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Abstract:

Background

Adequate patient allocation is pivotal for optimal resource management in strained
healthcare systems, and requires detailed knowledge of clinical and virological disease

trajectories.

Methods

A cohort of 168 hospitalized adult COVID-19 patients enrolled in a prospective

observational study at a large European tertiary care center was analyzed.

Results

Forty-four percent (71/161) of patients required invasive mechanical ventilation (IMV).
Shorter duration of symptoms before admission (aOR 1.22 per day less, 95%CI 1.10-
1.37, p<0.01), age 60-69 as compared to 18-59 years (aOR 4.33, 95%CI 1.07-20.10,
p=0.04), and history of hypertension (aOR 5.55, 95%CI 2.00-16.82, p<0.01) were
associated with need for IMV. Patients on IMV had higher maximal concentrations,
slower decline rates, and longer shedding of SARS-CoV-2 than non-IMV patients (33
days, IQR 26-46.75, vs 18 days, IQR 16-46.75, respectively, p<0.01). Median duration
of hospitalization was 9 days (IQR 6-15.5) for non-IMV and 49.5 days (IQR 36.8-82.5)

for IMV-patients.

Conclusion

Our results indicate a short duration of symptoms before admission as a risk factor for

severe disease and different viral load kinetics in severely affected patients.
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Background

The ongoing Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2)
pandemic places an unprecedented burden on healthcare systems worldwide. Host
factors predictive of severe clinical course and adverse outcome in patients with
Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) include older age, male gender, and pre-
existing chronic comorbidities [1-6]. Several risk scores containing clinical
characteristics, laboratory assessments, and biomarkers have been proposed for

improved patient management and resource allocation [5, 7] .

Reported proportions of hospitalized patients requiring invasive mechanical ventilation
(IMV) vary considerably between 2.3% [8] and 23.6% [2]. In-hospital case fatality rates
of 20-30% have been described in China, Germany, Italy, the UK, and the US [1, 6, 9-
11]. In Germany, shortages of inpatient beds and intensive care unit (ICU) capacity
were largely avoided during the first pandemic wave [12], contributing to a

comparatively low overall case fatality rate [1, 13].

Here, we report clinical characteristics, laboratory and virological parameters, clinical
course, and outcome of 168 COVID-19 patients included in a prospective
observational cohort study conducted at Charité — Universitdtsmedizin Berlin,
Germany. The study was designed for deep clinical, molecular, and immunological

phenotyping of COVID-19 [14-18].

The data reflect the situation in a tertiary care referral center for the treatment of
patients with acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS), including veno-venous
extracorporeal membrane oxygenation (wWECMO) therapy at an associated certified
weaning center during the first months of the COVID-19 pandemic, before treatment

7
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with dexamethasone became standard of care [19]. Specific aims of this work were to
identify risk factors associated with need for IMV, to analyze viral kinetics in patients

with and without IMV, and to provide a comprehensive description of clinical course

and outcome.

Methods

Study cohort and data collection

Data collection was performed within the Pa-COVID-19 study, a prospective
observational cohort study conducted at Charité — Universitditsmedizin Berlin, as
described [14]. Adult patients admitted between March 1« and June 30-, 2020, with
PCR-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection were included if patients or their legal
representatives gave informed consent. We recorded epidemiological and
demographic data, medical history, history of present illness, symptoms, clinical
course, treatment, and outcomes upon enrolment and longitudinally during
hospitalization. The study was approved by the ethics committee of Charité —
Universitdtsmedizin Berlin (EA2/066/20), conducted according to the Declaration of
Helsinki and Good Clinical Practice principles (ICH 1996) and is registered in the

German and WHO international clinical trials registry (DRKS00021688) [14].

Comorbidities were classified using the Charlson comorbidity Index (CCl) [20]. ARDS
was defined according to the Berlin definition of ARDS [21]. Sequential Organ Failure
Assessment (SOFA) score [22] was calculated from data recorded in the ICU data
management system. The following predefined events were assessed in all patients:
1) Sepsis (defined according to sepsis-3 criteria [23], 2) venous thromboembolic

events (VTE; pulmonary embolism or deep vein thrombosis), 3) neurological events
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(hemorrhagic/ischemic stroke, delirium, critical illness polyneuropathy (CIP), critical
illness myopathy (CIM), epileptic seizure, meningitis and encephalitis). Treatment was
unaffected by participation in the study. Patient allocation was performed according to

structured regional processes [24] and management of critically ill patients following

national and international recommendations [25, 26].

All laboratory assessments were carried out in accredited laboratories at Charité —
Universitdtsmedizin Berlin. SARS-CoV-2 viral concentration was measured in
respiratory samples (haso- or oropharyngeal swabs) by real-time RT-PCR (32). Viral

concentration is given as log. genome copies per swab or initial 1 mL sampling buffer.

Statistical analyses

Distribution of continuous variables was summarized by median and interquartile range
(IQR) values or mean and standard deviation (sd), as appropriate. The differences of
continuous variables between groups were examined by Welch'’s t-test or, in absence
of normal distribution, by Mann-Whitney U test. Categorical variables were compared
using chi-square tests. For all analyses, complete cases were used for the respective

evaluation.

We conducted a multiple logistic regression with “need for invasive mechanical
ventilation” as a binary dependent variable and age, BMI, hypertension, diabetes, and
time between symptom onset and admission to hospital as independent variables. The
covariates were chosen taking into account current evidence, results from univariate
testing, and sample size. We performed univariate tests regarding all available patient
factors and association with organ support treatment, complications, and outcome.
Patients with therapy limitations (Do Not Intubate (DNI) or Do Not Resuscitate (DNR)

orders) at the respective time point were excluded for comparison between non-IMV

9
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and IMV patients, and for analyses of course-of-organ support and mortality. Non-
survivors were excluded from comparison between short- (< 15 days) or long-term (=
15 days) IMV. For analysis of SOFA score, the highest score per day was included for
calculation of means. The neurological component of the SOFA score was not taken
into consideration due to patient sedation. Patients who died or were transferred to
other centers were excluded from calculation of length of hospital stay. For analyses

of routine laboratory parameters within 72 hours of first admission, first-available

parameters were included.

We compared viral concentration between non-IMV and IMV patients, and regressed
viral concentration on the duration from symptom onset to admission using both the
first positive RT-PCR result and the RT-PCR with the highest viral concentration. For
the calculation of viral concentration decline, we estimated the slope parameter from a
linear regression of at least four viral concentration measurements over time for each
patient. If available, the first of at least two final negative RT-PCR results was included,
in which case the viral concentration of the negative RT-PCR was set to 2.0 in
accordance with the RT-PCR limit of detection and sample dilution factor of ~20 [27,
28]. We calculated shedding duration as the time from symptom onset to the date of

the first of at least two final negative RT-PCR results.

Analyses were conducted with R (version 3.6.1) [29], JMP (version 14.2.0) [30], and
statsmodels (version 0.12.0) in Python 3.7.9 [31]. A p-value <0.05 indicates statistical
significance, although all results have to be considered as non-confirmatory. For this

reason, no adjustment for multiple testing was done.

10
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Results

Baseline characteristics

Between March 1« and June 30~ 2020, a total of 347 adult patients with COVID-19 were
hospitalized at Charité — Universitatsmedizin Berlin. This analysis includes 168 adult
patients who consented to participation in the prospective observational study (Figure
1). Sixty-five percent (110/168) were directly admitted to our center, whereas 29.8%
(50/168) were referred due to ARDS or other conditions requiring tertiary care. Four
percent (7/168) were hospitalized for other reasons and coincidentally diagnosed with
SARS-CoV-2 infection during routine screening, and one patient (0.6%) was admitted

due to a late complication of COVID-19.

Baseline characteristics are shown in Table 1. Median patient age was 61 years (IQR
49.3-72), and 66.1% (111/168) were male. Median CCI was 3 (IQR 1-4). Most
prevalent comorbidities were hypertension (53.6%, 90/168), diabetes (19.6%, 33/168),
and chronic pulmonary disease (16.7%, 28/168). Median time from symptom onset
until diagnosis was 4 days (IQR 1-7), and from symptom onset until admission to

hospital was 6 days (IQR 3-10).

ARDS and organ support treatment

Fifty-two percent (88/168) of patients developed ARDS. One of them was already
dependent on long-term intermittent invasive ventilation and six had DNI orders in
place. Of the remaining 81 patients with ARDS, 87.6% (71/81) required IMV whereas
12.3% (10/81) could be managed with HFNC oxygen only (Eigure 1). Median time
from hospital admission to intubation was 2 days (IQR 0-4). Among all patients without

therapeutic limitations, 44.1% (71/161) required IMV, 9.9% (16/161) could be treated

11
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with HFNC oxygen only, 24.2% (39/161) required oxygen via nasal prongs, and 22%

(35/161) were not in need of supplemental oxygen.

Age between 60 and 69 years as compared to 18 to 59 years (adjusted OR 4.33, 95%
Cl11.07-20.10, p=0.05) and pre-existing hypertension (adjusted OR 5.55, 95% CI 2.00-
16.82, p<0.01) were independent risk factors for IMV requirement in multivariable
analysis. Requirement for IMV increased with shorter duration of symptoms before
hospital admission (adjusted OR 1.22 per day less, 95% CI 1.10-1.37, p<0.01, Table

1).

Seventy-nine percent (56/71) of all intubated patients required long IMV. Need for long
IMV was associated with a short (€1 day) duration from admission until intubation
(20.0% (3/15) of patients with short IMV vs 53.6% (30/56) patients with long IMV,
unadjusted OR (UOR) 4.6, 95% CI 1.17-18.16, p=0.02). Other factors associated with
long IMV were transferral from other centers (28.6% (4/14) of patients with short IMV
were transferred vs 69.6% (39/56) of patients with long IMV, uOR 5.73, 95% CI: 1.58-
20.87, p<0.01), a higher total mean SOFA score during the second week after initial
admission (8.4, 95% CI 5.83-10.9 in patients with short IMV vs 11.2, 95% CI 10.1-12.3,
p<0.05 in patients with long IMV) as well as differences in SOFA score components

(coagulation, hepatic impairment; for details see Supplementary table 1.)

IMV patients had a significantly higher risk of death from COVID-19 compared to non-
IMV patients (1.1% (1/90) of non-IMV patients died vs 29.6% (21/71) of IMV patients,
UOR 37.38, 95% CI 4.88-286.26, p<0.01). Sixty-three percent (44/70) of IMV patients
underwent tracheotomy at a median time of 15 days (IQR 12-20) from intubation.
Weaning from IMV was successfully concluded in 76.0% (38/50) of surviving IMV

patients after a median of 42 days (IQR 16-66) from intubation. Eighteen percent (9/50)

12
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of patients remained dependent on intermittent IMV and 6.0% (3/50) on long-term

oxygen therapy (LTOT) upon discharge or transferral.

Thirty-one percent (22/71) of all IMV patients required vwECMO (hereafter termed
‘ECMO?”) treatment. ECMO was initiated a median of nine days (IQR 5.3-18.5) from
intubation and continued for a median of 18 days (IQR 7.8-35.5). All ECMO patients
required hemodialysis, 86.4% (19/22) underwent tracheotomy, 50% (11/22) had a
VTE, and 50% (11/22) died. Seventy-five percent (53/71) of all patients with IMV and
all (22/22) patients on ECMO received proning therapy. Details of the subgroup of

patients receiving proning therapy have been reported elsewhere [32].

Hemodialysis was initiated in 30.4% (51/168) of patients, and in 66.2% (47/71) of
patients with IMV. Hemodialysis was initiated after a median of eight days (IQR 4.5-14
days) following hospital admission and five days (IQR 2-8.8 days) after intubation.
Thirty-eight percent (18/47) of IMV patients with hemodialysis died. For details on

tracheotomy, ECMO and hemodialysis see Supplementary table 2.

As no evidence of efficacy of antiviral and anti-inflammatory treatments was available
at the time, these were only used in a small subgroup of patients of this cohort

(Supplementary table 3).

Virological and routine laboratory data

Viral concentration data was available for 166/168 patients. On average, each patient
had seven RT-PCR tests (sd: 5.3, min=1, max=29, including positive and negative
result) from the day of symptom onset (or 10 days from first admission, if the date of
symptom onset was not available) to the end of hospitalization, with tests performed
every 8.4 days on average (sd: 8.8). Eighty-six patients had two final negative RT-PCR

tests at the end of the disease course. Median first-measured viral concentration
13
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differed by 0.68 log. viral copies between IMV and non-IMV patients (5.9, IQR 4.68-

7.28 vs 5.22 log., viral copies, IQR 4.49-7.28, respectively; p=0.12, Figure 2A), and

median highest viral concentration by 1.19 log., viral copies (6.7, IQR 5.35-7.62 vs 5.51

log. viral copies, IQR 4.7-7.62, respectively; p=0.02, Figure 2B). Decline of viral

concentration (Supplementary figure 1) was significantly slower in IMV versus non-

IMV patients (-0.13, IQR —0.19- -0.08 vs —-0.22 log., viral concentration decrease / day,

IQR —0.3- —0.08, respectively; p<0.01) (Eigure 2C, Supplementary figure 2A-D). The

duration of shedding was significantly longer in IMV patients than in non-IMV patients
(median 33, IQR 26-46.75 vs 18 days, IQR 16-46.75, p=<0.01). We found no
association between viral concentration and the duration from symptom onset to

admission and no difference in first or in highest viral concentrations in patients

requiring long versus short IMV (Supplementary figure 3A-D, Supplementary table

1).

A statistically significant difference between non-IMV and IMV patients was observed
in the levels of C-reactive protein (CRP), procalcitonin (PCT), Interleukin-6 (IL-6),
lactate dehydrogenase, ferritin, white blood cell count, lymphocyte count, neutrophil-
to-lymphocyte ratio, creatinine, urea, aspartate aminotransferase, creatine kinase, N-

terminal prohormone of brain natriuretic peptide, and troponin (Supplementary table

4). The course of 12 routine laboratory parameters over time in non-IMV and IMV

patients is shown in Eigure 3.

Complications during treatment

Eighteen percent (31/168) of patients developed sepsis. Occurrence of sepsis was
associated with organ replacement therapies, but not with patient-related risk factors

(Supplementary table 5). The first sepsis episode occured after a median of 16 days

14
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(IQR 8-21) from hospital admission and 11.5 days (IQR 3-18.3 days) from intubation.
In 15/31 (48.4%) of patients with sepsis, ECMO was initiated during or soon after

occurrence of sepsis (median time from occurrence of sepsis and initiation of ECMO,

0 days, IQR 0-6.25 days).

Nineteen percent (32/168) of patients were diagnosed with at least one VTE. Due to
evidence for increased risk of thromboembolic events in COVID-19 (36), therapeutic
anticoagulation was introduced in all critically ill patients from April 2020. A quarter of
VTEs (8/32) occurred without anticoagulatory treatment, 18.8% (6/32) under
prophylactic anticoagulation, and 46% (15/32) under therapeutic anticoagulation. In
9.3% (3/32) of patients, VTE was diagnosed at autopsy and anticoagulation status at

onset was unclear.

Twenty-four percent of patients (41/168) had at least one neurologic event during
hospitalization, including hemorrhagic stroke (9/41, 22%), ischemic stroke (3/41,
7.3%), delirium (17/41, 41.5%), CIP/CIM (17/41, 41.5%), and epileptic seizure (3/41,
7.3%). Details of sepsis episodes, VTE and neurologic events are shown in

Supplementary table 5.

Outcome

Median time of hospital stay was 14 days (IQR 7-35) for all, 9 days (IQR 6-15.5) for

non-IMV, and 49.5 days (IQR 36.8-82.5) for IMV patients.

Seventeen percent (29/168) of all patients died. Of all patients without therapy
limitations (DNR/DNI), 13.6% (22/161) died, 8.7% (14/161) were transferred to other
centers, and 77.6% (125/161) were discharged. Median time from first hospitalization

until death was 33 days (IQR 16-98).
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In univariate analyses, CCIl 23 (UOR 4.35, 95% CI 1.52-12.45, p<0.01), short duration
of symptoms (UOR 6.08, 95% CI 1.88-19.68, p<0.01), occurrence of sepsis (UOR
16.47, 95% CI 5.85-46.5, p<0.01), occurrence of VTE (uOR 7.58, 95% CI 2.88-19.97,
p<0.01) and higher SOFA score during 1« and 2~ week after intubation were associated
with death. There was a difference in the median first and highest viral concentration
between survivors and non-survivors (6.84, IQR 4.99-7.91 vs 5.38, IQR 4.54-7.91,

p=0.05; and 7.14, IQR 5.39-7.91 vs 5.86, IQR 4.77-7.91, p=0.04, respectively)

(Supplementary table 6).

Of all discharged or transferred patients, 6.5% (9/139) still required IMV, 2.9% (4/139)

LTOT, and 1.4% (2/139) new hemodialysis.

Discussion

We analyzed a detailed clinical and virological dataset from a prospective
observational cohort of COVID-19 patients hospitalized in a tertiary, ECMO/ARDS
referral and weaning center in Germany during the first wave of the SARS-CoV-2
pandemic, before dexamethasone became standard of care. One of our major findings
is that rapid clinical deterioration — as reflected by short duration of symptoms before
hospital admission — is a highly relevant risk factor for both need of IMV in a

multivariable risk model and death in univariate analyses in our cohort.

A shorter duration of symptoms was not associated with higher initial viral
concentration. There was also no difference in initial viral concentration in more
severely ill patients, i.e., those requiring IMV, compared to mildly ill patients. Yet, we
found a significant increase of inflammatory markers such as CRP, PCT, and IL-6 at

presentation and over time in IMV compared to non-IMV patients. Moreover, IMV
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patients had higher maximal concentrations, a slower decline as well as longer duration

of shedding of SARS-CoV-2 compared to non-IMV patients. Higher maximal viral

concentrations were also found in patients who died, compared to survivors.

Our findings underline that the early inflammatory host response to SARS-CoV-2
determines the course of disease more than pathogen factors such as initial SARS-
CoV-2 RNA concentration [2, 39-41]. A short duration of symptoms before admission
possibly reflects a rapid increase of the level of inflammation and might serve as an
easy to assess risk factor for clinical deterioration [42]. During the further course of
COVID-19, severe disease is characterized by the inability to rapidly reduce viral
particles. A possible explanation for this phenotype — rapid deterioration after symptom
onset, high inflammatory markers, and lack of efficient clearing of viral particles — might
be the various kinds of immune dysregulation, as reported by our group and others
[17, 43, 44].
Conflicting results have been published regarding the association between clinical
severity and viral concentration for SARS-CoV-2 so far [33-38]. This could possibly be
explained by a rather unbalanced proportion of mildly and severely affected patients in
the respective studies as compared to our cohort [38]. However, it is undetermined
whether higher maximal viral concentration and longer duration of shedding are a

possible cause or an indicator of more severe organ damage and disease.

Regarding invasive treatment methods and complications, although it is difficult to
separate cause from effect, onset of sepsis before or around the time of initiation of
ECMO may indicate that sepsis drives clinical deterioration rather than ECMO driving
sepsis, a topic requiring further investigation. In line with this, sepsis was a strong risk

factor for death in our study.
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Although a remarkable proportion (29.8%) of patients were transferred to our center
due to severe ARDS, and overall 44.1% needed IMV, we report a comparatively low
in-hospital mortality of 13.6% in patients without limitations of therapy. In comparison,
Karagiannadis et al. reported in-hospital mortality of 22.2% [1] and Rieg et al. of 23.9%
[45] in cohorts with 17.2% [1] and 32.9% [45] ventilated patients, respectively. Of note,
our data show a high median length of hospital stay of 49.5 days for patients requiring
IMV. By comparison, the median length of hospital stay for non-COVID ARDS patients
was 17 days in a recent global multi-center prospective study [46]. There is growing

evidence that the length of IMV-, ICU-, and inpatient treatment of patients with COVID-

19 ARDS exceeds that of patients with ARDS unrelated to COVID-19 [42, 45].

Despite the long median duration of hospital stay, a considerable percentage of
patients could not successfully be weaned off the ventilator (18%), and 6% required
ongoing oxygen therapy following discharge. The mere number of deceased patients
therefore depicts the burden of disease of COVID-19 only very incompletely,
particularly with respect to long-term morbidity. The prospective approach of our study

will allow us to evaluate long-term complications in the aftermath of COVID-19.

Prospective observational studies are often hampered by selection of patients with
relatively mild disease courses due to need for informed consent. In our study, a
deferred-consent model was applied, allowing for inclusion of critically ill patients. The
high proportion of severely affected patients indicates that this selection bias does not
apply to our data. On the other hand, one fifth of patients were only mildly affected and
did not require oxygen therapy, representing a sub-cohort admitted for clinical

observation or due to lacking the possibility of self-isolation.
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In conclusion, we report a short duration of symptoms before clinical deterioration as
a risk-factor for severe COVID-19, a finding that merits further exploration as an easily
assessable prognostic factor. Second, we show that severely ill patients have higher
maximal viral concentrations and a slower decline of viral concentration compared to
mildly-affected patients. Third, our results demonstrate a comparatively long duration
of inpatient treatment for patients with IMV, largely exceeding that described for non-
COVID-19 ARDS patients. Our data give a comprehensive description of the clinical
course, virological characteristics, organ support treatment, complications, and
outcome of a representative cohort of patients in an unrestricted tertiary care
healthcare setting with comparatively low mortality. The reported findings will be of
value for both scientific progress in the fight against SARS-CoV-2 as well as for clinical

management of critical care and weaning resources in the ongoing pandemic.
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Figure legends:

Figure 1: Study cohort flowchart. A total of 347 adult patients were hospitalized with
COVID-19 during the study period from March 1« until June 30~ at Charité-
Universitadtsmedizin Berlin. Of these, 168 patients could be enrolled in the prospective
observational study, whereas 179 denied. Among the included patients, 88 had acute
respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS). One patient with ARDS was already invasively
ventilated and six of them had DNI/DNR (do not intubate/do not resuscitate) orders in
place, resulting in 81 patients requiring respiratory support. Of those, 71 patients were

intubated and ten required only high-flow nasal cannula oxygen therapy.

Figure 2: Comparison of viral concentration between patients with invasive
mechanical ventilation (IMV) and those without IMV (non-IMV). A) First measured
viral concentration: Median log. viral concentration and (IQR) are 5.9 (4.68-7.28) for
IMV patients and 5.22 (4.49-7.28) for non-IMV patients. B) Highest viral concentration:
Median log. viral concentrations and (IQR) are 6.7 (5.35-7.62) for IMV patients and
5.51 (4.7-7.62) for non-IMV patients. C) Differences in the slopes of log. viral
concentration decline rates were estimated using a linear regression of viral
concentration from the full disease course of a patient and days since symptom onset
(n=63) or admission (n=10) for patients with and without IMV. Only patients with at
least four viral concentration measurements were included. D) Duration from symptom
onset to the first of at least two final negative RT-PCR results for ventilated and non-
ventilated patients. Median 33 days (IQR: 26-46.75) for IMV vs 18 days (IQR: 16-46.75)
for non-IMV patients, p<0.01) Pairwise comparisons were performed using a Mann-

Whitney U test. Grey horizontal lines indicate the median.
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Figure 3 A-L: Comparison of laboratory parameters during the course of disease in
IMV (red) versus non-IMV patients (blue). X-axis: days post admission. The boxes and

lines are median 25th and 75th percentiles, Whiskers indicate the 1st and 99th

percentile. A Welch’s t-test was used: *p<0.05, **p<0.01.

Supplementary figure legends:

Supplementary Figure 1: Courses of viral concentration over time for A) IMV and B)
non-IMV patients. Only patients with viral concentration measurements on at least four
different days were included. If a patient had multiple viral concentration
measurements on the same day, only the highest viral concentration was included for
that day. If available, the first of at least two final negative PCRs is included with a viral
concentration of 2.0 assigned. The x-axis displays the number of days since symptom

onset, if available (n=63), or number of days since admission (n=10).

Supplementary Figure 2: Viral concentration decline rates, taking into account full
and partial viral concentration courses for each patient. Decline rates were calculated
using a linear regression for patients with at least four RT-PCR results. A, B) include
positive RT-PCR results and the first of at least two final negative RT-PCR tests for a
patient. C, D) only include positive RT-PCR test results. A, C) are based on all RT-
PCR test results for a patient, while B, D) only take into account results from RT-PCR
tests performed within 30 days of symptom onset (n=63), or date of admission (n=10)
if date of symptom onset was unknown. Pairwise comparisons were performed using

a Mann-Whitney U test. Grey horizontal lines indicate the median.
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Supplementary Figure 3: Log. viral concentration plotted against time in days from
symptom onset to admission. A) and B) include data from invasive mechanically
ventilated (IMV) patients, and C) and D) from non-IMV patients. A and C) show the
first-measured viral concentration per patient, and B and D) illustrate the highest viral

concentration per patient. Shaded areas indicate the 95% confidence interval. p — p-

value, R — correlation coefficient.

22


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726; this version posted December 14, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

References :

1. Karagiannidis C, Mostert C, Hentschker C, et al. Case characteristics, resource use, and
outcomes of 10 021 patients with COVID-19 admitted to 920 German hospitals: an

observational study. The Lancet Respiratory Medicine 2020; 8:853-62.

2. Petrilli CM, Jones SA, Yang J, et al. Factors associated with hospital admission and critical
illness among 5279 people with coronavirus disease 2019 in New York City: prospective

cohort study. BMJ 2020; 369:m1966.

3. Deng G, Yin M, Chen X, Zeng F. Clinical determinants for fatality of 44,672 patients with

COVID-19. Critical Care 2020; 24:179.

4. Williamson EJ, Walker AJ, Bhaskaran K, et al. Factors associated with COVID-19-related

death using OpenSAFELY. Nature 2020; 584:430-6.

5. Knight SR, Ho A, Pius R, et al. Risk stratification of patients admitted to hospital with
covid-19 using the ISARIC WHO Clinical Characterisation Protocol: development and

validation of the 4C Mortality Score. BMJ 2020; 370:m3339.

6. Docherty AB, Harrison EM, Green CA, et al. Features of 20 133 UK patients in hospital
with covid-19 using the ISARIC WHO Clinical Characterisation Protocol: prospective

observational cohort study. BMJ 2020; 369:m1985.

7. Liu S, Yao N, Qiu Y, He C. Predictive performance of SOFA and qSOFA for in-hospital

mortality in severe novel coronavirus disease. Am J Emerg Med 2020; 38:2074-80.

8. Guan W-j, Ni Z-y, Hu Y, et al. Clinical Characteristics of Coronavirus Disease 2019 in

China. New England Journal of Medicine 2020; 382:1708-20.

23


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726; this version posted December 14, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

9. Richardson S, Hirsch JS, Narasimhan M, et al. Presenting Characteristics, Comorbidities,
and Outcomes Among 5700 Patients Hospitalized With COVID-19 in the New York City

Area. JAMA 2020; 323:2052-9.

10. Grasselli G, Zangrillo A, Zanella A, et al. Baseline Characteristics and Outcomes of 1591
Patients Infected With SARS-CoV-2 Admitted to ICUs of the Lombardy Region, Italy. JAMA

2020; 323:1574-81.

11. Zhou F, Yu T, Du R, et al. Clinical course and risk factors for mortality of adult inpatients
with COVID-19 in Wuhan, China: a retrospective cohort study. The Lancet 2020; 395:1054-

62.

12. Stang A, Stang M, Jockel K-H. Estimated Use of Intensive Care Beds Due to COVID-19

in Germany Over Time. Dtsch Arztebl International 2020; 117:329-35.

13. Bauer J, Briggmann D, Klingelhofer D, et al. Access to intensive care in 14 European
countries: a spatial analysis of intensive care need and capacity in the light of COVID-19.

Intensive Care Medicine 2020; 46:2026-34.

14. Kurth F, Roennefarth M, Thibeault C, et al. Studying the pathophysiology of coronavirus
disease 2019: a protocol for the Berlin prospective COVID-19 patient cohort (Pa-COVID-19).

Infection 2020; 48:619-26.

15. Chua RL, Lukassen S, Trump S, et al. COVID-19 severity correlates with airway
epithelium-immune cell interactions identified by single-cell analysis. Nat Biotechnol 2020;

38:970-9.

16. Messner CB, Demichev V, Wendisch D, et al. Ultra-High-Throughput Clinical Proteomics

Reveals Classifiers of COVID-19 Infection. Cell Systems 2020; 11:11-24.e4.

17. Schulte-Schrepping J, Reusch N, Paclik D, et al. Severe COVID-19 Is Marked by a

Dysregulated Myeloid Cell Compartment. Cell 2020; 182:1419-40.e23.

24


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726; this version posted December 14, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

18. Braun J, Loyal L, Frentsch M, et al. SARS-CoV-2-reactive T cells in healthy donors and

patients with COVID-19. Nature 2020; 587:270-4.

19. Group TRC. Dexamethasone in Hospitalized Patients with Covid-19 — Preliminary

Report. New England Journal of Medicine 2020.

20. Charlson ME, Pompei P, Ales KL, MacKenzie CR. A new method of classifying
prognostic comorbidity in longitudinal studies: development and validation. J Chronic Dis

1987; 40:373-83.

21. Ranieri VM, Rubenfeld GD, Thompson BT, et al. Acute respiratory distress syndrome:

the Berlin Definition. Jama 2012; 307:2526-33.

22. Vincent JL, Moreno R, Takala J, et al. The SOFA (Sepsis-related Organ Failure
Assessment) score to describe organ dysfunction/failure. On behalf of the Working Group on
Sepsis-Related Problems of the European Society of Intensive Care Medicine. Intensive

Care Med 1996; 22:707-10.

23. Singer M, Deutschman CS, Seymour CW, et al. The Third International Consensus

Definitions for Sepsis and Septic Shock (Sepsis-3). JAMA 2016; 315:801-10.

24. Wiesner B, Bachmann M, Blum TG, et al. Responsibilities of Weaning Centers during the
COVID-19 Pandemic Outbreak - Recommendations for the Assignment of ICU Capacities in
COVID-19 Patients as shown by the Berlin-Brandenburg POST-SAVE-Model. Pneumologie

2020; 74:358-65.

25. Kluge S, Janssens U, Welte T, et al. Recommendations for treatment of critically ill

patients with COVID-19. Der Anaesthesist 2020.

26. Brower RG, Matthay MA, Morris A, Schoenfeld D, Thompson BT, Wheeler A. Ventilation
with lower tidal volumes as compared with traditional tidal volumes for acute lung injury and

the acute respiratory distress syndrome. N Engl J Med 2000; 342:1301-8.

25


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726; this version posted December 14, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

27. Corman VM, Landt O, Kaiser M, et al. Detection of 2019 novel coronavirus (2019-nCoV)

by real-time RT-PCR. Euro Surveill 2020; 25.

28. Wolfel R, Corman VM, Guggemos W, et al. Virological assessment of hospitalized

patients with COVID-2019. Nature 2020; 581:465-9.

29. Team RC. A language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for

Statistical computing. 2018:https://www.R-project.org/.

30. Sall JL, Ann; Stephens, Mia; Loring, Sheila. IMP® Start Statistics: A Guide to Statistics
and Data Analysis Using JMP®, Sixth

Edition. 2017:https://support.sas.com/content/dam/SAS/support/en/books/imp-start-

statistics/70199 excerpt.pdf.

31. Seabold SP, Josef. statsmodels: Econometric and statistical modeling with python.

Proceedings of the 9th Python in Science Conference 2010.

32. Mittermaier M, Pickerodt P, Kurth F, et al. Evaluation of PEEP and prone positioning in

early COVID-19 ARDS. EClinicalMedicine.

33. To KK-W, Tsang OT-Y, Leung W-S, et al. Temporal profiles of viral load in posterior
oropharyngeal saliva samples and serum antibody responses during infection by SARS-CoV-

2: an observational cohort study. The Lancet Infectious Diseases 2020; 20:565-74.

34. Magleby R, Westblade LF, Trzebucki A, et al. Impact of Severe Acute Respiratory
Syndrome Coronavirus 2 Viral Load on Risk of Intubation and Mortality Among Hospitalized

Patients With Coronavirus Disease 2019. Clinical Infectious Diseases 2020.

35. Liu Y, Yan L-M, Wan L, et al. Viral dynamics in mild and severe cases of COVID-19. The

Lancet Infectious Diseases 2020; 20:656-7.

26


https://www.r-project.org/
https://support.sas.com/content/dam/SAS/support/en/books/jmp-start-statistics/70199_excerpt.pdf
https://support.sas.com/content/dam/SAS/support/en/books/jmp-start-statistics/70199_excerpt.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726; this version posted December 14, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

36. Argyropoulos KV, Serrano A, Hu J, et al. Association of Initial Viral Load in Severe Acute
Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) Patients with Outcome and Symptoms.

Am J Pathol 2020; 190:1881-7.

37. Cevik M, Tate M, Lloyd O, Maraolo AE, Schafers J, Ho A. SARS-CoV-2, SARS-CoV, and
MERS-CoV viral load dynamics, duration of viral shedding, and infectiousness: a systematic

review and meta-analysis. The Lancet Microbe.

38. He X, Lau EHY, Wu P, et al. Temporal dynamics in viral shedding and transmissibility of

COVID-19. Nature Medicine 2020; 26:672-5.

39. Wu X, Liu L, Jiao J, Yang L, Zhu B, Li X. Characterisation of clinical, laboratory and
imaging factors related to mild vs. severe covid-19 infection: a systematic review and meta-

analysis. Ann Med 2020; 52:334-44.

40. Khinda J, Janjua NZ, Cheng S, van den Heuvel ER, Bhatti P, Darvishian M. Association
between markers of immune response at hospital admission and COVID-19 disease severity

and mortality: A meta-analysis and meta-regression. J Med Virol 2020.

41. Shao M, Li X, Liu F, Tian T, Luo J, Yang Y. Acute kidney injury is associated with severe
infection and fatality in patients with COVID-19: A systematic review and meta-analysis of 40

studies and 24,527 patients. Pharmacol Res 2020; 161:105107.

42. Schmidt M, Hajage D, Demoule A, et al. Clinical characteristics and day-90 outcomes of
4244 critically ill adults with COVID-19: a prospective cohort study. Intensive Care Medicine

2020.

43. Lucas C, Wong P, Klein J, et al. Longitudinal analyses reveal immunological misfiring in

severe COVID-19. Nature 2020; 584:463-9.

44. Fajgenbaum DC, June CH. Cytokine Storm. New England Journal of Medicine 2020;

383:2255-73.

27


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726; this version posted December 14, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

45. Rieg S, von Cube M, Kalbhenn J, et al. COVID-19 in-hospital mortality and mode of
death in a dynamic and non-restricted tertiary care model in Germany. PLoS One 2020;

15:0242127.

46. Bellani G, Laffey JG, Pham T, et al. Epidemiology, Patterns of Care, and Mortality for
Patients With Acute Respiratory Distress Syndrome in Intensive Care Units in 50 Countries.

JAMA 2016; 315:788-800.

28


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726

v

N\

No participation, n=179

Pa-COVID-19 study patients, n=168

/“ \

e

}

N\

Already ivasively
ventilated, n=1

DNI/DNR. order,
n=6

Patients requiring

respiratory support, n=81

/“

N



https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726

Decline rate

logig viral concentration

First viral concentration

non-IMV IMV
(n=81)

Viral concentration decline

p<0.01 °
X rafidl:
0g00® 0:!!
o %
¥. b
o! pd
°
non-IMV MV
(n=24) (n=49)

logi g viral concentration

-
o

O

Shedding duration (days)

o]
o

(@]
o

N
o

N
o

o

Highest viral concentration
o p=0.02

non-IMV IMV
(n=81)

Duration of shedding
p<0.01 *

%%
°
( 'Y ]
T
°
0e® .o:..
[ 34
.? H
LT o000 L L
4
non-IMV MV
(n=30) (n=40)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726

100

40

0 =
0
0

*%

*¥%

15-17  20-22

10-12

5-7

0-3

15-17  20-22

10-12

5-7

0-3

15-17  20-22

10-12

5-7

0-3

15-17 20-22

5-7 10-12

0-3

20

5 F
0
5

- u/- mwuwuov_sﬂ

4000

3000
2000
1000

|/b1 - sunay

(=]
(=]
™~

800
400

(=]
(=]
O
|/Bu - 9-upnapIa1Y|

15-17 20-22

10-12

5-7

0-3

15-17  20-22

10-12

5-7

0-3

15-17  20-22

*
=
57 1012

*
=
03

m o~
|76 - suluold|ed01d

400

™M o~ —
|/Bw - uie101d 3AIDRIY-D

— (=]

15-17 20-22

5-7  10-12

0-3

o o o =
S S S

/N - 9sereydsoyd suijexy

P T 1——— N
L% N 1a
(a\]
T F—— ~
. P H 1%
F— T — ~
. B S 15
i N L -
. {1 J—— 14
wr—— T 31— —— -
¥ — {1~ 1
o o o o o
o (= (=] [«
<o O < oV}
I/N - 9seusboipAysq aleyoe]
i I L N
¥ {J 10
(g\]
i E SR
0 M {4
ety S e R !
il T Y
P——— 11—
g i
— {1+ -
. HF S
wn < m (] — o
p/Bwi - duruneals)
-_——a T 1+ o
HIF 1S
(g\]
P T+ ~
HIF A
g ————T__T F+-—— |«
T -0~ {4
o
b———{_ T _1———
~
—L__ 11— {4
e S L T
-1+ {4
(] @ ) o (=] o
(=) wn (=) n
~ — —
|/N - 9seI9)suURIIOUIWY Sleyedsy
e S P
E T 3
o
% ————1 T -~ ~
Lk Hh {4
——1 T J—= |«
: s E i B 'Y
- |
: P 1 PN
T~ | .,
: - T1r {4
o o o o o
o o o o
< ™M (g} -—


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.12.20247726

