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ABSTRACT 

Chloroquine has attracted intense attention as a potential clinical candidate for 
prevention and treatment of COVID-19 based on reports of in-vitro efficacy against 
SARS-CoV-2. While the pharmacokinetic-pharmacodynamic (PK-PD) relationship of 
chloroquine is well established for malaria, there is sparse information regarding its 
dose-effect relationship in the context of COVID-19. 
 
Here, we explore the PK-PD relationship of chloroquine for COVID-19 by modelling 
both achievable systemic and pulmonary drug concentrations.  Our data indicate that 
the standard anti-malarial treatment dose of 25mg/kg over three days does not deliver 
sufficient systemic drug exposures for the inhibition of viral replication. In contrast, PK 
predictions of chloroquine in the lungs using in-vivo data or human physiologically-
based PK models, suggest that doses as low as 3mg/kg/day for 3 days could deliver 
exposures that are significantly higher than reported antiviral-EC90s for up to a week. 
Moreover, if pulmonary exposure is a driver for prevention, simulations show that 
chronic daily dosing of chloroquine may be unnecessary for prophylaxis purposes. 
Instead, once weekly doses of 5mg/kg would be sufficient to achieve a continuous 
cover of therapeutically active pulmonary exposures. 
 
These findings reveal a highly compartmentalised distribution of chloroquine in man 
that may significantly affect its therapeutic potential against COVID-19.  The systemic 
circulation is shown as one site where chloroquine exposure is insufficient to inhibit 
SARS-CoV-2 replication. However, if therapeutic activity is driven by pulmonary 
exposure, it should be possible to reduce the chloroquine dose to safe levels.  
Carefully designed randomized controlled trials are urgently required to address these 
outstanding issues. 
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INTRODUCTION 

COVID-19 was declared as a global pandemic by the World Health Organisation 

(WHO) on 12th of March 2020 (1). At the time of writing, there have been 2.7 million 

confirmed cases of disease and more than 190,000 deaths (2). Currently, there is no 

standard chemotherapeutic agent recommended for treatment or prevention. 

The 4-aminoquinoline anti-malarial drug, chloroquine (CQ), has shown promising  in-

vitro activity against cultured SARS-CoV-2 with a comparable potency to anti-viral 

drugs, including remdesivir (CQ EC50 = 1.13µM, remdesivir EC50 = 0.77µM) (3). 

Limited trials have also demonstrated potential activity of the drug in patients with 

COVID-19 related pneumonia (4, 5). Currently a large clinical trial is taking place, 

where thousands of health workers will receive CQ or hydroxychloroquine (HCQ) to 

assess the two drugs’ prophylactic potential (6). CQ has also shown some pre-clinical 

anti-viral activity against a number of other intracellular pathogens including the 

closely related SARS-COV virus, albeit with 8-fold less potency than is currently 

reported for SARS-CoV-2 (7).  

CQ was first developed for the treatment of malaria in the mid 1940s (8). It has since 

been deployed globally (many million human doses) for the treatment of malaria in 

populations across different continents and it continues to be used today in areas 

where malaria is endemic and where low levels of resistance to the compound are 

observed (9). Despite its widespread use and good safety profile, CQ is still considered 

to have a narrow therapeutic window with potential cardiotoxicity (10). Crucially, the 

drug has exhibited significant signs of lethal toxicity in its application (with large doses) 

in COVID-19 patients (11). Warnings of the potential cardiac toxicity for its use in the 

treatment of COVID-19 have already been made (12). The risk of ventricular 
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arrhythmias following QT interval prolongation is expected to have more detrimental 

effects in patients in special groups such as the elderly with underlying cardiac 

disease, who are also at highest risk from COVID-19 complications (13). Furthermore, 

the chronic use of drugs of this class in patients with rheumatoid arthritis (RA) has 

been linked to long-term retinal damage (14).  

The clinical therapeutic potential of CQ for prevention or treatment of COVID-19 is 

currently unknown.   Here, we used population PK-PD modelling to assess the ability 

of achieving efficacious systemic concentrations of drug at doses considered safe and 

compared these to optimal dosage regimens required to achieve the maximal 

therapeutic drug concentration within the lung, the target organ for COVID-19,  using 

two different methods (for comparison and validation) to predict human lung 

exposures. Our PK-PD approach gives particular attention to local pulmonary 

concentrations of the drug in order to predict its potential efficacy at different dosing 

levels using a comprehensive PK-PD relationship derived from published  in-vitro data. 

We show here that the standard anti-malarial dose of 25mg/kg over three days starting 

with 15mg/kg on the first day (15) is therapeutically inadequate if systemic exposure 

is the driver of efficacy. In contrast, predicted concentrations in the lung are 

significantly higher than reported in-vitro EC50 suggesting efficacy would be achieved 

with much lower doses. Our analyses of pulmonary exposures show that doses as low 

as 3mg/kg administered for 3 days would be potentially sufficient to exert the maximal 

anti-viral activity that is predicted for this compound at the level of the lung. This dose 

is comparable to the dose used in rheumatoid arthritis (RA) treatments, deemed to be 

generally safe in the RA population (16), at least in the short term (<600g CQ total 

cumulative dose (17)) . Furthermore, we show that long term efficacious cover of the 
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drug can be achieved by once weekly dosing rather than chronic dosing as currently 

planned if pulmonary exposure drives prophylactic efficacy (6). 

METHODS 

i.  in-vivo based lung PK modelling and extrapolation to human 

To simulate CQ drug concentration profiles in human plasma we used population 

pharmacokinetic (PK) parameters reported in healthy volunteers (18) where drug 

levels were measured in plasma. The parameters of the used model are shown in 

Table S1.  

To estimate the clinical pulmonary exposure of CQ in human lungs, we extrapolated 

from experimental accumulation data for CQ within lungs of the rat as previously 

published (19). This was achieved by simultaneously fitting CQ plasma and lung 

exposures to predict parameters that describe drug partitioning to the lungs. The rat 

plasma was fitted with a 2 compartment 1st order absorption model while the lung was 

fitted as an open-loop configuration tissue compartment driven by the plasma 

concentration as a forcing function, with input/output distribution parameters 

expressed with the terms Qlung_in and Qlung_out (Figure 1).  

The lung distribution parameters were then linked to the known population PK profile 

of CQ as previously published by using Equations 1-4 (Figure 1). 

𝑑𝐴!"#$%
𝑑𝑡 = −𝑘& ⋅ 𝐴!"#$% …Eq. 1 

𝑑𝐶!"#$%#
𝑑𝑡

= 𝑘# ∙
𝐴𝑑𝑒𝑝𝑜𝑡
𝑉!"#$%#

− )
𝐶𝐿 + 𝑄!

𝑉&
- ∙ 𝐶!"#$%# +	

𝑄!
𝑉!
∙ 	
𝐴𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑝
𝑉!"#$%#

 …Eq. 2 

𝑑𝐴#"./#
𝑑𝑡 = 	𝑄𝑝 ∙ 𝐶𝑝𝑙𝑎𝑠𝑚𝑎 	− 	

𝑄𝑝
𝑉#
∙ 𝐴#"./# …Eq. 3 
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𝑑𝐶0123
𝑑𝑡 = 	 (𝑄0123_/2 ∙ 𝐶𝑝𝑙𝑎𝑠𝑚𝑎 − 𝑄0123_$1% ∙ 𝐶𝑙𝑢𝑛𝑔)/𝑉𝑙𝑢𝑛𝑔 …Eq. 4 

 

Where Adepot and Aperip represent drug mass in the gut and peripheral compartment 

and Cplasma and Clung the concentrations in plasma and lung, respectively. ka is the 

absorption rate constant from the dosing site depot to the central plasma 

compartment, CL the plasma clearance, Qp is the intercompartmental clearance 

between the central and peripheral compartments. Vplasma (scaling volume of 

distribution for plasma) was estimated as part of the model fitting, and apparent (Vlung) 

was fixed to a physiological value of 0.0021 L/kg [27], assuming rat weight of 0.25kg. 

 

 Qlung_in and Qlung_out express the rate of drug accumulation in the lung as a function 

of its levels in the central plasma compartment while not directly linking it to the mass 

balance of that system, maintaining mass balance within the 2-compartment 

disposition model PK parameters (open-loop configuration). An estimate of the flow of 

drug into the lung is therefore partitioned out from the overall mass balance by the use 

of the two Q parameters.  

Human lung exposure was therefore predicted using model equations 1-4, with human 

values for the 2-compartment plasma PK model (ka, CL, Qp and Vplasma) from 

Karunajeewa et al. (providing the plasma forcing function). Qlung_in and Qlung_out were 

scaled from rat to human assuming the ratio of Vlung to Vplasma was the same in both 

species respectively as follows:  

𝑉0123[6789:] =	.
𝑉0123[<9=]
𝑉#0&>?&[<9=]

/ ∙ 𝑉#0&>?&[6789:] ...Eq. 5 

𝑄0123_/2[6789:] =	𝑄0123_/2[<9=] ∙ .
𝑉0123[6789:]
𝑉0123[<9=]

/ ...Eq. 6 
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𝑄0123_$1%[6789:] =	𝑄0123_$1%[<9=] ∙ .
𝑉0123[6789:]
𝑉0123[<9=]

/ ...Eq. 7 

 

Model fitting/parameter estimation was performed using Monolix v. 2018R2 [26] 

operated via the IQR Tools package in R (v 3.5.3) (20, 21) and a summary of estimated 

parameters and %RSEs of estimates is provided in Table S2.  

 

Figure 1 Schematic displaying the PK distribution model that was used to simulate CQ exposure in plasma 
and lungs of patients receiving it. Plasma exposure is based on parameters reported in humans while lung 
exposure parameters are derived from rat data using the same structural model.  

 

ii.  in-vitro based PBPK Modelling and human lung prediction 

CQ plasma and lung concentrations were also simulated using a whole-body 

physiologically based PK (PBPK) model implemented in Matlab (Mathworks, v. 

2019a). Rat and human PBPK models were designed. One hundred virtual healthy 

rats (weighing between 100-110g, similar to literature (22)) and humans (between 18-

60 years and 40-120 kg) were simulated in this study. The model is blood-flow limited 
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and assumes the distribution in organs and tissues is well-stirred, instant and uniform. 

For oral CQ, reabsorption from the colon was considered negligible.  

The anatomy and physiology of both species were obtained from various literature 

sources (23-25). Drug disposition across various organs and tissues and tissue-to-

plasma ratios were determined using published equations (26, 27). The drug specific 

parameters used in the human model are presented in Table S3. 

Assuming the same protein binding as that of humans in rats, simulations using the 

rat PBPK model were compared to the observed data at a single 10 mg/kg dose similar 

to the literature (22). Lung concentrations over various time points were computed 

using the given tissue to plasma ratios and the plasma concentration from Adelusi et 

al. (22). Observed and simulated plasma and lung concentrations were compared, 

and the model was assumed to perform well if the mean simulated value was within 

2-fold from the mean observed value (28). 

After model verification in rats, the human PBPK model was also validated against 

oral data for a single 300 mg CQ dose (29). Subsequently, simulations in humans 

were performed with a single 5 mg/kg CQ dose and 5 mg/kg CQ weekly dose for 4 

weeks to inform the plasma and lung concentrations. 

iii. Pharmacodynamic modelling 

To estimate drug efficacy upon the SARS-CoV-2 virus clinically, the predicted 

pulmonary exposure estimated from the PK model was linked to anti-viral activity as 

derived from data published by Wang et al. (3) of the drug’s activity  in-vitro. The data 

reported was used to generate an EC50 value (concentration required to achieve the 

50% of the drug’s maximum anti-viral-activity) and a hill constant (which expresses 

the steepness of the exposure-response curve). These parameters were used in 
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Equation 8 to link pulmonary exposure (expressed as C in the equation) to anti-viral 

activity.  

 

𝑉𝑖𝑟𝑎𝑙	𝑖𝑛ℎ𝑖𝑏𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛	(%) = 	
100% ∙ 𝐶@/00

𝐸𝐶AB@/00 + 𝐶@/00
 …Eq. 8 

The pharmacodynamic values used in this simulation are shown in Table S4. 

iv. Monte-Carlo Simulations 

Different dosing regimens of CQ, ranging from 0.25/mg/kg/day to 15mg/kg/day with 

0.25mg/kg dose increments were sequentially simulated. We also used the inter-

individual variability reported in Karunajeewa et al. Population PK analysis (18) for the 

2-compartment model PK parameters and added an estimated 30% variation on lung 

partitioning parameters Qlung_in and Qlung_out. For each dosing level, 1000 patients 

were simulated to estimate the percentage of patients who achieve a defined clinical 

target. All simulations were performed using IQRtools package for systems 

pharmacology and pharmacometrics version 1.1.1 through R version 3.5.3.  

 

RESULTS 

i. Quantification of CQ lung accumulation rate from rat data 

Figure 2 shows the fits generated from rat data reported in Adelusi et al. (19). The 

data shows a slow and continuous accumulation with a high extent of accumulation 

within the lung.  
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Figure 2 Modelling of rat plasma and lung exposure data. Red points represent 
reported plasma exposure, blue points reported lung exposure over time and the 
dashed lines represent the respected predicted exposure as predicting from fitting 
the rat data.  

 

The PK parameters were estimated in the rat as per Equations 1-4. Exchange flow to 

and from the lung (Qlung_in and Qlung_out) were 0.394 L/h and 1.84 ⋅ 10-3 L/h respectively 

(All estimated PK parameters and %RSEs of estimates are in Table S2). The high 

lung:plasma ratio for CQ modelled here was confirmed by even higher ratios reported 

in other studies for the same drug where > 100-fold lung:blood ratios of CQ were 

reported at 24h post dose in the rat (30). The data used for modelling lung:plasma 

ratios in the rat in this work are hence the most conservative in this context.  

 

ii. Quantification of CQ lung accumulation using PBPK 

Figure 3 shows the simulated plasma and lung concentrations in humans. Both 

simulations, whether based on in-vivo rat data or utilising PBPK modelling using 
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physicochemical properties of the drug result in similar predictions of CQ levels in the 

lung using two hypothetical dosing scenarios of 5mg/kg as a single dose or 

administered weekly. The PBPK model was performed completely independently from 

the in-vivo based model and was used as a validation method for outcomes of the in-

vivo based simulation. Both models result in a nearly identical Cmax level within the 

lung and both models predicted some 100-fold accumulation within the lung compared 

to plasma.  

 

Figure 3 Predicted clinical exposure using the PBPK method (dark red line) or through using in-vivo rat 
extrapolation (black line). The predictions are for lung exposure (a, b) and plasma exposure (c, d). Shaded areas 
represent the 5-95 percentiles of each simulation. Comparison is shown for two dosing regimens: Single 5mg/kg 
dose (left) or a weekly 5mg/kg dose (right). For plasma exposure the in-vivo based model utilised population PK 
data published elsewhere, and the predicted plasma exposure (black line) is hence that observed in a clinical 
population, while for PBPK model the predicted exposure was generated using  in-vitro data and PBPK modelling. 
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iii. Predicting CQ’s therapeutic activity within the lungs 

Dosing regimens ranging from (1mg/kg – 4mg/kg daily for 3 days) as well as the 

standard anti-malarial regimen (25mg/kg over 4 doses in three days) were simulated. 

These included the RA treatment daily dosing level (4mg/kg/day but for 3 days only 

rather than chronically) to estimate lung exposure and activity. The results show that 

when assuming that the lung exposure to drug is the driver for activity, lower doses of 

3mg/kg/day given for three days would be sufficient to establish >90% of activity in the 

lung for up to a week after administration and that the anti-malarial standard dose of 

25mg/kg over 3 days seems to be redundantly high (Figure 4).  

 

Figure 4 Predicted CQ Exposure in humans with a range of different dosing regimens. All doses are simulated as 
once daily for three days except the malaria dose which is administered as 10mg/kg at time 0, 5mg/kg 8 hours 
later, and then 5mg/kg on the 24th and 48th hour after treatment initiation. (a) shows predicted total exposure in 
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plasma, (b) in lung, (c) % anti-viral activity based on pulmonary exposure and (d) shows percentage of patients 
who will achieve pulmonary exposure above the EC90 at day 7.  

 

In contrast, plasma exposures even with the highest simulated dose of 25mg/kg over 

3 days are very unlikely to reach to EC90 levels with a total plasma Cmax (bound and 

unbound drug) that is some 7 fold lower than the EC90 against the virus (Figure 4a).  

iv. Predicting CQ’s prophylactic activity with >7day coverage 

We explored the potential utility of CQ as a prophylactic and for coverage longer than 

7 days, as previously described. Data demonstrate that at least 5-day dosing regimens 

with daily doses ≤ 10mg/kg would be required for the majority (>90%) of the population 

to exceed the EC90 at the level of the lung over a 28-day period. Shorter dosing 

regimens (3 days) would be sufficient to maintain local pulmonary concentrations 

higher than the EC50 but not the EC90 for the same duration (Figure 5a, c). Once 

weekly regimens, however, afford longer cover with doses lesser than 7mg/kg/week 

that would allow a 28-day cover above the EC90. Only 3mg/kg/week dose is required 

to maintain CQ pulmonary exposure above the EC50 over the same period of 28 days 

(Figure 5c). We also explored the potential of a single dose to give covers for periods 

of 1, 2 or 4 weeks. A single dose of less than 10mg/kg is unlikely to achieve pulmonary 

exposures above the EC90 for longer than 7 days. A single dose of 10mg/kg, however, 

can achieve a cover above the EC50 for 28 days (Figure 5c). At the plasma level 

however, none of the simulated dosing regimens can achieve any significant coverage 

over the EC50 or EC90 (Figure 4a). 
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Figure 5 Monte Carlo simulations showing the relationship between administered CQ dose and percentage of 
patients achieving the target of pulmonary concentrations >EC50 (a, c) or EC90 (b, d) against SARS-CoV-2 for >90% 
of a 14-day (a, b) or 28-day (c, d) duration. Different lines represent different dosing regimens ranging from single 
dose (black line) to daily doses for up to 7 days (green line) or a once weekly dose (dashed brown line).  

  

DISCUSSION 

Although controlled clinical trials are planned, there is little data available concerning 

CQ’s clinical efficacy against SARS-CoV2. Using previously published data it is 

possible to predict the lung exposure of CQ and HCQ which may be modelled in the 

context of the anti-viral activity against SARS-CoV2 (31). In this work we focus on CQ, 

where we use a population PK approach for dose selection that considers PK variation 
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aided by using a combined pharmacodynamic dimension that estimates the real-time 

overall efficacy of the drug.  

Although CQ is generally considered to be a safe drug, its use is not entirely risk-free 

and the drug is known to have a narrow therapeutic index, particularly as the dose 

increases marginally above that used for malaria treatment (32). The goal of this study 

was to establish the absolute minimum safe dose(s) that are required to deliver 

efficacious anti-viral activity, with the major assumption that the main driver for therapy 

is pulmonary drug exposure and not systemic exposure. Data available for the clinical 

selection of doses is dependent on regimens used for other diseases, such as malaria 

(25mg/kg over 3 days) or RA (4mg/kg chronic doses). COVID-19 is completely distinct 

from other CQ indications, due to the involvement of lung tissue in viral replication and 

disease pathology – a very different scenario to that observed for malarial parasites is 

in place; for example the drug has >1µM EC50 against the SARAS-CoV-2 but <0.01µM 

IC50 against non-resistant malaria parasites (33). 

Our analyses confirm the concern that at safe CQ doses, such as those used in 

malaria, CQ will not achieve therapeutically relevant concentrations if systemic 

exposure is the primary driver (Figure 4a) . In contrast, if pulmonary exposure is the 

driver, therapeutic success would be expected. It can even be argued that doses as 

low as 3mg/kg for 3 days or even a single dose treatment ≥ 10mg/kg should achieve 

therapeutically efficacious concentrations within the lung for 7 days or more. Also, from 

a PK-PD perspective, the modelling suggests that splitting the dose can significantly 

reduce pulmonary Cmax while maintaining efficacious exposure which in turn could 

reduce the risk of adverse events in man. A 3-day regimen with a 3mg/kg dose, mirrors 

the duration of the accepted anti-malarial dosing regimen and demonstrates that it 

provides a 7-day cover against SARS-CoV2 (assuming pulmonary exposure based 
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PKPD). Interestingly, 14-day cover could be achieved with a 5-day regimen of the 

same dose or a 3-day regimen with a 5mg/kg dose (Figure 5a, b), again using 

pulmonary exposure as the driver. The ongoing trials will formally establish if it is 

systemic or pulmonary exposure that is the main driver of activity. 

The simulations in this work did not take into account protein binding. This was 

considered irrelevant as the total plasma CQ concentrations (bound+unbound) were 

significantly lower than the concentrations required for antiviral activity (>7 fold less) 

and are likely to be further lowered when correcting for plasma protein binding (CQ 

plasma protein fraction unbound (fu) = 0.54 (34)). For lung simulations, a correction for 

protein binding was not necessary as the epithelial lung fluid (ELF) albumin level is 

approximately 0.5mg/dL (35), which is similar to the albumin level in the in-vitro assays 

containing 10% Foetal Bovine Serum (FBS). PK-PD simulations relating total lung 

concentration to activity were previously successful in predicting the clinical activity of 

various anti-tubercular drugs without the need to correct for protein binding within the 

lung as the protein content was assumed to be similar here (36-38). 

We also explored the potential of using CQ as a prophylactic treatment. Using the 

same modelling approach, we show that maintaining long duration pulmonary 

coverage in large populations is unlikely to be achieved using a single dose no matter 

what the driver of efficacy is. Instead, if pulmonary exposure is key, an optimal dosing 

regimen of once weekly at a dose of no more than 10mg/kg can achieve adequate 

cover whilst reducing the risk of undesirable side effects, associated with the chronic 

dosing of this drug. Simulations also indicate that, after the initial 3-days of treatment, 

weekly, not daily doses, may be administered to ensure that efficacious pulmonary 

levels of CQ are maintained.  
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This work addresses a priority concern arising from efforts to find repurposing 

opportunities for COVID-19. Specifically, can the in-vitro anti-SARS-CoV-2 potential 

of CQ be translated into human efficacy at doses that are safe? Our data suggests 

that if it is systemic exposure that needs to exceed in-vitro EC90s, CQ will not 

demonstrate efficacy at doses that are safe in man. In contrast pulmonary CQ 

concentrations that exceed these EC90s are readily achieved at moderate CQ 

dosages. In addition to the caveats described, it is important to also note that the 

assumption that the predicted pulmonary drug concentrations reflect drug 

concentrations at the local site of viral invasion and replication which may not be 

correct. Our modelling framework will be useful in defining optimised dosage regimens 

once ongoing clinical trials begin to readout. If these trials demonstrate efficacy it 

would suggest that lung rather than blood drug concentrations drive efficacy. Under 

these circumstances it may be possible to reduce CQ dosage and durations for this 

priority disease indication which in turn will deliver benefits in terms of drug supply and 

safety for a COVID-19 treatment/prophylactic with the potential for rapid global 

deployment. 
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STUDY HIGHLIGHTS 

• What is the current knowledge on the topic? 

CQ has been shown to exhibit in-vitro anti-viral activity against SARS-CoV-2 and is 
being trialled in patients with COVID-19.  

• What question did this study address? 

Given CQ’s demonstrated in-vitro activity against SARS-CoV-2, does the drug achieve 
systemic and/or lung exposure levels that would allow for the clinical translation of this 
activity in man? 

• What does this study add to our knowledge? 

CQ is unlikely to achieve systemic exposures that would exert any significant anti-viral 
activity given its in-vitro pharmacodynamic profile. However, its pulmonary exposure 
is high enough to allow for safe dosing levels that would achieve significantly 
efficacious pulmonary concentrations.  

• How might this change clinical pharmacology or translational science? 

The study will help elucidate whether the main driver of activity of CQ in man is 
systemic or lung exposure depending on the outcome of ongoing clinical trials. If lung 
exposure is the driver for CQ’s activity, the simulations here show that currently 
suggested dosages can be significantly lowered for therapy or prophylaxis. 
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