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Abstract 

 
In this study, a combination of clinical and hematological information, collected on day of 

presentation to the hospital with pneumonia, was evaluated for its ability to predict severity and 

mortality outcomes in COVID-19. Ours is a retrospective, observational study of 203 hospitalized 

COVID-19 patients. All of them were confirmed RT-PCR positive cases. We used simple 

hematological parameters (total leukocyte count, absolute neutrophil count, absolute lymphocyte 

count, neutrophil to lymphocyte ration and platelet to lymphocyte ratio); and a severity classification 

of pneumonia (mild, moderate and severe) based on a single clinical parameter, the percentage 

saturation of oxygen at room air, to predict the outcome in these cases. The results show that a 

high absolute neutrophil count on day of onset of pneumonia symptoms correlated strongly with 

both severity and survival in COVID-19. In addition, it was the primary driver of an initial high 

neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio (NLR) observed in patients with severe disease. The effect of low 

lymphocyte count was not found to be very significant in our cohort. Multivariate logistic regression 

was done using Python 3.7 to assess whether these parameters can adequately predict survival. 

We found that clinical severity and a high neutrophil count on day of presentation of pneumonia 

symptoms could predict the outcome with 86% precision. This model is undergoing further 

evaluation at our centre for validation using data collected during the second wave of COVID-19. 

We present the relevance of an elevated neutrophil count in COVID-19 pneumonia and review the 

advances in research which focus on neutrophils as an important effector cell of COVID-19 

inflammation. 

 
Introduction 

 
The COVID-19 pandemic is caused by the severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 

(SARS CoV-2) infection(1), (2). The illness has a wide range of presentations ranging from a 

completely asymptomatic presentation to life threatening lung involvement(3), (4), (5), (6). The 

COVID-19 pneumonia is a lung inflammation syndrome which is triggered by a cytokine storm(7), 

(8), (9), (10). It is important to note that ‘Cytokine Storm Syndrome’ is not a precisely defined 

entity and there is no diagnostic test/ criteria validated for accurately diagnosing it in the context of 

COVID. However, several inflammatory markers have been identified as markers of severity for 

this illness with a special emphasis on IL-6(11), (12). Our understanding of this disease is 

evolving in a dynamic fashion as more data becomes available for study and every fresh piece of 

information points towards newer directions. 

 
Since the beginning efforts have been made to identify parameters which could be indicative of 

severity and mortality. One of the most persistent findings, replicated in many studies, has been 

the association of lymphopaenia, as well as an elevated NLR, with severity and mortality in 

COVID(13), (14), (15), (16)(17). Other commonly used markers to predict adverse outcomes 

include presence of elevated D-Dimer levels indicative of a hyper-coaguable state, elevated 

Ferritin, Procalcitonin and IL-6 levels; and CT severity(17), (18), (19), (20), (21), (22). 

 
A great drawback is that this information is not routinely available especially in a primary health 

care setting which is frequently the first point of contact for patients. Some of the assays do not, as 

yet, have an international standard for reporting making it difficult to interpret the results with 

accuracy. Our aim was to evaluate easily available information at presentation in order to discern 

early markers of adverse outcomes. The markers which potentially have a wide applicability even 

in resource limited settings. 

 
Materials and Methods 

 
This study is a retrospective analysis of 203 COVID-19 patients diagnosed at Lady Hardinge 

Medical College, Delhi. They were diagnosed based on the reverse transcription quantitative 

polymerase chain reaction (RT-qPCR) tests done on respiratory secretions obtained via nasal 

swabs. 
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Demographic, clinical and laboratory data was collected at the time of presentation to the hospitals 
with respiratory symptoms. For our study we considered a single, easily available clinical 

parameter, the percentage oxygen saturation (SpO2) at room air as measured by a pulse 

oximeter. The patients were a assigned a clinical severity class on the basis of this variable. 

Those with SpO2 >/= 95% were considered mild, those with SpO2 between 90-94% were 

considered moderate, and those with SpO2 < 90% were considered severe. A complete blood 

count done in accordance with laboratory standards, on the day of presentation to the hospital 

[total leukocyte count, absolute neutrophil count, absolute lymphocyte count, platelet count, 

hemoglobin, neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio and platelet to lymphocyte ratio], was considered. 

 
This study was performed in line with the principles of the declaration of Helsinki after approval 

from the local ethics committee. 
 

 
 

Statistical Analyses 

 
Multivariate analysis was conducted using Python 3.7. Tests used included the Pearson chi-square 

and ANOVA to compare the differences between two categorical variables. Pair wise Tukey test 

was used to calculate between class significance of a variable. Precision recall curve was used to 

generate an AUC for the prognostic variable under study. Multivariate logistic regression analysis 

in Python (ols model) was used for the computation of significance of multiple variables and their 

correlation with each other. A p-value below 0.05 was accepted as statistically significant. A 

predictive model was built using the log regression analysis in Python and is currently available for 

us on the internet. 

 
Results 

 
Demographics - We retrospectively studied hematological investigation of 203 COVID 19 positive 

patients of which 58.62% (n=119/203) were males and 41.37% (n=84/203) were females. Mean 

age of study sample was 46 ± 16.37 years ranging from 19 years to 82 years. Out of 203 COVID 

19 positive patient 152 (74.87%) survived and 51 (25.12%) succumbed. 90 patients had mild 

disease, 55 moderate and 58 patients had severe COVID19 disease. 

 
All of the hematological data was analyzed to generate a correlation matrix (table 1) which would 

provide valuable information regarding the relationship between the various variables. It aided 

recognition of variables which are highly correlated (table 2) and helped reduce redundancy of 

data. 

 
 
 
Table 1& 2: Correlation matrix showing the inter-relationship of variables under study
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Category diff se T p-tukey Hedges 

Survival- 

Mortality 
-7412.559 848.245 -8.738 0.001 -1.408 

 

Of these variables, TLC-ANC, Survival-Severity, ANC-NLR, Survival-ANC, TLC-NLR and TLC- 

Survival were found to have significant positive correlation with one another. ALC was found to 

have a negative correlation with both NLR and survival but the effect size was not significant. 
 

 
 

The difference between the mean of absolute neutrophil count among those who survived versus 

those who didn’t was compared using the pair wise Tukey test and was found to be highly 

significant with a p value of 0.001. ANC mean was also significantly different among those with mild, 

moderate and severe disease. The difference between mild-moderate and mild-severe categories 

was more significant with a p value of 0.001 whereas the difference between moderate- severe was 

slightly less with a p value of 0.005. Although the results were significantly different the generated 

ANC cut off had an AUC of 0.66 in a Precision-Recall curve (used for an imbalanced dataset) and 

therefore an absolute cut off value of ANC for predicting survival could not be generated with 

sufficient confidence. 
 

 
 

Table 3: Mean ANC in those who survived versus those who did not 

 
 Absolute Neutrophil Count (Mean) 

Survived 6253.361 

Mortality 13665.921 

 
 
 
 

Table 4: Results 

comparing ANC in those 

who survived versus 

those who did not using 

p-tukey 
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Figure 1: ANC boxplot grouped by survival 

 

 
 

Table 5: Mean ANC in mild, moderate and severe categories of disease 

 

Severity Absolute Neutrophil Count 

Mild 5146.911 

Moderate 8819.709 

Severe 12054.603 

 
 
 
 

Table 6: Results comparing mean ANC with disease severity using p-tukey 
 
 
 
 

Category diff se T p-tukey hedges 

Mild-Moderate -3672.797 929.642 -3.950 0.001 -0.672 

Mild-Severe -6907.692 914.598 -7.552 0.001 -1.265 

Moderate- 

Severe 
-3234.894 1022.300 -3.164 0.005 -0.591 
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Figure 2: Boxplot of ANC grouped by severity 
 

 
 

 
 

The absolute lymphocyte count was on the lower side in all severity classes but contrary to 

expectations the lowest value in our cohort was served in the mild category with progressive, 

minimal increase in the moderate and severe categories. The difference was not significantly 

associated with severity. Same held true for the comparison between those who survived with 

those who didn’t. The count was somewhat higher in the mortality group and there was no 

significant difference between the two. The overall incidence of lymphopaenia defined as absolute 

lymphocyte count < 1500/mL was 26.2% in our cohort which is similar to the findings in other 

studies but there was no correlation with severity or survival. 

 

Clinical Severity Mean lymphocyte 

count 

1 1526.91 

2 1632.90 

3 1893.37 

 

Survival 
 

Mean lymphocyte 

count 

Survived 1595.82 

Mortality 1852.52 
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Categorical comparison of 

lymphocyte count 
p-value 

Mild-moderate 0.79 

Mild-severe 0.08 

Moderate-severe 0.36 

Survival-mortality 0.12 

 

The NLR (neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio was also assessed independently for its association with 

severity and survival. The NLR was significantly different in the mild-severe categories and in the 

survival-mortality categories. But it’s important to note that NLR correlated greatly with absolute 

neutrophil count bringing an element of redundancy to its use as an independent predictor of 

survival and mortality in our cohort. 

 

Clinical severity scale Mean NLR 

Mild 4.92 

Moderate 7.76 

Severe 10.00 

 

Survival Mean NLR 

Survived 5.30 

Mortality 12.56 

 

Categorical comparison of 

mean NLR 
p-value 

Mild-moderate 0.27 

Mild-severe 0.01 

Moderate-severe 0.52 

Survival-mortality 0.001 
 

 
 

Multivariate logistic regression modeling was done in Python 3.7 using clinical severity, absolute 

neutrophil count, total leukocyte count, absolute lymphocyte count, NLR, PLR as assessed on day 

of presentation to hospital, to predict survival outcome of patient. The data was scaled prior to 

processing. The aim was to see if simple, point of care information obtained at the time of 

presentation could help guide initial triage and alert the physician on day 1 about those who would 

require more vigilant monitoring and care. The model had an overall accuracy of 87%. The 

parameters ANC, TLC and severity had significant association with mortality with p values 

approaching zero. Of these, ANC and TLC correlate very highly with one another as previously 

seen. ALC, PLR and NLR were not found to be very significantly associated with mortality. 
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Table 7: Model 1. 

 

Class Precision Recall f1-score support 

1 (Survived) 0.93 0.89 0.91 152 

2 (Did not survive) 0.71 0.78 0.75 51 

Accuracy   0.87 203 

 
Table 8: Multivariate logistic regression analysis model. 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 1: Confusion matrix for model 1 
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Certain variables used in this model showed high degree of correlation and therefore redundancy. 

A second model was built using multivariate logistic regression in Python 3.7. The variables ANC, 

ALC, PLR and severity were found to be independent of one another. NLR was redundant because 

both ALC and ANC were used. TLC was redundant because if 0.97 correlation coefficient with 

ANC. The data was first scaled and then a model was built. The default cut off of 0.5 was retained 

for both models. 

 
Table 9: Model 2 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

Figure 2: Confusion matrix for model 2 
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Again the association of ANC and severity with survival was significant with p values approaching 

zero, whereas ALC and PLR were not significantly associated. Although the overall accuracy of the 

second model was lower with an accuracy score of 82%, it had a very high sensitivity for predicting 

mortality (98%). This demonstrated that a combination of severity and ANC at presentation (start of 

pneumonia) have a high sensitivity for predicting adverse outcomes in COVID. Given these 

findings a third model was built using only clinical severity (determined by SpO2) and ANC as the 

predictor variables. This model performed just as well as the second one with regards to mortality 

prediction.  

 

Table 10: Model 3 

 

 
 

Figure 3: Confusion matrix for model 3 
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Since ANC and TLC correlated highly with one another, we tested the model efficacy with TLC used 

in lieu of ANC and found the result to be the same. On this basis we also recommend the use of 

TLC in place of ANC in situations where an accurate differential count may not be available. The 

model, developed in Python 3.7, is available for online use at the IP address 

https://mybinder.org/v2/gh/jungleeToofan/covidModel.git/HEAD?urlpath=%2Fvoila%2Frender%2FCo

vidModel.ipynb. We have named this model the 3C-M score (Clinical severity & blood Counts in 

Covid-19 pneumonia for Mortality prediction). It is a binary classification tool, with values greater 

than 0.5 signifying increased risk of mortality. The higher the score, the more accurate the classifiers 

performance in predicting mortality. 

 
Summary of key findings in our study: 

 
1.  Absolute neutrophil count is an independent, early, strong predictor of both disease severity 

and survival. During early disease course it correlates better than lymphocyte count and NLR 

with severity and survival. 

2.  The NLR means even on Day 1 were significantly higher in those who did not survive. The rise 

in NLR at the onset of pneumonia was primarily driven by a higher neutrophil count rather than 

a low lymphocyte count. 

3.  Early lymphocyte count correlates poorly with survival and severity. 

4.  It is possible to do an early triage on the basis of simply and widely available clinical and 

laboratory information. This might be of particular benefit in aiding decision making in a primary 

healthcare setting regarding rapid escalation of care in those who need it. The 3C-M model 

was developed for use in such resource limited settings for timely estimation of mortality risk. 
 
 
 
 

Discussion 

 
In our study we found a strong association of neutrophilic leukocytosis with severity as well as 

survival in COVID-19 pneumonia. The mean neutrophil count in those who survived was 6253.361 

and those who didn't were 13665.92. The difference was highly significant with a p value of 0.001. 

The table below includes a list of studies which have also found ANC to be significantly associated 

with survival and severity. Another recent study by Wei et al evaluated neutrophil count as a 

predictor variable(23). They studied the correlation of baseline neutrophil count (bNC) and 

neutrophil change rate (NCR) with death. They concluded that bNC had a U-shaped association 

with mortality; lower counts were associated with improved survival and higher counts were 

associated with mortality. The NRC could not help in risk stratification of patients.  

 

Another recently published study found that total white cell count was significantly associated with 

severity, but lymphocyte count was not(24). This demonstrates that a new understanding of 

COVID-19 pneumonia pathogenesis is emerging; one which places neutrophils front and centre as 

the major effector cells in the disease process. It also shows that neutrophil count can be useful in 

developing predictive models of COVID-19 especially in a resource limited setting. 

 
It is important to note that there are other, non-COVID related factors which can influence the 

neutrophil count and thereby reduce their relevance as a prognostic marker. Presence of a 

secondary bacterial infection and the initiation of steroids are two such examples. 
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Whether this parameter would retain value in these situations is difficult to say. At present is 
prudent to stress the importance of using neutrophil count obtained at the onset of respiratory 

complications for assessment of severity and triage. 
 
 

 
 
 
 

The earlier studies reported that leukopenia and lymphopaenia were the predominant 

hematological findings associated with COVID-19 pneumonia. The table below lists the studies 

which reported information regarding lymphopaenia in COVID-19. The results were not consistent 

with the incidence of lymphopaenia varying from 22% to 83% in various studies. Some of these 

studies also compared the lymphocyte count of survivors with non-survivors. The largest by Guan 

et al, with a sample size of 1099, found the incidence of lymphopaenia to be 92.6% in those with 

severe disease compared to 82.5% in those with non severe disease(6). Studies by Yang and 

Zhou concluded that lymphocyte count on admission were not significantly different between 

survivors and non-survivors(31), (15). Studies by Fan and Tan showed that lymphocyte count as a 

variable for predicting severity is significant only if serial values are obtained and there is a 

persistent fall over the course of illness(33), (16). Wu et al concluded that lower lymphocyte count 

was associated with development of ARDS but not with survival in those who had developed 

ARDS(5). In our study we found that the mean lymphocyte count on day of admission has 

significance in predicting severity and survival only on univariate analysis. On multivariate analysis 

this significance is lost. All these highlight that lymphocyte count is not a robust variable for 

purpose of initial triage. 

S. No. Study Area Size TLC 

Survival 

(p) 

 

 

Severity 

(p) 

ANC 

Survival 

(p) 

 

 

Severity 

(p) 

1 Huang et 
al(25) 

China 41 NR 0.011 NR 0.00069 

2 Liu et al(26) China 12 NR NR NR 0.018 

3 Qian et 
al(27) 

China 91 NR 0.01 NR 0.00041 

4 Wang et 
al(4) 

China 138 NR 0.003 NR <0.001 

5 Wang et 
al(28) 

China 69 NR 0.006 NR <0.001 

6 Wu et al(29) China 197 NR <0.001 0.03 <0.001 

8 Xiong et 
al(30) 

China 116 NR <0.001 NR <0.001 

9 Liu et al(26) China 155 NR NR NR 0.017 

10 Yang et 
al(31) 

China 61 NR 0.215 NR 0.025 

11 Li et al(32) China 93 NR 0.006 NR <0.001 

13 Shi et al(24) China 315 <0.0001 NR <0.0001 NR 

14 Guan et 
al(6) 

China 109
9 

NR <0.0001 NR 0.002 

15 Our study India 203 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 
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S. No. Study Area Size Low TLC 

(%) 
Low ALC 

(%) 
Increased 

NLR >3.3 

(%) 

1 Chen et al(3) China 29 21 69 NR 

2 Fan et al(33) Singapore 65 29.2 36.9 NR 

3 Guan et al(6) China 1099 33.7 83.2 NR 

4 Huang et 
al(25) 

China 41 25 63 NR 

5 Liu et al(26) China 30 26.6 40 NR 

6 Qian et al(27) China 91 15.3 30.7 NR 

7 Wang et al(4) China 69 54 42 NR 

8 Zhang et 
al(34) 

China 140 19.6 75.4 NR 

9 Zhou et al(15) China 140 17 40 NR 

10 Arentz et 
al(13) 

USA 21 NR 67 NR 

11 Bhatraju et 
al(35) 

USA 24 4 75 NR 

12 Chen et al(3) China 99 9 35 NR 

13 Wang et al(4) China 60 32 72 NR 

14 Shi et al(36)  China 635 12 30 NR 

15 Chen et al(37) China 291 36.1 22.7 26.8 

16 Our study India 203 5.41 26.2 65.02 

 
 
 
 
 

Another parameter, the neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio (NLR), also has positive correlation with 
mortality. The mean NLR was significantly different in those who survived (5.3) versus those who 

did not survive (12.5) with a p value approaching 0.001. With regard to severity the difference in 

the mean NLR was only significant in those with clinically mild (4.8) and severe (10.0) pneumonia; 

it could not differentiate between the mild-moderate and moderate-severe categories with 

confidence. However, a multivariate analysis showed us that the higher NLR at baseline was 

driven by a higher neutrophil count confounding the relevance of NLR as an independent predictor. 

A comparison of absolute neutrophil count and NLR showed that neutrophil count performed better 

as predictor variable. This brought to the fore the issue of redundancy among variables and the 

need to ensure that one is vigilant about keeping it to a minimum. So far an entire basket of 

parameters has been placed at the physician’s disposal to pick and choose from. This can and 

does lead to an unfortunate loss of clarity. 

Our research raises an important question - why does early neutrophilic leukocytosis correlate with 

severity and survival? There has been a recent surge of interest in evaluating the role of neutrophil 

driven inflammation as an important contributory factor for the cytokine storm observed in COVID-

19 as well as in other viral infections(38). A recent gene network analysis found that infected cells 

in the lung express neutrophil attracting chemokine and BAL fluid analysis also showed an up 

regulation of neutrophil genes and chemokine(39), (40), (41), (42). Neutrophil extracellular trap 

(NET) generation has been the focus of intense study in the past decade or so(43), (44).  Several 

studies have implicated SARS CoV 2 driven NETs as an important mediator of inflammation in  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 7, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.05.21261565doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.05.21261565
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


COVID-19, with signatures of neutrophil activation consistently associated with inferior outcomes. 
A recent study specifically implicates NETs in driving immune thrombosis in COVID-19. A 

comparison between platelet activation and neutrophil activation in those who develop over 

thromboembolism in COVID-19 showed that neutrophil activation was more significantly associated 

with the same(45). Another studied identified D-Dimer levels and neutrophil count as biomarkers 

which can be potential predictive markers for pulmonary embolism(46). Research is also indicative 

of the role of persistent innate immune activation in hyper-inflammatory states(47), (48), (49), (50). 

The exact immune-cytokine subset which proceeds towards the development of a lung 

inflammation syndrome has not yet been delineated. Indeed there may not even be any ‘one’ 

immune signature of this state. This is an area which requires extensive research but one can 

cautiously state that neutrophils might hold one of the 

keys to unlocking this mystery. 
 

 
 

The second question we attempted to tackle was building a simple model for the purpose of triage 

in a resource limited setting based on clinical and basic laboratory information that is the CBC. 

Two multivariate logistic regression models were built using all the data available to us. While one 

had a good overall precision of 87%, the accuracy for identifying survivors was 93% but for non 

survivors it was only 71%. A second model was built after excluding redundant variables; ANC, 

ALC, PLR and clinical severity were included in the second one. This model gave nearly equal 

weightage to ANC and clinical severity. Though the overall accuracy was lower at 82%, it showed 

remarkably greater sensitivity for mortality prediction accurately predicting 50 of 51 deaths. The 

model was made available for online use as it requires a minimal of information which can be 

quickly and easily available even in primary health care setting. This model has not yet been 

validated externally; it is currently undergoing a second, internal, retrospective validation at our 

centre. 

 
It is pertinent to mention that many other models have also been built which attempt to predict 

mortality in COVID-19. The simple reason for adding yet another one to the plethora already 

available is the ease of use and the minimal information required. However potential drawbacks 

remain, a major one being the time of applicability. Our model was used on patients who 

presented to the hospital with onset of pneumonia symptoms, however it cannot be assumed that 

all patients will present at a similar time in their disease course. 

 
A recent study compared the performance of eleven prediction models with MICU admission and 

mortality as independent and composite end points(51). Of these, the RISE UP and 4C models 

performed decently with an AUC of 0.83 and 0.84 for predicting 30 day mortality respectively(52), 

(53). A recent critical analysis has cautiously endorsed the 4C score for guidance of decision 

making(53). They have also, simultaneously, highlighted the potential limitations of this score like 

the ‘treatment paradox’. As the disease continues to evolve and our understanding of it continues 

to change, the impact assessment of these models will require rigorous and continued assessment 

in real time in order to retain validity. Keeping these relevant critiques in mind we decided to wait to 

prospectively evaluate our model before recommending it for general use. 
 

 

  Conclusion 

 
On the basis of our study and the review of literature we would like to stress the significance of an 

early pronounced neutrophilic response as a sensitive predictor of disease severity and outcome. 

This knowledge can be particularly useful in a resource limited setting. A combination of clinical 

severity and absolute neutrophil count has allowed us to build a model, which can help the treating 

doctor to sensitively pick up those at risk of poor outcome at presentation; and this can potentially 

drive early intervention. The pathological role of high neutrophil count in driving lung inflammation 

in COVID-19 needs to be studied in further detail. 
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