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1 Abstract

2 Background The effect of using Angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors (ACEls) and

3 Angiotensin-receptor blockers (ARBs) on the risk of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19)

4 isatopic of recent debate. Although studies have examined the potential association between

5 them, the results remain controversial. This study aims to determine the true effect of

6 ACEI/ARBs use on the risk of infection and clinical outcome of COVID-109.

7 Methods Five electronic databases (PubMed, Web of science, Cochrane library, China

8 National Knowledge Infrastructure database, medRxiv preprint server) were retrieved to find

9 eligible studies. Meta-analysis was performed to examine the association between
10  ACEI/ARBs use and the risk of infection and clinical outcome of COVID-19.
11  Results 22 articles containing 157,328 patients were included. Use of ACEI/ARBs was not
12 associated with increased risk of infection (Adjusted OR: 0.96, 95% ClI: 0.91-1.01, 1°=5.8%)
13 or increased severity (Adjusted OR: 0.90, 95% Cl: 0.77-1.05, 1°=27.6%) of COVID-19. The
14 use of ACEI/ARBs was associated with lower risk of death from COVID-19 (Adjusted OR:
15 0.66, 95% ClI: 0.44-0.99, 1°=57.9%). Similar results of reduced risk of death were also found
16 for ACEI/ARB use in COVID-19 patients with hypertension (Adjusted OR: 0.36, 95% CI:
17 0.17-0.77, 1°=0).
18  Conclusion This study provides evidence that ACEI/ARBSs use for COVID-19 patients does
19  not lead to harmful outcomes and may even provide a beneficial role and decrease mortality
20 from COVID-19. Clinicians should not discontinue ACEI/ARBs for patients diagnosed with

21 COVID-19if they are already on these agents.
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1 Keywords. COVID-19; Angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitor; Angiotensin-receptor

2 blockers; risk; systematic review; meta-analysis.

5 1. Introduction

6 In December 2019, the first case of novel coronavirus disease (COVID-19) caused by
7  the severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) was reported in Wuhan,
8 China[1, 2]. Due to the rapidly increasing number of cases worldwide, on March 11, 2020,
9 the World Health Organization (WHO) declared the COVID-19 outbreak a global pandemic
10  Asof June 3, 2020, there were 6, 287, 771 confirmed cases and 379, 941 deaths globally per
11 WHO [3]. COVID-19 has greatly impacted both professional and personal lives of everyone
12 worldwide.

13 The epidemiological and clinical characteristics of COVID-19 have been well described
14 in previous studies [4, 5]. Hypertension, diabetes and cardiovascular diseases (CVD)
15 including congestive heart failure (CHF) and myocardial infarction are common
16  comorbidities reported in patients with COVID-19 and have been associated with a poor
17 prognosis [5 ~ 6]. Angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors (ACEls) and
18  Angiotensin-receptor blockers (ARBS) are first line anti-hypertensive medications and are
19  included in the guideline-directed therapy for diabetic nephropathy, CHF and myocardial
20 infarction. Angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (ACE2), a membrane-bound aminopeptidase, is

21 widely expressed in certain tissues of human body including lung, intestine, heart, and
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1 kidneys, and it has been shown that the use of ACEIls and ARBs can increase the expression
2 of ACE2 [7, 8]. Furthermore, ACE2 acts as a functional receptor and SARS-CoV-2 utilizes
3 the ACE2 for attachment of its spike protein, in the process of its entrance into cells [9,10].
4  These findings led some investigators to hypothesize that the use of ACEls or ARBs may
5 increasetherisk of infection by SARS-CoV-2 and the severity of COVID-19 [11-13].
6 Several clinical studies have been conducted to test this hypothesis. However, a
7 consensus has not been reached regarding how the use of ACEIs or ARBs affects the outcome
8  of patients with COVID-19. The goal of this meta-analysis is to clarify the effects of ACEls
9 and/or ARBs on theinfection risk, severity, and mortality of COVID-19, hoping to shed more

10  light in the prevention and treatment of the current ongoing pandemic.

11

12 2. Methods

13 This study was conducted and reported according to the Preferred Reporting Items for

14  Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) statement [14].

15

16 2.1 Literaturesearch and data source

17 We searched five electronic databases (PubMed, Web of science, Cochrane library,

18 China National Knowledge Infrastructure database, medRxiv preprint server) to collect

19  relevant studies published until May 20, 2020. The search strategy was established and

20 peformed by two authors. The search terms wused included the following:

21 (angiotensin-converting-enzyme inhibitor OR ACElI OR angiotensin-receptor blockers OR
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1 ARB) AND (coronavirus OR COVID-19 OR SARS-CoV-2). There was no language

2 limitation on the search. All references of included studies were evaluated for additional
3 studies to include as many eligible studies as possible. For retrieved records, we used

4  reference management software (NoteExpress, college version) to save and filter.

6 2.2 Sudy selection

7 First, we reviewed the title and abstract of retrieved studies and excluded irrelevant ones.
8  Then, we read through the full-text of remaining studies and included eligible studies based
9 on our inclusion and exclusion criteria. Our inclusion criteria are as follows: (1) participants
10  were patients diagnosed with COVID-19; (2) patients were reported as having ACEI and/or
11 ARB exposure and non-ACEIl and/or ARB exposure (ACEI use versus non-ACEl use; ARB
12 use versus non-ARB use; ACEI/ARB use versus non-ACEIARB use); (3) at least one of
13 following outcomes of COVID-19 was reported: positive rate/infection rate, hospital
14  admission rate, severity, mortality in groups of ACEIl and/or ARB exposure and non-ACEIl
15  and/or ARB exposure or the association between ACEI and/or ARB exposure and the risk of
16 infection, hospital admission, severity, and death due to COVID-19; (4) the study design was
17  case-control or cohort. Exclusion criteria are as follows: (1) the studies were reviews,
18  case-reports, or animal experiments; (2) studies did not meet the inclusion criteria; (4) The
19  data of interest was not reported; (4) no clear definition or diagnose methods of COVID-19.
20  Two authors (Guangbo Qu and Ligin Shu) conducted the selections independently, and any

21  disagreement was solved through discussion.
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1
2 2.3 Dataextraction and quality assessment
3 Following information was extracted using a standard chart form: first author’s name,

4 number of patients, number of patients in ACEI/ARB exposure (only ACEI exposure, only
5 ARB exposure, either ACElI or ARB exposure) and non-exposure groups, patients
6 characteristics, infection risk, hospital admission, severity, and mortality of patients in each
7 group, odds ratios (ORs) or risk ratios (RRs) or hazard ratio (HRs) of the infection, hospital
8 admission, severity, and mortality of COVID-19.

9 Considering that the included studies were observational studies, the Newcastle-Ottawa
10  Scale (NOS) was used to assess the quality from three aspects: (1) selection of participants;
11 (2) comparability of groups; (3) assessment of exposure and outcome [15]. NOS contained
12 eight items with scores ranging from O to 9 stars. The quality of studies was divided into three
13 categories based on the scores: low quality is 0-3 stars, moderate quality is 4-5 stars, and high
14 quality is 6 stars or above. Two authors (Guangbo Qu and Ligin Shu) assessed quality
15  independently, and disagreement was resolved by consensus.

16

17 3. Satistical analysis

18 Meta-analyses were conducted to assess for associations. Crude and adjusted odds ratios
19  (Crude OR and Adjusted OR), with corresponding 95% confidence intervas, were calculated
20 using the extracted binary data or effect sizes that was reported in all studies. Additionaly, if

21 available, Crude OR and/or Adjusted OR were also calculated to explore the association
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1 between ACEI/ARB use and outcomes of COVID-19 among patients with hypertension. The
2 datistical heterogeneity between studies was identified using the Cochrane’'s Q test and
3  I-square test. Heterogeneity was present if P value of Q test was less than 0.1 or the value of
4 1?was more than 50% [16]. The model for meta-analyses was chosen based on the level of
5 heterogeneity between studies; if obvious heterogeneity was present, then random-effects
6 model was used, otherwise, the fix-effects model was used [17]. Subgroup analysis was
7 conducted based on the characteristics of included studies. Publication bias was identified via
8 Begg's and Egger’s tests. If P value of Begg's and Egger’s tests were more than 0.05, then
9  publication bias is present. Sensitivity analysis was performed by omitting studies one by one
10  to assess the stability of pooled results. All statistical analyses were performed using STATA
11  software (version 14.0) and Review Manager (version 5.3).
12
13 4. Results
14 4.1 Characteristics of included studies
15 After initial search, 477 records were retrieved (PubMed: n=166, Web of science: n=228,
16  Cochrane library: n=9, China National Knowledge Infrastructure database: n=27, medRxiv
17  preprint server: n=41, Other sources: n=6). 27 records were excluded for duplication. After
18  reading the titles and abstracts, 391 records were excluded due to irrelevance. After study
19  selection according to the inclusion and exclusion criteria, 36 articles were excluded and one
20 study was further excluded because it was retracted by the journal. Finaly, 22 articles

21 containing 157,328 patients were included in this meta-analysis [8, 10, 18-37]. The flow chart
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1 of theselection processis displayed in Figure 1.

2 The characteristics of included studies were shown in Table 1. Of included studies, 11
3 were conducted in China[8,16,20,21,22,24,25,27,33,35,36], six were from the United States
4  [19,23,29,32,34,37], two were from Italy [10,30], one from Spain [26], one from United
5 Kingdom [28], and one from Belgium [31]. All, but three, were cohort studies. The sample
6 dze of each study ranged from 42 to 37,031. Multiple comorbidities were reported and all
7  paients in eight of the studies had hypertension [8,18,22,25,27,32,33,37]. Mgjority of the

8  studies were high quality studies. Detailed quality assessment results arein Table S1.

10 4.2ACEI/ARB useand COVID-19 infection

11 Pooled meta-analyses showed that, without adjusting for any confounders, ACEI, ARB,
12 and ACEI/ARB use were not significantly associated with the risk of COVID-19 infection
13 (Crude OR: 1.27, 95% ClI: 0.95-1.69 for ACEI use; Crude OR: 1.07, 95% CI: 0.76-1.50 for
14  ABR use; Crude OR: 1.10, 95% CI: 0.84-1.43 for ACEI/ARB use); however, obvious
15  heterogeneity was present between studies (All 1 >50%) (Table 2, Figure 2). Similarly, after
16  adjusting for confounders, ACEI, ARB, and ACEI/ARB use were not significantly associated
17 with the risk of COVID-19 infection (Adjusted OR: 0.94, 95% ClI: 0.87-1.01, 1°=0 for ACEI
18 use; Adjusted OR: 0.73, 95% ClI: 0.49-1.09, 1°=95.1% for ABR use; Adjusted OR: 0.96, 95%
19 Cl: 0.91-1.01, 1°=5.8% for ACEI/ARB use). Furthermore, subgroup analysis based on
20 different characteristics of studies showed no correlation between the use of ACEI and/or

21 ARB and risk of COVID-19 infection.
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1
2 4.3ACEI/ARB use and hospital admission for COVID-19
3 Pooled meta-analyses showed that patients using ACEI, ARB, and ACEI/ARB had

4  higher risk of hospita admission for COVID-19 compared to patients not using these
5 medications (Adjusted OR: 1.29, 95% CI: 1.07-1.57, 12=62.4% for ACEI use Adjusted OR:
6 1.69, 95% Cl: 1.46-1.96, 1°=0 for ABR use; Adjusted OR: 1.38, 95% Cl: 1.21-1.57, 1°=34.5%

7  for ACEI/ARB use) (Table 2 and Figure 3).

9 4.4ACEI/ARB useand severity of COVID-19

10 Use of ACEI, ARB, and ACEI/ARB was not associated with severity of COVID-19
11 infection for both pooled crude and adjusted OR (Adjusted OR: 0.90, 95% CI: 0.72-1.14,
12 1%=0 for ACEl use; Adjusted OR: 0.91, 95% CI: 0.74-1.13, 12=45.8% for ABR use; Adjusted
13 OR: 0.90, 95% Cl: 0.77-1.05, 1°=27.6% for ACEI/ARB use). Additionally, subgroup analysis
14  based on different characteristics (study design, region, race, study quality) also did not show
15 any significant association (Table 2 and Figure 4). Furthermore, for patients with
16  hypertension, ACEI, ARB, and ACEI/ARB use was not significantly associated with severity
17 of COVID-19 infection (Table S2).

18

19 45ACEI/ARB useand COVID-19 related mortality
20 Only one study reported the association between ACEI and ARB use and risk of death

21 from COVID-19 without adjusting confounders separately (OR: 0.91, 95% CI: 0.38-2.17 for
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1 ACEI use; OR: 0.77, 95% CI: 0.41-1.43 for ABR use) [18]. Only one study reported no

2 dgnificant association between ACEI use and risk of death from COVID-19 (OR: 0.97, 95%
3 CI: 0.69-1.34) [30]. The pooled crude OR showed no significant association between
4 ACEI/ARB use and risk of death from COVID-19 (Crude OR: 0.88, 95% CI: 0.66-1.18,
5 1?=60.9%). However, the pooled adjusted ORs showed that patients on ACEI/ARB had a
6 lower risk of death from COVID-19 (Adjusted OR: 0.66, 95% ClI: 0.44-0.99, 1>=57.9%). No
7  study reported the association between ARB use and the risk of death from COVID-19 (Table
8 2 and Figure 5). Furthermore, subgroup analysis on studies from China or studies of Asian
9 population found that ACEI/ARB use was associated with a lower risk of death from
10 COVID-19. For patients with hypertension, ACEI/ARB use also was associated with a lower
11 risk of death from COVID-19 (Adjusted OR: 0.36, 95% Cl: 0.17-0.77, 1?=0) (Table S3).

12

13 4.6 Publication bias and results of sensitivity analysis

14 There was no significant publication bias among meta-analyses with two or more studies
15  included (All P values were more than 0.05) based on Begg's and Egger’s tests (Table $4).
16  Sengtivity analysis showed that no study had significant impact on the stability of pooled
17  results from meta-analyses.

18

19 5. Discussion

20 The effect of ACEI/ARB use on COVID-19 patients has been a controversial topic since

21 the beginning of this pandemic. Based on prior studies on the effect of ACEI/ARBs on ACE2
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1 expression [7, 38, 39], it was initially hypothesized that increased expression of ACE2 from
2 ACEI/ARB may increase the risk of SARS-COV-2 entrance into respiratory epithelial cells
3 through binding to the structural transmembrane ACE2 receptor. Therefore, ACEI/ARB may
4 theoretically increase the susceptibility of infection and lead to worse outcomes from
5 COVID-19 [11, 40]. However, even though elevated expression of ACE2 caused by
6 ACEI/ARB use has been found in animal studies [7, 38, 39], no evidence has indicated
7  dmilar effects in human studies. Many studies have been published in the recent months
8  attempting to better understand the effects of ACEI/ARB in COVID-19 patients [8, 10, 19, 29,
9 30].
10 Our systematic review and meta-analysis shows that ACEI/ARBs use is not significantly
11  associated with increased infection risk and severity of COVID-19 and is actually associated
12 with adecreased risk of death from COVID-19. However, it does lead to an increased risk of
13 hospital admissions. The increased risk of hospitalization admissions in patients on
14  ACEI/ARB should be interpreted with caution because in the included studies, residual
15  confounding factors such as comorbidities like CVD were not well adjusted for [19, 30].
16  Patients who are taking ACEI/ARB likely have underlying cardiovascular comorbidities and
17  prior studies demonstrated that patient comorbidities including hypertension and CVD are
18 associated with severe COVID-19 infections, requiring hospitalization, and increased
19  mortality [41, 42]. Therefore, additional large, prospective, randomized studies are needed to
20 better characterize the effect of ACEI/ARB use on rate of hospitalization of COVID-19

21 pétients.
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1 Interestingly, the pooled crude ORs did not show significant association between
2 ACEI/ARB use and the risk of death from COVID-19, but after pooling the adjusted ORs,
3  ACEI/ARB use was associated with a decreased risk of death from COVID-19 in all patients
4 and in those with hypertension. However, the crude OR did not found a significant
5 association of ACEI use and the risk of death from COVID-19. This difference seen bet the
6 crude and adjusted ORs is likely because some important confounders were adjusted for
7  adjusted ORs, which may reflect the true association between ACEI/ARB use and risk of
8 death from COVID-19. Additionally, none of the studies reported the association between
9 ARB useand risk of death from COVID-19; therefore, pooled adjusted OR for ARBs was not
10  caculated.

11 ACEI/ARBs are commonly used in the treatment of hypertension and CHF to inhibit
12 Angiotensin Il and downregulate the Renin-angiotensin-aldosterone system (RAAS) [43].
13 The decreased risk of death is likely due to continued management of patients’ existing
14 underlying diseases as poorly controlled hypertension and CHF are both associated with
15  worse outcomes in COVID-19 patients [44]. Additionally, the anti-inflammatory and
16  immune-modulatory properties of ACEI/ARBs may also explain their protective effect.
17  Heightened inflammatory response is an important factor leading to adverse outcomes of
18 COVID-19 patients [45]. Previously, it has been shown that Angiotensin Il increases
19  expression of inflammatory cytokines via activation of Angiotensin Il receptor type 1 (AT1R)
20 [46]. ACEI/ARB decreases the level of Angiotensin II, potentially attenuating the

21 inflammatory response. Additionally, ACEI/ARB reduces T-cell depletion in peripheral blood
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1 and inhibits dendritic cell maturation and Thl and Th17 cell polarization, resulting in a more
2 potent immune system [47]. This hypothesis is supported in the study by Meng et al, in which
3 it was demonstrated that ACEI/ARB use in COVID-19 patients was associated with lower
4 |L-6level, increased CD3 and CD8 T-cell counts, and decreased peak viral load [25].
5 This systemic review and meta-analysis comprehensively explored the effect of
6 ACEI/ARB use on infection risk and different clinical outcomes related to COVID-19. Our
7  study is consistent with results from prior studies on this topic, where they also demonstrated
8 that ACEI/ARB use does not increase the severity of COVID-19 infection and decreases
9 mortality [48-50]. Additionally, we aso included information not available in previous
10  systemic reviews such as the association between ACEI/ARB use and hospitalization due to
11 COVID-19. This study helps to shed light into the current debate on the use of ACEI/ARBs
12 in patients with COVID-19 and demonstrates that ACEI/ARB use does not lead to increased
13 risk of COVID-19 infection and may even decrease the risk of death from COVID-19. The
14 results from this study supports the joint statement from American Heart Association (AHA),
15  Heart Failure Society of America (HFSA) and American College of Cardiology (ACC) and
16  the statement from the European Society of Cardiology (ESC) Council on Hypertension that
17  patients with COVID-19 taking ACEI/ARBs should continue their treatment [51].
18 A few limitations present in our study should be noted. First, all the studies included are
19  observational studies, making it difficult to infer accurate causation. Second, no data was
20 provided regarding the dose and exposure duration of ACEI/ARBS; therefore, we could not

21 determinate whether COVID-19 infection is affected by the dose and duration of ACEI/ARBSs
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1 exposure. Third, beta blockers can also prevent ACE2 activity [52], therefore, the effect of
2 ACEI/ARB use may be underestimated for patients with CVD who aso take beta blockers.
3 Findly, given that some important confounders (such as comorbidities) have not been
4  adjusted for in the included studies, the true association between ACEI/ARB use and the risk

5  of hospitalization could not be well inferred.

7  Conclusion

8 In conclusion, ACEI/ARB use does not affect the risk and severity of COVID-19
9 infection and actualy leads to a decreased mortality from COVID-19. The effect of
10 ACEI/ARB use on hospitalization needs to be further assessed with adjusting for potential
11 confounders. The potential protective role of ACEI/ARB supports the recommendation that
12 these agents should not be discontinued for COVID-19 patientsif they are already on them.

13
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1 Figurelegends

2 Figure 1. How diagram of study selection for this systematic review and meta-analysis.

3 Figure 2. Pooled results of meta-analyses for the association between ACEI/ARB use and risk
4  of COVID-19 infection. (A) Pooled crude OR for the comparison between ACEI use versus

5 non-ACEl use; (B) Pooled crude OR for the comparison between ARB use versus non-ARB

6 use; (C) Pooled crude OR for the comparison between ACEI/ARB use versus

7 non-ACEI/ARB use; (D) Pooled adjusted OR for the comparison between ACEI use versus
8 non-ACEl use; (E) Pooled adjusted OR for the comparison between ARB use versus
9 non-ARB use; (F) Pooled adjusted OR for the comparison between ACEI/ARB use versus
10  non-ACEI/ARB use.

11 Figure 3. Pooled results of meta-analyses for the association between ACEI/ARB use and risk
12 of hospital admission for COVID-19. (A) Pooled adjusted OR for the comparison between
13 ACEI use versus non-ACEl use; (B) Pooled adjusted OR for the comparison between ARB
14  use versus non-ARB use; (C) Pooled adjusted OR for the comparison between ACEI/ARB
15  use versus non-ACEI/ARB use.

16  Figure 4. Pooled results of meta-analyses for the association between ACEI/ARB use and risk
17  of severity of COVID-19 infection. (A) Pooled crude OR for the comparison between ACEI
18  use versus non-ACEl use; (B) Pooled crude OR for the comparison between ARB use versus
19  non-ARB use; (C) Pooled crude OR for the comparison between ACEI/ARB use versus
20 non-ACEI/ARB use; (D) Pooled adjusted OR for the comparison between ACEI use versus

21 non-ACEl use; (E) Pooled adjusted OR for the comparison between ARB use versus
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non-ARB use; (F) Pooled adjusted OR for the comparison between ACEI/ARB use versus

non-ACEI/ARB use.

Figure 5. Pooled results of meta-analyses for the association between ACEI/ARB use and risk
of death from COVID-19. (A) Pooled crude OR for the comparison between ACEI/ARB use
versus non-ACEI/ARB use; (B) Pooled adjusted OR for the comparison between ACEI/ARB

use versus non-ACEI/ARB use.

Tables
Table 1. Characteristics of included studies.
Table 2. Meta-analysis on the association between ACEI/ARB use and risk of infection,

hospital admission, severity, and death of COVID-19.
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Table 1. Characteristics of included studies.

First ACEI/ARB Non-ACEI/ARB Diagnostic criteriaof Reported associ aion
Year Region Race Study design  Totd Age (years) Mae/Femde Comorbidity Comparison groups Qudity
author exposure exposure COVID-19 outcome

ACEI vs Non-ACEl;
Hypertension (100%); Cerebrovascular disease (18.8%);

ARB vs Non-ARB;
The diagnosis and treatment  Coronary heart disease(17.1%) ; Heart failure(2.8%); Diabetes
Retrospective ACEI vs Other drugs;
Li J[18] 2020 China Asian 362 115 247 66.0(59.0-73.0) 189/173 scheme for COVID-19 of (35.1%); Digestive disorder(21.5%); Respiratory Severity anddeathrisk ~ Moderate
cohort ARB vs Other drugs
Chinese (5th edition). disease(5.0%); Neurological disease(10.5%); Solid
ACEIl vs ARB

tumor(3.0%); Chronic renal disease(9.7%)
ACEI/ARB vs Non-ACEI/ARB

Diabetegn=86); Coronary artery disease(n=58); Hypertension ACEI vs Non-ACEl;
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Table 2. Meta-analysis on the association between ACEI/ARB use and risk of infection, hospital admission, severity, and death of COVID-19.

Number
Crude Number of  Adjusted
Subgroup of 95%Cl P 12(%) Model i 95%Cl P 12(%) Model
Sudies OR studies OR

Subgroup Analysisfor Risk of Infection
ACEI usevsnon-ACEIl use

Overall 4 127 095 169 0.103 919 R 4 0.94 087 101 0.106 0 F
Study design
Case-control 2 116 1.08 124 <0.001 122 F 2 0.96 086 106 0.381 0 F
Cohort 2 144 092 224 0108 930 R 2 0.91 08 103 0.139 0 F
Region
China 1 0.72 03 172 0461 NA NA 1 0.65 027 16 0348 NA NA
Italy 1 116 1.08 124 <0.001 NA NA 1 0.96 087 107 0439 NA NA
United States 2 144 092 224 0.108 930 R 2 0.91 08 103 0.139 0 F
Race
Asian 1 0.72 03 172 0461 NA NA 1 0.65 027 16 0348 NA NA
Mixed 2 144 092 224 0.108 930 R 2 0.91 08 103 0.139 0 F
Unknown 1 116 1.08 124 <0.001 NA NA 1 0.96 087 107 0439 NA NA
Quality
High 4 127 095 169 0.103 919 R 3 0.94 087 1.03 0.192 0 F
Moderate 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA 1 0.89 072 110 0281 NA NA
ARB usevsnon-ARB use
Overall 4 107 076 150 0.709 957 R 4 0.73 049 109 0120 951 R
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Sudy design
Case-control 2 080 0.35
Cohort 2 140 0.93
Region
China 1 052 040
Italy 1 120 112
United States 2 140 0.93
Race
Asian 1 052 040
Mixed 2 140 0.93
Unknown 1 120 112
Quality
High 4 107 0.76
Moderate 0 NA NA
ACEI/ARB use vs non-ACEI/ARB use
Overall 7 110 o084
Sudy design
Case-control 2 081 038
Cohort 5 131 096
Region
China 3 0.75 047
United States 2 146 0.93
Belgium 1 152 0.64

181
210

0.68
129
210

0.68
210
1.29

1.50
NA

143

1.74
177

121
2.29
3.61

0.59
0.107

<0.001
<0.001
0.107

<0.001
0.107
<0.001

0.709
NA

0.488

0.583
0.089

0.241
0.096
0.343

97.0
89.5

NA
NA
895

NA
895
NA

95.7
NA

88.6

97.0
71.8

70.2
90.3
NA

NA
NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

0.48
1.03

0.24
0.95
1.03

0.24
1.03
0.95

0.64
1.09

0.96

0.66
0.97

0.36
0.97
272

33

0.13
091

0.17
0.86
0.91

0.17
0.91
0.86

0.38
0.87

091

0.26
0.89

0.14
0.89
0.42

1.86
1.16

0.34
1.05
1.16

0.34
1.16
1.05

1.06
1.37

101

1.68
1.05

0.93
1.05
17.74

0.289
0.688

<0.001
0.314
0.688

<0.001
0.688
0.314

0.083
0.457

0.142

0.387
0.425

0.035
0.398
0.296

98.2

NA

NA

NA

NA

96.6
NA

5.8

75.3

NA

NA

NA
NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

* 3SUB2I| [euoeWIBIU| 0 AN-DN-AG-DD € Japun 3|qejiene apeuw si |

‘Aimadiad ur uudaid ayy Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e AIxygpaw pajuelb sey oym ‘lapunyioyine ayl si (mainal 1aad Ag paljiliad 10U sem yaiym)

wiudaud siyi 1oy Japjoy ybuAdod ayl '0z0z ‘0T AInc paisod uoisian sIy) {2 T/ T02°20°20°0202/TOTT 0T/Bl0 10p//:sdny :10p Juudaid Axypaw


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.02.20144717
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

34
Italy 1 118 112 124 <0.001 NA NA 0.96 089 103 0273 NA NA
Race
Asian 3 075 047 121 0241 702 R 0.36 014 093 0.035 NA NA
Mixed 2 146 093 229 0.09% 903 R 0.97 089 105 0425 0 F
Unknown 2 118 112 124 <0.001 0 F 0.96 089 103 0273 NA NA
Quality
High 6 11 0.83 144 0515 905 R 0.96 091 102 0152 244 F
Moderate 1 115 039 337 0799 NA NA 0.97 081 116 0.733 NA NA
Subgroup Analysisfor Risk of Hospital Admission
ACEI usevsnon-ACEI use
Overall NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 129 107 157 0009 624 R
Study design
Case-control NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 1.13 097 131 0111 NA NA
Cohort NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 1.46 106 202 0021 579 R
Region
Italy NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 1.30 111 152 0.001 NA NA
United States NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 184 122 278 0.004 NA NA
Spain NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 113 097 131 0111 NA NA
Race
Mixed NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 184 122 278 0.004 NA NA
Unknown NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 121 109 135 0.001 382 F
Quality
High NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 121 109 135 0.001 382 F
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Moderate NA NA
ARB usevsnon-ARB use
Overall NA NA
Study design
Case-control NA NA
Cohort NA NA
Region
United States NA NA
Spain NA NA
Race
Mixed NA NA
Unknown NA NA
Quality
High NA NA
Moderate NA NA
ACEI/ARB use vs non-ACEI/ARB use
Overall NA NA
Study design
Case-control NA NA
Cohort NA NA
Region
United States NA NA
Spain NA NA

NA

NA
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NA

NA
NA
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NA
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NA

NA
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NA
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NA

NA
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NA

NA

NA
NA

NA
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NA

NA

NA
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NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
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NA

NA
NA

NA
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NA
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NA
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NA
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NA
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NA
NA

NA

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

184

1.69

1.70
161

161
1.70

161
1.70

1.70
161

1.38

1.39
1.45

159
1.39
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1.46

1.46
1.04

1.04
1.46

1.04
1.46

1.46
1.04

121

0.93
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1.03
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278

1.96

1.99
2.50
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1.99
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1.99

1.99
25

157

2.07
1.88

244
2.07

0.004

<0.001

<0.001
0.033

0.033
<0.001

0.033
<0.001

<0.001
0.033

<0.001

0.107
0.006

0.035
0.107

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA
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NA
56.3
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NA

NA

NA
NA
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NA
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High 2 134
Moderate 3 0.73
ARB usevsnon-ARB use
Overall 5 0.75
Study design
Case-control 1 0.83
Cohort 4 0.70
Region
China 3 0.48
Italy 1 0.83
United States 1 1.76
Race
Asian 3 0.48
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Quality
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Study design
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0.498
0.413

0.723
0.128
NA

0.723
0.128
NA

0.594
0.052

0.197

0.578
0.239

NA

458

NA
712

NA

48.1

NA

NA

48.1

NA

NA

276

NA
50.8

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA
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38
Region
China 8 061 034 109 0.093 738 R 2 0.53 017 163 0.269 550 R
United States 1 187 162 216 <0.001 NA NA 1 0.93 079 109 0377 NA NA
Belgium 1 079 029 216 0647 NA NA 1 0.48 011 213 0334 NA NA
Italy 1 087 071 106 0173 NA NA 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA
Race
Asian 8 061 034 109 0.093 738 R 2 0.53 017 163 0.269 550 R
Mixed 1 187 162 216 <0.001 NA NA 1 0.93 079 109 0377 NA NA
Unknown 2 087 071 106 0.154 0 F 0.48 011 213 0334 NA NA
Quality
High 4 105 059 188 0.860 926 R 3 0.92 079 107 0.279 0 F
Moderate 7 059 030 117 0129 775 R 1 0.25 006 101 0052 NA NA
Subgroup Analysisfor Risk of Death
ACEI usevsnon-ACEl use
Overall 2 051 019 138 0.18 746 R 2 0.52 015 182 0307 938 R
Sudy design
Case-control 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA
Cohort 2 051 019 138 0.18 746 R 2 0.52 015 182 0307 938 R
Region
China 1 091 038 218 0832 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Italy 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA 0.97 070 135 0857 NA NA
Multiple areas 1 033 020 054 <0.001 NA NA 0.27 0.16 046 <0.001 NA NA

Race
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Asian 1
Mixed 1
Unknown 0
Quality
High 1
Moderate 1
ARB usevsnon-ARB use
Overall 2
Study design
Case-control 0
Cohort 2
Region
China
Multiple areas 1
Race
Asian 1
Mixed 1
Quality
High 1
Moderate 1
ACEI/ARB use vs non-ACEI/ARB use
Overall 11
Study design

091
0.33
NA

0.33
091

11

NA
11

0.77
123

0.77
123

1.23
0.77

0.87

0.38
0.20
NA

0.20
0.38

0.81

NA
0.81

0.41
0.87

0.41
0.87

0.87
0.41

0.66

218
0.54
NA

0.54
218

1.49

NA
1.49

144
174

144
174

1.74
144

115

0.832
<0.001
NA

<0.001
0.832

0.531

NA
0.531

0412
0.242

0412
0.242

0.242
0412

0.322

NA
NA
NA

NA
NA

395

NA
395

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

57.0

NA
NA
NA

NA
NA

NA

NA

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
0.27
0.97

0.52
NA

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

0.51

39
NA
0.16

0.70

0.15
NA

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

0.31

NA
0.46
1.35

1.82
NA

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

0.84

NA
<0.001
0.857

0.307
NA

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

0.009

NA
NA
NA

93.8
NA

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

784

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA
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Case-control
Cohort
Region
China
United States
United Kingdom
Multiple areas
Italy
Race
Asian
Mixed
Unknown
Quality
High
Moderate

0

O P kP WO

A O

NA
0.87

0.74
1.05
0.83
0.65
NA

0.74
1.06
0.66

0.88
0.73

NA
0.66

0.42
0.61
0.64
0.18
NA

0.42
0.76
0.51

0.59
0.59

NA
115

1.30
1.82
1.07
2.34
NA

1.30
1.50
0.86

134
0.92

NA
0.322

0.299
0.866
0.155
0.510
NA

0.299
0.719
0.002

0571
0.006

NA
57.0

325
85.6
NA
NA
NA

325
56.9
NA

759
239

NA

NA
NA
NA

NA

F Pk P ON (63}

NN

NA
0.51

0.36
NA
0.63
0.27
0.97

0.36
043
0.97

051
NA

40

NA
0.31

0.17
NA

047
0.16
0.70

0.17
0.19
0.70

031
NA

NA
0.84

0.77
NA

0.84
0.46
135

0.77
0.97
135

0.84
NA

NA
0.009

0.009
NA
0.002
<0.001
0.857

0.009
0.043
0.857

0.009
NA

NA
784

NA
NA
NA
NA

86.8

NA

784
NA

NA

NA
NA
NA
NA

NA

NA
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Selection Screening Identification

Inclusion

Records identified from five

Records identified through

electronic database (n=471) other sources (n=6)

-
27 records were excluded for duplicated

publications

\_

~N

J

Waiting for screening the title and
abstract of articles (n=450)

4 )

391 records were excluded

\4

Waiting for viewing the full-text of
articles (n=59)

for irrelevant, review, or
case report

\_ J

\

4 )

37 records were excluded

\4

22 articles were included for systematic
review and meta-analysis

according to the study
selection certia.

J
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A

Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE
Mancia G 2020 0.148 0.035
Rentsch CT 2020 0.582 0.065
Reynolds HR 2020 0.131 0.1
Yan H 2020 -0.329 0.445
Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.07; Chi? = 37.36, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I*> = 92%

Test for overall effect: Z=1.62 (P =0.10)

B

Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE
Mancia G 2020 0.182 0.036
Rentsch CT 2020 0.531 0.058
Reynolds HR 2020 0.113 0.122
Yan H 2020 -0.654 0.139
Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.11; Chi? = 70.07, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I = 96%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.37 (P = 0.71)

C

Weight
32.3%
30.9%
28.6%

8.2%

100.0%

Weight
26.8%
26.3%
23.9%
23.1%

100.0%

Odds Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

Odds Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

Odds Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

1.16 [1.08, 1.24]
1.79 [1.58, 2.03] u
1.14 [0.94, 1.39]
0.72[0.30, 1.72]

1.27 [0.95, 1.69]

001 0.1 1 10
Favours experimental

Odds Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

Favours control

100

1.20 [1.12, 1.29] .
1.70 [1.52, 1.91] u
1.12[0.88, 1.42]

0.52 [0.40, 0.68] -

1.07 [0.76, 1.50]

001 0.1 1 10
Favours experimental

100

Favours control

Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
De Spiegeleer A 2020 0.419 0.442 6.4% 1.52 [0.64, 3.62] T
Mancia G 2020 0.166 0.026 20.5% 1.18 [1.12, 1.24] l:
Rentsch CT 2020 0.157 0.089 18.9% 1.17 [0.98, 1.39]
Reynolds HR 2020 0.615 0.112 18.0% 1.85[1.49, 2.30] i
Yan H 2020 -0.616 0.133 17.1% 0.54 [0.42, 0.70] -
Yang G 2020 -0.062 0.192 14.5% 0.94 [0.65, 1.37] -
Zeng Z 2020 0.14 0.548 4.6% 1.15[0.39, 3.37] -1
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.10 [0.84, 1.43] ?

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.09; Chi? = 52.27, df = 6 (P < 0.00001); I> = 89%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.69 (P = 0.49)

0.01 0.1 1 10
Favours experimental

Favours control

100

D

Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE
Mancia G 2020 -0.041 0.053
Mehta N 2020 -0.117 0.108
Reynolds HR 2020 -0.083 0.08
Yan H 2020 -0.431 0.459

Total (95% Cl)
Heterogeneity: Chi2=1.12,df=3 (P =0.77); I =
Test for overall effect: Z=1.61 (P =0.11)

E

Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE
Mancia G 2020 -0.051 0.051
Mehta N 2020 0.086 0.116
Reynolds HR 2020 0 0.074
Yan H 2020 -1.427 0177

Total (95% CI)

Odds Ratio

IV, Fixed, 95% CI

0.01
Favours experimental

0.1

1

Favours control

Odds Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

10

100

Odds Ratio
Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
59.1% 0.96 [0.87, 1.06]
14.2% 0.89[0.72, 1.10]
259% 0.92]0.79, 1.08]
0.8% 0.65[0.26, 1.60]
100.0% 0.94 [0.86, 1.01]
0%
Odds Ratio
Weight IV, Random, 95% CI
26.6% 0.95 [0.86, 1.05]
24.8% 1.09 [0.87, 1.37]
26.1% 1.00 [0.86, 1.16]
22.4% 0.24 [0.17, 0.34]
100.0% 0.73 [0.49, 1.08]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.15; Chi? = 61.42, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I*> = 95%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.55 (P = 0.12)

F

Favours experimental

0.01

0.1

1

10

100

Favours control

Study or Subgroup log[] SE Weight IV, Fixed. 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI

De Spiegeleer A 2020 1.001 0.957 0.1% 2.72[0.42,17.76] i

Mancia G 2020 -0.041 0.037 56.5% 0.96[0.89, 1.03]

Mehta N 2020 -0.03 0.089 9.8% 0.97[0.82, 1.16]

Rentsch CT 2020 -0.02 0.116 5.8% 0.98[0.78, 1.23]

Reynolds HR 2020 -0.041 0.053 27.5% 0.96[0.87, 1.06]

Yan H 2020 -1.022 0486 0.3% 0.36[0.14, 0.93] -

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.96 [0.91, 1.01]

Heterogeneity: Chiz = 5.31, df = 5 (P = 0.38); I2 = 6% ‘0.0 » oi ; 1‘0 " 00‘

Test for overall effect: Z =1.48 (P = 0.14)

Favours experimental

Favours control
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A Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup _log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% ClI

de Abajo FJ 2020 0.122 0.077 42.4% 1.13[0.97, 1.31]

Giorgi Rossi P 2020 0.262 0.079 41.8% 1.30 [1.11, 1.52] m

Mehta N 2020 0.61 0211 15.8% 1.84 [1.22, 2.78] -

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.29 [1.07, 1.57] ¢

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.02; Chi? = 5.32, df = 2 (P = 0.07); I> = 62% ‘0 o 0‘ 1 : 1‘0 ” 00‘

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.62 (P = 0.009) Favours experimental Favours control
B Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup _ log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI

de Abajo FJ 2020 0.531 0.079 88.9% 1.70[1.46, 1.99]

Mehta N 2020 0.476 0.224 11.1% 1.61[1.04, 2.50] Bl

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.69 [1.46, 1.96] ¢

Heterogeneity: Chiz = 0.05, df =1 (P =0.82); I’ = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z =7.05 (P < 0.00001) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours experimental Favours control

C Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Ci
de Abajo FJ 2020 0.329 0.204 10.1% 1.39[0.93, 2.07]

Giorgi Rossi P 2020 0.262 0.079 67.6% 1.30[1.11, 1.52]

Mehta N 2020 0.658 0.172 14.3% 1.93[1.38, 2.71] -
Rentsch CT 2020 0.215 0.23 8.0% 1.24[0.79, 1.95] T
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.38 [1.21, 1.57] ¢

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 4.61, df = 3 (P = 0.20); I = 35%

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.95 (P < 0.00001) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours experimental Favours control
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A

Odds Ratio Odds Ratio Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI §t!!d!! or §!!bgr§!!n |§g[Qdd§ RQIIQ] §E ngght IV. Fixed. 95% CI IV. Fix 95% Cl
Feng Y 2020 -1.427 1076 4.3% 0.24 [0.03, 1.98] - .
Li J 2020 -0.128 0.357 20.1% 0.88[0.44, 1.77] B Reynolds HR 2020 -0.105 0119 98.5% 0.90 [0.71, 1.14]
Liu'Y 2020 -0.562 0.718  8.4% 0.57 [0.14, 2.33] 1 Yan H 2020 0207 0.952 1.5% 1.23[0.19,7.95] )
Mancia G 2020 -0.094 0.143 32.6% 0.91[0.69, 1.20] L
Reynolds HR 2020 0.489 0.101 34.7% 1.63 [1.34, 1.99] o Total (95% C) 1000% 090 [0.72, 1.44]
ota (] Jh U Jd2, 1,

Lotal o ? I)T 0.15; Chiz=16.21, df = 4 (P10(()).(C))‘?3) | 17.21/[0.63, v ' ' ' neterogenetly: GIF={, 1, ot={P=0.1o); =% | 0{1 1I 1=0 100=

eterogeneity: Tau? = 0.15; Chi? = 16.21, df = =0. i P=75% ’ ' ) ' ' :

0.01 0.1 1 10 100 7= =
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.02 (P = 0.98) Favours experimental Favours control Tetfor averail efect: 2 =0.851F = 0.40) Favours experimental ~ Favours control
Odds Ratio Odds Ratio Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup  log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI Study or Subgroup _ log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight [V, Fixed, 95% ClI IV, Fixed, 95% ClI
Feng Y 2020 -1.427 0372 17.9% 0.24 [0.12, 0.50] " _ Liu'Y 2020 -1.386 0.713 2.3% 0.25[0.06, 1.01]
Li J 2020 0.199 0.249 20.8% 1.22[0.75, 1.99] 7
L2020 e s M ke L Reynolds HR 2020 0041 0115 89.7% 096 [0.77, 1.20] _!_
Mancia G 2020 -0.186 0.142 22.9% 0.83 [0.63, 1.10] - Yan H 2020 -0.261 0.385 8.0% 0.77[0.36, 1.64]
Reynolds HR 2020 0.565 0.091 23.5% 1.76 [1.47, 2.10] =
rotal (95% O 100.0% 075 (041,130 - Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 0.91[0.74, 1.13] ﬁ

otal (95% 0% 75[0.41, 1. o Ohi2 = - — 12 = ARO ; T } {
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.41; Chi2 = 48.85, df = 4 (P < 0.00001); I = 92% =0 o 0=1 ! 1:0 100: ?etf;ogeneltyl-l C?fl t- ;6_802‘3 |2: (_P0 401.16), 12 = 46% " R P——
Test for overall effect: Z=0.91 (P = 0.36) Eavours expe'rimenta| Faveurs coritrol est for overall eflect: 2= 0.83 (P = 0.41) Favours experimental Favours control
Study or Subgroup log[] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
De Spiegeleer A2020  -0.236 0.514  8.2% 0.79[0.29, 2.16] = Study or Subgroup log[] SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed. 95% Cl
Feng Y 2020 -1.561 0.568  7.4% 0.21[0.07, 0.64] _ |
Huang Z 2020 -0.777 0.651  6.4% 0.46 [0.13, 1.65] — 1 De Spiegeleer A2020  -0.734 0.76  1.1% 0.480.11,2.13]
Li J 2020 0.104 0.227 13.2% 1.11[0.71, 1.73] T Liu'Y 2020 1386 0.713  1.2% 0.25[0.06, 1.01] = = |
Liu Y 2020 -0.916 0411  9.9% 0.40[0.18, 0.90] =
Mancia G 2020 -0.139 0.102 15.0% 0.87 [0.71, 1.06] = Reynolds HR 2020 -0.073 0.082 92.8% 0.93[0.79, 1.09] .
Peng YD 2020 -0.062 0.692 5.9% 0.94 [0.24, 3.65] -1 Yan H 2020 0.198 0.357 4.9% 0.82[0.41, 1.65] —
Reynolds HR 2020 0.626 0.075 15.3% 1.87 [1.61, 2.17] = ’
Yang G 2020 -0.315 0.392 10.2% 0.73[0.34, 1.57] =
Zeng Z 2020 09 0491 8.5% 2.46 [0.94, 6.44] r Total (95% C|) 100.0% 0.90 [0.77, 1.05] ‘

. \ l ] l ]

Total (95% CI) 100.0%  0.86 [0.57, 1.31] ﬁ Heterogeneity: Chi? = 4.13, df = 3 (P = 0.25); [*=27% '0 0 0' 1 1 1'0 | 00‘

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.29; Chi? = 65.51, df = 9 (P < 0.00001); I*> = 86% =0 01

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.68 (P = 0.50)

D

Favours experimental

0.1 1 10
Favours control

100 Test for overall effect: Z = 1.30 (P = 0.19)

Favours experimental Favours control
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A

Study or Subgroup

Odds Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

Odds Ratio

log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight [V, Random, 95% CI

-0.094 0.444 43.5%
-1.109 0.253 56.5%

0.91 [0.38, 2.17]
0.33 [0.20, 0.54]

Li J 2020

Mehra MR 2020 i

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.51 [0.19, 1.38]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.38; Chi? = 3.95, df = 1 (P = 0.05); I = 75% :

Test for ovef¥ifRffeefeFint qoggtags 0. qrg 0.1101/2020.07.02.20144717; this version posted 909/110 2&0 The copy% ht hoIder?cQ this pflegpnt
P? hich'was hot certified by peer’review) is the author/funder, who has granted s Iexpernme ﬁéammurs ioqrtpetuity.
r r 1 Rati E_ Weigh

Odds Ratio
1V, Fixed, 95% CI

Odds Ratio
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .
Li J 2020 -0.261 0.319 23.5%

Mehra MR 2020 0.207 0.177 76.5%

0.77 [0.41, 1.44]
1.23[0.87, 1.74]

Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 1.10 [0.81, 1.49]
Heterogeneity: Chi2 = 1.65, df = 1 (P = 0.20); I = 39% * * - ‘ :

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Test for overall sffect: 2= 0.63 (P =0.59) Favours experimental Favours control

Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Andrew Ip 2020 -0.416 0.133 19.3% 0.66 [0.51, 0.86] -
Bean DM 2020 -0.186 0.131 19.4% 0.83 [0.64, 1.07] =t
Guo T 2020 0.531 0.506 5.8% 1.70 [0.63, 4.58] T
Huang Z 2020 -1.273 1.636 0.7% 0.28 [0.01, 6.91]
Li J 2020 -0.274 0.282 121% 0.76 [0.44, 1.32] =
Mehra MR 2020 -0.431 0.654 3.9% 0.65[0.18, 2.34] - |
Mehta N 2020 0.525 0.401 8.1% 1.69[0.77, 3.71] T
Meng J 2020 1535 1.66 0.7% 4.64 [0.18, 120.13] >
Richardson S 2020 0.231 0.135 19.2% 1.26 [0.97, 1.64] ™
Zeng Z 2020 -0.431 0.866 2.4% 0.65[0.12, 3.55] - -
Zhang P 2020 -0.994 0.392 8.3% 0.37[0.17, 0.80] -
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.87 [0.66, 1.15]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.09; Chi? = 23.27, df = 10 (P = 0.010); ? =57% : ' . J y

” b 001 0.1 1 10 100
Test for overall eflect: 2 = 0.99 (P = 0.32) Favours experimental Favours control

Study or Subgroup

Odds Ratio
IV, Random, 95% Cli

Odds Ratio

log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight 1V, Random, 95% Ci

Giorgi Rossi P 2020 -0.03 0.169 51.3% 0.97 [0.70, 1.35]

Mehra MR 2020 -1.309 0.269 48.7% 0.27 [0.16, 0.46] i
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.52 [0.15, 1.82]

PP 2 — ; 2 = = - |12 = 049 I } 1 } i
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.77; Chi? = 16.21, df = 1 (P < 0.0001); I? = 94% 0.01 01 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z=1.02 (P =0.31)

E

Favours experimental Favours control

Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE Weight 1V, Random, 95% ClI IV, Random, 95% CI
Bean DM 2020 -0.462 0.148 27.3% 0.63[0.47, 0.84] -
Giorgi Rossi P 2020 -0.03 0.169 26.6% 0.97 [0.70, 1.35]
Mehra MR 2020 -1.309 0.269 22.6% 0.27 [0.16, 0.46] —=
Yang G 2020 -1.139 0.784  7.9% 0.32[0.07, 1.49] —=
Zhang P 2020 -0.994 0454 15.5% 0.37 [0.15, 0.90] —=—
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.51 [0.31, 0.84] <&
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.22; Chi? = 18.57, df = 4 (P = 0.0010); I> = 78% ‘0.0 ’ of " g 1‘0 ; 00’

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.62 (P = 0.009)

Favours experimental

Favours control
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