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Abstract

While systemic corticosteroids quicken patient recovery during acute exacerbations of COPD,
they also have many adverse effects. The optimal duration of corticosteroid administration
remains uncertain. We performed a systematic review and meta-analysis to compare patient
outcomes between short- (7 day) and long- (>7 day) corticosteroid regimens in adults with
acute exacerbations of COPD.

MEDLINE, EMBASE, CENTRAL, and hand searches were used to identify eight eligible RCTs
and three retrospective cohort studies. Risk of bias was assessed using the Cochrane RoB 2.0
tool and ROBINS-I. Data were summarized as odds ratios (ORs) or mean differences (MDs)
whenever possible and qualitatively described otherwise.

A total of 11532 participants were included, with 1296 eligible for meta-analyses. Heterogeneity
was present in the methodology and settings of the studies. The OR for mortality was 0.76 (95%
Cl=0.40-1.44, n=1055). The MD for hospital length-of-stay was -0.91 days (95% Cl=-1.81—-0.02
days, n=421). The OR for re-exacerbations was 1.31 (95% CI1=0.90-1.90, n=552). The OR for
hyperglycemia was 0.90 (95% CI=0.60-1.33, n=423). The OR for infection incidence was 0.96
(95% CI=0.59-1.156, n=389). The MD for one-second forced expiratory volume change was -
18.40 mL (95% CI=-111.80-75.01 mL, n=161).

The RCTs generally had low or unclear risks of bias, while the cohort studies had serious or
moderate risks of bias. Our meta-analyses were affected by imprecision due to insufficient data.
Some heterogeneity was present in the results, suggesting population, setting, and treatment
details are potential prognostic factors. Our evidence suggests that short-duration treatments
are not worse than long-duration treatments in moderate/severe exacerbations and may lead to
considerably better outcomes in milder exacerbations. This supports the current GOLD
guidelines for corticosteroid administration.

No funding was given for this review. Our protocol is registered in PROSPERO:
CRD42023374410.
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Introduction

Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) is characterized by persistent decreases in a
patient’s ability to breathe and perform gas exchange. It can present as chronic bronchitis—
which involves inflammation of the airways—or emphysema—uwhich involves tissue damage
within the lungs. It is a leading cause of mortality and morbidity worldwide, causing 3.3 million
deaths in 2019 primarily in lower-income countries [1]. Depending on the data source and
definition, COPD was estimated to afflict from 212.3 to 384 million people worldwide in 2019,
making it one of the most common illnesses in the world [1,2]. Symptoms can be relatively
benign during earlier stages but can progress to hinder even simple everyday actions such as
dressing oneself. COPD is generally irreversible, so treatment focuses on delaying the
progression of the disease. The global societal burden of COPD was estimated to be 71.1
million disability-adjusted life years in 2019 [1]. From 2020-2050, the total global economic cost
of COPD was estimated to reach $4.3 trillion USD (2017 prices) [3]. As the global population
increases and ages, the burden of COPD is bound to increase.

COPD is usually diagnosed via spirometry by measuring an individual's one-second forced
expiratory volume (FEV+) and forced vital capacity (FVC). According to the GOLD (Global
Initiative for Chronic Obstructive Lung Disease) guidelines, an FEV+/FVC ratio of less than 0.7 is
necessary for COPD diagnosis [4]. The severity of airflow limitation is also assessed via an
individual’'s % predicted FEV+, which is the proportion of an individual's measured FEV/
compared to what would be expected from a healthy reference. Airflow severity is graded from
GOLD 1 (mild) to GOLD 4 (very severe) [4].

While COPD is a chronic condition, many patients also suffer from acute exacerbations of
symptoms which can last from days to weeks [5]. Respiratory infection is a major contributor to
exacerbation, with others including environmental irritants such as pollutants and smoke from
burning biomass [6]. While milder exacerbations can often be managed in an outpatient setting,
severe exacerbations often require hospitalization. Severe exacerbations represent a major
source of mortality for COPD patients, with a study by Hoogendoorn et al. reporting a 15.6%
case-fatality rate [7]. Exacerbations account for about 40% of the treatment costs for COPD [8],
with costs increasing with exacerbation severity [9]. Furthermore, frequent exacerbations are
correlated with faster deterioration of lung function, though it is unclear if this is due to the
exacerbations themselves or a third common factor [10].

For mild exacerbations, GOLD guidelines recommend treatment using only short-acting
bronchodilators, whereas for moderate and severe exacerbations corticosteroid administration
should also be considered [4]. Corticosteroids have anti-inflammatory properties, which are
useful since COPD exacerbations are strongly associated with both local and systemic
inflammation [11]. There is strong evidence that systemic corticosteroids improve patient
outcomes during moderate and severe exacerbations [12,13]. However, there are many adverse
effects associated with corticosteroid use, such as hyperglycemia, osteoporosis, muscle
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weakening, and infection due to immunosuppression [11]. These effects are directly correlated
with the dosage and duration of corticosteroid administered [11]. Thus, they are not usually
recommended as maintenance therapy for stable COPD and there is interest in minimizing the
amount of corticosteroid given during exacerbations while still retaining their benefits [4].

There is no strong consensus on the duration or dosage of corticosteroids that should be given
to a patient during exacerbations, with studies hampered by a seemingly large degree of
patient-to-patient variation in their responses to corticosteroid treatment [11]. Although
guidelines from GOLD and other organizations exist, poor adherence during exacerbations
remains an issue and is related to worse outcomes for patients [14,15]. A systematic review and
meta-analysis conducted by Walters et al. in 2018 found that short-duration systemic
corticosteroid regimens (7 days or less) are not likely to lead to worse outcomes than long-
duration regimens (more than 7 days) in adult patients with COPD exacerbations [16]. However,
the authors also concluded that there were not enough data to form a definitive conclusion. In
this study, we revisited the comparison with additional data from a large RCT and three
retrospective cohort studies which were not included in the 2018 review. These data increased
our confidence that short-duration regimens are not inferior in terms of mortality, re-
exacerbation, infection, hyperglycemia, hospital length-of-stay (LOS), and FEV1 change.
However, there was still not enough data for a conclusive verdict, and further studies would be
beneficial.

Methods

This systematic review and meta-analysis was conducted in accordance with the PRISMA 2020
guidelines and the protocol registered in PROSPERO (ID: CRD42023374410) [17]. Our
completed PRISMA 2020 checklist is available in S1 Figure.

Information sources and search strategy

To find studies, we systematically searched MEDLINE, EMBASE, and CENTRAL using Ovid.
Medical Subject Heading terms were used to define the search strategy, which is available in S2
Figure. No language or date restrictions were imposed on the searches, which were conducted
in September 2022. Additionally, references from similar previous systematic reviews were
hand-searched in May 2023 to identify studies missed by the database search.

Selection process

After removing duplicates, studies were imported into Covidence—a web-based screening
platform by Cochrane—where they were each subjected to a round of title/abstract screening
followed by a round of full-text screening [18]. In each round, two reviewers independently
assessed each study, and disagreements were resolved through discussion involving a third
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reviewer. Each study required unanimous approval from its reviewers to advance into the next
stage.

Studies were included if they included adults (18 years or older) who were receiving
corticosteroids as an acute-phase treatment for an exacerbation of COPD as defined by each
individual study. Each study had to include a group who received a short-duration corticosteroid
regimen (<7 days) and a group who received a long-duration corticosteroid regimen (>7 days).
All corticosteroid types and administration methods were included, as well as studies with co-
interventions such as bronchodilators and antibiotics. Studies using corticosteroids for
maintenance therapy (as opposed to treatment for exacerbations) and studies including
asthmatic patients were excluded. While we originally intended to also examine the differences
between low and high doses of corticosteroids in our protocol, there was too much
heterogeneity among the studies during the preliminary screening. Thus, our review only
examined the differences between short- and long-duration regimens.

Data extraction

Each study was randomly assigned to two reviewers who independently extracted data, with
conflicts being resolved through discussion and arbitration by a third reviewer. The data
extraction form was created a priori and included the outcomes mortality, length of hospital stay,
number of re-exacerbations during follow-up, FEV, change, respiratory infection, and
hyperglycemia. All data points within the follow-up period were included. Additional collected
information included bibliographic information, study type (RCT or cohort), details of
corticosteroid regimen, study period, country, definition of exacerbation, inclusion/exclusion
criteria, co-interventions, comorbidities, time until follow-up starts, follow-up duration, and
demographic data.

Risk of bias assessment

Risk of bias assessment for each study was conducted independently and in duplicate by the
same reviewers who performed the data extraction for that study. RCTs were assessed using
the Cochrane RoB 2.0 tool which assessed five domains: bias due to the randomization
process, deviations from intended interventions, missing outcome data, measurement of
outcome, and selection of the reported result [19]. Cohort studies were assessed using the
ROBINS-I tool which assessed seven domains: bias due to confounding, selection of patients
into the study, classification of intervention, deviations from intended intervention, missing data,
measurement of outcomes, and selection of reported results [20]. We tried to minimize the risk
of publication bias by using a broad search strategy. We also intended to use funnel plots and
statistical testing to assess the risk of publication bias but were unable to do so due to an
insufficient number of studies.

Data analysis
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Data from studies were compiled into meta-analyses and visualized where possible using the
RevMan Web application (version 5.8.0) from Cochrane [21]. Mantel-Haenszel odds ratios
(ORs) were used for the number of re-exacerbation, hyperglycemia, and infection events during
follow-up, while Peto ORs were used for mortality due to the rarity of events. Mean differences
(MDs) were used for hospital length-of-stay and FEV change. Point estimates were presented
along with the 95% confidence interval (Cl) and p-value for the combined data and RCT-only
data for each outcome, along with cohort study-only data if it was significant. For each meta-
analysis, heterogeneity was assessed using visual inspection of the forest plots as well as the |2
statistic. 12 values greater than 50% were considered significantly heterogeneous while values
greater than 75% were considered seriously heterogeneous. Fixed effects models were used for
analyses, with sensitivity analyses using random effects models being conducted when
significant unexplainable heterogeneity was present.

We attempted to contact study authors to obtain missing data. If needed, missing standard
deviations were estimated using methods described in the Cochrane Handbook for Systematic
Reviews. Certainty of evidence was assessed using the GRADE (Grading of
Recommendations, Assessment, Development, and Evaluations) framework, with each
outcome being graded as being of high, moderate, low, or very low certainty [22]. In accordance
with guidelines, outcomes started off as “high” certainty, and the ratings were lowered by one
level for a moderate degree (or two levels for a serious degree) of risk-of-bias, imprecision,
inconsistency, indirectness, or publication bias. Two authors independently assessed each
outcome, with any disagreements being resolved through discussion.

Results

Search Results

After removing duplicates, 4947 studies were identified from database and hand searches (Fig
1). Eight RCTs and three retrospective cohort studies were included in our review, with seven
RCTs and two cohort studies being included in the meta-analyses. The characteristics of the
studies are summarized in Table 1. Of the eight RCTs, four were only available as abstracts.
We also referenced the 2018 Cochrane review by Walters et al. to fill gaps in our data [16].
There were four records in our search for which we could not find the article for, but their titles
suggested none of them would have fit our inclusion criteria. Excluded studies which were
similar to those we included are listed in S1 Table along with the reason for exclusion. The main
results from the included studies are summarized in Table 2.
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5728 records 4 records identified
identified through through other
database searching sources

Il

4943 records after
duplicates removed

|

4943 records 4794 records
screened excluded

138 full-text articles
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45 were neither

RCTs or cohort
studies
h_4
149 full-text articles 85 did not compare
assessed for durations of
eligibility corticosteroids
2 had wrong
durations
4 could not be found
2 were abstracts of
included studies
b4
11 studies included
in qualitative
synthesis

|

8 studies included in
quantitative
synthesis
(meta-analysis)

Fig 1. PRISMA flow chart outlining the search and selection process.
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Table 1. Summary of important characteristics of studies included in the review.

Definition of . . - - Study % of a
Study ID exacerbation Inclusion/exclusion criteria Interventions/ Groups - males Age
Not
| g?e?r%{s?)ellzn()ef %rra I7 days N/A Zi%nificantly N/A
Al Mamun ifferent
2011 (RCT N/A Inclusion: FEV1<50% predicted
abstract) [23] Not
30 mg/day of oral NIA significantly | N/A
prednisolone for 14 days .
different
Inclusion: Primary diagnosis of
acute COPD exacerbationand | systemic corticosteroids 28 S 68.3
hospital admission a case of for <5 days : 1.3
Alshehri 2021 | Diagnosis COPD exacerbation, and >40
(Retrospective | based on VSRS Gl EEE
GOney) B4 GOLD EiiE! Exclusion: History of asthma, ) ) i
systemic corticosteroids, or for >5 days 16
unavailability of treatment plan
Inclusion: Coughing with phlegm
for >2 years; FEV1/FVC < 70% 30 mg/day of oral
and FEV1 <80% predicted; and prednisone for 7 days, 41 72.7% 70+8
Diagnosis at least two of: increased then 7 days placebo.
Chen 2008 based on dyspnea, sputum quantity, or
(RCT) [25] GOLD criteria | SPutum purulence
. . . 30 mg/day of oral 40 79.1% 79+7
Exclusion: Respiratory failure, prednisone for 14 days.
diabetes, or bronchial asthma
30 mg/day oral
| | Chknown f placebo was | (a2 totay | VA N/A
Gomaa 2008 Inclusion: FEV1<50% predicted given
(RCT abstract) | N/A
[26] — : o
Exclusion: Respiratory acidosis 30 mg/day oral Unknown A A
prednisolone for 14 days | (42 total)
40 mg of IV
methylprednisolone on
ﬁ]teltiglskt)VZVi(r:f . Inclusion: >40 years of age and day 1, then 40 mg/day of b 69.8 +
g: X ) 156 67.3%
change in smoking >20 pack-years. oral prednisolone for 4 11.3
baseline days, then 9 days
. placebo.
LF?(u:E)I'pI 3813 dysprk:ea, Exclusion: History of asthma,
( ) [27] coutg  OF FEV1/FVC > 70%, pneumonia, 40 fFIV
ZE‘;#{E or estimated survival < 6 months memglg(;rednisolone on
! pregnancy or lactation, or b 69.8 =
sputum inability to give informed consent day 1, the?‘ 40 mg/day of | 155 53.5% 10.6
purulence oral prednisolone for 13

days.
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Poon 2017
(Retrospective
cohort) [28]

Sayiner 2001
(RCT) [29]

Sirichana 2008
(RCT abstract)
[30]

Sivapalan
2019
(Retrospective
cohort) [31]

N/A

N/A

At least 2 of
three of the
following:
increased
dyspnea,
sputum
quantity, or
sputum
purulence for
at least 24
hours

N/A

Inclusion: >18 years of age and
given at least 1 day of high-dose
IV methylprednisolone, admitted
to ICU

Exclusion: Readmission within 6
months of previous
exacerbation, corticosteroids
prematurely discontinued, or
death during treatment

Inclusion: Exacerbation leading
to hospitalization, smoking
history 220 pack-years and FEV1
<35% predicted, informed
consent, severe dyspnea with
sleeping difficulties, and
respiratory failure

Exclusion: Personal or family
history of asthma, atopy, allergic
disease, eosinophilia, use of
systemic steroids in the
preceding month, severe
hypertension, uncompensated
congestive heart failure, difficult-
to-control diabetes mellitus, or
mechanical ventilation

Inclusion: >40 years of age

Inclusion: Registered in the
Danish Register of COPD and
received a prednisolone
prescription for treatment of
COPD exacerbation in an
outpatient clinic in the Danish
National Health Service
Prescription Database

Exclusion: Ever had asthma
diagnosis or prednisolone
prescription was >2500 mg
(commonly used for
maintenance therapy)

240 mg g6h but <240
mg/day IV
methylprednisolone for
6.9 + 1.7 days, including
a 4.3 + 1.3 day taper
period

240 mg g6h but <240
mg/day IV
methylprednisolone for
16.5 £ 7.1 days, including
a 13.9 + 6.9 day taper
period

0.5 mg/kg IV
methylprednisolone g6h
for 3 days, then placebo
IV twice daily for 3 days,
then placebo IV once
daily for 4 days

0.5 mg/kg IV
methylprednisolone g6h
for 3 days, then 0.5
mg/kg q12h for 3 days,
then 0.5 mg/kg/day for 4
days

30 mg/day prednisolone
for 5 days, unknown if
placebo was given

30 mg/day prednisolone
for 10 days

Prednisolone prescription
<250 mg (corresponding
to a 5-day regimen)

Prednisolone
prescription >250 mg
(corresponding to a 10-
day regimen)

39

39

17

17

24

22

6002

4150

53.9%

41.0%

94.1%

94.1%

N/A

N/A

49.4%

51.4%

Median/
IQR: 66
(58-79)

Median/
IQR: 62
(58-82)

67.4
5.8

64.1+
9.1

N/A

N/A

Median/
IQR: 70
(62-76)

Median/
IQR: 70
(63-77)
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Wood-Baker
1997 (RCT
abstract) [32]

Zhou 2021
(RCT) [33]

N/A

Sudden
changes in
clinical
symptoms,
including
dyspnea,
coughing, and
sputum
production

Inclusion: >40 years of age, >10
pack-year smoking history, and
FEV1 < 50% of predicted value

Exclusion: Corticosteroids for
maintenance therapy, presence
of lung diseases including
pneumonia, previous adverse
reaction to corticosteroids, peptic
ulcer disease within the past 2
years, history of cardiac failure,
hepatic or renal failure, or
inadequately treated
hypertension

Inclusion: 40-70 years of age,
COPD beyond the range of daily
variation, and FEV1 < 70%
predicted

Exclusion: Assisted respiratory
muscle movement, contradictory
breathing, cyanosis, need for
invasive mechanical ventilation,
edema, right heart failure,
hemodynamic instability,
changes in mental state,
malignant tumours, or other
serious illnesses

2.5mg/kg prednisolone
for 3 days followed by 11
days placebo

0.6 mg/kg prednisolone
for 7 days followed by 0.3
mg/kg for 7 days

40 mg/day IV
methylprednisolone for 5
days, then saline placebo
for 4 days (same amount
as long-duration group)

40 mg/day IV
methylprednisolone for 5
days, then 30 mg/day for
2 days, then 20 mg/day
for 2 days

27 in total
(including
placebo
arm)

27 in total
(including
placebo
arm)

329

310

64.3% in
total
(including
placebo
arm)

64.3% in
total
(including
placebo
arm)

53.8%

55.5%

Median/
IQR: 72
(61-86)
in total
(including
placebo
arm)

Median/
IQR: 72
(61-86)
in total
(including
placebo
arm)

61.19 =

51

60.87 =
4.8

aData presented as means and SDs unless otherwise specified.
bProportion of males was significantly different (p=0.02).

Table 2. Summary of results for each outcome

Sample | Summary estimate [95% . . ) Certainty of
Outcome size ci] Other data not included in meta-analyses evidence (GRADE)
Mortality 1055 | OR 0.76 [0.40-1.44], p=0.39 Z‘é%pg(')%q)zmg: aHR 1.8 [1.5-2.2] for outpatients | ;.46 rate (@@ @0)
Alshehri 2021: p=0.88
. MD -0.91 days [-1.81- -0.02 Moderate (DD Do)

bilpgaiEl Lo L days], p=0.05 Poon 2017: 7 vs 11 days, p<0.05

Re-exacerbation 552 OR 1.31 [0.90-1.90], p=0.16 | Zhou 2021: p>0.05 Moderate (P Do)
_ Sirichana 2008: No difference in fasting plasma

Hyperglycemia 423 OR 0.90 [0.60-1.33], p=0.58 I Moderate (DHPo)
_ Sivapalan 2019: aHR 1.2 [1.0-1.3] for pneumonia

Infection 389 OR 0.96 [0.59-1.56], p=0.87 in outpatients (p=0.011) Moderate (DD Do)
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Leuppi 2013: No difference at discharge or 0, 6,
30, or 180 days (p=0.94)

MD -18.40 mL [-111.80— Zhou 2021: No difference in % of predicted FEV1 Low
FEV1 Change 161 7501 n']l_] 0=0.70 ' after 180 days (p=0.134).
. , . (BDoo)
Gomaa 2008: No difference after 7, 14, or 30 days
Al Mamun 2011: No difference after 7 or 14 days
Risk of bias

The Cochrane Risk of Bias 2.0 tool was used to assess the RCTs in our study. Three of the

RCTs available as full articles (Leuppi 2013, Sayiner 2001, and Chen 2008) were deemed to be
at low risk of bias. The fourth full article, Zhou 2021, was an open-label trial and rated as having
moderate risk of bias. However, we lowered its risk to “low” for mortality and re-exacerbations
due to the obijectivity of the outcomes; a lack of blinding would not likely have affected the
outcome measurement. The four abstract-only studies did not have enough information to
properly assess overall risk of bias (Table 3). One abstract, Sirichana 2008, was an open-label
trial and therefore was rated as “moderate” for bias in the “deviation from intended domains”
and “measurement of the outcome” domains.

The ROBINS-I tool was used to assess risk of bias for the cohort studies by comparing their
designs to hypothetical, well-designed RCTs assessing the same question in the same setting
(Table 4). All three studies had issues with confounding and selection as the choice of
corticosteroid regimen duration could have been affected by the severity of the patient’s
exacerbation. This was mitigated in Sivapalan 2019 as they specifically used data which
spanned a guideline change for corticosteroid regimen duration in Denmark. This meant the
choice between a shorter- and longer-duration regimen was more likely to be due to the specific
guideline in effect at that time than the severity of exacerbation [31]. The studies were also rated

as “moderate” for “risk of bias from selection of the reported result” as they did not report a
separate protocol or statistical analysis plan. Alshehri 2021 was rated as “unknown” for “bias in
deviations from the intended interventions” as it did not report data for some co-interventions
and co-morbidities.

Table 3. Risk of bias assessment of included RCTs conducted using Cochrane RoB 2.0.
Randomization !:)ewatlons L Missing Measurement Selection of the .
intended Overall bias
Process . . outcome data of the outcome | reported result
interventions
Al Mamun 2011 Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Chen 2008 Low Low Low Low Low Low
Gomaa 2008 Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Leuppi 2013 Low Low Low Low Low Low
Sayiner 2001 Low Low Low Low Low Low
Sirichana 2008 Unknown Moderate Unknown Moderate Unknown Unknown
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Wood-Baker 1997

Zhou 2021

Unknown

Low

Unknown

Low

Unknown

Low

Unknown

Moderate

Unknown

Low

Unknown

Low

Table 4. Risk of bias assessment of included cohort studies conducted using ROBINS-I.

Bias in Bias in B'a? n .. Bias in
Bias due to selelctllon of classification devlellin g Bias due to s [ . selection of Overall
Confoundin RIS of from the missing data S L) o the reported bias
9 into the i intended 9 outcomes resultp
study interventions
'ggszhfh” Serious Serious Low No Info Low Low Moderate Serious
Poon . . .
2017 Serious Serious Low Low Low Low Moderate Serious
gévlaépalan Moderate Moderate Low Low Low Low Moderate Moderate

Results of syntheses

Mortality
Three RCTs and one cohort study contributed a total of 1055 participants to the meta-analysis
for mortality (Fig 2). One RCT (Wood-Baker 1997) reported zero deaths and was unable to
produce an OR. The combined OR between the long- and short-duration groups was 0.76 (95%
Cl = 0.40-1.44, p=0.39), while the OR with only RCT data was 0.87 (95% CI = 0.44-1.70,

p=0.68).

Short Duration

Long Duration

Peto odds ratio

Peto odds ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% CI Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
211RCT

Leuppi 2013 12 156 13 155 61.7% 0.91[0.40, 2.06]

Wood-Baker 1997 0 12 0 13 Not estimable

Zhou 2021 5 329 6 310 28.9% 0.78 [0.24 , 2.58]

Subtotal (95% CI) 497 478  90.6% 0.87 [0.44 ,1.70]

Total events: 17 19

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.04, df =1 (P = 0.84); I? = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.41 (P = 0.68)

2.1.2 Cohort

Alshehri 2021 0 28 4 52 9.4% 0.20[0.02, 1.64] [
Subtotal (95% CI) 28 52 9.4% 0.20 [0.02 , 1.64] ‘
Total events: 0 4

Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: Z=1.50 (P =0.13)

Total (95% ClI) 525 530 100.0% 0.76 [0.40 , 1.44]

Total events:

17

23

Heterogeneity: Chi2=1.73,df =2 (P =0.42); 2= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.85 (P = 0.39)
Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 1.68, df = 1 (P = 0.19), I> = 40.6%

0.01

0.1 1

Favours <7 days

10 100
Favours >7 days
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Fig 2. Comparison of mortality risk between short- (€7 days) and long- (>7 days) duration
regimens of corticosteroids.

In contrast, another cohort study by Sivapalan et al. found that corticosteroid regimens over 10
days resulted in higher mortality compared to those less than 10 days, with an adjusted hazard
ratio of 1.8 (95% CI = 1.5-2.2) one year after treatment. Notably, this study was conducted
using a Danish outpatient registry, whereas the other studies were conducted on inpatients with
comparatively more severe exacerbations.

Both Leuppi 2013 and Zhou 2021 were judged to be at low risk of bias for this outcome.
Alshehri 2021 had serious risk of bias, while Sivapalan 2019 had moderate risk of bias. The
certainty of evidence from the RCT data was downgraded to “moderate” due to imprecision,
while the certainty from cohort study data was downgraded to “very low” due to imprecision and
risk of bias. Altogether, our data shows there is likely no difference in mortality between short-
(£7 days) and long- (>7 days) duration regimens, though mortality may be lower in short-
duration regimens specifically in outpatients with less-severe exacerbations.

Hospital length-of-stay

Three RCTs contributed a total of 421 participants to the meta-analysis for hospital length-of-
stay (Fig 3). One of the RCTs (Leuppi 2013) did not report SDs, instead only reporting medians,
IQR, and means. We used the reported means and estimated the SDs by dividing the IQRs by
1.35. However, this method relies on the assumption that the data is normally distributed, so we
performed a sensitivity analysis by excluding the study. With Leuppi 2013 included, the mean
difference is marginally significant at -0.91 days (95% CI = -1.81—-0.02 days, p=0.05). However,
excluding the study causes the difference to become non-significant at -0.07 days (95% CI = -
1.47-1.33 days, p=0.93). Alternative methods of interpretation yield different results; a similar
analysis conducted in a previous review by Walters et al. used the medians instead of the
means and produced a non-significant result of -0.61 days (95% CI = -1.51-0.28 days, p=0.18)
[16]. Notably, the significance of the difference in length of stay was reported as p=0.04 in
Leuppi 2013 via the log-rank test, which is likely closer to the null than the data in our meta-
analysis [27]. The true degree of significance is unknown, but we believe it is unlikely to be
strongly significant.

Short Duration Long Duration Mean difference Mean difference
Study or Subgroup Mean [days] SD [days] Total Mean [days] SD [days] Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Chen 2008 125 35 44 12.4 4.1 43 31.2% 0.10[-1.50, 1.70] S S
Leuppi 2013 9.3 4.44 156 10.8 5.93 155 59.1% -1.50[-2.66 , -0.34] —
Wood-Baker 1997 7.5 24 1 8.1 4.4 12 9.8% -0.60[-3.47 ,2.27] _
Total (95% CI) 211 210 100.0% -0.91[-1.81,-0.02] ’
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 2.55, df = 2 (P = 0.28); I = 22%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.00 (P = 0.05) 4 2 0 2 4
Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable Favours <7 days Favours >7 days

Fig 3. Comparison of hospital length-of-stay between short- (€7 days) and long- (>7 days)
duration regimens of corticosteroids.

Two cohort studies were unable to be included in the meta-analysis as they did not report the
required statistics. Alshehri 2021 found no significant difference (p=0.88) between long-duration
and short-duration regimens, while Poon 2017 found shorter stays in the short regimen group
(p<0.05).
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Chen 2008 and Leuppi 2013 had low risk of bias, while Wood-Baker 1997 had unknown risk.
Alshehri 2021 and Poon 2020 had serious risk of bias. The evidence from the RCTs was
downgraded to “moderate” due to imprecision, while the evidence from the cohort studies were
downgraded to “very low” due to risk of bias and imprecision. Altogether, our data shows that
hospital LOS is likely to be either the same between short- (<7 days) and long- (>7 days)
duration regimens or slightly shorter in short-term regimens.

Number of re-exacerbations

Four RCTs and one cohort study contributed a total of 552 participants towards the meta-
analysis for the number of re-exacerbations during follow-up (Fig 4). The odds ratio for all the
data was 1.31 (95% CI = 0.90-1.90, p=0.16), while the ratio for RCT data only was 1.04 (95%
Cl = 0.70-1.56, p=0.84). The odds ratio for the cohort study was significant at 5.21 (95% CI =
1.93-14.08, p=0.001). There was considerable heterogeneity in the data (1>=56%) due to the
cohort study. Bias notwithstanding, it is possible this difference is due to the different study
population; the RCTs were conducted in Europe and east Asia, while Alshehri 2021 used data
from Saudi Arabia. Alshehri et al. noted the low compliance rate for COPD maintenance therapy
in the Middle East, with low compliance being linked to higher exacerbation rates [24]. However,
the impact resulting from this difference in populations is unclear. Another difference is follow-up
duration, with Alshehri 2021 and Sirchana 2008 using a 30-day follow-up while Leuppi 2013 and
Sayiner 2001 both using 180 day follow-ups (the follow-up duration for Chen 2008 was
unknown). However, data for Leuppi 2013 was non-significant at 30 days via log-rank test
(p=0.87). Sensitivity analysis excluding Alshehri 2021 and Sirichana 2008 does not produce a
significant result (OR 1.01, 95% CI = 0.66—1.55, p=0.95), and neither does changing to a
random-effects model (OR 1.62, 95% CI = 0.79-3.32, p=0.18).

Short Duration  Long Duration Odds ratio Odds ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
231RCT
Chen 2008 4 41 3 40 57% 1.33[0.28,6.38] P I
Leuppi 2013 56 156 57 155 65.5% 0.96[0.61, 1.53] B
Sayiner 2001 6 17 5 17 6.7% 1.31[0.31,5.53] S
Sirichana 2008 7 24 5 22 7.9% 1.40][0.37,5.29] [ S
Subtotal (95% CI) 238 234 859% 1.04[0.70, 1.56] ’
Total events: 73 70

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.49, df = 3 (P =0.92); I?= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.21 (P = 0.84)

2.3.2 Cohort

Alshehri 2021 19 28 15 52 14.1% 5.21[1.93, 14.08] [
Subtotal (95% ClI) 28 52 14.1% 5.21[1.93, 14.08] ’
Total events: 19 15

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.25 (P = 0.001)

Total (95% ClI) 266 286 100.0% 1.31[0.90, 1.90]

Total events: 92 85 r
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 9.11, df = 4 (P = 0.06); I* = 56% 005 02 1 20
Test for overall effect: Z=1.41 (P = 0.16) Favours <7 days Favors>7 days

Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 8.62, df = 1 (P = 0.003), I> = 88.4%

Fig 4. Comparison of re-exacerbation risk between short- (7 days) and long- (>7 days)
duration regimens of corticosteroids.
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Additionally, Zhou 2021 reported frequency exacerbations as a rate, which was not significant
between the two groups (p>0.05) after 1, 3, 6, 9, and 12 months.

Three RCTs (Chen 2008, Leuppi 2013, and Zhou 2021) were deemed to be at low risk of bias,
while one (Sirichana 2008) had unknown risk of bias but was unblinded. Zhou 2021 was
deemed to be at low risk despite being open-label due to the objectivity of the outcome. Alshehri
2021 had a serious risk of bias. The certainty of evidence was downgraded to “moderate” due to
imprecision, while the certainty for the cohort data was downgraded to “very low” due to risk of
bias and imprecision. Altogether, our data shows the number of re-exacerbations during follow-
up is likely to be either the same between short- (<7 days) and long- (>7 days) duration
regimens or slightly higher in short-duration regimens.

Hyperglycemia

Two RCTs and one cohort study contributed a total of 423 participants to the meta-analysis for
hyperglycemia (Fig 5). The OR for the combined data was 0.96 (95% CI = 0.59-1.55, p=0.58),
while the OR for the RCTs only was 0.99 (95% CI = 0.64—1.53, p=0.96). Both RCTs were
deemed to be at low risk of bias, while the cohort study had significant bias.

Short Duration  Long Duration Odds ratio Odds ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
241RCT
Leuppi 2013 74 156 74 155 74.2% 0.99 [0.63, 1.54] 4’,
Sayiner 2001 2 17 2 17 3.4% 1.00 [0.12, 8.06]
Subtotal (95% ClI) 173 172 77.6% 0.99 [0.64 , 1.53] ‘
Total events: 76 76

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.00, df =1 (P = 0.99); 1= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.05 (P = 0.96)

2.4.2 Cohort

Poon 2017 12 39 17 39 22.4% 0.58 [0.23, 1.46] [
Subtotal (95% CI) 39 39 224% 0.58 [0.23 , 1.46] ’
Total events: 12 17

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.17 (P = 0.24)

Total (95% Cl) 212 211 100.0% 0.90 [0.60, 1.33]

Total events: 88 93 *

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 1.07, df = 2 (P = 0.59); I* = 0% 01 02 05 1 3 & 10
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.55 (P = 0.58) Favours <7 days Favours >7 days

Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 1.07, df = 1 (P = 0.30), I? = 6.5%

Fig 5. Comparison of hyperglycemia risk between short- (€7 days) and long- (>7 days)
duration regimens of corticosteroids.

Additionally, one abstract (Sirichana 2008) noted that fasting plasma glucose was not different
after 14 days, though that is only a proxy for hyperglycemia. Also, the study was unblinded and
not enough information was available to assess overall risk of bias.
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The certainty of evidence from the RCTs was downgraded to “moderate” due to imprecision,
and the certainty from the cohort study was downgraded to “very low” due to risk of bias and
imprecision. Overall, our data shows there is likely no difference in hyperglycemia incidents
between short- (€7 days) and long- (>7 days) duration regimens.

Infection Incidence

One RCT and one cohort study contributed 389 patients to the meta-analysis for infection
incidence (Fig 6). The OR for the combined data was 0.96 (95% CI = 0.59-1.56, p=0.87), while
the OR for the RCT only was 0.99 (95% CI = 0.61-1.62, p=0.97).

Short Duration  Long Duration Odds ratio Odds ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
251RCT
Leuppi 2013 44 156 44 155 95.5% 0.99 [0.61, 1.62]
Subtotal (95% CI) 156 155 95.5% 0.99 [0.61, 1.62] z
Total events: 44 44

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.04 (P = 0.97)

2.5.2 Cohort

Poon 2017 0 39 1 39 4.5% 0.32[0.01, 8.22]

Subtotal (95% ClI) 39 39 4.5% 0.32[0.01, 8.22] ’_
Total events: 0 1

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=0.68 (P = 0.50)

Total (95% CI) 195 194 100.0% 0.96 [0.59 , 1.56]

Total events: 44 45 ?

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.45, df = 1 (P = 0.50); I? = 0% 061 01 y o 100
Test for overall effect: Z=0.16 (P = 0.87) Favours <7 days Favours >7 days

Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 0.45, df =1 (P = 0.50), I = 0%

Fig 6. Comparison of hyperglycemia risk between short- (€7 days) and long- (>7 days)
duration regimens of corticosteroids.

However, another cohort study (Sivapalan 2019) reported an adjusted hazard ratio of 1.2 (95%
CI=1.0-1.3, p=0.011) after 1 year, with more incidents in the long-duration group. However, this
data only included pneumonia events and only included outpatients, who had comparatively
less severe exacerbations.

Leuppi 2013, Sivapalan 2019, and Poon 2017 had low, moderate, and serious risk of bias,
respectively. The certainty of evidence from Leuppi 2013 was rated as “moderate” due to
imprecision, while the evidence from the cohort studies was rated as “very low” due to risk of
bias, imprecision, and indirectness in the case of Sivapalan 2019. Our data shows there is likely
to be no difference in infection risk between short- (€7 days) and long- (>7 days) duration
regimens, but there may be less incidents in short-duration regimens specifically in outpatients
with less-severe exacerbations.

FEV1 change
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Three RCTs contributed 161 patients to the meta-analysis of FEV1 change (Fig 7), which used
the post-treatment FEV: (measured on the last day of the long-treatment regimen) as a proxy
for the increase in FEV1. This choice was made to increase the number of studies that could be
included in the analysis, and because the baseline pretreatment FEV, between the two groups
in each study were not significant. The mean difference was -18.40 mL (95% CI =-111.80—
75.01 mL, p=0.70), but there was considerable heterogeneity in the studies (1?=71%).
Compared to the other two studies, data from Sayiner 2001 had a mean difference that heavily
favoured long duration regimens. This may be due to the relatively short duration of treatment of
3 days for the experimental arm, while the short duration arm for Chen 2008 and Sirichana 2008
were 7 and 5 days, respectively. If this is the case, this heterogeneity may represent a form of
dose-dependent relationship between corticosteroid regimen duration and FEV: change. The
effect of corticosteroids on FEV; recovery seems to be most apparent in the initial 3-5 days of
treatment. In that case, the short-duration group of Sayiner 2001 would have ended at the
beginning of this period. Neither excluding the study nor switching to a random-effects model
produced a statistically significant result (MD 54.50 mL, 95% CI = -53.87-162.88 mL, p=0.32,
and MD -49.90 mL, 95% CI = -251.05-151.26 mL, p=0.63, respectively). Excluding Sirichana
2008 with or without excluding Sayiner 2001 also did not produce a significant result (MD 60
mL, 95% CI = -56.24-176.24 mL, p=0.66 and MD -22.32 mL, 95% CI = -120.62-75.99 mL,
p=0.31, respectively).

Short Duration Long Duration Mean difference Mean difference
Study or Subgroup Mean [mL] SD [mL] Total Mean[mL] SD[mL] Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Chen 2008 930 300 41 870 230 40 64.6% 60.00 [-56.24 , 176.24] .
Sayiner 2001 606 239 17 835 305 17 25.7% -229.00 [-413.20 , -44.80] - =
Sirichana 2008 1152.5 538.7 24 1134.5 498 22 9.7% 18.00 [-281.59 , 317.59] _ e
Total (95% Cl) 82 79 100.0%  -18.40 [-111.80, 75.01]
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 6.83, df =2 (P =0.03); I? = 71%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.39 (P = 0.70) 500 -250 0 250 500
Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable Favours >7 days Favours <7 days

Fig 7. Comparison of FEV1 change between short- (£7 days) and long- (>7 days) duration
regimens of corticosteroids.

Leuppi 2013 found no difference in FEV; at discharge, nor at 0, 6, 30, or 180 days (p=0.94).
Gomaa 2008 also reported no significant difference in FEV1 change after 7, 14, and 30 days. Al
Mamun 2011 found no significant difference at days 7 and 14 (p=0.100, p=0.079, respectively).
Zhou 2021 only provided data in terms of % of predicted FEV:. Neither the % predicted baseline
FEV1 nor % predicted FEV: after 180 days were significant across the two groups (p=0.174 and
p=0.134 respectively), with the mean being slightly higher in the long duration arm in both time
points.

Leuppi 2013, Chen 2008, and Sayiner 2001 had low risk of bias. Sirichana 2008 and Zhou 2021
were both open-label, with the former having unknown overall risk of bias and the latter having
moderate risk of bias for this outcome. Gomaa 2008 and Al Mamun 2011 had an unknown risk
of bias. The certainty of evidence for this outcome was downgraded to “low” due to imprecision
in the effect estimate and inconsistency from unexplained heterogeneity. Our data shows there
may be no difference in FEV: change between short- (7 days) and long- (>7 days) duration
regimens.
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Discussion

To our knowledge, this review addresses the question of optimal corticosteroid regimen duration
in COPD exacerbations using the largest dataset to date. The impetus of this study was the
conclusion of the 2018 Cochrane review by Walters et al., which concluded that although 7- and
14-day regimens did not seem result in significantly different outcomes, there was a relative
paucity of evidence that necessitated further research [16]. In our review, we included additional
data from a large recently published RCT (Zhou 2021), three retrospective cohort studies, and
qualitative data which could not be included in the meta-analyses. Overall, we believe this new
data reinforces the conclusion that short-duration regimens are not worse than long-duration
regimens in terms of mortality, re-exacerbation, hyperglycemia, hospital LOS, and FEV+ change.
Notably, Sivapalan 2019 was a relatively large and rigorous cohort study which specifically
examined outpatient data unlike the other studies which primarily focused on hospitalized
patients. It reported clinically relevant decreases in mortality and pneumonia incidents in the
short-duration regimen. While it is only a single study examining two outcomes, it validates
previous concerns regarding the non-generalizability of research from severe exacerbations to
those with milder exacerbations [16]. This is also consistent with the GOLD guidelines, which do
not recommend the use of corticosteroids in treating mild exacerbations [4]. The European
Respiratory Society and American Thoracic Society tentatively suggest consideration of 14 days
or fewer of oral corticosteroid use in ambulatory patients with exacerbations [34]; the findings of
Sivapalan 2019 suggest that duration should be decreased even further.

Limitations of our study

Although we were able to include more studies compared to past reviews, our analyses still
suffered from a relative lack of data. Of the 11 studies we included in our review, only 4 of them
were full-article RCTs, and only 2 of those RCTs had more than 100 participants. This issue
manifested as wider Cls in the summary estimates, which resulted in us downgrading the
certainty of every outcome due to imprecision since we felt that the clinical decisions would be
different at either end of the CI. Additionally, we were hesitant to give much weight to the cohort
studies during our interpretation of the results due to their small size and inherent risk of bias
[35]. The low number of studies also meant we were unable to perform subgroup analysis, so
the effects of prognostic factors such as blood eosinophil count were unable to be assessed
[36]. There was heterogeneity in the specifics of the corticosteroid regimens used in each study
in terms of corticosteroid type, administration methods, treatment duration/dosage, and the
presence of a taper. For example, while Wood-Baker 1997 compared 3- and 14-day regimens,
the cumulative dosages were much more similar at 7.5 mg/kg and 6.3 mg/kg respectively [32].
There was also heterogeneity in the settings of each study. For example, Alshehri 2021 was
conducted in Saudi Arabia and reported significantly more re-exacerbations in the short-duration
group, contrary to other studies [24]. The authors cited differences in treatment adherence as a
possible explanation; another study found that patients in Saudi Arabia had lower adherence to
COPD maintenance treatment compared to those in Turkey—where Sayiner 2001 was
conducted [37]. Poor adherence to guidelines during exacerbations remains an issue and is
related to worse outcomes for patients [14,15]. This reiterates the concern that data from our
included studies may not be generalizable to all populations. Relatedly, our sole study that
specifically assessed outpatients raises questions about the generalizability of our results in
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outpatients, which represent over 80% of all exacerbations [4]. RECUT—a currently ongoing
RCT which specifically recruits outpatients—will hopefully shed more light on this issue [38].

While we adhered to the PRISMA guidelines and other best practices whenever possible, some
limitations exist in the methods we used. We were unable to statistically or graphically check for
publication bias due to an inadequate number of studies. Such tests generally require at least
10 studies to be sufficiently powered [39], while the most studies we had in an outcome was
five. None of the full articles reported conflicts of interests arising from funding or other sources
(abstracts were unable to be assessed) or were designed/reported in an obviously intentionally
biased way. We do not believe considerable publication bias was present, but we cannot be
certain. Another limitation is that we did not report on all outcomes that were relevant to the
topic. We decided on our outcomes a priori to minimize our ability to perform selective reporting.
Some outcomes we did not address were mean time to re-exacerbation, treatment failure,
quality of life, other spirometric parameters such as FVC, and other adverse effects. A past
review by Walters et al. did not find any significant difference in any of those outcomes [16],
although notably, Zhou 2021 found a significant decrease in the mean time to next exacerbation
in the short-duration cohort [33].

Implications for the future

The certainties of evidence for each outcome were all either “moderate” or “low” for RCT data,
and “very low” for cohort study data. While short-duration regimens are unlikely to be worse
than long-duration regimens in general, we cannot fully preclude the possibility of inferiority for
all individual outcomes, especially re-exacerbation rate. Additional research is needed, with data
on hospital LOS, re-exacerbation, and FEV+ change being the most likely to change the
summary estimate in a clinically relevant way. Additionally, preliminary data suggests short-
duration regimens may be considerably preferable to long-duration regimens for patients with
milder exacerbations, but further data from RCTs are needed to confirm this. Overall, our
findings support the recommendations of GOLD that systemic corticosteroids are given for 57
days for moderate to severe COPD exacerbations [4].
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Supporting information

m PRISMA 2020 Checklist

::em Checkl where item
is reported
Title l 1 l Identify the report as a systematic review. Page 1
ABSTRACT
Abstract | 2] See the PRISMA 2020 for Abstracts checklist. Page 2
INTRODUCTION
Rationale ‘ 3 ‘ Describe the rationale for the review in the context of existing knowledge. Pages 3-4
Objectives ‘ 4 ‘ Provide an explicit statement of the objective(s) or question(s) the review addresses. Page 4
METHODS
Eligibility criteria 5 | Specify the inclusion and exclusion criteria for the review and how studies were grouped for the syntheses. Page 5
Information 6 | Specify all databases, registers, websites, organisations, reference lists and other sources searched or consulted to identify studies. Specify the Pages 4-5
sources date when each source was last or
Search strategy 7 | Present the full search strategies for all databases, registers and websites, including any filters and limits used. S2 Figure
Selection process 8 | Specify the methods used to decide whether a study met the inclusion criteria of the review, including how many reviewers screened each record | Page 5
and each report retrieved, whether they worked ir tly, and if i details of at ion tools used in the process.
Data collection 9 | Specify the methods used to collect data from reports, including how many reviewers collected data from each report, whether they worked Page 5
process independently, any processes for obtaining or confirming data from study investigators, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the
process.
Data items 10a | List and define all outcomes for which data were sought. Specify whether all results that were compatible with each outcome domain in each Page 5
study were sought (e.g. for all measures, time points, analyses), and if not, the methods used to decide which results to collect.
10b | List and define all other variables for which data were sought (e.g. participant and intervention characteristics, funding sources). Describe any Page 5
assumptions made about any missing or unclear information.
Study risk of bias 11 | Specify the methods used to assess risk of bias in the included studies, including details of the tool(s) used, how many reviewers assessed each | Page 5
assessment study and whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
Effect measures 12 | Specify for each outcome the effect measure(s) (e.g. risk ratio, mean difference) used in the synthesis or presentation of results. Page 6
Synthesis 13a | Describe the processes used to decide which studies were eligible for each synthesis (e.g. tabulating the study intervention characteristics and Pages 5-6
methods comparing against the planned groups for each synthesis (item #5)).
13b | Describe any methods required to prepare the data for presentation or synthesis, such as handling of missing summary statistics, or data Page 6
conversions.
13c | Describe any methods used to tabulate or visually display results of individual studies and syntheses. Page 6
13d | Describe any methods used to synthesize results and provide a rationale for the choice(s). If meta-analysis was performed, describe the Page 6
model(s), method(s) to identify the presence and extent of statistical heterogeneity, and software package(s) used.
13e | Describe any methods used to explore possible causes of heterogeneity among study results (e.g. subgroup analysis, meta-regression). Page 6
13f | Describe any sensitivity analyses conducted to assess robustness of the synthesized results. Page 6
Reporting bias 14 | Describe any methods used to assess risk of bias due to missing results in a synthesis (arising from reporting biases). Page 5
assessment
Certainty 15 | Describe any methods used to assess certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for an outcome. Page 6
assessment
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l PRISMA 2020 Checklist

where item
is reported
RESULTS
Study selection 16a | Describe the results of the search and selection process, from the number of records identified in the search to the number of studies included in | Page 6, Fig
the review, ideally using a flow diagram. 1
16b | Cite studies that might appear to meet the inclusion criteria, but which were excluded, and explain why they were excluded. S1 Table
Study 17 | Cite each included study and present its characteristics. Table 1
characteristics
Risk of bias in 18 | Present assessments of risk of bias for each included study. Page 11,
studies Tables 2-3
Results of 19 | For all outcomes, present, for each study: (a) summary statistics for each group (where appropriate) and (b) an effect estimate and its precision | Figs 2-7
individual studies (e.g. confidence/credible interval), ideally using structured tables or plots.
Results of 20a | For each synthesis, briefly summarise the characteristics and risk of bias among contributing studies. Pages 12—
syntheses 17
20b | Present results of all statistical syntheses conducted. If meta-analysis was done, present for each the summary estimate and its precision (e.g. Pages 12—
confidence/credible interval) and measures of statistical heterogeneity. If comparing groups, describe the direction of the effect. 17
20c | Present results of all investigations of possible causes of heterogeneity among study results. Pages 12—
17
20d | Present results of all sensitivity analyses conducted to assess the robustness of the synthesized results. Pages 12—
17
Reporting biases 21 | Present assessments of risk of bias due to missing results (arising from reporting biases) for each synthesis assessed. Pages 12—
17
Certainty of 22 | Present assessments of certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for each outcome assessed. Pages 12—
evidence 17
DISCUSSION
Discussion 23a | Provide a general interpretation of the results in the context of other evidence. Page 18
23b | Discuss any limitations of the evidence included in the review. Pages 18—
19
23c | Discuss any limitations of the review processes used. Page 19
23d | Discuss implications of the results for practice, policy, and future research. Page 19
OTHER INFORMATION
Registration and 24a | Provide regi ion i ion for the review, including register name and registration number, or state that the review was not registered. Page 2
protocol 24b | Indicate where the review protocol can be accessed, or state that a protocol was not prepared. Page 2
24c | Describe and explain any its to ion provided at registration or in the protocol. Page 5
Support 25 | Describe sources of financial or non-financial support for the review, and the role of the funders or sponsors in the review. Page 20
Competing 26 | Declare any competing interests of review authors. Page 20
interests
Availability of 27 | Report which of the following are publicly available and where they can be found: template data collection forms; data extracted from included Page 20
data, code and studies; data used for all analyses; analytic code; any other materials used in the review.

: PRISMA 2020 Checklist

Location
Checklist item where item
is reported

Section and Item
#

Topic

other materials

From: Page MJ, McKenzie JE, Bossuyt PM, Boutron |, Hoffmann TC, Mulrow CD, et al. The PRISMA 2020 statement: an updated guideline for reporting systematic reviews. BMJ 2021;372:n71. doi:
10.1136/bmj.n71
For more information, visit: http://www.prisma-statement.org/

S$1 Figure. Completed PRISMA 2020 Checklist
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MEDLINE search strategy example:

1. exp Pulmonary Disease, Chronic Obstructive/
2. COPD.mp.

3. chronic obstructive pulmonary disease.mp.
4. exp Bronchitis, Chronic/
5. chronic bronchitis.mp.
6. exp Emphysema/

7. emphysema.mp.

8 lor2or3or4or5or6or7

9. exp Steroids/

10. steroid*.mp.

11. exp Adrenal Cortex Hormones/
12. corticosteroid.mp.

13. exp Glucocorticoids/

14. glucocorticoid*.mp.

15. exp Beclomethasone/

16. beclomethasone.mp.

17. exp Betamethasone/

18. betamethasone.mp.

19. exp Fluticasone/

20. fluticasone.mp.

21. exp Cortisone/

22. cortisone.mp.

23. exp Dexamethasone/

24. dexamethasone.mp.

25. exp Hydrocortisone/

26. hydrocortisone.mp.

27. exp Prednisolone/

28. prednisolone.mp.

29. exp Prednisone/

30. prednisone.mp.

31. exp Methylprednisolone/

32. methylprednisolone.mp.

33. methylprednisone.mp.

34. exp Triamcinolone/

35. triamcinolone.mp.

36 9orl10orllorl2orl3orl4orl5Sorl6orl7or18or19or20or?2l or22or23or24 or25 or
"26 0r 27 or 28 or 29 or 30 or 31 or 32 or 33 or 34 or 35

37. exp Disease Progression/
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38. exacerb*.mp.

39. attack*.mp.

40. 37 or 38 or 39

41. 8 and 40

42.36 and 41

S2 Figure. MEDLINE search strategy example.

S1 Table. List of excluded studies and reasons for exclusion.

Study Name

Reason for exclusion

Abroug 2014

Burge 2003

CORTICO-COP

Davies 1999

George 2020

Johannesmeyer
2021

Karlsson 2017

Long 2018
Ma 2021

Magovern 2019

Marcos 2017
Matte 2018

Niewoehner 1999

RECUT
Scheutz 2015
Sivapalan 2021

Willaert 2002

Compared prednisone with placebo

Investigated the effect of prednisolone on subsequent treatment with
bronchodilators without any comparison of durations

Comparison between normal therapy and eosinophil-guided therapy
Compared prednisolone with placebo
Assessed hospital adherence to treatment guidelines

Compared corticosteroid dosage to hyperglycemia risk, but no
comparison with duration

Investigated the effect of prednisolone on exercise tolerance in men with
stable COPD

A short summary of the 2018 Cochrane review
Compared inhaled vs systemic corticosteroids

Brief summary of current knowledge regarding optimal corticosteroid
regimen duration

Assessed hospital adherence to treatment guidelines

Assessed the effect of a physician education session on adherence to
recommended COPD corticosteroid treatment guidelines

Wrong durations; compared 2 weeks with 8 weeks and placebo
Trial not complete, and wrong durations (3 vs 5 days)

Post-hoc analysis of Leuppi 2013 data

Post-hoc analysis of two different trials

Compared different administration methods
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