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Figure 6: Comparison of ML models for different experiments. ROC and PR curves for test set of a and b,
experiment (ii); ¢ and d, experiment (iii); e and f, experiment (v); the curves are plotted for different models (one
random seed) and compared with best feature (BF) and random estimator (RE).
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Figure 7: Performance of models in dependence of the minimum number of days until death. In this figure
we answer, how early before death we can predict the risk of dying. Samples at which the death has occurred within
the next days (minimum days until death), are excluded from the test set (but not from the training and validation
set). a, The mean of ROC AUC and b, PR AUC values of five test folds is plotted. ¢, The mean of ROC AUC and d,
PR AUC values of five random seeds in prospective evaluation are shown. For visual clarity, the standard deviations
(error bars) are only plotted for the RF. The mortality risk can be estimated early before death, as the discriminating
capability of the models remains high with increasing number of minimum days until death. The mean PR AUC in b
and d is decreasing with increasing minimum days until death, equally to the random estimator baseline, due to the
decreasing ratio of deceased to survivors.
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Figure 8: Deviation of estimated from actual performance with three options to determine the performance
estimate. a, The actual ROC AUC differs significantly from the estimate in December, the PR AUC in November
and December. b, Significant difference in October and November for ROC AUC and in November for PR AUC.
c, Estimated and actual ROC AUC are significantly different in all month but August, due to heavy domain shifts, and
PR AUC in October and November. The mean deviation of estimated and actual ROC AUC and PR AUC is higher in
c compared to a and b. d, Three options to determine the performance estimate. In a, the performance estimate is
calculated from the preceding month. In b, the samples for the estimate are randomly selected from the 2020 cohort
(20 %), and in c they are randomly sampled from the 2019 and the 2020 cohort (20 % of the 2020 cohort and equal
proportion from the 2019 cohort).
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Figure 9: Deviation of estimated from actual performance for mortality risk with two options to determine the
performance estimate. a, The estimate is determined on the respective previous month. Note that the confidence
interval at an early stage of the pandemic is high due to a low number of samples. b, The estimate is determined
on randomly sampled 20 % of the COVID-19 positives, who occurred before the actual performance month. There
is a significant difference in October for ROC AUC and PR AUC, which means that the performance estimate is
overoptimistic in October.

Table 4: Comparison of estimated and actual performance for mortality risk prediction. These metrics are
calculated from the predictions of a RF, trained with the hyperparameters as determined in experiment (v). At
significantly different deviations, the confidence intervals (Cl) are colored in red. a, The actual performance is
calculated on the listed month and the estimate was determined from the respective previous month. b, The estimate
is determined by random samples from the positives cohort, occurring before the month, which the actual performance
is calculated on.

a Sep Oct Nov Dec Sum Mean

ROC AUC actual  0.8167  0.7427 0.7894  0.8403 0.7973

AUC estimate  0.7279  0.9067 0.7716  0.8524 0.8146

A ROC AUC actual - estimate  0.0887 0.1640 0.0179  0.0121 0.2826 | 0.0707
CI95 lower ROC AUC actual 0.6462 0.6591  0.7525  0.7679
CI95 upper ROC AUC actual  0.9538 0.8146  0.8282  0.8980
CI95 lower ROC AUC estimate  0.3519  0.7619  0.6843  0.8156
CI95 upper ROC AUC estimate  1.0000 1.0000 0.8485  0.8888

PR AUC actual  0.3705 0.2645 0.2967  0.5548 0.3716

PR AUC estimate  0.5233 0.6694 0.4188  0.5172 0.5322

A PR AUC actual - estimate  0.1528  0.4049 0.1221  0.0376 | 0.7174 | 0.1793
CI95 lower PR AUC actual 0.1329 0.1791 0.2321 0.3846
CI95 upper PR AUC actual  0.8302 0.3642 0.3724 0.7012
CI95 lower PR AUC estimate  0.0556  0.2417  0.2591 0.4242
CI95 upper PR AUC estimate  1.0000 1.0000 0.6097 0.6256

b Sep Oct Nov Dec Sum Mean

ROC AUC actual 0.8500 0.7714 0.8341  0.8686 0.8310

AUC estimate  0.9063 0.9647 0.8564  0.8962 0.9059

A ROC AUC actual - estimate  0.0563  0.1933  0.0223  0.0276 | 0.2995 | 0.0749
CI95 lower ROC AUC actual  0.7071 0.6757  0.7915 0.8079
CI95 upper ROC AUC actual  0.9692 0.8463 0.8722 0.9155
CI95 lower ROC AUC estimate  0.8031  0.9050 0.7514  0.8448
CI95 upper ROC AUC estimate  0.9824 1.0000 0.9477  0.9428

PR AUC actual 0.5203 0.3519 0.4746  0.5772 0.4810

PR AUC estimate 0.7729  0.9367 0.702 0.7164 0.7820

A PR AUC actual - estimate  0.2526 0.5848 0.2274 0.1393 1.2041 0.3010
CI95 lower PR AUC actual 0.1694 0.2241 0.3763 0.4277
CI95 upper PR AUC actual 0.8972  0.5302  0.5750  0.7167
CI95 lower PR AUC estimate  0.5043  0.7980  0.4771 0.5783
CI95 upper PR AUC estimate  0.9455 1.0000 0.8756 0.8256
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Table 5: Features with discriminating capability. Top-10 features as predictors for COVID-19 diagnosis (experi-
ment (i)-(iii)) and mortality prediction (experiment (iv) and (v)). The sign in brackets indicates whether the target is
connected with the positive (+) or the negative sign of the feature value (—), i.e., patients with high ferritin and low
calcium have higher probability for class COVID-19 positive. The standard deviation (+) is listed for experiment (iv),
for the other experiments the test set is fixed. Abbreviations: absolute eosinophil count (AEC), immature granulocytes
(IG), absolute basophil count (ABC), lactate dehydrogenase (LDH), C-reactive protein (CRP), absolute lymphocyte
count (ALC), red cell distribution width (RDW).

Experiment (i Experiment (ii Experiment (iii
Feature |5 bt e 0T Feature | p o e UT Feature| e e G

Calcium (—) 0.67 0.02 Ferritin (+) 0.68 0.31 Ferritin (+) 0.66 0.57
AEC (-)| 0.66 0.11 AEC (-)| 0.66 0.25 AEC (-)| 0.64 0.53
Ferritin (+) 0.66 0.08 Fibrinogen (-+) 0.66 0.21 ABC (—) 0.63 0.50
Age (+) 0.66 0.03 Eosinophils (—) 0.64 0.25 Fibrinogen (+) 0.62 0.50
CRP (+)| 0.66 0.02 Calcium ()|  0.64 0.12 G (+)| 062 0.45
Eosinophils (—) 0.65 0.12 1G (+) 0.64 0.16 Calcium (—) 0.62 0.41
1G (+) 0.65 0.03 LDH (+) 0.63 0.13  |Eosinophils (—) 0.62 0.51
ALC (-) 0.65 0.02 Phosphor (—) 0.62 0.17 Leukocytes (—) 0.61 0.40
Fibrinogen (+) 0.65 0.05 pH (+) 0.61 0.14 ALC (—-) 0.61 0.43
Phosphor (—)|  0.64 0.04 ABC (=)|  0.60 0.16 pH (+)| 0.61 0.45

Experiment (iv Experiment (v

Feature| P e A0 Feature| pr oy T 0T

Neutrophils (+)| 0.76£0.03 0.424+0.10 Neutrophils (+) 0.75 0.39

Lymphocytes (—)| 0.76+£0.04 0.414+0.11 Lymphocytes (—) 0.74 0.35

Blood Urea Nitrogen (+)| 0.754+0.04 0.3840.12 CRP (+) 0.71 0.36

RDW (+)| 0.73+£0.04 0.354+0.10 | Oxyhemoglobin Fraction (+) 0.71 0.42

CRP (+)] 0.7240.04 0.3940.09 Monocytes (—=)|  0.70 0.35

Oxyhemoglobin Fraction (4)| 0.704+0.05 0.46+0.10 Blood Urea Nitrogen (+) 0.70 0.33

Cholinesterase (—)| 0.70£0.03 0.3740.11 Neutrophils abs. (+) 0.69 0.26

ALC (—)| 0.69+0.05 0.3340.08 RDW (+) 0.68 0.21

Monocytes (—)| 0.68+0.04 0.324+0.07 Procalcitonin (+) 0.68 0.36

Hemoglobin (—)| 0.68+0.02 0.30£0.08 Cholinesterase (—) 0.68 0.30
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