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Table 2. Quality assessment items of JBI critical appraisal list for case reports concerning included studies. 
 
Study Were patient’s 

demographic 
characteristics clearly 
described? 

Was the patient’s 
history clearly 
described and 
presented as a 
timeline? 

Was the current 
clinical condition of the 
patient on presentation 
clearly described? 

Were diagnostic tests 
or assessment 
methods and the 
results clearly 
described? 

Was the 
intervention(s) or 
treatment procedure(s) 
clearly described? 

Was the post-
intervention clinical 
condition clearly 
described? 

Were adverse events 
(harms) or 
unanticipated events 
identified and 
described? 

Does the case report 
provide takeaway 
lessons? 

Optimal quality 

Palermo Yes U Yes Yes U No U Yes No 
Reddy Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Chee Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes U No Yes Yes 
Li Yes Yes Yes Yes No No No Yes No 
Fang Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Daniel Yes U Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Tollard Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Chan Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Goldman No Yes Yes Yes U No No Yes No 
Oriot Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes U Yes Yes 
Meza Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Batista Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes U Yes Yes 
Rafique Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Heaney Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Kuchay Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Singh Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes U Yes Yes 
Rabizadeh Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Emara Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes No Yes No 
Kim Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Croft Yes Yes Yes Yes U U No Yes Yes 
Haider Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Alsadhan Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Cavalcanti Yes Yes Yes Yes U Yes No Yes Yes 
Kaur Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Hollstein Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Winn Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Siddiqui Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Beaupre Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Gianniosis Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Richard Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Soliman Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Kabashneh Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Kulick-Soper Yes Yes Yes Yes U No No Yes No 
Dass Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Smati Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Zavaleta Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes U No Yes Yes 
Cline Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Raghunandan Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Panjawatanan Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Xu Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Kayina Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes 
Y: Yes; N: No; U: Unclear 
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Table 3. Characteristics of COVID-19 patients in relation with outcome. 
 

Parameters  N Mean (±95%CI)†, n‡ 
Univariate analysis 

OR [95%CI] for death 

Univariate analysis P  
(Ρ after 1000 x 
bootstrapping) 

Survivors     
Yes 

68 
46 

NA NA No 22 
Type of acute metabolic emergency     

DKA 

71 

45 

NA NA 
EDKA 6 

DKA/HHS 19 
HHS 1 

USA Origin     
USA 

71 
36 

1.71 [0.56-5.21] 0.342 (0.335) Other countries (except USA) 35 
Combined DKA/HHS     

Yes  
71 

19 
4.72 [1.44-15.44] 0.004 (0.006) No 52 

Male sex     
Yes  

67 
45 

0.97 [0.30-3.33] 0.961 (0.955)  
No 22 
Age     

Mean (±95 CI) 67 47.8 [43.8-51.8] 1.39 [0.97-2.00] per 10 increment 0.073 (0.120) 
BMI     

Mean (±95 CI) 32 28.6 [25.8-31.4] 1.65 [0.92-2.97] per 5 increment 0.096 (0.071) 
HbA1c     

Mean (±95 CI) 50 11.7 [10.9-12.5] 1.02 [0.82-1.26] 0.891 (0.868) 
New onset T1D/T2D     

Yes  68 25 0.36 [0.10-1.25] 0.108 (0.071) 
No 43 

Previous insulin treatment     
Yes  17 9 5.99 [0.48-76.9]⁑ 0.165 (0.071) 
No 8 

Previous metformin treatment     
Yes  

18 
10 

0.14 [0.01-2.52]⁂ 0.184 (0.036) No 8 
Comorbidity number     

Mean (±95 CI) 55 1.8 [1.5-2.2] 1.34 [0.86-2.09] per unit 0.203 (0.171) 
Day from onset of symptoms     

Mean (±95 CI) 64 6.6 [4.5-8.7] 1.22 [0.83-1.80] per unit 0.302 (0.203) 
Disease status     
Mean (±95 CI) 64 3.0 [2.7-3.3] 1.20 [0.90-1.60] per unit 0.207 (0.083) 

CRP     
Mean (±95 CI) 26 123 [76-150] 1.60 [0.51-3.11] per 100 increment 0.626 (0.653) 

Ferritin     
Mean (±95 CI) 27 2075 [735-3410] 1.54 [0.80-2.94] per 1000 increment 0.179 (0.123) 

D-dimers     
Mean (±95 CI) 29 3.9 [2.2-5.7] 1.05 [0.89-1.23] per unit 0.581 (0.595) 

Glucose     
Mean (±95 CI) 71 626 [547-705] 1.14 [0.97-1.33] per 100 increment 0.115 (0.134) 

Osmolarity     
Mean (±95 CI) 44 323 [315-331] 1.25 [0.98-1.60] per 10 increment 0.078 (0.076) 

pH     
Mean (±95 CI) 63 7.13 [7.09-7.16] 0.68 [0.44-1.04] per tenth increment 0.074 (0.063) 
Bicarbonates     
Mean (±95 CI) 47 9.7 [8.2-11.2] 0.92 [0.80-1.05] per unit 0.232 (0.301) 

Ketones     
Mean (±95 CI) 15 5.4 [3.9-7.0] 1.15 [0.67-1.97] per unit 0.614 (0.325) 

Lactates     
Mean (±95 CI) 22 4.1 [2.1-6.2] 1.04 [0.85-1.27] per unit 0.705 (0.602) 

β-ΗΒ     
Mean (±95 CI) 16 5.9 [4.7-7.1] 1.54 [0.60-3.94] per unit 0.369 (0.052) 

Anion Gap     
Mean (±95 CI) 40 26.2 [23.5-28.9] 1.05 [0.97-1.14] per unit 0.249 (0.259) 

Acute Kidney Injury     
Yes  53 23 7.52 (1.95-28.9) 0.003 (0.001) 
No 30 

† ConƟnuous variables 
‡ Discrete variables 
⁑ referring to patients with either T1D or T2D record 
⁂ referring to patients with T2D record 
NA: not applicable 
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Figure 1. Study flow diagram 
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Figure 2. Forest plot depicting various patients’ characteristics odds ratios OR for death.
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Figure 3. Ridge paths as derived from optimal scaling regularization process; the most parsimonious multivariate model 
is highly significant (P=10-4), suggesting that COVID-19 Disease Severity 4 (P=3•10-8, tolerance: 0.838), simultaneous 
presence of DKA and HHS (P=0.021, tolerance: 0.803), and development of AKI (P=0.037, tolerance: 0.788) are all 
independently correlated with death. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL 
 

Disease status 

The disease-status (DS) of COVID-19 patients was classified based on the adaptation of the Sixth Revised Trial Version of 

the Novel Coronavirus Pneumonia Diagnosis and Treatment Guidance, as described previously [25]. Mild cases (DS1) 

were defined as mild clinical symptoms (fever, myalgia, fatigue, diarrhea) and no sign of pneumonia on thoracic X-Ray 

or/and CT scan. Moderate cases (DS2) were defined as clinical symptoms associated with dyspnea and radiological 

findings of pneumonia on thoracic X-Ray or/and CT scan, and requiring a maximum of 3 L/min of oxygen. Severe cases 

(DS3) were defined as respiratory distress requiring more than 3 L/min of oxygen and no other organ failure. Critical 

cases (DS4) were defined as respiratory failure requiring mechanical ventilation, shock and/or other organ failure that 

require an intensive care unit (ICU). 

 

Data synthesis and statistical analysis 

As variability values associated to each study were lacking, neither data synthesis nor classical meta-regression was 

applicable for case reports. Therefore, our option was to use classical regression without weighing each data point; this 

procedure still offered the advantage of a useful insight in cases that values were not too spread, despite that precise 

estimations could not be achieved. Thus, univariate analysis was performed to assess potent correlations of 

independent variables (study origin, presence of combined DKA/HHS, age, BMI, HbA1c, previously administered 

antidiabetics, comorbidities, days from onset of symptoms, DS, CRP, ferritin, d-dimers, glucose, osmolarity, arterial pH, 

bicarbonates, ketones, lactates, β-HB, anion gap, AKI) with outcome (survival/discharge or death), which was considered 

as dependent variable, with the aid of binary regression. At a next step, multivariate analysis was performed with binary 

logistic regression over discretized, imputed, and regularized data; outcome was considered as a dependent variable, 

while all variables that reached a level of statistical significance <0.10 in the univariate analysis were treated as potent 

independent ones (the probability for stepwise entry and removal were set to 0.05 and 0.10 accordingly, the 

classification cutoff was set to 0.5 and the maximum number of iterations was set to 20). During this process, ridge 

regression was used to avoid model overfitting, tolerate large variances and overcome collinearity obstacles, all at the 

least possible additive bias; all variables of interest, if not already binary, were transformed to binary ones through 

nominal optimal scaling along with discretization to two groups, imputing of missing data was added, and 10-fold cross-

validation was selected through Optimal Scaling procedure (SPSS CATREG option). Models including parameters with 

tolerance <0.67 (variance inflation factor >1.5), as deduced from corresponding linear regression analysis assessing 

numerical values to outcome, were rejected to avoid collinearity. Imputed data tolerated missing values at a maximum 

of 25% for the entire model. Univariate comparisons were performed with the use of Pearson’s χ2 for discrete variables; 

Fisher’s exact test was alternatively preferred in case that expected frequencies were <5 in more than one cell. Kappa 

statistics were used for the evaluation of inter-rater agreement between authors. The level of statistical significance was 

set to p=0.05; values of 0.05≤p≤0.1 were considered as needed further evaluation. Means are accompanied by their 95% 

confidence intervals (CI). All numerical values are given with at least two significant digits. Statistical analysis was 

performed with the use of IBM SPSS Statistics software, version 26.0.0.0, for Windows (IBM Corp ©) and MedCalc® 

Statistical Software version 19.6 (MedCalc Software Ltd, Ostend, Belgium; https://www.medcalc.org; 2020). The 
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relevant odds ratios (OR) were used to construct a forest plot for visualization purposes using Revman 5.3 software from 

the Cochrane Collaboration [30].  

 

Supplemental Tables 

Supplemental Table 1. Case report studies excluded in the present meta-analysis (n=3). 
Study Origin EP Sex Age BMI HbA1c DM 

rec 

DM 

medication 

Comorbidi

ties 

Day DS CRP Ferr DD Glu Osm pH Bic Ket Lac β-

ΗΒ 

AG AKI Outco

me 

Naguib USA DKA F 8 ? 12.0 No (-) (-) ? 1 241 715 1.0 429 284 7.30 14.0 ? ? ? ? No Dis 

Ozer [78] Turkey EDKA F 42 ? ? Yes MET/1000, 

EMP/10 

T2D, AH ? 4 ? ? ? 196 ? 7.08 8.9 ? ? ? 20 No Dis 

Machron UK DKA F 28 ? 12.9 Yes ? T1D ? 1 35 ? ? 401 ? 7.00 3.2 3.8 ? ? ? No Dis 

EP: endpoint; BMI: body mass index; DS: disease severity; CRP: C-reactive protein; DD: d-dimers; Osm: serum osmolarity; Bic: arterial blood bicarbonate; Ket: arterial blood ketones; β-ΗΒ: beta-hydroxybutyrate; AG: anion gap; AKI: acute 

kidney injury; EDKA: euglycemic diabetic ketoacidosis; MET: metformin; EMP: empagliflozin.   
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