discussions with the healthcare providers.  

 Fever and dyspnea had predictive potential in calculating the disease severity and risk of 

hospitalization. Interestingly, the pattern and duration of these symptoms had major significance 

rather than their presence. Patients who presented a steady fever early in the disease had a 

significantly higher chance of hospitalization. Fever is a sign of more severe illness and indicates 

a systemic inflammatory response. In the early stages of the disease, it may show an inefficient 

virus control, which can cause tissue damage by the inappropriately high response to the 

presence of the virus, eventually leading to organ failure. According to previous studies, fever, 

malaise, and dry cough are frequent in the initial stage of COVID-19, when there is invasion and 

infection of the upper respiratory tract, with a greater immune response involving the release of 

C-X-C motif chemokine ligand 10 (CXCL-10) and interferons (IFN-β and IFN-λ) from the virus-

infected cells. The majority of patients do not progress beyond this phase as the mounted 

immune response is sufficient to contain the spread of infection [8].  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 10, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.09.21261729doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.09.21261729
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 
 
 

 11

However, steady fever in the early stages may be a sign of virus invasion at type 2 

alveolar epithelial cells, releasing a systemic inflammatory response that is inefficient in 

controlling the virus and may cause subsequent inflammation and lung injury. On the other hand, 

the late onset of fever in COVID-19 disease may indicate the development of a secondary 

bacterial infection (e.g., sinusitis). Therefore, instead of a progression of coronavirus to the lower 

respiratory tract, it may indicate bacterial contamination of the upper respiratory tract, which 

does not mean a worse prognosis. Bacterial respiratory tract infection can be efficiently treated 

with antibiotics in the majority of patients. 

Patients with a long duration of dyspnea also had a higher chance of hospitalization. This 

can be explained either by respiratory fatigue in these patients or long-term persistence of 

infection and inflammation in their lungs leading to accumulative tissue damage as time passes. 

Mechanisms of hypoxemia in COVID-19 are partially described by Dhont et al. [9]. Arterial 

hypoxemia early in SARS-CoV-2 infection is primarily caused by V/Q mismatch, resulting in 

intrapulmonary shunting. As the disease progresses, further loss of lung perfusion regulation, 

intravascular microthrombi, and impaired lung diffusion capacity occurs, and dyspnea becomes 

more apparent, leading to increased risk of hospitalization. 

  Our finding that anosmia/ageusia and coryza decrease the likelihood of hospitalization 

could indicate that the virus probably stays in the nasal area in these patients. Of note, the 

presence of anosmia and ageusia was slightly correlated with the concomitant presence of coryza 

and headache. The nasal congestion by itself may decrease the sense of smell, independently 

from COVID-19’s direct effect on the olfactory nerves. Moreover, the virus in the upper 

respiratory region causes a more manageable disease compared to lung disease.  
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Our study reflects a population of a big city in Brazil and it may not reflect other places. 

The study's population had a high proportion of females, young people, and healthcare workers 

(further explored in another article). However, it brings evidence about the general population, 

which in the high majority does not require hospitalization, and thus literature has limited 

information about it. The online calculator will be updated according to population previous 

infection, virus variants and vaccination impact. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

The present study and algorithm may help identify patients at higher risk of having 

SARS-COV-2 (online calculator http://wdchealth.covid-map.com/shiny/calculator/), and also 

disease severity and hospitalization based on symptoms presence, pattern, and duration, which 

can help physicians and health care providers.  
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Figure legends 

 

Figure 1 a. Count of tested individuals based on the number of concomitant symptoms. b. 

Percent positive results based on the number of concomitant symptoms. Individuals with zero 

symptoms (asymptomatic) were referred due to exposure or screening. Interesting, 72% of them 

were positive. 

Figure 2. Age distribution based on the number of concomitant symptoms. Younger individuals 

are referred for testing with more concomitant symptoms. 
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Figure 3. Correlation plot showing the likelihood of each two symptoms co-representing in each 

patient. * p-value between 0.05 and 0.005; ** p-value between 0.005 and 0.0005; *** p-value 

less than 0.0005. 

Figure 4. ROC of our random forest model with AUC of 0.72, and accuracy of 0.68 (sensitivity 

= 0.61, specificity = 0.70, PPV = 0.38, NPV = 0.86). 

Figure 5. Importance of variables in our random forest model. 

Figure 6. ROC of Menni et al linear regression model on our data shows very low accuracy 

AUC = 0.602 sensitivity = 0.23, specificity = 0.93, PPV = 0.50, and NPV = 0.80. 
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Table 1. Symptom presentation based on test results. Due to multiple hypothesis testing we 

suggest considering p values less than 0.004 as significant (highlighted) and interpreting other p 

values with caution. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Positive 
PCR 
N=1,914 

Negative 
PCR  
N= 6,358 

OR p-Value 

Female gender 1,301 (68%) 4,479 (71%) 1.12 0.041 
Cough 1,086 (57%) 2,867 (45%) 1.60 <0.0001 
Sore throat 844 (44%) 3,518 (55%) 0.64 <0.0001 
Headache 971 (51%) 3,419 (54%) 0.88 0.020 
Coryza 680 (36%) 2,477 (39%) 0.86 0.0067 
Fever  666 (35%) 1,377 (22%) 1.93 <0.0001 
Myalgia 523 (27%) 1,298 (20%) 1.47 <0.0001 
Anosmia/Ageusia 247 (13%) 168 (3%) 5.46 <0.0001 
Dyspnea  14 (<1%) 66 (1%) 0.70 0.29 
Chills 42 (2%) 121 (2%) 1.16 0.45 
Fatigue 158 (8%) 622 (10%) 0.83 0.045 
Diarrhea 136 (7%) 887 (14%) 0.47 <0.0001 
Abdominal pain 6 (<1%) 50 (<1%) - - 
Loss of appetite 14 (<1%) 32 (<1%) - - 
Nausea 3 (<1%) 86 (<1%) - - 
Vomiting 0 3 (<1%) - - 
Fever + Cough 460 (24%) 640 (10%) 2.83 <0.0001 
Fever + Cough + Dyspnea 2 (<1%) 3 (<1%) - - 
Fever + Anosmia/Ageusia 70 (4%) 38 (<1%) 6.31 <0.0001 
Fever + Chills 12 (<1%) 35 (<1%) - - 
Fatigue + Myalgia 189 (10%) 319 (5%) 2.07 <0.0001 
Cough + 
Anosmia/Ageusia 

126 (7%) 76 (<1%) 5.82 <0.0001 

Headache + Coryza 386 (20%) 1,303 (20%) 0.98 0.78 
Cough + Sore throat 589 (31%) 1,794 (28%) 1.13 0.033 
Asymptomatic  117 (6%) 25 (<1%) 16.50 <0.0001 
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Table 2.  Symptom presentation based on hospitalization. Due to multiple testing, we suggest 

considering p values less than 0.006 as significant (highlighted) and interpreting other p values 

with caution. 

 

 

 
 Hospitalized 

N=50 
Outpatient 
N= 2045 

OR p-Value 

Fever (first 5 days) 20 (40%) 186 (9%) 6.66 <0.0001 
Fever (days 6 to 11) 5 (10%) 170 (8%) 1.22 0.67 
Dyspnea (first 5 days)  9 (18%) 184 (9%) 2.22 0.0340 
Dyspnea (days 6 to 11) 9 (18%) 134 (7%) 3.13 0.0026 
Chills 3 (6%) 26 (1%) 4.96 0.0107 
Coryza 5 (10%) 537 (26%) 0.31 0.0140 
Sore throat 7 (14%) 418 (20%) 0.63 0.27 
Cough 25 (50%) 764 (37%) 1.67 0.071 
Headache 15 (30%) 632 (31%) 0.96 0.89 
Fatigue 15 (30%) 337 (16%) 2.17 0.013 
Anosmia/Ageusia 8 (16%) 706 (35%) 0.36 0.0088 
Diarrhea 3 (6%) 126 (6%) 0.97 0.96 
Loss of appetite 3 (6%) 47 (2%) 2.90 0.10 
Abdominal pain 1 (2%) 11 (<1%) 3.76 0.25 
Nausea 1 (2%) 12 (<1%) 3.45 0.27 
Vomiting 0 3 (<1%) - - 
Myalgia 17 (34%) 401 (21%) 2.11 0.0138 
Asymptomatic on day 1 3 (6%) 173 (8%) 0.69 0.54 
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