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Abstract

Background

Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) is now a global pandemic with Europe and the USA at
its epicenter. Little is known about risk factors for progression to severe disease in Europe.
This study aims to describe the epidemiology of COVID-19 patients in a Swiss university

hospital.

Methods

This retrospective observational study included all adult patients hospitalized with a
laboratory confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection from March 1 to March 25, 2020. We extracted
data from electronic health records. The primary outcome was the need to mechanical
ventilation at day 14. We used multivariate logistic regression to identify risk factors for

mechanical ventilation. Follow-up was of at least 14 days.

Results

200 patients were included, of whom 37 (18-5%) needed mechanical ventilation at 14 days.
The median time from symptoms onset to mechanical ventilation was 9-5 days (IQR 7.00,
12.75). Multivariable regression showed increased odds of mechanical ventilation in males
(3.26, 1.21-9.8; p=0.025), in patients who presented with a qSOFA score 22 (6.02, 2.09-
18.82; p=0.001), with bilateral infiltrate (5.75, 1.91-21.06; p=0.004) or with a CRP of 40 mg/I

or greater (4.73, 1.51-18.58; p=0.013).
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Conclusions

This study gives some insight in the epidemiology and clinical course of patients admitted in
a European tertiary hospital with SARS-CoV-2 infection. Male sex, high gSOFA score, CRP of
40 mg/l or greater and a bilateral radiological infiltrate could help clinicians identify patients

at high risk for mechanical ventilation.
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Abbreviations

cal Charlson Comorbidity Index

AKI Acute Kidney Injury

ARDS Acute Respiratory Distress Syndrome

LUH Lausanne University Hospital

EHR Electronic Health Records

CRP C-Reactive Protein

PCT Procalcitonin

MV Mechanical ventilation

SOFA score Sequential Organ Failure Assessment score

gSOFA score quick SOFA score

NEWS National Early Warning score

CRB-65 score Confusion/Respiratory rate/Blood
pressure/agel>F65 years score

WHO World Health Organization
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1 Introduction

2 Severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) first emerged in Wuhan
3 (China) in December 2019. WHO, in February 2020, named the resulting disease
4  COronaVirus Induced Disease 2019 (COVID-19) [1]. There is a wide spectrum of severity
5 ranging from asymptomatic presentation to severe pneumonia requiring ventilator support
6 and death [2]. Since March 2020, the pace of SARS-CoV-2 spread around the globe increased
7  as the epidemic evolved to a pandemic [3]. Europe and the USA are now at the epicenter of
8 the pandemic and face increasing number of severe cases. By April 14 2020, Switzerland
9 registered 25580 cases, 2936 hospitalisation and 885 deaths [4].
10  Several studies described epidemiological characteristics of COVID-19 patients in China
11 [2,5,6]. To our knowledge, to the exception of a study including critically ill patients [7], none
12 has so far described epidemiology, risk factors and clinical course of COVID-19 patients in a
13  European setting.
14  We think that it is important to collect and analyse European data. The European population
15 is older, with a likely different genetic background that may influence the evolution of
16  disease and with different resources for responding to the outbreak. Furthermore, although
17  many studies have modelled the risk of severe disease in Chinese patients, little is known
18  about risk factors for progression to severe disease in Europe [8].
19 In the present study, we report the epidemiological and clinical characteristics of patients
20  hospitalized for COVID-19 in a Swiss university hospital as well as risk factors for progressive

21  respiratory failure requiring mechanical ventilation.
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22  Methods

23 Study Setting

24 This study took place in Lausanne University Hospital (LUH), a one-thousand-bed tertiary
25  university hospital in Lausanne, Switzerland. LUH serves as a primary-level community
26 hospital for Lausanne (population circa 300’000 inhabitants) and as a referral hospital for
27  Western Switzerland (population circa 1 — 1.5 million inhabitants). LUH increased its
28  outbreak response capacity by setting up new intensive care units for the management of
29 COvID-19 patients.

30

31 Study Design and Participants

32  This retrospective observational study analysed all adult patients consecutively hospitalized
33  with a confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection from March 1, 2020, to March 25, 2020. Patient’s
34  initial physicians used local guidelines to decide on admission (only patients with risk factors
35 for severe disease or patients needing medical care were hospitalized). For all patients, we
36 ensured of follow-up of up to at least 14 days, or up to discharge or death if they occurred
37  first.

38

39 Data collection

40 LUH electronic health record (EHR) provided epidemiological, clinical, radiological and
41  laboratory data.

42  Epidemiological data included age, sex, height, weight, and relevant comorbidities (including

43  a Charlson Comorbidities Index (CCl)). We collected data on clinical presentation, SARS-CoV-
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44 2 treatments, concomitant treatments, non-pharmacological interventions and clinical
45  course within LUH.

46  We recorded radiological findings from reports of chest radiography or computed
47  tomography (CT). We defined healthcare workers as professionals having direct contact with
48  patients (nurses, physiotherapists, physicians, etc.) or patient samples.

49  Laboratory data included full blood count, D-dimers, creatinine, highly sensitive cardiac T-
50 troponin, C-reactive protein (CRP), procalcitonin (PCT), ferritin, liver function tests, blood
51 type and real-time PCR to detect SARS-CoV-2 [9].

52  We entered all data in an electronic clinical report form (eCRF) using the REDCap® platform
53  (Research Electronic Data Capture v8.5.24, Vanderbilt University, Tennessee, USA) [10].
54  Fellows of the Infectious Diseases, Hospital Preventive Medicine and Internal Medicine
55  Services at LUH entered the data and two of the authors (JR, MP) verified their integrity.

56

57 Clinical management

58 Treating physicians made all decisions regarding supportive care. Specialists in infectious
59 diseases reviewed all SARS-CoV-2 treatment decisions according to the local
60 recommendations. These included protease inhibitors (ritonavir-boosted lopinavir or
61  atazanavir), hydroxychloroquine or remdesivir. Selected critically ill patients with high
62  inflammatory markers (CRP, D-dimers, PCT and ferritin) received tocilizumab. The choice of
63  treatment depended on drug availability, safety profile drug-drug interactions.

64  Treating physicians discussed advance planning of care and do not resuscitate orders with all
65  patients. Limitations of care were decided upon admission according to the patient’s values

66 and goals and the treating physician’s appreciation. We categorized these limitations into
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67 two levels: 1) no limitation; 2) limitation to the best supportive care provided in non-
68 monitored wards or intermediate care units but without mechanical ventilation (MV).

69

70  Definition

71  We defined a confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection as a positive test for SARS-CoV-2 using real-
72  time polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) technology in any respiratory sample .

73  We classified infection as nosocomial if the onset of symptoms started more than 96 hours
74  after admission for another indication.

75  We defined obesity either as a body mass index (BMI) of 30 kg/m? or higher, or, when
76  missing anthropometric data, a medical diagnosis of obesity.

77  We used the Berlin definition for Acute Respiratory Distress Syndrome (ARDS) [11]. We
78 defined shock as refractory hypotension requiring infusion of vasopressors. Acute kidney
79 injury (AKI) was identified and classified according to the 2012 Kidney Disease Improving
80  Global Outcome guidelines [12]. We defined liver injury as a 3-fold or greater increase in
81  transaminase levels.

82 We calculated quick Sequential Organ Failure Assessment (gSOFA) score,
83  Confusion/Respiratory rate/Blood pressure/agel>P65 years (CRB-65) score and National
84  Early Warning Score (NEWS) were assessed according to their original descriptions [13—15].
85  We defined MV as invasive respiratory support through a laryngeal or a tracheostomy tube

86

87 Outcome
88  The primary outcome was the use of MV for respiratory failure attributed to SARS-CoV-2
89  pneumonia, within 14 days after admission.

90
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91  Statistics
92  The number of cases diagnosed during the study period defined the sample size. Statistical
93  analyses were performed using R software v3.6.2 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing;

94  www.r-project.org). Categorical variables were presented as numbers (percentages),

95 normally distributed continuous variables were presented as mean * standard deviation (SD)
96 and continuous variables with a skewed distribution were presented as median
97 [interquartile range (IQR)].
98 For the descriptive analysis, we analysed proportions of categorical variables using chi-
99 square goodness of fit test; we used Student t-test for normally distributed variables or
100  Mann-Whitney-Wilcoxon test for continuous variables with a skewed distribution.
101  We used a general linear model based on univariate and multivariate logistic regression to
102  calculate odds ratio for MV. We excluded from the analysis, patients whose care was limited
103  to the best supportive care and patients already mechanically ventilated on admission. To
104  avoid bias resulting from treatment indication, we did not include SARS-CoV-2 specific
105 treatments as variables in the model.
106  To select predictive variables included in the multivariable analysis model, we first identified
107  clinically relevant variables from the univariate analysis for which the p-value was less than
108 0.2. To avoid overfitting, the final multivariate model used only four variables chosen by a
109  backward stepwise approach.
110  Forthe inflammatory biomarkers, we converted continuous variables to categorical variables
111  using cut-off values previously identified in the literature [6,16,17].
112  We did not impute any values for missing data.
113

114
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Ethics

This project was conducted in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki, the principles of
Good Clinical Practice and the Swiss Human Research Act (HRA). The project received
approval from the Ethics Committee of canton Vaud, Switzerland (2020-00657) that waived

the need for informed consent. All data were anonymized before analysis.

Results

Epidemiological characteristics

Overall, 200 patients with confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection were hospitalized at LUH during
the study period. In 54 (27.0%), care was agreed to be limited to best supportive care on
admission, these patients were older and with more comorbidities (Table 1).

Median patient age was 70.0 years [IQR 55.0-81.0], ranging from 20.0 to 96.0 years. Eighty-
three (43.0 %) of all inpatients were aged 65.0 years or younger. Median BMI was 26.02 [IQR

22.5-30.71]. Overall, 33 (16.5%) patients acquired nosocomial SARS-CoV-2 infection.

Table 1. Comparison of patients with and without limitation of care

No limitation of | Limitation of care P Value
care
n 146 54
Age, years (median [IQR]) 62.50 [52.00, 83.50 [80.00, <0.001
74.00] 88.00]
Age group, years (n, %) <0.001
18-30 7 (4.8) 1(1.9)
31-50 28 (19.2) 0(0.0)
51-65 47 (32.2) 3(5.6)
65-80 48(32.9) 11 (20.4)
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>80 16 (11.0) 39(72.2)

Charlson Comorbidity Index| 3.00[1.00,5.00] | 7.00[5.00, 9.00] <0.001
(median [IQR])

Dementia (n, %) 5(3.4) 21 (38.9) <0.001

Cancer (n, %) 16 (11.0) 10 (18.5) 0.24

One hundred and sixty (80.8 %) patients had at least one comorbidity, with a median
Charlson Comorbidity Index of 4.0 [IQR 2.0-6.0]. Table 2 summarizes the characteristics of
this population whose most frequent comorbidities were hypertension (43.5%), obesity
(27.0%), diabetes (21.5%), coronary artery disease (17.5%) and chronic kidney disease

(14.0%).

Fifty-one (26.2 %) patients were treated with angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors
(ACEI) or angiotensin Il receptor blockers (ARBs). Fourteen (7.0 %) were treated with
immunosuppressive drugs of which six (3.0 %) patients were transplant recipients (5 solid-
organ and 1 haematopoietic stem-cell transplantation). Twenty-six (13.0%) patients had an

active malignancy at the time of admission.

Table 2. Demographics, clinical, laboratory and radiographic findings of patients on

admission
No mechanical | Mechanical
Overall ventilation ventilation P Values

n 200 163 37
Male sex (n, %) 120 (60.0) 91 (55.8) 29 (78.4) 0.019

70.00 [55.00, | 71.00 [55.00, 66.00 [57.00,
Age, years (median [IQR]) 81.00] 82.00] 79.00] 0.337
Age group, years (n, %) 0.231

18-30 8(4.0) 8(4.9) 0(0.0)
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31-50 28 (14.0) 21 (12.9) 7 (18.9)
51-65 50 (25.0) 39 (23.9) 11 (29.7)
65-80 59 (29.5) 46 (28.2) 13 (35.1)
>80 55 (27.5) 49 (30.1) 6(16.2)
Overweight (BMI>25 kg/m?)
(n, %) 102 (51.0) 75 (46.0) 27 (73.0) 0.005
Obesity (BMI>30 kg/m?) (n, %) | 54 (27.0) 38(23.3) 16 (43.2) 0.024
Body mass index, kg/m2 26.02 [22.50, 25.30[21.85, 26.99 [24.43,
(median [IQR]) 30.71] 30.18] 30.79] 0.107
Active smoking (n, %) 9 (4.5) 9 (5.6) 0(0.0) 0.301
Pregnancy (n, %) 6 (7.5) 5(6.9) 1(12.5) 1
Healthcare worker (n, %) 7 (3.5) 4 (2.5) 3(8.1) 0.236
Comorbidity (n, %) 160 (80.8) 134 (83.2) 26 (70.3) 0.116
Hypertension (n, %) 87 (43.5) 72 (44.2) 15 (40.5) 0.827
Atrial fibrillation (n, %) 19 (9.5) 17 (10.4) 2 (5.4) 0.528
Coronary artery
disease (n, %) 35(17.5) 29 (17.8) 6(16.2) 1
Stroke (n, %) 21 (10.5) 19 (11.7) 2 (5.4) 0.411
Chronic kidney disease
(n, %) 28 (14.0) 26 (16.0) 2(5.4) 0.16
Chronic obstructive
pulmonary disease (n,
%) 16 (8.0) 12 (7.4) 4(10.8) 0.717
Asthma (n, %) 8 (4.0) 7 (4.3) 1(2.7) 1
Diabetes (n, %) 43 (21.5) 35 (21.5) 8(21.6) 1
Cirrhosis (n, %) 6 (3.0) 6 (3.7) 0(0.0) 0.515
Charlson Comorbidity Index 4.00[2.00, 4.00[2.00, 4.00[1.00,
(median [IQR]) 6.00] 7.00] 5.00] 0.141
Transplantation (n, %) 6 (3.0) 6 (3.7) 0(0.0) 0.515
Hematopoietic stem
cell transplantation (n,
%) 1(0.5) 1(0.6) 0(0.0) 1
Solid organ
transplantation (n, %) 5(2.5) 5(3.1) 0(0.0) 0.62
Cancer (n, %) 26 (13.0) 23 (14.1) 3(8.1) 0.478
HIV infection (n, %) 3(1.5) 2(1.2) 1(2.7) 1
Immunosupressive drugs (n,
%) 14 (7.0) 14 (8.6) 0(0.0) 0.136
ACE inhibitors or ARB Il (n, %) 51 (26.2) 40 (25.0) 11 (31.4) 0.568
NSAIDs (n, %) 3(1.5) 3(1.9) 0(0.0) 0.936
Duration of symptoms before
test, days (mean (SD)) 6.10 (4.29) 5.80 (4.34) 7.38 (3.86) 0.043
Fever (n, %) 131 (65.5) 104 (63.8) 27 (73.0) 0.386
Fatigue (n, %) 99 (49.5) 81(49.7) 18 (48.6) 1
Cough (n, %) 124 (62.0) 95 (58.3) 29 (78.4) 0.037
Anosmia/Dysgeusia (n, %) 7 (3.5) 6 (3.7) 1(2.7) 1
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Dyspnea (n, %) 98 (49.0) 69 (42.3) 29 (78.4) <0.001
Arthralgia/Myalgia (n, %) 40 (20.0) 30(18.4) 10 (27.0) 0.339
Nausea/Vomitting (n, %) 37 (18.5) 33 (20.2) 4(10.8) 0.271
Diarrhea (n, %) 42 (21.0) 37 (22.7) 5 (13.5) 0.31
Loss of consciousness (n, %) 20 (10.0) 16 (9.8) 4 (10.8) 1
Confusion (n, %) 17 (8.5) 13 (8.0) 4 (10.8) 0.817
38.20[37.60, | 38.15[37.40, 38.70 [37.98,
Temperature (median [IQR]) 38.73] 38.62] 39.12] 0.004
118.00
Systolic blood pressure [105.00, 119.00[109.00, | 110.00[97.00,
(median [IQR]) 128.00] 130.00] 125.00] 0.023
93.00[82.00, | 92.00[82.00, 94.50 [88.00,
Heart rate (median [IQR]) 104.00] 102.25] 115.25] 0.035
Respiratory rate (median 24.00[20.00, | 23.00[19.50, 31.00 [28.00,
[IQR]) 30.00] 28.00] 35.00] <0.001
Glasgow Coma Scale = 15
points (n, %) 180 (90.0) 148 (90.8) 32 (86.5) 0.653
28.00[21.00, | 26.00[21.00, 44.50 [28.50,
FiO2, percent (median [IQR]) 40.00] 30.00] 71.25] <0.001
Nosocomial SARS-CoV-2
infection (n, %) 26 (13.1) 26 (16.0) 0(0.0) 0.019
Co-infection on admission (n,
%) 17 (8.5) 9 (5.5) 8(21.6) 0.004
Any imaging (n, %) 182 (93.3) 145 (90.6) 37 (100.0) 0.150
Chest X-ray (n, %) 180/182 (98.9) | 143/145 (96.6) | 37/37 (100.0) 0.108
Lung scan (n, %) 17/182(9.3) 11/145 (7.6) 6/37 (16.2) 0.122
Radiological infiltrate
(n, %) 126/182 (69.2) 91/145 (62.8) | 35/37 (94.6) <0.001
Bilateral infiltrate (n,
%) 97/182 (53.3) | 65/145 (44.8) 32/37 (86.5) <0.001
CRB-65 score 0.026*
0-1(n, %) 122/190 (64.2) | 105/153 (68.6) | 17/37 (45.9)
2 (n, %) 45/190 (23.7) | 33/153(21.6) 12/37 (32.4)
3-5 (n, %) 23/190(12.1) | 15/153(9.8) 8/37 (21.6)
gSOFA score <0.001*
0(n, %) 68/196 (34.7) | 65/159 (40.9) 3/37 (8.1)
1 (n, %) 94/196 (48.0) = 74/159 (46.5) | 20/37 (54.1)
2 (n, %) 28/196 (14.3) | 17/159(10.7) | 11/37(29.7)
3(n, %) 6/196 (3.1) 3/159 (1.9) 3/37 (8.1)
NEWS score <0.001*
0(n, %) 10/191 (5.2) 10/159 (6.3) 0/32 (0.0)
1-4 (n, %) 59/191 (30.9) | 57/159(35.8) 2/32 (6.2)
5-6 (n, %) 44/191 (23.0) | 40/159(25.2) 4/32 (12.5)
7 or more (n, %) 78/191 (40.8) = 52/159(32.7) | 26/32(81.2)
White blood cell count, x10° 5.60 [4.40, 5.30 [4.30, 6.50 [5.10,
per L (median [IQR]) 7.23] 6.80] 10.50] 0.003
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Lymphocytes count, x10°per L |  0.80 [0.60, 0.80[0.57, 0.86 [0.63,
(median [IQR]) 1.21] 1.21] 1.15] 0.75
202.00
Platelets count, x10° per L [158.00, 206.00 [161.50, | 185.00 [141.00,
(median [IQR]) 257.00] 263.50] 237.00] 0.061
966.00 1173.00
D-dimers, ng/mL (median [559.00, 908.00 [513.50, [729.75,
[IQR]) 2020.00] 1961.00] 2455.50] 0.062
Creatinine, umol/L (median 89.00[71.50, | 88.50[70.00, 97.00 [82.00,
[1QR]) 115.00] 112.75] 127.00] 0.102
AKIN classification (n, %) 0.001*
0 152 (76.0) 133 (81.6) 19 (51.4)
1 41 (20.5) 133 (81.6) 14 (37.8)
2 4(2.0) 2(1.2) 2(5.4)
3 3(1.5) 1 (0.6) 2 (5.4)
48.00[19.00, @ 41.00[15.00, | 132.00 [57.00,
CRP, mg/L (median [IQR]) 103.50] 85.00] 198.00] <0.001
0.14 [0.08, 0.11 [0.08, 0.21 [0.15,
PCT, pg/L (median [IQR]) 0.27] 0.23] 0.52] <0.001
696.00 1546.00
Serum ferritin, pg/L (median [305.00, 628.50 [277.00, [791.00,
[1QR]) 1546.00] 1252.25] 2255.00] 0.001
High-sensitive cardiac
troponin T, ng/L (median 15.00 [6.50, 15.00 [6.00, 14.50 [7.75,
[1QR]) 32.00] 32.00] 29.75] 0.836
43.50[33.00, | 42.00([32.00, 66.00 [37.00,
AST, U/L (median [IQR]) 65.75] 58.00] 89.00] 0.005
30.00[19.00, | 28.00[19.00, 40.00 [22.00,
ALT, U/L {median [IQR]) 54.00] 46.50] 75.00] 0.028
Total bilirubin, pumol/L 8.00 [6.00, 8.00 [5.00, 10.00 [6.00,
(median [IQR]) 12.00] 11.00] 14.00] 0.1
ABO group done (n, %) 119 (59.5) 86 (52.8) 33 (89.2) <0.001
ABO group (n, %) 0.449*

A 49/119 (41.2) | 39/86 (45.3) 10/33 (30.3)

B 16/119 (13.4) | 10/86 (11.6) 6/33 (18.2)

AB 5/119 (4.2) 3/86 (3.5) 2/33 (6.1)

0 49/119 (41.2) | 34/86 (39.5) 15/33 (45.5)
148
149  Abbreviations: BMI, body mass index; HIV, human immunodeficiency virus; ACE, angiotensin
150 converting enzyme; ARB, angiotensin receptor blocker; NSAIDs, nonsteroidal anti-
151  inflammatory drugs; CRB-65 score, Confusion/Respiratory rate/Blood pressure/agell>F65
152  years score; gSOFA score, quick Sequential Organ Failure Assessment score; NEWS, National
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153  Early Warning Score; AKIN, Acute Kidney Injury Network; CRP, C-reactive protein; PCT,
154 procalcitonin ; AST, aspartate transaminase; ALT, alanine transaminase.

155  *y2test comparing all subcategories.

156

157  Clinical characteristics on admission

158 The mean duration of symptoms preceding admission (or first positive SARS-CoV-2 test for
159 nosocomial cases) was six days (SD 4.29). The most frequent symptoms at the time of testing
160  were fever in 131 patients (65.5%), cough in 124 (62.0%), fatigue in 99 (49.5%) and dyspnoea
161  in 98 (49.0%).

162 Table 2 describes vital signs, qSOFA score, NEWS and CRB-65 scores on admission.
163

164 Laboratory values and radiology

165  Table 2 describes the median value of commonly measured inflammatory parameters (white
166  blood cell count, CRP, procalcitonin, D-dimers and ferritin).

167  Overall, 182 patients (93.3%) had at least one radiological exam, 126/182 of them (69.2%)
168  presented new lung infiltrates which were bilateral for 97/126 (77.0%) of them.

169

170 Treatments

171 118 (59.0%) of all patients received SARS-CoV-2 treatment (table 3). The most frequently
172  prescribed medication were protease inhibitors in 103 patients (51.5%), hydroxychloroquine
173  in 83 patients (41.5%) and remdesivir in 17 patients (8.5%). Seventeen (8.5%) patients
174  received tocilizumab in adjunction to another SARS-CoV-2 treatment. Seventy-seven
175 patients (38.5%) received two or more concomitant SARS-CoV-2 treatments. Seventy
176  (35.0%) patients received antibiotics. One hundred and thirty-seven (68.5%) patients
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177  required supplementary oxygen during the follow-up period.
178

179 Table 3. Treatments received by patients during the follow-up period

No mechanical Mechanical
Overall ventilation ventilation
n 200 163 37
Any SARS-CoV-2
treatment (n, %) 118 (59.0) 83 (50.9) 35 (94.6)
Protease inhibitor (n, %) 103 (51.5) 71(43.6) 32 (86.5)
Hydroxychloroquine (n,
%) 83 (41.5) 57 (35.0) 26 (70.3)
Remdesivir (n, %) 17 (8.5) 0(0.0) 17 (45.9)
Tocilizumab (n, %) 17 (8.5) 3(1.8) 14 (37.8)
Any antibiotic treatment
(n, %) 70 (35.0) 38 (23.3) 32 (86.5)
180
181

182  Clinical course

183  Table 4 summarizes patient’s clinical course. At the end of the follow-up, 39 (19.5%) patients
184  were still hospitalized, 101 (50.5%) patients were discharged, 21 (10.5%) patients were
185 transferred to a rehabilitation centre and 14 (7.0%) to another acute care hospital. Twenty-
186 five (12.5%) patients died during hospitalization.

187  Overall, 38 (19.0%) patients required mechanical ventilation, 37 (97.4%) of them before the
188  14™ day and after a median of 2 days since admission (IQR 0.00 - 3.00). Median time from
189 symptom onset to mechanical ventilation was 9.5 days (IQR 7.00 - 12.75]. Regarding patients
190 requiring MV, 26 {68.4%) had a least one session of prone positioning, 24 (63.2%) received a
191  vasopressor, 11 (28.9%) were eventually weaned from ventilator support and 11 (28.9%)
192  died. The median duration of MV was 6 days (IQR 5.00 - 11.00). Twenty-two of the 38
193  patients (57.9%) requiring MW were admitted to new dedicated COVID-19 ICUs.

194
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Table 4. Clinical course

Overall

n

200

Time from hospitalization to oxygen need, days* (median [IQR])

0.00 [0.00, 1.00]

Time from symptoms onset to mechanical ventilation, days (median
[IQR])

9.50 [7.00, 12.75]

Time from hospitalization to mechanical ventilation, days* (median
[IQR])

2.00 [0.00, 3.00]

Duration of mechanical ventilation of extubated patients, days
(median [IQR])

6.00 [5.00, 11.00]

Outcome

Still Hospitalized (n, %) 39(19.5)
Discharge at home (n, %) 101 (50.5)
Time from hospitalization to home discharge, days* (median [IQR]) 6.00 [4.00, 9.00]
Readaptation (n, %) 21 (10.5)

Time from hospitalization to readaptation discharge, days* (median
[IQR])

12.00 [8.00, 16.75]

Transfer at other acute care hospital (n, %)

14 (7.0)

Time from hospitalization to other acute care hospital transfer, days*
(median [IQR])

6.00 [5.00, 9.00]

Death (n, %)

25 (12.5)

Time from hospitalization to death, days* (median [IQR])

8.00 [4.00, 10.00]

Complications

Table 5 describes complications during follow-up. The most frequent complications were

ARDS (n = 44, 22.0%), acute confusional state (n = 30, 15.0 %), acute kidney injury (n=30,

15.0%), hospital-acquired pneumonia (HAP) (n = 26, 13.0%) and arrhythmia {n = 21, 10.5%) of

patients.

Table 5. Complications during the follow-up period

No mechanical Mechanical
Overall ventilation ventilation P Values
n 200 164 36
Asthma or COPD
exacerbation (n, %) 4(2.0) 4(2.4) 0(0.0) 0.772
Community acquired 11 (5.5) 5(3.0) 6 (16.7) 0.004
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pneumonia (n, %)

Hospital acquired

pneumonia (n, %) 26 (13.0) 10(6.1) 16 (44.4) <0.001
Acute respiratory distress

syndrome (n, %) 44 (22.0) 10 (6.1) 34 (94.4) <0.001
Pneumothorax (n, %) 3(1.5) 1(0.6) 2 (5.6) 0.146
Pulmonary embolism {n, %) 6 (3.0) 4(2.4) 2 (5.6) 0.65
Other thromboembolic

event (n, %) 6 (3.0) 3(1.8) 3(8.3) 0.126
Acute confusional state (n,

%) 30(15.0) 23 (14.0) 7 (19.4) 0.571
Seizure (n, %) 1(0.5) 0 (0.0) 1(2.8) 0.404
Stroke (n, %) 6 (3.0) 4(2.4) 2 (5.6) 0.65
Arrhythmia (n, %) 21 (10.5) 13 (7.9) 8(22.2) 0.026
Myocarditis (n, %) 2(1.0) 1(0.6) 1(2.8) 0.796
Heart failure (n, %) 10 (5.0) 9 (5.5) 1(2.8) 0.8
Acute kidney injury (n, %) 30 (15.0) 13 (7.9) 17 (47.2) <0.001
Septic shock (n, %) 12 (6.0) 1(0.6) 11 (30.6) <0.001
Acute hepatic injury (n, %) 11 (5.5) 6 (3.7) 5(13.9) 0.042
Acute coronary syndrome

(n, %) 3(1.5) 1(0.6) 2 (5.6) 0.146

205  Abbreviations: COPD : Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease

206

207 Risk factors for mechanical ventilation

208  Of 200 patients included in the study, we included 145 (72.5%) in the analyses assessing the
209  risk factors for mechanical ventilation (MV) (figure 1).

210

211  Figure 1. Patient’s selection for univariate and multivariate models.

212

213  S1 Table summarizes unadjusted odds of MV at 14 days. Unadjusted odds of MV at 14 days
214  were greater in males (odds ratio 2.65, 95% confidence interval 1.15 to 6.72) and in
215  overweight patients (odds ratio 2.46, 95% confidence interval 1.11 to 5.81). None of the

216  comorbidities increased the unadjusted risk MV at 14 days. Unadjusted odds of MV at 14
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217  days were greater for patients presenting with dyspnoea (odds ratio 4.29, 95% confidence
218 interval 1.86 to 10.85) on admission.

219  NEWS score 27 (odds ratio 9.18, 95% confidence interval 3.66 to 26.55), qSOFA score 22
220 (odds ratio 6.86, 95% confidence interval 2.68 to 18.47) or a CRB-65 score =2 (odds ratio
221  4.64, 95% confidence interval 2.07 to 10.65) increased the unadjusted odds of MV.

222 The presence of a radiological infiltrates increased the odds of mechanical ventilation (odds
223 ratio 11.0, 95% confidence interval 3.14 to 70.45) as did the presence of a bilateral infiltrates
224 (odds ratio 7.05, 95% confidence interval 2.75 to 21.87). Acute kidney injury on admission
225  (odds ratio 4.27, 95% confidence interval 1.87 to 9.91), D-dimers of 1000 ng/ml or greater
226  (odds ratio 3.28, 95% confidence interval 1.37 to 8.25), CRP of 40 mg/| or greater {odds ratio
227  6.79, 95% confidence interval 1.51 to 18.58) and PCT of 0.5 pg/| or greater (odds ratio 5.99,
228 95% confidence interval 1.52 to 29.66) increased the unadjusted odds of mechanical
229  ventilation.

230  Adjusted odds of mechanical ventilation at 14 days were greater in males (odds ratio 3.26,
231  95% confidence interval 1.21 to 9.8), in patients who presented with a gSOFA score =2 (odds
232  ratio 6.02, 95% confidence interval 2.09 to 18.82), with bilateral infiltrate (odds ratio 5.75,
233 95% confidence interval 1.91 to 21.06) or with a CRP of 40 mg/I or greater (odds ratio 4.73,
234  95% confidence interval 1.51 to 18.58) on admission (Table 6).

235

236  Table 6. Adjusted risk factors associated with mechanical ventilation at 14 days

No
mechanical Mechanical Multivariate
Overall | ventilation ventilation OR[95% CI] | Pvalue

n (%) 145 109 36
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3.26
Male sex (%) 91(62.3)| 62(56.9) 28 (77.8) [1.21, 9.80] 0.025
6.02
qSOFA score 22 (%) |23 (16.1) 9 (8.5) 14 (38.9) [2.09, 18.82] 0.001
Bilateral radiological 5.75
infiltrate (%) 83(56.8)| 51 (46.8) 31 (86.1) [1.91,21.06] | 0.004
C-reactive protein 2 4.73
40 mg/L (%) 86 (63.7)| 53(54.1) 32 (88.9) [1.51, 18.58] 0.013
237
238
239

240 Discussion

241  Our study identified several risk factors for unfavourable disease progression leading to MV
242 in patients admitted with COVID-19 in a Swiss university hospital.

243 A gquarter of patients for which there were no limitation of care eventually required MV. MV
244  occurred early during the course of hospitalization and the median duration of MV was
245  shorter than previously reported [18]. This effect could result from selection bias of patients
246  with no limitations of care and the limited duration of follow-up.

247  As infection with SARS-CoV-2 may cause an excessive host immune response, leading to
248  ARDS and death [19]. We would expect biomarkers of inflammation to be associated with
249  unfavourable outcomes. In this study, CRP >40 mg/L on admission was associated with
250 higher odds of MV, suggesting that an unfavourable course is more frequent in patients with
251  a severe inflammatory response related to the infection. Several studies have identified an
252  increased risk of mortality in COVID-19 patients with elevated CRP [17,20]. Other biomarkers
253  (for example, d-dimers) have also been identified as being associated with an increased risk
254  of unfavourable outcome, but we did not identify this link in our study [6]. We believe that

255  CRP is an ubiquitous biomarker whose result could potentially help clinicians assessing the
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256  risk of MV in patients with COVID-19. Its use could be easily scaled up due to the availability
257  of numerous point-of-care test.

258 In our study, we noted an increase in the risk of mechanical ventilation for increasing score
259  values for NEWS, CRB-65 and gqSOFA. gSOFA has been proven a useful predictor of mortality
260 among patients with suspected infection [13], mainly of bacterial aetiology [21], but also
261  influenza [22,23]. We opted for including gSOFA in our final multivariate analysis, since it is
262  widely used by clinicians in our institution, and is quick and easy to apply. A higher
263  Sequential Organ Failure Assessment score (SOFA) has been previously linked to increased
264  mortality due to COVID-19 [6]. Data for its calculation are not routinely collected for all
265  patients outside the ICU, making it a less pragmatic tool to quickly evaluate the risk of MV in
266  this patient population.

267  We additionally identify male sex as a predictor of unfavourable outcome in patients with
268 COVID-19, as previously described [24,25]. It is unclear why there is a sex unbalance in the
269  risk for MV, which could originate in different host response to severe infection [26], notably
270  SARS-CoV-2.

271  Several factors such as obesity, pregnancy, healthcare worker status, nosocomial acquisition
272 of SARS-CoV-2 infection, previous ACE inhibitors or ARB Il treatment and
273  immunosuppressive drugs before admission were not associated with severe disease in this
274 study. Obesity has been described as a risk factor for ICU admission and mortality in patients
275  with influenza [27,28], we found an association between obesity in COVID-19 patients with
276 MV in the univariate, but not the multivariate analysis. Comorbidities generally associated
277  with obesity may contribute in a higher degree to impaired outcomes explaining this finding.
278  We did not identify any relationship between treatment with ECA inhibitors or ARB Il and

279 MV, although it has been suggested their use is associated to better outcomes in patients
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280 admitted with SARS-CoV-2 [29]. Age was not risk factor for MV: numerous studies have
281  linked age to mortality [2,6], but not to the need for MV. This could be due in part to the
282  limitations of care agreed to in older patients.

283

284  More than half of all admitted patients received a treatment with the intent of being specific
285  for SARS-CoV-2, although no evidence for their efficacy exists [30]. A key unanswered
286  question is whether these treatments have an impact on the clinical course of these
287  patients. However, due to indication bias our study cannot answer this question, which
288  should be addressed in prospective randomized clinical trials.

289

290  Our study has several limitations to be acknowledged. First, due to its very nature the
291  sample size is limited, which could lead to observation bias in the analyses, with some
292  findings likely to evolve over time. The follow-up period was also limited and several
293  patients were still hospitalised at the time of data analysis. Finally, due to the constantly
294  evolving nature of the epidemic, the clinical care of patients likely evolved during their
295  hospitalisation as changes were made to the recommendations for treatments administered
296  at LUH. The single centre nature of the study limits the generalisability of the results.

297  However, this study gives some valuable insights in the epidemiology and clinical course of
298 patients admitted in our institution with SARS-CoV-2 infection. We found that male sex,
299  bilateral SARS-CoV-2 pneumonia, elevated CRP and qSOFA equal or greater to two increased
300 the risk of mechanical ventilation. The timely identification of these patients could help us

301 target treatment and better manage the attribution of resources.
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200 patients with positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR from
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54 patients excluded due to
limitation of care
1 patient excluded due to mechanical
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145 patients included in the logistic regression
model
A A
109 patients not needing 36 patients needing
mechanical ventilation mechanical ventilation

within 14 days within 14 days
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