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COVID-19 Cough Classification using Machine
Learning and Global Smartphone Recordings

Madhurananda Pahar, Marisa Klopper, Robin Warren, and Thomas Niesler

Abstract—We present a machine learning based COVID-19 cough classifier which is able to discriminate COVID-19 positive coughs
from both COVID-19 negative and healthy coughs recorded on a smartphone. This type of screening is non-contact and easily applied,
and could help reduce workload in testing centers as well as limit transmission by recommending early self-isolation to those who have
a cough suggestive of COVID-19. The two dataset used in this study include subjects from all six continents and contain both forced
and natural coughs. The publicly available Coswara dataset contains 92 COVID-19 positive and 1079 healthy subjects, while the
second smaller dataset was collected mostly in South Africa and contains 8 COVID-19 positive and 13 COVID-19 negative subjects
who have undergone a SARS-CoV laboratory test. Dataset skew was addressed by applying synthetic minority oversampling (SMOTE)
and leave-p-out cross validation was used to train and evaluate classifiers. Logistic regression (LR), support vector machines (SVM),
multilayer perceptrons (MLP), convolutional neural networks (CNN), long-short term memory (LSTM) and a residual-based neural
network architecture (Resnet50) were considered as classifiers. Our results show that the Resnet50 classifier was best able to
discriminate between the COVID-19 positive and the healthy coughs with an area under the ROC curve (AUC) of 0.98 while a LSTM
classifier was best able to discriminate between the COVID-19 positive and COVID-19 negative coughs with an AUC of 0.94. The
LSTM classifier achieved these results using 13 features selected by sequential forward search (SFS). Since it can be implemented on
a smartphone, cough audio classification is cost-effective and easy to apply and deploy, and therefore is potentially a useful and viable
means of non-contact COVID-19 screening.

Index Terms—Cough, classification, machine learning, COVID-19, logistic regression (LR), support vector machine (SVM),
convolutional neural network (CNN), long short term memory (LSTM), Resnet50
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1 INTRODUCTION

COVID19 (COronaVIrus Disease of 2019), caused by
the Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS-CoV2)

virus, was announced as a global pandemic on February 11,
2020 by the World Health Organisation (WHO). It is a new
coronavirus but similar to other coronaviruses, including
SARS-CoV (severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus)
and MERS-CoV (Middle East respiratory syndrome coron-
avirus) which caused disease outbreaks in 2002 and 2012,
respectively [11], [22].

The most common symptoms of COVID-19 are fever,
fatigue and a dry cough [33]. Other symptoms include
shortness of breath, joint pain, muscle pain, gastrointesti-
nal symptoms and loss of smell or taste [44]. At the time
of writing, there are 63 million active cases of COVID-19
globally, and there have been 1.5 million deaths, with the
USA reporting the highest number of cases (13.4 million)
and deaths (267,306) [55]. The scale of the pandemic has
caused some health systems to be overrun by the need for
testing and the management of cases.

Several attempts have been made to identify early symp-
toms of COVID-19 through the use of artificial intelligence
applied to images. The residual neural network (Resnet50)
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architecture has been shown to perform better than other
pre-trained models such as AlexNet, GoogLeNet, VGG16
in these tasks, For example, COVID-19 was detected from
computed tomography (CT) images by using a Resnet50 ar-
chitecture with a 96.23% accuracy [66]. The same architecture
was shown to detect pneumonia due to COVID-19 with an
accuracy of 96.7% [77] and to detect COVID-19 from x-ray
images with an accuracy of 96.30% [88].

Coughing is one of the predominant symptoms of
COVID-19 [99]. However, coughing is also a symptom of
more than 100 other diseases, and their effects on the
respiratory system vary [1010]. For example, lung diseases
can cause the airway to be either restricted or obstructed
and this can influence the acoustics of the cough [1111]. It
has also been postulated that the glottis behaves differently
under different pathological conditions [1212], [1313] and that
this makes it possible to distinguish between coughs due
to TB [1414], asthma [1515], bronchitis and pertussis (whooping
cough) [1616], [1717], [1818], [1919].

Respiratory data such as breathing, sneezing, speech,
eating behaviour and coughs can be processed by machine
learning algorithms to diagnose respiratory illness such as
COVID-19 [2020], [2121], [2222]. Simple machine learning tools,
like a binary classifier, are able to distinguish COVID-19 res-
piratory sounds from healthy counterparts with an AUC ex-
ceeding 0.80 [2323]. Detecting COVID-19 by analysing only the
cough sounds is also possible. AI4COVID-19 is a mobile app
which records 3 seconds of cough audio which is analysed
automatically to provide an indication of COVID-19 status
within 2 minutes [2424]. A medical dataset containing 328
cough sounds have been recorded from 150 patients of four
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Fig. 1. Origin of participants in the Coswara and the Sarcos dataset: Participants in the Coswara dataset come from five different continents,
excluding Africa. The majority (91%) of participants in Coswara dataset are from Asia, as explained in Figure 22. Sarcos participants who supplied
geographical information are mostly (62%) from South Africa, as shown in Figure 33.

different types: COVID-19, Asthma, Bronchitis and Healthy.
A deep neural network (DNN) was shown to distinguish
between COVID-19 and other coughs with an accuracy of
96.83% [2525]. There appear to be unique patterns in COVID-
19 coughs that allow a pre-trained Resnet18 classifier to
identify COVID-19 coughs with an AUC of 0.72. In this
case cough samples were collected over the phone from
3621 individuals with confirmed COVID-19 [2626]. COVID-19
coughs were classified with a higher AUC of 0.97 (sensitivity
= 98.5% and specificity = 94.2%) by a Resnet50 architecture
trained on coughs from 4256 subjects and evaluated on 1064
subjects that included both COVID-19 positive and COVID-
19 negative subjects [2727].

Data collection from COVID-19 patients is challenging
and often not publicly available. A database consisting of
coughing sounds recorded during or after the acute phase
of COVID-19 from patients via public media interviews has
been developed in [2828]. The Coswara dataset is publicly
available and collected in a more controlled and targeted
manner [2929]. At the time of writing, this dataset included
usable ‘deep cough’ recordings from 92 COVID-19 positive
and from 1079 healthy subjects. We have also begun to com-
pile our own dataset by collecting recordings from subjects
who have undergone a SARS-CoV laboratory test in South
Africa. This Sarcos (SARS COVID-19 South Africa) dataset
is currently still small and includes 21 subjects (8 COVID-19
positive and 13 COVID-19 negative).

Both the Coswara and Sarcos dataset are imbalanced
since COVID-19 positive subjects are outnumbered by non-
COVID-19 subjects. Nevertheless, collectively these two
dataset contain recordings from all six continents, as shown
in Figure 11. To improve our machine learning classifier’s
performance, we have applied the Synthetic Minority Over-
sampling Technique (SMOTE) to balance our dataset. Sub-
sequently, classifier hyperparameters were optimised by
using a leave-p-out cross validation, followed by training
and evaluation of artificial neural networks (ANN), such
as LR, SVM, MLP and deep neural networks (DNN) such
as CNN, LSTM, Resnet50 classifiers. Resnet50 produced the
highest area under the ROC curve value of 0.9759 ≈ 0.98
while trained and evaluated on the Coswara dataset. No
classifier has been trained on the Sarcos dataset as it is
small, but has been used to evaluate the performance of
the best-performed DNN classifiers on the Coswara dataset.
It has also been found that highest AUC of 0.9375 ≈ 0.94
has been achieved from best 13 features extracted from
the Sarcos dataset after running a greedy search algorithm
such as a sequential forward search (SFS). We conclude that

diagnosis of COVID-19 is possible from only cough audio
recorded via smartphone, as our AI based cough classi-
fier can discriminate COVID-19 positive coughs from both
COVID-19 negative and healthy coughs anywhere on the
planet. However, additional validation is required to obtain
approval from regulatory bodies for use as a diagnostic tool.

2 DATA COLLECTION

2.1 Collected Dataset

2.1.1 Dataset 1: Coswara Dataset
The Coswara project is aimed at developing a diagnos-
tic tool for COVID-19 based on respiratory, cough and
speech sounds [2929]. The public can contributecontribute to this
web-based data collection effort using their smartphones
(https://coswara.iisc.ac.inhttps://coswara.iisc.ac.in). The collected audio data in-
cludes fast and slow breathing, deep and shallow coughing,
phonation of sustained vowels and spoken digits. Age,
gender, geographical location, current health status and pre-
existing medical conditions are also recorded. Health status
includes ‘healthy’, ‘exposed’, ‘cured’ or ‘infected’. Audio
recordings were sampled at 44.1 KHz and subjects were
from all continents except Africa, as shown in Figure 22.
The collected data is currently being annotated and will be
released in due course. In this study we have made use
of the raw audio recordings and applied preprocessing as
described in Section 2.22.2.

2.1.2 Datset 2: Sarcos Dataset
Like Coswara, this dataset was collected using an online
platform: https://coughtest.onlinehttps://coughtest.online. Subjects were prompted
to record their cough using their smartphone. Only coughs
were collected as audio samples, and only subjects who had
recently undergone a SARS-CoV laboratory test were asked
to participate. The sampling rate for the audio recordings
was 44.1 KHz. In addition to the cough audio recordings,
subjects were presented with a voluntary and anonymous
questionnaire, providing informed consent. The question-
naire prompted for the following information.

• Age and gender.
• If tested by an authorised COVID-19 testing centre.
• Days since the test was performed.
• Lab result (COVID-19 positive or negative).
• Country of residence.
• Known contact with COVID-19 positive patient.
• Known lung disease.
• Symptoms and temperature.

https://coswara.iisc.ac.in
https://coswara.iisc.ac.in
https://coughtest.online
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Fig. 2. Coswara dataset at the time of experimentation: There are
1079 healthy and 92 COVID-19 positive subjects in the processed
dataset, used for feature extraction and classifier training. Most of the
subjects are middle aged, between 20 to 50. There are 282 female
and 889 male subjects and most of them are from Asia. Subjects are
from these five continents: Asia (Bahrain, Bangladesh, China, India,
Indonesia, Iran, Japan, Malaysia, Oman, Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Ara-
bia, Singapore, Sri Lanka, United Arab Emirates), Australia, Europe
(Belgium, Finland, France, Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Norway, Ro-
mania, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Ukraine, United Kingdom), North
America (Canada, United States), South America (Argentina, Mexico)

• If they are a regular smoker.
• If they have a current cough and for how many days.

There were 13 (62%) subjects who asserted that they are
South African residents representing the African continent,
as shown in Figure 33. There were no subject from Africa
in the Coswara dataset. Thus, together, the Coswara and
Sarcos dataset include subjects from all six continents.

2.2 Data Preprocessing
The amplitudes of the raw audio data in the Coswara and
the Sarcos dataset were normalised, after which periods of
silence were removed from the signal to within a 50 ms
margin using a simple energy detector. Figure 44 shows an
example of the original raw audio, as well as the prepro-
cessed audio.

The coughs in both Coswara and Sarcos dataset after
preprocessing are shown in Table 11. The Coswara dataset
contains 92 COVID-19 positive and 1079 healthy subjects
and the Sarcos dataset contains 8 COVID-19 positive and 13
COVID-19 negative subjects.

2.3 Dataset Balancing
Table 11 shows that COVID-19 positive subjects are under-
represented in both dataset. To compensate for this imbal-
ance, which can detrimentally affect machine learning [3030],
[3131], we have applied SMOTE data balancing during train-
ing [3232], [3333]. This technique has previously been success-
fully applied to cough detection and classification based on
audio recording [1717]. SMOTE oversamples the minor class
by generating synthetic examples, instead of for example
random oversampling.

In our dataset, for each COVID-19 positive cough, 5
other COVID-19 positive coughs were randomly chosen
and the one with the smallest Euclidean distance from the
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Fig. 3. Sarcos dataset at the time of experimentation: There are
13 COVID-negative and 8 COVID-positive subjects in the processed
dataset. Unlike Coswara dataset, there are more female than male
subjects. Most of the subjects had their lab test performed less than
two weeks ago. Of the 21 subjects, 12 had been in contact with another
COVID-19 positive person. Only 9 of the subjects reported coughing as
a symptom, and for these the reported duration of coughing symptoms
was variable. There were 13 subjects from Africa (South Africa), 1
from South America (Brazil), and the rest declined to specify their
geographic location.

Fig. 4. A processed COVID-19 cough audio which is shorter than the
original cough but keeps all spectrum resolution.

original cough xNN is selected. We note the COVID-19
positive class as x. Then, the synthetic samples are created
according to Equation 11.

xSMOTE = x + u · (xNN − x) (1)

The multiplicative factor u is uniformly distributed be-
tween 0 and 1 [3434].

We have also implemented other extensions of SMOTE
such as borderline-SMOTE [3535], [3636] and adaptive synthetic
sampling [3737]. However, the best results were obtained by
using SMOTE without any extension.

The balanced processed coughs from all the subjects are
used in the feature extraction process and then used for
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TABLE 1
Coughs in the both Coswara and Sarcos Dataset: Of 1171 subjects
with usable ‘deep cough’ recordings, 92 were COVID-19 positive while
1079 subjects were healthy. The Coswara dataset has total 1.05 hours
of cough audio recording used in the data balancing, feature extraction
and classifier training and evaluation process. Sarcos dataset has 1.28

minutes of cough audio recordings used for data balancing, feature
extraction and classifier evaluation.

No. of Total Average STD
Subjects Lengths Length Length

Coswara 92 4.24 mins 2.77 sec 1.62 secCOVID Positive
Coswara Healthy 1079 0.98 hours 3.26 sec 1.66 sec

Coswara Total 1171 1.05 hours 3.22 sec 1.67 sec
Sarcos 8 0.5 mins 3.75 sec 2.61 secCOVID Positive
Sarcos 13 0.78 mins 3.59 sec 3.04 secCOVID Negative

Sarcos Total 21 1.28 mins 3.65 sec 2.82 sec
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Fig. 5. Feature Extraction: Processed cough recordings, shown in
Figure 44, are split into individual sections after which features including
MFCCs (including velocity and acceleration), log energies, ZCR and
kurtosis are extracted.

training and evaluating our classifiers.

3 FEATURE EXTRACTION

The feature extraction process is illustrated in Figure 55.
We have considered mel frequency cepstral coefficients
(MFCCs), log energies, zero-crossing rate (ZCR) and kur-
tosis as features.

3.1 Mel frequency cepstral coefficients (MFCCs)
Mel-frequency cepstral coefficients (MFCCs) have been used
very successfully as features in audio analysis and especially
in automatic speech recognition [3838]. They have also been
found to be useful for differentiating dry coughs from wet
coughs [3939].

We have used the traditional MFCC extraction method
considering higher resolution MFCCs, while mel-scaled fil-
ters are calculated by following Equation 22, along with
velocity and acceleration.

fmel(f) = 2595× (1 +
f

700
) (2)

3.2 Log Energies
This feature [4040] is well used in improving performance of
neural networks. If the input signal is s(t) and N is the
total number of samples in the signal, then log energy is L,
defined by Equation 33.

L = log10(0.001 +

∑
|s(t)|2

N
) (3)

3.3 Zero-crossing rate (ZCR)
The zero-crossing rate (ZCR) [4141] is the number of times
the signal changes sign within a frame, as indicated in
Equation 44. ZCR indicates the variability present in the
signal.

ZCR =
1

T − 1

T−1∑
t=1

λ(stst−1 < 0) (4)

where λ = 1 when the sign of st and st−1 differ and λ = 0
when the sign of st and st−1 is the same.

3.4 Kurtosis
The kurtosis [4242] indicates the tailedness of a probability
density. For the samples of an audio signal, it indicates
the prevalence of higher amplitudes. Kurtosis has been
calculated according to Equation 55.

Λx =
E[(xi[k]− µ)4]

σ4
(5)

These features have been extracted by using the hyper-
parameters explained in Table 22 for all cough recordings.

4 CLASSIFIER ARCHITECTURES

In the following we will briefly describe the classifiers which
were evaluated in our experimental evaluation.

4.1 Logistic Regression (LR)
Logistic regression (LR) models have been found to outper-
form other state-of-the-art classifiers such as classification
trees, random forests, artificial neural networks such as SVM
in some clinical prediction tasks [1414], [4343], [4444]. The output
P of a LR model is given by Equation 66, where a and b are
the model parameters.

P =
1

1 + e−(a+bx)
(6)

Since P varies between 0 and 1, it can be interpreted as
a probability and is very useful in binary classification.

We have used gradient descent weight regularisation as
well as lasso (l1 penalty) and ridge (l2 penalty) estimators
during training [4545], [4646]. These regularisation hyperparam-
eters are optimised during cross validation, explained in
Section 5.25.2.

This LR classifier has been intended primarily as a base-
line against which any improvements offered by the more
complex architectures can be measured.

4.2 Support Vector Machine (SVM)
Support vector machine (SVM) classifiers have performed
well in both detecting [4747], [4848] and classifying [4949] cough
events.

We have used both linear and non-linear SVM classifiers
φ(w) which is computed in the Equation 77.

φ(w) =
1

2
wTw − J(w, b, a) (7)

and where, J(w, b, a) is the term to minimise by the hy-
perparameter optimization for the parameters mentioned in
Table 33.
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Fig. 6. CNN Classifier: Our CNN classifier uses α1 two-dimansional
convolutional layers with kernel size α2, rectified linear units as activa-
tion functions and a dropout rate of α3. After max-pooling, two dense
layers with α4 and 8 units respectively and rectified linear activation
functions follow. The network is terminated by a two-dimensional soft-
max where one output represents the COVID-19 positive class and the
other Healthy or COVID-19 negative class. During training, features are
presented to the neural network in batches of size ξ1 for ξ2 epochs.

4.3 Multilayer Perceptron (MLP)

A multilayer perceptron (MLP) is a neural network with
multiple layers of neurons separating input and output [5050].
These models are capable of learning non-linear relation-
ships and have for example been shown to be effective when
discriminating Influenza coughs from other coughs [5151].
MLP have also been applied to tuberculosis coughs [4848] and
to cough detection in general [5252], [5353]. The MLP classifier
is based on the computation in Equation 88.

y = φ(
n∑

i=1

wixi + b) = φ(wTx + b) (8)

where x is the input-vector, w is the weight-vector, b is the
bias and φ is the non-linear activation function. The weights
and the bias are optimised during supervised training.

During training, we have applied stochastic gradient de-
scent with the inclusion of an l2 penalty. This penalty, along
with the number of hidden layers have been considered as
the hyperparameters which were tuned using the leave-p-
out cross validation process (Figure 88 and Section 5.25.2).

4.4 Convolutional Neural Network (CNN)

A convolutional neural network (CNN) is a popular deep
neural network architecture which is primarily used in im-
age classification [5454]. For example, in the past two decades
CNNs have been applied successfully to complex tasks
such as face recognition [5555]. The core of a CNN can be
expressed by Equation 99, where net(t, f) is the output of
the convolutional layer [5656].

net(t, f) = (x∗w)[t, f ] =
∑
m

∑
n

x[m,n]w[t−m, f−n] (9)

where ∗ is the convolution operation, w is the filter or
kernel matrix and x is the input image. In the final layer,
the softmax activation function is applied [5757].

The hyperparameters optimised for the CNN classifier
used in this study is mentioned in Table 33 and visually
explained in Figure 66.
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Fig. 7. LSTM classifier: Our LSTM classifier has β1 LSTM units, each
with rectified linear activation functions and a dropout rate of α3. This
is followed by two dense layers with α4 and 8 units respectively and
rectified linear activation functions. The network is terminated by a
two-dimensional softmax where one output represents the COVID-19
positive class and the other Healthy or COVID-19 negative class. During
training, features are presented to the neural network in batches of size
ξ1 for ξ2 epochs.

4.5 Long Short Term Memory (LSTM) Neural Network

A long short term memory (LSTM) model is a type of
recurrent neural network whose architecture allows it to
remember previously-seen inputs when making its clas-
sification decision [5858]. It has been successfully used in
automatic cough detection [5959], and also in other types of
acoustic event detection [6060], [6161].

If ~φ is a constant d-dimensional vector, t ∈ R+ and ~s(t)
is the value of the d-dimensional state signal vector, then
the LSTM can be described by Equation 1010.

d~s(t)

dt
= ~h(~s(t), ~x(t)) + ~φ (10)

where, ~h(~s(t), ~x(t)) is a vector-valued function of
vector-valued arguments [6262].

The hyperparameters optimised for the LSTM classifier
used in this study is mentioned in Table 33 and illustrated in
Figure 77.

4.6 Resnet50 Classifier

The deep residual learning (Resnet) neural network [6363] is
a very deep architecture that contains skip layers, and has
been found to outperform other very deep architectures. It
performs particularly well on image classification tasks on
the dataset such as ILSVRC, the CIFAR10 dataset and the
COCO object detection dataset [6464]. Resnet50 has already
been used in successfully detecting COVID-19 from CT
images [66], coughs [2727] and also other detection tasks such
as Alzheimer’s [6565]. We have used the default Resnet50
structure mentioned in Table 1 of [6363].

5 CLASSIFICATION PROCESS

5.1 Hyperparameter Optimisation

Both feature extraction and classifier architectures have a
number of hyperparameters that must be optimised. These
hyperparameters are listed in Tables 22 and 33.

As the sampling rate is 44.1 KHz for all audio; by
varying the frame lengths from 28 to 212 i.e. 256 to 4096,
features are extracted from frames whose duration varies
from approximately 5 to 100 ms. Different phases in a cough
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TABLE 2
Feature extraction hyperparameters used in feature extraction

process, explained in Section 33

Hyperparameter Description Range
No. of MFCCs Number of lower order 13× k, where

(MFCC=) MFCCs to keep k = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5

Frame length Frame-size in which 2k where
(Frame=) audio is segmented k = 8, · · · , 12

No. of Segments No. of segments in which 10× k, where
(Seg=) frames were grouped k = 5, 7, 10, 12, 15

carry important features [3939] and thus has been segmented
into parts, as shown in Figure 55, which varies from 50 to 150
with steps of 20 to 30. By varying the number of lower order
MFCCs to keep (from 13 to 65, with steps of 13), the spectral
resolution of the features was varied.

TABLE 3
Classifier hyperparameters, optimised using leave-p-out cross
validation shown in Figure 88 and explained in Section 5.25.2. For

regularisation strength (ν1) and l2 penalty (ζ1), i has the range −7 to 7
with steps of 1.

Hyperparameters Classifier Range
Regularisation LR 10−7 to 107

strength (ν1) in steps of 10i
l1 penalty (ν2) LR 0 to 1 in steps of 0.05
l2 penalty (ν3) LR 0 to 1 in steps of 0.05

No. of hidden layers (η) MLP 10 to 100 in steps of 10

l2 penalty (ζ1) MLP 10−7 to 107

in steps of 10i
Stochastic gradient MLP 0 to 1 in steps of 0.05decent (ζ2)

Batch Size (ξ1) CNN, LSTM 2k where k = 6, 7, 8
No. of epochs (ξ2) CNN, LSTM 10 to 20 in steps of 20

No. of Conv filters (α1) CNN 3× 2k where k = 3, 4, 5
Kernel size (α2) CNN 2 and 3

Dropout rate (α3) CNN, LSTM 0.1 to 0.5 in steps of 0.2
Dense layer size (α4) CNN, LSTM 2k where k = 4, 5

LSTM units (β1) LSTM 2k where k = 6, 7, 8

Learning rate (β2) LSTM 10k where
k = −2,−3,−4

5.2 Cross Validation
All our classifiers have been trained and evaluated by using
a nested leave-p-out cross validation scheme, as shown in
Figure 88 [6666]. Since only the Coswara dataset was used for
training and parameter optimisation,N = 1171. As the train
and test split is 4 : 1; J = 234 and K = 187.

The figure shows that, in an outer loop, J patients are
removed from the complete set N to be used for later
independent testing. Then, a furtherK patients are removed
from the remaining N − J to serve as a development set to
optimise the hyperparameters listed in Table 33. The inner
loop considers all such sets of K patients, and the optimal
hyperparameters are chosen on the basis of all these par-
titions. The resulting optimal hyperparameters are used to
train a final system on all N −J patients which is evaluated
on the test set consisting of J patients. This entire procedure
is repeated for all possible non-overlapping test sets in the
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Fig. 8. Leave p-out cross validation has been used to train and
evaluate the classifiers. The train and test split ratio has been 4 : 1.

outer loop. Final performance is calculated by averaging
over these outer loops.

This cross-validation procedure makes best use of our
small dataset by allowing all patients to be used for both
training and testing purposes while ensuring unbiased hy-
perparameter optimisation and a strict per-patient separa-
tion between cross-validation folds.

5.3 Classifier Evaluation
Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curves were calcu-
lated within the inner and outer loops in Figure 88. The area
under the ROC curve (AUC) indicates how well the classi-
fier has performed over a range of decision thresholds [6767].
From these ROC curves, the decision that achieves an equal
error rate (γEE) was computed. This is the threshold for
which the difference between the classifier’s true positive
rate (TPR) and false positive rate (FPR) is minimised.

Denote the mean per-frame probability that a cough is
from a COVID-19 positive patient by P̂ :

P̂ =

K∑
i=1

P (Y = 1|X, θ)

κ
(11)

where κ indicates the number of frames in the cough and
P (Y = 1|X, θ) is the output of the classifier for input X
and parameters θ. Now define the indicator variable C as:

C =

{
1 if P̂ ≥ γEE

0 otherwise
(12)

We now define two COVID-19 index scores (COV ID I1
and COV ID I2) in Equations 1313 and 1414 respectively.

COV ID I1 =

N1∑
i=1

C

N1
(13)
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COV ID I2 =

N2∑
i=1

P (Y = 1|X)

N2
(14)

In Equation 1313, N1 is the number of coughs from the
patient in question while in Equation 1414, N2 indicates the
total number of frames of cough audio gathered from the
patient. Hence Equation 1111 computes a per-cough average
probability while and Equation 1414 computes a per-frame
average probability.

The COVID-19 index scored given by Equations 1313
and 1414 can both be used to make classification decisions.
We have found that, for some classifier architectures one
will lead to better performance than the other. Therefore, we
have made the choice of the scoring function an additional
hyperparameter to be optimised during cross validation.

We have calculated the specificity and sensitivity from
these predicted values and then comparing them with the
actual values and finally AUC has been calculated and used
as a method of evaluation. These results are shown in Table
44 and 55.

6 RESULTS

Classification performance for the Coswara datset is shown
in Table 44 and for the Sarcos dataset in Table 55. The Coswara
results are averages calculated over the outer loop test-sets
during cross validation. The Sarcos results, are classifiers
trained on the Coswara data and evaluated on the 21
patients in the Sarcos dataset. These tables also show the
optimal values of the hyperparameters determined during
cross-validation.

Fig. 9. Mean ROC curve for the classifiers trained and evaluated on
the Coswara dataset: The highest AUC of 0.98 was obtained from the
Resnet50. LR classifier has the lowest AUC of 0.74.

Table 44 shows that the Resnet50 classifier exhibits best
performance, with an AUC of 0.976 when using a 117-
dimensional feature vector consisting of 39 MFCCs with
appended velocity and acceleration extracted from frames
that are 1024 samples long and when grouping the coughs
into 50 segments. The corresponding accuracy is 95.3%
with sensitivity 93% and specificity 98%. This exceeds the
minimum requirements for a community-based triage test
as determined by the WHO. The CNN and LSTM classifiers
also exhibited good performance, with AUCs of 0.953 and
0.942 respectively, thus comfortably outperformed the MLP,

which achieved an AUC of 0.897. The optimised LR and
SVM classifiers showed substantially weaker performance,
with AUCs of 0.736 and 0.815 respectively.

We also see from Table 44 that using a larger number of
MFCCs consistently leads to improved performance. Since
the spectral resolution used to compute the 39-dimensional
MFCCs surpasses that of the human auditory system, we
conclude that the classifiers are using information not gen-
erally perceivable to the human listener in their decisions.
We have come to similar conclusions in previous work con-
sidering the coughing sounds of tuberculosis patients [1414].

The mean ROC curves for the optimised classifier of each
architecture are shown in Figure 99. We see that LSTM, CNN
and Resnet50 classifiers achieve better performance that the
remaining architectures at most operating points. Further-
more, the figure confirms that the Resnet50 architecture also
in most cases achieved better classification performance that
the CNN and LSTM. There appears to be a small region
of the curve where the CNN outperforms the Resnet50
classifier, but this will need to be verified by future further
experimentation with larger dataset.

When the CNN, LSTM and Resnet50 classifiers trained
on the Coswara dataset (as shown in Table 44) were applied
to the Sarcos dataset, the performance shown in Table 55 is
achieved. We see that performance has in all cases deteri-
orated relative to the better-matched Coswara dataset. Best
performance was achieved by the LSTM classifier, which
achieved an AUC of 0.7786. Next, we improve this classifier
by applying feature selection.

6.1 Feature Selection

Sequential Forward Search (SFS) is a greedy search for
the individual features dimensions that contribute the most
towards the classifier performance [6868]. The application of
SFS to the LSTM classifier allowed performance on the
Sarcos dataset to improve from an AUC of 0.779 to 0.938,
as shown in Figure 1010.

Fig. 10. Sequential Forward Search when applied to a feature vector
composed of 13 MFCCs with appended velocity and acceleration, log
energies, ZCR and kurtosis. Peak performance is observed when using
the first 13 features.

The feature selection hyperparameters in these experi-
ments were 13 MFCCs, 2048 samples (i.e. 0.46 sec) long
frames and coughs grouped the into 70 segments. Thus,
SFS could select from a total of 42 features: MFCCs along
with their velocity and accelerations, log energy, ZCR and
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TABLE 4
Classifier performance while trained and evaluated on the Coswara dataset: The best-two performing neural network classifiers along with

their feature extraction hyperparameters after optimising classifier hyperparameters. Resnet50 has performed the best.

Classifiers Features Performance
Specificity Sensitivity Accuracy AUC

LR MFCC=13, Frame=1024, Seg=120 57% 94% 75.7% 0.7362
LR MFCC=26, Frame=1024, Seg=70 59% 74% 66.3% 0.7288

SVM MFCC=39, Frame=2048, Seg=100 74% 71% 72.28% 0.8154
SVM MFCC=26, Frame=1024, Seg=50 74% 74% 73.91% 0.8044
MLP MFCC=26, Frame=2048, Seg=100 87% 88% 87.5% 0.8969
MLP MFCC=13, Frame=1024, Seg=100 84% 68% 76.02% 0.8329
CNN MFCC=26, Frame=1024, Seg=70 99% 90% 94.57% 0.9530
CNN MFCC=39, Frame=1024, Seg=50 98% 90% 94.35% 0.9499
LSTM MFCC=13, Frame=2048, Seg=70 97% 91% 94.02% 0.9419
LSTM MFCC=26, Frame=2048, Seg=100 97% 90% 93.65% 0.9319

Resnet50 MFCC=39, Frame=1024, Seg=50 98% 93% 95.3% 0.9759
Resnet50 MFCC=26, Frame=1024, Seg=70 98% 93% 95.01% 0.9632

TABLE 5
Best Classifier performance while trained on the Coswara dataset and evaluated on the Sarcos dataset: along with their feature extraction
hyperparameters after optimising classifier hyperparameters. The LSTM classifier has outperformed the other classifiers and after applying SFS, it

has achieved the AUC 0.9375. Only performance from deep architectures are shown here, as they are significantly better than other classifiers.

Classifiers Features Performance
Specificity Sensitivity Accuracy AUC

CNN MFCC=26, Frame=1024, Seg=70 61% 85% 73.02% 0.755
LSTM MFCC=13, Frame=2048, Seg=70 73% 75% 73.78% 0.7786

Resnet50 MFCC=39, Frame=1024, Seg=50 57% 93% 74.58% 0.74
LSTM + SFS MFCC=13, Frame=2048, Seg=70 96% 91% 92.91% 0.9375

Kurtosis. After performing SFS, a peak AUC of 0.9375 was
observed on the Sarcos dataset when using the best 13
features among the 42, as shown in Figure 1111.

Fig. 11. Mean ROC curve for the best performing classifier in
Figure 99 when evaluated on the Sarcos dataset when using all 42
features and when using the best 13 features.

7 CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

We have developed COVID-19 cough classifiers using
smartphone audio recordings and a number of machine
learning architectures. To train and evaluate these classifiers,
we have used two dataset. The first, larger, dataset is pub-
licly available contains data from 1171 subjects (92 COVID-
19 positive and 1079 healthy) coming from all six continents
except Africa. The second, smaller, dataset contains 62%
of subjects from South Africa and data from 8 COVID-19
positive and 13 COVID-19 negative subjects. Thus, together
the two dataset include data from subjects residing on all six

continents. After preprocessing and extracting MFCC, frame
energy, ZCR and kurtosis features from the cough audio
recordings, we have trained and evaluated six classifiers
using a leave-p-out cross validation. Our best performing
classifier is based on the Resnet50 architecture and is able to
discriminate between COVID-19 coughs and healthy coughs
with an AUC of 0.98. The LSTM model performed the best
in discriminating COVID-19 positive coughs from COVID-
19 negative coughs with AUC 0.94 after determining the 13
best features using sequential forward search (SFS).

Although these systems require more stringent valida-
tion on larger dataset, the results we have presented are
very promising and indicate that COVID-19 screening based
on automatic classification of coughing sounds is viable.
Since the data has been captured on smartphones, and since
the classifier can in principle also be implemented on such
device, such cough classification is cost-efficient, easy to
apply and easy to deploy. It therefore has the potential of
being particularly useful in a practical developing-world
scenario.

In ongoing work, we are continuing to enlarge our
dataset, and to update our best systems as this happens.
We are also beginning to consider the best means of im-
plementing the classifier on a readily-available consumer
smartphone platform.
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