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Abstract

OBJECTIVE:

Our aim is to investigate high resolution CT features of COVID-19 infection in Abu Dhabi, UAE, and to
compare the diagnostic performance of CT scan with RT-PCR test.

METHODS:

Data of consecutive patients who were suspected to have COVID-19 infection and presented to our
hospital, was collected from March 2, 2020, until April 12, 2020. All patients underwent RT-PCR test; out
of which 53.8% had chest CT scan done. Using RT-PCR as a standard reference, the sensitivity and
specify of CT scan was calculated. We also analyzed the most common imaging findings in patients with
positive RT-PCR results.

RESULTS:
The typical HRCT findings were seen in 50 scans (65.8%) out of total positive ones; 44 (77.2%) with

positive RT-PCR results and 6 (31.6%) with negative results. The peripheral disease distribution was seen
in 86%, multilobe involvement in 70%, bilateral in 82%, and posterior in 82% of the 50 scans.

The ground glass opacities were seen in 50/74 (89.3%) of positive RT-PCR group. The recognized GGO
patterns in these scans were: rounded 50%, linear 38%, and crazy-paving 24%.

Using RT-PCR as a standard of reference, chest HRCT scan revealed sensitivity of 68.8% and specificity of
70%.

CONCLUSION:

The commonest HRCT findings in patients with COVID-19 pneumonia were peripheral, posterior,
bilateral, multilobe rounded ground glass opacities.

Abbreviations:

COVID-19 (coronavirus disease), CRP (C-reactive protein), CT (computed tomography),

GGO (ground-glass opacity), HRCT (high-resolution computed tomography), PACS (picture archiving and
communication systems), RT-PCR (reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction), CAD (coronary
artery disease), SOB (shortness of breath), WHO (World Health Organization)

INTRODUCTION

In December 2019, multiple patients were diagnosed with pneumonia of unknown cause in Wuhan,
China. Afterwards, it was determined that a novel strain of coronavirus was responsible for the
outbreak, which was related to a seafood wholesale market (1). The disease has quickly spread from



Wuhan to other areas (2). On January 29, the Ministry of Health and Prevention (MoHAP) confirmed the
UAE's first case of COVID-19 disease (3). In early March 2020, the WHO declared this outbreak a global
pandemic.

The disease presentation is variable, ranging from no symptoms to severe respiratory distress and even
death. Abnormal radiological findings have been increasingly reported in the literature. CT scans of the
chest have shown a high sensitivity and features which can be considered specific for COVID-19
pneumonia (4,5). On the other hand, many studies have shown variable sensitivity and specificity of
chest scans with increasing false negative rates (6).

METHODS
Data collection

This retrospective cross-sectional study was approved by the Ethics Review Committee of Department of
Health-Abu Dhabi, UAE. The informed consent was waved off as per the committee. We collected
clinical and laboratory data for analysis, derived from an electronic medical record system, from March
2, 2020, until April 12, 2020, of patients who were suspected to have COVID-19 infection. Scan images
were collected and evaluated using the Picture Archiving and Communication Systems (PACS).

HRCT inspection

All chest HRCT scans were performed on the day of patients' presentation using a VCT GE 64 scanner.
Patients were placed in a supine position. Scanning parameters were: scan direction (craniocaudally),
tube voltage (120KV), tube current (100-600 mA)-smart mA dose modulation, slice collimation (64 X
0.625 mm), width (0.625 X 0.625 mm), pitch (1), rotation time (0.5 s), scan length (60.00 — 1300.00 s).

HRCT image analysis

Two radiologists with more than 8 years of experience evaluated the images to identify the disease
characteristics of viral pneumonia in each patient. The scans were first assessed whether negative or
positive. Positive scans were further classified into typical, indeterminate and atypical classes according
to the Radiological Society of North America (RSNA) Expert Consensus (7). The evaluated radiological
features were: ground glass opacities GGO, different GGO patterns, presence of peripheral, bilateral,
posterior, multilobe (>2) distribution, consolidation, lymphadenopathy, bronchiectasis, nodules
surrounded by GGO, interlobular septal thickening, pericardial effusion, pleural effusion, and
cavitation.

Statistical analysis

Descriptive statistics of patients’ demographic, clinical, laboratory and imaging characteristics are
reported as means (standard deviation (SD)) and numbers and relative frequencies. Continuous
variables were compared using t-test and categorical variables will be compared using Chi-Square test or
Fisher’s exact test. Using RT-PCR test results as gold standard, the sensitivity and specificity were
calculated to estimate the diagnostic performance of chest HRCT images. The analysis was performed



using STATA version 16.1 (Stata Corp, College Station, TX, USA), and p-value less than 0.05 defined
statistical significance.

Results
Baseline information

Our population included 173 consecutive patients who were suspected to have COVID-19 infection. The
infection was confirmed in 104 (60.1%) and excluded in 69 (39.9%) of the patients using RT-PCR as a gold
standard test. Two nasopharyngeal RT-PCR tests were performed within 48 hours. Three patients who
tested initially negative and had typical CT scan findings, tested positive on the repeated RT-PCR. Those
patients were considered as confirmed COVID-19 cases.

The mean age was 38.6 + 1.5 years in the RT-PCR positive group [73 men (70.2%), 31 women (29.8%)]
and 39.5+ 2.4 years in the negative one [41 men (59.4%), 28 women (40.6%)]. Risk factors were seen in
32 patients (30.8%) with positive RT-PCR. Recent travel history (within 30 days) and direct exposure to
known COVID-19 patient were strongly associate with RT-PCR positive results (n=63, 60.6%, p-value
<0.0001). 149/173 patients were symptomatic; in which 84 patients found to have positive RT-PCR
results. Common presenting symptoms in this group were fever, dry cough and shortness of breath
[n=56 (53.9%, p-value 0.001), n=48 (46.2%, p-value 0.001) and n=27 (26.0%), respectively] (Table 1).

Laboratory results for patients with RT-PCR positive results showed lymphopenia (normal value
1.5-4@xE109/L) in 43 patients (41.4%), elevated CRP (normal value <5 mg/L) in 55 patients (51.9%), high
d-dimer (normal value <0.5 mcg/mL) in 35 patients (33.7%), elevated serum amylase (normal value
28-100 units/L) and lipase (normal value 13-60 IU/L) n= 11 patients (10.6%).

Table 1. Characteristics of basdline data for suspected and confirmed COVID-19 infected
patients.

All patients | PCR positive patients | PCR negative patients | p-value
N 173 (100.0) | 104 (60.1) 69 (39.9)
Risk factors
Hypertension 22 (12.7) 11 (10.6) 11 (15.9) 0.300
Diabetes mellitus 22 (12.7) 11 (10.6) 11 (15.9) 0.300
CAD 9 (5.2) 4(3.9) 5(7.3) 0.486
Renal disease 5(2.9) 0(0.0) 5(7.3) 0.009
Immunocompromised 8(4.6) 3(2.9) 5(7.3) 0.181
Smoking 11 (6.4) 9(8.7) 2(2.9) 0.203
Asthma 7(4.1) 6 (5.8) 1(1.5) 0.245
Other lung diseases 3(1.7) 1(1.0) 2(2.9) 0.564
Other health problems 31(17.9) 19 (18.3) 12 (17.4) 0.883
History of travel/Exposure | 78 (45.1) 63 (60.6) 15 (21.7) <0.0001
Symptoms
Any Symptom 149 (86.1) 84 (80.8) 65 (94.2) 0.012
Fever 75 (43.4) 56 (53.9) 19 (27.5) 0.001




SOB 40 (23.1) 27 (26.0) 13 (18.8) 0.277
Chest pain 8 (4.6) 7 (6.7) 1(1.5) 0.147
Runny nose 16 (9.3) 11 (10.6) 5(7.3) 0.595
Dry cough 63 (36.4) 48 (46.2) 15 (21.7) 0.001
Productive cough 9(11.0) 10 (9.6) 9(13.0) 0.480
Sore throat 1(17.9) 24 (23.1) 7 (10.1) 0.030
Diarrhea 13 (7.5) 12 (11.5) 1(1.5) 0.014
Nausea or vomiting 2 (6.9) 11 (10.6) 1(1.5) 0.021
Body aches/fatigue 4 (13.9) 18 (17.3) 6(8.7) 0.109
Other symptoms 42 (24.3) 37 (35.6) 5(7.3) <0.0001

o Numbers listed (in brackets) represent percentages.

o All percentages are column percent.

HRCT evaluation

Excluding one scan due to significant motion artefact; total of 93 patients (53.8%) who had HRCT scan
done were included in the assessment. The scans were positive in 74 patients (79.6%) and negative in 19
patients (20.4%) (Figurel).

Figurel: Cohort selection and distribution.
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The positive CT findings were classified into typical, indeterminate and atypical according to the
Radiological Society of North America (RSNA) Expert Consensus. Typical findings were seen in 68% of
positive scans, indeterminate in 12% and atypical in 20% (Figure2). The findings in the RT-PCR positive
group were: typical n= 44 (77.2%), indeterminate n= 6 (10.5%), and atypical n=6 (10.5%). In RT-PCR
negative group: typical n= 6 (31.6%), indeterminate n=3 (15.8%), and atypical n=9 (47.4%). It is worth to
mention that 14/19 of the patients with negative scan results, tested positive by RT-PCR.




Figure2: Classfied general HRCT results
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Ground glass pattern was seen in 59 scans out of 74 positive ones. 50/74 scans (89.3%) were for patients
with positive RT-PCR results, and 9/74 were for patients with negative RT-PCR results. Out of the 50
scans showing GGO, the recognized patterns were: rounded 50% (36.2-63.8), linear 38% (25.4-52.4) and
crazy-paving 24% (14.0-38.1), (Figure 3). Although the linear patter was the second most common
pattern seen in diseased patients, it can be non-specific as was also seen in 7 patients (38.9%) who
tested negative by RT-PCR. The peripheral disease distribution was seen in 86% (73.0-93.3), multilobe
involvement in 70% (55.7-81.3), bilateral in 82% (68.5-90.5), posterior in 82% (68.5-90.5), nodules
surrounded by GGO in 0%, interlobular septal thickening in 42% (28.9-56.3), consolidation in 12%
(5.4-24.6), bronchiectasis in 2% (0.3-13.5), pericardial and pleural effusion in 0%, and cavitation in 2%
(0.3-13.5), (Table 2).



Figure 3: Axial thin-sections of unenhanced CT scan of two patients with COVID-19 pneumonia (a) Scan
shows bilateral ground glass opacities with septal thickening (crazy paving pattern) (b) Scan shows
bilateral ground glass opacities with rounded morphology.

Table 2: CT featuresin 50 patientswith PCR confirmed COVID-19.

CT features
GGO 50 100%
GGO pattern
Crazy Paving 12 24% (14.0-38.1)
Rounded 25 50% (36.2-63.8)
Linear 19 38% (25.4-52.4)
Peripheral GGO 43 86% (73.0-93.3)
Multilobe involvement (>2) 35 70% (55.7-81.3)
Bilateral distribution 41 82% (68.5-90.5)
Posterior Involvement 11 82% (68.5-90.5)
Consolidation 6 12% (5.4-24.6)
Lymphadenopathy 3 6% (1.9-17.4)
Bronchiectasis 1 2% (0.3-13.5)
Nodules surrounded by GGO 0
Interlobular Septal thickening 21 42% (28.9-56.3)
Pericardial Effusion 0
Pleural Effusion 0
Cavitation 1 2% (0.3-13.5)

CT Diagnostic Performance:

The diagnostic performance of CT including the sensitivity and specificity was calculated based on typical
and atypical CT features for COVID-19 infection, using RT-PCR as a standard of reference. The results



showed a sensitivity of 68.8% (95% C| 55.94% to 79.76%), specificity of 70% (95% Cl 45.72% to 88.11%),
and accuracy of 69.05% (Cl 58.02% to 78.69%), (Table 3).

Table 3: Diagnostic performance of HRCT using RT-PCR as gold standard.

Test Present n Absent n Total
Positive True Positive 44 False Positive 6 50
Negative False Negative | 20 True Negative | 14 34

Total 64 20

Sensitivity of 68.8% (95% Cl 55.94% to 79.76%), specificity of 70% (95% C| 45.72% to 88.11%), and accuracy of
69.05% (Cl 58.02% to 78.69%).

Discussion

Symptoms in patients with COVID-19 infection are usually developed in response to the direct viral
destruction of lung epithelial cells or T-cell mediated immunological response (8). In this study, and in
accordance with the systematic review performed by Grant et al. of 24,410 adults with confirmed
COVID-19 infection from 9 countries; fever (53.9% vs 78%), and cough (55.8% vs 57%) were the most
prevalent symptoms (9).

Moreover, laboratory results can reflect the general effect of the disease in the body. CRP can be
elevated in multiple conditions, like infection and inflammation (10). It has been suggested that raised
CRP and d-dimer levels are linked to a poor outcome in patients with COVID-19 disease. (11) Similarly,
lymphopenia can be a good indicator of disease severity (12). Virus-related pancreatic injury with rising
pancreatic enzymes and even pancreatitis were also described in the literature (13,14).

Regarding the CT findings, our results were comparable to the systemic review of 919 patients done by
Salehi et al. (15). The ground glass opacities were found in (89.3% vs 88%), pulmonary consolidations
(12% vs 31%), peripheral GGO distribution (86% vs 76%), bilateral involvement (82% vs 87.5%), and
multilobe involvement (70% vs 78.8%).

The ground glass opacity appears as a mild increase in lung density due to pulmonary interstitial
thickening or partial filling of the alveoli (16,17). Multiple studies have further characterized the GGO
pattern in patients with COVID-19 pneumonia (18). The crazy-paving pattern and consolidation were
more common in later stages of the disease (19). Although GGO can be seen in various pathologies, its
pattern and distribution along with the clinical picture can favor one diagnosis over the other. The
typical findings in patients with negative RT-PCR results can be attribute to other pathologies mimicking
the typical CT appearance; such as influenza pneumonia, organizing pneumonia like in drug toxicity and
connective tissue disease (20). Recently, new publications aim to differentiate Influenza A from
COVID-19 pneumonia by identifying specific CT imaging features (21,22). In our analysis, among the six
patients who were found to have typical CT findings for COVID-19 pneumonia but negative RT-PCT
results; one patient was confirmed to have Influenza A pneumonia (Figure4). Another had Mycoplasma
pneumonia with background of cardiogenic pulmonary edema (Figure5).



Remarkably, a third patient who presented with dry cough, SOB, lymphopenia, elevated CRP and
d-dimer, tested negative for COVID-19 infection by RT-PCR initially at the time of CT scan. The repeated
test after 3 days showed a positive result. Furthermore, one patient was asymptomatic and the other
two patients, although were mildly symptomatic, have no follow up information in our records. Cases
with distinguishing imaging features for COVID-19 pneumonia seen on CT scans in asymptomatic
patients have been reported (23)

On the other hand, and in spite of the relatively high false negative rate (n=14, 20%) which is seen in our
analysis, this can still be explained by several factors. One is the young patient cohort, which is probably
related to the high prevalence of immigrant workers in our region presenting with mild symptoms.
Another aspect is the early large prompt screening program that was initiated in the United Arab
Emirates. This brings the discussion forward on how these factors can affect the diagnostic performance
of CT scan when compared with RT-PCR test.

Multiple studies have reported the sensitivity and specificity of CT scan in diagnosing COVID-19
pneumonia. The results were variable. Isikbay et al. have analyzed and described chest CT findings in
patients with COVID-19 infection aboard the “Diamond Princess” cruise ship. A low sensitivity of 61%
and 20% false negative rate in symptomatic patients were reported (24,25,26). This supports the
European and American societies’ consensus, recommending that CT scan should not be used to screen
for or as a first-line test to diagnose COVID-19 disease (27). The authors also suggested that sensitivities
differ based on the selected cohort and the patient’s disease stage at which imaging was done. This
heterogeneity can be also related to the experience of the radiologists and the severity of the epidemic,
explaining the higher sensitivity values in Wuhan (28). Moreover, CT sensitivity and specificity can be
highly affected by the adopted CT positivity threshold (29). A lower threshold would increase the
sensitivity in expense of specificity, and vice versa.

Our study has some limitations. The small cohort and the fact that the sample was taken during early
stages of the disease, just before the peak of the epidemic in our region, might have influenced the
results. Moreover, the results may be biased by the use of the RT-PCR test as a standard of reference.
Some studies have suggested that RT-PCR test carries false negative and positive rates (30,31).
Additionally, the diagnostic performance of CT scan varies depending on the chosen threshold. Finally,
histopathologic results from lung biopsies were not available to be correlated with imaging findings.

In summary, the study showed variable imaging patterns of COVID-19 disease affecting the lungs. The
peripheral, posterior, bilateral, multilobe rounded ground glass opacities, were the commonest features
seen in patients with COVID-19 pneumonia in the region of Abu Dhabi, UAE. The diagnostic performance
of chest CT scan can be variable based on multiple factors.



Figure 4: Axial (a) and coronal (b) thin-sections of unenhanced CT scan which was reported as typical for
COVID-19 pneumonia. Note the bilateral peripheral lower lobe linear GGO (arrows). The patient was
confirmed to have Influenza A pneumonia and his two RT-PCR tests were negative for COVID-19

pneumonia.

Figure 5: Axial (a) and coronal (b) thin-sections of unenhanced CT scan which was reported as
combination of typical and atypical patterns for COVID-19 pneumonia (concurrent pathologies). Note
the bilateral peripheral GGO (black arrows), consolidation (white arrow), and bilateral pleural effusion



(asterix). The patient was known to have heart failure and confirmed to have Mycoplasma pneumonia.
His two consecutive RT-PCR tests were negative for COVID-19 pneumonia.

Declaration of Competing Interest

No conflict of interest needs to be disclosed

Funding sources

This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the public, commercial, or
not-for-profit sectors.

References

1- Zhu, N., Zhang, D., Wang, W., Li, X., Yang, B., Song, J., Zhao, X., Huang, B., Shi, W., Lu, R., Niu, P., Zhan,
F., Ma, X., Wang, D., Xu, W., Wu, G., Gao, G.F. and Tan, W. (2020). A Novel Coronavirus from Patients
with Pneumonia in China, 2019. New England Journal of Medicine. 2020 Feb 20;382(8):727-733.

doi: 10.1056/NEJM0a2001017.

2- Wang, D., Hu, B., Hu, C., Zhu, F., Liu, X., Zhang, J., Wang, B., Xiang, H., Cheng, Z., Xiong, Y., Zhao, Y., Li,
Y., Wang, X. and Peng, Z. (2020). Clinical Characteristics of 138 Hospitalized Patients With 2019 Novel
Coronavirus—Infected Pneumonia in Wuhan, China. JAMA. JAMA. 2020;323(11):1061-1069.
doi:10.1001/jama.2020.1585. [online] Available at:
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2761044.

3- AFP (n.d.). UK PM pledges “infrastructure revolution” for coronavirus crisis. [online] Khaleej Times.
Available at:
https://www.khaleejtimes.com/coronavirus-pandemic/uk-pm-pledges-infrastructure-revolution-for-cor
onavirus-crisis.

4- Bernheim, A., Mei, X., Huang, M., Yang, Y., Fayad, Z.A., Zhang, N., Diao, K., Lin, B., Zhu, X,, Li, K., Li, S.,
Shan, H., Jacobi, A. and Chung, M. (2020). Chest CT Findings in Coronavirus Disease-19 (COVID-19):
Relationship to Duration of Infection. Radiology, p.200463. Vol. 295, No. 3.

https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.2020200463




5- Hani, C., Trieu, N.H., Saab, |., Dangeard, S., Bennani, S., Chassagnon, G. and Revel, M.-P. (2020).
COVID-19 pneumonia: a review of typical CT findings and differential diagnosis. Diagnostic and
Interventional Imaging. Volume 101, Issue 5

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.diii.2020.03.014

6- Isikbay, M., Hope, M.D., Raptis, C.A., Shah, A., Bierhals, A.J., Bhalla, S., Hammer, M.M., Kligerman, S.J.,
Jeudy, 1., Filev, P.D. and Henry, T.S. (2020). CT on the Diamond Princess: What Might This Tell Us About
Sensitivity for COVID-19? Radiology: Cardiothoracic Imaging, 2(2), p.e200155.

https://doi.org/10.1148/ryct.2020200155

7- Simpson, S., Kay, F.U., Abbara, S., Bhalla, S., Chung, J.H., Chung, M., Henry, T.S., Kanne, J.P,,
Kligerman, S., Ko, J.P. and Litt, H. (2020). Radiological Society of North America Expert Consensus
Statement on Reporting Chest CT Findings Related to COVID-19. Endorsed by the Society of Thoracic
Radiology, the American College of Radiology, and RSNA. Radiology: Cardiothoracic Imaging, 2(2),
p.e200152.

https://doi.org/10.1148/ryct.2020200152

8- Yuki, K., Fujiogi, M. and Koutsogiannaki, S. (2020). COVID-19 pathophysiology: A review. Clinical
Immunology, [online] p.108427. Available at:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7169933/pdf/main.pdf.

9- Grant, M.C., Geoghegan, L., Arbyn, M., Mohammed, Z., McGuinness, L., Clarke, E.L. and Wade, R.G.
(2020). The prevalence of symptoms in 24,410 adults infected by the novel coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2;
COVID-19): A systematic review and meta-analysis of 148 studies from 9 countries. PLOS ONE, 15(6),
p.e0234765.

Published: June 23, 2020, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234765

10- Sproston, N.R. and Ashworth, J.J. (2018). Role of C-Reactive Protein at Sites of Inflammation and

Infection. Frontiers in Immunology, 9.



11- Huang, I., Pranata, R., Lim, M.A,, Oehadian, A. and Alisjahbana, B. (2020). C-reactive protein,
procalcitonin, D-dimer, and ferritin in severe coronavirus disease-2019: a meta-analysis. Therapeutic
Advances in Respiratory Disease, 14, p.175346662093717.

12-Tan, L., Wang, Q., Zhang, D., Ding, J., Huang, Q., Tang, Y.-Q., Wang, Q. and Miao, H. (2020).
Lymphopenia predicts disease severity of COVID-19: a descriptive and predictive study. Signa/
Transduction and Targeted Therapy, [online] 5(1), pp.1-3. Available at:
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41392-020-0148-4

13- Gupta, V. (2020). COVID-19 and Acute Pancreatitis: What Do Surgeons Need to Know? Indian Journal
of Surgery.

14- Mazrouei, S.S.A., Saeed, G.A. and Hilali, A. (2020). COVID-19—associated acute pancreatitis: A rare

cause of acute abdomen. Radiology Case Reports.

15- Salehi, S., Abedi, A., Balakrishnan, S. and Gholamrezanezhad, A. (2020). Coronavirus Disease 2019
(COVID-19): A Systematic Review of Imaging Findings in 919 Patients. American Journal of
Roentgenology, Volume 215, pp.1-7, Number 12020;215: 87-93. 10.2214/AJR.20.23034

https://www.ajronline.org/doi/10.2214/AJR.20.23034

16- Carotti, M., Salaffi, F., Sarzi-Puttini, P., Agostini, A., Borgheresi, A., Minorati, D., Galli, M., Marotto, D.
and Giovagnoni, A. (2020). Chest CT features of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pneumonia: key
points for radiologists. La radiologia medica, 125(7), pp.636—646.

17- Austin, J.H., Miiller, N.L., Friedman, P.J., Hansell, D.M., Naidich, D.P., Remy-Jardin, M., Webb, W.R.
and Zerhouni, E.A. (1996). Glossary of terms for CT of the lungs: recommendations of the Nomenclature
Committee of the Fleischner Society. Radiology, 200(2), pp.327-331.

18- Caruso, D., Zerunian, M., Polici, M., Pucciarelli, F., Polidori, T., Rucci, C., Guido, G., Bracci, B., de
Dominicis, C. and Laghi, A. (2020). Chest CT Features of COVID-19 in Rome, Italy. Radiology, p.201237.

Published Online: Apr 3 2020, https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.2020201237




19- Francone, M., lafrate, F., Masci, G.M., Coco, S., Cilia, F., Manganaro, L., Panebianco, V., Andreoli, C.,
Colaiacomo, M.C,, Zingaropoli, M.A., Ciardi, M.R., Mastroianni, C.M., Pugliese, F., Alessandri, F.,
Turriziani, O., Ricci, P. and Catalano, C. (2020). Chest CT score in COVID-19 patients: correlation with

disease severity and short-term prognosis. European Radiology.

20-Yu, H,, Liy, S., Zhang, C., Li, S., Ren, J., Zhang, J. and Xu, W. (2018). Computed tomography and
pathology evaluation of lung ground-glass opacity. Experimental and Therapeutic Medicine, [online]
16(6), pp.5305-5309. Available at: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6257275/

21- Example Reports of Typical, Indeterminate, Atypical, and Negative Category CTs, with some selected
correlative image examples J. Azadi; C. Menias; J. Ko; J. Klein; C. Meltzer; M. Mossa-Basha; COVID-19
Task Force*, RSNA COVID Task Force: April 20, 2020 rsna.org/COVID-19

22- Liu, M., Zeng, W., Wen, Y., Zheng, Y., Lv, F. and Xiao, K. (2020). COVID-19 pneumonia: CT findings of
122 patients and differentiation from influenza pneumonia. European Radiology. [online] Available at:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32399710 .

23-Guan W.J,, Ni Z.Y,, Hu Y., Liang W.H., Ou C.Q,, He J.X,, Liu L., Shan H., Lei C.L., Hui D.S.C.,, Du B., Li L.J.,
Zeng G., Yuen K.Y., Chen R.C,, Tang C.L., Wang T., Chen P.Y., Xiang J., Li S.Y., Wang J.L., Liang Z.J., Peng
Y.X.,, Wei L., LiuY., Hu Y.H., Peng P., Wang J.M,, Liu J.Y., Chen Z,, Li G., Zheng Z.J., Qiu 5.Q., Luo J,, Ye C.J,,
Zhu S.Y., Zhong N.S., C China Medical Treatment Expert Group for Clinical characteristics of coronavirus
disease 2019 in China. Journal. 2020 doi: 10.1056/NEJM0a2002032

24- Onigbinde, S.0., Ojo, A.S., Fleary, L. and Hage, R. (2020). Chest Computed Tomography Findings in
COVID-19 and Influenza: A Narrative Review. [online] BioMed Research International. Volume 2020

Available at: https://www.hindawi.com/journals/bmri/2020/6928368/ [Accessed 15 Jul. 2020]. |Article
ID 6928368 | 8 pages | https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/6928368

25- Inui, S., Fujikawa, A., Jitsu, M., Kunishima, N., Watanabe, S., Suzuki, Y., Umeda, S. and Uwabe, Y.
(2020). Chest CT Findings in Cases from the Cruise Ship “Diamond Princess” with Coronavirus Disease
2019 (COVID-19). Radiology: Cardiothoracic Imaging, 2(2), p.e200110.



. Radiol Cardiothorac Imaging. 2020 Mar 17;2(2): e200110.

26- Bernheim, A., Mei, X., Huang, M., Yang, Y., Fayad, Z.A., Zhang, N., Diao, K., Lin, B., Zhu, X,, Li, K., Li, S.,
Shan, H., Jacobi, A. and Chung, M. (2020). Chest CT Findings in Coronavirus Disease-19 (COVID-19):
Relationship to Duration of Infection. Radiology, Vol. 295, No. 3, p.200463.

Published Online: Feb 20 2020, https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.2020200463

27- Acr.org. (2016). ACR Recommendations for the use of Chest Radiography and Computed Tomography
(CT) for Suspected COVID-19 Infection. [online] Available at:
https://www.acr.org/Advocacy-and-Economics/ACR-Position-Statements/Recommendations-for-Chest-
Radiography-and-CT-for-Suspected-COVID19-Infection.

28- Xu, B., Xing, Y., Peng, J., Zheng, Z., Tang, W., Sun, Y., Xu, C. and Peng, F. (2020). Chest CT for
detecting COVID-19: a systematic review and meta-analysis of diagnostic accuracy. European Radiology.
[online] Available at:
https://europepmc.org/backend/ptpmcrender.fcgi?accid=PMC7227176&blobtype=pdf. Eur Radiol. 2020
May 15 : 1-8, doi: 10.1007/s00330-020-06934-2

29- Besutti, G., Giorgi Rossi, P., lotti, V. et al. Accuracy of CT in a cohort of symptomatic patients with
suspected COVID-19 pneumonia during the outbreak peak in Italy. Eur Radiol (2020).
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00330-020-07050-x

30- Tahamtan, A. and Ardebili, A. (2020). Real-time RT-PCR in COVID-19 detection: issues affecting the

results. Expert Review of Molecular Diagnostics. Volume 20, 2020 - Issue 5. Pages 453-454
https://doi.org/10.1080/14737159.2020.1757437

31- Watson, J., Whiting, P., Brush, J. (2020). Interpreting a covid-19 test result. BMJ 2020;369:m1808
doi: 10.1136/bmj.m1808




