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The diagnosis of novel coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) has been a challenge in many countries due to
nonspecific symptoms and variable incubation period. The current reference test is reverse transcriptase
PCR. Many studies have reported high sensitivities of CT scans and suggested that they can be used in the
diagnosis of COVID-19 alongside reverse transcriptase PCR. The current data about CT scans are highly
variable and incoherent. Therefore, new multicentric studies in different countries are needed to better
understand the role of CT scans in COVID-19 diagnosis. In this report, we will discuss the clinical relevance
of each test and the current Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and American College of Radiology
recommendations regarding the use of imaging in the diagnosis of COVID-19.
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SARS coronavirus 2 is the name given to the virus that causes the novel coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19).
This virus was identified as the causative agent for a number of pneumonia cases reported in Wuhan, China
during December 2019 1]. Initially, COVID-19 was not a remarkably deadly illness, yet it was very contagious [2].
However, mortality rates have been varying and increasing across different countries. For example, the mortality
rates reported in China, USA and Italy were 5.5, 6.1 and 14.0%, respectively [3]. Due to its highly contagious
nature, the virus has spread very rapidly and countries all around the world have taken aggressive measures in an
attempt to limit its spread. On 11 March 2020, the WHO declared COVID-19 as a global pandemic (4]. As of the
7 June 2020, the number of confirmed cases around the world is about 6.8 million and the number of confirmed
deaths is around 400,000 (5.

The clinical presentation for patients with COVID-19 is nonspecific and can range from being asymptomatic to
being severely ill. The most common symptoms include; fever, fatigue, dry cough, myalgia and dyspnea [1,2,6,7). The
less common symptoms include diarrhea, hemoptysis and headaches [6-8]. Due to significant limitations, including
the absence of a definitive clinical diagnosis, approved vaccine, established therapy and the lack of wide scale testing,
identifying and isolating infected individuals is of paramount importance to limit the spread of the disease [2,6,7].

Early radiologic investigations consistently reported that the typical computed tomography (CT) findings of
COVID-19 pneumonia were bilateral ground-glass opacities (GGOs) and consolidations with a peripheral and
posterior lung distribution (8,9]. Furthermore, a recently published meta-analysis reviewed the CT findings of
COVID-19 patients from 34 retrospective studies. The study showed that the most common CT findings were
bilateral lung opacities (73.8%; 95% CI: 65.9-81.1%) and multilobular lung involvement (67.3%; 95% CI:
54.8-78.7%) 110]. These CT findings happen to be very similar to the findings of other viruses like SARS-COV,
MERS-COV, H7N9 pneumonia, HIN1 and avian influenza A (H5N1) [11,12). Additionally, there were GGO
lesions on CT without any consolidations in 45-67% of Chinese COVID-19 patients, 14—40% of MERS patients
and 50% of SARS patients [12]. However, these CT findings combined together with predominant distribution
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in posterior and peripheral parts of the lungs were uncommon in other viral pneumonias, which makes COVID-
19 unique on CT scans [12]. Some atypical findings such as pleural effusions, acute pulmonary embolism and
centrilobular nodules were reported in a few cases [13].

Patients who presented with severe symptoms and were admitted to the ICU, were likely to have large areas
of bilateral consolidation on CT scans. On the other hand, patients who presented with mild symptoms or were
discovered incidentally by screening, when a family member presented with the illness, were likely to have GGO’s
and small areas of consolidation [9]. Furthermore, data regarding the CT scan taken at different stages of the disease
suggest that consolidation lesions were more prominent with less GGOs in patients with CT interval >4 days than
in patients <4 days. This most likely indicates that consolidation increases over the course of the illness [12].

Sensitivity of CT scans relative to reverse transcriptase PCR

There has been an ongoing debate about whether CT scans should be used alongside RT-PCR for the early
detection of COVID-19. The reference standard procedure for confirming the diagnosis up until today is the
reverse transcriptase PCR (RT-PCR) (2. However, many studies have been showing that RT-PCR is not sensitive
enough to be relied on solely. Some of these studies have shown that the sensitivity of RT-PCR can be as low
as 30% due to limitations such as sample collection, sample transportation, kit performance and protocols used,
while others showed that it can be significantly higher, up to 79% [1,2,6,14]. These RT-PCR sensitivities are based
on positive results from the first test, as patients with a negative RT-PCR result were retested after 1-3 days to
eliminate false-negative findings [2,14]. Because of the dissimilar RT-PCR sensitivities and shortage of RT-PCR kits,
CT scans were used in China as an early test in suspected individuals [15]. Numerous studies have been conducted
and the majority have concluded that CT scans are significantly more sensitive than RT-PCR for detecting positive
cases, reaching up to 98% in some studies [1,2,6,14].

A systematic review and a meta-analysis assessed 16 studies and reported based on the study site, the sensitivity
of chest CT was greatest in Wuhan and the sensitivity values were very close to each other (97, 96 and 99%,
respectively). In the regions other than Wuhan, the sensitivity varied from 61 to 98% [16]. Additionally, two studies
in the meta-analysis reported specificity of 25% (95% CI: 22-30%) and 33% (95% CI: 23-44%), respectively [16].
The reason behind this low specificity is the overlap between some of the features with other viral pneumonias [16].
Furthermore, a retrospective study of 51 COVID-19 patients showed that 50 (98%) had abnormal initial CT
findings indicating a viral pneumonia, while only 36 (71%) patients had positive initial RT-PCR results [14]. A
study conducted on 167 COVID-19 patients illustrated that five patients with negative RT-PCR initially had
typical findings of COVID-19 pneumonia on CT [17]. Moreover, the reported RT-PCR sensitivity was as low
as 60-70%, therefore, the Chinese authorities used CT scanning as a screening tool to expand the number of
suspected COVID-19 cases [18]. Another study of 1014 suspected COVID-19 patients was conducted in China
to determine the sensitivity and specificity of CT scans relative to RT-PCR. Initially, the results showed that 601
(59%) patients had positive RT-PCR (95% CI: 56-62%). Of these 601 patients, 583 (97%) had positive CT
findings (95% CI: 95-98%) [2]. On the other hand, 308 of the remaining 413 (75%) patients with negative initial
RT-PCR had positive CT findings [2]. Upon repeat RT-PCR testing and further analysis, the study concluded that
60-93% of positive cases showed positive CT findings prior to showing positive RT-PCR findings. Specifically,
using serial RT-PCR measurements, the median time between positive CT scan findings and positive RT-PCR was
calculated to be 1 day (range 0-7 days) [21.

Although the published data may seem in favor of the diagnostic uses of CT scanning, the current consensus
disapproves of standardizing CT for screening and diagnosis [19]. Instead, studies have suggested using CT for
screening patients with a negative RT-PCR result who have epidemiological and clinical features of COVID-
19 [10,14,19]. Other studies, such as the one published by Lin ez 4/, state that CT scanning can differentiate between
the stages of the disease, so it can be used to determine disease severity and progression [20]. Even though the results
seem promising, It is not conclusive that CT scans should be used as a screening and diagnostic tool as most of the
studies analyzed in this meta-analysis were single-centered. In addition, there was no clear inclusion and exclusion
criteria. Hence, the presence of selection bias would have a significant impact on the sensitivity [10]. Moreover, a
recently published systematic review illustrated that most current studies on CT scans’ sensitivity and specificity
results are limited with bias. Therefore, current data are not sufficient to base COVID-19-screening programs using
CT scans [19].
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Impact of radiologists’ perception of CT scan on diagnosis

One of the challenges associated with CT scans is the ability of radiologists to distinguish COVID-19 pneumonia
from other viral pneumonias, since there are no specific guidelines about using CT scans to identify COVID-19. A
retrospective analysis that consisted of 424 patients (219 COVID-19 patients and 205 non-COVID-19 patients)
reported the interpretation of multiple radiologists who were blinded from the RT-PCR results. Three Chinese
radiologists and four American radiologists were included in this study. Each radiologist reviewed all CT scans
and reported whether the CT scan represented pneumonia caused by COVID-19, another etiology, or neither.
Six radiologists had specificities of either 93 or 100% and only one had a specificity of 7%, while the sensitivities
ranged from 67 to 97% [21]. Furthermore, most of the radiologists had approximately similar accuracies, ranging
from 79 to 90%. Only two radiologists had significantly different accuracy rates of 53 and 97% [21]. The study
concluded that radiologists were able to distinguish COVID-19 pneumonia from other viral pneumonia with high
specificity and moderate sensitivity [21].

Chest x-ray use in COVID-19

Chest x-ray (CXR) has proven to be a reliable tool in the diagnosis and management of many respiratory infections.
The findings of chest x-rays mirror those of CT scans, showing bilateral peripheral consolidation [22). However,
there is insufficient literature about potential use of CXR in COVID-19. Although less sensitive than CT scans,
CXRs can also be used to identify COVID-19. In one study, CXR had a sensitivity of 69%, in comparison with
91% for RT-PCR [22]. However, chest x-rays are significantly more accessible and affordable around the world,
whereas CT scans are often not readily available and costly. Furthermore, the availability of portable CXR systems
allows for imaging to be done within isolated rooms, significantly lowering the risk of disease spread [23].

Guidelines by Centers for Disease Control & Prevention & American College of Radiology

In the current Centers for Disease Control & Prevention report, the use of CT for screening and diagnosing
COVID-19 was regarded inappropriate due to the great variability between the reported sensitivities [24]. Moreover,
the American College of Radiology mentioned in its guidelines that the use of CT in diagnosis is inappropriate.
Use of CT was recommended in symptomatic patients with specific indications such as increased risk of disease
progression [25]. The current consensus statement is based on the Fleischner Society, where a total of 27 panel
members developed 14 key questions that established the common scenarios and recommendations where chest
imaging should be used [26].

Taking numerous factors into consideration, such as severity of respiratory disease, pretest probability, risk factors
for disease progression and the availability of resources, the indications for imaging were established. The consensus
was that it is not indicated to do imaging to patients with suspected COVID-19 and mild symptoms unless they
are at risk for disease progression. However, imaging is indicated in patients with confirmed COVID-19 and severe
respiratory symptoms. In a resource-limited situation, imaging is indicated for patients that satisfy the following
conditions; suspected COVID-19, moderate or severe clinical features, and high pretest probability of disease [26].
Furthermore, daily chest radiographs are not indicated in a stable-intubated patient. At last, a CT is indicated in a
hypoxemic and/or functionally impaired patient, after recovery from COVID-19. It is important to note that the
diagnostic algorithm always begins with either RT-PCR or the point of care rapid COVID-19 test, which are both
considered first-line tests for active infection [26].

Conclusion

Although, the sensitivity of CT scans was shown to be much higher than that of RT-PCR by some papers, there
is large variability between the reported sensitivities of CT scans. Hence, the data so far are neither coherent
nor reliable. Consequently, the current Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and the American College of
Radiology reports recommend against the use of imaging for diagnosis, and recommend nucleic acid amplification
test as the reference standard for diagnosing of COVID-19. They also state that CT could be used to determine
severity and progression of the disease, or in patients with an epidemiological history and negative RT-PCR.
However, the financial burden and low availability of CT scanning reduce its favorability during a pandemic.
Ultimately, we recommend against the use of CT scans in symptomatic patients with positive RT-PCR given that
the management of the patient will remain the same. We also agree with the recommendation regarding the use
of CT scans in patients with clinical features and an epidemiological indication of COVID-19, but had a negative
RT-PCR.
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Table 1. Summary table of the characteristics and key findings of significant studies mentioned in this narrative

review.

Primary Country

study

CT scan studies

Zhu et al. China

Xu et al. China,
Japan

Adams et al. China,

Italy,

Japan
Kanne et al. China
Aietal. China
Bai et al. USA &

China
Zhao et al. China
Xie et al. China
Song et al. China
Fang et al. China

Chest x-ray studies

Wang et al. Canada

Wong et al. Hong
Kong,
China

Type of study

Meta-analysis

Meta-analysis

Meta-analysis

Retrospective
study

Retrospective
study

Retrospective
study

Retrospective
study

Retrospective
study

Retrospective
study

Retrospective
study

Dataset

Retrospective
study

Population
size

4121

3186

1431

9720

1014

219

101

167

51

51

13870

64

Outcomes Ref.

The results of the meta-analysis showed that most patients presented bilateral lung [10]
involvement (73.8%) or multilobar involvement (67.3%). The most common changes in

lesion density were GGOs (68.1%). In addition, the paper recommends using CT for

screening patients with a negative RT-PCR result who have epidemiological and clinical

features of COVID-19.

Sixteen studies were included in the meta-analysis. CT sensitivity was 92% (95% Cl: [16]
86-96%), and two studies reported specificity (25% [95% CI: 22-30%] and 33% [95% Cl:

23-44%], respectively). There was substantial heterogeneity according to Cochran’s Q test

(p < 0.01) and Higgins I> heterogeneity index (96% for sensitivity). Based on study site, the
sensitivity of chest CT was great in Wuhan and the sensitivity values were very close to

each other (97, 96 and 99%, respectively). In the regions other than Wuhan, the sensitivity

varied from 61 to 98%.

Six studies were included in the meta-analysis. The sensitivity of chest CT ranged from 92.9 [19]
t0 97.0%, and specificity ranged from 25.0 to 71.9%, with pooled estimates of 94.6% (95%

Cl: 91.9-96.4%) and 46.0% (95% Cl: 31.9-60.7%), respectively. The included studies were
statistically homogeneous in their estimates of sensitivity (p = 0.578) and statistically
heterogeneous in their estimates of specificity (p < 0.001). Chest CT appears to have a

relatively high sensitivity in symptomatic patients at high risk of COVID 19, however,

specificity is poor.

The most common presentations were fever (98%), cough (76%) and myalgia or fatigue [18]
(44%). Dyspnea has been reported in 55% of patients. CT findings were 86% GGOs and
29% consolidation

Fifty-nine percent had positive RT-PCR results, and 88% had positive chest CT scans. The [2]
sensitivity of chest CT in suggesting COVID-19 was 97% based on positive RT-PCR results. In
patients with initial negative RT-PCR results, 75% had positive chest CT findings. In

patients with negative RT-PCR results but positive chest CT scans (n = 308 patients), 48%

(147/308) of patients were re-considered as highly likely cases, with 33% (103/308) as

probable cases by a comprehensive evaluation.

The most discriminating features for COVID-19 pneumonia included a peripheral [21]
distribution (80 vs 57%; p < 0.001), GGO (91 vs 68%; p < 0.001) and vascular thickening

(58 vs 22%; p < 0.001). Three Chinese radiologists had sensitivities of 72, 72 and 94% and
specificities of 94, 88 and 24%. Four US radiologists had sensitivities of 93, 83, 73 and 73%

and specificities of 100, 93, 93 and 100%.

A total of 70.2% of the patients were 21-50 years old. 78.2% had fever as the onset [7]
symptom. GGO 86.1% or mixed GGO and consolidation 64.4%, vascular enlargement in

the lesion 71.3%. Lesions present on CT images were more likely to have a peripheral

distribution 87.1%

The RT-PCR and CT were concordant for 2019-nCoV infection in 93%. Three percent of the [17]
patients initially had negative RT-PCR but positive chest CT with pattern consistent with
viral pneumonia. Four percent had a negative chest CT with a positive RT-PCR.

Chest CT showed pure GGOs in 77% of patients, GGOs with interstitial and/or interlobular [12]
septal thickening in 75% of patients, and GGOs with consolidation in 59% of patients. At

chest CT, GGOs were bilateral in 88% of patients, involving the posterior lungs in 82% and

the peripheral lungs in 85% of patients.

Seventy-one percent of the patients had initial positive RT-PCR for COVID-19.Twenty-four [14]
percent of the patients had COVID-19 confirmed by two RT-PCR nucleic acid tests (1-2
days), (72%) had typical CT manifestations such as GGO's and consolidation.

COVID-Net is one of the first open source network designs for COVID-19 detection from [22]
CXR images at the time of initial release. The introduction of COVIDx, an open access

benchmark dataset. The dataset has the largest number of publicly available COVID-19

positive cases to the best of the authors’ knowledge.

In a cohort of patients with COVID-19 infection and imaging follow-up, baseline chest [23]
x-ray had a sensitivity of 69%, compared with 91% for initial RT-PCR.

Chest x-ray abnormalities preceded positive RT-PCR in 6/64 (9%) patients.

Common chest x-ray findings mirror those previously described for CT: bilateral,

peripheral, consolidation and/or GGO.

Using PubMed and Google Scholar, studies that were included were based on the following search strategy; COVID-19, CT scan, CXRs, RT-PCR and imaging. We excluded studies
that did not address the topic of interest.
COVID-19: Novel coronavirus disease 2019; CT: Computed tomography; CXR: Chest x-ray; GGO: Ground-glass opacity; RT-PCR: Reverse transcriptase PCR.
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As demonstrated previously, there are many opinions about the use of CT in the diagnosis and management
of COVID-19 (Table 1). However, COVID-19 is a novel disease, with guidelines that receive daily updates and
improvements to aid in its diagnosis and management. Therefore, in order to have optimal guidelines on the role of
imaging in COVID-19, more data are needed from multicentered comparative effectiveness research with a large
sample size.

Future perspective

We hope that in 5-10 years from today, the diagnostic criteria will have changed drastically. Currently, the two
potential accompanying tests to RI-PCR are CXRs and CT scans. We hope that the cost of a CT scan and the
financial burden on both the patient and the government is reduced. Furthermore, higher sensitivity x-rays, new
biological and radiographic technologies will hopefully be developed to aid in the diagnosis and management of
the disease. At last, due to the current pandemic, the global awareness of the potential rapid spread of a highly
contagious disease will have been established. Hence, a faster response will be ready and more resources will be
spent on healthcare services due to the utmost importance of human lives.

Executive summary

Novel coronavirus disease 2019 presentation

e Most common presentations are fever, fatigue, dry cough, myalgia and dyspnea which are nonspecific.

e Radiological findings on computed tomography (CT): ground-glass opacities and consolidation with a peripheral
and posterior lung distribution.

Sensitivity of CT scans

e Many studies have reported high sensitivity of CT scans and suggested its valuable use in aiding the diagnosis of
novel coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) alongside reverse transcriptase PCR.

e The data had huge variability and were neither accurate nor coherent.

Impact of radiologist perception of CT scan on diagnosis

e Most radiologists had similar sensitivities and accuracies.

e Radiologists were able to distinguish COVID-19 pneumonia from other viral pneumonia with high specificity and
moderate sensitivity.

Chest x-ray use in COVID-19

e Chest x-rays (CXR) are more accessible and affordable worldwide.

e CXRs findings were parallel to CT scan findings, but had significantly lower sensitivity compared with CT.

Guidelines by Centers for Disease Control & Prevention & American College of Radiology

e Centers for Disease Control & Prevention and the American College of Radiology recommend against the use of
CT as well as CXR for diagnosis and that reverse transcriptase PCR is the reference test for diagnosing of COVID-19.

Author contributions

Substantial contributions to the conception or design of the work, analysis and interpretation of data for the work. Drafting the
work and revising it critically for important intellectual content. Final approval of the version to be published. Agreement to be
accountable for all aspects of the work in ensuring that questions related to the accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are
appropriately investigated and resolved.

Financial & competing interests disclosure
The authors have no relevant affiliations or financial involvement with any organization or entity with a financial interest in or finan-
cial conflict with the subject matter or materials discussed in the manuscript. This includes employment, consultancies, honoraria,
stock ownership or options, expert testimony, grants or patents received or pending, or royalties.

No writing assistance was utilized in the production of this manuscript.

References

Papers of special note have been highlighted as: @ of interest; e of considerable interest
1. LiX, Geng M, Peng Y, Meng L, Lu S. Molecular immune pathogenesis and diagnosis of COVID-19. J. Pharm. Anal. 10(2), 102-108
(2020).

2. AiT, Yang Z, Hou H et al. Correlation of chest CT and RT-PCR testing in coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) in China: a report of
1014 cases. Radiology doi:10.1148/radiol.2020200642 (2020) (Epub ahead of print).

future science group 10.2217/fmb-2020-0098



Special Report  Naguib, Moustafa, Salman, Saeed & Al-Qahtani

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Discusses the importance of background chest computed tomography (CT) being used for diagnosis of novel coronavirus disease
2019 (COVID-19) alongside reverse transcriptase PCR. In addition, this study determines the sensitivity and specificity of CT
scans compared with reverse transcriptase PCR in COVID-19 patients.

Chen L, Guo C. Focus on kidney disease among the coronavirus disease 2019 patients: a comparative perspective between China, Italy

and the United States. /nz. J. Clin. Pract. doi: https://doi.org/doi:10.1111/ijcp.13561 (2020) (Epub ahead of print).

World Health Organisation. WHO Director-General’s opening remarks at the media briefing on COVID-19. (2020).

hetp:/ /www.who.int/dg/speeches/detail /who-director-general-s-opening-remarks-at-the-media-briefing-on-covid-19—11-march-2020
‘World Health Organisation. Coronavirus disease (COVID-19) pandemic. (2020 ).
http://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019

He F, Deng Y, Li W. Coronavirus disease 2019: what we know? J. Med. Virol. 92(7), 719-725 (2020).

Discusses the clinical features, diagnosis and treatment of COVID-19, with a brief commentary on the epidemiology and
pathology based on the current evidence.

Zhao W, Zhong Z, Xie X, Yu Q, Liu J. Relation between chest CT findings and clinical conditions of coronavirus disease (COVID-19)
pneumonia: a multicenter study. A/R Am. J. Roentgenol. 214(5), 1072-1077 (2020).

Yoon SH, Lee KH, Kim JY et al. Chest radiographic and CT findings of the 2019 novel coronavirus disease (COVID-19): analysis of
nine patients treated in Korea. KJR 21(4), 494-500 (2020).

The majority of patients had ground-glass opacities with a patchy to confluent or nodular shape bilaterally in peripheral
posterior lungs.

Kanne JP. Chest CT findings in 2019 novel coronavirus (2019-nCoV) infections from Wuhan, China: key points for the radiologist.
Radiology 295(1), 16-17 (2020).

Zhu ], Zhong Z, Li H et al. CT imaging features of 4,121 patients with COVID-19: a meta-analysis. J. Med. Virol. 92(7), 891-902
(2020).

A meta-analysis of 34 retrospective studies reports the common CT findings as well as the sensitivity of CT scan.

Chung M, Bernheim A, Mei X ¢¢ a/. CT imaging features of 2019 novel coronavirus (2019-nCoV). Radiology 295(1), 202-207 (2020).
Song F, Shi N, Shan F ez 4l. Emerging 2019 novel coronavirus (2019-nCoV) pneumonia. Radiology 295(1), 210-217 (2020).

Sohail S. Radiology of COVID-19-Imaging the pulmonary damage. /. Pak. Med. Assoc. 70(5), S60-S63 (2020).

Fang Y, Zhang H, Xie J ¢z al. Sensitivity of chest CT for COVID-19: comparison to RT-PCR. Radiology doi:
https://doi.org/doi:10.1148 /radiol.2020200432 (2020) (Epub ahead of print).

Udugama B, Kadhiresan P, Kozlowski HN ez /. Diagnosing COVID-19: the disease and tools for detection. ACS Nano 14(4),
3822-3835 (2020).

Xu B, Xing Y, Peng ] ez al. Chest CT for detecting COVID-19: a systematic review and meta-analysis of diagnostic accuracy. Eur.
Radiol. doi: https://doi.org/doi:10.1007/s00330-020-06934-2 (2020) (Epub ahead of print).

Xie X, Zhong Z, Zhao W, Zheng C, Wang F, Liu J. Chest CT for typical 2019-nCoV pneumonia: relationship to negative RT-PCR
testing. Radiology doi: https://doi.org/doi:10.1148/radiol.2020200343 (2020) (Epub ahead of print).

Kanne JP, Little BP, Chung JH, Elicker BM, Ketai LH. Essentials for radiologists on COVID-19: an update-radiology scientific expert
panel. Radiology doi:10.1148/radiol.2020200527 (2020) (Epub ahead of print).

Adams HJ, Kwee TC, Yakar D, Hope MD, Kwee RM. Systematic review and meta-analysis on the value of chest CT in the diagnosis of
coronavirus disease (COVID-19): Sol Scientiae, Illustra Nos. A/R Am. J. Roentgenol. doi:10.2214/AJR.20.23391 (2020) (Epub ahead of
print).

Lin C, Ding Y, Xie B ¢z al. Asymptomatic novel coronavirus pneumonia patient outside Wuhan: the value of CT images in the course of
the disease. Clin. Imaging 63, 7-9 (2020).

Bai HX, Hsieh B, Xiong Z ez al. Performance of radiologists in differentiating COVID-19 from viral pneumonia on chest CT.

Radiology doi: https://doi.org/doi:10.1148/radiol.2020200823 (2020) (Epub ahead of print).

Compares the accuracy of distinguishing COVID-19 pneumonia on CT between seven radiologists.

Wang L, Wong A. COVID-Net: a tailored deep convolutional neural network design for detection of COVID-19 cases from chest
X-Ray images. arXiv v4, arXiv:2003.09871v4 (2020).

‘Wong HYF, Lam HYS, Fong AH-T ez al. Frequency and distribution of chest radiographic findings in COVID-19 positive patients.
Radiology doi: https://doi.org/doi:10.1148/radiol.2020201160 (2020) (Epub ahead of print).

Center for Disease Control and Prevention. Interim clinical guidance for management of patients with confirmed coronavirus disease
(COVID-19). (2020). http://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hep/clinical- guidance- management- patients.html

American College of Radiology. ACR Recommendations for the use of Chest Radiography and Computed Tomography (CT) for
Suspected COVID-19 Infection. (2020). http://www.acr.org/Advocacy-and-Economics/ACR-Position- Statements/Recommendations
-for-Chest-Radiography-and-CT-for-Suspected-COVID19-Infection

10.2217/fmb-2020-0098

Future Microbiol. (Epub ahead of print) future science group


http://www.who.int/dg/speeches/detail/who-director-general-s-opening-remarks-at-the-media-briefing-on-covid-19---11-march-2020
http://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019
http://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/hcp/clinical-guidance-management-patients.html
http://www.acr.org/Advocacy-and-Economics/ACR-Position-Statements/Recommendations-for-Chest-Radiography-and-CT-for-Suspected-COVID19-Infection

The use of radiological imaging alongside RT-PCR  Special Report

26. Rubin GD, Ryerson CJ, Haramati LB ez a/. The role of chest imaging in patient management during the COVID-19 pandemic: a
multinational consensus statement from the Fleischner Society. Chest doi: https://doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.chest.2020.04.003 (2020)
(Epub ahead of print).

e  Lays the foundation of the current consensus to the diagnostic criteria of radiological imaging based on the most common
clinical scenarios in COVID-19 patients.

future science group 10.2217/fmb-2020-0098




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Coated FOGRA39 \050ISO 12647-2:2004\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 400
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 400
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ([Based on 'PPG Indesign CS4_5_5.5'] [Based on 'PPG Indesign CS3 PDF Export'] Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks true
      /BleedOffset [
        8.503940
        8.503940
        8.503940
        8.503940
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions false
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 600
        /LineArtTextResolution 2400
        /PresetName (Pureprint flattener)
        /PresetSelector /UseName
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 8.835590
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




