
Laboratory biomarkers associated with mortality in COVID-19 patients in 
Addis Ababa, Ethiopia 

 

Abay Sisay1,2,*, Zerihun Woldesenbet3, Anteneh Yalew4,5, Aklilu Toma Shamenna5, Asnake Worku5, 
Abraham Tesfaye1,6, Fentabil Getnet5,7, Latera Tesfaye5, Mohammed B. Hassen5, Mulugeta Geleso5, 
Veranyuy D Ngah4, Perseverence Savieri4,8, Alemnesh H. Mirkuze9, Lovemore Sigwadhi4, Adey Feleke 
Desta2,¶, Peter S Nyasulu4, 10, ¶,*  

  

1Department of Medical Laboratory Sciences, College of Health Sciences, Addis Ababa 
University, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia 

2Department of Microbial, Cellular, and Molecular Biology, College of Natural and 
Computational Sciences, Addis Ababa University, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia 

3Yekatit 12 Hospital Medical College, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia 

4Division of Epidemiology and Biostatistics, Department of Global Health, Faculty of Medicine 
and Health Sciences, Stellenbosch University, Cape Town, South Africa   

5National Data Management Centre for Health, Ethiopian Public Health Institute, Addis Ababa, 
Ethiopia 

6Diagnostic Unit, Center for Innovative Drug Development and Therapeutic Trials for Africa, 
CDT- Africa, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia 

7 Takemi Program in International Health, Department of Global Health and Population, Harvard 
T.H. Chan School of Public Health, Boston, MA, USA 

8 Biostatistics and Medical Informatics Research Group (BISI), Vrije Universiteit Brussel, 
Brussels 1090, Belgium 

9JSI Research and Training Institute Inc. eCHIS project, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia 

10Division of Epidemiology and Biostatistics, School of Public Health, Faculty of Health 
Sciences, University of the Witwatersrand, Johannesburg, South Africa  

 

 

*Corresponding author(s): Abay Sisay (abay.sisay@aau.edu.et), Po.Box-1176  Addis Ababa, 
Ethiopia, Peter S Nyasulu (pnyasulu@sun.ac.za) 

 

¶These authors contributed equally to this work.  

 . 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 (which was not certified by peer review)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 21, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.20.23290268doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.20.23290268
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Abstract  

Background: Laboratory biomarkers are amongst the best imperative predictors of disease 

outcomes in hospital-admitted COVID-19 patients. Although data is available in this regard at a 

global level, there is a paucity of information in Ethiopia. Thus, this study aimed to assess the 

laboratory biomarkers association with death among COVID-19 patients in Ethiopia.   

Methods: A health facility-based longitudinal study was conducted from 2020 to 2022 among 

RT-PCR-confirmed COVID-19 patients admitted and on treatment follow-up at COVID-19 

treatment hospitals in Addis Ababa. A robust Poisson regression model was fitted to assess the 

association between demographic, clinical, and laboratory factors and death. Significance was 

determined at p<0.05, and variables with p�<�0.15 in bivariate analyses were included in the 

final multivariable models. Incidence rate ratio (IRR) with a 95% confidence interval (CI) was 

used to describe associations.  

Results: Of the 2357 COVID-19 patients, 248 (10.5%) died. The median age of participants was 

59 (IQR= 45- 70) years, and the majority (64.9%) of them were male. Lower median RBC was 

observed among those who died at 4.58 (4.06-5.07) as compared to those who survived at 4.69 

(4.23-5.12) whereas high median (IQR) WBC was a predictor of mortality with 11.2 (7.7-15.9). 

After adjusting for confounders, death was associated with age >74 years having adjusted 

incidence rate ratio [aIRR (95%CI): 2.46 (1.40-4.34)], and critical clinical situations [aIRR (95% 

CI): 4.04 (2.18-7.52)]. 

Conclusion: Our results demonstrate that abnormal liver function tests, abnormal white blood 

cells, age of the patients, and clinical status of the patients during admission are associated with 

unfavorable outcomes of COVID-19. Hence, timely monitoring of these laboratory results at the 

earliest phase of the disease was highly commendable.  
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Introduction 

The Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) is caused by the severe acute respiratory syndrome 

coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2). As of January 2020, the World Health Organization (WHO) had 

declared it a Public Health Emergency of International Concern [1, 2]. On the African continent, 

more than 12.7 million cases with 258,122 deaths have been reported as of January 2023, far 

fewer than reported for other continents [1]. These low-reported numbers of infections and 

associated deaths in Africa were thought to reflect the relatively young population of Africa, 

climate conditions less favorable for disease transmission, reduced incidence of comorbidities, 

genetic factors coupled with immunological and socio-demographic aspects unique to Africa, 

and other anthropological factors [3-5]. Many studies have suggested that the relatively low 

observed rates could be a result of the poor documentation of the spread of SARS-CoV-2 in 

Africa [3, 6] and inadequate testing [7] and diagnostics [8]. 

The unprecedented spread of the virus across the globe and the abundance of genomic sequence 

data contributed by both research communities and public health laboratories have allowed for 

phylodynamic approaches to infer viral evolutionary rates, growth rates, and the estimation of 

the origin of specific outbreaks [9, 10]. SARS-CoV-2 has thus been the subject of numerous 

molecular epidemiological studies. Mostly, focusing on mutations in the viral spike protein, 

which is responsible for binding to the host angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (ACE2) receptor 

and initiating the viral entry process. Such mutations confer viral phenotypes with increased 

fitness and pathogenicity [9, 11].  

The viral variants that have been most intensively monitored by the WHO are those that have 

displayed phenotypes associated with increased infectivity, resistance to monoclonal antibody 

therapy, and evasion of the immune response. Upon emergence, viral lineages with these 

phenotypes often dominated the transmission and replacement of other co-circulating lineages 

[11, 12]. Accordingly, several variants of interest (VOIs) and variants of concern (VOCs) have 

been identified since December 2020. The Alpha/B.1.1.7 VOC was first identified in the United 

Kingdom in September 2020, the Beta VOC was first identified in South Africa in May 2020, the 

Gamma VOC was first identified in Brazil in November 2020, and the Delta VOC was first 

identified in India in late October 2020.  The Omicron variant, however, was first identified in 
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Botswana and South Africa in November 2021. The variant rapidly spread to the rest of the 

world and is currently the only variant still classified as a VOC [13, 14]. 

Laboratory biomarkers are biological evidence-based measurable indicators of some biological 

state or circumstance that can be summarized by undergoing various profiling experimental trials 

and tests to identify the unique biomarkers that correlate with the specific corresponding patients. 

These biomarkers could be very specific and can be used to monitor, assess the efficacy of 

treatments, and evaluate the prognosis of individual cases. Likewise, as part of pathophysiology 

and an indication of the dysfunction in distinctive organs and a crystal clear indication at the 

same time, due to their redundancy or non-specificity. It is very useful for monitoring COVID-19 

cases and the correlation of their severity by timely risk stratification [5, 6]. 

Different countries, research institutes, universities, and other concerned organizations have been 

working to urgently design and recommend near-to-real-time laboratory biomarkers for 

monitoring the severity and treatment outcome of COVID-19 patients to augment the quality of 

life expectancy and their survival along with its alteration [7, 8].  

Diverse laboratory biomarkers have been identified and drawn in as indicating substantial 

progress, level of severity, and disease outcome among COVID-19 patients: Cytopenia, 

misbalancing organ function tests, and electrolyte imbalance were among the top identified and 

more closely connected with unfavorable outcomes among hospitalized COVID-19 patients [5, 

7]. 

Moreover biomarkers may enhance efforts through identification of cases which in turn may 

have helped reduce the burden of the COVID-19 in the early phase prior to the undesirable 

disaster and being used as an effective intervention for controlling the burden of the pandemic. 

However, there are extremely limited studies available in this regard in Ethiopia. Thus, this study 

aimed to describe the laboratory findings and their correlation with the prognosis in the outcome 

and severity of COVID�19 patients in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. 

Materials and Methods 

Study design, period, and settings  
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A health facility-based cohort study was conducted among RT-PCR confirmed COVID-19 

patients who were admitted and on treatment follow-up in a tertiary level hospital specifically 

designated for COVID-19 treatment centers in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia: Millennium Hall 

treatment center, Ekka Kotebe Hospital, and Yekatit 12 Hospital Medical College, encompassing 

a one-year cohort of COVID-19 patients’ clinical and laboratory findings from 2020 to 2022, a 

time between the first and second waves of the pandemic.  Attached is the current epi plot, 

highlighting our sampling time (fig. 1). 

  

Fig 1. Epi plot of COVID-19 epidemic waves@ Coronavirus (COVID-19) Cases - Our World in Data  

 

Study Population and Sampling Method 

We used prospective purposive continuous sampling and enrolled all eligible cases as they were 

admitted to the treatment center during the specified time frame. That means we did not use a 
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specified sample size calculation. In this study, we excluded confirmed COVID-19-positive 

patients with some incomplete supportive data.  

 

Sample Collection and Laboratory testing 

Venous blood was collected in serum separation gel tubes (SSGTs) for clinical chemistry test 

parameters and EDITA anti-coagulated tube for haematology analysis. We used very reputable 

analyzers: For Haematology - Beckman Coulter DxH 900 haematology analyzer. For Clinical 

Chemistry including electrolytes and hormones - Roche Cobas® 6000 automated analyzer series, 

manufactured in Germany. The laboratory tests: haematology, clinical chemistry, blood 

electrolyte, clotting factor, and organ function were done at Yekatit 12 Hospital Medical College, 

Millennium Hall, and Ekka Kotebe Hospital laboratories. These laboratories were among the 

laboratories accredited by the national laboratory for this purpose and get continuous quality 

improvement technical support. 

Quality Assurance  

Appropriate training was given to the data collectors on how to get and assure valid data, as 

supported by active supervision to ensure the completeness and consistency of the data collection 

procedure. All clinical laboratory tests and interpretations were done following the analyzer 

manufacturers’ recommendations and approved documented standard operating procedures, S3. 

We always incorporated positive and negative quality controls into each laboratory test run. 

Moreover, data were double-entered and cross-checked and verified prior to analysis. 

Outcomes and predictor variables 

Data collected included demographic data (age, sex), clinical characteristics (severity status), and 

clinical laboratory profiles: haematological (RBC, MCV, MCH, HCT, MPV, WBC, NE, LY, 

MO, EO, NRBC, etc), Clinical Chemistry, Organ function, hormonal function tests, and 

electrolyte analyte. The primary outcome of interest was the proportion of patients who die, 

irrespective of their severity status.  

Statistical Data Analysis and Interpretation  
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Continuous variables were expressed as medians with inter-quartile range (IQR) since all 

laboratory data were non-normally distributed. Categorical variables were expressed using 

frequencies and percentages. Chi-square and Wilcoxon-rank-sum tests were performed to test the 

population distribution associated with mortality among categorical variables and the medians 

for the continuous variable with p-values. A robust Poisson regression model was used to assess 

significant associations between demographic, clinical factors, laboratory variables, and death. 

Factors associated with death with a p-value < 0.15 in unadjusted univariate robust Poisson 

regression were included in a multivariable model, to identify predictor variables associated with 

death. Due to the high prevalence of mortality, the logistic regression was overestimating the 

effect measure with large standard errors, resulting in wide confidence intervals. Therefore, a 

robust Poisson regression model was used. Adjusted incidence rate ratios and their 95% CIs were 

used as a measure of association. Factors associated with mortality with a p-value < 0.05 were 

considered statistically significant. All statistical analyses were performed using Stata (V.17, 

Stata Corp, College Station, Texas, USA) and R (V, 4.2.1, R Core Team) with R Studio (V. 

2022.07.0, R Studio Team) statistical software.  

Operational Definition [9] 

Mild COVID-19: characterized by fever, malaise, cough, upper respiratory symptoms, and/or 

less common features of COVID-19 (headache, loss of taste or smell, etc.) 

Moderate COVID-19: patients with lower respiratory symptom/s. They may have infiltrates on 

chest X-ray. These patients can maintain oxygenation on room air. 

Severe COVID-19: patients with oxygen saturation < 90% on room air; ◦ in adults, signs of 

severe respiratory distress (accessory muscle use, inability to complete full sentences, respiratory 

rate > 30 breaths per minute), and, in children, very severe chest wall in drawing, grunting, 

central cyanosis, or presence of any other general danger signs (inability to breastfeed or drink, 

lethargy or reduced level of consciousness, convulsions) in addition to the signs of pneumonia. 

Test abnormalities- were defined as an elevation or reduction of test results against the 

specified manufacturer’s recommendation. 
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Critical COVID-19: patients suffering from acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS), sepsis, 

septic shock, or other illnesses requiring life-sustaining therapies such as mechanical ventilation 

(invasive or non-invasive) or vasopressor therapy. 

Results  

Of the 2357 patients with COVID-19 studied, 248 (10.5%) died, 1652 (70.2%) had severe 

COVID-19 disease at admission, and 1613 (68.4) were male and more severely affected than 

females. The majority of the cases had abnormal hematology findings, liver function tests, and 

electrolyte findings. The median RBC and WBC were 4.67 (4.205- 5.11) and 9.2 (6.3 - 13.6), 

respectively. Lower median RBC was observed among those who died at 4.58 (4.06-5.07) as 

compared to those who survived at 4.69 (4.23-5.12) whereas high median (IQR) WBC was a 

predictor of mortality with 11.2 (7.7-15.9). Alike, higher median (IQR) BILL and UREA were a 

predictor of mortality with 0.2105 (.133-.347) and 34.7 (25.5-54.2), respectively (Table 1). 

Table 1: Demographic, clinical, and laboratory characteristics associated with mortality among COVID-

19 patients in Addis Ababa 

Characteristics  
Sample 
Size 

Total 
(n = 2357) 

Survived  
(n1 = 2109) 

Died 
 (n2 = 248)  

  
Median (IQR) or n 
(%) 

Median (IQR) or n (%) Median (IQR) or n (%) P-value 

Age in years 1671 59 (45- 70) 58 (45-70) 65 (50-74) <0.001 

Sex 2357    0.208 

Female  744 (31.6) 657 (31.2) 87 (35.1)  

Male  1613 (68.4) 1452 (68.8) 161 (64.9)  

Severity status 2357    <0.001 

Mild  152 (6.4) 138 (6.6) 14 (5.6)  

Moderate  442 (18.8) 420 (19.9) 22 (8.9)  

Severe  1652 (70.1) 1488 (70.7) 164 (66.1)  

Critical  111 (4.7) 60 (2.8) 48 (19.4)  

Laboratory parameters (Hematology and analytes) 

RBC 2040 4.67 (4.205- 5.11) 4.69 (4.23-5.12) 4.58 (4.06-5.07) 0.041 

MCV 2040 89.1 (86.1- 92.4) 89 (86.1-92.3) 89.8 (86.3-93.1) 0.065 

MCH 2040 33.6 (32.9- 34.3) 33.6 (32.9-34.3) 33.4 (32.7-34.1) 0.013 

HCT 2040 41.7 (37.8 – 45.2) 41.8 (37.9-45.3) 41 (37-44.8) 0.087 

MPV 2040 8.6 (7.9 – 9.4) 8.6 (7.9-9.3) 8.5 (7.9-9.6) 0.920 

WBC 2039 9.2 (6.3 – 13.6) 8.9 (6.2-13.15) 11.2 (7.7-15.9) <0.001 

Platelet  2038 240 (176-322) 240 (176-321) 246 (169-340) 0.653 

NE 2019 7.9 (4.7- 12.4) 7.6 (4.6-12.1) 10.1 (6.4-14.8) <0.001 

LY 2019 0.6 (0.4- 1.2) 0.6 (0.4-1.2) 0.5 (0.3-0.8) <0.001 
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MO 2019 0.4 (0.3- 0.6) .4 (.3-.6) .4 (.3-.6) 0.420 

EO 2 016 0 (0- 0.1) 0 (0-0.1) 0 (0-0.1) 0.120 

NRBC 1 999 0.1 (0.02- 0.2) 0.1 (.02-.2) 0.1 (.07-.2) 0.240 

CRE 1 926 0.78 (0.63- 0.98) 0.78 (0.63-0.98) 0.79 (0.62-1.01) 0.720 

UREA 1 868 30.9 (22.45- 46.4) 30.3 (22.1-45) 34.7 (25.5-54.2) <0.001 

ALP  1465 83.6 (65-114.6) 83.05 (65-114.6) 87 (65-114.6) 0.191 

HGB 1 861 14 (12.5- 15.3) 14.1 (12.6-15.3) 13.85 (12.05-15) 0.100 

ALT 1850 32 (20.5-57.1) 32.1 (20.65-56.65) 31.1 (19.7-62.0) 0.695 

AST 1847 32.2 (22.3-49.7) 32.1 (22.2-49.5) 32.8 (24.1-49.9) 0.450 

Na 1793 137 (134-140) 137 (134-140) 137 (133-140) 0.289 

CL 1 764 100 (96.6- 103.6) 100.1 (96.7-103.6) 99.7 (95.7-103.6) 0.640 

K 1 738 4.285 (3.91- 4.7) 4.27 (3.9-4.68) 4.4 (3.99-4.79) 0.025 

MG 867 0.85 (0.76- 0.96) 0.85 (0.76-0.96) 0.865 (0.77-0.96) 0.750 

CA 815 2.03 (1.91- 2.15) 2.03 (1.91-2.15) 2.02 (1.9-2.14) 0.920 

DBIL 752 0.186 (0.119- 0.289) 0.183 (0.118-0.282) 0.2105 (.133-.347) 0.046 

TBILI 693 0.416 (0.288- 0.604) 0.416 (0.286-0.599) 0.422 (0.305-0.619) 0.380 

APTT 510 27.7 (24.7- 31.4) 27.7 (24.7-31.3) 28.7 (25.2-32.4) 0.170 

INR 489 1.14 (1.01 - 1.31) 1.14 (1.01- 1.31) 1.135 (1.02- 1.26) 0.805 

CHOL 326 130.1 (102.4- 164.1) 132.8 (104.1- 166.1) 114.5 (93.1- 150.9) 0.033 

ALB 291 1.89 (1.53- 2.37) 1.91 (1.55- 2.41) 1.73 (1.5- 2.22) 0.186 

HDL 236 31.65 (24.45- 39.65) 31.2 (24.5- 39.7) 34 (24.3- 39.6) 0.458 

TG 229 141.6 (108- 206) 144 (108- 223) 128 (100- 160) 0.028 

LDL 167 77.4 (47.6- 103.2) 80.25 (51.1- 104.3) 61.3 (42- 91.8) 0.293 

CKMB 44 2.04 (1.4- 3.2) 2.08 (1.43- 3.4) 1.37 (1.23- 2.4) 0.999 

GLU 39 135 (96- 218.4) 125.05 (94.2- 189.8) 212.9 (136.2- 261.3) 0.081 

TSH 31 0.77 (0.28- 1.69) 0.78 (0.245- 2.04) 0.582 (0.39- 1.6) 0.953 

T4 31 98.21 (11.92- 111.2) 98.79 (13.61- 115.985) 93.51 (11- 99.21) 0.953 

T3 25 1.76 (1.2- 2.12) 1.78 (1.2- 2.12) 1.71 (0.706- 2.47) 0.941 

TP 10 2.17 (0.67- 5.65) 2.21 (0.67- 5.65) 2.02 (2.02- 2.02) 0.999 
*All these lab characteristics were non-normally distributed using the Shapiro–Francia test of normality. As a 
result, we presented a median with an interquartile range [median (lower quartile – upper quartile)]. 
Abbreviations: RBC: red blood cells; etc. 

Factors Associated with the unaffordable outcome of COVID-19 in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia  

The COVID-19 pandemic constantly increased, overwhelming the treatment sites and the 

attending health professionals in assisting the admitted COVID-19 patients, as they judiciously 

wanted to have a successful treatment recovery rate. To realize this, we identified and 

documented the most contributing factors associated with the clinical outcomes of hospitalized 

COVID-19 patients. After adjusting for confounders, we identified associated predictors with 

poor outcomes among studied COVID-19 patients. Higher death among COVID-19 patients of 
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older age (Age >74 yrs.: aIRR 2.46; 95% CI: 1.40-4.34, P =0.002) were revealed than the 

younger COVID-19 patients. Likewise, patients who were in critical clinical situations at the 

time of admission were four times more likely to have unfavorable COVID-19 outcomes (95% 

CI: 2.18-7.52, p<0.001).  The detail is depicted in Table 2, Fig. 2, and S3. 

Table 2: Robust Poisson Regression analysis among laboratory characteristics associated with mortality 
among COVID-19 patients in Addis Ababa.  

Characteristics  IRR (95% CI) P-value Adjusted IRR (95% CI) P-value 
Age group 1.00 (0.999-1.001) 0.298   
<41     
41-55 1.30 (0.79-2.14) 0.303 1.12 (0.63-2.00) 0.702 
56-74 1.85 (1.19-2.87) 0.006 1.61 (0.97-2.70) 0.067 
74+ 2.56 (1.60-4.09) <0.001 2.46 (1.40-4.34) 0.002 
Sex     
Female 1    
Male 0.85 (0.67-1.09) 0.207 0.81 (0.56-1.16) 0.247 
Severity status     
Mild 1    
Moderate 0.54 (0.28-1.03) 0.061 0.55 (0.24-1.28) 0.167 
Severe 1.08 (0.64-1.81) 0.778 0.93 (0.52-1.69) 0.817 
Critical 4.83 (2.81-8.30) <0.001 4.04 (2.18-7.52) <0.001 
RBC 0.89 (0.77-1.04) 0.140 0.96 (0.82-1.13) 0.635 
MCV 1.002 (1.000-1.003) 0.044 1.00 (1.00-1.00) 0.362 
MCH 0.957 (0.918-0.997) 0.037 0.98 (0.92-1.04) 0.468 
HCT 0.99 (0.97-1.01) 0.274   
MPV 0.99 (0.98-1.00) 0.271   
WBC 1.02 (1.01-1.02) <0.001 1.02 (1.00-1.04) 0.073 
NE 1.01 (1.01-1.02) <0.001 1.01 (0.99-1.02) 0.246 
LY 0.93 (0.79-1.09) 0.380   
MO 1.03 (1.00-1.07) 0.034 0.95 (0.82-1.10) 0.500 
EO 0.66 (0.38-1.112) 0.125 0.96 (0.84-1.11) 0.623 
NRBC 0.96 (0.79-1.16) 0.641   
B 1.21 (1.02-1.42) 0.028 0.61 (0.12-3.10) 0.556 
Platelet  1.001 (0.999-1.002) 0.252   
ALT 0.998 (0.997-1.001) 0.185   
AST 0.999 (0.997-1.002) 0.662   
ALP  1.001 (1.0001-1.0026) 0.034 1.00 (1.00-1.00) 0.878 
CRE 0.98 (0.93-1.03) 0.415   
UREA 1.003 (1.000-1.005) 0.043 0.99 (0.98-1.00) 0.054 
HGB 0.97 (0.93-1.02 0.234   
Na 0.997 (0.992-1.003) 0.369   
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CL 1.000 (0.99-0.01) 0.991   
K 0.99 (0.98-1.01) 0.340   
MG 1.27 (0.49-3.32) 0.619   
CA 0.98 (0.95-1.01) 0.125   
DBIL 1.52 (0.97-2.39) 0.070   
TBILI 1.15 (0.77-1.73) 0.495   
APTT 1.02 (1.00-1.04) 0.050   
INR 1.01 (0.61-1.65) 0.983   
CHOL 0.99 (0.986-1.001) 0.081   
ALB 0.67 (0.49-0.93) 0.015   
HDL 1.002 (0.98-1.03) 0.866   
TG 0.99 (0.989-0.999) 0.020   
LDL 0.991 (0.981-1.001) 0.076   
CKMB 0.73 (0.34-1.56) 0.421   
GLU 1.002 (0.998-1.005) 0.273   
TSH 0.77 (0.40-1.48) 0.431   
T4 0.998 (0.981-1.014) 0.796   
T3 0.82 (0.24-1.59) 0.751   
TP 0.80 (0.59-1.09) 0.160   

aIRR: adjusted incidence rate ratio; CI: confidence interval;  
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Figure 2 a: Roc curve Urea 

 

 . 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 21, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.20.23290268doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.20.23290268
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Figure 2b: Roc curve WBC 

 

Discussion 

Investigating and understanding the laboratory biomarkers in the human health medical process

favors the early initiation of the most appropriate stratification therapy and increases the chances

of survival. Although many studies and pieces of literature have reported as many laboratory

biomarkers as predictors of severity related to COVID-19 severity globally, there is limited

evidence in Ethiopia. Hence, we investigated the clinical laboratory profiles of COVID-19 RT-

PCR-confirmed hospitalized patients in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. 

Thus, after adjusting for other covariates in our study, being in the critical status of COVID-19

was found to be associated with 4.104 times increased risk and ended up with unfavorable
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outcomes, as clearly recognized in different studies conducted in China, the United States, and 

Europe [10-12]. There’s a high possibility that the hyper-triggering and greater destabilization of 

metabolic reactions and physiologic effects might lead to an imbalance of laboratory biomarkers, 

which is a precarious physiological response in patients with severe COVID-19. 

The probability of a destitute and deprived treatment outcome increases with the age of the 

patients during enrollment. Older patients, especially those 60 years and older, were more likely 

than younger patients, to have poor treatment results according to studies from China [13] and 

Saudi Arabia [14]. This might be associated with the body’s immunity status weakening with 

age. Likewise, older COVID-19 patients were more susceptible to severe disease and pitiable 

treatment outcomes from COVID-19. Patients having and presenting one or more certain 

underlying clinical situations are subject to acquiring the disease and being at higher risk. 

Additionally, being unvaccinated or not being up to date on COVID-19 vaccinations also 

increases the risk of severe COVID-19 outcomes. This could be more related to the fact that they 

were prone to many underlined diseases and that mired their medical status [15]. 

The present result shows that adult males were more severely affected than females. Even though 

this might be subjected to a further large-scale population-based study, it could be illuminated by 

the dissimilarity of smoking rates, that more smoking can expose continuous accumulation of 

white blood cells and excretion of many pro-inflammatory cytokines against the provoking sense 

of the body's immunity. Moreover, this could be more related to ACE2 and Oestrogen 

concentration levels. Accordingly, we have given due attention to those clients [16, 17].  

In light of our recent study, more than 10.5% of COVID-19 patients were dead among those 

enrolled in treatment centers and had poor treatment outcomes, which is concordant and 

comparable to Wuhan (11.73%) [18] and much lower than a report from Belgium (29.9%) [19] 

and China (28.27%) [20]. These incongruences could be the result of differences in study time, 

which are mostly related to the circulating variant of concerns' (VOC) virulence, pathogenicity, 

and treatment care quality. Furthermore, this could be related to differences in treatment facilities 

and settings. 

Disproportionately elevated levels of urea among the COVID-19 cases an indicator of acute 

renal injury were 0.99 (0.98-1.00, p=0.054) less likely to develop unfavorable disease outcomes. 
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An unfavorable and imperative prognosticator of respiratory failure among COVID-19 patients 

has been linked to more severe disease. 

Conclusion and Recommendation 

Laboratory biomarkers were much more connected with disease severity and their outcome 

among COVID-19-positive patients. Given this, we have enrolled and examined more than 2000 

COVID-19-positive clients and noted that timely laboratory biomarkers investigation and 

management can reverse the unfavorable disease outcome. The current findings might be a good 

indication and foundation data for expediting preparations for the upcoming surge of COVID-19 

and related diseases caused by emerging pathogens. 
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Annex, Supplementary Files  

S1- Our Laboratory findings VS reference range of the variables 

Charac
teristic
s  

RR* Unit of 
Measure
ment  

Sample 
Size 

Total 
(n = 2357) 

Survived  
(n1 = 2109) 

Died 
 (n2 = 248)  

 
  

 
Median (IQR) or n 
(%) 

Median (IQR) or n 
(%) 

Median (IQR) or n 
(%) 

P-
value 

RBC 4.2-6.3 M/UL  4.67 (4.205- 5.11) 4.69 (4.23-5.12) 4.58 (4.06-5.07) 0.041 
MCV 80.0-97.0 Fl 2040 89.1 (86.1- 92.4) 89 (86.1-92.3) 89.8 (86.3-93.1) 0.065 
MCH 26.0-32.0 Pg 2040 33.6 (32.9- 34.3) 33.6 (32.9-34.3) 33.4 (32.7-34.1) 0.013 
HCT 37.0-51.0 % 2040 41.7 (37.8 - 45.2) 41.8 (37.9-45.3) 41 (37-44.8) 0.087 
MPV ? Fl 2040 8.6 (7.9 - 9.4) 8.6 (7.9-9.3) 8.5 (7.9-9.6) 0.920 
WBC 4.1-10.9 K/UL 2039 9.2 (6.3 - 13.6) 8.9 (6.2-13.15) 11.2 (7.7-15.9) <0.001 
NE  % 2019 7.9 (4.7- 12.4) 7.6 (4.6-12.1) 10.1 (6.4-14.8) <0.001 
LY 10.0-58.5 % 2019 0.6 (0.4- 1.2) 0.6 (0.4-1.2) 0.5 (0.3-0.8) <0.001 
MO   2019 0.4 (0.3- 0.6) .4 (.3-.6) .4 (.3-.6) 0.420 
EO   2016 0 (0- 0.1) 0 (0-0.1) 0 (0-0.1) 0.120 
NRBC   1999 0.1 (0.02- 0.2) 0.1 (.02-.2) 0.1 (.07-.2) 0.240 
B   1974 0 (0- 0) 0 (0-0) 0 (0-.1) 0.011 
AST 8 -33 IU/L 1850 32 (20.5-57.1) 32.1 (20.65-56.65) 31.1 (19.7-62.0) 0.695 
ALT 4 -36 IU/L 1847 32.2 (22.3-49.7) 32.1 (22.2-49.5) 32.8 (24.1-49.9) 0.450 
ALP 44 – 147 IU/L 1465 83.6 (65-114.6) 83.05 (65-114.6) 87 (65-114.6) 0.191 
CRE 0.7-1.2 Mg/dl 1926 0.78 (0.63- 0.98) 0.78 (0.63-0.98) 0.79 (0.62-1.01) 0.720 
UREA 16.6-48.5 Mg/dl 1868 30.9 (22.45- 46.4) 30.3 (22.1-45) 34.7 (25.5-54.2) <0.001 
HGB 12-18 g/dl 1861 14 (12.5- 15.3) 14.1 (12.6-15.3) 13.85 (12.05-15) 0.100 
Na 135-145 mEq/L 1793 137 (134-140) 137 (134-140) 137 (133-140) 0.289 
CL 98-107 mmol/L 1764 100 (96.6- 103.6) 100.1 (96.7-103.6) 99.7 (95.7-103.6) 0.640 
K 3.5-5.2 mmol/L 1738 4.285 (3.91- 4.7) 4.27 (3.9-4.68) 4.4 (3.99-4.79) 0.025 
MG 0.66-1.07 mmol/L 867 0.85 (0.76- 0.96) 0.85 (0.76-0.96) 0.865 (0.77-0.96) 0.750 
CA 2.10-2.55 mmol/L 815 2.03 (1.91- 2.15) 2.03 (1.91-2.15) 2.02 (1.9-2.14) 0.920 

DBIL 
<0.30 Mg/dl 

752 
0.186 (0.119- 
0.289) 0.183 (0.118-0.282) .2105 (.133-.347) 0.046 

TBILI 
Up to 1.2 Mg/dl 

693 
0.416 (0.288- 
0.604) 0.416 (0.286-0.599) 0.422 (0.305-0.619) 0.380 

APTT 21-35  Sec 510 27.7 (24.7- 31.4) 27.7 (24.7-31.3) 28.7 (25.2-32.4) 0.170 
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INR <1.1  489 1.14 (1.01 - 1.31) 1.14 (1.01- 1.31) 1.135 (1.02- 1.26) 0.805 

CHOL 
<200 Mg/dl 

326 
130.1 (102.4- 
164.1) 132.8 (104.1- 166.1) 114.5 (93.1- 150.9) 0.033 

ALB 3.5-5.2 g/dl 291 1.89 (1.53- 2.37) 1.91 (1.55- 2.41) 1.73 (1.5- 2.22) 0.186 

HDL 
40-60 Mg/dl 

236 
31.65 (24.45- 
39.65) 31.2 (24.5- 39.7) 34 (24.3- 39.6) 0.458 

TG <150 Mg/dl 229 141.6 (108- 206) 144 (108- 223) 128 (100- 160) 0.028 
LDL <100 Mg/dl 167 77.4 (47.6- 103.2) 80.25 (51.1- 104.3) 61.3 (42- 91.8) 0.293 
CKMB >25 U/L 44 2.04 (1.4- 3.2) 2.08 (1.43- 3.4) 1.37 (1.23- 2.4) 0.999 
GLU 74-109 Mg/dl 39 135 (96- 218.4) 125.05 (94.2- 189.8) 212.9 (136.2- 261.3) 0.081 
TSH 0.5-5 mIU/L 31 0.77 (0.28- 1.69) 0.78 (0.245- 2.04) 0.582 (0.39- 1.6) 0.953 

T4 
  

31 
98.21 (11.92- 
111.2) 

98.79 (13.61- 
115.985) 93.51 (11- 99.21) 0.953 

T3   25 1.76 (1.2- 2.12) 1.78 (1.2- 2.12) 1.71 (0.706- 2.47) 0.941 
TP 6-8  g/dl 10 2.17 (0.67- 5.65) 2.21 (0.67- 5.65) 2.02 (2.02- 2.02) 0.999 

Source: Beckman Coulter DxH 800 & Roche Cobas® 6000 user manual 

S2: Supplementary file 2 – Laboratory parameters with the testing method used in this research  

characteristics  
Full name  Method 

Reference range 
Unit of 
Measurement 

Hematology      
HGB  Hemoglobin Spectrophotometric  12-18 g/dl 
RBC  Red blood cell Impedance 4.2-6.3 M/UL 

MCV 

mean 
corpuscular 
volume 

Mathematical 
calculation 

80.0-97.0 Fl 

MCH 

mean 
corpuscular 
hemoglobin 

Mathematical 
calculation 

26.0-32.0 Pg 

HCT hematocrit >> 37.0-51.0 % 

MPV 
mean platelet 
volume 

Mathematical 
calculation 

7.2 and 11.7  Fl 

WBC white blood cells impedance 4.1-10.9 K/UL 

NE 
Neutrophils impedance, 

scattering 
 % 

LY 
Lymphocytes impedance, 

scattering 
10.0-58.5? % 

MO 
Monocytes impedance, 

scattering 2% and 8%  
of your white blood 
cell count 

EO 
Eosinophil impedance, 

scattering 
0 to 500 
cells/microL  

(<0.5 x 109/L) 

NRBC Nucleated red impedance, 0–10 nRBCs/ 100 /100 WBCs 
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blood cells scattering WBCs 

Bas 
Basophils impedance, 

scattering 
0.5% to 1% of white 
blood cell count 

Of white blood cell 
count 

Platelet  Platelet   150 to 400 × 109/L Liter (L) 
Cli. Chemistry      

AST 
Aspartate 
transaminase  

Kinetic  
8 -33  

IU/L 

ALP 
Alanine 
transaminase 

Kinetic  
44 to 147  

international units 
per liter (IU/L) 

ALT 
Alkaline 
phosphatase 

Kinetic  
4 to 36  

 
IU/L 

CREA Creatinine  Fixed time  0.7-1.2 Mg/dl 

UREA 
blood urea 
nitrogen (BUN) 

Endpoint 16.6-48.5 Mg/dl 

DBIL Direct Bilirubin Endpoint <0.30 Mg/dl 
TBILI Total bilirubin  Endpoint Up to 1.2 Mg/dl 
CHOL Cholesterol  Endpoint <200 Mg/dl 
TP Total protein Endpoint 6-8  g/dl 
ALB Albumin Endpoint 3.5-5.2 g/dl 

HDL 
high-density 
lipoprotein 

Endpoint 40-60 Mg/dl 

TG Triglycerides Endpoint <150 Mg/dl 

LDL 
Low-density 
lipoprotein 

Endpoint <100 Mg/dl 

CKMB 
Creatine kinase-
MB 

Endpoint >25 U/L 

GLU Blood Glucose  Endpoint 74-109 Mg/dl 

Hormone analysis     

TSH 

thyroid 
stimulating 
hormone 

Chemiluminescence  

0.5-5 

mIU/L 

T4 Thyroxine Chemiluminescence  5.0 to 12.0 μg/d 

T3 
triiodothyronine Chemiluminescence  

0.92 to 2.76  
nanomoles per liter 
(nmol/L) 

Electrolytes      

Na 
blood sodium 
level  

Ion selective  
135 and 145  

milliequivalents per 
liter (mEq/L) 

CL Chloride  Ion selective  96 to 106  mmol/L 
K Potassium Ion selective  3.6 to 5.2  mmol/L 
MG Magnesium  Endpoint 0.85 to 1.10  mmol/L 
CA Calcium  Endpoint 2.10-2.55 mmol/L 

Coagulation 
profile 
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APTT 

Activated partial 
thromboplastin 
time, 

Endpoint  21-35  Sec 

INR 
international 
normalized ratio 

 <1.1 - 

 

S3: ROC analysis of promising biomarkers for severity of COVID-19. 

Predictor direction Optimum 
cutpoint 

sensitivity specificity AUC 

Wbc  8.75 0.70 0.48 0.60 

Urea  47.35 0.36 0.78 0.57 
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