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Abstracts 80 

Background: Cancer patients are considered to be highly susceptible to viral infections, 81 

however, the comprehensive features of COVID-19 in these patients remained largely 82 

unknown. The present study aimed to assess the clinical characteristics and outcomes of 83 

COVID-19 in a large cohort of cancer patients. 84 

Design, Setting, and Participants: Data of consecutive cancer patients admitted to 33 85 

designated hospitals for COVID-19 in Hubei province, China from December 17, 2019 to 86 

March 18, 2020 were retrospectively collected. The follow-up cutoff date was April 02, 87 

2020. The clinical course and survival status of the cancer patients with COVID-19 were 88 

measured, and the potential risk factors of severe events and death were assessed through 89 

univariable and multivariable analyses. 90 

Results: A total of 283 laboratory confirmed COVID-19 patients (50% male; median age, 91 

63.0 years [IQR, 55.0 to 70.0]) with more than 20 cancer types were included. The overall 92 

mortality rate was 18% (50/283), and the median hospitalization stay for the survivors was 93 

26 days. Amongst all, 76 (27%) were former cancer patients with curative resections for 94 

over five years without recurrence. The current cancer patients exhibited worse outcomes 95 

versus former cancer patients (overall survival, HR=2.45, 95%CI 1.10 to 5.44, log-rank 96 

p=0.02; mortality rate, 21% vs 9%). Of the 207 current cancer patients, 95 (46%) have 97 

received recent anti-tumor treatment, and the highest mortality rate was observed in the 98 

patients receiving recent chemotherapy (33%), followed by surgery (26%), other anti-99 

tumor treatments (19%), and no anti-tumor treatment (15%). In addition, a higher mortality 100 

rate was observed in patients with lymphohematopoietic malignancies (LHM) (53%, 9/17), 101 

and all seven LHM patients with recent chemotherapy died. Multivariable analysis 102 

indicated that LHM (p=0.001) was one of the independent factors associating with critical 103 

illness or death. 104 

Conclusions: This is the first systematic study comprehensively depicting COVID-19 in a 105 

large cancer cohort. Patients with tumors, especially LHM, may have poorer prognosis of 106 

COVID-19. Additional cares are warranted and non-emergency anti-tumor treatment 107 

should be cautiously used for these patients under the pandemic.  108 

 109 
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Introduction  110 

Since the publicly reported coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) caused by severe acute 111 

respiratory syndrome coronavirus-2 (SARS-CoV-2) infection in December, 20191 and the 112 

subsequent evidences of its human-to-human transmission property released in January 113 

2020,2 there has been an extremely rapid spread of the novel coronavirus around the globe. 114 

The World Health Organization (WHO) has declared a global health emergency on January 115 

30, 2020.3 The first systematic description of the clinical characteristics of COVID-19 in 116 

China was reported on February, 2020, showing a fatality rate of 1.4% among the 1,099 117 

Chinese patients.4 Till April 02, 2020, the novel viral infection has caused 82,735 and 118 

855,446 cumulative cases in China and worldwide, with 3,327 and 43,955 reported death, 119 

respectively.5 120 

Cancer patients, as a special population who usually have a high demand for 121 

intensive care and are frequently systematically immunosuppressed, are considered to be 122 

more susceptible to the infection.6 Accordingly, a considerable amount of cancer patients 123 

may have been subjected to COVID-19 during the pandemic, which has attracted 124 

increasing attention from the clinicians.6-9 Recent studies with small cohorts (n = 12 to 28) 125 

of SARS-CoV-2 infected cancer patients have proposed the potentially higher 126 

susceptibility and poorer prognosis of COVID-19 in cancer patients compared to the 127 

overall population.6,8,10 However, the study population in these reports are too limited to 128 

provide conclusive evidences, and the characteristics of COVID-19 in cancer patients 129 

remained largely unknown. Herein, we carried out the present large retrospective study for 130 

the comprehensive investigation of the clinical characteristics, prognosis, survival status, 131 

and potential risk factors of severe events of COVID-19 in a large cohort of Chinese cancer 132 

patients.  133 
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 134 

Methods 135 

Study Population, Setting and Data Collection 136 

Consecutive cancer patients who were newly admitted to 33 designated hospitals for 137 

COVID-19 in Hubei province, China between December 17, 2019 and March 18, 2020 138 

were included. The follow-up cutoff date was April 02, 2020. The patients were admitted 139 

to the hospitals for suspicious or confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection irrespective of their on-140 

admission symptom levels, and all patients eventually got laboratory confirmed diagnosis 141 

with COVID-19. The collection and tests of clinical specimens, diagnosis, treatment (anti-142 

tumor and anti-infections), examinations, and severity level assessment (asymptomatic, 143 

mild, moderate, severe, and critical cases) of COVID-19 were performed following the 144 

latest edition of Novel Coronavirus Pneumonia Diagnosis and Treatment Plan released by 145 

the National Health Commission & National Administration of Traditional Chinese 146 

Medicine by assessment. Nasopharyngeal swabs were collected for pathogenic test using 147 

RT-PCR assay to confirm the presence of 2019-nCoV nucleic acid.  148 

Data of the demographic and clinicopathological characteristics, infection 149 

symptoms, examination results (laboratory tests, chest CT scan, etc.), clinical treatments, 150 

and survival outcomes were retrospectively collected from the electronic medical records 151 

and further reviewed and confirmed by two independent physicians from each hospital. 152 

The data were analyzed by two independent statisticians (GW and YuXu). All 153 

inconsistencies were reviewed and confirmed by the Medical Review Board composed of 154 

physicians from departments of oncology, thoracic surgery, and pulmonary and critical care 155 

medicine. Patient identity protection was maintained throughout the study. 156 

Study Definitions 157 

 . 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 May 3, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.28.20083246doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.28.20083246
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


6 

 

Former cancer patients were defined as the patients who were diagnosed with malignancies 158 

and have received curative surgical resections over five years without recurrence till the 159 

hospital admission for COVID-19. Fever was defined as an axillary temperature of 37.5°C 160 

or higher. Acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS) was defined based on the interim 161 

guidance for the management of critical COVID-19 by WHO.11 Recent anti-tumor 162 

treatment were defined as the conventional anti-tumor treatment that were provided within 163 

3 months before the hospital admission for COVID-19. The types of conventional anti-164 

tumor treatment included: surgical resection, chemotherapy, radiotherapy, targeted therapy, 165 

immunotherapy, and combinational therapy, etc. Critical cases were defined as patients 166 

with ARDS and requiring mechanical ventilation or extracorporeal membrane oxygenation 167 

(ECMO), shock, acute heart failure, acute myocardial infarction, or acute renal failure. 168 

Hospitalization stay was defined as the date from hospital admission for COVID-19 till 169 

discharge. Remission was defined as either the decrease of at least one-level on disease 170 

severity, the change of nucleic acid test results from positive to negative, or the improved 171 

absorption of inflammation upon pulmonary imaging. The overall survival (OS) was 172 

defined as the time from the date of first clinical visit for suspicious infection of SARS-173 

CoV-2 until death due to any cause. 174 

Statistical Analysis 175 

The clinical pathological variables, symptoms, and chest CT scan results in the patients 176 

were statistically described. Continuous variables were described by median (IQR) and 177 

categorical variables were described by number (percentages). To assess the differences 178 

between different subset of population, Mann-Whitney test was performed for continuous 179 

variables and chi-square test was performed for categorical variables. For hospitalization 180 

stay, Kaplan-Meier curves were plotted and compared by using a log-rank test with 181 
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hazard’s ratio determined by cox regression. Univariable and multivariable logistic 182 

regression were used to test the associations between different variables and the critical 183 

and death cases. For univariable analysis, baseline characteristics were tested with blood 184 

biochemistry variables transformed into categorical variables with the cutoffs upon the 185 

clinical relevance. Variables that achieved a significant level with p < 0.05 and an odds 186 

ratio (OR) > 3 in the univariable analysis were selected for multivariable logistic regression 187 

using stepwise forward conditional mode. When strong correlations were present among 188 

the variables that met the above criteria, only the one with the highest odds ratio entered 189 

the multivariable analysis. All reported p values were two-tailed, and p < 0.05 was 190 

considered statistically significant. The analyses were performed with the use of R software 191 

(version 3.5.0, R Foundation for Statistical Computing) and GraphPad Prism software 192 

(version 5.0, GraphPad Software Inc.). 193 

Results 194 

Clinical Characteristics 195 

A total of 283 cancer patients who were admitted to 33 designated hospitals with laboratory 196 

confirmed diagnosis of COVID-19 were included in the study (Table 1). The median age 197 

of the overall patients was 63.0 (IQR, 55.0-70.0) years, and 50% were male patients. The 198 

overall population harbored more than 20 types of tumor, including 51 (18%) with lung 199 

cancer, 38 (13%) with breast cancer, and 34 (12%) with colorectal cancer, etc. The most 200 

common comorbidities were hypertension (33%), diabetes (14%), and cardiovascular 201 

disease (11%). At onset of illness, 6 (2%), 97 (34%), 108 (38%), and 72 (25%) of the 202 

patients were asymptomatic, with mild, moderate, and severe symptoms, respectively. 203 

Amongst all, 76 (27%) were former cancer patients who have undergone primary resection 204 

for over five years without relapse, 207 (73%) were current cancer patients, including 101 205 
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(49%) with locally advanced or advanced diseases. Compared with the former cancer 206 

patients, the current cancer patients were more likely to exhibit severe symptoms (29% vs 207 

17%) on admission. 208 

The most common symptoms on admission were fever (73%), cough (68%), fatigue 209 

(49%), sputum (41%), and dyspnea (40%) (supplementary table S1). Baseline chest CT 210 

scan presented ground glass opacity in 211 (75%) patients, interstitial thickening in 112 211 

(40%) patients, consolidation in 71 (25%) patients, and reticular pattern in 60 (21%) 212 

patients, which was similarly observed in the former and current cancer patients 213 

(supplementary table S2).  214 

Prognosis and outcomes 215 

For treatment against COVID-19, antiviral, antibacterial, hormone, and immunoglobulin 216 

therapies were provided for 262 (93%), 233 (82%), 113 (40%), and 86 (30%) patients, 217 

respectively. The clinical courses of the patients throughout hospitalization were provided 218 

for the overall population (figure 1), the former cancer patients (supplementary figure S1), 219 

and the current cancer patients (supplementary figure S2). The overall mortality rate was 220 

18% (50/283), including 17% (47/283) deaths due to COVID-19. During hospitalization, 221 

19 mild cases, 34 moderate cases, and 72 severe cases eventually developed severe (62 222 

[22%]) and critical (63 [22%]) cases. Of the critical cases, 45 (71%) died by the last visit, 223 

accounting for 90% of the overall death cases (figure 1). The most common complications 224 

were ARDS (85, 30%), stroke (42, 15%), and acute heart failure (17, 6%). Non-invasive 225 

and invasive mechanical ventilations were provided for 51 (18%) and 18 (6%) patients, 226 

respectively. At the last follow up, there were 178 (63%) asymptomatic cases and 2 (1%) 227 

severe cases (figure 1).  228 
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The illustration of the clinical evaluations and outcomes of the patients with 229 

different types of cancer is provided in figure 2. The remission rate was 81% in the overall 230 

patients, 91% (69/76) in the former cancer patients, and 78% (161/207) in the current 231 

cancer patients, respectively. The recovery degree as represented by the ratio of 232 

asymptomatic patients by the last follow-up visit was 63% (178/283) in the overall 233 

population, 68% (52/76) in the former cancer patients, and 61% (126/207) in the current 234 

cancer patients, respectively. As shown, the worst prognosis was observed in the patients 235 

with current lymphohematopoietic malignancies (LHM) including lymphoma (n  =  8) and 236 

leukemia (n  =  9), followed by esophageal cancer (n  =  9) and lung cancer (n  =  51), with 237 

a remission rate of 38%, 44%, 67%, and 70%, and a degree of recovery of 38%, 22%, 44%, 238 

and 54%, respectively (figure 2, supplementary table S3). In addition, the LHM patients 239 

were more likely to develop severe or critical cases (59%, 10/17 vs 22%, 41/190) and 240 

deaths (53%, 9/17 vs 18%, 34/190) compared to patients with solid tumors (supplementary 241 

Table S4), and all the seven LHM patients with recent chemotherapy died.  242 

The median hospitalization stay was 24 days for the overall survivors (figure 3A) 243 

and the median duration from admission to death was 13.5 days in COVID-19 deceased 244 

cases (figure 3B). The current cancer patients exhibited a longer median hospitalization 245 

stay (26 days vs 25 days, figure 3C) and significantly higher risk of death compared to the 246 

former cancer patients (OS, HR 2.45, 95%CI 1.10-5.44, log-rank p = .023), with a mortality 247 

rate of 21% (43/207) and 9% (7/76), respectively (figure 3D). Of the 207 current cancer 248 

patients, 95 (46%) have received recent anti-tumor treatments, including 46 (22%) with 249 

chemotherapy, 23 (11%) with surgical resection, and 26 (13%) with other anti-tumor 250 

treatments. Among them, the highest mortality rate was observed in the patients treated 251 

with recent chemotherapy (33%), followed by surgery (26%), other treatments (19%), and 252 
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no treatment (15%) (supplementary figure S3). Two patients have received recent 253 

immunotherapy as monotherapy, including one stage IV lung cancer patient with mild 254 

symptoms at diagnosis, experienced severe illness during hospitalization, got recovered 255 

after treatment and discharged with 31-day hospitalization stay, and another patient with 256 

stage IV urothelial cancer who had moderate symptoms as the worst status and got 257 

discharged after recovery with 26 days of hospitalization stay.  258 

Risk factors  259 

Logistic regression analyses were conducted to investigate the potential risk factors 260 

associated with disease severity in COVID-19 cancer patients. Demographic and clinical 261 

characteristics, symptoms, CT findings and laboratory findings were included for analysis. 262 

Multivariable analysis indicated that lymphohematopoietic malignancies (p  =  0.001), 263 

severe symptoms at first clinical visit (p  =  0.012), and elevated levels of neutrophil (> 264 

6.3×109/mL, p  =  3.00×10-6), direct bilirubin (DBIL) (> 7 μmol/L, p  =  0.001), creatinine 265 

(> 115 μM, p  =  0.007), and troponin (> 5 ng/ml, p  =  0.033) at baseline were independent 266 

risk factors associated with the development of critical illness or deaths (table 2). No 267 

significant association was observed between the cancer status (current vs former) with 268 

critical or death cases.  269 

 270 

Discussion 271 

The rapid spreading of COVID-19 has swept the globe, leading to a worldwide pandemic. 272 

The present study has provided the first comprehensive depiction of the clinicopathological 273 

characteristics, clinical outcomes, and risk factors for death of COVID-19 in patients with 274 

tumors. Our study highlighted the poorer prognosis of COVID-19 in cancer patients, which 275 

may provide valuable clues for the patient management under the current coronavirus 276 
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disease pandemic.  277 

In our cohort of 283 cancer patients with COVID-19 infection, the median 278 

hospitalization stay was 26 days, which is longer than the previously reported 12 days4 in 279 

the unselected COVID-19 cases and 16 days in the severe cases.12 Recent study reported 280 

that the mortality rate was 28.6% in 28 SARS-CoV-2 infected cancer patients,8 our analysis 281 

further provided a mortality rate of 18%, with 9% in former cancer patients and 21% in 282 

current cancer patients, both higher than that of the overall cumulative mortality rate of 283 

COVID-19 cases as reported in Hubei province (4.7%) over the same period (as of April 284 

02, 2020),5 indicating the worse outcomes in the patients with a history of cancer when 285 

infected by the novel coronavirus. 286 

A statistically significantly shorter overall survival was observed in the current 287 

cancer patients compared to the former cancer patients, and the difference was larger when 288 

the patients received recent anti-tumor treatment, especially chemotherapy, which is most 289 

likely to weaken the immune system among different treatments. For patients with LHM, 290 

who often have a severely defective immune system upon the largely replacement of 291 

normal functional immune cells by malignant cells, a higher prevalence was observed in 292 

the studied cohort (6.0%, 3.2% for leukemia and 3.5% for lymphoma), which almost 293 

doubles that of the prevalence of LHM in the overall cancer population in China (3.8%, 294 

1.8% for leukemia and 2.1% for lymphoma),13 indicating that these patients may be more 295 

susceptible to SARS-CoV-2 infection. In addition, an even higher rate of death cases was 296 

observed in patients with LHM (53%) compared with the patients with solid tumors (18%), 297 

and all of the LHM patients who were treated with recent chemotherapy died. Collectively, 298 

our results further suggested that the worse outcomes in SARS-CoV-2 infected cancer 299 

patients may be attributed to both the intrinsic immunocompromised status from the 300 
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malignancies and the immunosuppression caused by active anti-tumor treatments. 301 

Accordingly, anti-tumor treatment, especially chemotherapy, should be used with great 302 

caution to reduce the potential negative effects on the patients. 303 

Previous reports suggested that age and coexisting conditions were potential risk 304 

factors associated with disease severity.14-16 Given the higher median age in our cancer 305 

cohort (63 years) than the reported median age of 47-year-old in the general COVID-19 306 

patients, the effect of age on the disease severity was weakened, providing a relatively 307 

lower level of significance (OR, 1.94, 95%CI 1.12-3.37) in the univariable analysis 308 

compared to the other variables (table 2). Our study further showed that LHM, an elevated 309 

baseline neutrophil, DBIL, creatinine, troponin, and the severe symptoms at onset illness 310 

were independently associated with the development of critical or death cases in cancer 311 

patients with COVID-19, which may provide important implications for the patient cares. 312 

There are several limitations in this study. Firstly, this study was conducted in a 313 

retrospective setting. Nevertheless, the patient population in this study was relatively large, 314 

and the patients were consecutively included irrespective of their baseline characteristics 315 

including the clinical symptoms, which will reduce the potential bias of the study 316 

population. Secondly, this study focused on the investigation of patients with cancer 317 

infected with SARS-CoV-2, and no direct comparison was conducted between the infected 318 

cancer patients and the non-cancer patients. Despite that, comparisons have been made 319 

between the current and the former cancer patients, who were considered to exhibit 320 

relatively more likely to cancer-free patients as a reference. Besides, the studied population 321 

came from as many as 33 designated hospitals in Hubei province, China, which is 322 

considered to be fairly representative for the overall condition of COVID-19 cancer 323 

patients in Hubei province, and thus was compared with the data of general COVID-19 324 

 . 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 May 3, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.28.20083246doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.28.20083246
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


13 

 

patients in Hubei province over the same period.  325 

 326 

Conclusion 327 

Our study provided the first systematic investigations of the clinical characterization, 328 

outcomes, and risk factors for disease severity of COVID-19 patients with malignancies. 329 

The results indicated a potentially higher susceptibility and poorer prognosis of patients 330 

with a history of cancer when infected with SARS-CoV-2. Given that there are no 331 

confirmed effective drugs for the prevention or treatment of COVID-19 to date, strict 332 

preventions and special cares are warranted for patients with malignancies to minimize the 333 

potential risks and impacts from infections under the pandemic.  334 
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Table 1. Demographic, clinical, laboratory findings of cancer patients at the first clinical visit. 400 

 

 

Total  

(n = 283) 

Former cancer 

patients  

(n = 76) 

Current cancer 

patients 

(n = 207) 

Demographic and clinical characteristics    

Age  63.0 (55.0-70.0) 65.0  (60.0-73.0) 62.0  (53.0-69.0) 

Sex     

 Female 142 (50) 45 (59) 97 (47) 

 Male 141 (50) 31 (41) 110 (53) 

Smoking history     

 Current 11 (4) 1 (1) 10 (5) 

 Former 54 (19) 10 (13) 44 (21) 

 Never 216 (76) 65 (86) 151 (73) 

 NA 2 (1) 0 (0) 2 (1) 

Drinking history     

 Current 11 (4) 1 (1) 10 (5) 

 Former 41 (14) 5 (7) 36 (17) 

 Never 210 (74) 69 (91) 141 (68) 

 NA 21 (7) 1 (1) 20 (10) 

Huanan market exposure    

 No 254 (90) 67 (88) 187 (90) 

 Yes 10 (4) 4 (5) 6 (3) 

 NA 19 (7) 5 (7) 14 (7) 

Symptoms at the first visit    

 Asymptomatic 6 (2) 1 (1) 5 (2) 

 Mild 97 (34) 26 (34) 71 (34) 

 Moderate 108 (38) 36 (47) 72 (35) 

 Severe 72 (25) 13 (17) 59 (29) 

Pathology     

 Lung cancer 51 (18) 5 (7) 46 (22) 

 Breast cancer 38 (13) 17 (22) 21 (10) 

 Colorectal cancer 34 (12) 14 (18) 20 (10) 

 Thyroid carcinoma 23 (8) 7 (9) 16 (8) 

 Gastric cancer 18 (6) 5 (7) 13 (6) 

 Cervical cancer 11 (4) 5 (7) 6 (3) 

 Leukemia 11 (4) 2 (3) 9 (4) 

 Urothelial cancer 11 (4) 4 (5) 7 (3) 

 Lymphoma 10 (4) 2 (3) 8 (4) 

 Esophageal cancer 9 (3) 0 (0) 9 (4) 

 Hepatocellular carcinoma 9 (3) 1 (1) 8 (4) 

 Head and neck cancer 7 (2) 4 (5) 3 (1) 

 Ovarian cancer 5 (2) 1 (1) 4 (2) 

 Prostate cancer 5 (2) 1 (1) 4 (2) 

 Sarcoma 5 (2) 1 (1) 4 (2) 

 Pancreatic cancer 4 (1) 0 (0) 4 (2) 

 Renal cell carcinoma 4 (1) 0 (0) 4 (2) 

 Others 28 (10) 7 (9) 21 (10) 

Recent anti-cancer treatment    

 No 188 (66) 76 (100) 112 (54) 

 Surgery 23 (8) 0 (0) 23 (11) 
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 Chemotherapy 46 (16) 0 (0) 46 (22) 

 Targeted therapy 12 (4) 0 (0) 12 (6) 

 Others 14 (5) 0 (0) 14 (7) 

Diabetes     

 No 244 (86) 60 (79) 184 (89) 

 Yes 39 (14) 16 (21) 23 (11) 

Hypertension     

 No 189 (67) 45 (59) 144 (70) 

 Yes 94 (33) 31 (41) 63 (30) 

Cardiovascular comorbidity    

 No 251 (89) 64 (84) 187 (90) 

 Yes 32 (11) 12 (16) 20 (10) 

Cerebrovascular comorbidity    

 No 264 (93) 66 (87) 198 (96) 

 Yes 19 (7) 10 (13) 9 (4) 

COPD     

 No 263 (93) 75 (99) 188 (91) 

 Yes 20 (7) 1 (1) 19 (9) 

Chronic liver disease    

 No 269 (95) 74 (97) 195 (94) 

 Yes 14 (5) 2 (3) 12 (6) 

Chronic renal disease    

 No 273 (96) 72 (95) 201 (97) 

 Yes 10 (4) 4 (5) 6 (3) 

Laboratory findings    

Leukocyte ×109/mL 5.46 (4.16-7.23) 5.61 (4.53-6.84) 5.37 (3.90-7.26) 

Neutrophil ×109/mL 3.86 (2.59-5.47) 3.81 (2.77-4.84) 3.86 (2.54-5.76) 

Lymphocyte ×109/mL 0.86 (0.57-1.34) 0.98 (0.72-1.54) 0.80 (0.52-1.28) 

Monocyte ×109/mL 0.42 (0.30-0.60) 0.44 (0.37-0.61) 0.39 (0.26-0.59) 

Eosinophil ×109/mL 0.03 (0.00-0.08) 0.05 (0.01-0.09) 0.02 (0.00-0.08) 

Basophil ×109/mL 0.01 (0.01-0.02) 0.01 (0.01-0.02) 0.01 (0.00-0.02) 

Platelet ×109/mL 188 (121-247) 222 (169-272) 179 (104-227) 

ALT U/L 22.0 (13.0-36.8) 22.3 (15.8-33.3) 21.5 (12.0-38.4) 

AST U/L 28.0 (19.0-39.0) 25.0 (19.0-39.0) 28.5 (19.0-39.0) 

TBIL μmol/L 10.8 (7.88-14.8) 11.1 (9.35-14.5) 10.5 (7.40-15.0) 

DBIL μmol/L 3.70 (2.50-5.43) 3.40 (2.50-4.30) 4.00 (2.60-6.20) 

Urea mM 4.88 (3.62-6.90) 5.00 (4.00-6.23) 4.80 (3.40-7.47) 

Creatinine μM 64.1 (53.0-84.0) 64.5 (55.0-83.8) 64.1 (52.0-84.0) 

Prothrombin time s 12.8 (11.8-13.8) 12.7 (11.6-13.4) 12.8 (11.9-14.0) 

APTT s 33.3 (28.7-38.4) 32.9 (28.4-37.7) 33.5 (28.8-38.6) 

D-dimer μg/mL 0.83 (0.36-2.00) 0.57 (0.24-1.54) 0.93 (0.47-2.49) 

CK-MB U/L 1.31 (0.60-6.20) 1.41 (0.90-4.46) 1.12 (0.50-8.00) 

Troponin ng/ml 0.08 (0.01-3.20) 0.02 (0.01-2.20) 1.69 (0.01-3.60) 

CRP mg/L 26.5 (5.82-70.2) 15.8 (5.00-56.0) 29.3 (6.20-72.4) 

hsCRP mg/L 27.1 (5.00-64.3) 22.2 (5.00-56.6) 28.0 (5.00-68.0) 

Procalcitonin ng/mL 0.11 (0.05-0.26) 0.08 (0.03-0.13) 0.12 (0.05-0.34) 

Data are median (IQR), or n (%). Abbreviations: NA=not applicable; COPD=chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; 401 
ALT=alanine aminotransferase; AST=aspartate aminotransferase; TBIL=total bilirubin. DBIL=direct bilirubin; 402 
APTT=activated partial thromboplastin time; CK-MB=creatine kinase-MB; CRP=C-reactive protein; hsCRP=high 403 
sensitivity C-reactive protein.   404 
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Table 2. Risk factors at the first clinical visit associated with critical ill or death. 405 

  
Comparison 

Univariable  

OR (95%CI) 
p value 

Multivariable  

OR (95%CI) 
p value 

Demographic and clinical characteristics     

Age year >65 vs. ≤65 1.94 (1.12-3.37) 0.02   

Sex  Female vs. male 0.67 (0.39-1.16) 0.16   

Smoking history  No (ref.)     

  Current vs. ref. 0.78 (0.16-3.72) 0.75   

  Former vs. ref. 1.61 (0.83-3.10) 0.16   

Drinking history  No (ref.)     

  Current vs. ref. 0.75 (0.16-3.59) 0.72   

  Former vs. ref. 1.40 (0.66-2.94) 0.38   

Huanan market exposure Yes vs. no 0.77 (0.16-3.74) 0.75   

Cancer history  Former (ref.)     

  Current vs. ref. 1.98 (0.99-3.94) 0.052   

  LHM vs. ref. 9.78 (3.03-31.51) 1.34*10-4 40.02 (4.35-368.69) 0.001 

  Lung cancer vs. ref. 3.13 (1.32-7.38) 0.009 1.69 (0.32-8.95) 0.54 

  Other cancers vs. ref. 1.29 (0.61-2.70) 0.51 1.00 (0.22-4.52) 1.00 

Recent anti-cancer treatment No treatment (ref.)     

  Any treatment vs. ref. 1.93 (1.11-3.38) 0.021   

  Surgery vs. ref. 1.43 (0.53-3.88) 0.48   

  Chemotherapy vs. ref. 2.38 (1.18-4.78) 0.015   

  Others vs. ref. 1.71 (0.69-4.20) 0.24   

Diabetes  Yes vs. no 0.42 (0.16-1.13) 0.085   

Hypertension  Yes vs. no 1.58 (0.90-2.78) 0.11   

Cardiovascular comorbidity Yes vs. no 2.84 (1.33-6.07) 0.007   

Cerebrovascular comorbidity Yes vs. no 0.83 (0.27-2.60) 0.75   

COPD  Yes vs. no 2.26 (0.88-5.77) 0.090   

Chronic liver disease Yes vs. no 0.86 (0.23-3.16) 0.82   

Chronic renal disease Yes vs. no 0.78 (0.16-3.78) 0.76   

Symptoms       

Symptoms at the first visit Severe vs. non-severe 5.10 (2.82-9.23) 7.16*10-8 5.43 (1.46-20.24) 0.012 

Fever  Yes vs. no 0.77 (0.42-1.42) 0.40   

Cough  Yes vs. no 1.51 (0.82-2.81) 0.19   

Sputum  Yes vs. no 2.12 (1.22-3.70) 0.008   

Dyspnea  Yes vs. no 4.14 (2.31-7.39) 2.00*10-6   

Fatigue  Yes vs. no 1.74 (1.00-3.03) 0.052   

Headache  Yes vs. no 1.53 (0.56-4.19) 0.41   

Muscle ache  Yes vs. no 0.54 (0.20-1.46) 0.22   

Sore throat  Yes vs. no 1.18 (0.36-3.83) 0.79   

Diarrhea  Yes vs. no 0.63 (0.25-1.59) 0.33   

Nausea  Yes vs. no 0.46 (0.13-1.59) 0.22   

Sneeze  Yes vs. no 3.28 (0.45-23.72) 0.24   

Nasal congestion  Yes vs. no 1.07 (0.11-10.47) 0.95   

Nasal discharge  Yes vs. no 1.97 (0.46-8.46) 0.36   

CT findings       

Ground glass opacity Yes vs. no 0.72 (0.37-1.40) 0.33   
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Reticular pattern  Yes vs. no 1.07 (0.55-2.08) 0.85   

Interstitial thickening Yes vs. no 1.29 (0.73-2.27) 0.38   

Crazy paving appearance Yes vs. no 1.06 (0.43-2.62) 0.90   

Consolidation  Yes vs. no 2.17 (1.19-3.96) 0.011   

Bronchiectasis  Yes vs. no 2.49 (1.05-5.91) 0.039   

Bilateral involvement Yes vs. no 1.62 (0.71-3.69) 0.25   

Multicentric pattern Yes vs. no 1.20 (0.64-2.25) 0.58   

Laboratory findings      

Hematologic indices      

Leukocyte ×10^9/mL >9.5 vs. ≤9.5 10.44 (4.75-22.95) 5.23*10-9   

Neutrophil ×10^9/mL >6.3 vs. ≤6.3 9.56 (4.87-18.77) 5.42*10-11 32.77 (7.60-141.26) 3.00*10-6 

Lymphocyte ×10^9/mL >1.1 vs. ≤1.1 0.34 (0.17-0.66) 0.001   

  >0.5 vs. ≤0.5 0.47 (0.25-0.92) 0.03   

Monocyte ×10^9/mL >0.6 vs. ≤0.6 2.95 (1.62-5.37) 4.14*10-4   

Eosinophil ×10^9/mL >0.02 vs. ≤0.02 0.19 (0.10-0.36) 0.00E0   

Basophil ×10^9/mL >0.06 vs. ≤0.06 1.66 (0.48-5.72) 0.42   

Platelet ×10^9/mL >125 vs. ≤125 0.35 (0.19-0.62) 3.94*10-4   

Hepatic function       

ALT U/L >40 vs. ≤40 1.47 (0.78-2.79) 0.23   

AST U/L >40 vs. ≤40 2.62 (1.43-4.80) 0.002   

TBIL μmol/L >17.1 vs. ≤17.1 4.27 (2.17-8.40) 2.55*10-5   

DBIL μmol/L >7 vs. ≤7 6.50 (3.25-13.01) 1.20*10-7 14.48 (2.79-75.22) 0.001 

Renal function       

Urea mM >7.1 vs. ≤7.1 5.24 (2.82-9.72) 1.55*10-7   

Creatinine μM >115 vs. ≤115 6.43 (2.75-15.03) 1.72*10-5 23.22 (2.40-224.35) 0.007 

Coagulation function      

Prothrombin time s >14 vs. ≤14 3.66 (1.92-6.98) 8.17*10-5    

APTT s >37 vs. ≤37 1.19 (0.65-2.18) 0.56   

D-dimer μg/mL >0.55 vs. ≤0.55 3.40 (1.67-6.94) 0.001     

    >2 vs. ≤2 3.47 (1.86-6.47) 8.80*10-5    

Myocardial injury           

CK-MB U/L >0.6 vs. ≤0.6 3.35 (1.33-8.43) 0.010     

    >6 vs. ≤6 2.86 (1.42-5.79) 0.003     

Troponin ng/ml >0.1 vs. ≤0.1 1.30 (0.68-2.48) 0.42     

    >5 vs. ≤5 3.56 (1.64-7.71) 0.001 5.57 (1.15-27.10) 0.033 

Infection-related indices           

CRP mg/L >10 vs. ≤10 5.60 (2.11-14.88) 0.001     

    >100 vs. ≤100 5.92 (2.70-13.01) 9.00*10-6     

hsCRP mg/L >5 vs. ≤5 3.38 (1.42-8.06) 0.006     

    >100 vs. ≤100 5.48 (2.25-13.38) 1.87*10-4     

Procalcitonin ng/mL >0.1 vs. ≤0.1 3.07 (1.60-5.91) 0.001     

    >0.5 vs. ≤0.5 5.56 (2.54-12.18) 1.82*10-5    

p values were calculated by univariable or multivariable logistic regression. Abbreviations: NA=not applicable. 406 
COPD=chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. ALT=alanine aminotransferase; AST=aspartate aminotransferase; 407 
TBIL=total bilirubin; DBIL=direct bilirubin; APTT=activated partial thromboplastin time; CK-MB=creatine kinase-MB; 408 
CRP=C-reactive protein; hsCRP=high sensitivity C-reactive protein; LHM= Lymphohematopoietic cancer. 409 
  410 
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411 

Figure 1. Clinical course of the patients in the study. Clinical evaluations of the patients were 412 

shown from their onset illness (left), most severe severity level (middle), to last follow-up visit (right). 413 

The patients with different severity levels were demonstrated in different colors.  414 

  415 
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416 

Figure 2. Illustration of the multidimensional outcomes of former cancer patients and the 417 

current cancer patients with different tumor types with COVID-19. Each pie represents one group 418 

of current cancer patient with a specific type of cancer, the former cancer patients were illustrated as 419 

a separate group. The y coordinate of each pie center represents the rate of patients with no symptoms 420 

at the last follow-up visit; the x coordinate represents the rate of remission at last follow-up visit; the 421 

composition within each pie represents the distribution of most severe symptom levels in each tumor 422 

type; the size of the pie represents the population size as demonstrated in the inset. Tumors with the 423 

population size less than 10 are not shown in the figure and were considered as “other”.  424 
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425 

Figure 3. Kaplan-Meier curves of the outcomes of the patients. (A) Kaplan-Meier curves of the 426 

hospitalization stay of the overall survivors. (B) Kaplan-Meier curve of the time to death in COVID-427 

19 deceased cases. (C) Kaplan-Meier curves comparing the hospitalization stay of survivors between 428 

the former and current cancer patients. (D) Comparison of the overall survival between the former 429 

and the current cancer patients.  430 
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